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ABSTRACT: Photon propagator for power-law inflation is considered in the gen-
eral covariant gauges within the canonical quantization formalism. Photon mode
functions in covariant gauges are considerably more complicated than their scalar
counterparts, except for the special choice of the gauge-fixing parameter we call the
simple covariant gauge. We explicitly construct the position space photon propagator
in the simple covariant gauge, and find the result considerably more complicated than
its scalar counterpart. This is because of the need for explicitly inverting the Laplace
operator acting on the scalar propagator, which results in Appell’s fourth function.
Our propagator correctly reproduces the de Sitter and flat space limits. We use this
propagator to compute two simple observables: the off-coincident field strength-field
strength correlator and the energy-momentum tensor, both of which yield consistent
results. As a spinoff of our computation we also give the exact expression for the
Coulomb gauge propagator in power-law inflation in arbitrary dimensions.
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1 Introduction

The rapid expansion of primordial inflation quickly dilutes the Universe. Therefore,
for most of inflation, it is the coupling of fields to the expanding background that
controls the dynamics of their fluctuations. Massless vector fields, such as the elec-
tromagnetic field, couple conformally to gravity and thus do not directly sense the
expansion of the Universe. Only when their conformality is broken can the effects
of the expansion be communicated to them. This happens in instances when the
vector field couples to another background field (condensate). Such is the case of
symmetry-breaking scalar electrodynamics, where the scalar condensate generates a
possibly time-dependent effective mass for the gauge vector. Some of the notable
early Universe models that exhibit gauge field amplification due to this mechanism
are Higgs inflation (see e.g. [1-11]) and axion inflation (see e.g. [12-18]). The Ratra
model [19] is another case of conformality breaking, where a time-dependent scalar
condensate couples to the vector kinetic term, thus amplifying vector perturbations
in inflation. However, arguably more intriguing are examples where the breaking of
conformality is due to loop effects from interactions with non-confomal fluctuations.

Due to the effect of gravitational particle production [20-22], infrared fluctua-
tions of non-conformally coupled fields, such as scalars [23] and gravitons [24], are
copiously produced by the almost exponential rapid expansion of the primordial
inflationary Universe. Coupling of vectors to such fluctuations can lead to large
secular loop corrections for vectors in inflation. This is true in inflationary scalar
electrodynamics [25-32], where the photon can develop a mass gap [33-36] due to
large infrared fluctuations of the charged scalar, which in turn exponentially damps
its spatial correlations. A nonperturbative analysis [37, 38], based on Starobinsky’s
stochastic formalism [39, 40], shows the generated photon mass to be noneperturba-
tively large. Coupling to the charged scalar fluctuations can also induce generation
of magnetic fields during inflation [41-45] which could be observable at late times
(see e.g. [46] for a review). For electromagnetism interacting with quantum gravity,
loops of inflationary gravitons [47-57] engender secular corrections to the Coulomb
potential, and the electric field of the propagating photon.

Thus far most of the loop computations have been performed in rigid de Sitter
space where the Universe expands exactly exponentially. This idealization is very of-
ten a good approximation for inflationary spacetime, and it typically leads to consid-
erable computational simplifications due to enhanced symmetry. However, de Sitter
space is not always the most appropriate description for the inflating spacetime. In
fact, observations [58] are good enough to decisively point at a small deviation from
the exponential expansion of de Sitter space, characterized by slow-roll parameters
which are a measure of the rate of decrease in the expansion rate. These slow-roll
parameters are some of the key inflationary observables that discriminate between
the models. We are interested in corrections that slow-roll parameters can engender



in inflationary loop corrections, especially in the infrared. This is generally not a
mathematically tractable problem, but given that slow-roll parameters are small and
evolve slowly, deviations from de Sitter expansion can often be treated adiabatically.
Here we consider power-law inflation [59, 60] as an analytically tractable model. *

Power-law inflation is characterized by a constant non-vanishing principal slow-
roll parameter. Even though a constant slow-roll parameter is excluded by data [58],
it is closer to the realistic slow-roll inflation than a rigid de Sitter space, and allows
to capture the effects of non-vanishing principal slow-roll parameter. This should
also be a good approximation when the evolution of the slow-roll parameter can be
considered adiabatic, which indeed is the case in realistic inflationary models. On a
technical side power-law inflation is considered almost as tractable as de Sitter space,
because of the experience with scalar fields whose mode functions retain the same
functional form as in de Sitter space, and scalar propagators that also retain the same
functional form as in de Sitter, being expressible in terms of the hypergeometric func-
tion. Some of the notable works dealing with questions of quantum loop corrections
in inflating spacetimes with a non-vanishing slow-roll parameter are [62-72].

In order to perform dimensionally regulated loop computations involving vec-
tor fields in power-law inflation we need to have the necessary two-point functions
(propagators) in D dimensions. While the propagator for the massive vector in the
Abelian Higgs model has been worked out in the unitary gauge [73], the massless
vector propagator has not been worked out. That is why in this paper we compute
the propagator for the massless vector field in power-law inflation. Massless vector
field A,, that we henceforth refer to as the photon, is a U(1) gauge field, and work-
ing out its two-point functions requires fixing a gauge. Perhaps the most natural
gauge choice is the general covariant gauge, characterized by adding the covariant
gauge-fixing term to the action,

SetlA,] = / d"z /=g [—%(V“AM)Q} : (1.1)
that contains one free gauge-fixing parameter £, where V#A , is the covariant deriva-
tive of the vector potential with respect to the space time metric g,,,. This gauge in
general preserves all of the spacetime isometries. However, even in de Sitter space
where this is expected to be quite beneficial, the covariant gauges cannot preserve all
de Sitter symmetries [74, 75] of the two-point functions, except in the exact trans-
verse gauge [76]. Even though de Sitter invariant solutions to propagator equations
of motion do exist [77, 78], they predict spurious behaviour in the infrared [80, 81]
due to not respecting the necessary Ward-Takahashi identity [79]. Nonetheless the
covariant gauge (1.1) still seems as a reasonable gauge choice to consider in power-law

!Fermions also couple conformally to gravity, and experience the expansion only by coupling
to non-conformally coupled fields. The effects of quantum corrections in power-law inflation with
fermions running in the loops can be studies using the propagator worked out in [61].



inflation, and we construct the photon propagator in this gauge. Our computations
yield the propagator not as practical as expected. While in de Sitter space the covari-
ant gauge two-point functions are generally expressible in terms of the corresponding
scalar two-point functions, in power-law inflation this is no longer the case, which
complicates matter significantly.

Determining the photon propagator in momentum space amounts to computing
the photon mode functions. We compute them for an arbitrary gauge-fixing parame-
ter £ in (1.1). Their solutions in power-law inflation is considerably more complicated
than the corresponding solutions in de Sitter space. However, we identify a partic-
ular choice for the gauge-fixing parameter, that we refer to as the simple covariant
gauge, for which the mode functions take on a simple form and are expressible in
terms of scalar mode functions and their derivatives. We then use these mode func-
tions to compute the position space photon propagator in the simple covariant gauge.
Despite the relative simplicity of the mode functions, this propagator in power-law
inflation is still much more complicated that its de Sitter counterpart, and cannot be
expressed in terms of a finite number of derivatives of a scalar propagator. Rather,
the propagator involves complicated Appell’s fourth functions which are two-variable
generalizations of the hypergeometric function. This complication appears because
of the necessity to explicitly invert the Laplace operator acting on the scalar propa-
gator. This inversion is also necessary to obtain the Coulomb gauge propagator, the
result for which we report as well.

Following the introductory section that is now concluding, Sec. 2 collects some of
the definitions and results for the scalar mode functions in power-law inflation, and
the corresponding two-point functions, that are used throughout. Section 3 sum-
marizes the canonical quantization procedure in the general covariant gauge, giving
equations of motion for the field operators and the constraints. The photon mode
functions are given in the general covariant gauge in Sec. 4, and in Sec. 5 the pho-
ton two-point function is computed in the simple covariant gauge. In Sec. 6 the flat
space and the de Sitter space limits are worked out and compared with the literature.
Section 7 gives results for two simplest observables. The concluding section summa-
rizes and discusses the main results. A considerable amount of mathematical details,
alternative derivations, and checks are collected in three sizable appendices A—C.

2 Preliminaries

Here we collect definitions of the background power-law inflation spacetime, and the
results for quantum scalar fields in power-law inflation that are used throughout.



2.1 Power-law inflation

The geometry of the D-dimensional spatially flat Friedman-Lemaitre-Robertson-
Walker (FLRW) spacetime in conformal coordinates is described by the line element,

ds* = a*(n) (—dn* + dz?) , (2.1)

that defines the conformally flat metric g, =a*(n) diag(—1,1,...,1), where a is the
scale factor that encodes the dynamics of the expansion. The rate of expansion is
conveniently captured by the conformal Hubble rate,
~ lda
= ad_n ,
which is related to the physical Hubble rate H = H/a. The acceleration of the
expansion is captured by the principal slow-roll parameter,

1 dH 1 dH

(2.2)

- " 2.3

‘TTH A H2 dy (23)

that is connected to the deceleration parameter ¢ = e—1. In our conventions the

Riemann tensor is defined as R 5, = @;Fij—&,F%jLFZVFg p—FZBFf}p, where the

Christoffel symbol is I'), = %go‘ﬁ(@gyﬁ—i—ﬁyguﬁ—ﬁﬁgw). Thus, the curvature tensors
in FLRW spacetime are,

Ry = 2H?Gy1096), + 4 H* (a*0,9,)00)) (2.4)

R, =R, = (D—l—e)Hng + (D—2)eH? (a25252) , (2.5)

R=g¢"R,, = (D-1)(D—2¢)H". (2.6)

If the principal slow-roll parameter is smaller than one, € < 1, the expansion is
accelerating, which is the case in primordial sow-roll inflation where 0 <e < 1. The
special case of inflation is the power-law inflation [59, 60] characterized by a constant
principal slow-roll parameter,

Hy
1—(1—€)Ho(n—mn0)

H lie
= (2
R (I
(2.7)
where 7, is the initial time at which a(ny) =1 and H(n,) = H (1y) = Hy. The conformal

e=const. €K1 — H-=

time coordinate then ranges on an interval n € (—o0,7), where 7=n0+1/[(1—€)Hy),
while spatial coordinates cover (D—1)-dimensional Euclidean space. The special case
of power-law inflation for e =0 is the de Sitter space, that has a constant physical
Hubble rate H=H,.

When expressing bi-local quantities, dependent on two spacetime points x and a/,
such as the photon two-point functions, it is usefult to employ bi-local variables that
respect cosmological symmetries. The convenient choice for these variables is,

y(z;2") = (1—e)*HH' A2x* | u(x;2') = (1—€)In(ad’), v(z;2") = (1—€)In(a/d’),
(2.8)



where henceforth primed quantities always refer to the primed coordinate, and where
Az? = ||#—2'||>— (n—n')? is the Lorentz invariant distance between points. In
order to represent the two-point functions as distributional limits of analytic bi-
local functions, the bi-local variables above will acquire infinitesimal imaginary parts.
Different prescriptions for these imaginary parts are defined in the two following
subsections.

2.2 Scalar mode functions

The equation of motion for scalar modes is ubiquitous in cosmology;,
1 -
[ag + k* — ()\2—1)<1—6)27’[2:| U\(n, k) =0, (2.9)

where %, is the suitably rescaled mode function of a non-minimally coupled scalar
field, and where A is a constant that can be related to the non-minimal coupling. The
general solution in power-law inflation, where e=const., is a linear combination,

U (n, k) = a(k) Ux(n, k) + B(k) Uz (n, k), (2.10)

of the positive-frequency Chernikov-Tagirov-Bunch-Davies (CTBD) mode function [82,
83],

im __—ik k
k) = e FOMDTon T gy 2.11
Vsl k) = e © o Waa—or Y \Gon) &1)

and its complex conjugate, where H" is the Hankel function of the first kind. The
Wronskian for these two linearly independent solutions is,

Im [UA(n, k) U (1, k)} - % (2.12)

In flat space the CTBD mode function reduces to,

_’ik‘(n—no) . 1 1_ H

Hy—0 € 2 c

k) W{”ﬁ(”‘g)%
9 (1—6)2H§

_%()\2_%) [)\2_1_4%(77_770)]T+,_.}, (2.13)

which is closely related to the UV limit £/H > 1. On the other hand the IR expansion,
i.e. the small momentum expansion k/H <1 of the CTBD mode function is

st moagn) et T TA-N) [~ i(=1)"! ko g2
Ui, K] ‘ ‘ Ar(1—oH ;mf‘(nJrl—)\)[Z(l—e)’H}
__—im > ’l(—l)n+1 k 2n+X\
‘ §nlf(n+1+)\)[2(1—e)7{} - (214)



We make frequent use of recurrence relations between contiguous scalar mode func-
tions (scalar mode functions whose indices differ by one),

1 1
[ao n (§+)\>(1—6)H] Uy = —ikUy,; . [80 n (5—)\)(1—6)%} U, = —ikU,_,,
(2.15)
which follow from recurrence relations for Hankel functions (c.f. 10.6.2 in [84, 85]).
These allow to express the Wronskian (2.12) as,

Re[U(n, K03 (0, B)] = o (2.16)

We will also use the following identity,

[ag Ty (v_i) (1—6)27{2} (%QUm)

= 2a*H [2 [)\(1—6)+1]UA+1 - (1+€)Zk

0. @17

that follows from the equation of motion (2.9) and the recurrence relations in (2.15).

2.3 Scalar two-point functions

The positive-frequency Wightman two-point function for the scalar field in power-
law inflation can be constructed as a sum-over-modes over its mode functions that
satisfy the equation of motion (2.9),

= =

D—1
i[ A, (z;2) = (ad) / ;iw Dkl k@) gy, (n, k)W (1, k) (2.18)
where different states are captured by different Bogolyubov coefficients in mode func-
tions (2.10). Implicit in this construction is the analytic continuation n— n—1id/2
and ' —n'+i/2 (applied after the complex conjugation of the mode function), that
preserves the property under complex conjugation {z [‘A* } NEaEa )in[‘A* } (@)
Nonequilibrium quantum field theory [86-92] requires the use of three other two-
point functions (see [93, 94] for an introduction). The complex conjugate of (2.18)
is the negative-frequency Wightman function, i [*A] NCEAES {i[A] NEED }* The
Feynman propagator is then constructed from the two Wightman functions,

i[PAT] (s a') = 0(n—n') i [AT], (52") + 0(n' —n)i A7 (25 27) (2.19)

and its complex conjugate is the Dyson propagator, [‘A‘] J(za')= {z [* A*] NEES }*
It then follows, from the definitions and from the mode equation (2.9), that the two-
point functions satisfy the following equation of motion,

[D —(1—6)2H2([%r—v)}i[wh(x; 7) = 5% 7“[)\(/”3__;”3') (220



where the scalar d’Alembertian is given by O=V#V ,=—a"? [83+(D—2)7—[80—V2},
and V? = 9,0, is the Laplacian. Henceforth, the typewriter font indices denote the
Schwinger-Keldysh polarity indices a, b=+, and we introduce an accompanying sign
symbol $*° defined by,

Stt=—8 =1, S t=8"=0. (2.21)

Note that, in addition to the equation of motion (2.20) with respect to the unprimed
coordinate x, we have another independent equation with respect to the primed
coordinate 7/,

{D/ —(1—e?H” ( [%r—v)]i[wux; o) = s Mﬁx) L @22

In general the scalar two-point functions that respect cosmological symmetries of
spatial homogeneity and isotropy can be expressed in terms of bi-local variables (2.8)
with appropriate infinitesimal complex parts ocid appended. This allows the two-
point functions to be expressed as distributional limits of analytic functions. The
complex parts appended to bi-local variables depend on the type of the two-point
function, and different prescriptions are labeled by the Schwinger-Keldysh polarity
indices. For the first variable,

Yao=(1—€)*HH Az, (2.23)
the 79 is in the Lorentz invariant distance, 2
Aa?, = |AZ|]? — (A —i6)?, Az?, = |AZ)? = (|Ag| —i6)*,  (2.24)

and Az?_ = (Az? +)*, and Az?_ = (Az? +)*. The complexified second variable is
given by,

1 1
u_+:u—§(1—e)(7—[—7{’)i5, u++:u—§(1—e)|7{—7—l'|2’5, (2.25)
and u, =(u_,)*, u__=(u,,)*, while the third is given by,
1 1
v, =0 — 5(1—6)(7’[+7’[’)i5 v, =0 — 5(1—6)(H+H')sgn(An)i5, (2.26)

and v,_=(v_,)* and v__=(v,,)*. For the sake of the flat space limit it is useful to
define the id-prescription for the time difference as well,

A7L+ = An—1id, An++ = |A77| — 10, (2'27)

2The time dependent factor multiplying the Lorentz invariant distance in (2.23) strictly speak-
ing also has complexified parts as does the u variable in (2.25), though it is irrelevant in all the
expressions we consider and we thus omit it.



and the accompanying complex conjugates, An, = (An_,)* and An__=(An,,)*. Al
of the prescriptions essentially follow from the one for the Wightman function (2.18).

The scalar two-point functions in power-law inflation can differ qualitatively
depending on the index A that they inherit from the mode equation (2.9). The
preferred mode function is the CTBD one (2.11) which corresponds to the state that
minimizes energy mode-per-mode in the asymptotic past. While this mode function
is defined for any A, it is clear from its IR behaviour (2.14) that for A > (D—1)/2 this
leads to an IR divergent sum-over-modes (2.18) [95-97], and that the Bogolyubov
coefficients in the mode function (2.10) need to be chosen differently [95, 98]. We
consider the two cases separately in the two following subsections.

