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• To study analytically how Primordial Non-Gaussianity imposes con-
straints on the 4D Einstein-scalar-Gauss-Bonnet gravity model.

• This non-gaussianity was obtained from higher-order interactions, using
the ‘in-in’ (the Schwinger-Keldysh) perturbative formalism, where the
two-point function serves as the foundational input.

• The dominant shape function in the result of analysis is Slocal, and the
appropriate limit for evaluating this function is k1 ≪ k2 ≈ k3.

• This study finds that generating non-Gaussianity in the model is slow-
roll parameter suppression in the squeezed limit—a behavior analo-
gous to that of single-field scalar inflation, as confirmation that Gauss-
Bonnet term within Einstein-Hilbert action is topologically invariant,
and does not influence gravitational field equations in D < 5 space-
times.
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Abstract

An inflationary model can be constrained by non-gaussian statistics as a
parameter in the LSS (Large Scale Structure) distribution, and in the ra-
diation of CMB (Cosmic Microwave Background) fluctuating temperature.
Data on the CMB from Planck Collaboration provide up-to-date constraints
on the parameters controlling the degree of non-Gaussianity in certain in-
flationary models, thus supporting or not supporting the model. Setting
the non-Gaussianity parameter investigated in this study can be a reference
whether or not it is a good parameter in constraining cosmological inflation
models. This study attempts to examine the non-Gaussianity of the 3+1-
dimensional 4DEGB gravitational cosmological inflation model starting from
random field statistics. The non-Gaussian signature generated by the model
is quantified, and the parameters controlling the degree of non-Gaussianity
are constrained using data observation of Planck Collaboration. The method
used in investigating non-Gaussianity is the in-in formalism, applied after ob-
taining the 3-point of ζ (curvature perturbation) terms of the perturbation
expansion to the third order. The 3-point correlation function helps to create
a bispectrum used to investigate the non-gaussinity of the inflation model.
The results of this study show that the model tested is the slow roll pressed
in the squeezed limit, because it witnesses a dominant local shape function.
It has such as the non-gaussianity possessed by the single scalar field infla-
tion as confirmation that Gauss-Bonnet term within Einstein-Hilbert action
is topologically invariant, and no influence gravitational field equations in
D < 5 spacetimes.
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1. Introduction

Developing a consistent theoretical framework for the inflationary epoch
remains a central challenge in modern cosmology. Broadly, two main ap-
proaches have been proposed to characterize this period: the single-scalar-
field paradigm [1, 2, 3] and modifications of general relativity [4, 5, 6, 7, 8,
9, 10, 11]. While both perspectives are valuable, the modified gravity ap-
proach is often regarded as more encompassing, as it naturally incorporates
key theoretical features relevant to inflation.

String theory, as mostly comprehensive high energy extension of general
relativity and the Standard Model, is expected to leave imprints on the low
energy effective description of inflation. Since the inflationary phase is es-
sentially classical, with the universe evolving in four dimensions, it is natural
to consider frameworks where string-inspired corrections appear in the infla-
tionary Lagrangian.

In this context, the four-dimensional Einstein–Gauss–Bonnet (EGB) the-
ory [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30,
31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50,
51, 52, 53, 54, 55] plays a prominent role. This framework extends canon-
ical scalar field inflation by including Gauss–Bonnet terms, which arise as
low-energy corrections from string theory. When combined with a scalar po-
tential, the EGB model not only provides a viable mechanism for inflation
and early-universe dynamics but also ensures perturbative stability.

From an observational standpoint, inflationary studies are still primar-
ily constrained by two key quantities: the scalar spectral index ns and the
tensor to scalar ratio r. Despite progress, many inflationary models remain
consistent with current Planck data, leading to significant degeneracies. To
distinguish among these models, additional probes such as primordial non-
Gaussianity [56, 57, 58, 59, 60] are essential. This paper aims to review
primordial non-Gaussianity in detail, with particular emphasis on its theo-
retical properties, observational signatures, and implications within the 4D
Einstein–scalar–Gauss–Bonnet framework.

