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Abstract

Massive spinning particles acquire helicity-dependent chemical potentials during the infla-

tion from axion-type couplings. Such spinning fields can mediate sizable inflaton correlators

which we call the helical inflation correlators. Helical inflaton correlators are approximately

scale invariant, dS boost breaking, parity violating, and are promising observables of cos-

mological collider physics. In this work, we present complete and analytical results for

4-point helical inflation correlators with tree-level exchanges of massive spinning particles,

including both the smooth background and the oscillatory signals. We compute the bulk

Schwinger-Keldysh integrals in two independent ways, including the partial Mellin-Barnes

representation and solving bootstrap equations. We also present new closed-form analytical

results for 3-point functions with massive scalar or helical spinning exchanges. The analyti-

cal results allow us to concretely and efficiently explore the phenomenological consequences

of helicity-dependent chemical potentials. In particular, we show that the chemical poten-

tial can exponentially enhance oscillatory signals of both local and nonlocal types, but only

affects the background in a rather mild way. Our results extend the de Sitter bootstrap

program to include nonperturbative breaking of de Sitter boosts. Our results also explicitly

verify the recently proposed cutting rule for cosmological collider signals.
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1 Introduction

The matter distribution of our universe at large scales features an essentially uniform back-

ground with small but important fluctuations. According to the widely accepted inflation paradigm,

the large-scale inhomogeneities are originated from the primordial quantum fluctuations of space-

time generated at very high-energy (small-distance) scales during the inflation. Therefore, mea-

surements of large-scale inhomogeneities including cosmic microwave background (CMB) observa-

tions and large-scale structure (LSS) surveys provide us unique windows to microscopic physical

processes happening during the inflation [1].

Mathematically, information about the primordial fluctuations is encoded in their correlation

functions, which we call inflation correlators for simplicity. We can think of inflation correlators as

statistically measured correlation function 〈ϕ(x1) · · ·ϕ(xn)〉 where ϕ(x) is the inflaton fluctuation

measured at the future boundary of the inflation spacetime. Nontrivial correlators start from

n = 2, which is more often called the power spectrum, while n-point correlators with n ≥ 3 are

conventionally called the non-Gaussianities [2–5]. The power spectrum of the primordial scalar

fluctuation has been well measured at CMB scales, providing us a wealth of information about

the inflationary universe [6]. The non-Gaussianities, on the other hand, are yet to be discovered.

The current CMB measurements only provide limits on their sizes [7]. However, we expect non-

Gaussianities to be present, since they are signals of interactions, and interactions must be present

during the inflation.

In recent years, there have been increasing interests in the study of inflation correlators, and

significant progresses have been made in various directions. The motivations behind this revived

interest in the inflation correlators are at least three-fold.

First, observational progresses are expected to be made in the near and far future, allowing us

to probe inflation correlators with unprecedented precision. The expected sensitivity to 3-point

functions with near-future LSS surveys can be one order of magnitude higher than the current

CMB constraints [1, 8]. More futuristic 21cm tomography could further improve this sensitivity

by orders of magnitudes [9,10]. These future observations would open up entirely new parameter

space with rich physics, calling for more careful and more systematic theoretical studies of inflation

correlators.

Second, the inflation correlators encode the information about the physics around the inflation

scale, which could be as high as 1014GeV [6,11]. This is certainly among the highest energy scale

that we can ever have access to in nature. Therefore, probing the inflation correlators provides us

a unique chance to learn potential new physics at an extremely high energy scale. This idea was

already realized in the early studies of quasi-single-field inflations [12–18], and was emphasized

more recently in [19] under the name of cosmological collider (CC) physics. In [12–19], it was

shown that the fast expansion of the inflation background can trigger spontaneous production

of heavy particles with mass up to the inflation Hubble scale H. Along with their subsequent

evolution, these heavy particles can imprint characteristic oscillatory signatures on the inflation

correlators, of which a measurement could tell the mass and the spin of these heavy particles.

This makes inflation correlators directly relevant to the study of fundamental particle physics.

Last but not least, developing computation techniques for inflation correlators and understand-

ing their analytical properties are interesting theoretical problems on their own. The inflation
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spacetime is close to the Poincaré patch of the de Sitter spacetime (dS), and the inflation correla-

tors can be viewed as correlators of bulk quantum fields in dS, with their external points pinned

to the future boundary. Inflation correlators are thus natural analogues of scattering amplitudes

in Minkowski spacetime or boundary correlators in anti-de Sitter spacetime (AdS). However, com-

pared to the highly developed territory of flat-space scattering amplitudes or AdS correlators, the

study of dS correlators is still in its infancy. To give an example, the analytical result for the

simplest CC process, namely the 4-point correlator with tree-level exchange of a massive scalar

field (see Fig. 2), was found only quite recently [20]. Full analytical results for CC processes at

loop levels are still beyond our reach at the moment. As the readers would appreciate from the

following sections, the complications of computing inflation correlators come mainly from two

sources. One is the space-time asymmetric nature of the problem, which renders a fully covariant

4-momentum representation inapplicable. Also, while some inflation correlators are covariant un-

der full dS isometries, phenomenologically more interesting correlators typically break dS boosts.

As often happens in physics, less symmetry implies increased difficulty. The other complication is

that the mode functions of fields are often special functions due to the distortion from the space-

time background. One has to deal with time-ordered integrals of Hankel functions (for ordinary

massive fields) or Whittaker functions (for fields with helical chemical potentials) instead of plane

waves in flat space.

Despite of the difficulties, progresses have been made in past few years. In a recently developed

cosmological bootstrap program [21], full analytical results have been found for dS covariant 4-

point and 3-point functions with tree-level exchange of particles of arbitrary mass and (integer)

spin [20, 22, 23]. Similar results were also obtained with an AdS-inspired Mellin space approach

[24–28]. The bootstrap program was further extended to include dS boost-breaking effects such

as non-unit sound speed and nonconvariant couplings, first to correlators of purely massless fields

[29–31], and more recently to correlators containing massive fields (and thus CC signals) [32,33].

At the loop level, precision computations of 1-loop correlators of both dS covariant type and boost-

breaking type have been done in [34] with a full numerical approach. Analytically, an approached

called partial Mellin-Barnes (MB) representation was recently introduced in [35], with which the

complete analytical results for the nonlocal CC signals at 1-loop level were obtained, for both

dS covariant case and boost-breaking case. See also [36–48] for recent works on the analytical

properties of inflation correlators or wavefunction coefficients, and see [21] for a review.

From particle physics perspective, the rich CC phenomenology has also been explored in recent

years, including particle physics within and beyond the Standard Model [49–91], the observation

strategies and forecasts [92–95]. Among the many CC models that have been considered, a

scenario with helicity-dependent chemical potentials has been emphasized owing to its distinct

and promising phenomenology, as well as its simplicity and generality in model buildings [34, 35,

61, 70, 71, 75, 79, 89]. Such chemical potentials arise naturally from axion-type couplings ∂µJ
µ
A/Λ

between the inflaton φ and axial currents JµA formed by massive spinning particles, and thus are

naturally present in various axion inflation models. Examples include axial current JµA = Ψγµγ5Ψ

for spin-1/2 fermions [61, 75] and Chern-Simons current JµA = εµνρσAνFρσ for spin-1 bosons [79].

Generalizations to higher spins are also possible [89]. With the rolling inflaton background φ̇0 6= 0,

these operators turn into the number density operators weighted by the helicity of the particle,

namely (φ̇0/Λ)J0
A and thus the combination µ ≡ φ̇0/Λ can be viewed as a helicity-dependent
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chemical potential, which we shall call helical chemical potential. As a result, the spontaneous

production of one helicity state will be boosted while the other being suppressed.1 Cosmological

consequences of helicity-dependent chemical potential have also been extensively explored in a

wider context beyond the CC physics; See, e.g., [96–107].

The chemical potential operator (∂µφ)JµA is the lowest dimension operator that couples massive

spinning particle and the inflaton field and respects the shift symmetry of the inflaton φ →
φ+ const., and thus is rather generic from the effective field theory (EFT) viewpoint. A chemical

potential comparable to or greater than the particle mass can natually alleviate the Boltzmann

suppression factor e−πm/H that affects most of CC signals when the mass m is significantly greater

than the Hubble scale H. In particular, in parameter space that can be easily realized in particle

models (µ ∼ m � H for spin-1 and µ � m � H for spin-1/2), the resulting CC signals possess

large amplitudes and large frequencies, while the smooth background contribution is expected

to be negligible [75, 79]. It is clear that the helical chemical potential necessarily breaks the

dS boosts as well as the spatial parity. The resulting correlators possess characteristic angular

dependence which reflects the helicity asymmetric nature of the underlying dynamics [69,89]. We

will call these objects helical inflation correlators to highlight their characteristic dependences on

the helicity of the intermediate states.

For reliable studies of CC physics involving helical chemical potential, it is clearly essential to

develop techniques for precise and efficient computation of helical inflation correlators. Ideally, we

would like to gain full analytical control over these objects. However, the presence of the chemical

potential makes the computation more involved. The primary reason is that the chemical potential

comes from the inflaton rolling φ̇0 6= 0, and thus breaks the dS boost. In particular, when the

chemical potential is large, the boost-breaking operator becomes nonperturbative. (See Fig. 5

and related discussions in Sec. 5.) Therefore one must treat the chemical potential insertions

nonperturbatively, resumming all such insertions to get the dressed propagators for the massive

spinning particle. This nonperturbative boost breaking makes it hard to use the previously

developed tools that rely on full dS isometries. The result from recently developed boostless

bootstrap was not immediately applicable to this case either, as we shall further explain in Sec.

5.

On the other hand, it is possible to complete the resummation of chemical-potential insertions

by directly solving the equation of motion, resulting in a solution expressed by the Whittaker

W function, which is technically more complicated than the more familiar Hankel functions. (In

comparison, there is another type of strong boost-breaking effects, namely the non-unit sound

speed cs 6= 1, for which the mode function remains to be the Hankel functions, only with a shift

in the momentum k → csk.) Therefore, in order to find analytical results for inflation correlators

with helical chemical potentials, it is essential to develop appropriate tools to deal with Whittaker

functions.

In this work, we set out to find full analytical results for a class of helical inflation correlators

1The chemical potential can also be introduced to ordinary number density operator without the helicity

dependence. However, as was shown in [75], only the helicity-dependent chemical potential can lead to nontrivial

enhancement of CC signals. See [85] for more discussions. In [82] a helicity-independent chemical potential was

introduced for scalar fields. But this chemical potential enhance the signal from the vertex rather than from the

propagator, and thus is quite different from the chemical potential in our current context.
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at the tree level. We shall attack the problem from two independent approaches.

In the first approach, we use the method of partial Mellin-Barnes (MB) representation in-

troduced in our previous work [35]. In this approach, the complicated special functions in the

intermediate massive propagators are recast into MB integrals over power functions, which triv-

ialize the time integral. We then finish the MB integrals by properly closing the contours and

applying the residue theorem. In this work, we shall show how to compute both the signal and

the background part of the correlators using this method. We will further explore the freedom of

MB representation for Whittaker functions to give two distinct derivations of the same result.

In the second approach, we derive differential equations satisfied by the helical correlators

and then solve them with appropriate boundary conditions. We call them bootstrap equations,

since this approach is more in line with the cosmological bootstrap program. Thus our bootstrap

equations can be viewed as an extension of the cosmological bootstrap program to the theories

with helical chemical potential, which is a nonperturbative source of dS boost breaking. We also

present a new way to take folded limit of the bootstrapped series, which allows us to write down

closed-form analytical results for various 3-point functions of massive mediations without any

series expansion.

The central object of this paper is a vector seed integral (43) defined in Sec. 2, from which a

large number of helical correlators can be built. For illustrating the method and for completeness,

we also present a similar computation for the simpler massive scalar exchange, by defining and

computing a scalar seed integral. By computing these objects with both partial MB and bootstrap

equations, we cross-check the results from the two very different methods, and find nice agreements

between them.

With full analytical results for these seed integrals, we can build more general correlators with

helical massive spinning exchanges for all helicity states. These results also allow us to explore

more reliably and more efficiently the phenomenological consequences of these correlators. In

particular, we confirm a previous expectation that the CC signals from these helical correlators

are parametrically larger than background even for mildly large chemical potentials. Also, we

show that both the local and nonlocal CC signals can be enhanced exponentially by the chemical

potential, but the detailed parameter dependence shows interesting difference between these two

types of signals. The fast numerical implementation of our results makes it easier for parameter

scanning in model building and also for generating templates when confronting the model with

data. Therefore, we hope that the results presented in the work is not only of theory interest, but

also of practical use.

Outline of this work. Since this work is mainly about analytical computation of helical infla-

tion correlators, a large portion of the main text will be rather technical. In order to make this

work more accessible, below we will give a brief summary for each of the following sections.

In Sec. 2, after making some general remarks about the helical chemical potentials, we present

in Sec. 2.1 a detailed treatment of quantizing a massive spin-1 field with chemical potential in

dS (henceforth helical spin-1 fields), which leads to a set of mode functions for the helical spin-1

fields, summarized in (22)-(24). Following a standard procedure in the Schwinger-Keldysh (SK)

formalism [58], we can construct propagators, and eventually Feynman diagrams, from these mode

functions. Then in Sec. 2.2 we discuss the most general couplings that give rise to the 4-point
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functions in Fig. 1. Then we show that the computation of this class of 4-point correlators can

be reduced to that of a vector seed integral, defined in (43).

In Sec. 3, we introduce our main tool for computing the SK integrals, namely the partial

MB representation. For illustrative purpose and also for completeness, we use the partial MB

to compute a simpler process, namely the 4-point function with tree-level exchange of a massive

scalar particle. To this end, we define a scalar seed integral in (55), and then present all the

details of computation. Readers uninterested in the technical details can directly go to Sec. 3.3

for a summary of the result.

In Sec. 4, we present the full analytical results for the vector seed integral defined in Sec. 2.

It turns out that the correlators mediated by the two transverse states and by the longitudinal

state require separate treatments. Therefore, we present the computation of the transverse part

in Sec. 4.1, and the longitudinal part in Sec. 4.2. In Sec. 4.1, we discuss the flexibility in choosing

the MB representation for the Whittaker function. In the same subsection, we provide the full

computation using the so-called partially resolved MB representation. The computation of the

same integral with an alternative MB representation, which we call the completely resolved MB

representation, will be presented in App. C. Again, readers uninterested in the details can directly

jump to Sec. 4.3 for a summary of the results in this section. In Sec. 4.3, we also comment on the

relation between our results and a recently proposed tree-level cutting rule for CC signals [41]. Our

results explicitly verified the cutting rule for both the scalar exchanges and the helical spinning

exchanges. Therefore it is possible to use our method to give a more rigorous proof of the cutting

rule stated in [41].

In Sec. 5, we turn to the method of bootstrap equations. We will first make some general

remarks about the bootstrap method, and then derive the scalar and vector bootstrap equations

in the three subsections. We then provide the particular solutions to the inhomogeneous equations

in each case in terms of Taylor series of momentum ratios, and compare these results with the

ones obtained from partial MB representation. It turns out that the series solution can be found

for transverse correlators only if we make a suitable change of variables, as suggested by the

results from partial MB. We then solve the homogeneous equations to get the signal part of the

correlator. Different from previous works, we impose the boundary conditions from the squeezed

configurations, which correspond to the late-time limit of the bulk integral. Given the more free

parameters in the homogeneous solutions, it turns out that imposing the boundary condition from

the late-time limit is the easiest choice. We then check our results by sending them to the folded

limit, where all superficial divergences should cancel, as required by the Bunch-Davies initial

condition [19, 20]. We will also show how an appropriate change of variables can help us to find

neat and closed expressions for the 4-point function in the folded limit.

In Sec. 6, we demonstrate how to extend our results to more general helical correlators, by

working out a particular example, namely a mixed 3-point function with two scalar modes and

one tensor mode, where the tensor mode is mixed with a massive spin-2 field with helical chemical

potential. This is a process that generalizes the CC physics to tensor modes with large oscillatory

signals, and has been considered in [89]. In this section, we provide full analytical result for this

process, including the signal and the background, in terms of the vector seed integral computed

in Sec. 4. For completeness, we will also present a corresponding closed-form expression for the

scalar 3-point function with massive scalar exchange, which seems new to us.
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In Sec. 7, we discuss the phenomenology of the helical 4-point correlators. In particular, we

show how the CC signals and the background depend on the mass and the chemical potential of the

intermediate particles. We also provide representative plots for the signals and the backgrounds

in Fig. 13, and also plots for typical full correlators in Fig. 14.

Further discussions and outlooks are presented in Sec. 8. Some useful formulae are collected

in App. A. In App. B we give the results of the 4-point spin-1 correlator with the most general

effective couplings in terms of the vector seed integral. In App. C we present the result for the

vector seed integral using the completely resolved MB representation for the Whittaker function.

Notations and conventions. Most of special notations used in this work will be defined in a

self-contained way when they appear. We use the mostly-minus spacetime metric. For the most

part, we use conformal time τ and comoving spatial coordinates x, with which the dS metric

reads ds2 = a2(τ)(−dτ 2 + dx2), a(τ) = −1/(Hτ) is the scale factor and H is the inflation Hubble

parameter which we will always take to be a constant. In most part of this paper, we also take

H = 1 for notational simplicity. We occasionally use the comoving time t, with which the metric

reads ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)dx2 and a(t) = eHt. Our notations and conventions for describing the

4-point inflation correlators are mostly in line with [35], in which the readers can find detailed

discussion about the kinematics and the symmetry of the 4-point functions. In particular, we

will often use notations like k12 ≡ k1 + k2 (for momenta; magnitude sum rather than vector

sum), s12 = s1 + s2 (for Mellin variables), n12 = n1 + n2 (for summation variables), etc. Our

diagrammatic notations and computations follow the treatment of SK formalism presented in [58],

in which the detailed diagrammatic rules about SK integrals for given diagrams have been spelled

out. We refer readers unfamiliar with the SK formalism to [58] for a pedagogic review.

2 Spinning Fields with Helical Chemical Potential

The inflationary universe is very close to the Poincaré patch of the de Sitter space, which

has the largest possible number of isometries, including the space translations and rotations, the

dilatation, and also the three dS boosts. The observed scalar power spectrum suggests that the

inflation correlators should be covariant under the space translations and rotations. The dilatation

symmetry is also realized approximately in the form of scale invariance. On the contrary, we

have no observational evidence of the three dS boosts. From a theoretical viewpoint, the rolling

background of the inflaton itself is a source of boost breaking. Therefore, when constructing

inflation correlators, it is appropriate to consider theories respecting all dS isometries expect the

three boosts.

There are two distinct ways to introduce boost breaking dynamics to a single propagating

species in dS. One is to modify the relative size between the kinetic term and the gradient term,

resulting a non-unit sound speed cs. This is a well-known possibility and has been explored in

the context of CC physics recently in [32,33]. The other possibility, which is realized for spinning

particles only, is the helical chemical potential and is the main focus of this work. Usually, these

two boost breaking effects can both be obtained by evaluating some Lorentz invariant operators in

an underlying theory with the rolling inflaton background. In this respect, the chemical potential

term appears first from the dimension-5 operators, as mentioned in the Introduction. The non-unit
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sound speed, on the other hand, normally requires higher dimensional operators. Therefore, from

an effective field theory point of view, it seems that the chemical potential is more relevant than

the non-unit sound speed whenever it is present. For this reason, we shall neglect any non-unit

sound speed in the following discussions.

2.1 Helical spin-1 field

Helical chemical potentials can in principle be introduced to massive particles of arbitrary

nonzero spin. In this work we mainly focus on the case of massive spin-1 particles. Generalizations

to higher spins or half-integer spins are similar, and we shall show an example of massive spin-2 in

Sec. 6. For completeness, we shall present the details of canonical quantization from the classical

Lagrangian to the mode functions and finally to the SK propagators. Experts may wish to skip

this subsection.

We can work with effective field theory of inflation to keep things general, but we find it

convenient enough to start from a (local) Lorentz invariant Lagrangian. Therefore we introduce

a real background scalar field φ which can be either the inflaton field or a spectator field or a

mixture of the both. In either case, we require that the scalar field has a homogeneous and

isotropic background:

φ0(t) = 〈φ(t,x)〉, (1)

which is independent of space coordinates x but can have nontrivial time dependence. For a

wide range of phenomenological applications, we can take the time dependence of φ0(t) to be

φ0(t) = φ̇0t+ const. where φ̇0 is a time-independent constant speed. Such form of φ0(t) is usually

a good approximation for either a rolling inflaton along its flat potential, or a light spectator field

with the mass smaller than the Hubble scale H. We also note that such form of time-dependence

leaves the inflation correlators scale invariant with appropriate couplings.

The action and the equations of motion. Now we can write down an action for the spin-1

field Aµ of mass m, with a fixed spacetime background gµν and the scalar background introduced

above:

S =

∫
d4x

[√
−g
(
− 1

4
gµρgνσFµνFρσ −

1

2
m2gµνAµAν

)
+

φ

4Λ
εµνρσFµνFρσ

]
. (2)

Here εµνρσ is the total antisymmetric tensor with ε0123 = 1. We do not assume a specific origin

for the mass m of the spin-1 field Aµ. When it is originated from a Higgs mechanism, we assume

that the Higgs degree is heavy enough so that it can be decoupled from our problem, and the

above action can be regarded as written in the unitary gauge.

The dimension-5 coupling φFF̃ is a rather generic coupling between a CP odd scalar field φ

and a spin-1 field Aµ. It is also the lowest-dimension coupling between the spin-1 field Aµ to the

scalar φ that respects both the shift symmetry of the scalar field φ→ φ + const. and the (albeit

broken) gauge symmetry of the spin-1 field. As mentioned in the introductory section and will

be detailed now, this coupling is also the origin of the helical chemical potential of the massive

spin-1 field once the scalar field φ acquires its rolling background (1).
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Specifically, we take the dS limit of the inflation background ds2 = a2(τ)(−dτ 2 + dx2) with

the scale factor a(τ) = −1/(Hτ), and also the scalar background (1). Then the action (2) can be

rewritten as:

S =

∫
dτd3x L , L =

(
− 1

4
FµνF

µν − 1

2
a2m2AµA

µ
)

+
φ̇0t

4Λ
εµνρσFµνFρσ. (3)

From this equation onward, all the spacetime indices are lowered and raised by the Minkowski

metric ηµν and its inverse, unless otherwise stated. Also, in (3) we have thrown away a constant

in the scalar background φ0(t) which contributes only to a boundary term that is irrelevant to our

study. We stress that it is the physical-time derivative of the inflaton background φ̇0 = dφ0/dt

that is nearly the constant. The quantity φ′0 ≡ dφ0/dτ = aφ̇0 = eHtφ̇0 actually has strong time

dependence. Also, the appearance of explicit time dependence in (3) may look a bit weird, but it

can be easily removed with integration by parts, leaving a term that has an uncontracted temporal

index. Such bare temporal indices are direct consequences of broken time diffeomorphism by the

rolling scalar background [108].

From the action (3) it is straightforward to get the equation of motion for the spin-1 field Aµ:

∂µF
µν − a2m2Aν − 2aµε0νρσFρσ = 0. (4)

Here the dimension-1 parameter µ ≡ φ̇0/Λ is nothing but the helical chemical potential. Acting

∂ν on the equation of motion (4), we get a constraint:

2aHA0 + ∂νA
ν = 0, (5)

which can be written in a more covariant form gµν∇µAν = 0 although we prefer not to do so.2

Substituting the constraint (5) back into the equation (4), we get two equations for the temporal

and spatial components of Aµ = (A0, Ai), respectively:

A′′0 − ∂2
jA0 + (2aHA0)′ + a2m2A0 = 0, (6)

A′′i − ∂2
jAi + 2aH∂iA0 + a2m2Ai + 2aµεijk∂

jAk = 0. (7)

Although we have 4 equations here, they are not independent due to the constraint (5). As is well

known, a massive spin-1 field as discussed here gives rise to 3 independent propagating degrees

of freedom.3 It is convenient to choose helicity eigenstates with h = 0,±1 to describe them. The

helicity h = s·k/|k| is the angular momentum of the mode along the direction of propagation. In a

Lorentz invariant theory, the helicity is frame dependent, and thus is not an intrinsic property for

massive spinning particles. More explicitly, one can always boost a helicity eigenstate to flip the

direction of propagation while keeping the direction of angular momentum invariant, and thereby

flip the sign of the helicity. However, in our case, the dS boosts (the dS counterparts of the

2Our treatment here also applies to a Higgsed U(1) gauge theory so long as one chooses (5) as the gauge

condition. However, in the case of a Higgsed gauge theory, other choices of gauge conditions are also possible,

which may lead to expressions superficially different from what we are presenting here.
3This applies to all mass 0 < m < H/2 and m > H/2. Although the spin-1 representations of dS isometry group

belong to different categories for 0 < m < H/2 and m > H/2, this peculiarity of dS representation does not affect

the degree counting. In particular, the possibility of partially massless states kicks in only for spin s > 2 [109].
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Lorentz boosts) are spontaneously broken by the scalar background φ0(t). As a result, the scalar

background no longer takes the space-independent form φ0(t) for an observer boosted relative

to the local comoving frame. Therefore, the background scalar φ0(t) unambiguously picks out a

comoving frame in which the universe looks isotropic. It can be easily seen that the helicity is

invariant under all other unbroken symmetries, including the space translations and rotations, and

the dilatation. The dilatation is of course broken by the scalar background φ̇0 as well. However,

this is inconsequential so long as other fields couple only derivatively to the scalar and so long as

φ̇0 is constant.