2.3.1 IR finite scalar two-point functions

When the mode function index A< (D—1)/2 there is no obstruction to choosing the
mode function in the sum-over-modes (2.18) to be the CTBD one (2.11),

: ) b2 APk .l
7 [‘A*])\(x; (aa) / et )U,\(n, kYUX(1' k). (2.28)

27TD1

This integral representation evaluates to [99, 102],

D—2)e

i[AT (@ 2) = B\ (y ) = e 00 "Fy(y,), (2.29)

where y_, is the i0-regulated distance function appropriate for the positive-frequency
Wightman function, as introduced in (2.24) together with u, and the rescaled prop-
agator function is expressed in terms of the hypergeometric function,

(e H) " D2

2 (%_ )

)T

)3 L(3
) D—1 ) D—1 Dy .y

><2F1({ —+A\ S —)\},{5},1—1), (2.30)

that satisfies the hypergeometric equation in disguise,

{(4y—y )88—22 + D(2—y)a% P2 (%ﬂ Fuly)=0. (2.31)

The function in (2.30) admits a power series representation around y =0,
D—2
(I—E)H T(2=2 y _D=2 (4L
J_")\(y) _ [ 0} 5 ( 2 ) (_) 2 + (
(47)2 I(

D(3+A+n) D(E=Atn) ryyi=2*  T(2242+n) D(22—2+n) gy
{ (F?é+n) (n+1; )(%) - LS )l i )(E) }},




that we will make use of. We will also use recurrence relations between propagator
functions with contiguous indices,

OF, 0Fy., (D—3

28—y =(2—y) 3y ( 5 —)\)fAH, (2.33)
OF, 0F\ . (D-3

250 = (29 ( > +A)IH. (2.34)

that follow from Gauss’ recursion relations for hypergeometric functions (see (9.137)
in [100]).

The solution for the scalar Feynman propagator, that is expressed in terms of
the Wightman function as in (2.19) is then given by,

(D—2)e

i[+A+} )\(ZE; lj) = iA\(Yyp,u) =€ 79 u]:A(y++) ) (2.35)

where y_ , is complexified according to the prescription in (2.24). The remaining two-
point functions are obtained from the definitions, which in the end amounts to simply
changing the polarity indices on the y variable, denoting the appropriate prescription.
Henceforth we suppress denoting explicitly the Schwinger-Keldysh polarity indices
on variables, as they are either defined by the corresponding indices of the object
being computed, or otherwise should be clear from the context. The expressions
without any indices are meant to be valid in general.

2.3.2 IR divergent scalar two-point functions

When the index of the CTBD mode function is A>(D—1)/2 the integral in (2.28) is
divergent in the IR [95, 98]. This implies that (2.11) is not a legitimate choice for the
mode functions in the IR sector. Rather, one should resort to choosing Bogolyubov
coefficients in (2.10) such that the sum-over-modes representation (2.18) of the two-
point function is well defined and convergent in the IR. This is guaranteed by fixing
initial conditions at some time 7,

Un\(o, k) = U(k) ) O Ux(10, k) = aOU(k) ) (2.36)

such that U(k) Xk , where p>—(D—1)/2. This in turn determines the Bogolyubov
coefficients in (2.10),

a(k) = kU3 (no, k)U (k) + U5 (1, k) [60U(/<;) + ()\+%> (1—€)H0U(k:)} , (2.37a)
B(k) = kUxi1 (10, k)U (k) — iUy (1m0, ) [%U(k) + ()\—l—%)(l—e)HOU(k)} . (2.37b)

The evolution cannot generate IR divergences in (2.18) once they are absent at the
initial time [95]. There are many possible choices for defining an IR finite state,



but since we are interested in studying loop corrections due to interactions, the
appropriate choice for Bogolyubov coefficients in (2.10) is the one that minimizes the
sensitivity to the details of regulating the IR. This we accomplish by assuming the full
mode function to be the CTBD one all the way down to some deep IR scale ky < H,

k> ko : U(k?) = U,\(%a k)a and 80U(k) = 80U>\(7107 k?) ) (2-38)

while the suppression for long wavelength modes k < k; is implemented via Bo-
golyubov coefficients (2.37) in some reasonable way. But given that ky/H, < 1 we
can neglect all positive powers of k, that appear in the two-point function, and the
modes below k; can generate only such contributions. In accelerating spaces this ap-
proximation only becomes better at later times, as the infrared scale always appears
as a decaying ratio ko/H. Thus, keeping only the negative powers of the deep IR
scale ky, the two-point function is very well approximated by effectively introducing
an IR cutoff k, into the integral (2.28),

27TD1

; B LA XY (1
i[AY], (54) = (ad) / EFEE g6~ k) Uy (n, K)UR (1, K) . (2.39)

The two-point function can now be computed analytically by splitting it into two
parts, according to the split of the step function 0(k—ky) =1—60(ky—k), and compute
each part separately. However, since now each of the two parts will be given by
an integral with zero as the lower limit of integration, both integrals will be IR
divergent on their own. Despite this, their sum is finite because they come from
splitting a manifestly finite quantity (2.39). This is why we are allowed to compute
each individual part by regulating the IR by dimensional regularization, and after
adding them together we are guaranteed to obtain a result that is correct as the two
errors cancel each other out. 2 We denote the split as,
_ (D=2)e

i[’A*]A(:U;:c') = ¢ 209 5 [.7:)\( )+ Wi (y,u,v)| = iA\(y,u,v) . (2.40)

where the first (bulk) part corresponds to the rescaled propagator function (2.30),
and the IR part is given by,

_o-20-9 [ APk gin o .
WA ,0) = —(aa') 5 [t R gl kU (0, U . B) - (241

We evaluate this integral by only keeping terms that can potentially contribute neg-
ative powers of the effective IR cutoff k.

3Dimensional regularization automatically subtracts any power-law divergences, whether UV or
IR. While for the UV this is a convenient property, as it reduces the labor needed to renormalize a
theory, it should not be employed to subtract divergences in the IR, as they are not universal but
rather are symptomatic of unphysical properties of a chosen state, and need to be approached with
due care [98].

— 10 —



To evaluate the IR part we first integrate over the angular coordinates. This
is accomplished as in [102], by first writing out the volume element in angular co-
ordinates, d?~*k = kP~2dk dQ),_,, where the surface element of the (D —2)-sphere,
dQp_o=sin"3(0p_3)d0p_5sin? 4 (0p_4)d0p_, . . . dp, is parametrized by (D—2) an-
gles 0p_3,0p_4, ..., . Then using the expression for the surface of the (D—3)-sphere,
and the representation of the Bessel function 8.411.7 from [100],

— 27(% _ (%)A " +iz cos(0) oi..22
/dQD_g— D2y Jy(z) = \/EF(%jL)\)/O dfe sin(6), (2.42)

2
we arrive at the one-dimensional integral expression,

_ (D— 2)(1

/
W= - = 2 o (KIAZI) UM, KU (7 B) . (2.43)
(2m) % | A7)

Next we expand the mode functions in the small argument limit, keeping only terms
potentially generating negative powers of kj, and collecting the same powers of k,

 (ad)” L oN-1T2(\)T2(1-))
A D+

(2m) 5 (1— ) VAR | AT

N N
o0 (_l) H\N—-2n
XNXZ:EO I((N—n)!T(n+1 4)\)T(N—n+1—)\)(ﬁ>
k2 }NA

/Odk;k JDg(kHA:cH)[m

The integral over a single Bessel function and a power can be found in 1.8.1.1. of [101],

(b=2)(1

’_‘NJ

(2.44)

z Zp+0+1 p+ o+ 1 p + o0+ 3 2,2
dz' 2P J ()= F { },{ , 1}, -,
/O S ) = e T D Tt ) ! 2( 2 SR 4

(2.45)
so that after some rearrangements, and after applying the Legendre duplication for-

mula for the gamma function in the overall factor, the IR series takes the form,

C [a-9m)"” ToyrEy) S
A ——r F(%H)F(%)ZZ(MH\I—A)
~Dr2(1-)) H \N-2n
n(N=n)!T(n+1—X)T(N—n+1-X\) L(1—e)2HH' ﬁ)

(
T
><1F2<{%+N—A},{E+N—)\,D_l},—(k(]"AfH)z). (2.46)

X

1
o
=1}
| I
‘U
N
+
3
>
/N

2 2 4
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Finally, restricting to the domain where ky||AZ|| < 1, expanding the hypergeometric
function above in a power series, and rearranging the triple series gives,

~[a=9H]" ryTEen al Chnt
P T T T (5 NZ:: Zez:

kQ —u %7)\4’]\[ n
[(1—6)2H02] [

()

X y—|—4sh2<

where the coefficients are,

(-4)" A-NT(5)
A O (N=n—0)IT(Z24n) T+ 1-A)T(N —n—f+1-))’

CNmt = (2.48)
and where the sum over N is cut by the floor function in the upper limit to N <
A—(D—1)/2, which guarantees that only the negative powers of k, are kept, while
positive ones are neglected. This corresponds to the result obtained in [102], where
the infrared regulation was implemented by considering the spatial sections of the
spacetime to be flat torii with a large radius. Here, however, it is advantageous to
consider the IR regulation to be implemented by the Bogolyubov coefficients defining
the initial state, in order to avoid having to deal with linearization instability [103—
113] that appears in gauge theories on compact manifolds. The fact that the two
expressions for the two-point function agree regardless of the difference in the method
for regulating the IR is due to the expressions in actuality being valid only for spatial
separations ky||AZ|| < 1. However, since ky < H, is chosen to be smaller than any
physical scale of interest, that limitation is of no real significance.

Writing out the equation of motion (2.20) off-coincidence in terms of the bi-local
variabls reads,

o2 B (0 9 (D=2)e\ 0
by—12) 2 £ D(2—y) = 4 2(2—y—2e" A /L)
[(y v) g T PG 22y -2 )<a +6v+2(1—6))6y

(oo B ) () - (B

This is a generalization of Eq. (2.31) to the case when the CTBD mode function
cannot be used due to an IR divergence. In this case there is another independent

iAy(y,u,v) =0. (2.49)

equation descending from the primed equation of motion (2.22), that is obtained
by substituting v — —v everywhere inside the square brackets in (2.49). The two
equations can be combined into another two equations of well defined parity that
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have to be satisfied independently. Namely, the even equation is,

[<4y_y V2 Dy —ofyran (1)) (24 22) 2 250

0 D—-1—€\ 0 o 0\ 0 o (D—1—¢€\2
_(£+ ¢ )au (4Sh( gy~ m)%“‘(qu)
and the odd equation reads,

0 0 D—-1—€\ 0
2 JES— P — RS
<[y+45h (3 >}8y+6u+ 2(1—e) )8v

o (D=2)\ 9
‘“”(t%ﬁzu >)6y

We can also derive generalizations of recurrence relations for rescaled propagator

iAy(y,u,v) =0,

iAy(y,u,v)=0. (2.51)

functions (2.33) and (2.34) that apply for the full scalar two-point functions. These
are derived from recurrence relations between mode functions (2.15) that imply the
following two reflection identities for time derivatives,

{ao _ <A—%> (1—6)74@[%1’} )

= — { 6+ <)\+1—|—D_3+6>(1—6)7{/]2’[3&’}/\(3:;:6'), (2.52a)

2(1—6)
lag - <)\—12) (i:) (1—6)7{’}2'[&&]“1(3;; )
— [80+ <)\+1+%)(I—G)H}i[a&’h(x;x'). (2.52b)

Then writing these out in terms of bi-local variables yields the desired generalized
recurrence relations,

(

[2 y) 8y (%— ) —({%—S}ﬁ—g%}iAHl(y,u,v), (2.53a)
[2% a shtv) %} iBaly u,0)
— {@_y)% — (%—i—)\) — % — ;}igg ;}}ZAA 1y, u,v),  (2.53b)

that we make frequent use of in the remainder of the paper.
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3 Photon in FLRW

This section is devoted to a brief recap of the procedure for imposing the multiplier
gauge for electromagnetism that corresponds to the general covariant gauge-fixing
term (1.1), and to the canonical quantization of the resulting gauge-fixed theory.
The details of this procedure, applicable to more general gauges and general FLRW
spacetimes, are given in [79].

3.1 Classical photon in FLRW

Electromagnetism in D-dimensional curved spacetime is given by the covariantized
Maxwell action,

1
S[A,] = / dPx /=g {—Zg“”g”"Fw,Fpo] , (3.1)

that is invariant under U(1) gauge transformations, A,(z) — A,(z)+0,A(r). In
FLRW cosmological spaces the corresponding canonical formulation of electromag-
netism is given by the canonical action [79],

y[Ao,Ho,AhHi,g] = /dDZU [HOaAO + HlaoAl — % — 6\1[1] s (32)

where (Ag, Iy) and (A;,11;) are canonical pairs of vector potentials and their conju-
gate momenta, whose Poisson brackets are determined by the symplectic part of the
action, with the non-vanishing ones being,

{Ao(ﬁa f)v HO(nv f/)} = 6D_1(f_f,) ) {Ai(nv f)? Hj(nv f/)} = 5ij5D_1(f_f/) :
(3.3)
The canonical Hamiltonian is given by,

4—D D—4

a
ILIL — Apo 1T, + TFUF (3.4)

ij

a

%:

where repeated lower spatial indices are summed over, and /¢ is a Lagrange multiplier
that generates the primary constraint,

U, =TI, ~ 0, (3.5)

that vanishes on-shell, and whose conservation in turn generates a secondary con-
straint,

that also vanishes on-shell. The conservation of the secondary constraint gener-
ates no further constraints, and thus the two form a complete set of first-class con-
straints, {\Ifl, \112} =0. The fact that these two formulations — configuration space
one given by (3.1) and the canonical one given by (3.2) — are equivalent can be
confirmed by checking that the two generate equivalent sets of equations of motion.
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The multiplier gauge is imposed by promoting the Lagrange multiplier in the
canonical action (3.2) to a function of canonical variables, £ — (A, ITy, A;, IT;). This
way of fixing the gauge does not allow to reduce the phase space (such as the Coulomb
gauge would), but rather we work with all the components of the vector potential.
On the other hand, multiplier gauges are much more conducive to preserving the
symmetries of the gauge-invariant action. The particular choice for the multiplier
that we consider here,

(— (= —ga‘*—DHO + 0,A4; — (D—-2)HA,. (3.7)

is precisely motivated by this observation. This choice defines the gauge-fixed canon-
ical action,

I Ao o, 43,11 = S [Ag, Ty, A, T, 0= 0] = /de [HoaAo + 11,04, — jf] ,
(3.8)

with the gauge-fixed Hamiltonian,

4—-D D—4

A, =1 (ILIL; — €M1y ) + 1,0, Ag + 0, A; — (D—2)HHOAO+“TﬂjF;j. (3.9)

The the corresponding configuration space formulation of the gauge-fixed theory is
consequently given by,

1
2%

which is precisely the gauge-invariant action (3.1) with the general covariant gauge-

1
S.[A4,] = / dPx \/—g [—Zg“"g”"FwFpo— (vrA, )|, (3.10)

fixing term (1.1) added. The gauge-fixed action now defines the gauge-fixed dynam-
ics, in the sense that the ambiguity present in the original equations of motion are
now fixed. For the gauge-fixed equations,

Oody = — Ea* Py + 0,A; — (D—2)HA, ( )
Iy = O,IL, + (D—2)HII, (3.11b)
BpA; = a* 1L, + 9, A, ( )
OoIL; = 0,11y + a” 0, F; (3.11d)

] Jv

the initial value problem is well defined once the initial conditions are specified.
However, the gauge-fixed action is not a complete gauge-fixed description of the
system, as it makes no reference to the first-class constraints (3.5) and (3.6) that are
present in the original gauge-invariant system. In fact, the set of equations (3.11)
admits many more solutions than the original gauge-invariant system of equations,
regardless of the gauge freedom. That is why the two constraints (3.5) and (3.6)
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have to be required to hold as subsidiary conditions on the initial value surface, i.e.
on the initial conditions that are propagated by the evolution equations in (3.11),

Uy (ny, ¥) = Hoy(no, ¥) =0, Uy (19, ) = 0;11;(my, @) = 0. (3.12)

Equations of motion preserve these conditions so that they are valid for all times
once imposed initially. Therefore, it is the gauge-fixed action (3.8) and the con-
straints (3.12) that define the gauge-fixed version of the theory.

3.2 Quantized photon in FLRW

The gauge-fixing procedure for the classical theory described in the preceding section
lends itself well to canonical quantization in the Heisenberg picture. The gauge-fixed
dynamics is quantized straightforwardly by promoting vector potential components
and their conjugate momenta into field operators, A, —)flo, I, —>f[0, A, —>/L-, I, —
I1,, and their nonvanishing Poisson brackets (3.3) to canonical commutation relations,

[Ag(n, 7), Tg(n, 7)] =i NF="),  [Ai(n, 5),11;(n, 7")] = 6;;i6" N (F—7")
(3.13)
The equations of motion the field operators satisfy are just the same as the classical
equations (3.11), with fields promoted to field operators. The algebra of field oper-
ators is assumed represented on some space of states. However, this space cannot
be the usual Fock space because of the subsidiary conditions (3.12) that need to be
quantized as well.

