arXiv:2407.17715v1 [hep-th] 25 Jul 2024

Prepared for submission to JHEP

Differential equations and recursive solutions for cosmological amplitudes

Song He,^{a,b,c} Xuhang Jiang,^a Jiahao Liu,^{a,d} Qinglin Yang,^a Yao-Qi Zhang^{a,d} aCAS Key Laboratory of Theoretical Physics, Institute of Theoretical Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China bSchool of Fundamental Physics and Mathematical Sciences, Hangzhou Institute for Advanced Study, UCAS & ICTP-AP, Hangzhou, 310024, China cPeng Huanwu Center for Fundamental Theory, Hefei, Anhui 230026, P. R. China dSchool of Physical Sciences, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, No.19A Yuquan Road, Beijing 100049, China E-mail: songhe@itp.ac.cn, xhjiang@itp.ac.cn, liujiahao@itp.ac.cn,

yangqinglin@itp.ac.cn, zhangyaoqi@itp.ac.cn

Abstract: Recently considerable efforts have been devoted to computing cosmological correlators and the corresponding wavefunction coefficients, as well as understanding their analytical structures. In this note, we revisit the computation of these “cosmological amplitudes” associated with any tree or loop graph for conformal scalars with time-dependent interactions in the power-law FRW universe, directly in terms of iterated time integrals. We start by decomposing any such cosmological amplitude (for loop graph, the “integrand” prior to loop integrations) as a linear combination of basic time integrals, one for each directed graph. We derive remarkably simple first-order differential equations involving such time integrals with edges “contracted” one at a time, which can be solved recursively and the solution takes the form of Euler-Mellin integrals/generalized hypergeometric functions. By combining such equations, we then derive a complete system of differential equations for all time integrals needed for a given graph. Our method works for any graph: for a tree graph with n nodes, this system can be transformed into the canonical differential equations of size 4^{n−1} equivalent to the graphic rules derived recently, and we also derive the system of differential equations for loop integrands e.g. of all-loop two-site graphs and one-loop n-gon graphs. Finally, we show how the differential equations truncate for the de Sitter (dS) case (in a way similar to differential equations for Feynman integrals truncate for integer dimensions), which immediately yields the complete symbol for the dS amplitude with interesting structures e.g. for n-site chains and n-gon cases.

Contents

1 Introduction and Review 1 1.1 Basics of cosmological amplitudes 4

2 Basic time integrals and their differentials 7 2.1 Decomposing cosmological amplitudes into basic time integrals 7 2.2 Contracting edges: differentials of a time integral 9

3 Recursive solutions for basic time integrals 12 3.1 Solving differential equations recursively 13 3.2 Analytic properties of the recursive solution 17

4 The system of differential equations for cosmological amplitudes 18 4.1 Differential equations for any basic time integrals 19 4.2 The complete system of differential equations for cosmological amplitudes 21

5 Back to de Sitter: truncated differential equations and symbology 28

6 Conclusions and outlook 35

A The soft limit of time integrals 36

B Series expansion from the recursive solutions 37

1 Introduction and Review

A great deal of information about the history of our universe can be extracted from the measurement of cosmic perturbations, which are generated in a primordial phase before the hot big bang [1–8]. In recent years, a new paradigm dubbed cosmological collider physics has received significant attention [9–18], which has aimed at extracting from such measurement invaluable information about the high energy physics associated with primordial universe. In inflationary cosmology [19–22], such perturbations are generated by quantum fluctuations at the end of inflation, where they can be viewed as correlation functions live at the “boundary” of an approximate de Sitter (dS) spacetime. Thus, the study of cosmological correlation functions, which can be viewed as the analog of “scattering amplitudes” in dS spacetime, is not only important for cosmology, but also of great interests for understanding QFT in curved spacetime in general [23–31]. Notably at least two strategies have been developed to study these cosmological correlation functions. One is the traditional approach which evolves the cosmological correlations from past infinity to now, which necessitates the time integrals for each interaction vertex [2, 9–12, 32]. A second approach is

– 1 – the so-called cosmological bootstrap, which directly reconstructs the correlation functions based on principles like unitarity, locality, and symmetries [33–50].

In this setting, a particularly simple and important class of toy models are given by conformal scalar fields with time-dependent self-intersections in power-law FRW universes. Given the conformal invariance of the scalar coupling in any FRW universe, the kinetic term of our scalars can be transformed to a massless scalar in Minkowski spacetime; note that the correlator differs from the flat space result due to the non-conformal nature of the self-interactions, but it still takes relatively simple form, which makes such models an ideal laboratory for studying cosmological correlators and corresponding wavefunction coefficients [51–58]. For any “Feynman diagram” contributing to the cosmological correlator, one can express the corresponding wavefunction coefficient as a nice twisted energy integral [54, 55] (with twists that depend on the self-coupling and FRW background), whose integrands in energy space is given by a simple logarithmic form associated with the socalled “cosmological polytope” [51, 52, 57, 59–62]. Recently in [54, 55], the authors have derived a set of graphic rules dubbed “kinematic flow” which govern the change of wavefunction for any tree graph with respect to the kinematics; this amounts to a system of differential equations for a basis of 4^{n−1} twisted integrals (for n-site tree), which resemble the canonical differential equations for Feynman integrals (with the dimensional regulator ϵ replaced by the twist). Note that in the limit when the twist vanishes, one must recover the special case of conformal scalars in de Sitter (dS) spacetime, where the wavefunction evaluates to weight-n multiple polylogarithmic functions (MPL), thus the differential equations must truncate. Given the difficulty in solving such differential equations analytically, very recently in [63] a different approach has been proposed which allows one to obtain analytic results in terms of series expansions for tree-level wavefunction and correlator based on their definitions: they can be decomposed into linear combinations of simple, iterated time integrals. In this way, one can avoid solving any complicated system of differential equations and in principle obtain analytic results for such “cosmological amplitudes”^1 In this note, we will revisit the problem of deriving differential equations and solving such equations for cosmological amplitudes of conformal scalars with time-dependent interactions in the power-law FRW universe. There are various motivations for considering our method, and let us quickly summarize the key points and advantages here.

• We derive differential equations for wavefunctions/correlators without referring to twisted energy integrals but directly in terms of the original time integrals: as we will see the building blocks called basic time integrals satisfy extremely simple differential equations, and the complete system of differential equations for any tree amplitude/loop integrand can be obtained simply by adding them up.

• We can solve such differential equations recursively and obtain solutions for any basic time integral of tree/loop graph in terms of Euler-Mellin integrals (c.f. [64, 65]) or equivalently series expansions (similar to those in [63]), which provides a link between the approach using twisted energy integrals and the one based on time integrals.

1Following [63], we will refer to cosmological correlators and wavefunction coefficients for such conformal scalars as “cosmological amplitudes”.

– 2 –

• Our method generalizes previous results to differential equations directly for correlators and also to any loop graph (as a byproduct one can easily obtain a basis for any graph, which might prove difficult for twisted integrals of complicated loop graphs), and there are various potential new applications: for example, we will see that it is straightforward to go back to dS case and obtain the symbol for tree amplitudes and loop integrands.

Let us elaborate on these points and give a preview of the rest of the paper. Essentially by definition, the wavefunction coefficient or correlator for any graph can be decomposed as a simple linear combination of building blocks we call “basic time integrals”, where each edge of the graph can be decomposed according to time ordering: one can either associate an arrow of each direction (for advanced/retarded time ordering) or remove the edge for the case without time ordering. Thus we have one such basic time integral for each directed graph: there are exactly 3^e such building blocks for a n-site tree graph with e = n−1 edges, while at loop level the number of basic time integrals is smaller than 3^e since only a subset of orientations are allowed. We will review such a decomposition in Sec. 2.1.

Given the decomposition, as we have mentioned, for any tree graph by introducing the so-called “family tree/chain” decomposition, one can obtain analytic expressions for basic time integrals in terms of series expansions as achieved in [63]. Here we adopt a different approach and derive differential equations for such building blocks: as we will show in Sec. 2.2, each basic time integral satisfies a first-order differential equation which involves graphs where one edge is “contracted”; this procedure can be trivially iterated which express derivatives of the basic time integral we start with in terms of those for directed graphs with less and less edges (until we reach “vacuum” graph with no edges at all). Moreover, such differential equations can be solved recursively: the basic time integral for any n-site directed graph can be expressed as a one-fold integral of that for an (n−1)-site directed graph, as we will see in Sec. 3. For any tree graph, such a recursion relation can also lead to the series solutions as in [63] (which sometimes can be recognized as known generalized hypergeometric functions). In this way, our alternative approach via differential equations produce analytic results for basic time integral of any directed graph, which can then be assembled to give cosmological tree amplitudes or loop integrands, which take the form of Euler-Mellin integrals and we will initiate studies on their analytic properties in Sec. 3. As already emphasized in [63], these results for basic time integrals apply equally well for wavefunction coefficients and for correlators: once we obtain results for these building blocks, both of them can be obtained via respective linear combinations.

In Sec. 4 we will illustrate how to combine these differential equations to obtain the complete system of differential equations for any graph. Note that our idea of studying differential equations and solutions for basic time integrals differs significantly from the approach of [54, 55], where one considers the full wavefunction coefficient of a graph, written as twisted energy integrals of the canonical function of the so-called cosmological polytopes; then at least for any tree graph, the complete system of differential equations is obtained by finding a basis of such twisted integrals, which then nicely organized according to the graphic rules given in [54, 55]. For our case, while the differential equations are

– 3 – almost trivial for individual basic time integral, it still takes significant work to combine them together to obtain the “kinematic flow” (with a slight generalization that each site has its own twist q_i which can be chosen independently). However, as we will see there are certain advantages to considering basic time integrals: they are building blocks for both wavefunction coefficients and correlators and there are no differences between tree and loop graphs (prior to loop integrations), thus we can derive the complete system of differential equations (including a basis in terms of time integrals) for any graph! We will present examples for trees as well as loop integrands such as n-gon and two-site all-loop graphs (“banana”), both for wavefunction and correlators.

As another application, we will show in Sec. 5 how to truncate the differential equations and the resulting recursion relations to go back to the de Sitter space with twist q = 0. Although amplitudes for an individual directed graph diverge in the q → 0 limit, the combination for wavefunction coefficients is finite and it is straightforward to obtain the truncated differential equations for any graph. By recursively applying the truncated differential equations we directly obtain the symbol of the MPL functions for any dS tree amplitude or loop integrand. We will illustrate our results with some closed formula for the symbol of dS amplitudes for the n-site chain as well as the n-gon graphs. We end with conclusions and some directions for further investigations, and provide more material in the appendices.

1.1 Basics of cosmological amplitudes Let us quickly review basic facts about self-interacting conformal scalar theory in power-law FRW background and associated cosmological amplitudes, which are the main interests of this note (more details can be found in e.g. [63] and references therein). We will begin with the following action for scalar field ϕ in (d+1)-dimensional spacetime S[ϕ] = − ∫ d^dx dτ √ −g ( 1 2 (∂_μϕ)^2 + 1 2 ξRϕ^2 + ∑ k>2 λ̃_k k! ϕ^k ) , (1.1)

with the conformally flat FRW metric

d^2s = a(τ)^2(−dτ^2 + dx^2) = ( τ τ_0 )_{2p} (−dτ^2 + dx^2). (1.2)

Here τ_0 is the renormalized time scale, and we consider non-derivative self-interacting of the field to arbitrary powers. Different choices of power p in the metric cover many interesting cases such as de Sitter spacetime for p = −1, inflation for p = −1 + ϵ, Minkowski spacetime for p = 0, etc.. As mentioned above, we will focus on the special case where ξ is chosen as^{d−1}_{4d} : after a field redefinition ϕ → (a(τ))^{1−d}2 φ, the theory is conformally equivalent to a massless scalar theory living in Minkowski spacetime as S[φ] = − ∫ d^dx dτ ( 1 2 (∂φ)^2 + ∑ k>2 λ_k(τ) k! φ^k ) , (1.3)

with time-dependent coupling constants λ_k(τ) = λ̃_k(−τ)^{qk−1}, and twist exponents q_k here read q_k = ( d+1 −^{k(d−1)}_2 ) p+1, which vary according to different φ^k self-interaction and

– 4 – spacetime background. Specially when d=3 and k=4, q_k ≡ 1. Another important case is when d=3 and k=3, under which q_k = p+1. Therefore the inflationary background results in q_k = ϵ, while de Sitter spacetime corresponds to the limit q_k → 0. This is an important case we will consider in Sec.5.

In this way, “cosmological amplitudes” associated with action (1.1) can be computed effectively by correlation functions from flat spacetime action (1.3). We will consider two types of such amplitudes, namely wavefunction coefficients and correlators.

Wavefunction coefficients Wavefunction of the universe Φ[φ̂] is defined as the overlapping of vacuum state at the past infinity τ = −∞ with eigenstate |φ̂(x)⟩ at τ = 0, i.e. Φ[φ̂] = ⟨φ̂(x)|0⟩, which can be formally presented by the path integral

Φ[φ̂] = ∫_{φ(τ =0)=|φ̂⟩} φ(τ =−∞)=|0⟩ D φe^{i S[φ]}. (1.4)

Working in momentum space, the wavefunction can be perturbatively expanded as

Φ[φ̂] ≡ exp { −i ∞∑ n=2 1 n! ∫ n∏ i=1 ( d^dk_i (2π)^d φ̂(k_i) ) ψ̃_n(k_1, · · · , k_n) δ^{(d)} ( ∑ i k_i )} . (1.5)

All non-trivial information of the functional is encoded in the quantities ψ̃_n(k_1, · · · , k_n), which are called n-site wavefunction coefficients. Pretty similar to the method in studying scattering amplitudes, computation for these functions can also be carried out through “Feynman graphs”. At tree level, corresponding integrals read

ψ_n(k_1, · · · , k_n; E) =

∫_0 −∞ n∏ v=1 dτ_v i λ_v(τ_v)B(X_v, τ_v) ∏ e∈E G_e(Y_e, τ_{ve} , τ_{ve′} ). (1.6) Here E are edges from topology of the graph. G_e(Y_e, τ_{ve} , τ_{ve′} ) are bulk-to-bulk propagators following the definition G_e(Y_e, τ_{ve} , τ_{ve′} )= 1 2Y_e [ e^{−i Ye(τve −τv}e^{′ )}θ(τ_{ve} −τ_{ve′} )+e^{+i Ye(τve −τv}e^{′ )}θ(τ_{ve′} −τ_{ve} )−e^{+i Ye(τve +τv}e^{′ )} ] , (1.7) which is between two bulk points on the ends of edge e at conformal time τ_{ve} and τ_{ve′} , carrying energy Y_e = |K_e|, and K_e are certain sum over external k_v. They are derived by solving the inhomogeneous equation of motion of the theory with delta-function source and boundary condition G → 0 when τ_{ve} or τ_{ve′} goes to 0 or −∞. B(X_v, τ_v), on the other hand, are bulk-to-boundary propagators between a bulk point at τ_v and the boundary τ = 0, carrying energy X_v = |k_v|, whose definition is

B(X_v, τ_v) = e^{iXv τv} , (1.8)

which are solutions for homogeneous equation of motion satisfying B(X_v, −∞) = 0 and B(X_v , 0) = 1. Finally, λ_v(τ_v) is coupling constant at vertex v in the diagram, which yields an extra factor λ_v(τ_v) ∝ (−τ)^{qv −1} in the integrand. We emphasize that here and in the following sections, we will always use the notation q_v as the twist exponent on vertex v

– 5 – instead of the power of (−τ) in (1.3) at φ^v, and simply fix all λ̃_k ≡ 1 since they only contribute overall factors. To make the discussion more general, we will always assume q_i on each vertex to be free parameters. In the whole paper, we will use ψ_n to denote an n-site wavefunction coefficient integral, and add a description for the topologies, i.e. ψ_{2-chain}, if necessary.

