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Abstract

We study the non-Gaussianities generated by light axions, or compact scalar fields, during infla-

tion. To correctly calculate their impact on primordial statistics, we argue that it is necessary

to account for the periodicity, or gauge symmetry, of the compact scalars. We illustrate this

point by comparing the predictions for the squeezed kinematic limit of the primordial bispectrum

generated by two cases— a non-compact scalar σ and a compact scalar φ. We demonstrate that

while a light non-compact scalar predicts a bispectrum of the so-called local shape, the light

compact scalar predicts a qualitatively different shape characterised by the ratio of the Hubble

scale to its field-space circumference. In doing so, we show that ignoring the gauge symmetry of

the compact scalar during inflation leads to spurious infrared enhancements, which are softened

by working with appropriate gauge-invariant operators. In addition, we connect our results for

the primordial bispectrum with late-time cosmological observables and show that it is possible to

measure the decay constant of the compact scalar using galaxy clustering measurements.
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1 Introduction

With new cosmological data growing by the year, there is also growing interest in utilizing this

data to sharpen our understanding of particle physics. One particular direction which has seen

significant theoretical and observational effort is to precisely measure the probability distribution

of primordial density fluctuations. Current cosmic microwave background (CMB) and large-scale

structure (LSS) measurements have found that the initial conditions of the universe were largely

Gaussian. Deviations from this Gaussianity, if detected, could be generated by interactions in the

inflationary epoch and therefore such a detection channel is a way to observe signatures of new

particles, i.e. to realise a cosmological collider [1–26]. Already, CMB and large-scale structure

data has started to be utilized to search for such cosmological collider signals [27–29]. In this

spirit, we study the cosmological collider phenomenology of a class of beyond the standard model

particles—axions.

Axions are historically motivated as a solution to the strong CP problem in the standard model of

particle physics [30–33], but nevertheless find utility in capturing other BSM phenomena as well.

For instance, axions could populate the dark sector [34–36]. Separately, they are also ubiquitous

in theories of quantum gravity [37–42]. A defining feature of these particles, which we denote

throughout as φ, is that they are compact scalar fields i.e. their physics is constrained by the

gauge symmetry φ ∼ φ + 2πf , where f is known as the decay constant of the compact scalar.

This decay constant is sensitive to ultraviolet physics. For example, in extra-dimensional models

the axion decay constant is related to the Kaluza-Klein scale MKK and therefore measuring f

provides us with information about potential extra-dimensional physics [43]. Such axions can be

very light, with masses well below the eV scale [39], and is much smaller than Hubble constant

during inflation [44]. As such, for the purposes of this paper we will assume that they are

massless.

We will study the inflationary non-Gaussianities of such a compact scalar field, working within

the framework of the effective field theory of single-field slow roll inflation [45]. Crucially, this

observational channel does not rely on these compact scalars being a part of the dark sector in

the late universe, and so they need not have a non-trivial present day abundance. Therefore

primordial non-Gaussian signatures are distinct from other cosmological probes such as dark

matter isocurvature which minimally assumes that such scalars populate the dark sector.1 Our

main goal will be to highlight the importance of the gauge symmetry of the compact scalar in

identifying the leading contribution to the primordial bispectrum. To be consistent with the

gauge symmetry, we must couple the comoving curvature with operators such as cos(φ/f). One

might expect that we can perturbatively expand this operator cos(φ/f) = 1 + 1
2f2φ

2 + · · · and

capture the leading order effects with the first non-trivial term φ2. Consistent with the findings

of [47], we will show that this is incorrect.

In order to highlight this, we will study two scenarios. On one hand we will couple the comoving

curvature ζ to a compact scalar φ, keeping track of the periodicity of the potential by working

1Our minimal assumption will be that the compact scalar is in its Bunch-Davies state during inflation and
therefore weakly breaks the de Sitter isometries. This does not have to be true. Indeed, the de Sitter isometries
may be violently broken on short-scales and still be consistent with CMB and LSS data [46].
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with the appropriate gauge invariant operator cos(φ/f). Then, to capture the effects of keeping

only the leading order term of the compact scalar’s potential, we will couple the inflaton to a

scalar σ via the operator σ2, giving it a small mass mσ which we take to zero at the end of the

calculation. We will refer to the latter case as the non-compact scenario.

Particularly when σ is light, we recover the standard local shape bispectrum. This shape is

characterised by its scaling in the so-called squeezed limit (k3 → 0)

Bζ(k1, k2, k3) ∼ Pζ(k1)Pζ(k3)

(
k3
k1

)0

, (1.1)

where ζ is the comoving curvature perturbation. We will show that the compact theory, where

we work with the full gauge-invariant operator, instead produces the scaling

Bζ(k1, k2, k3) ∼ Pζ(k1)Pζ(k3)

[(
k3
k1

)β

+

(
k3
k1

)2

+ · · ·
]

(1.2)

where β ≡ 1
2( H

2πf )2 measures the ratio of the Hubble constant to the circumference of φ’s field

space. Therefore the ratio β sets the asymptotic scaling of the bispectrum in the squeezed

limit

Bζ(k1, k2, k3) ∼Pζ(k1)Pζ(k3)

(
k3
k1

)β

(β < 2)

∼Pζ(k1)Pζ(k3)

(
k3
k1

)2

(β > 2) .

(1.3)

The reason is that for light scalar fields in de Sitter, infrared fluctuations are large and force

the scalar to disperse further in its field space. This is commonly understood, in the language of

stochastic inflation in which the field executes a random walk and explores the ends of its potential

[48, 49]. For a compact scalar, it therefore becomes necessary to work with the full periodic

potential, or in other words with gauge invariant vertex operators eiφ/f . This phenomenon in

de Sitter is evocative of the dynamics of massless fields in two-dimensional flat space, as was

explored in [50] and in more recent work [51].

Outline We begin with a discussion of free and composite fields in pure de Sitter in Section 2. We

discuss the Källen-Lehmann representation which will be especially fruitful for our inflationary

calculation, and review the free field theory of the compact scalar. In Section 3 we calculate

the primordial bispectrum for the exchange of a non-compact scalar and of the compact scalar,

and show the results for the squeezed limit for both cases. Our strategy will be to resolve the

exchanged operator into a sum over free field states using its spectral representation, as was done

in [47, 52–57], and leverage the bispectrum for the exchange of a single massive scalar to determine

our answer.2 Finally, in Section 4 we will conclude by connecting our results with expectations

for late-universe cosmological measurements such as galaxy clustering data and comment on the

implications of our results for more realistic models of compact scalars.

In Appendix A we show the calculation of the primordial bispectrum using the in-in formalism in

2This technique has also been applied to AdS Witten diagrams, see e.g. [58–60]
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detail. While in the main text we are primarily concerned with the squeezed bispectrum, which

is sensitive to the on-shell production of particles in the inflationary bulk spacetime, there is

also a background contribution which is degenerate with local self-interactions of ζ. We discuss

this part of the bispectrum, commonly called the EFT piece, in Appendix B. In Appendix C

we apply the spectral method to the exchange of a CFT operator in the inflationary bulk. We

do this for two reasons—firstly as a cross-check of the spectral method and secondly since the

CFT exchange bispectrum displays some useful similarities with the compact scalar exchange. In

Appendix D we derive the large ∆ asymptotic behavior of the tree-level seed function b̂NA(∆;u).

In Appendix E we do the same for the spectral density of the vertex operator and connect our

result with the same in flat-space.

2 Free and Composite Fields in de Sitter Space

Throughout this paper, we will be working in the flat-slicing of the (quasi) de Sitter (dS) space-

time. In (d+ 1)-dimensions the de Sitter metric in these coordinates takes the form

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)dx2 = a2(η)
[
−dη2 + dx2

]
, (2.1)

where H is the Hubble constant and a(t) = eHt and a(η) = −1/(Hη) is the scale factor. The

second equality shows the metric written in conformal coordinates, and η is known as conformal

time which takes values in (−∞, 0), where the lower and upper bounds correspond to the infinite

past and infinite future respectively. Where necessary, we will use α ≡ d/2 to keep track of the

number of spacetime dimensions.

Let us first recall some aspects of two-point functions in dS. While typical (quasi) de Sitter

calculations are done by Fourier transforming the spatial coordinates, we will find it useful to

discuss physics in configuration space first and subsequently connect these statements to Fourier

space.

The two-point function GO(x, y) of a local operator O(x) is constrained by the dS isometries to

be functions of the dS invariant distance ξ. In the flat-slicing it takes the form,

ξ = 1 − |x− x′|2 − (η − η′)2

2ηη′
≡ 1 − 2

λ
(2.2)

where we define the variable λ since it will be useful to help keep track of distances.3 Particularly

λ ∈ (0, 1) represents the infrared, i.e. long spatial distances (x → ∞) or late-times (η, η′ →
0).

The two-point function of a free scalar field with mass m is determined by the scaling dimension

∆. For principal series scalars (m/H > α) the scaling dimension ∆ = α + i
√
m2/H2 − α2 is

complex valued. As is standard, we will occasionally use ν ≡
√

m2

H2 − α2 in lieu of the mass. For

complementary series scalars (m/H < α) the scaling dimension ∆ = α −
√
α2 −m2/H2 is real

3λ here is related to the ζ from [47] by a minus sign. We have changed the notation here to avoid confusion
with the inflationary comoving curvature fluctuations.
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valued and thus ∆ ∈ (0, α). The free field propagator is

G(∆; ξ) =
H2α−1

(4π)α+
1
2

Γ(∆)Γ(∆̄)

Γ(α+ 1
2)

2F1

[
∆, ∆̄
α+ 1

2

∣∣∣∣ 1 + ξ

2

]
, (2.3)

where 2F1 [a, b; c|z] is the Gauss hypergeometric function and ∆̄ ≡ 2α− ∆ is the shadow scaling

dimension. Note that the free propagator can be written in an explicitly shadow symmetric form

by utilizing a Kummer relation

G(∆;λ) = A(∆)λ∆2F1

[
∆, ∆ − α+ 1

2
2∆ − 2α+ 1

∣∣∣∣λ ]+ (∆ ↔ ∆̄) , (2.4)

where

A(∆) ≡ H2α−1

(4π)α+
1
2

Γ(∆)Γ(2α− 2∆)

Γ(α+ 1
2 − ∆)

. (2.5)

The two-point correlator of a massive free field decays as a power law in the infrared,

G(∆;λ)
λ→0−−−→ A(∆)λ∆ [1 + O(λ)] + (∆ ↔ ∆̄) . (2.6)

Importantly, a massless scalar corresponding to ∆ = 0 admits a propagator which grows with

distance. In four dimensions,

G(0;λ) = 1
2H

2λ+H2 log (λ) . (2.7)

This infrared growth is a key feature of physics in (quasi) de Sitter spacetimes and is ultimately

responsible for a wealth of interesting phenomena such as the absence of spontaneous symmetry

breaking [50, 51] and strong-coupling dynamics for light scalars [48, 49]. This large infrared

growth will also be the main driving force of the results discussed in this paper.

Another important free-field state which will be relevant for our discussion is the conformally

coupled scalar Φ with scaling dimension ∆Φ = α− 1
2 which admits a power law propagator,

GΦ(λ) = H2α−1Γ(α− 1
2)

(4π)α+
1
2

λα−
1
2

α→3
2−−−→ H2 λ

16π2
. (2.8)

Apart from free scalar fields, it will also be useful for us to refer to a bulk CFT operator Oδ with

scaling dimension δ, which also admits a simple power law two-point correlation function,4

Gδ(ξ) =
H2δ

(1 − ξ)δ
= H2δ

(
λ

2

)δ

(2.9)

where δ ≥ α − 1
2 in accordance with unitarity. This is of course not a free-field for general δ,

but becomes a (rescaled) conformally coupled scalar when δ = α − 1
2 . Indeed for any integer

4This is a standard flat-space CFT operator conformally mapped to the de Sitter bulk, and should not be
confused with the late-time boundary CFT operators discussed in the dS/CFT context. [11]
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multiple δ = n
(
α− 1

2

)
, the bulk CFT operator can be understood, up to the normalization, as

the composite operator Φn.

2.1 Källen-Lehmann Representation in de Sitter

A general two-point function GO(ξ) admits two useful integral representations. The first is the

Watson-Sommerfeld representation [52],

GO(ξ) = −
∫
γ

dJ

2πi
(2J + 2α)[GO]JG(−J ; ξ) (2.10)

where G(∆; ξ) is the free propagator with scaling dimension ∆ = −J and the contour γ runs

parallel to the Im(J) axis slightly to the left of zero. The function [GO]J is called the Euclidean

momentum coefficients, because they define the angular momentum expansion of the position

space propagator on the Euclidean sphere. This representation can be obtained by analytically

continuing the position space propagator on the sphere [52, 56, 61].

Given a propagator GO(ξ), the momentum coefficients can be defined on the entire complex

J-plane using the Lorentzian inversion formula [56, 61],

[GO]J = NJ

∫ 0

−∞
dλλJ−1

2F1

[
J + α+ 1

2 , J + 1
2J + 2α+ 1

∣∣∣∣λ ]discGO(λ) , (2.11)

where the normalization is,

NJ =
2πα+1Γ(J + 1)(−1)J−1

4JΓ(J + α+ 1)
. (2.12)

GO(ξ) also admits a Källen-Lehmann representation, which is intimately related to the Watson-

Sommerfeld representation [61, 62]. To see this note that the Watson-Sommerfeld integral can

equivalently be written in terms of ∆ = −J after which it takes the form,

GO(ξ) =

∫
γ

d∆

2πi
(2α− 2∆)[GO]−∆G(∆; ξ) (2.13)

where the contour γ runs parallel to the Im(∆) axis and slightly to the right of the origin. We

can push the contour towards the principal series line, picking up any poles along the way, on

which the shadow symmetry of the free propagator forces us to extract the shadow symmetric

part of the momentum coefficient [GO]−∆. The result is,

GO(ξ) =

∫ α+i∞

α−i∞

d∆

2πi
ρO(∆)G(∆; ξ) + (complementary states) (2.14)

where ρO(∆) is called the spectral density and it is related to the momentum coefficients by

ρO(∆) = 1
2(2α − 2∆)[GO]−∆ + (∆ ↔ ∆̄), i.e. it is shadow symmetric. Here the integral sums

up all the contributions to the correlator from principal series states and the contributions from

complementary series states appear as residues due to pole crossings through the integration

contour. We show a figure illustrating this procedure in Figure 1. This representation can also

be understood, as usual, as a simple consequence of the resolution of the identity. Furthermore,
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0

∆

3
2

γ

0

∆

γ

3
2

Figure 1: We show a contour plot illustrating the Watson-Sommerfeld integral (2.13) over the
contour γ on the left. On the right we show the result of pushing this contour onto the principal
series line and thereby obtaining the Källen-Lehmann representation. The blue points represent
potential simple poles of [GO]−∆ that we may encounter as we deform the contour, the residues
of which can be interpreted as complementary state contributions to the spectral representation.

unitarity demands that ρO(∆) ≥ 0 on the principal series line.

