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The Massive Flat Space Limit of Cosmological Correlators
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Identifying useful flat-space limits for cosmological correlators, where they can be expressed in
terms of observables in Minkowski space is nontrivial due to their scale-invariant nature. In
recent years, it has been shown that momentum-space correlators encode flat-space amplitudes
at specific singularities that emerge in the complex plane of their kinematics after analytical
continuation. This flat-space limit is massless in the sense that the amplitude corresponds to the
ultraviolet regime of the associated flat-space process, where the masses of the internal propa-
gators are effectively zero. In this paper, we introduce a novel massive flat-space (MFS) limit,
in which the internal masses in the corresponding flat-space Feynman graph remain finite. Our
proposal applies to arbitrary graphs with light external legs and heavy internal lines, using a
double-scaling limit. In this limit, the external energies, treated as independent variables, ap-
proach zero in inverse proportion to the propagator masses, which are sent to infinity. We present
a general reduction formula that expresses diagrams in this limit in terms of amputated Feynman
graphs in flat space. Our findings underscore the deep connections between the rich structure of
massive Feynman integrals and the properties of cosmological correlators involving the exchange
of heavy fields. Using this reduction formula, we compute sample one-loop contributions from
heavy particles to inflationary correlators in the small sound-speed regime, revealing novel bis-
pectrum shapes. The non-Gaussian signals we uncover, which are especially pronounced around
the equilateral configuration, cannot be reproduced by adding local terms to the effective field
theory of single-field inflation. Instead, they are captured by incorporating prescribed spatially
non-local operators into the EFT.
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1 Introduction

The fundamental observables in cosmology are the equal-time correlation functions of quantum
fields at the end of inflation, commonly referred to as Cosmological Correlators. Their practi-
cal significance arises from the fact that we cannot directly observe the time evolution during
inflation. Instead, what we can measure are the statistical properties of matter and radiation
distributions at late times, which, following the classical evolution of the universe forward in time,
can be derived from the universe’s wavefunction on the future boundary of the quasi-de Sitter
spacetime during inflation. The correlators derived from the Born rule using this wavefunction
encapsulate the integrated history of the universe during inflation within a single snapshot. At a
more conceptual level, boundary correlators hold a special status because, in presence of dynam-
ical gravity, observables are sharply defined only on the asymptotic boundaries of the relevant
spacetime, such as the S-matrix in flat spacetime and CF'T correlators in AdS. Cosmology is
no exception to this principle, as good observables are likewise expected to be defined only on
the asymptotic future boundary of the expanding universe [1]. In addition to these theoretical
aspects, correlators are also of immense phenomenological importance, as they encode a wealth
of information about the microscopic details of inflation, including its particle content, mass
spectrum, interactions and potential clues about its UV completion (see, e.g., [2] and references
therein).

In light of their phenomenological and theoretical significance, cosmological correlators have
become a central topic of active research in recent years. Drawing inspiration from the re-
markable successes of the scattering amplitude program, significant effort has been dedicated to
identifying a set of optimal consistency conditions that enable the bootstrapping of these corre-
lators. These conditions are typically derived from fundamental principles, including unitarity,
locality, analyticity, and symmetries. [3-36]. This perspective, adopted in the Cosmological Boot-
strap program [37], has led to an efficient formulation of correlators, circumventing some of the
complexities encountered in the traditional in-in formalism, such as the challenging structure
of nested time integrals. Using a diverse array of tools—including boundary differential equa-
tions [38-43], cutting rules [22,44-47], Mellin transformations [48-51], recursion relations [20],
dispersion relations [52-55], and spectral representations [56—60]—the bootstrap approach has sig-
nificantly advanced our capacity to analytically decode the structure of cosmological correlators.
This framework has also enabled the derivation of practical analytical expressions for correlators
that are otherwise exceedingly difficult to obtain within the conventional bulk formalism (see,
e.g., [61-79]).

A powerful consistency condition frequently used in the bootstrap program is the so-called
amplitude limit of correlators. In perturbation theory, it has been demonstrated that as the
total energy of a perturbative graph approaches zero, resulting in a singularity, the correlator
becomes proportional to the on-shell scattering amplitude associated with the same diagram in
flat space [10,15,19,80,81].

In more detail, consider a generic in-in diagram contributing to the m-point function of a
massless field in momentum space, as depicted in Figure 1. The blob in the figure represents an
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Figure 1: The amplitude limit of correlators, Eq. (1.3).

arbitrary structure of vertices and internal lines. This n-point function can be expressed as
(@(0)0lR) . o0n)) = Fulk) 25 (3 ), (1)
i=1

where k; are the external momenta of the fields. Assuming the Bunch-Davies initial condition
in the distant past, F,,(k;) remains finite for all real-valued external kinematics, i.c., k; € R3.
However, upon analytic continuation as a function of k; = |k;| (also referred to as the external
energies'), F,(k;) exhibits a distinct type of singularity. This singularity arises when the total
energy of the graph, defined as

n
kp = ki, (1.2)
i=1
approaches zero. Near this limit, F), exhibits the following behavior [15]:

in—&—l
lim F,(k; BT e A 1.
i (k) o Red (o AGH k) (1.3

where k!' are the following set of fictitious null four-momenta:
k= (Kis ki) (1.4)

which characterize the incoming particles in the flat-space scattering process associated with the
same graph. A(k!') represents the corresponding n-point scattering amplitude, and A7 quantifies
the degree of divergence of the total energy singularity. Dimensional analysis implies that [19]

y
Ap =1+ (Ay—4), (1.5)
a=1

where A, is the mass dimension of the operator acting at the a—th vertex®.

L Although energy is not conserved in an expanding background, the terminology remains useful when considering
the flat-space limit, where time-translation symmetry is approximately restored, allowing a comoving energy to be
assigned to each mode.

2For Ar = 0, F), exhibits a logarithmic divergence as k7 — 0. In contrast, for Ar < 0, while F;, remains finite
near kr = 0, its (—Ar)-th derivative with respect to kr eventually becomes singular.



It is important to note that the amplitude appearing as the residue of the singularity in
Eq. (1.3) is the UV limit of the corresponding scattering process in flat space. This implies that
the propagators in the internal lines of the associated Feynman graph are massless, allowing the
limit to also be termed the massless flat-space limit of correlators.

The aim of this work is to define an alternative flat-space limit of correlators in which the
propagator masses remain nonzero (see [82], for a recent work in this direction). Preserving
information about the masses in the flat-space limit offers several advantages. Conceptually,
it enables us to explore how the rich structure of massive Feynman integrals (see, e.g., [83—
86]) is encoded in cosmological correlators. As discussed previously, the standard flat-space
high-energy limit causes all massive exchange processes to become degenerate with massless
exchanges, which possess a much simpler analytical structure. Thus, identifying an alternative
limit that avoids this degeneracy is highly desirable. Furthermore, from a bootstrap perspective,
the analytical expressions for correlators involving massive exchanges are parameterized by both
external momenta and the masses of internal propagators. Thus, a flat-space limit that is sensitive
to variations in the mass parameters would serve as a significantly more powerful constraint on
such correlators compared to the amplitude limit.

Finally, the massive flat-space limit developed in this work provides a practical tool for ex-
tracting observational signals imprinted by massive fields on the correlation functions of scalar
fluctuations with reduced sound speed, ¢; < 1. In particular, we focus on massive one-loop
contributions to inflationary observables, such as the bispectrum. Phenomenologically, calculat-
ing one-loop contributions is crucial because they capture the leading-order effects of exchanging
various species during inflation, such as fermions and charged bosons, which do not couple to
curvature perturbations at tree level®. Such contributions might also be enhanced by additional
color factors.

Recently, there has been significant interest in the cosmological collider signal left by such
massive fields on inflationary correlators. This signal encodes the quantum oscillations of heavy
fields on super-Hubble scales, manifesting as characteristic oscillatory features in specific soft
limits of the bispectrum and trispectrum (see, e.g., [9,97-121]). Despite significant progress in
this field, exact results for massive loop diagrams, especially beyond the squeezed limit of the
bispectrum or the collapsed limit of the trispectrum, remain limited due to the mathematical
complexity of massive exchange processes. For recent advancements in massive bubble diagrams,
see [58,75].

In this work, using a reduction formula in our newly proposed flat-space limit, we compute
novel one-loop contributions from massive scalars to inflationary correlators (Fig. 11), particularly
the bispectrum. Our computation works in the regime where the scalar fluctuations propagate at
a small speed of sound, i.e., ¢; < 1, and the mass of the exchanged scalar lies within the window
H < m S O(1)H/cs; see [62,69,122], for recent studies of this limit at tree-level.

Since we focus on the heavy limit of the exchanged field, our computation does not capture
the squeezed-limit cosmological collider oscillations, as these are exponentially suppressed by the
Boltzmann factor exp(—nm/H). However, we uncover intriguing features in the one-loop-induced

3In this work, we do not discuss one-loop effects induced by light fields and their infrared divergences. The
interested reader may refer to, e.g., [87-96].
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Figure 2: The massive flat-space limit of off-shell diagrams.

bispectrum around the equilateral configuration that cannot be replicated by simply adding local
operators to the EFT action. Instead, we demonstrate that these features can be reproduced by
introducing specific non-local operators into the EFT of single-field inflation.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the next subsection, we summarise our Massive
Flat-Space (MFS) Limit and the elements that goes into its proof for the reader’s convenience.
These will be discussed in full detail in Section 2. In this section, after reviewing the in-in
formalism, we present a reduction formula that relates the correlator in the MFS limit to specific
massive Feynman diagrams in flat space. In Section 2.3, we prove our reduction formula by
directly taking the MF'S limit of the in-in expressions for two specific examples, namely the tree-
level exchange and the one-loop, bubble graph (in Appendix B, for the one-loop example, we
provide another proof of the MFS behaviour based on the Kéllén—-Lehmann representation of
composite operators). In Section 2.4, exploiting the Wilsonian effective action formalism in dS,
we provide a general proof for the reduction formula for an arbitrary graph with heavy internal
lines. Section 2.5 proposes an analogous reduction formula for correlators of scalar fluctuations in
the EFT of inflation (relations to a non-local EFT of single-field inflation is discussed in Appendix
A). This reduction formula will be exploited in Section 3 to compute the bispectrum induced by
the tree-level and one-loop exchanges of heavy fields, in the ¢ — 0 limit.

1.1 Summary of the results

Before discussing our massive flat-space limit, let us briefly review why masses vanish in the
amplitude limit by studying a tree-level example (see Fig. 3). Consider the four-point function of
a conformally coupled field ¢ induced by the single exchange of a heavy scalar o, assuming that
they interact via the cubic operator ¢? o. The s—channel component of this diagram is given by

0 dndn . , /
Fy(ky, ko, ks, ka, s) = Z(ii)(ii)/ *Z%eiz(kﬁm" eI TR G (s,m, ), (1.6)

where 7,7 are the conformal times attached to the vertices, and G4 (s,n, ) are the bulk-to-bulk
propagators associated with the heavy field, given by Eq. (2.4), with s = |k; + k2| denoting the
exchanged momentum.



It is useful to expand the integrand around the conformal time corresponding to one of the
vertices, e.g., 1, by substituting n = n + An. As we approach kr = 0, the ++ and ——
contributions to F} are the only components that become singular. The singular behavior of these
components is dictated by the early-time limit of the integrand, that is, when 7 o k, p———
while A7 is maintained finite. In this early-time limit,

0 dn ; e (
/ (i) T o (/ ABn IR G (s + An))

lim F4 o< Re

kT—>0

(1.7)

Within the bulk-to-bulk propagators G above, the conformal time 7 is taken to —oo. Therefore,
in this limit, the mass of the propagator becomes negligible compared to its blue-shifted physical
kinetic energy, defined by F = H|sn|, where H is the Hubble rate. This implies that the Hankel
functions appearing in the propagators (Eq. (2.6)) can be well approximated by massless plane-
waves in flat space. Consequently, as long as we are concerned with the leading order singular
behaviour around k7 = 0, we can effectively replace the time-ordered propagator with

G++(Sv n,m+ An) - H2772 GF($7 07 AT]) ) (18)

where G is the massless Feynman propagator in flat space,

1 .
Gr(s,m,m) = % (6718(7717”2) O(m —m2) +m < 772) - (1.9)

Substituting the asymptotic form of the propagator inside the parenthesis (...) in Eq. (1.7), along
with the incoming plane wave exp(i(ks + k4)An), reproduces the on-shell two-to-two amplitude
with vanishing internal and external masses, namely

Ay = 1 - L (1.10)
YT (ke + k)2 + (R + k2)? +ie (K KD)? e ‘

Meanwhile, the rest of the integrand, i.e., [ % x n? e generates the expected singular be-
haviour, corresponding to Ar = —1.

Heavy off-shell graphs. Our proposal for a massive flat-space limit applies to heavy graphs,
which are defined by in-in diagrams with light external legs and heavy internal lines (see Fig.2).
For simplicity, we assume that all internal lines share the same mass, m > 3H/2, while the
external legs are light, often corresponding to massless or conformally coupled fields. Such on-
shell correlators are characterized by the momenta associated with its external fields, i.e., k;.
To define our flat-space limit, we first define an off-shell extension of such graphs by adding a
set of fictitious energy variables w; to the list of the external kinematics (see also [54]). This is
naturally achieved by replacing the Schwinger-Keldysh bulk-to-boundary propagators K+ (k;, n)
with K*(w;,n), where w; is an independent variable, i.e., w? %+ k:z2 To each on-shell correlator
F,({k;}), this replacement assigns a unique function of w;, denoted by

Fn(wi,ki;m) (i: 1,...n). (1.11)

These functions define correlators that are off-shell in the sense that their external propagators
do not satisfy the equations of motion, i.e., (K (w;, n) exp(ik;.x)) # 0, in contrast with one-shell



diagrams with external legs that satisfy O(K (k;, n) exp(ik;.x)) = 0.