Finally, once the diagrams contain loops, K_e in the above expression sums over some external k_i and loop momenta l_i. Therefore, besides integrating conformal time, we should also perform the loop integration for the wavefunction coefficient as ∫ L∏ i=1 d^dl_i (2π)^d ψ_n(k_1, · · · , k_n; l_1, · · · , l_L; E). (1.9)

Generally speaking, performing this d^dl_i integration can be pretty complicated, and in this note we will mainly focus on the computation for the integrand ψ_n(k_1, · · · , k_n; l_1, · · · , l_L; E), and we leave the exploration for the loop integration for future study.

Correlators Correlators are direct observables in cosmological study, and are closedly related to wavefunction of the universe formally as ⟨φ(x_1) · · · φ(x_n)⟩ = ∫ Dφ ∏_n i=1 φ(x_i)|Φ[φ]|^2 ∫ Dφ|Φ[φ]|^2 . (1.10)

They can also be perturbatively computed by Feynman graphs, and graphical rules for these observables can be directly extracted from wavefunction. In practice, the quantity can be instead studied through in-in formalism [24] after a Fourier transformation as

⟨φ(k_1) · · · φ(k_n)⟩(2π)^dδ^{(d)}( ∑ i k_i) (1.11)

= ∫ Dφ_+Dφ_− n∏ i=1 δ [φ_+(k_i)−φ_−(k_i)] φ_+(k_1) · · · φ_+(k_n)e^{i(S[φ+]−S[φ−])},

and perturbatively computed by corresponding “Feynman integrals”

T_n(k_1, · · · , k_n;l_1, · · · , l_L; E) (1.12) = ∑ a_v =± ∫_0 −∞ n∏ v=1 dτ_v i a_vλ_v(τ_v)D_{av} (X_v , τ_v) ∏ e∈E D_{ave ave′} (Y_e, τ_{ve} , τ_{ve′} ), i.e. we have two types of bulk points, and the corresponding bulk-to-bulk and bulk-to-boundary propagators read

D_{±±}(Y ; τ_1, τ_2) = 1 2Y [ e^{∓i Y (τ1−τ2)}θ(τ_1 − τ_2) + e^{±i Y (τ1−τ2)}θ(τ_2 − τ_1) ] , D_{±∓}(Y ; τ_1, τ_2) = 1 2Y e^{±i Y (τ1−τ2)}, (1.13)

as well as D_±(X, τ) = 1 2X e^{±i Xτ} . (1.14)

We will only focus on the integrand for correlators as well, and use T_n or, e.g. T_{2-chain} to denote correlators in this note.

– 6 –

2 Basic time integrals and their differentials

In this section, we derive simple differential equations satisfied by the so-called basic time integrals for directed graphs. Recall that to compute cosmological amplitudes for a graph with n sites amounts to carrying out n-fold iterated time integrals. As we have mentioned, differential equations (DEs) for corresponding twisted energy integrals [55] and analytic results in terms of series expansions [63] have been obtained at least for tree amplitudes. Here we adopt the time integral representation as in [63] for both tree and loop graphs and propose to study DEs for simpler building blocks. We will first review a natural decomposition for any cosmological amplitudes and then take their differentials with respect to the kinematics (energies).

2.1 Decomposing cosmological amplitudes into basic time integrals

Following the basic definition of wavefunction coefficients and correlators, we have already seen that both of their integrands enjoy very similar structures. Therefore, after a simple expansion of propagators (1.7) or (1.13), without loss of generality, it is very natural to see that these iterated time integrals can be decomposed into basic building blocks [63], which are called basic time integrals in this note, and defined as the following: T^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) = (−i)^n

∫_0 −∞ n∏ ℓ=1 [ dτ_ℓ(−τ_ℓ)^{qℓ−1}e^{i ωℓτℓ} ] ∏ (j,k)∈N θ_{j,k}. (2.1)

Here N denotes the time order structure of the integral, θ_{j,k} ≡ θ(τ_j − τ_k) is the theta function, ω_i is the energy of vertex i^2, and q_i represents the twist exponent of vertex i. Note that this definition includes time integrals of disconnected type, i.e., we have decomposition for N = N_1 ∪ N_2, such that there is no shared vertex between any time structures in N_1 and N_2, and the corresponding integrals turn out to be trivially a product of two basic time integrals. Graphically, we have a natural representation by assigning a directed edge from vertex k to j for every (j, k) ∈ N in the time structure. Then each basic time integral one-to-one corresponds to a directed graph, with all its edges oriented and all its vertices assigned the energy.

For tree-level wavefunction coefficients, there are 3 terms for each propagator (1.7), graphically represented as two kinds of directed edges and one dash line edge. Thus there will be 3^e terms if we expand the wavefunction integral in terms of basic time integrals, with e the number of edges. Taking the three-site chain as an example, it turns out to be a sum over 9 terms:

123 = 123 + 123 − 123

+ 123 + 123 − 123

− 123 − 123 + 123 .

(2.2)

2Note that this energy ωi is a linear combination of energies Xi and Yi,j carried by propagators attached to this vertex.

– 7 –

Note that when drawing the diagrams, we omit possible bulk-to-boundary propagators. It is also worth mentioning that for each directed graph in this decomposition, energy ω_i at each vertex is defined differently according to the time order structure of each integral. For instance, for the first graph in the first line, we have ω_1 = X_1+Y_{1,2}, ω_2 = X_2−Y_{1,2}+Y_{2,3} and ω_3 = X_3−Y_{2,3}, while for the second graph, ω_2 = X_2−Y_{1,2}−Y_{2,3} and ω_3 = X_3+Y_{2,3} instead. In the following two sections we only focus on an individual directed graph, so we stick to these ω variables. One should, however, be very careful about definition of ωs when adding them together and considering the full wavefunction/correlator integrals.

For diagrams with loops, naively we still have 3^e terms after expansion. However, due to the topologies of the diagrams, naive time structures of certain terms in the decomposition may be redundant and can be simplified furthermore, resulting in simpler directed graphs. For instance, the decomposition of a two-site bubble diagram is as follows: 12 = 12 + 12 − 12

+ 12 + 12 − 12

− 12 − 12 + 12 .

(2.3)

One can see that due to the basic relations of θ functions θ^2_{i,j} = θ_{i,j} and θ_{i,j}θ_{j,i} = 0, the grey arrows can be removed, then the final decomposition of this wavefunction coefficient integral contains no loop structures actually, and ends up with a combination of 7 (instead of 9) terms. Similar thing also happens for triangle diagrams since we have θ_{i,j}θ_{j,k}θ_{i,k} = θ_{i,j}θ_{j,k} and θ_{i,j}θ_{j,k}θ_{k,i} = 0. Graphically, this is depicted as

kji = kji and kji . (2.4) The first non-trivial loop structure for basic time integral, which cannot be further reduced to a tree, only appears at four-site with θ_{i,j}θ_{j,k}θ_{i,l}θ_{l,k}, which can be shown as

kl ji . (2.5)

After deleting all vanishing graphs, we have 25 and 79 terms in the decomposition of the triangle and box respectively. Generally, for an n-gon graph, there are two vanishing terms among those naively 3^n terms in the decomposition: the clockwise cycle and the anti-clockwise cycle. So there are (3^n − 2) terms in the decomposition:

nn − 1 12 j =^{nn − 112j} +^{12 nn − 1j} + other (3^n − 2) terms. (2.6)

– 8 –

Similarly for general L-loop two-site graphs, every time integral in the expansion is either a two-site chain or a product of two one-site graphs, which can be labeled by their energies on each vertex. By considering all possible energy assignments and ignoring cases that lead to incompatible time order (like the red-slashed ones in (2.9)), we conclude that the number of time integrals in the expansion of an L-loop two-site graph is (2^{L+2} − 1).

For correlators, things become a little more complicated because of the double types of vertices and more kinds of propagators introduced in (1.13). We should consider graphs with all possible bulk point assignments. Take the two-site correlator as an example: following from the definition, there are four terms from the correlator corresponding to four distributions {+, +}, {−, −}, {+.−} and {−, +} for the bulk points, each of which corresponds to different propagator (1.13) along the edge. After decomposing the correlator to basic time integrals, propagators with the same sign on its vertices yield two terms, while propagators with different signs yield one term. Moreover, terms from D_{++} or D_{−−}, as well as terms from D_{+−} or D_{−+} are parity conjugate to each other. So finally the two-site chain is decomposed into 2 × (2 + 1)^1 = 6 basic time integrals.

12 = 1, +2, + + 1, −2, − − 1, +2, − − 1, −2, +

= 1, +2, + + 1, +2, + + 1, −2, − + 1, −2, − − 1, +2, − − 1, −2, + = 1, +2, + + 1, +2, + − 1, +2, − + c.c.

(2.7)

Generally speaking, for a tree correlator, this decomposition results in 2 × 3^e terms. It is easier to see this by firstly drawing all possible 3^e basis graphs for correlators and assigning possible bulk point types to each vertex. By adding ± signs on the vertices in each basic time integral, there are only two allowed configurations of assignment, which are complex conjugate to each other. Thus there are 3^e independent terms, together with their complex conjugation, totally 2 × 3^e terms contributing to tree correlators.

For correlators with a loop structure, the decomposition is straightforward and similar to the previous discussion. As an example, the decomposition of a bubble diagram reads

12 = 1, +2, + + 1, +2, + + 1, +2, − + c.c. (2.8)

Interestingly, for two-site L-loop graph, since the propagator type depends on vertex type, there are only 6 terms in the decomposition: 2 terms for {+, +} type vertex, 1 term for {+, −} type vertex and their complex conjugation.

12 = 1, +2, + + 1, +2, + + 1, +2, − + c.c. (2.9)

2.2 Contracting edges: differentials of a time integral After discussing the decomposition, let us turn to the computation of these integrals. In [63], the authors furthermore decompose these basic time integrals into family tree integrals and consider series expansion. In this work, we will instead focus on the differential equations these basic time integrals satisfy.

– 9 –

To derive the differential equations, we treat q_i as constants and take the partial derivative with respect to each energy ω_m for T^{q1,··· ,qn}_N . Following the definition, it is very straightforward to get the relation ∂_mT^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) = −i T^{q1,q2,...,qm+1,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n), (2.10)

where ∂_m ≡^∂_{∂ωm} , i.e. the operator simply raises the twist exponent for vertex m by 1. However, since we would like to stick to the integrals with q_m fixed, we need to perform integration by part and bring the twist back to q_m. To achieve this, we use the differential relation ∂_{τm} (−τ_m)^{qm} e^{i ωmτm} ∏ (m,b)∈N θ_{m,b} ∏ (f,m)∈N θ_{f,m} = −q_m(−τ_m)^{qm−1}e^{i ωmτm} ∏ (m,b)∈N θ_{m,b} ∏ (f,m)∈N θ_{f,m} +i ω_m(−τ_m)^{qm} e^{i ωmτm} ∏ (m,b)∈N θ_{m,b} ∏ (f,m)∈N θ_{f,m} + ∑ b_0 (−τ_m)^{qm} e^{i ωmτm} ∏ (m,b)∈N b≠b_0 θ_{m,b}δ_{m,b0} ∏ (f,m)∈N θ_{f,m}

− ∑ f_0 (−τ_m)^{qm} e^{i ωmτm} ∏ (m,b)∈N θ_{m,b} ∏ (f,m)∈N f≠f_0 θ_{f,m}δ_{f0,m},

(2.11)

where b are all the points that are prior to point m i.e. τ_b < τ_m and f are all the points that are later than m in the time structure N . Let us take a more careful look into these terms and show their graphical meanings. Firstly, the first term on the RHS corresponds to the integrand of −q_mT^{q1,q2,...,qn}_N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n). Similarly, the second term corresponds to the integrand of i ω_mT^{q1,q2,...,qm+1,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n). Finally, due to the existence of the δ function, τ_m can be trivially integrated out, leaving each term in the last two lines corresponding to a lower-point basic time integral by contracting the edges between vertices b_0 and m or f_0 and m. Therefore after performing the integration by part using (2.11), the following identity can be derived ∂_mT^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) = − q_m ω_m T^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) − i ω_m ∑ (m,b)∈N T^{q1,q2,...,qm,b,...,qn} N_{m,b} (ω1, ω2, . . . , ωm,b . . . , ωn) + i ω_m ∑ (f,m)∈N T^{q1,q2,...,qm,f ,...,qn} N_{m,f} (ω1, ω2, . . . , ωm,f . . . , ωn), (2.12) where q_{a,b} ≡ q_a + q_b and similar for ω_{a,b}^3, and N_{m,b} denotes the time structure for a (n−1)- site graph with original m and b identified. For convenience, we introduce the notation

3It is also the same for longer indices. For example, qa,...,c = qa + · · · + qc and sometimes we omit the commas for simplicity: qa...c = qa,...,c.

