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Abstract

The stochastic effective theory approach, often called stochastic inflation, is widely used in cos-
mology to describe scalar field dynamics during inflation. The existing formulations are, however,
more qualitative than quantitative because the connection to the underlying quantum field theory
(QFT) has not been properly established. A concrete sign of this is that the QFT parameters
depend on the renormalisation scale, and therefore the relation between the QFT and stochastic
theory must have explicit scale dependence that cancels it. In this paper we achieve that by de-
termining the parameters of the second-order stochastic effective theory of light scalar fields in
de Sitter to linear order in the self-coupling constant A. This is done by computing equal-time
two-point correlators to one-loop order both in QFT using dimensional regularisation and the MS
renormalisation scheme and the equal-time four-point correlator to leading order in both theories,
and demanding that the results obtained in the two theories agree. With these parameters, the
effective theory is valid when m < H and A\? < m*/H*, and therefore it is applicable in cases

where neither perturbation theory nor any previously proposed stochastic effective theories are.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The mathematical framework that one uses to describe the dynamics of inflation is scalar
quantum field theory (QFT) in de Sitter spacetime [IH9]. Specifically, the long-distance
behaviour of scalar fields is directly related to inflationary observables [I0]. Spectator fields
that existed during inflation can become observationally relevant in the present day and thus
warrant further study. Examples of their application include curvature and isocurvature
perturbations [IIHI3], dark matter generation [I4-17] and primordial black hole abundance
[18, 19], electroweak vacuum decay [20-24] and gravitational-wave background anisotropy

25].

Scalar QFT cannot be solved exactly so one has to turn to approximate methods. For
example, when one considers a quartic self-interacting theory, with coupling A, of a scalar
field with non-zero mass m, the standard approach is to perform a perturbative expansion
in small A about the free field solution. However, such a perturbative expansion is only valid
in the regime A < m*/H*, where H is the Hubble parameter, because the expansion fails to
converge beyond this limit [26H29]. This is an infrared (IR) problem and so is particularly
prevalent when one is interested in the long-distance dynamics of the fields, and so one must

look for alternative methods [30-41].

The focus of this paper will be one such method: the stochastic effective theory of the
long-distance behaviour of scalar fields in de Sitter. The premise is that, for sufficiently
light fields m < H, long wavelength field modes are stretched by the expanding spacetime
to such a degree that they can be considered classical. The remaining short wavelength
modes remain quantum, but their contribution to the long-wavelength dynamics can be
summarised by a statistical noise contribution. This method was pioneered by Starobinsky
and Yokoyama [42] 43], who derived stochastic equations from the slow-roll “overdamped”
(OD) equations of motion that govern the inflaton using a cut-off method to separate the
long and short wavelength modes. Stochastic inflation has since become a powerful tool for
performing computations relating to the inflaton [44-71]. However, due to the nature of the
slow-roll equations, it is limited to the regime m < H and A < m?/H?. These conditions
are satisfied if the scalar field in question is the inflaton existing in slow-roll, but there are

plenty of scenarios where one might wish to go beyond this regime, particularly if one is



interested in studying spectator fields [16], 17, 19} [72] [73].

This can be achieved with a second-order stochastic effective theory [48, 53] 57, [74] [75], in
which case the stochastic dynamics takes place in phase space, and no slow-roll assumption
is needed. However, in the existing literature on both first-order and second-order stochastic
theories, the parameters of this stochastic effective theory have not been computed beyond
tree-level. In particular, the mass parameter m#% of the stochastic theory has been taken to
be equal to the renormalised mass parameter m% of the quantum field theory. Obviously,
this cannot be accurate because m% depends on the arbitrary renormalisation scale M, and
there is nothing in the stochastic theory that can cancel this dependence. This introduces
a relative error of order O(AH?/m?) in the stochastic theory, limiting its range of validity

and meaning that it cannot be used to compute precise quantative predictions.

In this paper we extend the approach used in Refs. [74] [75], to compute the parameters
of the stochastic effective theory to full one-loop order in perturbation theory. This calcu-
lation does not suffer from the infrared problem to the same extent as direct perturbative
calculations of observables, and it gives a relation between the two theories that cancels the
renormalisation scale dependence explicitly. Instead of using a cut-off approach to derive
our stochastic equations, we consider second-order stochastic equations that resemble the
classical equations of motion for a scalar field in de Sitter, but with general stochastic pa-
rameters: the stochastic mass mg, stochastic coupling Ag and the noise contributions Ufj.
One can apply standard techniques to solve these equations to compute stochastic corre-
lation functions, which can be compared with perturbative QFT correlators to determine
what the stochastic parameters should be for the stochastic theory to be promoted to an
effective theory of scalar fields in de Sitter. This method was first introduced for free fields

in Ref. [74] before being extended to include self-interactions in Ref. [75].

In Ref. [75], the matching between the stochastic theory and perturbative QFT was done
by comparing the equivalent 2-point functions. On the perturbative QFT side, this required
us to renormalise the theory because the O()) correction to the Feynman propagator is
ultraviolet (UV) divergent. In Ref. [75], we only considered the correction term to leading
order such that A < m?*/H*, which meant we could neglect a detailed discussion of renor-

malisation schemes. We found that the stochastic parameters required to reproduce such a



term were simply equal to those found in Ref. [74] for free fields. The result was a stochas-
tic effective theory that was valid in the regime m < H and A < m?/H?. However, this
doesn’t give a full account of the O(\) contributions to the stochastic parameters. In this
paper, we will perform a more detailed analysis of the UV renormalisation on the QFT side,
which can then be matched by stochastic results to give full expressions for the stochastic
parameters to O(\). Additionally, we will also consider the connected 4-point function in
both approximations such that we can compute the relation between the stochastic coupling
Mg and its QFT counterpart A. Thus, we will extend the regime of our stochastic theory to

m < H and \? < m?*/H*.

We start by giving a full account of perturbative QFT in Sec. [[I, We introduce the free
field 2-point functions in Sec. [[TA] before outlining the in-in path integral formalism in
Sec. . We then perform the UV renormalisation of the 2-point function using the MS
scheme of dimensional regularisation in Sec. [[IC] with further details of the calculation
in Appendix [A] This amounts to a mass redefinition in order to absorb the UV divergent
terms. As a result of dimensional regularisation, the mass parameter becomes dependent
on the renormalisation scale M. To round out the QFT, we compute the connected 4-
point function in Sec. [[ID] In Sec. [[II, we move onto the second-order stochastic theory.
This follows the same procedure as in Ref. [75], except now the matching procedure is
performed using the fully UV-renormalised QFT results. We also include the computation
of the stochastic connected 4-point function in Sec. [ITA 3] which is compared with its QFT
counterpart to find an expression for A\g. Finally, we perform a comparison between results
from perturbative QFT, OD stochastic theory and second-order stochastic theory, including
both the new results from this paper and the old results from Ref. [75]. Additionally,
we discuss how the M-dependence of the stochastic parameters becomes important. We

conclude with some remarks in Sec. [Vl

II. QUANTUM FIELD THEORY IN DE SITTER SPACETIME

We begin by considering a perturbative approach to scalar QFT in de Sitter spacetime.
We will consider a spectator scalar field ¢(t,x) with a scalar potential V(¢) in a de Sitter



background parametersed by the scale factor
1
a=clt=_—— (1)

where H = %% is the Hubble parameter, which is constant, and ¢ and 7 are physical and

conformal time respectively. They are related by
1
n=——=e (2)

The action for scalar fields in de Sitter is given by

oo | L 1(Vs9)’
ste) = [ d'aatt [5¢ R

Introducing the field momentum = (t,x), the equations of motion are given by

- V()| - (3)

¢ m
. = V2¢ ) (4)
T —3Hm — 255 = V'(9)

where primes and dots denote derivatives with respect to ¢ and t respectively. Throughout
this paper, we will consider a field with mass m and a quartic self-interaction parameterised
by A such that the potential is V(¢) = im?¢* + $A¢*. Additionally, we include a non-
minimial coupling to gravity ¢, which is absorbed into the mass term such that m? =

m2 + 126H?.

A. Free scalar QFT

We will first consider free fields such that A = 0. Following standard procedures of second

quantisation [IH4], the mode functions in the Bunch-Davies vacuum are given by

) = | e (%) , e
o) =~z [ () * oty (% (o) =% ()|

where k = |k|, v = 1/9/4 — m?/H? and ’Hl(,l)(z) are the Hankel functions of the first kind.
Note that there is an equivalent set of solutions using the Hankel functions of the second

kind H” (2).




The quantities we are interested in are correlation functions: expectation values of the
Bunch-Davies vacuum state. The most basic of these is the scalar field two-point function,

which is computed in k-space as
(01 6(t, K)S(t', k') [0) = (t)g5 (1)
_ i o (_F Ny (K ©)
~ A a(ry (a@)H)'HV (a(t/>H)'

We can perform the Fourier transform to obtain the 2-pt function in coordinate space as

(01 6(t,x)o(t',x') |0) = / ke (0] (¢, k) (1, k) [0) - (7)

Computing this integral [2-4] [76l, [77] results in the positive (4) and negative (-) frequency

Wightman functions in the Bunch-Davies vacuum

A*(a,a’) = (0] §(t, x)$(t', x') [0)

H? a2 2 (8a)
= 16W2F(a)F(/B)2F1 (/3704’2; 1+ (n—n z;)m/ Ix — x| ) |
A~ (z,2') == (0 é(t/7xl)qg(t,x) 0)
H?2 e — Ik — X2 (8h)
— 167T2F(OC)F(/8)2F1 (/670572; 1+ (T’ n 222777, |X X| ) ’

where I'(z) is the Euler-Gamma function, o F}(a,b, ¢; z) is the hypergeometric function and
a=3/2—v, 3 =3/2+ v. The ie prescription indicates the pole about which we perform
our contour integration in the complex plane. Note that I have used conformal time 7
here, defined in Eq. , for convenience. From the equation of motion 7 the Wightman

functions obey the equation
(Oas + m® Fie) A*(z,2") =0, 9)
where Cgs = 07 + 3H0, — .

