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Abstract: The basic observables in cosmology are known as in-in correlators.

Recent calculations have revealed that in-in correlators in four dimensional de Sitter

space exhibit hidden simplicity stemming from a close relation to scattering ampli-

tudes in flat space. In this paper we explain how to make this property manifest

by dressing flat space Feynman diagrams with certain auxiliary propagators. These

dressing rules hold for any order in perturbation theory and can be derived for a

broad range of scalar theories, including those with infrared divergences. In the lat-

ter case we show that they reproduce the same infrared divergences predicted by the

Schwinger-Keldysh formalism.
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1 Introduction

The calculation of correlation functions in curved space time is complicated by the

absence of Poincare invariance on which many of the powerful tools of computing flat

space amplitudes rely. On the other hand, one should be able to reach a similar level

of sophistication for highly symmetric curved spacetimes such as de Sitter (dS) space

since it has the same number of isometries as Minkowski space. This background

is of particular interest in cosmology because it approximately describes the early

Universe during inflation [1–3]. Yet the standard tools of momentum space still

have to be modified due to the absence of time-translation invariance, implying, in

particular, that in and out vacua are not identical. The canonical approach for in-in

calculations with time-dependent backgrounds is the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism

[4–7]. Alternatively, one may start with the cosmological wavefunction [8], which

can be perturbatively obtained from analytic continuation of Witten diagrams in

Anti de Sitter (AdS) space [6, 9, 10], and then compute cosmological correlators as

expectation values. In neither of the two approaches are tools of flat space Feynman

integrals manifestly applicable. Nevertheless, there has been a great deal of work in

recent years to bootstrap wavefunction coefficients using ideas inspired by the study

of scattering amplitudes in flat space [11–27]. In this paper we will argue that in-in

correlators are actually simpler and more closely related to scattering amplitudes

than wavefunction coefficients.

There is an equivalent way to calculate cosmological correlators in terms of an

effective action in Euclidean AdS, at the cost of introducing a doubled set of ex-

tra (shadow) fields [28–30]. For the conformally coupled φ4 theory, [31] showed that
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individual loop-level diagrams in this formalism have the same complexity as a wave-

function coefficients, but after summing over all contributing diagrams, a flat space

structure appears somewhat miraculously, allowing one to use standard methods for

flat space integrals for calculation. In subsequent work [32], it was shown that in-in

correlators of certain IR-finite scalar theories can be mapped to in-out correlators.

For other recent work relating cosmological correlators to scattering amplitudes see

[33, 34].

One may then wonder if the close relation to scattering amplitudes is a generic

feature of cosmological correlators. The aim of this paper is to argue that this is

indeed the case and to propose a set of rules that allow one to describe correlators in

a large class of scalar field theories by dressing the corresponding flat space diagrams

with auxiliary propagators. The dressing rules are formulated at the integrand level

and hold to all orders in perturbation theory. Quite remarkably, in all the cases

where we are able to carry out the integrals, we find that the analytic structure of

the final result can also be read off from the dressing rules in a way that we will

make more precise later on. To illustrate the power of the dressing rules, we evaluate

the tree-level five-point correlator of conformally coupled φ3 theory which has not

appeared in the literature before (moreover the methods of [32] do not apply to this

theory even though it is IR finite). We find that its analytic structure is considerably

simpler than that of the wavefunction [35] and is made manifest by the dressing rules.

The dressing rules are also applicable to massless scalars in de Sitter, which

is perhaps of more phenomenological interest. Such correlation functions are well

known to feature infrared divergencies [6, 36–38] which need to be regularized. In

contrast to a hard cut-off in conformal time often used in the literature1 [41], we will

primarily use dimensional regularization. It turns out that a dimensional regular-

ization is required to derive the dressing rules from the shadow formalism2 and we

show that with this regularization the dressing rules apply and are indeed equivalent

to Schwinger-Keldysh calculations. Note that a regulator is also required for UV

divergences. In general, standard regulators like a cut-off or dimensional regulariza-

tion will break the de Sitter symmetry but there is an alternative known as analytic

regularization which preserves this property, although it arises from a non-local de-

formation of the action. Nevertheless, dressing rules can also be defined for this

regulator, as explained in Appendix A.

The ability to express in-in correlators in terms of dressed flat space Feynman

diagrams allows one to make use of standard techniques for computing flat space

1We should note that for phenomenological applications, such as a finite duration of the infla-

tionary phase, a non-invariant cut-off may be physically motivated [39]. It is also worth noting

that there is a modification of the hard-cutoff, known as the comoving cutoff, which can be used to

obtain dS invariant correlators [40].
2We would like to the thank the authors of [30] for suggesting to consider non-integer dimensions

in the shadow formalism.

– 2 –



Feynman integrals, as demonstrated in Appendix D. While dressing rules can also

be defined for wavefunction coefficients, they take a more complicated form, which

reflects the underlying additional complexity of wavefunctions, as discussed in ap-

pendix E.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2.1 we review the standard for-

malisms for computing in-in correlators in dS. Next, in section 2.2 we illustrate the

main ideas of the paper through a few simple examples. This section also provides a

detailed summary of the “dressing rules” developed in the rest of the paper. In sec-

tion 3 we derive the dressing rules from the shadow effective action for a variety of

theories by considering numerous examples. In section 4 these rules are then applied

to the conformally coupled φ3 theory to obtain a compact expression for the tree

level five-point correlator. In sections 5 and 6 we compare the dressing rules with

Schwinger-Keldysh formalism and the wavefunction approach, respectively, and find

complete agreement in particular for IR divergent examples. Finally, we present our

conclusions in section 7. We also provide some Appendices with various technical

details. In particular we discuss propagators in A, provide a general derivation for

the dressing rules for power law potentials in B, calculate various integrals in C and

D, and derive dressing rules for wavefunction coefficients in E.

2 Overview

In this section, we will briefly review cosmological wavefunctions and in-in correlators,

and how to compute the latter using the shadow formalism. We then provide an

invitation to the dressing rules, illustrating how they arise in a few simple examples.

2.1 Review

We will work in the Poincaré patch of dS4 equipped with the metric

ds2 = ℓ2dS
−dη2 + d~x2

η2
, (2.1)

where ℓdS denotes the curvature radius (which is henceforth set to 1), −∞ < η < 0 is

the conformal time, and ~x denotes the Euclidean boundary directions with individual

components xi, i = 1, 2, 3. Cosmological (or in-in) correlators of a scalar field φ are

given by

An =

∫
Dφ φ(~k1) · · ·φ(~kn)

∣∣Ψ [φ]
∣∣2

∫
Dφ
∣∣Ψ [φ]

∣∣2 , (2.2)

where φ represents the value of a generic bulk field in the future boundary Fourier

transformed to momentum space, ~ka with a ∈ {1, ..., n} are boundary momenta,

and Ψ [φ] is the cosmological wavefunction [8], which is a functional of φ. The
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wavefunction Ψ [φ] in turn, has the perturbative expansion

lnΨ [φ] = −
∞∑

n=2

1

n!

∫ n∏

i=1

ddki
(2π)d

δd(
n∑

i

~ki)Ψn

(
~k1, . . . , ~kn

)
φ(~k1) · · ·φ(~kn) , (2.3)

where d is the number of boundary dimensions. In practice, we set d = 3 + 2ǫ in

dimensional regularization. The wavefunction coefficients Ψn can be related to CFT

correlators in the future boundary [6, 9, 10, 42–46]. Note that in de Sitter momentum

space, momentum is conserved along the boundary but the total energy, defined as

E =
n∑

a=1

ka ; ka = |~ka|, (2.4)

is not conserved. In the following, we will not write out the delta functions which

impose momentum conservation along the boundary.

Alternatively, in-in correlators can also be computed using the Schwinger-

Keldysh formalism [4, 5]. We will spell out the detailed Feynman rules for Schwinger-

Keldysh computations in section 5. It was shown that the Schwinger-Keldysh for-

malism can be mapped via analytic continuation to Witten diagrams in Euclidean

anti-de Sitter space (EAdS) [28, 29, 47]. For a single scalar field with polynomial

interactions in dS, the resulting Feynman rules are conveniently encoded by a shadow

effective action [30] containing two fields, φ+ and φ−, given by

iS =

∞∫

0

dzddx

zd+1

[
sin

(
π(

d

2
−∆+)

)(
(∂φ+)

2−m2φ+
2
)

+ sin

(
π(

d

2
−∆−)

)(
(∂φ−)

2−m2φ−
2
)

+eiπ
d−1

2 V
(
e−iπ

2
∆+φ+ + e−iπ

2
∆−

φ−
)
+ e−iπ d−1

2 V
(
ei

π
2
∆+φ+ + ei

π
2
∆−φ−

)]
, (2.5)

where 0 < z < ∞ is the radial cooridinate of EAdS, V is the scalar potential, and

∆± are the scaling dimensions of the dual CFT operators, which are related to the

mass of the scalar fields φ± via

∆± =
d

2
±

√(
d

2

)2

−m2 . (2.6)

Note that the kinetic terms of φ± have opposite sign. The propagators of ghost-like

fields have an additional minus sign, as we will spell out below.

The effective action above describes how cosmological correlation functions in

dS are expressed in terms of EAdS fields. The propagators arising from the EAdS
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(a) φ− bulk-boundary propagator. (b) φ+ bulk-bulk propagator.

(c) φ− bulk-bulk propagator.

Figure 1: Diagrammatic representation of propagators which feature in the shadow

formalism, the formulae for which are given in (2.7). φ+ fields have ν > 0 and φ−
fields have ν < 0. Only the latter appear as external legs.

action are given as [48, 49]

Bν(z,~k) = − sin (πν) zd/2
2−νkν

Γ(1 + ν)
Kν(kz) ,

Gν(z, z
′;~k) = − sin (πν)

∫
dp

p

p2 + ~k2
(z z′)d/2Jν(pz)Jν(pz

′)

= (zz′)d/2
{
Θ(z − z′)Kν(kz)Iν(kz

′) + Θ(z′ − z)Iν(kz)Kν(kz
′)

}
,

(2.7)

where Kν and Jν are Bessel functions. The overall sign implements whether the

field is ghost-like or not. The propagators are depicted in Figure 1. In particular

Bν(z,~k) denotes a bulk-boundary propagator and Gν(z, z
′;~k) denotes the bulk-bulk

propagator with ν = ∆ − d
2
. When performing dimensional regularization, we shift

d = 3 → d = 3+2ǫ and ∆ → ∆+ǫ such that ν is preserved. For conformally coupled

scalars ν = ±1/2, and for massless scalars ν = ±3/2. For ν = −3/2, the integrand
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in (2.7) has a pole at p = 0, but we define the contour of the p integral to exclude

this pole (see appendix A for more details).

In practice, we only consider diagrams with φ− fields in the external legs, because

these diagrams give the dominant contribution as the endpoints of the diagrams

approach the future boundary, although subleading contributions are also of interest

for studying the dS/CFT correspondence [50].

In the following, we will neglect a prefactor of η
∆−

0 k2∆−−d
a for each external leg

(where η0 denotes the end of inflation). It is understood that all of the formulae that

follow should be dressed with this prefactor. The factor of η
∆−

0 is not to be confused

with a cutoff in the radial integrals which is typically introduced to regularize infrared

divergences. Instead, as discuss below, we use dimensional regularisation to regularize

such divergences. Throughout this paper we will use the following conventions:

ki Energy of ith external leg.

pi Energy of ith internal non-auxiliary propagator.

kext Sum of ki’s at a vertex.

ptot Sum of pi’s at a vertex.

kij··· |~ki|+ |~kj|+ · · ·

~yij··· ~ki + ~kj + · · ·

(2.8)

2.2 Invitation to dressing rules

In this paper, we will present a simple set of rules for obtaining in-in correlators

by dressing flat space Feynman diagrams with auxiliary propagators. We will then

argue that this provides a systematic way to determine the analytic structure of the

correlators. In this section we would like to first motivate the existence of such rules

by looking at two simple examples.

It was shown in [31] that the s-channel contribution to the 1-loop 4-point in-in

correlator in conformally coupled φ4 theory is given by

A4 =

∞∫

−∞

dp
k12k34

(k2
12 + p2)(k2

34 + p2)

∫
d4L

1

L2(L+K)2
, (2.9)

where Kµ = (p, ~y12)
µ, ~y12 = ~k1 + ~k2, and kij = ki + kj = |~ki| + |~kj|. The loop

integral needs to be regularized [31], but we keep this aside for illustration3. Note

that the integrand factorizes into a 4d Lorentz-invariant integrand dressed with an

auxiliary integral with poles corresponding to external energies of the diagram. This

3We discuss the regularized expression in Appendices A and D.
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simplicity arises from non-trivial cancellations after summing over two diagrams in

the shadow formalism and does not occur for wavefunction coefficients (see appendix

E for a discussion of wavefunction coefficients from this point of view).

Let us now take a step back and think about how to directly arrive at (2.9)

without having to sum over different diagrams. We recall that energy is not conserved

in de Sitter space since the metric has non-trivial time dependence. We may then

naively guess that a physical observable can be obtained by taking a flat space

Feynman diagram and dressing it with auxiliary propagators which encode the non-

conservation of energy at each vertex:

~k1

~k2

~k3

~k4
L

L+K

pp

(2.10)

where p is a one-dimensional variable that encodes the energy of Kµ as defined

below (2.9), and we impose energy conservation at the point where the two auxiliary

propagators meet. At this point, it is not obvious that such a prescription will lead

to anything physically sensible, but looking at (2.9) we see that there is indeed a

simple choice of auxiliary propagator which yields something observable, notably

k

p2 + k2
, (2.11)

and the observable in question is precisely the in-in correlator! The main point

of this paper is to show that this is not an accident of a particular diagram or the

conformally coupled φ4 theory. Rather, it is true quite generally that in-in correlators

for scalar theories with polynomial interactions can be obtained by dressing flat space

Feynman diagrams with simple auxiliary propagators, although the particular form

of the propagators is theory-dependent.

As another illustration of this point, let us next consider the tree-level 4-point

in-in correlator in the conformally coupled φ3 theory. Using the Schwinger-Keldysh

formalism, this was found to be a sum of two terms [21]:

A4 = 2T1 + T2, (2.12)

where

T1 =
1

2y12

[
Li2

(
k34 − y12
k1234

)
+ Li2

(
k12 − y12
k1234

)
+ log

k12 + y12
k1234

log
k34 + y12
k1234

−
π2

6

]
,

(2.13)

T2 =
π2

2y12
, (2.14)
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where y12 = |~y12| For illustration let us focus on T1 and show that it can be obtained

by dressing a flat space Feynman diagram with certain auxiliary propagators. We

will see in the next section that T2 arises by dressing of a flat space diagram as well.

In particular, T1 is given by the following dressed flat space Feynman diagram:

T1 =

~k1

~k2 ~k3

~k4

p, ~y12

p p

=

∫ ∞

−∞
dp

∫ ∞

0

ds1

∫ ∞

0

ds2
p

p2 + (s1 + k12)2
p

p2 + (s2 + k34)2
1

p2 + y212
.

(2.15)

From this we read off the the following form of the auxiliary propagators required

for the conformally coupled φ3 theory:
∫ ∞

0

ds
p

p2 + (s+ kext)2
. (2.16)

The integral over s leads to a log and since the diagram in (2.15) contains two such

auxiliary propagators this evaluates to a dilog. This suggests that the transcenden-

tality of the in-in correlator can be read off from the number of log-type auxiliary

propagators. More precisely, it is given by the transcendentality of the flat space

Feynman diagram plus the number of log-type auxiliary propagators. In the confor-

mally coupled φ4 theory, the auxiliary propagators do not have an s integral so one

may expect that the in-in correlators have the same transcendentality as flat space

Feynman diagrams and this is indeed the case for known examples [31]. Hence, the

dressing rules not only provide the relation of in-in correlators to scattering ampli-

tudes, but make their analytic structure manifest.

3 Dressing rules

In this section, we will spell out the dressing rules more systematically and illustrate

how they are derived from the shadow formalism for a number of simple examples.

A general derivation of the dressing rules can be found in appendix B.

We claim that in-in correlators can be obtained by summing over flat space Feyn-

man diagrams dressed with certain one-dimensional auxiliary propagators attached

to the interactions vertices. As we will see shortly, a dressed flat space diagram with

L loops arises from summing over 2L diagrams in EAdS using the shadow formal-

ism. Hence, at tree-level there are an equal number of dressed diagrams and shadow

diagrams but at loop-level the dressed diagrams arise from very non-trivial cancel-

lations. The precise form of the auxiliary propagators will be theory-dependent,
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but the following algorithm for computing in-in correlators from dressed flat space

diagrams can be used in general:

1. Write down a flat space Feynman diagram and relax energy conservation, i.e.

kext + ptot = 0 at the vertices, where kext and ptot are defined in (2.8) 4.

2. Attach an auxiliary propagator to each vertex and set the energy of each aux-

iliary propagator to be ptot of the vertex it is attached to.