The Massive Flat-Space Limit. We consider the following double-scaling limit of a heavy

graph:
Ws . Wws m g
m/H — oo, — — 0, while X — = finite. 1.12
/ k. kil H 2
In this limit, we show that F,, asymptotes to
m
B (wis st 77 ) 255 S (i, Kism) (1+ O(H/m)) (1.13)
where FMFS is a contact diagram in de Sitter, given by
MFS 0 dn
Fn (Wiaki;m) :2Re/ H4 Gn [p1< ) ;m H O 777777 (wian)'
oo(1—ie)
(1.14)

In this reduction formula, O,(...) are derivative operators acting on the external legs, which
are inherited from the original in-in diagram. p!" represent a set of (time-dependent) off-shell
four-momenta, given by

pi(n) = (0, —H k;n) (i=1,...n), (1.15)

which characterize n external legs of a dual Feynman graph in flat space (see Fig.2). This
Feynman graph is obtained by amputating the external lines of the original in-in diagram, and
is given by G,,(p!";m). The rules for computing G,, are the familiar Feynman rules in flat space:
four-momentum is conserved at each vertex; each undetermined momentum brings a factor of
/ d*q; (where ¢ is the loop four-momentum), and each internal line is assigned a massive Feynman
propagator ﬁ.

For the tree-level exchange example above (Eq. (1.6)), the MFS reduction formula gives

0
1 .
11./}1];% F4(W“k“ ) = QIm/ i) dnmexp(len) . (116)

As another example, consider the one-loop, four-point function induced by the ¢?c? interaction
(see Fig. 3 and Eq. (2.13)). The MFS limit of this loop diagram is given by

1 0 1 2 1 — ) 2522
11/'}IF%F4(M,k:i,s) T6.2 Re/oodn </0 dz log [m + M;E) il }) exp(iwrn) (1.17)

1 11 1
= T oe(dmeE) | —
+87r2< (d—4)+2°g(” )>wT’

where the UV divergence of the associated loop graph Gy is regulated in dim reg, and p is the

corresponding renormalization scale. In the d — 4 limit, the second line above is a divergent
local contribution that is canceled by adding a gs¢* counter-term to the action, using the MS
scheme



In summary, the reduction formula indicates that in the MFS limit, any heavy graph, regard-
less of its internal structure, simplifies to a contact diagram. The time-dependent vertex of this
diagram is determined by the corresponding amputated flat-space graph with red-shifted external
momenta.

Elements of the proof. Let us sketch the proof of the reduction formula, which is based on
two observations. First of all, in the heavy limit, the mode functions of the massive field can be
replaced by its WKB approximation, namely

—1/4 n m2
exp —i/ dn'[s2 4+ —— | (1.18)
> . \/ 22

For large masses, this formula can be used to simplify the in-in integrals because the WKB

1
o EB(s,m) o ot <82 +

m2
H2p?
approximation is valid during the entire evolution, from n = —oo all the way to n = 0. The
fast oscillations of the WKB mode function as m — oo implies that the multi-dimensional in-in
integral peaks at a region where the vertices (7,) are clustered around a central conformal time

n, i.e.,
\Hlnma n)' <ot (1.19)

This is the fundamental reason why taking the MFS limit collapses the internal structure of the
diagram into a single vertex.

The second observation is that, in the MFS limit, taking wy = > w; — 0 serves a similar
purpose as taking k7 — 0 in the amplitude limit: it effectively pushes all the vertices 1, to
—w;l — —oo. However, a key difference arises: in this limit, the mass of the propagators cannot
be ignored. This is because, in the early time limit, the physical kinetic energy of each internal
line scales inversely with 1/wp, making it proportional to the mass. Specifically,

E:—Hsn%&ocm, (1.20)

wT
where s is the norm of the internal line comoving momentum. In Section 2 and Appendix B
we use these two ingredients to prove the reduction formula in three different ways, namely
(1) by directing taking the MFS limit of the in-in integrals, (i7) using the Wilsonian effective ac-
tion formalism and finally, for the bubble diagram, (iii) using a spectral decomposition approach.

Conventions. We chart the de Sitter Poincaré patch using the following coordinates

ds = a2(n)(—dn® + da?),  a(y) = —n;[ , (1.21)

where H is the Hubble constant, and 7 € (—00,0) is the conformal time. We sometimes also use
the FLRW format of the metric, expressed as

ds? = —dt* + a*(t)dx?, (1.22)



where in de Sitter we have a = exp(Ht). Prime on fields, e.g. 7', denotes derivative with respect
to 1, while dot will stand for derivative with respect to t. We use the following convention for
the Riemann and Ricci tensors: R vaB = 8afgy +..., and Ry = RY,,,. We use bold letters to
refer to spatial vectors, e.g., « for spatial coordinates and k for spatial momentum. We also use
the notation

kij =k; + k‘j , (123)
where k; = |k;|. A massive scalar with mass m in dS, is characterized by the following conformal
weights

d—1 m?  (d—1)?
AL — 434 2= _ = 1.24

The principal series (heavy fields) corresponds to p > 0, and complementary series (light fields)
corresponds to p = v with v > 0. We collectively refer to the former fields with o and the latter
with ¢, which includes both the conformally coupled field (A} = %) and the massless field
(A4 =0). We also use the same symbol p to refer to the renormalization scale, but the context
will make the difference clear. A prime on a correlator indicate that the overall momentum-

conserving delta function has been stripped off, i.e.,

(B(K1) ... d(Kn)) = (2m)36® (Z k) (D(k1) ... o(kn)) . (1.25)
=1

2 The Massive Flat-Space Limit

2.1 Recap: the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism

Let us begin by discussing how to obtain correlation functions from the path integral (see also
[123]). The most practical approach involves defining a partition function by introducing external
sources (or currents) to the path integral and taking functional derivatives with respect to these
sources. In cosmology, where observations are made at finite times, the most suitable framework
for this purpose is the in-in or Schwinger-Keldysh formalism.

In this formalism, the theory is assumed to start in the standard Bunch-Davies (BD) vacuum?,
with observations made at a specific finite time 79, usually taken to be the end of inflation.
Fields evolve forward in time from the initial vacuum state to 7y along the upper branch of the
Schwinger-Keldysh contour and then reverse-evolve back to the vacuum along the lower branch.
The partition function is constructed by placing currents on each branch to act as sources for the
fields. The evolution is governed by two path integrals: one over the bulk fields, describing their
forward and backward evolution, and another over the field profiles at 7.

For a single scalar field with the action S[¢], the field evolves forward on the upper branch
from the BD vacuum at n — —oo all the way to the end of inflation, when it takes the profile
®(no) = ¢o. On the lower branch, the field evolves backward from the same profile ¢q , returning

4Other vacua are possible, but we focus exclusively on the Bunch-Davies choice.



to the BD vacuum. To distinguish between the solutions on the two branches, we label them
with + (upper branch) and — (lower branch) superscripts. The partition function is given by:

¢ ol
Z[Jp,J ] = /D¢0/ ’ Do, ’ Dg¢_ eis[¢>+]*iS[tﬁ—Hifd495(¢+J+*¢>—J—)7 (2.1)
BD BD

where, Jy and J_ are external sources coupled to the fields on the respective branches. We
assume that the bulk path integral is dominated by the classical solution ¢¢(n), which must
satisfy the appropriate boundary conditions imposed by the path integral.

In order to build the propagators we will need the mode functions obtained from the action
So[¢]. For example, the positive-frequency mode functions for massless and conformally coupled
scalar fields on the upper branch are:

_ H A
o4 (kym) = (1 +ikn)e™ ™1  (massless), ¢y (k,n) = ———=—ne *" (conformally coupled).

1H
V2 VR
(2.2)

On the lower branch, the solutions are the complex conjugates of the upper branch mode func-
tions.

The propagators can be derived from the free partition function by solving for the classical
solutions sourced by the external currents on each branch. After substituting these solutions into
the path integral and integrating over the field profile, we obtain:

Zo = exp [— / / dna*(n / i (D)Gops (ko111 ) T4 () = T ()G (ks ) T ()
—J_ ()G (k,n, 0" )T (') + J-(n)G——(k,n,1")J-(1))]
(2.3)

where the propagators expressed in terms of the mode functions are,

Gii(kyn,n') = o—(k,n) o+ (kym)0(n — ') + d— (K, m) (k0" )0(0' — ),

Gy (k,n,1') = oy (k,n)p—(k,m),

G_—(k,n,1') = ¢4 (k) p—(k,m)0(n — 1) + o4 (kym)p—(k,1")0(n' — ),

Gy (k,n,n) = ¢—(k, 1) oy (k). (2.4)

Here, G4+ and G__ are the time-ordered and the anti-time-ordered propagators on their respec-
tive branches, while Gy_ and G_; are Wightman propagators that mix the two branches. To
include interactions, we split the action into a free part Sy and an interacting part Sin. The full
partition function can then be written as:

Z[J-‘r? J—} - eisiﬂt [ﬁ] i [%] ZO[J+7 J—]7 (25)

where the free partition function is given in (2.3).
This formalism can be easily extended to include fields with different masses and spins. In
addition to a massless or a conformally coupled field, we will also consider a massive scalar field

10



o with mass m. In four dimensions the corresponding mode functions are given by:

mH -7 T
o) = Y2 /im0 (),

mH —T
o () = YIH crfzmin/s 2 g2) ), (2.6)

where p = \/TH"—E — % Fields in the principal series representation have m? > %, such that p is

real, whereas for the complementary series m? < %, 1 is imaginary.

In general, a systematic set of Feynman rules can be set up for computing cosmological corre-
lators. External lines are represented by the bulk-to-boundary propagators as given in K and
K=,

KJF(’W?) = (b-i-(k?nl))d)—(kan)v Kﬁ(kﬂ?) = ¢—(ka770)¢+(k?777)7 (27)

while internal lines correspond to the bulk-to-bulk propagators as defined in (2.4). For each
vertex, a volume factor of a*(n) is included, along with a time integral that runs from n — —oo
up to the observation time 79. These rules can be readily generalized to interactions involv-
ing derivatives by applying the appropriate differential operators directly to the corresponding
propagators.

We focus on in-in diagrams with external lines representing light fields (e.g., massless or
conformally coupled fields) and internal lines corresponding to heavy fields (with g > 0). Such
diagrams will be referred to as heavy graphs. To calculate these diagrams, we consider a partition
function that depends on four external sources, namely Jj;, JI. A generic n-point correlator of
the light field, which we denote by ¢, can then be expressed as follows:

671

Z[J%,J9,J%, 7 2.8
wf(kl)...wf(kn)[ * ] 28)

J$7=0

(P(k1) ... d(kn)) = (=0)"

The derivatives with respect to the external sources will bring down bulk-to-boundary prop-
agators of ¢ whereas the interaction appearing in the partition function will bring down bulk-
to-boundary propagators of ¢. The contribution from a heavy diagram with V vertices and 7
internal lines then becomes

v n
(bkr) . pka)Y > Y <<umﬁ%¢%0ﬂ@wglwm?pr
a =1 e

il,i2,~~~iv =1

£ d3q
X (ll;[l/ (27T)l3

> H Obc(qbc7 Ty Tles 877137 8'r7¢)67“:7|:b,:|:C (cha Mo, 770)7

internal lines(b,c)

(2.9)

where we have indexed the vertices by a = 1,...,V, A\, are the associated coupling constants,
and 1 < d; < V(i =1,...,n) are a set of integers that specifies the vertex to which the i—th

11
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Figure 3: The scalar-exchange (SE) and scalar one-loop, bubble diagrm (SB) diagrams con-
tributing to the four-point function of the conformally coupled field.

external leg is connected. Vertices can be of + or — types, depending on which an appropriate
bulk-to-bulk or bulk-to-boundary propagators is included. q; (I = 1,...L) represent the loop
momenta, with £ =7 —1V 41 denoting the number of loops. The three-momenta associated with
the internal line connecting vertex b to vertex ¢ are denoted by qp., which are determined by
momentum conservation in terms of the external and loop momenta. The operators O,, describe
derivatives at the vertices acting on the external legs, while O, captures any derivatives acting
on the internal lines.

Notice that the ordering of the time integrals is not arbitrary but is dictated by the causal
structure of the bulk-to-bulk propagators. For simplicity, we drop the o label from the bulk-to-
bulk propagators, as internal lines always involve o.

Four-point functions of the conformally coupled field. Using the Feynman rules intro-
duced above, we derive the in-in expression for two specific diagrams of interest: the single-
exchange diagram and the one-loop bubble diagram, both contributing to the four-point function
of a conformally coupled (cc) field (see Figure 3). To construct these diagrams, consider the
following cubic and quartic interactions between a cc field ¢ and a heavy scalar o:

Liny = a'(n) (—g¢* 0 — g'¢%0?%) . (2.10)

Using these vertices we can form a single-exchange and a one-loop, bubble graph. The corre-
sponding four-point functions in the s—channel can be expressed as

(d(k1)p(k2)o(k3)p(ka))sy = ﬁ;]@,k@g?fﬂw(ku’ k34, 8) + t, u-channels (Scalar-Exchange) ,
4
(p(k1)p(k2)d(k3)o(ka))sp = WZ?%QQFSB(MQ, k34, s) + t, u-channels (Scalar-Bubble).
(2.11)

where Fspgsp, which are functions of the three variables k1o = ki + ko, k3s = k3 + k4 and
s = |k + ko|, are given by
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Fepsp(k12, k34, 5) = Fiplsp + Fapsp + Fspse + Fspse:
with
0 dndn . _
r = i) [ I st bt Gy o, 212
—oo(1Fie) 17 1

0 / &
dn d . o ’ d
7,'7 —n eizkun 6i1k34n / (2733 Gii(|Q|a m, n/)Gii(| —-q + S|a m, 77,) .

Fi&F = (+i)(+i /
°B ( )( ) —oo(17Fie) 772 77/2
(2.13)

In Section 3.4, we will use the above four-points to compute the bispectrum of curvature pertur-
bations by applying appropriate weight-shifting operators, transforming the external conformally
coupled fields into massless ones.