The spectral density can be computed for a given dS propagator using the so-called Euclidean

AdS inversion formula [62],

ρO(∆) = Ñ
∫ −1

−∞
dξ(ξ2 − 1)α−1/2

2F1

[
∆, 2α− ∆
α+ 1

2

∣∣∣∣ 1 + ξ

2

]
GO(ξ) , (2.15)

where the EAdS normalisation is5

Ñ =
2πα+

3
2

Γ(∆ − α)Γ(α− ∆)Γ(α+ 1
2)
. (2.16)

Importantly, the spectral densities we will encounter will all be meromorphic functions. As

explained in [61], the singularities of the spectral density in the Re(∆) > α region of the complex

∆-plane encode the infrared behavior of the propagator. This can be seen by using the free

propagator as written in (2.4) in the spectral integral (2.14) and closing the contour towards

the right of the principal series line. Denoting the locations of the poles of ρO(∆) as ∆∗ we

have6

GO(λ) = −2
∑
∆∗

Res ρO(∆)A(∆)λ∆ 2F1

[
∆, ∆ − α+ 1

2
2∆ − 2α+ 1

∣∣∣∣λ ] . (2.17)

As an aside, we note that the momentum coefficients can also be computed from the spectral den-

sity. To see this note that we can resolve GO(λ) in (2.11) into its Källen-Lehmann representation

5Note that we have an extra factor of 2π compared to [62] which is due to our normalisation convention for the
spectral density.

6Importantly, all spectral densities we will encounter contain a factor of ν sinh(πν), due to which the spectral
density ρO(∆) has zeros at ∆ = α+ n, for non-negative integer n. This eliminates a class of spurious poles of the
free scalar propagator at ∆ = α+ n.
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to obtain

[GO]J =

∫
γ

d∆

2πi
ρO(∆)

[
NJ

∫ 0

−∞
dλλJ−1

2F1

[
J + α+ 1

2 , J + 1
2J + 2α+ 1

∣∣∣∣λ ]discG(∆;λ)

]
=

∫
γ

d∆

2πi

ρO(∆)

(J + ∆)(J + ∆̄)
,

(2.18)

where we have used the fact that the momentum coefficients of the free propagator are [G(∆)]−1
J =

(J + ∆)(J + ∆̄). Note that the contour γ lies along the principal series axis while separating the

two poles at ∆ = −J and at ∆ = 2α+ J .

Let us briefly discuss some known examples of spectral densities of operators we will encounter

in our inflationary calculations. For a free principal series scalar σ with scaling dimension ∆σ =

α+ iνσ the spectral density is

ρσ(α+ iν) = 1
2δD(ν − νσ) + 1

2δD(ν + νσ) , (2.19)

where δD(ν) is the Dirac delta function. The spectral density for the composite operator σ2 is

also known [61],

ρσ2(∆) =H2α−1 ν sinh(πν)

23πα+2Γ(α)

Γ
(
∆
2

)2
Γ
(
α− ∆

2

)2
Γ(∆)Γ(2α− ∆)

× Γ
(
∆σ − 1

2∆
)

Γ
(
∆σ − α+ 1

2∆
)

Γ
(
α− ∆σ + 1

2∆
)

Γ
(
2α− ∆σ − 1

2∆
)
.

(2.20)

This spectral function admits three families of poles

∆∗ = 2∆σ + 2n, 2∆̄σ + 2n, α+ 2n (n ∈ Z≥0) , (2.21)

which are known to correspond to the so-called double trace operators on the late-time dS bound-

ary [61]. It will also be useful to recall the spectral density for a bulk CFT operator [61],

ρδ(α+ iν) = H2δ−2α+1 πα+
1
2 22α−δ+2

Γ(δ)Γ
(
δ − α+ 1

2

)ν sinh(πν)|Γ (δ − α− iν) |2 . (2.22)

Indeed we can see that δ ≥ α − 1
2 ensures the positivity of the spectral density and is therefore

required by unitarity. The singularities on the right side of the contour for the spectral integral

are

∆∗ = δ + n , n ∈ Z≥0 . (2.23)

Now let us move on to the main theory of interest—the compact scalar field.
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2.2 Compact Scalars in de Sitter

A compact scalar φ is defined by the gauge symmetry φ ∼ φ+2π.7 In pure de Sitter the massless

axion is described by the acion

Sφ =

∫
dtd2αx

√−g
[
1
2f

2(∂φ)2
]
. (2.24)

It will often be convenient to keep track of the decay constant (or periodicity) using the param-

eter8

β ≡ 1

2

(
H

2πf

)2

. (2.25)

Due to the periodicity of φ, the only healthy operators in the theory are those that are built

using gauge invariant operators ∂µφ and e±iφ. We will primarily be interested in the propagation

of vertex operators in the bulk, i.e. V =: eiφ :, which have been defined with respect to a normal

ordering procedure in dimensional regularisation [47]

V(x) ≡ exp
[
1
2βG̃(1) + 1

2β
(
H2α−1 −Hα− 1

2
+H2α

)]
eiφ(x) , (2.26)

where Hn are the harmonic numbers (analytically continued to the complex plane) and

G̃(1) = −2Γ(α)

(
H

µ

)2α−3 [
ψ(0)(2α) + γE − π tan(πα)

]
→
(

2

ϵ
− 7

2

)
+ log

(
µ̃2

H2

) (2.27)

is the coincident limit of the massless two-point function in dimensional regularization. We have

introduced the mass scale µ to ensure [f ] = 1 in arbitrary spacetime dimensions. In the last

line we have specialised to α = 3−ϵ
2 dimensions taking ϵ → 0 and defined µ̃2 = 4πeγEµ2. As

with the Sine-Gordon model in two-dimensional flat-space [64], we can interpret the scale µ̃ as

the cutoff of the theory. Our choice of normal-ordering keeps V dimensionless, which we will

find convenient. However, we note that we can always recover the canonical mass dimensions by

rescaling V → HβV at any point.

In the free-theory, correlation functions of the vertex operators must satisfy a “charge-neutrality”

condition, i.e. correlators such as ⟨V(x)V(y)⟩ vanish. This is most easily seen in Euclidean

signature, i.e. the sphere, where integration over the Euclidean zero mode enforces this constraint.

In general, the vertex operators do not behave like standard free fields, clearly, since they are

highly composite operators. Specifically, they do not Wick factorize in perturbation theory the

way free field correlators do, which complicates perturbation theory at higher order [47]. However,

7We will be working with a dimensionless axion so that the decay constant only appears in the kinetic term.
8We will only be interested in β ≲ 10. However it is worth noting that β usually cannot be made arbitrarily

large in realistic extra-dimensional models. When these compact scalars arise from a higher dimensional gauge

field with coupling gYM, there is also an associated cutoff Λ ∼ 4π2

gYM
f [63]. For physics in inflation we should

therefore expect H ≪ 4π2

gYM
f or β ≪ 2π2/g2YM which, for small gauge couplings, safely covers the range of βs we

are interested in.
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since we are merely interested in tree-level exchange, this feature will not be relevant for us.

We denote the vertex propagator as

⟨V(x)V†(y)⟩ ≡ GV(λ) = λβ exp

(
β

2
λ

)
, (2.28)

where we have specialised to four dimensions, and will do so hereafter. Note that this propagator

has a qualitatively different singularity structure— unlike composite operators such as σ2 or Oδ,

which exhibit a power law singularity, the vertex propagator has an essential singularity on the

null cone (ξ → 1 or λ → ∞). However from the long-distance or boundary perspective, this

propagator contains a hierarchy of states of definite scaling dimension [47].

Instead of working with the propagator directly, we will instead find it useful to rely on its

spectral representation. To calculate the spectral density, we note that the vertex two-point

function admits a simple expansion in power laws,

GV(λ) = 2β
∞∑
n=0

βn

n!

(
λ

2

)β+n

(2.29)

which importantly converges everywhere except at λ = ∞ (or ξ = 1), i.e. in the deep UV. This

is useful because each power law can be interpreted as a bulk CFT state. In other words, we can

interpret the exchange of a vertex operator as a sum over bulk CFT states.9

To calculate the spectral density with the EAdS inversion formula (2.15) we can utilize (2.29)

to resolve the vertex propagator into a sum over bulk CFT states. This is legitimate since the

EAdS region (λ ∈ (0, 1)) never sees the essential singularity in λ. Exchanging the sum with the

inversion integral allows us to therefore write,

ρV(∆) = 2β
∞∑
n=0

βn

n!
ρβ+n(∆)

=
16πΓ(1 − β) sin(πβ)

Γ(β − 1)
(3 − 2∆) cos(π∆)Γ(β − ∆)Γ(∆ − 3 + β)2F2

[
β − ∆, ∆ − 3 + β

β − 1, β

∣∣∣∣ β2
]

(2.30)

where 2F2 [a1, a2; b1, b2|z] is a generalised hypergeometric function. First, let us demonstrate the

positivity of this spectral function. For β > 1, positivity is obvious since all the bulk CFT spectral

densities we have summed have scaling dimension δ = β + n > 1, and are therefore unitary. For

β < 1, we have to do a bit more work since the first term, corresponding to a dimension δ = β

CFT state, is not unitary. Specifically in (2.30) we can isolate the first two terms which sum up

to produce,

ρβ(∆) + βρβ+1(∆) = 4π2ν sinh(πν)
[
(1 − 2β)2 + 4ν2

] |Γ (β + iν − 3
2

)
|2

Γ2(β)
(2.31)

9The vertex operator is not special in this regard. Even a free scalar field can be safely expanded in power laws,
or bulk CFT states, in the EAdS region. However, in that case it is not very useful to make this identification.
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which is manifestly positive. Of course all the δ = β + 2, 3, · · · contributions are also positive

since they correspond to unitary bulk CFT operators. Therefore, we conclude that this spectral

density is unitary for any β > 0.

Examining the singularities of ρV(∆) we see that it has poles at ∆∗ = β + n on the right side

of the principal series line.10 This merely reflects the fact that the vertex operator does not

admit an infrared OPE organised with scaling operators and shadows, unlike a free-field σ or

even composite operators such as σ2. This is not worrying since V ∝ eiφ is highly composite and

we observe a similar singularity structure for another highly composite operator, the bulk CFT

operator, as well. Its appearance in perturbative calculations can therefore be interpreted as a

sign of strong-coupling.

Integrating the spectral function along the principal axis reproduces the Wightman function for

β > 3/2. However, for β < 3/2 we can analytically continue from larger β to find that the

pole ∆∗ = β crosses the integration contour, so we must account for the residue generated by

it and be careful to remove the contribution from the shadow symmetric piece (i.e. multiply by

a factor of 2). This removal of the shadow is equivalent to accounting for the residue of the

momentum coefficient [GV ]−∆, as illustrated in Figure 1. To summarize, for β < 3/2 the spectral

representation is,

GV(λ) = −2 Res∆=β ρV(∆)G(∆;λ) +

∫ ∞

−∞

dν

2π
ρV
(
3
2 + iν

)
G
(
3
2 + iν;λ

)
(2.32)

Another check of the spectral density (2.30) is to use it to determine the infrared expansion of

the vertex propagator. We can simply use (2.17) which, we have checked, reproduces the infrared

expansion of the vertex propagator up to O(λ20).

Lastly, we show in Appendix E that ρV(∆) ∼ ∆
2
3 (β−2) exp(β1/3∆2/3) as ∆ → ∞, which is

slower than exp(π2∆), as required by the convergence of the Källen-Lehmann representation.

The spectral integral can therefore easily be performed numerically. Moreover, this rapid growth

for large ∆ can be understood to be due to the essential short distance singularity of the vertex

propagator.

3 Non-Gaussianities in the EFT of Inflation

In this section, we will move from pure de Sitter correlators to inflationary ones. We start with a

review of the EFT of inflation, which is where all of the forthcoming discussion will be situated

[45]. The inflationary state corresponds to a weak breaking of the de Sitter isometries by selecting

a “clock” or preferred time-slicing t̃(t,x). To construct the EFT action we can write all possible

terms consistent with the residual symmetries of the theory, i.e. spatial diffeomorphisms. At

leading order the action can be found to be,

S =

∫
dtd3x

√−g
[
1
2M

2
plR−M2

pl(3H
2 + Ḣ) +M2

plḢg
00
]

+ · · · , (3.1)

10There are also poles at ∆ = 3− β − n but they are irrelevant.
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where H is the inflationary Hubble parameter and the metric enters as g00 and R. We can use

the Stueckelberg trick to introduce the Goldstone mode corresponding to the broken spacetime

symmetry and make the transformation t 7→ t+ π(t,x) and x 7→ x. The action is then

S =

∫
dt d3x

√−g
[
1
2M

2
plR−M2

pl(3H
2(t+ π) + Ḣ(t+ π)) +M2

plḢ
(
g00 + 2∂µπg

0µ + ∂µπ∂νπg
µν
)]
.

