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Finite Time Vacuum Survival Amplitude and
Vacuum Energy Decay.

Enrique Alvarez and Roberto Vidal

Instituto de Fisica Teorica UAM/CSIC and Departamento de Fisica Tedrica
Universidad Auténoma de Madrid, E-28049—-Madrid, Spain
E-mail: enrique.alvarez@uam.es

ABSTRACT: The problem of the vacuum energy decay is studied for both signs of
the cosmological constant, through the analysis of the vacuum survival amplitude,
defined in terms of the conformal time, z, by A(z,2') = (vac z|vacz’). Transition
amplitudes are computed for finite time-span, Z = 2z’ —z, and their late time behavior
(directly related to the putative decay width of the state) as well as the transients
are discussed up to first order in the coupling constant, .
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1. Introduction

It has been claimed [1] that the free energy corresponding to an interacting theory
in de Sitter space has got an imaginary part that can be interpreted as some sort of
instability.

The way this imaginary part has to be (perhaps naively) computed is by doing
the path integral at imaginary time. In Poincaré coordinates of de Sitter space (dS,,)
in which the metric reads )y A
o PPdz? =37 (da')?

2

ds
this leads to the metric of euclidean (anti) de Sitter space (EAdS,) with metric

2 _ Pdz? 4+, (dx")?

~2

ds

(and not to the metric on the sphere S,,), and the corresponding free energy has been
computed by us up to the one loop order in the first paper of [2], where no imaginary
part was find to that order.

Some general arguments can be advanced, however, supporting that a nonva-
nishing result should be found to higher loop order. Namely, in the second paper
of [2] it was pointed out that (if it were applicable) the optical theorem relates the
(technically quite difficult) computation of the imaginary part of the free energy to a
much simpler tree level calculation, id est, the vacuum decay into identical particles
[3]. A related phenomenon is the decay of a particle into several identical particles
[4]. Besides, there is no reason for this effect to be restricted to de Sitter space; on
the contrary, it would be natural to expect it to be quite generic.

It is true, however, that all our intuition is based upon flat space examples,
with the ensuing asymptotic regions, and S-matrix elements that can be computed
through LSZ techniques. Outside this framework it is not even known how to define
a particle to be decayed into nor the interacting vacuum |vac) in the absence of a
well-defined energetic argument.

A related issue is the study of the time dependence of transition amplitudes. The
linear dependence in time is one of the key aspects of Fermi’s golden rule. The fact
that is problematic in curved space, where there is no naturally preferred coordinate
system in general, has been remarked in [4]. It is to be stressed that use of non-
cartesian coordinates is not without problems even in flat space-time, and this is
even more true about polar coordinates in field space. One of the purposes of the
present work is to examine this problem, by computing overlaps between states that
differ by a finite time in whatever coordinate system we are using.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we review some results regarding
transition amplitudes in both flat and curved space-time, and we present the basic
quantum-mechanical formalism that we will use in our calculations. It is based in



the functional Schrédinger picture for finite time intervals. In section 3, we put our
techniques to work in order to recover the standard quantum evolution in Minkowski
space-time. This we do in order to check our formalism, and to compare with or-
dinary quantum mechanics (as opposed to field theory). In section 4 we apply this
formalism to de Sitter (and briefly to anti de Sitter) to examine the (conformal time)
dependence of its transition amplitudes. Some technical details have been relegated
to the appendixes



2. Overlaps and evolution

In flat n-dimensional space-time [5] (where energy conservation holds) differential
transition amplitudes ! from an initial state with NV; initial particles do behave for
T large enough as

Al ~ TV

where T is the time span during which the interaction is turned on, and V,,_; is the

Tt is not without interest to recall how the linear dependence in time appears on quantum
mechanical survival amplitudes using old fashioned time-dependent perturbation theory (confer
[6]). We start with eigenstates of a free hamiltonian

Holk) = Ex|k)

and expand the full wavefunction as

Schrédinger’s equation
.0
i 1%) = (Ho + H1)l¥)

then demands that
—q 0 . . —q 0
E Hicpuge Ert = E rrupre” it
k k'

which implies
b= —i» cp (k| Hy(t)| K )e!Prm )t
W
When the initial state is an energy eigenstate of the unperturbed hamiltonian, id est, such that
¢x(0) = 6gp, then,

T
(D) = i [ at ki (0
0

where wyr = Ey — Ej/. Assuming a constant perturbation leads to

2 wrpT sin 22T
T) = 2 et—2— Hl 2
cx(T) T € kp Whp
and the decay probability to an state |k) is
. 2wka
sin
Py(T) = |en(T)* = 4 [H,[* —2
w
kp

In the limit when 7" — oo this reduces to
Pu(T) = [en(T)[? = 4 |HL > T 5(eony)

The survival probability is
P =1~ [ 0B PT)

where p(k) is the density of final states.



volume of the codimension one spatial sections of constant time of the system (so that
in the particular case of vacuum decay it is proportional to the full n-dimensional
volume).

In the opposite limit, Maiani and Testa [7] have shown that there is a divergence
at small times T — 0 which survives even after renormalization. In order to elim-
inate it, a careful study of the incoming wave packet is necessary. They studied in
particular the example of an unstable scalar particle of mass M decaying into two
other scalar particles with masses m; and ms. In the narrow packet approximation
for the initial state they were able to prove that

S(t) = 27g* e ™M (ag + ay + B (1))

where M is the renormalized mass of the resonant state.
The assumption will be made in section 2.1 that the quantum mechanical formula

Pr
/ Do eSlel
®i

remains valid in curved backgrounds, where the hamiltonian is generically time de-

(prtslpits) = (prle 0 |p)

pendent.

2.1 Survival amplitudes.

Let us introduce the general formalism first in flat space language, but in such a
way that it is easily amenable to generalizations to curved space. The whole aim of
the present work is to compute the overlap between an state |in) defined at a given
time time ¢; and another state |out) defined at a different time ¢y (both times can
be finite). This would become S-matrix elements in case t; — —o0, t; — oo and the
interaction (including the one resulting from the background gravitational field, if
any) is assumed to be switched off at asymptotic times.
First of all, the survival amplitude is an overlap

Aty t) = (W(Ep)le(t))

If the spate is normalized so that

(Y(t)|(t:)) =1

then the unitary evolution (this is a crucial hypothesis) does preserve the norm, so
that

(W(tp)ly(ty)) =1

Then Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality guarantees that

|A @y ) | = [ ()] < [ )l (E)) ][ )y (Es))] =1



This means that the quantity (7' =t; — t;)
2
(T) = 7 log | A (ts,t;) |

must be positive, and in case it is independent of T" in the asymptotic regime, could
be rightfully interpreted as the decay width of the state. We shall refer to it loosely
as decay width even when it is not constant.

Survival amplitudes are therefore powerful tools to detect instabilities; they are
however somewhat blind to the final state of such decays; we will have no precise
information on the decay products. This appears to be an important open problem
from this viewpoint.

The first principles path integral formula reads

S(ty,ti)], = {outlin)|, = / [DeflDei] Wil (prtrleiti)|, Yelo]  (21)

where the integration measure [Dy] is defined in the space of field configurations at
fixed “time”. The wavefunctionals, which are functionals of this fields, are given by

Wy, [pr] = (prtslout)
Wy, [pi] = (i tilin) (2.2)

An external source J is introduced as usual in order to treat interactions by functional
differentiation.

The problem is then reduced to first computing the wavefunctionals of both states
(itself a nontrivial task), and then the field transition amplitude, which is really the
Feynman Kernel, or in modern parlance essentially the Schrodinger functional

K[Jlpsts, eiti] = (ortsloitil; (2:3)

followed by a final functional integration over the possible values of the fields.
This Schrodinger functional will be computed using the general expression in
terms of path integral:

o(-)=¢/

R Et’ .
K ¥, o] = (¢ Elot) = / Dot #aL@0) (2.4)
¢('7t):90

where ¥, is a codimension one hypersurface of constant time.

