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We formulate a functional approach to scalar quantum field theory in (n + 1)-dimensional
de Sitter spacetime and solve the functional Schrédinger equation for the conformally and minimal-
ly coupled scalar fields in both the k=0 and k=1 gauges. We show that there is a natural initial
condition, the requirement that the field energy remain finite as the scale factor a becomes small,
which specifies a unique, time-dependent, de Sitter vacuum state. This initial condition is closely re-
lated to Hawking’s prescription of including in the functional integral only those field configurations
which are regular on the Euclidean section. The Green’s functions constructed using this initial con-
dition are explicitly shown to be the analytic continuation of those derived using the Euclidean
path-integral formalism and the regularity (boundary) condition. These Green’s functions are used
to study the Hawking effect and the restoration of continuous symmetries. In particular we study
the restoration of a broken O(2) symmetry of a ®* theory. We argue that spontaneously broken con-
tinuous symmetries are always dynamically restored in de Sitter spacetime.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum field theory in nontrivial backgrounds has
served as a particularly useful semiclassical approxima-
tion to the quantum theory of gravity. Scalar field theory
in de Sitter space is a system that has come under much
scrutiny, not only because de Sitter space is a space of
high symmetry, and hence exact solutions for the free
field theory can be written down, but also because it is a
space of constant nonzero curvature, and thus field theory
in a de Sitter background is not a trivial rewriting of Min-
kowski field theory. In this paper we will study scalar
quantum field theory in a de Sitter background in some
detail. We shall be particularly interested in the vacuum
state.

The main purpose of this paper is to clarify issues
relevant to scalar field theory in de Sitter spacetime by
constructing and studying in some detail the functional
Schrodinger equation. A major part of our discussion will
be devoted to the question of the correct boundary condi-
tions for quantum fields in de Sitter space. The specifica-
tion of these boundary conditions is far from trivial.! In
fact, some authors have suggested that the vacuum of
field theory in de Sitter space depends on a parameter
whose value is determined by an “extra” requirement.’
We will show that this is not the case, in both de Sitter
and Minkowski space if a sensible boundary/initial condi-
tion is used to specify the state. We suggest the following
physically quite natural initial condition: In spatially flat
coordinates, the wave function should tend to the wave
function of the Minkowski vacuum as t— — «. Remark-
ably, this boundary condition is equivalent to the condi-
tion of regularity on the Euclidean section introduced by
Hawking.! Much of our analysis will be devoted to an ex-
plicit demonstration of this equivalence.

A recurring theme in attempts to study the quantiza-
tion of gravity (particularly at the semiclassical level) has
been the connection between quantum field theory in cer-
tain nontrivial gravitational backgrounds and at finite
temperature. This connection is suggested by the periodi-
city in imaginary time of the Green’s function in the grav-
itational background, or by the relation, usually ascribed
to systems in thermal equilibrium, satisfied by the Bogo-
liubov coefficients between basis states at different times.
The archetypical example of this phenomenon is the
thermal spectrum of Hawking radiation found when sca-
lar quantum field theory is studied in the background of a
Schwarzschild black hole.® Field theory in de Sitter space
is another system which exhibits similar behavior.* Of
course, any semiclassical theory—i.e., a quantum field in-
teracting with a classical source—will have inconsisten-
cies, and the ultimate explanation of this effect will prob-
ably require some understanding of the quantum theory of
gravity. However, its importance should not be understat-
ed, as this has led Hawking to suggest that quantum
mechanics might need to be modified if we want to quan-
tize gravity.>® As an application of our formalism, we
will study some aspects of the Hawking effect in de Sitter
space and extend the DeWitt-Unruh construct of a parti-
cle detector. Motivated by the analogy between nontrivial
backgrounds and finite temperature, we study symmetry
restoration in de Sitter space. Surprisingly, we find that
spontaneously broken continuous symmetries are dynami-
cally restored, in any number of spacetime dimensions,
leading us to believe that this analogy may not be quite
complete. We will show that this symmetry restoration
actually does not depend on the boundary conditions; for
this' demonstration our Schrédinger-picture formalism is a
necessity. .

De Sitter space has recently figured prominently in the
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application of field theory to the early universe.” Banks,
Fischler, and Susskind® have perturbatively solved the
Wheeler-DeWitt equation for the inflationary universe.
They have found that to the lowest order in which the
matter (scalar) field enters the calculation, the wave func-
tion of the universe factorizes into a part that describes
the gravitational dynamics, and a part that describes the
matter dynamics; the matter part is exactly the same as
the wave function of a scalar field propagating in a de
Sitter background. So, at least to this order, the semiclas-
sical approximation of quantum field theory in a nontrivi-
al background seems to be a good approximation to the
complete theory.

In Sec. II, we review the de Sitter solution of the
(n +1)-dimensional Einstein equations. In Sec. III, we
develop the functional Schrddinger approach to field
theory by analyzing the conformally coupled scalar field
in spatially flat (k=0) coordinates; our analysis is semi-
classical in that the dynamics of the background metric
are predetermined. We calculate the Feynman Green’s
function and use it in Sec. IV to analyze the Hawking ef-
fect in (n 4 1)-dimensional de Sitter spacetime by consid-
ering a conformally coupled scalar field interacting with a
comoving detector. We establish a criterion by which one
can decide if a given transition probability is thermal. In
Sec. V, we discuss the minimally coupled scalar field in
k=0 de Sitter spacetime. We solve the functional
Schrédinger equation in n + 1 dimensions for the vacuum
wave functional and calculate the Green’s function. We
analyze the (3 + 1)-dimensional case in some detail. We
note that the equal-time Green’s function is time depen-
dent; in particular, the coincidence limit of the massless
Green’s function depends linearly on time. We show that
the massless Green’s function, in any number of dimen-
sions, depends logarithmically on the separation (for large
physical separation). This behavior is analogous to that of
the scalar-field Green’s function in flat spacetime in 1 4 1
dimensions;’ thus it suggests that it is impossible to break
a continuous symmetry globally in (n + 1)-dimensional de
Sitter spacetime. In Secs. VI and VII, we repeat the above
analysis for a scalar field in k= +1 de Sitter coordinates.
In Sec. VIII, we evaluate the Green’s functions using the
path-integral formalism with the boundary condition of
Hawking, i.e., integrating over those field configurations
which are regular on the Euclidean section of (n -+ 1)-
dimensional de Sitter space (in k= +1 coordinates), an
(n +1)-dimensional sphere. In Sec. IX we discuss how
the requirements of finiteness of the field energy as the
scale factor @ —0 and that of regularity on the Euclidean
section might be considered to be different aspects of the
same ‘“boundary” condition that uniquely specifies the
vacuum wave functional, in k=41 coordinates. We
analyze symmetry restoration in more detail in Sec. X,
where we compute the Gaussian fluctuations about a state
of broken U(1) symmetry and show that these fluctuations
restore the symmetry. However, the correlations die out
very slowly, as an inverse power of proper distance ra (1),
where 7 is coordinate distance. Physically, this calcula-
tion suggests that the scalar field expectation value
wanders slowly as a function of position on a scale set by
the scale factor. A local observer would always claim to

be in a broken-symmetry phase of the theory. Although
we only exhibit explicit solutions in k=+1 and k=0
coordinates, we expect this phenomenon to be coordinate
independent.

The appendices contain technical details of the calcula-
tion. In Appendix E we examine the behavior of the
equal-time Green’s function of the minimally coupled sca-
lar field for large and small spatial separation. We see
that as the mass of the field goes to zero, there is an infin-
ite contribution which appears both in the infrared and
the ultraviolet and can be interpreted as being the zero
mode on the n-sphere.

II. TECHNICAL PRELIMINARIES

De Sitter spacetime is the unique, maximally sym-
metric, negative-spacetime-curvature (i.e., positive Ricci
scalar) solution to Einstein’s equations with a cosmologi-
cal constant and without matter. To solve Einstein’s
equations we need to make a choice of gauge. The con-
ventional choice is the synchronous gauge where the
metric is taken to be of the form

1 0

0 —aXng;(x) @D

Suv=

(Greek indices assume values from O to #, latin indices
from 1 to n.) The requirements of spatial homogeneity
and isotropy restrict E,-j(xi) to be the metric for an n-
dimensional maximally symmetric space. We can then
reduce Einstein’s equations to an equation of evolution for
the scale factor a (¢), which for an empty, spatially homo-
geneous and isotropic universe with a cosmological con-
stant becomes

(d)=—k—«ka?, (2.2)

where k is the sign of the spatial curvature, which can as-
sume the values +1 or 0, and « is the constant spacetime
curvature, to which we might assign the values +42 or 0;
h is a real constant. « is related to the Ricci scalar by
k=—R/n(n +1). De Sitter spacetime is the (essentially
unique) k= —h? solution of this evolution equation.’® It
is conventionally viewed as being an (n + 1)-dimensional
hyperboloid embedded in (n +2)-dimensional Minkowski
space.'!! As is well known, there is still some “gauge”
freedom—i.e., different ways of aligning the de Sitter time
axis with the embedding Minkowski spacetime axis. This
exhibits itself in three different “de Sitter” solutions
which correspond to three different ways of laying a coor-
dinate system on the hyperboloid (i.e., three different ways
of slicing spacetime into space and time).'%!! These form
one-parameter families. There is also a static de Sitter
coordinate system. We list the solutions of (2.2) which
have real Lorentzian sections:
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Kk=—h? k=0
k=0 etht 1
de Sitter Minkowski
k=+1 cosh(ht)/h
de Sitter-Lanczos
k=-—1 sinh(At)/h t
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k=-+h?

sin(ht)/h

de Sitter-hyperbolic Minkowski-hyperbolic anti-de Sitter

We first consider the mathematically simplest case: the
solution corresponding to k=0 in which the spatial hyper-
surfaces are flat. This allows us to use a Fourier expan-
sion as opposed to an expansion in spherical harmonics.
The scale factor is then of the form a(f)=e*". We ex-
amine the expanding solution; some remarks about the
contracting solution will be made later on. In these coor-
dinates, the metric becomes

dlag( 1,—e 2'"8,-j )

which is not static; also, the coordinate system has a hor-
izon and only covers half the hyperboloid.'>!! The Hub-
ble constant H =a /a =h. We can introduce a new time
variable, conformal time

(2.3)

e Mt 1

T=—

h o ha(p)

which puts the metric in a conformally flat form:
guv=(1/h 272)1],“, (f runs from — o« in the far past to O in
the far future). For the contracting solution we define

R 1

tcz—:

h ha(t)

s0 7,€[0,0] and H =ad /a = —h.
When the metric is of the form (2.3), the embedding
space coordinates are

(2.4)

(2.5)

inh
zo=§mhﬂ—}—%e’"|xl2 ,

h

z;=e (2.6)

txi ’
-cosh(ht) h
o= — e x|
The distance between two points on the hyperboloid is the
square root of
h(t+t) ,
== (e —ht_o—h'2_p2(x—x')?]
h
1
hET

[—=T)P2—(x—x)"]. 2.7

The geodesics in de Sitter spacetime are the intersec-
tions of the hyperboloid with planes through the origin.
The de Sitter group in #n -+ 1 dimensions is just the homo-
geneous Lorentz group in n +2 dimensions, SO(n +1,1),
i, those Lorentz transformations in the (n 42)-
dimensional Minkowski embedding space which do not
move the hyperboloid around. The group SO(n +1,1) has
(n +2)(n +1)/2 generators which correspond to the fol-
lowing symmetries of the line element: n spatial transla-
tions, 1 dilatation, n(n —1)/2 spatial rotations, and n

f
boosts.