(3.2)

Evaluating this on the exact dS background gives g00 → −1− 2π̇+ (∂π)2 and the action is

Sπ =

∫
dtd3x

√−gM2
plḢ(∂π)2 + · · · , (3.3)

where we have isolated the leading quadratic term. The comoving curvature perturbation ζ =

−Hπ and the corresponding symmetry breaking scale can be read off this action as f4π = 2M2
plḢ =

−2ϵM2
plH

2,11 where the slow roll parameter ϵ = −Ḣ/H2. It is also useful to canonically normalise

the Goldstone to πc = πf2π so that the action becomes

Sπ = −
∫

dη d3x 1
2a

2
[
−(π′c)

2 + (∂iπc)
2
]
, (3.4)

where we have also changed to conformal time. The inflaton is a massless free field and its

mode functions, i.e. the solutions to the free field equations of motion in Fourier space, are

therefore

π±c (k, η) =
iH√
2k3

(1 ± ikη)e∓ikη , (3.5)

where the ± corresponds to the positive/negative frequency mode function. Using these we can

determine the ζ power spectrum to be

Pζ(k) =
2π2Aζ

k3
, Aζ =

1

4π2

(
H

fπ

)4

, (3.6)

where Aζ ≈ 2×10−9 is the amplitude of scalar fluctuations and is experimentally measured from

CMB data [46].

We are interested in perturbatively calculating the bispectrum ⟨πc(k1)πc(k2)πc(k3)⟩ at equal

times η0 → 0. To do so we will implement the standard rules of quantum mechanics and use the

in-in formalism [65]

⟨πc(k1)πc(k2)πc(k3)⟩ =
〈(
T̄ e

i
∫ η0
−∞(1+iϵ)

dηHI(η)
)
πc(k1)πc(k2)πc(k3)

(
Te

−i
∫ η0
−∞(1−iϵ)

dηHI(η)
)〉

,

(3.7)

where HI(η) is the interaction Hamiltonian. Upon expanding the time-evolution operator, one

can write Feynman rules to compute these correlators diagrammatically [66]. To do so we will

require the momentum space propagators of all the fields involved. We need both the bulk-bulk

propagators for any fields propagating in the inflationary bulk spacetime and bulk-boundary

11In the presence of terms quadratic in g00, one can admit a nontrivial sound speed cπ for the inflaton in which
case the symmetry breaking scale changes to f4

π = 2M2
plḢcπ. We will assume cπ = 1 here.
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propagators for our external fields, which for us will just be πc. The bulk-bulk propagators can

be determined using the πc mode functions to be

G±,±
π (k; η, η′) = π±c (k, η)π∓c (k, η′)θ(η − η′) + π∓c (k, η)π±c (k, η′)θ(η′ − η) ,

G+−
π (k; η, η′) = π+c (k, η′)π−c (k, η) ,

G−+
π (k; η, η′) = π−c (k, η′)π+c (k, η) ,

(3.8)

where these are the (anti)time-ordered propagators and the Wightman functions respectively.

Likewise the bulk-boundary propagators are

K±
π (k; η) = π∓c (k, η)π±c (k, η0) . (3.9)

Since we are only interested in the πc bispectrum, πc will only appear as an external state and

we will only need to use the bulk-boundary propagator. We will represent it diagrammatically

as

k = Ka
π(k; η, η0) , (3.10)

where a = ± represents the two operator orderings and the grey bar represents the late-time

boundary of inflation, which is also called the reheating surface.

3.1 Goldstone Mixing with Composite Operators

Now we will outline the leading interactions which mix the inflaton with a spectator local scalar

operator O(x). We will consider O = 1
2σ

2 and 1
2

[
V + V†] for the non-compact and compact

cases respectively. Our discussion here will hold for any scalar local operator O(x) and we will

only specialise at the end. For this discussion, we will primarily follow the strategy of [6, 26] and

assume the local operator O(x) is drawn from a de Sitter invariant sector. In other words, we will

ignore slow-roll corrections to the propagation of this operator since we expect such corrections

to be slow-roll suppressed.

Before discussing the mixing with πc, let us situate the discussion from Section 2 in the inflationary

context. For perturbative calculations we will need the momentum space Wightman function as

well, i.e. the two-point correlation function for the spatial Fourier transformed operator

Ok(η) ≡
∫

d3x eik·xO(x, η) . (3.11)

The momentum space propagator can be obtained from the position space one using an iϵ pre-

scription

⟨Ok(η)O−k(η′)⟩′ ≡ G+−
O (k; η, η′) =

∫
d3x eik·xGO(λ− iϵ) , (3.12)

where we assume η > η′, taking the limit ϵ → 0+ after integrating. Note that the notation

⟨· · · ⟩′ indicates that the momentum conserving Dirac delta function is stripped off the correlator.

The Wightman function for the opposite operator ordering G−+(k; η, η′) can be obtained by

12



complex conjugation as usual. Using these, both the time-ordered and anti time-ordered two-

point correlators can be built,

G±±
O (k; η, η′) ≡ G±∓

O (k; η, η′)θ(η − η′) +G∓±
O (k; η, η′)θ(η′ − η) . (3.13)

For composite operators such as σ2 and V, it is difficult to carry out these Fourier integrals analyt-

ically as they amount to carrying out loop-integrals in momentum space. Instead we will note that

the spectral representation also can be trivially applied to momentum space propagators

G±±
O (k; η, η′) =

∫ 3
2+i∞

3
2−i∞

d∆

2πi
ρO(∆)G±±(∆; k; η, η′) + (complementary states) , (3.14)

where G±±(∆; k; η, η′) is the momentum space free-field propagator with scaling dimension ∆.

Diagrammatically we will refer to this propagator as

O = Gab
O (k; η, η′) , (3.15)

where a, b = ± correspond to any four of the possible propagators involved in the bulk propagation

of O. Note that although O is in principle highly composite, since we are working at tree-level we

will only ever have to deal with a single propagator and we will not have to worry about potential

complications with Wick factorization that appear while dealing with loops of the compact scalar

[47]. Therefore the standard Feynman rules can be implemented without any change.

The leading coupling between the Goldstone πc and O is determined by

SOπ =

∫
dtd3x

√−g
[
1
2gΛ3(1 + g00)O

]
, (3.16)

where we normalise O to keep mass dimension [O] = 1 and the coupling dimensionless, leaving

the cutoff Λ explicit. In doing so we are hiding a factor of (H/Λ)∆O−1 in the coupling g, which

restores the canonical mass dimensions of O to [O] = ∆O. However we can always reintroduce

this factor at a later stage. Introducing the Goldstone mode leaves us with

SOπ =

∫
dηd3x a2(η)

[
gΛ3f−2

π a(η)π′cO − 1
2gΛ3f−4

π (π′c)
2O + 1

2gΛ3f−4
π (∂iπc)

2O
]
. (3.17)

We will only pay attention to the couplings with time-derivatives and discard the (∂iπc)
2 term.

This is because we are primarily interested in the squeezed bispectrum and additional spatial

derivatives produce a suppressed contribution in this limit (see e.g. [26]). Therefore for our

purposes the interactions we need to keep track of are

SOπ =

∫
dηd3x a2

[
gΛ3f−2

π aπ′cO − 1
2gΛ3f−4

π (π′c)
2O
]
. (3.18)
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These interaction terms produce a quadratic vertex and a cubic vertex

O

k3 = −igΛ3f−2
π a3(η)∂η and

O

k1 k2 = −igΛ3f−4
π a2(η)∂η∂η , (3.19)

where it is understood that the time-derivatives act on the πc mode functions. Note that momen-

tum is conserved at the vertices due to spatial translation invariance of the background.

3.2 Primordial Bispectrum

There are many available tools to perturbatively compute inflationary correlation functions. One

can implement the standard in-in formalism [15, 23, 54, 55, 65–68], analytically continue Euclidean

AdS Witten diagrams [53, 62, 69, 70], or analytically continue from the Euclidean sphere [22, 47,

52, 56]. The bootstrap approach, on the other hand, recasts the standard in-in diagrams into

second order differential equations and we will particularly be relying on insights and results from

this approach [12, 20, 21, 26, 71–75].

Let us begin with the simplest case of tree-level exchange of a scalar with scaling dimension ∆. In

the bootstrap approach, the primary object of interest is the seed function, called b(∆; k1, k2, k3),

which is the three-point correlation function of conformally coupled scalars, in place of πc, due

to a massive scalar exchange. Since the massless propagator is related to the propagator of a

conformally coupled scalar via certain weight-shifting operations, the respective bispectra can

also be related similarly [12]. Here we will recap some essential features of the tree-level exchange

bispectrum and defer the details to Appendix A.

The seed function b(∆; k1, k2, k3) is highly constrained by the de Sitter isometries on the late-

time boundary, where they become the three dimensional Euclidean conformal group. Conformal

symmetry forces this function to be of the form b(∆; k1, k2, k3) = k−1
3 b̂(∆;u), where u ≡ k3

k1+k2
is

called the momentum cross-ratio, which for physical kinematics (set by momentum conservation

k1 + k2 + k3 = 0) takes values in u ∈ [0, 1]. The limit u → 0 corresponds to squeezed triangles

(k3 ≪ k1, k2) and the limit u→ 1 corresponds to flattened triangles (k3 ∼ k1 +k2). The squeezed

limit will be the primary focus of this paper. The reason for these simplifications is essentially

because we are working in the slow-roll approximation, where all the propagators are taken to be

de Sitter invariant, and all knowledge of slow-roll is hidden inside the symmetry breaking scale

fπ.

In terms of the seed-function the πc bispectrum takes the form

Bπ(k1, k2, k3) = −g
2Λ6H3

16f6π

1

k1k2k3k312
(u∂2u + 2∂u)b̂(∆;u) + cyc., (3.20)

where “cyc.” denotes cyclic permutations in the momenta k1, k2 and k3. Therefore the form

of the primordial bispectrum is entirely dictated by the seed function b̂(∆;u). This function is
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conventionally organised into two parts,

b̂(∆;u) = b̂EFT(∆;u) +
1

2

[
b̂NA(∆;u) + b̂NA(∆̄;u)

]
. (3.21)

The EFT piece b̂EFT(u), as the name suggests, is an analytic function of u and is entirely mimi-

cable by local self-interactions. It can be expressed as a series expansion

b̂EFT(u) =
∞∑
n=0

(
−1

2

)n √
π n!

Γ(n+ 1
2)
cn(∆)un+1

2F1

[
n+1
2 , n+2

2
n+ 3

2

∣∣∣∣u2 ] (3.22)

where the series coefficients are

cn(∆) =
1

(∆ − n− 2)(n− 1 − ∆)
, (3.23)

which carry all the mass dependence in the tree-level exchange process. Importantly, this series

converges in the physical domain, except for u → 1, and we review this limit in more detail in

Appendix B. The non-analytic piece is

b̂NA(∆;u) = F(∆)u∆−1
2F1

[
1
2(∆ − 1), ∆

2
∆ − 1

2

∣∣∣∣u2 ] , F(∆) ≡ Γ(32 − ∆)Γ(1 − ∆
2 )Γ2(∆2 )

2Γ(32 − ∆
2 )

. (3.24)

In the squeezed limit this scales as b̂NA(∆;u) ∼ F(∆)u∆−1. For heavy masses ν ≫ 1 (where

∆ = 3
2 + iν) it is useful to recall that

b̂NA(32 + iν;u) + b̂NA(32 − iν;u) ∼ ν−1/2e−πνu
1
2+iν + ν−1/2e−πνu

1
2−iν , (3.25)

where the exponential decay is the characteristic Boltzmann suppression associated with particle

production in de Sitter. A crucial point is that b̂NA(∆;u) admits simple poles in the complex

∆-plane, specifically when Re(∆) ≥ 3
2 . The form of the amplitude F(∆) makes it apparent that

these poles are at ∆ = 3
2 + n and ∆ = 2(n+ 1), for n ∈ Z≥0.

Now let us move on to the case where we exchange the composite operator O. In the exchange

diagram for the inflationary bispectrum, we can resolve O into its spectral representation in

order to express it as a sum over free field exchange diagrams, weighted by the spectral density.

Schematically

O

k1 k2 k3 =

∫ 3
2+i∞

3
2−i∞

d∆

2πi
ρO(∆) ×


∆

k1 k2 k3

 .
(3.26)

As with the tree-level bispectrum, we are constrained by the de Sitter invariance of the com-

posite operator. Therefore the form of the composite-exchange bispectrum is fixed by a single
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function

B̂O(u) ≡
∫ 3

2+i∞

3
2−i∞

d∆

2πi
ρO(∆)b̂(∆;u) , (3.27)

where b̂(u) is the standard tree-level seed function, and we have assumed no complementary

states contribute. The bispectrum generated by SOπ can be readily expressed as

Bπ(k1, k2, k3) = −g
2Λ6H3

16f6π

1

k1k2k3k312
(u∂2u + 2∂u)B̂O(u) + cyc. (3.28)

Recalling that ζ = −(H/f2π)πc, the ζ bispectrum can then be expressed as

Bζ(k1, k2, k3) = 1
2g

2(2π2Aζ)
3

(
Λ

H

)6 1

k1k2k3k312
(u∂2u + 2∂u)B̂O(u) + cyc. (3.29)

Therefore in order to obtain the bispectrum, we must solve for the seed function B̂(u). We will

proceed by separately performing the spectral integral for b̂EFT(∆;u) and b̂NA(∆;u). In other

words we can express the complete answer as

B̂O(u) = B̂EFT
O (u) + B̂NA

O (u) . (3.30)

Let us discuss the EFT piece first. Note that in (3.22) since all the mass dependence is captured

by the series coefficients cn(∆), the series expansion will remain analytic in u and only the

coefficients will change. Therefore the EFT piece can be expressed as

B̂EFT
O (u) =

∞∑
n=0

(
−1

2

)n √
π n!