In the quantum field theory’s sense, the power spectrum of inflationary
fluctuations corresponds to the value of vacuum expectation of the two-point

2



correlation function, while the simplest manifestation of non-Gaussianity
arises from the vacuum expectation value of the three-point function. Non-
Gaussianity originates from higher order interactions, typically evaluated us-
ing the ‘in-in’ (the Schwinger-Keldysh) perturbative formalism [56, 61], where
the two-point function serves as the foundational input. Ensuring that such
corrections remain subdominant to tree-level contributions is critical; other-
wise, the perturbative approach—central to setting initial post-inflationary
conditions—would break down.

This work investigates the role of non-Gaussianity as a probe of the Ein-
stein–scalar–Gauss–Bonnet inflationary model. The gravity 4D Einstein–
Gauss–Bonnet (4DEGB) theory is of particular interest as it emerges natu-
rally from string-theoretic considerations [62, 63], representing a promising
candidate for describing the primordial universe. Theoretical motivations
for this framework stem from its string theory origins, its relevance to infla-
tionary dynamics and the early universe [64], and its ability to preserve the
stability of perturbations [65].

2. The 4D Einstein-scalar-Gauss-Bonnet (ESGB) of Gravity

The Lagrangian action in the 4D Einstein–Scalar–Gauss–Bonnet (ESGB)
inflationary model [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27,
28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49,
50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55] can be fully expressed by considering the combination
of Einstein gravity, the scalar field, and the Gauss–Bonnet correction term
interacting with the scalar field. The explicit mathematical formulation is
given as follows:

S =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
M2

Pl

2
R− 1

2
∂µϕ∂

µϕ− V (ϕ) + ξ(ϕ)G
]
, (1)

here, MPl = (8πG)−
1
2 , g, R, ϕ, and V (ϕ) denote the reduced Planck mass, the

metric determinant gµν , the Ricci curvature, the scalar inflaton field, and the
inflationary potential, respectively. ξ(ϕ) is the Gauss-Bonnet coupling, and G
is the 4D Gauss-Bonnet term, expressed as G = R2−4RµνR

µν +RµνρσR
µνρσ.

In this paper, we also adopt the setup in which the cosmological back-
ground corresponds to a flat Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW)
metric with signature (−+++), whose line element is given by:

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)δijdx
idxj, (2)
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here, a(t) represents the scale factor. Accordingly, the Ricci scalar and Gauss-
Bonnet term takes the forms R = 12H2+6Ḣ and G = 24H2(Ḣ +H2) where
H = ȧ

a
is the Hubble parameter, and the "dot (˙)" indices the differential

have respected to cosmic time. Under the assumption that the scalar field
is spatially homogeneous, the term of kinetic reduces to a much simpler
expression, denoted by −1

2
∂µϕ∂

µϕ = −1
2
ϕ̇2.

In this study, our analysis is confined to the gravitational part of the
action, in line with the formulation given in [49]. Specifically, we adopt the
standard Einstein–Gauss–Bonnet action while neglecting matter field contri-
butions, thereby concentrating solely on the pure gravity sector.

It is widely recognized that the Gauss-Bonnet (GB) correction term within
the Einstein-Hilbert action is topologically invariant, and thus, it does not
influence the gravitational field equations in spacetimes of dimension D < 5.
As a result, in four-dimensional spacetime, the GB term has no impact on
the dynamics of gravity. Nevertheless, a novel approach to four-dimensional
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (4D EGB) gravity by employing a dimensional reg-
ularization scheme was introduced by [62, 63, 66], where the GB coupling
constant is rescaled as ξ → ξ/(D − 4). This modification enables the GB
term to contribute nontrivially in the limiting case D → 4.