3. Attach the other end of all the auxiliary propagators to a single point, at which

energy is conserved.

4. In general there will be two types of auxiliary propagators (except in the con-

formally coupled φ4 theory, where there is only one type). We will denote the

two types using dashed and dotted lines, respectively. Sum over all ways of

attaching the two types of auxiliary propagators subject to simple constraints

that we specify in Table 3.

5. Integrate over all the unfixed energy variables.

In the final step, we can treat the integrals over the unfixed energy variables as

contour integrals, summing over residues of the poles in the upper half of the com-

plex plane. The remaining integrals will be over the boundary components of loop

momenta. In what follows we will illustrate these rules for a variety of scalar field

theories. We provide a summary of the dressing rules in Table 3 for the benefit of

the reader.

3.1 Conformally coupled φ4

For V (φ) = λ
4!
φ4, the shadow action given in (2.5) becomes

L = −
(
(∂φ+)

2 −m2φ+
2
)
+
(
(∂φ−)

2 −m2φ−
2
)
−

λ

12
(φ4

− + φ4
+) +

λ

2
φ2
+φ

2
−. (3.1)

From this we can identify the Feynman rules for this theory. We find it convenient

to absorb the symmetry factors due to the m! ways of contracting identical fields at

a φm vertex, leading to the Feynman vertex rules shown in Table 1.

Vertex φ4
− φ2

+φ
2
− φ4

+

Factor −2λ 2λ −2λ

Table 1: The Feynman vertex rules for conformally coupled φ4.

4We will use the convention where each flat space propagator comes with a factor 1

π
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For this particular theory, the auxiliary propagator takes the following simple

form
ptot

= −
2kext

p2tot + k2
ext

, (3.2)

where the dot refers to an interaction vertex to which four non-auxiliary propagators

are attached, ptot is the sum of the internal energies flowing into the vertex, and kext
is the sum of external energies flowing into the vertex. See (2.8) for more details.

We have already seen how this rule emerges at 1-loop in section 2.2, so let us now

apply it to a more complicated example, notably the 2-loop necklace depicted below.

In this case there are three vertices so we must attach three auxiliary propagators.

Since the middle vertex is not attached to any external propagators, we have kext = 0

so the auxiliary propagator attached to it reduces to πδ(ptot), i.e. energy is conserved

at this vertex just like in flat space. We subsequently obtain (modulo regularization)

~k1

~k2

~k3

~k4
ω1 + p

ω1

ω2 + p

ω2

p p

0

=−
8

π3

∫ ∞

−∞
dp

k12k34
(p2 + k2

12)(p
2 + k2

34)

∫
d4L1 d

4L2
1

L2
1(L1 + P )2L2

2(L2 + P )2
, (3.3)

where P µ = (p, ~y12)
µ and Lµ

i = (ωi, ~qi)
µ. The dashed propagator attaching to the

middle vertex has zero energy since energy-momentum is conserved at that vertex.

The modification of (3.3) for a de Sitter-invariant UV-regularization can be found in

equation (D.5).

This result was derived using the shadow formalism in [31], where the simple flat

space integrand was obtained from nontrivial cancellations after summing over four

different diagrams. This illustrates the power of the dressing rules.

3.2 Conformally coupled φ3

In this case, there are two types of auxiliary propagators:

• dashed auxiliary propagator

ptot
= −2i

∫ ∞

0

ds
ptot

p2tot + (s+ kext)2
(3.4)

of which there must be an even number.

• dotted auxiliary propagator

ptot
= −π (3.5)
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of which there can be any number.

Even though the propagator in (3.5) has no energy dependence, we must still asso-

ciate an energy to it that will enter after imposing energy conservation at each vertex

following the algorithm in the beginning of this section. Note that the propagator

in (3.4) gives rise to a logarithm after performing the s-integral. We may therefore

expect that attaching such a propagator to a flat space Feynman diagram increases

the transcendentality by one. We will see below and in later sections that this is

indeed the case. For example, adding two such auxiliary propagators to a tree-level

exchange diagram in flat space gives a dilogarithm. The auxiliary propagator in (3.5)

also increases the transcendentality by one, but in a more trivial sense. When we dis-

cuss the transcendentality of correlators in what follows, we refer to their functional

form rather than overall factors of π.

Let us illustrate how these dressing rules arise for a few simple examples starting

from the shadow effective action.

Tree-level 3-point

For V (φ) = λ
3!
φ3, the shadow action (2.5) features no φ3

− vertex in d = 3 dimensions;

therefore, this diagram does not naively exist. However, if one perturbs the boundary

dimension to d → d+2ǫ and the scaling dimension ∆± → ∆±+ǫ5 then the Lagrangian

in (2.5) becomes

L = −
(
(∂φ+)

2 −m2φ+
2
)
+
(
(∂φ−)

2 −m2φ−
2
)

−
λπǫ

2

(1
3
φ3
− − φ−φ

2
+

)
+ λ
(1
3
φ3
+ − φ2

−φ+

)
.

(3.6)

As in the φ4 case, we obtain the Feynman rules after accounting for symmetry factors

at the vertex, which are given in Table 2. The contact Witten diagram is displayed

in Fig. 2a and, using the propagators given in (2.7), evaluates to

A3 = −πǫλ

∫ ∞

0

dz
(z1+ǫ)3

z4+2ǫ
e−(k1+k2+k3)z = −πλk−ǫǫΓ(ǫ)

ǫ→0
−−→ −πλ , (3.7)

which agrees with the result obtained in [21]. Note that despite the vertex being a

suppressed one, we obtain a non-zero result because the ǫ from the interaction vertex

cancels the ǫ−1 from the z-integral.

5We perturb the scaling dimension to ensure that ∆± − d
2

is unchanged. This combination

appears as the order of the Bessel functions in the propagators (see appendix A). For convenience,

in a φv potential we shift to d = 3 + 2

v−2
ǫ such that the overall power of z has a coefficient +1 on

ǫ. We henceforth leave this implicit.
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Vertex (φ+)3 (φ+)2φ− φ+(φ−)2 (φ−)3

Factor 2λ πǫλ −2λ −πǫλ

Table 2: The Feynman vertex rules of conformally coupled φ3 in d = 3 + 2ǫ with

∆+ = 2 + ǫ and ∆− = 1 + ǫ.

~k3

~k1

~k2

(a) Shadow

~k3

~k1

~k2

(b) Dressed

Figure 2: Three-point contact diagram in conformally coupled φ3 from the shadow

formalism and the dressing rules.

On the other hand, we may dress the flat space vertex applying (3.5) as in Figure

2b and can apply the dressing rules. We can only use the auxiliary propagator (3.5)

since the one in (3.4) must occur an even number of times. Hence the dressed three-

point diagram is simply

A3 = −πλ , (3.8)

in agreement with (3.7).

Tree-level 4-point

Now let us consider the tree-level 4-point correlator. Focusing on the s-channel, there

are two diagrams to consider in the shadow formalism, which are depicted in Figure

3. In Figure 3a, the internal propagator is φ+, and therefore we have two vertices of

the type (φ−)2φ+. Table 2 tells us that the vertex factors are unsuppressed for ǫ → 0

and are simply −2λ. Using the propagators given in (2.7) then gives

A(1)
4 = −

(−2λ)2

π

∫ ∞

0

dz1 dz2

∫ ∞

−∞
dp

1

p2 + ~y212

e−k12z1e−k34z2

z1z2
sin(pz1) sin(pz2) , (3.9)

where ~yij = ~ki + ~kj and kij = |~ki|+ |~kj|.
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We shall now show that this expression arises from dressing a flat space Feynman

diagram by transforming the z-integral into an s-integral via the identities

z−ne−kz =
1

Γ(n)

∫ ∞

0

ds sn−1e−(s+k)z (3.10)

and ∫ ∞

0

dz e−(s+k)z sin(pz) =
p

p2 + (s+ k)2
. (3.11)

The identity (3.10) will be used repeatedly below. Applying each of these identities

in turn (with n = 1) gives
∫ ∞

0

dz
e−kz

z
sin(pz) =

∫ ∞

0

ds

∫ ∞

0

dze−(k+s)z sin(pz) =

∫ ∞

0

ds
p

(s+ k)2 + p2
,

(3.12)

and therefore (3.9) becomes

A(1)
4 = −

4λ2

π

∫ ∞

−∞
dp

∫ ∞

0

ds1

∫ ∞

0

ds2
p

p2 + (s1 + k12)2
p

p2 + (s2 + k34)2
1

p2 + y212
.

(3.13)

As shown in appendix C, this representation allows us to express the integrals in a

form which can be recognized as Hypergeometric functions.

We can now see that this is equivalent to the dressed diagram shown in Fig. 4a

with the choice of auxiliary propagator put forward in (3.4). Indeed, applying the

dressing rules yields

A(1)
4 =λ2

∫ ∞

−∞
dp

(
− 2i

∫ ∞

0

ds1
p

p2 + (s1 + k12)2

)(
− 2i

∫ ∞

0

ds2
p

p2 + (s2 + k34)2

)

×
(1
π

1

p2 + y212

)
,

(3.14)

~k1

~k2 ~k3

~k4

p, ~y12

(a) Unsuppressed

~k1

~k2 ~k3

~k4

p, ~y12

(b) Suppressed

Figure 3: Shadow diagrams contributing to the four-point correlator at tree level

in conformally coupled φ3. Here ~y12 = ~k1 + ~k2.
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~k1

~k2 ~k3

~k4

p, ~y12

p p

(a) Dashed dressing, corresponding to

shadow diagram with unsuppressed ver-

tices.

~k1

~k2 ~k3

~k4

p, ~y12

p p

(b) Dotted dressing, corresponding to

shadow diagram with suppressed ver-

tices.

Figure 4: The two dressed diagrams which contribute to the four-point conformally

coupled correlator at tree level. Recall that dotted auxiliary propagators only occur

in pairs, so there are no diagrams with both types.

which is clearly the same as (3.13). In this instance, one may integrate to obtain

A(1)
4 =

4λ2

y12

[
Li2

(
k12 − y12
k12 + k34

)
+ Li2

(
k34 − y12
k12 + k34

)
+ ln

∣∣∣∣
k12 + y12
k12 + k34

∣∣∣∣ ln
∣∣∣∣
k34 + y12
k12 + k34

∣∣∣∣−
π2

6

]
.

(3.15)

We now turn to the second exchange diagram contributing in the shadow for-

malism given in Fig. 3b. This diagram requires careful handling of ǫ factors. On the

one hand, each vertex factor is linear in ǫ. On the other, each z integral gives a 1/ǫ

which exactly cancels the factors of ǫ in the vertices. Applying the Feynman rules to

the diagram in Figure 3b yields

A(2)
4 = πǫ2λ2

∫ ∞

−∞
dp

∫ ∞

0

dz1 dz2
e−k12z1e−k34z2

(z1z2)1−ǫ
cos(pz1) cos(pz2)

1

p2 + y212
. (3.16)

By performing the z-integrals we see that the leading contribution is just 1
ǫ2

. This

all we require due to the ǫ2 prefactor. The resulting integral in the ǫ → 0 limit is

therefore simply

A(2)
4 = λ2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dp

1

p2 + y212
. (3.17)

We recognise this to be a tree-level Feynman diagram integrated over the energy

flowing through the propagator.

On the other hand, we have the dressed diagram with dotted auxiliary propaga-

tors, shown in Fig. 4b. Applying the dressing rules here gives

A(2)
4 = λ2

∫ ∞

−∞
dp (−π)(−π)

( 1
π

1

p2 + y212

)
(3.18)

which matches the result from the shadow computation, (3.17). This integral is

simple and yields

A(2)
4 = λ2 π

2

y12
. (3.19)
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The sum A4 = A(1)
4 +A(2)

4 indeed matches the result found in [21].

3-point 1-loop

Finally let us consider the 1-loop 3-point correlator. We have four shadow diagrams

to consider. The first two are shown in Fig. 5, with permutations of the external legs

giving other channels.

~k2

~k1~k3

z3 z1

z2

p3, ~q

p1, ~k1 + ~qp2, ~y12 + ~q

+

~k2

~k1~k3

z3 z1

z2

p3, ~q

p1, ~k1 + ~qp2, ~y12 + ~q

Figure 5: Shadow diagrams with a single suppressed vertex in conformally coupled

φ3.

Using the propagators in (2.7) the sum of these diagrams is6

A(1)
3 =

4ǫλ3

π2

∫
d3q

∫ ∞

−∞
dp1 dp2 dp3

∫ ∞

0

dz1 dz2 dz3 (z1z2z3)
ǫ−1e−k1z1e−k2z2e−k3z3

×

(
sin(p3z1) sin(p3z3) cos(p1z1) cos(p1z2) cos(p2z2) cos(p2z3) + (−1)2

(
sin ↔ cos

)
)

×
1

p23 + ~q2
1

p21 + (~q + ~k1)2

1

p22 + (~q + ~y12)2
,

,

(3.20)

where we have made explicit that the sign difference due to ghost-like propagators

was required to cancel the sign difference due to different vertex factors. We can

simplify the expression in the brackets by noticing the integrand is invariant under

sign change of pi and using standard trigonometric identities to obtain
(
· · ·

)
= sin

(
(p3 − p2)z3

)
sin
(
(p3 + p1)z1

)
cos
(
(p1 + p2)z2

)
. (3.21)

6To avoid excessive notation, and since we shall not use them together, A3 is used to refer both

to the one-loop diagram here and contact diagram above. It shall be clear from the context which

diagram we mean.
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From this form it is easy to see that only the z2 integral in (3.20) is divergent.

Evaluating this we have

ǫ

∫ ∞

0

dz2 z
−1+ǫ
2 e−kz cos((pz2) =

1

2
ǫΓ(ǫ)

(
(k − ip)ǫ + (k + ip)ǫ

) ǫ→0
−−→ 1. (3.22)

Then, using (3.10) and
∫ ∞

0

dz e−sz sin(pz) =
p

p2 + s2
, (3.23)

the remaining integrals over z1 and z3 give

A(1)
3

=
4λ3

π2

∫
d3q

∫ ∞

−∞
dp1 dp2 dp3

∫ ∞

0

ds1

∫ ∞

0

ds2
p3 + p1

(p3 + p1)2 + (s1 + k1)2
p3 − p2

(p3 − p2)2 + (s2 + k3)2

×
1

p23 + ~q2
1

p21 + (~q + ~k1)2

1

p22 + (~q + ~y12)2
.

(3.24)

~k2

~k1~k3

L

L+K1L+K1 +K2

p+ p′ p

p′

Figure 6: Dressed diagram with two dashed propagators which corresponds to the

sum in Fig. 5.

We now consider the dressed diagram in Fig. 6 which we claim is equivalent to

the sum of shadow diagrams which gave (3.24). Applying the dressing rules we get

A(1)
3

= λ3

∫
dp dp′

∫
d3q dω (−π)

(
− 2i

∫ ∞

0

ds1
p

p2 + (s1 + k1)2
) (

− 2i

∫ ∞

0

ds2
p+ p′

(p+ p′)2 + (s2 + k3)2
)

×
( 1
π

1

ω2 + ~q2

)( 1
π

1

(ω + p)2 + (~q + ~k1)2

)( 1
π

1

(ω + p+ p′)2 + (~q + ~y12)2

)

= λ3

∫
dp dp′(−π)

(
− 2i

∫ ∞

0

ds1
p

p2 + (s1 + k1)2
) (

− 2i

∫ ∞

0

ds2
p + p′

(p+ p′)2 + (s2 + k3)2
)

×
1

π3

∫
d4L

1

L2(L+K1)2(L+K1 +K2)2

(3.25)
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where Lµ = (ω, ~q)µ, Kµ
1 = (p,~k1)

µ, and Kµ
2 = (p′, ~k2)µ. This matches (3.24) after

making the following replacements in that equation:

p1 → −p− ω,

p2 → p+ p′ + ω,

p3 → ω,

(3.26)

such that p3 + p1 → −p and p3 − p2 → −p− p′.

~k2

~k1~k3

z3 z1

z2

p3, ~q

p1, ~k1 + ~qp2, ~y12 + ~q

+

~k2

~k1~k3

z3 z1

z2

p3, ~q

p1, ~k1 + ~qp2, ~y12 + ~q

Figure 7: The two shadow diagrams in which every vertex is suppressed for the

three-point ring in conformally coupled φ3.

Finally, we consider the pair of shadow diagrams shown in Fig. 7, in which all

vertices are suppressed. From the shadow action (3.6) we get their sum as,

A(2)
3 = −ǫ3λ3

∫
d3q

∫ ∞

−∞
dp1 dp2 dp3

∫ ∞

0

dz1 dz2 dz3 (z1z2z3)
ǫ−1e−k1z1e−k2z2e−k3z3

×

(
cos
(
(p3 − p2)z3

)
cos
(
(p3 + p1)z1

)
cos
(
(p1 + p2)z2

)
)

×
1

p23 + ~q2
1

p21 + (~q + ~k1)2
1

p22 + (~q + ~y12)2
.