– 10 – sgn^{i,j}_N :

sgn^{i,j}_N = 1, if (i, j) ∈ N − 1, if (j, i) ∈ N 0, if i, j not connected

. (2.13)

Then we can write down the total differential of a general basic time integral as the following

dT^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) = n∑ m=1 dlog ω_m ( −q_mT^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) (2.14)

+i ∑ j≠m sgn^{j,m}_N T^{q1,q2,...,qj,m,...,qn} N_{j,m} (ω1, ω2, . . . , ωj,m . . . , ωn) .

This is the main result of this section. Eq. (2.15) is an illustrative example of a five-site tree. Here i+j denotes the energy on the node to be ω_i + ω_j, and the twist exponent to be q_i + q_j.

d 12345

= dlog ω_1 −q^1 12345 + i 1 + 2345 + i 1 + 3 245

+ dlog ω_2 −q^2 12345 − i 1 + 2345

+ dlog ω_3 −q^3 12345 +i 123+45 +i 123+5 4 −i 1 + 3 245

+ dlog ω_4 −q^4 12345 − i 123 + 4 5

+ dlog ω_5 −q^5 12345 − i 123 + 5 4 (2.15) We can also apply (2.14) to basic time integrals beyond tree level. For one-loop, the first non-trivial graph is 4-site. Eq. (2.16) shows the differential of a one-loop 4-site integral,

– 11 – where the grey arrow can be eliminated.

d 1234

= dlog ω_1 −q_1 1234 + i 1 + 3 24 + i 1 + 234

+ dlog ω_2 −q_2 1234 + i 132 + 4 − i 1 + 234

+ dlog ω_3 −q_3 1234 + i 123 + 4 − i 1 + 3 24

+ dlog ω_4 −q_4 1234 − i 123 + 4 − i 132 + 4 ,

(2.16)

3 Recursive solutions for basic time integrals

In this section, we solve the differential equations satisfied by T^{q1,q2,...,qn}_N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) recursively. This amounts to choosing a specific integration path in the parameter space of ω := (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n). Then any basic time integral can be expressed by integrals in (3.1) which can be viewed as a special case of Euler-Mellin Integrals^4 [64, 65], plus some products of lower-point functions which can be solved in the same way.

I(ω; ν(q)) = Γ(q_{12···n})

∫_1 0 dα α α^{ν(q)}P (α, ω)^{−q12···n} , dα α = dα_2 α_2 . . . dα_n α_n , (3.1)

ν(q) is a summation of q_i and P (α, ω) is a polynomial of α_i with ω as coefficients. The explicit expressions of both depend on the specific integration path we choose. Finally, we will show that series representations in [63] can be deduced from our results. Therefore, it provides us with a novel representation of basic time integrals and in this representation many analytic tools developed for Euler integrals or GKZ system [67] can be applied [64, 68, 69].

4They appear in different kinds of literature with many different names, such as generalized Euler integrals or Aomoto-Gelfand integrals. See [64] for an overview. We also note that the integration domain [0, 1] seems to be different from the definition but can be transformed to [0, ∞] by α ≡ y/(1 + y), which makes relation with a lot of integrals appearing in physical context such as the stringy integrals defined in [66].

– 12 –

3.1 Solving differential equations recursively

Let us start from the differential equation (2.14) and rewrite it in the following form ( ω_m ∂ ∂ω_m + q_m ) T^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) = −i T̃_{Nc} ,

T̃_{Nc} (ω_m) = − ∑ j≠m sgn^{j,m}_N T^{q1,q2,...,qj,m,...,qn} N_{j,m} (ω1, ω2, . . . , ωj,m . . . , ωn), (3.2) where T̃_{Nc} (ω_m) is a shorthand for the basic time integrals with some edges contracted and we suppress its dependence on q_i and other ω_i for simplicity. The coefficient (−i) is due to the normalization for time integrals in (2.1). Defining ω^{−qm}_m G^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) ≡ T^{q1,q2,...,qn}_N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n), (3.3) it is easy to derive that for G^{q1,q2,...,qn}_N , ω_m∂_mG^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) = (−i) ω^{qm}_m T̃_{Nc} (ω_m). (3.4)

Then this first-order partial differential equation can be straightforwardly solved to be G^{q1,...,qn} N (ω_m; ω_1, . . . , ω_n) = (−i) ∫_{ωm} 0 dt_m t^{qm−1}_m T̃_{Nc} (t_m) + C[ω_1, . . . , ω̂_m, . . . , ω_n], (3.5)

where C is an arbitrary function free of ω_m. And the expression for T^{q1,q2,...,qn}_N follows: T^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) =

(−i) ω^{qm}_m ∫_{ωm} 0 dt_m t^{qm−1}_m T̃_{Nc} (t_m) + ω^{−qm}_m C[ω_1, . . . , ω̂_m, . . . , ω_n]. (3.6) Here we use T̃_{Nc} (t_m) to emphasize T̃_{Nc} is a function of t_m. Now we normalize the integration variables t_m with ω_m, that is, perform the transformation t_m ≡ α_mω_m and arrive at T^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) = (−i)

∫_1 0 dα_m α^{qm−1}_m T̃_{Nc} (α_mω_m)+ω^{−qm}_m C[ω_1, . . . , ω̂_m, . . . , ω_n]. (3.7) Then we determine C using boundary conditions. In general, the boundary conditions can be taken as the soft limit ω_m → 0. However, when we properly choose the integration path, that is, choosing which ω_m to be integrated first, this condition will simplify a lot. Supposing ω_m is not a “source”, that is, there is at least one adjacent vertex to m which is earlier than τ_m and let us suppose it to be τ_j, then the soft limit for the left-hand side of (3.7) will be an integral like lim ω_m→0 T^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) = (−i) T̂_{N̂e}

∫_0 τ_j dτ_m(−τ_m)^{qm−1}T̂_{N̂l} , (3.8)

where T̂_{N̂e} means the integration of earlier-than-m part and T̂_{N̂l} means the integration of later-than-m part. The not-a-source condition guarantees that the integration of τ_m will

– 13 – be bounded below. Thus no divergence will appear when integrating τ_m and neither for remaining integrations since they all have been regulated by factors like e^{iωiτi} which is zero when τ_i → −∞. The expression is finite. Meanwhile, the first term in the right-hand side of (3.7) under the same limit will become lim ω_m→0 (−i)

∫_1 0 dα_m α^{qm−1}_m T̃_{Nc} (α_mω_m) =

(−i) q_m T̃_{Nc} (0), (3.9)

which is also finite. We note that in (3.9) α_mω_m is always combined with some non-zero ω_j because vertex m will always be contracted with some adjacent one j. So ω_m can be taken to 0 smoothly without singularities. Therefore, C[ω_1, . . . , ω̂_m, . . . , ω_n] = 0 since otherwise the RHS will diverge when q_m > 0. Actually, we can directly calculate the soft limit ω_m → 0 of LHS of (3.7) and prove that it indeed matches (3.9) by induction which is presented in Appendix A. We finally have the following recursion relations for basic time integrals:

T^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) = (−i)

∫_1 0 dα_m α^{qm−1}_m T̃_{Nc} (α_mω_m), for m not a “source”. (3.10) When there is only one vertex adjacent to m, that is, m is a “leaf”, this can be represented diagrammatically as

ω_jω_m = (−i)

∫_1 0 dα_m α^{qm−1}_m ω^j+α^mω^m (3.11)

When there are several vertices adjacent to m, then the right-hand side will be a summation of several terms. For example,

213 = (−i)

∫_1 0 dα_1 α^{q1−1}_1 ( 23 + 1α_1 +2 + 1α_13 )

= 132 + 123

. (3.12)

Here ω_i has been abbreviated to i and the corresponding rule for twist exponents should be the same as before. The second line shows that this recursive solution actually incorporates the time order decomposition θ_{1,2}θ_{1,3} = θ_{1,2}θ_{2,3} + θ_{1,3}θ_{3,2}.

At last, let us briefly comment on what will happen if we choose to integrate a “source” vertex first. In this case, if we directly perform the soft limit of LHS, divergence will emerge^5. So we need to isolate this divergence by time decomposition (e.g. θ_{i,j} = 1 − θ_{j,i}) first and the remaining terms will be finite. Then (3.10) applies.

Finally, we can perform the same analysis for T̃_{Nc} and this iteration will end at the diagram with all the vertices contracted: T^{q12...n} • (ω_•) = −i (i ω_•)^{−q1,2,...,n} Γ(q_{12...n}), (3.13)

5This can be seen easily by removing T̂_{N̂e} and replacing τj by −∞ in (3.8).

– 14 – where ω_• means the total energy on this contracted vertex, it will be a polynomial of α with positive coefficients ω. If there are no internal “sinks” in a tree-level basic time integral, which is called a “family tree” in [63], then we can always choose to integrate a leaf out first in every step, and the solution will be a single term, in which case ω_• is just the polynomial P (α, ω) in the representation (3.1). However, in the general case, the solution will be a summation of such integrals just like what (3.12) indicates, corresponding to the so-called “family tree decomposition” in [63]. Now let us first show how P (α, ω) can be written for family trees in several examples. The first example is a three-site chain:

123 = (−i)

∫_1 0 dα_3 α^{q3−1}_3 12 + 3α^3

= (−i)^2

∫_1 0 dα_3 α^{q3−1}_3

∫_1 0 dα_2 α^{q23−1}_2

1 + (2 + 3α_3)α_2

= (−i)^{3+q123}

∫_1 0 dα_3 α^{q3−1}_3

∫_1 0 dα_2 α^{q23−1}_2 [ω_1 +(ω_2 +ω_3α_3)α_2]^{−q123} Γ(q_{123}) (3.14) And the second example is a four-site star:

2 341 = (−i)

∫_1 0 dα_2 α^{q2−1}_2 41+2α23

= (−i)^2

∫_1 0 dα_2 α^{q2−1}_2

∫_1 0 dα_3 α^{q3−1}_3 41+2α^2+3α^3

= (−i)^{4+q1234}

∫_1 0 dα_2 α^{q2−1}_2

∫_1 0 dα_3 α^{q3−1}_3

∫_1 0 dα_4 α^{q4−1}_4

× [ω_1 + ω_2α_2 + ω_3α_3 + ω_4α_4]^{−q1234} Γ(q_{1234})

(3.15)

We summarize the general rules for the final solution of an family tree as

1. There is an overall constant factor (−i)^{n+q12···n} Γ(q_{12···n}).

2. For every vertex i except for the root (the root has been integrated out using (3.13), we name it vertex 1), there is an integration: ∫_1 0 dα_i α_i α^{νi(q)}_i (3.16)

where ν_i(q) sums q_i and all the q_j if there is a path connecting vertex i and j with vertex i as the source. For example, in (3.14), ν_3(q) = q_3 and ν_2(q) = q_{23}.

3. The graph polynomial P (ω, α) can be determined as P (ω, α) = n∑ i=1 ω_i α^{vi} , α^{vi} = α^{vi,1}_1 · · · α^{vi,n}_n (3.17)

– 15 – where v_i is an n-dimension vector that indicates the exponents of α. For example, in (3.14), v_3 = (0, 1, 1) and v_2 = (0, 1, 0). Since root has been integrated out, corresponding v_{i,1} is always 0 in the above examples, and v_{i,j} will be set to 1 if vertex j is on the path from root to vertex i.

4. The final result will be T^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) = (−i)^{n+q12···n} Γ(q_{12···n}) ∫_1 0 n∏ i=2 dα_i α_i α^{ν(qi)}_i P (ω, α)^{−q12···n} (3.18) where N is an family tree.

Using this formula we can directly write down the expression for a five-site tree:

12345

=(−i)^{5+q12345}

∫_1 0 dα_5 α^{q5−1}_5

∫_1 0 dα_4 α^{q4−1}_4

∫_1 0 dα_2 α^{q2−1}_2

∫_1 0 dα_3 α^{q345 −1} 3

× [ω_1 + ω_2α_2 + (ω_3 + ω_4α_4 + ω_5α_5) α_3]^{−q12345} Γ(q_{12345}) (3.19) At last, for cases other than family trees, we can always decompose them into the summation of family trees and products of lower-point integrals first following family tree decomposition in [63] by the property of theta function θ_{i,j} = 1 − θ_{j,i}. Then P (ω, α) can be written for each term: T^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n) = ∑ P (ω,α) (−i)^{n+q12···n} Γ(q_{12···n}) ∫_1 0 n∏ i=2 dα_i α_i α^{ν(qi)}_i P (ω, α)^{−q12···n} + products of lower-point integrals. (3.20) Note that for tree graphs, once the root has been chosen, we can always decompose it into one term in the first line so that the summation doesn’t exist. However, for loop structure, this summation usually exists. For example, the one-loop box graph can be written as a summation of two chains

1234

= −i

∫_1 0 dα_4 α^{q4−1}_4 123 + 4α^4 + 132 + 4α^4

= 1234 + 1324

(3.21)

In general, the differentiation of loop integrands works as an operation that opens the loop, so the loop integrands can be viewed as the growth of trees. Compare the second line of (3.21) with (3.12), the box diagram can also be seen as nontrivial growth of the tree 243 . In summary, we stress that this recursion (3.10) can be applied to arbitrary

– 16 – types of directed graphs beyond trees. It is also interesting to note that this recursive solution can be viewed as a dual representation of time integral representation which trades the theta functions for a structured polynomial P (ω, α).

3.2 Analytic properties of the recursive solution Now we study some analytic properties of the recursive solution derived in the last section. First, we will check that it indeed reproduces the series expansion in [63]. Then we give some comments on the tools to study them.

The series expansion and the method of region. Here we will show that how we can perform the series expansion in the above representation and reproduce results in [63]. The first example is a two-site chain:

T^{q1,q2}_+ (ω_1, ω_2) = 12 = (−i)^{2+q12} Γ(q_{12})

∫_1 0 dα_2α^{q2−1}_2 (ω_1 + ω_2α_2)^{−q12} , (3.22)

where the subscript + indicates the time flow on this chain is unidirectional. Supposing we are considering the region ω_2 < ω_1, then we can expand the integrand in series as

T^{q1,q2}_+ (ω_1, ω_2) =

(−i)^2 (i ω_1)^{q12}

∫_1 0 dα_2α^{q2−1}_2 ∞∑ n=0 Γ(q_{12})Γ(1 − q_{12}) Γ(1 − q_{12} − n)n! ( ω_2 ω_1 )_n α^n_2

= − 1 (i ω_1)^{q12} ∞∑ n=0 Γ(q_{12})Γ(1 − q_{12}) (n + q_2)Γ(1 − q_{12} − n)n! ( ω_2 ω_1 )_n

= − 1 (i ω_1)^{q12} ∞∑ n=0 1 n! Γ(q_{12} + n) (n + q_2) ( − ω_2 ω_1 )_n ≡ − 1 (i ω_1)^{q12 2}

F_1 [ q_2, q_{12} q_2 + 1 | | − ω^2 ω_1 ] .

