
Perturbative soft graviton theorems in de Sitter

spacetime

Divyesh N. Solanki,a Pratik Chattopadhyayb,c and Srijit Bhattacharjeea

aIndian Institute of Information Technology Allahabad (IIITA), Devghat, Jhalwa, Prayagraj-211015,

Uttar Pradesh, India.
bSchool of Physics, The University of Electronic Science and Technology of China, No.2006, Xiyuan

Avenue, West Hi-Tech Zone, Chengdu, Sichuan, P.R.China, Post Code: 611731
cTsung-Dao Lee Institute, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai, China

E-mail: divyeshsolanki98@gmail.com, pratikpc@gmail.com,

srijuster@gmail.com

Abstract: We consider soft graviton scattering for a theory where Einstein’s gravity is

minimally coupled to a scalar field in the presence of a cosmological constant, i.e. in a

background de Sitter space. Employing a perturbative expansion in a small cosmological

constant, we compute leading, subleading and sub-subleading corrections to Weinberg’s

soft graviton amplitude for the tree-level scatterings in the static patch of de Sitter space.

We observe similar universal features of the soft graviton amplitude as found in [44] for

the soft photons.
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1 Introduction

The infrared properties of gauge theories have been of great interest for a long time, par-

ticularly, the soft factorization where the scattering amplitude for processes involving the

emission of soft particles is related to the amplitude without soft particles by a universal

factor, known as the soft factor, which depends solely on the momentum of the scatterer

and the energy of the soft particle [1–8]. This soft factorization property of gauge theories,

known as soft theorems, later realized as Ward identities of asymptotic symmetries [9–

16]. Another key aspect of infrared physics of gauge theories is the memory effect [17–20],

which has a trivial mathematical relationship with the soft theorems given by the Fourier

transform [19, 21]. The memory effect can also be understood as the asymptotic symmetry

transformation. The passage of radiation through the future null infinity (I+) produces
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a transition in the vacuum that is equivalent to the asymptotic symmetry transformation

[19]. All such interconnections among three different theories are summarized in the in-

frared triangle [22]. There exists many such infrared triangles for the tree-level scattering

processes. The loop effects introduce additional terms to the soft factor that depend on the

logarithm of the soft energy, resulting in the logarithmic soft theorems [23–25], which are

related to the tail memory effects [26, 27]. The asymptotic symmetries corresponding to

the logarithmic soft theorems have been discovered recently in [28–30], and the complete

description of the infrared triangle is given in [31, 32].

The early and late time limits of our universe are well-approximated by the de Sitter

space, where in the context of early universe, examining the soft behavior of in-in corre-

lators and wavefunction coefficients has drawn considerable interest [33–42]. Higher-point

correlators can be related to conformal transformations of lower-point correlators, and

certain three-point correlators can be deduced by taking the soft limit of four-point corre-

lators. In the context of late-time universe, where the cosmological constant is extremely

small, the study of cosmological effects on soft amplitudes and memory observables have

been explored in [43, 44] using a perturbative approach. The soft theorems in the de Sitter

space have been derived only recently from the Ward identities of near cosmological horizon

symmetries [45, 46], which is consistent with the flat space limit. The memory effects have

also been studied extensively in the de Sitter space to understand cosmological implications

on these observables [47–50]. Further, the relationship between gravitational wave memory

and BMS-like supertranslations has been investigated in the static patch of the de Sitter

space in [51]. In the context of present universe where the thermal effects prevail, the finite

temperature effects on soft theorems and memory effects have been explored in [52].

Recently, the soft photon theorems in de Sitter space was studied using the perturbative

approach [44]. The perturbative corrections to the flat space soft photon theorem in d

dimensions are obtained by analyzing the soft behavior of the perturbative S-matrix defined

in the static patch [53], and the universality of these corrections was analyzed. This analysis

has not yet been done for the soft graviton theorems in de Sitter space. It is interesting

to see if the universality of the soft graviton theorems in de Sitter space is consistent with

that of the soft photon theorems. In this paper, we use the same perturbative approach

to derive soft graviton theorems in four dimensions in the de Sitter space. Our setup

is as follows: We confine scattering processes to a compact region of size R inside the

static patch, which is much smaller than the de Sitter curvature length l [44, 54] so that

gravitational effects can be treated perturbatively, and much larger than the Planck length

so that the gravitational interactions become weak as particles approach the boundaries.

The graviton detector is also placed in the same region. The boundaries of this region

can be reached in a finite time which is assumed to be much larger than the interaction

time scale. Thus, the particles are asymptotically decoupled [55], which means they are

far away from each other and non-interacting at early and late times. Thus, the early and

late time Cauchy surfaces are the Hilbert spaces of the incoming and outgoing particles,

respectively. Our results are valid in the regime
√
G << R << l. Our approach is different

than that of [45], where the asymptotic in- and out-states are defined on the cosmological

horizons and soft graviton theorems are obtained via Ward identities.
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This paper is organized as follows: In section (2), we briefly describe the geometry

of the de Sitter space and define appropriate coordinates for our analysis. We review the

scalar fields in the de Sitter background in section (3), which have been studied in details

in [44] for generic dimensions d. Next, we provide linearized Einstein field equation in

the de Sitter background in section (4.1) and obtain mode solutions in section (4.2). By

defining the inner product of the modes, we check their orthogonality and consider only

the orthogonal set of modes in our analysis. Then, we derive the LSZ formula for gravitons

by utilizing the inner product of modes in section (4.3). In section (5), we define the

perturbative S-matrix in the static patch of the de Sitter space as in [44], which differs

from the perturbative S-matrix defined in global de Sitter space in [56]. Utilizing the

LSZ formula, we compute the S-matrix for the scattering process depicted in Fig. (2) in

section (6). We compute perturbative corrections1 to the flat space soft factor and deduce

leading, subleading, and sub-subleading corrections in the subsequent subsections (6.1) and

(6.2). In (6.3), we compute contributions from the second diagram (Fig. (3)) where a soft

graviton is attached to an internal line. We do consistency checks of our results in (6.4).

Finally, we conclude by summarizing our results and providing some remarks in section

(7).

2 De Sitter spacetime

De Sitter (dS) spacetime is the simplest non-trivial spacetime with constant positive scalar

curvature. The Penrose diagram of such a spacetime is a square, depicted in Fig. (1). One

cannot chart the full spacetime with a single coordinate system, but instead can specify

some local coordinates in the static patch of dS. Let us consider a static coordinate system

(t, r, θA) in which the dS metric takes the following form:

ds2 = −
(
1− r2

l2

)
dt2 +

(
1− r2

l2

)−1

dr2 + r2dΩ2
2, (2.1)

where 0 ≤ r ≤ l, and l is the radius of curvature of the de-Sitter space. The point r = l is

not a real singularity but a coordinate singularity beyond which a static coordinate system

cannot be extended.

We can also view the de Sitter space as an embedding of the hyperboloid,

ηABX
AXB = l2, (2.2)

in the ambient Minkowski space ηAB, where XA are the Cartesian coordinates and A runs

from 0 to 4. As we shall see, the metric of such a spacetime is conformally equivalent to

1By perturbative corrections, we refer to the O(l−1) and O(l−2) corrections to the flat space soft factor,

which should not be confused with leading, subleading, and sub-subleading corrections. As analyzed in

section (6.2), the O(l−2) corrections include terms of order 1/k3 and 1/k2, which do not contribute at the

same order. The former is more leading than the latter. Thus, O(l−2) corrections split into subleading and

sub-subleading corrections.
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Figure 1: Penrose diagram of the de Sitter space. The gray region in the static patch is a compact

region R where scattering processes are confined.

the flat space. This is best seen as a stereographic projection of the hyperboloid to the flat

Minkowski space. To do so, we use the stereographic mapping as given in [44, 57].

Xµ =
xµ

1 + x2/4l2
, µ = 0, 1, 2, 3. (2.3)

Where, x2 = ηµνx
µxν , and the last coordinate X4 is fixed by the relation (2.2). In the

stereographic coordinates xµ, the line element ds2 = ηABdX
AdXB takes the form ds2 =

gµνdx
µdxν with

gµν = Ω2ηµν , Ω =
1

1 + x2/4l2
. (2.4)

Where, ηµν is the Minkowski metric. The advantage of using the above coordinate system

is that the metric is conformally flat. We must note that there is a coordinate singularity

at x2 = −4l2, which however does not affect our analysis. Because, we confine a scattering

process to a compact region of size R in the static patch (Fig. (1)), where R << l.

