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Abstract: We investigate two different definitions of a scalar field effective potential

in quantum field theory in de Sitter spacetime: the standard textbook definition, and

the constraint effective potential proposed by O’Raifeartaigh et al. in 1986. While these

definitions are equivalent in Minkowski spacetime, they differ significantly in de Sitter.

We demonstrate this by computing them both explicitly at one-loop order in perturbation

theory. It is well known that the perturbative expansion of the standard effective potential

fails converge for light fields. In contrast, the constraint effective potential does not suffer

from this infrared problem, and it can therefore be computed using perturbation theory.

We discuss the physical interpretation of the two effective potentials. In particular, we

provide evidence supporting an earlier conjecture that the constraint effective potential is

the correct one to use in the stochastic Starobinsky-Yokoyama theory.
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1 Introduction

The effective potential is a powerful and widely used tool in quantum field theory. In-

corporating quantum corrections to the classical potential of the scalar field, its minimum

determines the vacuum state of the theory, and the power series expansion around the mini-

mum gives the physical masses and couplings of the scalar fields in that vacuum state [1]. It

was first introduced by Goldstone, Salam and Weinberg [2], who defined it perturbatively

as the sum of all one-particle irreducible vacuum Feynman diagrams and demonstrated

that the vacuum state of the theory corresponds to its minimum. Shortly afterwards, a
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non-perturbative definition in terms of a Legendre transform of the generating functional

was given by DeWitt [3] and Jona-Lasinio [4], and developed further by Jackiw [5]. This

is the standard textbook definition of the effective potential, and we will refer to it as the

standard effective potential.

For standard particle physics applications, it is sufficient to calculate the effective

potential in Minkowski spacetime, but in cosmology the effects of spacetime curvature are

important and have to be included. This has been done explicitly in de Sitter spacetime [6,

7], which is a good approximation for the spacetime metric during inflation and which has

a high level of symmetry, making the one-loop calculation tractable.

In cosmology, the effective potential is often used to describe the dynamics of the

field in the (semi)classical approximation, for example when studying cosmological phase

transitions [8], vacuum stability [9], or the evolution of the inflaton and other scalar fields

during inflation [10, 11]. In practice, this is usually done by simply using the effective

potential in the place of the classical potential at the level of the equations of motion. For

this, one cannot simply use the tree-level potential, because in a quantum field theory it is

ultraviolet divergent (or cutoff dependent), and intuitively the effective potential appears

to be the obvious choice.

There is, however, a serious problem with this, as one can see by considering the

case of de Sitter spacetime. If one computes the effective potential for a light scalar field,

with a mass less than the curvature scale, one finds that it is dominated by the long-

wavelength infrared modes. This has two consequences: First, the quantum correction is

large and therefore it needs to be computed accurately, rather than just naively replacing

the classical potential with its intuitively obvious quantum analogue. And second, the

contribution from each order in the loop expansion is larger than the previous one, and

therefore perturbation theory breaks down.1 Various approximation and resummation

techniques have been developed to cope with this infrared problem at the technical level [15–

31]. In this paper, instead, we ask whether one should be actually calculating a different

quantity altogether.

Indeed, it was recently noted in ref. [32] that the latter appears to be the case for the

stochastic approximation. The authors calculated vacuum decay rates to one-loop order

in quantum field theory and in the stochastic approximation and found that they agree if,

instead of the standard effective potential, the calculation in the stochastic theory is carried

out using the constraint effective potential, which was introduced in 1986 by O’Raifeartaigh,

Wipf and Yoneyama [33].

The original motivation for the constraint effective potential was that it is more practi-

cal for a numerical evaluation using Monte Carlo simulations than the standard definition.

Instead of a Legendre transform, it is defined by introducing a delta functional directly in

the path integral. In the infinite volume limit, both definitions give the same function, and

therefore the choice between them is a purely a matter of convenience. However, in a finite

volume they are different, and in practice this applies to de Sitter spacetime, too.

1In this paper, we do not consider the case of a free, massless, minimally coupled scalar field. That theory

has a more serious infrared problem, as a result of which it has no de Sitter invariant vacuum state [12–14]
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This situation with these two effective potentials has a direct analogy with with un-

dergraduate statistical physics. Let us consider an open thermodynamic system, in which

the energy E and particle number N can vary. It is convenient to write N = V n, where

n is the particle density and V is the volume. We can introduce the chemical potential µ

and the grand/Landau potential

Ω(T, µ) = −kBT ln
∑
i

e
− (Ei−µV ni)

kBT , (1.1)

where the sum is over all microstates, labelled by i. The average number density of particles

is then given by

⟨n⟩ = − 1

V

∂Ω

∂µ
. (1.2)

One can then take the Legendre transform with respect to the chemical potential µ to

obtain the Helmholtz free energy

F (T, n) = Ω(T, µ) + µV n. (1.3)

This is analogous to the definition of the standard effective potential. The free energy (1.3)

has the property that its minimum determines the ensemble average of n, in the same way

as the minimum of the standard effective potential determines the vacuum expectation

value of the scalar field in quantum field theory.

In statistical physics, one can also define the Helmholtz free energy directly using the

canonical ensemble, i.e., by fixing the number density of particles n. This way, one writes

it as

F̃ (T, n) = −kBT ln
∑
j

e
−

Ej
kBT , (1.4)

where the sum is over all microstates with number density n, labelled by j, and we use

the tilde (∼) to distinguish it from F (T, n) defined in eq. (1.3). This is analogous to the

definition of the constrained effective potential.

In the thermodynamic limit, the two free energies (1.3) and (1.4) are equal, but in a

finite volume they are not. The reason for the difference is not that eqs. (1.3) and (1.4)

describe different physics, or that one is more correct than the other. Instead, they are

simply two different functions of state describing the same physical system. For example,

the minimum of F (T, n) gives the expectation value of n, and the minimum of F̃ (T, n) gives

the most likely value of n, and in a finite volume, these two quantities are not equal in

general. More generally, F̃ (T,N) gives the probability distribution p(T, n) of the number

density,

p(T, n) ∝ exp

(
− F̃ (T, n)

kBT

)
. (1.5)

The aim of this paper is to compute the standard and constraint effective potentials

explicitly to one-loop order for a real scalar field in de Sitter and discuss their differences.

In particular, we will find that the constraint effective potential does not suffer from the

same infrared problem as the standard effective potential. We will also provide evidence to
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support the conjecture in ref. [32] that the constraint effective potential is what one should

use in the Starobinsky-Yokoyama stochastic theory [10, 11].

The paper is organised as follows. Section 2 presents the Lorentzian and Euclidean

actions for an interacting scalar field on de Sitter space and sets out the renormalisa-

tion scheme and counterterms. Sections 3 and 4 contain the one-loop computations of

the standard and constraint effective potentials for fields in the trivial and fundamental

representations of the orthogonal group, together with the required regularisation steps.

We extract the effective parameters through power-series expansions in three physically

relevant regimes: heavy, near conformal, and light. Section 5 discusses the implications of

these results, with emphasis on the infrared behaviour of light fields and its relation to the

stochastic description. Section 6 summarises our findings and outlines possible extensions.

Appendix A records the derivation of the integration constant used in the regularisation

procedure.

2 Quantum Field Theory in de Sitter spacetime

We consider a scalar field theory in a fixed de Sitter spacetime, whose metric in global

coordinates is

ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν = −dt2 + cosh2(Ht)

H2
dΩ2

3, (2.1)

where dΩ2
3 denotes the line element on the unit three-sphere and H is a real, constant

parameter. This spacetime is maximally symmetric with curvature R = 12H2 and arises as

the solution to Einstein’s equations sourced by a constant positive energy density. Because

of its high degree of symmetry, it is convenient for calculations, but it is also a good

approximation of the inflationary spacetime in cosmology when H is identified with the

Hubble rate. In this work we treat the geometry as fixed, so the dynamics involve only the

matter sector, and gravitational degrees of freedom are not included.

