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Abstract

We introduce a second-order stochastic effective theory for light scalar fields in de Sitter space-
time, extending the validity of the stochastic approach beyond the massless limit and demonstrating
how it can be used to compute long-distance correlation functions non-perturbatively. The param-
eters of the second-order stochastic theory are determined from quantum field theory through a
perturbative calculation, which is valid if the self-interaction parameter X\ satisfies A < m?/H?,
where m is the scalar and H is the Hubble rate. Therefore it allows stronger self-interactions
than conventional perturbation theory, which is limited to A < m*/H* by infrared divergences.
We demonstrate the applicability of the second-order stochastic theory by comparing its results
with perturbative quantum field theory and overdamped stochastic calculations, and discuss the

prospects of improving its accuracy with a full one-loop calculation of its parameters.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Scalar quantum field theory (QFT) in de Sitter spacetime is a widely studied topic [1-4],
especially in the context of inflationary cosmology [5H9]. Of particular interest is the study
of the long distance behaviour of spectator scalar fields as they can lead to present-day
observables with blueprints from inflation [10]. Physical examples include curvature and
isocurvature perturbations [ITHI3], dark matter generation, [14HIT], electroweak vacuum

decay [18-22] and gravitational wave background anisotropies [23].

The issue with scalar QFT in de Sitter is that self-interactions, parameterised by the
coupling A, lead to the existence of infrared divergences in perturbation theory that cannot
be dealt with using standard methods beyond the limit A < m*/H* where m and H are the
scalar mass and Hubble rate respectively [24H27]. This is problematic when studying the
long distance behaviour of these fields, and that has led physicists to consider alternative
approaches, some of which do not require small A but involve other approximations [28-39].
One such method is the stochastic approach [40, 4], an effective theory where one utilises
the fact that the expansion of the inflationary spacetime causes long-wavelength modes to
be stretched across the de Sitter horizon such that they can be considered classical. The
remaining short-wavelength quantum modes then contribute in the form of stochastic noise.

This will only be possible if m is comparable to or smaller than the horizon scale, m < H.

The most common application of this method is to stochastic inflation where the scalar
field plays the part of the inflaton [42H69]. In this case, the fields are considered to be in
slow-roll such that one can use the overdamped approximation in the stochastic equations,
which equates to neglecting the second derivative of the field. For this to be valid, we require
the fields to be light m < H and for the coupling to be sufficiently small A < m?/H?. In this
limit, one can derive the overdamped stochastic equations by introducing a cut-off between
sub- and superhorizon field modes with a strict boundary [40, 41]. The superhorizon modes
then play the role of a classical field while the subhorizon “quantum” modes contribute
via a stochastic white noise. This mode expansion derivation has been widely studied [42-
57, [70L [71] alongside an alternative path integral approach that aligns more with standard
thermal field theory methods [53], 58-69].



The stochastic approach has not exclusively been applied to the inflaton. From the sem-
inal work of Starobinsky and Yokoyama [40} [41] to more recent applications to inflationary
observables [16, 17, [70H72], there are examples of the stochastic approach being applied to
spectator scalar fields. In this case, the slow-roll condition can be relaxed and one should
consider the full second-order stochastic equations. However, in our previous paper [72],
we showed that for free fields the standard cut-off procedure cannot be used to derive the
second-order stochastic equations when one goes beyond the limit m < H. This is not a
fault in the stochastic equations themselves but in the expression for the noise amplitude that
one computes using a cut-off. Given the correct form of the noise, the quantum correlators
can be be recovered from these second-order equations. Following the standard technique for
effective field theories, this form was found by evaluating the stochastic field correlator for an
unspecified noise amplitude and then matching with the quantum field propagator in order
to determine the desired noise amplitude. This suggests that the stochastic approach is still
viable away from the overdamped limit but that the strict cut-off procedure is no longer a

valid means of deriving the stochastic equations from the underlying quantum theory.

In this paper, we take this idea a step further and introduce interactions into the stochastic
equations. We relax the overdamped approximation that m < H to show that in perturba-
tion theory, we can once again use the matching procedure to find the form of the stochastic
parameters, namely the mass, coupling and noise amplitudes, that reproduces the quantum
correlators. Further, we present a numerical method for solving the second-order stochastic

equations such that stochastic correlation functions can be found non-perturbatively.

The results we obtain using the second-order stochastic effective theory in this work are
valid for fields with mass m < H and quartic self-interaction coupling A < m?/H?. We
leave it to future work [73] to compute O (’\m—lf) contributions, where we will have to employ
a renormalisaton scheme in the QFT in order to compute the stochastic noise amplitudes.
However, we are already going beyond perturbative techniques in QFT and the overdamped
approximation, which are only valid in the regimes A < m?*/H* and m < H respectively.
The second-order stochastic approach encompasses these regions and goes further where it

can compute physical results that the established approximations cannot.

The paper is organised in the following way. In Sec. [[I] we review the status of per-



turbative QFT and discuss the arising issues, focussing on a self-interacting theory with
quartic coupling. In Sec. [[II, we briefly summarise the overdamped stochastic approach
before introducing the second-order stochastic equations. We introduce a spectral expan-
sion method to compute stochastic correlators and give the form of these in terms of the
eigenspectrum. In Sec. , we begin by summarising the results from Ref. [72] for free
fields before using perturbation theory to compute stochastic correlators to leading order
in the self-interaction coupling. We compare these results to their equivalents at (’)(Am—ffl)
in perturbative QFT, from which we find the value of the stochastic parameters required
to reproduce the quantum result. In Sec. [V] we outline the numerical method to evaluate
correlators non-perturbatively and then, using the noise functions found in Sec. [[V] we
perform a full comparison between the second-order stochastic, overdamped stochastic and

perturbative QFT approaches. Finally, we discuss the results and conclude in Sec. [VI]

II. QUANTUM FIELD THEORY IN DE SITTER SPACETIME

We will begin by reviewing the status of scalar QFT in de Sitter, focussing on the cal-
culation of the Feynman propagator. We will consider a spectator scalar field ¢(¢,x) with
scalar potential V(¢) on a de Sitter background with scale factor a(t) = ef'. H = a/a is
the Hubble rate which will be kept constant throughout. Introducing the field momentum

7(t,x), we can write the equations of motion as

b ™
N ) (1)
7 —3H7m —V'(¢)
where primes and dots denote derivatives with respect to ¢ and t respectively. We will focus
on a ¢* theory such that the potential V(¢) = 3m?¢® + $A¢* where m is the scalar mass

and A is the quartic coupling constant. We introduce a non-minimal coupling to gravity &,

which is included in the scalar mass term as m? = m3 + 126 H2.