Therefore, all the points in region R have xµ << l for every component “µ”, and hence

the above metric takes the following form up to O(l−2):

gµν ≈
(
1− x2

2l2

)
ηµν . (2.5)

3 Scalar fields in de Sitter background: Review

3.1 Scalar modes

In this section, we briefly review the derivation of the scalar modes in d = 4, which is

explained in [44] for arbitrary d dimensions in details. The free scalar field equation is

given as

[∇2 −m2]ϕ = 0, (3.1)
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where ∇2 is the d’Alembertian operator in the de Sitter spacetime and m is the mass of

the scalar field ϕ. Considering corrections up to O(l−2), this equation has the form

[∇2 −m2]ϕ =

(
1 +

x2

2l2

)
□ϕ− 1

l2
x · ∂ϕ−m2ϕ = 0, (3.2)

where □ is the flat space d’Alembertian operator. We follow the deduction given in [44],

where the solution for the scalar field equation in embedding space coordinates XA is given

by

gp = Cl
(
XAξBηAB

l
+ iϵ

)−∆

, (3.3)

where Cl is a normalization constant. The vector ξA and ∆ satisfy ηABξ
AξB = 0 and

∆2 − 3∆ +m2l2 = 0,

respectively. The ∆ has two solutions

∆± =
1

2

(
3±

√
9− 4m2l2

)
,

where ∆+ corresponds to outgoing modes (eip·x) and ∆− corresponds to incoming modes

(e−ip·x) in the flat space. It is also customary to mention that we can parametrize ξA =

(p
µ

m , 1) such that ηµνp
µpν = −m2.

Using the correct limiting behaviour for the scalar function gp in the limit l → ∞, the

function Cl is obtained as

Cl = e−mπl+ 3iπ
2

+ 9π
8ml

[
1− 1

m2l2

]
. (3.4)

Substituting Cl, ∆+, ξ
A, and XA in Eq. (3.3) and keeping terms up to O(l−2), we

obtain [44]

gp(x) =
eip·x√
2Ep

[
1 +

3(p · x)
2ml

+
imx2

2l
+

i(p · x)2

2ml
− 1

m2l2
− 9i(p · x)

8m2l2
+

3x2

4l2
+

15(p · x)2

8m2l2

+
i(p · x) x2

l2
+

13i(x · p)3

12m2l2
− (p · x)4

8m2l2
− (p · x)2x2

4l2
− m2x4

8l2

]
. (3.5)

It can be checked that gp solves (3.2) with the on-shell condition

p2 = −E2
p + |p⃗|2 = −m2,

where Ep is the energy of the scalar field modes. The modes are orthogonal which can be

seen from the inner product defined as [44]

(gp, gq) = −i

∫
d3x

√
−g e−ϵ

|x⃗|
R
(
g∗p(x)∇tgq(x)− gq(x)∇tg∗p(x)

)
, (3.6)
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where the exponential damping factor is introduced to remove the boundary terms. Sub-

stituting the modes (3.5) in the above expression, one can verify that

(gp, gq) = (2π)3δ(3)(p− q). (3.7)

Thus, we can now mode expand the scalar field as

ϕ(x) =

∫
d3p

(2π)3
[ ap gp(x) + a†p g∗p(x) ],

where ap and a†p are the annihilation and creation operators, respectively.

3.2 Alternate class of scalar modes

In the above section, we deduced the scalar field modes by demanding that they obey the

correct flat space limit. However, as shown in [44], these are not the only modes to satisfy

this limit. The following modes, namely

hp =
eip·x√
2Ep

[
1 +

3x2

4l2
− i(p · x)x2

4l2
− i(p · x)3

6m2l2
+

c

l2

(
3p · x
2m

+
imx2

2
+

i(p · x)2

2m

)]
(3.8)

with

p2 = −m2 +
6

l2
(3.9)

also satisfy the scalar field equation of motion, with an arbitrary constant c. In the l → ∞
limit, the solution behaves correctly as plane waves. In this paper, we use the modes gp to

compute the S-matrix because the modes hp are not orthogonal.

3.3 Propagator for the scalar field

The scalar field propagator up to O(l−2) in the de Sitter space has been derived in [44] for

arbitrary dimensions d. We thus do not run over the full computation, but instead briefly

mention the steps required to derive it and then present the final result. The differential

equation for the propagator can be stated as

[∇2
x −m2] D(x, y) = i

δ(4)(x− y)√
−g

. (3.10)

Expanding the covariant derivative, we get[(
1 +

x2

2l2

)
□x −m2 − 1

l2
x · ∂x

]
D(x, y) = i

δ(4)(x− y)√
−g

. (3.11)

The solution D can be expanded as follows [44]

D(x, y) = D0(x, y) + δD(x, y), (3.12)

where

D0(x, y) = −i

∫
d4p

(2π)4
eip·(x−y)

p2 +m2 − iϵ
(3.13)
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is the usual flat space propagator and δD(x, y) denotes perturbative corrections. The

Fourier expansion of δD is

δD(x, y) = −i

∫
d4p

(2π)4
eip·(x−y)δD̃(p, y). (3.14)

Substituting the decomposition of the propagator in terms of D0 and δD in Eq. (3.11), and

performing integration by parts in p, the full propagator up to O(l−2) takes the following

form

D(x, y) = −i

∫
d4p

(2π)4
eip·(x−y)

p2 +m2

[
1 +

4m4

l2(p2 +m2)3
+

2m2(1− ip · y)
l2(p2 +m2)2

+
m2y2 − 2ip · y + 4

2l2(p2 +m2)
+

y2

2l2

]
. (3.15)

It is not hard to check that D(x, y) also satisfies Eq. (3.11) when x and y are interchanged.

Though the above form of the propagator is not explicitly symmetric in x and y, one can

bring it to an explicitly symmetric form using integration by parts [44]. In the following

section, we discuss the symmetric form of the propagator.

3.3.1 Symmetric form of Feynman propagator

We can write the symmetric form of the Feynman propagator using the orthogonal set of

modes gp as follows: [44]

D(x, y) = −i

∫
d4p

(2π)4
gp(x)g

∗
p(y)

p2 +m2 − iϵ
. (3.16)

Substituting Eq. (3.5) into the above expression, and keeping terms up to O(l−2), the

Feynman propagator can be decomposed into the flat space propagator and corrections of

the order O(l−1) and O(l−2), respectively. Thus, we have

D(x, y) = D(0)(x, y) +D(1)(x, y) +D(2)(x, y). (3.17)

Now, we state the expressions of the flat as well as correction terms in d = 4. This has

already been explicitly shown in [44] and we just restate it here so that we can use it in

our calculations.

D(0) = −i

∫
d4p

(2π)4
eip·(x−y)

p2 +m2
,

D(1) = −i

∫
d4p

(2π)4
eip·(x−y)

p2 +m2

[3p · x
2lm

+
3p · y
2lm

+
i(p · x)2

2lm
− i(p · y)2

2lm
+

imx2

2l
− imy2

2l

]
= 0,

D(2) = −i

∫
d4p

(2π)4
eip·(x−y)

p2 +m2

[15(p · x)2
8l2m2

+
15(p · y)2

8l2m2
+

3i(p · x)2(p · y)
4l2m2

+
9(p · x)(p · y)

4l2m2

− 3i(p · x)(p · y)2

4l2m2
+

13i(p · x)3

12l2m2
− 9i(p · x)

8l2m2
+

9i(p · y)
8l2m2

− 13i(p · y)3

12l2m2
+

3ix2(p · y)
4l2

+
ix2(p · x)

l2
− 3iy2(p · x)

4l2
− iy2(p · y)

l2
+

3x2

4l2
+

3y2

4l2
+

(p · x)2(p · y)2

4l2m2
− (p · x)4

8l2m2

− (p · y)4

8l2m2
− m2x4

8l2
+

m2x2y2

4l2
− m2y4

8l2
+

x2(p · y)2

4l2
− x2(p · x)2

4l2
+

y2(p · x)2

4l2
− y2(p · y)2

4l2

]
.

(3.18)
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As is obvious from the expressions, the propagator stated above is manifestly symmetric

in x and y. A comparison of this propagator with the asymmetric one is already done in

[44] and so we do not re-do it here. We would mention however that O(l−1) correction

D(1) vanishes. This is because we can express the variable x as −i∂p and convert it into a

y dependent piece by doing an integration by parts in p. Then, it is not hard to show that

these manipulations render D(1) to be zero. We note this is consistent with the absence

of a 1/l piece in the asymmetric form of the propagator derived in the previous section.

Another thing we want to point out is that although the O(l−2) correction to the flat space

propagator does not seem to match with that in the previous section, we can easily do

integration by parts in p and match it thereafter. Thus, all in all, the symmetric form of

the Feynman propagator is consistent with its asymmetric form.2

4 Gravitons in de Sitter background

In this section, we briefly study gravitons in the de Sitter space. We derive linearized

Einstein field equation and determine its mode solutions. We define an inner product of

the modes and check their orthogonality. By inverting the inner product expression, we

derive the LSZ formula for gravitons.