3. Arnowitt-Deser-Misner 3+1 Decomposition

Small perturbation of the homogenous section of the inflationary scalar
field (inflaton) ϕ̄, then the metric in Eq. (2) can be written as,

ϕ(x, t) = ϕ̄(t) + δϕ(x, t),

ds2 = −N2dt2 + γij(dx
i +N idt)(dxj +N jdt), (3)

γij is metric of three-dimensional with the constant t hypersurfaces, N is the
lapse function, and N i is the shift vector.

The Einstein and scalar parts (with the exact Arnowitt-Deser-Misner
(ADM) metric) obtained are

EEH+ϕ =

∫
dt d3xN

√
h

[
M2

Pl

2

(
R(3) +KijK

ij −K2
)

+− 1

2N2

(
ϕ̇−N i∂iϕ

)2
− 1

2
hij∂iϕ∂jϕ− V (ϕ)

]
. (4)
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In four dimensions, G itself is topological; dynamics arise when it is cou-
pled to a non-constant function ξ(ϕ). The full ADM expression for a gen-
eral ξ(ϕ)G is very lengthy. For cosmological or inflationary applications, it
is standard practice to use the unitary gauge (with a homogenous inflaton
ϕ = ϕ(t) → ∂iϕ = 0), so that ξ = ξ(t). Neglecting the total derivative or
boundary terms, the relevant ADM contribution to the Lagrangian can be
written compactly as:

LADM
GB ≃ N

√
h

[
− 8ξ̇G

(3)
ij K

ij − 8ξ̈
(
KijK

ij −K2
)

+
4

3
ξ̇
(
K3 − 3KKijK

ij + 2Ki
jKj

kKk
i
)]
. (5)

4. Scalar perturbation analysis

The work is driven by a comoving gauge,

δϕ(x, t) = 0, γij(x, t) = a2(t)[1 + 2ζ(x, t)]δij, (6)

where, N i and N represent the solutions to the momentum and Hamiltonian
constraint equations respectively. Tensor perturbations are disregarded in
this analysis. After performing the necessary algebraic steps, the variable
of constant density curvature ζ(x, t) [67] at the perturbation second-order
action is expressed as

S2 = M2
pl

∫
dt d3x a3

ϵ

c2s

[
ζ̇2 − c2s

a2
(∂iζ)

2

]
, (7)

the overdot (˙) indicates the differential using cosmic time, and ϵ ≡ −Ḣ/H2

denotes the Hubble parameter of slow-roll inflation, which remains nearly
constant throughout inflation. The definition of sound speed cs is described
by,

c2s =
P,X

P,X + 2XP,XX

, (8)

where a comma denotes as partial derivative.
Prior to evaluating the corrections to the power spectrum inflation, we

first revisit the normal criterion of cosmological perturbation quantization
using the variable of Mukhanov-Sasaki (MS) [68, 69],
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v ≡ Mplzζ, z ≡ a

cs

√
2ϵ (9)

under which the second-order action of Eq. (7) attains canonical normal-
ization

S2 =
1

2

∫
dτ d3x

[
(v′)2 − c2s(∂iv)

2 +
z′′

z
v2
]
, (10)

the time of conformal signed by τ , and the prime (´) indicates the differen-
tiation of τ . During the inflation era, to leading order in the parameter of
slow roll, we have:

aH = − 1

(1− ϵ)τ
, a(τ) ∝ τ−(1+e), and

z′′

z
=

2 + 3ϵ

τ 2
(11)

Accordingly, the Mukhanov-Sasaki (MS) variable can be expanded in op-
erators as: â†−p and âp refers to the operator of creation and annihilation,
respectively, which conform to the commutation context,[

âp, â
†
−q

]
= (2π)3δ3(p+ q) (12)

The mode functions are associated with the vacuum of Bunch-Davies |0⟩
at the beginning of times, and have meaning by the annihilating condition
by the operator âp. For notational convenience, we represent the constant
density curvature perturbation ζ in two-point form and the power spectrum
∆2

s at the end stage of the inflation era τ0 as,

⟨ζ(p)ζ(q)⟩ = (2π)3δ3(p+ q)⟨⟨ζ(p)ζ(−p)⟩⟩ (13)

