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Abstract. We study non-interacting automorphic quantum scalar fields with positive
mass in two-dimensional de Sitter space. We find that there are no Hadamard states
which are de Sitter invariant except in the periodic case, extending the result of Epstein
and Moschella for the anti-periodic case. We construct the two-point Wightman
functions for the non-Hadamard de Sitter-invariant states by exploiting the fact that
they are functions of the geodesic distance between the two points satisfying an
ordinary differential equation. We then examine a certain Hadamard state, which
is not de Sitter invariant, and show that it is approximately a thermal state with the
Gibbons-Hawking temperature when restricted to a static region of the spacetime.
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1. Introduction

Unlike higher-dimensional de Sitter spaces, the two-dimensional de Sitter space, dS,,
is not simply connected. Consequently, the behaviour of the fields under complete
traversals of non-contractible loops can be made non-trivial. This topological non-
triviality can have interesting consequences. For Dirac spinor fields in dS,, Epstein
and Moschella found that an anti-periodic Neveu-Schwarz boundary condition is more
natural than a periodic Ramond boundary condition [1]. On conformally mapping the
spinors from a flat timelike cylinder to dSs, they found that only the anti-periodic spinor
fields possess a form of invariance under all de Sitter transformations. Furthermore, for
free scalar fields on dSs, they showed that the properties of the anti-periodic ones is quite
different from the periodic ones [2, 3]. For masses that would correspond to unitary
representations of the symmetry group SL(2,R) of the spacetime in the complementary
series for the periodic case, the anti-periodic fields do not admit de Sitter-invariant two-
point functions. This can be understood from the representation theory of SL(2,R):
there are no unitary irreducible representations corresponding to this mass range for
the anti-periodic scalar fields. They also showed that for the anti-periodic case there is
no natural analogue of the Bunch-Davies vacuum state [4, 5, 6, 7] for any value of the
mass.

In fact the non-trivial fundamental group m1(dSy) = Z of dSs allows for automorphic
scalar fields [8, 9, 10, 11, 12], which include the anti-periodic ones. The automorphic
scalar fields are generically complex scalar fields, which transform under a unitary
representation of m;(dSy) on traversal of the non-contractible loop.

A coordinate system of dSs can be chosen so that the time variable ¢ runs from
—o0 to oo whereas the space coordinate ¢ is an angular variable with the identification
¢ ~ ¢+ 2m. An automorphic scalar field ®(¢,¢) satisfies the following periodicity
condition:

O(t, ¢ + 2m) = "0 D(t, ¢), (1.1)
where —1/2 < 8 < 1/2. This field can naturally be viewed as a single-valued field

on the universal covering space, Eéz, of dSs, and transforms under representations of
§f4(2, R), the universal covering group of (the component of the identity of) the de Sitter
symmetry group SOg(2,1).

In this paper we investigate the non-interacting quantum automorphic scalar field
in dS, with an arbitrary value of 3, extending the work of Epstein and Moschella.
We show that de Sitter-invariant states are inevitably non-Hadamard for any nonzero
value of 8. We then construct the two-point Wightman functions for these de Sitter-
invariant states by exploiting the fact that they are functions of the geodesic distance
between the two points which satisfy the Legendre equation. We also study a de Sitter
non-invariant Hadamard state in detail and show that it approximately exhibits the
Gibbons-Hawking effect [13], i.e. that the reduced state obtained by restricting it to a
static patch of this spacetime shows features of an approximate thermal state with the
temperature H/(2m), where H is the Hubble constant of the spacetime. This clarifies
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the extent of the “disappearance of the Gibbons-Hawking effect”, which was observed
by Epstein and Moschella for anti-periodic scalar fields [3].

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In section 2 we review the geometry
of dS, and its covering space, &ég. In section 3 we introduce the automorphic scalar
fields and provide mode expansions for the corresponding quantum fields in global
coordinates. In section 4 we study the de Sitter-invariance properties of the Fock
vacuum states for the automorphic scalar fields and find that if there is a unitary
representation of éi(Q,R) with the periodicity parameter § and the mass M in the
principal or complementary series, then there are de Sitter-invariant vacuum states with
two parameters, which correspond to the a-vacua in the periodic case [14, 7]. In section 5
we show that there is a Hadamard state among these de Sitter-invariant states if and
only if 5 = 0 (the periodic case). In section 6 we construct the Wightman two-point
functions for the de Sitter-invariant states found in section 4. In section 7 we define a
natural de Sitter non-invariant state for each periodicity parameter 5 and mass M and
prove that it is Hadamard. Then, in section 8 we show that this state approximately
exhibits the Gibbons-Hawking effect. In section 9 we summarise and discuss our results.
In Appendix A we find conditions on the rotationally-invariant vacuum states. In
Appendix B we prove a transformation formula for the Legendre functions of the first
kind. In Appendix C we present the proof of an integral representation of a series used
in this paper. In Appendix D we review the Gibbons-Hawking effect for the periodic
case. In Appendix E we establish a bound on an integral of a Ferrers function, which is
used in section 8.

2. Geometry of two-dimensional de Sitter space

Two-dimensional de Sitter space can be realised as a hyperboloid embedded within
three-dimensional Minkowski space. Let X° X! and X2 be coordinates in the three-
dimensional embedding space with Minkowski metric,

ds? = —(dX")? + (dX1)? + (dX?)2. (2.1)
Then the de Sitter hyperboloid is determined by the equation

—(XO)H (X (X =HT (2.2)

where H is a positive constant. We let H = 1 from now on. The metric of dS, is
obtained by restricting the flat metric (2.1) to the hyperboloid. The symmetries of
the hyperboloid are Lorentz transformations of the embedding space, and the de Sitter
metric therefore inherits an SO(2, 1) symmetry group.

The hyperboloid given by (2.2) (with H = 1) can be parametrised as

X° =sinht,
X' = coshtcoso, (2.3)
X? = coshtsing,
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Figure 1. Carter-Penrose diagram for two-dimensional de Sitter space. The green
area can be connected to the origin O by spacelike geodesics. The blue area can
be connected to the origin by timelike geodesics. The area shaded in red cannot be
connected to the origin by a geodesic.

where —o0 < t < oo and ¢ is a periodic variable identified as ¢ ~ ¢ + 2m. These
coordinates cover the whole de Sitter space, and the metric in these coordinates takes
the following form:

ds® = —dt® + cosh®t d¢*. (2.4)
By introducing conformal coordinates (7, ¢), related to the global coordinates by

sinh? = tan T, (2.5)

with —7/2 < 7 < 7/2, the conformal flatness of de Sitter space is made manifest. The
metric in conformal coordinates takes the form
ds® = sec® 7 (—d7? + d¢?) . (2.6)
Given two points x and z’ in dSs, we can use the embedding space to define a
de Sitter-invariant product Z(x,z’) between them. This is given by
Z(w,7') = —XO(2)XO(@') + X1 (2) X1 (2") + X2(2) X2(2') (2.7)
where X4 (z) are the embedding-space coordinates of the point x. In terms of global
and conformal coordinates x = (t,¢) = (7,¢) and 2’ = (', ¢') = (7, ¢’) we have
Z(z,2') = —sinh tsinh ¢’ 4 cosh ¢ cosh ¢’ cos(¢ — ¢')
=secTsecT [—sin7sin7 + cos(¢p — ¢')] .

(2.8)

For points connected by a geodesic, it is possible to relate Z(x,z') to the geodesic
distance p(z, ') between the points as Z(z, 2") = cos u(z, 2'). [We let u(z, 2") be purely
imaginary if  and 2’ are timelike separated.] We use this relation to continue cos u(x, z’)
to points which are not connected by a geodesic. Another useful coordinate system is
the static coordinate system, (7, R), given by

X% =+/1— R2sinh T,
X'=R, (2.9)
X?=1+/1—-R2cosh T,
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where —oco < T' < oo and —1 < R < 1. Static coordinates only cover the static patch

of de Sitter space defined by |X°| < X2. In these coordinates the metric is
dR?

1—R?’

Three independent Killing vector fields of dS; can be written down in global

ds* = —(1 — R*)dT? + (2.10)

coordinates as

L0 , 0 0

“=Xoxw Yo~ o
0 0 0 0
o 1— 0 pu— _— i -
=X 550 +X X1 cosqﬁat tanhtsmqﬁ&b, (2.11)
0 0 0 0
2 0 :
SQZX W+X 8X2 zsmgba+tanhtcos¢a—¢.

In terms of the embedding space the Killing vector &, generates rotations around the
XY axis and & and & generate boosts in the X! and X? directions, respectively.

3. Automorphic scalar fields in two-dimensional de Sitter space with
rotationally invariant vacuum state

We let ®(z) be a massive automorphic scalar field in dS,. That is, we let ®(x) be a
complex scalar field which picks up a phase on making a full rotation of the spatial
circle. In global coordinates this means

(t, ¢ + 27m) = ™PD(t, ¢) (3.1)
where —1/2 < < 1/2. This field obeys a Klein-Gordon equation
(00— M*)d(t,¢) =0, (3.2)

which in the global coordinates (2.3) takes the form

1 0 0P 1 020,
_Coshta (COShtE) + 7@051121‘;@ - M (b == 0 . (33)

This is a real differential equation and, hence, the complex conjugate of a solution

obeys the same equation. However, it is important to note that, since the boundary
condition (3.1) is complex in general, the complex conjugate solution satisfies a different
boundary condition unless /5 is 1 or 1/2. Only when 5 = 0 (periodic) or § = 1/2 (anti-
periodic) are the boundary conditions real and, hence, the complex conjugate solution
satisfies the same boundary condition. Thus, it is possible to consider real scalar fields
only in the periodic and anti-periodic cases. Epstein and Moschella [2, 3] considered
real scalar fields with § = 0,1/2. In this paper the field ®(z) is a complex field unless
otherwise stated.