Γ(n+ 1
2)
CO
n u

n+1
2F1

[
n+1
2 , n+2

2
n+ 3

2

∣∣∣∣u2 ] , (3.31)

where the series coefficients are

CO
n =

∫ 3
2+i∞

3
2−i∞

d∆

2πi

ρO(∆)

(∆ − n− 2)(n+ 1 − ∆)
. (3.32)

Note that these coefficients can very easily be UV divergent, provided the spectral density grows

like ρ(32 + iν) ∼ ν as ν → ∞. However, our focus here is on the squeezed limit of the bispectrum,

in which this piece scales at most as B̂EFT
O (u) ∼ u. As we will see explicitly below, this is typically

subdominant compared to the non-analytic piece. Therefore we will move on to the non-analytic

piece and defer a more complete discussion of the EFT piece to Appendix B.12

At tree-level, the non-analytic part is written as a sum of shadow symmetric terms. Since the

spectral density is invariant under shadow symmetry on the principal series line, we only need to

12The EFT piece is nevertheless important in order to capture the full shape of the bispectrum. As we discuss
more thoroughly in Appendix B, the EFT piece is crucial in cancelling an unphysical singularity when u → 1, or
for flattened triangular configurations.
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γ
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∆

3
2

Figure 2: The contour deformation to resolve the spectral integral of b̂NA(∆;u) in terms of a
sum over residues. The blue points schematically indicate the poles of the spectral density ∆∗
and the red points the poles of the tree-level seed function b̂NA(∆;u) at ∆ = 2, 4, · · · .

integrate over one of the terms. The result is then,

B̂NA
O (u) =

∫ 3
2+i∞

3
2−i∞

d∆

2πi
ρO(∆)b̂NA(∆;u) . (3.33)

Recall that by virtue of Boltzmann suppression, b̂NA(32 ± iν;u) ∼ e−π|ν| when ν → ±∞. Since

a healthy spectral function must grow slower than that for the Källen-Lehmann integral of the

two-point function to converge, the non-analytic piece must be free from UV divergences. Of

course, this makes sense since the non-analytic piece is fixed by infrared physics, i.e. the long-

distance propagation of the exchanged operator O. Note that this integral can also readily be

done numerically. In case any of singularities of the spectral density ∆∗ cross the integration

contour, we must be more careful in also accounting for the residues accumulated along the way.

We will comment on those cases separately.

Now we wish to deform the contour to the right of the principal series line and resolve our integral

into a sum over residues, as shown in Figure 2. We note that for large and positive ∆ the function

b̂NA(∆;u) scales as

b̂NA(∆;u) ∼ ∆−1
2 exp

1

4
∆ log

u4 + 4
(√

1 − u2 − 2
)
u2 − 8

√
1 − u2 + 8

u4

 , (3.34)

where the coefficient of ∆ in the exponent is negative for all physical kinematics u ∈ [0, 1) (see

Appendix D for details). Therefore as long as the spectral density ρO(∆) grows sub-exponentially

this deformation can always be done. We will find that this is the case for both σ2 and the vertex

operator.

The potential poles we encounter are either those of b̂NA(∆;u) or of ρO(u). Let us discuss the

former first. We encounter one set of poles at ∆∗ = 3
2 + n, for n ∈ Z≥0. Fortunately as discussed
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in Section 2, all known spectral densities have zeros at these locations so these poles are spurious.

We also have singularities at ∆∗ = 2n + 2, for n ∈ Z≥0, which do not have any reason to be

eliminated. These poles will contribute terms which are analytic in u, i.e. they will resemble EFT

type terms.13

We will also receive contributions from the singularities of the spectral density. These have a

clear interpretation as the infrared states we observe in the squeezed limit of the inflationary

bispectrum. Putting everything together we have

B̂NA
O (u) = −

∑
∆∗

[Res∆∗ρO(∆)] b̂NA(∆∗;u) −
∞∑
n=0

[
Res2n+2b̂NA(∆;u)

]
ρO(2n+ 2) . (3.35)

An implicit assumption here is that the singularities of the spectral density do not overlap with

those of b̂NA(∆;u). The singularities can overlap e.g. for the compact scalar when β ∈ Z≥0, but

we will ignore these cases here. Let us now evaluate the seed function for the non-compact and

compact theories.

3.3 Non-Compact Scalar

For O = σ2 one fairly straightforward way to calculate the non-analytic seed function is to simply

numerically integrate the spectral integral. When 2∆σ >
3
2 , i.e. when the poles of the spectral

density lie to the right side of the principal series line we have

B̂NA
σ2 (u) =

1

2

∫ ∞

−∞

dν

2π
ρσ2(u)

[
b̂NA(32 + iν;u) + b̂NA(32 − iν;u)

]
. (3.36)

Along the principal series line when ν → ∞ the spectral density scales as

ρσ2(α+ iν) =
1

4(16π)α−1Γ(α)
ν2α−2 + · · ·

α→3
2−−−→ ν

8π
+ · · · , (3.37)

so the numerical integral converges for all u. When the poles cross over to the left of the principal

series line, the spectral representation of σ2 does not only include principal series states, but also

some finite number of complementary states. These can be interpreted as pole crossings through

the principal series contour as we continue from 2∆σ > 3
2 to a smaller ∆σ. When the pole

∆∗ = 2∆σ <
3
2 the numerical integral is amended to

B̂NA
σ2 (u) = −

[
b̂NA(2∆σ;u) + (∆σ ↔ ∆̄σ)

]
Res2∆σρσ2(∆)

+
1

2

∫ ∞

−∞

dν

2π
ρσ2(u)

[
b̂NA(32 + iν;u) + b̂NA(32 − iν;u)

]
,

(3.38)

13At first glance it may seem odd that summing the non-analytic bispectrum, which is what the spectral integral
accomplishes, produces EFT-type terms at all. However, the function b̂NA(u) as we call it receives a partial
contribution from the non-factorizable in-in diagrams. In simple terms, the separation between the EFT and non-
analytic piece at tree-level is not sharp. A better representation of the tree-level bispectrum therefore may not see
the singularities at ∆ = 2, 4, · · · . We thank Hayden Lee for explaining this to us.
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Figure 3: We compare the result of the numerical integral (3.33) for the operator σ2 with the
corresponding analytical result for scaling dimensions ∆σ = 0.2 and ∆σ = 1.3. We sum up to
N = 10 and N = 40 residues for the solid lines and show the numerical integral in black dots.

where the residue can equivalently be seen as the contribution from the momentum coefficient

[Gσ2 ]−∆ which now has a singularity on the complementary series line (see Figure 1).

When we work with the sum over residues instead we have three sets of spectral function sin-

gularities to keep track of. We will start with the assumption that σ is a principal series scalar

and analytically continue our result to the complementary series. This prescription is the same

as requiring that the contour of integration in (3.33) must separate the “left” and “right” poles

of the spectral density, as is commonly implemented in Mellin space [69, 70]. Lastly, note that

as ∆ → +∞ the spectral density scales as ρσ2(∆) ∼ ∆. Following the discussion in the previous

section, the exponential decay of b̂NA(∆;u) ensures we can apply the residue theorem for all

physical u.

In (3.35), in principle we have contributions from ∆∗ = 3, 5, 7, · · · , however we find that b̂NA(3 +

2n;u) = 0 so this series of poles does note contribute. Then, the set of poles of b̂NA(∆;u) at

∆ = 4, · · · also don’t contribute—only the one at ∆ = 2. This is because ρσ2(4 + 2n) = 0 for

n ∈ Z≥0. The only remaining poles which contribute are the ones at 2∆σ + 2n and 2∆̄σ + 2n.

Putting everything together we have

B̂NA
σ2 (u) =

(3 − 2∆σ)

8π
csc 2π∆σ arctan(u)

−
∞∑
n=0

[[
Res2∆σ+2nρ

2
σ(∆)

]
b̂NA(2∆σ + 2n;u) + (∆σ ↔ ∆̄σ)

]
.

(3.39)

We show a comparison of the analytical result with the numerical one in Figure 3 for scaling

dimensions ∆σ = 0.2 and ∆σ = 1.3. We observe that as we approach u → 1, we need to

sum over more terms in the series, especially for larger scaling dimensions. This is because the

convergence of the series worsens as we approach the flattened configuration, especially for larger

∆σ. Nevertheless, most triangle configurations are captured with great accuracy using N ∼ 10

residues. We also see that for larger mass, the small u behavior is regular, whereas for small ∆σ
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we observe a singularity. This is the usual singularity in the bispectrum B̂σ2(u) ∼ u2∆σ−1 if we

exchange a light scalar, and the threshold for seeing this singularity is ∆σ = 1. Lastly, the growth

as u → 1 is the standard log(1 − u) growth associated with the non-analytic piece. As observed

for the tree-level seed function, we expect that it should be cancelled by the EFT piece, which

we partially discuss in Appendix B, but leave a complete investigation for future work.

Now we are primarily interested in the seed function when ∆σ → 0. It is instructive to note that

the leading residue in this limit is at ∆∗ = 2∆σ, where it scales as Res2∆σρσ2(∆) ≈ −1/(8π2∆σ)+

O(∆0
σ). This is of course the usual infrared divergence observed for light scalars in de Sitter. The

key point is that all other residues are regular in this limit. Therefore the seed function in this

light limit is given by

B̂NA
σ2 (u) ≈ 1

8π2∆σ
b̂NA(2∆σ;u) =

Γ
(
3
2 − 2∆σ

)
Γ(1 − ∆σ)Γ(∆σ)2

16π2∆σΓ
(
3
2 − ∆σ

) u2∆σ−1 + · · · , (3.40)

where in the second equality we have expanded the seed function in the squeezed limit. We can

translate this result onto the inflationary bispectrum using (3.29). This produces the well known

local shape in the inflationary bispectrum

Bζ(k1, k2, k3)
k3→0−−−→ −g2 Aζ

16∆2
φ

(
Λ

H

)6

Pζ(k1)Pζ(k3)

(
k3
k1

)0

, (3.41)

where the amplitude fNL ∝ ∆−2
σ is infrared enhanced by the mass. However as we will see below,

this infrared enhancement is a signal that this answer is incomplete. In other words, it is a sign

of the theory losing perturbativity. Higher order operators such as σ4, σ6, · · · need to enter the

picture to potentially rescue this divergence. We will see shortly that for a compact scalar, this

does indeed happen, and keeping track of the full gauge-invariant operator will change the scaling

of the bispectrum in the squeezed limit.

3.4 Compact Scalar

For the compact scalar the composite operator being exchanged is 1
2 [V + V†]14 so we rely on

our computation of the spectral density ρV(∆). With the spectral density, we can calculate

the non-analytic seed function by numerically performing the spectral integral. For β > 3/2 it

is

B̂NA
V (u) =

1

2

∫ ∞

−∞

dν

2π
ρV(u)

[
b̂NA(32 + iν;u) + b̂NA(32 − iν;u)

]
. (3.42)

Recall that the spectral density of the vertex operator grows as ∆
2
3
(β−2) exp

(
3β1/3∆2/3

24/3

)
which

ensures that this integral converges (see Appendix E for details).

This is sufficient when β > 3
2 , i.e. in the absence of pole crossings. For β < 3/2 the spectral

representation of the vertex operator also includes a complementary series state. In that case the

14We could have instead worked with the operator cos(φ + φ0), where φ0 is an arbitrary phase and arrived at
O = 1

2
eiφ0V + c.c. instead. At the level of the bispectrum, this phase can be completely absorbed by the coupling

g, so we find it convenient to set it to zero. This also enables us to match with the non-compact theory since
cos(φ) = 1 + 1

2
φ2 + · · · .
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Figure 4: The same as Figure 3 but for the compact scalar. We sum up to N = 10 and N = 40
residues for the solid lines and show the numerical integral in black dots. On the left we show
the comparison for β = 1.8 and on the right for β = 3.4. We see that as we increase β, we need
to sum over more residues to match the exact numerical answer.

spectral representation of the non-analytic piece becomes

B̂NA
V (u) = −

[
b̂NA(β;u) + b̂NA(2α− β;u)

]
Res2βρV(∆)

+
1

2

∫ ∞

−∞

dν

2π
ρV(u)

[
b̂NA(32 + iν;u) + b̂NA(32 − iν;u)

]
.

(3.43)

As discussed previously, we can also simply apply the residue theorem to the spectral integral,

assuming β > 3/2, where the resulting expression applies for all β by analytic continuation. In

order to do so we note that the relevant poles of the spectral density lie at ∆∗ = β + n where

n ∈ Z≥0. In addition to this, all of the poles of b̂NA(∆;u) at ∆ = 2, 4, · · · , will also contribute.

The complete answer then becomes

B̂V(u) = −
∞∑
n=0

[Resβ+nρV(∆)] b̂NA(β + n;u) −
∞∑
n=0

[
Res2n+2b̂NA(∆;u)

]
ρV(2n+ 2) . (3.44)

The sub-exponential growth of the spectral density ensures that the sum over residues converges.

Nevertheless, the spectral density grows rapidly compared to ρσ2(∆) which makes numerical con-

vergence extremely slow as u → 1. For these points it is more efficient to instead numerically

perform the spectral integral. We compare the numerical evaluation of the spectral represen-

tation with the analytical result in Figure 4. Indeed we observe that the convergence of the

series becomes worse as we approach u → 1. Nevertheless since we are only interested in the

leading asymptotic behavior as u → 0, we only need to keep track of the first term of the sum

corresponding to n = 0. When β < 2 the leading scaling is determined by the residue at ∆∗ = β

to be

B̂NA
V (u) ≈ 16π2(3 − 2β) cos(πβ)

Γ(2β − 3)

Γ(β)Γ(β − 1)
b̂NA(β;u) =

4π32β cot(π2β)

1 − β
uβ−1 + · · · , (3.45)
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whereas for β > 2 the leading scaling is analytic in u

B̂NA
V (u) ≈ −2ρV(2) arctan(u) = −2ρV(2)u+ · · · . (3.46)

The interpretation of this result is also clear— for sufficiently large β, the vertex propagator

decays rapidly which means that it becomes difficult to produce an on-shell compact scalar state.

In this sense, the compact scalar becomes very “heavy”. Its effect on the bispectrum becomes

degenerate with that of a series of local self interactions of the inflaton. This is consistent with

the observations of [47] where it was found that loop effects of the compact scalar exponentially

diminish in magnitude as we send β → ∞.