4.1 Linearized field equation

To deduce the linearized Einstein field equation in the de Sitter background, a general

spacetime metric can be expanded as [45, 58]

gµν = ḡµν + κhµν , (4.1)

and its inverse as

gµν = ḡµν − κhµν +O(κ2), (4.2)

where κ =
√
32πG, and ḡµν is the background de Sitter metric. The indices of hµν are

raised and lowered by ḡµν .

Let us now expand the Christoffel symbols up to the first order correction O(κ) as:

Γα
µν = Γ̄α

µν +
κ

2
ḡµν

(
∇̄µhνβ + ∇̄νhµβ − ∇̄βhµν

)
, (4.3)

where Γ̄α
µν and ∇̄α are respectively the Christoffel symbols and covariant derivatives com-

patible with the de Sitter metric. Now, we determine the Riemann curvature tensor up to

O(κ):

R β
µνα = R̄ β

µνα +
κ

2
∇̄ν

(
∇̄µh

β
α + ∇̄αh

β
µ − ∇̄βhµα

)
− κ

2
∇̄µ

(
∇̄νh

β
α + ∇̄αh

β
ν − ∇̄βhνα

)
,

(4.4)

2It is worthwhile to mention that the consistency of the two forms of the propagator means one form

can be transformed into another by doing integration by parts in p.
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where R̄ β
µνα is the Riemann curvature tensor of the de Sitter space. To obtain the Einstein

tensor, we require the Ricci tensor and the Ricci scalar. Contracting the indices ν and β

in (4.4) yields the Ricci tensor

Rµα = R̄µα +
κ

2
∇̄ν

(
∇̄µh

ν
α + ∇̄αh

ν
µ − ∇̄νhµα

)
− κ

2
∇̄µ∇̄αh, (4.5)

where h = ḡµνhµν is the trace of hµν . Similarly, contracting µ and α in the above expression

yields the Ricci scalar

R = R̄ − κhµαR̄µα +
κ

2
∇̄ν

(
∇̄µh

µν + ∇̄µhνµ − ∇̄νh
)
− κ

2
∇̄µ∇̄µh. (4.6)

Let us now consider the vacuum Einstein field equation with the cosmological constant

term.

Eµν = Rµν −
1

2
gµνR+ Λgµν = 0, (4.7)

where Λ =
3

l2
for the de Sitter space. Substituting Eqs. (4.5) and (4.6) into the above

expression, we obtain the linearized form of the Einstein field equation

Eµν =
1

2

(
∇̄τ ∇̄µh

τ
ν + ∇̄τ ∇̄νh

τ
µ − ∇̄µ∇̄νh− ∇̄2hµν

)
− 1

2
ḡµν

(
∇̄α∇̄βh

αβ − ∇̄2h
)
− 3

l2
hµν +

3

2l2
ḡµνh = 0, (4.8)

where the following relations for the de Sitter space are used: R̄µν =
3

l2
ḡµν , R̄ =

12

l2
.

The linearized equation obtained above is invariant under the gauge transformations [45]

hµν → hµν + ∇̄µξν + ∇̄νξµ. (4.9)

Applying the de Donder gauge condition, ∇̄µh
µν =

1

2
∇̄νh, the linearized field equation

reduces to

∇̄2hµν −
1

2
ḡµν∇̄2h− 2

l2
hµν −

1

l2
ḡµνh = 0. (4.10)

We can fix the gauge h = 0 as in the flat space as follows [59]. First, we take the trace of

the above expression with hµν replaced by h′µν as(
∇̄2 +

6

l2

)
h′ = 0. (4.11)

Let us now define

hµν = h′µν +
1

6/l2
∇̄µ∇̄νh

′, (4.12)

which is traceless from Eq. (4.11), and satisfies the de Donder gauge condition. Thus, the

linearized field equation reduces to(
∇̄2 − 2

l2

)
hµν = 0, (4.13)

and the de Donder gauge reduces to the transverse-traceless gauge

∇̄µh
µν = 0 = h. (4.14)

In the following sections, we will drop the bar notations for the de Sitter background.
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4.2 Mode solutions

In this section, we find the mode expansion for gravitons in the de Sitter space. We first

write the linearized field equation (4.13) in the stereographic coordinates up to O(l−2):(
1 +

x2

2l2

)
□hαβ+

2

l2
hαβ−

xγ∂αhβγ
l2

−
xγ∂βhαγ

l2
+
xγ∂γhαβ

l2
+
xβ∂

γhαγ
l2

+
xα∂

γhβγ
l2

= 0,

(4.15)

where □ = ∂γ∂γ is the flat space d’Alembertian operator. The above expression is the flat

space linearized equation with perturbative corrections up to O(l−2).

Now, we determine the mode solutions for the linearized field equation by considering

the ansatz as follows:

fh
µν(x, p) =

1√
2Ep

(
εhµν(p) + εhµα

Fα
ν (x)

l2
+ εhαν

Fα
µ (x)

l2
+ εhαβ

Gαβ
µν(x)

l2

)
eip·x, (4.16)

where εµν is the polarization tensor, Ep is the zeroth component of pµ, “h” indicates the

helicity of the graviton3 , and Fαβ and Gαβµν are arbitrary tensors on the flat space that

can be obtained by substituting the ansatz (4.16) into (4.15) and solving it for Fαβ and

Gαβµν . We obtained:

Fαβ(x) =
1

2
xαxβ − 1

8
ηαβx

2, (4.17)

Gαβµν = −1

4
xαxβηµν , p2 =

2

l2
; (4.18)

where εαα = 0 and pαεαβ = O(l−2) have been used to obtain the solution, which are

consistent with the transverse-traceless gauge (4.14). For l → ∞, the mode solution reduces

to the plane wave solution for the flat space linearized field equation.

Let us now check the orthogonality of these modes by defining an inner product on

the solution space as follows:(
Pµναβfh

µν(p), f
h′
αβ(p

′)
)
= −i

∫
d3x

√
−g Pµναβ e−ϵ

|−→x |
R
(
f∗h
µν (x, p)∇tfh′

αβ(x, p
′)

− fh′
µν(x, p

′)∇tf∗h
αβ(x, p)

)
, (4.19)

Pµναβ =
1

2

(
gµαgνβ + gµβgνα − gµνgαβ

)
; (4.20)

where the exponential damping factor is introduced to eliminate the boundary terms.

Plugging two different modes in the above expression, we have verified that the modes are

indeed orthogonal: (
Pµναβfh

µν(p), f
h′
αβ(p

′)
)
= (2π)3δhh′δ(3)(p− p′). (4.21)

Now, we write the mode expansion of the field hµν as

hµν(x) =
∑
h=±

∫
d3p

(2π)3

(
ahpf

h
µν(x, p) + ah†p fh∗

µν (x, p)
)
, (4.22)

3The helicity index “h” should not be confused with the trace of hµν .
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where ahp (ah†p ) is the annihilation (creation) operator which acts on the asymptotic states

to annihilate (create) a graviton of momentum p and helicity “h”.

4.3 LSZ formula for gravitons

In this section, we derive the LSZ reduction formula for gravitons. We can invert the inner

product expression to obtain

ahp =
(
Pµναβfh

αβ(x, p), hµν(x, p
′)
)
. (4.23)

Since the scattering processes are confined to a compact region R inside the static patch,

the particles can reach the boundaries of R in a finite time T which is much larger than

the interaction time scale. Therefore,

ahp(T )− ahp(−T ) =

∫ T

−T
dt ∂ta

h
p =

∫ T

−T
dt ∂t

(
Pµναβfh

αβ(x, p), hµν(x, p
′)
)

= −i

∫
dtd3x e−ϵ

|−→x |
R ∂t

(√
−gPµναβ

(
f∗h
αβ(x, p)∇thµν(x, p

′)− hαβ(x, p
′)∇tf∗h

µν (x, p)
))

= −i

∫
d4x e−ϵ

|−→x |
R ∂ρ

(√
−gPµναβ

(
f∗h
αβ(x, p)∇ρhµν(x, p

′)− hαβ(x, p
′)∇ρf∗h

µν (x, p)
))

= −i

∫
d4xe−ϵ

|−→x |
R
√
−g ∇ρ

(
Pµναβ

(
f∗h
αβ(x, p)∇ρhµν(x, p

′)− hαβ(x, p
′)∇ρf∗h

µν (x, p)
))

,

where in the third line we have added terms at the spatial boundary which are in fact zero.

Simplifying the above expression and taking ϵ → 0, we obtain

ahp(T )− ahp(−T ) = −i

∫
d4x

√
−gPµναβf∗h

µν (x, p)

(
∇2 − 2

l2

)
hαβ, (4.24)

where the operator
(
∇2 − 2/l2

)
acts on the graviton propagator (or Green’s function)

Gµναβ(x− x′) as follows:(
∇2

x −
2

l2

)
Gµναβ(x− x′) = iPµναβ

δ(4)(x− x′)√
−g(x)

. (4.25)

This relation will be used in section (6) to compute the S-matrix.