Let us remind some well known facts in quantum mechanics (confer, for exam-
ple, [6]). If the initial state |in,¢;) (where we have explicitly indicated the possible
time dependence) be it the vacuum state or otherwise, is an eigenstante of the full
hamiltonian, then Schrodinger’s equation imply that the modulus of the survival rate
is equal to one and this is true for any values of ¢; and ¢:

[ Aty ti)| = [(intg]int;)| =1



It is plain that the survival rate is nothing else that the self-overlap (|in) = |out)) at
finite time interval.

This means that the only way an state (vacuum or otherwise) can be unstable
is by it being a superposition of energy eigenstates. Then the study of the survival
amplitude for finite time is quite useful, because we do not need to know any details
of the decay process (which is a complicated thing in the absence of asymptotically
flat regions).

In order for a given state to be unstable it is not enough that the survival rate
depends on time (this happens already for a linear superposition of only two energy
eigenstates), but that this dependence has to be monotonic in time. It is enough, for
example, that

A+0, Vit

The actual dependence of the survival rate in quantum field theory with the time
interval is however quite complicated. Besides the divergence at small times uncov-
ered by Maiani and Testa [7] (whose understanding demands a careful treatment of
wavepackets in the initial state), it can be explicitly shown in some models that the
behavior is oscillating, except at asymptotic times (1" =ty —t; — 00).

3. Survival amplitudes in flat space

It has been already advertised that the use of our techniques is best illustrated in
the simplest flat space example. It is going to be a rather long computation, so let
us now draw its roadmap. There are three steps. The most important one is the
computation of Schrodinger functional or Feynman Kernel; which is the quantum
mechanical transition amplitude between states with well-defined values for the fields.
This involves the computation of a determinant with Dirichlet boundary conditions.
The final step is to integrate over the boundary values of the fields, weighted by the
wavefunctional of the state, which we also need to know at this stage.

3.1 Wavefunctionals

This means that the first thing we have to do is to find the wavefunctionals [8][9] of
the states |in) and |out). Let us begin with the vacuum. First of all, in flat space
the free field and momentum operators read?

dp 1 ( L b_ipE
T)= | ————= laze™ +a’-e sz>
¢( ) /(27‘(‘)21 2wp p D

" ‘ dp Wy N
— | 2 2P (g ePT _ gt omiPE 1
(%) z/ 0=\ 2 (ape aze ) (3.1)

2We will work in n dimensions, so the vector notation ¥, p, etc. will mean always an integration

over n — 1 variables.



so that

a5 — % (2:;21 ¢ (\/chgb(f) + i\/i}_pw(f))

in such a way that the vacuum wavefunctional obeys

df i 1o _
| (Ww() \ﬁ 5¢(f))<so|o> 0

so that the solution looks exactly the same as in [8][9], namely,

Wole] = (p|0) = N ez J dFdi(@9) ¢(@) o) (3.2)

with

Using the functional Schrodinger’s equation
9 1 0% ij 2 2
it = 3 [ a2 (=55 P00+ ) Wil
it is possible to determine
Ulp,t] = Ne 0[]

with the vacuum energy defined as

B 1 B 1 5 anl d];
E, = Etrw: §/dxw( @) = Vy_1po = 5 /(27r)"1 W

where the spatial volume is denoted by V,, | = f dr. From the expression above it
is plain that FEj is both ultraviolet and infrared divergent.
The time-independent normalization factor is given by

N = det (;)

It is useful to consider eigenfunctions of the kernel defined such that

i n 1

f(z yn— llog

[ 7@ D1.5) = et(@)
In flat space those are just plane waves
f(%) = "

and the eigenvalue reads



In momentum space the vacuum wavefunctional reads
Wolg] = ¢ 3 T i

where
¢k’ = /d:ﬁ' B_ikabf.

Then the one-particle state (defined in the non-interacting Fock space) would be
defined as

bild] = / AEf(T)(6]1) = / AEf.(2){6la (7)[08,) =

S Zdif.(Z w(Z, ) —w VA Z T 0 —

- [ s >(\/ &9 ( ,y>5¢@)%[¢]

Ve / AT 1.(Z)(F) Vol4) (3.3)

so that
E1:E0—|—€:E0+wp

In the general case in which there are no asymptotically flat regions of spacetime
the uselfulness of those is quite limited.

3.2 Inclusion of the interaction

First we write as usual the interacting kernel in terms of the free one using sources
K[J] _ eif:if dtdej(%)KO[J]

where K| is the kernel that corresponds to the free action
no (1 s M
Solg] —Jo = [ d"x 5(3@ - 7925 —J(2)¢(x) | =

= [ [ (- ot - s avn) @

In order to perform the functional integration, we follow Sakita [10] and split the
field into a classical piece, ¢¢(t) (with boundary conditions yet to be specified) and
a quantum part, x(t)

or(t) = o (t) + xu(t)

so that we have for the measure D¢p = Dy, as well as

Slol—J0 = Sulg b =70+ [ ey [ e (i skt — i)
1 (3.5)



The last piece can be written as
tr d /- N .
/ti dt (% (QbiX—k) — Xk, — WedEX—k — Jk(t)X—k(t)> =
. : ty ..
= O (tr)x—k(ty) — O (ti)x—r(t:) — / dt X <¢Z + Wiy + jk(t>> (3.6)
t;

and choose the classical field ¢, as the solution of the equation ¢Z +wies +jk(t) =0,

SO
tr

(3.7)

Sold] — Jb = Sol6] — J6° + Solx] + / 07 [x(2)¢*()]

There is an additional contribution coming from the wavefunctionals in the sur-

ti

vival amplitude (2.1). For Fock vacuum wavefunctionals like (3.2), the exponent,
depending on the boundary values of ¢, can be written as:

1 dk
—§/W¢0k (’Wfk‘2 + |S01'k|2) = (3.8)

— —% / %wkﬁﬂﬁ(tmz + e () P 4 2x x (t) 5 (1) + (tr term))

The full monty of boundary terms in the sum of (3.7) and (3.8) is then
it )x—k(tr) — 105 (8 Xk (t:) — wi (D5 (tp)x—(ts) + X—x(t:)S5(1:))

where the 7 comes from the one in front of the action, e**°. This means that if we
impose on the classical solution ¢° the boundary conditions

i (ty) — wid(ty) =0
16 () + wpd (t;) = 0 (3.9)

this boundary terms vanish, and the classical field can be expressed in terms of the
finite time Feynman propagator, Ap(z,x'), so that

o) = — / ! Az, 2) T (2)
Taking into account that
So[6] — Jo° = / dtdf% (qscq'sc) . / d”x%(D +m2)¢¢ — Jg¢ =
_ %/df(gbcéc) v_J¥
T

t; 2
dk
-~ | G el + )P - 5

(3.10)

— 10 —



(where the boundary conditions obtained in equation (3.9) have been used), the
first terms cancel precisely with the remaining |¢°|* contribution in (3.8). The full
classical piece in the exponent is given by an expression quadratic® in J:

ty
Jo¢ = / d"zJ(x / d"x / d"s' J(z)J (2 )Ap(x,2') = —TArJ
t;
and we are left with the following expression for the free survival amplitude:

f ‘ILJ: nl', :E:B
Aoty )]y = ez Ju d"ad"a! J@)da( ™) Ao(ts,t5)] =0 (3.11)

We still have to compute Kj[0] insofar as it depends on the initial and final times,
t; and tf as well as the boundary conditions [¢;, @], and integrate it convoluted with
the remaining terms of the wavefunctionals. The exponents of these terms depend
only on

X, =wi =, . x|, =vr— ¢,

so the integration variables can be shifted:

[Dei][Dey] = [Dx|, JIDx, ] (3.12)

3.3 Classical solutions

The way the computation has been organized is such that it stems from the careful
evaluation of classical solutions with well-defined values for the fields at initial and
final times. Let us first examine carefully the situation on flat space, and then build
upon that.