∆2
s ≡

p3

2π2
⟨⟨ζ(p)ζ(−p)⟩⟩ (14)

We consider the limit τ0, at which point all relevant modes have entered
the era of super-horizon and the observable power spectrum ∆2

s has been
determined. The angle brackets represent the vacuum expectation value,
⟨· · · ⟩ = ⟨0| · · · |0⟩, while is ∆2

s weighted by the density of the phase space.
The power spectrum can be expressed as

∆2
s(0)(p) =

(
H2

8π2M2
plcsϵ

)
= ∆2

s(0) (p∗)

(
p

p∗

)ns−1

, (15)
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and the function of modes can be accurately described as

ζp(τ) =
vp(τ)

zMpl

=

(
H2

4M2
plϵcs

) 1
2

H

e−icspτ

p3/2
(1 + icspτ), (16)

up to leading order in the slow-roll inflation parameter, the subscripts H and
(0) indicate the quantities evaluate at the sound-horizon crossing and the
contribution of the tree-level, where csp = aH. The pivot momentum p∗ was
selected arbitrarily.

The power spectrum ∆2
s is nearly scale-invariant, with deviations captured

by the spectral index, ns − 1 = O(ϵ). A mild momentum dependence arises
from the time variation of the terms inside the brackets at the moment when
each mode exits the horizon.

By extending the analysis beyond the second-order action, one can pro-
ceed to the third-order action (interaction order) expansion. In this regime
cs ≪ 1, and using the set λ = (2/3)X3P,XXX + X2P,XX , the interaction
order takes the form [70, 71, 72],

Sint =

∫
dt d3x

[
− 2λ

H3
a3ζ̇3 +

ϵM2
pl

Hc2s
aζ̇(∂iζ)

2

]
, (17)

This outcome is likewise anticipated in the inflationary effective field theory
[73, 74, 75, 76], where the two interaction terms are independently treated,
ensuring that the observables produced by one term do not influence those
arising from the other. The resulting interaction order (third order) action
corresponds to a cubic self-interaction of ζ.

5. Evaluating the terms with ’in-in’ formalism

In this step, all cubic terms in ζ after expanding to third order perturba-
tion are evaluated using ’in-in’ formalism to obtain the correlation function
used to define the final form of bispectrum B. The evaluation results are
presented in the following equations below. Terms 1, 2, and 3 are expressed
by following equations Eq. (18), (19), and (20), respectively.

⟨ζ(k1, 0)ζ(k2, 0)ζ(k3, 0)⟩1 = (2π)3δ(k1 + k2 + k3)
H4

16ϵ

1

(k1k2k3)3(
(k2k3)

2

K
+

k1(k2k3)
2

K2
+ sym.

)
(18)
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⟨ζ(k1, 0)ζ(k2, 0)ζ(k3, 0)⟩2 = (2π)3δ(k1 + k2 + k3)
H4

32ϵ2
1

(k1k2k3)3

×
{
(k2

1 + k2
2 + k2

3)
[
−K +

1

K
(k1k2 + k1k3 + k2k3)

+
1

K2
k1k2k3

]}
. (19)

⟨ζ(k1, 0)ζ(k2, 0)ζ(k3, 0)⟩3 = −(2π)3δ(k1 + k2 + k3)
H4

32ϵ2
1

(k1k2k3)3

×

{[
1

K

(
k4
2

k1
+

k4
1

k2

)
+

1

K2

(
k3k

4
2

k1
+

k3k
4
1

k2

)]
×
[
1

K

(
k4
3

k1
+

k4
1

k3

)
+

1

K2

(
k2k

4
3

k1
+

k2k
4
1

k3

)]
×
[
1

K

(
k4
2

k3
+

k4
3

k2

)
+

1

K2

(
k1k

4
2

k3
+

k1k
4
3

k2

)]}
. (20)