In terms of the bare field ϕB, the action is

S[ϕB] =

∫
d4x

√
−g

(
−1

2
gµν∂µϕB∂νϕB − VB(ϕB)

)
, (2.2)

where g = det gµν and VB(ϕB) is the bare potential. For concreteness, in this work we

study

VB(ϕB) =
1

2
(m2

B + ξBR)ϕ
2
B +

1

4
λBϕ

4
B, (2.3)

where mB, ξB, and λB are the bare mass parameter, non-minimal gravitational coupling,

and self-coupling constant, respectively. Throughout, we will restrict our analysis to the

weakly coupled regime λ ≪ 1 and treat the theory perturbatively around free-field solu-

tions.

The bare quantities, denoted by a subscript B, are related to their renormalised coun-

terparts (no subscript) and counter terms through the standard field and parameter redef-

initions

ϕB =
√
Zϕ ϕ,
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m2
B = Z−1

ϕ (m2 + δm2),

ξB = Z−1
ϕ (ξ + δξ),

λB = Z−2
ϕ (λ+ δλ) . (2.4)

We use dimensional regularisation and adopt the modified minimal subtraction (MS)

scheme. The counterterms are independent of the spacetime metric and therefore the

same as in Minkowski spave. For this theory are known in the literature (see refs. [34, 35])

and read

Zϕ = 1 +O(λ2),

δm2 =
3λm2

16π2

[
2

ε
− γ + ln(4π)

]
+O(λ2),

δξ =

(
ξ − 1

6

)
3λ

16π2

[
2

ε
− γ + ln(4π)

]
+O(λ2),

δλ =
9λ2

16π2

[
2

ε
− γ + ln(4π)

]
+O(λ3). (2.5)

Because the Ricci scalar R is constant in de Sitter, we can combine the two quadratic

terms in (2.3) into one parameter,

M2 = m2 + 12ξH2. (2.6)

This quantity uniquely characterises the two-point behaviour of the theory, with the con-

formal point given by M2 = 2H2, irrespectively of the individual values of m2 and ξ. Its

corresponding counter-term is given by

δM2 =
3λ

16π2
(
M2 − 2H2

) [2
ε
− γ + ln(4π)

]
. (2.7)

For later convenience, we express the bare potential (2.3) as a sum of the tree-level

renormalised potential V (ϕ) and the counterterms δV (ϕ) as

VB(ϕB) = V (ϕ) + δV (ϕ), (2.8)

where

V (ϕ) =
1

2
M2ϕ2 +

1

4
λϕ4. (2.9)

Because the spectrum of the d’Alembertian on de Sitter space is unbounded from below,

path integration is not well defined in Lorentzian signature [36]. To obtain a fluctuation

operator with a positive-definite, discrete spectrum, we perform the analytic continuation

t 7→ iτ . This takes the metric (2.1) to

ds2 = dΩ2
4 = dτ2 +

cos2Hτ

H2
dΩ2

3, (2.10)

which is the metric of a four-sphere of radius 1/H. In this Euclidean space the kinetic

operator becomes strongly elliptic, and thus the spectrum of the theory is controlled. The

four-sphere also has finite volume,

Ω4 =

∫
d4x

√
g =

8π2

3H4
. (2.11)
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In this space, and in terms of the renormalised field, the action is

SE[ϕ] =

∫
d4x

√
g

(
1

2
gµν∂µϕB∂νϕB +

1

2
M2

Bϕ
2
B +

1

4
λBϕ

4
B

)
=

∫
d4x

√
g

(
1

2
Zϕg

µν∂µϕ∂νϕ+
1

2

(
M2 + δM2

)
ϕ2 +

1

4
(λ+ δλ)ϕ4

)
, (2.12)

where the subscript E indicates Euclidean signature.

3 Standard effective potential

3.1 Definition

In quantum field theory, the standard definition [5] of the effective potential follows the

same steps as the first definition (1.3) of the Helmholtz free energy density in thermody-

namics. We start by defining the partition function for the scalar field ϕ in the presence

of an external source J . In textbooks, it is often taken to be a functional because the

aim is to define the one-particle irreducible effective action. However, because we are only

interested in the effective potential, we only need the partition function for a constant J ,

ZS(J) =

∫
Dϕ exp

[
−SE[ϕ] + J

∫
d4x

√
g ϕ(x)

]
. (3.1)

In analogy with the grand potential (1.1), we define

W(J) = − 1

Ω4
lnZS(J). (3.2)

The expectation value of the field in the presence of the external source J is

⟨ϕ⟩J = −dW(J)

dJ
, (3.3)

where Ω4 is the volume (2.11).

Now, we can define the standard effective potential as the Legendre transform ofW(J),

VS(ϕ̄) = W(J) + Jϕ̄, (3.4)

where J is the solution of the equation

−dW(J)

dJ
= ϕ̄. (3.5)

It follows that the standard effective potential (3.4) satisfies

dVS(ϕ̄)

dϕ̄
= 0 for ϕ̄ = ⟨ϕ⟩. (3.6)

In other words, the expectation value of the field (for J = 0) is given by the minimum of

VS(ϕ̄).
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3.2 Real scalar singlet

3.2.1 One-loop calculation

Let us first compute the standard effective potential VS(ϕ̄) for a single real scalar field ϕ,

following refsi. [6, 7]. To evaluate the path integral (3.1), we expand the field about the

classical solution in the presence of the external source J , which we denote by ϕ̄,

ϕ(x) = ϕ̄+ φ(x), (3.7)

where φ ∼ O(ℏ1/2). This affine change of variables carries no Jacobian, i.e., Dϕ 7→ Dφ,
and gives the quadratic action

SE[ϕ] = SE[ϕ̄] +
1

2

∫
d4x

√
g φ Ô(ϕ̄)φ+O(ℏ2), (3.8)

where we have defined the four-sphere Klein-Gordon operator,

Ô(ϕ̄) = ∆S4 + V ′′(ϕ̄) = ∆S4 +M2 + 3λϕ̄2, (3.9)

with ∆S4 = − 1√
g∂µ(

√
ggµν∂ν) as the four-sphere Laplacian; and used the fact that the

four-sphere is boundary-less to drop surface integrals after integration by parts.

From eq. (3.2), we obtain

W(J) = V (ϕ̄) + δV (ϕ̄)− 1

Ω4
ln

[∫
Dφ exp

(
−1

2

∫
d4x

√
g φÔ(ϕ̄)φ

)
+O(ℏ2)

]
− Jϕ̄

= V (ϕ̄) + δV (ϕ̄) +
1

2Ω4
ln det

(
Ô(ϕ̄)

H2

)
+ constant +O(ℏ2)− Jϕ̄, (3.10)

where we have introduced the denominator H2 inside the determinant to make it dimen-

sionless, and the term denoted by “constant” includes all field-independent contributions.