We therefore see that working with the appropriate gauge-invariant vertex operators for a massless

compact scalar leads to a qualitatively different prediction for the squeezed bispectrum. Instead

of the local shape, the squeezed limit is determined by another important dimensionless ratio,

namely β ∝ (H/f)2. For the primordial ζ bispectrum we therefore find that for β < 2

Bζ(k1, k2, k3)
k3→0−−−→ fNL(β)

(
k3
k1

)β

Pζ(k1)Pζ(k3) + · · · , (3.47)

where the amplitude is

fNL(β) = −2π5g2Aζ

(
Λ

H

)6

β cot

(
πβ

2

)
. (3.48)

We observe that this amplitude, for g ∼ 1, can be at least an order of magnitude larger than the

one in the corresponding non-compact case. However, due to the degeneracy with the coupling

we do not see this as a reliable discriminating factor. We also note that this amplitude diverges at

β = 2, 4, 6, · · · . This is a manifestation of the fact that for positive integer β, the poles of ρV(∆)

overlap with those of b̂NA(∆;u). In a previous study [47], it was found that it is necessary to be

careful around integer β values in order to extract physical effects. Moreover, in Appendix C we

analyse the bulk CFT exchange case which exhibits a qualitatively similar feature when the CFT

scaling dimension δ takes integer values. Specifically we analyse the bispectrum when δ = 2 and

show that it is no longer built up solely of power-laws, but also contains log(u) terms. We expect

a very similar result for the compact scalar with positive integer β as well. Nevertheless, we will

leave a careful treatment of these values of β for future work. Finally, when β > 2 the analytic

scaling dominates and the bispectrum in the squeezed limit is

Bζ(k1, k2, k3)
k3→0−−−→

(
k3
k1

)2

Pζ(k1)Pζ(k3) + · · · , (3.49)

which is degenerate with local self-interactions of ζ.

For our final point, note that in general we could have considered a gauge-invariant operator with

any frequency cos(pφ), for positive integer p. The two-point function for such a vertex operator
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Vp ∝ eipφ is instead [47]

⟨V†
pVp⟩ ∝ exp

(
p2β

2
λ

)
λp

2β , (3.50)

i.e. its effect is the same as working with our V and a rescaled β → p2β. As we have just observed,

vertex operators with large β behave like heavy operators in that they decay very rapidly as they

propagate through spacetime, which implies that they are difficult to produce in the expanding

inflationary spacetime. Therefore their effects in the squeezed limit of the primordial bispectrum

will be subdominant. In this way, we can see that the predictions for the compact theory are

dominated by a single vertex operator.

4 Discussion and Conclusions

In this paper, we have studied the phenomenology of light compact scalar fields, or axions, which

acted as spectators during inflation. Our study is a step in fully characterising the impact of such

scalars on the non-Gaussianity of the comoving curvature fluctuations ζ. Specifically, we have

argued that to capture the effects of the compact scalar φ, it is necessary to properly account for

its gauge symmetry, and in doing so demonstrated a qualitatively different prediction than that

of the non-compact scalar σ, as was previously found in [47]. We targeted the squeezed limit of

the bispectrum as a particular observable, and subsequently found that working with the gauge

invariant vertex operators V produced the novel scaling

Bζ(k1, k2, k3) ∼
(
k3
k1

)β

+

(
k3
k1

)2

(4.1)

in the squeezed k3 → 0 limit. The bispectrum decays with an exponent set by the ratio H/(2πf),

i.e. the ratio of the inflationary Hubble scale to the field-space circumference of φ. Since we are

required to work with a highly composite operator in this theory, the light compact scalar can be

understood as a strongly-coupled sector. Indeed, the qualitative features of the spectral density

ρV(∆) in Section 2 revealed similarities with another example of a strongly-coupled sector— the

bulk CFT operator. We additionally discuss the bispectrum generated by the CFT operator in

Appendix C and find a result which qualitatively displays a similar scaling in the squeezed limit

as the compact theory.

One observable in which the squeezed bispectrum explicitly manifests is the power spectrum of

a late-time cosmological tracer, e.g. galaxy clustering catalogues or line intensity maps. Let us

call the fluctuations of this tracer δt(z,k) at redshift z with power spectrum,

⟨δt(z,k)δt(z,k
′)⟩ = (2π)3δD(k + k′)D2(z)Pt(k) (4.2)

where D(z) is called the growth factor since it tracks the growth of fluctuations over time. Recall

that for β < 2 the squeezed ζ bispectrum is given by,

Bζ(k1, k2, k3)
k3→0−−−→ fNL(β)

(
k3
k1

)β

. (4.3)
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In general, primordial non-Gaussianity impacts the clustering of tracers in the late universe

[76, 77]. In the tracer’s power spectrum this scaling is reflected as [7, 78, 79]

Pt(k) =
[
b21 + bζfNL(β)kβ−2

]
Pm(k) , (4.4)

where Pm(k) is the dark matter power spectrum, b1 is the linear bias and bζ is known as the

scale-dependent bias which is generated by non-Gaussianities in ζ.15 The scale-dependent bias is

a useful probe of primordial non-Gaussianity as it causes the power spectrum Pt(k) to grow in

magnitude for longer wavelengths, i.e. in the k → 0 limit. When β > 2 the situation is equivalent

to setting fNL = 0 as the power spectrum is regular in the limit k → 0. Therefore we have a range

of exponents β ∈ (0, 2) which have the potential to be measured by cosmological surveys.

Unfortunately, the compact scalar bispectrum is not unique in this regard. We have also cal-

culated the bispectrum generated by the operator σ2. Assume we keep the mass mσ non-

zero, but still in the complementary series so that the scaling dimension ∆σ ∈ (0, 32). Re-

call that B̂σ2(u) ∼ u2∆σ−1 for small but non-zero ∆σ. This produces a scale-dependent bias

δPt(k) ∼ k2∆σ−2, where 2∆σ ∈ (0, 3). Therefore this theory is also capable of generating the

same numerical exponent in the scale-dependent bias term. As we discuss in Appendix C, the

exchange of a bulk CFT operator is also capable of generating the same squeezed bispectrum.

Seen from the opposite perspective, this also demonstrates that a measurement of the exponent

in the squeezed bispectrum can correspond to vastly different physical mechanisms. For the non-

compact scalar we measure ∆σ, or the mass, and for the compact scalar the exponent measures

the ratio of the inflationary Hubble scale to the circumference of the compact scalar’s field space

2πf . Therefore one must be careful while interpreting a measurement of this exponent with

future cosmological surveys.16

This does not of course preclude the possibility of distinguishing between these scenarios using a

complete bispectrum template which is valid for other triangular configurations. In other words,

measuring subleading terms in the series expansion of B̂NA
O (u), which as we have seen are fixed

by the spectral density ρO(∆), provides sufficient information to specify the operator O. In

Appendix B we find preliminary signs that for the compact scalar case, the non-analytic piece

B̂NA
V is of comparable size to the EFT piece B̂EFT

V even for β > 2. This suggests that utilizing all

available triangles can allow us to identify the vertex operator exchange. Of course, this is only

practical insofar as systematics permit so we leave a careful investigation for future work.

This work has set the foundations for studying the effects of light compact scalars, and many

of the results can trivially be extended to theories with multiple compact scalars as well. In

more realistic quantum gravity models, we typically encounter not one but many such compact

scalars with decay constants βi ranging across many orders of magnitude [37–42]. These scalars

typically mix very weakly and we can therefore expect them to combine linearly at the level of

15For the reader who is unfamiliar with these terms—the linear and scale-dependent biases can be understood as
free parameters which track our ignorance of astrophysical processes involved with the production of the specific
tracer being considered. For example, if our tracers are galaxies, these parameters capture any unknown physics
involved with galaxy formation.

16We thank John Stout for highlighting this point.
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the ζ-bispectrum

Bζ(k1, k2, k3) ∼
∑

i|βi<2

fNL(βi)

(
k3
k1

)βi

, (4.5)

and therefore also at the level of the tracer’s power spectrum

Pt(k) =

b21 +
∑

i|βi<2

bζfNL(βi)k
βi−2

Pm(k) . (4.6)

Depending on the density of decay constants in a given window of mass scales, this may change

the scaling with k from a power law entirely. We leave a more careful examination for future

work.

This paper is a step in characterising the inflationary phenomenology of spectator axions during

inflation. More work needs to be done in order to be in a position to fully exploit the available

cosmological data to constrain such models. As discussed above, there are many interesting

directions to explore. We summarize them below:

• Our focus here has been on the squeezed primordial bispectrum, using which we identified

an interesting range of axion decay constants to be β < 2 or f > 1
4πH. It would be

interesting to calculate the bispectrum for all triangular configurations which may allow us

to identify other configurations in order to detect a light compact scalar. We have taken

the first steps towards this goal in Appendix B. In this vein, the techniques used in this

paper can also be trivially extended to calculate the primordial trispectrum as well. We

leave a complete exploration of these targets for future work.

• A related aspect which deserves further investigation is the flattened configuration, i.e.

when u → 1. For the compact scalar, it is unclear if the bispectrum exhibits a singularity

in this configuration or not. As discussed more thoroughly in Appendix B, this singularity

is typically expected to be absent for any bispectrum in the Bunch-Davies state. However,

the compact scalar is a very composite operator and may not satisfy this expectation. In

order to study this, it would be necessary to carefully renormalise the EFT piece of the

seed function. We leave this for future work.

• In this paper, we have worked with a toy model for the compact scalar field. In more

realistic scenarios, there may be several compact scalars active during inflation. It would

be interesting to apply the results developed here to different UV models in order to de-

velop a more realistic phenomenological picture. Moreover, it would be interesting to place

constraints on such compact scalars using Planck CMB data and galaxy clustering data,

e.g. the SDSS-BOSS catalogue. We leave this for future work.
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A In-In Diagrams

In this section we will provide a detailed derivation of the bispectrum exchange diagram calculated

in the main text. We will first review the derivation of the tree-level seed function for the

trispectrum, thereby reviewing the work of [71], and using that obtain the same for the bispectrum

b̂(∆;u). We will then demonstrate the details of the in-in calculation for the exchange of the

composite operator O which were omitted in the main text.

A.1 Tree-Level Seed Function

We will begin our discussion with the tree-level seed function for the trispectrum. We will recount

the s-channel trispectrum of conformally coupled scalars Φ, generated by the exchange of a free-

field scalar with scaling dimension ∆, which we call F (k1, k2, k3, k4; s). This is convenient for us

since several different computations for this function exist in the literature [68, 71]. Setting the

coupling to unity for convenience, the corresponding in-in integral for the s-channel is

F (k1, k2, k3, k4; s) =
∑
a,b=±

(ab)

∫ 0

−∞(1∓iϵ)

dη

η2

∫ 0

−∞(1∓iϵ)

dη′

η′2
e−ai(k1+k2)ηe−bi(k3+k4)η′Gab(∆; s; η, η′) ,

(A.1)

where s ≡ |k1 + k2| is the momentum of the exchanged particle. Note that the free propagators

Gab(∆; s; η, η′) are factorizable into functions of sη and sη′. Therefore rescaling η → s−1η and

η′ → s−1η′ shows that the kinematic variables fixing the form of F are the so-called momentum

cross-ratios u = s/(k1 + k2) and v = s/(k3 + k4). Specifically, it can be shown that F ({ki}; s) =

s−1F̂ (u, v) where F̂ is called the trispectrum seed function.

In [71] it was shown that any correlator on the late-time boundary of de Sitter is constrained by

conformal invariance, which is the more fundamental way of understanding why F (k1, k2, k3, k4; s)

only depends on the cross-ratios u and v. The conformal Ward identities on the boundary lead

to a differential equation for the seed function

(∆u − ∆v)F̂ (u, v) = 0 , (A.2)

where the differential operator ∆u = u2(1 − u2)∂2u − 2u3∂u, and likewise for v. For the tree-level

exchange of a massive scalar, one can derive two second order differential equations. These can

be straightforwardly obtained by manipulating the equations of motion for the massive scalar.

The first, in terms of u, is

(∆u +m2 − 2)F̂ (u, v) =
uv

u+ v
. (A.3)

There is also an identical second equation in v. The space of solutions must be restricted by

implementing several boundary conditions. First, the choice of the Bunch-Davies vacuum is

enforced by requiring that limu→1 F̂ (u, v) must be finite [80, 81]. This corresponds to the so-

called folded configuration which must be regular for correlators in the Bunch-Davies vacuum
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[8, 80]. Another condition we must impose on the solution is symmetry under the exchange

u ↔ v, which can be seen to be true from the bulk in-in integrals. Lastly, we need to demand

that the correlator factorizes into a product of three-particle amplitudes as we send u, v → −1,

which is known as the total energy singularity.

Imposing these conditions with the help of the homogenous solutions of (A.3) provides the com-

plete solution

F̂ (u, v) =
π

2 cosh(πν)
F̂NA(u, v) + F̂EFT(u, v) . (A.4)

The solution is conveniently separated into a term which is non-analytic in u and v and therefore

knows about particle production in the bulk, and an EFT part which is analytic in u and v. The

EFT part is organised into a power series

F̂EFT(u, v) =
∞∑

m,n=0

cmnu
2m+1

(u
v

)n
, when u ≤ v , (A.5)

and the coefficients are

cmn(ν) ≡ (−1)n(n+ 1)(n+ 2) · · · (n+ 2m)[
(n+ 1

2)2 + ν2
] [

(n+ 5
2)2 + ν2

]
· · ·
[
(n+ 1

2 + 2m)2 + ν2
] . (A.6)

An alternative representation of the EFT piece will be especially useful for our purposes. We

will invoke the form calculated in [68] which evaluated the bulk integrals instead of solving the

boundary differential equations to obtain

F̂EFT(u, v) =
∑
n≥0

(−1)n

(n+ 1
2)2 + ν2

u
(u
v

)n
2F1

[
n+1
2 , 1 + n

2
3
2 + n

∣∣∣∣u2 ] 2F1

[
1−n
2 , −n

2
1
2 − n

∣∣∣∣ v2 ] . (A.7)

It can be checked numerically that this expression agrees with the double-sum from [71]. The

non-analytic piece is

F̂NA(u, v) = F̂+(u)F̂−(v) − F̂−(u)F̂+(v) − α−
α+

(β0 + 1)F̂+(u)F̂+(v)

− α+

α−
(β0 − 1)F̂−(u)F̂−(v) + β0

[
F̂−(u)F̂+(v) + F̂+(u)F̂−(v)

]
,

(A.8)

where

F̂±(z) ≡
(
iz

2ν

) 1
2
±iν

2F1

[
1
4 ± iν2 ,

3
4 ± iν2

1 ± iν

∣∣∣∣ z2 ] ,
α± ≡ −

(
i

2ν

) 1
2
±iν Γ(1 ± iν)

Γ(14 ± iν2 )Γ(34 ± iν2 )
, β0 ≡

1

i sinh(πν)
.