(3.23)

The last line is derived by using

Γ(q_{12})Γ(1 − q_{12}) Γ(1 − q_{12} − n)

= Γ(q_{12} + n)(−1)^n and the definition of dressed version of hypergeometric functions:

2F_1 [ a, b c | |z ] ≡ ∞∑ n=0 Γ(a + n)Γ(b + n) Γ(c + n) z^n n! . (3.24)

For another region ω_1 ∼ ω_2, we can expand by extracting an overall factor (i ω_{12})^{−q12} :

T^{q1,q2}_+ (ω_1, ω_2) =

(−i)^2 (i ω_{12})^{q12}

∫_1 0 dα_2 α^{q2−1}_2 ∞∑ n=0 Γ(q_{12})Γ(1 − q_{12}) Γ(1 − q_{12} − n)n! ( − ω_2 ω_{12} )_n (1 − α_2)^n

= − 1 (i ω_{12})^{q12} ∞∑ n=0 Γ(q_{12})Γ(1 − q_{12})Γ(q_2) Γ(1 − q_{12} − n)Γ(1 + q_2 + n) ( − ω_2 ω_{12} )_n

=− 1 (i ω_{12})^{q12} ∞∑ n=0 Γ(q_{12} + n)Γ(q_2) Γ(1 + q_2 + n) ( ω_2 ω_{12} )_n ≡− Γ(q_2) (i ω_{12})^{q12 2}

F_1 [ 1, q_{12} q_2 +1 | | | ω_2 ω_{12} ] .

(3.25)

This is the method of region for such integrals. In general, we could choose the root ω_1 to be maximal among ω_i’s and normalize the integral with (i ω_1)^{q12···n} or choose to normalize with the total energy (i ω_{12···n})^{q12···n} . In both cases, the general series expansion formula for the family trees (Eq. (32) and (33) in [63]) can be derived from the recursive solution. We present the complete proof in Appendix B.

– 17 –

Evolution of the recursive solution. Since the recursive solution is derived from differential equations, it is natural to study the flow from one kinematic point (the boundary) to its neighborhood. Supposing expression (or value) of the basic time integral on one kinematic point ω := (ω_1, · · · , ω_n) has already been known, then we deform ω_k to ω^′_k ∼ ω_k, that is, ω^′_k −ω_k is small compared to ω_k. Instead of calculating on this new kinematic point again, we want to evolve from the known expression through the differential equation. Let us start with the recursion relation:

T(ω^′_k) =

(−i) ω^′_k^{qk} ∫_ω′_k 0 dt_kt^{qk−1}_k T̃(t_k)

= −i ( ω_k ω^′_k )_{qk} 1 ω^{qk}_k (∫_{ω′k} ω_k dt_kt^{qk−1}_k T̃(t_k) + ∫_{ωk} 0 dt_kt^{qk−1}_k T̃(t_k) )

= (1 + δ)^{−qk} ( −i ∫_{1+δ} 1 dα_kα^{qk−1}_k T̃(ω_kα_k) + T(ω_k) ) ,

(3.26)

where we have defined δ = (ω^′_k − ω_k)/ω_k. It tells us besides an overall rescaling factor (1 + δ)^{−qk} , we need to study a shift that amounts to changing the original integration region for α_k from [0, 1] to [1, 1 + δ]. This necessitates the study of this kind of integral around its boundary. Let us take the two-site chain as a simple example. We deform ω_2 to ω^′_2 = ω_2(1 + δ), then by (3.26), we have

T^{q1,q2}_+ (ω_1, ω^′_2) = (1 + δ)^{−q2} T^{q1,q2}_+ (ω_1, ω_2) + (1 + δ)^{−q2} T^{q1,q2}_+ (ω_1, ω_2) | [0,1]→[1,1+δ] , (3.27)

where the subscript [0, 1] → [1, 1+δ] means replacing the integral domain of α_2 in (3.22) from [0, 1] to [1, δ]. Then we directly perform the series expansion in the integrand level T^{q1,q2}_+ (ω_1, ω_2) | [0,1]→[1,1+δ] = (−i)

2+q_{12} Γ(q

12)(ω_1 + ω_2)^{−q12} Δ,

Δ = (ω_1 + ω_2)^{q12} ∫_δ 0 dα_2(1 + α_2)^{q2−1}(ω_1 + ω_2 + ω_2α_2)^{−q12}

= δ + δ^2 2! (q_2 − rq_{12} − 1) + δ^3 3! [ (q_2 − 1)(q_2 − 2) − 2q_{12}(q_2 − 1)r + q_{12}(q_{12} + 1)r^2 ] + O(δ^4), (3.28) where r = ω_2/(ω_1 +ω_2). The advantage of evolution only shows when the boundary value is already known (but usually not that easy to calculate) and we want to study the behavior close to this boundary value.

Advanced tools for recursive solution. As we mentioned before, many tools developed for Euler integrals can be applied to our solution. Here we only mention several of them: the coaction structure like those presented in [70], the divergence structure under the de-Sitter limit (q_i → 0) [71] and the analytic continuation and adjacent relations (relations among integrals with q_i shifted) of hypergeometric systems [72]. We leave the more advanced research of this kind of integrals to future works.

4 The system of differential equations for cosmological amplitudes

In this section, we derive the closed differential system for the cosmological amplitudes of any graph type. We will first derive the differential equation system for general basic

– 18 – time integrals to gain some intuition. Though we have solved them in the last section by recursion (which can be viewed as choosing a specific integration path), some analytic properties are only manifest in the differential equation system. Especially, when we take the de Sitter limit q_i → 0, this system can be solved as the canonical differential equation (CDE) system which is well studied in the Feynman integral literature. Then we describe how to generally obtain the canonical differential system for cosmological amplitudes which are combinations of basic time integrals. We find consistency with results in [54], and our method applies to general cosmological amplitudes including those with loops furthermore.

4.1 Differential equations for any basic time integrals

To derive differential equations for any basic time integrals, we further take the total differential of the contracted terms on the RHS of (2.14) and eventually arrive at a closed system of differential equations. Specifically, after recursively doing this n − 1 times (n is the number of vertices in the graph), we arrive at the same one-site integral as in (3.13) T^{q12...n} • (ω_{12...n}) = (−i)

∫_0 −∞ dτ(−τ)^{q12···n−1}e^{i ω12···nτ} = (−i) (i ω_{12...n})^{q12...n} Γ(q_{12...n}), (4.1)

satisfying dT^{q12...n}_• (ω_{12...n}) = −q_{12...n} dlog ω_{12...n} T^{q12...n}_• (ω_{12...n}), (4.2) where no new integral appears, thus the system closes. In general, a time integral may correspond to a disconnected graph which is a product of several connected parts. For simplicity, we only study time integrals corresponding to connected directed graphs in this subsection, since the differential of disconnected ones can be obtained by the Leibniz rule.

Every time we take the total differential of a basic time integral, lower-site integrals will be introduced with some edge contracted until there is no edge left (e.g. the one-site integral). We collect these lower-site integrals in each step and act total differential on them in the next step. A lower-site integral is called at j-th level if it appears at the j-th step during the procedure. For a general graph with e edges, the integral basis consists of (e−j)-site integrals at j-th level, j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , e, and the number of integrals in each level reads C^j_e, i.e. one has to choose j from e edges to contract. Thus, the closed system naively consists of 2^e basis integrals in total. This counting is true for tree graphs. However, for graphs with loops, contraction of edges may lead to an integral with contradictory time order, so the number of basis integrals is expected to be no more than 2^e.

After the general discussion, let us consider some simple examples. Firstly, for the two-site basic time integral T^{q1,q2}_{θ1,2} = ω^1, q^1ω^2, q^2 . (4.3)

– 19 – take differential of it following (2.14), we have

dT^{q1,q2}_{θ1,2} (ω_1, ω_2) = dlog ω_1 ( −q_1 ω^1, q^1ω^2, q^2 + i ω^{1,2}, q^{1,2} )

+ dlog ω_2 ( −q_2 ω^1, q^1ω^2, q^2 − i ω^{1,2}, q^{1,2} )

= dlog ω_1 ( −q_1T^{q1,q2}_{θ1,2} (ω_1, ω_2) + i T^{q1,2}_• (ω_{1,2}) )

+ dlog ω_2 ( −q_2T^{q1,q2}_{θ1,2} (ω_1, ω_2) − i T^{q1,2}_• (ω_{1,2}) ) .

(4.4)

Only one new term appears, whose differential is proportional to itself

dT^{q1,2}_• (ω_{1,2}) = −(q_1 + q_2) dlog(ω_1 + ω_2) T^{q1,2}_• (ω_{1,2}). (4.5)

Hence the differential equation system closes, and we have obtained d ( T^{q1,q2}_{θ1,2} (ω_1, ω_2) T^{q1,2}_• (ω_{1,2}) ) = ( −q_1dlog ω_1 − q_2dlog ω_2 i (dlog ω_1 − dlog ω_2) 0 −q_{1,2} dlog(ω_{1,2}) ) ( T^{q1,q2}_{θ1,2} (ω_1, ω_2) T^{q1,2}_• (ω_{1,2}) )

(4.6) If we further normalize T^{q1,2}_• (ω_{1,2}) by i(q_1 + q_2), the above differential equation ends up like d ( T^{q1,q2}_{θ1,2} (ω_1, ω_2)

T^{q1,2}_• (ω_{1,2})

i(q_1+q_2) ) = ( −q_1dlog ω_1 − q_2dlog ω_2 −q_{1,2} (dlog ω_1 − dlog ω_2) 0 −q_{1,2} dlog(ω_{1,2}) ) ( T^{q1,q2}_{θ1,2} (ω_1, ω_2)

T^{q1,2}_• (ω_{1,2} ) i(q_1+q_2) ) , (4.7) One sees that if we take q_1 = q_2 = ϵ, then ϵ factors out from the matrix, and the differential equation is in canonical form like in [54].

A similar discussion also applies to higher-site integrals. As an illustration, for the following three-site basic time integral T^{q1,q2,q3} θ_{1,2},θ_{3,2} (ω1, ω2, ω3) =

ω_1, q_1ω_2, q_2ω_3, q_3 . (4.8)

The differential matrix can also be deduced by applying (2.14)

−q_1ℓ_1 − q_2ℓ_2 − q_3ℓ_3 i(ℓ_1 − ℓ_2) i(ℓ_3 − ℓ_2) 0 0 −q_{1,2}ℓ_{1,2} − q_3ℓ_3 0 i(ℓ_3 − ℓ_{1,2}) 0 0 −q_1ℓ_1 − q_{2,3}ℓ_{2,3} i(ℓ_1 − ℓ_{2,3}) 0 0 0 −q_{1,2,3}ℓ_{1,2,3}

, (4.9)

where we have defined ℓ_1 = dlog ω_1 ℓ_2 = dlog ω_2 ℓ_3 = dlog ω_3 ℓ_{1,2} = dlog ω_{1,2} ℓ_{2,3} = dlog ω_{2,3} ℓ_{1,2,3} = dlog ω_{1,2,3}

(4.10)

and the basis integrals are introduced as T^{q1,2,q3} (ω_{1,2}, ω_3) =ω^{1,2}, q^{1,2}ω^3, q^3 ,

T^{q1,q2,3} (ω_1, ω_{2,3}) = ω^1, q^1ω^{2,3}, q^{2,3} ,

T^{q1,2,3} (ω_{1,2,3}) = ω^{1,2,3}, q^{1,2,3}.

(4.11)

– 20 –

It can also be brought into the canonical form after proper normalization by q_i’s. Explicitly, if we normalize them as T^{q1,q2,q3} θ_{1,2},θ_{3,2} (ω1, ω2, ω3) T^{q1,2,q3} (ω_{1,2}, ω_3) T^{q1,q2,3} (ω_1, ω_{2,3}) T^{q1,2,3} (ω_{1,2,3}) → T^{q1,q2,q3} θ_{1,2},θ_{3,2} (ω1, ω2, ω3) −iT^{q1,2,q3} (ω_{1,2}, ω_3)/q_3 −iT^{q1,q2,3} (ω_1, ω_{2,3})/q_1 −T^{q1,2,3} (ω_{1,2,3})/(q_1q_3)

(4.12)

the differential matrix will read

−q_1ℓ_1 − q_2ℓ_2 − q_3ℓ_3 −q_3(ℓ_1 − ℓ_2) q_1(ℓ_2 − ℓ_3) 0 0 −q_{1,2}ℓ_{1,2} − q_3ℓ_3 0 q_1(−ℓ_3 + ℓ_{1,2}) 0 0 −q_1ℓ_1 − q_{2,3}ℓ_{2,3} −q_3(ℓ_1 − ℓ_{2,3}) 0 0 0 −q_{1,2,3}ℓ_{1,2,3}

. (4.13)

When we take q_1 = q_2 = q_3 = ϵ above, ϵ factors out and the matrix is in canonical form.

This procedure also applies to loop graphs. If we further take the differential of the integrals on the RHS of (2.16), we will have a 4-level differential system with {1, 4, 4, 1} basis integral(s) at each level. These integrals are depicted as follows,

1234

1 + 234

1 + 3 24

132 + 4

123 + 4

1 + 2 + 3 4

1 + 23 + 4

1 + 42 + 3

12 + 3 + 4

1 + 2 + 3 + 4

where the arrows between each level indicate which integrals appear in the total differential of the last level.

4.2 The complete system of differential equations for cosmological amplitudes

By recursively using (2.14) and the Leibniz rule, we can derive the differential equation system for any wavefunction coefficients or correlators. Let us generally describe as an algorithm how the canonical differential equations for wavefunction/correlator are computed.