Quantisation of this field can be achieved through the canonical method described,
e.g., in [15, 16, 17, 18]. On the space of classical solutions to the Klein-Gordon
equation (3.3), we introduce a Klein-Gordon inner product

2 *
(U, W) (t) = i/O d¢ cosht {\If’{% — (8;1) \112} : (3.4)




Automorphic scalar fields in dSs 6

which is conserved in the sense that (¥, Uy)(t1) = (U, ¥s)(t2), provided that both W4
and W, satisfy the boundary condition (3.1) and solve the Klein-Gordon equation (3.3).
Let Sz be the space of these solutions. To quantise this scalar field and define the
vacuum state, the first step is to find the orthogonal decomposition Sz = Sg ® S5 such
that if U; € S; and Wy € S5 are nonzero solutions, then (U1, Tq) >0, (Uy, V) <0
and (U, Wy) = 0. The space SE serves as the one-particle Hilbert space with which
the Fock space is built. Since the choice of SE’ uniquely determines the vacuum
state [15, 16, 17, 18], it is invariant under a symmetry transformation if and only if
the subspace SE’ of solutions is invariant under this transformation. In the next section
we give all de Sitter-invariant choices of Sj.

The group of de Sitter transformations is the universal covering group §f4(2, R) of
SO0(2,1), the component of the identity of SO(2,1). The corresponding Lie algebra
is generated by the Killing vectors &, & and & defined by (2.11). The Lie bracket
relations obeyed by these Killing vectors are

€0, &1] = =&, [0.&2) =&, [&,&] = &, (3.5)

which define the Lie algebra sl(2,R). The eigenvalue of the quadratic Casimir operator
() defined by

Q——§2+§2+€2—a—2+tanht2—;a—2——D (3.6)
0 ! 27 o2 ot cosh®t0¢? ' '
is —M?. Tt is convenient to let
M?* = —I(l+1). (3.7)

Thus, the eigenvalue of the Casimir operator is I(l 4+ 1). Note also that equation (3.1)
implies that the 27-rotation Ry, = €2™°, which is a central element of gi(Q, R), has the
value e?™”,

For the subspace S5 to be invariant under SL(2,R) the solutions in S, must form
a unitary representation. The condition for the existence of a unitary representation
with the eigenvalues [(I + 1) > 0 and e*™? of the Casimir operator and the 2r-rotation,

respectively, is given by [19, 20]
1 1
l:—§+i)\with)\>0,or—§§l<—|ﬁ|. (3.8)

(We can also have | = —1/2 — i\ with A > O or |B| — 1 < [ < —1/2, but these are
equivalent to the above values because the eigenvalues of the Casimir operator, (I + 1),
is invariant under [ — —[ — 1.) Hence, the subspace SE can be invariant only for these
values of [.1 We impose the condition (3.8) from now on though in this section we only
require the vacuum state to be rotationally invariant.

T For M? =0 (I = 0) there is no unitary representation and hence no de Sitter invariant vacuum state
unless § = 0. Although there are no invariant vacuum states [7, 21] for 8 = 0 either, the existence of
a unitary representation in this case allows one to define a de Sitter-invariant theory [22, 23]. See [24]
for a somewhat different approach.
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Next, we discuss the solutions to the field equation (3.3) of the form

Fnlt, §) = Funlt)e™?, (3.9)

for each m € §+7Z. We find the differential equation satisfied by the functions F,, from
the Klein-Gordon equation (3.3), with M? = —[(l + 1), as

(0m)  (i-2) r o0

du
where u = isinh ¢. This is the associated Legendre equation [25, Eq. 8.700]. Two linearly

independent solutions to equation (3.10) are P, ™(isinh¢) and P, ™(—isinht), where
P, (%) is the Ferrers (or associated Legendre) function of the first kind, if {+m ¢ Z [25,
Eq. 8.707], which is the case for the values of [ given by (3.8). The Ferrers functions of
the first kind are expressed in terms of Gauss’s hypergeometric function as

m/2

1 1—=z2 1—=z2

p™ = Fl1 —0:14+m; . 1
() F(1+m)(1+z) (H’ Ll4+m 2 ) (3.11)

Then, the functions P, ™ (isinh ¢)e"™? and P, ™ (—isinh ¢)e™? m € S+Z, form a linearly-
independent complete set§ of solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation (3.3).

Using the Wronskian identity [26, Eq. 14.2.3]
dP; " (—u)  dP;™(u) P —u) 2

J— —u) =

du du ! Cim—DC(m+1+1)(1 —u?)’
and the identity P,™(u)* = P,™(u*) for | € R and [ € —1/2 4 iR, one can evaluate
the Klein-Gordon inner product (3.4) for the solutions P, ™ (&isinh¢)e"™?. Then, by
defining

P (u)

(3.12)

_ imae
S, 9) = Fn(t)e™, (3.13)
Im(t, 0) = Fr(t)e™?.
where
Fonlt) = \/F(m +1 +471T)F(m ) P, ™ (isinht), (3.14)
we find
(fm: fr) = = (G Gonr) = O (3.15)

(fmagr*n’) =0.

For the space 8;{ (and hence Sy ) to be invariant under the rotations ¢ — ¢ + «
for all o € R, the spaces S; and Sy must be spanned by {Fn}mepiz and {Gy, }mepiz,
respectively, which are of the form

Fiu(t,¢) = cosh o, fun(t, ) + e sinh avgy, (¢, ¢)
G (t,¢) = e " sinh ay, fn (t, @) + cosh gl (t, @),

§ The completeness of these solutions follows from the fact that the functions e™? form a basis for the

(3.16)

space of square-integrable functions on [0,27] and that P, (isinh¢) and P, ™ (—isinht) are linearly
independent solutions to (3.10), which determines the time-dependence of the solutions proportional
to elm?.
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up to constant overall phase factors for F,,, and G, (see Appendix A for a proof). These
functions satisfy

(qupm/) = _<G:<n7G:<n/) = 5mm’ )

(3.17)
(Fm7 G:’L/) = 0 .
We let o, > 0 without loss of generality. It will be useful later to note that

which follows from (3.16) and g, (¢, @) = fi(t, —¢).
By the completeness of the functions F,, and G , inherited from that of the

m?

functions f,, and ¢,, the quantum field ®(¢, ¢) can be expanded as
O(t,0) = Y [anFn(t,d) + b, (t,9)] | (3.19)

meL+7Z
where a,, and bl are constant operators. As is well known [15, 16, 17, 18], with (3.17) the
equal-time commutation relations for the quantum field ®(¢, ¢) and its time derivative
are equivalent to

= [y 0] = G Vm,m' € B+ 7, (3.20)

[amva;rn’]
with all other commutators vanishing. We define the vacuum state |0) as a state

annihilated by all a,, and b,,, i.e.
am|0) = b,,10) =0, VYme B+ 7Z. (3.21)

This vacuum state is rotationally invariant since the subspace Sg is.

Epstein and Moschella investigated real scalar field theory on the double cover of
dSs (with periodic boundary condition) [2]. This theory is equivalent to that consisting
of two real scalar fields with § = 0 and § = 1/2, respectively. These real scalar
fields must satisfy the reality conditions G_,, = € F,, with J,, € R in (3.19) because
by, X a_p,. These conditions are impossible to satisfy unless 5 = 0 or = 1/2. The
reality condition G_,, = ¢®»F,, imposes some constraints on the parameters a,, and
Ym for the cases f = 0 and 8 = 1/2 as follows. We use the connection formula [26,

Eq. 14.9.7]

sin(l — m)m sin (7 _ sin mm N
and the relation I'(z)I'(1 — z) = n/sin7x to find
1
_m(t,0) = sinmm fr (t, @) — sinlwg,(t, 9)] ,
fm(t, 9) \/szm_sinwﬁ[ fn(t: 0) gm(t, )]
) (3.23)

[sinmmg;, (t,¢) — sinln f(t, 9)] ,

g-m(t,d) =
(t.9) V/sin? It — sin? 87
where f,, and g, are defined by (3.13) and (3.14). Note that
sinlm <0, (3.24)

by (3.8). For § = 0 we have m € Z and, hence, equation (3.23) implies g_,,(t,¢) =
fim(t, @) in this case. Then, the reality condition G_,, = ¢ F,, reads a_,, = a,, and
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e-m = el For B = 1/2 we write down the reality condition G_,, = €l F},, in terms
of f, and g, by substituting (3.16) and using (3.23) with § = 1/2 to express f*, and
g—m in terms of f,, and g’,. Then, by comparing the coefficients of f,, and ¢}, we find

cosh ay, B e 10m —sinlm  sinmm cosh a_,, (3.25)
e sinha,, | \/einllr —1 \ sinmm  —sinir e’-msinha_, | =

for some d,, € R, which is adjusted so that the upper component on the right-hand side
is real and positive. The inverse relation implies that e~ = ¢~n_ These conditions
for 8 =1/2 and the conditions a,,, = a_,, and e = e¢’-m for § = 0 are equivalent to
those found in [2].