The correction term is a permutation from,

⟨ζ(x1)ζ(x2)⟩⟨ζ(x1)ζ(x3)⟩ =

∫
d3k1
(2π)3

d3k2
(2π)3

eik2·(x2−x1)eik2·(x3−x1)

vk1(τ)v
∗
k1
(τ)vk2(τ)v

∗
k2
(τ), (21)

sym. = 1 ↔ 2 and = 1 ↔ 3. As before, the mode functions are evaluated
in the late-time limit, τ → 0, where they become constant. Thus, Eq. (21)
reduces to:

⟨ζ(x1)ζ(x2)⟩⟨ζ(x1)ζ(x3)⟩ =

∫
d3k1
(2π)3

d3k2
(2π)3

d3k3
(2π)3

eik1·(x1)eik2·(x2)eik3·(x3)

×(2π)3δ(k1 + k2 + k3)
H4

16ϵ2
1

(k1k2k3)3
k3
3.(22)
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Two additional terms are concluded by k3
3 → (k3

1 + k3
2 + k3

3). So that,
correction term reads,

η

4
(⟨ζk1ζk2⟩⟨ζk1ζk3⟩+ sym.) = (2π)3δ(k1 + k2 + k3)

1

(k1k2k3)3

H4

32ϵ2
η
(
k3
1 + k3

2 + k3
3

)
. (23)

At this point, we have evaluated all of terms in Lagrangian interaction
action with ‘in-in’ formula. The terms are terms 1, 2, 3 and correction term
as formed in Eq. (18), (19), (20) and (23). Determining bispectrum B and
the explanation result of shape function non-Gaussianity of this cosmological
inflation model is described at the following section, result and discussion.

6. Results

Finally, by substituting Lint into the in-in formalism, the three resulting
terms together with the correction term can be combined to derive the bis-
pectrum of perturbations in the context of 4D Einstein-scalar-Gauss-Bonnet
inflation. While the pre-factors of the four shape functions remain essentially
unchanged, the simplification of the k-dependence is a highly nontrivial step.
After carrying out this simplification, from Eq. (24) yields bispectrum B,

⟨ζk1ζk2ζk3⟩ = ⟨ζ(k1)ζ(k2)ζ(k3)⟩+
η

4
(⟨ζk1ζk2⟩⟨ζk1ζk3⟩+ sym.) (24)

B (k1, k2, k3) =
H4

32ϵ2
1

(k1k2k3)3

[
(η − ϵ)

(
k3
1 + k3

2 + k3
3

)
+ϵ

(
k2
1k2 + k2

2k1 + k2
1k3 + k2

3k1 + k2
2k3 + k2

3k2

)
+
8ϵ

K

(
k2
1k

2
2 + k2

1k
2
3 + k2

2k
2
3

)]
. (25)

To determine the amplitude of non-Gaussianity produced during this in-
flationary regime, it must first be normalized with respect to the power spec-
trum, which removes the 1

ϵ2
factor in the Maldacena shape function Bmald.
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Accordingly, upon evaluating this normalized shape function, the superposi-
tion of the local shape function and the equilateral shape function is obtained
as follows,

S(k1, k2, k3) ≈ 1

k1k2k3

[
(η − ϵ)

(
k3
1 + k3

2 + k3
3

)
+ϵ
(
k2
1k2 + k2

2k1 + k2
1k3 + k2

3k1 + k2
2k3 + k2

3k2
)

+
8ϵ

(k1 + k2 + k3)

(
k2
1k

2
2 + k2

1k
2
3 + k2

2k
2
3

)]
, (26)

S(k1, k2, k3) ≈ 2(3ϵ− η)

(
k2
3

k1k2
+

k2
2

k1k3
+

k2
1

k2k3

)
+
5

3
ϵ

(
(k1 + k2 − k3)(k1 − k2 + k3)(−k1 + k2 + k3)

k1k2k3

)
= 2(3ϵ− η) Slocal +

5

3
ϵ Sequil, (27)