(A.9)

Note that the non-analytic piece can be reorganised into a manifestly shadow symmetric form

F̂NA(u, v) = F̂+(u)F̂−(v) − α−
α+

(β0 + 1)F̂+(u)F̂+(v) + β0F̂+(u)F̂−(v) + (ν ↔ −ν) . (A.10)

Taking the v → 1 limit of (A.8) and (A.7) leads to the expressions for b̂NA(∆;u) and b̂EFT(∆;u)
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provided in the main text.

A.2 In-In Diagrams for Composite Operator Exchange

The leading perturbative contribution to the πc bispectrum due to the interactions in (3.18) can

be determined using the standard diagrammatic rules to be

Bπ(k1, k2, k3) =

O

k1 k2 k3 + cyc.

=
∑
a,b=±

(ab)

(
−g

2f−6
π

2

)∫ η0

−∞
dη a2(η)

∫ η0

−∞
dη′ a3(η′)K ′

a(k1; η)K ′
a(k2; η)K ′

b(k3; η
′)Gab

O (k3; η, η
′) + cyc.

≡ g2f−6
π H

16k1k2k3
BO(k1, k2, k3) + cyc. ,

(A.11)

where, anticipating no late-time infrared divergences, in the last line we have taken η0 → 0. Here

’cyc.’ denotes permutations of the momenta (k1, k2, k3). We define

BO(k1, k2, k3) ≡
∑
a,b=±

(ab)

∫ 0

−∞(1∓iϵ)
dη

∫ 0

−∞(1∓iϵ)

dη′

η′2
e−ai(k1+k2)ηe−aik3η′Gab

O (k3; η, η
′) . (A.12)

Our goal now is to evaluate this in-in integral. We can resolve the propagators Gab
O (k; η, η′)

into their spectral representation and exchange the time integrals with the spectral integral to

produce

BO(k1, k2, k3; η0) =

∫ 3
2+i∞

3
2−i∞

d∆

2πi
ρO(∆)b(∆; k1, k2, k3) , (A.13)

where the tree-level bispectrum is

b(∆; k1, k2, k3) =
∑
a,b=±

(ab)

∫ 0

−∞(1∓iϵ)
dη

∫ 0

−∞(1∓iϵ)

dη′

η′2
e−ai(k1+k2)ηe−bik3η′Gab(∆; k3; η, η

′) .

(A.14)

The tree-level bispectrum is highly constrained by the de Sitter isometries. Its functional form

only depends on the momentum cross-ratio u ≡ k3/(k1 + k2). It is related to the four-point

function discussed previously by

b(∆; k1, k2, k3) = − lim
k4→0

lim
s→k3

∂2

∂(k1 + k2)2
F (k1, k2, k3, k4; s) . (A.15)

Therefore we have

b(∆; k1, k2, k3) = − k3
k312

(u∂2u + 2∂u)b̂(∆;u) , (A.16)

where b̂(∆;u) is the so-called tree-level seed function and corresponds to the equivalent exchange

bispectrum for conformally coupled external fields Φ. As a result BO(k1, k2, k3) can be expressed

28



as

BO(k1, k2, k3) = − 1

k312
(u∂2u + 2∂u)B̂O(u) , (A.17)

where

B̂O(u) ≡
∫ 3

2+i∞

3
2−i∞

d∆

2πi
ρO(∆)b̂(u) . (A.18)

With this we can trivially determine the πc bispectrum to be

Bπ(k1, k2, k3) = − g2f−6
π H

16k1k2k3

1

k312
(u∂2u + 2∂u)B̂O(u) , (A.19)

which is the expression used in the main text.

B EFT Piece of the Seed Function

In this section we will work out the details of the EFT contribution which were omitted in the

main text. There, we showed that the EFT expansion was fixed by the coefficients

CO
n =

∫ 3
2+i∞

3
2−i∞

d∆

2πi

ρO(∆)

(∆ − n− 2)(1 − n− ∆)
. (B.1)

It is helpful to recall (2.18) to connect this integral with the momentum coefficients

[GO]J =

∫ 3
2+i∞

3
2−i∞

d∆

2πi

ρO(∆)

(J + ∆)(J + ∆̄)
, (B.2)

where we are assuming −J lies to the left of the principal series line and 3 + J to the right. To

connect the EFT coefficients to the momentum coefficients we need to send J → −2,−3, · · · ,
which requires passing through the contour as shown in Figure 5. In doing so we will pick up

residues at ∆ = −J and ∆ = 3 + J to produce

CO
n = [GO]−(n+2) − [Res∆=2+n − Res∆=−n−1]

ρO(∆)

(∆ − n− 2)(∆̄ − n− 2)
, (B.3)

where we have accounted for the residues accumulated by the ∆ = −J and ∆ = J + 3 poles

crossing the contour as we send J → −2,−3, · · · . This is an intriguing result and a convenient

tool to organise our calculation. The first thing we learn from this is that since the momentum

coefficients are generically UV divergent, the EFT coefficients must be as well. This is good since

the EFT terms can be mimicked by local self-interactions of the inflaton, and therefore can be

easily renormalised by counterterms. However, these terms will be subdominant in the infrared,

or the squeezed limit, so the complete result is not particularly interesting for our purposes.

An important role played by the EFT piece at tree-level is to cancel an unphysical singularity as

u→ 1, which is known to correspond to our choice of the Bunch-Davies vacuum. To see this we
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0

∆

1 − n 2 + n

γ

0

∆

−J

3 + J

γ

Figure 5: Contour deformation to relate the momentum coefficients with the EFT coefficients
CO
n . Sending −J → n+ 2 pinches the contour twice, picking up two residues along the way.

note that as u→ 1 the non-analytic piece produces a singularity

1

2
b̂NA(∆;u) + (∆ ↔ ∆̄)

u→1−−−−−→ π

2
sech(πν) log(1 − u) . (B.4)

The EFT piece exhibits an equal and opposite singularity

b̂EFT(∆;u)
u→1−−−−−→ log(1 − u)

∞∑
n=0

1

2
(−1)n+1(2n+ 1)

1

(∆ + n− 1)(n+ 2 − ∆)

= −π
2

sech(πν) log(1 − u) ,

(B.5)

where we have isolated the leading divergence in the summand in the u→ 1 limit. Thus we can

see that the relative normalisation of the EFT and non-analytic pieces is important in order to

cancel this flattened singularity.

Already this aspect of the EFT piece presents an interesting point. As we have seen with our

general discussion concerning the exchange of a generic composite operator O, the coefficients

which determine the EFT expansion are generically UV divergent and must be renormalised

appropriately. Therefore the cancellation of this flattened singularity for a generic case is non-

trivial.17

Now we will determine the EFT coefficients using these general expressions for the non-compact

and compact scalars.

B.1 Non-Compact Scalar

Here we will not worry about determining the EFT expansion exactly, but instead focus on making

some qualitative remarks. Particularly we will only make a statement about the renormalisation

of the bispectrum and therefore are only interested in isolating the UV divergence.

As outlined, there are two ways of calculating the EFT coefficients— we can either perform the

integral (B.1) or calculate the momentum coefficients. Fortunately, the momentum coefficients

17We are grateful to Xingang Chen and Anson Hook for related discussions.
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for a quadratic operator σφ operator in general spacetime dimension were calculated in [52] in

terms of a 7F6[· · · ] hypergeometric function, and it is therefore straightforward to regulate these

coefficients in dimensional regularisation. Unfortunately, the equivalent form of b̂EFT(∆;u) is not

known to us in general spacetime dimensions, so we leave a complete calculation of these terms

for the future.

The UV divergence for α = 3−ϵ
2 dimensions is

[Gσ2 ]J
ϵ→0−−→ 1

8π2ϵ
+ O(ϵ) , (B.6)

which leads to a UV divergent contribution to the bispectrum

B̂EFT
σ2 (u) =

1

8π2ϵ

∞∑
n=0

(
−1

2

)n √
π n!

Γ(n+ 1
2)
un+1

2F1

[
n+1
2 , n+2

2
n+ 3

2

∣∣∣∣u2 ]+ O(ϵ) . (B.7)

While this expression looks complicated it can be checked by numerically performing the sum

that it is merely a rewriting of

B̂EFT
σ2 (u) =

1

8π2ϵ

u

1 + u
+ O(ϵ) . (B.8)

We could also have guessed this from previous calculations of the trispectrum generated by the

exchange of σ2, e.g. [54]. There it was determined that the UV divergence is,

F̂σ2(u, v) =
1

8π2ϵ

uv

u+ v
+ · · · (B.9)

Because setting v → 1 produces the bispectrum seed function, we see that our calculation pro-

duces the same result.

As a cross check, let us try to recover this divergence with a hard cutoff. We will therefore compute

(B.1) up to ν ≤ ν̄, i.e. we will kill all states heavier than ν̄. In four dimensions, the spectral

density grows as ρσ2(ν) ∼ ν
8π using which we can isolate the leading logarithmic divergence

Cσ2

n =

∫ ν̄

−ν̄

dν

2π

1

(n+ 1
2)2 + ν2

ρσ2(ν)
ν̄→∞−−−→ 1

8π2
log ν̄ + O(ν̄−1) , (B.10)

which is consistent with the ϵ-divergence we obtained using the momentum coefficients.

Using the hard-cutoff it is possible, albeit inefficient, to numerically regulate the EFT coefficients.

Specifically we can define the renormalised coefficients as

C̄σ2

n =

[∫ ν̄

−ν̄

dν

2π

ρσ2(ν)

(n+ 1
2)2 + ν2

]
− 1

8π2
log ν̄ (B.11)
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Figure 6: We plot the renormalised seed function for the non-compact scalar B̂σ2(u) for scaling
dimension ∆σ = 0.2. We show both the EFT and non-analytic parts separately from the full
seed function, i.e. the sum of the two.

for sufficiently large ν̄ so that the renormalised EFT piece of the seed function is

B̂EFT,ren
σ2 (u) =

∞∑
n=0

C̄σ2

n

(
−1

2

)n √
π n!

Γ(n+ 1
2)
un+1

2F1

[
n+1
2 , n+2

2
n+ 3

2

∣∣∣∣u2 ] . (B.12)

We plot the complete B̂σ2(u) in Figure 6. For small masses the seed function is dominated by

the non-analytic piece. We seem to observe a singularity when u → 1 although it is unclear if

this is a numerical artefact or a genuine feature of bispectrum at the loop level.

B.2 Compact Scalar

For the compact scalar, it is more convenient to use (B.3) to determine the EFT coefficients. We

will therefore calculate the momentum coefficients for the vertex operator. This was done in [47]

using dimensional regularization, where it was found that these coefficients are (shockingly) UV

finite. There, these coefficients were determined using the Lorentzian inversion formula (2.11)

and the UV finiteness was due to discGV(ξ) being very well behaved on the time-like branch

cut (ξ > 1). Of course, it must be noted that this may be scheme dependent. Dimensional

regularization is famously only sensitive to scale-less or logarithmic divergences [82], and may be

blind to the divergences we would have encountered using another scheme choice. Indeed, the

spectral density ρV(∆) grows faster than ∆ so, for instance, applying a hard-cutoff to (2.18) may

introduce a UV divergence. We will not follow this approach and instead choose to regulate our

momentum coefficients another way.

We will instead choose to define our momentum coefficients by the same way we calculated the
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spectral density, i.e. as a sum over bulk CFT states. Specifically,

[GV ]J ≡ 2β
∞∑
n=0

βn

n!
[Gβ+n]J

= −16π2Γ(1 − β)

Γ(β − 1)

Γ(J + β)

Γ(4 + J − β)
2F2

[
J + β, β − 3 − J

β, β − 1

∣∣∣∣ β2
] (B.13)

This expression exhibits the correct properties. It has simple poles at the locations one would

expect from the spectral density, namely at J = −β,−β − 2,−β − 3, · · · , and we have checked

that the residues at these poles are consistent with the ones determined in [47]. Moreover [GV ]J
also symmetrizes to produce the spectral density calculated in the main text

ρV(∆) =
1

2
(3 − 2∆)[GV ]−∆ + (∆ ↔ ∆̄) , (B.14)

which implies that the residues at these poles match with those of the spectral density as well.

Of course, this does not preclude the possibility that this regularization scheme is insensitive to

divergences we would have encountered in another scheme. In other words, these UV divergences

are typically shadow symmetric in J and therefore get killed in the spectral density. Supposing,

for example, that we were able to evaluate (B.1) by implementing a hard-cutoff ν̄ we expect to

find

[GV ]J = −16π2Γ(1 − β)

Γ(β − 1)

Γ(J + β)

Γ(4 + J − β)
2F2

[
J + β, β − 3 − J

β, β − 1

∣∣∣∣ β2
]

+ fJ(ν̄, β) , (B.15)

where fJ(ν̄, β) is a function such that f−∆(ν̄, β) is regular on the Re (∆) > 0 part of the complex

plane. It must also satisfy f−∆(ν̄, β) = f∆−3(ν̄, β) in order to be killed upon shadow symmetriza-

tion to produce the correct spectral density ρV(∆). We do not presently have a rigorous proof

of this claim and leave a more careful investigation for future work. It is nonetheless helpful to

keep in mind as we progress on to the EFT coefficients. Using the momentum coefficients (B.13)

in (B.3) produces

CV
n = −[GV ]−(n+2) . (B.16)

We plot the resulting seed function in Figure 7. While we are missing potential contributions

from local counterterms, this solution should nevertheless capture some qualitative features of

the bispectrum. For β = 0.2 we can see that the u → 0 limit is singular and the singularity

scales as uβ−1 as determined in our analysis of the non-analytic piece in the main text. Therefore

β = 1.8 sees no singularity and instead a simple power law decay. Nevertheless, we can see that

B̂V(u) is not completely determined by the non-analytic piece but in fact receives an appreciable

contribution from the EFT piece as well. We also observe that the non-analytic piece is compa-

rable in magnitude to the EFT piece, which holds for β > 2 as well. This is unlike the standard

behavior seen for heavy free fields, for which the non-analytic piece is exponentially suppressed

as we increase the mass ν.

As with the non-compact case, we may observe a singularity as u → 1 but again it is unclear if

that is a numerical artefact or not. We leave a more careful investigation for future work.
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Figure 7: We plot the full seed function for the compact scalar B̂V(u) for scaling dimension
β = 0.2 and β = 1.8. We show both the EFT and non-analytic parts separately from the full
seed function, i.e. the sum of the two. We have summed up to N = 100 residues for the non-
analytic piece and likewise in the EFT series.