4. De Sitter-invariant states

Recall that the mode functions £, (G7,) form the subspace Sg (S; ) of the solution space
Sp. Since these mode functions are the coefficient functions of the annihilation (creation)
operators in (3.19) and since the vacuum state |0) is defined by (3.21), the invariance
of the vacuum state under the group action §E(2, R) is equivalent to the invariance of
Sgc under the same action. Thus, the vacuum state |0) is invariant under §f4(2,R) if
and only if the linear spans of two sets of functions {F, }mepiz and {G, }imepiz, which
are bases of the spaces SE’ and S;, respectively, are invariant under this group. This
condition is equivalent to

Fr Ely= Y UnnF,, (4.1)

neP+Z

under the action of §f4(2,R). (This condition for the invariance of the space S also
makes the orthogonal subspace Sy invariant.).

The infinite-dimensional matrix U,,, in (4.1) is unitary because the inner
product (3.4) is positive definite on S5 and invariant under §f4(2,R) and (Fp,, Fo) =
Omm- Hence, the functions F;, form a unitary representation of the universal covering
group §f4(2,R) of SOy(2, 1) with the central element Ry, represented by e?™# and the
Casimir operator ) having the eigenvalue [(I+ 1) if the vacuum state is invariant. With
the restriction (3.8) on [ the irreducible unitary representation formed by F,, is either in
the principal or complementary series [19, 20], the former with [ = —1/24i\, A > 0 and
the latter with —1/2 <[ < —|8|. An important fact is that the label m runs through
the whole set 8 + Z for these representations.

Now, we shall find the conditions on a,, and 7,, in (3.16) for the SL(2, R) invariance
of the vacuum state, i.e. the condition for the functions F;, to transform among
themselves under this group as in (4.1). It is sufficient to examine the transformation of
F,,, under the infinitesimal action generated by the Killing vectors &y, & and & defined
by (2.11). We combine &; and & as

[0 0
£ =6 +i&=¢e? <§ +itanh t8_¢) ; (4.2q)
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ot 96

Thus, our task is to find the conditions on «,, and ~,, such that & F,,, 4 F,, € S;{.

Since F),, and G}, are linear combinations of f,,, and g,, we first determine the action
of the Killing vectors &y and &4 on f,,, and ¢,. It is clear that & f,,(, @) = imf.. (¢, ¢) and
&ogs, (L, ) = img, (t,¢). To find the action of {1 on f,, and g%, we use the recurrence
relations [25, Eq. 8.733.1] obeyed by the Ferrers functions to find

d mu o m
( 1—71/2%—7@) Pl (u):—Pl +1<u)’

E.=¢& —iby=¢e1 (2 — 1tanht£) (4.20)

o (4.3)
(m— + Winay u2) P, (u) = —m)(l+m+ l)mefl(u) )
Then, we find, using (3.13), (3.14) and (4.2a),
(t7 ¢) —i m fm+1(t7 ¢)
€+< @@)‘ m H+D<ﬁ%ﬁ@>’
(4.4)
m(t, )

t i m— 1 — m fm—l(t>¢)
¢<%@@> v lD(+”<ﬁ%ﬁ@>'

These formulas show that the sets {f, }mepiz and {e™7g¥ }epiz transform in exactly
the same way under the infinitesimal transformations generated by the Killing vectors &,
and 4. Thus, F), and G,, will form bases for the same unitary representation of §f4(2, R)
if and only if o, = a and 7,, = mm+y (unless a = 0) for constants «a, v independent of
m in (3.16). (As we stated before, if | € —1/2 + iR, then this representation is in the
principal series, and if —1/2 < [ < —|f|, then it is in the complementary series.) Thus,
the vacuum state |0) is invariant if and only if the functions F,,, and G}, are chosen as

follows:
Flt. ) = cosha fn(t, §) + €7 ™ sinha g3, (1, 6)
Gr(t,¢) = e 7 sinh fin(t, ¢) + cosha gy, (£, ¢) -

We note that the state |0) cannot be invariant under §E(2,R) if the parameter [ does
not satisfy (3.8) (with M? = —[(I4+1) > 0) because there are no unitary representations

(4.5)

of this group unless it is satisfied.

Let us find the condition on « and ~ for (4.5) to be compatible with the reality
condition in the periodic (8 = 0) and anti-periodic (8 = 1/2) cases with a real field
(¢, ¢). For f = 0, equations (4.5) are compatible with the reality condition a_,, = a,
and - = e for the field ®(¢, ¢) to be Hermitian with no further restrictions because
Qm = o for all m € Z and e"-m = l(0-m7) = ¢ilvtmm) — ¢vm ip this case. The freedom
in the choice of these states is the same as for the a-vacua [7, 14] of scalar fields in
higher dimensional de Sitter spaces. For = 1/2, if we substitute the condition «,, = «
and v, = v + mn for the invariance of the vacuum state into the condition (3.25) for
the Hermiticity of the field, we find that the unique solution is

eV sinha = —i(e®™ —1)71/2 (4.6)
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where we note that the parameter [ constrained by (3.8) cannot be real in this case and
we must have [ = —1/2 +1i\, A > 0. Equation (4.6) agrees with the condition found
in [2].

5. De Sitter-invariant Hadamard states

Having constructed a family of de Sitter-invariant states, next we ask whether any
of these states are physically reasonable in the sense that they obey the Hadamard
condition (see, e.g., [27]). The Hadamard condition can be motivated by reference to
the equivalence principle. On short distance scales, the background spacetime appears
flat and therefore we expect that the physical states display the same short-distance
singularity as the flat-space theory. In general there is a large class of Hadamard states
for theories on globally hyperbolic background spacetimes such as dSs [16, 28].

In this and next sections we use the conformal time coordinate 7 defined by (2.5).
We denote the functions F,,(t), F.(t,¢), fm(t,¢) and so on given in terms of the
conformal time as F,,,(7), F.(7, ®), fm (7, ¢) and so on.

In two-dimensional spacetime the two-point Wightman function W(x,z’) for a
Hadamard state can be expressed in a neighbourhood of the line z = 2’ as

W(z;2') = (0] (2)"(a')[0)

1

- 47TV(x, ') log (M + iesign(z” — x'o)) + Wz, z'), (5.1)

2

where € is infinitesimal and positive. Here, u(x,z’) denotes the spacelike geodesic
distance between x and 2/, W(z,z’) is a smooth function, and the smooth function
V(z,2’) is state independent and satisfies V(z,z) = 1.

In dS, the short-distance behaviour of the scalar field is determined by the high
angular-momentum mode functions. Thus, we are led to discuss the large-|m| behaviour
of the mode functions F,,, and G},. From the Klein-Gordon equation (3.3) in conformal
coordinates 7 given by tan 7 = sinht¢, we have

82 62 M2
(372 T 942 T COS2T) Fn(1,0) =0. (5.2)

For large |m| the last term can be neglected and one has

(7, 0) = (Aye ™7™ 4+ B,elmm)eim? (5.3)

where A,, and B, are constants. The two-point function for the vacuum state |0)
defined by (3.21) with the expansion (3.19) is given by

W(r, ¢; 7', ¢') = (0|@(7, $)' (7', ¢')[0)
= Y Fu(rd)F(7.¢). (5.4)

meL+7Z
We note that

(012" (7, 9) (7', ¢)]0) = W(T, =5 7', =¢) , (5.5)
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which follows from (3.18). As is well known, the mode functions F), for large |m)|
locally resemble the positive-frequency solutions in flat space if the two-point function
W(r, ¢; 7', ¢') is Hadamard, i.e. of the form (5.1). Thus, for a Hadamard state we must
have F,,(7,¢) ~ e~ I™I7Hmé for large |m).

To discuss the large |m| behaviour of F,(7,¢) we first discuss that of the
function F,,(7) defined by (3.14) (in conformal time coordinate), which can be written
using (3.11)

_ Pm+1+1D)(m—=1) .. o m.l—itanT
Fn(T) = \/ T+ m) e " F (1 + 1,11 +m; BT ) . (5.6)

It will be useful to find the |m| — oo limit of this function for m € C in general for later

use. For z purely imaginary and |argc| < m — § for some § > 0, the following estimate
of the hypergeometric function for large || is valid [26, Eq. 15.12.2]:

F (a, b; c; _z) =1+0(ch. (5.7)
We also note that Stirling’s formula [26, Eq. 5.11.7] implies

T'(m +b) = V2re ™m™ " 2(1 4+ O(jm| ™)), (5.8)
if argm < 7 — 9 for some § > 0. From this we find

Fm+i+DI(m -1 1 -
R - — (1+0(Im|™) . (5.9)

We use the estimates (5.7) and (5.9) to find the asymptotic behaviour of F,,(7) given

by (5.6) as m — 400. (We cannot use these estimates for the limit m — —oo because
the condition that |argm| < m — ¢ for some 6 > 0 is not satisfied in this case.) Thus,
we find

1

v4rm

for large and positive m.
Now, using (5.10) for f,, and g}, defined by (3.13), we find in conformal coordinates

fm(T, 0) =

Fou(T) =

e [1+0(m™)], (5.10)

eim(¢>77)

A7
1

4d7m

3

(5.11)

Gn(T,0) = (@)

for large and positive m. Hence, the mode functions F,, defined by (3.16) are

Y

;

approximated for large and positive m as

1
Fo(1,¢) ~ T

Since we must have F,,(7,¢) ~ e ™ M for the vacuum state |0) to be Hadamard,

™ (cosh a, €77 + €™ sinh ay, €77 (5.12)

the parameter o, cannot have a nonzero limit as m — oo. For a de Sitter-invariant
state, a,,, = « is m-independent as we have seen in the previous section. Hence, for this
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state to be Hadamard as well, we must have «,,, = 0 for all m, i.e. F,, = f,, for all m.