Any solution of the free Klein Gordon equation in flat space can be written as

Ik e 2 2 Ek izl . 4
¢(m)—/(2ﬂ)4e g(k)o(k —m)—/<27r)4e ;(g+coswt+zg_ sin wt)

where = =
g(wa k) + g(_w7 k)
2

It is not difficult to show that the solution that reduces to ¢;(Z) at t = t; and ¢(Z)
att =ty =1t; + T is given by

g+ =

de() :/(i e Sinwg(t — )¢f( )—Smwk(t_tf)@(k)

e
2m)n—1 sinwiT

The derivatives at the boundary are fixed and given by

3The time integration in the definition of ¢¢ takes place in the whole real line, while the time
integration in the J¢¢ term is constrained within the interval [¢;,?]. Nevertheless, the result can
be proved to be independent of the value of the source J outside this interval.

— 11 —



Wk

belts, T) = / dk i op(k) — cosw Ty (k)

(2m)n—t € sinwi T
— dk e coswTop(k) — di(k)
tr, @) = | o
¢c< o l‘) / (27.‘_)7171 € Wk sn (JJkT

We will eventually be interested in the limit when 7" — oco. Choosing t; = —%

and t; = % it reads

A3k iz sin wit  cos wyt - sin wit  cos wyt -
c f— —IRX k . . Z k _
?e(7) / 1673 ¢ ((Sjn wl T cos “eL ¢5(k) sin L cog @l i(k)

2 2 2 2

[ e ((ﬂ‘j) <¢f<z>-¢i<z>>—(222i;$) (¢f<zz>+¢i<%>)> (313)

This formula does not hold when ¢; = ¢; = 0. In this case a necessary condition
for a solution to exist is that

s
ti—th;Z

but this cannot hold true for all frequencies w;. The most we can do is to make the
solution vanish at one point. In this case, the field reads

Tk iz :
() = 53 e g(k) sin wg(t —t;)

Let us examine the classical action when g = A =0

S, = / 4"z (% (0ute)” — m;%) =

. f
= [ @30, 6.0%0) — 5. (0.~ miet) = [ dz5 06, -

— / : dk W {1 @)k + 1(d)]?) coswi T — 2Re[(d5) k() —r] [(3.14)

2m)n 1 2sinwi T

In the particular case when 7" — 100 we get

5. = =i [ a5 odvoul] = =i [ dRen (67 (1) 05 (k) + 6 (~h) 61 ()

3.4 Computation of the Schrodinger functional.

Let us compute the Schrodinger functional Ko[0][x;, x| that is, the transition am-
plitude between states with well-defined values for the quantum fields in the free
case. This is the quantity that in norelativistic quantum mechanics is aptly named

Feynman’s kernel.

Ko[0][x' tr, X' ti] = / Dyl (3.15)
XZ

- 12 —



This functional integral is computed with fixed Dirichlet boundary conditions at the
endpoints and its functional form is:

=

Kol0][x! 7, X" t:] = ¢"0 X} det(D0 + m?) "2 (3.16)

»

This expression can be achieved expanding again around a classical solution,
given by:

. dk X Slnwk(tf—t)—l—xk sinwg(t — t;) kT ﬁ
1RT ‘1
x(t, 7) = / 2m) sin o, T +¢&(t, 7) (3.17)

so the classical action read

, 1 dk ty
Sc 17 fl1 = = v — 3.18
X" x| 9 / (2rm)n—1 XkX—k N ( )
dk Wk 0|2 f2 i S
- / (2m)7=1 2s8in wy T [(’Xk‘ + Il )coswkT— 2Re Xix=i
and the only thing that remains is to compute the determinant
det (O + m? / DE ¢'ld] (3.19)
with vanishing boundary conditions & ‘ .= ! 8 = 0.
It is quite easy to check that the eigenfunctions are given by
2 ] t - tl s
G=\7 <sin ]—W(T )> e'he
with eigenvalues \; = wi — T2 , where j = 1,2,... For k = 0 they are normalized in

such a way that
T
| dtealt)6n@) = Gum
0

The associated zeta function (confer [11] whose coventions we follow here) reads

dk k2 4m? - £222\ 7
C(S)Evn—l/WZ< 112 = >

where V,,_; = [ dZ. Now we can use the following identities

dl;: 2 2\ S W% F<S_ %) 2 7S+anl
/ (2m)n—t (K +a%) "= 2m)-1  T(s) (o)

AT (s) = dr 7571 e

— 13 —



so that

n-l 9 —sn=1 00 §2n2 2
T2 U Vn_l(—l) 2 / _n+tl 77—<JT2 -m )

— d S 2 —
< GRS OY SN

i>1

n=1l 9 2\—s+2=1 o) ;
w2z puV,_1(m?) 2 1/ 4 ,e_nil itm
= dte 't~ |0 —— | -1 2
(2m)"—1T(s) 2 Jo s\ e (3:20)

where we have performed analytic continuation in the mass and 65(z, 7) is the ordi-

nary Jacobi elliptic theta function,

00
03 (Z, 7_) = § esznzezn T

n=—0oo

This expression is divergent at s = 0, precisely the point at which its derivative
is wanted. We can remedy using a Poisson resummation in the first summand, id

itm mT im?T?
6, (0, 17 ) = Mg (o, 127
(0) = = (075

2

m27T2)

est,

and representing by b? =

n—1 n—1

Cme (m?) T, | /OO —tys—no1 . I (1—n
C(s)I'(s) = 22y 1V _q { o) dte 't 05 <0,zb2t> 2F 5 +5

The integral is now convergent for appropiate values of s:

X e b\ 2| n
/O dt =510, (o szt) 2 (m) %231 Ks_, (T) 4T <3 . 5) (3.21)

and then

T (m2)"T AGmT) 5 . » o
- Vot § = Y _ 5 2K (2imT 3.22
C(S) 2(27‘(‘)n711—‘(3) H ! { ﬁ = J 2 ( vm j) + ( )

R (=9 ()

For even values of n:

n

72 mht 4(imT) 2
</<O)eVen :—anl { ( \/_ Z] QKn (QZmTj)
j>1

()2

[’y — log(m?/u?) + (1 + n/2)} } (3.23)

— 14 —



The sourceless Feynman kernel is precisely
Ko[0][x, '] = ¢'Sre 3¢ (3.24)
3.5 Flat space survival amplitude

Let us study the vacuum survival amplitude in the free case performing the relevant
integrals by brute force, id est, without introducing any sources for the fields

Ao (ty,t:) = (0t5[08;) = /[D%”] [Dpi] (Ot log tr)(prtrleiti)(pitil0ti) =

1w “L [ i
— NP / (Do f] [Dipi] e 3T 9r921 (ot 1) e T o

where we have introduced the vacuum wavefunctionals of section (3.1), and the free
Feynman kernel has just been shown to be

Kol0l[prts, @its] = (@ telpits) = det (O + m2)_§ e'Seleies]

where the determinant does not depend upon the boundary values for the field vari-
ables.