Physical correlators must be invariant under the de Sitter group. This means that the
behaviour of such correlators can be written purely in terms of a de Sitter invariant combi-

nation of the spacetime coordinates. The quantity in question is
(n—n)" =[x =%
2 /
nmn , (10)
= cosh (H(t —t')) —

y(z,2) =

76H<t+t,)|x — Xll2 — 1.



We can write the Wightman functions in terms of the de Sitter invariant by expanding about
small € to give

2
A* (2, ) :%F(Q)F(B)gﬂ (50,2142

2) + 32—7T(4V2 — 1) Fy <ﬁ, a,2; —g) O(y)o(t' —t),

(11a)

H? | H?
A (w,0) =55 D@ (B)2F (B 21+ 5 ) + - (4 = 1aFi (B, 2 =5 ) 6()(t — 1),
(11b)

where we have introduced the Heaviside function 6(z). Henceforth, I will drop the ie pre-

scription. From the Wightman functions, we can build our other scalar 2-point correlators
For convenience, we define

H? Y
A(y) = 167T2F(a)r(/6)2F1 <B7 «, 27 1 + 5) ) (12&)
H2
Bly) = 55~ (40 = 1aFi (B0, 2~ ) 6(), (12b)
Then, we define various other 2-point functions in Table [[
Name Symbol Correlator Form Ogg +m? =
Hadamard| A% (z,2) | (0] {6(t,%), d(¢', %)} |0) 2A(y) +iB(y) 0
Causal | A%(z,a') | —i (0] [o(£.%),6(¢,x)| 0) | Bly) (6 — 1) - 6t — ") 0
Advanced | AA(z,2') | —if(t — 1) (0| [é( x), qS(t',x')] 10) B(y)o(t' — 1) 360z — o)
Retarded | AR(z,2') | i0(t —t') (0] [qx x), qB(t',x')} 10) B(y)o(t —t') @ (@ — o)
Feynman |iAF (x,2) (0] Th(t, x)p(', %) |0) A(y) —a(i)g, §W(z — z')
Dyson [idP(z,a)| (0| Td(t.x)d(t',x) [0) Aw) +iBy) | sk — o)

TABLE I: The 2-point functions for free fields, built out of the Wightman functions



The most relevant 2-point function for this paper is the time-ordered function, called the
Feynman propagator for free fields. It is given by
H2

iAF (x,2') .= (0| TQB(t7X)¢§(t’,x') 0) = 1672

()T (8)s Fy (5, a,2:1+ g) . (13)

where T'(T) is the (anti-)time ordered operator. It obeys the equation
?
a(t)?

One can study the leading IR behaviour of the Feynman propagator by considering the

(Oas +m?) iA" (z,2") = — oW (z — ). (14)

asymptotic expansion about large y. The leading terms in such an expansion areﬂ

IAF (2, a") = 2L [”2”)”3—”)( y>—3+" F(—QV)F(%“)( g)‘g_”]+... (15)

Tt | Tty \ 2 T —v)
The leading IR behaviour of the timelike (equal-space) Feynman propagator is then given

by
; 5 H? T(2v)[(a)(—4)” ,
079 X)) 10) = (2F)(f+>(y) )" (-ati(—t)

o’ F<_2’/)P(B)(_4)ﬁefﬁH(tft’)
1672 I‘(% — V)

+ ...

B. The in-in formalism

Having laid the foundations with free fields, we now turn our attention to the more
interesting situation where we include interactions such that A # 0. The addition of the
interaction means we cannot straightforwardly compute the scalar correlators; the equations
of motion (4f) cannot be solved analytically. Instead, we will consider a perturbative approach
where one performs a small-\ expansion about the free solution that we computed in the

last section.

We will use the in—inﬂ path integral formalism, where we begin in some initial vacuum

state - the in state |0_) - evolve our system to some intermediate state before evolving back

! Note that for m > /2H, there are other terms in the asymptotic expansion that dominate more than the
second term in Eq. . For this paper, we are interested in light fields m < H so this will never be the

case.

2 Also known as Schwinger-Keldysh or closed time path

10



to the in state [T8-R1]. The in-in generating functional is defined by

Z[‘]+7 J_] =J- <O—|O—>J+
_ / D (0| Tt e 4T /=50 @004 | (17)

x (1| Tet [ dt [ dxy/=gJ " (2)d(x) 0_),

where J* are external sources that source the evolution from/to |0_) respectively, and we
take the normalisation Z[J, J] = 1. In the path integral representation, we introduce two
auxiliary fields, ¢ and ¢, to differentiate the contributions from the two paths. The in-in

generating functional is then given by
Z[J+, J] = /D¢+/D¢—ei(5+[¢+}+u7;¢$S_[¢_}Jz¢>z), (18)

where S*[¢*] = S[¢*] with the *ie prescription, with S[¢] defined in Eq. (3). Further, we
have introduce the de Witt condensed notation for convenience, where repeated indices rep-
resent integrals over the spacetime coordinate: for example, J,¢, = [ d*x+/—g(z)J(x)¢(x).

All scalar correlators can be built from the in-in generating functional via

(0| T [ $(a).dln)| T |9(a))-..dat,) | 0-)

n-+m + - (19)
_ iy LI, I

6T (@1)...00 = (xn)0J*(2h)...0 0 (1)) | oy

The Bunch-Davies vacuum states considered in Sec. |0), are really the in state [0_).

Henceforth, I will drop the subscript -” on the vacuum state.
The free in-in generating functional is given byE|
ZOg+ J] = e 3 (AL T = JE AL I =5 AL T4 IAD T (20)
such that all the free field 2-point functions given in Table |l can be computed using the

in-in formalism via Eq. (19). To include quartic self-interactions, we write the generating

functional as
64

Z[JT,J7] = R e G >Z<°>[J+,J-]. (21)

Applying Eq. to , we can compute scalar correlators for this self-interacting theory.

3 Note that we can simplify Eq. further since JF AL, J- = J- AL JT.

za’ zx’

11



C. Two-point QFT correlation functions to O(\)

The quantity of most interest for this work is the time-ordered 2-point function. Eq.
(13)) gives us this quantity for free fields; now, we will add corrections from interactions in
a perturbative manner. By expanding Eq. to leading order in small coupling A, the
generating functional to O(\) is given by

Z[JT,J7] = (1 —z’i/d‘lx\/—_g( L 5_4 )) ZOL* . (22)
4 0Jt(z)t 6T (x)
Using Eq. (19), the time-ordered 2-point function to O(}) is

(0] Tﬁg(%)ﬂg(ﬂb) 0) = iA" (21, 25)
30 (8) [ dalte)? 107 (a0 )ib" (02) - A () A )] (29)
+ O(\?).
The first line is just the free Feynman propagator while the second line gives the con-
tribution to O(\), which is yet to be computed, and we have used the fact that iA"(z, 2) =

iAP(z,2) = <(ﬁ2> Note that for the time-ordered correlation functions, the Feynman prop-

agators are sourced by JT while the Wightman functions are sourced by J~.

The O(A) contribution to the 2-point function can be computed in a similar way to
the standard procedure in Minkowski, by making a correction to the mass. Applying the
operator [gg +m? to the 2-point function , we find that at one-loop order it obeys the

equation

<Dds +m2 4 3\ <<;2>) (0] T(1)d(2) [0) = ——— 6D (2, — ), (24)

7
a(t)?
where the bare mass is m3 = mg g + 126 H*. We infer that the 2-point function to O(X)
can be computed simply by replacing the mass m in the propagator by the Hubble-rate

dependent effective mass
mEg(H) = m}, + 31 (6), (25)
ie.,

(O] T&(%)é(%) 0) = @AF(%, ) (26)

m2:m§ﬁ(H).
It is important to note that the effective mass m2¢(H) is finite, but both the bare mass m%

and the field variance <ng52> are ultraviolet divergent. Therefore, the calculation requires

12



regularisation and renormalisation. In order to make our effective theory directly appli-
cable to particle physics theories, we want to use dimensional regularisation and the MS

renormalisation scheme, which is the convention in particle physics.

In dimensional regularisation, one takes the number of spacetime dimensions to be d =
4 — e. When one then takes the limit d — 4, the UV divergence appears as a 1/e pole. For
our purposes, we need the full expression for the field variance, including finite terms, and
we are not aware of such a calculation in the literature. Therefore we present it in full detail
in Appendix [A] The result is

(32) = 2L E +1n% et —w@)(g - VB) - (g T VB>], (27)

2
mp

where vg = %— ViR 1 (2) is the polygamma function, vz is the Euler-Mascheroni

constant, and g is an arbitrary energy scale.

The next step is renormalisation, which involves absorbing the divergence into the mass
parameter. In the MS scheme of dimensional regularisation, the renormalised mass is given

by

m% = mng + 12£RH2

3N2H? —m%) (2 4 (28)
2 B 2
—me 1672 (E_VE—I_l (M2>)+O(/\)’

where M is the renormalisation scale. Explicitly, we must renormalise both the scalar mass

and the non-minimal coupling respectively as

3Am2 2 A 142
=t = 21 (2 =+ (G ) ) + 0(). 20
Mg — &) (2 Ay 2
€R:§B+#(E—’7E+ln( e ))*FO()\ ) (29b)

We see that it is crucial to include the non-minimal coupling term for the renormalisation
counterterms to be independent of H. Finally, we can now express the effective mass in

Eq. in terms of the MS renormalied mass m% as

3)\(2H2—m2) 3 3 M2
2 2 R 0 0
meH(H)—mR—i— 16 D) 1—’¢() §_VR —w() §+VR +111W . (30)

Note that the explicit dependence on the renormalisation scale M cancels the implicit de-
pendence through m%, and therefore the effective mass m?;(H) is renormalisation scale

independent, as it must be.