However, by (3.23) we find for large and negative m

B eimqb
\V/4m|m|(sin® I — sin® Br)

Thus, F,,(7,¢) = fm(7, @) ~ e7ImI7Hm¢ for large and negative m if and only if m € Z.

Since m € B + Z, this is the case if and only if 8 = 0. Therefore, only the periodic

theory admits a de Sitter-invariant Hadamard state, which is the Bunch-Davies vacuum

—i|m|r

(—sinime +sinmm ™) | (5.13)

fm(T,0)

state.

6. The two-point function for de Sitter-invariant vacuum states

In this section we present closed-form expressions of the Wightman two-point functions
W(z,2') for de Sitter-invariant vacuum states for automorphic scalar fields. It will
be observed that these two-point functions are singular when the two points are at
antipodal points except for the case with § = 0 and o = 0 (the Bunch-Davies vacuum
state). Radzikowski [29] has proved that a Hadamard state has no non-local singularities
for non-automorphic fields in globally hyperbolic spacetime. It is not clear if his result
applies to automorphic fields, but it is interesting that the de Sitter-invariant states
with a non-local singularity are not Hadamard for automorphic fields in dS,.
For a state invariant under éi(Q, R), the two-point function should be determined as
a function of the geodesic distance [30], although this function may depend on the spatial
and temporal ordering of the points because the two-point function is not necessarily
invariant under the discrete de Sitter transformations. Such a de Sitter-invariant two-
point function solves the Klein-Gordon equation
(O M*)W(p) =0, (6.1)
which can be rewritten as the Legendre equation in Z(z,2’) = cos u(z,z") [30] with
M?=—I(l+1)>0:
(1 —ZQ)i —QZd—+l(l+1) W=0 (6.2)
dz? dz ’

where p(z,2’) is the geodesic distance if « and 2’ are spacelike separated [see (2.8)].
Therefore, a de Sitter-invariant two-point function is a linear combination of P;(— cos )
and P;(cos ) if cos u # £1. The periodicity of the fields is accounted for by extending
the two-point function as

W(r, ¢+ 2rM; 7', ¢ +2aN) = " M=NBW(r 6.7/ ), (6.3)

where M, N € Z.
Let us define

WO(r.0) = S fulr,6)£3(0.0). (6.4)

meL+7Z
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The two-point function for the de Sitter-invariant vacuum state with the mode functions
F,, and G?, given by (4.5) spanning the subspaces Sg and Sy is

W(r,¢) = (0|2(r, $)2'(0,0)|0)

= = {cosh®a fiu(r,6)£5,(0,0) + sinh? ag;, (7, 6) g (0, 0)
meB+7 (6.5)
+ cosh asinh a

x [0 g (7,6) £7,(0,0) + €70 £ (7, 6)g(0,0)] |

This function contains all information about (0|®(7,$)®T(7',¢)|0) for any (7,¢')
because the state |0) is SL(2,R) invariant. We find from (3.13) that f,,(0,0) =
gm(0,0) € R. We also note that e ™ f,.(7,¢) = f(7,¢ — 7). Furthermore, since

gt (1, 0) = f.(r,—¢), we find ™" (7, 8) = f2(7, —¢ — 7). Thus,
W(r, ¢) = cosh® a W (1, ¢) + sinh? a W (7, —¢)

. : 6.6
+ cosh arsinh [eWW[gO)*(T, —¢—m)+ e_WWéO)(T, ¢ — W)] : (6:6)

Therefore, to find W(7,¢) we only need to evaluate Wg)) (1,¢). We note that the
commutator function,
<O| [(I)<7'7 (b)a (I)T<O7 0)] |0> = W(T7 (b) - W* (T7 _(b)
=W (7.6) =W (7, —9).
is independent of the constants « and 7 as it should be. [Here, we have used the relation
(0[7(0,0)2(7, ¢)[0) = (0]2(7, $)@(0,0)|0)* and (5.5).]

To determine Wéo)(T, ¢) we exploit the fact that it is a linear combination of

(6.7)

P;(cos i) and Py(— cos p), i.e.
Wéo) (1,¢) = AgP;(— cos ) + BsP(cos ) , (6.8)

if cosp # £1 as we stated before. The coefficients Az and Bs can be determined by
examining the logarithmic singularities of Wg)) (7, ®), which can be found from its mode-
sum expression. If [ is not an integer, the Legendre function P;(z) is singular at z = —1
with a branch cut from x = —1 to —oo, and P;(1) = 1. An expression for P;(z) useful
in examining its behaviour as r — —1 is

sin 7 11—z 2 .
Pi(x) = [— - log (1 n :c) + C’l} Pi(—x) — . sinlm Ry(z) , (6.9)
which implies
in [
Pi(z) = Su;ﬂlog(l +2)+0(1), (6.10)
where
.0 14+
Ri(x) = g%a—mF <—l,l+1,1—m, ?) , (6.11a)
_ 2sinlm

c = - [y 4+ ¢+ 1)] + coslin. (6.110)
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Here, 7 is Euler’s constant and ¢ denotes the digamma function. Equation (6.9) is
derived in Appendix B. We note that the function R;(z) is analytic at z = —1.

The two points are spacelike separated in the region shaded in green in Fig. 2,
and the function Wéo)(T, ¢) becomes singular as the point (7,¢) approaches one of
the boundary lines of this region, ¢ =7 = 0 and 7 — ¢ =7 = 0. By (2.8) we have
cos it = cos ¢ sec 7. Hence,

log(1 — cosp) ~ log(¢p+7) +log(¢p —T) as ¢ £ 7 — 0, (6.12)
and

log(m —¢+7)+log(r —¢p—7) asm—p+7—0,

log(m+¢+7)+log(r+¢d—7) asm+o£7—0, (6.13)

log(1 + cos ) ~ {
Then, by (6.10) we find the logarithmic singularities in Wg)) as the point (7, ¢)
approaches a boundary line as follows:

W (7,6) ~ 22 sin i log([6] + 7) + log((¢] — )
(6.14)

B
+7Bsinl7r[log(7r—|¢|+7’)+log(7r—|¢|—7')]7 —T<o<m,

in this region where the points (7, ¢) and (0,0) are spacelike separated.
To determine the constants Ag and Bz we find the the logarithmic singularities in
W[go)(T, ¢) using its mode expansion (6.4):

W (T, 0) =Y Fnl(7,0) 3,(0,0) + D frme(7,0) £7,(0,0) , (6.15)
n=0 n=0
where m = n + [ as before and m' =n + 1 — 5. By (3.23) we find
Wy (7.9)
= ZO In(m: O [ (0.0) + Gy ZO 9o (7, 8)9,,0(0,0)

sin? B > 6.16
T S (. 6) fue(0,0) (010

) )
sin® [r — sin” B —~

. o0
sin? Ir

3 . . o
et sin I sin B

*/ ) */ 0’0 ! . - 070 +im/m ,
ey — Z [Fr (76)93(0,0) + g (7, 0) f1r(0,0)]
where we have used e™%7 sin Bre*™™ = —sinm/w. Then by (5.11) we obtain

[e o]

0 | R sin? I N
47TW[(3)(T, P) ~ Z Ee (0-7) 4 Z e (¢+7)

sin® Ir — sin? B m/
n=ng n=ng
. 9 00
sin” f L o)
; - —¢© 6.17
sin® ir — sin® B 7;0 m/ ( )

+iBT Gin It si s 1 ) .
e Sin (7 Sin D7 —im/ (¢pFr—7) —im/ (¢pFm+T7)
2 m [e e ’

sin? Ir — sin® B
n=ng
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where ng is any positive integer since only the large-n parts of the series contribute to
logarithmic singularities. The logarithmic singularity of the first sum can be found for
¢ — 1 ~ 0 as follows:

b 1 . . . . .
—i(n4B)(T—p—i0) _ _o=iB(r=0) [|og (1 — e i(T—0-10)) 4 ...
St SR T

~ —log(p—7+ie)+---,
where the terms omitted are finite as 7 — ¢. We have inserted the convergence
factor e~ (A€ which determines how the analytic continuation is performed beyond
the singularity. The logarithmic singularities of the other terms can be found in a
similar manner. Thus, we find

sin? B

—47TWé0) (1,0) = log(¢ — 7 +1i€) + log(¢ — 7 — ie)

sin? lr — sin? B

2 l
T log(é+ T —ie) (6.19)

sin? Ir — sin? B
e87 sin [ sin B

— — log(¢p Fm—1 —ie) +log(¢p Fm+ 7 —1ie)] .
sin® [r — sin” O

By comparing this equation, disregarding the ie prescription since it is irrelevant for
spacelike separated points, and (6.8) with the logarithmic singularities given by (6.14),
we find for —m < ¢ <7

sin 7 e?7 sin B
Py~ cosp) + d

—4W[(30)(7', ¢) = Pi(cos i), (6.20)

sin? Ir — sin? B sin? It — sin® B
where o = ¢/|¢|, if (7,¢) and (0,0) are spacelike separated.
To discuss this two-point function in the regions which are not connected to (0, 0)
by spacelike geodesics, we need to find how it is analytically continued beyond the
boundaries of the region where equation (6.20) is valid. Equation (6.19) implies that
the function P;(— cos i) in (6.20) is given near the future boundaries, i.e. near the line

¢ —71 =0 for 0 < ¢ <7 and near the line ¢ + 7 =0 for —7 < ¢ < 0, as follows:

( sin? fr

1

1 _ . 1 .

T 0g(¢ — 7 +i) + sin? I — sin? B og(¢ — 7 —ie)
sinlm Py(—cosp) XPi(cosp) +---, for 0 <<, (6.21)
sin?lr — sin? B sin? 7 1 .