5 Perturbative S-matrix and LSZ formula

In this section, we define a perturbative S-matrix in the de Sitter space and deduce curved

spacetime generalization of the LSZ formula. The proper description of the S-matrix

requires well-defined asymptotic states at the boundaries of the spacetime. Since the largest

observable region in de Sitter space is the static patch, which is bounded by cosmological

horizons, we can not define asymptotic states at the boundaries of the de Sitter space.

In such situations, one can treat cosmological horizons as physical boundaries4 of the

4In [60, 61], the cosmological horizons are considered as physical boundaries to study the thermodynamics

of a rotating black hole.
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spacetime to define the asymptotic states. In our analysis, since the scattering processes

are confined to the compact region inside the static patch, the asymptotic states are defined

at the early- and late-time Cauchy surfaces which act as Hilbert spaces of the incoming and

outgoing particles. The particles can reach the Cauchy surface in a finite time T , which we

assume to be much larger than the interaction time scale. All lengths in our calculations

are very small compared to the de Sitter radius l, i.e., |x| << l.

The S-matrix describing the scattering of incoming particles with momenta pi to the

outgoing particles with momenta pj followed by the emission of gravitons with momenta

pk is defined as

Γ({pj , pk}, {pi}) = lim
t→T

〈
T

∏
j,k∈out

√
2Epjapj (t)

√
2Epkapk(t)

∏
i∈in

√
2Epia

†
pi(−t)

〉
, (5.1)

where T represents time-ordering. To deduce the LSZ formula, we rewrite the above

expression as follows:

Γ({pj , pk}, {pi}) = lim
t→T

〈
T

∏
j,k∈out

√
2Epj

(
apj (t)− apj (−t)

)√
2Epk

(
apk(t)− apk(−t)

)
·
∏
i∈in

√
2Epi

(
a†pi(−t)− a†pi(t)

)〉
, (5.2)

where all the annihilation (creation) operators go to the right (left) side in the time order

product and annihilate the “in” (“out”) -state, so that the above expression reduces to Eq.

(5.1). By inverting the inner product expression for the scalar field modes (3.6), as done

for gravitons in section (4.3), one can deduce [44]

ap(T )− ap(−T ) = −i

∫ T

−T
d4x

√
−gg∗p(x)

(
∇2 −m2

)
ϕ(x). (5.3)

Substituting Eqs. (5.3) and (4.24) into Eq. (5.2) yields

Γ({pj , pk}, {pi}) =
∫ ∏

j,k∈out

∏
i∈in

[d4xj ][d
4yk][d

4zi] g
∗
pj (xj)P

µναβf∗
µν(yk, pk)gpi(zi)

· (−i)
(
∇2

xj
−m2

)
(−i)

(
∇2

yk
− 2/l2

)
(−i)

(
∇2

zi −m2
) 〈

T ϕ(xj)hαβ(yk)...ϕ(zi)
〉
, (5.4)

where the measure is

[d4xj ][d
4yk][d

4zi] = d4xjd
4ykd

4zi

√
(2Epj )(2Epk)(2Epi)

√(
− g(xj)

)(
− g(yk)

)(
− g(zi)

)
,

(5.5)

and the helicity index is suppressed. Eq. (5.4) is the curved spacetime generalization of

the LSZ formula.

6 Perturbative corrections to flat space soft graviton theorem

In this section, we compute perturbative corrections (O(l−1) and O(l−2) corrections) to the

flat space soft graviton theorem using the LSZ formula discussed in the previous section,
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Figure 2: Scattering of scalars with momenta pi followed by an emission of a soft graviton with

momentum k.

and deduce leading, subleading, and sub-subleading corrections. The action for a massive

scalar field minimally coupled to the Einstein gravity is written as

S = −
∫

d4x
√
−g

[
2

κ2
(R− 2Λ) +

1

2
gµν∇µϕ∇νϕ− 1

2
m2ϕ2 + V (ϕ)

]
, (6.1)

where V (ϕ) is a scalar potential, gµν is a general spacetime metric, and ∇µ is the covariant

derivative compatible with gµν . In the weak field expansion, gµν = ḡµν+κhµν ,
5 the leading

order terms are

Lgravity = − 2

κ2
√
−g(R− 2Λ)

=
1

2
∇̄σhµν∇̄σhµν − 1

2
∇̄σh∇̄σh− ∇̄µhνσ∇̄σhµν + ∇̄µh

µν∇̄νh− 3

l2

(
hµνh

µν − 1

2
h2
)
+ · · · ,

(6.2)

Lscalar = −
√
−g

[
1

2
gµν∇µϕ∇νϕ− 1

2
m2ϕ2 + V (ϕ)

]
= −1

2
∇̄σϕ∇̄σϕ+

1

2
m2ϕ2 − V (ϕ) +

κ

2
hµν
[
∇̄µϕ∇̄νϕ− 1

2
ḡµν
(
∇̄σϕ∇̄σϕ−m2ϕ2

)]
+ · · · ,

(6.3)

where the total derivative terms and the constant terms have been dropped in the La-

grangian.

Let us consider a scattering of n scalars with momenta pi followed by an emission

of a soft graviton with momentum k, as shown in Fig. (2). The graviton is attached to

an external line by three-point minimal coupling. The graviton attached to an internal

line, i.e., Fig. (3), will be analyzed in subsection (6.3). We consider all external lines to

be outgoing for the ease of the calculations. The S-matrix corresponds to the scattering

process depicted in Fig. (2) is described as follows:6

5Bar notations are used for the de Sitter space to distinguish it from the general spacetime, which will

be dropped later.
6Hereafter, the bar notations for the de Sitter space have been dropped.
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Γn+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) =
n∑

i=1

κi
2

∫
d4zi

√
−g(zi)g

∗
pi(zi)(−i)(∇2

zi −m2)

·
∫

d4y
√
−g(y)Pµναβf∗

µν(y, k)(−i)(∇2
y − 2/l2)

·
∫ n−1∏

j=1;j ̸=i

d4zj

√
−g(zj)g

∗
pj (zj)(−i)(∇2

zj −m2)

∫
d4z
√
−g(z)

∫
d4z′

√
−g(z′)

·
〈
T ϕ(zi)hαβ(y)h

ρσ(z′)

[
∇′

ρϕ(z
′)∇′

σϕ(z
′)−1

2
gρσ∇′

τϕ(z
′)∇′τϕ(z′)+

1

2
gρσm

2ϕ2(z′)

]
G[ϕ(z)...ϕ(zj)]

〉
,

(6.4)

where G[ϕ(z)...ϕ(zj)] is the n-point correlation function for scalars which receives con-

tributions from any arbitrary interaction vertices, and κi is the scalar-graviton coupling

constant. The sum is taken over all the scalars which can emit a soft graviton to take into

account the contributions from all the external legs. Now, we perform the Wick contrac-

tions among the fields and generate the respective propagators as follows:〈
T ϕ(zi)hαβ(y)h

ρσ(z′)

[
∇′

ρϕ(z
′)∇′

σϕ(z
′)−1

2
gρσ∇′

τϕ(z
′)∇′τϕ(z′)+

1

2
gρσm

2ϕ2(z′)

]
G[ϕ(z)...ϕ(zj)]

〉
=

〈
Gρσ

αβ(y − z′)
{
2∇′

ρD(zi, z
′)∇′

σD(z′, z)− gρσ∇′
τD(zi, z

′)∇′τD(z′, z)

+ gρσm
2D(zi, z

′)D(z′, z)
}
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
, (6.5)

where Gρσ
αβ(x − y) and D(x, y) are graviton and scalar propagators, respectively. Since

the propagators are the Green’s functions, the equation-of-motion operators in (6.4), i.e.,

(∇2
zi −m2) and (∇2

y − 2/l2), will act on the respective propagator and produce the delta

functions.