We then consider the de Sitter solution in the gauge
corresponding to k= +1 (Lanczos). The spatial hypersur-
faces are now n-spheres; hence we will have to expand in
generalized spherical harmonics. The scale factor is of
the form a(t)=cosh(ht)/h, so de Sitter space is an n-
sphere, of radius a(t), that first contracts and then ex-
pands; the Hubble “constant” H =d /a =h tanh(ht). In
these coordinates the metric is

2
diag 1,_%@Q(I,sinzen(l,sm@n_l( M|, @8)
where 6,€[0,27),8; €[0,7),i=~1. This coordinate system
covers the hyperboloid.”!® Conformal time can be de-

fined by
sec’F=cosh?(ht)=h2a?; (2.9)

it assumes values from —#/2 to w/2. The metric is then
in the conformally flat form

sec’t
h 2

diag(1, —(1,sin%@,(1,sin’0, _;( - - - )))) . (2.10)

When the metric is of the form (2.8), the embedding
space coordinates are given by

zozisinh(ht) :

zy =711—cosh(ht)cos( 6,),
(2.11)

zi=711—cosh(ht)sin(9,, )$in(6, _y) - - - sin(6y 4o_;)

Xcos(Oy 41-i) 5

zn+1=%cosh(ht)sin(9n )sin(6, ;) - - - sin(6,)sin(6;) .

The distance between two points €2, is the square root
of

2 2cosh(ht)cosh(ht’)
of= PP

. 1+ sinh(ht)sinh(ht')
cosh(ht)cosh(ht’)

+cosy

2

h“cos(f)cos(t’)

[ —cos(f—7")+cosy] ,
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where v is the angle between Q and ', given in 2 4 1 di-
mensions, for example, by the familiar formula

cosy = cosf,cos0; + sinf,sind;cos(0; —67) . (2.13)

In this (k= +1) gauge, de Sitter space has a Euclidean
extension in which the metric is definite. It is convenient
to implement this analytic continuation by introducing
the periodic real coordinate 6, , ;, with period 7 (see Fig.
3), defined by

. T
9n+lEtE=lht+7+mﬂ', (2.14)
where t5 is Euclidean “time” and m an integer. In these
coordinates the metric is

—%diag(l,sinzenﬂ(1,sin29,,(1,sin20,,_1( CN)

_.__LS(n-Fl)
=T e o

(2.15)
where S*"" is the metric on SV, the (n+1-
dimensional unit sphere. The embedding space coordi-
nates z,p are given by (2.11) with (sinh(At),cosh(ht)) re-
placed by (i cos6,, 1,sin6, ;) and zo=izog. The square
of the distance between two points Q g, (% becomes

og =—;22—(1—cos7/,,+1), (2.16)

where
cOSY,, 41=c080, 4 086, , | +8inb, | sinb, , jcosy .
(2.17)

An implicit assumption of all of our calculations is that
the scalar field’s contribution to the stress energy can be
neglected as compared to the contribution from the
cosmological constant. In other words, we assume that
the addition of a scalar field (to de Sitter spacetime) does
not radically modify the background geometry.

III. THE SPATIALLY FLAT METRIC:
THE CONFORMALLY COUPLED FIELD

De Sitter spacetime is conformally flat, so a suitably
- rescaled, conformally coupled scalar field does not recog-
nize as special the length scale set by the curvature of the
spacetime in which it lives (this rescaling symmetry is ac-
tually broken by the conformal anomaly but this is not
relevant at the level to which we calculate). It is thus a
trivial matter of rescaling variables to get the de Sitter
two-point functions from the corresponding Minkowski
two-point functions. Because this case is simple, though,
it is instructive to use it as a first example of our more
generally applicable methods. In this section we will solve
the functional Schrédinger equation for the evolution of a
conformally coupled field; the resulting wave function
will provide the Green’s function of this field.

We shall deal with the massless scalar field so that the
equation of motion is conformally invariant. The solution
of the massive conformally coupled case can be obtained
from that of the massive minimally coupled case, solved
in Sec. V, by means of a suitable redefinition of the mass.

The action for the massless case is

S= [dtd" £(x)
= [dtd"xVTg [ 5(g"3,4*0,6—ER|$|D, (3.1

where .£(x) is the Lagrangian density, ¢(x) is a complex
scalar field, g,, =diag(1, —-az(t)f),-j), a(t)=e" and
(n—1)
=t 2
3 an (3.2)
to make the resulting Klein-Gordon equation conformally
invariant. In de Sitter space we have R =n(n +1)h2
Then the action becomes

an—2
S 1ve)?

S= [dtd™

a® |
‘2—I¢|2—

a”

g (n—=1(n+1h%|¢|?

. (3.3)

We can rewrite this in terms of a dimensionless field
X =an =172,

alx|> |vx|?
2

S= [drd™ .

(3.4)

where we have integrated by parts once and dropped a
surface term (this affects only the phase of the resulting
Schrédinger wave function). Let us now introduce con-
formal time 7 [see (2.4)], by di =a ~(z)dt; then

v |2 2
5= J arane |12 L9012 |, @9

where the dot now means a derivative with respect to con-
formal time.
Fourier expanding,

d"k ik'x

X(x)= X(k)e , (3.6)
(2m)"
we can rewrite the action as
d"k -
S= | di——%
f (277_)n k
n Y Y 2
_ fa'f d’k | X(kKX(=k) kX (k)X(—k) (3.7)
(2m)" 2 2

or in terms of the real and imaginary parts of X
(:X1+iX2)y

) (3.8)

A | XXk k2XG(KX; (k)
§= fﬁ(zww 2 - 2

where i runs over 1,2.

In the following development we will treat the real and
imaginary parts of X as independent real variables, which
we denote generically as X. The action for X is

d"k
(2m)"

We recognize that X is a quantum-mechanical variable
with the Hamiltonian density

X? kX
2 2

(3.9)
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_ 2 292
F .:%_+kx (3.10)

k 2 )
where p is conjugate to X. The functional Schrédinger
equation

z?kwk[x,‘f]ﬂ%wk [x,7] (3.11)
becomes
.31 3 kI?
——— v, =0. 3.12
ot 2axr T2 |k G.12)
We will look for solutions of the form
W, [X,T]1=g(Dexp[ — +f(DX?] . (3.13)

Equating coefficients of X° and X? to 0, we see that we
need to solve the pair of equations:

—i&84 Lo, (3.14)
g 2
if —f24+k*=0. (3.15)
The first equation determines g in terms of f. To find f,
substitute f = — iR /R into the second equation to reduce
it to
R+k*R =0, (3.16)

which has as solution

R(D=c e ycre—k (3.17)
Hence f is given by
¢ eik?_c e—ik?'
fO=k |- 2 , (3.18)

cleik'+cze —ikt

so the vacuum wave functional depends on infinitely
many undetermined constants, one ' for each mode
(demanding de Sitter invariance effectively makes these
constants mode independent). This is the same as what
we would have found in flat spacetime. This problem is
not noticed in the conventional method for determining f
(separation of variables) because separating variables (even
at one time) effectively imposes an initial condition by re-
quiring that f vanish at a particular time. One can then
show that all higher temporal derivatives of f need vanish
at this point; hence f is a constant. The requirement of
normalizability of the wave function then fixes the sign.

If this wave function is to describe a harmonic oscilla-
tor with a time-independent frequency, as it must, and is
to be normalizable, then we need to choose ¢,=0. We
may impose an initial condition by requiring that far in
the past (f— — o« or a—0) the wave function be in the

harmonic-oscillator (Gaussian) ground state (we cannot
determine the constant for the zero mode since f vanishes;
however, we may choose it to have the same value as for
the other modes; this will also be done for the other exam-
ples we consider). Then we have for the vacuum wave
function for mode k

k 1/4
s 2
e e—tkt/Ze —kX</2 .

Wy, D =(X |0 ) = (3.19)

This is normalized so (O |0x)= [ Wi Wi dX=1. The
complete vacuum wave functional is given by

Wo=(X|0)= [T X |0} =TT ¥, - (3.20)
k k

We can easily evaluate the equal-time Green’s function
in momentum space:

1
2 —_—
(0 | X2k, [0y = - . (3.21)

This is time independent, so the wave functional does not
spread in field space [in fact,
Ky n—1

"20(n/2)(n —1)

0|4%|0)= .
(0]4%|0) = (3.22)

where k, is an ultraviolet proper momentum cutoff]. Re-
turning to position space we have

(0| X(x)X(x')]|0)

(0] p(x)p(x')|0) =

an—l
1 d"k eik'(x—x')
= Qmr 2k
_TIln—-1)/2) 1
47T("+1)/2 [a(t)|x—x'|]"“1 :
(3.23)

Here a ()| x—x'| is just the proper distance, so we have
found the Minkowskian Green’s function suitably modi-
fied to take account of the conformal factor relating the
de Sitter and Minkowski line elements [the (1 + 1)-
dimensional massless case needs to be treated more care-
fully since it is logarithmically infrared divergent, as in
flat spacetime’]. To find the Green’s function for “non-
equal” times, we need the propagator of the functional
Schrodinger equation. We can write

(TXERX@,k))=— [ dX dX'XX"W} (X,T)
X GROGX ST W (XT)
(3.24)

where Gj is the Schrddinger propagator. The
Schrodinger equation is just that of a harmonic oscillator;
hence the propagator is'?
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172 .
G = |—5— | exp | —F—[coskFOP+xH—20x] |, (3.25)
27i sinkT 2sinkT
where T=7—7. Performing the Gaussian integrations in (3.24) we find
(O | TX(FRX(F,K) | 0 ) = —zlk—e —ikT (3.26)
which again shows that the system is conformally trivial. We can now Fourier transform to recover
~ 1 d"k . ~
(TH(T,x)$(T,x")) = e E=XVTX(FRX (T, k))
¢ ¢ [a(?’)a(?)]"“”/z f (27)"
~ _nplln—1)/2) 1
— (W2 P)n—D72 - ; (3.27
477_(n+1)/2 . [ l xX—x' | 2__(T__i€)2](n—-1)/2
or in our original coordinates (2.3)
: - T'((n—1)/2)
(To(1,x)¢(t",x")) = 4 n DAY R=D2 | x 3t [2_(1/h2) (e P —e—H —jep]" D72 (3.28)
In the ﬂat-spaée limit (A —>0) we recover the usual Green’s function:
(TH(,x)b(2',x')) Ltn —1)/2) (3.29)

- 477.(n+1)/2[ | x—x'| 2—(t-to—ie)2]‘"*”/2 :

For the exponentially contracting case, f is again given by (3.18). We can require that the wave-function approach a har-
monic oscillator as @ —0 (or 7,— 0, which is in the far future); then it is given by (3.19).

. 1V. THE SPATIALLY FLAT METRIC:
THE HAWKING EFFECT FOR THE CONFORMALLY
COUPLED SCALAR FIELD

Now that we have the Green’s functions for a confor-
mally coupled scalar field in a de Sitter background we
can analyze what an idealized, comoving DeWitt-Unruh
detector,? interacting with this field, will see. Following
DeWitt,!’> we assume a coupling of the form
Lin=m (7)d(x (7)) between the detector and the scalar
field along the detector’s trajectory, where m(7) is the
monopole moment operator of the detector and x(7) is
the detector’s trajectory. First-order perturbation theory
then gives the transition probability per unit time for the
detector to go from an energy level E; to an energy level
E; as

Pry=Im) )2 [ d—1e
X (0] $lx ()(x (1) ]0)
@.1)

—i(E;—E)t —1')

where
(0] d(x(£))(x ()] 0)=(0]| Te(z,x)$(¢',x) | 0)

for ¢ >t'. To be able to talk about equilibrium thermo-
dynamics we need to work in a coordinate system in
which gg, is time independent (so we have a time-
independent scale of energy); hence, we use the coordi-
nates (2.3). Defining AE =E; —E;, T=t —t’, we have k

| m(0); | A" +'T((n —1)/2)
i—j= on (172 1)(3n=3)/2

e—i(AE)r

X f+wd7'
- [sinh(h7/2—i€)]*~!