S(k1, k2, k3) ≈ (6ϵ− 2η) Slocal(k1, k2, k3) +
5

3
ϵ Sequil(k1, k2, k3). (28)

Based on [77, 78, 79], the dominant shape function in Eq.(28) is Slocal,
that is 99.7%. Therefore, the appropriate limit for evaluating this function
is the squeezed limit, k1 ≪ k2 ≈ k3, yielding,

lim
k1→0

S(k1, k2, k3) ≈ (η + 2ϵ)
k2
k1

(29)

S ≈ O(ϵ, η) → O(ϵ, η) (30)

Thus, the conclusion that can be drawn from this work is that the ob-
tained non-Gaussianity is suppressing slow-roll in the squeezed limit. As
discussed, Planck 2018 investigates fNL ≈ O(1); therefore, the amplitude of
the non-Gaussianity considered here does not fall within the experimental
bounds but rather within the theoretical limits.
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Local Equil. Flat. DBI Ghost Single Field 4D EGB
Local 1.00 0.46 0.62 0.5 0.37 1.00 1.00
Equilateral 0.46 1.00 0.30 0.99 0.98 0.46 0.46
Flattened 0.62 0.30 1.00 0.39 0.15 0.62 0.62

Table 1: Comparison of normalised fractional correlations, C[S, S′], between 4D Einstein-
Gauss-Bonnet (4D EGB) model with other inflation models, and selected three primordial
shape functions (templates) that Planck constrains. Data about other models and selected
shape functions obtained based on data Ref. [80, 81].

7. Compare with other inflation models

The results of this analysis, thus far, indicate that the non-Gaussianity
produced by this model is comparable to that obtained from the toy model,
single scalar field, which has long been used as the standard framework.
A comparison between this model and other selected inflationary models is
presented in Table 1 below. The comparison is based on the normalized
fractional correlations C[S, S ′].

It can be noted that, up to two significant figures, the local template shows
a maximal correlation with the shape function derived from both single-field
inflation and the 4D EGB model, as demonstrated in this study. Hence,
the Planck constraints on the local template are directly applicable to this
model. In contrast, other inflationary scenarios such as DBI and ghost infla-
tion are more effectively described by the equilateral template. Accordingly,
based on the Planck data discussed earlier, the 4D Einstein-(scalar)-Gauss-
Bonnet inflation model yields a reasonable constraint in which the result-
ing non-Gaussianity is slow-roll suppressed in the squeezed limit—a behavior
analogous to that of the single-field scalar inflation model. This finding is
supported by the analytical biscpectrum calculations that were carried out
to elucidate the non-Gaussian characteristics of the model.

8. Conclusions

The calculation of non-Gaussianities in this inflationary model is carried
out using the technique of computing n-point correlation functions with a
time-dependent interaction state, namely, the in-in formalism. In particular,
the derived in-in expression is evaluated at tree level, which provides the
first-order description of any non-linearity. This formula is then employed to
compute the generating non-Gaussianities in Einstein-scalar-Gauss-Bonnet
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inflation. From this calculation, it was found that the bispectrum correlates
well with the local template, indicating that non-Gaussianities are produced
at superhorizon scales.

This situation is described by the Bogoliubov coefficient, which charac-
terizes the degree of initial excitation. When substituted into the in-in for-
mulation, the resulting non-Bunch-Davis bispectrum exhibits a distinctive
signature, namely a peak for flattened triangle configurations in the Fourier
space.