(3.27)

This time all three z integrals are divergent. Using (3.22), we obtain

A(2)
3 = −λ3

∫
d3q

∫ ∞

−∞
dp1 dp2 dp3

1

p23 + ~q2
1

p21 + (~q + ~k1)2

1

p22 + (~q + ~y12)2
. (3.28)
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~k2

~k1~k3

L

L+K1L+K1 +K2

p+ p′ p

p′

Figure 8: Dressed diagram with three dotted auxiliary propagators, which corre-

sponds to the sum in Figure 7 .

The equivalent dressed diagram is shown in Fig. 8 and the dressing rule gives

the following expression,

A(2)
3 =λ3

∫
dp dp′

∫
d3q dω(−π)(−π)(−π)

×

(
1

π

1

ω2 + ~q2

)(
1

π

1

(ω + p)2 + (~q + ~k2
1)

)(
1

π

1

(ω + p+ p′)2 + (~q + ~y12)2

)

= −λ3

∫
dp dp′

∫
d4L

1

L2(L+K1)2(L+K1 +K2)2

(3.29)

which agrees with after applying the variable shifts given in (3.26) to the former.

3.3 Massless theories

Here we focus on correlators of massless fields with φ3 and φ4 interactions. These

correlators exhibit IR divergences, which we will regulate using dimensional regular-

ization, setting the boundary dimension to be d = 3 + 2ǫ. For a simplified example

of applying IR-divergent dressing rules and performing all integrals, the interested

reader should see the supplementary Mathematica file available in [51]. For a deriva-

tion of the auxiliary propagators presented here, see appendix B.

Apart from the ǫ-dependence, the auxiliary propagators for these theories take

a similar form to those of conformally coupled φ3 except that they have nontrivial

numerators. We therefore define the following numerators:

Nv(s, {k}, {p}, ǫ) =
s−ǫ

aM

i+j=v∑

i,j=0

ajbis
3−i−j

Γ(4− i− j − ǫ)

(
(s+ kext) cos(

π

2
j) + ptot sin(

π

2
j)
)

(3.30)
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and

Ñv(s, {k}, {p}, ǫ) =
s−ǫ

aM

i+j=v∑

i,j=0

ajbis
3−i−j

Γ(4− i− j − ǫ)

(
ptot cos(

π

2
j)− (s+ kext) sin(

π

2
j)
)
,

(3.31)

where v is the valency of the interaction vertex,

aj =
∑

l1<...<lj

pl1 . . . plj , bj =
∑

l1<...<lj

kl1 . . . klj , (3.32)

and the p and k variables are energies of internal and external propagators attached

to the vertex, respectively. If a vertex has i bulk-boundary propagators and j bulk-

bulk propagators attached, bi+m = aj+m = 0 for m > 0. Moreover M is the number

of internal propagators at the vertex and

aM =

M∏

j=1

pj; aj = 0 if j > M. (3.33)

Using the above definitions, the auxiliary propagators for a massless φv theory

are

• dashed auxiliary propagator

ptot
= −2 cos(

π

2
ǫ)

∫ ∞

0

ds
Nv

p2tot + (s+ kext)2
, (3.34)

of which there can be any number.

• dotted auxiliary propagator7

ptot
= +2i sin

(
π

2
ǫ

)∫ ∞

0

ds
Ñv

p2tot + (s+ kext)2
, (3.35)

of which there must be an even number.

Note that the coefficient of the auxiliary propagator in (3.35) vanishes as ǫ → 0, but

this will be balanced by IR divergences coming from the s integral, giving a non-zero

finite contribution. On the other hand, the auxiliary propagator in (3.34) will give

rise to 1/ǫ terms, and therefore encodes IR divergences arising from the expansion

of spacetime.

7As in the conformally coupled case, one of the auxiliary propagators has a factor of i which

may seem unusual. The auxiliary propagators do not have a lagrangian description, hence the

normalisation has no physical significance. Rather, it is used to ensure the correct relative factors

between contributions to the same correlator, without having to introduce additional confusing

rules.
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The dressing rules for all the theories we consider are summarised in table 3.

Analogous dressing rules for the wavefunction are discussed in Appendix E. As shown

in the appendix, the dressing rules for the wave function contain denominators that

explicitly violate Lorentz invariance and hence are not as simple as the dressing

rules for in-in correlators8. We will conclude this section by illustrating the massless

dressing rules for a simple example and matching it with the shadow formalism.

Theory
Propagator

Type

Requires

an Even

Number?

Schematic Propagator Form

conformally

coupled φ4 Dashed No −2kext
p2tot+k2ext

conformally

coupled φ3 Dashed Yes 2i
∫∞
0

ds ptot
p2tot+(s+kext)2

Dotted No −π

massless

φ4 Dashed No −2 cos(π
2
ǫ)
∫∞
0

ds N4

p2tot+(s+kext)2

Dotted Yes 2i sin(π
2
ǫ)
∫∞
0

ds Ñ4

p2tot+(s+kext)2

massless

φ3 Dashed No −2 cos(π
2
ǫ)
∫∞
0

ds N3

p2tot+(s+kext)2

Dotted Yes 2i sin(π
2
ǫ)
∫∞
0

ds Ñ3

p2tot+(s+kext)2

Table 3: Schematic dressing rules for conformally coupled and massless φ3 and φ4.

In the massless theories, the numerators are polynomials in s, demonstrating IR

divergences. These are defined in (3.30) and (3.31).

For completeness, let us state the shadow action and subsequent Feynman rules

for massless φ3 and φ4 theory. Similarly to (3.6), we now set d = 3 + 2ǫ which gives

∆− = ǫ, and ∆+ = 3+ ǫ. Previously there were IR divergences only at intermediate

steps but the final result was finite. Here we shall see that the IR divergences persist

and are regulated by ǫ in the final result. Using these values in (2.5) with V (φ) = λ
v!
φv

8See [52] for a similar observation which pointed out that the poles of the in-in correlator overlap

with the poles of the S-matrix.
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gives the φ3 action,

L = (∂φ+)
2 − (∂φ−)

2 + λ cos

(
πǫ

2

)(
φ−φ

2
+ −

1

3
φ3
−
)

+ λ sin

(
πǫ

2

)(1
3
φ3
+ − φ−φ

2
+

)
.

(3.36)

with Feynman rules shown in Table 4. Similarly, the action for the massless φ4 theory

takes a similar form,

L = (∂φ+)
2 − (∂φ−)

2 −
λ cos

(
πǫ
2

)

2

(1
6
φ4
− − φ2

−φ
2
+ +

1

6
φ4
+

)

+
λ sin

(
πǫ
2

)

3

(
φ3
−φ+ − φ−φ

3
+

)
.

(3.37)

for which the Feynman rules are shown in Table 5. Note that we do not take ǫ → 0

at this step. Due to the IR divergences in this theory, subleading terms in cos(πǫ
2
)

and sin(πǫ
2
) can lead to finite contributions when one eventually expands in small ǫ.

Vertex (φ+)3 (φ+)2φ− φ+(φ−)2 (φ−)3

Factor −2λ sin
(
πǫ
2

)
2λ cos

(
πǫ
2

)
2λ sin

(
πǫ
2

)
−2λ cos

(
πǫ
2

)

Table 4: The Feynman vertex rules of massless φ3 in dimensional regularisation.

Vertex φ4
− φ3

−φ+ φ2
−φ

2
+ φ−φ3

+ φ4
+

Factor −2λ cos
(
πǫ
2

)
2λ sin

(
πǫ
2

)
2λ cos

(
πǫ
2

)
−2λ sin

(
πǫ
2

)
−2λ cos

(
πǫ
2

)

Table 5: The Feynman vertex rules of massless φ4 in dimensional regularisation.

Comparing the conformally coupled actions in (3.1) and (3.6) to the massless

actions in (3.36) and (3.37), we see that the φ− and φ+ fields have swapped roles.

For example, the φ3
− vertex is suppressed in the conformally coupled theory but

unsuppressed in the massless theory. Furthermore, the signs of the kinetic terms

have swapped between the two cases. This is why the rules governing the number of

dashed versus dotted auxiliary propagators given in Table 3 are opposite for massless

and conformally coupled theories.

Tree-level 3-point

Let us consider the tree-level 3-point correlator in massless φ3 theory. From the

Feynman rules in Table 4 we see that there is a single shadow diagram, which is

shown in Figure 9.
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~k3

~k1

~k2

(a) Shadow

~k3

~k1

~k2

p=0

(b) Dressed

Figure 9: The three-point contact diagram in massless φ3 from the shadow formal-

ism and the dressing rule.

Using (2.7) and the Feynman rule for the
(
φ−) 3 vertex in Table 4, we find

A3 = −2λ cos

(
πǫ

2

)∫
dz z−4+ǫ(1 + k1z)(1 + k2z)(1 + k3z)e

−ktz

= −2λ cos

(
πǫ

2

)∫
dz

3∑

i=0

biz
−4+i+ǫe−k123z.

(3.38)

Using (3.10) then gives

A3 = −2λ cos

(
πǫ

2

)∫ ∞

0

ds
3∑

i=0

1

s + k123

bis
3−i−ǫ

Γ(4− i− ǫ)
. (3.39)

On the other hand, if we consider the dressed diagram in Figure 9 with the auxiliary

propagator given by (3.30) and (3.34) with pj = 0 we obtain

A3 = λ
(
− 2 cos

(
πǫ

2

)∫ ∞

0

ds
3∑

i=0

1

(s+ k123)2
bis

3−i−ǫ

Γ(4− i− ǫ)
(s+ k123)

)
, (3.40)

which agrees with the result from shadow (3.39). We will explain how to evaluate this

integral and integrals for other massless tree-level diagrams in section 5. A general

derivation of the dressing rules for massless correlators is given in Appendix B.

4 Conformally coupled 5-point

To illustrate the power of the dressing rules, in this section we will compute for the

first time the tree-level 5-point in-in correlator in conformally coupled φ3 theory.
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The Feynman diagrams contributing to the corresponding 5-point amplitude have

three interactions vertices, and therefore according to the dressing rules we expect

to have four dressings for each flat space Feynman diagram. In particular, since

dashed auxiliary propagators must appear in pairs, we can dress a flat space Feynman

diagram with three dotted auxiliary propagators, or we can dress it in three different

ways with two dashed auxiliary propagators and one dotted auxiliary propagator.

The first dressed diagram we consider is

A(1)
5 ≡

~k2

~k1 ~k4

~k3

~k5

p1 p2

p1 p2
p1
−p2

=
λ3

π

∫ ∞

0

ds1 ds3

∫ ∞

−∞
dp1 dp2

p1
p21 + (s1 + k12)2

p2
p22 + (s3 + k34)2

1

p21 + y212

1

p22 + y234
= 0

(4.1)

where s1 is the variable associated to the left auxiliary propagator, and ~yij = ~ki+~kj.

This integral is zero because each p integrand is an odd function. The second dressed

diagram we consider is

A(2)
5 ≡

~k2

~k1 ~k4

~k3

~k5

p1 p2

p1 p2
p1
−p2

=
λ3

π

∫ ∞

0

ds2 ds3

∫ ∞

−∞
dp1 dp2

p1 − p2
(s2 + k5)2 + (p1 − p2)2

p2
(s3 + k34)2 + p22

1

p21 + y212

1

p22 + y234
(4.2)

which can be straightforwardly integrated as there are no IR divergences and the

form of the integral is similar to 4-pt function (see (3.13)).

The third diagram is related to the previous one by relabelling:

A(3)
5 ≡

~k2

~k1 ~k4

~k3

~k5

p1 p2

p1 p2
p1
−p2

= A(2)
5

∣∣∣∣∣
(12)↔(34)

. (4.3)
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Hence we do not need to evaluate another integral. The sum of these two diagrams

is

A(2)
5 +A(3)

5 =
λ3π

2y12y34

(
log

1− v−
u+

log(1− v− − u+) + log
1− u−
v+

log(1− u− − v+)

+ log(1− u− − v−) log
u+v+

(1− u−)(1− v−)

+ Li2
u−

1− v−
+ Li2

v−
1− u−

− Li2
v+

1− u−
− Li2

u+

1− v−

)

(4.4)

where u± and v± are analogues of the cross ratios at five-point, defined by

2k12 = k12345(u+ + u−), 2k34 = k12345(v+ + v−),

2y12 = k12345(u+ − u−), 2y34 = k12345(v+ − v−) .
(4.5)

The final diagram we consider has only trivial auxiliary propagators and is easily

evaluated:

A(4)
5 ≡

~k2

~k1 ~k4

~k3

~k5

p1 p2

p1 p2
p1
−p2

= −λ3π

∫ ∞

−∞
dp1 dp2

1

(p21 + y212)(p
2
2 + y234)

= −
λ3π3

y12y34
.

(4.6)

We see that although there were four diagrams, we only actually had to evaluate

two integrals, one of which was trivial. The total correlator is

A5 =
∑

i

A(i)
5 + perms

=
π

2y12y34

(
log

1− v−
u+

log(1− v− − u+) + log
1− u−
v+

log(1− u− − v+)

+ log(1− u− − v−) log
u+v+

(1− u−)(1− v−)

+ Li2
u−

1− v−
+ Li2

v−
1− u−

− Li2
v+

1− u−
− Li2

u+

1− v−
− 2π2

)
+ perms

(4.7)

where + perms means permutations over the external legs. We shall see section 6

that obtaining this result via the wavefunction is highly non-trivial, with large and
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complicated expressions vanishing in the analytic continuation. In particular, we

shall find that the in-in correlator has lower transcendentality than the wavefunction,

even at tree-level, and can be computed in a much simpler way by the dressing rules.

Note that one could have guessed the appearance of the dilogarithm before evaluating

the integral by the fact at most two non-trivial auxiliary propagators appear in any

diagram.

5 Comparison to Schwinger-Keldysh formalism

In this section we will compare the correlators obtained via dressing rules to the cor-

relators computed using Schwinger-Keldysh formalism, finding complete agreement,

irrespective of the presence of IR-divergences.

5.1 Propagators

The two kinds of fields in Schwinger-Keldysh will be referred to as the time-ordered

(T) and anti-time-ordered (A) fields. There are four kinds of bulk-bulk propaga-

tors which are often referred to as the Wightman functions. These are represented

as Λ
(∆)
TT (η, η

′;~k), Λ
(∆)
AA (η, η

′;~k), Λ
(∆)
AT (η, η

′;~k) and Λ
(∆)
TA (η, η

′;~k) with ∆ denoting the

conformal dimension of the exchanged fields. These arise via the Wick contractions

between the time-ordered and anti-time-ordered fields. Their explicit expressions are

given as

Λ
(∆)
TT (η, η

′;~k) = (ηη′)d/2
[
Θ(η − η′)H(2)

β (kη)H
(1)
β (kη′) + Θ(η′ − η)H

(2)
β (kη′)H(1)

β (kη)
]
,

Λ
(∆)
AA(η, η

′;~k) = (ηη′)d/2
[
Θ(η − η′)H(2)

β (kη′)H(1)
β (kη) + Θ(η′ − η)H

(2)
β (kη)H

(1)
β (kη′)

]
,

Λ
(∆)
TA (η, η

′;~k) = (ηη′)d/2
[
H

(2)
β (kη′)H(1)

β (kη)
]
,

Λ
(∆)
AT (η, η

′;~k) = (ηη′)d/2
[
H

(2)
β (kη)H

(1)
β (kη′)

]
,

(5.1)

where H is a Hankel function, ~k is the boundary momentum flowing through the

propagators, and

β2 =
d2

4
+ ∆(∆− d) . (5.2)

These will be denoted via the following diagrams

Λ
(∆)
TT (η, η

′;~k) =
∆

~k
η η′

, Λ
(∆)
AA(η, η

′;~k) =
∆

~k
η η′

,

Λ
(∆)
TA (η, η

′;~k) =
∆

~k
η η′

, Λ
(∆)
AT (η, η

′;~k) =
∆

~k
η η′

.
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The bulk-boundary propagators are obtained by taking a limit of the bulk-bulk

propagators. For example,

Λ
(∆)
T (η;~k) = lim

η′→0
η′β−d/2Λ

(β)
TT (η, η

′;~k) ∝ ηd/2H
(1)
β (kη),

Λ
(∆)
A (η;~k) = lim

η′→0
η′β−d/2Λ

(β)
AA(η, η

′;~k) ∝ ηd/2H
(2)
β (kη).

(5.3)

These are diagrammatically represented by

Λ
(∆)
T (η,~k) =

∆
, Λ

(∆)
A (η,~k) =

∆
.

We consider the three- and four-point functions for theories consisting of massless

fields. For these fields with d = 3 and β = 3
2
, and the bulk-boundary propagators

take the following form:

Λ
(2)
T (η;~k) = ηeikη, Λ

(2)
A (η;~k) = ηe−ikη,

Λ
(3)
T (η;~k) = (1− iηk)eiηk, Λ

(3)
A (η;~k) = (1 + iηk)e−iηk .