The Effective Action

When considering heavy graphs introduced above, a natural expectation is that as the internal
masses become very large, the complicated structure of in-in time integrals should simplify.
Drawing from the more familiar in-out computations, integrating out a massive field o is expected
to yield an effective action. At low energies, this effective action typically contains a series of
local operators with an increasing number of derivatives, suppressed by the mass scale of the
integrated-out field.

Extending the same EFT concept to the in-in formalism introduces subtleties, particularly
in how boundary conditions are applied to the path integral [54,124-127]. A key distinction
when integrating out massive fields in the in-in versus in-out formalisms lies in the structure of
the propagators. While the effective action in the in-out formalism involves only time-ordered
propagators, the in-in framework also includes non-time-ordered propagators. These additional
components account for non-unitary effects arising from interactions between the two branches
of the in-in contours and must be incorporated into the effective action.

To illustrate this, we consider the interaction ¢’¢?c2. To construct the correct effective action
for ¢, one must solve the path integral for ¢ while accounting for both branches of the in-in
contour. The effective action is then formally expressed as:

eiSett[B+:6-] :/Do-/Cr Doy 0 D026i8[¢+70+]—5[¢,707]. (2.14)
BD BD

Notice that the path integrals over oy and o_ are identified at their endpoints, leading to
an effective action that generally mixes terms containing ¢4 and ¢_. This type of action, often
referred to as “non-unitary,” cannot be derived from a conventional Hamiltonian. For the example
considered here, the resulting effective action contains terms like:

Settl¢4,d-] D /a4(n)d3m/a4(n’)d3y > ¢i(®,n)*CGr (@ —yl,n, ) 0x(y,n)?,  (2.15)

+.+
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which captures the complete propagator structure, maintaining consistency with the in-in for-
malism and accurately reproducing the correlators in Eq. (2.13).

The effective action (2.15) in its current form is non-unitary and fully non-local, making it
not very useful for simplifying the correlator, i.e., in this case the scalar bubble graph. We
will demonstrate that certain simplifications arise in the massive flat space limit. First, by
taking the mass of the exchanged field to infinity, we argue that the contributions from the non-
time-ordered propagators G++ become exponentially small due to the rapid oscillations of the
massive propagators in the WKB approximation, so we can use the unitary part of this effective
action. Furthermore, in the MFS limit, we show that the corresponding bubble graph receives
its dominant contribution from near the diagonal 7 = 1’ of the in-in time integral, allowing the
effective action to also be expanded around 1 = 7, making it local in time, although still non-local
in space. We clarify these points in Section 2.4.

2.2 A reduction formula in the massive flat-space limit

In this section, we introduce a new flat space limit for diagrams involving heavy internal lines.
We then derive a universal reduction formula that governs the behavior of correlators in this
limit. Additionally, we analyze a tree-level example and highlight the distinction between our
limit and the conventional amplitude limit.

Off-shell correlators and the MFS limit

To establish our limit, it is convenient to work with a set of off-shell correlators. These are
defined within perturbation theory using the same diagrammatic rules outlined in the previous
section, with one crucial modification: a fictitious energy variable w; is introduced into the bulk-
to-boundary propagators, treated as independent of k;, i.e., wl-z #* kf For related constructions of
off-shell wavefunction coefficients, see [54]°. In practice, this amounts to the following substitution
inside the in-in integrand

K" (ki,n) = K™ (wi,n), (2.16)

while keeping the bulk-to-bulk propagators unchanged. Following this substitution, to each
n—point diagram one can assign a unique function of the external energies w;, given by

Fo(ki) — Fp(wi, ki), (2.17)

which we will refer to by the off-shell correlator associated with that graph. The terminology is
appropriate because the plane-wave defined by K (w,n)exp(ik.z) does not satisfy the equation
of motion for the free theory, unless it is brought on-shell by setting w; = k;.

We now focus on heavy graphs, defined as graphs with light external legs and vertices connected
solely by heavy internal lines, where the masses of the internal lines lie within the de Sitter
principal series. For simplicity, we consider scalar fields and assume that all internal lines have
the same mass m. However, we expect that our results extend to graphs with internal lines of
varying spins and masses.

5We thank Scott Melville for insightful discussions on the off-shell extension of cosmological correlators.
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(wWi,k1)  (wo,k2) (w3, k3) (w4, k)

. /

Fy(w;, ki;m) S (wy, ki m) Gy [p1, 2, 3, Pa;m]

Figure 4: An illustration of the elements involved in the MFS limit reduction formula (2.20) for
a one-loop graph of the four-point function with three vertices (left). pi' = (0,k;/a) (i =1,...,4)
represent a set of fictitious four-momenta that characterize the amputated graph in flat-space
(right). Gpe (b,c = 1,2,3) denote the internal line four-momenta of this graph, which can be
expressed in terms of the loop momentum ¢ and the p;’s, i.e., 12 = ¢, Gi3 = p2 + p3 — ¢q, and
G2s = q + p1. In the MFS limit, the correlator reduces to a contact diagram (middle), with its
vertex corresponding to the amputated Feynman diagram.

For these heavy graphs, we introduce the Massive Flat-Space (MFS) limit, defined as:

Wi

|Kes|

Wi

X
|Kes|

— 0", E—>+oo, while

7 =\ < 0. (2.18)

| 3

In the MFS limit, we propose that an off-shell heavy graph F}, reduces to a contact diagram with
a vertex that is determined by a Feynman diagram in flat space, which is obtained by amputating
the external legs (see Fig.4).

In more detail, in the MFS limit F;, asymptotes to

m

F, (w ki; E> MES, pMES (4 k) (1 4+ O(H/m)) (2.19)

where FMFS is given by the following reduction formula:

0 n

FRS (wi, kiym) = 2Re/ - dna*(n) G [P} (n), - - phi(m)im] [ [ On(@gsm Fei) K (wi,m) -
— o —1€ i=1

(2.20)

Here, the O,,’s are the derivative operators acting on the external legs of the original graph, as
carried over from Eq. (2.9). The time-dependent momenta entering the vertex factor G,, are given
by

p(n) = <0, a%) (i=1,...n). (2.21)

G, is an amputated Feynman graph in flat-space, computed using the following Feynman rules:
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1. For each vertex, insert a factor of +il,(a =1,...V).

2. Conserve the four-momentum at each vertex. This fixes the four-momentum (j{f .» associated
with the internal line connecting vertices b and ¢, in terms of the external four-momenta
p!' and loop momenta (jg-‘(j = 1,...L) (with £ denoting the number of loops). Notice
that the total four-momentum of the graph is guaranteed to vanish because Y i | pf' =

(07 Z?:l kl) =0.
—1
3. Assign a Feynman propagator — — — to each internal line.
Ny (Goc)* (Goc)? +m? + e
d*q

(2m)t

5. For each spacetime derivative a=!(n)d,0 acting on the heavy field, insert a factor of i(gpe ),
where g, = 1,,q".

4. For each loop, insert a factor of /

Because G, is an amputated diagram, derivatives acting on the external legs have no impact
on its structure. Depending on the type of vertices, Lorentz indices appearing in G, might
be contracted with those appearing in O,. We also emphasize that the external energies p)
appearing in the flat-space graph G, are identically set to zero, while w;’s have to be kept
finite inside the bulk-to-boundary propagators K (w;, n) appearing in the integrand of the MFS
reduction formula.

Before delving into the derivation of the MFS limit reduction formula, let us highlight a few
key points. At first glance, one might expect that in the m/H — oo limit, a heavy graph
would reduce to a series of contact terms in an effective field theory. This EFT would result
from integrating out the heavy field and would be expressed as an expansion in powers of V/m.
However, this expectation does not hold due to the double-scaling nature of the MFS limit: As
we increase m, we simultaneously send w;/k; — 0, inversely proportional to m. This interplay
implies that at the characteristic time || ~ O(1/w) (where w represents the typical size of the
external energies) the kinetic energy of the massive field becomes of the same order as its mass,
specifically |k;|/a(n.) ~ O(m). Therefore, around n ~ 7., corresponding to the moment when
the physical energies of the external legs (= w;/a(n)) become comparable to the Hubble scale
HY, it is not justified to expand in spatial derivatives. This shows that we are in a limit where
the effective action is spatially non-local, a point we come back to in Section 2.4.

In the MFS limit, an important simplification arises in the structure of the propagators.
As previously discussed, the in-in graph Fj, includes contributions from all possible £ vertex
combinations in its original definition. However, in the heavy mass limit, terms associated with
time-ordered or anti-time-ordered propagators dominate, while non-time-ordered contributions
become exponentially suppressed in mass, hence negligible. At the level of the reduction formula
(2.20), the all-plus contributions are captured by the G,, vertex factor, while all-minus terms
appear in G7,.

Finally, we emphasize that the MFS limit also applies to loop diagrams, which can exhibit
UV divergences requiring consistent regularization. In this work, we employ dimensional regular-
ization to regulate the loop integrals in both the correlators (F),) and their associated Feynman

SFor linear dispersion relations, i.e., w = ¢s|k|, ne corresponds to sound-horizon crossing.
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graphs (G,). When UV divergences are present, it is assumed that both sides of the the MFS
limit reduction formula are expressed in d-dimensions (with d # 4). We will elaborate on this
point further when discussing bubble graphs below.

Example: the single-exchange diagram. Let us inspect the MFS limit of a simple diagram,
namely the tree-level exchange four-point function Fsg (Fig. 3), which is described by Eq. (2.12).
The off-shell version of this diagram is simply obtained by setting k1o — wio and ksgy — wsg,
where w;; = w; + wj.

The reduction formula implies that

0

1

Fsg(wi, ki) MES, —21m/ dn ———— exp(iwrn) . (2.22)
—oo(l—ie) 820+

The amputated diagram in this case is a single-exchange four-point function in flat-space, given
by

1 )

Ga(p)) = _ = —, 2.23
47:) Nuw(p1 + p2)t(p1 + p2)¥ + m2 +ie  H2s?n? + m? + ic (2.23)
in which
ki + ko
p1+p2= (0, > , 2.24
o) (2.24)

is the four-momentum exchanged in the s—channel of the flat-space graph.
For this specific graph, the time integral can be directly performed, leading to
1 H wrm\.. /wrm . wr m\ . wrm .
A= Lo (R (2 1) (SR )
SE sZmRe exp(——~ JEi SH—i-ze exp(— 77 ) Ei SH+16 , (2.25)
where Ei(z) is the Exponential Integral function.

This formula, clearly demonstrates that the limit cannot be replicated by the local quartic

operator gl—égb‘l, which would result from integrating out the massive field at tree level. Such EFT
9> 1
m2 wr’

function above, which is a non-rational function of “Z% (~ O(1)). This mismatch highlights the

operator generates a contact diagram that is given by Fgg o which is distinct from the
inherently non-local nature of the MFS limit.

It is instructive to assess the accuracy of the MFS formula by comparing it with the exact
analytical result available for this particular tree-level, off-shell diagram. This is given by Equa-
tion (4.34) of the reference [62], which was obtained by solving the bootstrap equations for the
four-point function in unphysical configurations.

To simplify the comparison, we plot both the exact four-point function and the asymptotic
MFS limit, using the following conventions. The exact four-point can be written as

1.
Fsg = —Fsp(r,7';m), (2.26)
S
where it is parametrized in terms of
p=12 e (2.27)
S S
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Figure 5: Comparison between the exact single-exchange diagram Fsp with varying masses (the
colored curves) and their massive flat-space limits Aé\f[EF S (the black curve), all plotted as functions

of r x (m/H) with a fixed value of ' x (m/H) = 0.2.

In the MFS limit, » x (m/H) and 7’ x (m/H) are of order one. Therefore, it is reasonable to plot
FSE(T, r’;m) against %FS = SF%FS as a function of 77, while keeping %7’ fixed, as shown in
Fig. 5.

The plot demonstrates excellent agreement between Fsp and Fé\fIEF

S for large masses, confirm-
ing the validity of the MFS-limit approximation. Similar comparisons were made in [62], albeit

with slightly different notations.

Comparison to the amplitude limit at kr = 0. Finally, we compare our MFS limit to
the conventional amplitude limit of correlators near their respective total energy singularity,
kr =0 [10,15,19,80,81]. In this limit, the total energy singularity of a graph is proportional to
the high-energy limit of the scattering process described by the same graph in flat space. This
means that propagators’ masses in the final amplitude go to zero.

Conversely, the propagators of the amputated flat-space Feynman graph appearing in (2.20)
are massive. The difference arises because, in the ordinary flat-space limit, as kr — 0, the ratio
m/H remains fixed. Sending kr — 0 has the effect of pushing all the vertices of the diagram
to —oo, where the kinetic energies of the internal lines grow indefinitely, rendering the masses
comparatively negligible. In contrast, in the MFS limit, m is simultaneously sent to infinity, as
w;s approach zero, in an inversely proportional manner. As such, while by sending w; — 0, the
vertices are sent to early times, the mass and the kinetic energies associated with the bulk-to-bulk
propagators remain proportional.

Another key difference is that the amplitude limit captures only the leading-order behavior
of the correlator near kr = 0, whereas the MFS limit provides an approximation where the
correlators are represented as smooth functions of the finite variable w; x m/H. In this way, the
MFS limit contains infinitely more information than the amplitude limit, which isolates only the
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singular component of the correlator.

2.3 From in-in integrals to the MFS limit

We now demonstrate how to formally derive the formula (2.20) by directly taking the MFS limit
of the time integral representation of F),, as given in Eq. (2.9). To make the discussion concrete,
we focus on two specific examples: a single-exchange tree-level diagram and a one-loop bubble
diagram. For simplicity, we assume the external legs correspond to massless or conformally
coupled fields, but the derivation can be easily generalised to other fields in the complementary
series.