C Bulk CFT Exchange

In this section we will apply our main methodology to the exchange of a bulk CFT operator

with scaling dimension δ > 1. This is useful to do because it serves as a non-trivial example

where we can compare with known results at least in some regimes [11]. Additionally, since the

CFT operator is extremely constrained (it is simply a power law), it is especially amenable to an

analytical treatment. Therefore it will be helpful for us to analyse as a test case as well.

First let us discuss the non-analytic piece. Using the spectral density (2.21), specialised to four

dimensions (α = 3/2) we can immediately obtain

B̂NA
δ (u) = −

∑
n≥0

(
[Resδ+nρδ(∆)]b̂NA(δ + n;u) + [Res2n+2b̂NA(∆;u)]ρδ(2n+ 2)

)
. (C.1)

The complete analytical expression is not particularly illuminating but nevertheless we can put

it together by noting that

Resδ+nρδ(∆) = 23−δπ sin(2πδ)Γ(1 − δ)
(2δ + 2n− 3)Γ(2δ + n− 3)

Γ(n+ 1)Γ(δ − 1)

Res2n+nb̂NA(∆;u) = 2π1/2
Γ(2n+ 1)

Γ(2n+ 3
2)

(u
2

)1+2n

2F1

[
n+ 1, n+ 1

2
2n+ 3

2

∣∣∣∣u2 ] . (C.2)

To determine the EFT piece we need to compute the momentum coefficients [Gδ]J . This can be

done using the Lorentzian inversion formula (2.11) and result is

[Gδ]J =
π224−δΓ(2 − δ)

Γ(δ)

Γ(J + δ)

Γ(4 + J − δ)
, (C.3)

where we have again specialised to four dimensions. Note that the Lorentzian inversion integral

strictly only converges for δ < 2. In other words, we do not encounter any UV divergences for

sufficiently small δ. Qualitatively this is because the CFT correlator in that case is not sufficiently
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singular to produce UV divergences. Nevertheless, it is possible to analytically continue this

answer to larger δ, and this may be interpreted as a regularization scheme. In general we must

be wary of missing potential counterterms, as a similar subtlety arises when flat-space scattering

amplitudes are computed using such CFT operators [83].

For the time being let us keep δ < 2. The EFT piece is then determined via (3.31) and the series

coefficients can be determined using (B.3)

Cδ
n = −[Gδ]−(n+2) . (C.4)

The squeezed limit of the seed function takes the form

B̂(u) =
4π3 cot(π2 δ)

δ − 1
uδ−1 +

π224−δ

δ2 − 3δ + 2
u+ · · · , (C.5)

so we see that for δ < 2, the non-analytic scaling dominates in the squeezed bispectrum whereas

for δ > 2 the scaling is mimicable by local self-interactions. Up to the normalisation, this is

the same behavior as was found in [11]. We therefore see that the qualitative behavior of this

correlator is the same as that of the compact scalar. The physical explanation for why δ = 2 is

the threshold is again clear— for larger values of δ the CFT correlator decays too rapidly so of

course the exchange of Oδ should effectively be a contact interaction.

Now, as a cross-check, we will take the δ → 1 limit of this result since this corresponds to the

exchange of a free conformal scalar, which has a known analytical answer. Then we will take the

δ → 2 limit, which can be interpreted as a loop-level exchange of two conformal scalars via the

interactions π̇cΦ
2 and π̇2cΦ2.

C.1 Conformal Scalar Limit

Now let us examine the δ → 1 limit of this expression, for which our CFT exchange reduces to

the familiar problem of exchanging a free conformally coupled scalar. This case has an extremely

simple analytical solution which is [71]18

B̂δ=1(u) =
4π4

3
+ 4π2Li2

(
1 − u

1 + u

)
. (C.6)

As a check, we would like to match this result by taking the δ → 1 limit of the result we have

obtained for general δ using the spectral density.

On the non-analytic side the ∆∗ = δ residue produces a constant contribution of 2π4. The residue

at ∆∗ = δ + 1 and the one at ∆ = 2 are both singular and they sum up to produce

[Resδ+1ρδ(∆)]b̂(δ + 1;u) + [Res2b̂(∆;u)]ρδ(2) → 8π2

δ − 1
arctanh(u) + · · · (C.7)

18Note that the result quoted in [71] is for F̂ (u, v). We have firstly set v = 1 to their result and secondly
multiplied it by a factor of 8π2 to match our normalisation convention for the CFT operator.
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Figure 8: Comparison of the analytical expression for a tree-level conformal scalar exchange
bispectrum with the result obtained using the spectral method.

All of the other residues sum up to zero. On the EFT side, the n = 0 piece is also divergent as

δ → 1, but cancels the divergence from the non-analytic piece exactly. However, all of the n > 0

terms in the EFT sum are left non-zero. The final result is then

B̂δ=1(u) = 2π4 + 8π2
[
log
(u

2

)
+ 1
]

arctanh(u) +
∑
n≥0

fn(u) , (C.8)

where

fn(u) ≡− π5/222−nu2(−u)nΓ(n+ 1)

(n+ 2)Γ
(
n+ 3

2

) 2F1

[
n+2
2 , n+3

2
n+ 5

2

∣∣∣∣u2 ]
+

8π2

2n+ 1

[
ψ(0)(2n+ 1) − ψ(0)(n+ 3

2)
]
u2n+1

(C.9)

and ψ(0)(z) is the Digamma function. The first term here is from the non-vanishing parts of the

EFT series and the second from the non-analytic piece. While this expression looks completely

different from (C.6) it can be checked numerically (summing up to n ≤ 30 is sufficient) that they

are in fact the same. We compare this expression with the known answer in Figure 8 finding

excellent agreement.

C.2 Double Conformal Scalar Limit

Now for the sake of completion, we will take the δ → 2 limit of our result. As we mentioned

previously, this case can be interpreted as the exchange of a conformal scalar at one-loop. This

intuition will be helpful for us to carry forward especially in interpreting the divergences we will

encounter. Before carrying out any calculations, it is also helpful to remind ourselves where the

poles of the spectral density occur. They occur at ∆∗ = 2, 3, · · · , i.e. at discrete series states. We

should therefore expect a qualitatively similar result, namely terms which scale as log(u).

36



The residues at ∆∗ = δ + 2n+ 1, i.e. the odd integer poles, all vanish as δ → 2. The residues at

∆∗ = δ + 2n on the other hand exhibit a singularity

[Resδ+2nρδ(∆)]b̂(δ + 2n;u) =
π5/2

δ − 2

23−2nΓ(2n+ 1)

Γ(2n+ 1
2)

u2n+1
2F1

[
n+ 1, n+ 1

2
2n+ 3

2

∣∣∣∣u2 ]
+
π5/241−nΓ(2n+ 1)

Γ
(
2n+ 3

2

) u2n+1
[
(4n+ 1) log

(u
4

)
− 4n+ 1

]

+
∑
k≥0

π5/2(4n+ 1)2−2(k+n−1)(2(k + n))!
(
H2(k+n) −Hk+2n+ 1

2
+ 2H2n

)
k!Γ

(
k + 2n+ 3

2

) u2k+2n+1 .

(C.10)

Meanwhile the residues at ∆ = 2n + 2 are also divergent as δ → 2, which exactly cancel out

the divergence from the other set of residues. Combining the two produces a result which is

finite

B̂NA
δ=2(u) =

∑
n≥0

π5/241−nΓ(2n+ 1)

Γ
(
2n+ 3

2

) u2n+1
2F1

[
n+ 1, n+ 1

2
2n+ 3

2

∣∣∣∣u2 ] [(8n+ 2)H2n − 2 − (4n+ 1) log
(u

2

)]

−
∑
n,k≥0

π5/2(4n+ 1)2−2(k+n−1)(2(k + n))!
(
H2(k+n) −Hk+2n+ 1

2
+ 2H2n

)
k!Γ

(
k + 2n+ 3

2

) u2k+2n+1 .

(C.11)

The EFT series on the other hand also exhibits a singularity as δ → 2. The series becomes

B̂EFT
δ=2 (u) =

1

δ − 2

∑
n≥0

π5/222−nn!

Γ
(
n+ 1

2

) (−u)n+1
2F1

[
n+1
2 , 1 + n

2
n+ 3

2

∣∣∣∣u2 ]

+
∑
n≥0

π5/222−nn!

Γ
(
n+ 1

2

) (−u)n+1
2F1

[
n+1
2 , 1 + n

2
n+ 3

2

∣∣∣∣u2 ] (2Hn − 1 − log(2)) .

(C.12)

First let us discuss the 1
δ−2 singularity. The parameter δ can be interpreted as a regulator.

Similarly to the role played by α in dimensional regularisation, it controls the strength of the

short-distance singularity. Just from the form of this term, it is clear that it is completely analytic

in u and therefore we should expect that it can be removed by at least a set of local counterterms.

In fact it is the same divergence we have previously encountered in the non-compact theory.

Indeed this is just a special case of the general ∆σ bubble. Indeed we can check numerically that

the divergent piece in the EFT expansion is a complicated rewriting of

1

δ − 2

∑
n≥0

π5/222−nn!

Γ
(
n+ 1

2

) (−u)n+1
2F1

[
n+1
2 , 1 + n

2
n+ 3

2

∣∣∣∣u2 ] =
4π2

δ − 2

u

1 + u
. (C.13)

Our agreement here makes sense of course— since the UV divergence is a short-distance effect it

should be insensitive to the precise choice of the mass. In the squeezed limit the seed function

behaves as

B̂δ=2(u) = −4π2u

[
3 + log

(
u2

8

)]
+ 8π2H 1

2
u+ O(u2) , (C.14)
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Figure 9: The seed function B̂δ=2(u) for a CFT operator with scaling dimension δ = 2, where
we sum up to N = 50 and N = 100 respectively. Summing over more terms appears to soften
the apparent u→ 1 singularity, albeit slowly.

where the first term is from the non-analytic piece and the second one from the EFT piece.

Here we see the characteristic logarithmic OPE scaling associated with discrete series states in

de Sitter. In Fig. 9 we show a plot of this seed function. As we see from the plot, this solution

appears to show a singularity as u → 1, similar to our observation with the non-compact scalar

bubble. We notice however, that summing over more terms appears to soften this singularity so

expect that it is a numerical artefact which would be circumvented with a better organisation of

the final answer. We leave a more careful analysis for future work.

D Asymptotics of the Tree-Level Seed Function

In this section we will fill in some details about asymptotics of the tree-level seed function. Recall

that the non-analytic piece is

b̂NA(∆;u) = F(∆)u∆−1
2F1

[
1
2(∆ − 1), ∆

2
∆ − 1

2

∣∣∣∣u2 ] , F(∆) ≡ Γ(32 − ∆)Γ(1 − ∆
2 )Γ2(∆2 )

2Γ(32 − ∆
2 )

. (D.1)

We are interested in determining the ∆ → +∞ asymptotics of this expression. Firstly note

that

C(∆)u∆−1 ∆→∞−−−−→π
3
2

(u
2

)∆−1
∆−1

2 sin

[
π

(
3

2
− ∆

2

)]
csc

[
π

(
3

2
− ∆

)]
csc

[
π

(
1 − ∆

2

)]
∼π

3
2

(u
2

)∆−1
∆−1

2 .

(D.2)
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To determine the large ∆ asymptotics of the hypergeometric function we can rely on the integral

identity [84]

2F1

[
a, b
c

∣∣∣∣ z ] =
Γ(c)

Γ(b)Γ(c− b)

∫ ∞

0
dt tc−b−1(1 + t)a−c(1 − z + t)−a , (D.3)

which holds whenever Re (c) > Re (b) > 0 and |arg(1 − z)| < π. For our choice of a, b and c this

integral is particularly amenable to a saddle point approximation. The location of the saddle can

be determined to be

t∗ =
3u2 +

√
(1 − 2∆)2 + 9u4 + (−4(∆ − 1)∆ − 6)u2 − 5

2(∆ + 2)
≈
√

1 − u2 , (D.4)

where at the end we have taken the limit ∆ → ∞. We can evaluate this integrand at the saddle

and account for the fluctuations to produce a rather lengthy expression. Further simplifying that

in the limit ∆ → ∞ produces

2F1

[
1
2(∆ − 1), ∆

2
∆ − 1

2

∣∣∣∣u2 ] ∼√(u2 − 1)
[
u2
(√

1 − u2 + 3
)
− 4

(√
1 − u2 + 1

)]
× 2∆− 3

2
(
1 − u2

)∆−3
4

[
2
(√

1 − u2 + 1
)
− u2

(√
1 − u2 + 2

)]−∆
2
.

(D.5)

Putting everything together we find that

b̂NA(∆;u) ∼ ∆−1
2 exp

1

4
∆ log

u4 + 4
(√

1 − u2 − 2
)
u2 − 8

√
1 − u2 + 8

u4

 . (D.6)

Therefore for u ∈ (0, 1), i.e. in the physical domain, the non-analytic seed function decays expo-

nentially with ∆.

E Asymptotics of the Spectral Density of the Vertex Operator

In this section we will derive the large ∆ scaling of the spectral density

ρV(∆) =
16πΓ(1 − β) sin(πβ)

Γ(β − 1)
(3−2∆) cos(π∆)Γ(β−∆)Γ(∆−3+β)2F2

[
β − ∆, ∆ − 3 + β

β − 1, β

∣∣∣∣ β2
]
.

(E.1)

The large-∆ behavior of the Gamma function prefactors can be straightforwardly obtained

16πΓ(1 − β) sin(πβ)

Γ(β − 1)
(3−2∆) cos(π∆)Γ(β−∆)Γ(∆−3+β)

∆→+∞−−−−−→ −32π3∆2β−3 cos(π∆) csc(π(β − ∆))

Γ(β − 1)Γ(β)
,

(E.2)

whereas the hypergeometric function is more challenging. For that piece we will start with

the assumption that β < 2 so that we can utilize the series expansion of the hypergeometric

39



function

2F2

[
β − ∆, ∆ − 3 + β

β − 1, β

∣∣∣∣ β2
]

=
∞∑
n=0

an(∆, β)

(
β

2

)n

an(∆, β) =
Γ(β − 1)Γ(β)Γ(n+ β − ∆)Γ(n+ β + ∆ − 3)

Γ(n+ 1)Γ(β − ∆)Γ(β + ∆ − 3)Γ(n+ β − 1)Γ(n+ β)
.