—log(—¢ — 7 +i€)P -
sin? I — sin? B X - og(—¢ — 7 +i€)Py(cos p) +

for —m<¢p<O0.

\

where the terms omitted are analytic at cos u = 1. By using

log(—x £ i€) = log|z| £ir, <0, (6.22)
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we have inside the future light-cone where 7+ ¢ > 0

( sin lm

P(—
sin? I — sin? B (= cos pr)

i(sin® Im — 2sin® A7)
sinlm Py(—cosp) sin? I — sin? B
) <92 - :
sin“ [ — sin® B sin [m ~
s — ———P)(—cos )
sin“ [m — sin” B

Pi(cosp), from 0 < ¢ <,
(6.23)

.. 2l
] Pi(cosp), from —7m < ¢ <0,

 sin?lr —sin? g7

where, for x > 1,

~ 1
P(—x):= 3 [P/(—x + i€) + Py(—z — i€)]
_sin l7r r+1
-1
[see (6.9)]. We substitute (6. 23) into (6.20) and find that the result is the same whether
W[gO) is analytically continued from the region with 0 < ¢ < 7 or with —7m < ¢ < 0 as

) + Cl] Pi(z) — %sin InR(—x), (6.24)

it should be. The two-point function Wg)) in the past light-cone is found similarly and
we find

1 B
sin [ Bi(— cos 1)

— Wy (1,¢) =

sin® ir — sin® B

cos A sin B (6.25)

+1i| Pi(cosp), |¢| F7<0.

sin? I — sin? B

Finally, we determine the two-point function in the future and past light-cones

of the antipodal point (7,¢) = (0,7). There are no geodesics connecting the points

in these regions to the origin and the function cosp < —1 is defined through (2.8)

as cosp = cos@/cosT. In this case, from (6.19) we find that the Legendre function

Pi(cosp) for 0 < ¢ < min (6.20) behaves at the boundaries 1 — ¢ £ 7 =0 (cos p = —1)
as

Pi(cos ) = sin [m log(m — ¢ + 7+ i€) + log(m — ¢ — T + ie)] (6.26)
X Pi(—cosp)+ -+, .
where the terms omitted are analytic at cospu = —1. Thus, the function P;(cosp) is
analytically continued to the region with cospu < —1 as
P (cos j1) = By(cos 1) + isin lwP;(— cos ) , (6.27)

where Py(—z) with 2 > 1 is defined by (6.24). By substituting this equation into (6.20)
we find

— WP (7, ¢)

o P (6.28)
= il ln — sin? B sin 7 Py(cos pt) + cos 7 sin lwPy(— cos ,u)] | > | — ¢
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This two-point function can be found inside the light-cones of the point (0, —) in a
similar manner, and we find that it is identical to (6.28) except that the phase factor e!*"
is changed to e~ This result is consistent with the automorphic boundary condition
O(1, ¢ + 271) = B D (1, ¢).

The commutator function (6.7) is found as

—isign(r)Pi(cos ) for [7] > [l
0 otherwise ,

(0] [@(7,9), 27(0,0)] |0) = { (6.29)
where we have used the fact that P;(z) and Pj(z) are real if =1 < z and z < —1,
respectively. For 5 = 0 (the periodic case) the de Sitter-invariant Hadamard two-point
function is given by

1

4sinlm

WO(H) (1) =— Pi(—cos pu + ieT) , (6.30)

as is well known.

Next we write down the two-point function for the unique de Sitter-invariant state
for the Hermitian field with 8 = 1/2. In this case we have [ = —1/2 + i\, A > 0, by
(3.8). By substituting (4.6) into (6.6) we find this two-point function as

1 *
Wﬁ{Q) <T’ (b) - 82>\7T -1 |:e2)m—w£(/))2 (T7 (b) + W{?)Q) (7-7 _¢)i|
. 6.31)
ie . (
o W o -+ W (- 9)]

where we used Wl(%(T, —T—¢) = —Wl((/];(T, m—¢). If (7,¢) is spacelike separated from
(0,0), then Wéo)(T, —¢) = Wg))*(T, ¢) for any [ because the commutator function (6.7)
vanishes in this case. Then, substituting (6.20) with § = 1/2 into (6.31) we find

B 1

~ 4sinh Aw
both for —m < ¢ < 0 and 0 < ¢ < 7. In the future and past light-cones of the origin,
we find

Wl(/Rz) (1, 9) Pi(—cos ), (6.32)

(R) b1
Wi (7:¢) 4 | sinh A\w
Finally, we find that this two-point function vanishes in the future and past light-cones

of the point (0, 7). Thus, Wl(/Rz) (1,¢) =0 for cos u < —1 and

P,(— cos p) — isign(7) Pi(cos )| , |7] > |o] . (6.33)

1 . . .
Wl(/Rg (1,0) = 2B — oD [eMPl(— cos ju + i€eT) 4+ e APy (— cos . — 167')} ,(6.34)

for cos pu > —1.
7. De Sitter non-invariant Hadamard states

As we saw in section 5, it is possible to have de Sitter-invariant Hadamard states only
for the periodic field. As the Hadamard condition is a common criterion to require for
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physically acceptable states, we next investigate a non-invariant Hadamard state for all
values of [ and f satisfying (3.8).
The argument in section 5 shows that the vacuum state corresponding to the mode

functions
Fo(r,0) = \/F(|m| — l)l;(lm| it 1)Pl_‘m‘(itaun 7)el™?, (7.1)
G (r, 6) = \/mm' - m:&m' LD il g 7). (7.2)

has the correct behaviour as |m| — oo for the corresponding vacuum state to be
Hadamard [see the discussion after (5.11)]. In the periodic case (8 = 0) these are
precisely the mode functions which give the Bunch-Davies vacuum. In this section we
prove that the corresponding two-point function indeed has the Hadamard form (5.1)
for any (8 by showing that it has the same singularities as that for the Bunch-Davies
vacuum state for g = 0.

The mode-sum form for the two-point function for the corresponding state is

We(r, 637, &)

> I'(m—DT I+1 . ,
- Z (m —DL(m +1+ )Pl’m(itan T)P, ™ (—itan T’)e‘m(‘b*d’)
— 47 (7.3)

= T(m/ = DI(m' +1+1 , , e
+ Z (m ) 4(7:'1 Rl )me (itanT)P;™ (—itan7')e™™ (@=¢")
n=0

where m = n+ f and m' = n+ 1 — 3. By recalling the definition of the Ferrers
function (3.11), we can rewrite the above equation as

Wi g7, ¢) = fn+ B, )P 43 fln+ 1= Bim )™ 7 (1.4)
n=0 n=0

where z, ;= e (77 =¢+¢'—e) o) oTilT—THé—¢"—ie) and

o Ds=D(s+1+41)
Jlsim ) = A7[C(1 + s)]?

1—it
 F <1+l,—l;1+s;¥)F(1+l,—l;1+s;

1+itan7’ (7.5)
5 )

With the same definitions we also write the two-point function for the periodic case as
Wolr, &7, ¢) =D fms7, 7)ot + > fmi7, )25 + f(0;7,7) . (7.6)
n=1 n=1

We now proceed to show that the two-point function in (7.4) satisfies the Hadamard
condition. As we stated before, our strategy is to show that this two-point function has
exactly the same light-cone singularities as the two-point function (7.6) for the Bunch-
Davies vacuum for $ = 0, thus concluding that it is Hadamard. To do so we consider
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the difference between these two-point functions:

AWs(1, 657, ¢) := Wy(1, ;7' ¢') — Wo(T, 637, &)

= Z [f(” + B, ) = f(ny T/)Z{L:|
" (7.7)

+ 30 [Fat 1= Bt — fi )]
n=1
+ S (BT + F( = Bir s = f(0i7 ).
In Appendix C it is shown that the analytic continuations of the differences of series
in (7.7) are holomorphic if z; # 0 and |arg z;| < 27, i = 1,2, provided that |f(s; T, 7')]
grows at most polynomially as a function of s for Res > 0. In fact, equations (5.7)
and (5.9) imply that f(s;7,7’) tends to 0 as |s| — oo with |args| < m — ¢ for some
fixed 6 > 0, and hence for Res > 0. Thus, the difference of the two-point functions,
AWB(T, ¢; 7', @), is holomorphic if |(7 + ¢) — (7" £ ¢’)| < 27. This result implies that
the two-point functions WB(T, o; 7', ¢") and Wy(T, ¢; 7, ¢') have the same singularity
structure on the light-cones ¢ —7 = ¢/ —7" and ¢+7 = ¢'+7’, with no other singularities
in their neighbourhood. Thus, the state with the two-point function 17\75 is Hadamard.
We note that AWg(T, ¢;7',¢') is singular on the lines [(¢p £ 7) — (¢ £ 7)| =
2m.  These singularities are a manifestation of the automorphic nature of 17\75: at
(p£7)— (¢ £7") = 27 where both )7\75 and W, are singular, the two-point function )7\75
has the singularities of the periodic two-point function W, times the phase factor e?™,
Therefore, the singularities do not cancel out in the difference. Thus, this difference
cannot be holomorphic on these lines. For the same reason it cannot be holomorphic
on the lines (¢ £ 7) — (¢/ £ 7') = —2m.

8. The Gibbons-Hawking effect in a non-invariant Hadamard state

In this section we demonstrate that the non-invariant Hadamard state with the two-point
function (7.3) approximately exhibits the Gibbons-Hawking effect for all § including
the anti-periodic (8 = 1/2) case, clarifying the extent to which “the Gibbons-Hawking
temperature disappears” for 5 = 1/2 [3].