The generalization of the subsidiary condition to the quantized theory firstly
requires that the expectatlon values of Hermitian operators associated to classical
constraints, \Ifl HO and @2 =0, H vanish at initial time on account of the corre-
spondence principle,

Secondly, all the correlators of constraints have to likewise vanish, e.g. two-point
correlators,
(Q| Ty (19, 7) T4 (ng, ©)[Q) = 0, (3.15a)
(Q| T, (19, F) Ty (g, ) [Q) = 0, (3.15b)

(Q| Wy (0, T) Wy (g, 7)|Q) = 0, (3.15¢)

Hl

which ensures no fluctuations of constraints can be measured. The evolution equa-
tions then ensure that these correlators then vanish for all times. The conditions
in (3.14) and (3.15) are naturally implemented as conditions on the state vectors
forming the space of states, in the form of an operator annihilating the state,

K(@)|Q) =0, V. (3.16)
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Just as in the classical theory, the subsidiary conditions cut out a subspace of phys-
ically allowed initial conditions. In the quantized theory this condition is meant to
cut out a subset of physically allowed states from the vector space of states. In order
for the condition in (3.16) to be consistent with canonical commutation relations
in (3.13) the operator K cannot be Hermitian. Rather, it is some non-Hermitian
linear combination of Hermitian constraint operators,

K(f) = /lel’l [f1<770§fa f/)‘i'l(no,f) + f2(n0; 7, f/)‘i@(??o,f)} . (3.17)

In fact, the equations of motion guarantee that such a time-independent linear com-
bination can be formed from Hermitian constraints at any point in time,

K(#) = /dD‘lx’ [fl(n;f, 2y (0, T) + foln; 7, f’)‘l’z(n,f)] , (3.18)
where the time-dependent coefficient functions satisfy their own equations of motion,

aofl = —V2f2 - (D_2>Hf1 ) 8on = _fl ) (3-19>

There is a great deal of freedom in choosing initial conditions, and hence in choosing
the subsidiary constraint operator, and particular choices can lead to more favourable
expressions.

4 Field operator dynamics

The gauge-fixed dynamics of the linear theory is completely determined by solving
the operator equations of motion, which are just the classical equations (3.11) with
fields promoted to field operators, and by requiring the solutions to respect canonical
commutation relations (3.13). This task is best accomplished if we first employ a
couple of decompositions of the field operators, after which some of the equations
decouple, and some can be brought into the form of the scalar mode equation (2.9).
This section is devoted to introducing the necessary decompositions and to solving
the resulting equations of motion.

Firstly, it is convenient to split the spatial components of field operators into
transverse and longitudinal parts,

such that Qflf :0:@12[27 . This is best accomplished with the use of transverse and
longitudinal projectors,

] 0,0, 00,
]P)Z_] - 6@ - v; ) ]P)Z_] - VQJ . (42)

— 17 —



These projectors are orthogonal, P;,P5 = PiPY = 0, and idempotent, PjP, =

P, and the field operator components are then prOJected out with correct prop-
erties, AT ]P’Z;A], HT IP’ZTJH], AL Pfjﬁj, HL ]P’ZL]HJ After this split the equations
of motion for the transverse operators decouple from the rest.

Secondly, given the isotropy of spatially flat cosmological spaces, it is convenient

to expand the field operators in Fourier modes of the comoving momentum space,

D2 dD 1]€ Ef R .
A (777 =a AO(n7 k)7 (438“)
dD 1]{3 T .
H (777 ) /< Zk WO(”ak)v (43b>
R dD 1/<; e (=i)k; .
Ax(n, / ¢iF Z} LA (R, (4.3¢)
) dD lk = (—i)ks .
70, =05 [ oty A 1), (1.30)
T) 2
b [ AP R L ,
Al = o™= [ oo €T R Angn Ry, (430)
o=1
D—4 AP~k =
I (n,7) =a"= 5 €Ty el (0,k) fro(n, k), (4.3f)
(27T) 2 o=1

where the powers of the scale factor have been factored out for later convenience.
Here we introduced transverse polarization tensors with the following properties,

ki Ei(O', ];) = 07 [gi g, E)}* = €i(0', _E) ) (44)
D—2 Lk

5:(0-7 k:) 5@-(0‘/’ k) = 500’ ) E;‘k(aa k) €j(0', k) = 6@']’ - ﬁ ) (45)
o=1

where k=||k||. The Fourier transforms of field operators in (4.3) are themselves Her-
mitian, which in momentum space implies they behave under conjugation as @T(k) =
@(—k) The canonical commutators of the momentum space field operators are now,

[A0<777 E>7 7AT-0<777 EI)] = [AL<

k)] = idP T (k+k), (4.6a)
(Ao (0, E), p 0 (0, KN)] = 06, 5D 1(/2 k!

). (4.6b)

The equations of motion for the transverse sector are

8O~’ZlT,<7 = ﬁ-T o (D 4)HV4T o (47)

[\D|>—t

A

1
Ofre = — kK Ap, — 5(1)—4)7117%,. (4.8)
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while the equations of motion for the scalar sector, including longitudinal and tem-
poral components, are

oAy = — &d’hy + kA, — %(D—Q)”Hflo, (4.9)
Bofto = ki, + %(D—2)7—[ﬁ0, (4.10)
A, = a*r, — kA, + %(D—Q)HAL , (4.11)
Aoty = — kfty — %(D—z)m@ . (4.12)

4.1 Transverse sector

The equations of motion (4.7) and (4.8) of the transverse sector combine into a single
second order equation,

2 2 2 1 24721 A _
[ao Ty (VT—Z)Q—E) M ]AM —0, (4.13)

0
fpy = {ao _ <VT+%)(1—E)H] A, (414)

where we define the transverse sector index,
D—3—¢
Vp = ——.
T 2(1—e)

Equation (4.13) is easily recognized as the scalar mode equation (2.9) whose solution

(4.15)

is then given by (2.10), upon which Eq. (4.14) can be recognized as the recurrence
relation from (2.15). The solutions for transverse field operators are thus,

Aro(n,k) = U, (0, k) by(0, k) + Ug, (1, k) bl-(0, —k) , (4.16)
Fro(n k) = —ikU, (0, k) by(o, k) + kU, _y (1, k) bl(0, =), (4.17)
where the non-Hermitian operators ET(/;, o) can be seen as initial conditions. Their

commutation relations follow from the canonical commutation relations (4.6). The
non-vanishing ones are,

[br (0, k), b (0 B")] = 6,001 (k—EK) (4.18)

which are just the commutation relations for creation and annihilation operators.
Therefore the transverse sector of the space of states is naturally constructed as a
Fock space. It is natural to consider the vacuum state of this sector to be the state
that minimizes the energy mode-per-mode at an asymptotic past, by analogy with
the CTBD state for the scalar field. Here this state corresponds to the one that is
annihilated by the annihilation operator given in the solutions (4.16) and (4.17),

b (0,k)|Q) =0, k0. (4.19)

This is the state that we shall consider in Sec. 5 when computing the photon two-
point function.
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4.2 Scalar sector

The second and the fourth equations (4.10) and (4.12) of the scalar sector decouple
from the rest, and combine into a singe second order one,

1
[ag e <”2_Z) (1—6)27{2} 7, =0, (4.20)
. 1 1 .
fo= -7 {80 + (u+§>(1—e)}[] 7., (421)
where we introduce the index of the scalar sector,
D—
y = Dodte (4.22)
2(1—e¢)
According to considerations in Sec. 2.2 the solutions are immediately written as,
7400, k) = KU, (1, )by (F) + KUZ (0, k)DL (). (4.23)
o(m, E) = ikU, 41 (, k)BP(E) — ikUj 11 (n, k)EL(_E) ) (4.24)

where the non-Hermitian operators b P(E) play the role of initial conditions/integration
constants. The remaining two equations (4.9) and (4.11) combine into a sourced
second-order equation,

{a& . (ﬁ—i) (1—6)2#} Ay = (1—€)a2kr, — 26a*Hy , (4.25)
1 1 A 2
A=+ {ao + <1/+§)(1—6)”H] Ay + %fro, (4.26)

We can write the solutions to these equations as,

A

+ (1, )by (K) + 05 (1, k)Bh (—F) (4.27)
A (0, k) = — iU,y (0, k)byy (k) + iUy (n, k)b (—F)

— vy (0, k)b (k) + v (n. k)DL (=F) . (4.28)
where the homogeneous parts depend on operators BH(E) standing for integration con-
stants, while the particular parts depend on the integration constants for canonical
momentum operators introduced in solutions (4.23) and (4.24). The particular mode
functions vy and v, in the solutions (4.27) and (4.28) satisfy equations descending
from (4.25) and (4.26),

{ag . (1/2—%) (1—6)27{2] v

- %ﬂ {2 V(=€) +1] Uy — (m)%Uy] c(-E)ean,. g
v % [60 " <V+%)(1_€)H] vg = EaUpa - (4.30)
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where we introduced the parameter,

v(l—e)+1  D—1+e
v(l—€)—e D—3—¢’

€ = (4.31)
that we refer to as the simple covariant gauge. This name is suggestive of the
simplification that happens when the gauge fixing parameter takes this value, £ =&,.
The second part of the source in (4.29) drops out, and the identity (2.17) immediately
gives the solutions,

Ee, —ik a® 1
— - — 4.32
I —ik a’ 1
= —U, — — ) 4.

These solutions for particular mode functions are chosen to satisfy the Wronskian-like
relation,

Re(vOU,fH + vLU,f) =0, (4.34)

in addition to reducing to the corresponding de Sitter space solutions found in [74].
The Wronskian relations (2.16) and (4.34) are in fact sufficient to compute the com-
mutation relations between the momentum space operators introduced appearing in
solutions for the field operators, without solving for the particular mode functions.
They follow from the canonical commutation relations (4.6),

[, (B), Bl (k)] = [bp(R), BE(ED] = 0, [by (), Bh(K")] = =67 " (k—k"), (4.35)

These commutators are not canonical, in the sense that they are not the ones of
creation/annihilation operators. Nevertheless, these operators are used to construct
a basis of the space of states [79].

Finding particular mode functions for £ # &, is considerably more complicated
and Appendix A is devoted to the detailed derivation. Requiring that the mode
functions reduce to the de Sitter solutions from [74] for an arbitrary gauge-fixing

parameter,
o —ikk  [H &N ik [ ik OU,
— — —(1—= 0 4.
YT A i, {HOU”O“ U”O] (1=50) 377 7oty v * U]+ (4363
e—0 _ng H
o 2(n+1)H, [FOUVO N UVOH]
&N ik ik OU, {1 H
(1> 0 4.36b
( 62) 2H0 VOHO 81/0 + VOHO UVO + UV0+1 ’ ( 3 )
where,
€ D_3 € D—l
Vﬂ?zyo, gsiD—_gzgg, (4.37)
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and that in the flat space limit they reduce directly to,

Hy—0 1 . e~ k(n—mo)
v S [ (146) + 20 Q)ik (=) | (4:38)
Hy—0 1 . e~ tk(n—mo)
o 5 1[040 + 209k —m0) | — 5 (4:38b)
in addition to satisfying (4.34), essentially uniquely fixes the solutions to be,
—ilk a? 1
Fy= —2 | T k) — —U,(n,k
vo(% ) 2[V(1—6)+1} |:,H u+1(7h ) HO u(77, ):|
+(1-5) | emmuonn - 2nbuim] . @)
—ilk a? 1
L0, k) = s | 77U (0, k) = = Upia(n, K
0 b) = g U ) — a0

+(1-8) |20 m0 a0 0) + 20U (@.0)

The coefficient functions here are given as linear combinations,

2(n, k) = ﬁ [ﬁ} = {—2 COS(WV)/Q(;_QZ, v; (l—ke)H> (4.41)
+ /1(1_—2i” (l—ke)H) * /1(1_—2;_”; (1—]1)%)} +
2 k) = e:;Ho [(1—12)1{0} § l_Q/Z(l_—QZ’”; (l—ke)H> (4.42)

—2¢ k —2¢ k
71/’

e 1(1—6 .(1—6)7-[)+6i7w 1(;’_V;m)}+’%)’

of special functions defined in terms of generalized hypergeometric functions,

—T2(—\) 22 1 2
T hz) = (=12 2F3({§+A,§+A},{ﬂH,HA,Hn},—zQ),

42 (p+2X) 2

(4.43)

FalpX;2) = MQF?,({E, 1}, {Qﬂ, 14, 1—)\}, —z2) , (4.44)
p 272 2
and where the two integration constants are given by,
—q D(=) I (i4+ ) T(= r(—=- =
o — ik i ! (176) (2?162 (1e+1V) (176 V) [ k } ‘. (4.45)
- D) T(lf—ﬁlV) nge—v) [ k |7 et . (4.46)
4T(3) T (3 -1%) (1—e)Hy
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The huge difference in the complexity of particular mode functions in the general
covariant gauge versus the simple covariant gauge & = £, makes the former case
rather intractable to work with. This is why from Sec. 5 on we consider only the
simple covariant gauge when computing the position-space two-point functions and
the observables.

4.3 Constraints

The subsidiary condition on the space of states (3.16) takes an analogous expression
in momentum space,

Kk)|Q)=0, V&, (4.47)
where the non-Hermitian constraint operator is given as a local linear combination,

’C(E) = ¢, (n, k) (n, E) + cy(m, k) y(n, E) ; (4.48)

of the momentum space Hermitian constraint operators,

A~ -, - A -

wl (777 k) = ﬁo(% k) ) 1/}2(777 k) = ﬁL(”v ];) : (449>
The conservation of (4.48) implies equations for the coefficients,
1 1
6001 - kC2 + §(D—2)%Cl — 0, 8002 + kCl —_ §(D—2)H02 — 0 . (450)

They combine into a second order equation,
2 2 2 1 2
[ao Ty (1/ —Z)(l—e) ]cl ~0, (4.51)

ey = Hao + (wr%)@—e)?{] e, (4.52)

that is the scalar mode equation (2.9) with the general solution given in (2.10). The
general solution for the non-Hermitian constraint respecting the symmetries of the
background,

A

K(k) = e?® (e’i*"(k)ch[p(k)]lgp(g) + ew(k>sh[p<k)]z§L<E)) , (4.53)

can be parametrized by three real functions 6, ¢, and p of the momentum modulus.
The space of states has to admit at least one vector annihilated by the operator
above. To fully specify this state we need another operator that will annihilate it,

Bk)Q)=0,  Vk, (4.54)
and the choice preserving commutation relations (4.35),

[K(k), KT (k")] = [B(k), B'(k") =0, [K(k),B'(k")] = 6" "' (k—k')  (4.55)
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is given by,

A

B(E) = "W (Wb ]p(k)]by (F) + e Fshlp(k)]b, (F) ) (4.56)

The choice consistent with de Sitter symmetries [74] in the limit € — 0, and with
Poincaré symmetries [114, 115] in the flat space limit Hy, — 0 would be for all the
three real functions 6, ¢, and p to vanish, and that would be the natural choice to
consider here. Nevertheless, anticipating issues with IR convergence of the two-point
function, we take for the Bogolyubov-like coefficients of the scalar sector to be,

p(k) = 0(k) = (k) =0,  k=>ko, (4.57)

where ky < H, is some deep IR scale, which implies that the physical state has to
satisty,
b(B)|Q) =0, b, (R)|Q) =0, k>k. (4.58)

Below the IR scale kq we keep the general form of the Bogolyubov coefficients in (4.53)
and (4.56), but with an additional assumption. They are chosen such that the
contribution of deep IR modes to the two-point function contains only terms that
vanish in the limit ky— 0. That means their contribution to the two-point function
can safely be neglected if kq/Hy, <1 is assumed small enough. The logic behind such
a choice mirrors the one from Sec. 2.3.2 for the scalar two-point functions.

5 Two-point function

The two-point functions of a free field theory are the building blocks of loop expan-
sions in quantum field theory. In this section we use the solutions for field operators
found in the preceding section to evaluate the expectation values that define the
two-point function. We first recount the general properties that two-point functions
must satisfy regardless of the quantum state, and then proceed to define the nat-
ural Gaussian state with respect to which we compute the two-point function as a
sum-over modes. Due to the complicated form of the scalar sector mode functions
we only evaluate the sum-over-modes in the simple covariant gauge (4.31) in which
the mode functions are tractable. Nonetheless, the final covariantized expression for
the two-point functions we find is rather complicated, and does not exhibit a sim-
ple structure of being composed of scalar two-point functions and their derivatives.
This owes to the necessity of explicitly evaluating the inverse Laplace operator acting
on the scalar-two point function which results in a combination of Appell’s fourth
functions, as shown in Appendix B.

5.1 Generalities

The Schwinger-Keldysh formalism for nonequilibrium quantum field theory [86-92]
(see e.g. [93, 94] for introductions) necessitates the use of several different two-point
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functions in perturbative (loop) computations. The positive-frequency Wightman
function for the photon field is defined as the expectation value of the off-coincident
product of two field operators,

i[ ;AL (3 2) = (Q A, (2) A, (2)]Q), (5.1)

while its complex conjugate, i [ ;A;} (x;2")= {z [ ,;AJ{,] (x;2") }*, is the negative-frequency
Wightman function. The expectation value of the time-ordered product is the Feyn-
man propagator,

i[ias] (') = (I T (A, () A, () ) |2)
= 0(n—1')i[ ;A7) (w3 2') + 0(0' —n) i[ 1A, ] (x5 27) (5.2)
and its complex conjugate, i[;A;} (x;2")= {z [;AJ;] (x;2") }*, is the Dyson propagator.