(4.2)

I

To evaluate

e —i(AE)T

T . . 1 >
[sinh(hT/2—i€)]"~

we note that the integrand has poles on the imaginary 7

axis at 7=i2nmw/h +ie€, where n is an integer. So we can

choose a contour C, as illustrated in Fig. 1, and use the

method of residues to get

a(— 1)) +1(AE)n —Ze —AE2nw/h

1AE)= [""d

(4.3)

1(AE)=2

1+4(—1)"e —AE2/h > 4.4
SO
P,_.;=P(AE)=c(n) l‘ifi)zfe—_iz:; Im(0); ]2,
4.5)
where
C(n)___h"“l“((n—l)/Z) ) 4.6)

2n77.(n —-172

We would now like to show that this transition proba-
bility is exactly the same as would have been gotten if the
scalar field were in equilibrium with a thermal bath at
some temperature 7 in flat spacetime. In the usual exam-
ples treated, e.g., the massless scalar field in Rindler coor-
dinates (or interacting with a uniformly accelerated detec-
tor) in (3 + 1) dimensions,'* the appearance of a “Planck
factor” in the transition probability is taken to mean that
the detector is in thermal equilibrium at some temperature
T. This argument is, however, incomplete, as can easily
be seen either by looking at the massive scalar field (in an
arbitrary number of dimensions), where the transition
probability is a Bessel function, or by looking at the mass-
less case in some other number of dimensions. For both
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) [z

FIG. 1. The contour C for integral (4.3).

of these cases one can show that the transition probability
is thermal. We now establish a criterion by which one can
decide whether a transition probability is thermal or not.
The states of a system in thermal equilibrium satisfy the
principle of detailed balance, i.e., if the probability of be-
ing in the ith state is n;, then dn;/dt=0¥Yi. Now we can
relate dn;/dt to the transition probability per unit time
between states by

dn ’ '
t’ = 2 P_,__,,n_,—— 2 Pi_,jni .

A thermally )populated set of states also satisfies #;

=n;e where [ is the inverse temperature.
Hence a system in thermal equilibrium with a heat bath
will satisfy

3 Py
j

and vice versa.
In the conformally coupled case we had P(AE) given
by (4.5) and it is easy to see that this form satisfies

P(—AE)=P(AE)e2E2/h

oPE—ED

Pi_,;)=0 4.7)

so B=2m/h or T =h /2. So it seems that a conformally
coupled scalar field in the (n + 1)-dimensional de Sitter
spacetime vacuum behaves like a scalar field in Min-
kowski spacetime at a temperature T =h /27 where
h =H is the Hubble constant, in these coordinates.

V. THE SPATIALLY FLAT METRIC:
THE MINIMALLY COUPLED FIELD

We repeat the analysis of the previous section for the
minimally coupled, massive scalar field in (n +1)-
dimensional de Sitter spacetime. We have

S= [dtd"x.£(x)
= fdtd”x\/[g +(g""3,4* 3 p—m?|¢|?) . (5.1)

Following the manipulations of the previous section, we
can put this in the form

k

§= f f(Z#)

_ftz)n

1 |n*-1 _ m? k|2
2| 47 h%? ’
(5.2)

where the dot now means a derivative with respect to con-
formal time. From this equation, we see that the Hamil-

tonian for X is
m?  n?-—1
h? 4

1
k+;

X2
y/:—
K=ty

} . (5.3)

Notice that the Hamiltonian is explicitly time dependent;
hence, the Schrédinger equation will not separate; also, far
in the past it reduces to that of a harmonic oscillator.
The Schrodinger equation is
.3 1 32 1 [n2-1 _ m?
472 h*?

ot 282 2

Again we look for solutions of the form
W, [X,T]=g (Dexp[ — +f(T)X?] . (5.5

Equating coefficients of X° and X? to 0, we see that we
need to solve the pair of equations

4§+i=, ' (5.6)
g 2

n —1 m2 2

ek |=0. (5.7

if —f*—

As before, we substitute f =_iR/R into the second
equation to reduce it to

n?—1

k 2
h 2?2 472

R =0. (5.8

This is just a form of Bessel’s equation; defining
v=(n?/4—m?*/h*)? we get

R(D=c T2 H (kD) +c,7

where H! and H'? are Hankel functions, and hence we

TV2H? (kT , (5.9)

“can solve for f and g. In general,

f@O=—i 1—2v ey H | (KE) e, HE | ( kﬂ]
27 ¢ HV (KT) +c, HP (kT)
(5.10)
and
gN=—S-—Cexp| L [T f(t)dt], (5.11)
R 2 o

where C is a normalization constant. As in the confor-
mally coupled case we see that the wave function for each
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mode k depends on an undetermined parameter. If we
impose . as our boundary condition the requirement that
the vacuum wave functional tend to the harmonic-
oscillator (Gaussian) ground state in the far past (f— — o
or a—0), then it can be written as

(X0 =W X T1=Cexp | —+ [ f(dt—Lf X

(5.12)
1/4 172
Ref R o — 11212
T R ’
(5.13)
where
1—2v  KkH (kD)
(H=— + (5.14)
4 27 H'(KT)
and
R(D=c,72HV (k7) . (5.15)

C was chosen by requiring (0 |0 ) =1. Of course, if we
did not make use of an initial condition, any R satisfying
(5.8) would be allowed and the vacuum wave functional,
of each mode, would form a one-parameter family. Re-
quiring that the wave functional be de Sitter invariant is
not enough to remove this degeneracy, although it does
reduce it tremendously by effectively making the con-
stants mode independent. Equation (5.14) is also the wave
function in the exponentially contracting coordinates if a
boundary condition is used in the far future.

The equal-time Green’s function in momentum space is
just

1

2Ref(D) 4

where J, and Y, are Bessel functions. Here, unlike the
conformally coupled case, the Green’s function is time
dependent.

If we restrict ourselves to (3 + 1) dimensions and look
at the massless scalar field, we see that the wave function-
al is

XUk, D))= [Jz(kt)+Y (kD)], (5.16)

L3

(X | 0p) =W [X,T]=

1/4 ~ 12
kt
i+kf

i +k%F3

X exp 1+k2~2 ‘ l
(5.17)

2r

i~ 1
— kT —
bk |

up to a (formally infinite) phase in the exponent. So, we
see that a minimally coupled scalar field in de Sitter
spacetime looks like a collection of harmonic oscillators
with time-dependent frequencies. The flat-spacetime limit
of this wave functional is just the harmonic-oscillator

wave functional we found for the conformal field, times-

an infinite phase which cancels the phase alluded to
above.
This wave function gives

h2a2
k2

XAk, D))= 1+ , (5.18)

1
2k
which differs from the conformally coupled Green’s func-
tion by a piece which grows in time (remember that con-
formal time 7—0 corresponds to the far future). This ex-
pression is also valid in the exponentially contracting
coordinates.

Brandenberger!® has also derived this expression for the
real part of the coefficient of X? in the exponent. There
are, however, differences between our wave functions; pri-
marily the time-dependent normalization, which is of
some importance, and the imaginary part of the coeffi-
cient of X2. These do not affect the two-point function in
momentum space (X%(k,7)). It should be pointed out
that Brandenberger has exactly the same (X*(k,7)) as we
have obtained for de Sitter space; not, as he claims, some-
thing that is valid only in a de Sitter phase of a
Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) cosmology. The re-
sult he attributes to Hawking'® is applicable only for very
long wavelengths—much outside the horizon—where the
k —> term in (5.18) dominates the k ~! term.

To study the spreading of the wave functional in field
space we need to look at this Green’s function in position
space:

1 ~
(P)=57 [ K2k (kD) (5.19
This integral is logarithmically infrared divergent in
(3 + 1) dimensions; in fact, it is in any number of dimen-
sions. The infrared structure of the scalar field propaga-
tor in de Sitter space is very similar to that of the propa-
gator in (1 + 1)-dimensional flat spacetime (see Ma and
Rajaraman®). As we will discuss in detail in Sec. X, the
logarithmic infrared divergence in the de Sitter scalar
field propagator leads one to the same conclusion about
symmetry restoration as in the low-dimensional flat-
spacetime examples.

Evaluating this integral with suitable infrared and ul-
traviolet fixed proper momentum cutoffs, we find in
(3 4+ 1) dimensions

(¢2>— Rt —t;)+h%n | — p ” , (5.20)
i
and in an odd number (n) of spatial dimensions:
(n/2) -
(¢2)—m hn(t—ti)-{-hn 111’1 —,_ (5.21)

Here we have retained some of the cutoff-dependent terms
[all terms discarded either depend on the ultraviolet cutoff
or disappear when the infrared cutoff is removed (k; =0
or t;=— w)]; k, and k; are the ultraviolet and infrared
proper momentum cutoffs and ¢ and ¢; are the times at
which the momentum scales k, and k; were the size of the
horizon. The (1 + 1) de Sitter propagator exactly repro-
duces the flat-spacetime result in the limit # =0. The ex-
tra piece (for h5<0) arises from the red-shifting of the
proper momentum cutoff in de Sitter space.
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We could view (5.21) as describing field theory in a
‘universe which at time ¢; went from a Minkowski to a de
Sitter phase; the infrared cutoff would then correspond to
eliminating all information outside the initial de Sitter
horizon which could not influence the scalar field’s evolu-
tion. The symmetry group of such a spacetime would not
be as big as the de Sitter group; equivalently we may say
that the momentum cutoffs do not preserve the de Sitter
symmetry. This is the reason that the form of ($?) seems
to be inconsistent with the fact that de Sitter spacetime is
a maximally symmetric space. This expression is prob-
ably also valid for even n. The time dependence may be
interpreted as the wave function spreading linearly with
time in field space. Massive scalar field theory in
(1 4 1)-dimensional flat spacetime with a time-dependent
mass that goes from a constant nonzero value to zero
abruptly also has a time-dependent {($2?). The (3 + 1)-
dimensional result has been noted previously by Linde.!?
Hawking and Moss!” have noticed that the propagator is
logarithmically infrared divergent in (3 + 1) dimensions.
Their result is of interest particularly because they use the
Euclidean version of the coordinate system which covers
the whole de Sitter hyperboloid, i.e., the coordinate system
in which de Sitter space is a contracting and then expand-
ing compact three-sphere (we shall look at scalar field

1

72
(X)P(x')) = ——

(g(x)e 4(2m)"a" !

_ T

- 2(n +4)/2,n,(n —2)/20n—1r(n——2)/2

__ k"' T(n/2-vT(n/2+v) ;
T (4m)mtD22 T((n+1)/2)

n

2

__ k"' T@ELm-=%) .
T (4m)m D2 T((n+1)/2)

&,n—6;

where 8=m?/nh?, r=|x—x'|, and F is a hyper-
geometric function. The integral in (5.23) has been
evaluated in Appendix A. The massless limit of this
two-point function, in (3 4 1) dimensions, is exhibited in
Fig. 2 (we have suppressed the zero mode). We will con-
sider the case 8 << 1. To study the infrared properties of
the integrand in (5.23) we need to look at its behavior at
low momenta; consequently we can use the limiting form
of the Bessel function for small arguments,

ko

T(p+1)

z

J”(Z)z E‘

and

1 u©
Y,_L(Z)z et ;l"(,u)

2
z

Clearly the infrared divergence comes from the second
term in the integrand. At low momenta the momentum
integral goes like

[ d"ke™ *=%LJ 2AKD) + ¥, A(KD)]
[ dk k"% () o (kr) [T, (KD + Y AKD))
P ) 11— +V;

n+1
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theory in this coordinate system in more detail in the next
three sections). This checks that the infrared properties of
the propagator are independent of the coordinatization of
the hyperboloid. Field theory in the contracting metric
will also be infrared divergent.