Γn+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) =
n∑

i=1

κi
2

∫
d4zi

√
−g(zi)g

∗
pi(zi)(−i)

∫
d4y
√

−g(y)Pµναβf∗
µν(y, k)(−i)

·
∫ n−1∏

j=1;j ̸=i

d4zj

√
−g(zj)g

∗
pj (zj)(−i)(∇2

zj −m2)

∫
d4z
√
−g(z)

∫
d4z′

√
−g(z′)

·
〈
Pρσ
αβ

iδ(4)(y − z′)√
−g(y)

{
2i∂′

ρ

δ(4)(zi − z′)√
−g(zi)

∂′
σD(z′, z)− igρσg

τλ∂′
τ

δ(4)(zi − z′)√
−g(zi)

∂′
λD(z′, z)

+ igρσm
2 δ

(4)(zi − z′)√
−g(zi)

D(z′, z)

}
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
. (6.6)

Let us now evaluate integrations in y and zi. First, we perform the y-integral which is

trivial due to the presence of the delta function δ(4)(y − z′). Performing y-integral on the

delta function will simply replace the coordinate y by z′ in the above expression. Similarly,

we can perform the zi-integral on another delta function δ(4)(zi−z′). Since the coordinates
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zi and z′ are independent, we move the zi-integral inside the derivative operator ∂
′
α, which

acts on the delta function in the above expression, and then perform the integration. We

obtain

Γn+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) =
∫

d4z
√
−g(z)

∫
d4z′

√
−g(z′)PµναβPρσ

αβf
∗
µν(z

′, k)

·
n∑

i=1

κi
2

{
2∂′

ρg
∗
pi(z

′)∂′
σD(z′, z)− gρσg

τλ∂′
τg

∗
pi(z

′)∂′
λD(z′, z) + gρσm

2g∗pi(z
′)D(z′, z)

}

·
∫ n−1∏

j=1;j ̸=i

d4zj

√
−g(zj)g

∗
pj (zj)(−i)(∇2

zj −m2)
〈
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
, (6.7)

which further simplifies to

Γn+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) =
n∑

i=1

κi
2

∫
d4zd4z′

(
1− z2

l2
− z′2

l2

)
f∗ρσ(z′, k)

{
2∂′

ρg
∗
pi(z

′)∂′
σD(z′, z)

}

·
∫ n−1∏

j=1;j ̸=i

d4zj

√
−g(zj)g

∗
pj (zj)(−i)(∇2

zj −m2)
〈
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
, (6.8)

where the traceless condition gρσf
∗ρσ = 0 is used.

This is the main result from which we compute the leading, subleading, and sub-

subleading corrections to the flat space soft factor in the following sections. Substituting

all the essential elements, i.e., scalar field modes, graviton modes, and the scalar field

propagator, in the above expression, keeping terms up to O(l−2), and taking the soft limit

(k → 0 or ω → 0) produces the final expression that can be put in the following form:

Γn+1({p1, ..., pn}, ωk̂) =
(
A(0)({pi}, ωk̂) +

1

l
A(1)({pi}, ωk̂) +

1

l2
A(2)({pi}, ωk̂)

)
·
(
Γ(0)
n ({p1, ..., pn}) +

1

l
Γ(1)
n ({p1, ..., pn}) +

1

l2
Γ(2)
n ({p1, ..., pn})

)
, (6.9)

where A(1) and A(2) are the perturbative corrections to the flat space soft factor A(0).

Similarly, Γ
(1)
n and Γ

(2)
n are the perturbative corrections to the flat space S-matrix, Γ

(0)
n ,

for the scattering of n-scalars.

We must note that the perturbative corrections to the flat space soft factor are only

valid for ωl >> 1. And the soft limit of scattering amplitudes in flat space requires

ω << pµi , where pµi is the momenta of the hard particles. Thus, our analysis, and hence

results are valid in the regime 1
l << ω << pµi . For the soft graviton scattering in the

de Sitter background, we take the double scaling limit [62] in which ω → 0 and l → ∞
simultaneously, keeping their product ωl finite. In these limits, it is convenient to introduce

a new parameter δ = 1/ωl. To put the perturbative corrections in a proper hierarchy of

leading, subleading, and sub-subleading corrections, the full soft factor (i.e. flat space +

perturbative corrections) can be expanded in δ as follows:

A(0)({pi}, ωk̂) +
1

l
A(1)({pi}, ωk̂) +

1

l2
A(2)({pi}, ωk̂) =

2∑
r=0

∑
s≥−1

δrS(r,s)({pi}, ωk̂), (6.10)
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where ‘s’ represents the power of ω, i.e., S(r,s) ∼ O(ωs). In this soft expansion, S(0,−1)

is the flat space leading soft factor, and the higher order terms are leading, subleading,

sub-subleading corrections, and so on.

6.1 Leading corrections

Let us substitute the scalar field propagator (3.17), scalar field modes (3.5), and graviton

modes (4.16) into Eq. (6.8) and simplify the expression by keeping the terms up to O(l−1).

Γn+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) = −i

n∑
i=1

κi

∫
d4zd4z′

∫
d4p

(2π)4

[
pαpβi εαβ
p2 +m2

+
3i(pαpβi εαβ)

2lm(p2 +m2)
+
m(pαz′βεαβ)

l(p2 +m2)

+
5(pi · z′)(pαpβi εαβ)
2lm(p2 +m2)

−
i(pi · z′)2(pαpβi εαβ)

2lm(p2 +m2)
−

imz′2(pαpβi εαβ)

2l(p2 +m2)

]
ei(p−pi−k)·z′e−ip·z

·
∫ n−1∏

j=1;j ̸=i

d4zj

√
−g(zj)g

∗
pj (zj)(−i)(∇2

zj −m2)
〈
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
. (6.11)

To simplify the above expression, we replace all z′µ by −i ∂
∂pµ

.

Γn+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) = −i

n∑
i=1

κi

∫
d4zd4z′

∫
d4p

(2π)4

[
pαpβi εαβ
p2 +m2

+
3i(pαpβi εαβ)

2lm(p2 +m2)
−
im(pαεαβ)

l(p2 +m2)

∂

∂pβ

−
5i(pαpβi εαβ)

2lm(p2 +m2)
pγi

∂

∂pγ
+

i(pαpβi εαβ)

2lm(p2 +m2)
pγi p

δ
i

∂

∂pγ
∂

∂pδ
+

im(pαpβi εαβ)

2l(p2 +m2)

∂

∂pγ
∂

∂pγ

]
ei(p−pi−k)·z′

· e−ip·z
∫ n−1∏

j=1;j ̸=i

d4zj

√
−g(zj)g

∗
pj (zj)(−i)(∇2

zj −m2)
〈
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
. (6.12)

The above expression contains O(l0) and O(l−1) terms. We analyze them step by step.

Let us first evaluate the O(l0) term, which should produce the flat space soft factor.

Γ
(0)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) = −i

n∑
i=1

κi

∫
d4zd4z′

∫
d4p

(2π)4
pαpβi εαβ
p2 +m2

ei(p−pi−k)·z′e−ip·z

·
∫ n−1∏

j=1;j ̸=i

d4zje
−ipj ·zj (−i)(∇2

zj −m2)
〈
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
. (6.13)

This expression is trivial to simplify. By performing the z′-integral in the above expression,

one can generate the delta function δ(4)(p − pi − k), which can be integrated w.r.t. p to

replace all p by pi+k in the resultant expression. Finally, by taking the soft limit, one can

obtain

Γ
(0)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) =− i

n∑
i=1

κi
2

pαi p
β
i εαβ

pi · k

∫
d4ze−ipi·z

·
∫ n−1∏

j=1;j ̸=i

d4zje
−ipj ·zj (−i)(∇2

zj −m2)
〈
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
. (6.14)
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The momentum pi in the exponential is on-shell, and hence it will remain the same for all

the scalars. Thus, we can move z-integral outside the summation and rewrite the above

expression as

Γ
(0)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) =

n∑
i=1

κi
2

pαi p
β
i εαβ

pi · k
Γ(0)
n ({p1, ..., pn}), (6.15)

which is the flat space soft graviton theorem. One can apply the Ward identity to the

above expression and deduce the equivalence principle, i.e., gravity equally couples to all

the matter. Thus, κ1 = ... = κn = κ.

Therefore, the flat space soft factor is

A(0) =
n∑

i=1

κ

2

pαi p
β
i εαβ

pi · k
, (6.16)

and from (6.10), we can write

S(0,−1) =

n∑
i=1

κ

2

pαi p
β
i εαβ

ωpi · k̂
. (6.17)

Let us now evaluate the O(l−1) terms in (6.12). The second term in (6.12) is trivial like

the first term and can be evaluated similarly. However, the third and all the subsequent

terms are non-trivial and require integration by parts in p before performing the z′-integral.