Canonical quantization. Now we review the canonical quantization of the massive spin-1 field

in dS in the presence of a helical chemical potential. Given the symmetry of the problem, it is

convenient to go to the Fourier space for the 3-dimensional space and consider a specific Fourier

mode with comoving momentum k. Then, the Fourier modes Aµ,k(τ) can be written as linear

superposition of annihilation and creation operators, a
(h)
k and a

(h)†
k , for each helicity eigenstate:

Aµ(τ,x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
eik·xAµ,k(τ), Aµ,k(τ) =

+1∑
h=−1

[
A

(h)
µ,k(τ)a

(h)
k + A

(h)∗
µ,−k(τ)a

(h)†
−k

]
, (8)

where A
(h)
µ,k(τ) are the helicity eigenstates, with h = 0 denoting the longitudinal mode and h =

±1 denoting the two transverse modes. In the flat spacetime, each helicity eigenstate can be

further written as a product of a time-dependent mode function e−iEkt and a time-independent

polarization vector e
(h)
k . Things are a little more complicated in dS for the longitudinal mode: As

a consequence of nontrivial time dependence in the mode function, together with the constraint

equation (5), the longitudinal mode is no longer a simple product of a time-dependent mode

function and a time-independent polarization vector. To take care of this complication, we take

k = (0, 0, k)T without loss of generality. Then we can define four polarization vectors e(λ) with

λ = T,+,−, L as below (Note that λ is not a label of helicity):

e
(T )
µ,k =


1

0

0

0

 , e
(±)
µ,k =

1√
2


0

1

±i

0

 , e
(L)
µ,k =


0

0

0

1

 , with k =

0

0

k

 . (9)

For general k not in the 3-direction, the corresponding polarization vectors can be obtained by the

usual rule of 3-dimensional rotations. That is, e
(T )
µ will remain intact as a scalar under 3-rotations,

while e
(L)
µ,k = k̂ and e

(±)
µ,k = (û± iv̂)/

√
2 up to arbitrary complex phase factors, where (û, v̂, k̂) form

a right-handed frame of the 3-dimensional space. We note in particular that these expressions are

valid only in the comoving frame, and we are not allowed to perform dS boost due to the boost

breaking nature of the problem. We will not need expressions for these polarization vectors in

boosted frames.

With the aid of the (physically redundant) set of polarization basis (9), we can write the

helicity eigenstates A
(h)
µ,k(τ) in terms of a set of mode functions B(λ) as below:

A
(±1)
µ,k (τ) = B(±)(k, τ)e

(±)
µ,k , (10)

A
(0)
µ,k(τ) = B(T )(k, τ)e

(T )
µ,k +B(L)(k, τ)e

(L)
µ,k, (11)

11



The equations of motion for the field Aµ then give rise to a set of equations for the mode functions.

The temporal equation (6) gives:

B(T )′′ + 2aHB(T )′ +
[
k2 + a2(m2 + 2H2)

]
B(T ) = 0, (12)

while the spatial equation (7) mixes different mode functions. To decouple the spatial equation,

we contract it with the polarization vectors in (9). Contracting (7) with e
(L)
µ,k gives the longitudinal

equation:

B(L)′′ + (k2 + a2m2)B(L) + 2iaHkB(T ) = 0, (13)

and contracting (7) with e
(∓)
µ,k gives the transverse equations:

B(±)′′ + (k2 ± 2aµk + a2m2)B(±) = 0. (14)

It can be readily checked that the longitudinal equation and the temporal equation are compatible

with the constraint (5) and therefore are not independent. We can conveniently choose (12) and

(14) as an independent and complete set of equations, and the longitudinal mode function B(L)

can be found from B(T ) by solving the constraint (5):

B(L) =
1

ik

(
B(T )′ + 2aHB(T )

)
. (15)

Now it is straightforward to solve the mode equations up to overall normalization constants:

B(±)(k, τ) = N (±) e
∓πµ̃/2
√

2k
W±iµ̃,iν̃(2ikτ), (16)

B(T )(k, τ) = N (T )

√
π

2
e−πν̃/2H(−τ)3/2H

(1)
iν̃ (−kτ). (17)

Here µ̃ ≡ µ/H and ν̃ ≡
√

(m/H)2 − 1/4, Wκ,µ(z) is the Whittaker W function and H
(1)
µ (z)

is the Hankel function of the first kind. We shall call ν̃ the mass parameter and we add a

tilde to distinguish it from the more conventionally defined parameter ν =
√

1/4−m2/H2. In

this paper, we shall exclusively consider massive fields in the principal series, meaning that ν is

purely imaginary, and ν̃ is positive real. Note also that the relation between ν̃ and m depends

on the spin: For spin-s (s 6= 0) fields, ν̃ =
√

(m/H)2 − (s− 1/2)2, and for scalars (s = 0),

ν̃ =
√

(m/H)2 − 9/4.

With the application of CC physics in mind, we always assume m > H/2, the so-called

principal series. The generalization to complementary series 0 < m < H/2 is straightforward.

The normalization constants N (±) and N (T ) are determined by the canonical commutators.

On the one hand, we have the canonical equal-time commutator of the field variable Ai(τ,x) with

its canonical conjugate momentum Πi(τ,x) ≡ ∂L /∂A′i where L is given in (3):

[Ai(τ,x),Πj(τ,y)] = i δji δ
(3)(x− y), (18)

and all other brackets vanish. On the other hand, we have the canonical commutators of annihi-

lation and creation operators [a
(h)
k , a

(h′)†
q ] = (2π)3δhh

′
δ(3)(k−q) and all other commutators vanish.

12



These two sets of commutators, together with the mode decomposition, fix the normalization of

the mode functions. More explicitly, we can again take k = (0, 0, k)T without loss of generality.

Then, the transverse field commutators [Ai(τ,x), A′j(τ,y)] = iδijδ
(3)(x − y) with i = 1, 2 lead to

the normalization condition for the transverse mode functions:

i =W
(
B(±), B(±)∗

)
=
∣∣N (±)

∣∣2. (19)

whereW(f, g) = fg′− f ′g is the Wronskian of two functions f and g. Thus the coefficients of the

transverse modes are fixed to be N (±) = 1 up to irrelevant phases.

For the longitudinal mode A
(0)
µ,k, we have Π3 = A′3−∂3A0, and thus the field commutator reads[

A3(τ,x), A′3(τ,y) − ∂3A0(τ,y)
]

= iδ(3)(x − y). Together with [a
(0)
p , a

(0)†
−q ] = (2π)3δ(3)(p + q), it

gives rise to the following condition:[
B(L)(k, τ)B(L)∗′(k, τ)−B(L)∗(k, τ)B(L)′(k, τ)

]
− ik

[
B(L)(k, τ)B(T )∗(k, τ)−B(L)∗(k, τ)B(T )(k, τ)

]
= i (20)

Using (15) to remove B(L) in the second line, we get a somewhat unusual Wronskian condition:

i =W
(
B(L)(k, τ), B(L)∗(k, τ)

)
−W

(
B(T )(k, τ), B(T )∗(k, τ)

)
= i
∣∣N (T )

∣∣2 m2

k2
. (21)

This fixes the normalization coefficient N (T ) = k/m up to an irrelevant phase.

To summarize, we have obtained the mode functions for the massive spin-1 fields in dS with

helical chemical potential as follows:

B(±)(k, τ) =
e∓πµ̃/2√

2k
W±iµ̃,iν̃(2ikτ), (22)

B(T )(k, τ) =

√
πk

2m
e−πν̃/2H(−τ)3/2H

(1)
iν̃ (−kτ), (23)

B(L)(k, τ) =− i
√
π

4m
e−πν̃/2H(−τ)1/2

[
H

(1)
iν̃ (−kτ)− kτ

(
H

(1)
1+iν̃(−kτ)− H

(1)
−1+iν̃(−kτ)

)]
. (24)

SK propagators. With the mode functions obtained above, it is straightforward to construct

the propagators of the massive spinning fields. Owing to the aforementioned complication of the

longitudinal mode, namely the temporal component B(T ) not proportional to the longitudinal

component B(L), we find it more useful to define the propagators with respect to the redundant

polarization basis e
(λ)
µ,k given in (9). Following the standard SK path integral formalism [58], the

tree-level propagators can be obtained as:

D
(λ)
++(k; τ1, τ2) = e

(λ)µ∗
k e

(λ)ν∗
−k

〈
0|T{Aµ,k(τ1)Aν,−k(τ2)}|0

〉′
, (25)

D
(λ)
−−(k; τ1, τ2) = e

(λ)µ∗
k e

(λ)ν∗
−k

〈
0|T{Aµ,k(τ1)Aν,−k(τ2)}|0

〉′
, (26)

D
(λ)
+−(k; τ1, τ2) = e

(λ)µ∗
k e

(λ)ν∗
−k

〈
0|Aν,−k(τ2)Aµ,k(τ1)|0

〉′
, (27)

D
(λ)
−+(k; τ1, τ2) = e

(λ)µ∗
k e

(λ)ν∗
−k

〈
0|Aµ,k(τ1)Aν,−k(τ2)|0

〉′
, (28)
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where |0〉 is the initial state of the problem which we will take as the usual Bunch-Davies vacuum,

T and T denote the time ordering and anti-time ordering of operators, respectively, and 〈· · ·〉′
denotes a correlator with momentum-conserving δ-function removed. Then, with the equations

(8), (10), (11), and (22)-(24), one can find the explicit expressions of the above propagators in

terms of mode functions. All these propagators can be expressed in terms of the Wightman

functions, namely D
(λ)
> (k; τ1, τ2) and its complex conjugate D

(λ)
< (k; τ1, τ2) ≡ D

(λ)∗
> (k; τ1, τ2):

D
(λ)
> (k; τ1, τ2) ≡ B(λ)(k, τ1)B(λ)∗(k, τ2). (29)

Then, we have:

D
(λ)
++(k; τ1, τ2) = D

(λ)
> (k; τ1, τ2)θ(τ1 − τ2) +D

(λ)
< (k; τ1, τ2)θ(τ2 − τ1), (30)

D
(λ)
−−(k; τ1, τ2) = D

(λ)
< (k; τ1, τ2)θ(τ1 − τ2) +D

(λ)
< (k; τ1, τ2)θ(τ2 − τ1), (31)

D
(λ)
+−(k; τ1, τ2) = D

(λ)
< (k; τ1, τ2), (32)

D
(λ)
−+(k; τ1, τ2) = D

(λ)
> (k; τ1, τ2), (33)

One can show, as we will do in Sec. 5, that the two opposite-sign propagators D
(λ)
±∓ satisfies the

sourceless (and thus homogenous) equation of motion for the vector field Aµ, while the same-sign

propagators satisfy the same equation but with a nonzero source (and thus inhomogeneous). For

this reason we will also call D
(λ)
±± the inhomogeneous propagators and D

(λ)
±∓ the homogeneous

propagators.

For later use, we also present the explicit expressions for the Wightman function D
(λ)
> for

various polarizations:

D
(±)
> (k; τ1, τ2) = B(±)(k, τ1)B(±)∗(k, τ2) =

e∓πµ̃

2k
W±iµ̃,iν̃(2ikτ1)W∓iµ̃,iν̃(−2ikτ2), (34)

D
(T )
> (k; τ1, τ2) = B(T )(k, τ1)B(T )∗(k, τ2) =

πH2k2

4m2
e−πν̃(τ1τ2)3/2H

(1)
iν̃ (−kτ1)H

(2)
−iν̃(−kτ2), (35)

D
(L)
> (k; τ1, τ2) =

1

k2

(
∂τ1 −

2

τ1

)(
∂τ2 −

2

τ2

)
D

(T )
> (k; τ1, τ2). (36)

One caveat is that the relation between the longitudinal propagator and the temporal prop-

agator as written in (36) applies only to homogeneous type propagators, namely D
(L)
≷ or D

(L)
±∓.

Owing to the presence of Heaviside θ-functions, the two inhomogeneous propagators D
(L)
±± and

D
(T )
±± are not related by simply acting the differential operators ∂τ1,2− 2/τ1,2 as in (36). There will

be additional contact term generated involved in such a relation. This point will be relevant for

our computation of longitudinal correlators below, especially when using the bootstrap equations

in Sec. 5.

2.2 Correlators and the vector seed integral

From this point onward, we shall take H = 1 to simplify expressions.

With the massive spin-1 fields properly quantized and their propagators obtained, we are now

ready to construct helical inflation correlators. In this work, we focus on the tree-level exchange
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ϕk4
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ϕ2,k2

ϕ1,k1

ϕ1,k3

ϕ2,k4

1
Figure 1: The 4-point correlators mediated by a massive spin-1 field in the s-channel at the tree

level. The left diagram shows the correlator of four identical external scalars 〈ϕk1ϕk2ϕk3ϕk4〉′,
which corresponds to the amplitude in (42). The right diagram corresponds to correlators with

two distinct external scalars 〈ϕ1,k1ϕ2,k2ϕ1,k3ϕ2,k4〉′, which corresponds to the amplitude in (40).

of massive spinning particles mainly in 4-point correlators, namely the trispectrum. The 3-point

correlators, namely the bispectrum, will be considered in Sec. 6 as soft limits of 4-point correlators.

The 4-point correlators we will be considering are shown in Fig. 1. In this figure, we only

draw the s-channel exchange. There are two other similar processes with t-channel and u-channel

exchanges that can be obtained by simple permutations k1 ↔ k4 and k1 ↔ k3, respectively. To

form a correlator as in Fig. 1, we need a trilinear interaction vertex with two external scalar fields

and one internal spinning field, to be introduced below.

Trilinear couplings. From the previous subsection, we see that the helical chemical potential

affects only the transverse components. Therefore, the trilinear coupling must see the spatial

components Ai of the spin-1 field in order to see the effect of the chemical potential. For this

reason, we shall only consider couplings involving Ai and neglect couplings to A0. Also, for

convenience, we shall consider a process with two distinct external massless scalars ϕ1 and ϕ2,

shown by the right diagram in Fig. 1. (The result for four identical external scalars, namely

the left diagram of Fig. 1, can be obtained by permuting the momenta. See below.) With the

symmetry of the problem given, we can write down the following most general trilinear interaction

vertex among ϕ1, ϕ2, and Ai:

OP = λPa
2−(J+K)−2(M+N+R)

[
∂Jτ ∂i1 · · · ∂iM (∂j∂

j)Nϕ1

][
∂Kτ ∂

i∂i1 · · · ∂iM (∂k∂
k)Rϕ2

]
Ai. (37)

Here the subscript P = (J,K,M,N,R) is a set of nonnegative integers specifying the number of

various temporal and spatial derivatives, and it also serves as a label for the operator OP and the

coupling strength λP. The power of the scale factor a is uniquely fixed by the scale invariance.

It is of course possible to act temporal and spatial derivatives on Ai, but these derivatives can

always be moved to ϕ1 and ϕ2 using integration by parts. Therefore, any operators involving

derivatives of Ai can be written as linear combinations of operators of the above form up to

irrelevant boundary terms.

It might be useful to find the result for the correlator with couplings written in the above

very general form. However, it is clearly rather cumbersome to stay in the most general case

throughout our presentation. Also, the final result will be rather complicated and uninspiring.

Therefore we shall present the result for the 4-point correlator with the most general coupling
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(37) in App. B. Here, for the sake of clarity, we will set J = 1 and K = M = N = R = 0 in the

operator OP in (37), and we simply call the resulting operator O :

O = λaϕ′1(∂iϕ2)Ai. (38)

This could well be the simplest choice for the trilinear coupling, and is the lowest dimension

coupling one can write down for the three fields ϕ1, ϕ2, and Ai that respects the shift symmetry

of the scalar fields. Note in particular that the shift symmetry requires us to retain at least one

derivative to each of the two scalar fields.

SK integral. Now we are ready to write down an expression for the 4-point correlator shown

in the right diagram of Fig. 1, with the two vertices given by the simple operator O in (38),

following the diagrammatic rule summarized in [58]. More explicitly, we use Ga(k, τ) to denote

the bulk-to-boundary propagator for the external scalar fields:

Ga(k, τ) =
1

2k3
(1− iakτ)eiakτ . (39)

Since we are assuming both ϕ1 and ϕ2 massless, we do not use different letters to distinguish their

propagators. Then, we can write down the amplitude mediated by each of the four polarizations

of the spin-1 field:

T (λ)
2 =− λ2(ik2 · e(λ)

ks
)(ik4 · e(λ)∗

ks
)
∑
a,b=±

ab

∫ 0

−∞

dτ1

−τ1

dτ2

−τ2

×
[
∂τ1Ga(k1, τ1)

]
Ga(k2, τ1)

[
∂τ2Gb(k3, τ2)

]
Gb(k4, τ2)D

(λ)
ab (ks; τ1, τ2). (40)

Then, use (39), we find

T (λ)
2 = λ2(k2 · e(λ)

ks
)(k4 · e(λ)∗

ks
)

1

16k1k3
2k3k3

4

∑
a,b=±

ab

×
∫ 0

−∞
dτ1dτ2(1− iak2τ1)(1− ibk4τ2)eiak12τ1+ibk34τ2D

(λ)
ab (ks; τ1, τ2). (41)

The process with four identical scalars, namely the left diagram of Fig. 1, can be obtained directly

by permutation of the four external momenta:

T (λ)
1 (kI) = T (λ)

2 (kI) + (k1 ↔ k2) + (k3 ↔ k4) +

(
k1 ↔ k2

k3 ↔ k4

)
. (42)

There are some cancellations in this permutation in the leading order CC signals in the squeezed

limit. However, the CC signals are still present in the subleading terms, albeit with a different

angular dependence. See [35] for more discussions.

Helical Vector Seed Integral. One can well follow the standard procedure and substitute the

explicit expressions of the spin-1 propagators (34) and (36) into (41). However, the computation

of the two time integrals is not that trivial. Therefore, we will isolate this integral from the rest

of the expression, by defining the following helical vector seed integral :
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I(λ)p1p2
ab ≡− ab k3+p1+p2

s

∫ 0

−∞
dτ1dτ2 (−τ1)p1(−τ2)p2eiak12τ1+ibk34τ2D

(λ)
ab (ks; τ1, τ2). (43)

Let us make some remarks about this vector seed integral before going on to consider the

4-point correlator T (λ)
2 .

First, the minus sign and also the factor ab in front of everything in (43) are from the two

vertices, which give ia and ib as the diagrammatic rule required. Second, we have introduced

two arbitrary powers of time (−τ1)p1 and (−τ2)p2 , and it turns out that this slight generalization

suffices to accommodate a wide range of diagrams, including the diagrams with the most general

coupling (37). It is for this reason that we call I(λ)p1p2
ab a seed integral. Third, we have also

introduced the factor k3+p1+p2
s to balance the powers of time inside the integral, so that the

whole expression I(λ)p1p2
ab is dimensionless and scale invariant, and must be expressible in terms of

momentum ratios.4 It turns out that the integral (43) depends on two independent momentum

ratios, reminiscent of the behavior of a 4-point correlator in ordinary conformal field theories. As

we shall see below, it is convenient to define the following momentum ratios:

r1 ≡
ks
k12

, r2 ≡
ks
k34

. u1 ≡
2ks

k12 + ks
=

2r1

1 + r1

, u2 ≡
2ks

k34 + ks
=

2r2

1 + r2

. (44)

Clearly, the momentum conservation at each vertex, namely k1 + k2 = ks = −(k3 + k4), requires

that r1, r2, u1, u2 ∈ [0, 1]. As we shall see in Sec. 4, it turns out more convenient to use (r1, r2) as

independent variables for the longitudinal integral I(L)p1p2
ab while (u1, u2) is a better choice for the

transverse integral I(±)p1p2
ab .

From the seed integral to the correlator. Now, in terms of the vector seed integral (43),

we can write the 4-point correlator T (λ)
2 in two different ways. First, the correlator can be written

as a linear combination of seed integrals with different SK indices:

T (λ)
2 =

−λ2

16k1k2k3k4k3
s

(k̂2 · e(λ)
ks

)(k̂4 · e(λ)∗
ks

)

k2k4

×
∑
a,b=±

[
I(λ)0,0
ab − ia

k2

ks
I(λ)1,0
ab − ib

k4

ks
I(λ)0,1
ab − ab

k2k4

k2
s

I(λ)1,1
ab

]
. (45)

The advantage of the representation (45) is that one only need to form simple linear combination

once the result for the vector seed integral is known. However, an unsatisfactory aspect of this

representation is that the coefficients of some terms contain the SK indices a, b, which means that

we have to know the result of Ip1p2ab for each a, b = ±. While there is no problem in obtaining the

results for each individual integral, it is somewhat redundant to present the result for each a, b

separately. In fact, the results for different a, b = ± are intimately related, not least because the

bulk propagators Dab can all be constructed from a single Wightman function D>.

There is an alternative way to relate the vector seed integral and the correlator, which is more

in line with the spirit of the recent bootstrap papers [20,22,32,33], where the correlators of more

4This is not the unique choice. We can also balance the τ -powers by including a factor of k
3/2+p1

12 k
3/2+p2

34 . Our

choice k3+p1+p2
s slightly simplifies some derivations and the final expressions.
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complicated processes are all constructed from a seed correlator by acting appropriate differential

or integral operators. For our example of T (λ)
2 , one can easily verify the following relation:

T (λ)
2 =

−λ2

16k1k2k3k4k3
s

(k̂2 · e(λ)
ks

)(k̂4 · e(λ)∗
ks

)

k2k4

× (1− k2∂k12)(1− k4∂k34)
∑
a,b=±

I(λ)0,0
ab . (46)

In this representation, we only need the summed vector seed integral
∑

a,b I
(λ)p1p2
ab . However,

we need to act differential operators to the summed integral, which is itself a very complicated

expression. In practical calculations, we do not have to stick to one representation, but can freely

exploit both representations in order to simplify the calculation. We will illustrate this point

in the subsequent sections. Of course, whatever approach taken, the final answer should be the

same, in part because acting differential or integral operators on the seed correlator is usually

equivalent to changing some parameters in it.

To summarize, in this section, we have reduced the computation of the helical 4-point correla-

tors to the computation of a vector seed integral (43). In Sec. 4, we will carry out this computation

and present an exact and analytical expression for it. We will also provide independent derivations

for the seed integrals for particular choices of p1,2 in Sec. 5, using a bootstrap approach.

3 Inflation Correlators with Partial Mellin-Barnes Representation

From the previous section, we see that the major task in computing the correlator is to evaluate

the SK integrals, preferably in an exact and analytic form. For a wide range of applications

involving helicity dependent chemical potentials, it suffices to compute a single vector seed integral,

defined in (43). The seed integral is a two-layer integral over products of special functions with

time orderings, which make the computation difficult.

The approach we shall take to compute these integrals is the so-called partial Mellin-Barnes

representation that we introduced in [35]. Before applying this method to the vector seed integral,

however, we shall demonstrate the use of partial Mellin transformation with a simpler example,

namely the 4-point correlator mediated by a massive scalar field. The mode function associated

with massive scalars involves the Hankel functions, which is somewhat simpler than the Whittaker

function in the spin-1 mode function. Also, the result obtained in this section can be recycled

when we consider the longitudinal spin-1 exchange. Finally, we shall present a new expression for

the “background” part of the correlator, which is expressed as a fast converging series of ks/k12

alone, while the dependence on k12/k34 is fully resummed into a hypergeometric function, as

opposed to the double-series expressions given in previous works. A detailed comparison between

these two types of results will be given in Sec. 5.

Mellin transformation. The Mellin transformation of a function f(x) is defined by

F (s) =

∫ ∞
0

dx xs−1f(x). (47)

The inverse Mellin transformation, also known as the Mellin-Barnes (MB) representation, is given

by

f(x) =

∫ c+i∞

c−i∞

ds

2πi
x−sF (s), (48)
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where c ∈ (α, β) is a real number and (α, β) is an open interval in the real axis that includes 0.

Very often, we can simply take c = 0.

Like the more familiar Fourier transformation, the Mellin transformation is a linear transfor-

mation of functions, but with power function xs−1 instead of exponential function eikx, as the

transformation kernel. In dS, the background geometry possesses a dilatation symmetry gener-

ated by τ∂τ , with power functions (−τ)∆ as eigenfunctions. (In AdS, it is the radial direction that

has a similar symmetry.) Therefore, the Mellin transformation in dS is really a natural analogy

of Fourier transformation of time in Minkowski space. One can thus imagine that the Feynman

rules and computations for dS correlators can be drastically simplified if we Mellin transform the

time direction, in addition to the usual spatial Fourier transformation. For instance, the difficult

time integral for each interaction vertex is replaced by a δ-function of Mellin variables, much

like a distorted form of energy conservation in curved space. Indeed, the advantages of Mellin

amplitudes in the context of inflation correlators have been investigated in [24–28].

On the other hand, the inflation correlators are boundary correlators of operators with fixed

time τ = 0, and therefore, to obtain these correlators from the Mellin amplitudes, we need to

perform inverse Mellin transformation separately at each external points, which is likely not a

trivial step, and this limits the direct use of Mellin amplitudes for practical study of inflation

correlators.

To take the advantage of Mellin transformation in a more practical way, we adopted the

partial Mellin-Barnes representation introduced in [35]. The essential idea is simple: We use

MB representations only for all massive internal modes. The MB representation resolves various

special functions associated with these massive modes into powers of time variable τ , and thus

trivializes the time integrals. Then, the MB integral can be carried out by closing the contour

appropriately and picking up residues of enclosed singularities.

3.1 Scalar exchange revisited

Given that the partial MB representation has not been widely adopted in the study of inflation

correlators, in this section, we shall walk the readers through the main steps of this method

with a simpler example, namely the tree-level exchange of a massive real scalar field in 4-point

correlator. The complete analytical result for this process has been worked out in [20]. In addition

to providing independent checks, our final expression features an improved series expression for the

background piece of the correlator, which resums the powers of r1/r2 to all orders into tractable

Gauss hypergeometric functions.

To be concrete, we consider the 4-point correlator shown in Fig. 2. The external legs represent

bulk-to-boundary propagators of ϕ field with momenta ki (i = 1, · · · , 4). In the study of realistic

inflation correlators, ϕ is usually taken to be the nearly massless inflaton fluctuation. Its bulk-

to-boundary propagator is given in (39).

It is sometimes convenient to take the external legs to be conformal scalars φc with mass

m2 = 2H2. These scalars do not propagate to the future boundary τ = 0 of dS; their mode

functions are proportional to −τ and vanish when τ = 0. Therefore, to write their bulk-to-
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Figure 2: The 4-point inflation correlator with tree-level exchange of a massive scalar field σ in

the s-channel.

boundary propagator Ca(k, τ), we introduce a final-time cutoff τ = τf :

Ca(k, τ) =
ττf
2k

eaikτ . (49)

The internal (blue) line in Fig. 2 represents the bulk propagator Dab(k, τ1, τ2) of a massive

scalar field σ. The four bulk propagators are again related to the Wightman functions D> and

its complex conjugate D< in a way similar to the vector case shown in (30)-(33). (One simply

removes the superscript (λ) in those expressions.) For a massive scalar, the Wightman function

D> is given by:

D>(k; τ1, τ2) =
π

4
e−πν̃H2(τ1τ2)3/2H

(1)
iν̃ (−kτ1)H

(2)
−iν̃(−kτ2), (50)

where ν̃ ≡
√
m2/H2 − 9/4 is the mass parameter.

There are many possible choices for the two vertices in Fig. 2. Since we are considering the

scalar correlator only for illustrative purpose, we do not aim at the most general coupling. Instead,

we will only mention several frequently encountered examples.