We make a short digression to discuss how to recover
the massive conformally coupled case from the massive
minimally coupled case. Looking at the Schrodinger
equation for the minimally coupled case we see that for a
particular value of the mass, m2/h?=(n%—1)/4, we re-
cover the conformally coupled Schrédinger equation; for
this value of the mass, v=1 and f(7)=k; thus we have
the conformally coupled wave functional (up to an unim-
portant phase). In fact, if we had an arbitrary coupling to
the curvature of the background geometry—i.e., a term of
the form —+v[g|[éR¢? in the Lagrangian with &
arbitrary—we would just need to make the replacement
m2o>m?4£R [ie.,, m*—>m2+En(n +1)h?] to obtain the
wave functional.

Let us now compute the full equal-time Green’s func-
tion, taking some care as regards the divergences. To re-
move the trivial ultraviolet divergence we evaluate the
two-point function at finite separation; to handle the in-
frared divergence we study the case of a nonzero mass.
Then

(5.22)

(5.23)

r2

T4

n+1
2

(5.24)

b

2

J;l__ri

| (5.25)
t

04 T T T T T T T T T

0.2 — -

-0.2 L1l [ B N NN
0.l | 10

PROPER DISTANCE (IN HUBBLE UNITS)

FIG. 2. The massless limit of the two-point function,
in 3+ 1 dimensions (with the zero mode removed)
[{d(x)p(x")) —h?/8m*8]/h? as a function of proper distance
ha | x—x’'|, in Hubble units. All contributions in the ultraviolet
from scattering off of the background have been suppressed.
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fdkk‘2”+"“l= fdkk—(n2—4m2/h2)‘/2+n——1

= [ gk nromn (5.26)
k

This is logarithmically infrared divergent for the massless

case. For fixed n an infinitesimal positive mass cures this

divergence (even with a fixed positive mass the integral is

still divergent in the limit n — o0).

In spite of a claim to the contrary,'® this infrared diver-
gence is a real physical divergence—it is not an artifact of
a wrong choice of initial condition but is present in the de
Sitter invariant vacuum state (we will elaborate on this

later). It is easy to see that even if we start out with a
|

1 1
Ref(1)  k(kip)*(k)?

+sin?k T + (kT)?cos?k T + [4(kT, VAKE)+2(kto) —2(kFo )(kT)? — 2kF]cosk T sink T} ,

where T=7—7,. Clearly,

Ref (tp)=k (5.29)

and so this state describes a harmonic oscillator with a
time-independent frequency. There are no infrared diver-
gences. Consider a much later time, 7-—0; then
sin?k T ~ cos*k T ~ + and sinkT ~ coskT ~0; we obtain

1+ (k7)?
2k (KDA(KTo)*

1 _ 14k
Ref (7) k32

(5.30)

The first term is what was present when we imposed the
initial condition at 7y= — oo} it has a logarithmic infrared
divergence. The second term has an even more infrared
divergent structure, but we need not consider it if we are
interested in finite 7, i.e., 7o— — . This exercise sug-
gests that the conclusions we draw about symmetry res-
toration (in Sec. X) probably do not depend too strongly
on our choice of initial/boundary condition. One can
check explicitly, from (5.28), that for T <<k ~!, these in-
frared divergences disappear.

In the coordinate system (2.3), the equal-time two-point
function is

pn—1 I'(n/2—v)['(n/24v)
(4g)n+D72 T'((n+1)/2)
212 2ht
XF| 2y 2y, ”‘2“ T h: (5.31)

The flat-spacetime limit may be obtained by letting A —0
in (5.23). In this limit v becomes imaginary. We make
use of the asymptotic formula valid for large real b and x:

2

2 2
Tiol)+Yip (X~ a7

(5.32)

which gives us
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state which has no infrared divergences initially, time evo-
lution will generate them, provided the state is allowed to
evolve for a sufficiently long (formally infinite) period of
time. Consider the following initial condition—Iet the
[(3 + 1)-dimensional massless] wave function go to that of
a harmonic oscillator at some finite time 7, in the past
(not at — oo as before). Then we obtain

¢y cos(k)+ [ikto—(kio)*lexp(—ikZp) $27
¢y sin(kfy)+i[ikfy — (ko) ]exp( —ikTy) '

[the coefficient of X2 approaches that in (5.17) in the limit
To— — ], and

{ (KT V(KD + 1]+ [ (kT YA KT)? — (Ko )2+ 2(KEo (kD) ](sin?k T — cosk T)

(5.28)
|
. , 1 d"k ek (x=x)
}El_’nz(d)(x)rﬁ(x )=+ 2r) (Ctm2)72
dk()dnk eik-(x—x’)
= 5.33
¢C+ (2,”.)714-1 (k2_m2) ( )

(where C* is a contour in the complex k, plane enclosing
the positive pole), the Minkowskian result.

At this point we could repeat the analysis of the previ-
ous section by finding the path integral of the Schrodinger
equation and the “nonequal” times Green’s function for
the minimally coupled scalar field. However, we do not
have to go through this exercise as there is an easy way to
obtain the Feynman Green’s function; looking at the con-
formally coupled case we see that we just need to make
the substitution:

eth 2

, 1
P2 ohte+e) |2 —( —ht__—h

e M_e 2

Y _ie) |=—0o

(5.34)

(notice that in the equal-time limit the right-hand side
reduces to the left-hand side). In conformal coordinates
we are making the replacement

1 -

2,2 2 P TPRY)
a‘r*————r[r*—(—7+t —ie)
(hD)(AT) ]
which is the unique object, up to a multiplicative factor in
front, that is de Sitter invariant, and that reduces to
[r2—(t —t')?] in the flat-spacetime limit. So we have
(To(t,x)p(2',x'))

hn—l
= (4m)n+D72

(5.35)

C(n/2—v)I'(n/2+v)
I'((n +1)/2)

h20'2
4

n+1-
2

n n
2 —V, 2 +V,

X F ;14 (5.36)

The Minkowskian limit may be obtained as before by let-
ting h—0.
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VI. THE LANCZOS METRIC: THE CONFORMALLY COUPLED FIELD

In this section we again consider the massless conformally coupled scalar field, but in the k= 41 background. The ac-
tion is given by Egs. (3.1) and (3.2). Using Eq. (2.8) and integrating, spatially by parts, it becomes

S= fdtd"xa"|g,~j | 172

2

2 1 . —1 1)h?
Jﬂ_+§2_¢ f(zn)(ﬁ_(i__)w_(ﬁw

, (6.1

8

where .£%,) is the Laplacian on the unit sphere S” (see Appendix B). As before, we rewrite this in terms of a dimension-

less field X =a " —V/%¢:

n—1
2

1x1* 1x|?
2

S= fdfd"x|gij|1/2 5

where the dot now means a derivative with respect to con-
formal time (we have integrated by parts and dropped a
surface term).

The eigenfunctions of .#%, are generalized spherical
harmonics Y, with n indices (W represents the n —1
magnetic indices), which we shall generically denote by k;
these are discussed in Appendix B. Now

LY ap=—A(A +n—1)Y 4 , (6.3)
SO

2

Xel? | Xe|?
Xe 1® Xk | 6

S= dr
%f’ 2 2

n—1
2

A+

or, treating the real and imaginary parts of X as indepen-
dent real variables, which we generically denote as X, we
have

. 2
_ X2 x|, n-1
S_gfdt‘z—z A+ l (6.5)
or
=B X ] 2 6.6)
A—2+2 + > (6.

An analysis similar to that performed in Sec. III then al-
lows us to write the functions R and f as

R(‘t’)=clei(#+l/2)?+c2e—i(;t+1/2)? 6.7)
and

e BHIT_ ¢ o —ilu+1/2]T

— 1 !
f@=@+3) cle“““/”y-{—cze —i(u+1207 | ? 6.8)

where =4 +n/2—1. As we are considering a confor-
mally coupled scalar field we need to have a time-
independent f which means that we need to choose ¢, =0
(the choice ¢; =0 gives us an unnormalizable wave func-
tion). This choice will be discussed in detail later on. So
the vacuum wave function for mode 4 is

W, (,D=(X]04)

1/4
332:—1 ] expl—L(u+LNTF+xD] . (6.9

2
+%X*3?M] , (6.2)

T
The equal-time two-point function in momentum space is
1 1
(X*) = = ;
2Ref(f) 24+n-—1

it is time independent. Transforming back to position
space we have

(6.10)

Yi(Q)Y,(Q)

oy 1
(6(Q)p(Q)) = e g 2A+n—D (6.11)

" The addition formula (B13) simplifies this to
(p(xp(x)) = —tn —1)/2) (6.12)

478 +1)/2( ___0_2)(n -0n72 -

This is the same as the expression we had for the kK =0
metric (3.28).

VII. THE LANCZOS METRIC:
THE MINIMALLY COUPLED FIELD

We extend the analysis of the previous section to the
minimally coupled scalar field, where the action is given
by Eq. (5.1). We can write the conformal Hamiltonian as

= p> X2 n—1 :
= |4
7 4 ) + ) -+ >
2 2
ap|m”_ n"—1
+sec“t PP 2 }, (7.1)
where

sec’f=h’a? . (7.2)

Unlike the Hamiltonian for field theory in the k =0 back-
ground, this Hamiltonian does not have a classically al-
lowed asymptotic region in which it approaches that of a
harmonic oscillator with a time-independent frequency.
The formal similarity to (5.3) should, however, be noted.
Also, at T=0, %4 has no explicit time dependence and
hence the 7=0 hypersurface might be a good surface on
which an initial condition can be prescribed (this is not
what we do). Notice that as @ —0 (this limit does not lie
on the Lorentzian section of de Sitter space) this Hamil-
tonian approaches the conformally coupled Hamiltonian;
this fact shall be used to impose a boundary condition on
the Schrodinger equation.

The functions R and f appearing in the wave functional
have the form
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R(f)=cos'*[c; RV} (sinf) +c,R ¥} (sinD)] ,

1—2v

¢ RV~ (sin?) +c,R P}~ \(sin?)

(7.3)

f(O)=i tan? —i(u+v)(u—v+1)

where #z-—A +n/2—1, v=n%*/4—m?/h»'?, and
RMER( ’5 are related to the Legendre functions Pg ,Qg
by

ROz =PE()+ 2 08(2) . (1.5)
This is similar to the relation between the Hankel and
Bessel functions. The asymptotic analysis is more easily
understood if one uses the R instead of the P2 and
0%, Although these functions do not seem to have been
studied before, the formulas that we shall use may be de-
rived using the Legendre functions.

Burges? has attempted to use de Sitter invariance to ob-
]

¢1R W1 2(sinf) +¢,R @1/ *(sin?)

fH=—iu++7

¢1RV}2(sin) +c, R »)/*(sin?)

Using the following relations,
172

— . 2 2i T
RW=172(ging) — g T
w0 =170 | 2ur 1P| (072
12
. . o
R (sin0) = —op | *P|i|0—75 (+5) |,

and .
[R“);(x)]* =R(2);(x) ,
we obtain

c el T=T/ D12 _¢ o

—i(f—m/2)0(n+1/2)

fO=@u+3)

clei(T—fr/Z)(u+l/2)+c2e —i(f—m/2)(p+1/2)

(7.4)

¢ RV (sinf) +c,R P} (sin?)