The effective potential is then given by the Legendre transform (3.4),

VS(ϕ̄) = V (ϕ̄) + δV (ϕ̄) +
1

2Ω4
ln det

(
Ô(ϕ̄)

H2

)
+ constant +O(ℏ2). (3.11)

Because Ô(ϕ̄) is an elliptic and self-adjoint operator on a compact manifold S4, it

has a complete set of eigenfunctions {φn} and discrete, positive semi-definite eigenvalues

{ω2
n} [37],

Ô(ϕ̄)φn = ω2
nφn, n ≥ 0. (3.12)

We can use them to write

ln det

(
Ô(ϕ̄)

H2

)
= ln

[ ∞∏
n=0

(
ω2
n

H2

)dn
]
=

∞∑
n=0

dn ln
ω2
n

H2
, (3.13)

where dn is the degeneracy of the n-th eigenvalue. This sum is divergent, and as discussed

in section 2, we regularise it using dimensional regularisation, by analytically continuing

to d = 4− ε dimensions with ε≪ 1.
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In d dimensions, the eigenfunctions φn of Ô(ϕ̄) are the d-dimensional spherical har-

monics. The eigenvalues ω2
n and their corresponding degeneracies dn are [6]

ω2
n = H2(n2 + (d− 1)n) + V ′′(ϕ̄) = H2

(
n+

d− 1

2
+ νd

)(
n+

d− 1

2
− νd

)
,

dn =
(2n+ d− 1)Γ(n+ d− 1)

Γ(n+ 1)Γ(d)
, (3.14)

where νd is the de Sitter scaling weight in d dimensional,

νd(ϕ̄) =

√
(d− 1)2

4
− V ′′(ϕ̄)

H2
. (3.15)

The lowest eigenfunction is a constant φ0(x) = 1, and its corresponding eigenvalue is simply

ω2
0 = V ′′(ϕ̄), whereas all other eigenvalues include a term proportional to H2.

To compute eq. (3.13) using dimensional regularisation, we define the function

Fd(νd) =
µ4−d

2Ωd
ln det

(
Ô(ϕ̄)

H2

)

=
µ4−d

2Ωd

∞∑
n=0

(2n+ d− 1)Γ(n+ d− 1)

Γ(n+ 1)Γ(d)
ln

[(
n+

d− 1

2
+ νd

)(
n+

d− 1

2
− νd

)]
,

(3.16)

where

Ωd =
2π

d+1
2

Γ
(
d+1
2

) 1

Hd
(3.17)

is the volume of a d-sphere, and we have introduced the renormalisation scale µ4−d to keep

the expression consistent across dimensions. To evaluate the series, we write

Fd(νd) =

∫
dνd

dFd

dνd
. (3.18)

We begin by differentiating eq. (3.16) with respect to ν2d ,

dFd

dν2d
=
Hdµ4−d Γ

(
d+1
2

)
4π

d+1
2 Γ(d)

∞∑
n=0

(2n+ d− 1)Γ(n+ d− 1)

Γ(n+ 1)

1

n2 + (d− 1)n+ (d−1)2

4 − ν2d

=
Hdµ4−d Γ

(
d+1
2

)
4π

d+1
2 Γ(d)

cos(πνd) csc

(
πd

2

)
Γ

[
(d− 1)

2
+ νd

]
Γ

[
(d− 1)

2
− νd

]
, (3.19)

where to arrive at the last line we have performed the summation symbolically.

Next, we deform away from 4 spacetime dimensions by setting d = 4 − ε and use the

chain rule to re-write the derivative above in terms of νd. This leads to

dFd

dνd
=
H4(4ν3d − νd)

64π2

[
2

ε
+ ln

(
4πµ2

H2

)
− γ + 1− ψ(0)

(
3

2
+ νd

)
− ψ(0)

(
3

2
− νd

)]
,

(3.20)
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where γ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant and ψ(n)(z) is the n-th polygamma function [38].

The integral (3.18) can now be evaluated analytically.

To take the d → 4 − ε limit, we express νd in terms of the four-dimensional scaling

weight ν = ν4 as

νd = ν − 3ε

4ν
+O(ε2), (3.21)

and write the four-dimensional dimensionally regularised one-loop term F(ν) as

F(ν) = lim
ε→0

F4−ε

(
ν − 3ε

4ν

)
= − H4

64π2

{(
ν4 − ν2

2

)(
2

ε
+ ln

4π2µ2

H2
− γ + 1

)
+ 6ν2

−
(
4ν3 − ν

) [
lnΓ

(
3

2
+ ν

)
− lnΓ

(
3

2
− ν

)]
+
(
12ν2 − 1

) [
ψ(−2)

(
3

2
+ ν

)
+ ψ(−2)

(
3

2
− ν

)]
− 24ν

[
ψ(−3)

(
3

2
+ ν

)
− ψ(−3)

(
3

2
− ν

)]
+24

[
ψ(−4)

(
3

2
+ ν

)
+ ψ(−4)

(
3

2
− ν

)]}
+ F̃ , (3.22)

where the value of F̃ is given in eq. (A.8).

Combining eqs. (3.11) and (3.22), we arrive at the full one-loop expression for the

standard effective potential in de Sitter spacetime,2

VS(ϕ̄) = V (ϕ̄) + δV (ϕ̄)

− H4

64π2

{(
ν4(ϕ̄)− ν2(ϕ̄)

2

)(
2

ε
+ ln

4πµ2

H2
− γ + 1

)
+ 6ν2(ϕ̄)

−
(
4ν2(ϕ̄)− ν(ϕ̄)

) [
lnΓ

(
3

2
+ ν(ϕ̄)

)
− lnΓ

(
3

2
− ν(ϕ̄)

)]
+
(
12ν2(ϕ̄)− 1

) [
ψ(−2)

(
3

2
+ ν(ϕ̄)

)
+ ψ(−2)

(
3

2
− ν(ϕ̄)

)]
− 24ν(ϕ̄)

[
ψ(−3)

(
3

2
+ ν(ϕ̄)

)
− ψ(−3)

(
3

2
− ν(ϕ̄)

)]
+24

[
ψ(−4)

(
3

2
+ ν(ϕ̄)

)
+ ψ(−4)

(
3

2
− ν(ϕ̄)

)]}
+ constant +O(ℏ2),

(3.23)

where

ν(ϕ̄) =

√
9

4
− V ′′(ϕ̄)

H2
=

√
9

4
− M2 + 3λϕ̄2

H2
. (3.24)

The 1/ε pole cancels against the counterterms δV (ϕ̄), so that the full expression is finite

in the ε→ 0 limit.
2If we had omitted the step (3.21), as is sometimes done in the literature, the expression would be

identical except that the term +6ν2(ϕ̄) on the second line would be absent. At least for the purposes of

this calculation, this difference can be absorbed in the definition of the non-minimal coupling ξ.
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3.2.2 Power series expansions

While eq. (3.23) is the complete one-loop result for a single real scalar field, it is somewhat

opaque because of the implicit field dependence through ν(ϕ̄). Therefore we expand it as a

power series in the field ϕ̄ and calculate the coefficients up to sextic order in the background

field,

VS(ϕ̄) =
1

2
M2

S ϕ̄
2 +

1

4
λS ϕ̄

4 +
1

6
κS ϕ̄

6 +O(ϕ̄8), (3.25)

for the theory (2.3). In the case of the standard effective potential, the coefficients can be

interpreted as the quantum corrected mass squared and couplings. We find

M2
S =M2 + δM2

+
3λH2

16π2

[(
ν2 − 1

4

)(
2

ε
+ ln

4πµ2

H2
− γ − ψ(0)

(
3

2
− ν

)
− ψ(0)

(
3

2
+ ν

)
+ 1

)
− 3

]
=M2 +

3λH2

16π2

[(
ν2 − 1

4

)(
ln
µ2

H2
− ψ(0)

(
3

2
− ν

)
− ψ(0)

(
3

2
+ ν

)
+ 1

)
− 3

]
,

λS = λ+ δλ− 9λ2

16π2

[
2

ε
+ ln

4πµ2

H2
− γ − ψ(0)

(
3

2
+ ν

)
− ψ(0)

(
3

2
− ν

)
+ 1

+
4ν2 − 1

8ν

(
ψ(1)

(
3

2
− ν

)
− ψ(1)

(
3

2
+ ν

))]
= λ− 9λ2

16π2

[
ln
µ2

H2
− ψ(0)

(
3

2
+ ν

)
− ψ(0)

(
3

2
− ν

)
+ 1

+
4ν2 − 1

8ν

(
ψ(1)

(
3

2
− ν

)
− ψ(1)

(
3

2
+ ν

))]
,

κS =
27λ3

512π2ν3H2

[(
12ν2 + 1

)(
ψ(1)

(
3

2
− ν

)
− ψ(1)

(
3

2
+ ν

))
+
(
4ν2 − 1

)
ν

(
ψ(2)

(
3

2
− ν

)
+ ψ(2)

(
3

2
+ ν

))]
, (3.26)

where

ν = ν(0) =

√
9

4
− M2

H2
. (3.27)

As always, the explicit µ dependence is cancelled by the implicit µ dependence of the tree-

level terms. It is instructive to consider the expansion (3.26) in different mass limits. We

do this in decreasing order, from large positive to large negative values of M2/H2.