A. Free quantum fields

For free fields (A = 0), one can follow standard QFT procedures to calculate the Feynman

propagator, resulting in [IH4]

ALY, %, %) = <T¢(t x)o(t', x'))

X
2)
3 3 y (
(3 )P (5 ) (3 +rg-naned)

in the Bunch-Davies vacuum, where o F(a, b, ¢; z) is the hypergeometric function, I'(z) are

the Euler-Gamma functions, v = % — z—i and y is the spacetime interval given by
H? 9
y=cosh(H(t —t")) — —a(t)a(t')|x — x'|” — 1. (3)

2

We can write the Feynman propagator instead as

_ r(zy)m — 2v) i T(E—v+n)T(3-v+n) (_g>—g+u—n
v ['(1 —2v+n)n!

T'(—20)0(1 + 2v) i FE+v+n)T(L+v+n) <_y)—3—v—n]
(1 +2v + n)n! ’

which allows us to see the behaviour as a function of large spacetime separations. Explicitly,

the leading IR behaviour of the free Feynman propagator is

iA(t,1,0,%) = |Ha(t)x| 2™, (5)

1672 ' +v)

where we have focussed on the equal-time propagator. It is this behaviour that one would

expect the stochastic approach to reproduce for free fields.



B. Perturbative QFT

Introducing interactions is a challenging process; the Feynman propagator cannot be
found for all values of m and A using current techniques, namely perturbation theory. How-
ever, one can still obtain useful results. In perturbative ¢* theory, the only contribution at
first-order A is the tadpole diagram; therefore, there is no field renormalisation and the only
contribution comes via a mass correction, where the bare mass m is replaced by an effective

mass mqeys via

m? — méeff =m* + 3\ <($2> : (6)

One can therefore obtain the resummed one-loop Feynman propagator by replacing m with

mqess in Eq. . The leading IR behaviour is given by

IA(t 1 x,X) = H? T(5 ~ aer)T(20qess) (_g
o 1672 T3 + very) 2

3
> —5tVQesf

: (7)

2
MQeff

where vgepr = % — =

. In practice, this is problematic as <g52> contains divergences at

O(A). To see this, we expand Eq. for y — 0 such that the field variance is given by

22N\ i / /
<gz§ > —;%ZA(t,t,x,x)

H2 m2—2H2 . 0 3 o 3
T sy 16 (lny“”_HQVE—lH?H/J()<§—u>+w”(§+u)),
(8)

where 1 (z) are the polygamma functions and 7z is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. We
see that the O(1/y) and O(Iny) are ultraviolet (UV) divergent. Such terms are removed by
introducing a renormalised mass m3, = mg r + 126 H* such that the divergent O(m?) and
O(H?) are renormalised by the mg g and £z parameters respectively. Expanding the finite

part to leading order in mass, the UV-finite effective mass is given by [62]

4
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where the O(AH?) part will include terms that are dependent on the renormalisation scheme.
This expression tells us that there also exists an infrared (IR) divergence in the theory since
the leading term in the small-mass expansion is of relative order O(%), which is large
if m < AY4H, and therefore perturbative QFT is only valid in the limit A < m*/H*; the
additional finite terms in Eq. @) are unimportant. Thus, the leading term in the spacelike

Feynman propagator is

H? T(2 —v)T(2v)427"  27\H® \H6 (e
IA(L1,0,x) = ( G- nr@ne +0( ))\Ha(t)x\ —
m

1672 (l ) 64m4m$, ®
(10)
where
3 3NH3
ACFD — (2 ) g+ 227 1+ O(\H). 11
1 2 v + 87T2m%3 + ( ) ( )

It is because of these IR divergences that we pursue other methods of computing correlators

in de Sitter, such as the stochastic approach, in order to go beyond the limit where A\ <
m/H*.

ITII. THE STOCHASTIC APPROACH

A. The overdamped stochastic approach

The seminal work of Starobinsky and Yokoyama [40, 41] introduced an effective theory for
scalar fields in de Sitter which goes beyond the perturbative methods introduced above. We
call this the overdamped (OD) stochastic approach. The principle is that one can separate
the short and long wavelength modes of the scalar field such that the short wavelength
modes contribute a stochastic noise to the classical equations of motion. Thus, we obtain
the IR behaviour of the fields. In the overdamped limit 7 < 3H7 and V" (¢) < H?, one
can derive the stochastic equations from the underlying QFT by introducing a strict cutoff

between long and short wavelength modes, resulting in the OD stochastic equation



V'(¢)
3H

GZ.H— = Sop (12)

with a white noise contribution £op(t, x) with correlation

3

(€on(ton(t' X)) = 500t 1) (13)

From this starting point, one can do fully non-perturbative calculations to find stochastic
correlators that go beyond perturbative QFT. The details of this calculation are given in
Ref. [70] where the authors use a spectral expansion method to perform their computation.
To compare this approach with QFT, we write the spacelike OD stochastic field correlator

to one-loop order as

3H* QTNH® _ P
where
Alop) _ e BAHE s 15
U =30 S T O (15)

Comparing this to the Feynman propagator (|10]), we see that there will only be agreement in
the limit where m < H. The OD stochastic approach doesn’t reproduce the full expression

for the free part of the Feynman propagator, nor will it include any terms of relative order

(’)(’\mh;2> since the next order in the perturbative expansion goes straight to O(\?). Thus,
the OD stochastic approach is only valid in the regime \ < m?/H?.