This yields

Solty.ts) = [N det (O 4 m?) " / Dyy)[De) -

' dk . [E+3cotwT —m Prk
exp [z/ ka (Ska %k) ( L %+ %cot wiT Pik

" 2sin wiT

We shall dub the functional determinant of the operator

5 <%+§c0twkT - T 2smapT >

1 [ 1
“Semw T 3 T 3Cob wiT

the boundary determinant.
The eigenvalues of this matrix are:

A= —1—itan(w,T/2) , —1 +icot(wyT/2) (3.25)

so the zeta function we have to consider in irder to compute the boundary determi-
nant is (recovering the wy factor we dropped in these eigenvalues):

— s dE WE\ ~° eiwkT/Q - _ 6iwkT/2 —$ B
() = Vo /(27r)”—1 <7> {<_m) + (Zm) } = (3.26)

Q) n—1l-s oo . izmT /2 -s izmT /2 -S
= Yoorp o / de(a? = 1) T (———rs )+ (s
275 (2m)n—1 1 cos xmT /2 sin xmT' /2

— 15 —



Now we can perform use the following expansion:

00 7'('] ;
Z y (3.27)
|
(T+y)— =
where my(s) =1 and 7j41(s) =s-...- (s —j). The zeta function is then:

Vi1 2 Qy_omm 178 ) n-3 | 2 - 2 -
= d —1) 2 s —_——— —_——— =
C<S) 2—8(27T)n—1 / J](ZE ) X 1 + e—zme + 1— e—zmT:c

Vn_lusQn_zmn—l—s(_l)—s > WQj(S)
= 2 Is; 2
(27)n1 Z 251 24(5) (3.28)
7=0
with Ipj(s) = [*dw(2? — 1)"% gl-se=2imTa,

Since we know also that m((0) = 1 and =/, ,(0) = (=1)?;!, we have:

¢'(0) = (QW—;n—lQ"ﬂnle {16(0) —log(—m/u) Iy(0) — Z 2%,[%(0)} (3.29)

Jj=1

The integrals can be calculated then:

o= -z ()

1,;(0) = %F (n ; 1) (igmT) "2 K K (2ijmT)

In the even n case the zeta function corresponding to the boundary determinant is

, 20, om T =1\ 1 (T—n\ (D) T~ o
C(O)even — (271‘)”_1 F ( 2 > {ZP ( 2 ) — Qﬁ Z] K% <2ZTI’LT])}

j>1
(3.30)
Collecting the results of this paragraph with the ones of the previous one, the
vacuum survival amplitude in the even n case reads

15 mnl 1—n
) = - v _{T
.Ao (tf,tl) exXp |: 5 2(27T)”*1 Vn 1 { ( 5 > +

(imT)(—l)% 2 2 0
T Am) [ = log(m?/2s%) + O (1 + n/2)] H (3.31)

In is remarkable that the end product of this computation is of the form

Ao(tf, ti) X e_iEOT
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with the vacuum energy given by

Ey L2 m" (1)% 2 2 0
=33 (%)n T /) [v —log(m?/21®) + @ (1 +n/2)]  (3.32)

The inclusion of the interaction in these considerations can be achieved through

Feynman diagrams with finite time propagators built in them.

3.6 Adding particles

If we try to perform the same calculation above for an excited state (id est, an state
containing particles), the only change is the boundary wavefunctions in the second
determinant:

[ 10D e e [ [

)l 2 5 (Pivr) g ( —icescwiT icotw,T — 1
(3.33)
for the case of an state with a particle of momenta p.

If we introduce sources coupled to the boundary values of ¢, the calculation only
needs the addition of a term coming from the derivatives:

/[Dsoi][Dsof] exp [/#(% or) My (z;);r(ﬁﬂ)_g(g);] =

(3.34)

= exp [—}l/ (Q:i_l(Ji,Jf)_,gM; <jf)J /[D%][Dwf] exp [/# (i SOf)_EME(

We can get then the additional factors due to the presence of particles:

; 1 6fiwkT
M=t ) )
; o (e_wkT . ) (3.35)
5 4 1 ko iy T
ot [ (F)|| s e
5J_55Jﬁ 4 ) (2m)n O R | o

iEoT calculated for the vacuum-

and this means that the energy in the exponent e~
to-vacuum amplitude increases precisely in wyg. The reason why we did this check
is that the way the linear dependence in time appears is quite different in quantum

field theory and in quantum mechanics, as we detail in the next paragraph.

3.7 Quantum mechanics

It is useful to contrast the field theoretical calculation above with the quantum
mechanical harmonic oscillator [12]
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The vacuum survival amplitude for the harmonic oscillator with unit massn is
given by

2 qf ;
C(T)=(0t=T|0t=0) = /Dqﬂ)qf e v /Qe”qzz‘m/ Dq ¢l (3.37)
qi
Expanding the trajectory around the classical solution, ¢ = q. + y, we have:
C(T) = / Dq; Dy e % /2e™17/2¢15lac] / Dy 'Sl (3.38)
y(0)=y(T)=0

The action for the classical trajectory can be expressed as:

1 !

S[Qc] = 5 qcqc

w

T YsinwT (qf(coswTqr — q;) — qi(qr — coswTq;)) (3.39)

and this is quadratic in the boundary values for g. so that the boundary integral is
gaussian:

N|=

—¢ 4+ sweotwl —swescwT

/Dqﬂ)qf e w2 waj 268l — = (3.40)

—%w cscwT —% + %w cotwT

1 ~1/2 5 ‘
T (—w2 (1—1 coth)) =7 £ isinwTe T/
2 w
The Dirichlet determinant can be computed through discretization, following Feyn-
man’s original argument, to be

~1/2
det _ & + w? / = (L)W
dt? 27 sin wT

It is amusing to remark that a zeta function computation gives this same determinant
only up to a constant. Altogether it yields

The differences with the quantum field theoretic computation are now clear. The
dominant terms for large T come from the Schrédinger functional only in the field
theoretic case, whereas as a result of cancellations, they come from the boundary
determinant in quantum mechanics. We just checked that nevertheless the energies
of the excited states are also correctly given in quantum field theory.
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4. Survival amplitudes in de Sitter space

Let us now turn to the main object of our interest, namely the (in)stability of the
vacuum state in (anti) de Sitter space. We shall mainly use here the de Sitter metric
in horospheric (Poincaré) coordinates, where z plays the role of conformal time

_ 1Pd2? — bydatda?

~2

ds?

The conformal time is positive semidefinite
0<2z<

It is sometimes useful to write 2z = e !, where the Hubble constant, H is related to
the radius by H = %, so that the metric appears in the steady state form

ds® = dt* — eQHt(Fijdxidxj

In these coordinates it is plain that in the limit H — 0 (I — oo) flat space is
recovered.

We are interested in the survival amplitude of a certain state |in) between (con-
formal) time z and 2’ (both times can be finite)

Ain (25, 21) = (inzg|in z;) = /[DSOf] [Depi] (in z¢|pf 2p)(py 25| i 2i) (@i 2i]in 2;)

4.1 Wavefunctionals

We shall expand the free field as
(2, T) = /dﬁ (apvp(z)eiﬁf + al,v;(z)e’iﬁ)
and the canonically conjugated momentum

ﬁ dp i (N, —iE
7(z, %) = /lz"—2 (apv)(2)e™” —|—aL(vZ’)) (2)e”"PF)

Our modes are normalized by the usual Klein-Gordon invariant scalar product

2" 2]

The creation and annihilation operators are given by:

.ZQ—N

A — —1

/ Az e (V) (2)(z, &) — 12" 205 (2)7 (2, F))

; 'Z2fn
a, =1

/dfe“gi (v (2) (2, &) — 12" vg(2)m (2, T)) (4.1)
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It is now quite plain (at least formally) how to compute wavefunctions for dif-
ferent states. Let us begin with the wavefunction of the free (Fock) vacuum. It is
defined for appropiate destruction operators and a given conformal time z by

ai|0) = /da_c'e_“;f (v3,(2)* (2, &) — vg(2) 12" 7 (2, 7)) [0) = 0

we are thus led to a differential equation common for the vacuum wavefunction,
/dfe“;f z'vk(z)*z"”lL + V5, (2)*p(Z) | {p2]0) =0
Sep(Z)

The vacuum wavefunctional (¢|0) is the exact analogue of the Schrodinger wavefunc-
tion ¥(q,t) = (g|v), where the completeness relationship > |¢){g| = 1 is assumed in
a time-independent way. Here we introduce a time-independent basis |¢) such that

/[Dso]\@w =1

This basis is defined in such a way that the diagonalize the field operator

3(2, 7)) = o(T)|¢)

at a certain fiducial time, z. But the basis itself depends on this fiducial time in
a nontrivial way, and this we have attempted to represent by writing explicitly the
basis as (¢z|. It follows that a gaussian ansatz

(p2]0) = N 2 J WG K- EDe(@e ()

is indeed a solution, provided

—i oo 1 u(2)
K.(Z,7) = A ePE=7) P
(%,9) (2m)n—1 / pe [zn=2 v,(2)*

This gives a natural definition of non-interacting vacuum state corresponding
to the modes v,(z). The present definition of vacuum depends on the modes used,
and this in turn depends on the physical setup of the question asked. This is a gen-
eral problem of quantum field theory in a curved space, not specific to our formalism.