(5.4)

Note that we are dropping an overall normalisation kd−2∆− in order to match the

convention used in the previous section. The bulk-bulk propagators are

Λ
(3)
TT (η, η

′;~k) =
[
Θ(η − η′)(1 + ikη)(1− ikη′)e−ik(η−η′) +Θ(η′ − η)(1− ikη)(1 + ikη′)eik(η−η′)

]
,

Λ
(3)
AA(η, η

′;~k) =
[
Θ(η − η′)(1 + ikη′)(1− ikη)eik(η−η′) +Θ(η′ − η)(1 + ikη)(1− ikη′)e−ik(η−η′)

]
,

Λ
(3)
TA(η, η

′;~k) = (1 + ikη′)(1− ikη)eik(η−η′) ,

Λ
(3)
AT (η, η

′;~k) = (1− ikη′)(1 + ikη)e−ik(η−η′) .

(5.5)

5.2 Massless φ3 3-point

Using the Schwinger-Keldysh propagators and vertex rules, we obtain the following

A3 =

3 3 3

+

3 3 3

= −iλ

∫ 0

−∞

dη

η4
ηǫ

[
Λ

(3)
TT (η;

~k1)Λ
(3)
TT (η;

~k2)Λ
(3)
TT (η;

~k3)− Λ
(3)
AA(η;

~k1)Λ
(3)
AA(η;

~k2)Λ
(3)
AA(η;

~k3)

]

= −
λ

3ǫ
k123c +

λ

3

[
k123c (γE + log k123 − 1)−

1

3
k3
123 + 3k1k2k3

]
,

(5.6)

where we introduce the notation

k12···nc = k3
1 + k3

2 + · · ·+ k3
n . (5.7)
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We use the same dimensional regularization9 scheme as previous sections and, as will

be shown below, the answer matches with the result obtained via dressing rules.

Using the dressing rules given in section 3, there is only one diagram to consider,

~k3

~k1

~k2

= −2λ

∫ ∞

0

ds
3∑

i=0

1

s+ k123

bis
3−i−ǫ

Γ(4− i− ǫ)
(5.8)

where the bi’s are defined in (3.32). For this case we get

b0 = 1, b1 = k123, b2 = k1k2 + k1k3 + k2k3, b3 = k1k2k3 . (5.9)

We may evaluate the s-integral directly to obtain

(5.8) = 2λ

3∑

i=0

bik
3−i−ǫ
123 π cosec(π(i+ ǫ))

Γ(4− i− ǫ)
. (5.10)

One may then easily expand in small ǫ and perform the sum to find that it agrees

with (5.6) up to an unimportant normalisation factor. The divergent term in (5.10)

is

3∑

i=0

(−1)i
bib

3−i
1

(3− i)!ǫ
= −

b31 − 3b1b2 + 3b3
3ǫ

. (5.11)

Substituting in the values of bi in terms of external energies reduces the numerator

to k123c. We note that the divergent piece indeed agrees with that obtained using

cutoff regularisation, for example using eqs. (3.8) and (2.22)of [53], if one associates
1
ǫ

with a logarithm of the cutoff.

9The deformation of ∆± and d enters the propagators only via powers of η, in analogy with

(2.7). Furthermore, the arguments of the logarithms can be made dimensionless by accounting for

the scale introduced by the regulator, which we suppress.
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5.3 Massless φ4 4-point

The computation of the four point function proceeds in a similar way.

A4 =

3 3 3 3

+

3 3 3 3

= −iλ

∫ 0

−∞

dη

η4
ηǫ

[
Λ

(3)
TT (η;

~k1) · · ·Λ
(3)
TT (η;

~k4)− Λ
(3)
AA(η;

~k1) · · ·Λ
(3)
AA(η;

~k4)

]

= −
λ

3

(k1234c
ǫ

+
(
1− γE − log(k1234)

)
k1234c +

k3
1234

3
− 3

∑

i<j<l

kikjkl +
3k1k2k3k4

k1234

)
.

(5.12)

From the dressing rule perspective the four-point contact calculation is very similar

to the three-point. The dressed diagram is

= −2λ

∫ ∞

0

ds
4∑

i=0

bis
3−i−ǫ

Γ(4− i− ǫ)(s + k1234)
. (5.13)

By performing the integral manner similar to (5.8) we find that this agrees with

(5.12). Furthermore, the leading divergence again agrees with the cutoff result; see

eqs. (3.7) and (2.22) of [53].

5.4 Massless φ3 4-point

We now evaluate tree-level exchange graphs using Schwinger-Keldysh and compare

them with the expressions using the dressing rules. This also requires us to use

explicit expressions for the bulk-bulk propagators given in (5.5). The four diagrams

contributing to the correlator are

A4 =
3

3 3 3 3

+
3

3 3 3 3

+
3

3 3 3 3

+
3

3 3 3 3
(5.14)
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Using the techniques described in Appendix C, we can evaluate the integrals appear-

ing in these diagrams to obtain

A4 = −
1

ǫ2
k1234cy

3
12 + 2k12ck34c
y312

+
1

ǫy312

[
−
(
y212 + k3k4

)
k34k12c −

(
y212 + k1k2

)
k12k34c −

8

3
k34ck12c −

y12Ek12ck34c
k12k34

−
7

6
y312 (k12c + k34c) +

(
k12c + y312

)
k34c log(k12 + y12) +

(
k34c + y312

)
k12c log(k34 + y12)

+ γE
{
y312 (k12c + k34c) + 2k12ck34c

}
]
+O(ǫ0),

(5.15)

where we have only quoted the divergent parts. The finite part can be found in

Appendix C.2.

Next we consider how one would obtain this result from the dressing rules. As

in the conformally coupled case, there are two possible dressed diagrams. The first

is

~k1

~k2 ~k3

~k4

p, ~y12

p p

=
4λ2 cos2(π

2
ǫ)

π

∫ ∞

0

ds1 ds2

∫ ∞

−∞
dp

1

p2
N3(s1; k1, k2; p)

p2 + (s1 + k12)2
N3(s2; k3, k4; p)

p2 + (s2 + k34)2
1

p2 + ~y212
,

(5.16)

which will give the bulk of the structure, including all of the divergent pieces, log-

arithms, and dilogarithms in the finite piece. N3 in the above is defined in (3.30).

The p integral can be evaluated by summing over the residues of poles in the upper

half plane (note that the pole at p = 0 is not included in the contour. See Appendix

A for more details). We are then left with integrals over s parameters. See appendix

C and the Mathematica code in [51] for a discussion of how to evaluate integrals of

this form. Note that the finite piece has a transcendentality two, as expected since

the dressed diagram has two dashed auxiliary propagators.

As in the conformally coupled case, the diagram with dotted propagators pro-

vides a finite contribution to the correlator. The diagram and its integral expression

are:
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~k1

~k2 ~k3

~k4

p, ~y12

p p

=
λ2 sin2(π

2
ǫ)

π

∫ ∞

0

ds1 ds2

∫ ∞

−∞
dp

1

p2
Ñ3(s1; k1, k2; p)

p2 + (s1 + k12)2
Ñ3(s2; k3, k4; p)

p2 + (s2 + k34)2
1

p2 + y212
.

(5.17)

where Ñ3 is defined in (3.31). Using the method of Appendix C, we find that this

diagram is given by

(5.17) = 2π2(2y312 + k1234c) +O(ǫ), (5.18)

which is finite. In contrast to the finite part of (5.16), this diagram does not con-

tribute any terms of transcendental weight two. This further reinforces the observa-

tion that one can read off the transcendentality of tree-level correlators by counting

the number of dashed auxiliary propagators, even in the massless case.

The sum of these diagrams matches the result obtained from the Schwinger-

Keldysh formalism in (5.14). Hence, there is complete agreement between regularized

correlators evaluated via dressing rules and the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism.

6 Comparison to wavefunction formalism

We review the computation of cosmological correlators from cosmological wavefunc-

tions [8]. As reviewed in (2.2), this is defined by the following path integral:

An =

∫
Dφ|Ψ[φ]|2φ(~k1) · · ·φ(~kn)∫

Dφ|Ψ[φ]|2
, (6.1)

where φ(~k) denotes field insertions at I+ in dS. The coefficients of the wavefunction

Ψ[φ] in (2.3) can be computed by analytically continuing Witten diagrams in AdS
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[6, 9, 10]. Plugging (2.3) into (6.1), the correlator is given as

A2 =
1

ReΨ2(~k)
,

A3 =
ReΨ3(~k1, ~k2, ~k3)

ReΨ2(~k1)ReΨ2(~k2)ReΨ2(~k3)
,

A4 =
1

ReΨ2(~k1) · · ·ReΨ2(~k4)

{
ReΨ4(~k1, · · · , ~k4)

+
ReΨ3(~k1, ~k2, ~k1 + ~k2)ReΨ3(~k3, ~k4,−~k1 − ~k2)

ReΨ2(~k1 + ~k2)
+ (1 ↔ 4) + (1 ↔ 3)

}
,

(6.2)

with similar expressions at higher points. In this section we match various correlators

obtained via the wavefunction formalism and the dressing rules. We also demonstrate

the simplicity of the cosmological correlator compared to the wavefunction coefficient

at five points in the conformally coupled φ3 theory and explain how this simplicity

extends to any odd point function at tree level (see section 6.2).

6.1 Conformally coupled φ3 4-point

First we review the 4-point in-in correlator in conformally coupled φ3 theory obtained

from the wavefunction [21] and show how it relates to the result obtained from

dressing rules. The wavefunction can be computed from the following propagators

in AdS:

B 1

2

(z, k) = z3/2K1/2(kz),

G 1

2

(z1, z2, k) =
(z1z2)

3/2

2k

[
Θ(z1 − z2)K 1

2

(kz1)I 1

2

(kz2) + Θ(z2 − z1)I 1

2

(kz2)K 1

2

(kz1)
]
.

(6.3)

We can then obtain the wavefunction in dS by performing the following analytical

continuation:

lAdS → ildS , k → −ik . (6.4)

Since we have set lAdS = 1, the first analytical continuation can be absorbed by

simply analytically continuing the coupling constant, λ → iλ. Having performed

the integrals and the analytical continuation we obtain the following expressions for

Ψ3(~k1, ~k2, ~k3) and the s-channel contribution to Ψ4(~k1, · · · , ~k4):

Ψ
(s)
4 =

1

2y12

[
Li2

(
k34 − y12
k1234

)
+ Li2

(
k12 − y12
k1234

)
+ log

k12 + y12
k1234

log
k34 + y12
k1234

−
π2

6

]
,

Ψ3 = −i
[1
ǫ
+ log(ik123)

]
,

(6.5)
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where ǫ is the regularization parameter. The expressions for other channels can be

obtained by exchanging the momenta. To compute the cosmological correlator we

require the real part of the wavefunction coefficients

ReΨ
(s)
4 =

1

2y12

[
Li2

(
k34 − y12
k1234

)
+ Li2

(
k12 − y12
k1234

)
+ log

k12 + y12
k1234

log
k34 + y12
k1234

−
π2

6

]
,

ReΨ3 =
π

2
.

(6.6)

Note that Ψ3 is divergent but upon computing the real part, the divergence cancels

out and the only contribution we receive is from the discontinuity in the logarithm,

as given in (6.6). We will see a higher-point analogue of this mechanism in section

6.2.

The real part of the 2-point wavefunction coefficient is given by

ReΨ2(~k) = k. (6.7)

Using the above formulae and (6.2) we obtain the familiar expression for the 4-point

cosmological correlator

A4 =
1

2y12

[
Li2

(
k34 − y12
k1234

)
+ Li2

(
k12 − y12
k1234

)
+ log

k12 + y12
k1234

log
k34 + y12
k1234

+
π2

3

]
.

(6.8)

By comparing with the computation via dressing rules in section 3.2 we see that

ReΨ
(s)
4 matches the diagram with two dashed auxiliary propagators whereas ReΨ

(s)
3 ReΨ

(s)
3

matches the diagram with two dotted auxiliary propagators.

6.2 Conformally coupled φ3 5-point

The five point correlator in φ3 theory can be expressed in terms of the wavefunction

coefficients by using the path integral representation given in (6.1),

A5 = ReΨ5(~k1, · · · , ~k5)

+
∑

{π}

ReΨ4(~kπ1
, ~kπ2

, ~kπ3
, ~yπ1π2

)ReΨ3(−~yπ1π2
, ~kπ4

, ~kπ5
)

ReΨ2(~yπ1π2
)

+
∑

{π}

ReΨ3(~kπ1
, ~kπ2

, ~yπ1π2
)ReΨ3(−~yπ1π2

, ~yπ4π5
, ~kπ3

)ReΨ3(−~yπ4,π5
, ~kπ4

, ~kπ5
)

ReΨ2(~yπ1π2
)ReΨ2(~yπ4π5

)
,

(6.9)

where ~yπ1π2
= ~kπ1

+~kπ2
and the sum is over various permutation of momenta denoting

different channels.

The wavefunction coefficients appearing in the final answer have been previously

computed [21, 54] and can be expressed in terms of polylogs with maximal weight
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3. In particular, Ψ3 and Ψ4 are computed in section 6.1 and Ψ5 is given in equation

5.8 of [54] and is computed using symbols [55]. This corresponds to the following

Witten diagram

Ψ5 =

~k1

~k2 ~k3

~k4

~k5

+ perms (6.10)

with perms denoting the sum over other channels obtained by exchanging the mo-

menta. The final result of this diagram involves polylogs of weight 3, namely, Li3,

Li2 Li1 and Li31 along with polylogs of lower weight. In particular, it can be checked

that the part of the answer that contains Li3 simplifies to

Ψ5 = −iλ3
∑

a,b=±
(−1)ab

(
Li3(1−

1− va
ub

) + Li3(1−
1− ub

va
) + Li3(1−

(1− va)(1− ub)

ubva
)
)
+ · · · ,

(6.11)

where the factor of i appears via the analytical continuation described in (6.4), v±, u±
are defined in (4.5), and · · · denote the other terms in the answer, which contain

polylogs of lower weight (see equation 5.8 of [35] for the complete expression). The

coefficients of the other weight 3 polylogs (i.e., Li2 Li1 and Li31) also contain an overall

factor of iλ3.

Since the wavefunction contains functions with transcendentality weight three,

one would naively expect the cosmological correlator to also have such functions.

However, the correlator obtained in section 4 was found to contain functions of

maximum weight two. This can be understood as follows. Note that for physical

momenta we have 1−va
ub

, 1−ub

va
> 0, which ensures that the arguments of Li3 in (6.11)

are < 1 and hence evaluate to real values. A similar statement is also true for the

other polylogs of weight 3, i.e., Li2Li1 and Li31. Since each of these polylogs have

an imaginary coefficient, iλ3, upon computing ReΨ5, polylogs of weight 3 drop out!

A similar simplification was also found for the 3-point function in equation (6.6)

where the contribution to the in-in correlator appeared from the discontinuity of log

in equation (6.5). The relative simplicity of the three and five-point tree-level in-in

correlators compared to wavefunction coefficients can be easily understood from the

dressing rules given in Section 4. Similar simplicity extends to all odd-point functions

at tree-level.
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6.3 Massless 2-point

Next we consider massless two-point functions and use the dressing rules to reproduce

previous results obtained using more conventional methods. In doing so, we will

see how free correlators arise from the dressing rules. We will also consider a 1-

loop example, and show that the dressing rules reproduce all of the expected IR

divergences.

Free 2-point function

The free 2-point wavefunction for massless scalar fields was computed in [6] by in-

serting two bulk-to-boundary propagators into the action and putting a cut-off in

conformal time to regulate an IR divergence. While the divergence can be removed

by adding a local counterterm in the CFT, it is imaginary and cancels out when

computing the 2-point in-in correlator, which is obtained by taking the real part of

the wavefunction and inverting it. The resulting expression is proportional to k−3,

where k is the energy of the external legs.

This result can be trivially obtained from the dressing rules in the following way.

We first start with a trivial Feynman diagram in flat space which has no interaction

vertices and a single external leg, which gives a factor of 1. The lack of vertices means

there are no auxiliary propagators to attach. We then recall from section 2.1 that

we must restore a factor of η
∆−

0 k2∆−−d for each external leg in order to obtain the

in-in correlator. In the present case, ∆− = 0 which yields Afree
2 = k−3, as expected.

Using similar reasoning, we find that the free 2-point correlator in the conformally

coupled case is proportional to 1/k, in agreement with standard results.

To understand why we consider a Feynman diagram with only a single leg,

note that we can compute the free 2-point correlator by starting with a single bulk-

boundary propagator and dragging the other end to the boundary, as depicted below.

Figure 10: Free 2-point function

Massless φ4 tadpole

Let us now consider the 1-loop 2-point correlator in massless φ4 theory, which can

be derived from the dressed flat space diagram in Fig. 11. In equation (3.15) of [53],
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~k ~k

ptot = 0

Figure 11: Dressed tadpole diagram.

the leading IR divergence of this diagram using a cutoff was found to be

A2 ∼
λ

k3
log(kLIR) log(−2kη0) + · · · , (6.12)

where LIR is the loop momentum cutoff and η0 encodes the end of inflation. The

dressing rules explicitly use dimensional regularisation, so to compare to this result

we make the association log(#η0) ∼
1
ǫ
.