B. The second-order stochastic equations

For the cosmological applications of spectator fields in de Sitter, we wish to go beyond
the OD approximation where m? < H?. To do this, we introduce second-order stochastic
equations; however, the standard cut-off procedure used to derive the OD stochastic equa-

tion is no longer valid when the fields become more massive [72]. Instead of attempting a

10



derivation from the underlying QFT, we will introduce a top-down method where we derive
stochastic correlation functions from a stochastic equation and then show that these can re-
produce their quantum counterparts given the appropriate choice of stochastic parameters.

Taking inspiration from Eq. (), we write the second-order stochastic equation as

¢\ _ m N Eo | (16)
7 —3Hm — V() €r

where the potential is given by

Vi(g) = %m%z + ikfb“ (17)

and the stochastic white noise contributions &;(¢,x), i € {¢, 7} satisfy

(€i(t, %) (', %)) = oot —1'). (18)

The parameters of the stochastic theory are m, A and afj. In this paper, we determine their
relation to QFT parameters using perturbation theory. Since the perturbative expansion is
in powers of \, we assume that the couplings in the stochastic approach and perturbative
QFT are the same. On the other hand, m and Ufj will be determined by matching stochastic

correlators to their QFT counterparts.

Now that we have a stochastic theory, we introduce the one-point probability distribution
function (1PDF) in phase space P(¢,m;t). Its time-evolution is described by the Fokker-

Planck equation

1 1
O P(p,mit) =|3H — w0y + (3HT + V' (4))0r + 502¢8; + U;W%@ﬂ + 507%#87% P(¢,;t)

:‘cFPP<¢7 T t)?
(19)

where Lrp is called the Fokker-Planck operator.

11



C. The spectral expansion

For free fields, one can solve the Fokker-Planck equation analytically via a spectral
expansion [72]. The introduction of self-interactions will result in the need for numerical

calculations but one can still use the spectral expansion for the basis of these computations.

We define a space of functions { f|(f, f) < oo} with the scalar product

(f.9) = / " do / " dnf(6,m)g(6,m). (20)

Note that all integrals over ¢ and 7 have the above limits unless otherwise stated. There

then exists an adjoint to the Fokker-Planck operator, £}, which is defined via

(Lrpf,9) = (f, Lrpg)- (21)

Explicitly, the adjoint Fokker-Planck operator is

1 1
Lyp =m0y — (BHT 4+ V'(4))0r + Eaé(ﬁ@; + 05,050 + éafma,%. (22)

The 1PDF can be written as

P(¢,m;t) = Wy(p,m) > Un(g,m)e ™, (23)
N=0

where Ay and \IJ(;)((ﬁ, 7) are the respective eigenvalues and (adjoint) eigenvectors to the

(adjoint) Fokker-Planck operator

/;FP‘I/N(Qb,ﬂ') = —AN\I/N(d),ﬂ'), (24&)
LrpWn(d,m) = —AnUi (9, 7). (24b)

The eigenvectors obey the biorthogonality and completeness relations

12



(\I’}K\;, \I/N/) = 5N’N7 (25&)
D Un(o,m)Un (¢, 7)) = 3¢ — ¢)o(m — ) (25b)

N

and there exists an equilibrium state P, (¢, 7) = Ui(¢, m)W¥o(¢, ) obeying 0, FPey (¢, m) = 0.

D. Stochastic correlators

To obtain stochastic correlators, we introduce the transfer matrix U(¢o, ¢, mo, 7;t) be-
tween (¢, m0) = (¢(0,x),7(0,x)) and (¢, 7) = (¢(t,x),7(t,x)), which is defined as the

Green’s function of the Fokker-Planck equation i.e.

U(§b0,¢, 7T0,7T) :ﬁppU(¢0,¢,7T0,7T;t) (26)

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

P(¢,m;t) = /dgbg/dWOP(qbo,m);O)U(gbo,gb,m),w;t). (27)

From Eq. (23), making use of the relations (25), we find that the transfer matrix can be

written with the spectral expansion as

\I/*gzﬁﬂ

Filon- ) 20 (o ) (6, )e ™ 2

U(¢07 ¢7 To, 5 t)

and in turn we can write a two-point probability distribution function (2PDF) as

P2(¢07 ¢7 o, T t) = Peq(¢07 7T'O)Z’J<¢07 ¢7 o, T, t)

29
= U3 (6, ) Wo(o, m0) Y Wi (o, mo) U (¢, m)e N, (29)

The 2-point timelike (equal-space) stochastic correlator between some functions f(¢o, o)

and g(¢, ) is given by

13



(Fonmo)g(o.m)) = [ don [ o [ amo [ drPa(on. 6. 707 0)f (00, m)g(0,m)

LS agwe b (30)
N
where
fr=(Wof, Vi), (31a)
gn = (Ung, ¥p). (31b)

In a similar vein to the 2PDF, we can write a three-point probability distribution function

(3PDF) between points (¢g, 7o), (¢1,71) and (oo, m2) as

P3(¢o, d1, P2, T, T1, W23 t1, ta) =Peg(o, m0)U (@0, d1, T, m15 1)U (Po, P2, o, 23 t2)
:\IJO(%’WO)\DS(%’Wl)wg(%,m) Z‘W\/(ﬁbo 7o) W (d1, 1)
N

‘1’5(%7 7T0)

X Z \Iﬁ;\f’(gboa WO)\PN’(QSQ, 7T2)€_(ANt1+AN/t2)‘
N/

(32)

To evaluate the spacelike (equal-time) stochastic correlators, we follow Ref. [41] and intro-
duce the time coordinate ¢, at which the comoving x; and x5 are inside the same Hubble

volume,

1
t, = —Eln(H|x2—X1|). (33)

Using the 3PDF Ps(o,, ¢1, ¢o, 7, 71, m2), the spacelike stochastic correlator between the
functions f(p(t,x1), m(t,x1)) and g(é(t,x2), 7(t,Xs)) is given by integrating over ¢, and ,

as

14



T t,x1)g(0, T t,X2))

/ dor [ o [ do. / dry [ dmy [ draPu(6r. 61, 60,71 ) £(61, 190,

Wo (¢, ) . ~AN
[ do. [ angrent 0{0r, D Wiy Wi (6 ) v  Ha(t) e =) |7

*
U ()

f(o

(34)

IV. COMPARISON WITH PERTURBATIVE QFT

A. Free field theory

We now have a formalism that can be used to calculate stochastic correlators but we are
yet to attribute it to anything physical as we have not yet specified the noise amplitudes.
We now compare it with the QFT results from Sec. [[I} starting with free fields. This case

was studied in full in Ref. [72] so this section will be a review.