Any state in global de Sitter space gives rise to a mixed state in the static patch
with the metric (2.10). As shown in Appendix D the field operator ®(x) is expanded in
this coordinate patch as

(T, R) = / dw [a§j>F§> (T, R) + a'” F°(T, R)
0 (8.1)
U ED (T, R) + W EO(T R)|,
where F®)(T, R) and F©(T, R), both proportional to e”7 with w > 0, are even and

odd in R, respectively. Here, the functions F¢/(T, R) are normalised in such a way
that

[/, a/M = [pel?), 5N = §(w — o), (8.2)



Automorphic scalar fields in dSs 21

with all other commutators among the annihilation and creation operators vanishing.
In this section we use the global time ¢ related to the conformal time 7 by
sinht = tan7. We denote Wg(T, ¢;7',¢') and f(s;7,7') defined in the previous section
expressed in global time ¢ as Wﬁ(t, o;t', @) and f(s;t,t'), respectively.
For the de Sitter non-invariant Hadamard state with the two-point function Wg
given by (7.3) we consider

dtdt’
/ / 71th (t O t/ ) W't A(w,w’)(bf”bﬁ)ﬁa (83)

where A(w,w’) = 20FS(0,0)F(0,0). Here, ('75)5 is the expectation value of
the number operator b wa, in the reduced state in the static patch obtained from

the de Sitter non-invariant global Hadamard state with the two-point function )7\75. As
described in Appendix D, the de Sitter-invariant Hadamard state for § = 0 exhibits the
Gibbons-Hawking effect [13]. That is,

oo [ dedt! g
/ / ¢ (L 0,00 = Afw, )0 )o (8.4)
where
. 1
<b£Je)er£)/)>0 = m(i(w — w') . (85)
Now, suppose that the integral
& & dtdt, ; o Y,
G(w,w) :/ / We_lthWB(t,O;t',O)elwt , (8.6)
is bounded for all positive w and w’, where AWs = W — W, [see (7.7)]. Then
(e 1 G(w,w’)

This equation implies that the non-invariant Hadamard state with the two-point
function W;s exhibits the Gibbons-Hawking effect approximately in the following sense.
For any compactly supported function f(w) centred at 0 satisfying

/ T @)Pdw =1, (5.8)

we define the smeared annihilation operator for € > 0 by

Bl (wp) = /2 /OO f((w = wp) /)b dw. (8.9)
0
Then

[BE (wo), B (wo)] = 1. (8.10)

et

The operator B annihilates and the operator BT creates a one-particle state of

definite frequency wy in the limit ¢ — 0. Equation (8.7) implies
1

eQmuo —1

(B (wo) B (wo)) s = + O(e), for e < 1. (8.11)



Automorphic scalar fields in dSs 22

Thus, although the state with the two-point function WB is not exactly thermal when
restricted to the static patch, it is approximately thermal with the Gibbons-Hawking
temperature 1/(2m).

Now, let us show that the integral (8.6) is indeed bounded and, hence, that
equation (8.11) holds. We first combine the expression (7.7) for AW, and the integral
representation proved in Appendix C to find

f(s;t,t)z2*
cosmf — cosm(2s — [3)
—isinwﬁ/ ds flst,t)z (8.12)
c, cosmf —cosm(2s+ f3)

+ f(Bit, )27 — f0;8,1)

where f(s;t,t')is given by (7.5) with sinh¢ = tan 7 and sinh ¢ = tan 7/, and z = e~
The contour C,, is the straight line from v —ioco to y+ico with 0 < v < min(1—23,1+03).
Next we note that

AWB(t,O;t/,O) = isin ﬂﬁ/ ds
c

i(r—77) )

f@w#pszr@—02$+l+m

)/dt/dt’e_iw(t_t,)f(s;t,t')zs

P, *(isinh¢)P; *(—isinht'), (8.13)

and

ID(s — OI(s + 1+ 1)]

4
" , (8.14)
X /dt P, *(isinht)e ™"
Then, the bound established in Appendix E [see (E.2)] implies
/dt/ e W) f st t)2°
8.15)
I(s+3)] ? (

< — 2 h(7u/2 [ 2
< 1= (OO e eosh(mu/ 2 | rrm e

where s = v+ 1iu, v > 0, v € R, and C(y) is a positive constant independent of w
and u. In the integral (8.6) the contribution from the last two terms of (8.12) is finite
by this bound. This bound also implies that the contribution to (8.6) of the first two
terms of (8.12) given as integrals along the contour C, is also finite. This is because
the double Fourier transform of f(s;t,t)z® grows like ™ for large u = Im s by (8.15),
but the denominators cos 78 — cos(2s F ) in (8.12) grow like ™, thus making the
integral over s along C, from 7 — ico to 7 + ico converge exponentially fast. [Note
that the ratio of the I'-functions in (8.15) tends to 1 as u — £oo by (5.8).] Thus, the
function G(w,w’) defined by (8.6) is indeed bounded for all positive w and w’. Hence,
equation (8.11) holds and the non-invariant Hadamard state with the two-point function
17\75 approximately exhibits the Gibbons-Hawking effect.
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9. Summary and discussion

In this paper we studied the non-interacting automorphic scalar field in two-dimensional
de Sitter space, extending the work of Epstein and Moschella [2, 3], who studied the
anti-periodic real scalar field in this spacetime. We found that there are no states which
are both de Sitter invariant and Hadamard except in the periodic case, for which the
unique state with both of these properties is the standard Bunch-Davies state.

We constructed the two-point Wightman functions explicitly for de Sitter-invariant
non-Hadamard states for the non-periodic cases. We found that these two-point
functions are singular if the two points are antipodal from each other. Interestingly,
the unique de Sitter-invariant state for the anti-periodic real scalar field has a vanishing
Wightman two-point function when the two points cannot be connected by a geodesic
[see (6.34)]. (In this case, the antipodal singularity is a discontinuity rather than a
divergence.) We constructed these two-point functions using the fact that the de Sitter
invariance restricts them to be linear combinations of two known functions.

We also studied a de Sitter non-invariant Hadamard state for each periodicity
variable (3, including the anti-periodic case, and showed that this state approximately
exhibits the Gibbons-Hawking effect. Thus, for automorphic scalar fields in two-
dimensional de Sitter space there are states for which the physics inside a static
region does not appear very different from that in the Bunch-Davies vacuum state.
Nevertheless, it is interesting that the incompatibility of the Hadamard condition
with de Sitter invariance for the anti-periodic scalar field generalises to more general
automorphic boundary conditions. It will be interesting to find the response of the
Unruh-DeWitt detector [31, 32] as a function of time [33, 34] for these states and confirm
that the deviation from the thermal response is only temporary.
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Appendix A. The condition on Sﬁi from rotational invariance

Suppose that a function F(t,¢) is in SF, which is assumed to be invariant under
¢+ ¢+ « for all @ € R. Let

FP(t,¢) = Y calt)e™. (A1)
neP+7Z
Then

1

2
—/ e Mt ¢+ a)da, (A.2)
0

cm(t)e o
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where m € B+ Z. Since the solutions F(t, ¢+ «) must be in Sg by rotational invariance
of this subspace, the solution c,,(t)e"™?® must be in Sg for all m € g+ Z. Thus, any
function F € Sy is a linear combination of solutions of the form cm(t)e™? ) which are
themselves in Sg. Hence a basis for Sg can be chosen to be of the form {F,,}cs:+2
where the solution F;, for each m € 4+ Z is a linear combination of f,, and g, defined
by (3.13). By requiring (F},, F;,) = 1 without loss of generality, we find that the solution
F,, must be of the form given in (3.16). Then, by the requirements (F,,, G},) = 0 and
(G Gy) = —1, we find that the solution Gy, € S must be of the form given there.

Appendix B. Derivation of (6.9)

Two independent solutions to the Legendre equation,

(1 )i 2d— (I+1)] f(x)=0 (B.1)
r) T m 2w =0, :
are f(x) = Py(z) and f(z) = Qx) for —1 < = < 1. We start from the following

formula [26, Eq. 14.9.10]:

2
Pi(—z) = ——sinlnQ(x) + cosinP,(z) . (B.2)
7T
Note that
d? d m?
1— -2
{< v >dx2 Y& 122
We differentiate (B.3), after substituting the definition (3.11) of the Ferrers function in

terms of Gauss’s hypergeometric function, with respect to m and take the limit m — 0.
Thus, we find

+ (1 + 1)} I'1—m)P"(z) =0. (B.3)

[(1 = x2)§—22 = zx(‘j— I+ 1)] filz) =0, (B.4)
where
filr) = SPi(a)log 1 + Ri(—a), (8.5

with R;(z) defined by (6.11a). This function is analytic at + = —1 and has the value
R;(—1) = 0. Since P;(1) =1 and [26, Eq. 14.8.3]

1 2

we find that fj(z) — Q;(x) is finite at x = 1, and, hence, must be proportional to P;(z).
This implies

Qi(z) =

1 1
Qz) = Pi(2) {5 log 7 fz

By substituting this formula into (B.2) we find (6.9) with z replaced by —z.

—y—9Y(l+1)| + R(—x). (B.7)
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v —ia

Figure C1. Contour of integration C' in the complex s-plane. The black dots represent
the poles of the integrand located at s =n + 3, n € Z.