The integral to be performed from the dressing rules in section 3.3 is

λ

∫
dp

∫

LIR

d3y

πp2(p2 + ~y2)

∞∫

0

dss−ǫ

s+ 2k

×

(
k2p2

sΓ(−ǫ)
+

k2s

Γ(2− ǫ)
+

2kp2

Γ(1− ǫ)
+

2ks2

Γ(3− ǫ)
+

p2s

Γ(2− ǫ)
+

s3

Γ(4− ǫ)

)
.

(6.13)

Note that this is both UV and IR divergent. The UV divergence can be regulated

using a UV cutoff or analytic regularisation (see Appendix A.2 for more details

on the latter), but we will neglect this divergence for simplicity. Performing the p

integral via residues and regulating the ~y integral with a cutoff then gives the leading

divergence

∼ λ
k3 log(kLIR)

ǫ
, (6.14)

which matches (6.12) after restoring a factor of k2∆−−d for each external leg.

6.4 Massless φ3 4-point

Let us now compute the 4-point tree-level correlator in massless φ3 theory from

the wavefunction and compare it to the dressing rules. For this purpose, we need to

compute 3-point contact diagrams and 4-point exchange diagrams using the following

propagators:

B 3

2

(z, k) = z3/2K3/2(kz),

G 3

2

(z1, z2, k) =
1

2k
(z1z2)

3/2
[
Θ(z1 − z2)K 3

2

(kz1)I 3

2

(kz2) + Θ(z2 − z1)I 3

2

(kz2)K 3

2

(kz1)
]
.

(6.15)
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The integrals that arise from these diagrams are discussed in Appendix C. Since the

expressions for the final results are long, we have presented them in Appendix C.3

and only quote the leading divergent part here:

Ψ
(s)
4 =

~k1

~k2

~k4

~k3

= −
1

ǫ2
(2y312 + k1234c) +O

(
1

ǫ

)
, (6.16)

ReΨ
(s)
3 ReΨ

(s)
3 = −

1

ǫ2
(
y312 + k12c

) (
y312 + k34c

)
+O

(
1

ǫ

)
, (6.17)

where Ψ
(s)
3 is given by the following Witten diagram:

Ψ
(s)
3 =

~k1

~k2

~k12

By combining (6.16) and (6.17) according to (6.2) and summing over channels, we

find an exact agreement with the computations via the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism

and the dressing rules described in section 5.4. See the Mathematica notebook in

[51] for details.

7 Conclusions

The main purpose of this paper was to formulate a set of dressing rules which, when

applied to flat space Feynman diagrams, calculate cosmological correlators on de

Sitter space. We derived these rules from the shadow formalism and compared them

to the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism as well as the definition of in-in correlators ob-

tained from squaring the wavefunction for many explicit examples. In essence, these

rules allow us to express cosmological correlators in terms of flat space Feynman

integrals with certain theory-dependent auxiliary propagators attached to each ver-

tex. After integrating over the energies flowing through the auxiliary propagators,

the transcendentality of the in-in correlator can become greater than that of the flat

space Feynman integral.

Remarkably, in all the examples where we have been able to carry out the inte-

grals, we find that the transcendentality of the in-in correlator is given by that of the
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flat space Feynman diagrams plus the number of non-trivial auxiliary propagators 10.

By non-trivial, we mean an auxiliary propagator that involves an s-integral that gives

rise to a logarithm of kinematic variables (for more details see Table 3). In order to

demonstrate the advantage of the dressing rules over more conventional approaches,

we obtained a closed expression for the tree-level five-point correlator in conformally

coupled φ3 theory, which to our knowledge was not previously computed. In contrast

to the five-point wavefunction coefficient which contains trilogarithms [35], we find

that the in-in correlator contains at most dilogarithms and is therefore a substan-

tially simpler function. Moreover, this property can be immediately inferred from the

dressing rules, since it arises from attaching two non-trivial propagators to tree-level

Feynman diagrams implying that it has transcendentality two.

Similar dressing rules can also be derived for massless scalar theories. In this

case, the correlators exhibit IR divergences which we regulate by dimensional reg-

ularization and a closely-related regulator that preserves the de Sitter isometries.

For such theories, the auxiliary propagators encode the IR divergences arising from

the de Sitter expansion and have a more intricate form because they are regulator-

dependent. Nevertheless, we find that the transcendentality can once again be read

off from the number of auxiliary propagators attached to the flat space Feynman

diagrams and we confirm that our results are consistent with the Schwinger-Keldysh

and the Wave function approach, reproducing both the correct IR divergences and

finite parts.

There are a number of future directions:

• By giving a simple recipe to express cosmological correlators in terms of stan-

dard flat space Feynman integrals, the dressing rules in principle allow one to

import tools from the study of flat space amplitudes, such as unitarity meth-

ods. An immediate task would be to generalise the optical theorem recently

derived for wavefunction coefficients in [17] to in-in correlators. Indeed, from

the dressing rules one can see that in-in correlators will inherit all the usual dis-

continuities of flat space scattering amplitudes plus additional discontinuities

arising from auxiliary propagators. Cuts of IR finite in-in correlators were re-

cently studied in [32, 56, 57]. It would therefore be interesting to see how these

results arise from dressing rules and generalize them to IR divergent cases.

Moreover, it would be intersting to see how the approach developed in this

paper relates to recent methods based on differential equations [23, 58–60].

• Another important question is how to carry our renormalization in our frame-

work. Since UV divergences probe short distances they are essentially the same

as those of flat space, so there is a natural proposal to renormalize them: simply

10Here we are using a more refined notion of transcendentality which refers to the functional form

of the correlator rather than overall factors of π.
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apply the dressing rules to the flat space counterterms needed to cancel the UV

divergences of flat space Feynman diagrams. IR divergences are more subtle

to deal with, however. Various approaches have been proposed to treat them

including holographic renormalization [61], the stochastic formalism [62–64],

and other approaches [38, 65, 66]. We leave a systematic understanding of how

to treat IR divergences using the dressing rules for future work.

• Another direction would be to extend the dressing rules to spinning correlators

[11, 67–72]. If it is possible to recast gluon and graviton in-in correlators in

terms of flat space Feynman diagrams as we have done for scalar correlators,

the double copy relating gluon to graviton amplitudes in flat space [73] would

be directly inherited by in-in correlators via the dressing rules. Note that there

has been a great deal of recent progress on the double copy for wavefunction

coefficients in de Sitter space [74–85] so it would be interesting to develop a

similar understanding for in-in correlators.

• Finally, it would be interesting to generalize this story to more generic space-

times in order to clarify the physical significance of the dressing rules. In

general, one could imagine that flat space observables can be lifted to observ-

ables in more generic spacetimes by adding auxiliary propagators that encode

the broken symmetries. A concrete target would be to look at inflationary

spacetimes where a subset of the de Sitter isometries is broken, in particular

boosts [86–88]. It would be interesting to see if correlators in such backgrounds

can be obtained by dressing flat space diagrams with spinning auxiliary prop-

agators. Moreover it would be interesting to extend the dressing rules to more

general masses and interactions.

We hope to report further on these directions in the future.
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A Derivation of propagators

In this appendix we review the derivation of the propagators in AdS and the form of

the representation used in the paper. Our discussion follows [89] while several papers

have discussed a similar representation [49, 90].

The Lagrangian for a free minimally coupled scalar field in Euclidean AdS4 of

mass m is given as

L =
1

2
gαβ∂αφ∂βφ−

1

2
m2φ2 , (A.1)

where the metric is that of Poincare AdS. Due to the translational invariance along

the boundary direction, the field can be decomposed in terms of the Fourier modes

φ(z, ~x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
ei
~k·~xφ(z,~k) . (A.2)

The equation of motion for the field φ is

z4∂z
(
z−2∂zφ

)
− (z2k2 +m2)φ = 0 . (A.3)

This differential equation is solved by any linear combination of Bessel functions, for

example,

φ(z,~k) = c1z
3/2Jν(ikz) + c2z

3/2Yν(ikz) , (A.4)

where ν =
√
9+4m2

2
≡ ∆ − 3

2
and c1, c2 are constants of integration. These constants

can be fixed by demanding the solution is regular as z → ∞ which leads to c2 = ic1.

This linear combination then gives the well-known solution in terms of the modified

Bessel function of the second kind,

φ(z,~k) = z3/2Kν(kz) , (A.5)

where we have set the normalization constant to 1. This is recognized as the bulk-

boundary propagator.

We normalize the bulk-bulk propagator in Fourier space G(z, z′;~k) such that it

satisfies the following differential equation
{
z4∂z

(
z−2∂z

)
− (z2k2 +m2)

}
Gν(z, z

′;~k) = sin (πν) z4δ(z − z′) . (A.6)
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This unconventional normalization is chosen for this to work for fields with ghost-like

kinetic terms (for example, the shadow field discussed in section 3). This second-

order differential equation can be solved using the traditional methods by analyzing

the solutions for z > z′ and z < z′ and then demanding that the solution is continuous

and differentiable at z = z′. The boundary condition at z = 0 is chosen such that the

Green function falls off as z∆ as z → 0. This uniquely fixes the form of the solution

∀ ν ∈ R to be

Gν(z, z
′;~k) = − sin (πν) (zz′)3/2

{
Θ(z − z′)Kν(kz)Iν(kz

′) + Θ(z′ − z)Iν(kz)Kν(kz
′)

}
.

(A.7)

where Iν is the modified Bessel function of the first kind. This equation is valid for

all values of ν. Note that for a field with scaling dimension ∆ its shadow has the

scaling dimension d−∆ and the formula above is applicable for both11. This form of

the propagator is often useful for deriving several recursion relations (see for example

[12, 72]). By using the bulk-bulk and bulk-boundary propagators we evaluate the

correlation functions via the extrapolate dictionary [91].

A.1 Spectral representation

The alternate form for the propagator A.7, used in section 3 of the paper, can be

obtained by using the closure relation for the Bessel function which is given as,
∫ ∞

0

xJα(ux)Jα(vx) =
1

u
δ(u− v) , (A.8)

where α ≥ −1
2

and u, v ∈ R [92]. Using this relation it is easy to verify that the

Green function in equation (A.6) admits the following integral representation

Gν(z, z
′;~k) = − sin (πν) (zz′)3/2

∫ ∞

0

dp
pJν(pz)Jν(pz

′)

p2 + k2
, (A.9)

which is sometimes known as the spectral representation of the Green function. Since

the closure relation is valid for α ≥ −1
2
, this means that the form of the propagator

(A.9) is also valid for ν ≥ −1
2
. This range includes the conformally coupled scalar

and the massless scalars (the two main fields discussed in the paper). However, the

shadow field corresponding to the massless scalar has ν = −3
2

which falls outside the

range of validity in equation (A.8). This can be seen by explicitly expanding the

Bessel functions J− 3

2

(pz)J− 3

2

(pz′) , which gives

∫ ∞

0

dpJ− 3

2

(pz)J− 3

2

(pz′) =
2

π

∫ ∞

0

dp

p2

(
cos(pz) + pz sin(pz)

)(
cos(pz′) + pz′ sin(pz′)

)

(A.10)

11For the range of scaling dimensions considered in this paper, the shadow fields satisfy Neumann

boundary conditions.
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and this has an extra pole at p = 0 which naively makes the integral on the contour

above divergent. However this divergence can be avoided by choosing a different

contour. For example, by considering the principle value of the integral, we obtain

a finite result that agrees with the form of the Green function given in (A.7). Hence

the formula in (A.9) can be extended to all real ν by choosing the following contour,

Gν(z, z
′;~k) = − sin (πν) (zz′)3/2 p.v.

∫ ∞

0

dpp
Jν(pz)Jν(pz

′)

p2 + k2
, (A.11)

where p.v. denotes the principle value of the integral which is defined as,

p.v.

∫ ∞

0

dxf(x) = lim
δ→0

∫ ∞

δ

dxf(x) . (A.12)

By modifying the contour this way, the integral can be performed for ν = −3
2

using

the method of residues where the p.v. prescription ensures that the pole at p = 0

is avoided. In practice, while computing the p integral over rational functions this

contour is equivalent to computing residues by avoiding the pole at p = 0. This

recovers the form of the propagator given in (A.7).

It is sometimes convenient to use an alternate form which avoids this notation

by rewriting (A.11) as,

Gν(z, z
′;~k) = − sin (πν) (zz′)3/2

∫ ∞

0

dp

p

{
1− lim

p→0

} p2

p2 + k2
Jν(pz)Jν(pz

′) , (A.13)

which is valid for ν ≥ −3/2 since for any ν > −3
2

the second term in the curly

bracket vanishes and for ν = −3/2 it recovers the propagator given in (A.7).

A.2 Analytic regularization

Correlators evaluated using the propagators in the previous section generally break

conformal invariance. This was noticed in [31] while evaluating correlators at loop

level for theories without any IR divergence (eg: φ4 theory with φ being a conformally

coupled scalar). However for theories involving massless scalars, one encounters

IR divergences even at tree-level [93, 94] and by regulating the divergence using

schemes such as dimensional regularization (dimreg) or hard-cutoff regularization

breaks conformal invariance. This means that the correlators no longer satisfy the

conformal ward identities due to the presence of an extra scale introduced via the

regularization procedure. In hard cutoff scheme the scale is explicitly introduced via

the cutoff and in dimensional regularization this is introduced via the change of the

coupling constant (see equation (5.6) for an example at 3-points). Thus to preserve

conformal invariance, it is necessary to use a regularization scheme that avoids this

issue and one such proposal for correlators in momentum space was given in [31] and

is known as analytic regularization.
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For bulk-bulk propagators in AdS, this involves deforming the propagator given

in (A.11) to

Greg
ν (z, z′;~k) = sin (πν) (zz′)3/2−ǫ p.v.

∫ ∞

0

dpp
Jν(pz)Jν(pz

′)

(p2 + k2)1+ǫ
, (A.14)

where ǫ is the regulator. This representation of the bulk-bulk propagator was used

to perform integrals for the conformally coupled scalar in [31] which required the

presence of the regulator in the denominator above for regulating the loop integrals.

However for diagrams with IR divergence, the factor of ǫ present in the powers of

z, z′ are also important for preserving conformal invariance. This propagator can be

viewed as arising from an effective Lagrangian of the form

Leff ∼
1

2

∫
dzd3x

z−2ǫ
φ
(1
z
(∂2

z +
~∂2)1+ǫ1

z

)
φ , (A.15)

and we refer the reader to section 5 of [31] for more details. The bulk-boundary

propagator can be obtained by taking the z′ → 0 limit of (A.14), which results in

Bν(z,~k) = z3/2
2−ν−ǫkν−ǫ sin (πν)

Γ(1 + ǫ)Γ(1 + ν)
Kν−ǫ(kz) , (A.16)

where we use Bν(z,~k) to denote the bulk-boundary propagator.

A similar modification can be performed for the Schwinger-Keldysh propagators

given in section 5 for them to preserve conformal invariance.

Λ
(∆)reg
TT = (η1η2)

3/2−ǫ p.v.

∫ ∞

−∞
dpp

H
(2)
β (pη)H

(1)
β (pη′)

(p2 − k2 − iǫ)1+ǫ
,

Λ
(∆)reg
AA = (η1η2)

3/2−ǫ p.v.

∫ ∞

−∞
dpp

H
(2)
β (pη′)H(1)

β (pη)

(p2 − k2 − iǫ)1+ǫ
,

Λ
(∆)reg
TA = (η1η2)

3/2−ǫ

∫

C1
dpp

H
(2)
β (pη)H

(1)
β (pη)

(p2 − k2)1+ǫ
,

Λ
(∆)reg
AT = (η1η2)

3/2−ǫ

∫

C2
dpp

H
(2)
β (pη)H

(1)
β (pη)

(p2 − k2)1+ǫ
,

(A.17)

where p.v. denotes the principle value prescription as given in equation (A.12) and
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the contours C1 C2 in the last two terms are given below

××

k−k

C1C2

∠p

(A.18)

A.3 dS-invariant IR regularisation

Conformally coupled fields

The propagators described in the previous section can be implemented in the dress-

ing rule. For the dashed propagators, there exists a very simple modification for

conformally coupled fields. For example, for the φ4 theory we have [31],

Gcc φ4

aux (p; k) =
Γ(1 + ǫ)

2

(
(k + ip)−ǫ−1 + (k − ip)−ǫ−1

)

=

∫ ∞

0

dss−ǫ−1

∫ ∞

0

dz cos(pz)e−(k+s)z =

∫ ∞

0

dss−ǫ−1 (k + s)

p2 + (k + s)2
.