Through the functional Schrodinger’s equation perturbative corrections to the
noninteracting vacuum can easily be found. The concept of particle is a delicate one
when asymptotically flat regions are absent. A possible definition of a multiparticle
state in the present context is, for example,

(pzlki ... ky) = (p z|a£1 . .a2p|0>

but it is plain that the usefulness of such a definition is quite limited.
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4.2 Classical solutions

The action for a scalar field in a generic conformally flat space (of which both de
Sitter and anti de Sitter are particular instances) can be written in a very simple form.
We shall insist for no particular reason in keeping the coordinate z dimensionless,
so that the dimensionful coordinates are z# = (z"
conformally flat

,ot, .. 2" % 1z). The metric is

ds® = a(2)? n,,datdz”

In de Sitter space the coordinate z is timelike, so that it follows that
. 1 1 — m2 A
Sas[¢] = / ldz d% o" (? <l_2(az¢)2 — (v¢)2> _ 7¢2 _ E¢4>

In anti de Sitter, owing to the fact that the z coordinate is spacelike, this reads

. 5 2
Sustdl = [ 1a: 0 o (5 (@07 + 3 - (Fop) - B - 10')

(where now # includes all coordinates except z° =t and z).
We shall actually redefine the quantum field (but keep the same notation for it)
in order to shift all depence on the background towards the potential

n—2

¢new =a ? ¢old

The lagrangian now reads (remember, now ¢ = @pey)

1 2 m(z)22 (2) 3 AM2) u,2-—nd (a,
£:§(8¢)— qb—g ¢° — o+ —(Cb)

2 6 24 412 dz \a

where
mi = wete (0-5) 5w (5-2) (5-1)
M= (4.2)

(where a = %; the upper signs are for de Sitter space, and the lower ones for anti de

Sitter).

In both de Sitter and anti de Sitter, a = % which gives, paying due attention to
the fact that z is dimensionless,

1 - 1 2 2 rrﬂﬂ—@ 2 A pn =2
Sus = 5 / 7 1dz {1_2 (0:0) = (Vo) = —— 5= ¢ — 59 +/ S
n(n—2) n—4
_1 n—1 1 2, 2 O 2_ A% 4
Saas = : /d :cldz{ 2 (0.0)" + ¢ — (V)" + 2 2 ¢ 12 1 ¢
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where care has been taken to keep in de Sitter all boundary terms for future use.
Incidentally, those are totally irrelevant for anti de Sitter, because we are only inte-
grating the time variable over a finite time interval; but they are quite important for
de Sitter space, because they enforce a change in Feynman’s propagator as explained
in the appendix in some detail.

It is amusing to remark that up to a constant factor the v factor defined in the
n—2

appendix as v = -~

is just the de Sitter temperature 7" = ﬁ

n—2
z

27T

v m =

It is well known that this temperature is associated to the unavoidable presence of a
horizon because of the lack of a globally timelike Killing vector [13]. This coincidence
is due to the fact that there is a single energy scale in de Sitter space.

This action can (and will) be interpreted as a Minkowskian action for a massive
field, with a time-dependent potential given by

m2[2 (1 _ 22) F n(n—4) A\ -
V<Z7¢)E_L](Z7¢>E 2l222 4 ¢2+ﬂZL 4¢4

The perturbation is a time dependent one for de Sitter space; whereas space de-

pendent in anti de Sitter. In this split between free and interacting hamiltonian all
information on the curvature of the space has been dumped into the potential term.

4.2.1 A different split between free and interaction terms.

It can be more convenient for some purposes to keep all quadratic terms (dimen-
sion two operators) in the free lagrangian and treat higher dimensional operators as
interacting terms.

The scalar field action in de Sitter space

2f ldzd? [ 22 ) ,
S: / - (7 (0.0 = 2(V0)°) = 50" - Jd))

Z’I’L

reads in momentum space

o(z,7) = / (2:%@(2) etke

“t ldzdk [ 22 m2
S = / n (l_2 (|az¢k’2 + 12k2‘¢k‘2) - 7|¢k|2 — J—k¢k>

Writing as in flat space,
Pr = ) + X
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o ldedk (22 e M2 .
S = / on <l_2 (’8Z¢k:|2 + l2k2‘¢k‘2) - 7’¢k|2 — J_k (O + X&) +
2 2 2,2 2 m? 2 227 c 212 1c 2 ¢

= (10:xk|” + K[ xkl?) — - bl + 55 (0:07.0.x—k + PE*djx—1) — m*dfx—k

the equation of motion reads

-2, Pk +m?
-2y T

whose general solution reads

Pp(z) =22 (C’lJ(ngl)z_leQ (klz) + C'QY(HT_I>2_m212 (klz))

To find the solution that reduces to ¢;(¥) at z = z; and to ¢o(7) at z = 29, let
us define

JLQ = J(”—*l)zfm%? (k’lZLQ)

2

Yio = Y("T*)Q—m%? (klz12) (4.3)
Then
o = Ya0i(h)n® = Vioa(k)m®
! LYy — Iy
Cy = —Jz¢1(k:3]zly _+JJ;252(7€)22 (4.4)
112 241
and

cos( ) = O\, (klz) + CbY, (kl2)

where v = (”7’1)2 — m?[2. For any classical solution the action on shell is given by

2-n dk 1 ’
5.= [ai* o0l = oyt [ G Saa)@00(

1

Let us now find the solution of the equation of motion with a delta-function
source and Dirichlet boundary conditions.
Using the fact that the Wronskian

T
e

W[ (2),Y,(2)] =2

ZCOoSVT

the Dirichlet propagator is easily found to be
1 .
AP (2, 2) = 5 e ™ klzgf (2 — 20) cosmr (=Y, (klzo) J, (klz) + J, (klz) Y, (kl12))+¢5 (2)

We shall develop the expansion associated to this propagator in a forthcoming
work.
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4.3 The Schrodinger functional

The Schrodinger functional is given by finite-time Feynman’s diagrams with position-
dependent vertices

A(Zf, Zi)’J _ e—i fzzif ldzde(z,i%) 6% fzzlf d"zd"z’ J(x) Ar(z,z’) J(z') AO|J:0
=0
To a given order in perturbation theory, it corresponds to vacuum diagrams (the
same that contribute to the usual vacuum energy) computed with finite time Feyn-
man propagators. The important thing to notice is that the only dependence on the

boundary values of the fields stems from the classical action.

The first diagram to be computed is the “circle”, which is simply:

Moo = /f ld> / df#AT(lg)[z,z] (4.5)

It is to be remarked that even this diagram carries some information about the cur-
vature of the space through the v terms in the propagator.