It will prove convenient to change our field variables from (¢, 7) to (¢, p), with the trans-

formation

1 1 oH T
Pl = (35)

a 1 ’
l_Eﬁ_Hl [0)

where o = % —vand g = % + v. All of the formalism introduced in the previous section can

also be applied to (g, p) variables. In particular the Fokker-Planck operators are given by

Lrp =LY + 2L (362)
oy =L st (36b)

where the free part is given by

15



1
E%},-aH%—qua + a 82+BH+BHp8 + 0282—1-0 2040p, (37a)

2 99~ q 2 pp—p
£ = —aHqo, + 2%03 BHPO, + 2%8}; +02.0,0, (37b)
and the interacting part is given by
) A 1 ’ 1
B
Lop = —Lip. (38b)

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

; ! ( L2y 252y ) (39a)
qu 71 _a _ o« 2172 Orn 0-¢7r U¢¢ a
5 \P*H BH
1 1 o
2 2 2
1-¢ i 3
1
Oy =7 : (07, +2aHo3, + o*H?d%,). (39c)

Further, the ¢ — ¢ correlator is written in terms of the (g, p) correlators as

(olt, %ot X)) = 1—15 (5; (bt (e X)) = 7 (alt, x)p(e. X))

(40)
—5;<p(t x)q(t, >+<th (t,x’)>>.

Similar expressions can be found for the ¢ — 7, @ — ¢ and m — 7 correlators but we will
focus on the ¢ — ¢ correlator in this work. Following the work of Ref. [72], we compute the
stochastic free field correlator and match it to the free Feynman propagator to obtain

an expression for the noise amplitudes, resulting in

o) _ 2HT(A+)0(5 —v)
X 75/2(3 + 2v) ’

16



o2 =, (41D)

ap
020 = Q. (41c)

The gq noise is matched such that the leading-order term in the Feynman propagator

is reproduced and the gp noise is chosen such that there is an analytic continuation from
timelike to spacelike stochastic correlators, a behaviour prevalent in QFT. However, the
choice of agp is arbitrary. In this paper, we set it to be zero - the subleading term doesn’t
contribute - because it is the simplest case. The (g, p) noise matrix contains a zero eigenvalue
and thus one would expect the stochastic equations to simplify, though we don’t pursue this

here.

In Ref. [72] we use a different choice, where the subleading contribution reproduces the
leading term in the second sum o< |H a(t)x|_%_”. We denote this by ooy “? and will be used
for comparison with Eq. in Sec. . We will discuss any differences this makes to the
conclusions drawn in Ref. [72] in Appendix . Henceforth, we will use Eq. as our free
noise but we include a more general formalism for calculating stochastic field correlators in
Appendix [B]

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

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

eigenquations are given by

L9 (g, p) = —ADWO (g, p), (42a)
L0 (g,p) = —AQWO* (¢, p), (42b)

where the A'Y and ‘If,(ﬂg)(*)(q, p) are the free eigenvalues and (adjoint) eigenstates respectively.

The eigenvalues of Eq. are

AY = (sa+rp)H (43)

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

as

17



—

1 aBH? 1/4 aH BH —ol g2 BH p2
U0 (g, p) = ( ) H| J—=q|H.|,|[=ple st % , (44a
o (00) = e g2 o2 o2 o2 )

qq9 ~ pp
1 afH? \ oH BH
0)x* _
\117(”5) (q7p) - 2T+57"!3! <7T20'2 0_2 ) Hs 0_2 q Hr 0_2 p .

a9~ pp qq pp

—~

44b)

For the case where Jgp = 0, the eigenstates can be written aﬂ

—1)_T aH 1/4 oH —oH 2
lim 00 (q, 5) = S (pVH, | | == ofa 45
s (0.0) = g ) () 24 ; (45a)

[2r [ aH \V* ol
. (0) ~ ~7
a'ygo \Ijrs) (Q7p) - 28’/“'8' <7T202 ) p HS( 0_2 Q>» (45b>
pp e qq

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

have the biorthogonality and completeness relations.

B. Stochastic perturbation theory

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

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

Ape =AY £ A

TS )

U (a,0) =10 (g,p) + AT (g, ). (46b)

(46a)

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

—-n n— m?
1 To take the limit, we have used the identity lim. .o %Hn (ﬁ)(fﬁ =0 ().

18



A = — (v, £iu?), (47a)

o (v el
p) = Z \Ilrlsl(q7p) A(O) B A(O) ) (47b)

(1) (0)+ (‘1]7(“02 Lrr \Ijg)*)
U (a,p) =)l (a.p) AD _A©

s

, (47¢)

where for Eq. (47b)) and (47d)), r’ # r and s’ # s. By applying the expansion to Eq.
, we can write the timelike correlator between two functions f and g to O(\) as

—(ADanlY )t

(f(q0,20)9(a,p)) =D [FD"gD + (£l + £1D7g)]e (48)

where ¢,, = grs + )\grs such that
50 = (w0, 00"), (490)
g = (909, 0") + (v0g, ) (49D)

with a similar relation holding for f,. A similar expression for the spacelike correlator can

be written using Eq. as

19



0
\1180) Qrupr) \I/() (

O (s pr) F 005
o (dr, pr)

4, )V,

(fla1,p1)9(q2, p2)) /dqr/de >

rirs's

i) (g, pr .
+A —(0)*( )‘I’() (g )Y (g, ) O g
00 ry Mr
Yoo (¢r,pr)

U (4, ) T (g0, 1)
U (gr, pr)?