[

tain an expression for f(0). He has considered a massless
scalar field with, presumably, no coupling to the back-
ground geometry. Our results, when restricted to 7=0
and m =0 (and assuming that the ratio ¢, /c; is the same
for each mode) only agree with his expressions in 1 + 1
dimensions. We shall elaborate on this discrepancy later.

First we present a heuristic argument for the “correct”
initial condition. This is more of a self-consistency re-
quirement, that the minimally coupled solution should
reproduce the conformally coupled solution for some par-
ticular value of v, rather than the stronger requirement
concerning the behavior of the wave function as a—0,
which probably depends to some extent on the quantum
theory of gravity. For v=+ we have

(7.6)

w+%4,

(7.7

(7.8)

(7.9)

So if this f is to describe the conformally coupled scalar field, then we need to choose ¢, =0. With this choice we have

172

2 i (F—
R(D=c, _l o F=m/2(u+1/2)
T

and

fO=p+73),

(7.10)

(7.11)

as in the conformally coupled case. A more general argument will be presented later on to show that this is indeed the
correct initial condition. We can temporarily accept this as an ansatz.

This ansatz then gives us
2 1

rd+u+v)

Ref (F)=

7TCOS? [P;(81n7)12+_4_2[Q;(SIn?)]2 F(1+[.L—V)
o

(7.12)

The coincidence limit of the massless scalar (rescaled) field’s two-point function in (3 + 1) dimensions is then given by

1 1 h2a?

2 = ==
= Rer® ﬂA+UL+AM+n

>

(7.13)
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where the prefactor is the conformally coupled scalar’s two-point function. This is very similar to (5.18), the expression
in k =0 coordinates. As before, the second term will lead to an infrared divergence in the propagator.

The position space two-point function can be expressed as

1
(p(x)¢(x")) = Y (Q)Y,(Q) (7.14)
¢ ¢ an_l % 2 f(?) k k
A+ % —v
'((n—1)/2) cost (n—1)72 n—l
T 4pn—072gn—1 Ecn (cosy) |4 2 n
' A+—+v
XALPY +ns2—1(SIND P +(4/7)[QY n/2—1(sinD)]?}, (7.15)
where C{ 172 is a Gegenbauer polynomial, and we have used (B12).
For the massless conformal case v=+ and so using (B8), the expression above reduces to
, T'((n—1)/2) (n—1)/2 _ T'((n—1)/2)
(¢(x)p(x")) = 47+ 02gn—1 EA:CAn (cosy)= 4 H /2 gyn =172 (7.16)
which is exactly what we had before.
We can evaluate the general expression (see Appendix C) to obtain
) A"l F'(n/2—vI'(n/2+v) n n+1 h%o?
! —+v,— —v; ;1 s 7.17
() = T Tn+1),2) 2ty TV Ty 717
which is the same as (5.24) and also agrees with the earlier analysis of Ref. 19.
[
VIII. EUCLIDEAN GREEN’S FUNCTIONS oF= dJ 8.5)
w= :
. . . . et
In this secti e use the Euclid th-int 1 -
Con We Bse the Sty icean pati-integra repre We first discuss the conformally coupled case. In Eu-

sentation of the generating functional to evaluate the
Green’s function. The generating functional, for any of
the theories we have considered, in the presence of an
external source J, is given by

Z[J]=N [ D¢exp [is+i [ d"xdht)vTg |J¢] )
(8.1)

Here S could be any of the actions which we have con-
sidered, N is a normalization constant chosen in such a
manner that Z[0]=1, and we have chosen to work with
the variable At instead of ¢.

As discussed in Sec. II, the analytic continuation of de
Sitter space is an (n + 1)-dimensional sphere embedded in
(n 42)-dimensional Euclidean space. Then

Ig | l/zand(ht)-—: _ hnl+1 IS(n+1) | I/Zdn+1xE (82)
where
d*tlxp= H de; , (8.3)
i=1
and
g‘"’a ¢*av¢ 2S(n+luvaE *aE , (8.4)
where

clidean space, using the Euclideanized version of (3.1) we
may write the exponent in (8.1) as

L S(n+1) 1/2
_7fdn+le

hn——l
% S(n+1);wa£ *af¢

- ¢ J¢*
+Ln_+_1)7n__1_[¢|2 _h,zeg__h% 8.6)

Integrating by parts, using the generalized spherical har-
monics defined in Appendix B and

LlanYaw=—A(A+n)Y 4 , (8.7)
where '
f(zn+1)= 1 aE'S("+1), l/Zs(n +1);waf , (8.8)

lS(n+1)| 172 7V

we obtain for the momentum-space representation of the
exponent in the functional integral
1 n—1 n+1
TR =
2h" s 2

Pk A+ bx

_ Tide gk J ©.9)

2 h?
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By using an expansion in spherical harmonics, we effec-
tively exclude from the functional integral those field con-
figurations which are not regular on the Euclidean sec-
tion. We may introduce a shifted field

Ji

i =K — (8.10)

n—1

h2
2

A+ A+

2

n+1 ]

n+1))1/2 n+1)) 172 . Y. (Q) YR Q!
J—_l_fdn+1 f_l—l__.]*(x)zhn—l__k(_i__)_](x')

The path-integral measure does not change under this
transformation, so we obtain

1 Jie
h2 (mt Dt h?

Z[J)=Z[0]exp 2h"_12

(8.11)

or rewriting the Green’s function in the position represen-
tation

Z[J]=exp |7 [ d"*'x - (8.12)
-] At p B+ p+3)
So the Euclidean Feynman Green’s function is
Q) YE(Q)
(TH(Q)P(Q')) = h”_lz k - (8.13)
(,u+ N +35)
Using the equivalent of (B12) in n + 1 dimensions, we find
n—1 24
(THQ(Q)) = h4ﬂ(nll(;’)//22) > (1 +n) 1 Ch/*(cosyp41) » (8.14)
n— n+
A
+ > A+ >
which, from Appendix D, is equal to
h" 1 '((n—1)/2) _ 1 L'((n—1)/2) 8.15)
2(277.)(71-{—1)/2 (I—COSY,,_H)("_U/Z 4 n+172 (_GEZ)(n—l)/Z : *

This is the Euclidean extension of the Feynman Green’s function that we had calculated in Secs. ITI and VL.
The minimally coupled case is analyzed in exactly the same way. An appropriate definition of the shifted field ¢} al-

lows us to express the generating functional as

Z = 8. 6
Wl=exp | 2 e A n /2N A S /3=v) h? (8.16)
We can therefore write the Euclidean Green’s function as
Q A"~ 10 (n /2) (24 +n) w2
TN e =" 00 2 (4 n /24w A +n/a—v) CA (O nsi)s ®17
which is (see Appendix D) equal to
A"l Tn/2—v)T(n/24v) | n n n+4+1 14cosy,
F|— y A — Vs 3 ’ .18
(4m)"+072 " T((n +1)/2) 2TV 2 ®.18)

the Euclidean continuation of (5.36).

IX. THE INITIAL/BOUNDARY CONDITION
AND DE SITTER INVARIANCE

There is a widespread belief that the de Sitter vacuum
state belongs to a one parameter family and that some ex-
tra criterion must be used to pick a suitable vacuum
state.> We have shown that if the wave function for each
mode is taken to be the general solution of the functional
Schrodinger equation without imposing an initial condi-
tion [on the Lorentzian section, or, equivalently a boun-
dary (regularity) condition on the Euclidean section], then
each wave function forms a one-parameter family. We

now elaborate on this statement and present an argument
for the initial/boundary condition; we then relate this
condition to Hawking’s prescription for quantum gravity.!
We may rephrase the initial condition which we have been
using in the following manner: instead of requiring that
the wave-functional (as a functional of the dimensionless
field X) approach that of a harmonic-oscillator ground
state in some limit, we may equivalently require that the
energy of this state not diverge in the same limit.%°

The expectatlon value of the scalar field ( ¢p) Hamil-
tonian, , for the mode p, is related to that of % as
follows
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E,=(0,|5,|0,)

_1 )
= (0, ]% |0, y==+ (,, pe= op> (9.1)
1 .
= (2 —if+ff*) . 9.2)
2afim S YT

We have used the standard form for the wave function
(3.13) and eliminated g by using the equation of motion
(3.14). We may now eliminate f>—if by using the other
equation of motion; this will result in a different expres-
sion for each of the cases we consider. As we will be
working with the wave functional for a particular mode,
we will refer to ¢; and ¢, as constants; in reality, they
could be different for different modes. We first consider
the k=0 conformally coupled scalar field. Using (3.15)
we obtain

¢

E —_——.—.__( k24 FF*) (9.3)
T2+ 7
Then from (3.18) we find
2 2
k ¢1°+c;
=L T2 4
k=7 ci—e? 9.4)

We have assumed that the ratio ¢ /c, is real; in general it
could be complex. However, the independent argument
concerning regularity on the Euclidean section justifies
this choice. So, if Ej is to remain finite as ¢ —0 we re-
quire
¢4y’

5 9.5)

e, =1orc,=0
which means that Ej is just k/2a, or all excited states of
the harmonic oscillator are unoccupied. The ground-state
energy just leads to a shift in the zero of energy and may
be taken care of by appropriately normal ordering the
Hamiltonian. Similarly, for the minimally coupled scalar
field in the same coordinate system we may use (5 7) to
rewrite (9.2) as

1
2a(f +1*)

Using (5.10) and the relevant asymptotic forms of the
Hankel functions, we see that in the limit @ —0 this be-
comes

Ex= (K24 ff*+h%?(+ -] . (9.6)

2 2
k ¢1”"+c¢;

5 9.7)

k= 2 c12—c2
exactly as in the previous case (again we assume ¢, /c; is
real). This should not come as a surprise as this Hamil-
tonian approaches the conformally coupled scalar field’s
Hamiltonian in the limit ¢ —0. So finiteness of energy as
a—0 again requires ¢, =0. Notice that de Sitter space in
k=0 coordinates has no real Euclidean section.

For the conformally coupled scalar field in k=+1
coordinates, we obtain

L [+ ir+rr.

—_— (9.8)
2a(f +f*)

EAZ

In these coordinates it is not clear, a priori, what the
a—0 limit means. In fact, a =0 does not lie in the
Lorentzian section of de Sitter space. It is easy to show
that @ =0 corresponds to two points, the North and South
poles of the Euclidean sphere in this coordinate system
(actually the Euclidean section consists of an infinite
number of spheres, one on top of the other, with the con-
tiguous North and South poles identified, see Fig. 3.
From (2.9) we can write
2.2 172
sinf= lha—1) 7 . 9.9)
ha

So the a—0 limit is clearly equivalent to 7— +i o, oOne
limit corresponding to the North pole and the other to the
South pole of the Euclidean section. We need to satisfy
the condition of finiteness of energy at only one of these
points, and it will be automatically satisfied at the other
because these points are identified on contiguous spheres
(so, effectively we use only one boundary condition). Let
us write 7=IT, this places us on the Euclidean section;

then (9.8) becomes

1 —
(B+7) ¢ 2e—r+DT 4 o 2,Qu+ 1T

20 ¢ le AT _ 2,00t 10T

4= (9.10)
Now +(u+ ) is the harmonic-oscillator ground-state en-
ergy, so to satisfy the requirement that the energy remain
finite at either 7=+ o or — « we need to choose ¢, =0
(as before, we have chosen c¢;/c, to be real). Alternative-
ly, we could have evaluated the energy on the Lorentzian

Q
1

Al /2

FIG. 3. The Lorentzian and Euclidean sections of de Sitter
spacetime. The set of axes represent the complex time plane;
the vertical axis is imaginary ‘“‘time” ¢z, the horizontal axes are
real time.
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section and then required it be finite as a—0. The energy
on the Lorentzian section is

(‘u,—f—%) CIZ+6‘22
A= 9 ci2—c,?