In the case of the massless inflaton fluctuation being the external modes, the simplest choice

is the following one:

∆L =
1

2
λa2ϕ′2σ. (51)

We choose the derivative coupling to keep the (approximate) shift symmetry of the inflaton field.

For the conformal scalar φc, one can simply choose a direct coupling:

∆L =
1

2
λca

4φ2
cσ. (52)

With all the propagators and vertices given, it is straightforward to write down the expression

for the correlator in Fig. 2 following the standard procedure [58]. For instance, the inflaton

correlator 〈ϕ4〉 with the interaction (51) is given by

Tϕ ≡ 〈ϕk1ϕk2ϕk3ϕk4〉′s

=− λ2
∑
a,b=±

ab

∫ 0

−∞

dτ1

(−τ1)2

dτ2

(−τ2)2
G′a(k1, τ1)G′a(k2, τ1)G′b(k3, τ2)G′b(k4, τ2)Dab(ks; τ1, τ2)

=− λ2

16k1k2k3k4

∑
a,b=±

ab

∫ 0

−∞
dτ1dτ2 e

iak12τ1+ibk34τ2Dab(ks; τ1, τ2). (53)
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1Figure 3: The 3-point correlator of the inflaton fluctuation ϕ mediated by a massive scalar field

σ at the tree level.

The conformal scalar correlator 〈φ4
c〉, on the other hand, is given by:

Tφc ≡ 〈φc,k1φc,k2φc,k3φc,k4〉′s

=−
λ2
cτ

4
f

16k1k2k3k4

∑
a,b=±

ab

∫ 0

−∞
dτ1dτ2 (τ1τ2)−2eiak12τ1+ibk34τ2Dab(ks; τ1, τ2). (54)

By examining these and other more general examples, it turns out useful to define the following

scalar seed integral :

Ip1p2ab (r1, r2) ≡ −ab k5+p1+p2
s

∫ 0

−∞
dτ1dτ2 (−τ1)p1(−τ2)p2eiak12τ1+ibk34τ2Dab(ks; τ1, τ2). (55)

As in the vector seed integral, here we have kept the powers of τ1 and τ2 general. Also, the integral

Ip1p2ab (r1, r2) thus defined is dimensionless and scale invariant, and depends on various momenta

only through two ratios r1 = ks/k12 and r2 = ks/k34.

It is now trivial to see that our previous two examples can be conveniently expressed as:

Tϕ =
λ2

16k1k2k3k4k5
s

∑
a,b=±

I00
ab (r1, r2), (56)

and,

Tφc =
λ2
cτ

4
f

16k1k2k3k4ks

∑
a,b=±

I−2,−2
ab (r1, r2). (57)

The scalar seed integral thus defined can be used to compute more general inflation correlators.

A phenomenologically important example is the 3-point inflaton correlator 〈ϕ3〉, shown in Fig. 3.

In this figure, the left vertex is again given by (51), while the right two-point mixing vertex is

given by the interaction ∆L = λ2a
3ϕ′σ. Then the 3-point function can be expressed as

Bφ = 〈ϕk1ϕk2ϕk3〉′3 =
λλ2

8k1k2k4
3

lim
r2→1−

∑
a,b=±

I0,−2
ab (r1, r2). (58)

Here we add a subscript 3 to highlight the factor that we are including only the figure with the

massive propagator carrying momentum k3. The full result should also include two permutations,
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which we shall always neglect for simplicity. Incidentally, we note that setting directly r1 = 1 or

r2 = 1 in Ip1p2ab (r1, r2) may give rise to superficially divergent expressions, which are nevertheless

canceled within each SK branch. We will come back to this point in Sec. 5. An explicit closed-form

analytical expression for (58) will be given in (256).

Similar expressions can be obtained for more general examples including spatial derivative

couplings. Therefore, the computation of scalar-exchange correlators has been largely reduced to

the computation of scalar seed integral, which we shall elaborate in the rest of this section.

3.2 Partial MB representation

In this subsection we are going to use the partial MB representation to compute the scalar

seed integral (55). This subsection is somewhat technical. Readers uninterested in the details can

jump directly to Sec. 3.3 for a summary of the result.

The main strategy is to use the MB representation to resolve the bulk massive propagators

into powers of time. In the scalar seed integral, the bulk propagator (50) includes a pair of Hankel

functions. The MB representation of the Hankel function is given by [110]:

H(j)
ν (az) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

ds

2πi

(az/2)−2s

π
e(−1)j+1(2s−ν−1)πi/2Γ

[
s− ν

2
, s+

ν

2

]
. (j = 1, 2) (59)

It is then straightforward to get the MB representation for the four bulk propagators:

D±∓(k; τ1, τ2) =
1

4π

∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi
e∓iπ(s1−s2)

( k
2

)−2s12
(−τ1)−2s1+3/2(−τ2)−2s2+3/2

× Γ
[
s1 −

iν̃

2
, s1 +

iν̃

2
, s2 −

iν̃

2
, s2 +

iν̃

2

]
, (60)

D±±(k; τ1, τ2) = D∓±(k; τ1, τ2)θ(τ1 − τ2) +D±∓(k; τ1, τ2)θ(τ2 − τ1). (61)

Here and below, we use shorthand s12 = s1 + s2. Substituting the MB bulk propagators (60)

and (61) into the scalar seed integral (55), we resolve all time dependences into powers, and thus

simplify the time integral. This is particularly true for the opposite-sign integrals Ip1p2±∓ (r1, r2), in

which the time integrals yield new factors of Euler Γ functions:

Ip1p2±∓ (r1, r2) =
1

4π
e∓iπ(p1−p2)/2r

5/2+p1
1 r

5/2+p2
2

∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi

( r1

2

)−2s1( r2

2

)−2s2

× Γ
[
p1 + 5

2
− 2s1, p2 + 5

2
− 2s2, s1 − iν̃

2
, s1 + iν̃

2
, s2 − iν̃

2
, s2 + iν̃

2

]
. (62)

The same-sign integrals, however, are a bit more complicated owing to the Heaviside θ functions

for the (anti-)time-orderings. There are multiple ways to deal with this time ordering. It turns

that different treatments will yield results with different convergent speeds, and the convergence

speed also depends on whether k12 > k34 or k12 < k34.

Assuming k12 > k34 (and thus r1 < r2) for the moment. It turns out useful to adopt the

following rearrangement of the bulk propagator D±±:

D±±(k; τ1, τ2) = D≷(k; τ1, τ2) +
[
D≶(k; τ1, τ2)−D≷(k; τ1, τ2)

]
θ(τ2 − τ1). (63)
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Correspondingly, we rewrite the seed integral Ip1p2±± (r1, r2) as:

Ip1p2±± (r1, r2) = Ip1p2±±,F,>(r1, r2) + Ip1p2±±,TO,>(r1, r2). (r1 < r2) (64)

Here the factorized (F) integral Ip1p2±±,F,>(r1, r2) and the time-ordered (TO) integral Ip1p2±±,TO,>(r1, r2)

are respectively defined as: (The subscript > associated with these integrals serves as a reminder

that we are focusing on the region k12 > k34.)

Ip1p2±±,F,>(r1, r2) ≡− k5+p1+p2
s

∫ 0

−∞
dτ1dτ2 (−τ1)p1(−τ2)p2e±i(k12τ1+k34τ2)D≷(ks; τ1, τ2), (65)

Ip1p2±±,TO,>(r1, r2) ≡− k5+p1+p2
s

∫ 0

−∞
dτ2

∫ τ2

−∞
dτ1 (−τ1)p1(−τ2)p2e±i(k12τ1+k34τ2)

×
[
D≶(k; τ1, τ2)−D≷(k; τ1, τ2)

]
. (66)

Then, the factorized time integral, very similar to the opposite-sign integrals (62), can be carried

out directly:

Ip1p2±±,F,> =
1

4π
e∓iπ(p1+p2)/2r

5/2+p1
1 r

5/2+p2
2

∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi
(±ie±2iπs1)

( r1

2

)−2s1( r2

2

)−2s2

× Γ
[
p1 + 5

2
− 2s1, p2 + 5

2
− 2s2, s1 − iν̃

2
, s1 + iν̃

2
, s2 − iν̃

2
, s2 + iν̃

2

]
, (67)

The time-ordered integral can also be carried out with the aid of (280):

Ip1p2±±,TO,> =
1

4π
e∓iπ(p1+p2)/2r5+p1+p2

1

∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi
(∓ie±2iπs1 ± ie±2iπs2)

( r1

2

)−2s12

× Γ
[
p2 + 5

2
− 2s2, p1 + p2 + 5− 2s12, s1 − iν̃

2
, s1 + iν̃

2
, s2 − iν̃

2
, s2 + iν̃

2

]
× 2F̃1

[
p2 + 5

2
− 2s2, p1 + p2 + 5− 2s12

p2 + 7
2
− 2s2

∣∣∣∣− r1

r2

]
. (68)

Here 2F̃1 is the regularized hypergeometric function. See (276) for the definition.

It turns out that the above results obtained with the assumption of k12 > k34 are also valid

when k12 < k34. We suspect the reason is that our result for the background has resummed all

powers of k34/k12 into a well behaved function which is analytic at k12 = k34, so that the series

of r1/r2 originally defined in the range of k12 > k34 is analytically continued to the opposite side

k12 < k34. However, we also observe that the convergence of the r1 series in (68) becomes slow as

r1 → 1.

Alternatively, we can also perform the calculation again with the assumption k12 < k34 from

the very beginning. For instance, we can also define the factorized integral Ip1p2±±,F,<(r1, r2) and

the time-ordered integral Ip1p2±±,TO,<(r1, r2). The results can be simply obtained by switching the

variables (r1, p1)↔ (r2, p2). In practice, it turns out that the integrals expressed in the following

way would have fast convergence speed for all physical range of parameters:

Ip1p2±± (r1, r2) = Ip1p2±±,F(r1, r2) + Ip1p2±±,TO(r1, r2), (69)

Ip1p2±±,F(r1, r2) = Ip1p2±±,F,>(r1, r2)θ(r2 − r1) + Ip2p1±±,F,>(r2, r1)θ(r1 − r2), (70)

Ip1p2±±,TO(r1, r2) = Ip1p2±±,TO,>(r1, r2)θ(r2 − r1) + Ip2p1±±,TO,>(r2, r1)θ(r1 − r2). (71)
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Signal and background. We are now ready to carry out the MB integrals in (62), (67) and

(68), by closing the contours and picking up the enclosed poles. Again let us focus on the case of

k12 > k34. In this region we have 0 < r1 < r2 < 1, which shows that we should close the contour

from left for each of the integrals. Then, all the enclosed poles are from the Γ functions of the

form Γ(s1,2 ± iν̃/2), which are called “left poles.” These poles can be divided into two sets:

s1 = −n1 ∓
iν̃

2
, s2 = −n2 ±

iν̃

2
, (72)

s1 = −n1 ∓
iν̃

2
, s2 = −n2 ∓

iν̃

2
. (73)

Then using the residue theorem, we can complete the integrals. The integrals (62) and (67) can

be combined together:

Ip1p2S,> (r1, r2) ≡ Ip1p2+− (r1, r2) + Ip1p2++,F,>(r1, r2) + c.c.. (74)

More explicitly,

Ip1p2S,> (r1, r2)

=
1

4π
r

5/2+p1
1 r

5/2+p2
2

∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi

[
e−iπ(p1−p2)/2 + ie−iπ(p1+p2)/2e2iπs1

]( r1

2

)−2s1( r2

2

)−2s2

× Γ
[
p1 + 5

2
− 2s1, p2 + 5

2
− 2s2, s1 − iν̃

2
, s1 + iν̃

2
, s2 − iν̃

2
, s2 + iν̃

2

]
+ c.c.. (75)

The result of this integral is obtained by summing over the residues of all the poles listed in

(72) and (73). It is clear that the first set of poles (72) contribute to a result proportional to

(r1/r2)±iν̃ , which is the local (L) signal, while the second set (73) leads to the nonlocal (NL)

signal of the form (r1r2)±iν̃ . For positive real ν̃, it is clear that the local and nonlocal signals

exhibit oscillatory behavior in log(r1/r2) and log(r1r2), respectively, and this is why they are

called “signals.” For phenomenological applications, it would be useful to spell out these signals

more clearly. Therefore, we make the following rearrangement:

Ip1p2S,> (r1, r2) = Ip1p2L,> (r1, r2) + Ip1p2NL,>(r1, r2), (76)

in which the local-signal integral is:

Ip1p2L,> (r1, r2)

=
1

4π
r

5/2+p1
1 r

5/2+p2
2

∞∑
n1,n2=0

{
(−1)n12

n1!n2!

[
e−iπ(p1−p2)/2 + ie−iπ(p1+p2)/2eπν̃

]( r1

2

)2n1+iν̃( r1

2

)2n2−iν̃

× Γ
[
2n1 + p1 + 5

2
+ iν̃, 2n2 + p2 + 5

2
− iν̃,−n1 − iν̃,−n2 + iν̃

]
+ (ν̃ → −ν̃)

}
+ c.c.

= Cp1p2ν̃

( r1

r2

)iν̃

Fp1
ν̃ (r1)Fp2

−ν̃(r2) + c.c.. (77)

Here we have defined

Fp
ν̃(r) ≡ r5/2+pΓ

[ 5

2
+ p+ iν̃,−iν̃

]
2F1

[
5
4

+ p
2

+ iν̃
2
, 7

4
+ p

2
+ iν̃

2

1 + iν̃

∣∣∣∣ r2

]
, (78)
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and

Cp1p2ν̃ ≡ 1

2π

[
cos
(
π
2

(p1 − p2)
)

+ sin
(
π
2

(p1 + p2 + 2iν̃)
)]
. (79)

Similarly, the nonlocal signal can be worked out as

Ip1p2NL,> = Cp1p2ν̃

( r1r2

4

)iν̃

Fp1
ν̃ (r1)Fp2

ν̃ (r2) + c.c.. (80)

It then remains to compute the time-ordered integral (68). It can be seen that the second set of

poles (73) do not contribute to the result, so that we can consider the first set of poles (72) only.

(The regularized hypergeometric function is regular with respect to all the three orders and thus

contributes no poles.) The result is thus analytic in r1 and r2 at r1 = r2 = 0, and corresponds to the

“EFT” part, or the “background” (BG) part, of the correlator. (Again, see [35] for explanations

of the background part.) Therefore, we can write:

Ip1p2BG,>(r1, r2) ≡ Ip1p2++,TO,>(r1, r2) + Ip1p2−−,TO,>(r1, r2), (81)

and more explicitly,

Ip1p2BG,>(r1, r2) =
1

iν̃
cos
[
π
2

(p1 + p2)
]
r5+p1+p2

1

∞∑
n1,n2=0

(−1)n12

n1!n2!

( r1

2

)2n12

(−iν̃)−n1(iν̃)−n2

×F
[
2n2 + p2 + 5

2
− iν̃, 2n12 + p1 + p2 + 5

2n2 + p2 + 7
2
− iν̃

∣∣∣∣− r1

r2

]
+ c.c., (82)

where we have used the Pochhammer symbol (z)n ≡ Γ(z + n)/Γ(z) and the “dressed” hyper-

geometric function F . See (277) for the definition. Thus we have finished the computation of

the scalar seed integral Ip1p2ab (r1, r2) for r1 < r2. The result for r1 > r2 is obtained by switching

(r1, p1) ↔ (r2, p2) in all the results above. We note that the nonlocal signal (80) is symmetric

with respect to (r1, p1)↔ (r2, p2), so that we can simply drop the subscript “>”:

Ip1p2NL (r1, r2) = Ip1p2NL,>(r1, r2). (83)

On the other hand, the local signal (77) and the background (82) are asymmetric.

3.3 Summary

Now we summarize the result for the scalar seed integral obtained above. As we have seen,

the scalar seed integral can be expressed as a function of two independent momentum ratios

r1 = ks/k12 and r2 = ks/k34. The following expressions apply to the case of r1 < r2. The results

for r1 > r2 can be obtained from the following expressions simply by switching the variables

(r1, p1)↔ (r2, p2).

For convenience, we only present the scalar seed integral with all SK indices summed. Ac-

cording to the analytic properties at r1 = 0 and r2 = 0, the summed integral can be put into

the following three terms, respectively called the background (BG), the local signal (L), and the

nonlocal signal (NL):∑
a,b=±

Ip1p2ab (r1, r2) = Ip1p2BG,>(r1, r2) + Ip1p2L,> (r1, r2) + Ip1p2NL (r1, r2) (84)
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The background piece Ip1p2BG,> is analytic in both r1 and r2 as r1, r2 → 0, and therefore possesses

a power-series representation. The local signal Ip1p2L,> is nonanalytic in r1/r2 as the ratio reaches

0, but is analytic in ks as ks → 0. Finally, the nonlocal signal Ip1p2NL,> is nonanalytic in r1r2 as

r1r2 → 0, and thus is also nonanalytic in ks as ks → 0. The explicit expressions for these integrals

are summarized as follows:

Ip1p2BG,>(r1, r2) =
1

iν̃
cos
[
π
2

(p1 + p2)
]
r5+p1+p2

1

∞∑
n1,n2=0

(−1)n12

n1!n2!

( r1

2

)2n12

(−iν̃)−n1(iν̃)−n2

×F
[
2n2 + p2 + 5

2
− iν̃, 2n12 + p1 + p2 + 5

2n2 + p2 + 7
2
− iν̃

∣∣∣∣− r1

r2

]
+ c.c. (85)

Ip1p2L,> (r1, r2) = Cp1p2ν̃

( r1

r2

)iν̃

Fp1
ν̃ (r1)Fp2

−ν̃(r2) + c.c., (86)

Ip1p2NL (r1, r2) = Cp1p2ν̃

( r1r2

4

)iν̃

Fp1
ν̃ (r1)Fp2

ν̃ (r2) + c.c.. (87)

Here ν̃ =
√
m2/H2 − 9/4 is the mass parameter of the intermediate massive scalar, which we

always assume real. (z)n is the Pochhammer symbol, defined in (274), F is the dressed hyperge-

ometric function, defined in (277). The function Fp
ν̃ is defined in (78) and the coefficient Cp1p2ν̃ is

defined in (79).

4 Helical Spin-1 Exchange

In this section we compute the vector seed integral (43) using the partial MB representation,

which leads to the main result of this paper, namely an exact and analytical expression for the

helical 4-point correlators. This section will be rather technical. Readers uninterested in the

computation details are invited to go directly to Sec. 4.3 for a summary of the result.

The vector seed integral (43) is defined for each intermediate polarization, labeled by λ = ±, L.

As one can see from (22) and (24), the two transverse polarizations with λ = ± are quite different

from the longitudinal polarization with λ = L. Therefore we shall treat these two cases separately,

with the transverse integral I(±)p1p2
ab computed in Sec. 4.1 and the longitudinal integral I(L)p1p2

ab in

Sec. 4.2.

4.1 Transverse integral

We now use the partial Mellin transformation to carry out the transverse integral I(±)p1p2
ab .

As one can see from (10), for the two transverse components, the helicity basis is in one-to-one

relationship with the polarization basis, and therefore we are free to use the helicity label (h) to

replace the polarization label (λ) in various expressions.

To perform the partial Mellin transformation on the transverse mode function (22), we could

use the following Mellin-Barnes representation for the Whittaker function, which we call the

completely resolved representation [110]:

Wκ,ν(az) =

∫ +i∞

−i∞

ds

2πi
F
[
s− ν, s+ ν

s− κ+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
(az)−s+1/2, (88)
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where F is the dressed hypergeometric function defined in (277). The advantage of this rep-

resentation is that all z-dependences in the Whittaker function have been completely resolved

into power functions, which trivializes the time integral. The drawback, however, is that the

integrand involves a hypergeometric function. Although this posts no essential difficulty for us

to perform the contour integral, the resulting expression has a somewhat more complicated form.

We will present the result derived from this completely resolved representation in App. C. Here,

instead, we make use of the fact that the Whittaker function, when multiplied by an appropriate

exponential factor, has a far simpler Mellin-Barnes representation. There are two ways to add

this exponential factor, which lead to the following two alternative results, which we call partially

resolved representations [110]:

Wκ,ν(az) = eaz/2
∫ +i∞

−i∞

ds

2πi
Γ

[
s− ν, s+ ν

s− κ+ 1
2

]
(az)−s+1/2. (89)

Wκ,ν(az) = e−az/2
∫ +i∞

−i∞

ds

2πi
Γ

[
s− ν, s+ ν,−s− κ+ 1

2
1
2
− κ− ν, 1

2
− κ+ ν

]
(az)−s+1/2. (90)

We have the freedom to use either of them when computing the seed integral so long as all

parameters stay in the validity ranges of the above two representations. (See [110] for detailed

specification of validity ranges of all MB representations quoted here.)

Opposite-sign integrals. First consider the opposite-sign integrals I(h)p1p2
±∓ :

I(h)p1p2
±∓ (r1, r2) = k3+p1+p2

s

∫ 0

−∞
dτ1dτ2 (−τ1)p1(−τ2)p2e±ik12τ1∓ik34τ2D

(h)
±∓(ks; τ1, τ2). (91)

The two time integrals in these expressions are already factorized and so the integration is

straightforward. For a reason that will be clear soon, we choose (90) for the both Whittaker

functions in D
(h)
±∓:

D
(h)
±∓(k; τ1, τ2) =

e−hπµ̃

2π2
(cosh 2πµ̃+ cosh 2πν̃)e±ik(τ1−τ2)

×
∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi
e∓iπ(s1−s2)/2(2ks)

−s12(−τ1)−s1+1/2(−τ2)−s2+1/2

× Γ
[
− s1 + 1

2
± ihµ̃,−s2 + 1

2
∓ ihµ̃, s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃, s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

]
. (92)

Inserting the MB representation into (91) and completing the time integrals, we obtain:

I(h)p1p2
±∓ =

e−hπµ̃

2π2
(cosh 2πµ̃+ cosh 2πν̃)

( u1

2

)3/2+p1( u2

2

)3/2+p2e∓i(p1−p2)π/2

×
∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi
u−s11 u−s22 Γ

[
p1 + 3

2
− s1, p2 + 3

2
− s2

]
× Γ

[
− s1 + 1

2
± ihµ̃,−s2 + 1

2
∓ ihµ̃, s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃, s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

]
, (93)

where we have used the previously defined momentum ratios u1 = 2r1/(1 + r1) and u2 = 2r2/(1 +

r2).
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At this point we can explain why we choose (90) to represent the propagator: Had we chosen

the other representation (89), the integral (93), and also all the subsequent results, would be

expressed in terms of w1 = 2r1/(1 − r1) and w2 = 2r2/(1 − r2) instead of u1,2. As we shall

see below, the result of the vector seed integral involves the hypergeometric function 2F1 of the

momentum ratio. We know that 2F1(a, b; c; z) for generic orders (a, b, c) is singular at z = 1.

Thus, had we used (89) which gives rise to results in terms of w1,2, we would encounter spurious

divergences at w1,2 = 1, namely r1,2 = 1/3, a configuration of no special physical significance. Of

course this superficial divergence must get canceled in the final result, but its presence would make

the final expression rather ugly, and also make the numerical implementation hard. Therefore,

here and below, we will always make choices from (89) and (90) such that we always get u1,2

instead of w1,2 in the final expressions.5

Given 0 < u1,2 < 1, we should close the contours of MB integrals in (93) from left with a large

semicircle. Applying the residue theorem, we pick up the following left poles of the integrand:

s1 = −n1 ∓ iν̃, s2 = −n2 ± iν̃, (94)

s1 = −n1 ∓ iν̃, s2 = −n2 ∓ iν̃. (95)

The result for the MB integral is thus obtained by summing over the residues of all the above left

poles:

I(h)p1p2
±∓ =

e−hπµ̃

2π2
(cosh 2πµ̃+ cosh 2πν̃)

( u1

2

)3/2+p1( u2

2

)3/2+p2e∓i(p1−p2)π/2

×
∞∑

n1=0

{
(−1)n1

n1!
uiν̃+n1

1 Γ
[
n1 + p1 + 3

2
+ iν̃, n1 + iν̃ + 1

2
± ihµ̃,−n1 − 2iν̃

]
+ (ν̃ → −ν̃)

}

×
∞∑

n2=0

{
(−1)n2

n2!
uiν̃+n2

2 Γ
[
n2 + p2 + 3

2
+ iν̃, n2 + iν̃ + 1

2
∓ ihµ̃,−n2 − 2iν̃

]
+ (ν̃ → −ν̃)

}
. (96)

The summation can be done in closed form, and the result can be expressed as:

I(h)p1p2
±∓ =

e−hπµ̃

2π2
(cosh 2πµ̃+ cosh 2πν̃)e∓i(p1−p2)π/2

×
[
Gp1
±hµ̃,ν̃(u1)uiν̃

1 + Gp1
±hµ̃,−ν̃(u1)u−iν̃

1

][
Gp2
∓hµ̃,ν̃(u2)uiν̃

2 + Gp2
∓hµ̃,−ν̃(u2)u−iν̃

2

]
, (97)

where we have defined

Gp
hµ̃,ν̃(u) ≡ iπcsch(2πν̃)

( u
2

)3/2+p

F
[

3
2

+ p+ iν̃, 1
2

+ ihµ̃+ iν̃

1 + 2iν̃

∣∣∣∣u] . (98)

Same-sign integrals: factorized part. We focus on the double-plus integral I(h)p1p2
++ , and

still considering the case of k12 > k34. The result for k12 < k34 can be obtained by switching

5Of course, our choice to represent the result in terms of u1,2 does not remove the singularity of the hypergeo-

metric function at u1,2 = 1. However, u1,2 = 1, namely r1,2 = 1, correspond to the folded limit of the momentum

configuration, which does have a physical significance. Requiring no divergences at the folded limit corresponds to

choosing the Bunch-Davies vacuum as the initial states for all the quantum fields.
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the variables (u1, p1) ↔ (u2, p2) as before, and the result for I(h)p1p2
−− can be obtained by taking

complex conjugation.