W) (g, pr
#\D( " (q?“>pr)\p£') (@r,0) [0 )9595)/
Yoo (qr pr) (5())

\Ij( ) unpT *
* %\D( ” (q“p?“)\pgz’ ((Jmpr)ffg)ggls),
Yoo (g pr)

\Ij( ) unpT
T %\D( - (qT>pr)\I’£'z (qrapr)f( )9595)/
Yoo (4, pr)

\I[( ) qT7pT *
+ %\Ij( ” (thr)qun/z/ (qrapr>fr(g)g7(nlls)/
Poo (gr:pr)

VO (g, p )W (g, ) 061

X [Ha(t)(x1 = x2)|

Al +A£(,)i, NS +A£2,
H +A 7

It is the spacelike correlator that we will focus on.

We are now in a position where we can substitute explicit expressions for the eigenvalues
and eigenstates in terms of the noise amplitudes . We will only consider the zeroth and
first two non-zero states in the spectral expansion since these are the comparable terms with
the QFT results. Hence, we only need to concern ourselves with finding the terms in the
correlators corresponding to (r, s) equal to (0,0), (0,1) and (1,0). From Eq. ([47), the O())

corrections to the first two eigenvalues are

SHT ()T (2 — v)
(1) 2
Aor ’75/21, ) (51b)

where the fact that A(%) = 0 is consistent with its correspondence to the equilibrium solution.
Using Eq. , we can find the spacelike ¢ — ¢, ¢ — p, p — q¢ and p — p stochastic correlators.

To complete our perturbative expansion, we also need to account for the A-dependence in

the noise by
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ofj = a?j(o) + )\02'2].(1). (52)

Note that we will show to relative order O (’\m—lfl) that aizj(l) is zero; however, it’s important
to include at this stage to show that no such IR divergent piece contributes. To O(\), the

spacelike (g, p) stochastic correlators are

4 v é—V 0'2(1) 4 14 2 §—V 2 2A01
et = AL 4 (ob o ST it

(53a)

(0. 000.3)) = (o2, 0)1,3)) = ~ 2 LLE ) 23
aﬁ,&” H5F(1/)21"(g — 1/)2 3 (53b)
+ /\< Vi + 652 >|Ha(t)x| :
)\02(1) 2A190
(001001, 30) =7 a0l (53¢)

Substituting these expressions into Eq. , we obtain an expression for the ¢ — ¢ stochastic

correlator up to first order in A. The spacelike version is

H? T (- V)I‘(2y)4%*" )\((3 + QV)O'(%I) 3(3 — dv) HAT (v)2T (3 — u)2)]

1672 I(3+v) 4vH(3 — 2v) 32morm?
2 (54)
01
x |Ha(t)x| #
2
ol (o TP ) _3
——————|Hal(t B — )\ 2 Ha(t :
* H3v(3+ 2y)2’ alt)x| 3H?v * 8movm? [Hat)x]

C. The second-order stochastic parameters

In Sec. , we found the Feynman propagator to O(\). We will use this result to match

the O(\) noise. First, we need to match the stochastic mass m to the parameters mg and A
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from the QFT such that the exponents of Eq. and agree to relative order O (%) :
Combining the free and interacting parts of the first non-zero eigenvalue, we find that to

relative order O (’\H ! )

mA2

Aop = (§—V)H+L]—13+O<)\H). (55)

2 8m2m?

has the same function form as the exponent in the Feynman propagator . This tells
us that the stochastic mass m? = m%(l + O(%)) In particular, they agree at relative
order O(’\m—lfl> and thus the stochastic exponent can be found for A\ < m?/H? in contrast
to the direct perturbative calculation which requires A < m?*/H*. In order to compute the
term at relative order O(%), we would have to choose a regularisation scheme. This will
be considered in future work [73]. For the rest of this paper, we will just set any O(’\m—}f)
corrections - be they quantum or stochastic - to zero. It is noteworthy that Eq. is also

: : 2(NLO
obtained if we were to choose Jf,p = ap]g ),

To match the amplitude, we expand the spacelike stochastic field correlator to relative
order O(%—%) resulting in

3HY  27AH® 3Ho2Y AHS ew? L o0
(0(t,0)0(tx) = | — 5 — oG 5+ 5, 5+ (9( — ) |Ha(t)x| 307+ intm?
)\ 2(1) >\H4 2m2 2
+ (5?}33 + O( 5 ) |Ha(t)x|7373?743ﬁ/\2};12+0()‘) (56)
m

2021 AH ~
+A( 9;;2 +(9< m2) |Ha(t)x] ™.

We see that if we set all three O()\) noise amplitudes to zero, we will reproduce the Feynman

propagator to relative order O (’\m—ff) Thus, our matched noise from perturbation theory is

2HT(1+ )L (2 —v) AHP

2

Ta0 = T (3 4 2;) * O( m? ) ’ (57)
AH®

agp:0+o(m2), (57b)
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o? :o+O(AH7). (57¢c)

pp m2

We are assuming that ooy and oay) are parametrically O(H") and O(H®) respectively

such that the correction to all three noise amplitudes is of the same relative order (’)(’\H 2).

Converting the noise amplitudes to (¢, 7) variables gives

2 _ H3T()(2 - v) 1+ O(A_H5> H(3+21/ + O< >
975/2 H(3+2y n O(Aﬁlﬁ) m i (’)( >

This matrix gives the components of the noise aligning with Eq. .

g

D. Comparing models and their limitations

The strength of a stochastic approach is that the Fokker-Planck can be solved - analyt-
ically for some examples but mostly numerically - and therefore correlation functions can
be obtained non-perturbatively. The second-order stochastic approach loses some of this
power because it requires the noise to be calculated perturbatively and therefore we are at
present limited to the regime 2 m— < 1. To investigate the usefulness of this approach, we
compare its regime of validity with that of the other two approximations introduced above:

perturbative QFT and stochastic OD. Their respective regimes of validity are

7,n4

Perturbative QFT: A <<m, A1 (59a)
: m?
OD stochastic: A <<m, m < H, (59b)
m2
Second-order stochastic: A <<m, m S H. (59¢)

A comparison between these regimes is given in Fig. [ For the purposes of making the
boundaries obvious, we choose “< 1”7 to mean “< 0.2” in this plot. In reality, we wouldn’t

expect these boundaries to be so clear cut.