Heavy field M2 ≫ H2:

When M2 > 9H2/4, ν is imaginary, but the effective potential (3.23) is still real. In the

limit of large M2, we find

M2
S =M2 − 3λM2

16π2

[
ln

µ2

M2
+ 1 +

2H2

M2

(
7

6
− ln

µ2

M2

)
+O

(
H4

M4

)]
,

λS = λ− 9λ2

16π2

[
ln

µ2

M2
+

2H2

M2
+O

(
H4

M4

)]
,

κS =
27λ3

32π2M2

[
1 +

2H2

M2
+O

(
H4

M4

)]
. (3.28)
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To zeroth order in H2/M2 we recover the familiar Minkowski space results. The coefficient

of the sextic term κS is suppressed by the mass. We have also included corrections of order

H2/M2, which show the leading effect of the spacetime curvature. In the case of M2
S it

can be interpreted as a quantum correction to the non-minimal coupling ξ.

Near conformal field M2 ≈ 2H2:

Even though it is common to assume minimal gravitational coupling, the conformal

value ξ = 1/6 can be interesting in many cases. Therefore, we consider the case of a light,

conformally coupled field, i.e. ξ = 1/6 and m2 ≪ H2. In this case, M2 = 2H2 +m2 and ν

is real. Expanding in powers of m2, we obtain

M2
S =

(
2H2 − 9λH2

16π2

)
+m2 − 3λm2

16π2

[
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ − m2

H2
+O

(
m4

H4

)]
,

λS = λ− 9λ2

16π2

[
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ − 2m2

H2
+O

(
m4

H4

)]
,

κS =
27λ3

32π2H2

[
2− 12m2

H2
(ζ(3)− 1) +O

(
m4

H4

)]
, (3.29)

where ζ(z) is the Riemann zeta function. The conformal limit of m2 → 0 is non-singular,

but because the coefficient M2
S of the quadratic term acquires a finite correction of order

λH2, the loop correction breaks the conformal symmetry. The scale of the sextic term κS
is determined by H.

Small positive mass squared 0 < M2 ≪ H2:

The case of a light scalar field is perhaps the most interesting one for cosmology. Ex-

panding in powers of M2/H2, we obtain

M2
S =M2 +

3λH2

8π2

[
3H2

M2
+ ln

µ2

H2
+ 2γ − 23

6
− M2

2H2

(
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ +

2

27

)
+O

(
M4

H4

)]
,

λS = λ− 9λ2

16π2

[
6H4

M4
+ ln

µ2

H2
+ 2γ +

2

27
− M2

2H2

(
46

243
+

16ζ(3)

9

)
+O

(
M4

H4

)]
,

κS =
27λ3

32π2H2

[
12H6

M6
+

8ζ(3)

9
+

46

243
− M2

2H2

(
1080ζ(3)

729
− 176

729

)
+O

(
M4

H4

)]
. (3.30)

We can see that the expressions diverge as M2/H2 → 0, indicating a breakdown of the

perturbative expansion. Indeed, the relative expansion parameter in the loop expansion

is λH4/M4. This means that for light fields, the perturbative expansion is unlikely to

converge unless λ is very small. The coefficient of the sextic term, κS is large, and the

coefficients of higher powers of ϕ̄ have even higher negative powers of M2. This infrared

problem means that the standard effective potential cannot be computed reliably using

perturbation theory for light scalar fields.

Small negative mass squared −H2 ≪M2 < 0:

The case of M2 < 0 is interesting because it is when the Z2 symmetry is spontaneously

broken at tree level. The expansions (3.30) are nominally valid also in this case. However,

the effective potential (3.23) has branch point singularities at ϕ̄ = ±(|M2|/3λ)1/2 connected
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by a branch cut along which it has a complex value with a constant imaginary part.

Therefore, the expansion around ϕ̄ = 0 is really only meaningful for M2 > 0. Instead,

with negative M2, one should expand around the minimum of the potential which is at

ϕ̄ = ±(|M2|/λ)1/2 at tree level. This is beyond the end of the branch cut, and therefore

the expansion around that point is meaningful. However, the perturbative expansion still

suffers from the same infrared problem as for positive M2.

Large negative mass squared M2 ≪ −H2:

When M2 ≪ −H2, the theory approaches the Minkowski limit with a spontaneously

broken Z2 symmetry. The curvature corrections are mild and suppressed by H2/|M2|. As
in the previous case, the potential has a branch cut for |ϕ̄| ≤ (|M2|/3λ)1/2, and therefore

the expansion around ϕ̄ = 0 in eq. (3.25) is not meaningful.

3.3 Multicomponent real scalar field

3.3.1 One-loop calculation

It is straightforward to extend the calculation to theories with several scalar fields. As an

example, we consider anN -component real scalar field which transforms in the fundamental

representation of O(N), the N -dimensional orthogonal group,

Φ =

Φ1

...

ΦN

 , (3.31)

where each component Φa with a ∈ {1, . . . , N} is treated as an independent real degree of

freedom. The case N = 2 is equivalent to a single complex field. Other global symmetry

groups would follow along the same lines.

For this theory, the partition function (3.1) becomes

ZS(J) =

∫
DΦ exp

[
−SE[Φ] +

∫
d4x

√
g
(
ΦTJ + JTΦ

)]
, (3.32)

where T denotes matrix transposition and SE[Φ] is the O(N)-invariant Euclidean action

SE[Φ] =

∫
d4x

√
g

(
1

2
gµν∂µΦ

T
B∂νΦB +

1

2
M2

B(Φ
T
BΦB) +

1

4
λB(Φ

T
BΦB)

2

)
=

∫
d4x

√
g

(
1

2
Zϕg

µν∂µΦ
T∂νΦ+

1

2

(
M2 + δM2

)
(ΦTΦ) +

1

4
(λ+ δλ) (ΦTΦ)2

)
,

(3.33)

and we demand that J transforms in the same representation as Φ.