We can not simply perform the z′-integral to generate the delta function, because the

momentum derivative operator is acting on the exponential. Therefore, we first do the

integration by parts in p to move the exponential outside the derivative operator, and then

perform the z′-integral. For instance, the third term in (6.12) is evaluated as follows:

∫
d4zd4z′

∫
d4p

(2π)4
pαεαβ
p2 +m2

e−ip·z
(
− im

l

∂

∂pβ

)
ei(p−pi−k)·z′

=
im

l

∫
d4z

∫
d4p

(2π)4
∂

∂pβ

(
pαεαβ
p2 +m2

e−ip·z
)∫

d4z′ei(p−pi−k)·z′

=
im

l

∫
d4z

∫
d4p

(2π)4
∂

∂pβ

(
pαεαβ
p2 +m2

e−ip·z
)
(2π)4δ(4)(p− pi − k)

=
im

l

∫
d4z

(
−i

pαi z
βεαβ

2pi · k
−

pαi p
β
i εαβ

2(pi · k)2

)
e−ipi·z, (6.18)

where in the last line, the p-integral is performed and the soft limit is applied. We similarly

evaluate all the remaining terms in (6.12). The only difference is that for the last two terms,

we have to do integration by parts twice to put the exponential factor outside the derivative

operators. After evaluating and collecting all the terms in (6.12), we obtain
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Γn+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) = −i
n∑

i=1

κ

2

∫
d4z

(
pαi p

β
i εαβ

pi · k
−m

l

(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(k · z)
(pi · k)2

+
2m

l

pαi z
βεαβ

pi · k

)
e−ipi·z

·
∫ n−1∏

j=1;j ̸=i

d4zje
−ipj ·zj (−i)(∇2

zj −m2)
〈
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
+

1

l
A(0)Γ(1)

n ({p1, ..., pn})

=
n∑

i=1

κ

2

(
pαi p

β
i εαβ

pi · k
− im

l

pαi p
β
i εαβ

(pi · k)2
k·∂pi+

2mi

l

pαi εαβ
pi · k

∂β
pi

)
Γ(0)
n ({p1, ..., pn})+

1

l
A(0)Γ(1)

n ({p1, ..., pn}).

(6.19)

Where, in the third line, all z coordinates are replaced by i∂pi to transform the soft factor

in the momentum space. The O(l−1) correction to the flat space soft factor is

A(1) = −im

n∑
i=1

κ

2

(
pαi p

β
i εαβ

(pi · k)2
k · ∂pi −

2pαi εαβ
pi · k

∂β
pi

)
, (6.20)

and from (6.10), the leading correction to the flat space soft factor is

S(1,0) = −im

n∑
i=1

κ

2

(
pαi p

β
i εαβ

(pi · k̂)2
k̂ · ∂pi −

2pαi εαβ

pi · k̂
∂β
pi

)
. (6.21)

In subsection (6.3), we will see that the leading corrections receive contributions from the

diagram where soft graviton is attached to an internal line, i.e., Fig. (3).

6.2 Subleading and sub-subleading corrections

In this section, we determine the subleading and sub-subleading corrections to the flat

space soft graviton theorem. We use the asymmetric form of the scalar field propagator

(3.15) for the ease of the calculations. Let us substitute the soft graviton modes (4.16),

scalar field modes (3.5), and the scalar field propagator (3.15) into (6.8) and separate the

O(l−2) terms as follows:

Γ
(2)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) = −i

n∑
i=1

κ

∫
d4zd4z′

∫
d4p

(2π)4

(
4m4(pαpβi εαβ)

(p2 +m2)4
+

2m2(pαpβi εαβ)

(p2 +m2)3

+
2(pαpβi εαβ)

(p2 +m2)2
−

17pαpβi εαβ
8m2(p2 +m2)

+
39i(pi · z′)(pαpβi εαβ)

8m2(p2 +m2)
+

41(pi · z′)2(pαpβi εαβ)
8m2(p2 +m2)

−
19i(pi · z′)3(pαpβi εαβ)

12m2(p2 +m2)
−

(pi · z′)4(pαpβi εαβ)
8m2(p2 +m2)

+
3z′2(pαpβi εαβ)

2(p2 +m2)
−

3iz′2(pi · z′)(pαpβi εαβ)
2(p2 +m2)

−
z′2(pi · z′)2(pαpβi εαβ)

4(p2 +m2)
−

m2z′4(pαpβi εαβ)

8(p2 +m2)
−

2im2(p · z)(pαpβi εαβ)
(p2 +m2)3

−
i(p · z)(pαpβi εαβ)

(p2 +m2)2

+
m2z2(pαpβi εαβ)

2(p2 +m2)2
−

z2(pαpβi εαβ)

2(p2 +m2)
+

3i(pαz′βεαβ)

2(p2 +m2)
+

5(pi · z′)(pαz′βεαβ)
2(p2 +m2)

−
i(pi · z′)2(pαz′βεαβ)

2(p2 +m2)

−
im2z′2(pαz′βεαβ)

2(p2 +m2)
+

(p · z′)(pαi z′βεαβ)
2(p2 +m2)

−
(p · pi)(z′αz′βεαβ)

4(p2 +m2)

)
ei(p−pi−k)·z′

· e−ip·z
∫ n−1∏

j=1;j ̸=i

d4zj

√
−g(zj)g

∗
pj (zj)(−i)(∇2

zj −m2)
〈
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
. (6.22)
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The terms inside the parentheses in the above expression can be simplified in a similar

manner as we did for O(l−1) terms in (6.11) in the previous section. In brief, we first

replace all z′ by −i∂p, and then do integration by parts in p to move exponential factor

eip·z
′
outside the derivative operator ∂p. We then combine all the exponential factors to

ei(p−pi−k)·z′ and perform the z′-integral to generate the delta function δ(4)(p − pi − k).

Finally, we perform p-integral on the delta function and take the soft limit.

We evaluated each term inside the parentheses in (6.22) in a similar manner as de-

scribed above and obtained the following expression:

Γ
(2)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) = −i

n∑
i=1

κ

2

∫
d4z

(
3m2(pαi p

β
i εαβ)

2(pi · k)3
+

pαi p
β
i εαβ

2(pi · k)2
−

17(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

8m2(pi · k)

+
im2(pαi p

β
i εαβ)(k · z)

2(pi · k)3
−

2i(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(k · z)

(pi · k)2
+

m2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(k · z)2

(pi · k)3
−

3i(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(pi · z)

2(pi · k)2

+
39i(pαi p

β
i εαβ)(pi · z)

8m2(pi · k)
−

2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(pi · z)(k · z)

(pi · k)2
+

41(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(pi · z)2

8m2(pi · k)
+

i(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(pi · z)2(k · z)

2(pi · k)2

−
19i(pαi p

β
i εαβ)(pi · z)3

12m2(pi · k)
−

(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(pi · z)4

8m2(pi · k)
+

z2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

pi · k
+

im2z2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(k · z)

2(pi · k)2

−
3iz2(pαi p

β
i εαβ)(pi · z)

2(pi · k)
−

z2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(pi · z)2

4(pi · k)
−

m2z4(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

8(pi · k)
−

im2(pαi z
βεαβ)

2(pi · k)2
+

4i(pαi z
βεαβ)

pi · k

−
2m2(pαi z

βεαβ)(k · z)
(pi · k)2

+
(pαi z

βεαβ)(k · z)
2(pi · k)

+
5(pαi z

βεαβ)(pi · z)
pi · k

−
i(pαi z

βεαβ)(pi · z)2

pi · k

−
im2z2(pαi z

βεαβ)

pi · k
+

5m2(zαzβεαβ)

4(pi · k)
−

zαzβεαβ
4

)(
1− ik · z − 1

2
(k · z)2 + ...

)
e−ipi·z

·
∫ n−1∏

j=1;j ̸=i

d4zj

√
−g(zj)g

∗
pj (zj)(−i)(∇2

zj −m2)
〈
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
, (6.23)

which can be rewritten in the desired form as7

Γ
(2)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) = −i

n∑
i=1

κ

2

∫
d4z

(
3m2(pαi p

β
i εαβ)

2(pi · k)3
+

pαi p
β
i εαβ

2(pi · k)2
−

im2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(k · z)

(pi · k)3

−
3i(pαi p

β
i εαβ)(pi · z)

2(pi · k)2
−

im2(pαi z
βεαβ)

2(pi · k)2
+O(k−1)

)
e−ipi·z

·
∫ n−1∏

j=1;j ̸=i

d4zje
−ipj ·zj (−i)(∇2

zj −m2)
〈
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
+A(1)Γ(1)

n +A(0)Γ(2)
n , (6.24)

where O(k−1) terms contribute beyond the sub-subleading order and are suppressed. To

transform the soft factor in the momentum space, we replace all z by i∂pi in the above

7We must note that from (6.9), the structure of Γ
(2)
n+1 is as follows: Γ

(2)
n+1 = A(2)Γ

(0)
n +A(1)Γ

(1)
n +A(0)Γ

(2)
n .

To put Eq. (6.23) in the above desired form, one needs to identify the terms corresponding to A(0) and

A(1) in (6.23) and separate them from the remaining terms, which correspond to A(2), to reach at the final

expression (6.24).
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Figure 3: Soft graviton attached to an internal line.

expression. Thus, the O(l−2) correction to the flat space soft factor takes the following

form:

A(2) =
n∑

i=1

κ

2

(
3m2(pαi p

β
i εαβ)

2(pi · k)3
+

pαi p
β
i εαβ

2(pi · k)2
+

m2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

(pi · k)3
k · ∂pi +

3(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

2(pi · k)2
pi · ∂pi

+
m2(pαi εαβ)

2(pi · k)2
∂β
pi

)
+O(k−1). (6.25)

We note that A(2) includes two types of terms: 1/k3 and 1/k2, which obviously do not

contribute at the same order. Thus, as in (6.10), we expand the soft factor in δ to separate

the subleading and sub-subleading order corrections to the flat space soft factor in the

above expression. The subleading and sub-subleading corrections take the following forms,

respectively.