The position space equations of motion (3.11) satisfied by field operators can be
written in the more familiar covariant form,

A

1
DY A, (x) =0, D, =V, V5 — (1—E)vﬂvv ~R).  (53)

These equations of motion are inherited by the two-point functions,
i0P (x—a')
/ _g ’

where the sign symbol S2° is defined in (2.21). The local source in the equations

D,fi [;At,’,] (2;2) =8 Gy

(5.4)

for the Feynman and Dyson propagators descends from time-ordering in the defini-
tion (5.2), and from the canonical commutation relations (3.13). In multiplier gauges
the equations of motion are not the only equations that two-point functions must
satisfy. There are also subsidiary conditions (3.15) that descend from the classical
first-class constraints. These subsidiary conditions are all captured by the Ward-
Takahashi identity,

VHiq [:At,’,} (x;2') = —£0,,1 [aAb] VH(x; '), (5.5)

where the quantity on the right-hand-side is the massless, minimally coupled scalar
(MMCS) two-point function,

_ g i0P(x—2a')
V=i

discussed in Sec. 2. We compute the photon two-point functions in the following

O i[aAbLH(x; ') (5.6)

section using the sum-over-modes representation with the mode functions worked
out in sections 4.1 and 4.2. In appendix C the results for two-point functions are
checked to satisfy the appropriate equation of motion (5.4) and the Ward-Takahashi
identity (5.5).
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5.2 Evaluating sum-over-modes

In Sec. 4 we have found solutions (4.16), (4.27), and (4.28) for the vector field op-
erators in momentum space, and have specified the quantum state that we consider
in (4.19) and (4.58). Together with the commutation relations (4.18) and (4.35), this
is all we need to express the two-point function (5.1) as a sum-over-modes,

i[5 @) = (0)*” [ (gj);’fl AT Ok _ )

< |~ Ry k) = oo U307, 657)
i[5A1) (2 2') = (ad')*3 / g:;kl GFAT Ok ky)

o U AR UN S U] P T

2—D dD_lk EA—»
i[;AB} (x;2") = (aa')T/W e O(k—ky)

k:i * *
e A O R AU US) R )
T / / 4-D dD_lk Z‘H. T k’lk * /
i[85 (x32') = (ad) 3 / o (35==3) U (0. U, (' k) (5.10)

n23=L2 d" 'k ik-AZ kikj * () * ’
- (a’a ) 2 (27T)D_1 € e(k_k:())? Uu-l—l(n) k?)UL(TI ) k)+vL(777 k:)Uu-i-l(n ) k) .

Note that the reason why step functions 6(k—k;) appear is given in Sec. 4.3. Because
not all sum-over modes of the scalar sector will be IR finite for a natural definition
of the state, we need to consider Bogolyubov coefficients in the IR that ameliorate
this problem and regulate the behaviour of the mode function. We choose to im-
plement this in a way that is least sensitive to this regulating procedure and can be
parametrized effectively by a deep IR scale ky < H,) that effectively manifests itself as
an IR cutoff on the sums-over-modes descending from the scalar sector. There is no
need for such regulation of the transverse sector. Note also that the id-prescriptions
are implicit in (5.7)—(5.10) in the same way as for the scalar propagator (2.18).

In the following subsections we evaluate the integrals in (5.7)—(5.10) for the
case of simple covariant gauge £ = £, defined in (4.31), for which the solutions for
the particular mode functions (4.32) and (4.33) of the scalar sector are tractable.
Upon plugging in these mode functions we can utilize recurrence relations (2.15) to
recognize that the components of the photon two-point function can all be expressed
in terms of certain operators acting on sums-over-modes (2.39) that represent the

— 26 —



scalar two-point functions,

i[oA] (a52) = (1)—_731—6) :%280 - ;l{—ﬂ,ag - (D—2)(a2+a'2)] i[AT] (z;2),  (5.11)
i[oAT] (z;2") = (D_Lé_e) :gimﬂ () — ;Z{—IQ,Z'[‘AJr]V(x;x’)} : (5.12)
i[7AY] (z;2) = ﬁ :gi[‘A+} (@3 a) = %if&]y(x;x’)] : (5.13)
A (5 ) = Sadti[ O], () + %z =1, () (5.14)

1 9,0, a’Qa N a? a*H'  a*H
- 7%

(D—=3—¢) (1—€)*HH | H' N 6+(D—3+6)( H + o )]Z[E L(:U;x/)_

Thus we have accomplished expressing the photon two-point function in terms of

derivatives acting on scalar two-point functions, and on what we call Laplace-inverted
two-point functions that result from inverting the Laplace operator on the scalar two-
point function,

2 !
i 21, (z;2") = %2 AT (22), (5.15)
where the time-dependent factor on the right-hand-side is chosen for convenience.

In the de Sitter limit the combination of temporal derivatives in the brack-
ets of the second line in (5.14) conspire to produce a Laplacian that eliminates its
inverse [74]. However, here we are not as fortunate, and have to consider comput-
ing (5.15) explicitly. This is accomplished in a form of an asymptotic series of deriva-
tive operators acting on the scalar two-point function in the next subsection, while
in Appendix B a detailed analysis of the sum-over-modes representation of (5.15) is
given and a closed form solution in terms of Appell’s fourth function is derived.

For the remainder of this subsection it is not necessary to evaluate (5.15). It
is sufficient to note that the Laplace-inverted two-point function inherits from the
scalar two-point function the symmetry under the exchange of coordinates, and the
cosmological symmetries, and that it can be considered as a function of bi-local
variables, i[aEb} /\(:L’; ') =iEy (yab, Ugp, vab), just as for the scalar two-point function.
Thus we act explicitly with temporal derivatives in (5.11-5.14) to write the compo-
nents of the two-point functions as,

i[5A8] (25 2) = Mt [2 Ch<L) ((Q—y)g _ 9 g 1)

Qu, HZ 1—e oy Ou
—4ch<1€—i>§y - 2Sh(1L_€> %]iA,,(y,u,v), (5.16)
i[5 (i) = % [— Sl ) - e mxy,u,v)] L (Ga7)
i[O (@ 2") = % {61—__@: %z’Ayﬂ(y,u,v) — elv—e(%iA,,(y,u,v)} , (5.18)
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€u

o HH = e1-<0,0; _
i[; A ] (x;2) = Tgéijel—eszT (y,u,v) + m{QVTZ:VT(y, u,v) (5.19)

+[2ch<1€—i}€)<(2—y)%—§u—2y> 4ch( _€>§y 42 h<1_6)8av]iEy(y,u,v)}.

Even though we cannot fully eliminate the complicated Laplace-inverted function,

it is nonetheless advantageous to apply some simplifications. Introducing the nota-
tion I[f = Ydy’ f(y') for the primitive function with respect to variable y, we
can make use of the two identities for Laplace operators acting on some arbitrary
bi-scalar,

I[VQf(y, u, v)} =V [f(y,u,v)] —4(1—€)*HH f(y,u,v), (5.20)

VA f(y,u,v)] = 4(1—6)27{%/([?/ + 4 sh? (g)] 8%/ + (D2_1)>f(y,u,v) . (5.21)

that are proven by explicitly acting the derivatives, to derive another useful identity,

o D-3
) 1.
([y + 4sh < )] o + 5 )ZHA(y,u v) = 4][2A>\(y,u,v)} . (5.22)
Applying it to the (ij) component in (5.19) results in,

o n  HH cu
Z[iAﬂ (x;2') = ?gaijel’elAuT (y,u,v)

%[ eh(1 e) [iAV(y,u,v)} + I[iT(y,u,v)ﬂ , (5.23)

where for notational simplicity in the remainder of the paper it is useful to define

+

i (y,u,v) = 2u, (%iE,,T(y, u,v) — 2(3h< ) <0au +2v — %) (%zu,,(y,u v)
v g 0\0 _
— 23h<1—_€> (2 sh(v)a—y — %) 8—yzu,,(y, u,v) . (5.24)

This form (5.23) of the (ij) component is useful because it makes manifest that in

de Sitter limit all the complicated functions all cancel since T =0 0; this will be
discussed further in Sec. 6.1.

It is also interesting to note down the expression for the two-point function of

just the transverse components of the spatial vector potential,
/

0;0;
’Q> =el- 6( it )’LA (y,u,v)
iZ,. (y,u,v)
(1—€)?HH' ]
This can rightfully be called the physical two-point function, as it corresponds to the

JENCE

= eﬁ 6ijiAuT (ya u, U) + 818; (525)

two-point function in the Coulomb gauge, in which 9;4; =0 and 1210 =0 stand as an
operator equalities.
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5.3 Laplace-inverted two-point function

The Laplace-inverted two-point function in (5.15) is a formal solution of the Poisson
equation with the scalar Wightman function as the source. There are in fact such
equations for all four combinations of Schwinger-Keldysh polarities,

i[aEbh(x; x')

2
v (1—€)?HH'

= i[2A°] (252, (5.26)
determined by different scalar two-point functions appearing as sources on the right-
hand side. However, this is not the only equation that Laplace-inverted two-point
functions have to satisfy. Using the equation of motion (2.20) for the scalar two-point
function it follows that the Laplace-inverted two-point functions satisfy a fourth order
equation,

D—1—¢12 i[*2°], (z;2) i0P (x—2a')
O-(1—eH?( [o | -»2 v2+ —ge M) (597
- ([5r5 (=07 = 0
Given that the Laplacian commutes with the scalar d’Alembertian, and that the

Poisson equation for a point charge has a unique solution, it follows that the Laplace-
inverted two-point functions satisfy another second order equation,

2772 —1—e12 L\ ][], (5 2)
[D_(l_e) H <[12)(1ie)] - )} ([ —1;2%7{'
o 2i0P(@—a')  —S*T(E52)id(n—1)
= 5V e T T (5.28)

Naturally, Laplace-inverted two-point functions also satisfies the primed equation

obtained by replacing d— " and H — H’ in the equation above. Also, using recur-
rence relations (2.15) for the mode functions, Laplace-inverted two-point functions
can be seen to satisfy their own raising and lowering equations, respectively,

[ao + (%+A)(l—e)%} [ag + (%H)( e)?—l'} %
Ly SET(EE) ()
>\+1( 1‘)— 47T%”Af||D—3aD—2’

%+ (Gmg ) H] { 6; -] %
[

-~

(5.29)

SabF(D 3)2507 77)
475 || AZ|| P32

i, (5.30)

Different two-point functions with different Schwinger-Keldysh polarities can be
represented by one function of bi-local variables (2.8) with different id-prescriptions,

i[*=](232") = =5 (Yas Uas Va) (5.31)

— 29 —



while the function on the right-hand-side then satisfies equations without local source
terms. The first one follows from the defining Poisson equation (5.26),

<4 [y + 4sh2(g>] % + 2(D—1)) (%iE)\(y, u,v) = 1Ay (y, u,v). (5.32)

The second equation (5.28) and its primed counterpart are best given as two linear
combinations, producing an even equation,

o2 9 w1/ 0 De—2\ 0
[(4y V) + DC-u)5 2[y+4sh (2)Kau+2(1—e))ay (5.33)
0 D-3+e€\ 0 o 0\ 0 o (D=3+e\?| _
‘(%* T )%*(“h(”)a—y‘%)%“‘(zu_e)) 2, =0,

and an odd equation,

0 0 D-3+4€\ 0 0 De—-2\ 0
ask? (D) | £ 4+ L 22270 S oy —+ —— | =— i, =0.
<[y+ i (2)]8y+8u+ 2(1—6))61} i (v)(8u+2(1—e))8y12 =0
(5.34)

Lastly, the raising and lowering equations (5.29) and (5.30) take the following form,

2(V\]10., 0 D=3+e Y 0 0N |z _
([y+4sh (2)]8y+8u+ 2(1—e¢) A QSh(U)ﬁy av) | iBasrs

_ (5.35)
2(U\19 0 D-3+e |\ 0O |o _
<[y+48h (2” y T ou T 2= A) 2sh(v)ge = g5 ) [Fr =~

(5.36)

Solving for i=, is best done by considering the first equation (5.32) out of the

five above. From it we can readily solve for a derivative of i=, as a power series,
by considering the expression in parentheses on the left-hand side of (5.32) as an
expansion parameter,

s =3 (52 (e (5)]5 ) Spsr 60

n=0

It is convenient to commute the derivatives so they act only on ¢A,, so that the
operator is written as,

(BREEIEANS > (IR KA

where the coefficients {Z} in this expansion satisfy the following recurrence relations,

{nzl}zg{z%{eﬁl}’ {Z}:{Tf}zl n>0=1. (5.39)
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Therefore they are recognized to be Stirling numbers of the second kind (c.f. §26.8
of [84, 85]), that admit an explicit sum representation,

J4 -
R G Vi
U} 2 540

Plugging this expansion back into the series solution (5.37), and reorganizing the
series by grouping together all derivatives of the same order,

%iEAZQ(j)A—Al)+;[;(D_——21)n{Z}} [y+45h2( )]Eéz(?xn (5.41)

The series over n can be recognized as the generating function for the Stirling numbers
of the second kind (Eq. 26.8.11 from [84, 85]), that has a closed form expression,

(n) ., (=1)T(1-=z)
Z{E}z = el (5.42)

n=~{

This now yields,

%LA Y, U, V) nZ (41} _Jl: )) [y+4sh2<2)} ;nnzA)\(y,u v) . (5.43)

Determining this derivative of i=, is sufficient for the photon two-point function due
to the two spatial derivatives in (5.19). Nonetheless, we can use the identity that is
proved by simple partial integration,

> et gt 10 —f{;(cﬁ(ml)cnﬂ)(yw) o], Gy
to obtain the final expression for the Laplace-inverted two-point function,

= DY) 2 (U\]" D"

Z_A(y,u,v) = ;m[y—FZlSh (2)] @[[’lA)\(iy,’U, ’U)] (545)

Here the primitive function of the scalar two-point function with respect to y is
defined as a term-by-term integral of the power series (2.32) and (2.47),

I[iA(y,u,v)] = e (I [Fa(y)] + I[W(y,u,v)}) : (5.46)

such that no y-independent constants of integration are generated, neither in the
bulk part,

[(1—e)Ho) " T(2340) T (22 - ))
(4m)7 r(%%)

R({ZE PRk (5. e

[[.B(yﬂ =—4
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nor in the IR part,

[(1-e)Hy) " F<A>r< Al Cxmt
(4m)% TG+ I o Z (Z4+N=-))

x[ kie—v }%—HN 1
(1—¢)2H2 (n+1)

IW\(y, u,v)] = —
[y + 45’ (2)} " ch[(N—n—%)v] . (5.48)

Note that in deriving expression (5.45) we had not relied on the specific form of the
source in Eq. (5.45), and thus it is valid for an arbitrary source for which the sum
in (5.31) converges for some region of parameters. In principle there is a question of
the homogeneous part of the solution, which is missed by the iterative method that
generates the series solution. However, this contribution is not permitted as it would
correspond to the Coulomb potential-like contribution that would generate a source
which is not there. Checking that the solution in (5.45) also satisfies the remaining
equations (5.33)—(5.36) is a tedious, but straightforward task of acting derivatives
and applying equations for the scalar two-point function from Sec. 2.3.2. Note,
however, that the series solution in (5.45) is asymptotic and that its practical utility
is limited to small spatial separations. This corresponds to an implicit assumption
that [y+4sh®(%)] = (1—€)*HH/||AZ|| is used as an expansion parameter when
solving (5.32) iteratively. In general one should use the closed form solutions for the
Laplace-inverted two-point function expressed in terms of Appell’s fourth function,
that we derive in Appendix B.

It is very useful to note that some of the equations that the Laplace-inverted
two-point function satisfies are inherited by Y defined in (5.24). Firstly, it follows
from Eq. (5.32) that i1 satisfies,

<4[y+4sh2< )]%JrZ(D 1)) Y (y, u,v)

=2v,1A, (y,u,v) — ZCh(le—je) (% +2v — ?)iAy(y, u,v)
0 0.
- 28h( —e> (2 sh(v)a—y - %)sz(y,u,v). (5.49)

The remaining four equations (5.33)—(5.36) combine with the one above to form three
additional equations that ¢ satisfies. The even equation (5.33) can be regarded as
giving rise to another even equation,

2

[<4y—y2)§—y2+<0+2><2 y)%—2[y+48h2( ) (6u :
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= |:2€Sh<v)8—y2AV — <1+€)%2AV:| + [—QGa—yzAVH
0 N (D—2)e
ou  2(1—e)

vy 1A

)z’AVJr(l—e)l/iAy}— . L (5.50)

— 2¢ ch(v)agiAy +
Y

—€

the odd equation (5.34) as giving rise to another odd equation,

2(V)]| L, 0 Dolme) 0 0 Dem2)\ 0,
([y+4sh (2)]8y * ou i 2(1—e¢) )61} 2sh(v) 8u+ 2(1—€) J Oy it
_ [esh(v) €v €v 0 .
- _l 1—¢ Ch(l—e) + ch(v) Sh(ﬁ)}a_yﬁ"
esh(79)[ 1 9 ch(v) 0 . .
LTy [sh(v)%l "“_sh(v)%ZA”_WA”}’ (5:51)

and the rising and lowering equations (5.35) and (5.35) as producing
(n g ) (o o)™
3 P - () [ e - S i
+ (5% + (21()1__26);)@&} - sh(%) a%my} . (5.52)

The association of the three equations above to their antecedents (5.33)—(5.36) is

only qualitative since each of the new equations is a combination of essentially all of
the antecedent ones. Additionally, in deriving the last equation (5.52) we used that,
0 (D—2)e 0

—iA, = — A —iA, =0. 5.53
du' v 2(1—6)Z T gy’ (5.53)

owing to the transverse sector index being v, <(D—1)/2.