(9.11)

and so, as before, we need ¢, =0.

The minimally coupled case in k= + 1 coordinates can
be analyzed in a similar manner. The expressions for the
R need to be analytically continued from (—1,1) to
(— o0, ). Evaluating the energy on the Lorentzian sec-
tion, we see that c,=0 keeps the field energy finite as
a—0. Equivalently, with ¢,=0, f(7) given by (7.4) ap-
proaches the conformally coupled scalar field’s
F(H)=(u+ ) in this limit.

We now argue that the initial condition we have
described above reduces to the boundary condition of reg-
ularity on the Euclidean section proposed by Hawking.
The analytic continuation (2.14) leads to what may be
considered to be an infinite set of (n + 1)-dimensional Eu-
clidean de Sitter spheres with contiguous North and South
‘poles identified; see Fig. 3 (it should also be possible to
identify the spheres and hence replace the infinite set by
one sphere; this is not important). The waist of the hyper-
boloid is the equator of the sphere.

Consider a trajectory which comes in from 7=m/2
(a = ) on the hyperboloid and goes to 7=0 (a =1/h)—
this point, 7=0, will be at the intersection of a real time
axis and the Euclidean time axis in the complex time
plane. If we now analytically continue to Euclidean time,
this is equivalent to the trajectory moving off the equator
on the Euclidean sphere towards either the North or
South pole, depending on which way we move along the
Euclidean time axis. The requirement that the energy be
finite as @ —0 then corresponds to including in the func-
tional integral only those field configurations which are
regular on the Euclidean section (in particular we discard
field configurations which are singular at the poles).

It is instructive to discuss the approaches of Ref. 2 to
field theory in de Sitter spacetime. Chernikov and Ta-
girov have studied the conformally coupled scalar field in
k= +1 coordinates. They use the Heisenberg representa-
tion and exhibit normal mode expansions for the field
operators. Since they have not used an initial condition
when solving the equation of motion, they find a one pa-
rameter set of vacuums, which they show are invariant
under the de Sitter group. They then use the correspon-
dence principle to argue that particles with large momenta
must travel on geodesics and so choose a particular vac-
uum in which particles behave appropriately in this limit.

Burges, on the other hand, argues that the massless
minimally coupled scalar field’s vacuum wave functional
must be de Sitter invariant and proceeds to construct gen-
erators which should annihilate it. His arguments seem
incomplete, for reasons which we now discuss. We can
write

+), 9.12)

so we see that the minimally coupled Hamiltonian 5% c,
for a particular mode, describes the quantum mechanics

of a particle in a time-dependent potential. In fact, as the
expansion proceeds, the scale factor a grows and the
time-dependent term soon dominates the X2 term in j’cc ;
because of the relative minus sign, the time-dependent
term corresponds to an inverted harmonic-oscillator po-
tential. The time evolution of this system is easily visual-
ized; the equivalent quantum-mechanical particle oscil-
lates in a harmonic oscillator well which starts flattening
out. Eventually the potential turns over and the particle
is now in a position of unstable equilibrium. In a time-
dependent potential like this, the wave function does not
factorize into a part that depends only on time and a part
that depends only on the field—clearly the frequency of
the equivalent harmonic-oscillator ground state is time
dependent.

Burges requires that the symmetry generators annihilate
the vacuum state wave functional on the 7=0 hypersur-
face. If the wave function describes a system of harmonic
oscillators, with a time-independent frequency, this as-
sumes the existence of a normal-ordering prescription.
For example, consider the total Hamiltonian on y; using
the Schrodinger equation, we may reduce this to a time-
independent problem by replacing i d/d¢ with the total
ground-state energy (which is infinite). We may then con-
sider this equivalent to requiring that the normal-ordered
Hamiltonian annihilate the time-independent part of the
wave function. However, if the wave function describes a
system of harmonic oscillators with a time-dependent fre-
quency, we cannot reduce the problem to a time-
independent one and therefore do not have a normal-
ordering prescription. Even if we only consider the equa-
tions at 7=0 we need to be able to normal order. Notice
that in (1 + 1) dimensions the massless minimally coupled
case has exactly the same Hamiltonian as the conformally
coupled case, i.e., v= %; hence the wave function describes
a system of harmonic oscillators with a time-independent
frequency and so it can be separated.

X. THE RESTORATION OF CONTINUOUS
SYMMETRIES

We study the restoration of continuous symmetry in de
Sitter spacetime by considering an interacting scalar field
theory which has a broken-symmetry phase; Goldstone’s
original example,?! a complex scalar field ® in a ®* po-
tential, lends itself readily to analysis. The Lagrangian
density is

L =50,DHP* —V(PD*),

where the potential

(10.1)

Ao
4
has an O(2) symmetry. For Ao>0, uo? <0 we find the

2
V(q><1>*)=f‘—2°—<<1><1>*)+ (DD*)?

conventional symmetry-breaking potential. The Euler-
Lagrange equation
(8,0 + oY) P+ Ao =0 (10.2)
then has stable minima at
g 172
|| =p= 0 (10.3)
Ao
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The Goldstone modes of this theory are the massless exci-
tations along the circle | ® | =p. These are spin-wave ex-
citations which do not cost energy (which is proportional
to gradients) since only the direction, and not the magni-
tude, of the field ® changes. If we are interested in the
low-energy behavior of this theory we need only consider
these modes. We can, hence, approximate &(x)
=p(x)e'®* by d(x)=pe'®® where 0€E(— w0, ). From
the previous Lagrangian we get the new Lagrangian that
determines the equation of motion of the real field 6(x)
which lives on the circle:

2
ZL= %—aﬂeaﬂe : (10.4)

Thus the field ¢(x)=p6(x), which is essentially the field
on the circle, satisfies a minimally coupled Klein-Gordon
equation, as it must; any other term would break the U(1)
symmetry (translational invariance in 6 space). To study
symmetry restoration we need to look at correlation func-
tions such as

(10.5)

If this correlation function asymptotically tends to zero
for very large physical separation the theory is in a sym-
metric phase; if it asymptotically tends to a constant (> 0)
then the theory is in a Goldstone phase.

Now

(D(x)P*(x')) =p2<exp

id(x)
P

—i¢(x’)
p

exp [

(D(x)D*(x')) =Zpexp

s

($(x)3(x))  ((e)$(0))
e’ p’

(10.6)

where we have regulated the object (¢*0)) by point split-
ting at equal time. This expression is ultraviolet singular;
hence we need to renormalize it: Z is a renormalization
constant chosen in such a manner that the correlation
function (®(x)®*(x’))=1 at a physical separation
| x—x'|a(t)=I, where [ is much less than a Hubble ra-
dius. With this definition

(D(x)P*(x'))
—exp (P(x)p(x))  ($(x)p(x'))

p* P’

|x—x"|a()=I
(10.7)

To study symmetry restoration, we would like to evaluate
this expression in the limit |x—x'|a(#)— . Now from
Eqgs. (E6) and (E12) we see that the part of the exponent
which depends on X =(har /2)? in the appropriate limit is
just
kAt I'(n)
(4m)»+17252 T((n +1)/2)

Therefore,

InX . (10.8)

lim (D(x)P*(x')) =~ [

|x—x'|a(t)> o

2 I
h|x—x"|a(t) | ’
(10.9)

where
h*~(n/2)
a=m (10.10)

So, the correlation function asymptotically approaches
zero (as a power) for very large physical separations.
A related indication of symmetry restoration is’

<¢(x)>:<exp 19lx) )
P
—exp | — —=(#%(x))
2p?
e _hn—lr(n/z) Kya (1) (10.11)
=exp 4rn+2/22 K;a () '

or {®(x))—0 as «; —0, so as we remove the infrared cut-
off, the expectation value of the field vanishes. For n =1
and h =0 we recover the massless (1 + 1)-dimensional
flat-spacetime result’

Ku

Ki

The restoration of continuous global symmetries by
anomalously large correlations in the infrared is a well-
known phenomena in lower-dimensional field theories and
spin systems in flat spacetime. For a nice discussion of
the physics involved, see Ma and Rajaraman.” We briefly
review some of the points discussed in their paper. It is
clear that symmetry restoration is a quantum-mechanical
phenomena. Quantum fluctuations (zero-point motion)
usually lead to spreading of the wave function about a
classically allowed trajectory; if they are large enough
then no trace of the classical trajectory remains. Clearly
this is what happens to the field 6 which lives on the cir-
cle; a logarithmic infrared divergence in its two-point
function just means that there are many paths in the space
of @’s connecting two points; some of these will subtend
an angle that is equal to the difference between the two
points plus an integral multiple (which could even be in-
finite) of 27w. These correlations wipe out the classical
minimum, which is at some fixed value of 6 on the circle.

It must be stressed that the zero mode on the n-sphere,
which is present both in the infrared and the ultraviolet
(see Appendix E), is not responsible for the spreading of
the wave functional in field space. Symmetry restoration
is a direct consequence of the infrared logarithm in the
propagator.

A few comments are in order; as we go up in dimension
a decreases (for fixed h"~!/p?. This means that
(®(x)®*(x')) for large separations dies more slowly in
higher dimensions; which is what we expect. The loga-
rithmic divergences present in scalar field theory in
(n +1)-dimensional de Sitter spacetime are very similar to
those in 2 4+ 1 flat-space finite-temperature field theory or
1+ 1 zero-temperature field theory. However, these
divergences do not seem to be like finite-temperature
divergences, because field theory at finite temperature can
effectively be identified with zero-temperature field theory

(®(x)) =exp

(10.12)

1
— 51n
4mp
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in the same total number of dimensions but with the time
dimension curled up. So, as far as the infrared diver-
gences of the theory are concerned, the number of dimen-
sions has been effectively reduced by one, and not by
n —2 as seems to be the case in de Sitter space.

XI. DISCUSSION

The functional Schrédinger approach to field theory
has proved to be both intuitively and technically useful
for analyzing quantum field theory in curved spacetime.
Although we have only considered scalar field theory, our
results may easily be extended to allow analysis of
nonzero-spin fields in de Sitter space. Similar analysis
may also prove useful for understanding field theory in
other backgrounds of cosmological and astrophysical in-
terest. We are now investigating scalar field theory in
matter- and radiation-dominated FRW cosmologies using
these methods.

We have seen that spontaneously broken symmetries are
dynamically restored in de Sitter space. Although it is
clear that this is caused by an infrared divergence in the
propagator, it is not obvious why the propagator diverges
logarithmically for large physical separation—inde-
pendent of the number of dimensions. It is tempting to
try to identify the Hawking effect as the cause for this
symmetry restoration, but this identification does not
seem to be correct. This is primarily because from finite-
temperature field theory, we know that the infrared prop-
erties of an (n + 1)-dimensional finite-temperature field
theory are the same as the n-dimensional zero-
temperature version of the theory. Here it seems that the
(n 4 1)-dimensional field theory in a gravitational back-

ground is very similar to (1 4 1)-dimensional Minkowski- -

space zero-temperature field theory. Furthermore, we
know, from the analysis of Shore,?” that discrete sym-
metries in de Sitter space do not seem to be as drastically
affected. Finally, similar analysis in other metrics, in par-
ticular the Schwarzschild metric, do not seem to reinforce
this interpretation; in fact, this phenomena may be pecu-
liar to de Sitter spacetime. Alternatively, this could be in-
terpreted as being inconsistent with the conventional iden-
tification of field theory in nontrivial backgrounds and at
finite temperature.