13



For comparison with the stochastic approach, we will be interested in the long-distance
behaviour of the 2-point function . Focussing on spacelike separations, the leading term

in the asymptotic expansion about long distances is

A . H? T(3/2 — vg)T(2up)43/2-vr 3N(2H? — m?
(0l (2, 0)o(t, x) |0) " 1672 . F(VS)Q EL 1;3 [1 + ?EQ?TQVR]';;LR)
x (Ind+90(3/2 — vg) — 20O 2uvg) + O (1/2 + vg))
(31)
2
X (1 —©(3/2 —vg) =99 (3/2 4+ vg) + In <%)>]
24 (@FT)
X [Ha(t)x|” 7 +O(N),
where the exponentf] is
A Y
3N(2H? — m? 3 3 M?
+ (?)%QVR;R) [1 — 0 <§ - yR> —©® (5 + VR> +1In OLE +0(N).
(32)

In principle, we could extend the calculation to higher orders in A, albeit with increasing
levels of complexity. However, there is a problem that stems from the IR limit hidden
amongst our results. To see this, we expand the 2-point function to leading order in

small-mass m? < H? to give

3H*  27TAHS i SN
. H t 3H2  4n2m?2 . 33
8m2m? 647T4m%) | Hat)x| " (33)

(0] ¢(t,0)(t, x) |0) = (

One can see that both corrections to the amplitude and exponent are of relative order %{;
R

in this small-mass expansion. In order for the sum to converge at higher orders in A, we

require /7\75,{14 < 1. This is not a prior: true since our perturbation theory takes A to be
R

the small parameter about which we expand. Thus, perturbative QFT is limited to the
following region in the parameter space: A < 1 and A\ < m*/H®*. Therefore, to leading

4 We introduce the notation AgQFT) as a precursor to that used for the spectral expansion method in the

stochastic theories.

14



order in AH*/m?*, the long-distance behaviour of the spacelike field correlator isﬂ

) 2 H? T(3/2 — vg)T(2up)43/*7vr  27T\H® MNHS
t,0)p(t = _ AR
(0 ¢(t, 0)6 (%, x) [0} 1672 ['(1/2+ vg) 64mtmS, + m (34)
—(3—2v ),MJFO()\)
x |Ha(t)x| B T

This is as far as perturbative QFT will take us for 2-point correlation functions. In order to
go beyond this, we must employ alternative methods, such as the stochastic effective theory

of scalar fields in de Sitter.

D. Four-point QFT correlation functions to O(\)

To round out our discussion of perturbative QFT, we will briefly consider the 4-pt func-
tions. For this paper, we will largely consider them as a tool for computing stochastic
parameters and so won’t go into a huge amount of detail. However, it is important to
recognise that these objects are computationally challenging and our work has raised some

questions surrounding this, which we will touch on at the end of this section.

Using the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism outlined in Sec. , we can combine Eq.
with and to obtain the time-ordered 4-pt scalar correlation function to O(\) as
(0| To(1)(w2)d(3)d(x4) |0)
=iAF (21, 29)i AT (23, 24) + [2 more permutations]
300 (82) i (25, 22) / B za(L Y iAF (2, 20)iAF (2, 1)
— AT (z,21) A (2, 23)] (35)
+ [5 more permutations]
—6i / 0 za(t, ) IAF (2, 1 )iAF (2, 22)i AT (2, 23)iAF (2, 4)
— At (2, 20) AT (2, 20) AT (2, 23) AT (2, 24)].

The first line after the equality sign is the free part, composed of a combination of Feynman

propagators. The next three lines are a similar combination but this time occur at O(\),

° Note that it was this 2-point function that was used in Ref. [75]. A key extension in this work is
that we now consider Eq. when we match the perturbative QFT and stochastic 2-point functions.
This introduces the M-dependence into the stochastic theory, which is an important UV effect even at

long-distances.

15



thus containing the O(\) piece of the 2-pt function , multiplied by the free Feynman
propagator. The final lines indicate the new contribution to the 4-pt function that first
appears at O(\). These terms make up the connected 4-point function, which we will focus

on here. Explicitly, this is related to the 2-point functions by

(0| T)(1)p(w2)d(w5)d(wa) [0}, = (0] Td(w1)p(w2)$(w5)d(4) |0)
— (0] Té(1)(2) |0) <0|T<%<m3>¢:6(x4>|0> )
— (0] Td(w1)$(w5) 0) (0] Td(w2)d(4) |0)
— (0] T(w1)$(4) 0) (0| T(2)d(3) |0) ,

where the subscript ‘C’ stands for ‘connected’. To compute this quantity, we must perform
the z-integral in Eq. . Since the integrand is composed of a series of hypergeometric
functions, doing an analytic calculation is extremely difficult. Moreover, attempts at a
numerical computation have proved fruitless due to the existence of poles in the integrand.
Unfortunately, unlike its 2-pt counterpart, the 4-pt integral cannot be solved by a mass
redefinition. We can make some progress by moving from position to momentum k-space,
as outlined in Ref. [41) B2, B3], where computations simplify and the pole structure is no
longer a problem. For this purpose, we will focus on equal-time 4-pt functions. The Fourier

transform goes as

D, {x;}) = H [ [ e } G (1, {1, })o (Z ki) , (37)

where 6% (k) = (27)36®) (k) and we use the shorthand notation for the connected 4-pt func-
tion Ggl)(n, {x;}), with {x;} = (x1,X2, X3,X4), and the ‘tilde’ indicates equivalent quantities
in k-space. Note that we will use conformal time in the following calculations, as defined in

Eq. . The equal-time connected 4-pt function in k-space is given by

0
. 1
G(cil)(ﬁa {ki}) = — 62)\/ dnzm
X (ZAF(nza 7, kl)iAF(nm 7, kZ)ZAF<77z> 7, k3>2AF(7727 7, k4) (38)

- A+(77Z7 1, kl)AJr(nZ? 7, k2)A+(77Z7 m, k3)A+(nza m, k4)) )

where the Wightman function in k-space is given by Eq. @ and the Feynman propagator

is found by using its definition in Table [ Using the time-ordering, one can simplify the
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integral such that

GO = [ " P k), (39)

—00

where

o
F(n,ne, {ki}) = - S T

X (A (7727 7, kl)Ai (7727 m, kQ)Ai (7727 m, k3)A7 (7727 m, k4) (40)

- AJF (7727 7, kl)AJr (7727 7, kQ)AJr (nza m, k3)A+(nza m, k4)) b

and A~ (n,,n,k) is the complex conjugate of At (1,7, k).

This integral is hard to solve in general. Analytic solutions are difficult because the
integrand is a product of Hankel functions whilst the oscillatory behaviour of the integrand in
the limit 77, — —oo make numerical computations challenging. However, for the purposes of
this paper, we are only interested in the long-distance behaviour of the correlator. Assuming
that that all four momenta k; Vi € {1,2,3,4} are of the same order of magnitude, which we
denote by k, we can therefore assume that —kn < 1. We then separate the integral at some
intermediate time 1y = —A/k < 1, where A < 1 such that —kny < 1. Then, the 4-point
function can be written as

GOt = [ dnFn (b + [ doF (e i), (41)

—00 70

n

Considering the kn < —1 limit of the Wightman functions,

At ~ T 1)/(2)(_
A (77Z7777k) _4Ha(77)3/2a(77z)3/2HVR ( knz)x

(i(—kn)“ + i%(—mw) ,

VRF(VR)

(42)

one observes that the first term in Eq. is proportional to the power law k=3=4%&. We

show this more explicitly in Appendix [B]

For the second term, we can make use of the approximation —kn, < 1 to write the

Wightman functions as

A% (1,1, k) (nam) "R k2R

N T 4"rT (vg)?
- 4Ha(n)*Pa(n)*? | w

(@)
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Substituting Eq. into the second term of , one can compute the integral to give

3\ 4VRF(VR)2 1 9—6vp
AH5 ( o ) B3 2oy

ykoks 2R kyksk,\ 2R koksk,\ 2R kykoky\ 2R
“ |\ T e T\ MAE !

where the first term includes contributions from the the first term of Eq. and from

G (n, {ki}) = O(k™>4m) -

(44)

the lower limit of the second integral, which are both of the same order O(k~37*%). This
is actually the leading contribution in the IR limit for light fields, over the second term in
Eq. (44), which is of order O(k~%%). All other contributions are subdominant to k=%, For
a deeper discussion of this, see Appendix [B]

It is challenging to get analytic results for the leading term O(k=3~%r), especially in
coordinate space, because it will depend on all 4 k;s simultaneously and thus the §-function
arising in the Fourier transform (37]) will result in a mixing of momenta. On the other hand,
the O(k~5®) contribution will deal with the §-function trivially because each term only ever
depends on 3 of the 4 momenta. For this work, it is sufficient to have an analytic expression
for one of the leading IR terms so that we can do a comparison with the stochastic approach.

However, this does leave the door open for more careful analysis of the 4-pt functions.

To convert Eq. to coordinate space, we can use the Fourier transform , using
the result [41]

1 23—21/R 3/2F 5 v
; = T (2 R) :E—w’ (45)
(27T) (5 — VR) F(I/R)
to obtain the equal-time connected 4-pt function in coordinate space
. ) ) ) SAH* T(vp)’T (2 —vg)’
0| p(t,x t,x t,x t,x4)0) = ...+ 2
(1518320001 3060, 53)500,32) 0) = - 2
where |x| = |x; — x| Vi # j, i,5 € {1,2,3,4} and the ‘...4’ indicates the other leading IR

/ d3ke—ik~xk,w—3 —

[Ha(t)x|™""*", (46)

contribution O(|Ha(t)x| °"**). Note that, for light fields, this contribution is given by

N . . . )\ 12 _%
(01§t x0)(t, %2)(t, x3) (1, %) 0) - +81—H%|Ha<t>x| ()

m2< H2 T 12875m
III. SECOND-ORDER STOCHASTIC EFFECTIVE THEORY

We will now consider the second-order stochastic effective theory, which was introduced

in Ref. [74][75]. We again consider a scalar field with a mass mg and quartic self-interaction
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As, where the subscript ‘S’ stands for ‘stochastic’, to differentiate from the QFT quantities
introduced above. The stochastic equations are then given by
¢ m §s

= 48
s —3Hm — m%¢p — \gd® i &r (48)

with a white noise contribution

()& () = oot —t). (49)

The noise amplitudes afj are left unspecified for the time being, other than the fact that they
do not depend on the spacetime coordinates and that they are symmetric, preserving the
reality of the noise. The form of the stochastic parameters mg, Ag and Jl-zj will be determined
by comparing stochastic correlators with their perturbative QFT counterparts. We will
choose these quantities to be the same, promoting our stochastic theory from something

general to an effective theory of QFT.