We work in complete analogy to the singlet case to arrive at a closed form of the

effective potential. We perform a field expansion about its classical expectation value,

Φ(x) 7→ Φ̄ +φ(x), (3.34)
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where we have defined two new vectors Φ̄ and φ analogous to eq. (3.7). We then arrive at

the quadratic action

SE[Φ] = SE[Φ̄] +
1

2

∫
d4x

√
gφT Ĥφ+O(ℏ2), (3.35)

where Ĥ is the matrix of second-order partial derivatives at constant background field, i.e.,

the Hessian, with components given by

Ĥab =
(
∆S4 +M2 + λΦ̄T Φ̄

) [
δab −

Φ̄aΦ̄b

(Φ̄T Φ̄)

]
+
(
∆S4 +M2 + 3λΦ̄T Φ̄

) [ Φ̄aΦ̄b

(Φ̄T Φ̄)

]
, (3.36)

where a, b ∈ {1, . . . , N}. The parametrisation above evidences the presence of two different

modes with different effective masses. In particular, we find a single Higgs-like mode of

mass M2 + 3λΦ̄T Φ̄ and (N − 1) Goldstone-like modes with mass M2 + λΦ̄T Φ̄ [6]. We

now take the logarithm of eq. (3.32) and perform a Legendre transform. This yields the

O(N)-invariant effective potential

VS(Φ̄) =
1

2
(M2 + δM2)(Φ̄T Φ̄) +

1

4
(λ+ δλ)(Φ̄T Φ̄)2

+
1

2Ω4
ln det

(
∆S4 +M2 + 3λΦ̄T Φ̄

H2

)
+

(N − 1)

2Ω4
ln det

(
∆S4 +M2 + λΦ̄T Φ̄

H2

)
+ constant +O(ℏ2). (3.37)

The regularisation and renormalisation techniques employed in the previous section

easily generalise to the study of fields in non-trivial representations. As before, we begin

by computing the functional determinants in eq. (3.37). We use eq. (3.22) to compute the

one-loop contribution for each mode, which in turn leads to two different de Sitter scaling

weight, one for each of mode. In four dimensions, these read

νH =

√
9

4
− M2 + 3λΦ̄T Φ̄

H2
, (3.38a)

νG =

√
9

4
− M2 + λΦ̄T Φ̄

H2
. (3.38b)

As a result, we can write the effective potential as

VS(Φ̄) =
1

2
(M2 + δM2)(Φ̄T Φ̄) +

1

4
(λ+ δλ)(Φ̄T Φ̄)2

+ F(νH) + (N − 1)F(νG) + constant +O(ℏ2), (3.39)

where the function F is given by eq. (3.22).

3.3.2 Power series expansions

In line with eq. (3.25), we can expand the potential (3.39) in powers of Φ,

VS(Φ̄) =
1

2
M2

S(Φ̄
T Φ̄) +

1

4
λS(Φ̄

T Φ̄)2 +
1

6
κS(Φ̄

T Φ̄)3 +O
(
(Φ̄T Φ̄)4

)
, (3.40)

and calculate the coefficients for the same cases as in section 3.2.2. The qualitative be-

haviour is the same as for a single real field, and therefore we only quote the expansions.
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Heavy field |M2| ≫ H2:

M2
S =M2 − (N + 2)λM2

16π2

[
ln

µ2

M2
+ 1 +

2H2

M2

(
7

6
− ln

µ2

M2

)
+O

(
H4

M4

)]
,

λS = λ− (N + 8)λ2

16π2

[
ln

µ2

M2
+

2H2

M2
+O

(
H4

M4

)]
,

κS =
(N + 26)λ3

32π2M2

[
1 +

2H2

M2
+O

(
H4

M4

)]
. (3.41)

Near conformal field M2 ≈ 2H2:

M2
S =

(
2H2 − 3(N + 2)λH2

16π2

)
+m2 − (N + 2)λm2

16π2

[
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ − m2

H2
+O

(
m4

H4

)]
,

λS = λ− (N + 8)λ2

16π2

[
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ − 2m2

H2
+O

(
m4

H4

)]
,

κS =
(N + 26)λ3

32π2H2

[
2− 12m2

H2
(ζ(3)− 1) +O

(
m4

H4

)]
, (3.42)

Light field |M2| ≪ H2:

M2
S =M2 +

(N + 2)λH2

8π2

[
3H2

M2
+ ln

µ2

H2
+ 2γ − 23

6

−M2

2H2

(
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ +

2

27

)
+O

(
M4

H4

)]
,

λS = λ− (N + 8)λ2

16π2

[
6H4

M4
+ ln

µ2

H2
+ 2γ +

2

27
− M2

2H2

(
46

243
+

16ζ(3)

9

)
+O

(
M4

H4

)]
,

κS =
(N + 26)λ3

32π2H2

[
12H6

M6
+

8ζ(3)

9
+

46

243
− M2

2H2

(
1080ζ(3)

729
− 176

729

)
+O

(
M4

H4

)]
.

(3.43)

We see that in the case N = 1, we recover the single scalar field results, as expected.

4 Constraint effective potential

4.1 Definition

The constraint effective potential [33] is defined by inserting a delta functional in the

partition function. This gives the constraint partition function,

ZC(ϕ̄) =

∫
Dϕ δ

(
ϕ̄− 1

Ω4

∫
d4x

√
g ϕ(x)

)
e−S[ϕ]. (4.1)

The delta function here plays the role of a holonomic constraint, so the path integral is

only over configurations in which the average value of the field over the manifold is equal

to ϕ̄. The constraint effective potential is then defined directly as

VC(ϕ̄) = − 1

Ω4
lnZC(ϕ̄). (4.2)
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This is analogous to the second definition (1.4) of the Helmholtz free energy, in which the

particle number remains fixed.

It follows directly from the definition that the probability distribution of ϕ̄, the field

averaged over the whole space, is given by

p(ϕ̄) ∝ exp

(
−8π2VC(ϕ̄)

3H4

)
. (4.3)

Therefore the minimum of VC gives the most likely value of ϕ̄. In contrast, the minimum

of the standard effective potential VS gives the expectation value of the field, ⟨ϕ⟩, which is

related to eq. (4.3) through

⟨ϕ⟩ =
∫
dϕ̄ p(ϕ̄). (4.4)

In the infinite-volume limit, the probability distribution (4.3) becomes infinitesimally nar-

row, and therefore these two become equivalent, but in a finite volume they are different.

A more complete relation between the two potentials is that the function (3.2) used

to define VS can be expressed as

W(J) = −3H4

8π2
ln

{∫
dϕ̄ exp

[
− 8π2

3H4

(
VC(ϕ̄)− Jϕ̄

)]}
. (4.5)

4.2 Real scalar singlet

4.2.1 One-loop calculation

To compute the constraint partition function (4.1) for a single real scalar field, we express

the delta function is terms of its Fourier representation, obtaining

ZC(ϕ̄) =

∫
Dϕ
∫ ∞

−∞
dB exp

[
−SE[ϕ]−

iB

Ω4

∫
d4x

√
g (ϕ(x)− ϕ̄)

]
. (4.6)

To evaluate this at one loop, we again write the field in terms of the background ϕ̄ and

fluctuations φ,

ϕ(x) = ϕ̄+ φ(x), (4.7)

and arrive at the quadratic action

ZC(ϕ̄) = e−SE[ϕ̄]

∫
Dφ

∫ ∞

−∞
dB exp

[
−1

2

∫
d4x

√
g

(
φÔ(ϕ̄)φ+

2iBφ

Ω4

)
+O(ℏ2)

]
, (4.8)

where Ô(ϕ̄) is the same operator as in eq. (3.9). We complete the square as

φ̃(x) = φ(x) +
iB

Ω4ω2
0

, (4.9)

where ω2
0 = V ′′(ϕ̄) = M2 + 3λϕ̄2 is the eigenvalue of Ô(ϕ̄) corresponding to the constant

eigenfunction φ0(x) = 1 (see eq. (3.14)). As a result, the partition function factorises into

ZC(ϕ̄) = e−SE[ϕ̄] ×
(∫

Dφ̃ exp

[
−1

2

∫
d4x

√
g φ̃Ô(ϕ̄)φ̃

])
×
(∫ ∞

−∞
dB exp

[
− B2

Ω4ω2
0

])
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= e−SE[ϕ̄] × 1√
det
(
Ô(ϕ̄)/H2

) ×
√
πΩ4ω2

0 × constant×O(ℏ2). (4.10)