5.4 Covariantization

The components of the photon two-point function found in Sec. 5.2 can be written
in a more systematic covariantized form,

Z[;A-H (l‘; {L‘/) = (auallzy) Cl (y7 u, U) + (a,uy) (az,/y) C2(y7 U, U)
| 0u) (@) + (D) (209)] ol . 0) + | (D) (Dhr) = (9r) (9L) | T, 0)
+ (0,u) (O,u) Cyly, u,v), (5.54)

where the elements of the appropriate bi-tensor basis for this form are constructed
out of independent derivatives of the bi-scalar variables (2.8), and are multiplied by
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five scalar structure functions. This is the tensor basis from [73] supplemented by
the odd tensor structure with an accompanying structure function C;. We need to
determine the structure functions by matching the form (5.54) to the results in (5.16)—
(5.18) and (5.23). This is facilitated by writing out explicitly the components of the
covariantized form,

i[5 (@3 2!) = 26, (1= PHH{ =Cy + 1[C)} + DO P[C) (5.55)
i[587)(@:2) = (1= H(@){ e — [2-y—2e7]C + ¢ Ts | (5.56)
i[;A8] (2:2') = (1—e)H (9y) {c1 — [2—y—2¢"]Cy + Cy + E?,} , (5.57)
i[5A8] (z:2') = (1—6)27—[7{/{—[2—y—4ch(v)]C1 — [4y—y?—8+4(2—y) ch(v)] Cy

—2[2—y—2¢h(v)]Cs — 4sh(v) C3 + C4} : (5.58)

A straightforward comparison then yields the structure functions,

Cl = m{—VT'LA Ch(1_€>ZA +ZT} (559)
et 1 ev \ O . 0.
el e Vr A €v 0 . 0 .
Cs = 2v,.(1—e€) 2H2{ 28h( ) Ch(l—e) {%ZA”H a Ch(v)%sz}
(D €v 3} (D—3) :
ch(1 )ZA sh( )31) 1A, i (A (5.61)
o, Ay +ch(@)id, | — 2sh() Lt b, (5.62)
3= 2o (10 2H2 1A, 1 +ch(v)iA, s ayz .
e [2—y—2ch(v)] 07,
Ca= 2v,.(1—e€) 2H2{ ou " 2sh(v)  Ov B (563)
[(2—y)ch(v)—2] 0.
—ch( ){ ( +2v— D+3) Sh(0) 0 iA,

() [l ]+ (=) (0=}

where in simplifying the final expressions we made use of generalized recurrence rela-
tions (2.53b) and (2.53a) for scalar two-point functions, the reduction formula (5.49),
and addition formulas for hyperbolic functions. These structure functions are the
main result of our paper, as they determine the photon two-point function in the
simple covariant gauge (4.31) in the covariant representation (5.54). The remaining

— 34 —



two-point functions defined in Sec. 5.1 are obtained from this result by changing
the id-prescription for the bi-local variables in the structure functions and the tensor
basis to the one appropriate according to (2.24) and (2.26).

Explicitly checking that our result for the photon two-point function (5.54) with
solutions for the structure functions above satisfies both the the equation of mo-
tion (5.4) and the Ward-Takahashi identity (5.5) is important, particularly in view
of recent findings [79] that in de Sitter space a number of the results from the litera-
ture fails to satisfy the latter condition. Our result indeed satisfies all the necessary
equations; the details necessary to perform the checks are given in Appendix C.

6 Various limits

In this section we derive several limits of the covariant form of the two-point func-
tion (5.54) with structure functions (5.59)—(5.63), and compare them to the literature
where possible.

6.1 De Sitter limit

In the de Sitter limit the bi-local variables (2.8) simply take their values with e=0,
and accordingly so do the basis tensor introduced in (5.54). All the limits of the scalar
two-point functions and derived quantities are manifestly finite in the de Sitter limit,
due to the IR sum. Therefore, all the terms in structure functions (5.59)—(5.63)
multiplied by e automatically vanish in the de Sitter limit. The few terms that
remain have simple limits. The mode function indices (4.15) and (4.22) from the
transverse and scalar sectors become degenerate,

€ D_
v, vy %y = ?3 (6.1)

The scalar two-point functions carrying those indices reduce to one and the same de
Sitter invariant scalar two-point function,

i (y,u,0), i, (Y, u,v) ety Fu,(y) (6.2)

Their derivatives with respect to y persist, but derivatives with respect to u and v
vanish. For the Laplace-inverted two-point function (5.43) it is only relevant that
the derivative with respect to u vanishes,

8 8 e— e—0
%a_yzuu<y7u7v) — 07 (63)

as this implies that all of them cancel completely in (5.24),

i (y, u,v) =5 0. (6.4)
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The limits above encompass all the terms appearing in (5.59)—(5.63), except for few
instances where the scalar propagator with the index v+1 appears. Because in de
Sitter limit we have for the index v+1-"%yy+1= (D—1)/2, the two-point function
will reduce to the MMCS two-point function, which is known not to be de Sitter
invariant. All instances when it appears include derivatives, which are evaluated
using the form given in Sec. 2.3.2,

w0 HP2T(D-1) 0

_ : SN (g, u,v) =50 6.5
(47T)5 F(%) o +1<y ) ( )

d .
%ZAV-‘,-l (y7 u, U)

Finally, taking the de Sitter value of the simple covariant gauge,

e—0 0 VQ"‘l D—1
== — 6.6
fs — fs Vo D—3 ) ( )
leads to the de Sitter limit of structure functions,
¢ — m [— (1/0+§>}"V0(y)] ) C, — m {_éa_yf”o(y)} )
; S e ; HP™ T(D-1
c; =% 0, Cs %0, C, % g0 20 (D—1) (6.7)

(4m)? (D-DT(5)

These correctly reproduce the de Sitter limit, including the de Sitter breaking non-
vanishing structure function C, recently found in [74, 75]. The latter is here a conse-
quence of the first expression in (6.5) not vanishing, that is due to the non-existence of
IR finite de Sitter invariant two-point functions for MMCS in the CTBD state [96, 97].

While the covariant gauge two-point function has a relatively simple de Sitter
limit, compared to its form in power-law inflation, no such simplifications happen
for the physical two-point function (5.25),

iZ,, (Y, u,v)

i[;A;}ph<x; z') 20, e 05518, (Y, u,v) + 9,0; HH' 7

(6.8)
since iZ,,, retains its form (5.45) without any simplifications. It is really the trans-
verse and the longitudinal contributions to the (ij) component of the two-point
function that conspire so that the complicated parts cancel between them. In prac-

tice this is due to two non-commensurate mode function indices reducing to one and
the same in the de Sitter limit (6.1).

6.2 Flat space limit
In the Minkowski space limit, H,— 0, the three bi-local variables (2.8) reduce to,

Hy—0 Hy—0 Hy—0
—~—

(1_6)2H02Ax§b7 Ugp ™~ (1—€)H0(77+71,—2710)> Vap ™~ (1_€)H0A77ab7
(6.9)

Yav
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and accordingly the tensor structures reduce to
(aﬂaéy) HSO —2 [(I_G)HO}QTIMV ) (610&)
(0,) (0Ly) =" — 4[(1 -0 H,) Az, A, | (6.10b)
[(0,) (9L) % (9,0) (9Ly) | =" 2[(1— ) Hy)* (A, 00 F %A, ) (6.10¢)
(8,u) (D) 2" [(1—€) Hy] %6087, (6.10d)
where Az, =x,—x),. For derivatives appearing in the scalar structure functions we
have,
1 0 0 Hy—0 1 0
) % - mﬁﬁ . (6.11)

0 Hy—0
dy (1—€)2HZ 0(Ax?)
The scalar two-point functions all reduce to the massless scalar two-point function
(22 .
5 ) =iA (A7), (6.12)

Hy—0

iAA<y7 U, U)
Ar2 (Aﬁ) 2
and its derivatives with respect to remaining bi-local variables reduce to
0 . Hy—o (D—2)e « 0 . Hy—0
%ZA)\(y,u, ) =2 —<2<1_€)) iA (A7), %ZAA(y,u,v) 2750, (6.13)
Note that here we additionally have to assume that ky — 0, such that k,/H, < 1
remains satisfied. Using these we can also infer the flat space limit of (5.43)
| -0 o~ (1" T(25) o A(A2
a—zu)\(y,u,v) > % T (2 n) (Az*+An ) aa) iA(Az?)
P (L= (L2 AzZ+An2)"
n=0 AT (P 4n) 48 (A:cz) o 4n
iA(Ax?) D-2) (D+1 An? 0
_ o F {1, }{ },1 = 2(Az%, A
2(D—1) 21 2 > 1 TAZ) T oas) (A, An)
and of its derivative with respect to u
0 0 Hy—0 (D_Z)E 0 i 2
= - =(Ax*, An). 6.15
Ju gy ) 2(1—¢) O(Az2)" (A, An) (6.15)
It is then straightforward to derive the equation that (6.14) satisfies
0 0 0 .~ 1.«
—A 1 =(Az%, An) = —iA(Az® 1
n@An+ 8(Ax2)2 ( x°, n) 5 ( x), (6.16)

2(An)27a( A7)
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which, together with identities (6.14) and (6.16), implies the flat space limit of (5.24),

iY(y,u,v) o0, (1__66)
Given all the listed flat space limits, it is only the first two structure functions out
of (5.59)—(5.63) that contribute to the flat space limit,
o Hy—0 (1=¢&,) Az, Ax,\] . « )
i[ A (25 2)) —— [nuy - (nu,, — <D_2)AM7332 iA(Az?),  (6.18)

that can be written in a form more often encountered,

o n Ho 9,0,
Z[uAij} (l‘,[L‘) M) [nuu - (1_55) gg

where the gauge-fixing parameter corresponding to the simple covariant gauge de-

iA(Ax?). (6.17)

}A(Aﬁ) , (6.19)

fined in (4.31). The two-point function in (6.18) of course contains the correct id-
prescription [116], inherited from the bi-local variables adapted for FLRW.

The flat-space limit of the physical two-point function (5.25) is inferred from the
flat space limits of the scalar two-point function (6.12) and of the Laplace-inverted
two-point function (B.30),

D2 y —Ap)
i[;A5]™ () 20 I - ) : ) E)—A?)n )D—4 :
472 (A:L’z) ? ( ) )
/ D—-3 D—4 D-1 AI‘Q

It corresponds to the Coulomb gauge two-point function in D-dimensional Minkowski
space. Of course, in four spacetime dimensions, due to conformal invariance, the
Coulomb gauge two-point function reduces to the flat space expression [117]. In
position space this expression reads,

1 0,  0;0; An An+||AZ||
A () 22— 2 | In (2 Az 1 .
i) ) = g5 R g [mUeA) + e (S AR
(6.21)
Note that the seeming 1/(D—4) divergence is removed by the spatial derivatives in

the second line of (6.20). Also note that the dependence on an arbitrary scale p
drops out of the expression due to spatial derivatives, and its role is just to make the
argument of the logarithm dimensionless.

7 Simple observables

Our propagator in the simple covariant gauge given in (5.54) with structure func-
tions (5.59)—(5.63) can now be used in loop computations. As a simple consistency
check here we consider two simplest observables: the tree-level field strength corre-
lators, and the one-loop energy-momentum tensor.
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7.1 Field strength correlator

The tree-level correlator of the field stress tensor,

(0B () P )]0 = 4(55,0) (33001285 (5 ™)

is gauge independent and constitutes an observable. It can thus serve as a sim-
ple consistency check for the photon two-point function we found in Sec 5. Acting
the derivatives in (7.1) onto the covariantized representation of the two-point func-
tion (5.54) organizes itself in the following tensor basis [73],

(Q]F, () g (2)|92) = (8,8,,9) (910,5) G + (8,9) (0130y) (9,1y) G
+[%y ) (09%,) (F10) + (040) (9, 5,w) (91) |9
+[3my ) (0190,y) (9u) — (9.w) (0,0,y) (9y) ] 3
+ (041) (019,y) (0u) G + (O) (D) () (Pu)Gs . (72)

where the structure functions are expressed in terms of structure functions (5.59)—
(5.63) of the photon two-point function,

8C1 o agl o % ~ _%
6-1(5t-¢). =%t =% G-
o 82C1 82C1 663 853 8C4 o 894 62g1 82g1
g4_4<8u2_8v2 _28u_28v+8—y)’ g5_8y_8u2+8v2'

Evaluating these structure functions is accomplished by judiciously applying equa-
tions (5.49)—(5.52) for the Y function defined in (5.24), as well as equations of
motion (2.50) and (2.51), and recurrence relations (2.53) for the scalar two-point
functions,

_one,

G, = ?16_:; ;2 - ag;} (7.42)

=l

Gy =0, (7.4d)

e )
R

e
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The end result reveals that the only contributions come from the transverse sector.
That means our two-point function produces a gauge independent result for this
observable, as it should. Furthermore, the D — 4 limit reduces to the flat space
vacuum result,

2 4 Az®Az? (75)
7T2(Ax2)2 Nulpoly = Halu"llo"lp)8 ™ A2 : :

A

7~ D—4
<Q}FW(:E) pa(x/)’§2> 5
This is a manifestation of the conformal coupling of the photon to gravity in D=4,
which allows for a natural choice of the photon vacuum state that does not sense the
expansion. The limit (7.5) confirms that we have chosen precisely such a state for
the photon.

7.2 Energy-momentum tensor

The energy-momentum tensor can be given by two different definitions: either as a
variation of the gauge invariant Maxwell action (3.1), or as a variation of the gauge-
fixed action (3.10). This is the case both in the classical and the quantum theory.
However, it is sufficient to consider just the former definition,

_ =2 05 (
V=g 9" ()

as the latter differs by the contribution of the gauge-fixing part of the action that is

T, (x)

1%

1
600, — Zguv9p0> g“ﬁFpa(x)Faﬁ(:p) , (7.6)

guaranteed to vanish on-shell. In the classical theory this is a simple consequence of
the two constraints (3.12) vanishing on-shell. In the quantized theory the contribu-
tion of the gauge-fixing part can be seen to vanish on-shell in two ways: (i) either
due to the proper operator ordering and to the subsidiary condition (3.16) [79], or
(ii) due to the cancellations between the gauge-fixing part and the Faddeev-Popov
ghost part that has to be added if all the operators are Weyl-ordered [75, 118, 119].

Defining an operator associated to (7.6) is straightforward, since when expressed
in terms of the canonical fields all the terms are composed either solely of transverse
fields, or solely of constraints. Therefore, we may define the operator to be Weyl-
ordered, and the expectation value essentially reduces to the coincident field strength
correlator,

(T, (0)]2) = (507 - igng) G| E (@) Fr ()] 2) (7.7)

Computing the coincident correlator amounts to computing a dimensionally regu-
lated coincidence limit of (7.1). This is best done in the tensor basis (7.2) where the

only non-vanishing tensor structures in this limit are the first and the fourth one,

(&Lafpy) (8:7} 81/y) xli) 4[(1_6)H] 4g,u[pgo}1/ ) (78)
(01t) (9 0,y) (D) “25 —2[(1—e)H] " (a280,9,11009) » (7.9)
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and where the dimensionally regulated coincident limits of the corresponding struc-
ture functions in (7.2) are inferred from the power-series representation (2.32),

s, [1=0H)" T (B ) T =0 T(52) o
G (47)% r(4+v,)T(E-v,)  (-D) Som2(1—c) (7.10)
g, =, [1=OH] " D(24w,) T3 )
an? TG TGw)
(D_4)€ 46]‘1(%) D—4
8 [1_ 2(1—5)](1)_2)(1_6) 0. (7.11)

These limits are finite in D=4, and thus no counterterms are necessary for renormal-
ization. Plugging the coincident correlator into (7.7) and performing the remaining
contractions finally gives a vanishing result for the gauge-invariant energy-momentum
tensor,

(Q|T,,(z)|Q) =0. (7.12)

There is still the conformal anomaly contributing to the energy-momentum ten-
sor at one loop [120-122], that is not captured by the result (7.12). In fact, for
conformally coupled fields in conformally flat backgrounds the conformal anomaly
contribution to the energy-momentum tensor is the only nonvanishing one [123], and
its unambiguous part is gauge independent [124]. In that sense the result in (7.12) is
a consistency check of the two-point function we computed. The conformal anomaly
contribution, however, does not appear due to divergences in the one-loop diagram
corresponding to the source for the graviton tadpole, which is the energy-momentum
tensor. As a matter of fact, there are no logarithmic divergences in that diagram,
as we have shown in this section. The conformal anomaly contribution appears due
to divergences found in other one-loop diagrams of the theory, and to recover it
one would need to renormalize the effective action, rather than just the particular
diagram corresponding to the observable we consider here.

8 Discussion

Understanding how large are the effects of quantum loop corrections to inflationary
observables is of indisputable importance. In this work we were concerned with
the building blocks necessary for quantifying these corrections in theories containing
gauge vector fields in power-law inflation. Two-point functions of free quantum
fields — propagators — are the basic ingredients for computing Feynman diagrams
representing loop corrections. This motivated us to consider the photon propagator
for power-law inflation in general covariant gauges. The main result of this work
is the D-dimensional position space two-point function for the photon in power-
law inflation. We have presented it in the covariantized form (5.54) with structure
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functions given in (5.59)—(5.63). We have computed this two-point function in the
simple covariant gauge (4.31) because only for this particular choice are the photon
two-point functions (4.32) and (4.33) simple enough for the evaluation of the Fourier
integrals in (5.7)—(5.10) to be feasible. Our two-point function satisfies both the
equations of motion (5.4), and the Ward-Takahashi identity (5.5) that follows from
the canonical quantization recalled in Sec. 3 and Sec. 4. The detailed checks of these
are given in Appendix C. Furthermore, our result correctly reproduces the flat space
limit, and the de Sitter space limit, including the de Sitter breaking term [74, 75].
Both of these limits are worked out in Sec. 6.