– 21 –

As stated in Sec.2, a wavefunction ψ can be decomposed into a combination of (products of) basic time integrals. The total differential of the wavefunction is easy to compute by using (2.14). Schematically, we have

dψ = d ∑ i T_{Ni} = ∑ j dlog(ω_j) B_j (4.14)

where on the RHS we collect the dlog’s and denote their coefficients as B_j , which are linear combinations of basic time integrals including ones with contracted edges. This is the 1st level of the differential equation system. Letters ω_j appearing at this level are the physical singularities of the form ∑ i X_i + ∑ j Y_j, as well as folded singularities which can be obtained by replacing some of “+Y_j” by “−Y_j” in physical ones. Then we collect the B_j ’s associated with folded singularities, along with the original wavefunction we get a set of integrals {ψ, B_j }. All other B_j ’s corresponding to physical singularities are expected to be linear combinations of these integrals. We then take differential of B_j ’s to get the 2nd level total differentials dB_j = ∑ k dlog(ω_{j,k}) C_{j,k} (4.15)

where new folded singularities appear, and we extend the integral basis by their coefficients, and express other coefficients as a linear combination of {ψ, B_j , C_{j,k}}. If these integrals are not complete, we further extend them by coefficients of the newly appearing letters at the last level. Recursively, we will have a closed differential equation system. Then we are going to normalize every integral in the basis by the product of (−q_i)’s, where the q_i’s are those that show up as coefficients in this basis integral. For example, we normalize the integral i (q_1 + q_2) q_3^{X1 + X2 + Y2 , q1,2} X3 − Y, q3 + i q 3^{X1 + X2 + X3, q1,2,3} (4.16)

by −1/(q_1q_2q_3). This integral appears as a basis integral of the three-site chain at the 4th level.

Since for individual basic time integral, all possible new graphs produced by taking differential can be obtained by contracting some of the edges of the original graph. Thus, for a general wavefunction with e edges, there are 4 different choices for each edge: 2 different time orders, 1 dash line, 1 contracting. So the number of time integrals appearing in the closed differential equation system is (at most) 4^e, which coincides with that in [54]. This number can be reduced when the diagram contains loops, where the contraction of edges may lead to a vanishing graph with an incompatible time order. In the rest part of this subsection, we will give some explicit examples.

Two-site chain wavefunction/correlator The two-site chain wavefunction in terms of time integrals is written as

ψ_{2-chain} =^{X1 + Y, q1X2 − Y, q2} +^{X1 − Y, q1X2 + Y, q2} −^{X1 + Y, q1X2 + Y, q2} , (4.17)

Since we are adding basic time integrals together and get undirected integrals, we change variables from ω_i in each directed graph to {X_i, Y_{i,j} }, and the energy and twist exponent

– 22 – of each site are labeled below (Y := Y_{1,2} in this example). By taking differential of ψ_{2-chain}, we get

dψ_{2-chain} = dlog(X_1 + Y ) ( −q_1^{X1 + Y, q1X2 − Y, q2} + i^{X1 + X2, q1,2}+ q_1^{X1 + Y, q1X2 + Y, q2} )

+ dlog(X_2 + Y ) ( −q_2^{X1 − Y, q1X2 + Y, q2} + i^{X1 + X2, q1,2}+ q_2^{X1 + Y, q1X2 + Y, q2} )

+ dlog(X_1 − Y ) ( −q_1^{X1 − Y, q1X2 + Y, q2} − i^{X1 + X2, q1,2} )

+ dlog(X_2 − Y ) ( −q_2^{X1 + Y, q1X2 − Y, q2} − i^{X1 + X2, q1,2} ) , (4.18) where letters X_1 + Y and X_2 + Y are “physical”, and X_1 − Y and X_2 − Y are the so-called “folded” ones. If we define the coefficients of folded letters to be

B_1 = −q_1^{X1 − Y, q1X2 + Y, q2} − i^{X1 + X2 , q1,2},

B_2 = −q_2^{X1 + Y, q1X2 − Y, q2} − i^{X1 + X2 , q1,2}.

(4.19)

Then it is easy to see (4.18) can be recast as

dψ_{2-chain} = dlog(X_1 + Y ) (−q_1ψ_{2-chain} − B_1) + dlog(X_2 + Y ) (−q_2ψ_{2-chain} − B_2) + dlog(X_1 − Y ) B_1 + dlog(X_2 − Y ) B_2.

(4.20)

And here is the 1st level differential equation, which only contains one single differential.

To get the 2nd level differential equation, we further take differential of B_1 and B_2 and get

dB_1 = dlog(X_2 + Y ) ( q_1q_2^{X1 − Y, q1X2 + Y, q2} − i q_1^{X1 + X2 , q1,2} )

+ dlog(X_1 − Y ) ( q^2_1^{X1 − Y, q1}

X2 + Y, q2 + i q1 X1 + X2, q1,2 )

+ dlog(X_1 + X_2) ( i (q_1 + q_2)^{X1 + X2, q1,2} ) (4.21)

dB_2 = dlog(X_2 + Y ) ( q_1q_2^{X1 + Y, q1X2 − Y, q2} − iq_2^{X1 + X2, q1,2} )

+ dlog(X_1 − Y ) ( q^2^{X1 + Y, q1} X2 − Y, q2 + iq2 X1 + X2 , q1,2 )

+ dlog(X_1 + X_2) ( i(q_1 + q_2)^{X1 + X2, q1,2} ) (4.22)

where we recognize the coefficient of dlog(X_1 + X_2) as a new basis integral

C = i (q_1 + q_2)^{X1 + X2, q1,2} (4.23)

– 23 –

Together with basis integrals at 1st level, the 2nd level differential equation can be rewritten as

dB_1 = −dlog(X_2 + Y )(q_2B_1 + C) − dlog(X_1 − Y )(q_1B_1) + dlog(X_1 + X_2)C, dB_2 = −dlog(X_1 + Y )(q_1B_2 + C) − dlog(X_2 − Y )(q_2B_2) + dlog(X_1 + X_2)C.

(4.24)

Then we calculate the 3rd level differential equation, which is simply

dC = −(q_1 + q_2)dlog(X_1 + X_2) C. (4.25)

There are neither new integrals nor new letters in this differential equation, and we finally arrive at a closed differential equation system

d ψ_{2-chain} B_1 B_2 C = −q_1ℓ_1 − q_2ℓ_2 −ℓ_1 + ℓ_3 −ℓ_2 + ℓ_4 0 0 −q_1ℓ_3 − q_2ℓ_2 0 −ℓ_2 + ℓ_5 0 0 −q_1ℓ_1 − q_2ℓ_4 −ℓ_1 + ℓ_5 0 0 0 −(q_1 + q_2)ℓ_5 ψ_{2-chain}

B_1 B_2 C ,

(4.26) where we have defined

ℓ_1 = dlog(X_1 + Y ), ℓ_2 = dlog(X_2 + Y ), ℓ_3 = dlog(X_1 − Y ), ℓ_4 = dlog(X_2 − Y ), ℓ_5 = dlog(X_1 + X_2).

(4.27)

After proper normalization of these integrals, we have

d ψ_{2-chain} −B_1/q_1 −B_2/q_2 C/(q_1q_2) = −q_1ℓ_1 − q_2ℓ_2 q_1ℓ_1 − q_1ℓ_3 q_2ℓ_2 − q_2ℓ_4 0 0 −q_1ℓ_3 − q_2ℓ_2 0 q_2ℓ_2 − q_2ℓ_5 0 0 −q_1ℓ_1 − q_2ℓ_4 q_1ℓ_1 − q_1ℓ_5 0 0 0 −(q_1 + q_2)ℓ_5 ψ_{2-chain} −B_1/q_1 −B_2/q_2 C/(q_1q_2) (4.28) which is the same differential equation system obtained by kinematic flow when taking q_i = ϵ.

For the two-site chain correlator, we have the following expansion

T_{2-chain} =^{X1 + Y, q1X2 − Y, q2} +^{X1 − Y, q1X2 + Y, q2} −^{X1 + Y, q1−X2 − Y, q2} + c.c. (4.29)

For simplicity, we overlook the complex conjugate part. After a similar calculation as in the two-site wavefunction case, the whole differential system reads the same as (4.26) and (4.28), except with ψ_{2-chain} exchanged by T_{2-chain}.

Two-site loop wavefunction/correlator We can apply our method to arbitrary graphs even with loops. For the two-site bubble, we have 3 levels in the DE, and {1, 6, 3} basis integral(s) in each level. Interestingly, for the two-site L-loop (banana) wavefunction, we found that there are still 3 levels of DE and {1, 2 (2^{L+1} − 1), (2^{L+1} − 1)} basis integrals in

– 24 – each level. Explicitly, we choose the basis integrals as

ψ_{banana} = 12 = (2^{L+2} − 1) terms,

B^{(1)}(ω^{(1)}_i ) = −q_1^{ω(1)i , q1X+2 , q2} − i^{ω(1)i + X+2 , q1,2}, i = 1, 2, . . . , 2^{L+1} − 1,

B^{(2)}(ω^{(2)}_i ) = −q_2^{X+1 , q1ω(2)i , q2} − i^{X+1 + ω(2)i , q1,2}, i = 1, 2, . . . , 2^{L+1} − 1,

C (ω_i) = i(q_1 + q_2)^ωi^{, q}1,2, i = 1, 2, . . . , 2^{L+1} − 1,

(4.30)

where the energies are defined as:

X^+_i = X_i + L+1∑ j=1 Y_j , i = 1, 2

ω_i = X_1 + X_2 + 2 ∑ k∈α_i Y_k, α_i ⊊ {1, 2, . . . , 2^{L+1}} ω^{(j)}_i = X_j + ∑ k∈α_i Y_k − ∑ k∈β_i Y_k, α_i ∪ β_i = {1, 2, . . . , 2^{L+1}}, α_i ∩ β_i = ∅, β_i ≠ ∅ (4.31)

and the DE takes the following form:

dψ_{banana} = −(q_1 dlog X^+_1 + q_2 dlog X^+_2 ) ψ_{banana} + ∑ i,j (−1)^{|αi|}dlog ( ω^{(j)}_i X^+_j ) B^{(j)}(ω^{(j)}_i )

dB^{(1)}(ω^{(1)}_i ) = −(q_1 dlog ω^{(1)}_i + q_2 dlog X^+_2 ) B^{(1)}(ω^{(1)}_i ) + dlog ( ω^{(1)}_i + X^+_2 X^+_2 ) C(ω^{(1)}_i + X^+_2 )

dB^{(2)}(ω^{(2)}_i ) = −(q_1 dlog X^+_1 + q_2 dlog ω^{(2)}_i ) B^{(2)}(ω^{(2)}_i ) + dlog ( X^+_1 + ω^{(2)}_i X^+_1 ) C(X^+_1 + ω^{(2)}_i )

dC (ω_i) = −(q_1 + q_2) dlog ω_i C (ω_i) (4.32) which can be easily normalized to become canonical. And it can be checked that when L = 0 it goes back to (4.26).

For the two-site L-loop correlator, the structure is simpler. According to the discussion at the end of Sec.2, there are only 2 × 3 time integrals in the decomposition, and we only consider 3 of them, the other 3 terms are the complex conjugate. Thus, the structure of DE is expected to be very similar to tree-level ones (4.26) and (4.28). Explicitly, we choose

– 25 – the basis integrals as

T_{banana} =^{1, +2, +} +^{1, +2, +} +^{1, +2, −}

B_1 = −q_1^{1, +2, +} − i^{X1 + X2 , q1,2}

B_2 = −q_2^{1, +2, +} − i^{X1 + X2 , q1,2}

C = i(q_1 + q_2)^{X1 + X2 , q1,2}

(4.33)

then the DE takes the same form as (4.26) and (4.28), with the letters redefined as

ℓ_1 = dlog

X_1 + L+1∑ j=1 Y_j , ℓ_2 = dlog

X_2 + L+1∑ j=1 Y_j , ℓ_3 = dlog X_1 − L+1∑ j=1 Y_j ,

ℓ_4 = dlog X_2 − L+1∑ j=1 Y_j , ℓ_5 = dlog(X_1 + X_2).

(4.34)

Three-site chain wavefunction For wavefunction of three-site chain ψ_{3-chain}, a new feature appears at the differential equation of the 2nd level integrals, where the integral basis is not complete after extended by the coefficients of newly appeared letters. Explicitly, there is 5 integrals B_i, i = 1, 2, . . . , 5, in the 2nd level of differential equation. Taking the differential of these 5 integrals, we would find 4 new letters appearing, whose coefficients C_j , j = 1, . . . , 4 are considered as new members of the integral basis. But we could not express the differentials dB_i by {ψ_{3-chain}, B_1, . . . , B_5, C_1, . . . , C_4}. Then we search for new time integrals in the coefficients of previously appearing letters. We choose

C_5 = dB_4 d(X_2 + Y_1 + Y_2) , C_6 = dB_4 d(X_1 − Y_1) , C_7 = dB_5 d(X_3 − Y_2)

(4.35)

to be the new integrals and the differential equation can be recast as (the equations are lengthy, we only present a simple one)

dB_3 = dlog(X_1 + Y_1)(−q_1B_3 − C_3) + dlog(X_3 + Y_2)(−q_3B_3 − C_1) +dlog(X_1 + X_2 − Y_2)C_3 + dlog(X_2 + X_3 − Y_1)C_1 − q_2dlog(X_2 − Y_1 − Y_2)B_3

(4.36)

Recursively, this procedure will truncate at the 4th level, where the differential equation system closes. Each level have {1, 5, 7, 3} integral(s) respectively. Similarly, normalize every time integral in the basis by product of (−q_i)’s they involve, we have a CDE system.

– 26 –

Compared to CDE in [54], we find that our CDE system turns out to be the same, after taking q_i → ϵ and applying a linear transformation to our basis:

U_{trans} =

1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 −1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

(4.37)

We also calculated DEs for four-chain and four-star, and found consistency with those in [54], once proper normalization and linear transformation are employed.

n-gon wavefunction For more general graphs, the procedure also applies. We further calculated the DE system for {3,4,5}-gon, and obtain {50, 226, 962} basis integrals respectively. The naive counting for the number of basis integral is 4^n, which is greater than the actual numbers by {14, 30, 62} respectively for {3,4,5}-gon. These numbers can be interpreted as the counting of all graphs with incompatible time ordering among total 4^n ones. For example, all incompatible time orderings of clockwise type for 3- and 4-gon are as follows:

123 1=C^0_3 term

123 123 123

3=C^1_3 terms

123 123 123

3=C^2_3 terms

(4.38)

– 27 –

1423

1=C^0_4 term

1423 1423 1423 1423

4=C^1_4 terms

1423 1423 1423 1423 1423 1423

6=C^2_4 terms

1423 1423 1423 1423

4=C^3_4 terms

(4.39)

where the shade means contraction of edges. Generally for 1-loop n-gon wavefunction, incompatible time ordering corresponds to directed cycles (clockwise and anti-clockwise). Then it suffices to consider the two n-cycles (such as the first term in (4.38) and (4.39)) and all their contractions. The counting for incompatible time ordering is then 2 × n−1∑ k=0 C^k_n = 2 (2^n−1), (4.40)

Note that the all-edge contraction is compatible, so we exclude the C^n term. Thus we conclude that for general n-gon wavefunctions, the number of basis integrals is [4^n−2 (2^n−1)].