Equation (4.2) then gives us the constraint effective potential as

VC(ϕ̄) = V (ϕ̄) + δV (ϕ̄) +
1

2Ω4

[
ln det

(
Ô(ϕ̄)

H2

)
− ln

ω2
0

H2

]
+ constant +O(ℏ2). (4.11)

Up to irrelevant additive constants, the second term inside the square brackets removes

the n = 0 contribution from the series (3.16), so that the remaining sum starts at n =

1. This shows that the difference between eqs. (4.11) and (3.37) arises solely from the

homogeneous mode. Since this long-wavelength mode is ultraviolet finite, the constrained

effective potential is also finite. As a result, we may relate the two potentials through

VC(ϕ̄) = VS(ϕ̄)−
1

2Ω4
ln

(
1 +

3λϕ̄2

M2

)
+ constant +O(ℏ2). (4.12)

Therefore, using eq. (3.23), the complete one-loop expression for the constraint effective

potential is

VC(ϕ̄) =
1

2
M2ϕ̄2 +

1

4
λϕ̄4

− H4

64π2

{(
ν4(ϕ̄)− ν2(ϕ̄)

2

)(
ln
µ2

H2
+ 1

)
+ 6ν2(ϕ̄)−

(
4ν2(ϕ̄)− ν(ϕ̄)

) [
lnΓ

(
3

2
+ ν(ϕ̄)

)
− lnΓ

(
3

2
− ν(ϕ̄)

)]
+
(
12ν2(ϕ̄)− 1

) [
ψ(−2)

(
3

2
+ ν(ϕ̄)

)
+ ψ(−2)

(
3

2
− ν(ϕ̄)

)]
− 24ν(ϕ̄)

[
ψ(−3)

(
3

2
+ ν(ϕ̄)

)
− ψ(−3)

(
3

2
− ν(ϕ̄)

)]
+24

[
ψ(−4)

(
3

2
+ ν(ϕ̄)

)
+ ψ(−4)

(
3

2
− ν(ϕ̄)

)]
+12 ln

(
9

4
− ν(ϕ̄)2

)}
+ constant +O(ℏ2), (4.13)

where, again, ν(ϕ̄) is given by eq. (3.24).

4.2.2 Power series expansions

As in eq. (3.25), we expand the constrained effective potential as a power series in the field,

VC(ϕ̄) =
1

2
M2

C ϕ̄
2 +

1

4
λCϕ̄

4 +
1

6
κCϕ̄

6 +O(ϕ̄8). (4.14)

We use the symbols M2
C , λC , and κC for the coefficients, but this is only for the sake of

familiarity. In this case these coefficients do not have the same interpretation as quantum

corrected mass parameters or couplings. Expanding eq. (4.12) in powers of ϕ̄, we find

M2
C =M2

S − 9λH4

8π2M2
+O(λ2),
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λC = λS +
27λ2H4

8π2M4
+O(λ3),

κC = κS − 81λ3H4

8π2M6
+O(λ4), (4.15)

where M2
S , λS and κS are given in eq. (3.26).

It is now instructive to compare the behaviour of these coefficients in the mass ranges

that were discussed in section 3.2.2.

Heavy fields M2 ≫ H2 :

In this case, we obtain

M2
C =M2 − 3λM2

16π2

[
ln

µ2

M2
+ 1 +

2H2

M2

(
7

6
− ln

µ2

M2

)
+O

(
H4

M4

)]
,

λC = λ− 9λ2

16π2

[
ln

µ2

M2
+

2H2

M2
+O

(
H4

M4

)]
,

κC =
27λ3

32π2M2

[
1 +

2H2

M2
+O

(
H4

M4

)]
. (4.16)

These are the same as eq. (3.28) for the standard effective potential, because the difference

only appears at order O(H4/M4). This is to be expected because the two effective poten-

tials are equal in the infinite-volume limits, and in this case the de Sitter radius is much

larger than the inverse mass.

Near conformal field M2 ≈ 2H2:

For the conformally coupled field, i.e., ξ = 1/6 and m2 ≪ H2, we find

M2
C =

(
2H2 − 9λH2

8π2

)
+m2 − 3λm2

16π2

[
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ − 3

2
− m2

4H2
+O

(
m4

H4

)]
,

λC = λ− 9λ2

16π2

[
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ − 3

2
− m2

2H2
+O

(
m4

H4

)]
,

κC =
27λ3

32π2H2

[
1

2
− 3m2

4H2
(16ζ(3)− 19) +O

(
m4

H4

)]
. (4.17)

At the detailed level, these parameters differ from eq. (3.29), but quantitatively the be-

haviour is the same.

Small positive mass squared 0 < M2 ≪ H2:

For light fields, M2 ≪ H2, we find

M2
C =M2 +

3λH2

8π2

[
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ − 23

6
− M2

2H2

(
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ +

2

27

)
+O

(
M4

H4

)]
,

λC = λ− 9λ2

16π2

[
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ +

2

27
− M2

2H2

(
46

243
+

16ζ(3)

9

)
+O

(
M4

H4

)]
,

κC =
27λ3

32π2H2

[
8ζ(3)

9
+

46

243
− M2

2H2

(
1080ζ(3)

729
− 176

729

)
+O

(
M4

H4

)]
. (4.18)
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In this case, which is often the relevant one for cosmology, we see a significant differ-

ence compared to the coefficients (3.30) of the standard effective potential. The terms

in eq. (4.15) cancel the negative powers of M2 exactly, and we are left with expressions

that remain finite and small for arbitrarily small M2/H2. This means that the constraint

effective potential does not suffer from the infrared problem, and that it can computed

using perturbation theory as long as λ≪ 1.

Small negative mass squared −H2 ≪M2 < 0:

Again, the same expansion (4.18) of also valid for small negative mass squared. Fur-

thermore, the subtraction in eq. (4.12) cancels the branch cut singularity. Therefore the

constraint effective potential is real and well defined for all field values, unlike the stan-

dard effective potential. Because it does not suffer from the infrared problem either and

can therefore be computed using perturbation theory, it can be a useful tool for studying

spontaneous symmetry breaking in de Sitter, as long as one remembers that its physical

interpretation is different from the standard effective potential.

Large negative mass squared M2 ≪ −H2:

Just like for large positive M2, this case is identical to the standard effective potential.

Therefore the discussion in section 3.2.2 applies here, too.

4.3 Multicomponent real scalar field

4.3.1 One-loop calculation

The constraint partition function for a scalar field N -plet is given by

ZC(Φ̄) =

∫
DΦ

∫
dB exp

[
−S[Φ]− iBT

Ω4

∫
d4x

√
g (Φ(x)− Φ̄)

]
, (4.19)

where in this case B is a N -dimensional vector that imposes the constraint (4.1) individ-

ually for each mode in Φ. Upon, expanding about the background as in eq. (3.7), we find

the one-loop action

ZC(Φ̄) = e−SE[Φ̄]

∫
Dφ

∫ ∞

−∞
dB exp

[
−1

2

∫
d4x

√
g

(
φT Ĥφ+

2iBTφ

Ω4

)
+O(ℏ2)

]
,

(4.20)

where Ĥ is the Hessian matrix in (3.36). This time, we complete the square as

φ̃a(x) = φa(x) +
iBa

Ω4ω2
a,0

, (4.21)

with

ω2
a,0 =

{
M2 + 3λ(Φ̄T Φ̄) a = 1

M2 + λ(Φ̄T Φ̄) a > 1
, (4.22)

where ω2
a,0 are the eigenvalue of the Hessian matrix corresponding to the constant Higgs-like

(a = 1) and Goldstone-like (a > 1) eigenfunctions, respectively. As a result, the constraint

effective potential takes the form

VC(Φ̄) =
1

2
(M2 + δM2)(Φ̄T Φ̄) +

1

4
(λ+ δλ)(Φ̄T Φ̄)2
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+
1

2Ω4

[
ln det

(
∆S4 +M2 + 3λΦ̄T Φ̄

H2

)
− ln

(
M2 + 3λΦ̄T Φ̄

H2

)]
+

(N − 1)

2Ω4

[
ln det

(
∆S4 +M2 + λΦ̄T Φ̄

H2

)
− ln

(
M2 + λΦ̄T Φ̄

H2

)]
+ constant +O(ℏ2). (4.23)

Alternatively, we can write

VC(Φ̄) = VS(Φ̄)−
1

2Ω4
ln

(
1 +

3λΦ̄T Φ̄

M2

)
− (N − 1)

2Ω4
ln

(
1 +

λΦ̄T Φ̄

M2

)
+ constant +O(ℏ2).