Similar to the case of the scalar integral discussed in the previous section, the same-sign

integral can be separated into a factorized part and a time-ordered part:

I(h)p1p2
±± (r1, r2) = I(h)p1p2

±±,F,>(r1, r2) + I(h)p1p2
±±,TO,>(r1, r2). (r1 < r2) (99)

The factorized integral is given by:

I(h)p1p2
++,F,>(r1, r2) = −k3+p1+p2

s

∫ 0

−∞
dτ1dτ2 (−τ1)p1(−τ2)p2e+ik12τ1+ik34τ2D

(h)
> (ks; τ1, τ2), (100)

The computation of this integral is much similar to the opposite-sign integral, except that we

should now use a different MB representation for the Wightman function D>, since the exponential

factor in (100) is e+ik12τ1+ik34τ2 :

D
(h)
> (k; τ1, τ2) =

e−hπµ̃

πΓ[ 1
2

+ iν̃ + ihµ̃, 1
2
− iν̃ + ihµ̃]

e+ik(τ1+τ2)

×
∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi
eiπ(s1−s2)/2 cos π(s1 − ihµ̃)(2ks)

−s12(−τ1)−s1+1/2(−τ2)−s2+1/2

× Γ
[
− s1 +

1

2
+ ihµ̃,−s2 +

1

2
+ ihµ̃, s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃, s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

]
. (101)

Substituting this representation into (100) and carrying out the time integral, we get:

I(h)p1p2
++,F,> =− e−hπµ̃

πΓ
[

1
2

+ iν̃ + ihµ̃, 1
2
− iν̃ + ihµ̃

]( u1

2

)3/2+p1( u2

2

)3/2+p2e−iπ(p1+p2)/2

×
∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi
e+iπ(s1+1/2) cosπ(s1 − ihµ̃)u−s11 u−s22 Γ

[
p1 + 3

2
− s1, p2 + 3

2
− s2

]
× Γ

[
− s1 + 1

2
+ ihµ̃,−s2 + 1

2
+ ihµ̃, s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃, s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

]
. (102)

Then, following the same procedure as before, we close the contour from the left, pick up all

enclosed (left) poles, namely (94) and (95), and sum over the residues at these poles, to get the

final result:

I(h)p1p2
++,F,> =

−ie−hπµ̃

πΓ
[

1
2

+ iν̃ + ihµ̃, 1
2
− iν̃ + ihµ̃

]e−iπ(p1+p2)/2

×
[
e+πν̃ cosh[π(ν + hµ̃)]Gp1

hµ̃,ν̃(u1)uiν̃
1 + e−πν̃ cosh[π(−ν + hµ̃)]Gp1

hµ̃,−ν̃(u1)u−iν̃
1

]
×
[
Gp2
hµ̃,ν̃(u2)uiν̃

2 + Gp2
hµ̃,−ν̃(u2)u−iν̃

2

]
, (103)

where Gp
hµ̃,ν̃(u) is the same function as is defined in (98).

Local and nonlocal signals. It is not surprising that the factorized part of the same-sign

integral has very similar structure as the opposite-sign integrals. In particular, both results are
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nonanalytic in u1 and u2 as u1,2 → 0. Similar to the case of scalar integral, these two parts

contribute to the local and nonlocal signals:

I(h)p1p2
++,F,> + I(h)p1p2

−−,F,> + I(h)p1p2
+− + I(h)p1p2

−+ = I(h)p1p2
L,> + I(h)p1p2

NL , (104)

with the local signal I(h)p1p2
L,> and the nonlocal signal I(h)p1p2

NL given by:

I(h)p1p2
L,> (u1, u2) = G(h)p1p2

L (u1, u2)
( u1

u2

)iν̃

+ c.c.

I(h)p1p2
NL (u1, u2) = G(h)p1p2

NL (u1, u2)(u1u2)iν̃ + c.c. (105)

where we have defined:

G(h)p1p2
L (u1, u2) =

e−πhµ̃

2π2

{(
cosh 2πµ̃+ cosh 2πν̃

)[
e−i(p1−p2)π/2Gp1

hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2
−hµ̃,−ν̃(u2)

+ e+i(p1−p2)π/2Gp1
−hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2

hµ̃,−ν̃(u2)
]

+
−2iπeπν̃ cosh[π(hµ̃+ ν̃)]

Γ[ 1
2

+ ihµ̃+ iν̃, 1
2

+ ihµ̃− iν̃]
e−i(p1+p2)π/2Gp1

hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2
hµ̃,−ν̃(u2)

+
2iπe−πν̃ cosh[π(hµ̃− ν̃)]

Γ[ 1
2
− ihµ̃− iν̃, 1

2
− ihµ̃+ iν̃]

e+i(p1+p2)π/2Gp1
−hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2

−hµ̃,−ν̃(u2)

}
, (106)

G(h)p1p2
NL (u1, u2) =

e−πhµ̃

2π2

{(
cosh 2πµ̃+ cosh 2πν̃

)[
e−i(p1−p2)π/2Gp1

hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2
−hµ̃,ν̃(u2)

+ e+i(p1−p2)π/2Gp1
−hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2

hµ̃,ν̃(u2)
]

+
−2iπeπν̃ cosh[π(hµ̃+ ν̃)]

Γ[ 1
2

+ ihµ̃− iν̃, 1
2

+ ihµ̃+ iν̃]
e−i(p1+p2)π/2Gp1

hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2
hµ̃,ν̃(u2)

+
2iπe−πν̃ cosh[π(hµ̃− ν̃)]

Γ[ 1
2
− ihµ̃− iν̃, 1

2
− ihµ̃+ iν̃]

e+i(p1+p2)π/2Gp1
−hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2

−hµ̃,ν̃(u2)

}
. (107)

Note that the nonlocal signal is symmetric with respect to (u1, p1)↔ (u2, p2) , and thus the result

applies well to the other side k12 < k34. So, we do not put a subscript > for the nonlocal signal.

Same-sign integrals: time-ordered part. Now we come to the time-ordered part:

Ip1p2++,TO,>(r1, r2) ≡− k3+p1+p2
s

∫ 0

−∞
dτ2

∫ τ2

−∞
dτ1 (−τ1)p1(−τ2)p2e±i(k12τ1+k34τ2)

×
[
D<(ks; τ1, τ2)−D>(ks; τ1, τ2)

]
. (108)

We use the following MB representations for the Wightman functions D> and D< to ensure that

all results are expressed in terms of u1,2:

D
(h)
> (k; τ1, τ2) =

e−hπµ̃

πΓ[ 1
2

+ iν̃ + ihµ̃, 1
2
− iν̃ + ihµ̃]

e+ik(τ1+τ2)

×
∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi
eiπ(s1−s2)/2 cos π(s1 − ihµ̃)(2k)−s12(−τ1)−s1+1/2(−τ2)−s2+1/2

× Γ
[
− s1 +

1

2
+ ihµ̃,−s2 +

1

2
+ ihµ̃, s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃, s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

]
, (109)
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D
(h)
< (k; τ1, τ2) =

e−hπµ̃

πΓ[ 1
2

+ iν̃ + ihµ̃, 1
2
− iν̃ + ihµ̃]

e+ik(τ1+τ2)

×
∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi
e−iπ(s1−s2)/2 cos π(s2 − ihµ̃)(2k)−s12(−τ1)−s1+1/2(−τ2)−s2+1/2

× Γ
[
− s1 +

1

2
+ ihµ̃,−s2 +

1

2
+ ihµ̃, s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃, s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

]
. (110)

Substituting these MB representations into the time-ordered integral (108), we can finish the time

integral to get the following result:

I(h)p1p2
++,TO,> =

−ie−hπµ̃

πΓ[ 1
2

+ iν̃ + ihµ̃, 1
2
− iν̃ + ihµ̃]

e−iπ(p1+p2)/2

23+p1+p2

∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi

×
[
eiπs2 cos π(s2 − ihµ̃)− eiπs1 cosπ(s1 − ihµ̃)

]
u−s12+3+p1+p2

1

× Γ
[
− s1 + 1

2
+ ihµ̃,−s2 + 1

2
+ ihµ̃, s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃, s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

]
×F

[
p2 + 3

2
− s2, p1 + p2 + 3− s12

p2 + 5
2
− s2

∣∣∣∣− u1

u2

]
, (111)

where F is the dressed hypergeometric function defined in (277). The function F does possess

poles in s1 and s2 but they are right poles, and thus do not contribute to the result, since we should

close the contour from the left. (Notice that the contribution from the poles in (95) vanishes.)

The result of the time-ordered integral is fully analytic in u1 and u2 at u1,2 = 0 (when p1 + p2 are

integers no smaller than −3), as opposed to the opposite-sign integral and the factorized same-sign

integral. Thus the time-ordered integral exactly gives rise to the background piece of correlator.

Let us write

I(h)p1p2
BG,> = I(h)p1p2

++,TO,> + I(h)p1p2
−−,TO,> = I(h)p1p2

++,TO,> + c.c.. (112)

Then the result for the background integral can be directly obtained as:

I(h)p1p2
BG,> =

e−iπ(p1+p2)/2

23+p1+p2

∞∑
n1,n2=0

(−1)n12

n1!n2!
un12+3+p1+p2

1

×
{

i

2ν̃

(
1
2

+ iν̃ + ihµ̃
)
n1

(
1
2
− iν̃ + ihµ̃

)
n2

(
− 2iν̃

)
−n1

(
+ 2iν̃

)
−n2

×F
[
n2 + p2 + 3

2
− iν̃, n12 + p1 + p2 + 3

n2 + p2 + 5
2
− iν̃

∣∣∣∣− u1

u2

]
+ (ν̃ → −ν̃)

}
+ c.c.. (113)

4.2 Longitudinal integral

Next we consider the longitudinal component (λ = L) of the vector seed integral (43). The

longitudinal polarization is independent of the chemical potential, and the mode function is quite

similar to that of a massive scalar field. The computation thus follows exactly the same procedure

as in Sec. 3, and is also relatively easier than the transverse integral. Therefore we will not spell

out all the details, but only present main steps and the final results.

The longitudinal vector seed integral reads:

I(L)p1p2
ab (r1, r2) = −abk3+p1+p2

s

∫ 0

−∞
dτ1dτ2 (−τ1)p1(−τ2)p2eiak12τ1+ibk34τ2D

(L)
ab (ks; τ1, τ2), (114)
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Comparing (35), (36), and (50), we see that the longitudinal propagator D
(L)
> is related to the

massive scalar propagator D> of the same mass parameter ν̃ (but not the same mass) via:

D
(L)
> (ks; τ1, τ2) =

1

ν̃2 + 1
4

(
∂τ1 −

2

τ1

)(
∂τ2 −

2

τ2

)
D>(ks; τ1, τ2), (115)

where we have explicitly expressed the mass as m2 = ν̃2 + 1/4. Therefore we can recycle the MB

representation for the scalar propagator, which leads us to the following expression:

D
(L)
≶ (k; τ1, τ2) =

1

4π(ν̃2 + 1
4

)

∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi
e∓iπ(s1−s2)

( k
2

)−2s12
(−τ1)−2s1+1/2(−τ2)−2s2+1/2

×
(

2s1 +
1

2

)(
2s2 +

1

2

)
Γ
[
s1 −

iν̃

2
, s1 +

iν̃

2
, s2 −

iν̃

2
, s2 +

iν̃

2

]
. (116)

Then, following the same procedure as before, we calculate each component of the longitudinal

vector seed integral, and find the following results. Again, we only present the result for r1 < r2,

and the result for r1 > r2 can be obtained by switching the variables (r1, p1)↔ (r2, p2).

First, the opposite-sign integral is:

I(L)p1p2
±∓ =

e∓iπ(p1−p2)/2

4π(ν̃2 + 1
4

)

[
Hp1
ν̃ (r1)

( r1

2

)iν̃

+ Hp1
−ν̃(r1)

( r1

2

)−iν̃
]

×
[
Hp2
ν̃ (r2)

( r2

2

)iν̃

+ Hp2
−ν̃(r2)

( r2

2

)−iν̃
]
, (117)

where we have defined:

Hp
ν̃(r) ≡ r3/2+p

{( 1

2
− iν̃

)
Γ
[
− iν̃, p+

3

2
+ iν̃

]
2F1

[ p
2

+ 3
4

+ iν̃
2
, p

2
+ 5

4
+ iν̃

2

1 + iν̃

∣∣∣∣ r2

]
+
r2

2
Γ
[
− 1− iν̃, p+

7

2
+ iν̃

]
2F1

[ p
2

+ 7
4

+ iν̃
2
, p

2
+ 9

4
+ iν̃

2

2 + iν̃

∣∣∣∣ r2

]}
. (118)

Second, the factorized part of the same-sign integral is:

I(L)p1p2
±±,F,> =

−ie∓iπ(p1+p2)/2

4π(ν̃2 + 1
4

)

[
eπν̃Hp1

ν̃ (r1)
( r1

2

)iν̃

+ e−πν̃Hp1
−ν̃(r1)

( r1

2

)−iν̃
]

×
[
Hp2
ν̃ (r2)

( r2

2

)iν̃

+ Hp2
−ν̃(r2)

( r2

2

)−iν̃
]
. (119)

Finally, the time-ordered part of the same-sign integral is:

I(L)p1p2
±±,TO,>(r1, r2) =

e∓iπ(p1+p2)/2

2(ν̃2 + 1
4

)
r3+p1+p2

1

∞∑
n1,n2=0

(−1)n12

n1!n2!

( r1

2

)2n12

× i

ν̃

(
2n1 −

1

2
+ iν̃

)(
2n2 −

1

2
− iν̃

)
(−iν̃)−n1(iν̃)−n2

×F
[
2n2 + p2 + 3

2
− iν̃, 2n12 + p1 + p2 + 3

2n2 + p2 + 5
2
− iν̃

∣∣∣∣− r1

r2

]
+ (ν̃ → −ν̃). (120)

32



Again, we can sum up all SK components, and separate the result into a background piece, a

local-signal piece, and a nonlocal-signal piece:∑
a,b=±

I(L)p1p2
ab (r1, r2) = I(L)p1p2

BG,> (r1, r2) + I(L)p1p2
L,> (r1, r2) + I(L)p1p2

NL (r1, r2). (121)

More explicitly, the local signal is given by:

I(L)p1p2
L,> (r1, r2) = Dp1p2ν̃

( r1

r2

)iν̃

Hp1
ν̃ (r1)Hp2

−ν̃(r2) + c.c., (122)

where

Dp1p2ν̃ ≡ 1

2π(ν̃2 + 1
4

)

[
cos
(
π
2

(p1 − p2)
)
− sin

(
π
2

(p1 + p2 + 2iν̃)
)]
. (123)

The nonlocal signal is given by:

I(L)p1p2
NL (r1, r2) = Dp1p2ν̃

( r1r2

4

)iν̃

Hp1
ν̃ (r1)Hp2

ν̃ (r2) + c.c., (124)

Finally, the background is given by:

I(L)p1p2
BG,> (r1, r2) =

1

ν̃2 + 1
4

cos
[
π
2

(p1 + p2)
]
r3+p1+p2

1

∞∑
n1,n2=0

(−1)n12

n1!n2!

( r1

2

)2n12

× i

ν̃

(
2n1 −

1

2
+ iν̃

)(
2n2 −

1

2
− iν̃

)
(−iν̃)−n1(iν̃)−n2

×F
[
2n2 + p2 + 3

2
− iν̃, 2n12 + p1 + p2 + 3

2n2 + p2 + 5
2
− iν̃

∣∣∣∣− r1

r2

]
+ c.c.. (125)

4.3 Summary

After the rather long and technical calculations, it would be useful to summarize and present

the result we have obtained in a self-contained manner. In this section, we have computed the

vector seed integral (43) for all three polarizations λ = ±, L and for arbitrary power indices

(p1, p2). For general applications, it is more convenient to present these results with the SK

indices summed. As we have shown before, the summed integral can be broken into three pieces,

the background piece I(λ)p1p2
ab , the local signal I(λ)p1p2

L , and the nonlocal signal I(λ)p1p2
NL , according

to their analytic properties at r1,2 = 0:∑
a,b=±

I(λ)p1p2
ab (r1, r2) = I(λ)p1p2

BG (r1, r2) + I(λ)p1p2
L (r1, r2) + I(λ)p1p2

NL (r1, r2), (126)

I(λ)p1p2
BG (r1, r2) = I(λ)p1p2

BG,> (r1, r2)θ(r2 − r1) + I(λ)p2p1
BG,> (r2, r1)θ(r1 − r2), (127)

I(λ)p1p2
L (r1, r2) = I(λ)p1p2

L,> (r1, r2)θ(r2 − r1) + I(λ)p2p1
L,> (r2, r1)θ(r1 − r2), (128)

Below we summarize the results for each of the three polarizations.
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Transverse integrals. The two transverse integrals correspond to λ = h = ±. They are depen-

dent on the chemical potential. For convenience, we introduced new variables u1 = 2r1/(1 + r1)

and u2 = 2r2/(1+r2). Then, the three integrals in (126) can be written as:

I(h)p1p2
BG,> (u1, u2) =

e−iπ(p1+p2)/2

23+p1+p2

∞∑
n1,n2=0

(−1)n12

n1!n2!
un12+3+p1+p2

1

×
{

i

2ν̃

(
1
2

+ iν̃ + ihµ̃
)
n1

(
1
2
− iν̃ + ihµ̃

)
n2

(
− 2iν̃

)
−n1

(
+ 2iν̃

)
−n2

×F
[
n2 + p2 + 3

2
− iν̃, n12 + p1 + p2 + 3

n2 + p2 + 5
2
− iν̃

∣∣∣∣− u1

u2

]
+ (ν̃ → −ν̃)

}
+ c.c., (129)

I(h)p1p2
L,> (u1, u2) = G(h)p1p2

L (u1, u2)
( u1

u2

)iν̃

+ c.c., (130)

I(h)p1p2
NL (u1, u2) = G(h)p1p2

NL (u1, u2)(u1u2)iν̃ + c.c., (131)

where we have defined:

G(h)p1p2
L (u1, u2) =

e−πhµ̃

2π2

{(
cosh 2πµ̃+ cosh 2πν̃

)[
e−i(p1−p2)π/2Gp1

hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2
−hµ̃,−ν̃(u2)

+ e+i(p1−p2)π/2Gp1
−hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2

hµ̃,−ν̃(u2)
]

+
−2iπeπν̃ cosh[π(hµ̃+ ν̃)]

Γ[ 1
2

+ ihµ̃+ iν̃, 1
2

+ ihµ̃− iν̃]
e−i(p1+p2)π/2Gp1

hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2
hµ̃,−ν̃(u2)

+
2iπe−πν̃ cosh[π(hµ̃− ν̃)]

Γ[ 1
2
− ihµ̃− iν̃, 1

2
− ihµ̃+ iν̃]

e+i(p1+p2)π/2Gp1
−hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2

−hµ̃,−ν̃(u2)

}
, (132)

G(h)p1p2
NL (u1, u2) =

e−πhµ̃

2π2

{(
cosh 2πµ̃+ cosh 2πν̃

)[
e−i(p1−p2)π/2Gp1

hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2
−hµ̃,ν̃(u2)

+ e+i(p1−p2)π/2Gp1
−hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2

hµ̃,ν̃(u2)
]

+
−2iπeπν̃ cosh[π(hµ̃+ ν̃)]

Γ[ 1
2

+ ihµ̃− iν̃, 1
2

+ ihµ̃+ iν̃]
e−i(p1+p2)π/2Gp1

hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2
hµ̃,ν̃(u2)

+
2iπe−πν̃ cosh[π(hµ̃− ν̃)]

Γ[ 1
2
− ihµ̃− iν̃, 1

2
− ihµ̃+ iν̃]

e+i(p1+p2)π/2Gp1
−hµ̃,ν̃(u1)Gp2

−hµ̃,ν̃(u2)

}
. (133)

and the function G is defined by

Gp
hµ̃,ν̃(u) ≡ iπcsch(2πν̃)

( u
2

)3/2+p

F
[

3
2

+ p+ iν̃, 1
2

+ ihµ̃+ iν̃

1 + 2iν̃

∣∣∣∣u] . (134)

Longitudinal integrals. The longitudinal integral correspond to λ = L. This part is indepen-

dent of the chemical potential, and the results for the three integrals in (126) are:
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I(L)p1p2
BG,> (r1, r2) =

1

ν̃2 + 1
4

cos
[
π
2

(p1 + p2)
]
r3+p1+p2

1

∞∑
n1,n2=0

(−1)n12

n1!n2!

( r1

2

)2n12

× i

ν̃

(
2n1 −

1

2
+ iν̃

)(
2n2 −

1

2
− iν̃

)
(−iν̃)−n1(iν̃)−n2

×F
[
2n2 + p2 + 3

2
− iν̃, 2n12 + p1 + p2 + 3

2n2 + p2 + 5
2
− iν̃

∣∣∣∣− r1

r2

]
+ c.c., (135)

I(L)p1p2
L,> (r1, r2) = G(L)p1p2

L (r1, r2)
( r1

r2

)iν̃

+ c.c., (136)

I(L)p1p2
NL (r1, r2) = G(L)p1p2

NL (r1, r2)
( r1r2

4

)iν̃

+ c.c., (137)

where we have defined the following functions:

G(L)p1p2
L (r1, r2) ≡ 1

2π(ν̃2 + 1
4

)

[
cos
(
π
2

(p1 − p2)
)
− sin

(
π
2

(p1 + p2 + 2iν̃)
)]

Hp1
ν̃ (r1)Hp2

−ν̃(r2), (138)

G(L)p1p2
NL (r1, r2) ≡ 1

2π(ν̃2 + 1
4

)

[
cos
(
π
2

(p1 − p2)
)
− sin

(
π
2

(p1 + p2 + 2iν̃)
)]

Hp1
ν̃ (r1)Hp2

ν̃ (r2), (139)

and the function H is defined by

Hp
ν̃(r) ≡ r3/2+p

{( 1

2
− iν̃

)
Γ
[
− iν̃, p+

3

2
+ iν̃

]
2F1

[ p
2

+ 3
4

+ iν̃
2
, p

2
+ 5

4
+ iν̃

2

1 + iν̃

∣∣∣∣ r2

]
+
r2

2
Γ
[
− 1− iν̃, p+

7

2
+ iν̃

]
2F1

[ p
2

+ 7
4

+ iν̃
2
, p

2
+ 9

4
+ iν̃

2

2 + iν̃

∣∣∣∣ r2

]}
. (140)

Tree-level signal cutting rule. At the end of this section, we briefly comment on the relation

between our calculation and a recently proposed cutting rule for computing CC signals at the

tree level [41]. With our notations, it was proposed in [41] that the oscillating signals in inflation

correlators are contributed by two sources: 1) The opposite-sign integrals I±∓; 2) the factorized

part of the same-sign integrals I±±,F. On the other hand, the time-ordered part of the same-sign

integrals I±±,TO do not contribute to the signal. The upshot is that the computation of CC signals

involves no genuine time-ordered integral, hence the name cutting rule. A cutting rule of this sort

can be phenomenologically useful, since the computation of factorized integrals are almost always

much simpler than that of the time-ordered integrals. The cutting rule proposed in [41] was based

on physical arguments of particle production in the bulk, and was further checked with numerical

evaluations. Our results in this paper agree with the physical observations made in [41], and

can be viewed as an analytical derivation for the cutting rule in the presence of the chemical

potential. (The dS covariant case without chemical potential can be verified with previously

known results [20].) Therefore, the partial MB representation can be used to give a more rigorous

and more satisfactory derivation of the cutting rule for the CC signals. We shall pursue such a

proof in a future work.
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5 Bootstrapping Helical Correlators

In this section we provide an alternative derivation for both the scalar seed integral (55)

introduced in Sec. 3 and the vector seed integral (43) introduced in Sec. 2, using a “bootstrapping”

method developed in recent years by several groups of authors [20,22,23,25,29–33]. See also [21]

for a recent review.

At the conceptual level, the cosmological bootstrap program aims at building inflation corre-

lators directly at the future boundary without doing bulk time integral at each interaction vertex.

This is achieved by exploiting the symmetry properties of the inflation correlators, together with

a set of constraints and boundary conditions from the bulk unitarity, locality, as well as the bulk

initial condition. When boiled down to a practical problem of computing inflation correlators,

the bootstrap program suggests that we can derive a set of differential equations satisfied by the

correlators, so that we can find the correlators by solving the differential equations instead of

computing bulk integrals. The boundary conditions that are required to uniquely pin down the

solution can be found from physical considerations in the bulk. For simplicity, we will collectively

call such differential equations satisfied by the correlators the bootstrap equations, although its

meaning is a bit shifted from the original conformal bootstrap program in conformal field theories.

The idea of solving the inflation correlators from a set of differential equations has been put

forward originally in [19]. There, the authors get the signal part of the whole correlator, which

corresponds to a solution to the homogeneous equation. The background solution, corresponding

to a particular solution to the inhomogeneous equation, was later obtained in [20]. In [20] it was

further shown that the bootstrap equation for the 4-point tree diagram with massive exchange

can be derived from the Ward identity of dS isometries. The bootstrap program was subsequently

generalized to the case of boost-breaking theories for purely massless correlators [29, 30] and for

correlators involving massive exchange [32,33].

Of course, when the dS boosts are broken by the background, the bootstrap equations are

not directly from the Ward identities, although we suspect that they can be related to the Ward

identity with additional symmetry breaking terms. Nonetheless, one can still derive the bootstrap

equations for the correlators using the very observation originally made in [19]. The essential idea

is the following. The tree-level exchange digram for the 4-point correlator can be expressed

as SK integrals with the massive propagator in the integrand. As the Green function for the

corresponding massive field, the massive propagator solves the field equation with either a δ-

function source or no source. Therefore, if we insert the differential operator for the field equation

in front of the massive propagator in the SK integral, the integral will be reduced to either 0 or

a much simpler integral over a single time variable. Then, given that the factors multiplied to

the massive propagators (including the bulk-to-boundary propagators and the coupling factors)

are simple power functions or exponential functions, it is very often possible to commute the

differential operator in front of the massive propagator with the integral itself, resulting in an

differential equation for the whole integral, which is the desired bootstrap equation.

This bootstrap program was recently generalized to boost-breaking theories with massive

exchanges [32,33]. These works allowed for non-unit sound speed of the massive particle and the

external massless states, as well as more general boost-breaking couplings. However, their results

are not directly applicable to cases with helical chemical potential, owing to the more complicated
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Figure 4: An illustration of boostless bootstrap program developed in [32, 33], remade from a

similar figure in [32]. In this plot, the upper blue line represents the future boundary of dS and

the space below represents the bulk. The blob represents the summed vertices with arbitrary

number of background value φ̇0 insertions, represented by crosses. Note that, while the number

of crosses are arbitrary, they are all inserted at the two vertices. The propagators in these figures

can have non-unit sound speed, but this can be implemented by simple change of the variable

k → csk.

mode function for helical spinning fields, which require either a direct manipulation of Whittaker

functions, or a resummation of infinite number of boost-breaking insertions in the propagator.

We highlight the difference between the two cases in Figs. 4 and 5.