Whether this effect has any consequences for the infla-
tionary scenario remains to be seen. In the inflationary
scenario one can conceive of an earlier FRW phase effec-
tively acting as an infrared cutoff. However, as we have
seen, the de Sitter evolution will generate infrared diver-
gences, on a characteristic time scale of the order of the
Hubble time. It would be interesting to see if familons?®
would be affected by this phenomena and if so, whether
these effects would survive reheating.

To show that a broken continuous symmetry is restored
we have considered the simplest possible case, a broken
U(1) symmetry. In flat spacetime [(2 + 1) dimensions,
finite temperature] McBryan and Spencer29 have shown
that the two-point correlation function for the field ®
[with a U(1) symmetry] can be used as a bound for two-
point functions of O(N) nonlinear o models, and so if a
U(1) symmetry is restored so will an O(N) symmetry. We
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expect that the behavior of the U(1) will also bound the
O(N) case here.

The functional Schrodinger formalism readily permits
an analysis of the uniqueness of the vacuum wave func-
tional. We have shown that the coefficient £ (7) of X?, in
the exponent of the wave functional, satisfies a first-order
nonlinear differential equation which can be transformed
into a second-order linear differential equation. This has
two linearly independent solutions, but the transformation
connecting f to the general solution is such that only the
ratio of the constants is important; hence, f depends on
one constant (this is because the Schrédinger equation is
first order in time) whose value we must determine.

We find no substantial difference between the unique-
ness of this wave functional and the equivalent one in
Minkowski spacetime. The main difference between these
two wave functionals lies in the interpretation of the ini-
tial conditions imposed. In Minkowski space one can but
does not have to invoke regularity on the Euclidean sec-
tion. In de Sitter space, in k=0 coordinates, a real Eu-
clidean section does not exist; however, we may impose as
the initial condition the requirement that the field energy
remain finite as a >0 (f— — «). When we try to do a
similar thing in k=41 coordinates, we find that we end
up with Hawking’s' prescription because a —0 (in fact, all
a <1/h) lies in the Euclidean section of the manifold.
Thus Hawking’s prescription for the semiclassical case
may be interpreted, physically, as a special case of the re-
quirement that the field energy remain finite as a —O0.
This interpretation could, perhaps, be extended to the
fully quantum-mechanical case; certainly it is correct if
we consider the metric fluctuation as just another quan-
tum field propagating in the background metric.

It seems conceivable that this formalism (along with the
initial/boundary - condition prescription) can be used to
resolve the problem of the correct vacuum state (mode ex-
pansion)®° for those spacetimes to which it is applicable.
Particle production manifests itself in the time depen-
dence of the vacuum wave functional.’! Perhaps the ma-
jor advantage of such an approach is that it allows one to
utilize physical intuition developed solving quantum-
mechanical problems. Also one need solve a first-order
(in time) differential equation instead of the Klein-Gordon
equation; hence, we require only one initial condition.

We have also succeeded in finding a creation operator
that allows us to explicitly construct the excited state
wave functionals from the ground-state wave functional.
We hope to discuss this and some other topics, in particu-
lar, the behavior of nonlinear o models and discrete sym-
metries in de Sitter spacetime, in the future.
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APPENDIX A:
EVALUATION OF THE INTEGRAL (5.23) -
We use
2 w2 24y —k* =2
I KD+ Y, H KD = /, S P |5, K,(T%)

(A1)
(Ref. 23, p. 94), to rewrite the integral in (5.23) as a double

integral and interchange orders of integration (all integrals
are convergent) to obtain

2 © d ~ _ o — k2
?fo —y}ie'zyKV(tzy) fo dk k" =Ky o) plkr) .
(A2)

We can evaluate the second integral, using Eq. (5.9) of
Ref. 24. We find

%rn/Z—l fow dyyn/Z—-lKv(‘i‘Zy)exp

T

ty— —E-y (A3)

Then Eq. (3.31) of Ref. 24 gives us

s 12 |, " - (1=n)/4
77, r —2——1/ r -2—+v] t ~ %
X P2 l—’z——ll . (A4)
Y 272
So
((x)p(x")) = 4ﬂ(n+1)/2atlt~—lr(n—-1)/2
L'(n/2—v)I'(n/2+v)
(472 p2)n—1)74
x P{my? {—’—2——1} ) (A5)
Y 272
Or using Eq. (6) on p. 143 of Ref. 25, we find
()= L Tt
XF —-v+%,V+%; nT—i—l ]; —1%,2—2“
(A6)

APPENDIX B: GENERALIZED SPHERICAL HARMONICS

The n-dimensional spherical harmonics are the eigenfunctions of .#7,), the Laplacian on the unit sphere S” [for coor-

dinatization and metric see (2.15)]:

2 1 (n) | 172g(mijn  __ 1 3 . . 3]
Ziw= | S| 172 3; | S| 80, = sin®~'9, 36, sin =16, 36,
n
1 3 . ns 3
9
sin6,sin" %6, _, 86, ;" n—13g, . T
32

+ : -
sin%@,sin%0, _; - - - sin%6, 96,2 ’

where 9; stands for the derivative with respect to the
coordinate ;. The n-indexed Y, (Q) (W stands for the
collection of “magnetic” indices B,C,..., which run
over the integers [ — 4,4],[ —B,B], . . ., respectively) are
defined by the following equations:

LY ( Q) =AY, (Q) , (B2)

where the O(n +1) symmetry makes the eigenvalues in-
dependent of all but A4; and

Jao|vm)|*=1. (B3)
We can find A4 by studying the case where W =0. Equa-
tion (B2) gives us

d

—————1—— a st —1 _
sin"~19, 86, " En 30, ]YAO(Q)—)"A Y40(Q) .

(B4)
The substitution x =cos@, reduces this to

‘5; YA()(X)=7»A YAQ(X) > (BS)

2
(1—x2)—é%-—nx

(B1)

which is just the Gegenbauer equation [Eq. (22.6.5) of
Ref. 22]. So Ay=—A(A+n—1) and Y, (x)
=c1C,(4"_”/ %(x). To determine the constant c; we make
use of the orthonormality of the Y’s; using Eq. (22.2.3) of
Ref. 22 we find

) 172
' _ n—1 n
AQ2A+n—-1)|T 3 r 5
Yaol)= 24="7 " FDAT(4 4 —1)
X CJ~V"*(cosh,) . (B6)
Using Eq. (22.3.12) of Ref. 22 we obtain
172
n+1
Yoo(Q)= T nt02 (B7)
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Explicit forms for the C\*(x) may be obtained from CP~D"2(cosy)=c, > Yaw(Q)Y 4 (Q) (B9)
the generating function [Ref. 22, Eq. (22.9.3)] w

PYQIPU (@) where ¥ is the angle between ) and Q' and c, is a con-
(1-2xz +2°)7%= 3 z"C,"(x) . (B8) stant which we must determine. The right-hand side is
invariant under rotations, so we can rotate ' to the
The addition formula is North pole:
1
) 172
4124 +n—1) |1 |22 } ris
r— = (n—=172
Y 4w(Q'=North pole)=38y, P VA4 o —1) Cy (1. (B10)
Using .
(n=1)72/1\_ (A +n =2)!
cY (=" (B11)
we eventually obtain
(n+1)/2
Cir =" (cosy) = 4 S Vi ()Y () . (B12)
(24 4n—pr 21|V
We are now in a position to expand | x—y | "~ in spherical harmonics. Let |x| > |y|; then
4
1 1 3|y (n=1)/2
oy = AE_O = cy (cosy)
(n+1)/72 4 Y55, (Q)Y 15 (Q)
_ 4 b Ay+n_1 AW AW . (B13)
p|n=1|awx (24 +n—1)
2

APPENDIX C: EVALUATION OF THE SUM (7.14)

Using Egs. (18), p. 144, (13), p. 141, and ), p. 143 of Ref. 25, we can write
2

2 P A=V tanf)P ;47" ~ V2 (—itan?) . (CD)

T cost

FA+ +v

. 4 .
[P tnra—1 (sm?)]z—}—?[Q,‘{Jr,,/z_l(sm?)]z

Now Eq) (10) on p. 140 of Ref. 23 allows us to replace P, 4 “(" —1D/2(_j tan?) with a linear combination of
P A7m =72 tan?) and.Qv__Aﬁz("_Wz(t tan?). Then using equatlons on p- 179 of Ref. 21 (the expansion for Q% =24,
has an extra factor of e ~™ and of e ~¢*"*, dropping both of these corrects it) reduces (7.15) to

, pr—1 n n h2g2 (1—n)/4
<¢(x)¢(x)>=Wr 5TV r >V 2
(1—n)/4
2,2 ) 2 2
1+ h4‘7 [e ~ilv=1/2mp(1=my2 ‘1+ h20
2.2
+2eiln=1/2)agin o %-—v (1=m)2 'H— hzo , 2

where the sign of the phase of the coefficient of P{!7"¥? is determined by the fact that this is the equal-time limit of the

Feynman propagator:

h%o? 1
1 —_—
+ 2

T T2 (_FATFT _ie)2
Im = lim Im [a(t)a(t’)[r (=747 —ie)]

t—t'

Then Eq. (10) on p. 140 of Ref. 25 allows us to write this as



(1—n)/4
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, "1 n n h%o? h%o? fmma
(d(x)p(x ))=Wr —2—+v r 3 2 14 2
2 2
s Py ‘__ [1_+_ h 2‘7 (C3)
and finally, using Eq. (15.4.18) of Ref. 22, we have
h" ' T(n/24v)T(n/2—v) . |n n n+1 h%o?
F ~ y A Vs ’
@+l T(n1+1)/2) 2T TV 3 4
APPENDIX D: EVALUATION OF THE SUM (8.18)
In this appendix we establish Eqgs. (8.15) and (8.18). Let
X =CO08Ypn 41 (DD
h"'D(n)f1(x) h"~'T(n/2) (24 +n)
F = = (n/2)
) T VAL (5 4 1)/2) 4"+ 2 (A fn 2w A 4n/2—v) A (D2)
and
A" TI0(n)f5(x) n—1 — ’
Fyx)=— L /> A2 /24 V) pAm o n ] 1 D3)
@m) D20 ((n+1)/2) (4o TV20((n 41)/2) 2 2 2 2

We shall now establish that F;(x) and F,(x) satisfy the
same linear second-order differential equation, and the
same boundary conditions:

FI(XO)-—‘:Fz(X())
and (D4)

i‘F}(X)

d
=——F
dx 2(x)

x=x; dx x=x

It then follows that F;(x)=F,(x) (see, for instance, Whit-
taker and Watson,?® Sec. 10.21).
Clearly, F,(x) satisfies the hypergeometric equation,

HF,(x)=0, (D5)
where
_ d? d
H=(1+x)(1—x)dx2 —(n +1)xdx
n
- 13 +v 5 ~v} (D6)
Now
A"~ (n /2) (n/2)
HFl(x)z—Wg(ZA +n)CA" (X), (D7)

where we have made use of Gegenbauer’s equation. We
may use relations between Gegenbauer polynomials (Ref.
25, p. 178) to express (D7) as

nh" " '(n/2)

HF () == [CLP2 () +CEF 272 (x)]
T

(D8)

f

It is easy to show that Gegenbauer functions with nega-
tive integral subscripts vanish and, hence,