The MFS limit of tree-level exchange diagrams
To analyze the asymptotic behavior of the heavy field’s propagators in the large mass regime, we

start with the free field equation of motion for ¢ in momentum space:

2
n’0po — 2n0ho + <327]2 + Z?) o=0. (2.28)

For sufficiently large masses, this equation is amenable to a WKB approximation, which is valid
from early times, n — —oo, all the way to the end of inflation, n — 0. The solution can be
expressed as:

WKB( 1 o, M’ - L m?
oy Ei:ci ) T} <s +H2772> exp $z/* dn'y[s +HT7’2 , (2.29)

where 7, is an arbitrary integration constant that we choose to satisfy |sn.| > %, without loss

of generality. The coefficients ci can be determined by matching the WKB solution to the
Bunch-Davis vacuum at past infinity, where o behaves as

H
lim o4(s,n) = ——nexp(—isn). (2.30)

n——00 ’ \V2s

This implies

= exp(—isn.) 0 (231)
cy = —exp(—isn), c_-=0. .
+ \/5 p e
It is important to note that the WKB solution in Eq. (2.29) does not account for particle pro-
duction effects at late times. Such effects lead to a mixing of positive and negative frequency
solutions, resulting in a small nonzero value for c_ o e”™/H  However, this contribution is

exponentially suppressed in the heavy mass limit and can be safely neglected.

A single-exchange diagram. Now, consider a single-exchange diagram involving an arbitrary
number of external conformally coupled fields (see Figure 6). In this case, the in-in expression
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Figure 6: Generic single-exchage and one-loop, bubble graphs contributing to the n—point

function of ¢.

takes the following form:

) , d d
Foe({esh, thekim) = Y (i) ign) [ 4 % Gslomnom)
++ UR

nr, n
(HOZ (771787717ki) Ki(wi7n1)> H O’L (772767]27ki) Ki(wia’rn)

i=1 i=np+1

= (Figr)(+igr) /dm dna fat(m1,m2) €L R Gy (5,m1,770)
iy

(2.32)

where s = | > " k| = |Z?:nL+1 ki|, gr and gr are the coupling constants at the left and right
vertex, respectively. In the second line above, fi4 is a polynomial in 71 » whose specific form is not
important for the following argument, and we have defined wr, = Y "% w; and wr = > % Witn, ,
denoting the total external energy of the lines entering the left and right vertices, respectively,
with ny g denoting the number of external legs attached to each vertex.

It is useful to exchange 7; 2 for the following dimensionless variables

H
.%'172 = —S 771,2, (2.33)
m

and rewrite Fgg as

Fau(fw), thidim) = (7)) 5 D (ign) (ign)

82

++
0
~ .m wy, m wWr m m
deyd e2) exp (i “ ) exp (i <) G (s g 22)
/ i x1dzy fri(z1,22) €xp ’LH . T1) exp ZH . o) Gix (s Hxl ng
(2.34)
where we have defined
~ m 1 m1
fe+ = f++ <stl’st2’S’wi> . (2.35)

The above change of variable makes the highly oscillating parts of the integral manifest. Specifi-
cally, in the MFS limit, the first two exponential factors in Eq. (2.34) are slowly varying because
muwr  Muwr

Hot~ S TE A O1) (M limit). (2.36)
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Using the solutions from (2.29) the bulk-to-bulk propagators are given by

_ L my2 Z1 T2 m 12 -
G:I::I: - 9243 (H) (1—|—.1‘1_2)1/4 (1+$2_2)1/4 6Xp<:FZ / 2) 9(%2 ],‘1)

+ 71 & 22,

1 /m\2 T 9 .m
Goe = — (™ i
+F 283 (H) (1 + $I2)1/4 (1 + $52)1/4 eXp( ZH /x

Conversely to the first two exponential factors in (2.34), these propagators exhibit rapidly oscil-

2

dz' (14 1,2)1/2) (2.37)

1

lating phases.

We first examine the +— and —+ contributions to Fgg: The corresponding integrals over
[ dx1 dxs factorise, and each integral becomes exponentially small in the mass due to the fast
oscillations of G'+=. This can be seen by noting that each integral takes the following schematic
form

0
I, :/ dx Poly(z) exp (:I:z%g:c exp (ZFz/ 1/2> (2.38)

—oo(17ie)

where x( is an arbitrary constant that drops out of FS%J(:ZJF x Z_), and w = wy, or wr. The
second exponential factor above has the following convergent expansion around = = 0:

T d /
exp (izZ/ x—xl(l +x/2)1/2> =
T
m2

) ) 1 m
_\*tim/H +iC(z0) 14— im 2 (= 4+ — 2.
(—x) e [ 4H 39 ( H + 2 )x +. ) (2.39)

where C(z0) = (1 -z — log(2)) m/H, and e**C(#0) is a pure z-independent phase. Inserting this
expansion in Z4, we find

I, = Z c, / o dz Poly(x) z" exp (:I:z%g:r) (—g)Fim/H FiC(wo) (2.40)
where ¢ (m) are the mass-dependent coefficients appearing within the bracket, in (2.39), which

are polynomials in m/H. Sending mass to infinity causes all the terms above to vanish exponen-
tially because they include a factor of the form

0 , —1—k+im/H
muw
(—x)FEm/H exp ($z——m) de=T(1+kFim/H) <:ti——> (keZ),
/ (1) H s Hs
(2.41)
which is indeed exponentially small in the mass’.
In contrast, the ++ and —— components receive non-negligible contributions from the vicinity

of the diagonal z1 = x9. Within these blocks, at leading order in H/m, the propagators G

7A more direct method involves using the saddle point approximation to evaluate the integral 2.38. Due to
the branch cut of the square root, it is somewhat nontrivial to show that the integral is indeed exponentially
suppressed, which becomes evident after performing an appropriate contour deformation. We thank Yuhang Zhou
for their correspondence on this point and refer the reader to [128] for details.
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and G__ effectively resemble Dirac delta functions of the form h(z1,x2)d(x1 —x2), where h is an
appropriate multiplicative function. This behaviour becomes evident when the ++ propagators
are expanded around the diagonal x1 = xo:

s b (@)2 T
s \H) St a2
X exp <q:¢]”;(1 + ;2)1/%:5) (14 O(Azx)) 0(Az) + (Az — —Ax), (2.42)
1

where Ax = x9 — x1. The +4 contributions take the following schematic form

0 oo (14ie) .m 1INV

Frx= dx d(Az) (1+ O(Ax)) Jx(z, Az)exp| Fi (14 =) Az ),
—oo(15Fie) 0 H ’

(2.43)

where Jy are slowly varying functions of z and Az. In the m/H — oo limit, this integral
simplifies to:

0 -1
1
lim Fiy = / dx <iim(1 + 2)1/2> Ji(z, Az =0) (14 O(H/m)) , (2.44)
m—00 —oo(1Fie) H €

where the O(H/m) terms come from higher order corrections in Az. The approximation above
can be replicated by the following replacements:

1m a3 174
Gig = di—m— —L 5z — ) = Hi—5———0(n—1/). 2.45

Ty = o) = i o dl =) (2.45)
Note that both the ie prescription and the step functions §(+Ax) in the propagators were crucial
to reaching this conclusion.

Using the asymptotic behavior of the +4 propagators derived above and ignoring the expo-
nentially suppressed +F branches, we ultimately recover the MFS limit of the single-exchange
diagram. This corresponds to Eq. (2.20) with the following flat-space amputated n—point dia-
gram:

1 1
=JdL IR ’
(pr(n) + -+ + Py ()% + m?

G = ——

where p!'(n) = (0,ki/a(n)) are the fictitious, time-dependent four-momenta associated with the
external legs.
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The MFS limit of one-loop, bubble diagrams

Consider a one-loop bubble diagram, as depicted in Figure 6, and described by the following

expression:
Fubble({wi}, {ki};m) = Z(iigL)(iigR)/ i d oL d
o (m H)* (n2 H)
B dd—l
X /1,4 d / 7(27-‘-)(1(31 G:I::I:(|q|77717772) Gii(| —q+ S|’ 771’772)

nr, n
X (H O; (m, Oy, ki) K (wy, 7]1)) H O; (12, Oy i) K+ (wiym2)

i=1 i=nr+1
(2.46)

The diagram is regulated using dimensional regularization [88,93,96,129]. For consistency with
dim. reg., the mode functions associated with both the external and internal lines have to be
analytically continued to d dimensions, though in this case continuing the bulk-to-boundary
propagators to general dimensions is inconsequential. Additionally, the renormalization scale p
is introduced to adjust the dimensionality of the loop integral.

In the heavy mass limit m/H — oo, similar to the tree-level case, the +— and —+ contributions
in the second line of Eq. (2.46) yield factorized terms (in 71 and 72), each of which is exponentially
suppressed due to the rapid oscillations of o4(¢,m1,2)0+(|s — q|,m1,2). In contrast, using the
approximate solutions from Eq.(2.29), the squares of the ++ and —— propagators take the
following form:

1
Gix(lql,m,m2) Gex(Is — ql,m,m2) = §H(771,772)9(n2 —m)

[ 2, M 1) " 2 M i
x exp | Fi : dn (q +H27}2) exp | Fi i dn (s — q| +H2772) +m <2, (247)
1 1

where

. m2 N\ /4 m2 \ "4
H = i :
UnoTR) = 5 a1y a1 ) (q ' HQTI%) <q ' H277§>

m2 -1/4 m2 —1/4
X <(s —q)*+ H277%> ((s —q)* + H277%> : (2.48)

In analogy to the tree-level case, for a fixed q, the rapid oscillations of the phases in the large-
mass regime suppress the time integrals, except within a narrow region around the diagonal
m = 2. Consequently, the squares of the propagators effectively behave like distributions that
are proportional to d(n; — 12).

The coefficients of these Dirac delta distributions can be derived similarly to Eq. (2.49), re-
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sulting in:

Gix(lgl,m,m2) G+(Is — ql,m,n2) ~ (2.49)
2 m’ 1/2 2 § 1/2 -
+ i ((q¢°+ +((s—q)" + ) Hni,m) d(m —n2),
(6 + i) + (6= 0P + ) (1.m1) 8 — )
1 1

1
=4 5(—H771)2d+1 ] o(m —n2),

Ey(m) Ejs—q/(m) Eq(m) + Ejs—q(m

where in the last line we have introduced the time-dependent energy variables

kQ ) 1/2
Ex(n) = ( +m ) . (2.50)
a?(n)

We emphasize that the effectiveness of replacing G2, with a Dirac delta function remains un-
changed as we vary the loop momentum. In fact, for ultraviolet modes, where |q| — oo, this

approximation improves further due to the phase factor in Eq. (2.47), which grow with |q]|.
We proceed with simplifying the expression in (2.49): The last line can be recast as an an
integral over a fictitious energy variable ¢°, namely we can write:

1 1 1

2 Eqg(m) Ejs_q|(m) Eq(m) + Ejs_q(m)
+oo d—O 1 1

_/ L S — . (2.51)
—o 2w —(q°)? 4 EF(m) +ie —(3°)* + Eg_g(m) + ie

By combining ¢° and q/a, it is natural to form a full four-momentum in d dimension, namely

7" = (¢, q/a(n)), (2.52)

in terms of which the measure of the momentum integrals can be re-expressed as
dg® d*tq = diq (Hn)? . (2.53)

Using the new four-momentum ¢ we can rewrite the middle term in Eq. (2.46) as

_ ddflq
e /(277)d1Gii(‘Q‘7771a772)Gii(’—q+S|,T)1,772) - (2.54)
dlq 1 1
4—d d
—nH
R b e e e

where we have introduced the artificial four-momentum
5" = (0,s/a(n)). (2.55)

Substituting the simplified expression (2.56) in (2.46), we recover the MFS reduction formula
for the one-loop diagram, with

dq —i —i
21)4 @ +m?2 +ie (7 — Y12 pi(n)? +m?2 +ie
(2.56)

Gr(p1(n)s- - pa(m)) = (igr) (igr) g~ / :
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As explained in Section 3.3, the UV divergent part of G, as d — 4, must be canceled by an
appropriate local counterterm in the action or, equivalently, by adding a contact diagram. We
discuss this point further in Section 3.3.

In Appendix B, we provide an alternative proof of the MFS limit of the bubble diagram based
on its spectral decomposition. Starting with the Kéllén—Lehmann representation of the composite

2 we express the bubble diagram as an integral over an infinite continuum of tree-level

operator o
exchange diagrams, each weighted by a spectral density [58]. In the heavy mass limit, m — oo, we
show that the spectral density in this representation reduces to its Minkowski-space counterpart,
with corrections suppressed by powers of H/m. The asymptotic behavior of the spectral density,
combined with the reduction formula for the tree-level diagram (2.22), reproduces the expected

MEFS limit of the bubble graph.

2.4 The MFS limit from the effective action in curved spacetime

In this section, we derive the MFS limit reduction formula directly from the path integral by
examining how the effective action arises after integrating out internal massive lines. The key
insight is that when the Compton wavelength of a massive field in a curved background is much
smaller than the characteristic scale set by the background curvature H, the field can be in-
tegrated out using an in-out path integral approach. This viewpoint is standard in much of
the QFT literature on curved spacetime, where background curvature is treated perturbatively
within the in-out effective action relative to other mass scales in the problem (see, e.g., [130]).
Not surprisingly, this approach inherently overlooks non-perturbative effects, such as particle
production due to curvature, which cannot be captured at any perturbative order in the in-out
effective action.

As argued earlier, in the large-mass limit, the contributions from non-time-ordered propaga-
tors, which correspond to mixed terms connecting the upper and lower branches of the Schwinger-
Keldysh contour, become exponentially small. This suppression arises from the rapid oscillatory
behavior of the Wightman functions in the heavy-mass regime. Consequently, the dominant
contributions to the effective action and resulting correlators are well-approximated by terms
constructed solely from time-ordered propagators and their complex conjugates. Under these
assumptions, the in-out path integral is adequate for computing the effective action, with inter-
actions governed by time-ordered Feynman propagators, thereby simplifying the analysis.