The presentation below will be separated into 3 subsections, corresponding to the case of scalar

change, transverse vector change, and longitudinal vector change, respectively. The procedure will

be identical: We first derive the bootstrap equation, and then try to solve it. The final result

will be the sum of a particular solution to the inhomogeneous equation and a solution to the

homogeneous equation with proper boundary conditions. We determine the coefficients of the

homogeneous solutions by imposing boundary conditions at the squeezed limit r1,2 → 0. We then

check our results by looking at the folded limit r1,2 → 1. Along the way, we will also get new

analytical results for the 3-point and 2-point functions in completely closed analytical form.

5.1 Scalar

Again we begin with the known example of a massive scalar exchange. We do not pursue

the most general results in this section. Instead, we will use a specific example to illustrate the

idea of bootstrap equations. For this purpose, we derive a set of differential equations satisfied

by the scalar seed integral (55) with p1 = p2 = −2. This corresponds to the four external states

being directly coupled conformal scalars. The results for other values of (p1, p2) can be obtained

by either following the same procedure, or acting appropriate differential operators on the result

with p1 = p2 = −2.

Recall that the scalar seed integral with p1 = p2 = −2 is:

I−2,−2
ab (r1, r2) ≡ −ab ks

∫ 0

−∞

dτ1

τ 2
1

dτ2

τ 2
2

eiak12τ1+ibk34τ2Dab(ks; τ1, τ2). (141)
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Figure 5: An illustration of helical inflation correlators from resumming chemical-potential inser-

tions. The blue wiggly line on the left hand side represents the massive spin-1 propagator dressed

by the chemical potential, and the black wiggly lines on the right hand side represent the dS

covariant spin-1 propagator without chemical potentials. While each gray blob already contains

arbitrary number of inflaton background insertions, there are further boost-breaking insertions

attached to the black propagator. A nonperturbative treatment of chemical potential effects re-

quires summing over all such insertions. Technically, this resummation is done by directly solving

the equation of motion.

One useful observation here is that the following combination,

D̂ab(ksτ1, ksτ2) ≡ k3
sDab(ks; τ1, τ2), (142)

depends on the three variables ks, τ1, and τ2 only through the combinations ksτ1 and ksτ2. There-

fore, if we further define z1 = k12τ1 and z2 = k34τ2, then the seed integral (141) can be rewritten

in the following form:

r1r2I−2,−2
ab (r1, r2) ≡ −ab

∫ 0

−∞

dz1

z2
1

dz2

z2
2

eiaz1+ibz2D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2), (143)

where again r1 = ks/k12 and r2 = ks/k34.

To derive an equation satisfied by the integral (143), we act the Klein-Gordon operator to

the massive scalar propagator Dab(ks; τ1, τ2), which, by definition, annihilates the opposite-sign

propagator D±∓ and reduces the same-sign propagator D±± to a δ function:

(τ 2
1∂

2
τ1
− 2τ1∂τ1 + k2

sτ
2
1 +m2)D±∓(ks; τ1, τ2) = 0, (144)

(τ 2
1∂

2
τ1
− 2τ1∂τ1 + k2

sτ
2
1 +m2)D±±(ks; τ1, τ2) = ∓iτ 2

1 τ
2
2 δ(τ1 − τ2). (145)

These equations can be rewritten as equations satisfied by the “hatted” propagator D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2):

(r2
1∂

2
r1
− 2r1∂r1 + r2

1z
2
1 +m2)D̂±∓(r1z1, r2z2) = 0, (146)

(r2
1∂

2
r1
− 2r1∂r1 + r2

1z
2
1 +m2)D̂±±(r1z1, r2z2) = ∓i(r1z1)2(r2z2)2δ(r1z1 − r2z2). (147)
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Now we insert the operator r2
1∂

2
r1
− 2r1∂r1 + r2

1z
2
1 + m2 in front of D̂ab in the integral (143), and

use the above two equations, which give rise to the following two equations:

+

∫ 0

−∞

dz1

z2
1

dz2

z2
2

eiaz1+ibz2
(
r2

1∂
2
r1
− 2r1∂r1 + r2

1z
2
1 +m2

)
D̂±∓(r1z1, r2z2) = 0, (148)

−
∫ 0

−∞

dz1

z2
1

dz2

z2
2

eiaz1+ibz2
(
r2

1∂
2
r1
− 2r1∂r1 + r2

1z
2
1 +m2

)
D̂±±(r1z1, r2z2) =

(r1r2)2

r1 + r2

. (149)

At this point, if we can somehow pull the differential operator r2
1∂

2
r1
− 2r1∂r1 + r2

1z
2
1 + m2 out of

the integral, then we will get an differential equation for the whole integral. This can be done by

using the following two relations:∫ 0

−∞

dz1

z2
1

z1e
iaz1D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2) = ia(r1∂r1 − 1)

∫ 0

−∞

dz1

z2
1

eiaz1D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2), (150)∫ 0

−∞

dz1

z2
1

z2
1e

iaz1D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2) =− (r1∂r1)(r1∂r1 − 1)

∫ 0

−∞

dz1

z2
1

eiaz1D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2). (151)

These relations are direct consequences of integration by parts. For instance, the first relation

(150) can be derived as follows:

0 =

∫ 0

−∞
dz1 ∂z1

[
z−1

1 eiaz1D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2)
]

=

∫ 0

−∞
dz1

[
− 1

z2
1

+
ia

z
+
r1∂r1
z2

1

]
eiaz1D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2),

(152)

and the second relation (151) can be derived similarly.

Then, using (151), we find that the integral r1r2I−2,−2
ab (r1, r2) in (143) satisfies the equations:[

(r2
1 − r4

1)∂2
r1
− 2r1∂r1 +

(
ν̃2 +

9

4

)](
r1r2I−2,−2

±∓ (r1, r2)
)

= 0, (153)[
(r2

1 − r4
1)∂2

r1
− 2r1∂r1 +

(
ν̃2 +

9

4

)](
r1r2I−2,−2

±± (r1, r2)
)

=
(r1r2)2

r1 + r2

. (154)

From these equations it is direct to get the following equations for the seed integral itself, which

turns out a bit simpler than the above ones:[
(r2

1 − r4
1)∂2

r1
− 2r3

1∂r1 +
(
ν̃2 +

1

4

)]
I−2,−2
±∓ (r1, r2) = 0, (155)[

(r2
1 − r4

1)∂2
r1
− 2r3

1∂r1 +
(
ν̃2 +

1

4

)]
I−2,−2
±± (r1, r2) =

r1r2

r1 + r2

. (156)

These are the bootstrap equations satisfied by the scalar seed integral, to which we shall derive a

proper solution satisfying all required boundary conditions.

Particular solution to the inhomogeneous equation. We first try to find a particular

solution to the inhomogeneous equation (156). Following the method originally used in [20], we

use double series expansion in both r1 and r1/r2 as an ansatz and try to solve the series coefficients.
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To this end, we assume r1 < r2, and Taylor expand the right hand side of the inhomogeneous

equation (156):

r1r2

r1 + r2

= r1

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n
( r1

r2

)n
. (157)

The form of this series motivates us to try the following ansatz for the inhomogeneous solution:

Z(r1, r2) = r1

∞∑
m,n=0

(−1)nZm,nrm1
( r1

r2

)n
, (158)

Substituting the ansatz (158) and the expanded source term (157) back into the inhomogeneous

equation (156), and matching the powers of r1 and r1/r2, we find the following set of recursion

relations satisfied by the series coefficients Zm,n:[(
n+ 1

2

)2
+ ν̃2

]
Z0,n = 1; (159a)

Z1,n = 0; (159b)[(
m+ n+ 5

2

)2
+ ν̃2

]
Zm+2,n = (m+ n+ 1)(m+ n+ 2)Zm,n. (159c)

This recursion relation is straightforward to solve with the general term given by:

Z2m,n =
1

(n+ 1
2

)2 + ν̃2

(n+ 1)(n+ 2)

(n+ 5
2

)2 + ν̃2
· · · (n+ 2m− 1)(n+ 2m)

(n+ 2m+ 1
2

)2 + ν̃2
, (160)

Z2m+1,n = 0, (161)

or equivalently,

Z2m,n =
(n+ 1)2m

41+m( n
2

+ 1
4

+ iν̃
2

)m+1( n
2

+ 1
4
− iν̃

2
)m+1

, Z2m+1,n = 0. (162)

Note that the inhomogeneous solution we have found applies to both I−2,−2
++ and I−2,−2

−− . Further-

more, this solution is analytic in both r1 and r2 as r1,2 → 0, and thus contributes only to the

background piece of the 4-point correlator. As we shall see soon, the homogeneous solutions are all

nonanalytic in r1,2 at r1,2 = 0, and therefore the above particular solution is the only contribution

to the background. Therefore we conclude that the background piece of the scalar seed integral

I−2,−2
BG,> (r1, r2) is twice of the above particular solution, namely:

I−2,−2
BG,> (r1, r2) =

∞∑
m,n=0

(−1)n(n+ 1)2m

22m+1( n
2

+ 1
4

+ iν̃
2

)m+1( n
2

+ 1
4
− iν̃

2
)m+1

r2m+1
1

( r1

r2

)n
. (163)

This recovers the same result originally found in [20]. Following the same procedure, we can also

derive the background part for other choices of p1,2. In Fig. 6 we show the results for this series

for both p1 = p2 = −2 and p1 = p2 = 0, together with the results (85) from the partial MB

representation, for fixed r2 = 0.5. From this figure we can see that both methods yield convergent

results for most of values of r1, and they agree well with each other. We also observe that the

results from partial MB representation have better convergence speed in the case of p1 = p2 = 0,

which corresponds to a realistic case with derivatively coupled external massless scalars. Therefore,

we see that the partial MB result could be advantageous for numerical implementation at least

in some cases.
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Figure 6: The summed scalar seed integrals
∑

a,b I
p1p2
ab (r1, r2) as functions of r1 with fixed r2 = 0.5

and ν̃ = 2. For the two cases p1 = p2 = −2 (left) and p1 = p2 = 0 (right), we show the convergences

of series from partial MB representation (85) and from the bootstrap method (163), by including

terms of m and n summations up to values indicated in the plots.

Homogeneous solutions and boundary conditions. The full result for the scalar integral

should be the sum of the above particular solution (163) with a solution to the corresponding

homogeneous equation (155). It is straightforward to solve (155) to get the following pair of

independent solutions:

Y±(r1) = r
1/2
1

( r1

2

)±iν̃

Γ
[
∓ iν̃,

1

2
± iν̃

]
2F1

[
1
4
± iν̃

2
, 3

4
± iν̃

2

1± iν̃

∣∣∣∣ r2
1

]
=
( r1

2

)±iν̃

F−2
±ν̃(r1), (164)

where Fp
ν̃(r) is the function defined in (78). Here we have multiplied an r1-independent coefficient

for later convenience. Since Y−(r1) = Y∗+(r1), the general symmetric and real homogeneous

solution can be written as:

I−2,−2
S,> (r1, r2) = Y+(r1)

[
α++Y+(r2) + α+−Y−(r2)

]
+ c.c., (165)

where α++ and α+− are two arbitrary complex coefficients to be determined. This homogeneous

solution is in fact the signal piece because of the non-analytical behaviors around r1,2 → 0 and

thus we add a subscript S to I−2,−2
S,> . The full correlator is then:

I−2,−2
> (r1, r2) = I−2,−2

BG,> (r1, r2) + I−2,−2
S,> (r1, r2). (166)

To determine the coefficients α++ and α+−, we need to impose boundary conditions, which are

usually found by considering some special limits of I−2,−2
> (r1, r2) in r1 and r2. In previous works,

the folded limits r1,2 → 1 and the factorized limits r1,2 → −1 were used to impose boundary

conditions. Here let us adopt a different choice: We shall consider the squeezed limit r1,2 → 0,
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keeping r1 � r2, and determine the coefficients by comparing the leading terms with the bulk

integral.

In this squeezed limit, it is easy to check that the leading behaviors:

I−2,−2
BG,> (r1, r2)→ O(r1), (167)

I−2,−2
S,> (r1, r2)→ (r1r2)1/2

{
α++Γ2(−iν̃)Γ2

( 1

2
+ iν̃

)( r1r2

4

)iν̃

+ α+−|Γ(−iν̃)|2
∣∣∣Γ( 1

2
+ iν̃

)∣∣∣2( r1

r2

)iν̃
}

+ c.c., (168)

so the background contribution can be neglected.

On the other hand, we consider the same squeezed limit for the bulk integral, which is equiva-

lent to taking the late-time limits for the propagators: τ1,2 → 0 with τ1 < τ2. So the (anti-)time-

ordered propagators become much simpler:

D±±(ks; τ1, τ2)→ D∓±(ks; τ1, τ2). (169)

By comparing the result of the bulk integral (See Sec. 3), we can finally determine the coefficients:

α++ = α+− =
1 + i sinh πν̃

2π
. (170)

With these two coefficients determined, we reach the full solution (166) to the bootstrap equation

with appropriate boundary conditions. This completes the bootstrap for the scalar seed integral.

Folded limit and alternative version of scalar bootstrap equation. Now let us check

the folded limit r1,2 → 1− of the above bootstrapped solution (166). Our choice of Bunch-Davies

initial condition for all fluctuations requires that the solution (166) is regular in the folded limit.

However, both the signal and the background pieces are divergent in this limit. The cancellation

of this superficial divergence is thus a useful consistency check of our result.

It is relatively complicated to analyze the behavior of the background piece in the folded limit

with the expression (163). Thus, inspired by the transverse vector integral derived in Sec. 4, we

introduce two new variables u1,2 = 2r1,2/(1 + r1,2) as in (44), and rewrite the (inhomogeneous)

scalar bootstrap equation (156) as:[
(u2

1 − u3
1)∂2

u1
− u2

1∂u1 + (ν̃2 +
1

4

)]
I−2,−2
±± (u1, u2) =

1

2

u1u2

u1 + u2 − u1u2

, (171)

where we have rewritten I−2,−2
±± as a function of u1,2. Again, we Taylor expand the right hand

side:
1

2

u1u2

u1 + u2 − u1u2

=
1

2

∞∑
n=0

un+1
1

(
1− 1

u2

)n
, (172)

and try the following ansatz which is analytical for both u1 and u2 (and thus both r1 and r2):

X±(u1, u2) =
∞∑

m,n=0

Xm,num+n+1
1

(
1− 1

u2

)n
. (173)
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Substituting the ansatz and the Taylor expansion back into the bootstrap equation, and matching

the coefficients for each term, we obtain the following recursion relations:[(
n+ 1

2

)2
+ ν̃2

]
X0,n =

1

2
; (174a)[(

m+ n+ 3
2

)2
+ ν̃2

]
Xm+1,n = (m+ n+ 1)2Xm,n, (174b)

and the solution can be expressed as:

Xm,n =
(n+ 1)2

m

2(n+ 1
2

+ iν̃)m+1(n+ 1
2
− iν̃)m+1

, (175)

and finally the background piece is the twice of our solution, but now in terms of u1 and u2:

I−2,−2
BG,> (u1, u2) =

∞∑
m,n=0

(−1)n(n+ 1)2
m

(n+ 1
2

+ iν̃)m+1(n+ 1
2
− iν̃)m+1

um+1
1 (1− u2)n

( u1

u2

)n
. (176)

It is worth noting that the expression (176) is equivalent to (163), and we will use (176) to analyze

the background behavior in the folded limit.

Without loss of generality, we first consider the limit r2 → 1−. For the background piece,

notice that u2 → 1− when r2 → 1− and thus only n = 0 terms survive due to the factor (1−u2)n.

Therefore, the background can be written in closed form in this limit:

lim
r2→1−

I−2,−2
BG,> (u1, u2) =

∞∑
m=0

(1)2
m

( 1
2

+ iν̃)m+1( 1
2
− iν̃)m+1

um+1
1

= π sech(πν̃)u1 × 3F̃2

[
1, 1, 1

3
2
− iν̃, 3

2
+ iν̃

∣∣∣∣u1

]
, (177)

which converges for all 0 ≤ r1 < 1. This implies the divergences in the homogeneous solution (the

signal part) must be canceled with each other. Indeed, the divergent parts for the homogeneous

solutions are:

lim
r→1−

Y±(r) ∼ ∓i

√
π

2
csch(πν̃) log(1− r), (178)

and thus these divergences get canceled in the combination:

lim
r→1−

[
Y+(r) + Y−(r)

]
=
√

2π3 sech(πν̃). (179)

Therefore, the signal converges in the folded limit for 0 ≤ r1 < 1:

lim
r2→1−

I−2,−2
S,> (r1, r2) =

√
2π3 sech(πν̃)α++Y+(r1) + c.c.. (180)

Now we go on to take the second folded limit r1 → 1−. This time, both the background and

the signal diverge, but the divergences are canceled in the finally result:

lim
r1→1−

I−2,−2
BG,> (u1, 1

−) ∼− π sech log(1− u1) ∼ −π sech(πν̃) log(1− r1), (181)

lim
r1→1−

I−2,−2
S,> (r1, 1

−) ∼ π sech(πν̃) log(1− r1). (182)

After the cancellation of divergences, we get a finite result in the double folded limit r1,2 →
1−:
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I−2,−2
> (1−, 1−) = 2π sech(πν̃)Re

[(
1 + i csch(πν̃)

)
ψ
( 1

2
− iν̃

)
+ γ
]

+ F
[
1, 1, 3

2
− iν̃, 3

2
+ iν̃

2, 2, 2

∣∣∣∣ 1] , (183)

where ψ(z) = d log Γ(z)/dz is the digamma function. When supplemented with appropriate ν̃-

independent prefactors (including the coupling and the momentum), this result is nothing but

the 2-point correlator of massless scalar fields ϕ corrected by an intermediate massive scalar

σ of mass parameter ν̃ with coupling a3ϕ′σ. This result has been derived originally in [15]; See

also [58]. Although our result has a different look from the expressions in [15,58], we have checked

numerically that the two results perfectly agree with each other.

Thus we have shown that the full correlator is regular in both the single folded limit (0 ≤ r1 <

1, r2 → 1−) and the double folded limit (r1,2 → 1−), as expected.

5.2 Transverse vector

Next we consider the transverse components (λ = h = ±) of the vector seed integral (43),

following the same procedure as before. Again we do not pursue the general case, but only focus

on an example with p1 = p2 = −1. Generalizations to arbitrary p1,2 should be straightforward.

The goal here is to derive a differential equation for the following seed integral:

I(h)−1,−1
ab (r1, r2) =− abks

∫ 0

−∞

dτ1

τ1

dτ2

τ2

eiak12τ1+ibk34τ2D
(h)
ab (ks; τ1, τ2)

=− ab

∫ 0

−∞

dz1

z1

dz2

z2

eiaz1+ibz2D̂
(h)
ab (r1z1, r2z2), (184)

where we have defined z1 ≡ k12τ1, z2 ≡ k34τ2. In the second line, we have introduced the hatted

propagator for the transverse vector fields, which is again a function of ksτ1 and ksτ2:

D̂
(h)
ab (ksτ1, ksτ2) ≡ ksD

(h)
ab (ks; τ1, τ2). (185)

Then, the equation of motion for the transverse spin-1 fields (14) gives rise to the following

equations satisfied by the propagators,

(τ 2
1∂

2
τ1

+ k2
sτ

2
1 − 2hµ̃ksτ1 +m2)D

(h)
±∓(ks; τ1, τ2) = 0, (186)

(τ 2
1∂

2
τ1

+ k2
sτ

2
1 − 2hµ̃ksτ1 +m2)D

(h)
±±(ks; τ1, τ2) = ∓iτ1τ2δ(τ1 − τ2), (187)

which further imply the following equations for the hatted propagators:

(r2
1∂

2
r1

+ r2
1z

2
1 − 2hµ̃r1z1 +m2)D̂±∓(r1z1, r2z2) = 0, (188)

(r2
1∂

2
r1

+ r2
1z

2
1 − 2hµ̃r1z1 +m2)D̂±±(r1z1, r2z2) = ∓i(r1z1)(r2z2)δ(r1z1 − r2z2). (189)

We can now again insert the above differential operators in front of the hatted propagator in (184),

using the following relations similar to (150) and (151) to commute the differential operator with
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the integral:∫ 0

−∞

dz1

z1

z1e
iaz1D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2) = ia(r1∂r1)

∫ 0

−∞

dz1

z1

eiaz1D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2), (190)∫ 0

−∞

dz1

z1

z2
1e

iaz1D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2) =− (r1∂r1 + 1)(r1∂r1)

∫ 0

−∞

dz1

z1

eiaz1D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2), (191)

and we find the following equations satisfied by the integral:[
(r2

1 − r4
1)∂2

r1
− (±2ihµ̃r2

1 + 2r3
1)∂r1 +

(
ν̃2 +

1

4

)]
I(h)−1,−1
±∓ (r1, r2) = 0, (192)[

(r2
1 − r4

1)∂2
r1
− (±2ihµ̃r2

1 + 2r3
1)∂r1 +

(
ν̃2 +

1

4

)]
I(h)−1,−1
±± (r1, r2) =

r1r2

r1 + r2

. (193)

It is possible to solve this set of equation directly, with a set of homogeneous solutions and a

particular solution to the inhomogeneous equation. The resulting inhomogeneous solution has a

double-series representation, with the coefficients satisfying a set of recursion relations that can

be easily found. However, it turns out not trivial to find a general term formula from this set

of recursion relations. Thus it is not easy to write down the explicit series solution in the same

way as we did in (163). Fortunately, the previous computation with partial MB representation in

Sec. 4 has hinted at a solution: We have learnt that the change of variables u1,2 = 2r1,2/(1 + r1,2)

as in (44) can further simplify the equations. With the new variables u1,2, we finally reach the

following set of vector bootstrap equations that are much easier to solve:[
(u2

1 − u3
1)∂2

u1
− (1± ihµ̃)u2

1∂u1 +
(
ν̃2 +

1

4

)]
I(h)−1,−1
±∓ (u1, u2) = 0, (194)[

(u2
1 − u3

1)∂2
u1
− (1± ihµ̃)u2

1∂u1 +
(
ν̃2 +

1

4

)]
I(h)−1,−1
±± (u1, u2) =

1

2

u1u2

u1 + u2 − u1u2

. (195)

Particular solution to the inhomogeneous equation. Now we look for a particular solution

to the inhomogeneous equation (195). As before, we first Taylor expand the right hand side of

(195) as a series of u1, already given in (172), and consider the following ansatz for the particular

solution:

V(h)
± (u1, u2) =

∞∑
m,n=0

V(h)
±;m,nu

m+n+1
1

(
1− 1

u2

)n
, (196)

where the subscript in V(h)
± (u1, u2) corresponds to the two choices of the SK indices in I(h)

±±. (Unlike

the scalar equation, the inhomogeneous equations for the vector seed integral are different for I(h)
++

and I(h)
−−.) Compare the coefficient for fixed n and we find:[(

n+ 1
2

)2
+ ν̃2

]
V(h)
±;0,n =

1

2
; (197a)[(

m+ n+ 3
2

)2
+ ν̃2

]
V(h)
±;m+1,n = (m+ n+ 1)(m+ n+ 1± ihµ̃)V(h)

±;m,n. (197b)
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Figure 7: The background part of the vector seed integrals I(h)−1,−1
BG (u1, u2) as functions of u1

with fixed u2 = 0.5. We show the convergences of series from partial MB representation (129)

and from the bootstrap method (199), by including terms of m and n summations up to values

indicated in the plots.

This recursion relation is easy to solve, with the solution given by:

V(h)
±;m,n =

1

2

1

(n+ 1
2

)2 + ν̃2

(n+ 1)(n+ 1± ihµ̃)

(n+ 3
2

)2 + ν̃2
· · · (n+m)(n+m± ihµ̃)

(n+m+ 1
2

)2 + ν̃2

=
(n+ 1)m(n+ 1± ihµ̃)m

2(n+ 1
2

+ iν̃)m+1(n+ 1
2
− iν̃)m+1

. (198)

As in the scalar solution considered before, this particular solution is the sole contribution to the

background of the vector seed integral. Therefore, the full result for the background is obtained

by adding up V(h)
+ and V(h)

− :

I(h)−1,−1
BG (u1, u2) =

∞∑
m,n=0

(−1)n(n+ 1)m(n+ 1± ihµ̃)m
2(n+ 1

2
+ iν̃)m+1(n+ 1

2
− iν̃)m+1

um+1
1 (1− u2)n

( u1

u2

)n
+ c.c.. (199)

In Fig. 7, we show the background series I(h)−1,−1
BG in (199) together with the partial MB results

(129). Again we see that both methods yield convergent results with good agreements. Note

that, for the parameters chosen in the figure, the signals are much greater than the background.

Therefore we only show the background part of the vector seed integral in this figure, since the

purpose here is to show the convergence of the background series.

Homogeneous solutions and limits. Next we consider the homogeneous solution. Note that,

unlike the previous scalar case, the homogeneous and inhomogeneous equations are different for

I(h)−1,−1
+± and I(h)−1,−1

−∓ . The general solution to the upper-sign equation in (194) is the linear

combination of U+(u1) and U−(u1), while the general solution to the lower-sign equation is the
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linear combination of U∗+(u1) and U∗−(u1), where U±(u1) is given by:

U±(u1) = u
1/2±iν̃
1 F

[
1
2
± iν̃, 1

2
+ ihµ̃± iν̃

1± 2iν̃

∣∣∣∣u1

]
= ∓i

√
2

π
sinh(2πν̃)u±iν̃

1 G−1
hµ̃,±ν̃(u1). (200)

Here Gp
hµ̃,ν̃(u) is the function defined in (98). Note that we have expressed these solutions in terms

of the dressed hypergeometric function (277) for later convenience. Furthermore, since amplitudes

with different SK indices obey different equations, we can separately determine the homogeneous

solutions for each I(h)−1,−1
ab by comparing the leading terms in the squeezed limit r1,2 → 0 with

r1 � r2.

We first focus on the opposite-sign integrals I(h)−1,−1
±∓ . On one hand, I(h)−1,−1

+− (u1, u2) satisfies

the homogeneous equation (194) and thus must be a linear combination of U+(u1) and U−(u1).