A. The second-order stochastic correlators

1. The spectral expansion

The time-evolution of the one-point probability distribution function (1PDF) P(¢,7;t)
associated with the stochastic equations is described by the Fokker-Planck equation

O P(¢p,m;t) =|3H — w0y + (3HT + V'(9))0x + %a;qﬁ; + inaqb&r + 102 02| P(p,m;t)

2 T T

=LrpP (¢, m;1),
(50)

where Lrp is the Fokker-Planck operator. For a space of functions {f|(f, f) < oo} with the

inner product
(o) = [ do [ dnf(o.mgtonm), (51)
we define the adjoint of the Fokker-Planck operator, L7, as
(Lrrf,9) = (f; LEpY)- (52)
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Note that all integrals over ¢ and 7 have the limits (—oo,00) unless otherwise stated.

Explicitly,

1 1
Lip =m0y — (3HT + V'($))0, + §a;¢8; + 05,00 + =02 02 (53)

2 T T

The 1PDF can be written as a spectral expansion
P((b’ﬂ- t ‘I]* ¢7 Z CN\PN ¢7 ANt7 (54)

where Ay and \Il (gzﬁ 7) are the respective eigenvalues and (adjoint) eigenstates to the

(adjoint) Fokker-Planck operator

LrpVYn(p,m) = —ANUn(0,T), (55a)
LppUn(o,m) = —AnYy (9, T), (55b)

and cy are coefficients. We consider eigenstates that obey the biorthogonality and com-

pleteness relations

(U, Vi) = 0w, (56a)
> VN (&M Un(d,7) = 3(6 = ¢)o(m — ), (56b)
N
and there exists an equilibrium state P. (¢, ) = V(¢ m)¥o(p, 7) obeying 0, P (¢, m) = 0.

All sums of this form run from N = 0 to N = oo. Note that the Uj(¢, 7) eigenstate,
corresponding to Ay = 0, is a constant, such that Eq. obeys the Fokker-Planck equation

69

To obtain stochastic correlators, we introduce the transfer matrix U(¢q, ¢, mo, 75t — o)
between (¢g, m9) = (¢(to, x), 7(to,x)) and (¢, ) = (P(t,x), 7(t,x)), which is defined as the

Green’s function of the Fokker-Planck equation

(¢07¢77T077T t— ) £FPU<¢07¢ o, T, t—t ) (57)

for all values of ¢y and 7. Then, the time-dependence of the 1PDF is given by

P(6,m:t) = / ddo / o P (o, 7o 10)U (0, 6, 0, T3 £ — o). (58)

6 This is convenient when one considers the simplified case for free fields e.g. Eq. . In this case, the

non-adjoint and adjoint eigenstates only differ by a factor of a Gaussian.

20



From Eq. , making use of the relations , we find that the transfer matrix can be

written with the spectral expansion as

Wi (

U(¢07¢,7T0,7T;t—t0)— (% o) Z‘I’* (60, m0) W (¢, m)e AV, (59)

2. Two-point stochastic correlation functions

We can write an equilibrium 2-point probability distribution function (2PDF) as
Py(¢o, ¢, mo, T3t — to) = P(o, mo; to)U(¢o, ¢, mo, T3 — to)

60
= U5(¢, m)Wo(do, o) Z\If (00, m0) YU n (0, T)e —An(t=to) (60)

where we take P(¢q, mo; to) = Pey(¢0, ™). Then, the 2-point timelike (equal-space) stochastic

correlator between some functions f(¢g, m) and g(¢, ) is given by
(f(¢0,m0)g /dﬁbo/dqb/dﬂo/dﬂpz P, ¢ o, T3t — to) f(do, T0) g (o, )

(61)
= Z fongnoe™ M),

where
v = Yy, fUN). (62)
We can compute spacelike correlators by defining an equilibrium 3-point probability distri-

bution function (3PDF), where we evolve both (¢1, 1) and (¢2, ) to (¢g, 7o) independently,

as
s
ng )(Cbo,¢1>¢2,7T0,7T1,7T2;750>t1,t2)

=P (¢o, m0; to)U(bo, 41, T0, T1; t1 — to)U(Po, o, T, Ta; ta — o)

ol ) V(61,7 W30 72) =
e S Ve ) (anm) (O

> Z\I}N/ ¢077TO)‘IIN’(¢277T2> (AN (t1—to)+A s (t2— to))7

where the superscript (S) indicates that it is the 3PDF used to define spacelike correlatorsﬂ

For more details, see Ref. [75]. To evaluate the spacelike (equal-time) stochastic correlators,

7 We could similarly define a 3PDF for computing timelike correlators, where the evolution would be from
(¢o,m0) to (¢1,71) to (g2, m2) i.e. chronologically along a line of constant spatial coordinate (assuming

to <t1 < tg).
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we compute the 3-point function between two timelike separated points t; and ¢ and the

time coordinate t,, defined as
ty = L In (H[x1 — x2) (64)
., n(H|x; — Xal).
H ! 2

The spacelike stochastic correlator between the functions f(¢(t,x;), 7(t,x1)) and g(¢(t, x32), (¢, X2))
is given by integrating over ¢, and 7, as
¢77T t Xl ¢77T t X2
/dcbr/dfm [dox [am, [im [ amaPiion o0, 0nmmmit )
X f ¢177T1 ¢277T2)
\110 ¢T7 7TT * * —
dor Z\I]N(‘br?Wr)\IIN’((bT?Wr)ngN’|Ha(t>(X1 — X2)|

(6, m)

(65)

An+A Ny

3. Four-point stochastic correlation functions

We can similarly compute 4-point functions via the spectral expansion. For the timelike
4-point functions, we write the equilibrium 4-point probability distribution function (4PDF)

as

P4T)(¢1,¢2,¢3,¢4,7T1,7T2,7T3,7T4;t1,t2,t3,t4)
=P(¢1,m1;t1)U(¢1, o, m1, a5 to — t1)U (o, 3, Mo, 35 t3 — t2) U3, Pa, T3, Ta; ty — t3)
=@0(¢1771)‘P8(¢4,W4)Z‘I’*N(¢1>7T1)\I’N(¢2,7T2)Z‘I’* (P2, m2) Wi (03, T3)
N N

X Z U (@3, m3) W N (Pa, Ta),

N//

(66)

where the superscript (7T') indicates we are using this 4PDF to compute timelike correlators.

Assuming that t; < ty < t3 < t4, and that P(¢q, m1;t1) = Pey(¢1,m), the timelike 4-point
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correlation function is given by

(fi(@1, m1) fo 2, m2) f3 (D3, 73) fa(Pa, Ta))

_H/d¢l/dﬁl ¢1,¢2,¢3,¢4,7T1,7T2,7T3,7T47t1,t2,t3,t4)
(67)

X fi(p1, m1) fa( @2, T2) f3(P3, T3) fa( s, Ta)
= Z (fr)on (fo) v (f3)wrwn (fa) wmge ™M 2=t (s =ta) =Ry (fa=ts)

N"N'N
In a similar computation to the 2-point function, we can compute the spacelike 4-point func-
tion. Now, we define the “spacelike” equilibrium 5-point probability distribution function
(5PDF) as
s
P5 )(¢07 ¢1a ¢27 ¢37 ¢47 T, T, T3, T4, tO) tlv t?v t3a t4)
:=P(¢o, m0; to) U (@0, ¢1, M0, T15t1 — to)U (b1, b2, m1, Tas ta — o) U2, ¢3, ma, 33 t3 — to)
X U(p3, b4, 73, T3 t4 — to)
Wo (o, o)
- ¢27 T U ¢077TO \IJN d)h T
\I,%%H ) > Wi (6, 1) Wi (61,

N

(68)
Using the ¢, coordinate in Eq. and assuming |x| = |x; — x| Vi # j, the spacelike

stochastic 4-point function between some functions f;(¢,7), i € {1,2,3,4}, is given by

(f1(P1, m1) fold2, m2) f3(@3, 73) fa(ba, Ta))
/d@/dﬂrn/d@/dﬂz (b B1, 62, B, B T 1, T s, T o s s i 1)

(69)
X fi(¢r1,m) f2(¢2,7T2)f3(¢3,7T3)f4(¢4,7T4)

[ [T T

B. Comparison with perturbative QFT

S Wiy (60 1) (fi)wol Haltyx|~ 7

Now that we have developed the formalism for the stochastic theory, we will now promote
it to an effective theory of the IR behaviour of scalar fields in de Sitter spacetime. To do this,
we will compare the stochastic and QFT correlators and choose the stochastic parameters

such that they match. This procedure was first outlined in Ref. [74] [75].
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1. Free stochastic parameters

We will begin by considering free fields, which was first done in Ref. [74]. It will prove

convenient to change our field variables from (¢, ) to (q,p), with the transformation

1 1 agH T
) [ , (70)
¢/ - \mm 1)\
where ag = % —vg and g = % 4+ vg with vg = % HZ All of the formalism introduced in

the previous section can also be applied to (g, p) variables. In particular the Fokker-Planck

operators are given by

Lpp =LY + 28 (71a)
oy =L st (71b)
where the free part is given by
LY = oH + aHqd, + 2%0; + BH + BHpd, + Q%a; +02.0,0,, (72a)
L) = —aHqd, + 503,00 — Hpd, + 50%0% + 70,0, (72D)

and the interacting part is given by

A 1 3 1
1 _ _ _
LYy =—L5). (73b)

The (g, p) noise amplitudes are written in terms of their (¢, 7) counterparts as

1 1 2
2 2
999 =7 _a ( 57720 T %m + U¢¢) (74a)
1 5 B?H BH
1 1 o
2 2 2
Y T B
1
Top =7 : (02 4+ 20Ho}, + o*H?aly). (T4c)

Following the work of Ref. [74], we compute the stochastic free field correlator as

02 20 ‘72 2
(60,0000 =1 s LHQS'H@U 7 e Ha(t)x

202 (75)

Hzﬁ

|Ha(t)x| 3],
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and match it to the free Feynman propagator to obtain an expression for the free

stochastic parameters

mg’ =m (76a)
Sy
02 _ ;20 _ H3av F(?I/)F(% —v)42 (76b)
qq Q.99 4#26 F(% + 1/) )
2(0
052)2 = UQ(HL =0, (76¢)
S2ANLO)O) _ H5% T(—20)0(241)43
2(0 pp = T 4n2 T(I_,
oy = Taum = G (76d)

mg)) and 0%0) are matched such that the leading-order exponent and amplitude in the
Feynman propagator are reproduced while 031(,0) noise is chosen such that there is an analytic
continuation from timelike to spacelike stochastic correlators, a behaviour prevalent in QFT.
However, the choice of oip is arbitrary. In this paper, we focus on two possible choices: that
the subleading term in the Feynman propagator is reproduced (aépp = aﬁ,(,NLO)) or that the
subleading term in the stochastic field 2-point function vanishes (03 ,, = 0). We will see

later that this choice doesn’t impact physical results.