The complexity of the final result for the photon propagator is somewhat unex-
pected. The experience with non-minimally coupled massless scalar fields suggests
that scalar mode functions, and consequently scalar two-point functions are just as
complicated in power-law inflation as they are in de Sitter. The expectation was the
same for photons, for which this turns out not to be the case. The complications
descend from the fact that equations of motion couple the components of the vector
potential in a way that in general no longer yields simple CTBD scalar mode func-
tions and their derivatives as solutions. This is seen in Sec. 4.2 where we give the
mode function solutions for the scalar sector of the vector potential, that are worked
out in the accompanying appendix A. Only for a special choice of the gauge-fixing
parameter £ =¢; in (4.31), that we dubbed the simple covariant gauge, do the mode
functions simplify to the well known CTBD ones given in (2.11) and their derivatives.
In this special case the momentum space two-point function of the photon retains
the level of complexity it has in de Sitter.

In position space, on the other hand, even the simple covariant gauge two-point
function takes on a considerably more complex form in power-law inflation that it
does in the de Sitter space limit [74]. Here one is required to explicitly evaluate
the inverse Laplace operator acting on the scalar two-point function. In Sec. 5.3 we
have evaluated this Laplace-inverted two-point function in terms of a series (5.45)
of higher and higher derivatives acting in the scalar two-point function, that is ap-
propriate for sub-Hubble separations. In the accompanying appendix B the closed
form expressions for this object are found in terms of Appell’s fourth function. This
function is a particular instance of a non-factorizable double hypergeometric series,
and its analytical structure is much more complicated than the structure of the
hypergeometric function that describes scalar propagators. Incidentally, evaluating
the Laplace-inverted two-point function explicitly is also necessary to compute the
Coulomb gauge photon two-point function in position space, and we also report this
result in (5.25).

The penultimate section of the main text is devoted to checking that our two-
point function correctly reproduces two simple observables, namely the field strength
correlator (7.1), and the energy-momentum tensor (7.7). It is confirmed that only
the transverse sector contributes to these observables, and that the gauge sector
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completely drops out. It is straightforward to demonstrate such manifest gauge
independence in these two simple examples. This is because the lowest orders of the
two observables are composed of a single photon two-point function only. In general
this is not the case for more complicated loop computations. Our result passes all
the tests before attempting these. The practical problem, however, might be the
considerable complexity that our power-law inflation two-point function exhibits,
compared to its de Sitter counterpart. Another issue is the absence of a free gauge-
fixing parameter in the simple covariant gauge, which precludes manifest checks of
gauge-independence of the final results when computing observables. However, gauge
independence can be checked when combined with computation using the propagator
in another gauge, such as the Coulomb gauge two-point function we also worked out
in (5.25).

In conclusion, one can use our photon two-point function in the simple covariant
gauge for loop computations in power-law inflation. However, it might be advisable to
first examine whether different linear non-covariant gauges [79] lead to more tractable
photon two-point functions, and consequently to simpler loop computations. It is also
worth pointing out that similar complications as seen here are expected if attempting
to construct the graviton propagator in covariant gauges in power-law inflation, for
which no results are known (cf. [99]).
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A Particular mode functions

Here we solve equations (4.29) and (4.30) for the particular mode functions for an
arbitrary gauge-fixing parameter £. After shifting the mode functions,

vozi[(ﬁ(] 1 U,,] +<1_£>w0’ (A1)

2[v(1—e)+1] K " H, s
B —ilk a? 1 £
VU, = m {ﬁUy - FOUV+1:| + (1__S)wL7 (AQ)

and applying identities (2.15) and (2.17), these equations read,

{ag TR ( 2-%)(1—6)2%2} wy = a2k2U, (A.3)
w, = %[ao + (w%)u—em] wo - (A.4)

We solve the first equation using the retarded Green’s function,

Gali) = 0n=1)Gn) . Glusa) = iU, (n KU (0, k) = Ui (0, k), (. k) |
(A.5)
so that the solution for w, takes the form,

n
uMm@zW/d#@mﬂm%ﬁ%m%ﬂ+%@ﬂm@%m%)

Mo

— Ble, Ho, k)U; (0, k) = 2(n, k)U, (0, k) — 2(n, k)Uz (1, k), (A.6)

where the coefficient functions are,

n «
Qmmzmﬂdmﬂmwwmmww+%@mmm (A7)

Mo

-~ n .
Qmmz%ﬂdmﬂwmwmmww+%@mw» (A8)

Mo

with & and % arbitrary constants of integration. The solution for w, follows from
acting the derivatives in (A.4) onto the solution (A.6) for wy,

wy(n, k) = 20, k) U, 41 (0, k) + 2(n, k)Us 1 (0, k), (A.9)

using the fact that G(n;n) = 0. Therefore, the task of computing the particular
mode functions is reduced to evaluating the two integrals from (A.7) and (A.8), and
choosing the accompanying constants of integration. This is accomplished by making
use of the integral 1.8.3.1. from [101],

zp+A+u

Zd / /pflJ / J N —
/0 Zz NED u(z) 22X (p+ A+ p) T(1+ M) T (1+p)

I+ +p 24 04+p p+A+u
><3‘F14 { 9 ) 9 ) 2

(A.10)

2 A
},{1+A,1+u,1+A+u,M},—£) ,

2
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that is valid for Re(p+u+A)>0. In fact we need only two special cases of that result,

/Zdz’ 2PV () = o
0 AMTTAETT A (p+20) T2 (1+0)
1 2
X 2F3({5+)\, 5Jr/\}, {#Jr/\, 1+, 1+2)\}, —22)

= /1(p7)‘;2)
TN TA-NTA)T(=N) (A.11)

el N 2P (1P 1y g2+p Lo 1L .2
/Odzz In(2)J_\(2") TN TA—0)? 3({2,2},{—2 14+, )\}, z

_ Aa(p, A; 2)
TTA+NTA=MN)TA)T(=A)" (A.12)

The integrals above are defined for a limited range of parameters only, the one
in (A.11) for Re(p+2X) >0, and the one in (A.12) for Re(p) >0, because of zero be-
ing the lower limit of integration. Nonetheless, we take the right-hand-sides to define
the two functions ¢#; and _#; on an unlimited range of parameters. This detail is es-
sentially immaterial for our purposes since the coefficient functions in (A.7) and (A.8)
come with two integration constants. Using the results in (A.11) and (A.12), and
the expression (2.11) for the mode function we can evaluate the coefficient functions,

2(n, k) = ﬁ [ﬁ] = {—2 Cos(m/)/2<1__2i, v; (1—k€)H) (A.13)
* /1<1__2i” (1-%%) +/1<1__2i’_”; (1—]1)7{)} + /(e Ho, ).
2(m.k) = GT [(1—12)1{0} - [_2/2(1_—22’”; (1—ke)7-z) (A.14)

—iTV —2¢ . k iy —2¢ . k
te /1(1_671/7 (1—6)%) te /1(1—6’ Vi (1—6)%)} + %€, Ho k),

up to the arbitrary integration constants, in which we have absorbed time inde-
pendent contributions from the lower limit of integration in (A.7) and (A.8), and
relabeled them to &7 and Z. The two solutions for the coefficient functions above
define our particular mode functions once the integration constants are chosen. In
the following we fix them by considering three conditions: (i) the Wronskian-like re-
lation (4.34), (ii) the de Sitter limit (4.36) computed in [74], and (iii) the Minkowski
limit (4.38).

Wronskian relation. The Wronskian-like relation (4.34) for the shifted particular
mode functions (A.1) and (A.2) reads,

Re(on:+1 + wLU:> —0. (A.15)
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Given the Wronskian in (2.16) this condition requires Re[2(n, k)] =0, which conse-
quently implies Re[.</ (¢, Hy, k)] =0.

De Sitter limit. The de Sitter limit (4.36) we require implies that the shifted
particular mode functions in (A.6) and (A.9) in the limit e— 0 reduce to,

e—0 ik ik aUl/O
— Al
— — . Al
w;(n, k) o |:V0HO v, + ” Uy, + Uyt (A.16D)

Demonstrating that this limit is correctly reproduced, and determining what are
the conditions this imposes on the constants of integration in (A.6) and (A.9) is
not straightforward. This is due to the parametric derivative of the mode function
appearing in (A.16), that has to be tied to the special functions appearing in the
coefficient functions (A.13) and (A.14). We start by working out the de Sitter limit
of these special functions introduced in (A.11) and (A.12),

/1(1__22,:|:y; (1_1{;)%) =0 - T2;:I|/301/0) (%)ﬁ%x
X 2F3<{ivo>%iuo},{liuo,liuo,liQVO},_Z_Z) — /10<i’/0§%>, (A17)

y [m(%) ﬁ(;{) 3F4<{1,1,;},{2,2,2—0—1/0,2—%}7_%)}
_(1—€)F;V)F( )+/20<y0;%). (A.18)

€

+ T'(vg) T'(—14) X

Thus, the coefficient functions (A.13) and (A.14) in the de Sitter limit are,

2(n, k) ~ ~ 4Z7T<HO) [/1 (VOa ) + /1 ( Vo; %) - 2COS(7TV0)/20 <V0§ %)}

_i(l—e)cot(ﬂ'l/)[(l_k;)H}126+£{(€_)0’H0’/€)’ (A.19)

dev
_2ik

g(n, k) pg 64:) (%)2 {ei’”’ojlo (VO; %) —i—ei’”")/l ( Vo; ) 2/2 (1/0, ﬂ

M (l-7 k=
" devsin(rv) [(1_€)H0] +%B(e—0, Hy, k) . (A.20)

Note that in the four expressions above v still depends on €, as opposed to 1 that
does not; we could have expanded that dependence as well, but it is more convenient
to keep it implicit. Recognizing the parametric derivatives of the mode functions in
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the two expressions above is accomplished with the help of the result in Eq. (2.2)
from [125] for the parametric derivative of the Bessel function of the first kind,

%JA(Z) - JA(Z)%@)QAQFB({A, %H}, {1+)\, 14, 1+2>\}, —22>

2

— (2 {% L) — 1n<§) + ﬁ;ﬂﬂ({l, 1, g} {2,2, 24 ), 2—)\}, —22)} .
(A.21)

It is helpful to first express this result in terms of functions defined in (A.17)
and (A.18),

o) = A o) - | g+ e+ ) - I ). (az

This then allows us to express the parametric derivative of the CTBD mode function
in (2.11) in terms of the de Sitter limit of special functions given in (A.17) and (A.18),

U0, k) = s, @{_M [0 +6(-3) + 21n(2)]

2Ly v (3 D) et st (3 5) }

— Ui (n, k) eH{—m [m F () + (=) + 2 1n(2)}

2_[ —im g0 ( : ) +em™ gD (—A; %) —2 gP ()\; %)] } (A.23)

where we have used the reflection formula for the digamma function, ¥ (1-\)—¢(A) =
meot(m\). Furthermore, using (A.21) and the recurrence relation (2.15) we derive
the analogous expression for a contiguous mode function,

U1K = 20,0, K) + Uyl @{_M (50 +6(-3) + 21n(2)]

05 (g - 2o 20 1)]

2ik

+ Uiy (n k) e o im0 + (=) + 21n(2)]

1
~ 2sin(wA)
A

2 seg) (k) -2 o
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where we made use of derivative properties,

a%/P(A; 2) =L(1+X)T(1-X)T()) F(—A)M, (A.25a)
%/S(A; 2) =TI+ T(A=A)TM) F(—A)M, (A.25b)

that follow from the definitions (A.11) and (A.12), and de Sitter limits (A.17)
and (A.18). Finally, this allows us to write the de Sitter limit of the shifted particular
mode functions (A.6) and (A.9) as,

o k* 0U, {ik2cot(7w0)

10 S H2 O, T H2 [@/)(Vo) +(—vp) + 2111(2)}
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[0() + (-~ 1) +21n(2)]
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HZ sin(7vy)

(1;2)i113 _ 2
e 0 (1 6) k :| 1—e

dev sin(mv) [(1—5)[-[0 +@(€_)07H07k)} ot - (A27)

Requiring these expressions to match (A.16) finally gives the constants of integration
in the de Sitter limit,

€0 ik i(1—¢)cot(mv) k e
g~ - 2H, dev/ [(1—6)[‘[0}
- e o) + (o) +21n(2)] + 000, (A28)

—2ik
B e(1=9f (1 —¢) [ k } 2
devsin(mr) L(1—e)H,
e_%kZ

Ay HZ sin(mwy)

[rm + () + V(=) + 2 1n(2)] 10>,  (A.29)

where o/ is purely imaginary as required by the Wronskian condition.
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Flat space limit. The flat space limit (4.38) implies that the shifted particular
mode functions in the limit Hy;— 0 have to reduce to

1 . e~ tk(n—no) 1 e~ k(n—no)
(A.30)

To show that this limit is reproduced by (A.6) and (A.9) we need the asymptotic
series for the generalized hypergeometric functions in the limit of large argument
that are given in §16.11 of [84, 85]. In particular we need two special cases of that
asymptotic series,

- Z; {(1;}) + COS(ZQZ;F“) + 0(2—2)} } , (A.31)
. L) T2
Falp A7) 23 F()\)P(—)\)P(1+)\)P(l—A){2F(%)P(¥+>\)F(27p_>\)
)

which impy the following flat space limits for the coefficient functions (A.13) and (A.14),

2(n, k) ~

Hy 230 1[( ik +z’k(n—770)} [1 +0(H3)] +.o (e, Hy—0,k),  (A.33)

2L(1+¢)H,
iT(

=) PG+ D(E+) I'(E 6_’/)[ k ]136
AT T(E+v)T(3—v) (1—€)H, ’
~ Hy—o e~ 2tk(=mo)

R 1+ O(Hy)| + (e, Hy—0, k) (A.34)

_ e(lZgI;Jo e_liTW:F(f—e ) F(liee_'_y) F(lie ) [ k ] =
TONG-5) o

Thus the flat space limit of the shifted particular mode functions is given by,

Hy—0 1 [ ]e““(" o) ik
1+ 2k _ —— + (¢, H)— 0,k
Wy — 4 + 21 (77 770) m + 2(1+6)H + (67 0o—VY, )

ZI‘( ) (%+ e)F(l_iJrl/)F(l_—i—l/)[ k }126}6_““("_"0)
OG0 -0k [
s W DEI () (=) ke
AT oo
— B(e, Hy—0, k) } eli(/;:()) , (A.35)



:)F(;+1 e)F(__+ )[ k }126} —ik(n—m)

AT(3) P(z+v) (3w (1—e)H, V2k

_{ =2k —i_w;F(fi) (=) T (= )[ k ]136
(1

e(l 6)H()el
4T(3)T (—— =)

—ﬁ(E,Hoéo,k)}

(A.36)

In order for these expressions to match (A.30) the integration constants in the flat
space limit must satisfy,

MHSO —ik +Zr(l_—i)F(%+1ie)r(1i€€+V)P(l_—i—V) |: k ]126
(0T O, O IG)  om)
(A.37)
Hy=0  o=5h-  im F(l_je) F(l_je +V) P(f_je _’/) k =
e T e i ((er7 M

These two conditions, together with the two conditions (A.28) and (A.29) found by
considering the de Sitter limit, constrain the choice for the constants of integration
that we can make. In fact, it is most convenient to promote the flat space limit
conditions (A.37) and (A.38) to the full choice for the constants. It is straightforward
to check that this choice satisfies the de Sitter limit requirements automatically.

B Inverting Laplacian

The Laplace-inverted two-point function introduced in (5.15) can also be evaluated
in a closed form, rather than in the series form (5.45) given in Sec. 5.3. This is
accomplished by first reverting to the sum-over-modes representation,

. , o [ APk (1= ?HH s L
2 i) = (o) [ gty S ST Ok k) Uyl ) U3 ),

(B.1)
where the step function effectively enforces the mode function suppression in the IR

by introducing a cutoff ky << Hy. The UV convergence for all ranges of coordinates x
and z’ is ensured by the same id-prescription as for the scalar two-point function
n (2.18). In this appendix we invert the Laplacian acting on the Wightman function,
with the particular id-prescription implicit in all expressions,

H—->H_, =H|1-

H - H, =H |1+

(1—6)%2’5] | (B.2)

—e)H'io
2 =
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Generalization to other two-point functions is straightforward. We should also note
it is more convenient to use H, H', and ||AZ|| as variables for the two-point functions
that in this appendix, instead of the bi-local variables (2.8) employed in the main
text.

The integral in (B.1) can be evaluated exaclty. Integrating over the angular
coordinates involves an integral over a (D —2)-sphere and an integral representation
of the Bessel function of the first kind, given in (2.42), and it produces,

e aa/ —% 1—¢ QHHI o) Dos . i}
i[=], (w0) = — 0 T U= /dkk = Jos (IAZ]) Us(n, KU K)
oo = o=
(B.3)

We evaluate this resulting integral analogously to evaluating the integral for the scalar

0

two-point functions in Sec. 2.3.2. This entails first writing out the integration over
modes as the bulk (infinite) range and subtracting from it the infrared range, |, kc:)o =

fooo — Oko. Each part is then computed individually by dimensionally regulating their
respective infrared behaviour. This procedure would be incorrect to apply on actually
infrared divergent integrals. However, the integral in (B.3) is not infrared divergent
to start with, and the errors we are making by dimensionally regulating the infrared
of the two individual parts cancel each other out. Therefore, it is legitimate to split
the integral in (B.3) into two contributions (cf. Eq. (2.40)),

_ (D—2)e

i[2],(@:0) = (ad)~ 5 [ My(as2!) + X (250)] (B.4)

that we compute separately in the following subsections.