On the other hand, from (184) we notice that I(h)−1,−1
+− (u1, u2) = I(h)−1,−1

−+ (u2, u1), which also

satisfies (194) but with the variable u2. This implies that I(h)−1,−1
+− (u1, u2) should also be a linear

combination of U∗+(u2) and U∗−(u2). Therefore, we can write I(h)−1,−1
±∓ as:

I(h)−1,−1
+− (u1, u2) = U+(u1)

[
β++U∗−(u2) + β+−U∗+(u2)

]
+ U−(u1)

[
β−+U∗−(u2) + β−−U∗+(u2)

]
, (201)

I(h)−1,−1
−+ (u1, u2) = I(h)−1,−1,∗

+− (u1, u2), (202)

We then consider the same-sign integrals I(h)−1,−1
±± . Similar to the scalar case, I(h)−1,−1

++ is the

combination of an inhomogeneous solution (corresponding to the background piece) to (195), and

a factorized homogeneous solution denoted by I(h)−1,−1
±±,F,> . Furthermore, from (184) we can see that

I(h)−1,−1
++ (u1, u2) = I(h)−1,−1

++ (u2, u1), which further implies that I(h)−1,−1
++,F,> (u1, u2) can be written as

a linear combination of U±(u1), as well as a linear combination of U±(u2). Therefore we can write:

I(h)−1,−1
++,F,> (u1, u2) = U+(u1)

[
γ++U+(u2) + γ+−U−(u2)

]
+ U−(u1)

[
γ−+U+(u2) + γ−−U−(u2)

]
, (203)

I(h)−1,−1
−−,F,> (u1, u2) = I(h)−1,−1,∗

++,F,> (u1, u2). (204)

To determine the coefficients, we again consider the squeezed limit r1,2 → 0 with r1 � r2 and

compare the behaviors of homogeneous solutions with the late-time approximation of the bulk

integrals. Again, in the squeezed limit, the background piece I(h)−1,−1
BG,> (u1, u2)→ O(u1) and thus

can be neglected. Comparing homogeneous solutions to the bulk integrals (See Sec. 4), we find:

β++ = −β+− = −β−+ = β−− =− e−hπµ̃

4
csch2(2πν̃)(cosh 2πµ̃+ cosh 2πν̃), (205)

γ++ = −γ+− =
−iπe−hπµ̃csch2(2πν̃)

2Γ[ 1
2

+ iν̃ + ihµ̃, 1
2
− iν̃ + ihµ̃]

eπν̃ cosh[π(ν̃ + hµ̃)], (206)

γ−− = −γ−+ =
−iπe−hπµ̃csch2(2πν̃)

2Γ[ 1
2

+ iν̃ + ihµ̃, 1
2
− iν̃ + ihµ̃]

e−πν̃ cosh[π(−ν̃ + hµ̃)], (207)
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and the full amplitude is given by:

I(h)−1,−1
> (u1, u2) =

[
I(h)−1,−1

+− (u1, u2) + I(h)−1,−1
++,F,> (u1, u2) + V+(u1, u2)

]
+ c.c.

=

{[(
γ++U+(u1)− γ−−U−(u1)

)
− β++

(
U∗+(u1)− U∗−(u1)

)](
U+(u2)− U−(r2)

)
+ V+(u1, u2)

}
+ c.c.. (208)

This completes the bootstrap of the transverse vector seed integral.

Folded limit. Now we consider the folded limit u1,2 → 1−. First we take u2 → 1−. The

background piece is regular in this limit:

lim
u2→1−

V+(u1, u2) =
∞∑
m=0

V(h)
+;m,0u

m+1
1 =

π

2
sech(πν̃)u1 × 3F̃2

[
1, 1, 1 + ihµ̃

3
2
− iν̃, 3

2
+ iν̃

∣∣∣∣u1

]
. (209)

So, any divergences in the signals must cancel among themselves. The divergent parts for the

homogeneous solutions are:

lim
u→1−

U±(u) ∼ − iπcsch(hπµ̃)

Γ(1− ihµ̃)
(1− u)−ihµ̃, (210)

we find that this divergence is canceled in the following combination:

lim
u2→1−

[
U+(r2)− U−(r2)

]
=

iπ2csch(hπµ̃)
(
sech[π(ν̃ + hµ̃)]− sech[π(ν̃ − hµ̃)]

)
Γ(1 + ihµ̃)Γ( 1

2
− ihµ̃− iν̃)Γ( 1

2
− ihµ̃+ iν̃)

. (211)

On the other hand, the signal part in the folded limit u2 → 1− can be written as

lim
u2→1−

I(h)−1,−1
S,> (u1, u2)

=
[(
γ++U+(u1)− γ−−U−(u1)

)
− β++

(
U∗+(u1)− U∗−(u1)

)]
lim

u2→1−

[
U+(u2)− U−(r2)

]
+ c.c., (212)

which is therefore convergent, as expected. For later use, we also give an explicit expression for

the signal in u2 → 1− limit:

I(h)−1,−1
S,> (u1, 1

−)

=
sinh(hπµ̃) sinh(πν̃)csch(2πν̃)√

2π

×
[
(e−2πν̃ + e−2hπµ̃)

Γ(ihµ̃)

Γ( 1
2

+ ihµ̃+ iν̃)
− ieπν̃(1 + e−2π(ν̃+hµ̃))

Γ(−ihµ̃)

Γ( 1
2
− ihµ̃+ iν̃)

]
× uiν̃

1

{
Γ( 1

2
+ ihµ̃+ iν̃)G−1

−hµ̃,ν̃(u1) + ieπν̃Γ( 1
2
− ihµ̃+ iν̃)G−1

+hµ̃,ν̃(u1)

}
+ c.c.. (213)

We then consider the double folded limit, by further taking u1 → 1−. Like the case of scalar

correlator considered before, both the background and the signal diverge in this limit. The

background diverges as

lim
r1→1−

I(h)−1,−1
BG,> (u1, 1

−) ∼ − iπsech(πν̃)

2hµ̃
(1− u1)−ihµ̃ + c.c., (214)
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while the signal diverges as

lim
u1→1−

I(h)−1,−1
S,> (u1, 1

−) ∼ (γ++ − γ−+)
−iπcsch(hπµ̃)

Γ(1− ihµ̃)
(1− u1)−ihµ̃ × lim

r2→1−

[
U+(u2)− U−(u2)

]
+ c.c.

=
iπsech(πν̃)

2hµ̃
(1− u1)−ihµ̃ + c.c., (215)

so the full correlator is regular in the double folded limit as well. After the cancellation, the finite

result in the double folded limit is:

I(h)−1,−1
> (1−, 1−)

=
πsech2(πν̃)

2hµ̃

{
1

2
(1− e−2hπµ̃) +

i coshπν̃

Γ[ihµ̃, 1
2
− ihµ̃− iν̃, 1

2
− ihµ̃+ iν̃]

×
(
πe−hπµ̃Γ(−ihµ̃)sech(πν̃)−F

[
−ihµ̃, 1

2
− ihµ̃− iν̃, 1

2
− ihµ̃+ iν̃

1− ihµ̃, 1− ihµ̃

∣∣∣∣ 1])}+ c.c.. (216)

The readers might have found it a bit unphysical to take the folded limit of the transverse seed

integral. After all, the transverse component of the massive spin-1 exchange as shown in Fig. 1

does not survive the folded limit. (For instance, the r2 → 1 limit means that either ks is parallel

to k4 or k4 → 0. In either case, the contraction k4 · e(±)∗

ks
in (40) vanishes.) However, there do

exist cases where the folded limit of transverse integrals does not vanish, if we consider tensor

external states. We will show such an example in Sec. 6, where the above folded limit can be

directly used.

5.3 Longitudinal vector

Finally we consider the longitudinal component (λ = L) of the vector seed integral (43) with

p1 = p2 = −1:

I(L)−1,−1
ab (r1, r2) = −ab ks

∫ 0

−∞

dτ1

τ1

dτ2

τ2

eiak12τ1+ibk34τ2D
(L)
ab (ks; τ1, τ2). (217)

Similar to our computation with partial MB representation in Sec. 4, here we can recycle the

result for the scalar bootstrap equation. Note again that the longitudinal propagator D
(L)
> is

related to the massive scalar propagator D> by (115). For convenience, we define the operator:

Di ≡ ∂τi −
2

τi
. (i = 1, 2) (218)

Then, (115) implies the following relations for the longitudinal propagators D
(L)
ab and the scalar

propagator Dab of the same mass parameter ν̃ (but not the same mass):

D
(L)
±∓(ks; τ1, τ2) =

1

m2
D1D2D±∓(ks; τ1, τ2), (219)

D
(L)
±±(ks; τ1, τ2) =

1

m2

[
θ(τ1 − τ2)D1D2D≷(ks; τ1, τ2) + θ(τ2 − τ1)D1D2D≶(ks; τ1, τ2)

]
=

1

m2

[
D1D2D±±(ks; τ1, τ2)∓ iτ1τ2δ(τ1 − τ2)

]
. (220)

49



Note in particular the appearance of a contact term δ(τ1 − τ2) in the last line of (220), which is

a consequence of commuting the operator D1,2 with the Heaviside θ-functions in D±±. See (in

particular, App. B of) [58] for more discussions about this contact term.

Using the relations (219) and (220), we can directly obtain the longitudinal vector seed integral

by acting differential operators on the scalar seed I−2,−2
ab in (143). More explicitly,

I(L)−1,−1
±∓ (r1, r2) =

(r1r2)−1

m2
(r1∂r1 − 2)(r2∂r2 − 2)

(
r1r2I−2,−2

±∓ (r1, r2)
)
, (221)

I(L)−1,−1
±± (r1, r2) =

(r1r2)−1

m2
(r1∂r1 − 2)(r2∂r2 − 2)

(
r1r2I−2,−2

±± (r1, r2)
)

+
1

m2

r1r2

r1 + r2

. (222)

We can rewrite (221) and (222) as:

I(L)−1,−1
±∓ (r1, r2) =

1

ν̃2 + 1/4
D̃1D̃2I−2,−2

±∓ (r1, r2), (223)

I(L)−1,−1
±± (r1, r2) =

1

ν̃2 + 1/4

[
D̃1D̃2I−2,−2

±± (r1, r2) +
r1r2

r1 + r2

]
. (224)

In these equations we have used the relation m2 = ν̃2 + 1/4, and defined:

D̃i ≡ ri∂ri − 1. (i = 1, 2) (225)

Summing over all SK indices, we can collectively write I(L)−1,−1
> ≡

∑
a,b I

(L)−1,−1
ab in terms of the

scalar hatted integral I−2,−2
> ≡

∑
a,b I

−2,−2
ab , as:

I(L)−1,−1
> (r1, r2) =

1

ν̃2 + 1/4

[
D̃1D̃2I−2,−2

> (r1, r2) +
2r1r2

r1 + r2

]
. (226)

Intermediate steps. Here we provide the intermediate steps leading to (221) and (222). Un-

interested readers can skip this part. The strategy is to compute the following integral:

− ab× ks
m2
×
∫ 0

−∞

dτ1

τ1

dτ2

τ2

eiak12τ1+ibk34τ2
(
∂τ1 −

2

τ1

)(
∂τ2 −

2

τ2

)
Dab(ks; τ1, τ2)

=− ab× (r1r2)−1

m2
×
∫ 0

−∞

dz1

z1

dz2

z2

eiaz1+ibz2
r1∂r1 − 2

z1

r2∂r2 − 2

z2

D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2)

=
1

m2
× (r1r2)−1 × (r1∂r1 − 2)(r2∂r2 − 2)× (−ab)

∫ 0

−∞

dz1

z2
1

dz2

z2
2

eiaz1+ibz2D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2), (227)

where Dab(ks; τ1, τ2) in the first line denotes the scalar propagator, and the hatted propagator D̂ab

is defined in (142). Similar to previous cases, we use the variables z1 = k12τ1, z2 = k34τ2. In the

second line we substitute zi∂zi with ri∂ri acting on D̂ab(r1z1, r2z2). Finally, the contact term for

I(L)−1,−1
±± arising from the delta-function is:

− ks
m2

∫ 0

−∞

dτ1

τ1

dτ2

τ2

[
∓ iτ1τ2δ(τ1 − τ2)

]
e±ik12τ1±ik34τ2 = − 1

m2

r1r2

r1 + r2

. (228)

Combining all results above, together with the definition of seed integrals, we can directly get

(221) and (222).
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Solutions. The above derivations show that the longitudinal correlator can be obtained by act-

ing the operator (225) on the scalar correlator given in (166), together with an extra contact

term which is regular when r1,2 → 0 and thus contributes to the background piece. Again, the

longitudinal correlator can be separated into a homogeneous part (the signals) and a inhomo-

geneous particular solution (the background). We work them out in turn. Acting (225) on the

homogeneous solution solutions to the scalar integral, we find a pair of solutions:

W±(r1) = D̃1Y±(r1) = −
( r1

2

)±iν̃

H−1
±ν̃(r1), (229)

where Hp
ν̃ is defined in (118). The homogeneous solution to the longitudinal bootstrap equation

is thus a linear combination of these two solutions with appropriate boundary conditions:

I(L)−1,−1
S,> =W+(r1)

[
δ++W+(r2) + δ+−W−(r2)

]
+ c.c.. (230)

Similar to the scalar bootstrap, we compare the solution in the squeezed limit r1,2 → 0 with the

late-time limit of the bulk integral. This determines the coefficients to be:

δ++ = δ+− =
1 + i sinh πν̃

2π(ν̃2 + 1/4)
. (231)

One can also obtain the same result by simply acting the operator D̃1D̃2/(ν̃
2 + 1/4) on (165). For

the inhomogeneous solution (the background), we apply the differential operator to (163), and

add the contact term:

I(L)−1,−1
BG,> (r1, r2) =

1

ν̃2 + 1/4

[
D̃1D̃2I−2,−2

BG,> (r1, r2) +
2r1r2

r1 + r2

]
=

1

ν̃2 + 1/4

[ ∞∑
m,n=0

(−1)n+1(n+ 1)2m(2m+ n)(n+ 1)

22m+1( n
2

+ 1
4

+ iν̃
2

)m+1( n
2

+ 1
4
− iν̃

2
)m+1

r2m+1
1

( r1

r2

)n
+

2r1r2

r1 + r2

]
. (232)

Note that the last contact term is crucial for us to obtain the correct result for the background.

This completes the derivation of the longitudinal correlator from the bootstrap method.

Folded limit. Finally let us check the folded limit of the longitudinal correlator. For simplicity,

we again express the background piece in terms of u1,2, namely inserting (176) into the first line

of (232):

I(L)−1,−1
BG,> (u1, u2)

=
1

ν̃2 + 1/4

[
D̃1D̃2

∞∑
m,n=0

[(n+ 1)m]2

(n+ 1
2

+ iν̃)m+1(n+ 1
2
− iν̃)m+1

um+n+1
1

(
1− 1

u2

)n
+

2r1r2

r1 + r2

]

=
1

ν̃2 + 1/4

[ ∞∑
m,n=0

−(n+ 1)2
m

(n+ 1
2

+ iν̃)m+1(n+ 1
2
− iν̃)m+1

(m+ n− r1)

(1 + r1)

n+ 1− r2

1− r2

× um+n+1
1

(
1− 1

u2

)n
+

2r1r2

r1 + r2

]
. (233)
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We first take r2 → 1−, then only terms with n = 0 and n = 1 survive, giving:

lim
r2→1−

I(L)−1,−1
BG,> (u1, u2) =

u1

4ν̃2 + 1

{
4 + u1 −

(
ν̃2 − 7

4

)
πsech(πν̃)u1

×
(
F
[

1, 1, 1
3
2
− iν̃, 3

2
+ iν̃

∣∣∣∣u1

]
− (2− u1)F

[
2, 2, 2

5
2
− iν̃, 5

2
+ iν̃

∣∣∣∣u1

])}
, (234)

where F is the dressed (generalized) hypergeometric function defined in (277). We find the

background piece converge for all 0 ≤ r1 < 1. On the other hand, the homogeneous solutions

diverge:

lim
r→1−

W±(r1) ∼ ±i

√
π

2
csch(πν̃)

[ 1

1− r
− 4ν̃2 − 7

8
log(1− r)

]
, (235)

but the combination:

lim
r2→1−

[
W+(r2) +W−(r2)

]
=

π3/2

25/2
(4ν̃2 − 7)sech(πν̃) (236)

converges. Therefore,

lim
r2→1−

I(L)−1,−1
S,> (r1, r2) =

π3/2

25/2
(4ν̃2 − 7)sech(πν̃)δ++W+(r1) + c.c., (237)

and thus the signal also converges for all 0 ≤ r1 < 1.

We then take the double folded limit by also taking r1 → 1−. Again, both the background

and the signal diverge, but the divergences are canceled:

lim
r1→1−

I(L)−1,−1
BG,> (u1, 1

−) ∼ π(4ν̃2 − 7)

4(4ν̃2 + 1)
sech(πν̃)

[ 1

1− u1

− 4ν̃2 − 7

4
log(1− u1)

]
, (238)

∼ π(4ν̃2 − 7)

2(4ν̃2 + 1)
sech(πν̃)

[ 1

1− r1

− 4ν̃2 − 7

8
log(1− r1)

]
, (239)

I(L)−1,−1
S,> (r1, 1

−) ∼− π(4ν̃2 − 7)

2(4ν̃2 + 1)
sech(πν̃)

[ 1

1− r1

− 4ν̃2 − 7

8
log(1− r1)

]
, (240)

which shows that the longitudinal correlator is regular in the folded limit, as expected. More

explicitly,

I(L)−1,−1
> (1−, 1−)

=
5

4ν̃2 + 1
− 3

16
(4ν̃2 − 7)π sech(πν̃)

+
(4ν̃2 − 7)2

8(4ν̃2 + 1)
π sech(πν̃) Re

[(
1 + i csch(πν̃)

)
ψ
( 1

2
− iν̃

)
+ γ
]

− 4ν̃2 − 7

4(4ν̃2 + 1)

{
F
[
1, 1, 3

2
− iν̃, 3

2
+ iν̃

2, 2, 2

∣∣∣∣ 1]−F [1, 1, 5
2
− iν̃, 5

2
+ iν̃

3, 3, 3

∣∣∣∣ 1]}. (241)

Again, this result can be directly used to express the 2-point function mediated by a massive

longitudinal spin-1 field.
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6 Variations: Higher Spins and Bispectra

In this work, we have been mainly focusing on the 4-point correlators with spin-1 exchange.

Nevertheless, it is straightforward to generalize our methods and results to other cases, such as

the chemical potential for higher spin fields (s ≥ 2) and the 3-point function. As an example, in

this section, we shall briefly consider the 3-point function mediated by a massive spin-2 field with

a helicity-dependent chemical potential. Note that the 3-point functions with massive exchange

such as in Fig. 3 and Fig. 8 are formally obtained by taking k4 → 0 in corresponding 4-point

functions. In this limit, ks = k3, and thus r2 = u2 = 1. Thus taking the 3-point limit in the seed

integrals is formally equivalent to taking the folded limit r2 → 1. The way we take folded limits

of 4-point functions in Sec. 5 allows us to find closed analytical results for the 3-point functions

without any series expansion. Thus we also take this chance to present a similar closed-form

analytical expression for the well-studied scale-exchange diagram (Fig. 3), which seems new to us.

Helical chemical potential for higher spins. Before presenting the details, we first make

two general remarks.

The first remark is about arbitrary nonzero spin. In principle, the chemical potential reviewed

in Sec. 2 has a natural generalization to massive fields of any nonzero spin. Let us consider integer

spins for simplicity, and we can describe massive spin-s states by a rank-s symmetric tensor σµ1···µs .

A helicity-dependent chemical potential for this field can thus be introduced from the following

dimension-5 coupling between σµ1···µs and a background scalar field φ [89]:

O(s) =
1

2Λ
εµνρσφ∇µσνλ2···λs∇ρσσ

λ2···λs . (242)

In particular, for a massive spin-2 field σµν , we have:

O(2) =
1

2Λ
εµνρσφ∇µσνλ∇ρσσ

λ. (243)

Then, with the rolling background 〈φ〉 = φ̇0t+const., these operators generate terms proportional

to the particle number operator weighted by the helicity. Unlike the chemical potential operator for

spin-1 field in (2), the above operators break the gauge symmetry for the corresponding massless

spin-s fields. This does not place any obstacle, since the gauge symmetries are absent for massive

fields anyway. In fact, for the spin-2 case, one might consider an alternative way of introducing

the chemical potential via the operator φεµνρσRµνκλRρσ
κλ where Rµνρσ is the Riemann tensor

associated with σµν (but not with the spacetime metric gµν). This operator is indeed capable of

generating a helicity-dependent chemical potential for the spin-2 field in the perturbative regime,

as has been extensively studied in the literature. However, it is known that this operator is

pathologic in the UV [111], and our mechanism to boost the particle production (and thus the

inflation correlators) works exactly at or beyond the UV cutoff scale of this operator. Therefore,

we shall only consider (243). See [89] for more discussions.

The second remark is about the 3-point function. In a 3-point function with a massive spinning

particle exchange at the tree level, it is necessary that the intermediate massive particle is attached

to the external inflaton fluctuation through a two-point mixing. Then the angular momentum
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ϕk2

ϕk1
σ
(±)
k3

γ
(±)
k3

1Figure 8: The helical 3-point correlator (248). The straight lines represent external inflaton

modes, the black doubly wiggly line represents the massless tensor mode, and the blue doubly

wiggly line represents the massive spin-2 field with helical chemical potential.

conservation at this two-point vertex implies that only the longitudinal component of the spinning

particle can make nonzero contributions. On the other hand, the helicity-dependent chemical

potential only boosts transverse components of the massive spinning particles, and does absolutely

nothing to the longitudinal component. Therefore, we do not expect to see the chemical potential

boosted helical correlators in tree-level 3-point functions. (It is possible to generate chemical

potential boosted 3-point function at one-loop as has been studied in the literature [61, 70, 71,

75, 79].) However, there is a unique chance where we can see the effect of the helical chemical

potential in tree-level 3-point functions. That is, we can consider a mixed correlator 〈ϕϕγ〉 among

two external inflaton fluctuations ϕ and a tensor mode γ. Then, we can form a two-point mixing

between the massless tensor mode γµν and the massive spin-2 field σµν . Due to the spin-2 nature

of the external tensor mode, this two-point mixing will pick out the helicity-2 component of σµν
rather than the longitudinal component. Therefore, there is a chance that this mixed operator is

boosted by the chemical potential. This example has been considered in [89], in which the signal

part of the mixed 3-point function has been calculated. With our results from previous sections,

we can now easily derive the full analytical expression for this process.

In this section, we shall focus only on the helicity-2 states of the massive spin-2 field, which is

the dominant contribution to the inflation correlators when there is a nonzero chemical potential.

For the massive spin-2 field σµν of mass m and with a chemical potential term (243), the mode

equation corresponding to the helicity-2 component Σ(±2)(k, τ) reads:

Σ(±2)′′ − 2aΣ(±2)′ +
[
k2 ± 2aµk + a2(m2 − 2)

]
Σ(±2) = 0, (244)

where µ ≡ φ̇0/Λ is the chemical potential. From this equation, we find the properly normalized

mode function as (Our convention for normalizing the mode function and the polarization tensors

is in accordance with [89].)

Σ(±2)(k, τ) = − e
∓πµ̃/2

2
√
kτ

W±iµ̃,iν̃(2ikτ), (245)

where Wµ,ν(z) is again the Whittaker W function, and µ̃ ≡ µ/H and ν̃ ≡
√
m2/H2 − 9/4. (Here

we temporarily restore the Hubble parameter H. Note that the definition of the mass parameter

ν̃ differs from the rest of the paper, due to the spin of the particle. In general, for a spin-s state
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with s 6= 0, the mass parameter is defined by ν̃ ≡
√
m2/H2 − (s− 1/2)2, and for s = 0, it is

defined by ν̃ ≡
√
m2/H2 − 9/4.)

With the above mode function, we can construct the transverse spin-2 propagator as in pre-

vious sections:

D
(±2)
> (k; τ1, τ2) =

1

2τ1τ2

e∓πµ̃

2k
W±iµ̃,iν̃(2ikτ1)W∓iµ̃,−iν̃(−2ikτ2). (246)

Mixed bispectrum. To form a 3-point function at the tree level, we need a two-point mixing

between the massive spin-2 field σµν and the massless tensor mode γij, as well as 3-point vertex

connecting σµν with two massless inflaton fluctuations ϕ. In accordance with [89], we introduce

the following couplings:

∆L = λ2aγ
′
ijσij −

1

2
λ3σij∂iϕ∂jϕ. (247)

Then, the three-point function shown in Fig. 8 can be written as

〈ϕ(k1)ϕ(k2)γ(±2)(k3)〉′ = K(±2)(θ13, θ23)J (±2)(k1, k2, k3), (248)

where K(±2)(θ13, θ23) is the kinematic factor arising from contracting the polarization tensor e
(±2)
ij,k3

with the external momenta:

K(±2)(θ13, θ23) = e
(±2)
ij,k3

k̂1ik̂2j = − sin θ13 sin θ23, (249)

with θi3 (i = 1, 2) being the angles between ki and k3. So the kinematic factor depends only on

the angles, and turns out to be independent of h = ±2. On the other hand, the factor J (±2)
ab

characterizes the shape dependence, and is our main focus. Using the diagrammatic rule, it can

be written as the following SK integral:

J (±2)
ab =− abλ2λ3k1k2

∫ 0

−∞
dτ1

dτ2

(−τ2)
Ga(k1, τ1)Ga(k2, τ1)∂τ2Tb(k3, τ2)D

(±2)
ab (k3; τ1, τ2). (250)

Here Ga(k, τ) is the bulk-to-boundary propagator of the inflaton fluctuation, given in (39), and

Ta(k, τ) is the bulk-to-boundary propagator of the massless tensor mode, given by

Ta(k, τ) =
1

4k3
(1− iakτ)eiakτ . (251)

Substituting the various propagators into above expression, and noting that the transverse spin-2

propagator (246) is related to the transverse spin-1 propagator (34) via

D
(±2)
> (k; τ1, τ2) =

1

2τ1τ2

D
(±)
> (k; τ1, τ2), (252)

it is straightforward to rewrite the above 3-point function in terms of the vector seed integral (43)

as:

J (±2)
ab = − λ2λ3

32(k1k2k3)2

(
1 + r∂r +

k1k2

k2
12

(r2∂2
r + 2r∂r)

)
I(±)−1,−1
ab (r, 1−), (253)
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Figure 9: The mixed bispectrum (k1k2k3)2
∑

a,b J
(±2)
ab mediated by the helicity h = ±2 component

of a massive spin-2 field with mass parameter ν̃ and chemical potential µ̃.

where we have defined r ≡ k3/k12.

Now we can make use of our folded limit results of the transverse vector seed integral derived

in Sec. 5. Insert (213) and (209) into (253),6 and also recall that I(h)−1,−1
BG,> = V+ + c.c., we will

obtain the signal piece and the background piece of the 3-point function J (±), respectively. The

final result is relatively long, thus we will not write it down explicitly. Instead, we plot the

results for near equilateral configurations in Fig. 9 and for squeezed configurations in Fig. 10.