(A.19)

In the ǫ → 0 limit this reduces to the form of the propagator given in section 3

lim
ǫ→0

Gcc φ4

aux (p; k) =
1

2

(
(k + ip)ǫ−1 + (k − ip)ǫ−1

)
=

k

k2 + p2
+O(ǫ) . (A.20)

This shows how the s−integral representation is useful for obtaining a form of the

propagator consistent with the conformal ward identities. As mentioned in section 3,

for cc φ4 theory there is no other propagator. For the other theories considered in the

paper we provide the s-integral representation which allows one to obtain expressions

consistent with the ward identity.

Massless fields

When the fields are massless, IR divergences can also emerge from the loop momen-

tum integration. We saw in section 6.3 that these can be dealt with by a cutoff, but

it is also possible to use the analytic regulator. This is implemented by shifting each

flat-space propagator

1

p2 + ~y2
→

1

(p2 + ~y2)1+ǫ
. (A.21)
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For the example of the two-point tadpole in φ4, (6.12) becomes

∼
k3

ǫ2
, (A.22)

as one might have expected. The loop IR divergence has simply contributed another

power of 1
ǫ
, and the result is manifestly de Sitter invariant.

B General derivation of dressing rules

In this appendix we give a general derivation of the dressing rules for the various

theories considered in this paper. We will mainly the phrase the discussion in terms

of massless theories, for which the dressing rules are the most nontrivial, but along

the way will also explain how to adapt the derivation to conformally coupled theories.

B.1 Vanishing propagators

We would like to phrase the discussion in terms of a generic polynomial interaction

vertex. To achieve a description of a general vertex, let’s suppose that we are dealing

entirely with φ− fields at the vertex. It is not immediately obvious we should do this,

and furthermore it seems antithetical to our stated goal of finding a general form for

the auxiliary propagator. We shall argue in what follows that there are only the

parity of the vertex determines the type of auxiliary propagator which will emerge;

in other words, flipping two of the legs from φ− to φ+ at most gives an overall sign.

Up to overall factors which we strip off, the massless bulk-boundary propagator

with external energy k is (see (A.5))

B−3/2(z,~k) ∼ (1 + kz)e−kz . (B.1)

Having stripped off the k2∆−−d = k−3, which can be restored after computing any

diagram. We note that this structure goes to unity when k → 0. Therefore, we

might contemplate attaching as many of these propagators as we wish to a vertex

since we can always remove them at any step by taking this limit. A product of Nb

such propagators can be written

Nb∏

i=1

(1 + kiz)e
−kiz =

Nb∑

i=1

biz
ie−b1z (B.2)

In order to be self-contained, let us repeat the definition of bi, and also aj which

will appear shortly.

aj =
∑

l1<...<lj

pl1 . . . plj , bj =
∑

l1<...<lj

kl1 . . . klj , (B.3)
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Note that b1 is what we would call kext in this language. We also define

aM =
M∏

j=1

pj (B.4)

for convenience. M is the number of internal propagators at the vertex, and therefore

the largest number j = M for which aj is non-zero.

Similarly, consider the bulk-bulk propagator (see (A.9)),

G−3/2(z1, z2, ~y) ∼

∫
dp

1

(p2 + ~y2)

cos(pz1) + pz1 sin(pz1)

p

cos(pz2) + pz2 sin(pz2)

p
.

(B.5)

The flat space structure, 1
p2+~y2

, will be captured by the fact we aim to dress a

flat-space diagram and therefore, because we aim to obtain an auxiliary propagator

by performing the z integration, can be stripped off. We aim to look at a single

vertex (we will discuss in the following section how properties of the rest of the

diagram matter in allowing certain manipulations), so let us take only the part with

z1 dependence. We would like to, in analogy with the bulk-boundary case, be able

to remove this propagator by setting the energy to zero. Clearly this cannot work

due to the p in the numerator, but we can collect such factors from all bulk-bulk

propagators at the vertex into an overall 1/aM , which we insert into the definition

of the auxiliary propagator. Recall also that the p integration contour is defined to

avoid this pole (see (A.11)).

We now have the required property that

lim
p→0

cos(pz1) + pz1 sin(pz1) → 1. (B.6)

Note that it was crucial we used φ−, since for φ+ the relevant term is sin(pz1) −

pz1 cos(pz1) which goes to zero in the limit. We would like to obtain an equivalent of

(B.2) for bulk-bulk contributions, but we must first take a detour to consider whether

this approach even makes sense.

B.2 Vertex factors

Recall from the shadow action, (2.5), that the shadow formalism potential is

Vs(φ+, φ−) = 2ℜ

(
ei

d−1

2 V
(
e−iπ

2
∆+φ+ + e−iπ

2
∆−φ−

))
(B.7)

where V is the dS potential. For the sake of brevity we will set ǫ = 0 to make this

point. It should be clear that pieces ending up with a factor of i will be suppressed
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vertices and those without will be unsuppressed, due to taking the real part. With

d = 3, ∆+ = 3, ∆− = 0, and V (φ) ∼ φv the term with l φ+ fields in (B.7) becomes

∼ e−iπ
2
∆+le−iπ

2
∆−(v−l)φl

+φ
v−l
−

= (i)lφl
+φ

v−l
− .

(B.8)

Clearly changing an even number of fields at the vertex from φ+ to φ− or vice-

versa results in a minus sign, whereas exchanging an odd number flips the vertex

between suppressed and unsuppressed. We shall see in what follows that this sign

change is a feature rather than a bug, and is necessary to bestow the dressed diagrams

with energy conservation. This implies12 that to derive the two types of auxiliary

propagator, dotted and dashed, one can consider the behaviour at a vertex with zero

φ+ legs, and a vertex with one φ+ leg. These possibilities correspond to suppressed

and unsuppressed vertices in the shadow language. All other vertices enter only via

adding loops, as we now explain.

B.3 From shadow diagrams to dressed diagrams

We aim to show that the properties of these other vertices, and the diagram topology,

can be reduced to a simple rule which can be applied in the valuation of the z integral

at any vertex. Let us illustrate the point by considering the conformally coupled case.

A similar proof also goes through for the massless case as discussed in section B.4.

The conformally coupled bulk-bulk propagator goes as

G−1/2(z1, z2, ~y) ∼

∫
dp

1

(p2 + ~y2)
(z1z2) cos(pz1) cos(pz2) (B.9)

for φ−, and for phi+ one has sines rather than cosines. Now consider a loop with n

vertices as shown on the left of Fig. 12. We assume only that none of the vertices in

the loop are connected by a single propagator other than those which comprise the

loop13, and make no assumptions about the valence of the vertices. We can consider

both φ+ and φ− simultaneously by using

cos(pz −
π

2
t) =




cos(pz) t = 0

sin(pz) t = 1.
(B.10)

12The sceptical reader is encouraged to repeat the above analysis using ∆+ = 3+ ǫ, ∆− = ǫ, and

d = 3+2ǫ. They ought to find that the full vertex factor, after taking the real part, can be written

2

(
cos
(
π
2
l
)
cos
(
π
2
(v − 2)ǫ

)
− sin

(
π
2
l
)
sin
(
π
2
(v− 2)ǫ

))
from which it is clear that l → l+ 1 changes

the type of vertex and l → l+ 2 flips the sign but keeps the type the same. Furthermore the claim

made in footnote 5, that a shift d → 3 + 2

v−2
ǫ is needed for φv, is clear. If one considers diagrams

with multiple types of vertex, a consistent shift should be chosen.
13This assumption can be relaxed by making use of the result which follows. See section B.3.2

for an explicit worked example.
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z1

zn

zn−1

+

z1

zn

zn−1

Figure 12: A depiction of two diagrams which can be added together to successfully

dress every vertex in the loop. For simplicity we show the all-dashed and all-solid

loops being added, but propagators in the loop can be any combination of dashed

and solid. Once this pairwise addition is shown to work, the entire diagram can be

dressed by summing over all possible pairs. For L loops there are 2L diagrams which

add to a single dressing.

For an n−vertex loop, the product of propagators has the trigonometric structure

∫ ∞

−∞

n∏

j=1

dpj cos(pjzj−1 −
π

2
tj) cos(pjzj −

π

2
tj). (B.11)

Now let us consider the zj
th vertex. Using a standard trigonometric addition identity,

we may write

∫ ∞

−∞
dpj cos(pjzj −

π

2
tj) cos(pj+1zj −

π

2
tj)

=

∫ ∞

−∞
dpj

1

2

(
cos
(
(pj + pj+1)zj −

π

2
(tj + tj+1)

)
+ cos

(
(pj − pj+1)zj −

π

2
(tj − tj+1)

))

=

∫ ∞

−∞
dpj cos

(
(pj + pj+1)zj −

π

2
(tj + tj+1)

)

(B.12)

where the equality holds under the integral and using the symmetry properties of

cos(pj+1zj+1 −
π
2
tj+1). We can repeat this trick for any other bulk-bulk propagators

at the vertex (i.e. ones which do not compose part of the loop) because of the

assumption that they do not connect directly to any other vertex in the loop. We

obtain under the integral

cos(pjzj−1 −
π

2
tj) cos(pjzj −

π

2
tj) · · · → cos

(
pjtotzj −

π

2
tjtot
)

(B.13)
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where · · · refers to other trigonometric factors at the vertex (i.e. from propagators

which are not part of the loop), pjtot is the sum of all internal energies at the vertex,

and tjtot is the associated sum of t variables14 The ellipses indicate any other bulk-bulk

propagators at the zj vertex.

We can repeat this process for almost every propagator in the loop. But when

it comes to the vertex zn we hit a problem; the cos(p1z1 −
π
2
t1) term is no longer in

the product because we have already applied our trick to reduce it. The result is

(B.11) =

∫ ∞

−∞

( n−1∏

j=1

dpj cos
(
pjtotzj −

π

2
tjtot
))

dpn cos(pnzn −
π

2
tn) cos(p1zn −

π

2
t1)

(B.14)

We now add it to the diagram with all propagators in the loop swapped φ+ ↔ φ−,

implemented by tj → 1− tj , as shown on the right of Fig. 12. This means

tjtot = tj + tj+1 + s → 2− tj − tj+1 + s = 2(1− tj − tj+1) + tjtot (B.15)

where s is the sum of t variables at the vertex which do not belong to propagators

in the loop. It turns out that each term under the product in (B.14) becomes the

following

cos
(
θ + π(1− tj − tj+1)

)
= (−1)1+tj+tj+1 cos(θ). (B.16)

Recall that one of the two shadow fields is always ghostlike so we pick up a minus

sign for each propagator flipped. Additionally there is a minus sign associated with

every vertex, following the discussion in section B.2. Overall this second diagram

can be written

(−1)n(−1)n−1(−1)n(−1)tn+t1

∫ ∞

−∞

( n−1∏

j=1

dpj cos
(
pjtotzj −

π

2
tjtot
))

× dpn cos(pnzn −
π

2
(1− tn))

︸ ︷︷ ︸
(−1)tn sin(pnzn−π

2
tn)

cos(p1zn −
π

2
(1− t1))

︸ ︷︷ ︸
(−1)t1 sin(pnzn−π

2
t1)

.
(B.17)

14Ultimately ttot just describes whether the the vertex is suppressed (if it is even, for conformal

coupling) or unsuppressed (if it is odd).
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Finally, we find that the sum of the two diagrams15 is

∫ ∞

−∞

( n−1∏

j=1

dpj cos
(
pjtotzj −

π

2
tjtot
))

×

(∫ ∞

−∞
dpn cos(pnzn −

π

2
tn) cos(p1z1 −

π

2
t1)− (−1)n sin(pnzn −

π

2
tn) sin(p1z1 −

π

2
t1)

)

=

∫ ∞

−∞

n∏

j=1

dpj cos
(
pjtotzj −

π

2
tjtot
)

(B.18)

where on the last line we have also applied the trick to any other bulk-bulk propa-

gators at the zn vertex16.

In the above derivation, it was assumed that none of the vertices in the loop

were directly connected to each other by a single propagator which was not a part

of the loop. Cases in which this is not true work out in the same way by applying

this result recursively.

B.3.1 Conformally coupled dressing rules

Following the result in (B.18), let us complete the derivation of the dressing rules

for conformally coupled fields and verify that it matches those found by examples in

section 3.

Consider a vertex with Nb bulk-bulk and NB bulk-boundary propagators at-

tached. We take all legs to be φ−, apart from one which is controlled by the parame-

ter t. We wish to perform the z integral. By the above analysis, we can always write

the product of trigonometric terms at the vertex as

zNB cos(ptotz −
π

2
t) (B.19)

where we have restored a factor of z as appeared in (B.9). Conformally coupled

bulk-boundary propagators go as

B−1/2(z,~k) ∼ ze−kz. (B.20)

so a product of Nb of them is simply zNbe−kextz. Therefore, including the measure

and accounting for the dimensional regularisation parameter we get the integral

−2 cos

(
π

2
ǫ−

π

2
(t+ v)

)∫
dz zv+ǫ−4e−kextz cos(ptotz −

π

2
t) (B.21)

15Recall that everything else in the diagram is kept exactly the same, only propagators in the

loop change so any other factors are common to both terms
16Note that if n is odd then pntot ∼ p1 − pn +

∑
(other) and likewise for tntot. This is not cause

for concern, and the energy ptot which will come to be associated with each auxiliary propagator

can be determined exactly by imposing energy conservation on a dressed diagram. To see the

energy-conserving structure, it is useful to shift the variables: pn → ω, pi → −pi−1 + Ei.
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where v = Nb +NB is the valency of the interaction and therefore the total number

of propagators at the vertex and we have inserted the vertex factor for conformally

coupled theories17. Note that if v ≥ 4 then the power of z is not negative and

therefore there is no IR divergence (even at intermediate steps). In such cases we

may take ǫ → 0 and it is evident that one of the auxiliary propagators vanishes. This

is precisely what we observed for conformally coupled φ4, where there was a single

auxiliary propagator. Furthermore, for the vertex factor to be non-zero, t + v must

be even. This means that for φ5, it is the t = 1 case which is non-zero, whereas for

φ6 it is t = 0. The effect on the z integral of increasing the valency by one is that the

power of z increases by one and the cosine gets phase shifted. Both of these effects

are encapsulated by taking a derivative with respect to ptot.

For φ4 theory we obtain the auxiliary propagator for t = 0 by

−2

∫ ∞

0

dz e−kext cos(ptotz) = −
2kext

k2
ext + p2tot

. (B.22)

Therefore, from (B.21) the auxiliary propagator for φv with v ≥ 4 can be written via

absorbing the powers of z through derivatives in ptot and is given by,

dv−4

dpv−4
tot

(
−

2kext
k2
ext + p2tot

)
. (B.23)

For odd v, these can only be attached in an even number (since we have all-φ− cor-

relators and if v is odd then the all-φ− vertex is zero) which immediately implies

that the contact diagram for odd-power interactions is zero. Note that this is consis-

tent with the expectation via computing it from the wave function. This is because,

for such theories, the contact diagram is IR finite and therefore leads to an imag-

inary wave function coefficient via the analytical continuation discussed in section

6. Hence, the corresponding in-in correlator is zero, as it only receives contributions

from the real part.

The exception to this is φ3 which must be considered separately18. In this special

case, there are two auxiliary propagators. One can verify these by evaluating (B.21)

for v = 3 and both t = 0, 1 in the ǫ → 0 limit to obtain (3.5) and (3.4) up to an

overall phase. For the s−integral form shown in (3.4), we set ǫ = 0 then use

z−1e−kextz =

∫ ∞

0

ds e−(s+kext)z. (B.24)

17Whether the all-φ− vertex is suppressed or not depends on the valency. For massless theories

it is the all-φ+ vertex with this property so the valency will not appear in the vertex factor for that

case.
18From the wave function perspective, this is related to the fact that the on-shell action in this

theory is IR divergent. See section 6.1 for a discussion on obtaining this result by analytically

continuing the wave function.
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B.3.2 Other diagrams

Here we briefly consider a case in which the assumption of section B.3 is violated

and show how the result holds. For any generic loop diagram, let us label the

loop we start with as “primary” and the loop induced by this additional propagator

“secondary”. We then sum over diagrams in which the secondary loop is flipped to

propagators of the other type. The full symmetry of that loop has been dealt with

and the assumptions of the previous section are valid for the primary loop. Any

additional loops could be dealt with analogously. Note that we are effectively using

the fact that any propagator directly connecting vertices in the primary loop forms

a two-vertex loop, for which the above result is perfectly valid.

We consider an example at two loop to provide clarity, namely the ice cream

diagram which was discussed in [31]. Figure 13 shows the four diagrams which must

be added together to obtain a full dressing. Fig. 14 shows a convention for labelling

the three possible loops in this two-loop diagram. Considering each of these as the

“primary” loop leads to a different pair of diagrams to be summed.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 13: The four diagrams which must be summed to fully dress the “ice-cream”

diagram. This diagram violates the assumptions made in the above sections, because

in any loop one can isolate, the two vertices are connected by another propagator

which is not part of that loop. Nonetheless these four diagrams can be found by

choosing one loop, flipping all the propagators, and adding that diagram.
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2

1
3

Figure 14: Our labelling convention for the different loops one could consider in

the ice cream diagram.