The in-out effective action is expressed as:

giSen(@) — / Do ¢iS(@) (2.57)

where o is the heavy field, and ¢ denotes the light degrees of freedom. Typically, to compute
correlation functions of ¢(z) at sufficiently large separations, Seg is expressed as a sum of local
operators involving ¢ and its derivatives, organized by an increasing number of derivatives. How-
ever, as we will show below, in our case, the spatial derivatives are not small compared to the
mass of 0. As a result, Seg must be treated as a non-local effective action (see also [122,131-133]).

We will divide the proof into two. First, we show that for very heavy fields, the Feynman
propagator can be expressed in terms of the flat-space propagator up to curvature corrections
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Figure 7: A sample amputated diagram contributing to the effective action of ¢ obtained
by integrating out the heavy field, perturbatively. After dressing its external legs with bulk-to-
boundary operators, the same diagram contributes to the n—point correlator of ¢ (in the notation
of Eq. (2.58), here we have n =8, V=r=4,L=1,t =1, ty =t4, =2 and t3 = 3).

suppressed by powers of H/m. Second, we demonstrate that in the MF'S limit, interaction vertices
can be explicitly made local in time while maintaining non-locality in space.

Let us start by computing the Wilsonian in-out effective action. Since the fields ¢ and o are
weakly coupled, the path integral in Eq. (2.57) can be evaluated perturbatively. For simplicity,
we focus on the case where all interaction vertices are polynomial and of the form ¢"¢™, without
derivatives. Extending the proof to include derivative interactions is straightforward and does
not alter the core arguments.

A connected Feynman diagram with n external legs and V vertices, connected exclusively by
heavy internal lines, contributes to the effective action a term of the schematic form:

v
iSeft O <H /Ma\/ —g(iﬂa)ddza> 11 Ap(zp,zc) | 9" (21)0" (22) .. 0" (22),
a=1

internal lines (b,c)

(2.58)

where < V is the number of vertices attached to the external fields, A,’s are the coupling
constants, t,(a = 1,...7) is the number of external legs attached to the V-th vertex (the total
number of external legs is then n = 22}:1 ta), and Ap is the Feynman propagator in curved space
attributed to the scalar o, namely

Ap(z,2") = (VAC|T{o(z)o(2")}|VAC). (2.59)

We have also expressed the action in d # 4 to accommodate for potential UV divergences in
the diagram, which will be regulated using dim-reg. Notice that the effective action in (2.58) is
unitary as a result of having dropped the non-time-ordered contributions, such as those arising
from +F propagators.

Curvature expansion of the propagator. The Feynman propagator in curved space satisfies

the following PDE:

(O — m?)Ap(z,2') = ——— 5z — 2'). (2.60)
—g(x)
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When m > H, it is expected that the massive propagators mediating between tow external
light fields can be locally expanded in powers of the spacetime curvature. This is because, in
the large mass limit, the Compton wavelength of the massive field becomes much smaller than
the curvature scale set by the Hubble parameter H. To make this notion precise, we introduce
Riemann normal coordinates £ in a neighborhood around the point 2’. In these coordinates, the
metric near ' = 0 can be expressed as:

1
g,uzz = 77;11/ - gRuau,B(x/)gagﬂ + 0(53) ) (261)

where R,q,3(2) is the Riemann curvature tensor at «’ and 1), is the flat-space Minkowski metric.
We can use these coordinates around z’ and express the propagator in a local momentum space,
following the approach introduced by Bunch and Parker [134]%. In this coordinate system, the
Feynman propagator satisfies the following equation:

1" 9,8, — (m* — R(z )/6)**77“”1%&#( VD, + .| (~a(€) T Ap(& ) =id%E) . (262)

In de Sitter spacetime, the Ricci tensor takes the form R, = (d — 1)H?g,,, and g, the determi-
nant of the metric in Riemann normal coordinates, is expanded as —1 + %Rwﬁuﬁ” +.... The
terms represented by dots in the equation correspond to contributions involving three or more
derivatives of the metric. Within the brackets, indices are raised and lowered using the flat-space
metric 7,,. In de Sitter spacetime, curvature corrections scales as V" R" ~ O(H m+2ny making
H|¢| and H/m suitable small expansion parameters. Solving the propagator equation iteratively
in curvature yields:

N

/ . _ — dd7 1 1quEH R ' 1
Ap(& ') = —i(—g(€)) /(2ﬂ(§dq2+m2+i€equ€ <1+ <6x)q2+m2+i6+m>

1 d—2 R 1 R F'(\/—&*m)
=A 1—- —R, &M — —— — ———Y————/— , (2.
fat (&) ! 1o et T T e F(/—&2m) m (2.63)
where £2 = nagfafﬁ, and F is defined through,
at (2m)4 2 + m2 + e ‘ '
More explicitly, the function F takes the form
(2—d)/4
F= (zm —52) K1 (imy/—€) (2.65)

where Kj/5_; is the modified Bessel function of the second kind. We have that F' is of order

one for & ~ O(1/m), while it behaves as exp (—m —£2) at long distances, which is either
exponentially damping or highly oscillating. This asymptotic behavior implies that, in the heavy

8The curvature expansion of the propagator in (2.66) can be derived by various other methods, including the
heat-kernel formulation (see, e.g., [135] and references therein).
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mass limit, the effective action Seg receives its dominant contribution from regions where the
physical distance between the vertices z, is of order 1/m or smaller. Larger separations are
exponentially suppressed, confirming that the interactions mediated by the heavy field are highly
localized in space. In the large-mass limit, it is therefore valid to substitute the expansion (2.63)
into the effective action. This is because the dominant contributions to Seg arise from regions
where £ ~ O(1/m), much smaller than the spacetime curvature scale 1/H in de Sitter. At
leading order in H/m, we retain only the leading term, which allows us to use the Minkowski
space representation of the Feynmann propagator Ag,t to further simplify the calculations.

If needed, curvature corrections can be included systematically by perturbatively adding
higher-order terms from the expansion within the bracket in Eq.(2.63). In general, the Feyn-
man propagator Ap(z,z’) can be written as the flat-space Feynman propagator Aﬂat(f), plus
curvature-dependent corrections:

Ap(z, o) = Mgt (€9) | 1+ Y VP2ERA@ ) m e Ay (méh) | (2.66)
n+1—2k>0

where R represents the components the Riemann tensor R, and its contractions, V is the co-
variant derivative (with suppressed indices). A, ;j are functions of the dimensionless combination
mé&H, generically of order one.

It will be useful to rewrite the leading-order term of (2.63) by expressing the Feynman propa-
gator in a locally defined Fourier space. To do this, we first relate the Riemann normal coordinates
¢ to the original coordinates (1, ). At leading order, the transformation is given by:

w1l = oo [€0 = FHEE O] (2.67)

Inverting this transformation and substituting it into (2.63), we obtain the following expression
for the Feynman propagator:

/ ddq —1 - =0 / / 2 =1 / % 17
Ar(ea') = [ o exp (i alol = of) + i)' = ) [+ O, /)]

1 d%q —i

= ad(1)) / @M @2 /a(if) + m2 + ie exp(—ig’(n — ') +ig'(z" — 2')) [1 + O(HE, H/m)] ,

(2.68)

where the non-linear powers of 7 and @ appearing in the exponent exp(ig,£#*) have been absorbed
schematically into the O(HE, H/m) corrections, and ¢ = ga(n’) is the comoving four-momentum.

Correlators from the effective action. We will now derive the MFS limit using the effective
action given in Eq. (2.58). As discussed earlier, the in-out effective action can be used to compute
correlation functions, assuming that boundary terms are negligible in the MF'S limit. This implies
that the heavy graph introduced in Eq. (2.9) should match, in the MFS limit, with the diagram
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constructed using the effective action (see Figure 7). The latter can be expressed as:

%
FTIL (Wia k;; %) =2Re (H /i)\a ad(na) dnadd$a> H AF(nba LTy Ne, mc)
a=1

internal lines (b,c)

t1 to+t1 n
< [T E*(wi —ie,kism, @) [[ Kt(wi—ieking, @) [ K (wi— i€ ks, 2,),
=1 i=t1+1 1=tr_1+1

(2.69)

where we have defined F, = F,,(2r)363(31_, k;), and the objects K+ are defined by the following
positive-energy plane wave:

K*(w, k;n,z) = K (w,n) exp(—ik.x) . (2.70)

The ie term inserted in the argument of the bulk-to-boundary propagators ensures the conver-
gence of the integrals in the 1, — —oo limit. Note that the formula above corresponds to only
one permutation out of a total of ¢1!...¢.!.

The derivation of the MF'S limit begins by observing that the dominant contributions to the
effective action and F,, arise from configurations where the vertices are closely spaced, as char-
acterized by the conditions a(m)(n, —m) < O(1)/m and a(m)|Ax,| < O(1)/m. This proximity
allows one to consider a local expansion of the bulk-to-boundary propagators, K+ (w, k; x), around
a reference vertex x1 = (11, x1). For conformally coupled external fields, the propagators sim-
plify to K+ oc nexp(iwn), and their expansion introduces an overall oscillatory factor exp(iwrn;)
in the integrand. Consequently, the integral over 7; is dominated by the region |n;| < w;l,
while contributions from |n;| > wfl are suppressed by the rapid oscillations regulated by the
ie-prescription.

Within this regime, it is important to distinguish the behavior of time and spatial derivative
expansions. The time separation, An, = 7, — 11, can be treated perturbatively since |Ang,| ~
O(1)/m. This allows for a controlled expansion in time derivatives, with higher-order corrections
suppressed by powers of H/m. On the other hand, spatial separations Az, = &, — 1 cannot be
expanded in k - Az, due to the scaling behavior |k - Ax,| ~ O(1) in the MFS limit. Specifically,
for a(n)Ax, ~ O(1)/m, the combination %% ~ O(1) becomes non-negligible. This precludes
a spatial derivative expansion of the bulk-to-boundary propagators in terms of k - Ax,.

To address this, we use the MFS form of the propagators, as expressed in Eq. (2.68). The
translation invariance of the propagators simplifies the spatial integrals over Ax,, ensuring mo-
mentum conservation at each vertex. After performing these integrals, the internal 3-momenta,
Qpe, are expressed as linear combinations of external and loop momenta. The time integrals over
An, yield V — 1 energy-conserving delta functions of the form (27)8(3", ¢2.), where the sum runs
over the energies flowing into the vertex c. External legs do not contribute to these sums as their
energies are effectively set to zero

Corrections to the approximation a(n,) &~ a(n;) in the propagators are suppressed by O(H/m).
Expanding the scale factor as a(n,) = a(m)(1 + O(Ang/n1)) and incorporating these terms
into the propagator shows that higher-order corrections are negligible. This results in a further
simplification of the integrand, ensuring that time-dependent effects beyond leading order do not
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affect the dominant contribution in the MFS limit. Finally, integrating over the internal energy
components qgc, except for £ undetermined loop energies q?, leads to the final form:

0 n
FTILV[FS = 2Re {iv)\l...Ay/ ad(771)d771 (HK(WZ _i€7n1)>

=1

d? q] —1
ad 771 L H internalges (b,c) _(qgc/a(nl))z + qgc/az(nl) +m?
(2.71)

This result matches the reduction formula for FMFS given in Eq.(2.20), with the amputated
flat-space diagram given by

L .
Gn(pf) = (A1) ... (iAv) H éﬂq]d | H W7 (2.72)
Jj= internal lines (b,c) ~%¢
where the 4-momenta associated with the external legs are defined as p!' = (0, k;/a(m1)), the loop
physical momenta are defined by ¢; = ¢;/a(n1), and the internal lines physical four-momenta g
(= gbe/a(m)) are determined in terms of the p;’s and g;’s through energy momentum conservation
at each vertex.

Finally, we address the inclusion of derivative interactions. Adding derivatives to the external
legs does not alter the validity of the proof outlined above. This is because the derivation
primarily relied on two key elements: the flat-space limit of the heavy field two-point function
and the observation that the dominant contributions to the in-in time integrals arise from the
region |n,| < 1/wp. These properties remain unchanged when derivatives are applied to the
external fields. Consequently, Eq. (2.71) continues to hold, with the modification that [] ; K
should be replaced by [[;"; Oy (k;, 0y) K (w;, n), where O,, are the appropriate derivative operators
acting on the external legs.

For the internal lines, the momentum representation of the propagator in Eq. (2.68) makes it
clear that spatial derivatives introduce factors of +iq;. Specifically, a derivative 0/0x acting on
Ap(z,2") introduces a factor of+ig;, while a derivative 8/0x’ introduces —iq;. Similarly, a time
derivative with respect to 7 introduces a factor of iq®, and a derivative with respect to 1’ gives:

A= .
Oy Ap ~ / d—qd% exp(—ia(n)"An + ia(n)g.Ax) (ig°a(n') —ig a(y’)An/n') . (2.73)
(2m)? g% +m
The second term in the bracket arises from the derivative acting on the scale factor a(n’). However,
it can be neglected in the MFS limit, where |a(n)An| < O(1)/m. This ensures that the dominant
contributions come from the first term.

In conclusion, each spacetime derivative with respect to z (or z’) acting on the propagator
Ap(z,2"), which always appears in the scale-invariant combination a_l(n)a% (or a= (1) ai ), in-
troduces an additional factor of i(gp.)* or —i(gpe)* in the final MFS reduction formula, Eq. (2.71).

2.5 Back to on-shell correlators with a reduced sound speed

To generalize the reduction formula (2.71) to on-shell diagrams—where the external energies w;
and momenta k; are no longer independent but instead obey a specific dispersion relation—we
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Figure 8: The building blocks of the scalar exchange and scalar bubble diagrams contributing
to the correlators of .

consider massless fields propagating at a reduced speed while interacting with heavy fields. A
notable example of this scenario arises in the EFT of inflation, where scalar fluctuations typically
propagate at a subluminal sound speed.