From Fig. 9, we see that the bispectrum is approximately in equilateral shape, and the shape

has weak dependence on the chemical potential. On the contrary, we see from Fig. 10 that the

chemical potential has a huge impact on the oscillatory signal: The whole result is dominated by

the background when µ̃ = 0 and dominated by the signal when |µ̃| increases to ν̃.

Scalar bispectrum. Finally, for completeness, we also write down an explicit expression for

the scalar 3-point function mediated by a massive scalar as shown in Fig. 3. This 3-point function

has been written in terms of the scalar seed integral in (58), where we need to take the folded

limit r2 → 1. In principle we can use our results for general scalar seed integrals, and set r2 → 1−

to obtain the correct bispectrum. However, the background will be expressed in the form of a

series, and the convergence speed becomes slower when r1 → 1−. On the other hand, in Sec. 5 we

have derived a closed form for the background piece in the folded limit, so it is more convenient to

use the bootstrap results when we analyze the bispectrum. We need only one more step to take

I−2,−2
> obtained in Sec. 5 to I0,−2

> as required by (58). This can be conveniently done by acting

appropriate differential operators:

I0,−2
> (r1, r2) = −k2

s∂
2
k12
I−2,−2
>

( ks
k12

,
ks
k34

)
= −r2

1(r2
1∂

2
r1

+ 2r1∂r1)I
−2,−2
> (r1, r2). (254)

6A gentle reminder that (213) and (209) are written as functions of u. We should rewrite all u = 2r/(1 + r)

when inserting them into (253).
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Figure 10: The mixed bispectrum S(k1, k2, k3) ≡ (k1k2k3)2
∑

a,b J
(±2)
ab mediated by the helicity

h = ±2 component of a massive spin-2 field with mass parameter ν̃ and chemical potential µ̃. In

this figure we choose isosceles and squeezed configurations with k1 = k2 > k3.

Therefore, when we go to the folded limit r2 → 1−, we obtain:

I0,−2
> (r1, 1

−) = −r2
1(r2

1∂
2
r1

+ 2r1∂r1)I
−2,−2
> (r1, 1

−). (255)

Now we insert (179) and (177), we obtain the bispectrum:

Bφ =− λλ2

8k1k2k4
3

πsech(πν̃)

{
1 + i sinh πν̃√

2π

( r
2

)iν̃

F0
ν̃(r) +

1− i sinhπν̃√
2π

( r
2

)−iν̃

F0
−ν̃(r)

+
1

2

( 2r

1 + r

)3

3F̃2

[
1, 1, 1

3
2
− iν̃, 3

2
+ iν̃

∣∣∣∣ 2r

1 + r

]
+
( 2r

1 + r

)4

3F̃2

[
2, 2, 2

5
2
− iν̃, 5

2
+ iν̃

∣∣∣∣ 2r

1 + r

]
+ 2
( 2r

1 + r

)5

3F̃2

[
3, 3, 3

7
2
− iν̃, 7

2
+ iν̃

∣∣∣∣ 2r

1 + r

]}
, (256)

where Fp
ν̃(r) is defined in (78), and r ≡ k3/k12.

7 Phenomenology

A major motivation for the study of inflation correlators is their potential observability in

future observations of primordial non-Gaussianities. In particular, the presence of the helicity-

dependent chemical potential opens up the possibility of scale invariant oscillatory signals with

large amplitudes and large oscillation frequency at the same time, unlike most of the non-Gaussian

shapes considered before. More importantly, a measurement of these oscillatory shapes would
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provide invaluable information about heavy particles and their interactions at the inflation scale,

which is the main idea of CC physics.

The CC phenomenology of the helical inflation correlators has been studied in previous works in

the context of 1-loop SM and BSM processes [61,70,71,75,79], CP-violation [69], higher spins [89],

the signal phase [35], etc. The exact and analytical results we obtained in this work enables us to

fast and precisely determine the shapes and sizes of the signal and the background as functions

various model parameters, which would be useful for future phenomenological studies. Below, we

shall discuss implications of our results for the study of CC signals. Since there have been quite

a few works studying the phenomenological aspects of the chemical potential, we shall not be

comprehensive in this section, but will mostly focus on the aspects most directly related to the

results obtained in previous sections.

7.1 Cosmological collider signals in the squeezed limit

The so-called CC signals consist of oscillatory shapes in the logarithms of various momentum

ratios in certain soft configurations of the inflation correlators. In the case of 4-point function,

the most relevant signals come from the squeezed limit r1,2 → 0, or equivalently, u1,2 → 0.

Therefore, let us first look at the signal integrals, including the local signal (130) and (131)

for the transverse polarizations, and the corresponding signal integrals (136) and (137) for the

longitudinal polarization.

Signals from transverse polarizations. The transverse signals are of most interest, due to

their exponential sensitivity to the chemical potential. To see this point, let us take the squeezed

limit u1,2 → 0 of (130) and (131). For simplicity, we shall only consider the case of p1 = p2 = 0.

Furthermore, notice that G(h)00
L/NL(u1, u2) ∝ (u1u2)3/2 in the squeezed limit. So, we remove the factor

(u1u2)3/2 by defining:

G(h)00
L (u1, u2) = (u1u2)3/2Ĝ(h)00

L (u1, u2), G(h)00
NL (u1, u2) = (u1u2)3/2Ĝ(h)00

NL (u1, u2). (257)

We note that the factor (u1u2)3/2 goes as k3
s in the squeezed limit ks → 0, which is canceled by

the factor 1/k3
s in the final result for the correlator such as T2 in (46). So the signals do not decay

away in the squeezed limit, where their sizes are controlled by the hatted quantities Ĝ(h)00
L and

Ĝ(h)00
NL . Then the squeezed limit can be expressed as

lim
u1,u2→0

I(h)00
L,> (u1, u2) = (u1u2)3/2

∣∣∣Ĝ(h)00
L (0, 0)

∣∣∣ cos
[
ν̃ log

u1

u2

+ Arg Ĝ(h)00
L (0, 0)

]
, (258)

lim
u1,u2→0

I(h)00
NL,>(u1, u2) = (u1u2)3/2

∣∣∣Ĝ(h)00
NL (0, 0)

∣∣∣ cos
[
ν̃ log(u1u2) + Arg Ĝ(h)00

NL (0, 0)
]
. (259)

Therefore, the local and nonlocal signals manifest as oscillations in log(u1/u2) and log(u1u2),

respectively, with the frequency given by the mass parameter ν̃. Their sizes in the squeezed limit

are respectively controlled by the coefficients |Ĝ(h)00
L (0, 0)| and |Ĝ(h)00

NL (0, 0)|, while the complex

phases Arg Ĝ(h)00
L (0, 0) and Arg Ĝ(h)00

NL (0, 0) control the phases of the signal. The signal phase of

this process has been more carefully studied in [35]. Here we shall only focus on the signal size.
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From the explicit expressions (132) and (133), together with the definition (257), we can easily

read the squeezed limits u1,2 → 0 of the functions Ĝ(h)p1p2
L (u1, u2) and Ĝ(h)p1p2

NL (u1, u2). The results

are:

Ĝ(h)00
L (0, 0) =

π(4ν̃2 + 1)

32ν̃(e4πν̃ − 1)
(e2π(ν̃−hµ̃) + e2πν̃ + ieπν̃ − ie3πν̃), (260)

Ĝ(h)00
NL (0, 0) =

iπ2eπ(3ν̃−hµ̃)

2(e2πν̃ − 1)2(eπν̃ − i)2

Γ2( 3
2

+ iν̃)

Γ2(1 + 2iν̃)Γ( 1
2

+ hiµ̃− iν̃)Γ( 1
2
− hiµ̃− iν̃)

. (261)

In particular, we can find the absolute values of these functions, as∣∣∣Ĝ(h)00
L (0, 0)

∣∣∣ =
π(4ν̃2 + 1)

32ν̃(e4πν̃ − 1)

√
e6πν̃ + e4πν̃(e−4πhµ̃ + 2e−2πhµ̃ − 1) + e2πν̃ , (262)∣∣∣Ĝ(h)00

NL (0, 0)
∣∣∣ =

πe−πhµ̃(4ν̃2 + 1)

64ν̃
csch(2πν̃)

√
2 cosh 2πµ̃+ 2 cosh 2πν̃. (263)

Thus we see that the signal sizes are exponentially sensitive to both the mass parameter ν̃

and the chemical potential µ̃. The dependence on the chemical potential is of particular in-

terest. We can see that, depending on the relative sizes of µ̃ and ν̃, different terms in (262) and

(263) dominate the result. It is straightforward to get the following approximated expressions,

which make clear the exponential dependences on µ̃ and ν̃ for different intervals of parameter

space:

∣∣∣Ĝ(h)00
L (0, 0)

∣∣∣ ' π(4ν̃2 + 1)

32ν̃
×

{
e−2π(ν̃+hµ̃), (hµ̃ < − 1

2
ν̃)

e−πν̃ . (hµ̃ ≥ − 1
2
ν̃)

(264)

∣∣∣Ĝ(h)00
NL (0, 0)

∣∣∣ ' π(4ν̃2 + 1)

32ν̃
×


e−2π(ν̃+hµ̃), (hµ̃ < −ν̃)

e−π(ν̃+hµ̃), (−ν̃ ≤ hµ̃ < ν̃)

e−2πν̃ . (hµ̃ ≥ ν̃)

(265)

In Fig. 11, we plot the signal sizes (262) and (263) for fixed mass parameter ν̃ = 3 as functions

of helicity-weighted chemical potential hµ̃. The broken-exponential behavior is evident from the

figure. As expected, the presence of a chemical potential will exponentially enhance the signal

with hµ̃ < 0 and suppress the signal with hµ̃ > 0. On top of this general feature, there appears

some finer structures as well. For instance, the degree of exponential enhancement is different

for nonlocal signal with hµ̃ < 0 for |µ̃| > ν̃ and |µ̃| < ν̃. Also, the exponential suppressions for

the nonlocal signal is saturated at |µ̃| = ν̃. On the other hand, the local signal never receives

exponential suppression for hµ̃ > 0, but receives exponential enhancement for hµ̃ < −ν̃/2.

In particle model buildings, it often happens that the particles of both helicities h = ±1 are

present in the spectrum, and therefore the overall signal size is the sum of the contributions from

both helicities. As a result, we can see from Fig. 11 that the nonlocal signal always dominates

over the local signal when |µ̃| < ν̃, but is of comparable size with the local signal when |µ̃| ≥ ν̃.7

7In [41] it was mentioned that the local signal is insensitive to the chemical potential. It seems to us that this

conclusion was drawn by looking at the small chemical potential limit µ̃� ν̃. Our result shown in Fig. 11 confirms

this observation around hµ̃ = 0 but shows otherwise for |µ̃| > ν̃/2.
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Figure 11: The sizes of local and nonlocal signals from the helical 4-point function mediated by

a massive spin-1 state with helicity h = ±1, mass parameter ν̃ = 3, and chemical potential µ̃.

Signals from the longitudinal polarization. The signals from the longitudinal polarization

is simpler, and is totally independent of the chemical potential. To find the signal sizes, we again

expand the signal integrals (136) and (137) in the squeezed limit r1,2 → 0, and take p1 = p2 = 0

for simplicity. Similar to the transverse case, the signal is governed by the functions G(L)00
L and

G(L)00
NL at r1 = r2 = 0. Similarly, to remove the dilation factor in G(L)00

L and G(L)00
NL , we define:

G(L)00
L (r1, r2) = (r1r2)3/2Ĝ(L)00

L (r1, r2), G(L)00
NL (r1, r2) = (r1r2)3/2Ĝ(L)00

NL (r1, r2). (266)

From the definition above and the expressions in (138) and (139), we get

Ĝ(L)00
L (0, 0) =

π(1 + 4ν̃2)

4ν̃

(
1− i sinhπν̃

)
csch 2πν̃, (267)

Ĝ(L)00
NL (0, 0) =

1 + 4ν̃2

8π
Γ2(−iν̃)Γ2

(
1
2

+ iν̃
)(

1− i sinhπν̃
)
. (268)

In particular, the signal sizes are given by the absolute values of these functions, which turn out

to be the same for both the local and the nonlocal signals:∣∣∣Ĝ(L)00
L (0, 0)

∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣Ĝ(L)00

NL (0, 0)
∣∣∣ =

π(1 + 4ν̃2)

8ν̃
cschπν̃. (269)

As expected, the signal size is exponentially damped ∝ e−πν̃ for large mass parameter ν̃.

We note that in both the transverse and longitudinal signal expressions, there appears a di-

vergence as the mass parameter ν̃ → 0, which corresponds to the borderline between the principal

and complementary series. While some enhancement of the signal is expected for ν̃ � 1, the

divergence itself must be unphysical, since the perturbative expansion itself breaks down if we

come too close to ν̃ = 0. Therefore we expect that the divergence around this point should be

removed by resumming higher order diagrams. We leave this issue for future studies.
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Figure 12: The transverse component of the background integral I(h)00
BG,> in (129) at u1 = u2 = 0.5.

LEFT: I(h)00
BG,> as functions of helicity-weighted chemical potential hµ̃ for several choices of mass

parameters ν̃. RIGHT: I(h)00
BG,> as functions of ν̃ for several values of hµ̃.

7.2 Background

We next look at the background piece, given by (129) for the transverse polarizations and by

(135) for the longitudinal polarization. Again we will only consider the case p1 = p2 = 0. The

background piece is not as easy to compute or even to estimate compared with the signal part.

The late-time expansion of the massive propagator that is often used to estimate the signal size

is inapplicable for background estimation. On the other hand, we know that the background

piece corresponds to the local EFT contributions after we integrate out the intermediate heavy

particle. Therefore, in the case of a dS covariant correlator mediated by a normal particle of mass

m (without dS boost-breaking chemical potentials), we know that the background contribution

should be proportional to 1/m2 in the large m limit. However, it is less clear if the chemical

potential would affect this estimate, especially when the chemical potential becomes large.

With the full analytical result at hand, we can give this question a definite answer. In short,

the background piece is dependent on the chemical potential, but in a rather weak way: There

is no exponential enhancement of the background even when the chemical potential is large.

Therefore, with our exact results, we confirm a previous expectation that the CC signal could be

parametrically larger than the background for scenarios with chemical potential enhancement.

Since the longitudinal correlator is in any case independent of the chemical potential, here we

will only consider the transverse background piece (129).

A first hint that the background piece is insensitive to the chemical potential appears when

we look at the squeezed limit r1 < r2 � 1, where only the n1 = n2 = 0 term contribute to the

series in (129):

lim
r1�1
I(h)00

BG,> =
iu3

1

8ν̃
F
[

3
2
− iν̃, 3

5
2
− iν̃

∣∣∣∣− u1

u2

]
+ c.c.. (270)
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Figure 13: The transverse vector seed integrals for r1 = r2 ≡ r (namely k12 = k34) as functions

of r. The magenta curve corresponds to the signal integral, namely I(h)00
L,> + I(h)00

NL,> in (130) and

(131), the blue curve shows the background integral I(h)00
BG,> in (129), and the black curves show

the sum of the signal and the background. In both panels we choose ν̃ = 2, and we choose hµ̃ = 0

for the left panel and hµ̃ = −1 for the right panel.

In particular, when we take a “hierarchical” squeezed limit r1 � r2 (which implies r1 � 1 since

r2 < 1 but r2 is not required small), the above expression gets further simplified to

lim
r1�r2

I(h)00
BG,> = − u3

1

9 + 4ν̃2
. (271)

Therefore we see that the background piece is completely independent of the chemical potential in

the squeezed limit. If the background piece were exponentially sensitive to chemical potential for

nonsqueezed configurations, and in particular, were exponentially enhanced when the chemical

potential is large, then it would follow that the background piece has an exponential dependence on

the various momentum ratios, a behavior that is unlikely to be generated by local EFT operators.

Therefore we expect that the chemical potential dependence in the background piece, if present

at all, should be a weak one.

This expectation is confirmed by explicitly plotting the chemical potential dependence for

nonsqueezed configurations. In Fig. 12, we show the dependence of the background integral (129)

of the transverse component on the helicity-weighted chemical potential hµ̃ and also on the mass

parameter ν̃. In this figure we choose a nonsqueezed configuration u1 = u2 = 0.5. It is clear from

the figure that the chemical potential affects the size of the background piece (for a nonsqueezed

configuration) only in a rather mild way (i.e., no order of magnitude changes), even when the

chemical potential µ̃ becomes greater than the mass parameter ν̃.

From the above discussion of the signal strength and the background size, we find a particularly

interesting feature of the CC signals from chemical potential mechanism: When we increase

the chemical potential from zero to a value comparable to or greater than the mass parameter,

the size of the oscillatory signal will be exponentially enhanced, while the smooth background

piece is largely insensitive to the change of the chemical potential. Therefore, the signal can be

parametrically larger than the background. We illustrate this feature in Fig. 13 in which we show

both the signal and the background for configurations with r1 = r2. For the parameter ν̃ = 2 used
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Figure 14: The transverse vector seed integral (126) as functions of the two momentum ratios

r1 = ks/k12 and r2 = ks/k34. Roughly, the oscillations in the direction from lower-left to upper-

right correspond to the nonlocal signal, while the oscillations in the direction from upper-left to

lower-right correspond to the local signal.

in the figure, it is evident that the background dominates the total result when hµ̃ = 0 and the

signal already dominates over the total result when we choose hµ̃ = −1. Had we chosen |hµ̃| ≥ 2,

the background would be negligibly small compared to the signal and the difference between the

signal and the total result would be invisible.

The analytical expressions we obtained in this work enable us to easily generate plots for the

shapes of the 4-point correlators. We show several examples in Fig. 14. In all these examples, we

have chosen the chemical potential µ̃ to be equal or close to the mass parameter ν̃. In such cases,

the signal always dominates over the background, as is manifested in the figure. By choosing

two different mass parameters ν̃ = 3 (upper panels) and ν̃ = 10 (lower panels), we show how the

frequency of the signal is changing with the mass. By choosing two different chemical potentials

µ̃ for each mass parameter (left and right panels), we show the sensitive dependence of the signals

on µ̃.
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8 Conclusions and Outlooks

The helical inflation correlators are a special class of inflation correlators mediated by massive

spinning particles and boosted by helicity-dependent chemical potentials. They arise naturally

from a wide range of particle models for cosmological collider physics with distinct phenomenology

and promising observation prospects. On the other hand, these correlators break the dS boosts

and the space parity, which renders their analytical calculation more difficult than dS covariant

correlators.

In this work, we have attacked the problem of analytical computation of helical inflation corre-

lators with two independent methods. In the first method, we have used the partial Mellin-Barnes

representation to resolve the complicated intermediate massive propagators into products of sim-

ple power functions. The originally difficult SK time integrals were thus transformed into more

tractable contour integrals on the complex planes of Mellin variables. In the second method,

we have derived the equations, namely the bootstrap equations, satisfied by ordinary and helical

inflation correlators, and showed that these correlators can be bootstrapped by solving the boot-

strap equations with appropriate boundary conditions. In this process, we have reduced much of

the computation of the correlators to that of a scalar seed integral and a vector seed integral. We

further demonstrated how to use these building blocks to compute more general correlators, by

working out a special example of mixed 3-point function with two scalar modes and one tensor

mode. Finally, we have also discussed the phenomenology associated with the helical inflation

correlators.

Our work represents one step forward in the application of the partial MB representation in

the computation of cosmic correlators. There are much left to be done. One obvious extension

is to include both the non-unit sound speed and the nonzero chemical potential, so that one can

build up the most general boost-breaking correlators mediated by spinning particles. Also, one

could try out the method with more wide range of correlators, with different topologies (tree

diagrams and loop diagrams), different couplings. As can be seen, the partial MB representation

has few requirements on the symmetry of the problem, and thus can be particularly suitable to

deal with problems with less symmetries. One can also imagine to use this method to compute

correlators in non-inflation background, as long as the relevant mode functions have known MB

representations.

Also, as mentioned before, our result has explicitly verified a recently proposed tree-level

cutting for CC signals for helical inflation correlators. From our calculation one can see that the

partial MB representation can neatly separate terms with different analytical properties in the

squeezed limit, which makes it a possible tool for mathematically proving the tree-level signal

cutting rule. We leave this proof for a future work.

When bootstrapping the helical correlators, we have imposed the boundary conditions from the

squeezed limit, which corresponds to taking the late-time expansion of the intermediate propagator

in a bulk calculation. This is an opposite approach compared with existing bootstrap works in

the literature, where the boundary conditions were normally imposed from the factorized limit

and the folded limit. While we have checked in this work that all folded limits of our results are

regular, we have not considered the unphysical limits such as the zero-total-energy limit or the

zero-partial-energy limit (namely the factorized limit). It would be interesting to look into these

64



limits more carefully for helical correlators.

In this work, we have only touched the spin-1 and spin-2 examples. It is possible to generalize

the chemical potential to even higher spin fields, and also to half-integer spin fields. It would thus

be interesting to understand more systematically the quantization and the dynamics of higher

spin fields in the presence of such chemical potentials, and to use the existing analytical methods

to compute the corresponding correlators with higher-spin or half-integer-spin mediations.

Finally, there is a particularly interesting parameter range where the oscillating signal could

be much greater than the background. Therefore, current search for non-Gaussianities in the

trispectrum could be insensitive to these shapes unless one includes those scale-invariant oscilla-

tions into the templates. Since we have provided the full results for the 4-point function mediated

by massive spinning particles, including the signal and the background, it should be straightfor-

ward to fast generate template banks for these shapes and use them to search for potential signals

in the trispectrum or to put more stringent constraints. We leave this more phenomenological

study for a future work as well.
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A Useful Formulae

Useful functions. Below we list some of the frequently used functions in this paper. First, we

use the following shorthand notation for the products and factions of Euler Γ function:

Γ [z1, · · · , zm] ≡ Γ(z1) · · ·Γ(zm), (272)

Γ

[
z1, · · · , zm
w1, · · · , wn

]
≡ Γ(z1) · · ·Γ(zm)

Γ(w1) · · ·Γ(wn)
. (273)

We use the Pochhammer symbol (z)n to simplify some expressions, which is defined as

(z)n ≡ Γ

[
z + n

z

]
. (274)

The (generalized) hypergeometric functions pFq is formally defined via the following series.

pFq

[
a1, · · · , ap
b1, · · · , bq

∣∣∣∣z] =
∞∑
n=0

(a1)n · · · (ap)n
(b1)n · · · (bq)n

zn

n!
. (275)

In this work we will only encounter the case with p = q+1. In this case, the above series converges

within the disk |z| < 1. Outside this range, the function is defined via analytical continuation.

We employ the following regularized hypergeometric function when we want to highlight the

analytical structure of some MB integrand:

pF̃q

[
a1, · · · , ap
b1, · · · , bq

∣∣∣∣z] =
1

Γ[b1, · · · , bq]
pFq

[
a1, · · · , ap
b1, · · · , bq

∣∣∣∣z] , (276)
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which has the nice property that its principal branch is an entire function of all orders a1, · · · , ap
and b1, · · · , bq.

We also use the following dressed hypergeometric functions to simplify some of expressions.

We shall suppress the subscripts p and q without causing confusions.

F
[
a1, · · · , ap
b1, · · · , bq

∣∣∣∣z] = Γ

[
a1, · · · , ap
b1, · · · , bq

]
pFq

[
a1, · · · , ap
b1, · · · , bq

∣∣∣∣z] . (277)

Useful integrals.∫ 0

−∞
dτ e±ikτ (−τ)p−1 = e∓ipπ/2k−pΓ(p), (278)∫ 0

−∞
dτ2

∫ 0

τ2

dτ1 e
±(ik12τ1+ik34τ2)(−τ1)p−1(−τ2)q−1

= e∓i(p+q)π/2k−p12 k
−q
34 Γ
[
p, q
]
− e∓i(p+q)π/2k−p−q12 F

[
q, p+ q

1 + q

∣∣∣∣− k34

k12

]
, (279)∫ 0

−∞
dτ2

∫ τ2

−∞
dτ1 e

±(ik12τ1+ik34τ2)(−τ1)p−1(−τ2)q−1

= e∓i(p+q)π/2k−p−q12 F
[
q, p+ q

1 + q

∣∣∣∣− k34

k12

]
. (280)

B General Trilinear Couplings

In this appendix we present the full expression for the 4-point correlator generated by the

general coupling of the form given in (37). Specifically, we consider two such couplings, OP1 and

OP2 , with Pi = (Ji, Ki,Mi, Ni, Ri) (i = 1, 2). Then, following the diagrammatic rule, we can write

down the expression corresponding to the s-channel exchange of a massive spin-1 field as:

T (h)
2 =λP1λP2(−k1 · k2)M1(−k3 · k4)M2(−k2

1)N1(−k2
2)R1(−k2

3)N2(−k2
4)R2(k2 · e(h)

ks
)(k4 · e(h)∗

ks
)

×
∑
a,b=±

ab

∫ 0

−∞
dτ1dτ2 (−τ1)Q1(−τ2)Q2 ∂J1τ1Ga(k1, τ1)∂K1

τ1
Ga(k2, τ1)

× ∂J2τ2Gb(k3, τ2)∂K2
τ2
Gb(k4, τ2)D

(h)
ab (ks; τ1, τ2), (281)

where Qi ≡ Ji + Ki + 2(Mi + Ni + Ri)− 2 with i = 1, 2. Then, using the following equation for

arbitrary number of temporal derivatives on the bulk-to-boundary propagator:

∂Jτ ϕ(k, τ) =
H√
2k3

(−ik)J(1− J + ikτ)e−ikτ , (282)
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we get,

T (h)
2 =λP1λP2(−1)M1+M2+N1+N2+R1+R2kM1+2N1

1 kM1+2R1
2 kM2+2N2

3 kM2+2R2
4 cosM1 θ12 cosM2 θ34

× (k2 · e(h)
ks

)(k4 · e(h)∗
ks

)
1

16(k1k2k3k4)3

∑
a,b=±

ab(iak1)J1(iak2)K1(ibk3)J2(ibk4)K2

×
∫ 0

−∞
dτ1dτ2 (−τ1)Q1(−τ2)Q2(1− J1 − iak1τ1)(1−K1 − iak2τ1)

× (1− J2 − ibk3τ2)(1−K2 − ibk4τ2)eiak12τ1+ibk34τ2D
(h)
ab (ks; τ1, τ2). (283)

If we define:

v1 = k1/ks, v2 = k2/ks, v3 = k3/ks, v4 = k4/ks, (284)

then, in terms of these momentum ratios and the vector seed integral defined in (43), we can write

the final answer to this process as:

T (h)
2 = λP1λP2(−1)M1+M2+N1+N2+R1+R2vM1+2N1+J1

1 vM1+2R1+K1
2 vM2+2N2+J2

3 vM2+2R2+K2
4

× cosM1 θ12 cosM2 θ34(k2 · e(h)
ks

)(k4 · e(h)∗
ks

)
−ks

16(k1k2k3k4)3

∑
a,b=±

(ia)J1+K1(ib)J2+K2

×
{

(1− J1)(1−K1)(1− J2)(1−K2)I(h)Q1,Q2

ab + v1v2v3v4I(h)Q1+2,Q2+2
ab

− ab
[
(1− J1)v2 + (1−K1)v1

][
(1− J2)v4 + (1−K2)v3

]
I(h)Q1+1,Q2+1
ab

− ia
[
(1− J1)v2 + (1−K1)v1

][
(1− J2)(1−K2)I(h)Q1+1,Q2

ab − v3v4I(h)Q1+1,Q2+2
ab

]
− ib

[
(1− J2)v4 + (1−K2)v3

][
(1− J1)(1−K1)I(h)Q1,Q2+1

ab − v1v2I(h)Q1+2,Q2+1
ab

]
− v1v2(1− J2)(1−K2)I(h)Q1+2,Q2

ab − v3v4(1− J1)(1−K1)I(h)Q1,Q2+2
ab

}
. (285)

C Fully Resolved MB Representation

In this appendix, we show that the vector seed integral (43) can also be computed using the

fully resolved MB representation for the Whittaker function (88). The resulting expression would

be functions of momentum ratios r1 = ks/k12 and r2 = ks/k34 instead of u1,2 = 2r1,2/(1 + r1,2).