5 Back to de Sitter: truncated differential equations and symbology

In previous sections, we kept the twists q_i to be generic. However, we can also consider some particular choices of q_i, which are both interesting in physics and mathematics. In this subsection, we study the wavefunction coefficients at q_i → 0 limit under ϕ^3 interaction, which corresponds to de Sitter spacetime as we have explained in review part, and all the special functions become multi-polylogarithm (MPL). We will see that it is straightforward to take the dS limit and truncate our differential equations at q_i = 0, and we will study the MPL symbol results for some special wavefunction integrals following the truncated differential equations^6.

6It is also possible to truncate the DE system (before canonical normalization) in the dS limit. Then to calculate the symbol is simply to multiply the derivative matrix several times. Notice the derivative matrix corresponding to the last level integrals will have all zero entries in the dS limit, the symbol will thus eventually depend only on the boundary condition of the last level, which is easy to calculate. However, this procedure is quite straightforward and not very illuminating, so we suppress the discussion here.

– 28 –

To take the limit, the main subtlety is that although the wavefunction in dS limit is a finite object, each integral (2.1) will probably diverge under q_i → 0. For instance, at q_1 → 0 limit, a single-point diagram reads 1 = (−i) (i ω_1)^{q1}

Γ(q_1) = − i q_1

+ i log ω_1 + O(q_1), (5.1)

where we have omitted the Euler’s constant γ_E and π appearing in the finite part. However, after combining basic time integrals to get wavefunction coefficients, all the divergence must cancel, and we will have a finite truncated differential equation system for the wavefunction integral.

From the last subsection, we see that after adding basic time integrals together, the total differential for an n-site e-edge wavefunction coefficient integral, with X_j as sum of energies from bulk-to-boundary propagators (1.8) attaching vertex j, and Y_{i,j} as the energies along the bulk-to-bulk propagators (1.7) between vertices {i, j}, can be expressed generally as^7 dψ_n(X_1, · · · , X_n; Y_{i,j}) = n∑ j=1 ∑ k dlog X^{aj,k}_j ∑ T ( −q_jT^{q1,q2,...,qn} (ω_1, . . . , ω_{j−1}, X^{aj,k}_j , ω_{j+1}, . . . , ω_n)

+i ∑ m≠j sgn^{j,m}_T T^{q1,q2,...,qj,m,...,qn} (ω_1, . . . , ω_{j−1}, X^{aj,k}_j +ω_m, ω_{j+1}, . . . , ω_n) ) . (5.2)

The first sum is over all vertices. The second sum is over all letters X^{aj,k}_j = X_j + a_{j,k} · Y_j , where a_{j,k} are vectors with {0, 1, −1} as components, and Y_i = (Y_{i,1}, Y_{i,2}, · · · ) are vectors for all energies along propagators between vertex i and others. Finally, the summation over T is to sum over all T^{q1,q2,...,qn} (ω_1, . . . , ω_{j−1}, X^{aj,k}_j , ω_{j+1}, ω_n) with the energy of the vertex j being X^{aj,k}_j , together with the contact terms associated after contracting any of its edges connecting j. In another word, we add up the total differential for all components of basic time integrals to get the total differential of the whole ψ_n and collect the same d log forms among all these terms in (5.2).

Now we want to take the de Sitter limit. To make our discussion more general, we temporarily do not restrict to the special case d = k = 3, and still assume q_i to be generic twist variables. Firstly, we consider limit q_j → 0 and keep all q_k with k ≠ j generic in jth summand. Although q_j only appears in terms like the first line of (5.2) superficially, we cannot just get rid of the terms in the first line and obtain the truncated differential equation, since T itself is likely divergent in this limit. However, other contracted terms in the second line are finite under the limit. Therefore, to obtain the finite result of the RHS in (5.2) when q_j → 0, the only thing we need to do is carefully extracting the O

(_1 q_j ) divergence of the term T^{q1,q2,...,qn} (ω_1, · · · , X^{aj,k}_j , · · · , ω_n) in (5.2), and we will show that

7Although the following discussion is very general, explicit examples of ψn considered in this section should only have vertices with up to 3 bulk-to-bulk propagators attached, corresponding to only ϕ^3 interaction. For vertices with 3 bulk-to-bulk propagators, no more bulk-to-boundary propagators can be attached, and Xi=0.

– 29 –

T^{q1,q2,...,qn} (ω_1, · · · , X^{aj,k}_j , · · · , ω_n) is only of O (_1 q_j ) divergence. Moreover, recall that ψ_n itself is finite in de Sitter limit, so are its coproducts in the summation ∑ T. Adding up this term with all contracted terms in the summation ∑ T, due to the finiteness of dψ_n and its coproduct, we can freely set all other q_i → 0 as well, and automatically get the (first-level) truncated differential equation for ψ_n.

Now let us compute the divergence. when j is not a source, i.e. j is at least later than one of the vertices it relates, we can use the recursive relation (3.10) to extract its leading term directly: We firstly express T^{q1,q2,...,qn} (ω_1, · · · , X^{aj,k}_j , · · · , ω_n) as a one-fold integration following (3.10) as T^{q1,q2,...,qn} N (ω_1, . . . , X^{aj,k}_j , . . . , ω_n) = i ∫_1 0 dα α^{qk−1} ∑ j≠k sgn^{j,k}_N T^{q1,q2,...,qj,k,...,qn} k (ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_j + X^{aj,k}_j α . . . , ω_n),

(5.3)

where k is over all other vertices except j. As a function of integration variable t, each contact term in the integrand can be expanded as T^{q1,q2,...,qj,k,...,qn} k (ω_1, . . . , ω_{k−1}, ω_k + X^{aj,k}_j α, ω_{k+1}, . . . , ω_n) = ∞∑ m=0 a_{m,k} ( X^{aj,k}_j )_m α^m. (5.4)

The summation start from m = 0 since the time integral is finite for generic q_i where i ≠ j and a_{0,k} = T^{q1,q2,...,qj,k,...,qn} k (ω_1, . . . , ω_{k−1}, ω_k, ω_{k+1}, . . . , ω_n). Adding together all terms and performing the integration in (3.10), ∑ k≠j ∞∑ m=0 sgn^{j,k}_N a_{m,k} ( X^{aj,k}_j )_m i ∫_1 0 dα α^{qj +m−1} = ∑ k≠j ∞∑ m=0 sgn^{j,k}_N i a_{m,k} q_j + m

(X^{aj,k}_j )^m, (5.5)

we can see that at q_i → 0, only m = 0 term contributes to the O

(_1 q_j ) divergence and all the m ≠ 0 terms remain finite. Thus, T^{q1,q2,...,qn}_N (ω_1, . . . , X^{aj,k}_j , . . . , ω_n) is indeed of O (_1 q_j ) divergence, and the divergence can be obtained from summing over all a_{0,k} with proper signatures, i.e. summing over all graphs where the links involving vertex j and k are contracted as

q_j Gm G2 G1 Gm+1 Gv−1 Gvj =i m∑ k=1^{Gm} Gk G1 Gm+1 Gv−1 Gv −i v∑ k=m+1^{Gm}G2^{G1} Gm+1 Gk Gv +O(q_j),

(5.6)

– 30 –

The graphs G_i can be either connected or disconnected directed graph. For example, if we go back to the chain graphs

q_j jG = −i G + O(q_j)

q_j jG^1G^2 = +i G1G2 − i G1G2 + O(q_j ) = O(q_j)

q_j jG^1G^2 = −i G1G2 − i G1G2 + O(q_j )

= −i G1G2 + O(q_j )

,

(5.7) where in the last equation, we used θ_{i,j} + θ_{j,i} = 1.

When j is a source, (3.10) can not be used directly. However, we can use the identity θ_{i,j} + θ_{j,i} = 1 to rewrite it as a summation over graphs where j is not a source

G_1G^2

G_3G^vj = G_1G^2 G_3G^vj − G_1G^2 G_3G^vj − G_1G^2 G_3G^vj − G_1G^2 G_3G^vj −· · ·− G_1G^2

G_3G^vj (5.8)

All the O

(_1 q_j ) divergence terms are given in (5.6) and (5.1). For example, if we go to

the chain graphs again, we can see that there is always no O

(_1 q_j ) divergence when j is a source,

q_j G^1j =q_j ( G_1j − G_1j ) =−i G + i G + O(q_j)=O(q_j )

q_j jG^1G^2

= q_j ( jG_1G_2 − jG_1G_2 − jG_1G_2 )

∼ −i G^1G^2 + 0 + i G^1G^2 + O(q_j ) = O(q_j ) (5.9) where in the computation, we used the fact (5.1) that the O(^1_{qj} ) divergence of the single vertex j is −^i_{qj} . However, if we consider sources with more than two propagators attached, then they contribute non-trivial O

(_1 q_j ) divergence furthermore.

In summary, after taking the O(^1_{qj} ) leading divergent terms on the first line of (5.2) and sending q_j → 0 in jth summand, basic time integrals on the right-hand side of (5.2)

– 31 – are of n − 1 sites. As we have explained, after collecting independent d log-forms, each n−1 coproduct in ∑ T is finite in dS limit again, like ψ_n itself. We can therefore treat the total differential equation relation as in dS spacetime, i.e. (first-level) truncated differential equation for ψ_n, by just simply setting other q_k = 0 as well. Furthermore, we can take the total differential of (n−1)-site integrals recursively and finally get the truncated differential equation system of an n-site integral under the dS limit, from which we can get the symbol/function results very easily.

In the following, to illustrate the truncation procedure, we discuss two kinds of special wavefunction coefficient integrals and their symbol in dS limit, i.e. n-site chain and n-gon integrals.

n-chain graphs: As a warm-up, by using (5.7) and (5.9), we can obtain the truncated differential equation from (4.20) for the finite part of the 2-site chain wavefunction directly as dψ_{2-chain} = i dlog

X_1 − Y X_1 + Y

(_{X+2} −^{X+12} ) + i dlog

X_2 − Y X_2 + Y

(_{X+1}

−^{X+12} )

= dlog

X_1 − Y X_1 + Y log X_1 + X_2 X_2 + Y

+ dlog

X_2 − Y X_2 + Y log X_1 + X_2 X_1 + Y . (5.10)

which exactly meets the correct symbol result for the 2-site wavefunction coefficient under the dS limit, and the function result can also be very easily obtained after integration. More importantly, we also have a diagrammatic interpretation for all coproducts in the result.

For an n-site chain diagram, we have n energies X_i on the nodes and n−1 energies Y_{i,i+1} on the edges. After taking the q_i → 0 limit by (5.7) and (5.9), total differential of an n-site chain graph can be organized as the following

dψ_{n-chain} = −i dlog

X^−_1 X^+_1

(D_1 + C_1)

+i n−1∑ j=2 ( −dlog X^{−−}_j X^{++}_j

(D_j +C^{−−}_j ) + dlog X^{+−}_j X^{++}_j

(D_j +C^{+−}_j ) + dlog X^{−+}_j X^{++}_j

(D_j +C^{−+}_j ) )

− i dlog X^−_n X^+_n

(D_n + C_n) (5.11)

– 32 – where X^±_1 = X_1 ± Y_{1,2}, X^±_n = X_n ± Y_{n−1,n}, X^{±±}_j = X_j ± Y_{j−1,j} ± Y_{j,j+1}, and

D_1 = − ∑ G GX2 + Y1,2, C_1 = ∑ G GX1 + X2,

D_n = − ∑ G GXn + Yn−1,n , C_n = ∑ G GXn−1 + Xn , D_j = − ∑ G_1,G_2

G_1G_2 Xj−1 +Yj−1,j Xj+1 +Yj,j+1

C^{−−}_j = ∑ G_1,G_2 G_1G_{2Xj−1}Xj +Xj+1 + G_1G_{2Xj−1 +Xj}Xj+1

C^{+−}_j = ∑ G_1,G_2

G_1G_2 Xj−1 +Yj−1,j Xj +Xj+1 +Yj−1,j + G1G2Xj−1 +XjXj+1 − G1G2Xj−1Xj +Xj+1

C^{−+}_j = ∑ G_1,G_2

G_1G_2 Xj−1+Xj +Yj,j+1 Xj+1 +Yj,j+1 + G1G2Xj−1Xj +Xj+1 − G1G2Xj−1+XjXj+1

,

(5.12) In the expression, D_j are contributed from the O

(_1 q_j ) divergent terms, and C^{a,b}_j are contributed from the contact terms. Notice that in (5.12), these blocks are related to some shifted (n − 1)-site chain integrals as

D_1 = − ψ_{n−1}|_{X2→X2+Y1,2} , C_1 = ψ_{n−1}|_{X2→X1+X2} D_n = − ψ_{n−1}|_{Xn−1→Xn−1+Yn−1,n} , C_n = ψ_{n−1}|_{Xn−1→Xn−1+Xn} C^{−−}_j − C^{+−}_j = ψ_{n−1}|_{Xj+1→Xj +Xj+1} , C^{−−}_j − C^{−+}_j = ψ_{n−1}|_{Xj−1→Xj−1+Xj} D_j + C^{−−}_j = ψ_{n−1}|_{Xj−1→X̃j−1,Xj →X̃j+1,Yj−1,j →Ỹj−1,j+1,Xi→Xi+1, for i>j} . (5.13)

with the definition

X̃_{j−1}=X_{j−1}+1 2 (X_j +Y_{j−1,j}−Y_{j,j+1}), X̃_{j+1}=X_{j+1}+ 1 2 (X_j −Y_{j−1,j} +Y_{j,j+1}) Ỹ_{j−1,j+1} = 1 2 (−X_j+Y_{j−1,j}+Y_{j,j+1}) (5.14)

Therefore, all the coproducts can be converted to shifted n−1 site chains and graphically we have the following expression

dψ_{n-chain} = −i dlog

X^−_1 X^+_1 ( −^{X2 + Y13 n} +^{X1+X23 n} )