The free field Lagrangian for such species is given by:

S :/ag(t)dtd3a: 17%2—1 Cz (95me)? :/aQ(n)dnd3m lwl —102(8% )2
2 27¢  2a2(t) ¢ grc gt o

where 7. denotes the canonically normalized phonon 7 appearing in the EFT of inflation. The

mode function for 7. is given by

e+ (k|,n) = \/%(1 + i csk) exp(Ficskn) , (2.74)
We also denote the corresponding bulk-to-boundary propagator by K.

Although the action for 7, strongly breaks the de Sitter boost symmetries, it preserves the
dilatation symmetry, under which m.(n, ) — 7.(An, Ax). In the next chapter, we review the sys-
tematic construction of the EFT for 7 and its coupling to matter fields, guided by the underlying
symmetries. For simplicity, we assume that the free actions of the heavy matter fields remain de
Sitter invariant, corresponding to unit sound speeds.

Within the on-shell correlators of 7., the limit ¢ — 0 effectively mimics the behavior of setting
w; — 0 in the off-shell correlators analyzed previously. This correspondence arises because the
sound speed c; directly controls the dispersion relation, tying the external energies and momenta.
Consequently, in an alternative MFS limit defined by:
csm

H

cs =0, m/H — oo, with a= < 00, (2.75)

the on-shell correlators of 7 enjoy a similar simplification. In this limit, an arbitrary on-shell

n-point function of 7, with heavy internal lines reduces to:

Cs 0 n
F P ({ki}, =im) = 2Re/ dna*(n) Gn [P (n), ... ph(m);m] ] On K (il ).

—oo(1—1te) im1

(2.76)

This expression closely resembles Eq.,(2.20), with a key distinction: each bulk-to-boundary prop-
agator is now evaluated at the original momentum magnitude |k;| instead of w;, which does not
appear in the expression. The four-momentum p; remains unchanged, retaining its definition
as p; = (0,k;/a(n)). Finally, introducing a sound speed for the external legs does not change
the definition of G,,, which still represents the flat-space diagram obtained by amputating the
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external legs.

Correlators of © from two-vertex, heavy graphs. We will be interested in simpler diagrams
containing only two vertices (see Figure 9). In these diagrams, the corresponding amputated

. : _ B
contribution depends solely on the momenta at one of the vertices, denoted by p# = > "% pl' =
- Z?:M 41 pl', and can be expressed as Gy (p?). Within the MFS limit, the effective action for

the light field 7 corresponding to such diagrams takes the form:

Sef = / a*(n) dnd*x Op[r(n,x)]i Gn(V2/a?(n)) Orlr(n,%)] . (2.77)

where Or, g are operators at the left and right vertices that couple to the heavy sector. These
operators typically take the schematic form 9% 7"L.R, with nr,r being the number of external
legs attached to each vertex. We emphasize again that G,, is generically non-analytic in p?, and
therefore the above action is inherently non-local in space, even though it remains local in time.
Among all possible types of vertices, we will be especially interested in the following menu:

Op.g[m(x)]o scalar single-exchange (SE),
Or.r[r(x))o? scalar bubble (SB),

using which we can form single-exchange and one-loop, bubble graphs with external 7 legs (Figure
8). The corresponding amputated diagrams for these cases are given by:

i

2\ _ ,4—d
Gsp(p”) = 1 / MA@ +m? +ic (G —p)2 + m2 + i
_ it (2 —d/2) / s (m? + pPa(l — x)) 422
(47)d/2 0

[m2+x(l—x)p2}+ i (

1 1
) +210g(47re_7E)) . (2.79)

(d—4)

We will use the MS scheme to regularize the bubble graphs, for which we will add counter terms
of the form Op[r]Og[n] to cancel the second term in the last line.

Finally, we discuss how to extend the effective action beyond the leading-order massive limit.
The full effective action is expected to have the following form

Sef'f = /CL4(17) d77 d3X OL [7T(77, X)] ? én(D) OR[”(”? X)] ) (2'80)

in which the D’almbertian operator should be understood as

1
a?(n)

and the operator 5, which includes time derivatives, is be treated perturbatively. For the single-

V2 +6, where §=0n?02—2n0,, (2.81)

exchange diagram (where G,, o< (p?> +m?)~!), we simply have Gn = G,. In Appendix A, we show
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Figure 9: Two vertex, heavy graphs contributing to n—point correlators of phonons .

that in this case, organizing G, as a systematic expansion in %5 corresponds to adding higher
time-derivative corrections to the lowest-order non-local effective action in (2.77), see [62,69]. At
loop level, we generally expect G, # G, due to the presence of curvature terms in the effective
action, in addition to the terms arising from the flat-space limit by replacing ordinary derivatives
with covariant ones. Computing these higher-order corrections requires accounting for sub-leading
contributions in the propagator expansion, as well as previously neglected higher-order terms in
Az, and Ang,, which we leave for future work”.

3 Cosmological Phonon Collider

In this section, we apply the MFS reduction formula to compute sample tree-level and one-loop
contributions to the bispectrum of curvature perturbations. These diagrams involve the exchange
of heavy fields, which can be as massive as H/cs > H, yet they leave imprints that cannot be
captured by any local single-field theory for inflation.

3.1 EFT of inflation and energy scales

Single clock inflation can be thought of as a state of matter in which time translation symmetry is
spontaneously broken. From this perspective, the long-wavelength scalar fluctuation during infla-
tion manifests itself as the Goldstone mode that non-linearly realizes the broken time translation.
More specifically, under an arbitrary time diffeomorphism ¢t — ¢ — £, the Goldstone field 7 (¢, x)
transforms as 7 — 7(t — &, x) +&. In order to construct an effective field for the fluctuations, it is
convenient to start from the unitary gauge, defined by m = 0. In this gauge, the EFT should be
invariant only under the action of spatial diffs. As a result, at leading order in derivatives, the
EFT building blocks comprise ¢"°, the extrinsic curvature of constant time hypersurfaces K v
along with fully covariant quantities constructed out of the Riemann tensor. The action then

9 Alternatively, the one-loop effective action can be computed using the Schwinger-De Witt asymptotic expan-
sion, which facilitates the inclusion of curvature corrections; see, e.g., [136].
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takes the following form:
1 . .
S = /d4x V=g <2M1% R4+ M3Hg™ — MA(3H* 4+ H) (3.1)
1 1 1.
+§M2459§0 + §M§5ggo 4o §M§5K;;2 + .. ) ,

where, using the background equation of motion, the Lagrangian has been fixed up to terms that
are quadratic or higher in perturbations, namely in dgop = 1+ goo and 0K, = K, — a2h,w (with
. standing for the induced metric on the constant time hypersurfaces). To leading order in slow-
roll parameters, the model-dependent coefficients M; and M; can be taken as time independent
constants.

The full four-dimensional covariance of the action (3.1) can be restored via the Stueckelberg
trick, namely by sending ¢t — t — 7(¢,x). We will be interested in the so called decoupling limit
of the system, where we take

Mp| — 00, |H| =0 (M| H| = fixed). (3.2)

In this limit, the 7 sector decouples from metric perturbations, and the action for scalar pertur-
bations simplifies to

M| H| 2 _ 62(~
S

Sy = /dt B3z a3 )2+ (1 — ) <7'r( )2 + A7'r3> ¥ } . (33)

c? Cs
where 9; = a~10;, and dots stand for terms with higher derivatives or powers of 7. Most notable
in this Lagrangian is the universal cubic operator 7(d;7)? with its coefficient uniquely fixed by
the speed of sound cg, as opposed to the competing cubic interaction 7% with an independent
coefficient. We also highlight the fact that, in the decoupling limit, single-clock inflation exhibits
the same symmetry breaking pattern as a superfluid condensate at zero temperature. Therefore,
the same effective field theory as (3.3) applies to the dynamics of superfluid’s phonons (see,
e.g., [137-140]).

We are interested in additional weakly coupled relativistic fields during inflation (with unit
sound speeds). In addition to the Hubble scale, there are four relevant energy scales in our setup:

e The symmetry breaking scale f, = (2c,Mg2,|H|)*/* associated with the broken time trans-
lation.

e The strong coupling scale of the EFT, given by

Ur\T e,
A= (28 S p 3.4
< 5 > (1—c§)Zf (34

above which the dg2, operator in (3.1) becomes strongly coupled'".

10After performing the Stueckelberg trick, the operator dg3y transforms to (1 + 9, (t + 7)o" (t + 7))* = (27 +
(0,m)?)%. Tt turns out that, within this block, the most conservative value for A. follows from the perturbative
unitarity of the (9;7)* operator.
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Figure 10: Characteristic energy scales in the EFT of inflation. Integrating out an additional
heavy scalar results in an effective action for 7, which is non-local in space but local in time, if
m < O(1)H/cs, or local in both space and time when the field is heavier. Integrating out fields
in the complementary series always gives fully non-local effective actions.

e H/cs, namely the gradient energy of a relativistic field when its momentum crosses the
sound horizon, i.e. k/a = H/cs.

e The mass of the new particle m.

The symmetry breaking scale fr is tied to the amplitude of the scalar powerspectrum (A; ~
2.2 x 1072 [141]), namely we have f, = (27rA<)_%H ~ b8H. The strong coupling scale A,
is bounded from below because of the Planck lower limit on the speed of sound (coming from
Planck’s constraints on equilateral and orthogonal non-Gaussianity [142]):

cs >0.021 (95%CL) = A, >23H. (3.5)

We are interested in the correlators of the phonon 7 induced by the exchange of heavy fields
in the MFS limit, namely

H<m<O1)Hcy. (3.6)

Integrating out heavy fields within this mass window yields an effective action for 7w that is gener-
ally nonlocal in space but remains local in time. For two-vertex heavy graphs, the corresponding
Lagrangian takes the schematic form shown in Eq.(2.77). In contrast, integrating out heavier
species produces the usual local higher-derivative operators in the EFT of inflation, while lighter
particles result in fully non-local actions. While it is intriguing to describe the exchange of mod-
erately heavy fields by adding new non-local operators to the EFT of inflation, it is not obvious
how to construct a non-local EFT of inflation from a bottom-up point of view. Therefore, in all
computations below, we rely on some known, local and weakly coupled UV framework. Finally,
for the full consistency of our setup, we further require that the mass of the heavy field is below
the cut-off of the EFT, i.e.,

m < As. (3.7)

Depending on the value of ¢, this condition might be more stringent than the upper bound in

Eq. (3.6).

3.2 Coupling matter fields to the EFT of inflation

It is straightforward to couple additional matter fields to the EFT of inflation. In this work, we fo-
cus on relativistic species that belong to the unitary representations of the de Sitter (dS) isometry
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group SO(4,1). While the quadratic Lagrangian for these matter fields preserves dS isometries,
we allow their interactions with the 7 sector to weakly break de Sitter boost invariance''. Due
to the weakly broken boosts, the m-correlators mediated by the exchange of these fields do not
satisfy conformal Ward identities. Nevertheless, they continue to exhibit scale invariance.

In this work, we do not aim to construct the most general set of interactions between the
matter fields and 7. Instead, we focus on representative mixing terms that generate both tree-
level and loop-level contributions to the 7 bispectrum. The computational techniques we develop
to evaluate these diagrams are broadly applicable and can be easily adapted to incorporate other
variations of the interaction vertices.

In the unitary gauge, we consider the following operators (up to quadratic order in the massive
field):

(59%)" o, (5g%)" o2, (3.8)

where n = (1,2). The first operator generates tree-level processes, while the second one con-
tributes at loop level. Notably, for charged scalars, such as a Higgs-like field in the unbroken
phase, the linear term is absent and their effect on n’s correlators start at one-loop level.

We employ the Stiickelberg trick to reintroduce 7, implemented through the transformation:

69" — 1+ g™ 0, (t + )0, (t + 7). (3.9)

Substituting this into the action and taking the decoupling limit, we obtain the following set of

interaction operators:

Sint:/dnd3$a4 (E"l +£”2> : (3.10)
G0 WAL NSNS S S SIS SNS W
L a(n)ﬂ N )71' a—i—Al(aaﬂrc)o—i-...,

e 1 11 11,
£l )zgi o 2+Ea2(n)W£202+]T%(g()mcya?—i—....

a(n

Here, we have retained only the terms that contribute to tree-level and one-loop diagrams of the
7 three- pomt function. The Lagrangian above is expressed in terms of the canonically normalized
field 7. = cs f 2. The coupling constants p, g and Aj o are free parameters. However, due to the
non-linearly realised boosts, the other scales A1 2 will be automatically dictated by the following
relations:

_ _ _3
Ap=(A)?g=—2f2cs2. (3.11)

HEffective field theories can also be constructed for species that strongly break dS boosts at the level of the
quadratic action. For massive scalars, this involves introducing a non-trivial speed of propagation, while for spinning
fields, such breaking results in qualitatively different dynamics compared to their dS-symmetric counterparts; see,
e.g., [143].
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Figure 11: The tree-level and one-loop bubble contributions to the bispectrum, see Eq. (3.12).

In the notation of Eq. (2.77), we can form two scalar-exchange diagrams (hereafter SE1 and SE2)
as well as two scalar-bubble diagrams (SB1 and SB2) by setting

(Alalz(n)ﬂfaa(i,yré) (SE1), <A11(iamc)2,a(pmﬂg> (SE2),

Lm0 EREPR A
<A2a2(n)ﬂc’a(n)ﬂc> (SB1), <1—\2(a81 ) o) C) (SB2). (3.12)

where the components in each case corresponds to Op[n] and Og[n].

Unitarity bounds on the couplings. We work in the weak coupling regime, where the
quadratic mixing term 7o can be treated perturbatively. This assumption imposes an upper
bound on p:

pSm, (3.13)

This bound can be inferred by assuming that the single-exchange diagrams correcting the prop-
agators of m and/or ¢ remain small at energy scales of order w, ~ H [69,144].