(E.3)

Now we can extract the large ∆ asymptotics of the series coefficients

an(∆, β)
∆→+∞−−−−−→ Γ(β − 1)Γ(β)∆2n−1 sin(π(β − ∆))(2∆ + n(2β + n− 7)) csc(π(β − ∆ + n))

2Γ(n+ 1)Γ(n+ β − 1)Γ(n+ β)
(E.4)

and sum over n finding

2F2

[
β − ∆, ∆ − 3 + β

β − 1, β

∣∣∣∣ β2
]
∼ 0F2

[
β, β − 1;−1

2
β∆2

]
− ∆

4(β − 1)

[
(2β − 7)0F2

[
β, β + 1;−1

2
β∆2

]
+ 1F2

[
2; 1, β, β + 1;−1

2
β∆2

]]
.

(E.5)

Simplifying this expression by taking the limit ∆ → +∞ produces

ρV(∆) ∼ ∆
2
3
(β−2) exp

(
3β1/3∆2/3

24/3

)
. (E.6)

While we assumed that β < 2 in order to derive this scaling, it can be verified numerically that

it holds for β > 2 as well.

The ∆ → ∞ limit is probing heavier states so we can understand it as a UV limit. We should

therefore expect to recover the flat-space spectral density as ∆ → ∞ with the understanding

that ∆ ≈ im/H for heavy masses. Let us briefly calculate the spectral density for the vertex

operator in (d+1)-dimensional flat-space and determine its behavior in the UV. We will start our

calculation in Euclidean signature and subsequently analytically continue to Lorentzian signature.

In flat-space the action for the free massless compact scalar is

SE =

∫
dd+1x

[
1
2f

2µd−3(∂φ)2
]
, (E.7)

where f is the decay constant and we have introduced the mass scale µ to ensure [f ] = 1 for all

d (note that as in de Sitter, we keep φ dimensionless). As in de Sitter, the position space vertex

propagator is the exponential of the massless flat-space propagator G(x) and can be evaluated

to be

GV(x) = exp

[
1

µd−3f2
G(r)

]
= exp

[
1
2 β̃(µx)1−d

]
, (E.8)

where we define β̃ ≡ (4π)
d+1
2 Γ(d−1

2 ) µ2

2f2 for convenience, and can be interpreted as a flat-space

version of the β encountered in de Sitter. The momentum space propagator can be obtained by
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taking the Fourier transform

GV(k) =

∫
dd+1x eik·xGV(x)

=
∞∑
n=0

1

n!

(
1

µd−3f2

)n [∫
dd+1x eik·xGn(x)

]
,

(E.9)

where in the last line we have expanded the exponential into its series and exchanged the sum with

integral. This is equivalent to calculating the momentum space propagator as a sum over massless

n-loop integrals. As is standard, each of these loop integrals can be done analytically

1

n!

(
1

µd−3f2

)n ∫
dd+1x eik·xGn(x) =

(2π)
d+1
2

n!

(
1

µd−3f2

)n ∫ ∞

0
dxxd(kx)

1−d
2 J d

2
− 1

2
(kx)Gn(x)

= (4π)
d+1
2 β̃n

2−dnµ(1−d)nΓ
(
1
2(−nd+ d+ n+ 1)

)
n!Γ

(
1
2(d− 1)n

) kd(n−1)−n−1 ,

(E.10)

where we have regulated the loops corresponding to n ≥ 2 using dimensional regularisation.

In order to extract the spectral density, we analytically continue k → (−s) 1
2 and extract the

discontinuity across the cut along physical energies s > 0

ρV(s) = DiscsGV(s)

= (2πi)(4π)
d+1
2

∞∑
n=0

β̃n
2−dnµ(1−d)n

n!Γ
(
1
2(d− 1)(n− 1)

)
Γ
(
1
2(d− 1)n

)s 1
2
d(n−1)−1

2 (n+1) .
(E.11)

Note that the spectral density is UV finite and we can readily specialise to our choice of d.

Unfortunately we are unable to evaluate this sum for general d. However, it can be performed

using Mathematica for d = 2, 3, 4, · · · . We quote the results for d = 2 and d = 3

ρV(s) = 2πiβ̃

(
π

µs

)
I2

[
(2β̃µ−1)

1
2 s

1
4

]
∼ exp

(√
2µ−1β̃s

1
4

)
, (d = 2)

=
π3iβ̃2µ−4

4
0F2

[
2, 3;

1

8
β̃µ−2s

]
∼ exp

[
3

2

(
β̃µ−2s

) 1
3

]
, (d = 3) .

(E.12)

It is straightforward to obtain the same for d = 4, 5, · · · . Doing so allows us to conjecture a

general form for the factor appearing in the exponent to be s
d−1
2d . Written in terms of m2 = s we

have

log ρV(m2) ∼ m
d−1
d , (E.13)

and we have checked that this scaling holds for up to d = 10. In d = 3 we therefore see that the

flat-space calculation agrees with the scaling of the de Sitter spectral density in the limit ∆ → ∞.

Specifically in flat-space we have

ρV(m2) ∼ exp

( β̃m2

µ2

)1/3
 ∼ exp

[(
m

f

)2/3
]
. (E.14)
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Recalling that β1/3∆2/3 ∼ m2/f2 we see that this is the same scaling (up to prefactors) with

respect to the decay constant f and m as in the dS result. This constitutes a check of our

spectral density, but also explains the factor of ∆
2
3 appearing in the exponential in the de Sitter

result.19 We see that it is fixed by the number of spacetime dimensions. Indeed, upon increasing

d, the short distance singularity of the massless propagator G(x) worsens, in turn making the

vertex operator more singular, which is consistent with the spectral density becoming more badly

divergent.

Notably, the flat-space result is not able to reproduce the power-law prefactor ∆
2
3
(β−2). This is a

consequence of the fact that upon taking a flat-space limit, a massless field in de Sitter does not

map onto a massless field in flat-space. One way to see this is to recall that the massless de Sitter

propagator contains a logarithmic piece which leads to a divergence in the IR but also contributes

to the UV divergence. This extra logarithmic UV divergence does not occur for the corresponding

flat-space propagator. It is precisely this logarithmic piece in the massless de Sitter propagator

which led to the de Sitter vertex propagator to come dressed with a power law prefactor. The de

Sitter propagator is

GV(λ) = λβe
1
2βλ ∼

[
4ηη′

x2 − (η − η′)2

]β
exp

[
β

2ηη′

x2 − (η − η′)2

]
. (E.15)

So the short-distance singularity is not merely the essential singularity due to the exponential,

but it also comes dressed with a power-law. Thus we may expect to recover the exponential

scaling in the flat-space calculation, but can miss power laws.
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[58] D. W. Düsedau and D. Z. Freedman, “Lehmann spectral representation for anti–de sitter quantum

field theory,” Phys. Rev. D 33 (Jan, 1986) 389–394.

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.33.389.

[59] J. Penedones, “Writing CFT correlation functions as AdS scattering amplitudes,” JHEP 03 (2011)

025, arXiv:1011.1485 [hep-th].

[60] A. L. Fitzpatrick and J. Kaplan, “Analyticity and the Holographic S-Matrix,” JHEP 10 (2012) 127,

arXiv:1111.6972 [hep-th].

[61] M. Hogervorst, J. a. Penedones, and K. S. Vaziri, “Towards the non-perturbative cosmological

bootstrap,” JHEP 02 (2023) 162, arXiv:2107.13871 [hep-th].

[62] M. Loparco, J. Penedones, K. Salehi Vaziri, and Z. Sun, “The Källén-Lehmann representation in de

Sitter spacetime,” JHEP 12 (2023) 159, arXiv:2306.00090 [hep-th].

[63] M. Reece, “Extra-Dimensional Axion Expectations,” arXiv:2406.08543 [hep-ph].

[64] S. Coleman, “Quantum sine-gordon equation as the massive thirring model,” Phys. Rev. D 11 (Apr,

1975) 2088–2097. https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.11.2088.

[65] S. Weinberg, “Quantum contributions to cosmological correlations,” Phys. Rev. D 72 (2005)

043514, arXiv:hep-th/0506236.

[66] X. Chen, Y. Wang, and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Schwinger-Keldysh Diagrammatics for Primordial

Perturbations,” JCAP 12 (2017) 006, arXiv:1703.10166 [hep-th].

[67] C. Chowdhury, A. Lipstein, J. Mei, I. Sachs, and P. Vanhove, “The Subtle Simplicity of

Cosmological Correlators,” arXiv:2312.13803 [hep-th].

[68] D. Werth, “Spectral Representation of Cosmological Correlators,” arXiv:2409.02072 [hep-th].

[69] C. Sleight, “A Mellin Space Approach to Cosmological Correlators,” JHEP 01 (2020) 090,

arXiv:1906.12302 [hep-th].

[70] C. Sleight and M. Taronna, “Bootstrapping Inflationary Correlators in Mellin Space,” JHEP 02

(2020) 098, arXiv:1907.01143 [hep-th].

45

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.33.2833
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.17195
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.82.105032
http://arxiv.org/abs/1006.0035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2022)023
http://arxiv.org/abs/2108.01695
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2023)103
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.03810
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2023)116
http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.13295
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2024)021
http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.01494
http://arxiv.org/abs/2411.13636
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.33.389
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.33.389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2011)025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2011)025
http://arxiv.org/abs/1011.1485
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2012)127
http://arxiv.org/abs/1111.6972
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2023)162
http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.13871
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2023)159
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.00090
http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.08543
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.11.2088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.11.2088
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.11.2088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.043514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.72.043514
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0506236
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/12/006
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.10166
http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.13803
http://arxiv.org/abs/2409.02072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)090
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.12302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2020)098
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2020)098
http://arxiv.org/abs/1907.01143


[71] N. Arkani-Hamed, D. Baumann, H. Lee, and G. L. Pimentel, “The Cosmological Bootstrap:

Inflationary Correlators from Symmetries and Singularities,” JHEP 04 (2020) 105,

arXiv:1811.00024 [hep-th].

[72] D. Baumann, C. Duaso Pueyo, A. Joyce, H. Lee, and G. L. Pimentel, “The cosmological bootstrap:

weight-shifting operators and scalar seeds,” JHEP 12 (2020) 204, arXiv:1910.14051 [hep-th].

[73] D. Baumann, C. Duaso Pueyo, A. Joyce, H. Lee, and G. L. Pimentel, “The Cosmological

Bootstrap: Spinning Correlators from Symmetries and Factorization,” SciPost Phys. 11 (2021) 071,

arXiv:2005.04234 [hep-th].

[74] H. Liu, Z. Qin, and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Dispersive Bootstrap of Massive Inflation Correlators,”

arXiv:2407.12299 [hep-th].

[75] H. Liu and Z.-Z. Xianyu, “Massive Inflationary Amplitudes: Differential Equations and Complete

Solutions for General Trees,” arXiv:2412.07843 [hep-th].

[76] N. Dalal, O. Dore, D. Huterer, and A. Shirokov, “The imprints of primordial non-gaussianities on

large-scale structure: scale dependent bias and abundance of virialized objects,” Phys. Rev. D 77

(2008) 123514, arXiv:0710.4560 [astro-ph].

[77] S. Matarrese and L. Verde, “The effect of primordial non-Gaussianity on halo bias,” Astrophys. J.

Lett. 677 (2008) L77–L80, arXiv:0801.4826 [astro-ph].

[78] V. Assassi, D. Baumann, and F. Schmidt, “Galaxy Bias and Primordial Non-Gaussianity,” JCAP

12 (2015) 043, arXiv:1510.03723 [astro-ph.CO].

[79] A. Moradinezhad Dizgah and C. Dvorkin, “Scale-Dependent Galaxy Bias from Massive Particles

with Spin during Inflation,” JCAP 01 (2018) 010, arXiv:1708.06473 [astro-ph.CO].

[80] D. Green and R. A. Porto, “Signals of a Quantum Universe,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 no. 25, (2020)

251302, arXiv:2001.09149 [hep-th].

[81] R. Holman and A. J. Tolley, “Enhanced Non-Gaussianity from Excited Initial States,” JCAP 05

(2008) 001, arXiv:0710.1302 [hep-th].

[82] M. E. Peskin and D. V. Schroeder, An Introduction to quantum field theory. Addison-Wesley,

Reading, USA, 1995.

[83] B. Grinstein, K. A. Intriligator, and I. Z. Rothstein, “Comments on Unparticles,” Phys. Lett. B 662

(2008) 367–374, arXiv:0801.1140 [hep-ph].

[84] NIST Digital Library of Mathematical Functions. http://dlmf.nist.gov/15.6.E2_5.

46

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2020)105
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.00024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)204
http://arxiv.org/abs/1910.14051
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.11.3.071
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.04234
http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.12299
http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.07843
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.123514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.77.123514
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.4560
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/587840
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/587840
http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.4826
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/12/043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/12/043
http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.03723
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/01/010
http://arxiv.org/abs/1708.06473
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.251302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.251302
http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.09149
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/05/001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2008/05/001
http://arxiv.org/abs/0710.1302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1201/9780429503559
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.03.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2008.03.020
http://arxiv.org/abs/0801.1140
http://dlmf.nist.gov/15.6.E2_5

	Introduction
	Free and Composite Fields in de Sitter Space
	Källen-Lehmann Representation in de Sitter
	Compact Scalars in de Sitter

	Non-Gaussianities in the EFT of Inflation
	Goldstone Mixing with Composite Operators
	Primordial Bispectrum
	Non-Compact Scalar
	Compact Scalar

	Discussion and Conclusions
	In-In Diagrams
	Tree-Level Seed Function
	In-In Diagrams for Composite Operator Exchange

	EFT Piece of the Seed Function
	Non-Compact Scalar
	Compact Scalar

	Bulk CFT Exchange
	Conformal Scalar Limit
	Double Conformal Scalar Limit

	Asymptotics of the Tree-Level Seed Function
	Asymptotics of the Spectral Density of the Vertex Operator
	References