With the fully resolved representation, the propagators of massive spin-1 field can be written as

D
(h)
≶ (ks; τ1, τ2) =

e−hπµ̃

2ks
W∓ihµ̃,∓iν̃(∓2iksτ1)W±ihµ̃,±iν̃(±2iksτ2)

= e−hπµ̃
∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi
e∓iπ(s1−s2)/2(2ks)

−s12(−τ1)−s1+1/2(−τ2)−s2+1/2

× Γ
[
s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃, s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

]
× 2F̃1

[
s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃

s1 ± ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
2F̃1

[
s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

s2 ∓ ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
, (286)
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Plugging the above representation into our definition for the vector seed integral (43), we can

complete the time integral. It is easy to carry out the opposite-sign integrals:

I(h)p1p2
±∓ = e−hπµ̃r3/2+p1

1 r
3/2+p2
2 e∓i(p1−p2)π/2

∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi
(2r1)−s1(2r2)−s2

× Γ
[
p1 +

3

2
− s1, p2 +

3

2
− s2, s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃, s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

]
× 2F̃1

[
s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃

s1 ± ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
2F̃1

[
s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

s2 ∓ ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
. (287)

For the same-sign integrals, we still focus on the case that k12 > k34. Similar to the scalar case

and the vector case, the integral can be divided into a factorized part I(h)p1p2
±±,F,> and a time-ordered

part I(h)p1p2
±±,TO,>, contributing to the signal and the background, respectively. Using the formulae

given in App. A, we obtain:

I(h)p1p2
±±,F,> = e−hπµ̃r3/2+p1

1 r
3/2+p2
2 e∓i(p1+p2)π/2

∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi
(∓ie±iπs1)(2r1)−s1(2r2)−s2

× Γ
[
p1 +

3

2
− s1, p2 +

3

2
− s2, s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃, s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

]
× 2F̃1

[
s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃

s1 ∓ ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
2F̃1

[
s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

s2 ± ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
, (288)

I(h)p1p2
±±,TO,> = e−hπµ̃r3+p1+p2

1 e∓i(p1+p2)π/2

∫ i∞

−i∞

ds1

2πi

ds2

2πi

×
[
(±ie±iπs1)2F̃1

[
s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃

s1 ∓ ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
2F̃1

[
s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

s2 ± ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
+ (∓ie±iπs2)2F̃1

[
s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃

s1 ± ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
2F̃1

[
s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

s2 ∓ ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

] ]
× (2r1)−s122F̃1

[
p2 + 3

2
− s2, p1 + p2 + 3− s12

p2 + 5
2
− s2

∣∣∣∣− r1

r2

]
× Γ

[
p2 +

3

2
− s2, p1 + p2 + 3− s12, s1 − iν̃, s1 + iν̃, s2 − iν̃, s2 + iν̃

]
. (289)

Finally, we close the contour from left and pick up poles (94) and (95) (notice that the contribution

of (95) vanishes for the time-ordered part), and obtain the (local and nonlocal) signals and the

background piece:

I(h)p1p2
L,> = e−hπν̃r3/2+p1

1 r
3/2+p2
2

∞∑
n1,n2=0

{
(−1)n12

n1!n2!

(
ei(p1−p2)π/2 − (−1)n1 ie+i(p1+p2)π/2eπν̃

)
× (2r1)n1+iν̃(2r2)n2−iν̃ × Γ

[
n1 + p1 +

3

2
+ iν̃, n2 + p2 +

3

2
− iν̃,−n1 − 2iν̃,−n2 + 2iν̃

]
× 2F̃1

[
−n1,−n1 − 2iν̃

−n1 − iν̃ − ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
2F̃1

[
−n2,−n2 + 2iν̃

−n2 + iν̃ + ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
+ (ν̃ → −ν̃)

}
+ c.c., (290)
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I(h)p1p2
NL = e−hπν̃r3/2+p1

1 r
3/2+p2
2

∞∑
n1,n2=0

{
(−1)n12

n1!n2!

(
ei(p1−p2)π/2 − (−1)n1 ie+i(p1+p2)π/2eπν̃

)
× (2r1)n1+iν̃(2r2)n1+iν̃ × Γ

[
n1 + p1 +

3

2
+ iν̃, n2 + p2 +

3

2
+ iν̃,−n1 − 2iν̃,−n2 − 2iν̃

]
× 2F̃1

[
−n1,−n1 − 2iν̃

−n1 − iν̃ − ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
2F̃1

[
−n2,−n2 − 2iν̃

−n2 − iν̃ + ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
+ (ν̃ → −ν̃)

}
+ c.c., (291)

I(h)p1p2
BG,> = e−hπµ̃r3+p1+p2

1

∞∑
n1,n2=0

{
(−1)n12

n1!n2!
× i
[
(−1)n1e−i(p1+p2)π/2 + (−1)n2e+i(p1+p2)π/2

]
eπν̃(2r1)n12

× 2F̃1

[
−n1,−n1 − 2iν̃

−n1 − iν̃ − ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
2F̃1

[
−n2,−n2 + 2iν̃

−n2 + iν̃ + ihµ̃+ 1
2

∣∣∣∣ 1
2

]
×F

[
n2 + p2 + 3

2
− iν̃, n12 + p1 + p2 + 3

n2 + p2 + 5
2
− iν̃

∣∣∣∣− r1

r2

]
× Γ

[
− n1 − 2iν̃,−n2 + 2iν̃

]
+ (ν̃ → −ν̃)

}
+ c.c.. (292)

We have numerically checked that these are identical to our results in Sec. 4.3.
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[9] J. B. Muñoz, Y. Ali-Häımoud, and M. Kamionkowski, “Primordial non-gaussianity from

the bispectrum of 21-cm fluctuations in the dark ages,” Phys. Rev. D92 no. 8, (2015)

083508, arXiv:1506.04152 [astro-ph.CO].

[10] Snowmass 2021 Cosmic Frontier 5 Topical Group Collaboration, A. Liu,

L. Newburgh, B. Saliwanchik, and A. Slosar, “Snowmass2021 Cosmic Frontier White

Paper: 21cm Radiation as a Probe of Physics Across Cosmic Ages,” arXiv:2203.07864

[astro-ph.CO].

[11] BICEP, Keck Collaboration, P. A. R. Ade et al., “Improved Constraints on Primordial

Gravitational Waves using Planck, WMAP, and BICEP/Keck Observations through the

2018 Observing Season,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 127 no. 15, (2021) 151301, arXiv:2110.00483

[astro-ph.CO].

[12] X. Chen and Y. Wang, “Large non-Gaussianities with Intermediate Shapes from

Quasi-Single Field Inflation,” Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010) 063511, arXiv:0909.0496

[astro-ph.CO].

[13] X. Chen and Y. Wang, “Quasi-Single Field Inflation and Non-Gaussianities,” JCAP 1004

(2010) 027, arXiv:0911.3380 [hep-th].

70

http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.08128
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.08128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/05/013
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0210603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2010/638979
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2010/638979
http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.1416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0253-6102/62/1/19
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0253-6102/62/1/19
http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.1523
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.04409
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833887
http://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06211
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201935891
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.05697
http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.05697
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.07506
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.083508
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.083508
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.04152
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.07864
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.07864
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.151301
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.00483
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.00483
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.063511
http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.0496
http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.0496
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2010/04/027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2010/04/027
http://arxiv.org/abs/0911.3380


[14] D. Baumann and D. Green, “Signatures of Supersymmetry from the Early Universe,”

Phys. Rev. D85 (2012) 103520, arXiv:1109.0292 [hep-th].

[15] X. Chen and Y. Wang, “Quasi-Single Field Inflation with Large Mass,” JCAP 1209

(2012) 021, arXiv:1205.0160 [hep-th].

[16] S. Pi and M. Sasaki, “Curvature Perturbation Spectrum in Two-field Inflation with a

Turning Trajectory,” JCAP 10 (2012) 051, arXiv:1205.0161 [hep-th].

[17] T. Noumi, M. Yamaguchi, and D. Yokoyama, “Effective field theory approach to

quasi-single field inflation and effects of heavy fields,” JHEP 06 (2013) 051,

arXiv:1211.1624 [hep-th].

[18] J.-O. Gong, S. Pi, and M. Sasaki, “Equilateral non-Gaussianity from heavy fields,” JCAP

11 (2013) 043, arXiv:1306.3691 [hep-th].

[19] N. Arkani-Hamed and J. Maldacena, “Cosmological Collider Physics,” arXiv:1503.08043

[hep-th].

[20] N. Arkani-Hamed, D. Baumann, H. Lee, and G. L. Pimentel, “The Cosmological

Bootstrap: Inflationary Correlators from Symmetries and Singularities,” JHEP 04 (2020)

105, arXiv:1811.00024 [hep-th].

[21] D. Baumann, D. Green, A. Joyce, E. Pajer, G. L. Pimentel, C. Sleight, and M. Taronna,

“Snowmass White Paper: The Cosmological Bootstrap,” in 2022 Snowmass Summer

Study. 3, 2022. arXiv:2203.08121 [hep-th].

[22] D. Baumann, C. Duaso Pueyo, A. Joyce, H. Lee, and G. L. Pimentel, “The cosmological

bootstrap: weight-shifting operators and scalar seeds,” JHEP 12 (2020) 204,

arXiv:1910.14051 [hep-th].

[23] D. Baumann, C. Duaso Pueyo, A. Joyce, H. Lee, and G. L. Pimentel, “The Cosmological

Bootstrap: Spinning Correlators from Symmetries and Factorization,” SciPost Phys. 11

(2021) 071, arXiv:2005.04234 [hep-th].

[24] C. Sleight, “A Mellin Space Approach to Cosmological Correlators,” JHEP 01 (2020) 090,

arXiv:1906.12302 [hep-th].

[25] C. Sleight and M. Taronna, “Bootstrapping Inflationary Correlators in Mellin Space,”

JHEP 02 (2020) 098, arXiv:1907.01143 [hep-th].

[26] C. Sleight and M. Taronna, “From AdS to dS exchanges: Spectral representation, Mellin

amplitudes, and crossing,” Phys. Rev. D 104 no. 8, (2021) L081902, arXiv:2007.09993

[hep-th].

[27] C. Sleight and M. Taronna, “On the consistency of (partially-)massless matter couplings

in de Sitter space,” JHEP 10 (2021) 156, arXiv:2106.00366 [hep-th].

71

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.85.103520
http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.0292
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/09/021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/09/021
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.0160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2012/10/051
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.0161
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2013)051
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.1624
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/11/043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2013/11/043
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.3691
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.08043
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.08043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2020)105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2020)105
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.00024
http://arxiv.org/abs/2203.08121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)204
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.14051
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.11.3.071
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.11.3.071
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.04234
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)090
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.12302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2020)098
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.01143
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.L081902
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.09993
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.09993
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)156
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.00366


[28] C. Sleight and M. Taronna, “From dS to AdS and back,” JHEP 12 (2021) 074,

arXiv:2109.02725 [hep-th].

[29] E. Pajer, D. Stefanyszyn, and J. Supe l, “The Boostless Bootstrap: Amplitudes without

Lorentz boosts,” JHEP 12 (2020) 198, arXiv:2007.00027 [hep-th].

[30] E. Pajer, “Building a Boostless Bootstrap for the Bispectrum,” JCAP 01 (2021) 023,

arXiv:2010.12818 [hep-th].

[31] G. Cabass, E. Pajer, D. Stefanyszyn, and J. Supe l, “Bootstrapping Large Graviton

non-Gaussianities,” arXiv:2109.10189 [hep-th].

[32] G. L. Pimentel and D.-G. Wang, “Boostless Cosmological Collider Bootstrap,”

arXiv:2205.00013 [hep-th].

[33] S. Jazayeri and S. Renaux-Petel, “Cosmological Bootstrap in Slow Motion,”

arXiv:2205.10340 [hep-th].

[34] L.-T. Wang, Z.-Z. Xianyu, and Y.-M. Zhong, “Precision calculation of inflation correlators

at one loop,” JHEP 02 (2022) 085, arXiv:2109.14635 [hep-ph].

[35] Z. Qin and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Phase Information in Cosmological Collider Signals,”

arXiv:2205.01692 [hep-th].

[36] H. Goodhew, S. Jazayeri, and E. Pajer, “The Cosmological Optical Theorem,” JCAP 04

(2021) 021, arXiv:2009.02898 [hep-th].

[37] S. Jazayeri, E. Pajer, and D. Stefanyszyn, “From Locality and Unitarity to Cosmological

Correlators,” arXiv:2103.08649 [hep-th].

[38] S. Melville and E. Pajer, “Cosmological Cutting Rules,” JHEP 05 (2021) 249,

arXiv:2103.09832 [hep-th].

[39] H. Goodhew, S. Jazayeri, M. H. Gordon Lee, and E. Pajer, “Cutting cosmological

correlators,” JCAP 08 (2021) 003, arXiv:2104.06587 [hep-th].

[40] L. Di Pietro, V. Gorbenko, and S. Komatsu, “Analyticity and unitarity for cosmological

correlators,” JHEP 03 (2022) 023, arXiv:2108.01695 [hep-th].

[41] X. Tong, Y. Wang, and Y. Zhu, “Cutting rule for cosmological collider signals: a bulk

evolution perspective,” JHEP 03 (2022) 181, arXiv:2112.03448 [hep-th].

[42] J. Bonifacio, E. Pajer, and D.-G. Wang, “From amplitudes to contact cosmological

correlators,” JHEP 10 (2021) 001, arXiv:2106.15468 [hep-th].

[43] M. Hogervorst, J. a. Penedones, and K. S. Vaziri, “Towards the non-perturbative

cosmological bootstrap,” arXiv:2107.13871 [hep-th].

[44] D. Meltzer, “The inflationary wavefunction from analyticity and factorization,” JCAP 12

no. 12, (2021) 018, arXiv:2107.10266 [hep-th].

72

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2021)074
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.02725
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)198
http://arxiv.org/abs/2007.00027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/01/023
http://arxiv.org/abs/2010.12818
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.10189
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.00013
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.10340
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2022)085
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.14635
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.01692
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/04/021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/04/021
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.02898
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.08649
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)249
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.09832
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/08/003
http://arxiv.org/abs/2104.06587
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2022)023
http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.01695
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2022)181
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.03448
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)001
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.15468
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.13871
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/12/018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2021/12/018
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.10266


[45] T. Heckelbacher, I. Sachs, E. Skvortsov, and P. Vanhove, “Analytical evaluation of

cosmological correlation functions,” arXiv:2204.07217 [hep-th].

[46] H. Gomez, R. L. Jusinskas, and A. Lipstein, “Cosmological Scattering Equations,” Phys.

Rev. Lett. 127 no. 25, (2021) 251604, arXiv:2106.11903 [hep-th].

[47] H. Gomez, R. Lipinski Jusinskas, and A. Lipstein, “Cosmological scattering equations at

tree-level and one-loop,” JHEP 07 (2022) 004, arXiv:2112.12695 [hep-th].

[48] D. Baumann, W.-M. Chen, C. Duaso Pueyo, A. Joyce, H. Lee, and G. L. Pimentel,

“Linking the Singularities of Cosmological Correlators,” arXiv:2106.05294 [hep-th].

[49] X. Chen, M. H. Namjoo, and Y. Wang, “Quantum Primordial Standard Clocks,” JCAP

1602 no. 02, (2016) 013, arXiv:1509.03930 [astro-ph.CO].

[50] X. Chen, Y. Wang, and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Loop Corrections to Standard Model Fields in

Inflation,” JHEP 08 (2016) 051, arXiv:1604.07841 [hep-th].

[51] X. Chen, Y. Wang, and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Standard Model Background of the Cosmological

Collider,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 no. 26, (2017) 261302, arXiv:1610.06597 [hep-th].

[52] X. Chen, Y. Wang, and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Standard Model Mass Spectrum in Inflationary

Universe,” JHEP 04 (2017) 058, arXiv:1612.08122 [hep-th].

[53] H. Lee, D. Baumann, and G. L. Pimentel, “Non-Gaussianity as a Particle Detector,”

JHEP 12 (2016) 040, arXiv:1607.03735 [hep-th].

[54] H. An, M. McAneny, A. K. Ridgway, and M. B. Wise, “Quasi Single Field Inflation in the

non-perturbative regime,” JHEP 06 (2018) 105, arXiv:1706.09971 [hep-ph].

[55] H. An, M. McAneny, A. K. Ridgway, and M. B. Wise, “Non-Gaussian Enhancements of

Galactic Halo Correlations in Quasi-Single Field Inflation,” Phys. Rev. D 97 no. 12, (2018)

123528, arXiv:1711.02667 [hep-ph].

[56] A. V. Iyer, S. Pi, Y. Wang, Z. Wang, and S. Zhou, “Strongly Coupled Quasi-Single Field

Inflation,” JCAP 1801 no. 01, (2018) 041, arXiv:1710.03054 [hep-th].

[57] S. Kumar and R. Sundrum, “Heavy-Lifting of Gauge Theories By Cosmic Inflation,”

JHEP 05 (2018) 011, arXiv:1711.03988 [hep-ph].

[58] X. Chen, Y. Wang, and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Schwinger-Keldysh Diagrammatics for Primordial

Perturbations,” JCAP 1712 no. 12, (2017) 006, arXiv:1703.10166 [hep-th].

[59] X. Tong, Y. Wang, and S. Zhou, “Unsuppressed primordial standard clocks in warm

quasi-single field inflation,” JCAP 1806 no. 06, (2018) 013, arXiv:1801.05688 [hep-th].

[60] X. Chen, W. Z. Chua, Y. Guo, Y. Wang, Z.-Z. Xianyu, and T. Xie, “Quantum Standard

Clocks in the Primordial Trispectrum,” JCAP 1805 no. 05, (2018) 049,

arXiv:1803.04412 [hep-th].

73

http://arxiv.org/abs/2204.07217
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.251604
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.251604
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.11903
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2022)004
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.12695
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.05294
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/02/013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2016/02/013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1509.03930
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2016)051
http://arxiv.org/abs/1604.07841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.261302
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.06597
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2017)058
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.08122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2016)040
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.03735
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2018)105
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.09971
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.123528
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.123528
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.02667
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/01/041
http://arxiv.org/abs/1710.03054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2018)011
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.03988
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/12/006
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.10166
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/06/013
http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.05688
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/05/049
http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.04412


[61] X. Chen, Y. Wang, and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Neutrino Signatures in Primordial

Non-Gaussianities,” JHEP 09 (2018) 022, arXiv:1805.02656 [hep-ph].

[62] X. Chen, A. Loeb, and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Unique Fingerprints of Alternatives to Inflation in

the Primordial Power Spectrum,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 no. 12, (2019) 121301,

arXiv:1809.02603 [astro-ph.CO].

[63] W. Z. Chua, Q. Ding, Y. Wang, and S. Zhou, “Imprints of Schwinger Effect on Primordial

Spectra,” JHEP 04 (2019) 066, arXiv:1810.09815 [hep-th].

[64] G. Domènech, J. Rubio, and J. Wons, “Mimicking features in alternatives to inflation with

interacting spectator fields,” Phys. Lett. B 790 (2019) 263–269, arXiv:1811.08224

[astro-ph.CO].

[65] Y.-P. Wu, “Higgs as heavy-lifted physics during inflation,” JHEP 04 (2019) 125,

arXiv:1812.10654 [hep-ph].

[66] R. Saito and T. Kubota, “Heavy Particle Signatures in Cosmological Correlation

Functions with Tensor Modes,” JCAP 06 (2018) 009, arXiv:1804.06974 [hep-th].

[67] L. Li, T. Nakama, C. M. Sou, Y. Wang, and S. Zhou, “Gravitational Production of

Superheavy Dark Matter and Associated Cosmological Signatures,” JHEP 07 (2019) 067,

arXiv:1903.08842 [astro-ph.CO].

[68] S. Lu, Y. Wang, and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “A Cosmological Higgs Collider,” JHEP 02 (2020) 011,

arXiv:1907.07390 [hep-th].

[69] T. Liu, X. Tong, Y. Wang, and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Probing P and CP Violations on the

Cosmological Collider,” JHEP 04 (2020) 189, arXiv:1909.01819 [hep-ph].

[70] A. Hook, J. Huang, and D. Racco, “Searches for other vacua. Part II. A new Higgstory at

the cosmological collider,” JHEP 01 (2020) 105, arXiv:1907.10624 [hep-ph].

[71] A. Hook, J. Huang, and D. Racco, “Minimal signatures of the Standard Model in

non-Gaussianities,” Phys. Rev. D 101 no. 2, (2020) 023519, arXiv:1908.00019 [hep-ph].

[72] S. Kumar and R. Sundrum, “Seeing Higher-Dimensional Grand Unification In Primordial

Non-Gaussianities,” JHEP 04 (2019) 120, arXiv:1811.11200 [hep-ph].

[73] S. Kumar and R. Sundrum, “Cosmological Collider Physics and the Curvaton,” JHEP 04

(2020) 077, arXiv:1908.11378 [hep-ph].

[74] S. Alexander, S. J. Gates, L. Jenks, K. Koutrolikos, and E. McDonough, “Higher Spin

Supersymmetry at the Cosmological Collider: Sculpting SUSY Rilles in the CMB,” JHEP

10 (2019) 156, arXiv:1907.05829 [hep-th].

[75] L.-T. Wang and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “In Search of Large Signals at the Cosmological Collider,”

JHEP 02 (2020) 044, arXiv:1910.12876 [hep-ph].

74

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2018)022
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.02656
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.121301
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.02603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2019)066
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.09815
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.01.039
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.08224
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.08224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2019)125
http://arxiv.org/abs/1812.10654
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/06/009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.06974
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2019)067
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.08842
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2020)011
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.07390
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2020)189
http://arxiv.org/abs/1909.01819
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)105
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.10624
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.023519
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.00019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2019)120
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.11200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2020)077
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2020)077
http://arxiv.org/abs/1908.11378
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2019)156
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2019)156
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.05829
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2020)044
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.12876


[76] D.-G. Wang, “On the inflationary massive field with a curved field manifold,” JCAP 01

(2020) 046, arXiv:1911.04459 [astro-ph.CO].

[77] Y. Wang and Y. Zhu, “Cosmological Collider Signatures of Massive Vectors from

Non-Gaussian Gravitational Waves,” JCAP 04 (2020) 049, arXiv:2001.03879

[astro-ph.CO].

[78] L. Li, S. Lu, Y. Wang, and S. Zhou, “Cosmological Signatures of Superheavy Dark

Matter,” JHEP 07 (2020) 231, arXiv:2002.01131 [hep-ph].

[79] L.-T. Wang and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Gauge Boson Signals at the Cosmological Collider,” JHEP

11 (2020) 082, arXiv:2004.02887 [hep-ph].

[80] J. Fan and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “A Cosmic Microscope for the Preheating Era,” JHEP 01 (2021)

021, arXiv:2005.12278 [hep-ph].

[81] S. Aoki and M. Yamaguchi, “Disentangling mass spectra of multiple fields in cosmological

collider,” JHEP 04 (2021) 127, arXiv:2012.13667 [hep-th].

[82] A. Bodas, S. Kumar, and R. Sundrum, “The Scalar Chemical Potential in Cosmological

Collider Physics,” JHEP 02 (2021) 079, arXiv:2010.04727 [hep-ph].

[83] N. Maru and A. Okawa, “Non-Gaussianity from X, Y gauge bosons in Cosmological

Collider Physics,” arXiv:2101.10634 [hep-ph].

[84] S. Lu, “Axion isocurvature collider,” JHEP 04 (2022) 157, arXiv:2103.05958 [hep-th].

[85] C. M. Sou, X. Tong, and Y. Wang, “Chemical-potential-assisted particle production in

FRW spacetimes,” JHEP 06 (2021) 129, arXiv:2104.08772 [hep-th].

[86] Q. Lu, M. Reece, and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Missing scalars at the cosmological collider,” JHEP

12 (2021) 098, arXiv:2108.11385 [hep-ph].

[87] L. Pinol, S. Aoki, S. Renaux-Petel, and M. Yamaguchi, “Inflationary flavor oscillations

and the cosmic spectroscopy,” arXiv:2112.05710 [hep-th].

[88] Y. Cui and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Probing Leptogenesis with the Cosmological Collider,”

arXiv:2112.10793 [hep-ph].

[89] X. Tong and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Large Spin-2 Signals at the Cosmological Collider,”

arXiv:2203.06349 [hep-ph].

[90] M. Reece, L.-T. Wang, and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Large-Field Inflation and the Cosmological

Collider,” arXiv:2204.11869 [hep-ph].

[91] X. Chen, R. Ebadi, and S. Kumar, “Classical Cosmological Collider Physics and

Primordial Features,” arXiv:2205.01107 [hep-ph].

[92] P. D. Meerburg, M. Münchmeyer, J. B. Muñoz, and X. Chen, “Prospects for Cosmological
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