Perturbative QFT is encompassed by the second-order stochastic approach in the limit

m < H, which is unsurprising given that the matched correlators were found directly from
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FIG. 1: This shows the regimes in which we expect our approximations to work.
Perturbative QFT, OD stochastic and second-order (SO) stochastic are expected to work
in the blue left hashed, green right hashed and orange regions respectively. Note that there

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

the Feynman propagators. The OD results should also be completely covered by the second-
order stochastic approach - we will confirm this in Sec. - and are resigned to the left
hand side of Fig. [1| as the approximation requires the fields to be light. Importantly, this
leaves an area in the parameter space - the purely orange zone - where we expect the second-
order stochastic approach to work when the others do not. To obtain such results, we need
to numerically solve our 2-d Fokker Planck equation. From this, we can compare the three

approximations.
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V. NUMERICAL SOLUTIONS TO THE FOKKER-PLANCK EQUATION
A. Expansion in free eigenstates

Thus far, we have shown that the second-order stochastic approach can be made to
coincide with perturbative QFT if we choose the stochastic parameters to be Eq. . We
will now solve the stochastic equations numerically to obtain non-perturbative results. We
continue to use the (g,p) coordinates so that we can continue to use the free eigenstates
. Making the ansatz that our eigensolutions to the eigenequations can be written

as

= Z V(g p), (60a)
-3 ) (60n)

where cgi)(N) are two sets of coefficients to be determined and wﬁ?*(q, p) are the free eigen-

states given in Eq. . Substituting Eq. into gives

ZCTS ﬁFP"éme q,p) = _ANZCrs %D (61a)
Z LD (g, ) = —An Y M0 (g, p). (61Db)

Applying the Fokker-Planck operator to the free eigenstates will give us

e a,p) = 30 MO0, (62)

where the matrices M®*) are given by

Miosy = (0427 Leptl))) = Migr, (63)
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Explicit expressions for these matrices can be found but they are complicated. Applying
Eq. to and making use of the completeness of the free eigenstates , one can

write

S ML el = = Ay, (642)
S M) = =My, (64D)

TJS/

Thus, by diagonalising the matrices (M®)”, we can obtain the eigenvalues Ay and the

coefficients ¢;$") and hence the full solution to the Fokker-Planck equation.

In theory, this sum is infinite and our matrices are infinite-dimensional. Therefore, we
have to choose a value of r and $ (74 and S,,4, respectively) at which we truncate the
series so that we can practically diagonalise the matrices. This approximation only works
if the expansion in our chosen eigenstates converges as Tpqe; and S,,.. become large.
Indeed, we can use this fact to improve the accuracy of the spectral expansion by evaluating
the eigenvalues for a range of r and s and then fitting an appropriate curve that converges
at infinity. This essentially gives us the eigenvalue at infinity. There will naturally be some
error associated with this fit but, as we will see, it is exceedingly small. The convergence
speeds up as m?/H? increases with constant A and as A\ decreases with constant m?/H?.

This is the case where the free solution is the dominant one.

For the purposes of this work, we will focus on calculating the first non-zero eigenvalue
in our spectral expansion A;. To make the idea of truncation and fitting more concrete,
we consider the specific example in Fig. [2| where we calculate A; at m?/H?* = 0.01 and
A = 0.0005 with the level of truncation (7paz, Smaz) ranging from (26,26) to (34,34). The fit
in Fig. [2] gives the eigenvalue at infinity A = 0.004530997449(4). The error is exceedingly
small, of order 1072, Even if one just studies Fig. |2 roughly, one can see that the value
of A; changes on the scale of 1071 when going from a truncation at (26,26) to (34,34), 7
orders of magnitude below the leading significant figure of the eigenvalue. This is so small
that we can consider our numerical approach to have negligible error. This is the scale of
errors for all data taken in this work and therefore we can ignore numerical errors and drop

the superscript (co) henceforth.
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FIG. 2: The difference between the first non-zero eigenvalue as found at the highest order
of truncation A; and the fit A§°°) = 0.004530997449(4) for a range of (nazs Smaz) at
m?/H? = 0.01 and A = 0.0005. Red crosses are the data found by numerically
diagonalising the matrix M7 up to the truncation (Pmaz, Smaz) and the green line is the fit,
which is exponential. Note that we always take 7,42 = Smae and hence use a single

number, 7,,.., to label the x-axis.

B. Comparing the second-order stochastic approach to the OD limit and pertur-

bative QFT

We now have a non-perturbative approach for finding the eigenvalues associated with the
second-order Fokker-Planck equation . The only perturbative effect in these eigenvalues
is in the relationship between the parameters of the second-order stochastic approach and
QFT. Thus, we have the spectrum of solutions that covers the region ’\m—ff < 1 in the
parameter space (the orange region in Fig. [l). This encompasses the parameter space

where the OD approximation is valid. However, thus far we have not explicitly checked that

the OD and second-order results agree. To do this, we calculate the first non-zero eigenvalue
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in each method in the region where the OD approach is valid, m?/H? < 1 and A < m?/H?.

We will also do an explicit comparison with the perturbative QFT eigenvalue . This
is done to check that the eigenvalues of the second-order stochastic approach behave as
expected; there should be a good level agreement in the regimes where the established

approximations are valid and a degree of difference when they are not.

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

We will start by considering two examples of how A; compares to the equivalent quantities
in the other two approximations by plotting them as a function of X for constant m?/H?.
For clarity, we will label the first non-zero state of the second-order stochastic approach
as AgSO). In both Fig. |3[ and , the solid cyan line shows the choice afjp =0 (57c) with

the choice ooy 7 (Eq. (59c) of Ref. [72]) shown for comparison as the dot-dashed cyan

line. One can see that in both figures, the two cyan lines diverge from one another as A
increases, suggesting that the choice of O'gp is important. This is not the case. The reason for
the discrepancy is because we have not included the one-loop corrections to the stochastic
parameters, which enter at relative order Am—ff, so this difference really tells us the size of

such corrections. If one were to include these, the choice of agp would be irrelevant. This

will be undertaken in future work [73].