B.1 Bulk part
The bulk part of (B.4) is given by the integral representation,

N L=n0-9 .
My(asa) = — @)= (ZO)VHH (B.5)
82m) % || A7 %

o0 D-—5 k: k
Do g - O S L
X/O dk k™= Jos (K| AT|) Hy <<1_6)H)HA <(1—6)H')

The convergence for all ranges of coordinates is guaranteed by the implicit id-
prescription (B.2). We first evaluate the integral for the range of coordinates where

the id-prescriptions are not necessary, and then analytically extended to the remain-
ing ranges of coordinates. The result we use is an integral over three Bessel functions
and a power that is given in 6.578.1. of [100], or in 2.12.42.5. of [101], and is originally
due to Rice [126] and Bailey [127],

00 op—11 Atputpto Abu —A—u—p
/ dz z”’lJU(cz)JA(az)JM(bz) = ( 2 )a ; —
0 T(14X) T(14p) T (1 — A=)

Atp+p+o Mutp—o a’? v?
X F 14+, 1 =, = |- B.6
4( 2 ) 2 ) + ) +:u7 027 02 ( )

— 51 —



It holds when the following conditions are met,

5
Re()\+u+p+cr) >0, Re(p) < X a,b,c>0, c>a+tb. (B.7)

The function F, in (B.6) is the Appell’s fourth function, defined inside the re-
gion ‘\/)_( ‘ —1—‘\/}_/ ‘ <1 by the convergent double power series,

N 00 o0

, L(v) () C(a+m+n)T(B+m+n) X™Y™
Fy(a, 87,7 X,Y) ZMZZ T Tt i B9

m=0 n=0

and outside of it by its analytical extension. This definition implies symmetry prop-
erties,

Fy(o, 857,79 X,Y) = Fy(B, 57,7 X, Y) = Fy(o, B;7, 71, Y, X)) (B.9)

and also that,
Fy(0, 87,75 X,Y) =1. (B.10)

Performing either of the two sums in the definition (B.8) expresses it as a single series
over hypergeometric functions,

') if(aﬂl) ['(6+n)

F4(a, Biv:75 X, Y) - I'(a)T(B) o C(v'+n)n!

Y",F, ({a+n, 6+n}, {fy}, X) ,

(B.11)
which is particularly useful for defining the analytic continuation to the entire range
of complex coordinates X and Y. In particular, it makes manifest the two branch
points at X =1 and Y =1 that the Appell’s fourth function possesses. We need only
two special cases of the result in (B.6),

/Ooodz 271, (cz) Jy(az) ) (bz)

20710 (p+A) ™" sab a’ b?
- F 141 B.12
T2(1 A T(1— )\)( ) 4<p+AA A LA 2’c2)’ (B.12)

/Ooodz 271 (c2) I\ (az)J_y\(bz) = F(21p+)1\;(1/“)>(1c— N (%)A : (B.13)

so that (B.5) evaluates to,

e L0=9H]"E TEER) TONTEN [ MY My
Mi(wal) = = =50 (e A7 H]Dle (”H) ( )}
+ 7 (A-OHIAT], (1-H|AT]) + 7, ((1—HI AT, 1- R | AT])
(B.14)
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where we have defined a shorthand notation for the two-variable function,

D-2
1—e)H INE=—EE V] N\ _
#xy) = LoV TETADTEN) (oo
167 2 A
D—-3 1 1
X F4 (?—F)\, )\, 1+)\, 1+)\,ﬁ, W) . <B15)

This result is obtained for the range of coordinates on which the result (B.6) is valid,
which according to (B.7) translates into the condition y(z;2") > 4 on the bi-local
variable. The result is then extended to the full range of coordinates by analytic
continuation provided by the implicit id-prescriptions in time coordinates/conformal
Hubble rates (B.2). It is interesting to note that the bulk solution (B.14), when
written in terms of bi-local variables (2.8), depends only on y and v, while the sole
dependence on u is in the overall factor taken out in (B.4).

The representation (B.14) for the integral defined in (B.5) is correct on the
entire range of coordinates. However, in practice this representation is best adapted
to the super-Hubble regime for which the arguments of Appell’s fourth function take
small values. We can derive an alternative representation adapted to the sub-Hubble
regime, by making use of the identity 16.16.10. from [84, 85],

S _ ()T (B-o)
Pl B 7 26Y) = R oy i)
L) T(a—p)
I'(v=8)I(a)

that is valid for |[Arg(—Y)|<m. This turns the solution (B.14) into,

X 1
_Y) R ALy a— Bl e, =
( ) 4(0[,0{ 7"‘ 7Y, & B+ 7Y’Y)

X 1

_yV\ B A~ _ i
+ ( Y) F4(57B 7+17775 O[+17Y’Y)’ (B]-G)

y o mpen[
My (z;2") =e 2 {e )‘ﬂ,\(ﬁ,

n e*w {ezm\g)\(ﬂ (1_6)7_['”Af|]> + eim\ﬁ_A (ﬂ

(—oHad]) + e F (1L (- ad)

iy L a-arad)|
(B.17)

where we define another shorthand notation for a different two-variable function,

D-2
__ (1—6)H0} F(;3+A) F(—)\) D-3
Z X,Y — [ 2 X 2 +A
T
D— D— D—1
xﬁg< 23+A, 2%1+Af77ﬂX%}ﬂ). (B.18)

Note that we had applied the transformation (B.16) to (B.14) in a fashion that
preserves manifest invariance under simultaneous complex conjugation and inter-
change <>z that the two-point function must respect.
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It is also possible represent the solution (B.14) in terms of Appell’s first function
instead of the fourth one. This is accomplished by first applying the argument
transformation formula (3.1) from [128],

afX

Fa(os §i775 X, ) = Falon Bin—1,95 X, V) = 2o

F4(Oé+1,6+1,’}/+1,’}/, X7 Y) )

(B.19)
followed by the transformation formula (4.1) from [127] between different Appell’s

functions,
-X -Y
R85 oy )
=(1-X)"1-Y)*F (s y—B, 1+a—v; v X, XY). (B.20)

While more is known about Appell’s first function than the fourth one, we do not
pursue the representation resulting from (B.19) and (B.20) above, as we did not find
immediate advantages in employing it compared to the two representations in (B.14)
and (B.17). Further representations and transformations of Appell’s fourth function
can be derived from transformations of the hypergeometric function [128] that might
be useful when examining different ranges of coordinates.

B.2 Infrared part

The infrared part of the two-point function in (B.4) is given by,

(D=2
2

N 2 e L L e .
o) = A O THO [k 1 605 . ).

(B.21)
We evaluate this integral by following the procedure of Sec. 2.3.2. This entails first
expanding the CTBD mode functions in the low momentum limit (2.14), keeping
only the terms that can generate negative powers of the IR cutoff k,

_ (ad)”

(D—-2)(1—¢)
2

(1- )VH”H’ 2( )FQ(l—A)
2122 (2m) 5| AF) 2

co N N
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X Zznl N—n)!T n+1—4)\)F(N—n+1—)\)<ﬁ)
k

N=0n=0
0 D-5 k? N=A

X (B.22)

S— ©°

Evaluating the resulting integrals according to (2.45) then gives,

[(1=9H]"” rorey) & 1
(47)% I(3+)) FD— ZZ(EH\J—A)
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(-9 rra-y k2 D3 N-\ 3 \N-2n
nl(N—n)!T'(n+1-A)T'(N—n+1-2X) [(1—6)2%H/:| (ﬁ)

x 1@({?“\74}, {EJFN—A, D_l},—(kOHMH)Q) . (B.23)

2 2 4

where we have used the Legendre duplication formula to simplify the gamma func-
tions in the overall factor. Expanding the hypergeometric function for small argu-
ments ky||AZ|| < 1, and reorganizing the series produces the final expression,

D=3 _y

INOVINGAY! 2 D-3
(47)% INEEDIINE [(1_6)27{7_[/] (B.24)

I (MCE\?—A) [(1—e]§gHHI]N[(1_6)2HH/||M”2}n(%)N_n_M’

where the coefficients cy,,, are given in (2.48), and where the floor function truncates

the external sum at N <(D—3)/2, thus keeping only negative powers of k.

B.3 Various limits

Closed form solutions (B.14) and (B.14) for the Laplace-inverted two-point function
greatly simplify in certain limits. We derive several of these limits here, including
rederiving limits from Sec. 6 starting directly from closed form solutions given in
terms of Appell’s fourth function.

de Sitter limit. Reproducing the de Sitter limit (6.1) does not rely on the partic-
ular representation of the inverted Laplacian (5.15). Rather, it hinges on showing
that (6.4) holds, which is true for any representation.

Flat space limit. When examining particular limits, different representations of
the Appell’s fourth function are useful. For the flat space limit of Sec. 6.2 we need
to derive the asymptotic behaviour of (B.18) around the point (X,Y)=(1,0), to be
applied in (B.17). This is because the arguments of Appell’s functions in (B.17) in
the flat space limit reduce to,

Hy—0 Hy—0

(1= H[AZ]| " (1-e)Ho[[AZ],  (1—e)H'[|AZ| =" (1—€)Ho||AZ], (B.25a)
H? Hy—0 H"? my—0
7 2271 4 2(1—€) Hy A, 7 227 1—2(1—€)HyAn . (B.25b)

where the id-prescriptions are implied. Therefore, the limit (X,Y) — (1,0) has to
be taken simultaneously because the particular ratio of arguments is finite and non-
vanishing,

X —1, Y —0,

— 7, 0<Z <. (B.26)
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This can be accomplished as in [129], by first applying the transformation formula
for the hypergeometric function 9.131.2. from [100],

Fi({a.8), {9}, X) = ?mr(”—o‘_ﬁ) Fi({a. 8}, {atB-7+1},1-X) (B27)

(y=a)T(y=5)
[(y)C(a+58-7) e
Ty Y R ({r-a7-8} {y—a-g+1},1-X),

valid for ’Arg(l—X )} < m, to the series representation of Appell’s fourth function
n (B.11), resulting in,

F(a, By X, 1) = LOOTO) i{ D(a+n) D(F+n) Ty—a—p=2n) .,

(@) D(B) <= | T(y—a—n) D(y=F—n) L (y'+n)n!

X o by <{a+n, B+n}, {a+B—y+1+2n}, 1—X> " I'(a+p—~+2n)

_ yyr-ap
Tonyar LX)

X [ﬁ] nQFl ({fy—a—n,fy—ﬁ—n}, {fy—a—ﬁ+1—2n}, 1—X)} . (B.28)

Then applying the limit (B.26) for the variables simplifies this expression,
(B.26) I'(y)T'(y—a—p)

Fy(o, ;7,7 X,Y)

I(y—a)l (7—6)
(7)1 (v) ag=T(a4f—y2n)[ ¥ "
T Y nzo T(y+n)n! [(1—)()2]

_IIy—a=p) Ty I(atBs—)
L(y—a)T'(v=8) ['(a) T(B)

([ ey ) By

We apply this result to functions (B.18), and plug them into (B.17) taking the flat
space limit,

(1—-X)r—oF

j o (1= H'T(D—4) -z D
My (z;2") ~ — 5T ez (A
A( ) (47T)T F( E ) X ( 77)

X 2F1<{D2_3, D2_4}, {D;}, Hi—i) . (B.30)

Note that this expression is divergent in D — 4 by itself, but that it always appears in

photon two-point function with derivatives acting on it that remove the divergence.
The flat space limit we derived in Sec. 6.2 relies on demonstrating that the limit
in (6.14) holds. Checking this limit here entails taking the derivative of (B.30) with
respect to y, which in the flat space limit reduces to,

2 Hy—0 1 0
dy (1—€)2H§ 0(Az?)’

(B.31)
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and then applying the second transformation formula 9.131.1 from [100],

QFl({oz 6} {7} X) (1-X)~ <{7 a,ﬂ} {7} ~_ 1) (B.32)

valid for |Arg(1—X)| <. This finally produces

2

) y Hooo, T(D=2) (Az?) 2 D-2y (D+1 An?
ayM @5 @) 4T (2H) 2F1<{1’ 2 }{ 2 }’H@) '
(B.33)
Upon applying some simple identities for gamma function, this is the same as ex-
> that was factored out in (B.4).

pression (6.14), up to an overall factor (aa’ )*(D

Spatial coincidence limit for the bulk part. The limit ||AZ|| — 0 is straight-
forwardly obtained from the second representation for the bulk part (B.17). First
we need to consider the appropriate limit of the function defined in (B.18), that is
obtained by first using the limit of Appell’s fourth function for one vanishing argu-
ment,

Y
Fi(a, 87,73 X,Y) 2251 ({o0 8Y {7}, X)) (B.34)
followed by the quadratic transformation formula 15.8.21 from [84, 85],
2F1<{O[,6}, {a_6+1}7X2>

— (14+X)2,F, ({a,a—ﬂ+%}, {2a—25+1}, %) (B.35)

and the linear transformation 9.132.2 from [100],

I'(y) (-«
oA ({81 (0).X) = e (XA ({asa 12} {a 415}, )
() T(a=p) - 1
+W( X) 52F1({5,5—0—1—’y},{5—0—1—04},Y>, (B.36)
that is valid for ‘Arg(—X )‘ < 7. This sequence transforms the function in (B.18)
into,
Z.(X,Y) Y —0 _gl_E)Ho]'DQ [P(%)i¥+>\) [eiArg(—X)]—¥—>\
(4m) F(D=3)sin(rn) | 2T(52+))
D-3 | D-3 D—2y (1+X)?
X2F1<{ 7 AT _A}’{ 2 } AX ) (B-37)
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Applying this result to (B.17), keeping track of id-prescriptions, and applying the
identity for gamma functions,

F(a+A) INGCEDY)

F(l—a+)) T(l—a-X\) _QSIH(W)\)F(%Jra) F(3—a)’ (B-38)
then yields the sought spatial coincidence limit,
=2 (A= H] T T(PE N (BN
R M= P(Df)
D-3 D-3 D—-2 o[V
({5 2Rl (PR e (h)). e

This is precisely the spatial coincidence limit one obtains from the series repre-
sentation (5.45) in Sec. 5.3, that receives contribution only from the n = 0 term
since [y+4sh®(4)]=(1—¢)*HH'|AZ|%.

Large spatial separations limit for the bulk part. The limit ||AZ|| — oo is best
inferred from the first representation for the bulk solution (B.14). It involves taking
the large argument limit of the function (B.15) appearing there,

Xyosoe [(1—€)Ho] "> T (224 A) T(—\)

D+1 )\

167 =2

FX,Y) = (XY) "2 (B.40)

after which the limit of (B.14) follows,
o [a=eH) " { PEE)TTEN [ (HV | H
M(@;2') = D+1 - o3 | € YT +e o
( ) 1672 [( —€)2HH! || AZ||? ]7 { (H) (H) }
PP+ I'(E=3-)) F()\)
M= PHH|AZ2] 7 T A[Q—e2HH || A2 7

_|_

A} . (BA41)

Deriving this result from the series representation (5.45) might be prohibitively diffi-
cult and whenever large spatial separations are called for it is better to appeal to the
closed form solution (B.14). Note that, unlike the spatial coincidence limit (B.39),
the limit of large spatial separation above exhibits a Coulomb-like tail that is usually
generated as a response to a point charge. The same behaviour is exhibited in the
Coulomb gauge in flat space (6.21) where the Coulomb-like contribution is present
for large spatial separations (with both real and imaginary parts), but disappears in
the limit of small separations due to the logarithm that multiplies it.

Temporal coincidence limit for the bulk part. The behaviour close to temporal
coincidence i’ —n of the bulk part of the Laplace-inverted two point function is best
inferred staring from the second representation in (B.17). However, taking this limit
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directly is impeded by the first argument tending to one, ¥ — 1, where one of
the poles of Appell’s fourth function is located. The location of this pole descends
from the corresponding pole of the hypergeometric equation, which is revealed by
examining the single series representation (B.11) applied to Appell’s fourth function

n (B.18),

7)) =T a+n B+n)Y
I'(y'+n)n!