We can take advantage of the specific form of the said propagator, in the sense

that only the first coefficient (C.13) contributes to the simple diagrams we will con-
sider. In this case, the amplitude reads:

MOOZ

)

v / dk e HnZ (m(vy; — p) + 2 Z (Uw2Z + m(yy — 7)1 — 2ilwp Z)))
1] G 1T )~ 2iwn)
(4.6)

where we have neglected the product ;7.

In the limits of large and small Z, (physically, the relevant quantity is Zml) we

have:
Z—0 Vn719n72mn_3 . n — 3 Yi
M, Z —_— —Ilpo(Z
0,0 — 22T {zml J( 5 ,0) +3 0o( )}
Z—0 anlQn72mn_2 . n—3 Yi 2 n—3
M, Z — 7 -1 4.
0,0 —> 22m) {zl J( 5 70) + 2,2/ J 5 (4.7)
where
J(a,b) = / da(x? — 1) a°
1
o0 e —2imlZx __ 1)
00(Z) /1 dx(x )z (20 (4.8)
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The second diagram is the same as before, but with a mass insertion:

zf o dk s
_/ zdz/deAT(k:)[z,Z](aJr;) (4.9)

with @ = —m?/2 and B = (m? — n(n — 2)/41*)/2. We have a part proportional to
the first diagram, and a second part proportional to:

s 1 . ’ ; ’ . ’
/ ldzﬁe”“’“(zz —2f %) ((ka — i'yfm)emw’“(szz) + z’wm) (*yim (—1 4 Plwn(zi—z )> + Ziwk) =
Zi z
1 )
= lupe ™ wr(zrt20) [ — 2ilmwyizrz; (75 (Ei(2ilzpwy) — Ei(2ilz;wy))+
ZfZ

+ye2ten =) (Bi(—2il 2 pwy) — Bi(—2ilziwy))) — me? ™% (ypzp + yi2:)+

+ e2ilwka (m(’}/fo + %%z’) + ink(zf - ZZ))] (410)

where we have neglected again the terms quadratic in the ~’s.

For large Z this contribution is just a constant independent of Z, while that for
small Z has a linear and a quadratic part. In this last limit, the full amplitude reads:

70 6] Vi1 Qyom™ 2 n—3
M = - —(a ;)Moo + 2(1271_)”:23 iwz% <T,O> (4.11)

i

where the My, has to be understood as the small-Z limit shown above.
The third diagram (the first contribution of the self interaction) is given by

My = 3i / ldz / dkff P Ar(k) [z, 2] A (D) [z, A (2) (4.12)

with A(z) = 2""*\/24. The diagram is then proportional to:

“ n—d ; ’ . ,
/ leZ 1 ((2&% — i’yfm)GQlek(Zf—z ) + 'L’Yfm> ((2Wp _ i,yfm)GQ'LZUJp(Zf_Z) + wfm> .
(m (1 B i) (i (=14 ) 24 ) lln ) G220 o
~ —ilwywye” Hewnter)(zrtz) [%l‘lmZ?’_"wﬁwp(ilwk)_"_162”(Zf(w”“’p)’wkzi)(F(n — 3, 2ilzpwy)—

—T'(n = 3, 2ilzwy)) + Yl 'm2% "wyewn (ilw,) "Xt ez (D(n — 3, 24l 2 pw,) —
1 ,
_ F(n — 3, 2ilziwp)) - n—3 (Z? 3 Z;L*:”) e2ilzp (witwp) (m(’}/f _ fyi)(wk + wp) + inkwp>_

— ypm23 0w, (—ilwy, ) ¥ e (D (n — 3, —2ilzpwy,) — [(n — 3, —2ilziwy))—

— pm23 Mg (—ilw,)? e R (D (n — 3, —2ilzpw,) — D(n — 3, —2ilziw,)) (4.13)
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For large Z, the leading term is proportional to Z"3:

o AV, 192 om2nd —3\? 1z"3 ~3 \*
M07lzi> 2 18659 {J(n ) + |—=J (n—70) —{—lll()l( )

32(2m)2n—2 2 n—3 2

lzn—4}
70 i)\Qz_QVn_lm2ni4 n—3 4 n—3
M n _ A 4.14
0,1 —> 32(2m)7n 2 lJ 5 ,0 20T 5 ,0 + ( )

25 n—3 n—3

d i —1)—(n—4 Z?

# 2 i () - 00 (M5 20))

where:

s e—Qilexy
Ini(Z / d:):/ dy(z? —1)" (y —-1)= 2@y T @+ 1)) (4.15)

4.4 Vacuum Wavefunctionals

When using, as we do, the variables ¢,.., the appropiate starting point for the vacuum
wavefunctional is the Minkowski one,

\Ilo[gﬁ] = eii # fu Kuu eféfz,y Kz y¢udy

The functional Schrodinger’s equation, which stems from our main hypothesis on the
Feynman kernel in curved space reads
V[ 18 mAE) ,  ME)
— _Z v
T = [ (g + e+ (Ve + ket ) i

It is possible to solve it in a perturbative way in A(z) and A = m?(z) —m? by writing

Ulp] = Wolo] + A(2)W10[¢] + A(2)Vor 0]

In this way

1/}10 —_ Z eZ Zf (Kuv¢v) —Kyu— -5 d)k 6 3 fly ny¢a:¢y
¢2
(- / % [ o) 1 (1 [ 0?) (4.16)

Yo1(¢ (n=4) iz [, (Kuvo)?~Kuu— kg2 o3 Joy Kayady

(—z / ¢2 / Umw) 1T (S—nzz / (KWW) (4.17)

It is remarkable that both terms are proportional to ¥, so that the total vacuum
wavefunctional can be written as

Ulp] = Vg (1 + AoV + A5 0)

as well as

It is also possible to view the functional Schrodinger equation as an evolution equa-
tion, and assume that at a given conformal time z = z; the wavefunctional is ¥g[¢],
and then compute its future evolution in the conformal time. This is not what we
have done here.
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4.5 Survival amplitude

m(z)’
Order (0,0) Order (1,0)
Az) Az)
m(z)”
Order (0,1) Order (1,1)

Figure 1: The first few diagrams that contribute to the vacuum energy.

The only step still left in order to compute the (vacuum) survival amplitude
is the integration over the boundary values of the fields, weighed by the vacuum
wavefunctions as well as the classical action. We know already from our previous
computation (confer equation (3.32)) that this contribution is subdominant in the
large Z limit, and besides it preserves the modulus of the (exponentiated) survival
amplitude, so that it gives vanishing contribution to the width .

There are however calculable interaction dependent corrections to the vacuum
wavefunction (as to any other wavefunction); they can be obtained through the
functional Schrodinger’s equation to any given order in perturbation theory along
the lines of the subsection 4.4. We have not attempted to compute the effect of those
corrections on the width.

In conclusion, the value we get for the width of the vacuum state in the asymp-
totic regime Z — oo under the approximations of the present work is

16(2m)?n—2

Z—0 Oévnf 1 Qn72mn_37i
N2 = —5Gmiz

Sn.
Relo(Z) + B gn=5 Il (Z) (4.18)

5. Conclusions

In this paper we have concentrated in computing overlaps between arbitrary states
(in particular the vacuum) defined at two different times such that they span a finite
time interval (were this interval infinite they would become S-matrix elements, in
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case those happen to be well defined). This has been done because there is some
initial doubt as to how to define the good observables (id est, the analogous to the
decay rate, for example [4][2]) which would presumably involve some sort of square
of the overlap matrix elements themselves.

The most important quantity we have analyzed is the survival rate, or self-
overlap at finite (conformal) time span. This in turn determines a decay width in a
straightforward way. It is found that there some effects already at tree level, which
are presumably related to particle creation in the presence of an external non-static
gravitational field, but we have not idetintified them unambiguosly. Our compu-
tations are consistent with them being transients. They are however of potential
physical relevance in the physics of the inflationary epoch.