The first example is for m?/H? = 0.1. This is chosen because the mass is sufficiently
small such that the OD stochastic approach will be valid beyond both the perturbative QFT
and the second-order stochastic approach. Consider Fig. [3] One can see that for small A, all
three models converge. This is as expected because it is in this limit that all three models
are valid. As we move towards higher A, ’\mif quickly becomes comparable to 1 and therefore
the perturbative QFT eigenvalue diverges from the other three curves. This divergence is
large, which is no surprise because even at A = 0.01, ’\mﬁ = 1 so we are already out of the
regime of validity for perturbative QFT. One can see that there is good agreement between

the OD and second-order stochastic approaches throughout for Uﬁp = 0, as expected as we

are still in the region where the two models should agree.
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FIG. 3: A plot of the first excited eigenvalue A; as a function of A for m?/H? = 0.1 using
perturbative QFT (purple, dashed), OD stochastic (orange, dotted) and second-order

stochastic (cyan) approaches, with o7, = agl()NLO) (dot-dashed) and ¢, = 0 (solid).

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

For our second example, we will consider a larger mass m?/H? = 0.3 such that the OD
stochastic results become less reliable. Consider Fig. [l One can see that for small A the
second-order stochastic and perturbative QFT results agree well but as one increases \ the
two results diverge from each other. This is once again because increasing A results in an
increase of )‘m—lf Conversely, even at small A, the OD stochastic approach gives a different
value for the eigenvalue compared to the other two approaches, suggesting that even at

m?/H? = 0.3 we are at too high a mass for the OD stochastic approach to be trustworthy.
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FIG. 4: A plot of the first excited eigenvalue A; as a function of A for m?/H? = 0.3 using
perturbative QFT (purple, dashed), OD stochastic (orange, dotted) and second-order

stochastic (cyan) approaches, with o7, = agl()NLO) (dot-dashed) and ¢, = 0 (solid).

3. OD v second-order stochastic approaches

From these two examples, we can see that the behaviour of the second-order stochastic
approach is as expected; there is agreement and difference in the regimes where one would
expect to find them. To make this more quantitative, we will now consider more care-
fully the difference between eigenvalues between the second-order stochastic and other two
approaches.

First, we will consider the difference between the second-order and OD stochastic results.
We take the relative difference between the second-order and OD eigenvalues %
as a function of m?/H?. The use of this scale is so that as one increases m?/H? the OD

stochastic approach becomes less reliable so we expect to see a difference between the two

results. In Fig. [, we have plotted the relative difference for different values of A for the case
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when af)p = 0. We immediately see that all the curves follow the same linearly increasing
behaviour. As we increase m?/H? to the right of the figure, we see that the relative difference

increases as expected.

0.10 4

0.08

0.06

{hlﬁo:l _ ﬂ&ODJﬁfhESO?

0.04

0.02 ~

0.00 _I T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

mefH2

(SO)_,(OD)

FIG. 5: A plot of AlATf)l against m?/H? for A = 0.001 (red), 0.005 (green), 0.01
1
(yellow), 0.02 (blue).

4. Perturbative QFT v second-order stochastic approaches

We will now do the same analysis with a comparison of the second-order stochastic and
A(QFT)iAg.SO)

perturbative QFT eigenvalues where we plot the eigenvalue difference IAT for several
1

values of A (solid lines in Fig. @ The difference is that we will now use ’\nf on the z-axis

since this is the parameter where we will see a breakdown of perturbative QFT. We see the

4 . 4
1 ’\m%, all the curves converge to 0. As one increase, ’\m%, we

expected behaviour; for smal
see an increasing relative difference between the two eigenvalues due to a breakdown of the

perturbative QFT.
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FIG. 6: A plot of YU where I € {SO,OD} as a function of ’\m—lf for A = 0.001 (red),

A =0.005 (green), A = 0.01 (yellow) and A = 0.02 (blue). The solid lines show the relative

difference between the SO and QFT eigenvalues, which lie on directly on top of each other
for most ’\m—lf values, while the dashed lines show the relative difference between the OD

and QFT eigenvalues.

5. OD stochastic v perturbative QFT approaches

The final comparison we will make is between the two established approximations; per-

turbative QFT and the OD stochastic approach. The dotted lines in Fig. [f] plots the
A(QFT)iAgOD)

. . . 4
eigenvalue difference between the two approaches, W as a function of ’\Tiﬁ for the
1

four \ values.

On the right hand side of the plot, we can see that the deviation from the QFT result
follows the same pattern as that of the second-order stochastic approach. This is unsurprising
because, as we move to higher ’\mif, we are moving to smaller m?/H?, the limit where the OD

and second-order stochastic approaches agree. In this regime, perturbative QFT is breaking

32



down so we see a high relative difference between it and the stochastic approaches. As

AHA

-, the dotted curves dip to some minimum before turning

we move to smaller values of

upward. As one moves left, there is an increasing relative difference between the two; this
is now due to the breakdown of the OD stochastic approach since we are getting to high
m?/H? values. One can see that the second-order stochastic approach continues towards a
zero relative difference, indicating the region where the OD approach breaks down but the

other two approximations are still valid.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have shown that the second-order stochastic effective theory can be used to calculate
correlation functions for self-interacting scalar fields in de Sitter spacetime. The stochastic
parameters were determined by matching stochastic correlators to their counterparts in
perturbative QFT and a novel numerical calculation was implemented in order to perform
computations for fields of mass m < H and coupling A < m?/H? This goes beyond
the regimes of the established approximations of perturbative QFT and the overdamped
stochastic approach, which are limited to A < m*/H* and m < H, A\ < m?/H? respectively.
It would be interesting to compare our results to other non-perturbative approaches, but

that is beyond the scope of this paper.

Future work is in progress to extend the second-order stochastic approach further to

incorporate the full one-loop correction, which will capture the relative order (9(’:5;) con-
tributions. This will improve the results of the current paper and extend the regime of
validity of the second-order stochastic theory even further. Ideally, one would like to derive
the stochastic parameters from an underlying quantum theory non-perturbatively as op-
posed to using the perturbative matching procedure; however, it is not clear how one should

proceed in this direction.