(4.24)

4.3.2 Power series expansions

Again, we expand the potential in powers of the field Φ̄,

VC(Φ̄) =
1

2
M2

C (Φ̄
T Φ̄) +

1

4
λC(Φ̄

T Φ̄)2 +
1

6
κC(Φ̄

T Φ̄)3 +O
(
(Φ̄T Φ̄)4

)
, (4.25)

and quote the coefficients in the different mass ranges.

Heavy field |M2| ≫ H2:

M2
C =M2 − (N + 2)λM2

16π2

[
ln

µ2

M2
+ 1 +

2H2

M2

(
7

6
− ln

µ2

M2

)
+O

(
H4

M4

)]
,

λC = λ− (N + 8)λ2

16π2

[
ln

µ2

M2
+

2H2

M2
+O

(
H4

M4

)]
,

κC =
(N + 26)λ3

32π2M2

[
1 +

2H2

M2
+O

(
H4

M4

)]
. (4.26)

Near conformal field M2 ≈ 2H2:

M2
C =

(
2H2 − 3(N + 2)λH2

8π2

)
+m2

− (N + 2)λm2

16π2

[
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ − 3

2
− m2

4H2
+O

(
m4

H4

)]
,

λC = λ− (N + 8)λ2

16π2

[
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ − 3

2
− m2

2H2
+O

(
m4

H4

)]
,

κC =
(N + 26)λ3

32π2H2

[
1

2
− 3m2

4H2
(16ζ(3)− 19) +O

(
m4

H4

)]
. (4.27)

Light field |M2| ≪ 2H2:

M2
C =M2 +

(N + 2)λH2

8π2

[
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ − 23

6
− M2

2H2

(
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ +

2

27

)
+O

(
M4

H4

)]
,

λC = λ− (N + 8)λ2

16π2

[
ln
µ2

H2
+ 2γ +

2

27
− M2

2H2

(
46

243
+

16ζ(3)

9

)
+O

(
M4

H4

)]
,

κC =
(N + 26)λ3

32π2H2

[
8ζ(3)

9
+

46

243
− M2

2H2

(
1080ζ(3)

729
− 176

729

)
+O

(
M4

H4

)]
. (4.28)
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5 Discussion

5.1 Infrared problem

It is clear from our results for light fields in eqs. (3.30) and (4.18) that the constraint

effective potential does not suffer from the same infrared problem as the standard effective

potential. Although our explicit calculation was only done to one loop order, this finding

would appear to be valid to all orders. For the standard effective potential, adding a tadpole

loop to a propagator line in the loop expansion gives a factor that is parametrically of order

λH4

(ω2
0)

2
∼ λ

H4

M4
, (5.1)

where ω2
0 = V ′′(ϕ̄) is the lowest eigenvalue (3.12) of the differential operator Ô(ϕ̄). For

light fields, M ≪ λ1/4H, this is greater than one, and therefore perturbation theory is

not applicable. In the case of the constraint effective potential, the constraint removes the

n = 0 term from the sum, so the contribution from the tadpole is

λH4

(ω2
1)

2
∼ λ, (5.2)

with ω2
1 ≈ 4H2 for light fields. More generally, because the n = 0 is absent, no contributions

of the form (5.1) can arise from other diagrams either. Therefore we expect that the

constraint effective potential is well approximated by the one-loop result, as long as λ≪ 1.

The reason for the difference is that, just the like the two free energies (1.3) and

(1.4), the standard and constraint effective potential describe different aspects of the same

physical system. For light but not massless fields, the probability distribution (4.3) and the

constraint effective potential are well defined, finite, and perturbatively calculable. The

infrared problem is confined in the integral (4.5), which cannot be computed as a power

series in the coupling λ if the field is light.

5.2 Stochastic theory

When interpreting the constraint effective potential through eq. (4.3), one should be careful

about what it is the probability distribution of. The variable ϕ̄ is the field averaged over

the four-sphere obtained as a Wick rotation of de Sitter spacetime to Euclidean signature.

Therefore, it has no precise, direct link to physical observables, which are defined in the

original de Sitter spacetime. It is, nevertheless, interesting to observe that the stochastic

approach [10, 11] appears to provide an indirect link.

In the stochastic approach, the dynamics of a light scalar field on large distances in a

de Sitter spacetime is described by the stochastic Langevin equation

dϕ

dt
+

V ′(ϕ)

3H
= ξ, (5.3)

where ξ is a white noise term that satisfies

⟨ξ(t)ξ(t′)⟩ = H3

4π2
δ
(
t− t′

)
, (5.4)
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and V is the potential of the scalar field.

One obvious question that arises from eq. (5.3) is what should be used as the potential

V(ϕ). It cannot be the bare potential VB(ϕB) of the quantum field theory, because the

latter is ultraviolet divergent. In the quantum field theory, these divergences, expressed

using the counterterms δM2 and δλ, cancel the ultraviolet divergences arising from loop

corrections, so that the physical observables are finite. In the stochastic theory (5.3), there

are no ultraviolet divergent loops, and therefore nothing that could cancel them. And it

cannot be the renormalised tree-level potential V (ϕ) either, because its coefficients depend

on the renormalisation scheme and scale. Therefore it should be some kind of an effective

potential, but which one?

Whatever the potential V(ϕ) is, the Fokker-Planck equation corresponding to eq. (5.3)

can be solved to find that in equilibrium, the field ϕ has the one-point probability distri-

bution [10, 11]

pstoch(ϕ) ∝ exp

(
−8π2V(ϕ)

3H4

)
. (5.5)

If we identify the stochastic field variable ϕ with the averaged quantum field ϕ̄, comparison

with eq. (4.3) shows that the potential in eq. (5.3) should be chosen to be precisely the

constraint effective potential, V = VC . However, the caveat is that the derivation of eq. (5.3)

in ref. [11] is not precise about the definition of the stochastic variable ϕ, and therefore it

is not clear that it is physically accurate to assume ϕ = ϕ̄.

Because of this, it is useful to go beyond the field variable and consider actual physical

observables. In ref. [32], the stochastic theory (5.3) was used to compute the lifetime of a

metastable vacuum. This can be done precisely using a spectral expansion or, alternatively,

using the saddle-point approximation. The authors found, that the latter result agrees

exactly with the result of the saddle point approximation in quantum field theory, based

on Hawking-Moss instantons [39], if the potential in eq. (5.3) is chosen to be the constraint

effective potential, i.e., if V = VC .

We can also compare correlation functions. Because the stochastic theory is only valid

for light fields,M ≪ H, we have to limit our comparison to that case. We will compute the

two-point correlation function of the scalar field ϕ at one loop in perturbation theory, in

both quantum field theory and the stochastic theory. Because of the infrared problem, the

perturbative expansion in only valid when λ ≪ M4/H4, but it still provides a non-trivial

check.