At the next order in perturbation theory, there is a new contribution which de-
termines the vacuum width in a precise way in the adequate spacetime dimension
(namely, n = 5 were the dependence of both Iy(Z) as well as Ipo(Z) on their argu-
ment subdominant). Further diagrams should be studied before a definite conclusion
can be drawn on the main issue.

This computation has been done for a particular wavefunction, which does receive
corrections owing to the interaction. Other states can easily be studied within our
framework. To the extent that flat space computations are a good guide, we do not
expect those improvements to change the physical picture dramatically.

All the physical quantities studied in this paper turn out to be observer-dependent.
It is not completely clear what could be the physical meaning of some phenomenon
which is coordinate dependent (or what amounts to more or less the same thing,
observer dependent). There are by now many examples of observer-dependent phe-
nomena even in Minkowski spacetime (of which the Unruh radiation [14] observed
by an accelerated oberver in the Minkowski vacuum is perhaps the best known); this
does not necessarily mean that their physical meaning is fully understood.

On the other hand, it is well known that the usual semiclassical approximation to
the full quantum theory of the gravitational field interacting with arbitrary matter,
namely quantum field theory in a external gravitational field treated classically (upon
which the latter identification is based) is only an approximation to the true equations
of motion, to wit

(vacl g ) = 0
Where the total action is the sum of the Einstein-Hilbert part depending on the
metric only, the matter part, which depend on the matter fields, denoted here col-
lectively by v¢; ¢ = 1... N, and the necessary counterterms, which depend on the

metric as well as on the matter fields. Including sources,

S[J;uxa Jz] = SEH[g] + Smatt [97 wz] + Scount[ga d}z] + { / dnx |g| (JMVguV + Z Jz¢z>
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The equations of motion are always formally true because they can be written in
terms of the full partition function

Z[JW, Ji) = /DQWHD%’ oS w1 Ji)
as

=0
J=0

05 |1 9 14
Sgm i 6 (x)" 1 0J;(x)

It remains to give a working definition of the composite operator ¢g"”, but at the

| 212

perturbative level this can be done. The state |vac) is the one obtained through the
boundary conditions imposed on the path integral.

The semiclassical framework states that this vacuum can be approximated by
the matter vacuum in a fixed gravitational background g,

|VaC> ~ |Omatter>§

This can be proven to be the dominant term the first term in a 1/N expansion [17]
of a theory of gravity interacting with N identical matter species, but it is difficult
to believe that this is the only instance in which this semiclassical approximation is
physically reasonable. A general analysis of its validity would be welcome.

Observables in the full quantum gravity theory should presumably be gauge
invariant, that is, diffeomorphism invariant, and thus independent on the observer.
What seems to be needed here is a gauge invariant definition of vacuum decay.

More comprehensive computations are in progress taking into account the dy-
namics of the gravity sector.
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A. Flat space vacuum stability

Let us first review the reason why those effects vanish in flat Minkowski space,
deriving in this way a simple formula for it that subsequently could be applied to the
spaces of our interest in different physical situations. To assert that the flat space
vacuum state is stable is equivalent to assert that the free energy is formally real
in Minkowski space, which through the optical theorem ensures the stability of flat
space versus multiparticle decay. Using LSZ reduction, the S-matrix amplitude for
vacuum decay to four identical particles with wave functions uy, . .. ux, reads

(k1koksky|0) = i / Vgl d" yrug, (yi)V [9(y2) 1" yaug, (y2) /19 (ys)|d" ysug, (y3)

V |g(y4)|dny4u;;4(y4) (Dy1 + m2) (Dyz + m2) (Dyg + mQ) (Dy4 + m2) X
01Td(y1)P(y2)d(y3) P (y4)[0)

At tree level

(01T (y1)P(y2)d(y3)d(y4)|0) = Q—Z/d"y\/ l9WIA (Y1 —y) A (2 —y) Ays —y) A (ya — )

where the Feynman propagator obeys

1
(O+m?) Alr —y) = oz —y)
|9(2)]
In flat space
— 1 —ikx
Uy, = —e
2(277)"—1(,%

so that the net output at tree level is

, 1
“ilkithatkatha)y — (Omyn 6 (ky + ky + ks + ka)

1
d”y—e
v/ W1WaolW3Wy \/ W1WolW3Wy

This implies in particular a delta function on the sum of all energies,

which does not enjoy support on physical particles.

At the same time this gives a simple condition (assuming LSZ reduction is still
valid) for this amplitude to be nonvanishing in an arbitrary spacetime, namely, the
vacuum is unstable with respect to decay into four particles whenever the fourfold
O"=[4] overlap, where

O] = / /19t (4) - - - i (1)
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has got nonvanishing support on physical states. It is plain that this depends on the
value of the determinant g (there is always a gauge in which g = 1) as well as on the
set of modes uy. Another quantity of interest in conection to a single particle decay
into two or three identical particles is

On=LD[g] z/d”y 9|, (y) - - ur, (y)

B. A first (naive) look at overlaps in de Sitter space.

Let us examine the overlap with several different particles (id est, different coordinate
systems) and in different spaces assuming LSZ reduction. The purpose of the present
paper was precisely to improve upon this analysis, which we want to briefly present
here.

To begin with, let us assert that there is no vacuum decay, nor single particle
decay into two or three identical particles in static coordinates (which exist for both
de Sitter and anti de Sitter). We call static coordinates ones adapted to the timelike
Killing, in such a way the timelike coordinate is ignorable. There may be many
different such systems for a given spacetime.

The reason is in them the exact modes have got a piece

g ~ efiwtfk
where the functions f, do not contain the variable time. This is enough to produce

50> w)

which do not have support on positive energy particles. Using the fact that

a delta function

wr—m?>0

it is also possible to show that there is no single particle decay in the static case.
To be specific, de Sitter in static coordinates reads

r? dr?
ds* = (1 — 1—2) dt* — - r2d2

12

where the radius of the spacetime is related to Hubble’s constant by

12

2 2
ds? = (1 + T—) dt? — 1dr L — 202,
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In anti de Sitter space the horospheric coordinate is spacelike, and it will be denoted
by x, so that Poincaré coordinates admit a FRW-like form

ds? = —dz? + eF (dt2 -3 dyf)

which is manifestly static, so that there is no vacuum energy decay here.
De Sitter space in global coordinates (spherical spatial spacelike sections) reads

ds* = dr* — cosh T2dS2> |
Again, in anti se Sitter in global coordinates, the metric reads
ds® = cosh® Td6* — dr* — sinh® 7dQ?_,
Finally, when hyperbolic spacelike sections are considered, de Sitter metric reads
ds* = dr* — sinh® 7 (dy* + sinh® d$2. _,)
In contrast, anti de Sitter space in the same coordinates yields
ds® = sinh? xdy?* — cosh? xdx* — cosh® xdS22_,

which is again explicitly static.
Lest the reader has the impression that anti de Sitter looks atatic in all coordi-
nates systems, let us mention stereographic coordinates, in which the metric reads

ds? = Qandx“da:”

and for de Sitter space
1

1.2
==

0=

with 2% = n,,2*z” = t* — 2. For anti de Sitter space

1
1+ 2

In this coordinates, the global staticity of anti de Sitter space is not manifest.