Since 021()0) = 0, the variables p and ¢ separate and so we now use two indices (r,s) €

{0, 00}, corresponding to p and ¢ respectively, as opposed to just N. Thus, the free field

eigenquations are given by

L0 (g, p) = —AQWO (g, p), (77a)
LY (g,p) = —AQWO*(q, p), (77b)

where the AL and \1152)(*)(% p) are the free eigenvalues and (adjoint) eigenstates respectively.
The eigenvalues of Eq. are
AY = (sa+7rB)H (78)

while the normalised eigenstates can be written in terms of the Hermite polynomials H,,(x)

as

1 aBH? \'* aH BH \ —sfg 20,
\IJ(O) = HS — HT‘ —a agq o'z%p 79
rs (C.Zap) ooy lgl <7T20'2 o2 ) O_gq q o2 p|€E ) ( a)

a9~ pp

1 afH? \'/* oH BH
P (0) - H| —q|H. |,/ Z==p]. b
rs (Q7 p) \/W <7T20'2 0'2 ) O_gq q 0_2 p (79 )

a9~ pp
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For the case where agp = 0, the eigenstates can be written aﬁ

—1)_T oH 1/4 aH —aH 2
lim O 5) — 0 (5 al 1\ -
agirgo\p” (@.9) V2rtsrls \ o2, o P, oz 1)°¢ ’ (80a)

o [ oaH \* oH
. (0)* ~ ~r
dim WI(q.5) =\ 50 <—W202) PHs( [ —5a ) (80D)
pp e qq

qq

where p = | /fTHp and superscript (1) indicates we are taking the rth derivative of the J-
function. These are well behaved eigenstates if we use (g, p) as our variables, with which we

have the biorthogonality and completeness relations.

2. Stochastic 2-point functions to O(Ag)

We will now move to the more interesting case of an interacting theory. To relate the
stochastic correlators to the perturbative results of QFT, we expand our solutions to the

eigenproblem in terms of the (g, p) variables to O(\g)

Ars =AY + XeAD + O(N2), (81a)
U (q,p) =000 (g, p) + As U™ (g, p) + O(N%). (81b)

Using the eigenequations with the biorthogonality conditions for (g, p), equivalent to Eq.
and , the O(A) terms in the eigenvalues and eigenstates are given by

A = = (w0, £ w®), (82a)
(1) _ (0) "
\I]rs (q7p) - Z; \Ijr/s’((Lp) A((l))/ . Agg) ’ (82b)
(0, £y wld”)
(1) _ (0) r's’ i
Wep) =D Ve e e (82¢)

N

8 To take the limit, we have used the identity lim._q %Hn(\%e)e* 2

d
Il
(o)
—
2
—~
8
~—

26



where for Eq. (82b]) and (82¢|), " # r and s’ # s. One can then compute the spacelike
stochastic 2-point correlator to O(\g) using Eq. as

(v, pr)
(a1, p1)g(az: p2)) /qu/dpr Z 00 0 )‘1’55) (@, )P (g2 £
TTSS q’l”?p’f‘

Ui (g, pr
+>\ 0 *( ) \Ij( ) <QT7pT)\I]§~Og/ (QTapr)f(O)gr ry
U (gr, pr)
00 \4r;Pr

\Ij&))*(%"apr)\p( )(QT'7pT) (0 ) (0)* (0)
o \IJ(O)*( ) \Ij (qr;pr)\:[jr iy (qupr)f g'r s’
o0 \dr;Dr

\IJ(O) ' r
# O (G, )T (g 00 £ 5
\1’00 (QmPr) (83)

Uy (g, p, )

#\P( » (QMpT)\IJSQ’ (q“pr)fygg)g,(« S)/
Yoo (¢rsPr)
w
U (g pr)

\Ij( ) ry Pr

+ #\D( - (qT>pr)\I’£'z (qrapr)f( )95115)/
Yoo (¢rspr)
00 Ty Mr

\P( » ((:ZT7pT)\IJ( ) (q“pr)fyg)g,{(/]s)/

X |Ha(t)(x1 — X2)]

CIRCIINOING
Aps +A 0 Ars HA LY
( " +A " >

We also wish to incorporate O(\g) effects into our stochastic parameters so we expand them

about the free parameters such that

m = m% + )\m?g(l)a (84a)
H3(3/2 — vg) vp T2up)T (3 — vg) 4277r

2 _ 2 Aeg2D) \2 4b

ICAE (3/2 4 vg) I (3+vg) +As0q,” + O(Ag), (84D)

Ogp = AUZz(vl) +0(A3), (84c)

Note that because we are now considering an interacting theory, we have to use the renor-
malised mass mpg, given in Eq. . Additionally, for simplicity, we will consider the case

where ap( ) = 0 for this section, though we will compare with the other case later.

Using Eq. , we can compute the spacelike ¢ — ¢, ¢ — p, p — ¢ and p — p stochastic
2-point functions. Converting these to (¢, 7) variables using Eq. , we then write the
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spacelike stochastic field 2-point function to O(Ag) as

(9(t,0)p(t,x))
12 T (3 = vr) D (2vp) a0 ( (3.1 2va)olh

| 1672 T(L+vn) AvpH(3 — 2vg)
3(3 — dvp) H'T ()T (3 — vg)” gy
H H
+ 32mdvrm? [Ha(t)x| (%)
J0 , 20 AT ()20 (3 — )2
+ i \Ha(t)x| " — [ 22 4 ()T (5 — vr)
H3vg(3 + 2vR)? 3H?vp 8mPrrm?2
x |Ha(t)x|™,
where the exponents are
3HBS T(2vR)T (2 —vg)477vr
No1 =asH + ) E 2 O\ 86
on =as i ¥32r20p 33, I' (3 +vg) +00) (862)
3HBS T(Qup)T (2 —vg)4:n
Ao =BsH — A B : + O\ 86h
10 BS SS27TQVRﬁ% r (% 4 VR) ( S) ( )

and we have used the free matched stochastic parameters ([76]).

3. Stochastic 4-point functions to O(Ag)

Using the perturbative eigenspectrum computed above, we can also compute the 4-point
function to O(Ag). We will focus on the connected piece to compare with its QFT counter-
part so we can use the free stochastic parameters from Eq. and, for simplicity, we

will make the choice aépp =0.

In general, the equal-space stochastic 4-point functions are given by Eq. . We will
again switch from (¢, ) variables to (q,p) using Eq. . The only non-zero 4-point

functions that are relevant are

(q(t1)q(t2)q(ts)q(ts)) =oo,01901,00900,01 QO1,00€7A01(trtl)*AOO(tS*tQ)*AOI(trtg)

+ G00,01G01,02G02,01Go1,00e 01 (P2 1) Aoa(ta=t2)—Ao1 (fa=ta)

(87a)

+ §00,03G03,02q02,01Go1 gpe 0312 t) Aoz (ta=t2)=Aor (ta—ta)

—Ao1(ta—t1)—No2(ts—t2)—Ao3(ta—t3
+ §00,01901,02902,03903,00€ ( ) ( ) ( )7
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(p(t1)q(t2)q(ts)q(ts)) =poo,o %1,009700,01(]01,006_[\01(tQ_tl)_AOO(t3_t2)_A°1(t4_t3)

+ P00,0101,02402,01q01,00€ 201 t2—t1)~Ao2(ta—t2) Ao (ta—ts)

+ P00,03G03,02q02,01q01,00e 032t} ~Aoz(ta—t2)—Aoi (ta—ts)

—A to—1t1)—Ao2(t3—t2)—Ao3(ta—t
+ P00,01901,02902,03403,00€ o(t2—t1)=Aoz(ts—t2)=Aoa(ta—ta)

(q(t1)p(t2)q(ts)q(ts)) =qoo,01P01,00900,01 QO1,00€_A01(tQ_tl)_AOO(Q_tQ)_Am(t4_t3)

+ G00,01P01,02402,01q01,00€ 20 t27t1)~Aoz(ta—tz)=Aor (ta—ts)

+ G00,03P03,02002,01q01,00e 022t} ~Ao2(ta=t2)—Aor (ta—ts)

—Ao1(ta—t1)—Ao2(t3—t2)—Ao3(ta—t3
+ §00,01P01,02902,03903,00€ ( ) ( ) ( ),

(q(t1)q(t2)p(t3)q(ts)) =q00,01901,00P00,01 CI01,00€7A°1(trtl)*AOO(trtQ)*Am(t47t3)

+ G00,01G01,02P02,01q01,00e 01 (27t ~Ao2(ta—t2)—Aor (ta—ta)

+ G00,03G03,02P02,01q01,00€ 203 (t2—t1)~Aoz(ta—tz) Ao (ta—ts)

— Aot (fa—t1)—Aoa (t3—t2)— Aoz (fa—t
+ 400,01901,02P02,03903,00€ o1(ta—t1) = Aoz (ts—t2) —Aos(ta—ts)

(q(t1)q(t2)q(ts)p(ts)) ZQOO,OlQOl,OOQOO,OlpOLOOe_AOI(t2_t1)_A00(t3_t2)_A01(t4_t3)

+ G00,01G01,02G02,01Po1,00€ 20 b2t ~Aoz(ta—tz)—Aor (ta—ts)

+ G00,03903,02002,01Po1,g0e 032t} ~Aoz(ta—t2)—Aoi (ta—ts)