Let us take loop 1 to be the primary and loop 2 the secondary. Then, starting

from Fig. 13a, dealing with the secondary loop corresponds to taking the sum of

diagrams in the top row. After doing so, we can must then add the diagrams where

the primary loop is flipped. This generates the two remaining diagrams, and indeed

the sum of four produces a single dressing. In general, for a diagram with L loops,

2L shadow diagrams will add to a single dressed diagram of the form given in (B.18)!

B.4 Massless dressing rules

Let us consider how the derivation above changes for massless fields. Recall from

(B.5) that the massless φ− bulk-bulk propagator trigonometric structure is

cos(pz) + pz sin(pz)

so when there are two at a vertex we get
∫

dp2

(
cos(p1z) + p1z sin(p1z)

)(
cos(p2z) + p2z sin(p2z)

)

=

∫
dp2 cos(p1z) cos(p2z) + p1z sin(p1z) cos(p2z) + p2z cos(p1z) sin(p2z)

+ p1p2z
2 sin(p1z) sin(p2z)

=

∫
dp2
(
1 + p1p2z

2
)
cos
(
(p1 + p2)z

)
+ (p1 + p2)z sin

(
(p1 + p2)z

)
.

(B.25)

Again the second equality holds under the p2 integral. Following the procedure

explained for the conformally coupled case, one can show that indeed adding together

shadow loops is always sufficient to do this form of reduction at every vertex in the

loop. Furthermore, one can show that for a vertex with NB bulk-bulk propagators

attached each controlled by a parameter t19 the result is

19In analogy with the conformally coupled case (B.21), the trigonometric structure of the massless

propagator can be written

cos

(
pz −

π

2
t

)
+ pz sin

(
pz −

π

2
t

)
(B.26)
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NB∑

j=0

zjaj cos
(
ptot −

π

2
(ttot + j)

)
. (B.27)

We now have all the tools required to derive the general auxiliary propagators

for a massless theory.

B.5 Massless Auxiliary propagators

In this section we perform the z-integrals in the structure above and obtain the final

form of the auxiliary propagators for a massless φv theory.

Consider a vertex with Nb bulk-bulk propagators and NB bulk-boundary propa-

gators attached. We multiply (B.2) and (B.27) to obtain the final z integral at this

vertex up to an overall sign

cos
(π
2
(ǫ− t)

) ∫ ∞

0

dz
z−4+ǫ

aM

Nb∑

i=0

NB∑

j=0

ajbiz
i+je−kextz cos

(
ptotz −

π

2
(t+ j)

)

= cos
(π
2
(ǫ− t)

) ∫ ∞

0

dz
z−4+ǫ

aM

i+j=v∑

i=0,j=0

ajbiz
i+je−kextz cos

(
ptotz −

π

2
(t+ j)

)
(B.28)

where the equality follows by noting that Nb + NB = v and terms vanish when

i+ j > v, because the sum of the number of internal and external legs cannot exceed

the total number of legs.

Next we remove negative powers of z by introducing the s−integrals via,

z−xe−kz =

∫ ∞

0

ds
sx−1e−(s+k)z

Γ(x)
(B.29)

to obtain

cos
(π
2
(ǫ− t)

) ∫ ∞

0

ds s3−i−j−ǫ

aMΓ(4− i− j − ǫ)

i+j=v∑

i=0,j=0

ajbi

∫ ∞

0

dze−(s+kext)z cos
(
ptotz −

π

2
(t+ j)

)
.

(B.30)

Performing the z integration,

∫ ∞

0

dz cos
(
pz −

π

2
(t+ j)

)
e−(s+kext)z =

(s+ kext) cos
(
π
2
(t + j)

)
+ ptot sin

(
π
2
(t+ j)

)

p2 + (s+ k)2
,

(B.31)
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gives the final form of the propagator,

∫ ∞

0

ds
cos
(
π
2
(ǫ− t)

)

(s+ kext)2 + p2tot

∑i+j=v
i,j=0 s3−i−j+ǫajbi cos

(
π
2
(t+ j)

)
+ ptot sin

(
π
2
(t + j)

)

aMΓ(4− i− j − ǫ)

=






cos
(
π
2
ǫ
) ∫∞

0
ds Nv

(s+kext)2+p2tot
t = 0, Dashed Propagator

sin
(
π
2
ǫ
) ∫∞

0
ds Ñv

(s+kext)2+p2tot
t = 1, Dotted Propagator

(B.32)

where the numerators are precisely those defined in (3.30) and (3.31).

C Finite massless correlators

In this Appendix we demonstrate the use of the s-integral representation in order

to compute correlators in massless theories. While the s-integral representation was

introduced from the perspective of the dressing rule in section 3, it is also useful from

the perspective of the wavefunction and the Schwinger-Keldysh approach [13, 95]

since the s-integral representation trivializes z integrals and allows one to express

them in terms of correlators in flat space. Thus, the 4-point correlator of massless

fields in φ3 theory (see section 5.4) can be expressed as a combination of the following

integrals20,

∑

α,β

cαβ

∫ ∞

0

ds1ds2
sα1 s

β
2

(EL + s1)(ER + s2)(E + s1 + s2)
(C.1)

where cα,β are coefficients which are functions of the external momenta, α, β are real

numbers and EL/R, E are partial and total energies respectively, and in this context

are positive real numbers. This integral can be viewed as a generalization of equation

(3.1) of [23] to a 2-parameter deformation of the standard cosmological integral and

20For further discussion of such integrals, including GKZ systems and positivity properties, see

refs. [96, 97].
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can be expressed in terms of the Gauss Hypergeometric function,
∫ ∞

0

ds1ds2
sα1s

β
2

(EL + s1)(ER + s2)(E + s1 + s2)

= −
π

sin(πβ)Γ(−β)EL (EL + ER −E)

(
1

E − ER

)

×

[
E1+α+βΓ(α + 1)Γ(−α− β − 1)

×
{
(E −ER) 2F1

(
1, α + 1;α+ β + 2;

E

EL

)
− EL 2F1

(
1, α + 1;α+ β + 2;

E

E − ER

)}

+ πΓ(−β)EL (E −ER)

×
{ Eβ

R

sin πα

(
Eα

L − (E − ER)
β
)
−

1

sin(π(α + β))

(
Eα

L (EL −E) β − (−1)βEβ
R(E − ER)

α
)}]

.

(C.2)

Typically the parameters α, β are integers and also contain the regulator ǫ. This

allows us to perform a series expansion of such functions near ǫ = 0 and are conve-

niently implemented in Mathematica using the package HypExp [98]. We provide the

explicit forms of the expressions obtained using SK/dressing and the wave function

below.

C.1 φ2χ exchange

To demonstrate clearly how one uses the dressing rules in practise for the massless

exchange, we consider a simplified model. The so-called φ2χ vertex has two confor-

mally coupled legs (φ) and one massless leg (χ). The two potential diagrams for the

exchange diagram are shown in Fig. 15.

φ1

φ2 φ3

φ4

χ; p, ~y12

(a) - - -:Unsuppressed/Divergent

φ1

φ2 φ3

φ4

χ; p, ~y12

(b) - - +: Suppressed

Figure 15: The shadow diagrams for four-point φ2χ exchange. The right diagram

does not contribute as it is suppressed and not divergent. The external legs are

conformally coupled and the exchanged leg is massless.
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The diagram in Fig. 15b turns out not to contribute as we shall now argue and

briefly explain how we derive dressing rules for this interaction based on the massless

ones.

Plugging the φ2χ interaction into the shadow action and noting that we only

care about (φ−)2 terms, we find the vertex factors are

φ−φ−χ− : 2λ cos(
π

2
ǫ)

φ−φ−χ+ : 2λ sin(
π

2
ǫ)

(C.3)

which indeed match the massless case in terms of ± field types so we can start from

the existing auxiliary propagators. Next, we note that

z
3

2K 1

2

∝ ze−kz

z
3

2K 3

2

∝ (1 + kz)e−kz
(C.4)

and, since we ignore overall factor of k anyway, if we discard the term without a

power of z in the massless bulk-boundary propagator we get the conformally coupled

one. In terms of the massless auxiliary propagators, (3.30) and (3.31), this precisely

corresponds to fixing the index i = 2 in the sum. Hence, the dressing rules for this

theory can be obtained as a special case of the massless φ3 dressing rules by picking

out a particular term in the sum. If one does this to (3.35) and performs the s-

integral, it turns out the result is IR finite and, due to the sin prefactor, vanishes in

the ǫ → 0 limit. Therefore the only contribution comes from the dressed diagram

with two dashed auxiliary propagators, which derives from the diagram in Fig. 15a.

In the notebook phi2chi_Exchange.nb, found at [51], we perform this integral

which follows precisely the same steps as the fully massless calculation without ob-

scuring the procedure with additional complexity. The result is

Areg
φ2χ = −

k12k34
k3

1

ǫ2
+

k12k34
(
2(γE − 1) + logEL + logER

)
− kk1234

k3

1

ǫ

+
1

2k3

(
k12k34

[
Li2

(
E − EL

E

)
+ Li2

(
E − ER

E

)
− log2EL − log2ER − logEL logER

+ log2 k1234 + log(ELER)
(
4(1− γE)− log k1234

)
− 6 + 4γE (2− γE)

]

+ 2kk1234
(
−2 + 2γE + log(k1234)

)
+ 2k (k34 logEL + k12 logER)

)
+O(ǫ)

(C.5)

which can be verified by repeating the calculation in the Schwinger-Keldysh formal-

ism.
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C.2 Massless φ3 4-point correlator

Here we present the finite part of the massless exchange diagram in φ3 theory obtained

using the dressing rules and matched with the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism. This

is also given in the Mathematica notebook wavefunctionshadow.nb found in [51].

Since the equation is very long we break it into a few different terms,

A4 = A(0)
4 +A(1)

4 +A(2)
4 +A(3)

4 (C.6)

where

A
(0)
4

=
π2

864kk31k
3
2k

3
3k

3
4

[
k6 −

(
k31 + k32 + k33 + k34

)
k3 − 3

(
k31 + k32

)(
k33 + k34

)]

+
γE

216kk31k
3
2k

3
3k

3
4

[
7k3 (k12c + k34c) + 6k12k34k

2

(
k12c

k12
+

k34c

k34

)
+

6Ekk12ck34c

k12k34
+ 16k34ck12c

+ 6k3k4k34k12c + 6k1k2k12k34c

]

+
1

1296kk31k
3
2k

3
3k

3
4

[
18k5E − 18k4k12k34 + k4

{
− 23k12c − 23k34c + 6Ek34k12 + 6k1k2k12 + 6k3k4k34

}

− 6k2
{
8k34k12c + 8k12k34c + 3k1k2k12k34 + 3k3k4k12k34

}

−
6kE

k12k34

{
3k3k4k34k12c + 3k1k2k12k34c + 8k34ck12c

}

− 6
{
8k3k4k34k12c + 8k1k2k12k34c + 14k12ck34c + 3k1k2k3k4k12k34

}
]

(C.7)

A
(1)
4

= +
1

144kk31k
3
2k

3
3k

3
4

[
(
k12ck34c − k6

)
log2 E −

(
k3 + k12c

)
k34c log

2EL −
(
k3 + k34c

)
k12c log

2ER

+
(
k3 + k12c

)(
k3 − k34c

)
logEL logE +

(
k3 + k34c

)(
k3 − k12c

)
logER logE

−
(
k12c + k3

)(
k34c + k3

)
logEL logER

]

−
1

216k31k
3
2k

3
3k

3
4

[
− 3E

k12ck34c

k12k34
+ 3Ek4 + (k12c + k34c) k

2

]
logE

(C.8)
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A(2)
4

= +
1

216kk3
1k

3
2k

3
3k

3
4

[
− 6

(
k12c + k3

)
k34cγE + (3k3k4k34k12c + 8k34ck12c + 3k1k2k12k34c)

+ k3 (8k34c + 3k3k4k34) + 3k2 (k34k12c + k12k34c) +
3kk12ck34c

k12
+ 3k34k

5

]
logEL

+
1

216kk3
1k

3
2k

3
3k

3
4

[
− 6

(
k34c + k3

)
k12cγE + (3k1k2k12k34c + 8k12ck34c + 3k3k4k34k12c)

+ k3 (8k12c + 3k1k2k12) + 3k2 (k12k34c + k34k12c) +
3kk12ck34c

k34
+ 3k12k

5

]
logER

(C.9)

A
(3)
4

= −
1

144kk31k
3
2k

3
3k

3
4

[(
k12c + k3

)(
k3 − k34c

)
Li2

(
E − EL

E

)
+
(
k34c + k3

)(
k3 − k12c

)
Li2

(
E − ER

E

)]

(C.10)

where k12c = k3
1 + k3

2 and k34c = k3
3 + k3

4 and EL = k12 + k, ER = k34 + k .

C.3 Massless φ3 4-point wavefunction

Here we present the wavefunction coefficient for the massless exchange diagram in φ3

theory whose leading divergence was presented in (6.16) and (6.17). The full result
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including the derivation can be found in[51].,

Ψ
(s)
4

=
1

ǫ2
2k3 + k1234c

72

+
1

ǫ

1

216

[
− 12γEk

3 + 16k3 − 6
(
k3 + k3

12c

)
log(ELER)

+ 6(k1k
2
2 + k3k

2
4 + k2

1k2 + k2
3k4) + 6k2k1234 + 6k(k2

1 + k2
2 + k2

3 + k2
4)

− 6(k1k2 + k3k4)k + (−6γE + 9)k1234c

]

−
1

1296k3

[
− 3
(
8γE(−8 + 3γE) + 3π2 + 56

)
k6 + 12(−11 + 6γE)k1234k

5

+ 12
(
(−8 + 6γE)k

2
1 + (5− 6γE)k2k1 + 2(−4 + 3γE)k

2
4 + 2(−4 + 3γE)

(
k2
2 + k2

3

)
+ (5− 6γE)k3k4

)
k4

−
((
36γE(−3 + γE) + 3π2 + 122

)
k3
1 + 12

(
(9− 6γE)k2 + 4

(
k3 + k4

))
k2
1

− 12
(
(−9 + 6γE)k

2
2 +

(
k3 + k4

)
k2 − 4k2

3 − 4k2
4 + k3k4

)
k1 + 2

(
(18γE(−3 + γE) + 61)k3

2

+ 24
(
k3 + k4

)
k2
2 + 6

(
4k2

3 − k4k3 + 4k2
4

)
k2 + (18γE(−3 + γE) + 61)k3

3 + (18γE(−3 + γE) + 61)k3
4

+ 18(3− 2γE)k3k
2
4 + 18(3− 2γE)k

2
3k4
)
+ 3π2

(
k3
2 + k34c

))
k3

− 36
(
k2
1 − k2k1 + k2

2

)(
k2
3 − k4k3 + k2

4

)
k2 + 18Li2

(
1−

EL

E

)(
k3 + k12c

)(
k3 − k34c

)

+ 3π2k12ck34c + 18Li2
(
1−

ER

E

)(
k3 − k12c

)(
k3 + k34c

)

+ 6
(
−3 log2

(
EL

)(
k3 + k12c

)
k3 + log

(
ER

)(
2(8− 6γE)k

5 + 6
(
k3 + k4

)
k4

+ 6
(
k2
1 − k2k1 + k2

2 + k2
3 + k2

4 − k3k4
)
k3 + 2

(
(8− 6γE)k

3
3 + 3k4k

2
3 + 3k2

4k3 + 2(4− 3γE)k
3
4

)
k2

− 3 log
(
ER

)(
k3 + k34c

)
k2 + 6

(
k2
1 − k2k1 + k2

2

)
k34c
)
k + 3 log2(E)

(
k6 − k12ck34c

)

+ log(E)
(
6k1234k

5 + 2
((
k1 + k2

)3
+
(
k3 + k4

)
3
)
k3

− 6
(
k2
1 − k2k1 + k2

2

)(
k1 + k2 + k3 + k4

)(
k2
3 − k4k3 + k2

4

)
k − 3 log

(
EL

)(
k3 + k12c

)(
k3 − k34c

)

− 3 log
(
ER

)(
k3 − k12c

)(
k3 + k34c

))
+ log

(
EL

)(
2(8− 6γE)k

6 + 6
(
k1 + k2

)
k5

+ 6
(
k2
1 − k2k1 + k2

2 + k2
3 + k2

4 − k3k4
)
k4 + 2

(
(8− 6γE)k

3
1 + 3k2k

2
1 + 3k2

2k1 + 2(4− 3γE)k
3
2

)
k3

+ 6
(
k2
3 − k4k3 + k2

4

)
k12ck − 3 log

(
ER

)(
k3 + k12c

)(
k3 + k34c

)))
]

(C.11)
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ReΨ3ReΨ3 =
1

ǫ2

(
k3 + k3

1 + k3
2

)(
k3 + k3

3 + k3
4

)

72

+
1

ǫ

1

8

[
1

9
(2− 2γE)

(
k3 + k3

1 + k3
2

)(
k3 + k3

3 + k3
4

)