X oF} ({a—i—n,ﬁ—i—n}, {fy},XQ) . (B.42)

The singular behaviour around the pole at X — 1 is isolated by applying for-

Fy(a, 87,95 X2, Y?) =

n=0

mula (B.27) for transforming the argument of the hypergeometric function,
L(y) §~Tletn)T(B+n)
Fy(a, ;7,75 X%, Y?) = v
s By ) F(a)F(ﬁ); T(y'+n)nl
x{ Py T(y—a—p—-2n)
I[(y—a—n)I'(y—=F—n)
I'(y) I'(a+B—v+2n) (1_X2)%a7572n
P(atn)(B+n)

X 2F1<{fy—a—n,fy—6—n}, {y—a—pB+1-2n}, 1—X2>} . (B.43)

oF; ({a+n, B+n}, {a+5—7+1+2n}, 1—X2>

Both hypergeometric functions in the resulting expression above are now well behaved
in the limit X — 1. However, the second one is multiplied by more and more negative
powers of a small quantity. These powers descend from the behaviour around the
pole. We keep all such leading terms in the second series, and resum the series to
obtain control over the singular behaviour,

Al X 2 G 0 S [l
T 0 (5 ), () [
(B.44)

This result should be followed by another another transformation formula (B.36)
that inverts the argument of the hypergeometric function,

X{raﬁ) (_[1—YX2]2)W

({5 T
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P(a+ﬂ;v+1) v 12 pma-pol
o F(’Yl—a—i_ﬁg’y—’—l) (_[1_)(2] )
y 2F1({Q+B;7+1, a+52—7+3_7,}’ {;}, [155(2]2) } (B45)

The last step consists of taking the vanishing argument limit of the hypergeometric

functions above, in which they reduce to unity,

Fy(o 7.9 X,Y) =2 722(2);1&?2)(1—)(2)7&5 (B.46)

(e eel) s () )

Applying this limit to (B.18) now gives,

(X Y) XNl [( ) } XT_S-H\(I_XQ)
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Finally, applying this to the representation in (B.17) gives

o [(1—6>H0}“[ AUt ]
[(1—e?HH||AZ|2] = [(1—e)?HH/|AZ|]?] =
(B.48)

M,y (z;

D
812

The imaginary part of this result accounts for the local terms in equations (5.28)—
(5.30) for the Laplace-inverted two-point function in the (4++) prescription. Namely,
two time derivatives acting close to coincidence produce

i[*rﬂ/\(a:':c’) i[‘E*] (x;2") [ = }
S b NS Y 1 era vl St b Ak B Ay L= e
(1—eo2HH " °{< e O T )Q”HH’
g [ L(25) ilv] _ T is(—n)

O 8r P AP 30D 2 (1—eWVHH ] 4x 2 | AZ|P-3aP2

86s

(B.49)

Moreover, the result in (B.48) also allows us to infer the behaviour close to coinci-
dence of the function Y defined in (5.24),

o e [Q-o’HH = (D—)

) (B.50)
(1—e) 47?7[( —e)QHH'HAxH}

where the real part of (B.48) contributes, while the contributions of the imaginary
part end up canceling.
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B.4 Series representation

Here we derive the series solution (5.43) for the Laplace-inverted two-point function
starting from the closed form solutions (B.14) and (B.17) for the bulk part, and (B.24)
for the infrared part.

Bulk part. The starting point is formula (3.3) from [128] for transforming the
parameters of the Appell’s fourth function,

—8
a—p

(67

F4(Oé,ﬁ;’}/,’}/;X,Y): 04_6

F4(O[,6—|—1;”)/,”)/I;X,Y) +

F4(O[+1,6;”)/,”)/I;X,Y) :

(B.51)
[terating this identity (N-+1) times for the special combination of parameters ap-
pearing in (B.15) gives,

N
. 3.8 _ Ny U=f)a—p+1)Ilatn) 4 4
F4((X,B—1,B,6,X,Y)—§ F(a)F(Oz—ﬁ—i—2—0—n) F4(OZ+TL,B,6,6,X7Y)

INa—pg+1)I'(a+1+N)
['(a)T'(a—p+2+N)

In the end we want to take the limit N — oo. Appell’s functions in the series

Fy(a+14N,8-1;5,8, X,Y) . (B.52)

part of (B.52) are all in a prticular form that can be reduced to rescale propaga-
tor functions (2.30) and their derivatives. We do this by modifying the example
from Appendix A of [78]. The first step is to apply the reduction formula 9.182.7
from [100],

—X -Y
F“(“’ﬁ;ﬁ’ﬁ; T X)(1Y) <1—X><1—Y>)
= (1=X)"(1-Y)* B ({,a=B+1}, {8}, XY) | (B.53)

that reduces them all to hypergeometric functions. Then we apply a sequence of three
transformation identities for hypergeometric functions; first the quadratic transfor-
mation formula (B.35), then the argument transformation formula (B.32), followed
by the argument inversion formula (B.36). This sequence transforms the reduction
formula (B.53) into,

T(28—1)

F4(a’5§5,5;X,Y) = m@m)—a
G VX+VY) -1
x{Wm({a,wm},{a_mg}’< Ty
D(a—B+3) [1- (VX +VY )P
M [ XY }
szl({ﬁ_%’;_ﬁ}a{ﬁ—a%}, (\/YI/X—\/?Y) _1)}. (B.54)
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Applying this reduction formula to all the terms in the series in identity (B.52), that
we apply to Appell’s functions in (B.14) gives after some tedious algebra,

N (Cqynp(Rss L (UNT" O
My (a;2') = ; (4F(D71(+2n)) y+as?()] o )]
+ remy(a—e)mmfn, (1—6)7-[’||Af||) , (B.55)

where we have recognized that

[(1—e)Hy)* —1yr=1 T(222 4 A +0) (253 —A+n)
Sz (T T(22+n) (8:50)
X 2F1({$+A+n, Dz_g—)\Jrn}, {?Jrn}, 1—%) = ;—;I[.ﬂ(y)] ,

which follows from the definition of the rescaled propagator function (2.30), and
where the remainder in the second line of (B.55) is

N(X,Y) = [(I—G)Ho}Dzr(T_g)) T (=X [_am({)A _ e—m<£>A

16772 (XY) 2 Y Y
D(ZL4A+N) (XY)™ _ /D-1 1 1
F AN, X TN TN —, —
+ E 4( 9 +A+ 3 7\ + ) + ’X2’Y2)

(P —M4+N)(XY)*  (D-1 11
] F4( ) (B.57)

R X N

It is now clear that the first line of (B.55) reproduces the series representation (5.45)
from Sec. 5.3 upon taking the limit N — co. This would imply that the expression
in the second line of (B.55) has to vanish in the same limit.

Showing the remainder (B.57) vanishes would be straightforward if asymptotic
expansions of Appell’s fourth functions for large parameters were readily available.
Unfortunately, that is not the case, and there seem to be no readymade results in
the literature. Large parameter asymptotic expansions are known for some cases for
Appell’s first function F; [130, 131], so one might hope that expressing the remainder
in terms of F} using (B.19) and (B.20) would help. Unfortunately, thus obtained
representation in terms of F} is not covered by the asymptotic expansions in [130,
131]. The necessary expansions are currently work in progress [132].

IR part. Here we show that the IR part (B.24) of the Laplace-inverted two-point
function corresponds to the series representation (5.43) and (5.45). We start by
writing (B.24) in terms of bi-local variables (2.8), and rewriting it as a primitive
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function with respect to vy,

, [(1—€) Ho] "> T(AIT(2A) & o W2 (0 1)y 4 1)(ms1ye
X(:c,x)zll pa— - o
: ATNENT( ) S 2 (TN
[<1]ff)_;;[02] Ty e (5)] e [(N—n—%)v]] (B.58)

Next we derive from the definition of the coefficients (2.48) that,

CNne
(n+1) e 1yt = “o(D—1+2n) (B.59)

If we expand the denominator formally in powers of 2n,

(e 9]

1 2 \m
(n+D)ewinymene = “A(D=1) Z<D—1> n" Cnne (B.60)

m=0

we can plug it into the triple series, and write the coefficient n™ in terms of deriva-

el Q] = (e QI2) s @. o

Then, upon recognizing the last two rows as the IR part of the scalar two-point
function (2.47),

X\(y,u,v) = I[i(%>m<[y+4sh2(g>]%)m %] : (B.62)

tives,

m=0

This is precisely the IR part written in the intermediate form (5.37). It is written in
the final form (5.43) following the procedure given in (5.38)—(5.42).

C Checks for two-point function

Checking explicitly that our result for the photon two-point function given in the
covariant tensor basis (5.54) with the structure functions (5.59)—(5.63) satisfies the
equations from Sec. 5.1 is important. This is facilitated by the following expressions
for derivatives of the bi-local variables,

Vu(0) = 91— H(2=y—=2¢¢7") = =—| () (0,0) + (,0) (99) | . (C.1)
V,(0) = g, (0-)H — @) (@), V(o) =0, (©2)

and by the contraction identities for basis tensors given in Table 1. Additionally,
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9" (9.) (9,y) (1—€)>H?(4y—y?)
9" (9y) (9%y) (1—e)2H?(4y—y?)
9" (0,y) (9,u) (1—€)?H*(2—y—2e7")
9" (0hy) () (1—€)?H"?(2—y—2¢")
" (9u) (9,u) (1—€)?H?
9" (yu) (Opu) —(1—€)2H"
9" (9,y) (0, Qy) (1—€)*H*(2—y) (9,y)
9" (9.9,y) (%) (1-€)?H?(2—y) (0,y)
9" (9,u) (9,95y) —(1=¢)*H?[(,y) + 2¢" (Oyu)]
9" (&Lal ) ( ) —(1—¢)*H" [(8uy) + 2e” (8uu)]
9" (9.9,) (9,9) (1—€e)*H*[4(1—€)*H" g, — () (95y)]
9" (9,9,y) (9, %) (1=e)?H?[4(1—€)*H?g,n, — (0,9) (0,y)]

Table 1. Contractions of tensor structures (table adopted from [73]).

equations from Sec. 2.3.2 satisfied by scalar two-point functions, and equations from
Sec. 5.3 satisfied by the Laplace-inverted two-point functions need to be used. These
checks are greatly facilitated by computer algebra programs such as Cadabra [133—
135], and Wolfram Mathematica that we made extensive use of here.

Ward-Takahashi identity. We can expand the left-hand-side of the Ward-Takahashi
identity (5.5) in the basis of two vectors,

V[ (5 0) = (1= H2[(09) Z:(0 w,0) + (00) ol v)] - (C3)

where the two structure functions are expressed in terms of the structure functions
of the photon two-point function,

z - {@ w% -2 0 p %:iﬂ (€ +Cs—Ty) — 2ev%(c3 A

+ [(4y—y2)8— + (D+1)(2—y) + (2—y—2¢7") ((,%+% + (ﬁjie)}@, (C.4)
Zy= —2e" {a% 1 % + %}Cl —2¢7"(C3 — C3)

- [(43/—3/2)% +D(2-y) + (2—y—2¢7") (83 + % + (ﬁige)} (C5+Cy)
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Upon plugging in the photon structure functions (5.59)—(5.63), and applying the
equation (5.49) satisfied by Y, and the recurrence relations (2.53) for the scalar
two-point functions, and the equations of motion (2.50) and (2.51) they satisfy, the
result simplifies to,

o 0.
(1-¢)’H?Z, = —fsa AW (1-¢)’H?Z, = —fs(% - %)ZAV'Fl ., (C.6)

which exactly reproduces the right-hand side of the Ward-Takahashi identity (5.5).

Equation of motion. The Ward-Takahashi identity that we just checked also
simplifies the equation of motion (5.4) satisfied by the two-point functions in the
simple covariant gauge,

i0P (x—2a')

e

The left-hand-side can be expanded off-coincidence in the appropriate tensor basis,

(D 5 — Rup)i[;A‘;} (;2') = $%g,, +(1-£,)9,0, %], (a;2') . (C.7)

(EI of — Rup)i [SA‘;} (z;2") = (1—€)*H? {(Qﬂ,’,y)gl (y,u,v) + (Qﬁg) (8{,y)52(y, u,v)
[ (0,9) (D) + (B,0) (D) | Exww,v) + [ (D) (BLw) = (D) (L) | Esly )

+ (0,u) (Ou) Exly, u, U):| , (C.8)

where the structure functions are found to be,

_ o d [0 O (D-4)€\ D
& = [(4y—y )W+D<2_y)8_y+2(2_y_26 )<%+%+ 20—e) )—

0 0 D-1-3e\,s0 0 D—2¢ 2 ; —
—<%+£+f)(a—u+av) ¢ }Cl |22 )G Gyt o)
(C.9)

£, = [(4y—y2)7+(D+4)(2 y)§y+2(2 y—2e —v)(§+§+<?—22)€)£
0

D+1— 2(D— 2 _
_ (2+2++756) (242 Q}c - (GG =Cy),

du v 1—e du ' Ov 1—¢ 3
(C.10)
53:—l1 (2—- y+2e—v)8%+88 aav %}Q
Li ((4y y)88?/+D(2—y))_(Q_y_ze—v)<%+% qu((lDfeg)}
’ )

+{(4y y)aay +(D+2)(2—y) = 0,90 1-(D- 3))§

+2(2—y—2e—v)< F

Jy ou v 2(1—e¢)
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8 D de D—l)—(2D+1)~s+4~s2 C
8u 81} - 8u 8@ (1—e¢)? K
1+4e€ 7@ 8 (D—1—¢€)e 1+e€l5 1 oc,
+L (2—y—2e )a +8 +8v L I_JC?, , (C.11)

1—€ Oy
€ o 0 0 0 (D—2e)e € 0
= [ 2 g g O [ g,

[0 0 (D-3+¢)e (D—1—¢)e

— (2—y+26 )(a + = o + W) +2(2—y)W}C2
1+e 0 0 0 (D—1—¢e 1+4¢ 1 9Cy
*L_ R=y=2) ot 5 T o T (ep ‘1_} 3T 1 e _eay
g 9 1—-(D- 3)6) 0

+ {(4y—y2)a—22 + (D+2)(2—y)a% +2(2-y—2¢7") (

0 St o 21— )y
0 0 D—4e o 0 (D—1)—(2D+1)e+4e?
ou S T o) T 12
(8u av+ 1—e¢ )(6u+8v) (1—e)? 637 (C.12)

£ = — LQE (4y— y)%_z(z—y)<%+a% %H(cﬁcg)

0 0 2—(D—4)e _ 2D—2)(1+e)e _, -
— 4e (8u+%_w) (63—63)+ TEE e (Cl+Cg+C3)

o’ 0 9 0 2—(D—4)\ 0
[t + v e (55 - S5 )y

9 0 D-1-3¢\;d 9y 2D-1—e)e
- (a+%+f) (5u*a0) * W]@ (613)

Upon plugging in the photon structure functions (5.59)—(5.63), and applying judi-
ciously equations (5.49)—(5.52) satisfied by the function T defined in (5.24), and
equations (2.50)—(2.53) satisfied by the scalar two-point functions the expressions
above evaluate to,

(1-€)’H?& = (1- &), ZAVH, (C.14a)

(1—€)?H?Ey = (1— gs) 82 ZAVH, (C.14b)

(-ePires = (1-6) 5 82 i (C.140)

(1—€)’H?E3 = — (1— gs) 82 ZAVH, (C.144)
82 o2

(1—€)2H2E, = (1—55)(% - W)ZAVH (C.14e)

These precisely account for the right-hand-side of the equation of motion (C.7) off-
coincidence.

In order to check that the local terms on the right-hand-side of (C.7) are also cor-
rectly reproduced for the case of the Feynman (and consequently Dyson) propagator
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it is sufficient to consider only the most singular terms from each photon structure
function (5.59)—(5.63). For scalar propagators these are isolated easily using the
power-series representation (2.32) for the bulk part, as the IR series (2.47) does not
contribute. From there we find that the most singular term is just the conformal
two-point function,

D—2
o (D-2)c 1—€2HH 7 D(252) - 252
’iAV(y,U,U) r;)/ iA1/2<y7 u) —e 2?176) Ufl/Q(y> — [( 6) } - ( 2 ) (g) )
(4m)= 4
(C.15)
The leading singular behaviour for the function ¢ T the leading singular can be inferred

from the result in (B.50) by substituting (1—¢)*%H’||AZ||> =y in the denominator,

m@mmﬂb?_fimm@m% (C.16)

which can be confirmed by showing that this result satisfies equations (5.49)—(5.52)
close to coincidence. The leading singular behaviour of the photon structure functions
is therefore captured by

' —x (D_Q) ' =z <1+€) 0
G~ ot G~ o ¢ (C-17a)
=z (D_Q)E - =z =z
C3 74(]_—6)le s C3 0 x ’U(g, C4 0 x (57 (Cl?b)
where,
B i, (Y, )
We can then apply a simple derivative identity,
(0uy) (y) f(y,u) = 0,017 [ f(y, w)] — (8,0,y) I [ f(y, )] (C.19)
/ / a / 62
— | @) (@) + (0,0) (L) | 51 (1)) = (00 (D) 5 12 [ ()]

to the second tensor structure to rewrite the most singular piece of the photon
propagator in a particularly convenient form,

(1+4¢€)

il @) = 5,

8,0,11%) + (0,0,y)€

€t
+ | (@) (Ow) + (@) (@) |-= . (C20)
where we have neglected an irrelevant piece where the fourth tensor structure is
- D-1 . . . o
multiplied by y~ 2 , which is not sufficiently singular to produce a local contribution
in the equaton of motion. We then use the identities which generate the temporal

delta function,

0000y, = 0p0py + 4(1—€)*H* xidx 6(n—n'), (C.21a)
0000y, = 0u0hy — 4(1—€)*H* xidx5(n—n'), (C.21b)
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and the covariant D-dimensional delta function,

i0P (x—2a')

o)
—4(1—€)?H?*xidx6(n—n') x =i, , (Y, u,,) = :
( ) (77 77) 8y /(++ ++) \/_—g

(C.22)

to compute the action of the photon kinetic operator from (5.3) onto the most singular

part of the propagator (C.20),

Duﬂ{apa'yf[%] (Ysy 1ty } A 53 (a%6269) MD(@“?—;/) , (C.23)
Dup{ (apaz//y)%ﬂ(?hw u++)} = {guu + (1 _é> (a%ﬁéﬁ)} Mﬁw ) (C.24)
Dup{ |:(apy++) (az/xu++) + (apu++) (8;y++)} (g(y++v u++) } i~ 0. (C-25)

When combined, these relations correctly reproduce the local terms in the Feynman

propagator equation of motion (5.4).
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