+ G00,01G01,02q02,08P03,00¢ 0127t ~Ao2(ta—t2) ~Aoa(ta—ts)

Using the free eigenspectrum and , one can compute these explicitly as

2

2 2 3

(87D)

(87d)

(87e)

2 2 2 3
+12 9Q.qq - 24Xsp 9Q.qq e~ H (tattz—t2—t1)
2aH H?a(a — ()2 \ 2aH (88a)

3)‘516;;%:%2)3 e~ aH (tatta+t2—3t1)
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3)\5/8(50-062;4,;2)3 efaH(3t47t47t27t1)

32H?oy ’

H()\552ﬁ>2 (gég)geafi(uﬂgtgtl)
o — o

H(QASB;)Q (gég) ’ e—aH(t4+t3—t2—t1)
o — o

B BASBH 00,40 ab(tartstta—s)
32H53 (30 + B)12 ’

(p(t1)q(t2)q(ts)q(ts)) = —

29

(88b)



2 2 3
el e )

432 o2\’ (55)
. 56 Q,qq e*OtH(t4+t3*t2*t1)
H(a—p)? \ aH ’
3As5? Ué ’ —H (t4+to—ts—t
(q(t1)q(t2)p(ts)q(ts)) = ( L) eadtlartiamt)
H(a—p)? \ aH
(88d)
12)\552 (UQ qq) —aH (tg+t3—ta—t1)
H(o— 200 H ’
\sB? o
(a(t)alt2)a(ta)p(ta)) = — 7 SB ( Qqq> Tt
n ?)\552 (UQ qq) p—aH (tatts—ta—t1) (88e)
H 20H

3
3Asf3 (UQ qq e~ OH(3ta—tz—ta+t1)
16 H4a3(3a — B)v2

We can then compute the timelike stochastic field 4-point function by converting back to

(¢, m) variables to get

AsP(26° + 215 — 12)(00.40)° _anttta—trtito
4H%a* (oo — B)°
3AsB3 (% + 8 — 6)(0622,qq)3e—aH(tg—t1+t4—t2)
2H a4 (a — B)°
3As % (4o + ﬁ)(Ué,qq)3e—aH(t4+t3+t2—3t1)
128 H5a4 (3 + )14

_ 3>\553(Uc29,qq)3 —aH (3ty—tz—ta+t1)
64H%a*(3a0 — B)v? ‘

((t1)@(t2)(t3)o(ta)) =

(89)

In a similar definition to the QFT, we can define the connected stochastic 4-point function

as

(D(t1)9(t2)9(t3)p(ta)) o = (P(t1)P(t2) P (t3) P (14

(90)
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Thus, we can write the timelike stochastic connected field 4-point function as
)‘563(252 +215 — 81)(‘762 qq>3e—aH(t2—t1+t4—t3)
AH (o — B)?
3>\Sﬁ3(ﬁ2 + B - 9)(0-622,qq)3e—aH(tg—t1+t4—t2)
2H5o* (o — B)°
3/\363 (404 + 6) (0_227(1(1)3 efaH(t4+t3+t273t1)
128 H5a (3 + B)vt

_ 3)\553(0'227(1(1)3 —aH (3tg—t3—ta+t1)
64H5a (30 — B)1° '

(D(t1)o(ta)d(t3)9(ta))

(91)

We can also compute the equal-time stochastic connected 4-point function at O(Ag). Using
Eq. (69), and recalling that |x| = |x; — x;| Vi # j, we find that the only non-zero spacelike

(q,p) correlators that are relevant are

(]mpr -
(e )alxa)ax)aCen) = [ da, [ dp ot o (Vi pr)a) | Hat)x

/dQT/dpr qupT ( (qrapr)Q10)3 (\Dg(thr)q?)l)) (92&)

6(ar, pr)®
X [Ha(t)x|™ 7,

(q(x1)q(x2)q(x3)p(x4)) = (q(x1)q

- \IIO dr, Pr *
—/er/dprm(‘I’ (4r, Pr)q10)” (U5(ar, pr)P10) (92D)
X

qu(QraPr) 3
— (U7 v
+/dQT/dpr\I]8<qT7pr)3< 1(Qr7pr)Q10) ( 3<Q7‘7p7“)p30>

3A1+A3

X |Ha(t)x|” &
Then we can use the eigenspectrum and to obtain

0.2 2 >\ 0.2 3
bttt = (e - S0 oo

(93a)
3)\Sﬁ (O' Q.qq ) 6a
2 H5 4(Oé ) |HCL() | )
e )a(x0) =g )) Ha(r)x|
(93b)

3As 5 <0Q,qq)3
4H* a3 (o — )% (3 — 5)

| Ha(t)x| %,
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Thus, the spacelike stochastic field 4-point function is
2 3
362 (O-CQQJJQ) _ 9)\5‘&3(204 — ﬂ) (Uéqu) |Ha(t)x|f4a
4H?2 02 (a0 — )2 2H ot (o — f5)?

3As3%(03 40)°
16 Ha*13(f — 3a)

(5(30) (x2) (x2) (1)) = (
(94)

|Ha(t)x|%.

Then we can use Eq. (replacing t; with x;) to get the connected spacelike stochastic
4-pt function to O(Ag) as

N (740)

—6+4v
T 2 Ha()x

(P(x1)P(x2)P(x3)P(X4)) ¢ =

95
3)‘566(022,(1(1)3 H —9+6v (%)
16Ha*v3(8 — 3a)| alt)x| ‘
In the light field limit m < H, the spacelike 4-point function is given by
81\gH!? _2m?
(9(x1)9(x2)d(x3)0(x4)) = s, [Ha(h)x]
m2 < o (96)
243\ g H1? _am?
" Garoms X

which is the same as the near-massless QFT spacelike 4-point function for Ag = .

4. Stochastic parameters to O(\)

We can now compute the O(\) stochastic parameters by comparing the O(\g) stochastic
2-point and 4-point functions with their QFT counterparts. The procedure for matching
our 2-point functions remains unchanged from the free case; we again have our three con-
ditions (plus a choice) for the stochastic results to match perturbative QFT: (i) the leading
exponents match, (ii) the leading prefactors match, (iii) the analytic continuation between
spacelike and timelike correlators is preserved and (iv) either the subleading terms match
or it vanishes in the stochastic correlators. We will consider both cases presented by (iv),
though as stated these are not unique choices. For the following, I will consider the latter
choice; the former is dealt with in Appendix [C] We will see that the choice doesn’t affect
the physical results, as indeed it shouldn’t.

However, we now have a fifth stochastic parameter to contend with - Ag - which can be

matched to its QFT counterpart by considering the connected 4-point function. By equating

32



the spacelike stochastic 4-point function , using the free stochastic parameters ([76)), to
the spacelike quantum 4-point function (46)), we find that the term O(|Ha(t)x| "™ are

equal for any value of m if

As = A+ O(\2). (97)

Thus, at this order, the A parameters in both quantum and stochastic theories are the same
and we will drop the subscript S henceforth. We note that the second-order stochastic

,6+4u)7 which we know also appears in the

theory also gives us an expression of O (|H a(t)x|
QFT counterpart , denoted by the ‘...+’. Thus, the stochastic theory gives us a way of

computing this term explicitly, which is difficult to do in perturbative QFT.

We can now turn our attention to the 2-point functions, and the other 4 O(\) stochastic
parameters. In order for the stochastic spacelike 2-point function to reproduce the
perturbative QFT 2-point function , the parameters must have the values

3)\H2 4F(3/2 — VR)F<I/R)
2 2
s =R T 6 [_ NG

+ ( - Z—%) (1 ~pO(3/2 — v) — $O(3/2 + vg) + In (#;H?))] (982)

+0(N),
2 _2H°T(1+ ve)T'(2 —vR)  NH?T(3/2 — vp)T(vr)
qq m/2(3 + 2vR) 1677/2(3 + 2ug)*
3 x 473+vr
x |3(=3+2vp)[(3/2 — vp)I'(2vg) + ——— (—1 + 4v})
VR
mf my my (0)
X F(1/2 + I/R) 4? — 12vp — 4ﬁVR In4 — 4@1/31/1 (3/2 - VR) (98b)
mf (0) m¥ (0)
+ SﬁVRw (2vR) — 4@’4# (1/2 + vg)
M2 0 0 2
<—1 —In (a(t)2H2> +9©(3/2 = vg) + 0 (3/2 + VR>) + O\,
SAH* (=3 + 2up)[(3/2 — vg)’T (vg)*
2 2
qu = 32VR7T5 + O()‘ )7 (980)
o, =O(N?). (98d)

Note that the mass parameter is now dependent on the renormalisation scale M. Using these

parameters in our second-order stochastic equations (48)) gives us a second-order stochastic
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theory of quartic self-interacting scalar QFT in de Sitter.

These expressions still have an IR problem, but it is milder than that of perturbative

QFT. Expanding the O(\) terms to leading order in m?/H?, we have

3AH? M?
mi =my + ——— 52 (2%; In4+1In (W)) + O(Amy,), (99a)
2H3T(1+ vp)T (2 —vr)  AH®(—8 +31In4)

2 = NP 99h

T w/2(3 + 2ug) ey, OV, (99b)
3AHS

2 4

oz, =0+ 0(N?). (99d)

We see that the sum will converge when A < m?/H?; however, since we have corrected at

this order, the error associated with the stochastic parameters is actually O <’\2H > Thus,
the second-order stochastic theory is limited to A> < m?*/H*. This is a limitation of the
matching procedure required to obtain the stochastic parameters, since we rely on the results
of perturbative QFT. Crucially, the IR problem is less serious in our stochastic approach

compared with perturbative QFT: O(A2H*/m*) as opposed to O(NH*/m?).