+
1

9

(
k3 + k3

1 + k3
2

)((
k3 + k4

)
k2 +

(
k2
3 − k4k3 + k2

4

)
k + k3k4

(
k3 + k4

))

+
(
k3 + k3

3 + k3
4

)((
k3 + k3

1 + k3
2

)( 2
27

−
1

9
log
((
k + k1 + k2

)(
k + k3 + k4

)))

+
1

9

((
k1 + k2

)
k2 +

(
k2
1 − k2k1 + k2

2

)
k + k1k2

(
k1 + k2

)))
]

+
1

8

[
1

9
k
(
k3 + k3

1 + k3
2

)
k3k4 +

1

54

(
18− 24γE + 12γ2

E + π2
)(
k3 + k3

1 + k3
2

)(
k3 + k3

3 + k3
4

)

+
(
k3 + k3

3 + k3
4

)((
k3 + k3

1 + k3
2

)( 1
18

log2
((
k + k1 + k2

)(
k + k3 + k4

))

−
2

27
log
((
k + k1 + k2

)(
k + k3 + k4

))
+

1

27

)

+
((
k1 + k2

)
k2 +

(
k2
1 − k2k1 + k2

2

)
k + k1k2

(
k1 + k2

))( 2
27

−
1

9
log
((
k + k1 + k2

)(
k + k3 + k4

)))

+
1

9
kk1k2

)
+
((
k3 + k4

)
k2 +

(
k2
3 − k4k3 + k2

4

)
k + k3k4

(
k3 + k4

))((
k3 + k3

1 + k3
2

)( 2
27

−
1

9
log
((
k + k1 + k2

)(
k + k3 + k4

)))
+

1

9

((
k1 + k2

)
k2 +

(
k2
1 − k2k1 + k2

2

)
k + k1k2

(
k1 + k2

)))

+ (2− 2γE)
(1
9

(
k3 + k3

1 + k3
2

)((
k3 + k4

)
k2 +

(
k2
3 − k4k3 + k2

4

)
k + k3k4

(
k3 + k4

))

+
(
k3 + k3

3 + k3
4

)((
k3 + k3

1 + k3
2

)( 2
27

−
1

9
log
((
k + k1 + k2

)(
k + k3 + k4

)))

+
1

9

((
k1 + k2

)
k2 +

(
k2
1 − k2k1 + k2

2

)
k + k1k2

(
k1 + k2

))))
]

(C.12)

The s-channel contribution to the 4-point in-in correlator is then given by

A(s)
4 = ReΨ

(s)
4 −

2

k3
ReΨ3ReΨ3. (C.13)

C.4 Conformally coupled 5-point

We provide some details on how to compute the 5-point wavefunction coefficient in

conformally coupled φ3 theory given in section 6.2. Using the propagators given in

section 6, we have the following expression for a particular channel of the wavefunc-
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tion coefficient Ψ5:

Ψ5 =

∫ ∞

0

dz1dz2dz3
z1z2z3

e−k12z1e−k5z2e−k34z3

×

∫ ∞

−∞

dp1
p21 + y212

sin(p1z2) sin(p1z2)

∫ ∞

−∞

dp2
p22 + y234

sin(p2z2) sin(p2z3).

(C.14)

Using the s-integral notation we can absorb the 1
z

factors into the exponentials and

obtain

Ψ5 =

∫ ∞

0

ds1ds2ds3

∫ ∞

0

dz1dz2dz3e
−(k12+s1)z1e−(k5+s2)z2e−(k34+s3)z3

×

∫ ∞

−∞

dp1
p21 + y212

sin(p1z2) sin(p1z2)

∫ ∞

−∞

dp2
p22 + y234

sin(p2z2) sin(p2z3).

(C.15)

The z integrals can then be performed easily and give rational functions,

Ψ5 =

∫ ∞

0

ds1ds2ds3
1

k12345 + s1 + s2 + s3

1

y12 + y34 + k5 + s2

×

[
1

y12 + k345 + s2 + s3

1

k12 + y12 + s1

1

y34 + k34 + s3
+ (k12 ↔ k34, s1 ↔ s3, y12 ↔ y34)

]
.

(C.16)

The s-integrals are now expressed in a form where they can be compared with well-

known recursion relations for Polylogs and each s-integral increases the transcenden-

tality by 1. Hence the final answer for this computation is a Polylog of weight 3 as

also found in [35] using symbols. In equation (6.11) we have only quoted the terms

with Li3 and the rest of the terms can be found in equation 5.8 of [35].

D Some loop-level correlators

In this appendix we demonstrate how the dressing rules allow one to explicitly eval-

uate some loop level integrals and also shed light on the simpler analytic structure

of the in-in correlator.

D.1 Bubble

We evaluate the four-point function 〈φ(~k1) · · ·φ(~k4)〉 in the z2φ2χ2 theory where φ is

conformally coupled and χ is massless. The four point function of φ in this theory

has massless fields flowing in the loop and hence captures the non-trivial nature of

the of the fully massless φ4 theory as well. This relation is made explicit by using the

“Weight shifting operators developed in [72]. We therefore evaluate the four point

function 〈φ(~k1) · · ·φ(~k4)〉 in the z2φ2χ2 theory using a dressing representation similar
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to the one in section 3. This leads to the following integral,

〈φ(~k1) · · ·φ(~k4)〉z2φ2χ2

=
4k12k34
k1k2k3k4

∫
d3l

∫ ∞

−∞

dp1dp2

(p21 + l2)
(
p22 + (~l + ~y12)2

)

×

[
1

(
k2
12 + (p1 + p2)2

)2

(
3(p1 + p2)

2 − k2
12

(p1 + p2)2 + k2
12

+
3(p1 + p2)

2 + k2
12

2p1p2

)
× (k12 ↔ k34)

]

(D.1)

where we have explicitly replaced L0 with p1 in order to perform the integrals.

The final result after performing the p1, p2 and loop integrals (in dimensional

regularization) can be expressed in the following form,

〈φ(~k1) · · ·φ(~k4)〉z2φ2χ2 = ∂2
k12

∂2
k34

〈φ(~k1) · · ·φ(~k4)〉φ4 + rational terms (D.2)

where the correlator 〈φ(~k1) · · ·φ(~k4)〉φ4 denotes the 4-point bubble diagram in φ4

theory and is evaluated in many places, for example see equation (5.48) of [31]. The

logarithmic dependence on the momenta and the UV divergence comes from the this

term alone and the rational terms are enumerated below,

rational terms =
π2

4k2k12k34 (y12 + k12)
2 (y12 + k34)

2 k3
1234

×
{
k12k34k

3
1234 − 2y512 − 4k1234y

4
12 − 2k12k34y

3
12 + 4k3

1234y
2
12 + 2k4

1234y12

}
.

(D.3)

This hints at yet another simplicity for the in-in correlator as it shows that the non-

rational terms are completely determined from the conformally coupled piece. This

is in contrast to the wavefunction coefficient, where one obtains non-rational terms

for the massless bubble from pieces not present in the conformally coupled bubble

diagram (see appendix C of [72] for an explicit example).

D.1.1 Restoring Conformal Invariance

In the example above we have evaluated the integral using a regularization scheme

that breaks conformal invariance. We provide a simple modification of the integral

below that allows one to restore scale invariance for 〈φ(~k1) · · ·φ(~k4)〉φ4 . Recall that

from the dressing rule in sectin 3 we obtain the following integral representation

〈φ(~k1) · · ·φ(~k4)〉φ4 = k12k34

∫ ∞

−∞

dp

(p2 + k2
12)(p

2 + k2
34)

∫
d4L

L2(L+K)2
(D.4)

Since the loop integral is UV divergent it has to be regulated. For this example

we use the propagators given in (A.19) in order to obtain an integral that preserves
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conformal invariance. Under this regularization scheme we obtain

〈φ(~k1) · · ·φ(~k4)〉
an.reg

φ4 =
Γ(1− ǫ)2

4

×

∫ ∞

−∞
dp
(
(k12 + ip)ǫ−1 + (k12 − ip)ǫ−1

)(
(k34 + ip)ǫ−1 + (k34 − ip)ǫ−1

) ∫ d4L
(
L2(L+K)2

)1+ǫ

(D.5)

where we have also modified the powers in the denominators of the propagators in the

loop integral according to standard convention of analytic regularization. Performing

this integral results in equation 5.48 of ref. [31].

D.2 Triangle

The integral representation for the in-in correlator of the triangle diagram with con-

formally coupled scalars has been obtained in section 4.3 of [31]. For simplicity we

work with the six-point function in φ4 theory. Using the dressing rules given in the

previous section we obtain,

〈φ(~k1) · · ·φ(~k6)〉 =

∫ ∞

−∞

dpdp′

(p2 + k2
1)(p

′2 + k2
2)
(
(p+ p′)2 + k2

3

)
∫

d4L

L2(L+ P1)2(L+ P2)2

(D.6)

where

Lµ = (p3,~l), P µ
1 = (p1 − p3, ~k12), P µ

2 = (p2 − p3,−~k56). (D.7)

and

p = p1 − p3, p′ = p2 − p1 . (D.8)

While we do not obtain an analytic expression for the final integral it is possible to

comment on the transcendentality of the integral by analyzing the form of the loop

integrand. We note that by integrating out p, p′ and L0 we obtain the 3-dimensional

loop integral which has the following poles21

1

k123

∫
d3l

1

y12(k12 + y12 + y23)(k34 + y23 + y31)(k56 + y31 + y12)(k1234 + y12 + y23)

(D.9)

where y12 = |~l|, y23 = |~l + ~k12|, y31 = |~l − ~k56| . Such integrals have been analyzed

in [99] by studying the differential equations these integrals satisfy. Through this

analysis, the class of integrals in (D.9) is expected to be a Polylogarithmic function of

external momenta. This is in contrast to the wave function coefficient which is argued

21The expression is evaluated explicitly in equation B.9 of [31].
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to be an Elliptic Polylog [99]22. The difference can be traced back to the singularities

of the loop integrand. The wave function coefficient and the in-in correlators contain

an overlapping set of poles with one main difference. Instead of the pole 1
y12

that

appears in the in-in correlator (D.9), the wave function coefficient contains 1
k1···6+2y1

.

Due to integration measure d3l, the pole 1
y12

disappears and therefore results in a

simpler structure for the integral. A similar difference also occurs for the case of the

bubble diagram23 and is responsible for the wave function depending on the momenta

as Li2 in comparison to the log dependence of the in-in correlator.

E Dressing rules for the wavefunction

The dressing rules for in-in correlators are presented in section 3 and it is shown how

they can be obtained by starting with Feynman diagram for a scattering amplitude

in flat space and dressing it with appropriate factors. It is a natural question to ask

if there exists any such rule for wavefunction coefficients (or by an analytical contin-

uation, AdS correlators). In this Appendix we provide similar rules for wavefunction

coefficients in dS and also point out an important difference between this structure

and that of in-in correlators.

These rules make use of the spectral representation of the propagator given in

appendix A. We first illustrate the derivation with an example of the bubble diagram

for conformally coupled scalars and then provide a summary of the rules and provide

further examples.

E.1 Derivation

Consider a bubble diagram for φ4 theory where φ is a conformally coupled scalar.

This is explicitly given as

1

2 3

4

=

∫
d3l

∫ ∞

0

dz1
z21

dz2
z22

e−k12z1e−k34z2G1/2(z1, z2,~l)G1/2(z1, z2,~l + ~k) .

(E.1)

22While the final integral has not been evaluated analytically, it can be evaluated order by order

in the squeezed limit and can be written as an infinite sum of Polylogs (see [100] for a discussion of

this).
23The integrands for the in-in correlator and the wave function coefficient for the bubble are

explicitly given in equation (4.21) of [31] and equation (3.23) of [100] respectively.
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By explicitly substituting the propagators in the spectral representation (see ap-

pendix A.1) we obtain

1

2 3

4

=

∫
d3l

∫ ∞

0

dz1dz2e
−k12z1e−k34z2

∫ ∞

−∞

dp1 sin(p1z1) sin(p1z2)

p21 + l2

∫ ∞

−∞

dp2 sin(p2z1) sin(p2z2)

p22 + |~l + ~k|2

(E.2)

The dressing rule for the wavefunction is obtained by first performing the z integral.

At each vertex we have an integral of the form

∫ ∞

0

dze−kz sin(p1z) sin(p2z) =
k

2

{
1

k2 + (p1 − p2)2
−

1

k2 + (p1 + p2)2

}
≡ P1/2(k; p1, p2) .

(E.3)

Hence by interchanging the order of integrals and performing the z integrals first we

obtain the following form for (E.2):

1

2 3

4

=

∫
d3l

∫ ∞

−∞
dp1dp2

1

(p21 + l2)(p22 + (~l + ~k)2)
P1/2(k12; p1, p2)P1/2(k34; p2, p1) .

(E.4)

We now define the 4-vectors Lµ = (p1,~l) and Kµ = (p2−p1, ~k) such that d4L = dp1d
3l

which allows to write the above equation as

1

2 3

4

=

∫ ∞

−∞
dp2

∫
d4L

1

L2(L+K)2
P1/2(k12;L

0, p2 − L0)P1/2(k34; p2 − L0, L0) .

(E.5)

This clearly resembles a dressed-up Feynman propagator in flat space, i.e.,

1

2 3

4

=

1

2 3

41
2

1
2

(E.6)

where the purple lines with the label 1
2

denote the factors of P1/2 appearing in

equation (E.5).

While these dressing rules are simple to state, there are important differences

with the dressing rules obtained for in-in correlators in the section 3. This example
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already shows that the dressing rule for a conformally coupled field introduces non-

Lorentz invariant objects in the loop integrand. This is in contrast to the dressing

rules for the in-in correlators of the conformally coupled scalars (or for the examples

studied in [31]) for which the loop integrals are always over Lorentz-invariant ob-

jects. Since the dressing factors for the in-in correlators of massless scalars contain

non-Lorentz invariant numerators (see section 3.3), it might be suggestive that the

dressing rules of the wavefunction are closer to those. However, the dressing factors

of the wave function also contain non-Lorentz invariant denominators as shown in

(E.3). This is a general feature for the wave function and also holds for massless

scalars as will be shown in the next section. Due to the presence of non-Lorentz

invariant poles, wavefunction coefficients generally contain more singularities than

in-in correlators.

E.2 Summary

We provide a summary of the dressing rules for conformally coupled fields with φ4

interaction and massless fields with φ4 interaction. The derivation for the latter

follows the conformally coupled case where one integrates over a product of J3/2

instead of J1/2 as done in (E.3). In each case below, the dressed propagators are

attached to each vertex

conformally coupled φ4

For vertices with 2 external legs and 2 internal legs, we have the following dressing

factor24

P1/2(k; p1, p2) =
k

2

{
1

k2 + (p1 − p2)2
−

1

k2 + (p1 + p2)2

}
(E.7)

The dressing factor for graphs with 3 external legs and one internal leg (eg: a

sunset graph) is given as,

P1/2(k; p1, p2, p3)

=
1

4

{
p1 + p2 − p3

k2 + (p1 + p2 − p3) 2
+

p1 − p2 + p3
k2 + (p1 − p2 + p3) 2

+
−p1 + p2 + p3

k2 + (−p1 + p2 + p3) 2

−
p1 + p2 + p3

k2 + (p1 + p2 + p3) 2

}
(E.8)

massless φ4

For the case of 3 external legs attached to one internal leg we have

P3/2(k; p) =
2p3

(p2 + k2)3
(E.9)

24The case of a 3 external legs is obtained from the formula (E.7) by setting p2 = p1 = p

2
.
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The expression quickly gets more complicated but is still manageable for the case of

2 external legs attached to one internal leg,

P3/2(k; p1, p2) =
16kp31p

3
2

(
5k4 + 2k2

(
p21 + p22

)
− 3

(
p21 − p22

)
2
)

(
k2 + (p1 − p2) 2

)
3
(
k2 + (p1 + p2) 2

)
3

(E.10)

For this case, we obtain cubic terms in the denominator. This shows how the dressing

rules for the wavefunction get increasingly complicated as we consider fields with

increasing conformal dimension. Hence these rules demonstrate the simplicity of the

dressing rules for the in-in correlator.

E.3 Examples

We provide some simple examples below demonstrating the use of the dressing rules

given above. The bubble diagram containing conformally coupled scalars was already

studied previously. This can be easily generalized to the triangle diagram as shown

below,

1

2

3 4

5

6

=

1

2

3 4

5

6

(E.11)

By using the propagator (E.7), the explicit expression for this is given as

1

2

3 4

5

6

=

∫ ∞

−∞
dp2dp3

∫
d4L

L2(L+K1)2(L+K2)2

× P1/2(k12;L
0, p2 − L0)P1/2(k34; p2 − L0, p3 − L0)P1/2(k56; p3 − L0, L0) .

(E.12)

By integrating out L0, p2, p3 one obtains the d3l-integrand for the triangle diagram

given in [99, 100]. The implication of the pole structure of this integrand is discussed

in [99] and briefly reviewed in section D.2.
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