+ i n−1∑ j=2 ( dlog

X^{+−}_j X^{−+}_j X^{++}_j X^{−−}_j 1 n X̃j−1X̃j+1 Ỹj−1,j+1

−dlog X^{+−}_j X^{++}_j 1 nXj +Xj+1 Yj−1,j Yj+1,j+2 − dlog X^{−+}_j X^{++}_j 1 nXj−1+Xj Yj−2,j−1 Yj,j+1 )

− i dlog X^−_n X^+_n ( − Xn−1+Yn−1,n n − 2 1 +^{Xn−1+Xnn − 21} ) ,

(5.15)

– 33 – where each graph is a shifted (n−1)-point chain. This turns out to be a very efficient recursive expression to generate symbols of chain graphs, compared with [53] or direct integration. Take the 3-site chain as an example, the differential of the finite part is

dψ_{3-chain}(X_1, X_2, X_3, Y_{1,2}, Y_{2,3})

= − i dlog

X^−_1 X^+_1

(−ψ_2(X_2+Y_{1,2}, X_3, Y_{2,3}) + ψ_2(X_1+X_2, X_3, Y_{2,3})) +i ( dlog

X^{+−}_2 X^{−+}_2 X^{++}_2 X^{−−}_2 ψ_2(X̃_1, X̃_3, Ỹ_{1,3})−dlog

X^{+−}_2 X^{++}_2 ψ_2(X_1, X_2+X_3, Y_{1,2})−dlog

X^{−+}_2 X^{++}_2 ψ_2(X_1+X_2, X_3, Y_{2,3}) )

−i dlog

X^−_3 X^+_3

(−ψ_2(X_1, X_2+Y_{2,3}, Y_{1,2}) + ψ_2(X_1, X_2+X_3, Y_{1,2})) , (5.16) where ψ_2(A, B, C) denotes the 2-site chain wavefunction where the external energies on the two vertices are A, B, and the energy of the propagator is C.

n-gon graphs Similarly, we can also consider the dS limit of n-gon graphs at one-loop in (2.6). The truncated differential equation of its wavefunction ψ_{n-gon} can be obtained from (5.7) and (5.9)

dψ_{n-gon} = i n∑ j=1 ∑ a,b=± dlog X^{a,b}_j ( D^{a,b}_j + C^{a,b}_j ) , (5.17)

where X^{a,b}_j = X_j + aY_j + bY_{j−1} (we use the shorthand Y_i := Y_{i,i+1} and Y_n := Y_{n,1} ). D^{a,b}_j comes from the O

(_1 q_j ) divergent terms with relations D^{+−}_j = D^{−+}_j = −D^{++}_j = −D^{−−}_j ≡ D_j , and C^{a,b}_j in (5.17) are contributed from the contact terms in (5.2). Similar to the n-site chain case (5.13), where now every node is valency-2, the coproduct of each letter can be written as some shifted (n − 1)-gon wavefunction. After a similar computation as the chain cases, the truncated differential equation for an n-gon wavefunction integral can be written as

dψ_{n-gon} =i n∑ j=1 dlog

X^{+−}_j X^{−+}_j X^{++}_j X^{−−}_j^{X̃j−1X̃j+1Ỹj−1,j+1} − dlog X^{+−}_j X^{++}_j^{Xj−1Xj +Xj+1}

−dlog X^{−+}_j X^{++}_j^{Xj−1 +XjXj+1} . (5.18)

– 34 – where X̃_{j−1}, X̃_{j+1} and Ỹ_{j−1,j+1} follows (5.14). As a quick example, we present the total differential of ψ_{3-gon} as

dψ_{3-gon}(X_1, X_2, X_3, Y_1, Y_2, Y_3) = −i d log

X^{+−}_1 X^{−+}_2 X^{++}_1 X^{++}_2 ψ_{2-gon}(X_1+X_2, X_3, Y_3, Y_2)

+ i d log

X^{+−}_1 X^{−+}_1 X^{++}_1 X^{−−}_1 ψ_{2-gon}(X̃_0, X̃_2, Ỹ_{0,2}, Y_2) + cyclic. (5.19)

Note that here we should identify index 0 as 3 after applying (5.14).

6 Conclusions and outlook

In this paper, we have revisited the computation of “cosmological amplitudes” in an important class of toy models, namely conformal scalars with time-dependent interactions in the power-law FRW universe. Starting from the time-integral representation of wavefunction coefficients and correlators, there is a canonical decomposition into simpler building blocks, and we have proposed a method for deriving the complete system of differential equations based on DE for each building block. We have also obtained recursive solutions in terms of Euler-Mellin integrals or series representation of the resulting generalized hypergeometric functions, and studied how to truncate such differential equations back to the dS case, where they simplify to MPL functions.

Let us end by listing just a few directions for future investigations.

• From our DEs, we still need to finish the interesting graphical/combinatorial exercise to obtain the canonical DEs for any tree-level wavefunction/correlator (the slightly generalized version with n twists) as we have done in examples, and also to extend these results to loop integrands; indeed it would be very satisfying to have a complete set of graphic rules for any graph (tree or loops).

• As already initiated in [54, 55], it would be very interesting to study the DEs (and their solutions) for the full wavefunction/correlator when combining all graphs together, e.g. in a trϕ^3 model. Since the latter are again expressed as linear combinations of our building blocks, we can derive the resulting DEs and even the solutions.

• It would be highly desirable to study the solutions of our DEs more carefully, both in terms of series expansion and Euler-Mellin integrals (both as definitions of certain generalized hypergeometric functions). How can we classify such functions and are there Hopf algebraic structures for such functions similar to those studied in Feynman integrals [70]? It would also be interesting to study further the symbology and structure of MPL functions when expanded in powers of q_i’s. Another interesting thing is to study the integration-by-part (IBP) relations satisfied by the solutions of general q_i’s case via (relative) twisted cohomology [56, 68, 73–75] or methods developed for GKZ systems [72, 76] and even not only restricted to toy models we studied here [77].

– 35 –

• Finally, we have only considered loop integrands and it would be interesting to explore integrated loop amplitudes (see [58, 78] for interesting steps in this direction). Could we derive DEs for integrated amplitudes instead? What types of functions we would encounter after performing loop integrations (even in the limit with q_i → 0)?

Acknowledgement

We thank Nima Arkani-Hamed, Daniel Baumann, Zhong-zhi Xianyu for inspiring discussions. The work of S.H. has been supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant No. 12225510, 11935013, 12047503, 12247103, and by the New Cornerstone Science Foundation through the XPLORER PRIZE.

A The soft limit of time integrals

In this section, we calculate the soft limit ω_m → 0 of time integrals T^{q1,...,qn}_N (ω_1, . . . , ω_n) supposing that m is not a “source” and prove by induction that it will evaluate to (3.9) presented in Sec. 3.1.

Let us start from the two-site chain:

lim_{ωm→0} jm = (−i)^2

∫_0 −∞ dτ_j(−τ_j)^{qj−1}e^{iωj τj} ∫_0 τ_j dτ_m(−τ_m)^{qm−1} = (−i)^2 q_m ∫_0 −∞ dτ_j(−τ_j)^{qj,m−1}e^{iωj τj} = (−i) q_m q_{j,m}, ω_j. (A.1)

We first prove by induction that for m as a “sink” which means τ_m is later than all the adjacent vertices, the soft limit will be lim ω_m→0 T^{q1,...,qn} N_n (ω1, . . . , ωn) = (−i) q_m T̃_{Nn−1} (ω_m = 0). (A.2)

N_n indicates there are n different parts directly connected to m which we call an nconnection structure. T̂_{Nn−1} indicates the summation of time integrals with vertex m contracted with some adjacent one which results in an (n − 1)-connection structure. Supposing for an (n − 1)-connection configuration we have, lim ω_m→0 T^{q1,...,qn−1} N_{n−1} (ω1, . . . , ωn−1) = (−i) q_m T̃_{Nn−2} (ω_m = 0). (A.3)

Now we add an additional part A which connects to m through vertex n and the time arrow is from n to m, that is, there is a theta function θ(τ_m −τ_n) in the integrand. Note that, this additional part A influences original time integral only through this theta function. Then we can decompose this new integral into two parts according to whether τ_n is later than the lastest time in the original integral or not, that is, adding the following decomposition into the integrand

1 = θ(τ_n − max(τ_1, . . . , τ_{n−1})) + θ(max(τ_1, . . . , τ_{n−1}) − τ_n) (A.4)

– 36 –

The first part of (A.4) restricts the integral of τ_m to lim ω_m→0 T^{q1,...,qn} N_n (ω1, . . . , ωn) = T̂ ∫_0 τ_n dτ_m(−τ_m)^{qm−1} = −i q_m T^{q1,...,q̂m,...,qm+qn} N_{n−1} (ω1, . . . , ω̂m, . . . , ωn), (A.5)

where T̂ means the integration which is irrelevant to τ_m. q̂_m and ω̂_m means they are missing. And we note that −i arises from the different normalization of T_{Nn} and T_{Nn−1} . The RHS of (A.5) is just the (n − 1)-connection diagram with m contracted with n under the limit ω_m → 0. And it is easy to know that the second part of (A.4) equals to directly attaching A to T̃_{Nn−2} since in this case τ_n does not influence the integration of τ_m. Add the two parts together, we get (A.2). This finishes the induction.

Now we want to relax the condition that m is a “sink” and allow the time arrows incident to m to flip. Following the notations before, we call the n-th part connecting to m as A_n, n-connection structure as N_n and the remaining (n − 1)-connection part without A_n as N_{n−1}. Then we define a flip action as reversing the time arrow from A_n to m. Then we show that (A.2) holds if we apply the flip action to both sides by reduction. We know from the identity for “sink” proved before that the following two identity B_1 and B_2 holds:

B_1 : lim_{ωm→0} mnN^{n−1}A^n = mnN^{n−2}A^n ,

B_2 : lim_{ωm→0} mnN^{n−1}A^n = −i q_m N_{n−1}A_n + mnN_{n−2}A_n (A.6)

Then subtracting B_1 with B_2, we directly get

B_3 : lim_{ωm→0} mnN^{n−1}A^n = − −i q_m N_{n−1}A_n + mnN_{n−2}A_n (A.7)

Note that ω_m in the RHS of the above identities are all taken to 0 automatically. Above we only act one flip action to the “sink” diagram for m. Then we can perform this flip several times to get a diagram with more arrow incident to m reversed. But we need to keep in mind that in N_{n−1}, there must be at least one arrow flowing into m for the induction assumption to hold. Then we finish our induction and conclude that lim ω_m→0 T^{q1,...,qn} N_n (ω1, . . . , ωn) = (−i) q_m T̃_{Nn−1} (ω_m = 0), for m not a “source”. (A.8)

The definition of T̃_{Nn−1} will account for the minus sign before the contracted term when the arrows are flipped like the first term in the right-hand side of (A.7) and this matches the sign before our definition of contracted diagrams in (3.2).

B Series expansion from the recursive solutions

In this section, we derive the two general series representations of the family tree presented in [63] from the recursive solution in Sec. 3.1. The two series representations are equivalent

– 37 – to each other but normalized with different energy factors. Let us start from the series expansion for (N − 1)-site family tree^8 nomralized with ω_1 (Eq. (32) in [63]), T^{q1,...,qN−1} N (ω_1, . . . , ω_{N−1}) = (−i)^{N−1} (i ω_1)^{q1···(N−1)} ∞∑ n_2,··· ,n_{N−1}=0 Γ ( q_{1···(N−1)} + n_{2···(N−1)} )^{N−1}∏ j=2 (−ω_j/ω_1)^{nj} (q̃_j + ñ_j)n_j! , (B.1) we can add a leaf N to vertex k in this family tree^9. The recursion relation (3.10) indicates that T^{q1,...,qN} N (ω_1, . . . , ω_N ) =

(−i)^N (iω_1)^{q12···N} ∞∑ n_2,··· ,n^′_k, ··· ,n_{N−1}=0 Γ ( q_{1···N} + n_{2···(N−1)} )^{N−1}∏ j=2,j≠k (−ω_j/ω_1)^{nj} (q̃_j + ñ_j)n_j !

× 1 q̃_k + ñ^′_k

∫_1 0 dα_N α^{qN −1}_N ( − ω_k + ω_N α_N ω_1 )_n′_k 1 n^′_k! , (B.2) where the definition of q̃_j has been adapted to the N-site case, but the definition of ñ_j still remains the same as (N − 1)-site case currently. We focus on the second line of (B.2), ∫_1 0 dα_N α^{qN −1}_N ( − ω_k + ω_N α_N ω_1 )_n′_k 1 n^′_k! = ( − ω_k ω_1

)_n′_k∫_1 0 dα_N n^′_k∑

n_N =0 α^{nN +qN −1} N ( ω_N ω_j )_{nN} CnN_{n′} k n^′_k! ,

= n^′_k∑

n_N =0 1 q_N + n_N ( − ω_k ω_1 )_n′_{k−nN} ( − ω_N ω_1 )_{nN} CnN_{n′} k n^′_k! , (B.3) where C^{nN}_{n′k} is the binomial and since n^′_k is an integer, above expansion is just a binomial expansion. Then after a redefinition of n_k ≡ n^′_k − n_N , above equation becomes ∫_1 0 dα_N α^{qN −1}_N ( − ω_k + ω_N α_N ω_1 )_n′_k 1 n^′_k! = ( − ω_k ω_1 )_{nk} 1 n_k! ∑ n_N =0 1 q_N + n_N ( − ω_N ω_1 )_{nN} 1 n_N ! . (B.4) Putting it back into (B.2) and replacing every n^′_k with n_k + n_N , we immediately finish the reduction: T^{q1,...,qN} N (ω_1, . . . , ω_N ) =

(−i)^N (i ω_1)^{q1···N} ∞∑ n_2,··· ,n_N =0 Γ (q_{1···N} + n_{2···N} ) N∏ j=2 (−ω_j/ω_1)^{nj} (q̃_j + ñ_j)n_j !

. (B.5)

For series representation normalized with (iω_{12···n})^{q12···n} , it is not suitable to prove by recursion relation. Instead, it is straightforward to derive from the recursive solution (3.20). Since P (ω, α) is already organized according to the family tree structure, we can easily prove by induction that P (ω, α) can be organized as P (ω, α) = ω_{12···n} − N∑ j=2 ω̃_j(1 − α_j )α^{ṽj} , (B.6)

8In the following, N means a family tree and vertex 1 is always chosen as root as before. 9Here we remind the reader that q̃j and ñj means the summation of all descendants of vertex j.