Converting our stochastic noise back to using the (¢, ) variables, our stochastic param-

eters are given by

3)\H2 M?
As =)\ + (9(/\2) (100b)
2m?
2 :HBP(VR)F(g — vp) 1 — TG
275/2 __2m} 4m?,
(3—}—21/3) (3+2VR)2H2 (1006)
L [ERRES  O) i+ oY)
— ot + O(H") O(H5)

Thus, using the stochastic parameters (100]) elevates the stochastic theory to an IR

effective theory of quartic self-interacting scalar QFT in de Sitter.
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IV. COMPARISON WITH OTHER APPROXIMATIONS

A. Regimes of validity

One of the strengths of the stochastic approach is that one can employ numerical tech-
niques to compute correlation functions. For the second-order theory, one can use a matrix
diagonalisation scheme to compute the eigenspectrum non-perturbatively. This method is
outlined in Ref. [74]. Thus, the only limitation is the perturbative computation of the
stochastic parameters. Conversely, the perturbative method outlined in Sec. for QFT
doesn’t have an associated non-perturbative scheme; all results are purely perturbative.
Thus, the second-order stochastic theory can be used to go beyond perturbative QFT. Addi-
tionally, the second-order theory extends the regime of validity of the overdamped stochastic
theory pioneered by Starobinsky and Yokoyama [42], 43]. For more details on this method,
see Ref. [72, [74].

For the massive, quartic self-interacting scalar field theory considered here, the regime of
these three approximations is

m4

Perturbative QFT: A <<m, AL, (101a)
m2
OD stochastic: A <<m, m < H, (101Db)
mh
Second-order stochastic: A <<ﬁ’ mS H. (101c)

We make a graphical comparison of these regimes in Fig. [I] For the purposes of making
the boundaries obvious, we choose “< 1”7 to mean “< 0.2”, though in reality we wouldn’t

expect these boundaries to be so clear cut.

The blue left hashed region represents the parameter space described by perturbative
QFT. We can see that for light fields m < H, this region is entirely covered by the second-
order stochastic theory. This is unsurprising given that the stochastic correlators were
found directly from the 2-point functions of perturbative QFT. Beyond the light field limit,
perturbative QFT continues to extend (though it is still limited to A < 1 - it is after all a
perturbative theory!). This extension is not covered by either stochastic approaches as they

both require light fields.

35



S0 =3 QFTPT [7A QD

0.20 -
0.15 -
=~ 0.10 |
0.05 -
0.00 -

T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
mijH?

FIG. 1: This shows the regimes in which we expect our approximations to work.
Perturbative QFT, OD stochastic and second-order (SO) stochastic are expected to work
in the blue left hashed, green right hashed and orange regions respectively. Note that there

is some overlap. The pure white space is where none of these approximations work.

The overdamped stochastic approach - the green, right hashed region - is resigned to near-
massless m < H fields, but does go beyond perturbative QFT due to the non-perturbative
methods available to it. Further, it is far simpler to compute stochastic correlation functions

than their QFT counterparts, hence its popularity within its regime of validity.

The OD stochastic approach is encompassed by the second-order stochastic effective
theory, as represented by the orange region in Fig. [l However, the second-order stochastic
effective theory goes further, also encompassing perturbative QFT entirely in the light field
limit. We can also see that there is a large chunk of the parameter space, even for near-
massless fields, that is only covered by the second-order stochastic theory. The introduction

of O(\) corrections to the stochastic parameters means it goes beyond the OD approach,
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even in the limit m < H, while the non-perturbative methods available mean that it can
extend beyond perturbative QFTP} This suggests that the second-order stochastic effective

theory can be used to probe hitherto untapped regions of the parameter space.

B. Comparing approximations with O()) stochastic parameters

In Ref. [75], we performed a careful analysis of how the three approximations compare
with each other. Now, we wish to update that analysis to incorporate the updated stochastic
parameters. There are two important changes that we have made here that will effect the
results. The first is that we have O()) corrections to the stochastic parameters, which were
not included in the previous paper [75]. The second is that now we have done the renor-
malisation more carefully and so we have a renormalisation-scale dependent mass parameter

mpg(M), which must be chosen when doing numerical computations.

We will revisit the two examples discussed in Sec. B1 and B2 of Ref. [75] by computing the
exponent for the leading term in the long-distance behaviour of the scalar 2-point functions.
For QFT, this corresponds to the quantity given in Eq. to O (%) while, for the
two stochastic approximations - OD and second-order - the quantities in question are the
first-excited eigenvalues, AEOD) and ASSO), of their respective spectral expansions. They are
computed numerically. Note that the result used in Ref. [75] for the OD stochastic theory

is the same as the one here, other than the fact we now use mg(M) instead of m.

We plot A; for all three approximations as a function of the coupling A for fixed m?% /H?
and scale M = a(t)H. The first example will be for m%/H? = 0.1 (Fig. [2), where we
are in a regime where the OD stochastic approach is valid, while the second will be for
m%,/H?* = 0.3 (Fig. ), where we expect it to fail. In both examples, we expect perturbative
QFT to hold for small \ and fail as )\ increases, since it is in this regime that A — m*/H*.
These two approximations are given by the yellow dotted (OD stochastic) and blue dashed
(perturbative QFT).

Using similar reasoning, the second-order stochastic theory should be expected to hold

9 Note that, due to the matching procedure, it is still limited to the region A < 1 as the stochastic parameters

are found perturbatively.
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for small A and begin to fail as we increase A in both plots. This is a less severe failure as
the breakdown is now for A*> — mp/H*. We will also consider how the choice of the o2,

noise amplitude affects our results. The red and green lines represent the choices U;%p =0

and 0, = aZ,SNLO’ respectively. For both cases, we also consider the free (dot-dashed) and

O(A) (solid) stochastic parameters, given in Eq. and /(C1)) respectively, so we can
ascertain the effect that interacting stochastic parameters have on the results. Indeed, we
will see that interactions are crucial so that physical results such as A; are not dependent

on our choice of Uz%p'

1. Ezample 1: m?/H? =0.1

The first example is for m%/H? = 0.1. This is chosen because the mass is sufficiently
small such that the OD stochastic approach will be valid beyond perturbative QFT. Consider
Fig. . This plot is identical to that Fig. 3 in Ref. [75] other than the fact we have now
also added two curves where we have introduced O(\) effects in our stochastic parameters
(solid red and green). Thus, the analysis given there about the three approximations still
holds; perturbative QF T quickly breaks down as A increases, while the second-order and OD
stochastic theories continue to agree. However, the new feature is that the new solid lines
agree for all values of A plotted here, despite the fact that our choice of azp is different: red
and green indicate azp = 0 and ng = a,z,é,NLO) respectively. Thus, we find that this choice
doesn’t affect physical results once you include the O(\) effects, as indeed they shouldn’t.

However, for free stochastic parameters, this choice does affect the result; therefore, it is

important to incorporate these new O(\) effects for the theory to be reliable.

It is worth noting that the excellent agreement between the second-order and OD stochas-

tic results is due to the choice of renormalisation scale M = a(t)H. One can see from Eq.

100a)) that the stochastic mass mg depends on the renomalisation scale as ~ In (#;HFJ’

which vanishes for the choice M = a(t)H. Thus, it is not surprising that the second-order and
OD stochastic approaches agree. However, if one were to choose the renormalisation scale
differently, the agreement would not be so good. For example, if one chooses M = 5a(t)H,
the renormalised mass parameter (28)) will no longer equal 0.1; it will have some shift of

O(A). The second-order stochastic theory accounts for this shift via the M-dependence in
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FIG. 2: A plot of the first excited eigenvalue A; as a function of A for m%/H? = 0.1 with
the choice M = a(t)H, using perturbative QFT (blue, dashed), OD stochastic (yellow,
dotted) and second-order stochastic approaches. Dot-dashed and solid lines indicate the
second-order stochastic parameters are free and interacting respectively, with

the noise choice o7, = ootV (green) and o2, =0 (red).

the stochastic mass mg parameter 7 whereas the OD theory does not because it doesn’t

incorporate any UV renormalisation. Thus, the two will be different for such a choice. Fig.

shows the effect of a different choice up to M = 5a(t)H. One can see that there is very

little change to A; for the second-order theory and that the change is much larger for the

OD case. Thus, even in the regime where mpr < H, where the OD stochastic theory is

deemed to be valid, it still has some error associated with UV renormalisation.

39



0.0525 4 —— s0: M =al(t)H
—-- 50: M =5alt)H

0.05007 —— op: M=al(tH J
—-- OD: M=5a(t)H -7

0.0475 - -

0.0450 -

< 0.0425 -

0.0400 -

0.0375 -

0.0350 -

0.0325 11— : . . . .
0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10

FIG. 3: The first excited eigenvalue A; as a function of \ for mp(a(t)H)?/H? = 0.1. The
red and green lines show results from second-order and OD stochastic theories respectively.
The solid and dot-dashed lines are for renormalisation scale choices M = a(t)H and
M = 5a(t)H respectively. The green shaded region indicates the size of the error that
choosing the scale has on the OD stochastic approach. The equivalent red region is

negligible because the second-order theory accounts for it via renormalisation.

2. Example 2: m?/H? = 0.3

For completeness, we also include the example where m%/H? = 0.3 for M = a(t)H,
where A; as a function of A is given in Fig. [l This plot is identical to that of Fig. 4 in Ref.
[75] except we have now included O(\) effects to the stochastic parameters in the two new

solid lines (red of o7 = 0 and green for o2, = UI%Z(DNLO))

. Again, the analysis remains the
same: the perturbative QFT diverges from the second-order as A increases while the OD
stochastic theory never works well because the fields are too heavy. Further, in a similar

way to the previous example, we see that the introduction of O(\) effects causes the choice
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FIG. 4: A plot of the first excited eigenvalue A; as a function of A for m?/H? = 0.3 using
perturbative QFT (blue, dashed), OD stochastic (yellow, dotted) and second-order
stochastic approaches. Dot-dashed and solid lines indicate the second-order stochastic
parameters are free and interacting respectively, with the noise choice agp = JIQ,IE,NLO)

(green) and 02, = 0 (red).

of agp to be irrelevant. This consolidates the point that this choice doesn’t affect physical

results but only when we have included the relevant O(\) effects.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have shown that the second-order stochastic theory is a valid effective theory of the
long-distance behaviour of scalar fields in de Sitter, within the regime of validity m < H and
A <« m*/H*. This extends the work started in Ref. [74, [75] to incorporate the full O(\)

correction to the stochastic parameters, which includes a complete discussion of the UV
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renormalisation at this order. Notably, we have found a stochastic theory that incorporates
a dependence on the renormalisation scale M in such a way that physical results are M-

independent. This is not true for the widely used overdamped stochastic approach.