Regardless, the second-order stochastic effective theory has strong computational power
that will be useful in a range of topics in inflationary cosmology, such as the precision
calculation of the primordial curvature and isocurvature perturbations in scenarios with

light scalar fields. The formalism outlined in this work suggests the stochastic approach has
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applications beyond its widely-used overdamped state and that it is a method that warrants

further study.
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Appendix A: The choice of the pp noise amplitude

The choice of setting agp = (0 as opposed to fitting it with the subleading contribution is a
deviation from our work in Ref. [72] and so it is worth discussing here where any difference
may occur. The key difference we need to address here is the comparison we made in Eq.
(71) of [72]. In that work, we had an alternative second-order stochastic approach, where one
introduced a cut-off between the sub- and super-horizon modes. We compared this with the
matching procedure for free fields and showed that the two models would only reproduce
equivalent leading order contributions in the limit m <« H. Here, we show these results

again for free fields but also include the matching prescription when agp = 0 as well. The

result is
H? H3 e
2(0) _ 2 _ .

o = —, o = —(1+ =+ —); Ala
qq e H 47T2 cut,qq e H 47T2 ( 3 ) ( )
2(0 2 ot 2

Ufﬂg : 0, Ocut,qp - ) (_6 + (Alb)

m<H m<LH
2(NLO) 36H5
meH = w0 H°

0132(70) pp <H 2 Ugut,pp _ o e (Alc)

m<H O, m<H

€ is the cut-off parameter which one takes to be small such that €2 ~ 0. We see that the two

approaches agree for all three noise amplitudes if 021(70) = (0. This is not what is found if one
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matches agp with the subleading contribution, when 02(0) = azz(oNLO).

This choice also proves convenient because it is now straightforward to recover the OD
stochastic equations from the full second-order theory. Writing the (¢, 7) noise amplitudes

found through matching in the limit m < H

H3
o’ = —, (A2a)
o < H 472
oy =0, (A2b)
m<<H
o2 =0, (A2c)
m<<H

we see that the only non-zero component to the noise amplitude is U<2b¢' Considering Eq.

in the OD limit 7 < 3H, it becomes

- Vi)
Ot =g =S (A3)

which is just the OD stochastic equation ([12]).

Appendix B: Stochastic perturbation theory using general noise

In this appendix, we outline the derivation of the stochastic field correlator for a general

noise contribution. We include both the timelike and spacelike correlators for completeness.

From Eq. (A7), the lowest two eigenvalues at O()\) are

Al =0, (Bla)
3acy, —4Haf o, + 3H* o,
8v2H*a[32 '

Ay = (B1b)
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By using Eq. and respectively, we can find the timelike and spacelike ¢ — ¢, ¢ — p,
p—q and p — p stochastic correlators. Including the perturbed noise , the timelike (g, p)

stochastic correlators to O(\) are

. t Ugéo) \ O’gél) <3Z/HO'§(§O) ao 3(0)) (30[03,(,0) - 4Ha,32031(70) + 3H2530'g¢(10)>
(a(0,x)q(t,x)) = 2H« + 2H« * 483 H 3 32
B <QH+)\ 3a02(?) 74H;f22;§§);;3H2B302510) ) .
X e

\ 031(70) (*305012)1(70) +4HO¢[320§1(10) Hzﬂs 2(0 ) (/3H Pdalia b —tHas?oq)) 1317550 2(0)>t

" e 8V2H4a/32 ’
483 H" 33
(B2a)
0,x)q(t o \ ap” (VH26203¢§0 aai,%%) (3a 20) _ 4 Hap2620 4 3H25303§0)>
<p( ,X)q( aX)> - 3H + 3H + 481/3H7a253
(o BT
X e
0‘72( ) _4HaB2s2(0) 2,43,2(0)
A 0127;(;0)( 3(10p}<7 ) +4H0¢ﬁ20'§;(;0 3H263g'3((10)) (,BH 23 4Hgf2HZig;—3H 3020 )t
’ 3203 H a4 e |
(B2b)
052) (3aap( ) 4Haﬂ2o§;()0 + 3H25303§0)) 7<QH+,\3‘*%2 )74H§f22§‘zg;§3"2‘33“350))t
(q(0,x)p(t, %)) = | A 3203 H5023 e
oy \ gy (1/051(30 H26302§0)) (Sa o2 _ 4Hap2e20 3H263a§,§°))
T3g "M 3 18705
(,BH 3 39%Dp 2(0) 4H:f22Hz<j;;_3H2B3 2(0))t
X e

)

(B2c¢)
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0 2(0) 2(0 52(0) 2,2(0) 233,2(0)
qu() )( 30[0'115) ) + 4HO{520'(H(] 3H263Jq((1 )) ,<QH+>\30‘ pp  —AHaf%oqp " +3H?B04q )t
e

8v2H4a B2
(p(0,x)p(t,x)) = [ A 483 H5a3
012)1()0) \ 021(31) (31/02(0 +H,62a02,(70)) (3a 2(0) 4Ha5203§,0 +3H263U§§O))
*2ms T 2m3 4813 Hba 5
» (,BH N 2(0) 4H:f22Hz<j;;_3H2B3 2(0))t
(B2d)
and their spacelike counterparts are
520 o2 <3aap(0) 4HaB?0y 2 ) 4 3H?B30, 2(0 ) (30«7(”() ) 3VHﬁU2(O))
(a(t,0)q(t,x)) = | J2— + A | 57—+
’ ’ 2Ho 2H« 48V3 H a3 33
2(0> _4Hap20 2<0)+3H2/33 2(0)
x [Hat) =
2(0) 2(0) 2 _2(0) _ 7243 2 0) )
ogp (—3aopp’ +4Haf oy 3H*B%0qq ") -3
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Substituting these expressions into Eq. , we obtain an expression for the ¢ — ¢ stochastic

correlator up to first order in A\. The timelike version is
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while the spacelike version is
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This reduces to Eq. if we use the free noise amplitudes .
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