– 38 – where ω̃_j is the summation of energies of all descendants including vertex j. ṽ_j is defined basically the same as v_j under (3.17) except that ṽ_{j,j} is also set to 0 rather than 1 since we have decomposed α_j to 1 − (1 − α_j ). Then we series expand P (ω, α)^{−q12···n} from leaves to root step by step and arrive at T^{q1,...,qN} N (ω_1, . . . , ω_N ) =

(−i)^N Γ(q_{12···N} ) (i ω_{12···N} )^{q12···N} ∞∑ n_2,··· ,n_N =0 Γ(1 − q_{12···N} ) Γ(1 − q_{12···N} − n_{2···N} ) × N∏ j=2 Γ(q̃_j + ñ_j − n_j ) Γ(q̃_j + ñ_j + 1) ( − ω̃_j ω_{12···N} )_{nj} . (B.7)

We note that the Gamma function in the second line all arise from ∫_1 0 dα_j α^{q̃j +ñj −nj −1} j (1 − α_j )^{nj} .

Using the relation Γ(a)Γ(1 − a) Γ(1 − a − n) = Γ(a + n)(−1)^n,

we can finally bring the above equation into the following form (Eq. (33) in [63]): T^{q1,...,qN} N (ω_1, . . . , ω_N ) =

(−i)^N (i ω_{12···N} )^{q12···N} ∞∑ n_2,··· ,n_N =0 Γ (q_{12···N} + n_{2···N} )

× N∏ j=2 Γ(−q̃_j − ñ_j) Γ(−q̃_j − ñ_j + n_j + 1) ( − ω̃_j ω_{12···N} )_{nj} . (B.8)

References

[1] A. Achúcarro et al., Inflation: Theory and Observations, 2203.08128. [2] J.M. Maldacena, Non-Gaussian features of primordial fluctuations in single field inflationary models, JHEP 05 (2003) 013 [astro-ph/0210603].

[3] X. Chen, Primordial Features as Evidence for Inflation, JCAP 01 (2012) 038 [1104.1323]. [4] X. Chen, Fingerprints of Primordial Universe Paradigms as Features in Density Perturbations, Phys. Lett. B 706 (2011) 111 [1106.1635].

[5] X. Chen, M.H. Namjoo and Y. Wang, Models of the Primordial Standard Clock, JCAP 02 (2015) 027 [1411.2349].

[6] X. Chen and M.H. Namjoo, Standard Clock in Primordial Density Perturbations and Cosmic Microwave Background, Phys. Lett. B 739 (2014) 285 [1404.1536].

[7] X. Chen, M.H. Namjoo and Y. Wang, Quantum Primordial Standard Clocks, JCAP 02 (2016) 013 [1509.03930].

[8] X. Chen, A. Loeb and Z.-Z. Xianyu, Unique Fingerprints of Alternatives to Inflation in the Primordial Power Spectrum, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122 (2019) 121301 [1809.02603].

– 39 –

[9] X. Chen and Y. Wang, Large non-Gaussianities with Intermediate Shapes from Quasi-Single Field Inflation, Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010) 063511 [0909.0496].

[10] X. Chen and Y. Wang, Quasi-Single Field Inflation and Non-Gaussianities, JCAP 04 (2010) 027 [0911.3380].

[11] X. Chen and Y. Wang, Quasi-Single Field Inflation with Large Mass, JCAP 09 (2012) 021 [1205.0160].

[12] T. Noumi, M. Yamaguchi and D. Yokoyama, Effective field theory approach to quasi-single field inflation and effects of heavy fields, JHEP 06 (2013) 051 [1211.1624].

[13] N. Arkani-Hamed and J. Maldacena, Cosmological Collider Physics, 1503.08043. [14] X. Chen, Y. Wang and Z.-Z. Xianyu, Standard Model Mass Spectrum in Inflationary Universe, JHEP 04 (2017) 058 [1612.08122].

[15] X. Chen, Y. Wang and Z.-Z. Xianyu, Loop Corrections to Standard Model Fields in Inflation, JHEP 08 (2016) 051 [1604.07841].

[16] X. Chen, Y. Wang and Z.-Z. Xianyu, Standard Model Background of the Cosmological Collider, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) 261302 [1610.06597].

[17] H. Lee, D. Baumann and G.L. Pimentel, Non-Gaussianity as a Particle Detector, JHEP 12 (2016) 040 [1607.03735].

[18] H. An, M. McAneny, A.K. Ridgway and M.B. Wise, Quasi Single Field Inflation in the non-perturbative regime, JHEP 06 (2018) 105 [1706.09971].

[19] A.H. Guth, The Inflationary Universe: A Possible Solution to the Horizon and Flatness Problems, Phys. Rev. D 23 (1981) 347.

[20] A.D. Linde, A New Inflationary Universe Scenario: A Possible Solution of the Horizon, Flatness, Homogeneity, Isotropy and Primordial Monopole Problems, Phys. Lett. B 108 (1982) 389.

[21] A. Albrecht and P.J. Steinhardt, Cosmology for Grand Unified Theories with Radiatively Induced Symmetry Breaking, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48 (1982) 1220.

[22] D. Baumann, Inflation, in Theoretical Advanced Study Institute in Elementary Particle Physics: Physics of the Large and the Small, pp. 523–686, 2011, DOI [0907.5424].

[23] D. Anninos, T. Anous, D.Z. Freedman and G. Konstantinidis, Late-time Structure of the Bunch-Davies De Sitter Wavefunction, JCAP 11 (2015) 048 [1406.5490].

[24] X. Chen, Y. Wang and Z.-Z. Xianyu, Schwinger-Keldysh Diagrammatics for Primordial Perturbations, JCAP 12 (2017) 006 [1703.10166].

[25] C. Sleight and M. Taronna, From dS to AdS and back, JHEP 12 (2021) 074 [2109.02725]. [26] D. Stefanyszyn, X. Tong and Y. Zhu, Cosmological correlators through the looking glass:

reality, parity, and factorisation, JHEP 05 (2024) 196 [2309.07769].

[27] J. Penedones, K. Salehi Vaziri and Z. Sun, Hilbert space of Quantum Field Theory in de Sitter spacetime, 2301.04146.

[28] M. Loparco, J. Penedones, K. Salehi Vaziri and Z. Sun, The Källén-Lehmann representation in de Sitter spacetime, JHEP 12 (2023) 159 [2306.00090].

[29] M. Loparco, J. Qiao and Z. Sun, A radial variable for de Sitter two-point functions,

2310.15944.

– 40 –

[30] D. Marolf and I.A. Morrison, The IR stability of de Sitter QFT: results at all orders, Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 044040 [1010.5327].

[31] S. Céspedes, A.-C. Davis and D.-G. Wang, On the IR divergences in de Sitter space: loops, resummation and the semi-classical wavefunction, JHEP 04 (2024) 004 [2311.17990].

[32] S. Weinberg, Quantum contributions to cosmological correlations,

Phys. Rev. D 72 (2005) 043514 [hep-th/0506236].

[33] N. Arkani-Hamed, D. Baumann, H. Lee and G.L. Pimentel, The Cosmological Bootstrap:

Inflationary Correlators from Symmetries and Singularities, JHEP 04 (2020) 105 [1811.00024].

[34] 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 [1910.14051].

[35] 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 [2005.04234].

[36] E. Pajer, D. Stefanyszyn and J. Supeł, The Boostless Bootstrap: Amplitudes without Lorentz boosts, JHEP 12 (2020) 198 [2007.00027].

[37] M. Hogervorst, J.a. Penedones and K.S. Vaziri, Towards the non-perturbative cosmological bootstrap, JHEP 02 (2023) 162 [2107.13871].

[38] D. Baumann, D. Green, A. Joyce, E. Pajer, G.L. Pimentel, C. Sleight et al., Snowmass White Paper: The Cosmological Bootstrap, in Snowmass 2021, 3, 2022 [2203.08121].

[39] G.L. Pimentel and D.-G. Wang, Boostless cosmological collider bootstrap, JHEP 10 (2022) 177 [2205.00013].

[40] S. Jazayeri and S. Renaux-Petel, Cosmological bootstrap in slow motion,

JHEP 12 (2022) 137 [2205.10340].

[41] D.-G. Wang, G.L. Pimentel and A. Achúcarro, Bootstrapping multi-field inflation:

non-Gaussianities from light scalars revisited, JCAP 05 (2023) 043 [2212.14035].

[42] C. Duaso Pueyo and E. Pajer, A cosmological bootstrap for resonant non-Gaussianity, JHEP 03 (2024) 098 [2311.01395].

[43] H. Goodhew, S. Jazayeri and E. Pajer, The Cosmological Optical Theorem, JCAP 04 (2021) 021 [2009.02898].

[44] S. Jazayeri, E. Pajer and D. Stefanyszyn, From locality and unitarity to cosmological correlators, JHEP 10 (2021) 065 [2103.08649].

[45] S. Melville and E. Pajer, Cosmological Cutting Rules, JHEP 05 (2021) 249 [2103.09832].

[46] H. Goodhew, S. Jazayeri, M.H.G. Lee and E. Pajer, Cutting cosmological correlators, JCAP 08 (2021) 003 [2104.06587].

[47] D. Baumann, W.-M. Chen, C. Duaso Pueyo, A. Joyce, H. Lee and G.L. Pimentel, Linking the singularities of cosmological correlators, JHEP 09 (2022) 010 [2106.05294].

[48] D. Meltzer, The inflationary wavefunction from analyticity and factorization, JCAP 12 (2021) 018 [2107.10266].

[49] L. Di Pietro, V. Gorbenko and S. Komatsu, Analyticity and unitarity for cosmological correlators, JHEP 03 (2022) 023 [2108.01695].

– 41 –

[50] X. Tong, Y. Wang and Y. Zhu, Cutting rule for cosmological collider signals: a bulk evolution perspective, JHEP 03 (2022) 181 [2112.03448].

[51] N. Arkani-Hamed, P. Benincasa and A. Postnikov, Cosmological Polytopes and the Wavefunction of the Universe, 1709.02813.

[52] N. Arkani-Hamed and P. Benincasa, On the Emergence of Lorentz Invariance and Unitarity from the Scattering Facet of Cosmological Polytopes, 1811.01125.

[53] A. Hillman, Symbol Recursion for the dS Wave Function, 1912.09450. [54] N. Arkani-Hamed, D. Baumann, A. Hillman, A. Joyce, H. Lee and G.L. Pimentel, Differential Equations for Cosmological Correlators, 2312.05303.

[55] N. Arkani-Hamed, D. Baumann, A. Hillman, A. Joyce, H. Lee and G.L. Pimentel, Kinematic Flow and the Emergence of Time, 2312.05300.

[56] S. De and A. Pokraka, Cosmology meets cohomology, JHEP 03 (2024) 156 [2308.03753]. [57] P. Benincasa and G. Dian, The Geometry of Cosmological Correlators, 2401.05207. [58] P. Benincasa and F. Vazão, The Asymptotic Structure of Cosmological Integrals, 2402.06558. [59] P. Benincasa, Cosmological Polytopes and the Wavefuncton of the Universe for Light States,

1909.02517.

[60] P. Benincasa, From the flat-space S-matrix to the Wavefunction of the Universe, 1811.02515. [61] P. Benincasa, A.J. McLeod and C. Vergu, Steinmann Relations and the Wavefunction of the Universe, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 125004 [2009.03047].

[62] M. Juhnke-Kubitzke, L. Solus and L. Venturello, Triangulations of cosmological polytopes,

2303.05876.

[63] B. Fan and Z.-Z. Xianyu, Cosmological Amplitudes in Power-Law FRW Universe,

2403.07050.

[64] S.-J. Matsubara-Heo, S. Mizera and S. Telen, Four lectures on Euler integrals, SciPost Phys. Lect. Notes 75 (2023) 1 [2306.13578].

[65] C. Berkesch, J. Forsgård and M. Passare, Euler-mellin integrals and a-hypergeometric functions, Michigan Mathematical Journal 63 (2014) 101 [1103.6273].

[66] N. Arkani-Hamed, S. He and T. Lam, Stringy canonical forms, JHEP 02 (2021) 069 [1912.08707].

[67] I.M. Gel’fand, A.V. Zelevinskii and M.M. Kapranov, Hypergeometric functions and toral manifolds, Functional Analysis and Its Applications 23 (1989) 94.

[68] K. Aomoto and M. Kita, Theory of Hypergeometric Functions, Springer Monographs in Mathematics, Springer (2011), 10.1007/978-4-431-53938-4.

[69] M. Yoshida, Hypergeometric Functions, My Love: Modular Interpretations of Configuration Spaces, Aspects of Mathematics, Vieweg+Teubner Verlag (2013).

[70] S. Abreu, R. Britto, C. Duhr, E. Gardi and J. Matthew, From positive geometries to a coaction on hypergeometric functions, JHEP 02 (2020) 122 [1910.08358].

[71] G. Salvatori, The Tropical Geometry of Subtraction Schemes, 2406.14606. [72] T.-F. Feng, Y. Zhou and H.-B. Zhang, Gauss Relations in Feynman Integrals, 2407.10287.

– 42 –

[73] P. Mastrolia and S. Mizera, Feynman Integrals and Intersection Theory,

JHEP 02 (2019) 139 [1810.03818].

[74] S. Caron-Huot and A. Pokraka, Duals of Feynman Integrals. Part II. Generalized unitarity, JHEP 04 (2022) 078 [2112.00055].

[75] S. Caron-Huot and A. Pokraka, Duals of Feynman integrals. Part I. Differential equations, JHEP 12 (2021) 045 [2104.06898].

[76] V. Chestnov, F. Gasparotto, M.K. Mandal, P. Mastrolia, S.J. Matsubara-Heo, H.J. Munch et al., Macaulay matrix for Feynman integrals: linear relations and intersection numbers, JHEP 09 (2022) 187 [2204.12983].

[77] J. Chen and B. Feng, Towards Systematic Evaluation of de Sitter Correlators via Generalized Integration-By-Parts Relations, 2401.00129.

[78] P. Benincasa and F. Vazão, Cosmological Infrared Subtractions & Infrared-Safe Computables,

2405.19979.

– 43 –