First of all, a general observation [15][16]. The link between the field modes and
the particle concept is through the WKB approximation. Indeen, the Klein-Gordon
equation

(gaﬁvavg + m2) =0
yields, for

-
I
m@.
L3 1%}

_|_

the mass shell condition

9°90,505S = m?
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encoding the definition of positive and negative frequencies for the solutions at hand.
By covariantly deriving the expression above we get

V00597955 = 0
Now, for any scalar,
(VoaVs —V5Va)S =0
it follows that

9?9058V, V.S =0
9o S

namely the geodesic equation. This means that the vector u® = == is the tangent

vector to a geodesic, which in turn implies that the hypersurfaces S = constant are
geodesic orthogonal.
C. Finite time propagators
The general solution of the Klein Gordon equation
(O+m?)g=J

can be written as

d]; —ikZ : n d"k ik(z—x' P
() = / (270”71@ (ay cos wit + by, sin wy 1)+ /d /(27r) etk(z—a’) mj(x’)
The contribution of the principal value is:
[Bomen_ P [dounl (P ___F )
27 —kZ + w? 2 2w \ko+wr ko — wg
1
= —S({t—t)sinw(t —t) (C.1)

2wk

where we have used

P ] ikr __ ika ) : )
/ dh——c / dk% = etk / dksmxm = e*irS(z)

and S(z) = 6(x) — 0(—=x) is the sign function. All this leads to

dk .
P(r) = /— ek (ay cos wit + by, sin wy t) +
27’(’)" 1

Pz

,,Lk(
/d” / st g St =) s (1 =1)JG@) (C2)

k

In momentum space,

1 1
G (t) = ay cos wyt + by sin wi t + o d"z' e* S(t —t') sin wy (t —t') J(2)
Wk
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C.1 Dirichlet boundary conditions
The solution that vanishes at ¢ = t; as well as at ¢t = ¢; then reads
(b( ) / dE Az e—iﬁ(f—f’)
€T ey
(2#)”_12(,% sin wk(tf — ti
+sin wyg (bp — ') S (' — ty)sin wy (¢ — ¢;) + sin wy(tr — ¢;) sin wy (¢ — ') S (t — t’)]

It vanishes for J = 0, in agreement with previous results.
This means that the correct propagator to be used in the integral over D¢ is
given by

D(x, ') / dk e HE7) sin wg (t; — ') S (¢ —t;)sin wy (ty — t) +
r,7) = - —t _
’ 2(2m)"twy sin wi T F kA

sin wy (ty —t') S (¢ —ty)sin wy (t — ;) +
f f

sin wpT sin wy, (t —t') S (t — t')} (C.4)

That is, this is the only solution to the equation
(O+m?) D(z,2") =0 (z — o)

such that

D(x, ") = D(z,2") =0

|t:ti |t/:tf
C.2 Feynman boundary conditions

The boundary conditions for the Feynman propagator are defined by

idn(ts) = wid(ty)

In momentum space

) iR

b_i(t) = —wrag sin wit + bpwy cos wit + / d"r' ——S(t —t")wy, cos wy(t —t")J(z")
Rn (JJk

(the delta function does not contribute).

The boundary conditions are then

Py
ik®

—iwgag sin wyty + ibywy, cos wyty + Z/ d"z’ Sty —t)wi cos wi(ty —t)J(a') =

1 Y
Wi (ak coswy ty + by sinwy ty + Son d'z’ e* S(ty —t) sinwy (ty —t) J(:L"))
Wk Rn
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k@’

—iwgag sin wyt; + ibpwy cos wit; + 2/ d"z’

S(t; — t")wg cos wi(t; —t)J(2) =
n (.Uk

1 e
—Wp, (ak cos wy t; + by, sinwy t; + o da’ e*T S(t; —t') sinwy (t; —t) J(x'))
(JJk Rn

This can be written as
_plwrty 5 oiwgly 1 o, S t _t/ : iwk(tfft/)
_6' . Z‘i . Qy - = dra’ ezk:c (f /)‘ZG_‘ T J<$,)
e~ Wkl jeWhli by, 2wy Jrn S(t; —t')ie "kt

and this yields

ay, = L e—iwkT/dnx/eiEf’J(x/) <S(tf _ t’) e—iwk(t’—T) _ S(ti . t,) eiwk(T-i-t’)) _
4wk
L ar e T () (suf ) et St — ) ew’) (C.6)
4Wk Rn
1 e~ . . / . ’
by = ——— dnx/ezkx J(x/>€—zwkT (S(tf _ t/) 6zwk(T—t) + S(tZ . t/) ezwk(T+t )) _
1 = . / . ’
— | are T () (S(tf — ) et 4 S(t — ) ezwkt) (C.7)

This means that the corresponding classical solution reads

o(z) E/ d"z’ Ar(z,x")J (")
with At the finite time Feynman propagator:

dE e
AT<£L‘,$,) — / We—zk’(:c—x )AT<k)

Ap(k) = [ <S(tf ) et St — ) eiwkt’) cos wit+
4wk
+i (S(tf — ') e7 ™ 4 S(t; — 1) eiwkt/) sin wkt] +
1
+—S(t —t')sin wy(t — 1) (C.8)
Zwk
It is then plain that in the limit ¢t; = —t; = % and T" — oo, Feynman’s continuum

result is recovered.

lim Ar(k) = Ap(k) = L [cos wy(t —t") —iS(t — ") sin w(t — )]
T—o0 2Wk
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In general it yields
Ap(k) = —— ([S(tf—t’) — St — ') — 2] cosw(t — )+
4wk

+i[S(ty —t') + St — t')] sinwg(t — t’)) +Ap(k) (C.9)
The above results are valid for general sources with arbitrary support. When (as
in our case) the support is restricted to the interval ¢; < ¢’ < t;, it is quite easy to

check that the finite time propagator with Feynman’s boundary conditions coincides
exactly with ine usual Feynman’s propagator.

AT(k)‘[tiﬂff} = Ar(k) [tits]

C.3 Feynman’s propagator including de Sitter boundary terms

The boundary terns that appear when redefining the field in de Sitter space imply
(after the splitting ¢ = ¢. + x) an addition of

n—2 n—2
@Tfléﬁc(zf)X(Zf) - ZTJ

to the boundary. In order to eliminate those cross-terms the boundary conditions to

Pe(20)X(2) = iypmee(zp)x(25) — ivimee(zi)x(2)
be imposed are

107 (27) — wil 5. (27) + ivyml 67 (z) = 0
105 () 4 Wil ¢5(2) + iyiml ¢ (z) = 0 (C.10)

Let us now can make an slightly different antsatz for the form of the propagator,

namely
1
Ar(k) ==—385(z — ') sinwl(z — 2)+
ka
+ ag coswil(z — 2') + by sinwil(z — 2') (C.11)
The previous equations for the boundary values give rise to the following coefficients:
D - e—zlwkZ
7w (—ypem? (287 — 1) = 2imug(y — %) + 4w)
D . , . ,
ap = Ik <(2wk — iyypm)eilenz==) iwm) (%m <—1 + gZilwn(zi—z )) + 2z'wk> :

'(S(Zf N Z/) . S(ZZ _ Z’))eilwk(QZ'*Zf*Zi)

4

D . ’ 71 . o
b = —2 e lor(2/ 2y +5) [S (2 —2) (’YfmeQ“Z k4 PN (g (—m) — 2@'%)) (emz “r(yim — 2iwy,) +

_i_%mezimkzi) +S( — ) (’yfme%lz’“k I e2ilwsz<,.yfm L ink)> )

. <62ilz’wk (71,”,1/ _ QZCL)k) _ ’}/im€2ilwkzi> ]
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where Z = zy — 2;.

However, the interaction takes place only in the interval [z;, zf], so we should
restrict the variables z and 2’ to be into this interval, so:

Dy . / » / » /

ap = lezlwk(zz —z§—2;) ((ka . i’Yfm)GQlek(zf_z) + wfm> ('Yzm (_1 + GQlek(Zi—Z )> + 2@wk)
Di oo - | |

by = Tkm e (221 +21) (’YfGMZ “r(yim — 2iwy) — vi(ypm + 22’%)62”‘”’6(”“1))

(C.13)

Also, since the exponent of the Feynman Kernel is symmetric in the source J,
we must symmetrise the propagator.
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