In quantum field theory, the one-loop correction to the correlation function is given by

the tadpole diagram, which amounts to a simple mass correction. Therefore, the one-loop

correlation function is given by the tree-level propagator with the mass parameter replaced

by the quantum corrected mass parameter. Conveniently for us, the latter is precisely the

coefficient M2
S given in eq. (3.26). Using the tree-level propagator from ref. [40], the one-

loop time-ordered correlator for a light field at asymptotically long distances is therefore

⟨T ϕ(x)ϕ(y)⟩QFT ∼ H2

16π2
Γ(3/2− νS)Γ(2νS)

Γ(1/2 + νS)

(z
2

)−( 3
2
−νS)

+O(λ2)
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=

(
3H4

8π2M2
S
+O(H2)

)(z
2

)− M2
S

3H2+O
(

M4
S

H4

)
+O(λ2), (5.6)

where

νS =

√
9

4
−
M2

S
H2

, (5.7)

and z is the spacetime interval between the points x and y.

We can calculate this same correlation function in the stochastic theory (5.3) using the

techniques laid out in ref. [41]. Assuming that the potential in eq. (5.3) is the constraint

effective potential,

V(ϕ) = VC(ϕ) =
1

2
M2

Cϕ
2 +

1

4
λCϕ

4 +O(ϕ6), (5.8)

we find the two-point correlator

⟨ϕ(x)ϕ(y)⟩stoch =
3H4

8π2M2
C

(
1− 9

8π2
λCH

4

M4
C

)(z
2

)− M2
C

3H2

(
1+

9λCH4

8π2M4
C

)
+O(λ2C),

=
3H4

8π2M2
S

(z
2

)− M2
S

3H2
+O(λ2), (5.9)

where we used the relations (4.15). Comparing this to eq. (5.6), we see that identifying

the potential in the stochastic theory (5.3) with the constraint effective potential correctly

reproduces the quantum field theory correlation function at one loop order for light fields.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we have calculated the standard and constraint effective potentials of a

real scalar field in de Sitter spacetime explicitly at one-loop order. For light fields, the

two potentials differ significantly: the standard effective potential is dominated by infrared

contributions, while the constraint effective potential is not. This means that the constraint

effective potential can be computed reliably in perturbation theory, unlike the standard

one.

This does not make the constraint effective potential more correct or more fundamental.

They describe the system from different viewpoints, and the appropriate choice depends on

the calculation one wants to perform. Even so, it can be useful to reorganise a calculation

so that it uses the constraint effective potential, since it remains perturbative.

As a concrete example, we have presented evidence supporting the earlier conjec-

ture [32] that the potential entering the Starobinsky–Yokoyama stochastic theory [10, 11]

is the constraint effective potential. At one-loop order, it reproduces the one-point proba-

bility distribution of the field, the long-distance limit of the two-point correlation function,

and the vacuum lifetime. This is not yet a complete proof. It would be interesting to

test whether this remains true at higher loops and away from the light-field limit, which

would require going beyond the Starobinsky–Yokoyama theory to a second-order stochastic

formulation [42–44].
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Even though the constraint effective potential can be useful theoretical tool and eq. (4.3)

appears to give it a direct physical interpretation in terms of the one-point probability dis-

tribution of the averaged field ϕ̄, one should treat it with some caution. This is because ϕ̄

is defined on the four-sphere obtained by a Wick rotation, and we are not aware of a way

of expressing it in terms of variables defined on the physical de Sitter spacetime.

It should be straightforward to extend our calculations to include fermion and gauge

fields. This would allow, for instance, the computation of the constraint (or standard)

effective potential for the Standard Model Higgs field. Because the constraint effective

potential does not suffer from the infrared problem, this can be done using perturbation

theory. On the other hand, the constraint effective potential is also well suited for a

numerical computation using Monte Carlo simulations [33]. In de Sitter spacetime, such

simulations must be performed on a four-sphere, which is challenging due to the absence of

a regular discretisation. Some progress towards this has been made recently [45, 46]. Either

way, the constraint effective potential provides a promising route of connecting quantum

field theories of particle physics to cosmological calculations.
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A Integration constants

In this Appendix, we compute the scaling-weight-independent term in the effective poten-

tial. For that purpose, we study the conformally coupled limit of the system, which is given

by M2 → 2H2. This condition is equivalent to demanding that ν → 1/2 to leading order

in four dimensions. As a result, we arrive at

Fd

(
1
2

)
=
µ4−d

2Ωd

∞∑
n=0

(2n+ d− 1) Γ(n+ d− 1)

Γ(n+ 1)Γ(d)
ln

[(
n+

d

2

)(
n+

d− 2

2

)]
. (A.1)

As in Section 3, we analytically continue the spacetime dimension to non-integer values

infinitesimally away from d = 4, obtaining

F
(
1
2

)
=
H 4−εµεΓ

(
5−ε
2

)
4π

5−ε
2 Γ(4− ε)

∞∑
n=0

(2n+ 3− ε) Γ(n+ 3− ε)

Γ(n+ 1)
ln
[(
n+ 2− ε

2

)(
n+ 1− ε

2

)]
.

(A.2)

Next, we expand the logarithm as a series in ε,

ln
[(
n+ 2− ε

2

)(
n+ 1− ε

2

)]
= ln[(n+ 2)(n+ 1)]− ε(2n+ 3)

2(n+ 1)(n+ 2)
+O(ε2). (A.3)
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Substituting this expansion into (A.2) gives

F
(
1
2

)
=
H 4−εµεΓ

(
5−ε
2

)
4π

5−ε
2 Γ(4− ε)

{ ∞∑
n=2

(2n− 1− ε) Γ(n+ 1− ε)

Γ(n− 1)
ln(n)

+

∞∑
n=1

(2n+ 1− ε) Γ(n+ 2− ε)

Γ(n)
ln(n)

− ε
∞∑
n=0

(2n+ 3− ε) Γ(n+ 3− ε)

Γ(n+ 1)

2n+ 3

2(n+ 1)(n+ 2)
+O(ε2)

}
,

(A.4)

where logarithmic properties were used to separate the sums and relabel them so that each

term appears as a prefactor multiplying ln(n). This facilitates rewriting the series in closed

form.

To evaluate the sums in (A.4), we use the expansion [6]

Γ(n− ε)

Γ(n)
= n−ε

[
1 + ε

(
1

2n
+

1

12n2
− 1

120n4
+O(n−5)

)

+ ε2
(

1

2n
+

3

8n2
+

1

8n3
+

1

288n4
+O(n−5)

)
+O(ε3)

]
, (A.5)

together with the identity

−ζ ′(−s+ ε) =
∞∑
n=1

ln(n)

n−s+ε
, (A.6)

and the analytic continuation of ζ ′(s) to a meromorphic function on C. We then obtain

the final result

F
(
1
2

)
=

11H4

480π2

[
2

ε
+ ln

(
4πµ2

H2

)
− γ

+
90

11
lnA+

15

11
ln(2π)− 60ζ ′(−3)

11
− 120ζ ′(−2)

11
+

1139

264

]
, (A.7)

where A denotes the Glaisher–Kinkelin constant. Finally, substituting the above results

into the definition of the integration constant, we obtain

F̃ =
1101H4

23040π2

[
2

ε
+ ln

(
4πµ2

H2

)
− γ +

8160

367
ln(2π) +

3120ζ(3)

1101π2
− 1920ζ ′(−3)

367
+

3191

1101

]
.

(A.8)

This contribution exhibits a UV divergence, as indicated by the pole in 2/ε. Being field in-

dependent, it can be absorbed into local gravitational counterterms (cosmological constant

and curvature–squared terms) and into the overall normalisation of the path integral, and

therefore has no effect on the field–dependent part of the effective potential. In practice, its

divergent and scheme–dependent finite parts are removed by the renormalisation of these

local operators.
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