The other free energy scales are constrained by perturbative unitarity (see [69,144])'%. For a
rough estimation of the lower bounds on these scales, we neglect the mass of ¢. The bound on
the 720 operator can be estimated by comparing the one-loop and tree-level contributions to the
three-point amplitude Asr_,, at energy scales of order the Hubble scale. Requiring the one-loop
correction to be small relative to the contact term amplitude yields:

H/A < 27cy. (3.14)

Similarly, requiring the one-loop correction to A;_,2, to remain subdominant compared to the

720 contact term gives:

g < 2m, (3.15)

and, finally, perturbative unitarity of the As,_ .9, amplitude imposes an upper bound on the size
of the 7?02 operator:

H/Ay < 2mcl/?. (3.16)

12 A more rigorous approach to establishing perturbativity bounds on EFT coefficients involves studying the
partial wave expansion of phonon amplitudes, as discussed in [145].
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Figure 12: Plots of the tree-level and one-loop four-point functions of the conformally coupled
field, scaled by the exchanged momentum s, i.e., FSE,SB = s X Fsg sB.

Similar bounds can be placed on the energy scales ]\1,2, but they are weaker than bounds derived
from Eq. (3.11).

3.3 Seed correlators from Mellin transformation

Weight-shifting operators. It is easy to show that all the four diagrams of our interest in (3.12)
can be extracted from the off-shell four-point functions of the conformally coupled field, namely
Fsg and Fgp, as defined in Eq. (2.12) and (2.13), respectively. These diagrams are extracted
using a set of Weight-Shifting (WS) operators, which convert the external propagators of the
conformally coupled fields into massless propagators with the requisite derivative structures.
The derivation of the WS operators is detailed in [62]; here, we simply present the final result:

3
P A 0
(me(k1)me(k2)me(k3))sp1 = A, <i|_|1 |7T6(kia770)|2> Wi (ki 7aki)FSE(Cskivs)|k4—>0

3
A 0
(el ) (Re2)me(K3))spr = oy | [T Imelhis mo)? | Wi (ki ) Fom(eski, 8) kg0
HA; \ -5 Ok;
r (T i B
(me(Fk1)me(k2)me(k3))sg2 = A <£[1 |7Tc(/<?i,770)!2> Wa(ki, %)FSE(%’%S)MWO
g ’ A 0
(me(k1)me(k2)me(k3))spy = =5 H me(kiy o) | Wa(ki, 5 )Fs(cski, 8) k=0 , (3.17)
HAg \ U ok
where
A 4 2 82
Wi = —cg(k1kaks)—=-,
k2,
WQ = 02(k1 . kQ) k2 <1 — klgi + k1k232> . (318)
i 5 Ok12 ok,
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On the RHS of the equations above, in the argument of the off-shell four-points Fsg sg, we have
set w; = cski(i = 1,2,3) and have taken the soft limit k4 — 0. Therefore, by conservation of
momentum, we have s = |k;+kg| — k3. Notice that the intermediate momentum s is not rescaled
with the speed of sound, which reflects the fact that the exchanged fields have unit sound speeds.

As shown in the equations above, the same WS operator Wl,g generates the SE1/2 and
SB1/2 diagrams from their respective tree-level and one-loop seeds. This is due to the identical
derivative structure in the external legs of these diagrams. It is also important to note that the
equations above include only one permutation in each channel, and thus the result is not mani-
festly symmetric under permutations of ki, ks and k3. The full three-point function, however, is
obtained by summing over all permutations and all channels, hence fully permutation symmetric.

Seed correlators in the MFS limit. Having established the relationship between the 7 three-
point function and the four-point functions of the conformally coupled field, the remaining task
is to compute the latter seed correlators. In the MFS limit, these are given by

0

Fsgsp(wr, s) = 2Re/ ( )dn GSE,SB(SQ/az(n)) exp(iwrn) , (3.19)
—oo(1—1e

where Gsg sp are given by Eq. (2.78). As discussed earlier, we use the MS scheme to regulate the
loop diagram. In more detail, the second term in the last line of Eq. (2.79) contributes as

1 1 1 1
F — | ———=+=log(4me ") | — 3.20

which can be canceled by adding a ¢* counter term to the action of the conformally coupled field.
From this point forward, we assume that this subtraction has been performed, and Ggp denotes
the remaining finite part of the loop graph, namely the first term in Eq. (2.79).

In the context of the 7 three-point function, the corresponding counterterms are 7> for the SB1
diagram and 7(9;7)? for the SB2 diagram. The operator 702 also induces a one-loop contribution
to the two-point function of 7, resulting in a divergence that must be canceled by a quadratic

2. This quadratic operator effectively modifies the speed of sound,

counterterm of the form 7
ensuring that the coefficient of the 7 (0;7)? operator in the Lagrangian (Eq. (3.3)) does not change.
Of course, this consistency is not accidental; it reflects the underlying non-linearly realized boost

symmetry, which holds to all orders in the loop expansion.

Mellin transformation. In order to evaluate the time integral in Eq. (3.19), it is useful to exploit
the Mellin transformations of Gsg sp(f%) as a function of pg = \/1% > 0, where pr = (ipo, p;) is
the d— dimensional Euclidean momentum. The Mellin transformation of the SE diagram is well
defined and is given by

[ z—2

Gsn(z) = /OOO dpg py ' Gse(ph) = ;sm(ﬂz/Q)m (0 < Re(z) < 2). (3.21)

Strictly speaking, the same transformation does not exist for Gsp(pg), because the integral over
pg diverges for any z. Instead, we can perform the Mellin transformation after making a suitable
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Figure 13: The shape of the bispectrum corresponding to the SE1 and SE2 diagrams, normalized
to unity at the equilateral configuration (k3 = ko). For comparison, the shapes induced by the

EFT operators 72 and 7(9;7)? are also shown.

subtraction. Specifically, we define

7

~ > z—1 2
Gsg(2) :/o dpE pg [GSB(pE) ~ 162

_ o P-z2)
1672 z sin(nz/2) T'(2 — 2) m (-1 < Re(z) <0).

log(m?*/u?) (3.22)

The inverse Mellin transformations are:

1 ct+ioco s
Gse(ph) = / dzpy” Gsg(z), (3.23)

21 — 00

) 1 c+i00 5 i 5, o

G = — dzpz G 1

o) = 5 [ depi Gn(e) + i lom(m /1),

where ¢ is an arbitrary real number within the strip of analyticity in each case, namely ¢ € (0, 2)

for the SE graph, and ¢ € (—1,0) for the SB graph. Plugging the Mellin transformed graphs

inside (3.19) and performing the time integral yields:
H 1 ctico (1 —2) [fioky\*?

F k = —-R d
se(cskr, ) 2 ¢ Zsin(ﬂ'z/2) < )

ms c—100

0<e<1), (3.24)

S

where a = ¢gsm/H. It should be noted that the integral over the conformal time is IR convergent
only if Re(z) < 1. Therefore, the integration contour for the SE diagram had to be further
restricted to 0 < ¢ < 1. For the one-loop diagram one finds

1 m.1 ctioo 1 2D12(—2/2) (iakp\*!
Fep(cokp, s) = —— (222 dz—
s(cskr, 5) 6471'2(H)5 Re /Cioo Zsm(ﬂ'z/Q) 1—2 < s >
—1 2/,2) 5 —1 . 2
+33 og(m*/p )cskT (-1<c<0) (3.25)
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Scalar-exchange seed. To derive computationally useful expressions for the seed correlators, we
use the Cauchy theorem to evaluate the Mellin integrals in Eq. (3.24). We first assume akp/s < 1.
In this case, the original contour can be closed using an infinite arc in the right half of the complex
plane. Within the resulting closed contour, the Mellin integrand of the SE diagram exhibits poles
at z =n > 1. The Cauchy theorem then implies:

0 2n—1
Fapleabr, s) = =21 1 (akT> {— log<akT> +w<0><2n>} . (3.26)

—1)!
m s £~ 2n—1)!'\_ s s

where ¥ (n)(= —yg + ZZ;% k~1!) is the polygamma function of order zero. The power se-
ries representation of the SE diagram above matches the alternative formula for Fgg given by
Eq. (2.25). Note that after taking the real part, only the poles at z = 2n > 2 have contributed to
Fsg. Moreover, although we initially assumed a kp/s > 1, the series expansion actually possesses
an infinite radius of convergence. This implies that Eq. (3.26) remains valid even for akr/s > 1.

Scalar-bubble seed. The Mellin integrand associated with the SB diagram (Eq. (3.25)) has
poles located at z € {1,2n > 0}. Summing over the residues of these poles we find:

1 m._1 > 1 Osz n—1 Osz 2 OékT
Bn(ehr o) = oo (s e (557) [XntYalog (=7 ) + Znleg® (=

=
+ 8%2 log(mZ/MQ)CS%T :
where
X = m (4 +4n(2n — 12O (n + 1))?
—on(2n — D)2 (n + 1) + 42n — DO (n + 1)) :
Y, = —M (2n(2n 1)y On+1)+ 1) ,
Z, = (2;“_11), (3.27)

where ™) (n)(=7r%/6 — Zz;ll k~2) is the polygamma function of order one. Similar to the SE
diagram, although we performed the integration in the regime a kp/s > 1, the resulting power
series extends to define an entire function of a kp/s.
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Figure 14: The shape of the bispectrum at one-loop. The plots correspond to the bispectra
excluding the p-dependent contributions highlighted in the last lines of Equations (3.37) and
(3.38). For convenience, the shape is normalized to unity at k; = k2 for Diagram SB1 and at
k1 = 2kg for Diagram SB2.

3.4 The bispectrum

We now have all the ingredients to compute the bispectrum of the curvature perturbation (,
defined by

Bk, k2, k3) = (C(k1)C(k2)C (k3)) - (3.28)
At leading order in the slow-roll parameters, ( is given by
(~—Hr=—-2rA¢ 3. /H . (3.29)

We find analytical expressions for all the four diagrams, by acting with the weight-shifting oper-
ators on Fsg sp, as outlined Eq. (3.17). These results are summarised in the inserts below.

The one-loop bispectrum depends on the arbitrary renormalization scale p. However, after
renormalizing both the speed of sound ¢, and the coefficient A of the cubic operator 73, the com-
plete bispectrum—comprising contributions from contact cubic terms and one-loop diagrams—is
guaranteed to be independent of y. To isolate and visualize the one-loop contribution specifically,
we subtract the p-dependent parts of the bispectrum for each diagram. These subtracted com-
ponents correspond to the terms highlighted in purple in the final lines of Equations (3.37) and
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(3.38). Importantly, the subtracted parts are degenerate with the bispectrum contributions from
the local operators 72 (for the SB1 diagram) and 7(9;7)? (for the SB2 diagram). By subtracting
these terms, we isolate the genuine one-loop contributions that are not degenerate with local
EFT operators.

We first estimate the upper bounds on the size of the non-Gaussianity, which is commonly

defined in terms of the bispectrum evaluated at the equilateral configuration k1 = ko = kg, i.e.,

_ 10k°B(k, k., k)

fnu=5 2rA) (3.30)

For each diagram, perturbative unitarity bounds on the couplings, given by (3.14), (3.15) and
(3.16), combined with the weak mixing assumption (3.13) (relevant for the SE1/2 graphs), impose
the following upper bounds on fr.:

N < O()y/e Al N <o)/,
N << O0.00)A Ves, R <0(0.01) /e (3.31)

Notably, the bounds on the SE1 and SB1 diagrams, both of which involve vertices containing
the 72 operator, are relaxed by a factor of AC_I. As a result, the bispectrum generated by the
SE1/2 and SB1 diagrams can reach values on the order of 10 within the perturbative framework.
However, the observational constraints on the speed of sound c¢g implies f§E2 < 0(10).

In Figures 13 and 14, we have plotted the shape of the bispectrum, defined as

S(k1, ko, k3) o< (k1koks)?B(ki, ko, k3) (3.32)

as a function of ki /2ky, and for isosceles triangles (i.e., k3 = k). The shape depends only on
the parameter «, apart from an overall amplitude, which has been normalized to unity at the
equilateral configuration (k; = ko = k3) for the SE1, SE2, and SB1 diagrams, and at the folded
configuration (k1 = 2k2) for the SB2 diagram.

The most notable feature in the tree-level shapes is the distinct resonant behavior that emerges
in the squeezed limit, near 2% ~ O(1)a, when « is small. As « increases and approaches o 2 1,
the resonance fades away, and the shapes of the SE1 and SE2 diagrams reduce to those generated
by the local EFT operator 7% and 7(0;7)2, respectively. These resonances, referred to as the
low-speed collider signal, were first introduced in [62] and fully characterized in [69]. This signal
has recently been employed as an observational template for identifying signatures of heavy fields
in CMB and galaxy data [146,147].

At the one-loop level, the bispectrum shapes do not exhibit similar resonances in the squeezed
limit. For o < 1, the bispectrum corresponding to the SB1 diagram closely resembles the shape
generated by the cubic operator 72, indicating that the signal can be effectively captured by
the equilateral template. As « approaches order unity, the SB1 shape develops a plateau near
the equilateral configuration. In contrast, the SB2 diagram shows markedly different behavior:
for @ < 0.1, the shape displays a local minimum around the equilateral configuration, which
transitions into an inflection point and then a maximum as « increases to ~ 0.3. For a of order
unity, the SB2 shape once again exhibits a local minimum near k; = ko.