While this is the final installment in a trilogy of papers, there is plenty of study left in
the second-order stochastic theory. Currently, this theory has only been tested on pertur-
bative QFT to one-loop order. Omne could extend this theory to incorporate more loops,
but the renormalisation procedure becomes increasingly complex. We would expect that
the matching procedure used to determine the stochastic parameters would still be valid
here and that the computational challenge comes from perturbative QFT. Additionally, we
note that if one were to move away from equilibrium, other effects would arise for higher
loops, such as secular growth [84-86]. We have chosen to study equilibrium solutions for
this paper; however, it would be interesting to consider solutions away from equilibrium to

test the robustness of the second-order stochastic theory.

One could more rigorously test the effective theory by comparing it to other QFT approx-
imations such as the 1/N approximation [87, 88] or Monte-Carlo simulations [89]. However,
the main outstanding question is whether one can derive the stochastic parameters from an
underlying microscopic picture, as opposed to using the matching procedure discussed here,
which relies on an alternative method - in this case, perturbative QFT - being available. It

is not clear to us how one should proceed in this direction.

In spite of these formal questions, the second-order effective theory already has uses in
inflationary cosmology. Its numerical tools mean that it can generate novel results in this
field; directions could include precision calculations of curvature and isocurvature perturba-
tions or extensions to primordial black hole abundance computations. It is clear that this

method has the potential to be an important tool in the arsenal of inflationary cosmologists.
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Appendix A: Dimensional regularisation in de Sitter spacetime

In this appendix, we compute the scalar field variance in de Sitter spacetime with Hubble
rate H, using dimensional regularisation. This involves taking the number of spacetime

dimensions to be d = 4 — ¢, and then taking the limit d — 4.

Before we begin, it is useful to note that the calculation is straightforward with point-
splitting regularisation [4]. Taking the coincident point limit of the Feynman propagator
from the spacelike direction such that z = (¢,x) and 2’ = (¢,0), the field variance

becomes

<$2>PS =iA"(x,0)

|Ha(t)x|—0
L 2 eme ), 2y A
—_— — n — J—
Ar2a(t)?|x|* 1672 Ha(t)|x| T (A1)

e (2 ) o (34 VB)),

2
where vp = /2 — 22 4((2) is the polygamma function and v is the Euler-Mascheroni

constant. The subscript ‘PS’ indicates it is computed using point-splitting.

To carry out the same calculation in dimensional regularisation, we consider the k-space

() =z | O ()

where d°k = -4X; In dimensional regularisation, the number of space dimension becomes
D = 3 — ¢, and therefore we have

2m)
2\ T oy (R
<¢2>DR_ 4Ha(t)3/d k|, (a(t)H)

where 4 is introduced as the regularisation scale and the subscript ‘DR’ indicates that we

integral @, which gives

2

(A2)

)

2

: (A3)

have defined this integral via dimensional regularisation. This integral cannot be computed
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analytically, and therefore we split it in two pieces,

2 2 52
<(ZA52> :Me/d-Dk 1 +2H _mB+W
DR 2a(t)2V/k2 + 52 A(k? + 62)%/*

2 2 _m2 4 92
+/d“3k: Ty (_F _ 1 2H” — M5+ aap
4Ha(t)3|" ™" \a(t)H ’

(t2VEE+ 02 Ak + 02)7°
where 0 is an arbitrary energy scalﬂ The sum of the two contributions will of course give

(A4)

a 0-independent result. The first line is ultraviolet divergent but can be easily computed in

dimensional regularisation, whereas the second line is finite and can therefore be computed

in three dimensions.

Computing the divergent integral in the first line of Eq. (A4)) and taking the limit € — 0,

we obtain

- 2H? —m% (2 47 52
2 B
o == B[ Z _4p+1In _
< >DR 1672 (e ( 92 )) 1672a(t)?

2 2H? — m2 4 92
e (1) k ]. B a(t)2
o [ <4Ha<t>3 i (a(t)H)

B 2a(t)2V/k? + 02 N A(k2 + 52)/?
The remaining integral in Eq. (A5)) is finite, and it can be computed using the point-splitting

(A5)

result in Eq. (A1)). We first note that the point-splitting regularised variance can be written

()

10 Note that we cannot choose § = 0 because dimensional regularisation would then give a zero result for

as
2

ke (A6)

/\2 i .
=———1
<¢ >PS 4Ha(t)? leglﬂ

the first line.
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Next, we repeat the split to divergent and finite integrals in Eq. (A4]),

2 2 52
<G32> = lim [ @’k ™ ! + 27 mh i
PS  |xi=0 2(t)2VE2+ 62 4(k2 + 52)°

2 2 _ .52 %
+/d’3k T H(l)( i ) _ 1 2HT - m A G
4Ha(t)?| ™ \a(t)H 2a(t)2vV/k? + 62 A(k2 + 52)3/2
1 m2% — 2H? d|x]| 52
= 21 2 —
Am2a(t)?|x|? * 1672 ( 19 + e 1672a2’
2 2 _ 52 8%
+/d“3k SR Hu)( - ) - ; i o
AHa(t)?| ™" \a(t)H 2a(t)2VE2 + 62 A(K2 + 52)%? ’

(A7)

Comparing Eqgs. (A5) and (A7), we can see that the difference between the point-splitting

and dimensional regularisation results is simply

. - 2H? —m?2% (2 1
2 —{¢? =" B Z 4 Inmu?x/? _— A
<¢ >DR <¢ >PS 1672 (e Fhumpd 4 | 4 Am2a(t)?|x[? (A8)

Using the point-splitting result from Eq. (Al]), we can therefore write the field variance in

dimensional regularisation as

2,2 2
o g en (o) 3} o

pr 1672
Appendix B: The IR behaviour of the connected four-point function

In this appendix, we will consider more carefully the IR limit of the connected quantum
4-pt function of Sec. We start with the k-space 4-pt function, given in Eq. as

n

- ‘ 1
G(CZL)(% {kz}) = - 61)‘/ dnzm
X (A (7727 , kl)Af(Tiz, 7, kQ)Ai (nza m, k3)Af(77z> 7, k4) (Bl)

— AT (., k) AT (2,1, ko) AT (1., 1, ka) AT (., m, k4)> :
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For the purposes of studying the general features of the IR limit, we will take k; = k Vi.
Using the k-space Wightman function @, the 4-pt function becomeﬂ

1 d

n
Gg)(na{ki}) = —6i)\/ dﬁzmm(—Hn)G(—Hﬁz)ﬁ

(B2)
x 2i Im [H (—kn)* HP (—kn.)*] .
Defining the quantities K = —kn and K, = —kn,, the integral can be written as
3NTLHA(—n)6 [
O i) = 2T [T ar e i MO R HP )] (B9
K

Since we are interested in the IR behaviour, we take the limit K < 1 such that we can use

the asymptotic behaviour of the Hankel functions

27 2T
HO(K)~ ——K¥ — ;21w

T(1+v) i (B4)

such that

3)\71'4[‘[4(—7])6 00 24VF<I/)4
G {ki}) = / dK,K? | ~— K~ Im [HP(K.)*
C (77’{ }) 64k3 " z ! m [Hl/ ( ) :|
242 3 (B5)
22 (w)
I S " @ (KN4 .
w01+ v) Re [H” (K-) }
While this integral can’t be computed in general, we can get some information about the

IR behaviour of the 4-pt function. Consider the split of the integral

GWn, {k;}) = 3M4§; ( / / )dK K2[24VF( ") e 1 [HD (K.)"]

22+2u1’\(y)3
K—QI/R (2) Kz 4
(1 4 v) e[H” ( >] ’
(B6)
for some parameter A < 1. Focussing on the IR limit of the integral, K < K, < A, we

can take the limit K, < 1 such that we can use the approximate form of the Wightman

functions

T 4"T(v)? oy
A (77277771{) 4HCL( )3/2@(7]2)3/2[ 7T2 (77z77) k ?

s (G- ()

1 We will just use v instead of vz here. As this is an O(\) quantity, the non-trivial part of the renormalised

mass won'’t feature.
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Then, we can compute the IR region of the integral to find that the 4-pt function will

have the following behaviour:
é(cil)(n’ {kz}) ~ K—ﬁl/ 4 K—3—41/ 4 K_3_2V. (BS)

The K~ is just the term that we found in Eq. and comes from the K, — K limit.
The other two contributions come from the limit K, — A. Converting these to coordinate

space via a Fourier transform, one finds that
4 - v — v — v
Ge (n, {xi}) ~ | Ha(n)x| ™" + | Ha(n)x| " + [Ha(n)x| " (BY)

Since v < 3/2, it is immediately clear that the final term is subleading. However, for
near-massless fields, v ~ 3/2, the first and second terms give a similar contribution. As one
increases the mass of the field, the second term is in fact the leading contribution over the first
term. So, it appears that the contribution computed in Sec. [[ID]is subleading. However,
for this work, we only care about the 4-point function as a comparison tool between the
stochastic theory and QFT so we can use this subleading term is it appears in the stochastic

4-point function.

Appendix C: Second-order stochastic parameters for matching with NLO term

For completeness, we will also include the matched stochastic parameters if we choose to
reproduce the NLO term in the asymptotic expansion of the 2-point function in perturbative
QFT. This choice doesn’t make a difference to physical results. Repeating the procedure
outlined in Sec. one obtains the stochastic parameters to O(NH?/m?) as

2 2 M6 — 3ma 3 (A O (Am3 C1
mg =myp + = + 6vg n4+3lIn OVE + O (Am3,) (Cla)
H3arvp T(2vp)T(2 — vp)427"  AH®(—8 + 31n4)
2 RVR R ) R 3
= O (\H C1b
Taa A2 PR I'(3 + vr) * 32mim% +O W), (C1b)
51\HS
0l =————— + 0 (AH"), (Clc)
1w 32mim?, (M)
H3B%up T(—20p)T(2 + vg)42t"R  9AHT(—1+ 61n4)
2 RYR 2 5
= — O(\H?). Cl1d
Orp 42 I'(3 —vr) 4rim?, +0O( ) (C1d)
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