Appendix C. The integral representation of the difference of two series

This appendix concerns the analyticity of the series

[e.9]

F(z) =Y [f(n+p)z""" = f(n)z"] ,

n=1
where f(t) is a function holomorphic on the half-plane {¢ € C : Ret > 0} which grows at
most polynomially as |t| — co. We show that the analytic continuation of the function

<pf <=, (C.1)

N | —

1
2

F(z) is holomorphic in the double Riemann sheet with z # 0 and |arg z| < 2.
We start by proving an integral representation for the series

Sp(2) =>_ fln+p)z""", |z <1. (C.2)

We choose a real constant v satisfying 0 < v < 1+ . Then, we show that this series is
represented by the following contour integral:
i
Sp(z) = 5/ ds f(s)z" cot (s — B), (C.3)
c

where the contour C' consists of the straight lines connecting oo —ia, v — ia, v + ia and
o0 + ia, with a > 0, as shown in Fig. C1. To prove (C.3) we first consider the integral
Sév(z) defined by replacing C in (C.3) by Cy, N € N, which is the rectangular contour
with vertices at N +v —ia, v —ia, v+ia and N 4+~ +ia. We apply the residue theorem
to Sév(z) We pick up the residues from the simple poles at 1 + 3,...,N — 1+ 3 and
find

=

—1
S¥(z) =) fln+pB)"*". (C.4)
1

Hence, S}(z) = Sp(z) as N — co. The contribution to the integral (C.4) from the
straight line segment from N + « 4 ia to N 4+ v — ia tends to zero because cot 7(s — f3)

3
Il
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on this line segment is independent of N and because for s = N + v + it, t € [—a,al,
we have |f(s)z°| = |f(s)[eN+leslzl=(arg2)t " (Recall our assumptions that |2| < 1 and
that |f(s)| grows at most polynomially as a function of |s|.) Hence, S5 (2) tends to the
right-hand side of (C.3). This proves (C.3).

An integral representation of the right-hand side of (C.1) can be found from (C.3)
as

55(2) — Sp(2) = isin 71-6/Cd$ cos 3 —fc(jijT(QS ) ’

where 0 < v < min(1,1 + ). Next we deform the contour C' by replacing the two

(C.5)

half-lines from v +ia to oo £ia by the half-lines v +ia to v +ico. The resulting contour
is the straight line parallel to the imaginary axis with Res = ~, that is, the straight
line from v — ico to 7 + ico, which we denote by C.. This deformation is justified if
the integrand decays exponentially as |s| — oo if Ims > a and Res > + since it is
holomorphic in the half-plane Re s > 0 except at the poles on the real axis.
We now show this behaviour of the integrand of (C.5):
G(s) = J(s)2 . (C.6)

cosmf — cosm(2s — [3)

We first find
|f< )Z ‘ _ ‘f( )|€ (log |z|)Re s—(arg z)Im s < ‘f( )|e(log|z|)Res+(argz)|Ims\ ) (C?)

Next, since | cos7(2s — 3)| = e?™sl/2 for large |Im s|, by choosing a large enough we
have for [Ims| > a

1
|cosmf — cosm(2s — )| > ge%ums‘ : (C.8)
Hence
|G<8)‘ < 3|f<8)‘e(log\z\)Res—[Qn—(argz)]|Ims| ) (09)

Thus, if |2|] < 1 and |argz| < 2w, and if Res > 7 and |[Ims| > a, then G(s) — 0
exponentially as |s| — oco. Therefore, the contour C' in (C.5) can be deformed to C,,
the straight line from v —ioco to v +ico, where v satisfies 0 < v < min(1, 1+ ). Hence,
equation (C.5) holds with the contour C' replaced by C.,. This integral representation
with contour C, gives the analytic continuation of the function F'(z) = Sg(z) — So(2)
from 0 < |z| < 1 to all nonzero z satisfying |argz| < 27 because the estimate (C.9)
shows that this integral and its derivative are convergent.

Appendix D. The Gibbons-Hawking effect in two dimensions

In this appendix we review the Gibbons-Hawking effect in two dimensions [13, 35], i.e
the fact that the Bunch-Davies vacuum state is a thermal state with respect to the
energy defined in the static patch of de Sitter space. The static coordinates (7, R) are
defined by (2.9) and the metric in the static patch covered by these coordinates is given
by (2.10).
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The Klein-Gordon equation obeyed by a scalar field ®(T, R) with mass M takes
the form

Lo + 0 (1-R?) O _ O(T,R) =0 (D.1)
1 - R20T?  OR OR R '
Two linearly independent solutions to this equation proportional to e 7“7 are
i 1+ I iw—11 .
FO(T, R) = A1 - R F < * 1;" Ly “"2 5 R2> el (D.2)
i 2+1 I T4+iw—1 .
FO(T,R) = A®(1 — R*)% RF < a 1;" Tt 1;" : g; R2> el (D.3)

with well-defined parity. The normalisation constants, AY and ALY are determined
from the Klein-Gordon inner product
1
. dR ovy, 0V

Uy, Uy) = —— (V] — — Uy | . D.4

(3, 0) 1/_11—R2<18T aT 2) (D-4)
The inner product of two solutions to (D.1) of the form F,,(R)e T and F,(R)e T
can be found in a manner similar to the four-dimensional case [36] as

~ ~ ~ R=1—¢
F, F,) =l [ 1 — R? (Fw R)F',(R) — F' (R)Fuy (R )] . D.5
(R By =tim [0 ) (RREL(R) - EUREm)] (05
We find for R? ~ 1
E/O)(T, R) ~ 2A/9) B(/°) o5 [% log(1 — R?) — 5&6/0)} e Wl (D.6)
where
(e I'(iw)
By - Vr(w) (D.7)
FE T ()
(o F(lw)
B — VT I (D.8)
2 (BH) T (5

with BYY and BY real and positive. We substitute (D.6) into (D.5) and use the identity
: _ !/
i S [(w — ') log(2¢)]

e—0 w—w'

= —7m(w —w'), (D.9)

and neglect rapidly oscillating bounded functions of w and W’ to find that for

(LD, 1) = 60— ). (D.10)
we must have
1
Aff/o) C e — D.11
A7 8mw|BY/7|2 (B-11)
That is,
Au(f): sinh mw r 1+iw+1 r iw — 1 ’ (D.12)
&3 2 2
Ac(uO) _ sinh 7w r 2 +iw+1 r 1+iw—1 | (D.13)
273 2 2
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where we have used |I'(iw)|* = 7/(wsinh 7w). With this normalisation, FY and £
form an orthonormal basis for the space of solutions which are positive-frequency with
respect to the time coordinate T in the static patch.

In terms of these mode functions, the field operator ® can be expanded in the static
patch as

cI)(T,R):/ dw [ © (T, R) + ol F)(T, R) _—
0 D.14
+ VO EON(T, R) + b FOX(T, R)] .

The normalisation condition (D.10) implies that the annihilation operators, a'/” and

b/?) and the creation operators, o'/t and b7, satisfy

[/, aif/oﬁ] — B/, bff/oﬁ] = §(w—w'), (D.15)

w

with all other commutators vanishing.
Now let us consider the following two-point function:

Wo(T, R;T',R') = (®(T, R)®'(T", R))). (D.16)

For w, w' > 0 the Fourier transform with respect to T and 7" at the spatial origin,
R =R =0, yields

dTdT o
/ / T TWo(T, 0, T, 0" = 27 F9*(0,0)F'9(0, 0) (b5, (D.17)

A manifestation of the Gibbons-Hawking effect is that the double Fourier
transform (D.17) of the two-point function in the Bunch-Davies vacuum state is that
for the thermal state at inverse temperature 2m:

1
el — 1

By substituting this equation into (D.17) with Fu(,e)((), 0) found from (D.2) and (D.12)
we find that the Gibbons-Hawking effect should lead to

[e.e] I . _ . 2
/ dTdT T (T, 0: T, )T — e r <1w l) r (1 +iw + l) ’
. 2 2 (D.19)

2 872

X §(w—w').

(bp)y = §w —w') . (D.18)

—TTwW

We now show this result for the two-point function for the Bunch-Davies vacuum state
given by (6.30). Since the time coordinate for the global and static coordinates agree
at R =0, we have

1
4sinlm
With the definition AT =T — T", the Fourier transform of this two-point function is

o e drdT! . I
/ / 5 e “TWo(T,0;T",0)e ™

- — ,1 d(w — w’)/ dAT ¢ “ATP;(— cosh(AT — ic)).

4sinlmw

WO (T, O; T,, O) == —

P; (—cosh(T — T'" —i¢)) . (D.20)

(D.21)

—00
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For large |z| the Legendre function P;(z) is the sum of two terms, both decaying like
|z|7Y2 if | = —1/2 4+ i\, A € R, and one decaying like |z|' and the other like |z|~'~}
if —1/2 <1 <0 (see, e.g., [25, Eq. 8.772.1]). Hence the function P;(— cosh(AT — i¢))
decays exponentially fast for large AT'. Since the singularities of P;(— cosh(AT — i¢))
are at cosh(AT —ie) = 1, i.e. at AT =i(27n + €), n € Z, the integration path can be
changed from the one from —oo to co to the one from —oo —im to oo —im. Thus, letting

AT =7 —im, we find
. . 2
F(lw—l)r<1+1w+l)‘ |
2 2

(D.22)

/ AAT e~ “ATP (— cosh(AT — ie)) = — ST =

272

o0

where we have used the integral in [25, Eq. 7.165]. Substituting this expression into
(D.21), we recover (D.19), which is a manifestation of the Gibbons-Hawking effect.