S(2,−1) =
n∑

i=1

κ

2

3m2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

2ω(pi · k̂)3
, (6.26)

S(2,0) =
n∑

i=1

κ

2

(
pαi p

β
i εαβ

2(pi · k̂)2
+
m2(pαi p

β
i εαβ)

(pi · k̂)3
k̂·∂pi+

3(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

2(pi · k̂)2
pi·∂pi+

m2(pαi εαβ)

2(pi · k̂)2
∂β
pi

)
. (6.27)

In the following section, we evaluate the Feynman diagram where a soft graviton is at-

tached to an internal line.

6.3 Graviton attached to an internal line

Let us now consider the Feynman diagram in which the graviton is attached to an internal

line (see Fig. (3)), which produces the subleading soft graviton theorem in the flat space.

We need to check whether such a diagram will introduce additional perturbative corrections

to the flat space soft factor in de Sitter background. If the S-matrix for this scattering

process is defined by Nn+1({p1, ..., pn}, k), then it can be decomposed in the soft expansion

as follows:

Nn+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) = N
(0)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, ωk̂) + δN

(1)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, ωk̂)

+ δ2N
(2)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, ωk̂). (6.28)
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Since the soft graviton is not attached to an external line, this diagram does not produce
1
ω -pole terms. Thus, the above expression can be expanded at ω → 0 as follows:

Nn+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) = N
(0)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, 0) + δN

(1)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, 0)

+ δ2N
(2)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, 0) + ..., (6.29)

where N
(0)
n+1 produce the flat space subleading soft factor, N

(1)
n+1 and N

(2)
n+1 are correction

terms. Thus, the total S-matrix, after including these additional terms to Eq. (6.8), is

Γn+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) =
n∑

i=1

κi
2

∫
d4zd4z′

(
1− z2

l2
− z′2

l2

)
f∗ρσ(z′, k)

{
2∂′

ρg
∗
pi(z

′)∂′
σD(z′, z)

}

·
∫ n−1∏

j=1;j ̸=i

d4zj

√
−g(zj)g

∗
pj (zj)(−i)(∇2

zj −m2)
〈
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
+Nn+1({p1, ..., pn}, k).

(6.30)

The S-matrix for the scattering process depicted in Fig. (2) has already been computed

in Section (6.1). Thus, we will not re-do these calculations, and simply add the additional

correction terms to Eq. (6.19). The resultant expression is

Γn+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) =
n∑

i=1

κ

2

(
pαi p

β
i εαβ

pi · k
+
pαi p

β
i εαβ

pi · k
k·∂pi−

im

l

pαi p
β
i εαβ

(pi · k)2
k·∂pi+

2mi

l

pαi εαβ
pi · k

∂β
pi

)
Γ(0)
n

+
1

l
A(0)Γ(1)

n + εαβN
(0)αβ
n+1 ({p1, ..., pn}, 0) + δεαβN

(1)αβ
n+1 ({p1, ..., pn}, 0), (6.31)

where the second term arises from the soft expansion of the exponential factor e−ik·z′ , and

Nn+1 is decomposed as εαβN
αβ
n+1. The gauge invariance allows us to evaluate additional

correction terms N
(0)αβ
n+1 and N

(1)αβ
n+1 . The gauge transformation does not receive pertur-

bative corrections at this order, i.e., εαβ → εαβ − ikαξβ − ikβξα. Thus, under this gauge

transformation, the S-matrix should remain invariant, i.e.,

n∑
i=1

κ

2

(
2(pi ·ξ)+2(pi ·ξ)k ·∂pi +

2mi

l
ξβ∂

β
pi

)
Γ(0)
n +2kαξβN

(0)αβ
n+1 +

2

ωl
kαξβN

(1)αβ
n+1 = 0, (6.32)

where the first term vanishes due to the momentum conservation. Equating the remaining

terms order by order, we obtain8

N
(0)αβ
n+1 = −1

2

n∑
i=1

κ

2

(
pαi ∂

β
pi + pβi ∂

α
pi

)
Γ(0)
n , (6.33)

N
(1)αβ
n+1 = − im

2

n∑
i=1

κ

2

(
pαi

pi · k̂
∂β
pi +

pβi
pi · k̂

∂α
pi

)
Γ(0)
n . (6.34)

8After deducing N
(0)αβ
n+1 and N

(1)αβ
n+1 from Eq. (6.32), we have put them in the symmetrized form in Eqs.

(6.33) and (6.34).
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These are the additional contributions to the flat space soft graviton theorem from the

diagram where soft graviton is attached to an internal line. After plugging these corrections,

Eqs. (6.33) and (6.34), into Eq. (6.31), we obtained the final expression:

Γn+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) =
n∑

i=1

κ

2

(
pαi p

β
i εαβ

pi · k
− i

pαi εαβkγJ
βγ

pi · k
− m

l

pαi εαβkγJ
βγ

(pi · k)2

)
Γ(0)
n +

1

l
A(0)Γ(1)

n ,

(6.35)

where Jβγ = i
(
pβi ∂

γ
pi − pγi ∂

β
pi

)
is the angular momentum operator in the momentum space.

The second term in the above expression is the flat space subleading soft graviton theorem,

and the third term is the leading correction to the flat space soft factor.

S(1,0) = −m
n∑

i=1

κ

2

pαi εαβ k̂γJ
βγ

(pi · k̂)2
(6.36)

We must note that the subleading corrections to the flat space soft factor do not receive

additional contributions from the diagram where soft graviton is attached to an internal

line. It is because the N
(2)
n+1 correction term arises at order O(δ2) in the soft expansion.

Thus, the subleading corrections (6.26) remain the same even after including the contri-

butions from the diagram in Fig. (3). To check whether the sub-subleading corrections

(6.27) do not receive contributions from N
(2)
n+1, we need to analyze the gauge invariance of

them explicitly in the momentum space, which is extremely complicated and we will not

attempt to do it in the present work.

6.4 Consistency checks

• The leading correction to the flat space soft graviton theorem, Eq. (6.36), is invariant

under the gauge transformation εαβ → εαβ − iξαkβ − iξβkα. Since the gauge trans-

formation at O(l−2) becomes very complicated in the momentum space, to check

the gauge invariance of the subleading and sub-subleading corrections to the flat

space soft factor, we need to analyze whether Eq. (6.8), from which they are de-

rived, is gauge-invariant. Since Eq. (6.8) is gauge invariant, the subleading and

sub-subleading corrections to the flat space soft factor are also gauge invariant.

• To check the universal feature of the leading correction term, we have used a different

set of scalar field modes (3.8). The new set of modes has no terms of O(l−1), so there

are no leading corrections to the flat space soft factor for this set of modes. Since

the leading correction to the soft factor depends on the choice of modes, it is non-

universal.

• We have used a different set of scalar field modes (3.8) to compute subleading and

sub-subleading corrections to the flat space soft factor. The detailed calculation is

given in the Appendix (A). We have observed that the subleading and sub-subleading

corrections for this set of modes are exactly the same as Eqs. (6.26) and (6.27).

Further, these correction terms only depend on the momenta of the hard particles,

soft energy, and the coupling constant. Thus, we expect that the subleading and

sub-subleading corrections to the flat space soft factor should be universal.
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Flat space soft factor
n∑

i=1

κ

2

pαi p
β
i εαβ

ωpi · k̂
− i

n∑
i=1

κ

2

pαi εαβ k̂γJ
βγ

pi · k̂

Leading corrections −m
n∑

i=1

κ

2

pαi εαβ k̂γJ
βγ

(pi · k̂)2

Subleading corrections
3m2

2

n∑
i=1

κ

2

pαi p
β
i εαβ

ω(pi · k̂)3

Sub-subleading corrections
n∑

i=1

κ

2

(
pαi p

β
i εαβ

2(pi · k̂)2
+

m2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

(pi · k̂)3
k̂ · ∂pi +

3(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

2(pi · k̂)2
pi · ∂pi +

m2(pαi εαβ)

2(pi · k̂)2
∂β
pi

)

Table 1: Leading, subleading, and sub-subleading corrections to the flat space soft factor.