A detailed analysis of the full bispectrum shape, including its overlap with the standard local,
equilateral, and orthogonal templates, is deferred to future work.
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Tree-level bispectrum.
Bgpy = 47° 01/2A3 ( p )
Ay

% 1 1 akT
akikikeki = (2n — 1)1\ k3

2n—1
> (an, + by log(akr/k3)) + 2 perms,  (3.33)

0 k 2n—1
Bspz = 4n' A} (£ abr
SE2 = 27 <<H) ak3k3k2k2 Z 2n—1 ( ks

X [@b(o)(n) k7 + cn kiokr + dy, kiks + log(a kr/ks) (enkiks + 2nkiy + (14 2n)kskia + k;g)]
+ 2 perms. (3.35)

(3.34)

where

an = (47’L2 —6n + 2)¢(0) (27’L) +3- 47’L, bn = —4n2 +6n—2

(3.36)
Loop-level bispectrum.
32 a3 ((9H®
BSB1 gCS / A ( A2 )
o =1 akp\ 2t akrp akr
An + Byl 8n(n—1)1
- k7 (k1kok3) Z:: (n!)? < ks > { " Og( ks >+ n(n—1)log ( ks
3 gH? 1
2 SR 1 T — .
+ 2 perms + 5 € A2 og(m /i )k:lkrgk:gk%’ (3.37)
2 o (k2 — k2 — k2) & —1 akp\ 2!
Beny — QA 3 — Rl — R
SB2 = 76 K33 k22, z:: (2n — 1)3(n1)2 \ ks

kr
[ClzkIQkT + D“kT + E,k1ko + 10g (ak ) (Fnklng + G,,k‘T + an'lkg)
3

k
+log? (ak3T> (Lnkiokr + Jukf + Ky kiks) + 2 perms}

1

2 2 2 A A 2 na
W(kd — ki — k3)(2k1k2 + ki2kr + k7) + 2 perms | ,

2
T
+ chlAé g> log(mZ/,u2) {

(3.38)
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where
Ay =448nn—1) 0O (n+1)2 +4(=4n + 20O (n+1) —dn(n — 1) D (n + 1),
B, =16n—8 — 16n(n — 1)@ (n+1),
C =200 1) (=D (n+1) + 200+ D@ (n+1) = 1)) |
Dy= —4+2(2n—1) (—2n(2n “ 1O+ 12— 2000 1 1) + n(2n — DD (n + 1)) ,
= —4(2n —1)°
X (1 ron(n — DO+ 12+ 2 — 40O+ 1) — n(n — 1) (n + 1)) ,
Fp=42n-131-np©@m+1)),  G,=42n-1)2n2n— O (n+1)+1),

H, =82n—1)*(1 = 2n + 2n(n — 1)V (n + 1)),
I,=4n(2n—1)3,  J,=—-42n—-1)*n, K, = —8n(n—1)(2n—1)3. (3.39)

&

4 Summary and Outlook

The established relationship between de Sitter correlators and the flat-space S-matrix, emerging
at the total energy singularity of perturbative de Sitter graphs, has proven to be a valuable input
in the cosmological bootstrap program. In this paper, we advanced the understanding of the
connection between perturbative processes in de Sitter and flat space by formulating a novel
flat-space limit for a subset of dS correlators, which are characterized by a mass gap between
their external and internal legs.

We demonstrated that, in a double-scaling limit—where the external energies approach zero
inversely proportional to the internal masses—the correlators undergo significant simplifications.
In this regime, we derived a reduction formula that expresses the original in-in diagram in terms
of the corresponding amputated diagram in flat space. Importantly, the internal lines in this limit
remain massive, contrasting sharply with the conventional amplitude limit, where propagators
are massless. Our results illustrate the connection between the rich structure of massive Feynman
integrals and the properties of massive exchange processes in de Sitter.

We applied our MFS limit to the phenomenology of inflation by calculating the massive tree-
level and one-loop exchange diagrams for the three-point function of curvature perturbations,
assuming a small sound speed. Our analysis shows that the exchange of heavy fields in an
intermediate mass range, specified by H < m < O(1)H/cs, leads to intriguing non-Gaussian
signatures. We termed this framework the ”cosmological phonon collider”. The non-Gaussian
shapes we identified in this setup differ notably from the oscillatory patterns typical of cosmologi-
cal collider signals in the literature. We observed that the bispectrum can exhibit: (¢) resonances
in the mildly squeezed regime, referred to as the ”low-speed collider signal” [62,69], arising at
tree level and for o = ¢sm/H < 1, or, depending on the vertex structure and the parameter «,
(73) a plateau or a local minimum near the equilateral configuration, at one-loop level.
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There are several directions that remain to be explored.

e On-shell massive flat-space limit. The MFS limit proposed in this work establishes
a connection between off-shell correlators and off-shell flat-space Feynman diagrams. A
promising direction for further exploration involves defining an on-shell massive flat-space
limit applicable directly to the original in-in diagram (without resorting to the additional
energy variables w;). A natural proposal could be a double-scaling limit where k7 — 0 and
m — 00, while maintaining kr x m < oo. One concern about such a limit is that con-
tributions from particle production—negligible in the MFS limit due to their Boltzmann-
suppressed nature—may become important. This difference arises from branch cuts in-
troduced by particle production effects in the final correlator, leading to large exponential

—im/H  when some of the external energies k; take negative values.

factors, such as (—1)
This is an unavoidable situation when k7 — 0; however, it was circumvented in the MFS
limit by assuming that all w;’s are positive real numbers. As a result of this technical differ-
ence, the structure of the MFS reduction formula might qualitatively change in an on-shell

flat-space limit. We leave this direction to future work.

e Connections with the flat-space limit of AdS/CFT. Several frameworks have been
constructed in recent years to study the flat-space limit of AdS/CFT, employing different
representations of the boundary CFT, e.g., position space, Mellin space, or the conformal
particle-wave expansion (see [148-154] for an incomplete list of references and [155] for a
review). It would be interesting to establish concrete connections between our MFS limit
and such constructions in AdS and explore other similar flat-space limits of dS.

e Cosmological Phonon Collider. On the phenomenological side, our results can be easily
extended to include other species, such as fermions and massive vector fields. It would be
interesting to explore the observational signatures of such particles especially in situations
where their contributions can be enhanced, e.g. by color factors, when multiple species circle
in the loop diagrams. Additionally, it would be interesting to explore whether triangle and
box diagrams exhibit low-speed collider bumps, which were absent in the bubble graphs
computed in this paper.
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A 7 Effective Action from Integrating Out The Heavy Field

In this appendix we integrate out the heavy field at the level of the action and obtain a spatially
non-local EFT for 7 (see also [62,69,156,157]). We consider the simplest example in which the
interactions are linear in the heavy field, namely we take

1 1
Sy = /d4x V=g (2(80)2 - §m202 - gO[T['(l’)]O‘) . (A1)
Integrating out ¢ induces the following effective action:
g* 5 1 1
Seft = -5 dnd $H4n4 O[W(%X)]mo[ﬂ(n,x)] : (A.2)

The e prescription above matches with the Feynman in-out propagator. The above action is
clearly non-local in both space and time. However, in the MFS limit, time derivatives acting on
O are suppressed compared to spatial derivatives, therefore one can expand in

0 =-0+V?/a® = ’8] — 20y,

and re-write Seg as [62]:

Sur = =3 [ dnd*a g Oln(n. 0] 3_(-1)" [G(V* /a2 )" G(*/a(n)Ofr(. ) (A3)
n=0

where G(V?/a?) = 1/(~V?/a? + m?). The effective action above is local in time and it system-
atically corrects the leading order MFS effective action in Eq. (2.77).

In more detail, the typical size of § at the sound horizon crossing of the phonon modes, namely
when c;|k|n ~ H, is of order H?, whereas G at the same time is of order 1/m? (notice that in the
MFS limit, ¢; ~ O(1)H/m). This scaling implies that the above action is organized in increasing
powers of H/m.

B Spectral Decomposition

To examine the MFS limit of the bubble graph, we can resort to the spectral decomposition of

2

the composite operator 0. This decomposition allows one to write the one-loop graph given

by Eq.(2.46) as a spectral integral over tree-level exchange diagrams with varied intermediate

masses [58, 158]'%.

13The Killén-Lehmann decomposition assumes de Sitter isometries. For the example we are considering the only
relevant sector to the one-loop, spectral decomposition is the free-field Lagrangian for the massive field o which is
indeed de Sitter invariant. Consequently, the spectral decomposition of the one-loop graph is applicable even if the
external legs break dS isometries, as for example in the EFT of inflation. For more generic cases, such as when the
o propagator itself break dS symmetries, the spectral representation of the one-loop diagrams is not applicable.
Nevertheless, our effective action reasoning in Section 2.4 ensures that the MFS reduction formulae remains valid
in all those cases.
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Once translated to momentum space, the Kéllén—Lehmann decomposition of the scalar oper-
ator o2(n,x) implies the following identity [58]:

ddq 0o
[ ot Gslalm o) s (la = Klomomiine) = [ i o) G- (B1)

where we have included pu, = E—; — % in the propagator’s arguments. u is a similar parameter
characterizing the mass spectrum appearing on the RHS above. Notice that for heavy fields
the spectral integral goes over the principle series only, for which p > 0 [56]. The spectral

density py(u) is given by the following formula:

psinh(rp)  T2(5)02(452)

po(p) = 237d/2+21(d/2) T(A)T(d — A)
(R (B (e (). o

where A = % +iu and A, = % + iu,. The spectral density, written in this form, is manifestly
positive and explicitly invariant under the shadow transformation A — d — A.

We will now show that, in the flat-space limit, the combination p,/p asymptotically ap-
proaches the spectral density appearing in the Killén-Lehmann decomposition of the o2 operator
in Minkowski, namely

min 1 4m2\ V/?
Py (m'?) = 39,2 (1 - m,g) 0(m" —4m?), (B.3)

where m’ is the mass parameter appearing in u. To see this, we first note that there are three
asymptotic cases in (B.2) depending on the relative size of 2A, — A. For each case, we will
expand the I' functions for large or small parameters. It will come in handy to use the following
approximation

T(A+ip/2) ~ Vo (‘M’/2)A71/2 o~ Tlul /4+ 5 (sign () (1-2A) m+2u(1-log(1/2))) +O(1/ ) 7 (B.4)

which is valid for 4 > 1 and A > 0. Notice that the real part in the exponential depends only
on the absolute value of the imaginary part of the argument of the I' function.

The first case is when u < . Given that u, > 1, we can use the formula in Eq. (B.4) for all
the Gamma functions and obtain:

Po e BE+00/a) |y < 1. (B.5)

This effect is exponentially suppressed but remains nonzero. This is not surprising, as particle
creation can occur in de Sitter space even below the naive particle production threshold of flat
space (i.e., m' < 2m). The expression above, however, ceases to be valid when |y — | < 1. In
this regime, we can approximate the Gamma function for small real ¢,

['(3/4+i6/2) ~ T(3/4) (1 — %(27,5 — 7 —log(64)) + 0(52)> (B.6)
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where this form is applied to the Gamma functions with argument |A — A,|. For the remaining
terms, we use the asymptotic expression for the Gamma function from (B.4), which yields the
following result,

3)2 3 o+O _0‘_2
palp) _ L (3) e 2 7o JB g

i 812 (4u? + 1)
x sinh(2mp) ((2vg — 7+ log(64))% (1 — 240 )? + 16 + O((11 — 2#0)3)) , for |u—2us| <1.
(B.7)

We observe that as p increases, the exponential suppression, coming from the factors of u,from the
first limit, diminishes until it is eventually overcome. Additionally, notice that when p = 2u, the
spectral density is non-zero, again because the spectral density has support for particle creation
below the threshold. Finally, when |u — 2u,| > 1, we have

1/2

2
sinh(mp)e™ 2 Grt2uotlu—2u0)+0(u™?) (I = 2u0] > 1).

A
42

Po () 2u

po (1 44p?)

: ‘

(B.8)

In this case, we observe that the spectral density increases monotonically until g becomes signif-
icantly larger than u., at which point it asymptotes to a constant value, resembling the behavior
in Minkowski space.

The spectral density in de Sitter space differs from its Minkowski counterpart in several key
aspects. First, spontaneous particle creation in de Sitter leads to a nonzero spectral density
even for particles below the energy threshold, albeit with an exponentially small contribution.
This contrasts with Minkowski space, where the spectral density is strictly zero below threshold,
reflecting the absence of spontaneous particle creation in flat spacetime. Around the point =
2/, there is a subtle difference in de Sitter, attributed to particle creation, though this effect is
minor. For p > 2u,, however, the spectral density behaves as

g\ 1/2
paliu) N % (1 B 45;) (1 +O(e2™)) | (B.9)

very similarly as the Minkowski spectral density. Finally we show that in the MFS limit
po(p)/u — 8mpRink. To see this, we reintroduce H on the expressions above, and we con-
siderthree cases previously discussed. First, in the regime where 2u, < p the spectral density
scales as

1 (am2 N\ .
%wvu~(”l—1) e g (B.10)
In the intermediate regime, where |21 — p| < 1 we get that

po(1)/ 1~ e‘ﬁ(?’m*m/)\/% — 0 (B.11)

which is also exponentially suppressed when taking the flat-space limit. Finally when |pu—2pu,| > 1
we have that

m2 1/2
i/ = (1= 25) 1 ot ), (B.12)
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in agreement with [29]. We can now discuss the relation between the flat space limit of the
spectral density and the MFS reduction formula. Starting from the heavy graph described in
(2.13), the spectral decomposition replaces the bubble diagram with the simplified expression in
(B.1). In the massive field suppression (MFS) limit, where m/H — oo, the heavy graph simplifies
to the standard MFS reduction formula, as shown in (2.20). In this formulation, the amputated
propagator becomes:

diq —i —i
n U = (i ' - — — - —. (B.1
Galpr(n)-oom(oh) = iae)am) [ e o e e (B9)
Using the spectral decomposition, this can be equivalently expressed as:
G, o) = (igr) (i dm/ m/ pmink (/2 ! . (B.14
(P10 () = (i) ig) [ i g2 RO o e A UREY

Here, the spectral density pgﬁnk(m’ 2) approximates the spectral density of the one-loop graph in

de Sitter, in the limit m/H — oco.

Finally, we note that the UV divergence of the spectral integral can be regularized by introduc-
ing either a hard cutoff or using dim-reg, although the specifics of this regularization procedure
are not central to the analysis presented above.
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