HF(x)=0. (D9)
Now using Eq. (15.2.1) of Ref. 22, we have
d 2
“ZFy(x), =h—’§F2(x),,+2 , (D10)

dx

where the second subscript on F indicates the value of n
wherever it appears in the expression for F,(x), except in
the cosy,,; term, which remains unchanged. Similarly
[Eq. (30) on p. 178 of Ref. 25] we find
P TCs
We shall now show that the two functions satisfy the
same boundary conditions. It is convenient to work with
f1(x) and f,(x). The series representation of f(x) [see
(D2)] becomes relatively simple at x =*1 and 0; we con-
sider the case x =—1. Then Eq. (22.4.2) of Ref. 22 al-
lows us to rewrite this as

(D11)

1 1 1
Sil=D= '(n) § A4+n/24+v  A4n/2—v
x LAEn) (yya (D12)
Al
and from Eq. (15.3.1) of Ref. 22 we find
1 n n »
fal=D=g =T |5 —v|T | T4y (D13)

Using the integral representation of I'(4 +n), and inter-
changing the order of integration and summation (the in-
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tegral and sum are convergent) we may rewrite (D12) as

1 fmdye"yy"“1

I'(n)
] 1 1 (—p)*
XA2=0 Adn/24v T A4n2z—v | A1 -
(D14)

Now, both of the series in (D14) are related to incomplete
gamma functions [see Ref. 22, Eq. (6.5.29)], so we find

y v

1 © n
[ —y,n/2—1 i
fil—1)= () fo dye™y > +v,y

+y%y

£-’V
2

(D15)

Using the integral representation of the incomplete gam-
ma function we then obtain

__1 r= Y =V, —t n/2—1
fi(—=1)= ) fo dy fo dte e 'yn
th/Z-—l(tvy—-v y’Vt-—‘V)'

(D16)
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The integrand of this double integral is symmetric in y
and ¢; hence, we can extend the upper limit on the second
integral to « while simultaneously dividing by 2:

1 *© *© -y, —t n/2—v— / —
fx(—l)=—l,—(n—)— fo dy fo dte e Y pn/2+v—1

_T(n/24vL(n/2—v) _
B I'(n) =r(=1.

(D17)

So, we have established F;(—1)=F,(—1). Then from
(D10) and (D11) we see

Lrx|  =ZLrx (D18)
dx x=-1 dx x=-—1
Thus we have established
Fi(x)=F,(x) . (D19)

The sum that we need to evaluate in the conformal case
(8.15) may be obtained from the general result by consid-
ering the value v=5 and simplifying the hypergeometric
function.

APPENDIX E: APPROXIMATE GREEN’S FUNCTIONS

In this appendix we develop two power-series expansions of the minimally coupled scalar field’s equal time Green’s
function, one valid for large, the other for small, separations. For large separations we would find a power series in (1/7)

helpful. Using Eq. (15.3.8) of Ref. 22, we have
I'(a)I'(b) I'(a)

z7°F[a,c —bja —b +1;z71]

F c:l—z]l=
T Flabiesl—zl=7

'(b)

T

(c —a)T(1—b +a) simr(b —a)

z %F[b,c —a;b—a +1;z7]. (E1)

+

T'(c —b)T'(1—a +b) sinm(a —b)

Defining X =(h 24%r2) /4, we can convert Eq. (5.24) to the form

hnl T

I'(n/2—v)X"

($(x)p(x)) =

(4,”.)(n +1)/2 Xn/z

['(5 4+v)T(1—2v)sin(27v)

—v+ %,%—v;l—Zv;X‘l }

v ;
o 1 F(n/2+V)X F V+%,£+V;1+2'V;X_l (E2)
(4 —v)I(1+2v)sin(27v) 2
We then use the power-series expansion for the hypergeometric function to write this as
n—1 o (7 —v+p)[(n/2—v+p)X 7 o D(5+v+p)T(n/2+v+p)X P
T A LD T —x— 3 ~. ®
(4m)*+172 2sin(7v) X"/ =0 (1 —2v+p)p! =0 T(1+2v+p)p!

Now if we are interested in the X — o limit, the leading term will be the p =0 contribution from the first power series,

which is

A"l T(2v)
(4m) "+ D2 (5 4v)

Xv——n/zr l%__v

or for a very small mass,

-1 I'(n)
(47)n+D72 T'((n +1)/2)

XITL (p(x)p(x")) =

[X~%1(8)]

(E4)

(ES)
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"1 [(n) 1
~ ——InX
@m0 T((n +1)/2) |8 (ES)
For small separations a power series in 7 would be helpful; Eq. (15.3.6) of Ref. 22 gives
'(a)T(b) T I'(a)T(b)
—s se3l—z]= Fla,bia +b —c +1;
T Frabel =2l = p e N hsinm(c —a —b) | T(a +b—c+ 1) [@03a +b—c+1:]
_ Tlc—a)l(c _b)zc"”“”
I'(c—a—-b+1)
X F[c —a,c —b‘;c —b —a +1;z] (E7)
so that
| h" g
($(x)p(x")) =
0 (4g)n+ D72 (n=D20 (L _3)D(5 +v)sina[(n —1)/2]
Lz —v(z+v) [, . 3_n
7—v7+Y; X
NGony/2) |2 2%
—u2 L /24+vI(n/2—v) n n 1+n
_xyr=172 v —w X E8
X T((n+1)/2) 2 Ty (E8)
Using the power-series expansion for the hYpergeometric function this becomes
h" g i (3 —v+p)T(5+v+p)X?
(4m) "+ D 2%ing[(n —1)/2]0(+ + D+ —y)x =072 | & T((3—n)/2+p)p!
o & T(n/24v4p)T(n/2—v+p)X?
p§0 I'(n+1)/24p)p!

We notice that the Green’s function has an X-independent piece which comes from the p =0 term in the second series
and is given by

n—1 3—n n n
r|&== = 2 _
-t 2 r[ 2 | T2 T2 VJ 10
— . E
(4m)m D72 (L 4D+ =) NEES
2
In the limit of small mass, we can write this as
-t [(n) 1
(477)(n+1)72 - [n+l s (E11)
2

However, if we keep all terms which contain negative powers of X we get a power series:
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. r _12ﬂ r 3—;n
1 ’ hn— F l _ _
lim ($(x)p(x)) = T (n) 1, x-ln—n721 T
n+1 n—1 ] n—3 ]l'
2 2 !
r 5—;—n
* Xy (E12)
n—3>5

2!

Notice that the first term is the only term that diverges as we let the mass go to zero (this can be interpreted as the zero
mode on the n sphere, see below). The terms with negative powers of X presumab]y are the ultraviolet divergences of the
theory; in fact, in (3 + 1) dimensions, the second term is just 1/47%a?r? which is the standard ultraviolet divergence in

three dimensions.

The contribution of the zero mode on the n-sphere to the propagator is [from (7.14) and (B7)]

n+1
(p(x)(x")) ) 2 !
Vo= . E13
¢ X ¢ S 0 4v(n+1)/20n-—1 [Ref(’t")]A -0 ( )
For a small mass we have [from (7.12) and (C1)]
1 _ ~
— [T PP 502 tanf)P ;" 13/ (—i tan?) . (E14)
[Ref(A')]A o 7TCOSt[ ] (n—1)72 (n 1 /2
Then using Eq. (14) on p. 150 of Ref. 25, we can rewrite (E13) (for a small mass) as
n—1
($(RB(x) Yo= — Lln) 1 (E15)

(4m)n+072 T((n +1)/2) 8’

which is exactly the same as the first term in either (E6) or (E12). From (8.17) we see that this is also the zero mode on
the (n + 1)-sphere that is the Euclidean section of de Sitter spacetime.

1S. W. Hawking, in Astrophysical Cosmology, edited by H. A.
Briick, G. V. Coyne, and M. S. Longair (Pontificia Academia
Scientarium, Vatican City, 1981); Nucl. Phys. B239, 257
(1984).

2N. A. Chernikov and E. A. Tagirov, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré
9, 109 (1968); C. J. C. Burges, Nucl. Phys. B247, 533 (1984).

3S. W. Hawking, Nature 248, 30 (1974).

4G. W. Gibbons and S. W. Hawking, Phys. Rev. D 15, 2738
(1977).

5S. W. Hawking, Ann. N.Y. Acad. Sci. 302, 158 (1977); Phys.
Rev. D 14, 2460 (1976).

6S. W. Hawking, Commun. Math. Phys. 87, 395 (1982).

7A. H. Guth, Phys. Rev. D 23, 347 (1981); A. D. Linde, Phys.
Lett. 108B, 389 (1982); A. Albrecht and P. J. Steinhardt,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 48, 1220 (1982).

8T. Banks, W. Fischler, and L. Susskmd Report No. SLAC-
PUB-3367, 1984 (unpublished).

9S.-K. Ma and R. Rajaraman, Phys. Rev. D 11, 1701 (1975).

10H. P. Robertson and T. W. Noonan, Relativity and Cosmology
(Saunders, Philadelphia, 1968).

11§, A. Fulling, Ph.D. thesis, Princeton University, 1972; S. W.
Hawking and G. F. R. Ellis, The Large Scale Structure of
Space-Time (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1973).

12R. P. Feynman and A. R. Hibbs, Quantum Mechanics and

Path Integrals McGraw-Hill, New York, 1965).

13B. DeWitt, in General Relativity: An Einstein Centenary Sur-
vey, edited by S. W. Hawking and W. Israel (Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 1979); W. G. Unruh, Phys. Rev.
D 14, 870 (1976).

14N. D. Birrell and P. C. W. Davies, Quantum Fields in Curved
Space (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1982).

ISR, H. Brandenberger, Nucl. Phys. B245, 328 (1984).

16S, W. Hawking, Phys. Lett. 115B, 295 (1982).

17A. D. Linde, Phys. Lett. 116B, 335 (1982); S. W. Hawking and
I. G. Moss, Nucl. Phys. B224, 180 (1983).

181, H. Ford and L. Parker, Phys. Rev. D 16, 245 (1977); S.
Fulling, M. Sweeny, and R. Wald, Commun. Math. Phys. 63,
257 (1978).

19p. Candelas and D. J. Raine, Phys. Rev. D 12, 965 (1975); C.
Schomblond and P. Spindel, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré 25, 67
(1976); J. Dowker and R. Critchley Phys. Rev. D 13, 224
(1976); T. Bunch and P. Davies, Proc. R. Soc. London A360,
117 (1978). ;

20A different boundary condition is advocated by E. Mottola,
Phys. Rev. D 31, 754 (1985).

21J. Goldstone, Nuovo Cimento 19, 154 (1961).

22M. Abramowitz and 1. A. Stegun, Handbook of Mathematical
Functions (Dover, New York, 1972).



31 RESTORATION OF SPONTANEOUSLY BROKEN CONTINUOUS . .. 1955

23W. Magnus, F. Oberhettinger, and R. P. Soni, Functions of
Mathematical Physics (Springer, New York, 1966).

24F. Oberhettinger, Tables of Bessel Transforms (Springer, New
York, 1972). '

25Higher Transcendental Functions (Bateman Manuscript Pro-
ject), edited by A. Erde’lyi et al. (McGraw-Hill, New York,
1953), Vol. 1.

26E. T. Whittaker and G. M. Watson, Modern Analysis (Cam-
bridge University Press, Cambridge, 1969).

27G. M. Shore, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 128, 376 (1980).

28F. Wilczek, Erice Lectures 1983, Santa Barbara Report No.
ITP-84-14, 1984 (unpublished).

290. A. McBryan and T. Spencer, Commun. Math. Phys. 53,
299 (1977).

30S. Fulling, J. Phys. A 10, 917 (1977).

31This differs from the usual interpretation, see, for instance, H.
Rumpf, Phys. Lett. 61B, 272 (1976); Nuovo Cimento 35B,
321, (1976); E. Mottola, Phys. Rev. D 31, 754 (1985).