7 Discussions

In this paper, we obtained leading, subleading and sub-subleading order corrections induced

by the de Sitter geometry in the large curvature length (or small cosmological constant)

limit to the flat space soft graviton theorem, and discussed about the universal feature of

these corrections. We first obtained mode solutions of the linearized field equation in the

background de Sitter space. We then defined the inner product for these modes and verified

that they are orthogonal. By defining the perturbative S-matrix in a compact region

inside the static patch, and using the LSZ formula, we derived the leading, subleading,

and sub-subleading corrections to the flat space soft factor. Further, consistency checks

have been performed on these corrections. Performing the gauge transformations, we have

verified that the leading, subleading, and sub-subleading corrections to the flat space soft

factor are gauge-invariant. To comment on the universality of these corrections, we used a

different set of scalar field modes to recompute the leading, subleading, and sub-subleading

corrections. We observed that the leading order corrections depend on the choice of modes

while the subleading and sub-subleading order corrections remain the same. Thus, the

leading corrections to the soft factor are non-universal, while we expect that the subleading

and sub-subleading corrections are universal, which is consistent with the results obtained

for soft photon theorems in [44]. The leading, subleading, and sub-subleading corrections

to the flat space soft graviton theorems for the tree-level scattering process are summarized

in table (1).

If the subleading and sub-subleading corrections turn out to be universal, it would

be interesting to investigate whether perturbative corrections to the flat space asymptotic

charges can reproduce these corrections from Ward identities. It is natural to expect such

perturbative corrections should start at O(l−2). Recently, the soft graviton theorem in the

de Sitter space was derived from Ward identities using the near-horizon supertranslation

charges [45]. Their analysis was done near to the horizon and it is not close to the small

compact region where our setup is confined. For the validity of our results, one can not

extend the finite boundaries of this region to the cosmological horizons. Also, taking the

small cosmological constant limit of the results of [45] pushes the cosmological horizons to

the null infinities in the Minkowski space. Thus, their results can not be expanded naively
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in O(1/l) and directly reduce to the flat space soft graviton theorems. In addition to this,

the authors in [45] considered the massless scalars, and the massless limit of scalars is not

well defined in our analysis especially for the scalar field modes. Thus, it is not immediately

clear to us how our results and those of [45] can be related.

Moreover, one can study the radiative component of the low frequency gravitational

waveforms in the de Sitter background in the small cosmological constant limit to derive

the perturbative corrections to the classical soft graviton theorems. One can also evaluate

the perturbative corrections to the trajectories of hard particles, and then take the clas-

sical limit of our results by replacing all the operators with their classical counterparts.

Evaluating perturbative corrections to the classical soft graviton theorem and interpreting

various correction terms is an interesting future direction.

In the pursuit of understanding gravitational radiation and memory effects in the

presence of a tiny cosmological constant, the analysis presented here might be useful.

However, to establish a relation between the soft factors deduced here as a perturbative

expansion in cosmological constant, and the (asymptotic) symmetries of the static patch of

the de Sitter spacetime, one needs to first analyze the symmetries of the patch of the full

de Sitter spacetime and the corresponding charges. Since the static patch only preserves

a 4 dimensional subset of the full 10 dimensional de Sitter symmetries, the scattering

amplitudes should also obey the subset of symmetries only [53, 63]. It would be interesting

to see if a relation between the asymptotic charges within this patch, and the soft factors

can be established by performing a suitable expansion of the charges around the flat space.

This would also be necessary to understand the memory effects in this framework [64].

Finally, one needs to explore the connection between the asymptotic symmetry group

of full de Sitter spacetime, the Λ-BMS4 group [65, 66] and the symmetries of the soft

amplitudes considered here.
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A Perturbative corrections for alternate set of scalar modes

In this section, we use the alternate set of scalar field modes (3.8) to compute the per-

turbative corrections to the flat space soft factor. Even though these modes and the

corresponding states are non-orthogonal, it is very interesting to study the soft limit of the

S-matrix for this set of modes. The O(l−2) corrections to the S-matrix for this new set of

modes is given as follows:
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Γ
(2)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) = −i

n∑
i=1

κ

∫
d4zd4z′

∫
d4p

(2π)4

(
4m4(pαpβi εαβ)

(p2 +m2)4
+

2m2(pαpβi εαβ)

(p2 +m2)3

+
2(pαpβi εαβ)

(p2 +m2)2
+

3ic(pαpβi εαβ)

2m(p2 +m2)
+

5c(pi · z′)(pαpβi εαβ)
2m(p2 +m2)

−
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+
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4(p2 +m2)
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2(p2 +m2)

+
iz′2(pi · z′)(pαpβi εαβ)

4(p2 +m2)
−
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−
i(p · z)(pαpβi εαβ)

(p2 +m2)2
+

m2z2(pαpβi εαβ)

2(p2 +m2)2

−
z2(pαpβi εαβ)

2(p2 +m2)
+

3i(pαz′βεαβ)

2(p2 +m2)
+

cm(pαz′βεαβ)

p2 +m2
+

(p · z′)(pαi z′βεαβ)
2(p2 +m2)

−
(p · pi)(z′αz′βεαβ)

4(p2 +m2)

)
· ei(p−pi−k)·z′e−ip·z

∫ n−1∏
j=1;j ̸=i

d4zj

√
−g(zj)g

∗
pj (zj)(−i)(∇2

zj −m2)
〈
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
. (A.1)

To simplify the above expression, we first replace all z′ by −i∂p, and then perform the

integration by parts in p. Next, we perform the z′-integral which yields the delta function.

We finally integrate this delta function and take the soft limit and obtain

Γ
(2)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) = −i

n∑
i=1

κ

2

∫
d4z

(
3m2(pαi p

β
i εαβ)

2(pi · k)3
+

pαi p
β
i εαβ

2(pi · k)2
+

3ic(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

2m(pi · k)

+
im2(pαi p

β
i εαβ)(k · z)

2(pi · k)3
−

2i(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(k · z)

(pi · k)2
−

cm(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(k · z)

(pi · k)2
−

3i(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(pi · z)

2(pi · k)2

+
5c(pαi p

β
i εαβ)(pi · z)

2m(pi · k)
+

(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(pi · z)(k · z)

2(pi · k)2
−

(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(pi · z)2

2m2(pi · k)
−

ic(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(pi · z)2

2m(pi · k)

+
i(pαi p

β
i εαβ)(pi · z)3

6m2(pi · k)
−

z2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

4(pi · k)
−

icmz2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

2(pi · k)
+

iz2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(pi · z)

4(pi · k)
−

im2(pαi z
βεαβ)

2(pi · k)2
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pi · k
+
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+

(pαi z
βεαβ)(k · z)
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+
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−
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4
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1− ik · z − 1

2
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e−ipi·z
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d4zj

√
−g(zj)g

∗
pj (zj)(−i)(∇2

zj −m2)
〈
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
.

(A.2)

By identifying the terms correspond to A(0) and A(1) in the above expression, and sepa-

rating them from the rest of the terms, we can rewrite Eq. (A.2) as

Γ
(2)
n+1({p1, ..., pn}, k) = −i

n∑
i=1

κ

2

∫
d4z

(
3m2(pαi p

β
i εαβ)

2(pi · k)3
+

pαi p
β
i εαβ

2(pi · k)2
−

im2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)(k · z)

(pi · k)3

−
3i(pαi p

β
i εαβ)(pi · z)

2(pi · k)2
−

im2(pαi z
βεαβ)

2(pi · k)2
+O(k−1)

)
e−ipi·z

·
∫ n−1∏

j=1;j ̸=i

d4zje
−ipj ·zj (−i)(∇2

zj −m2)
〈
G[{ϕ(zj)}]

〉
+A(1)Γ(1)

n +A(0)Γ(2)
n , (A.3)

– 25 –



where O(k−1) terms contribute beyond the sub-subleading order and are suppressed. Now,

we replace all z by i∂pi in the above expression and put the O(l−2) corrections to the flat

space soft factor in the momentum space as follows:

A(2) =
n∑

i=1

κ

2

(
3m2(pαi p

β
i εαβ)

2(pi · k)3
+

pαi p
β
i εαβ

2(pi · k)2
+

m2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

(pi · k)3
k · ∂pi +

3(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

2(pi · k)2
pi · ∂pi

+
m2(pαi εαβ)

2(pi · k)2
∂β
pi

)
+O(k−1). (A.4)

We must note that it is independent of the arbitrary constant c present in the scalar field

modes in (3.8). The subleading and sub-subleading corrections to the flat space soft factor

for this new set of modes (3.8) are

S(2,−1) =
n∑

i=1

κ

2

3m2(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

2ω(pi · k̂)3
, (A.5)

S(2,0) =

n∑
i=1

κ

2

(
pαi p

β
i εαβ

2(pi · k̂)2
+
m2(pαi p

β
i εαβ)

(pi · k̂)3
k̂·∂pi+

3(pαi p
β
i εαβ)

2(pi · k̂)2
pi ·∂pi+

m2(pαi εαβ)

2(pi · k̂)2
∂β
pi

)
. (A.6)
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