Appendix E. Bound on an integral of the Ferrers function
In this appendix we show that if [ € —1/2 4+ iR or —1/2 < [ < 0, then the integral
I(w,s) = / dt P, *(isinht)e " (E.1)
is bounded as
C(s + 3]
T+ s+ 1)(s—1)|’
with s = v +1iu, 7 > 0, u € R, where C(7) is a positive constant independent of w and

[I(w, s)| < C(y)e ™2 cosh(mu/2) (E.2)

u.

First we change the argument of the Ferrers function in (E.1) to cosht as follows.
Since P;*(z) is a linear combination of terms behaving like 2! or 27'=! for large |z,
the integrand of (E.1) tends to zero exponentially as |t| — oo for the values of | we
are interested in. This allows us to change the variable as t +— t — i as long as the
integrand is non-singular between the real line and the line of constant imaginary part
—ia. Since the singularities of P, *(2) are at z = £1 and since

isinh(t — i) = icosasinh ¢ + sin avcosh ¢, (E.3)
we can choose o = 1/2 — €, where € > 0 is infinitesimal with

isinh(t — im/2 + i€) = cosht + iet . (E.4)
With this change of variable, we find

es™/2P~5(cosht) if ¢t <0,

P, *(isinht) — P, *(cosht +iet) = { e sm/2p=3(cosht) if ¢ >0
1 Y

(E.5)

where

L1\ 2
P(z) = <z+ 1) F(11+ S)F(—l,l—l— L14s(1—2)/2). (E.6)
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Hence we find
I(w,s) = e /2 /OO P*(cosht) (e’is”/Qe’i“’t — eisw/zei“’t) de, (E.7)
and 0
11 (w, s)| < 2e7™/2 cosh(ru/2) /OO | P, *(cosht)|dt, (E.8)
0

where s = v +iu, v > 0.
Next we bound the integral of |P,"*(cosht)| in (E.8). The formula [25, Eq. 8.713.3]

reads
1y(,2 2 oo 1
Pri(z) = \/? D(p+ )22 = 1)/ / cosh(v + 3)tdt . (E9)
al(v+pu+DC(n—v) Jy (2+ coshi)rt1/2

> 2
P~%(cosht)|dt <4/ —
A [P (cosh.t)] —chra+s+nrg—m
x/wdt/mdv Esinht)scosh(lJr%)v
0 0

cosht + cosh v)s+1/2
Recalling —1/2 < Rel < 0 and choosing a constant a € (0, —Rel), we find for s = v+1iu,

v =0,
o oo > | sinh¢|? > | cosh(l + 3

/ @/<m< g/ ﬁE—Lm/ [eoshll+ 3o, (m11)
0 0 ( o |cosht[r e Jo | coshu|z—®

The integrals on the right-hand side of this inequality are convergent and independent
of u. Hence, using (E.10) and (E.8), we obtain the bound (E.2).

Hence
['(s+ %)

(E.10)

sinh ¢)* cosh(l + 2 )v
cosht + cosh v)s+1/2

References

[1] H. Epstein and U. Moschella. De Sitter symmetry of Neveu-Schwarz spinors. JHEP, 2016(5):147,
2016.

[2] H. Epstein and U. Moschella. Topological Surprises in de Sitter QFT in two-dimensions. Int. J.
Mod. Phys. A, 33(34):1845009, 2018.

[3] H. Epstein and U. Moschella. QFT and Topology in Two Dimensions: SL(2,R)-Symmetry and
the de Sitter Universe. Annales Henri Poincaré, 22(9):2853-2891, 2021.

[4] C. Schomblond and P. Spindel. Unicity conditions of the scalar field propagator Delta(1) (x,y) in
de Sitter universe. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Phys. Theor., 25:67-78, 1976.

[5] T. S. Bunch and P. C. W. Davies. Quantum field theory in de Sitter space: renormalization by
point-splitting. Proc. Roy. Soc. London. A., 360(1700):117-134, 1978.

[6] N. A. Chernikov and E. A. Tagirov. Quantum theory of scalar fields in de Sitter space-time. Ann.
Inst. H. Poincare Phys. Theor. A, 9:109, 1968.

[7] B. Allen. Vacuum states in de Sitter space. Phys. Rev. D, 32(12):3136, 1985.

[8] S. J. Avis and C. J. Isham. Vacuum solutions for a twisted scalar field. Proc. Roy. Soc. London.
A., 363(1715):581-596, 1978.

[9] C. J. Isham. Twisted quantum fields in a curved space-time. Proc. Roy. Soc. London. A.,
362(1710):383-404, 1978.

[10] R. Banach and J. S. Dowker. The vacuum stress tensor for automorphic fields on some flat

space-times. J. Phys. A, 12(12):2545-2562, dec 1979.




Automorphic scalar fields in dSs 31

[11] R. Banach and J. S. Dowker. Automorphic field theory—some mathematical issues. J. Phys. A,
12(12):2527-2543, dec 1979.

[12] R. Banach. The quantum theory of free automorphic fields. J. Phys. A, 13(6):2179-2203, jun
1980.

[13] G. W. Gibbons and S. W. Hawking. Cosmological event horizons, thermodynamics, and particle
creation. Phys. Rev. D, 15(10):2738, 1977.

[14] E. Mottola. Particle creation in de Sitter space. Phys. Rev. D, 31(4):754, 1985.

[15] N. D. Birrell and P. C. W. Davies. Quantum Fields in Curved Space. Cambridge University Press,
1984.

[16] R. M. Wald. Quantum Field Theory in Curved Spacetime and Black Hole Thermodynamics.
University of Chicago Press, 1994.

[17] S. A. Fulling. Aspects of Quantum Field Theory in Curved Space-Time. Cambridge University
Press, 1989.

[18] L. Parker and D. Toms. Quantum Field Theory in Curved Spacetime: Quantized Fields and
Gravity. Cambridge university press, 2009.

[19] Lajos Pukédnszky. The Plancherel formula for the universal covering group ofSL (R, 2).
Mathematische Annalen, 156(2):96-143, 1964.

[20] A Kitaev. Notes on SL (2, R) representations. arXiv preprint arXiv:1711.08169, 2017.

[21] L. H. Ford and L. Parker. Infrared Divergences in a Class of Robertson-Walker Universes. Phys.
Rev. D, 16:245-250, 1977.

[22] K. Kirsten and J. Garriga. Massless minimally coupled fields in de Sitter space: O(4) symmetric
states versus de Sitter invariant vacuum. Phys. Rev. D, 48:567-577, 1993.

[23] A. Higuchi. Quantum linearization instabilities of de Sitter spacetime. II. Class. Quant. Grav.,
8(11):1983, 1991.

[24] S. De Bievre and J. Renaud. Massless Gupta-Bleuler vacuum on the (1+1)-dimensional de Sitter
space-time. Phys. Rev. D, 57:6230-6241, 1998.

[25] I. S. Gradshteyn and I. M. Ryzhik. Table of Integrals, Series, and Products - eighth edition.
Academic Press, 2014.

[26] NIST Digital Library of Mathematical Functions. http://dlmf.nist.gov/, Release 1.0.24 of 2019-
09-15. F. W. J. Olver, A. B. Olde Daalhuis, D. W. Lozier, B. I. Schneider, R. F. Boisvert, C. W.
Clark, B. R. Miller, B. V. Saunders, H. S. Cohl, and M. A. McClain, eds.

[27] B. S. Kay and R. M. Wald. Theorems on the uniqueness and thermal properties of stationary,

nonsingular, quasifree states on spacetimes with a bifurcate Killing horizon. Phys. Reports,
207(2):49-136, 1991.

[28] S. A. Fulling, F. J. Narcowich, and R. M. Wald. Singularity structure of the two-point function
in quantum field theory in curved spacetime, II. Ann. Phys., 136(2):243-272, 1981.

[29] M. J. Radzikowski. Micro-local approach to the Hadamard condition in quantum field theory on
curved space-time. Commun. Math. Phys., 179:529-553, 1996.

[30] B. Allen and T. Jacobson. Vector two-point functions in maximally symmetric spaces. Commun.
Math. Phys., 103(4):669-692, 1986.

[31] W. G. Unruh. Notes on black hole evaporation. Phys. Rev. D, 14:870, 1976.

[32] B. S. DeWitt. Quantum gravity: the new synthesis, pages 680-745. Cambridge University Press,
1980.

[33] J. Louko and A. Satz. How often does the Unruh-DeWitt detector click? Regularisation by a
spatial profile. Class. Quant. Grav., 23:6321-6344, 2006.

[34] J. Louko and A. Satz. Transition rate of the Unruh-DeWitt detector in curved spacetime. Class.
Quant. Grav., 25:055012, 2008.

[35] R. Figari, R. Hoegh-Krohn, and C. Nappi. Interacting relativistic boson fields in the de Sitter
universe with two space-time dimensions. Commun. Math. Phys., 44(3):265-278, 1975.

[36] A. Higuchi. Quantization of scalar and vector fields inside the cosmological event horizon and its
application to Hawking effect. Class. Quant. Grav., 4:721, 1987.




	1 Introduction
	2 Geometry of two-dimensional de Sitter space
	3 Automorphic scalar fields in two-dimensional de Sitter space with rotationally invariant vacuum state
	4 De Sitter-invariant states
	5 De Sitter-invariant Hadamard states
	6 The two-point function for de Sitter-invariant vacuum states
	7 De Sitter non-invariant Hadamard states
	8 The Gibbons-Hawking effect in a non-invariant Hadamard state
	9 Summary and discussion
	Appendix A The condition on S from rotational invariance
	Appendix B Derivation of (6.9)
	Appendix C The integral representation of the difference of two series
	Appendix D The Gibbons-Hawking effect in two dimensions
	Appendix E Bound on an integral of the Ferrers function