In summary, this study finds that generating non-Gaussianity in the
4DEGB model is slow-roll inflation parameter suppression in the squeezed
limit. This arises because the dominant bispectrum shape function is of the
local type, Slocal. Given that the non-Gaussianity in this framework exhibits
a squeezed configuration, one can adopt the condition k1 ≪ k2 ≈ k3. As
noted, Planck’s observation in 2018 results constrain fNL ≈ O(1). There-
fore, although the amplitudes obtained in this study fall outside the current
experimental sensitivity, they remain consistent with the theoretical expec-
tations. As previously discussed, the reasonable constraint obtained for the
4D Einstein–(scalar)–Gauss–Bonnet inflation model based on this work is
that the non-Gaussianity is slow-roll suppressed in the squeezed limit, a
constraint also exhibited by the non-Gaussianity of the single-field scalar
inflation model.
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Appendix A. The third order action and Hamiltonian interaction

Appendix A.1. Gauge-restricted line element
From Eq. (5) yields an equation of perturbed line element with gauge-

restricted,

ds2 = −[(1 + Ψ)2 − ∂iB∂iB]dt2 + 2a(t)2∂iBdtdxi + a(t)2e2ζδijdx
idxj. (A.1)

As working in comoving gauge in Eq. (6), we made subtitutions: E = 0,
δϕ = 0, and Φ = −ζ. The linearised constraint equations are re-expressed
as,

∆ζ − 3Hζ̇ = −3H2Ψ+Ha2∆B, (A.2)

ζ̇ = HΨ. (A.3)

From (A.2) and (A.3), having the solutions of comoving gauge,

Ψ =
ζ̇

H
, (A.4)

B = − ζ̇

a2H
+ ϵ∇−2ζ̇ , (A.5)

which reduces the lapse function N and shift vector Ni,

N = 1 + Ψ → N = 1 +
ζ̇

H
, (A.6)

Ni = a2B,i → Ni = −a2∂i

(
ζ

a2H
− ϵ∇−2ζ̇

)
. (A.7)

Appendix A.2. Determination of R, Kij, Kij, and K

After giving comoving gauge 3-metric in Eq. (6) in 3-Christoffel symbols,
it yields,

(3)Γk
ij = δkl (δik∂jζ + δjk∂iζ − δij∂kζ) , (A.8)

where R is built out of these, and takes the form,

R = − 2

a2e2ζ
(
2∇2ζ + (∇ζ)2

)
. (A.9)

Hence, an expression for Kij is found inclusive of N and Ni,

Kij =
1

N

[
a2e2ζδij − ∂(iNj) + (2N(i∂j)ζ − δijNk∂

kζ)
]
, (A.10)
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has inverse,

Kij =
1

a4e4ζ
δikδjlKkl. (A.11)

K is determined, by contracting (A.11) with the 3-metric,

K = (3)gijK
ij = 3(H + ζ̇)− 1

a2e2ζ
(
∂kNk +Nk∂

kζ
)
. (A.12)

Appendix A.3. Subtitution into the action
R, Kij, Kij, K and (3)gij can be substituted into the ADM action to yield,

SG =
1

2

∫
d4xNa3e3ζ

[
− 2

a2e2ζ
(
2∇2ζ + (∇ζ)2

)
−
(
3(H + ζ̇)

− 1

a2e2ζ
(
∂kNk +Nk∂

kζ
))2

+
1

N2

1

a4e4ζ
δikδjl[

a2e2ζ∂ij − ∂(iNj) +
(
2N(i∂j)ζ − δijNk∂

kζ
)]

×
[
a2e2ζδkl − ∂(kNl)

+(2N(k∂l)ζ − δklNi∂
iζ)
]]

. (A.13)

All terms leading order and cubic order in ζ was isolated. The third order
action reads,

SG[3] =

∫
d4x aϵ2

[
a2ζζ̇2 − ζ(∂iζ)

2 + 2a2ζ̇(∂iζ)∂i

(
∇−2ζ̇

)]
+ 2f(ζ)

δL2

δζ
(A.14)

all terms proportional to the first order equation of motion are collected into
f(ζ). But, via field re-definition,

ζ = ζn − f(ζn), (A.15)

makes f(ζ) terms removed from the action.
Therefore, the 3-point correlator of ζ is found to gain the following addi-

tional terms,

⟨ζk1ζk2ζk3⟩ = ⟨ζn(k1)ζn(k2)ζn(k3)⟩+
η

4
(⟨ζn(k1)ζn(k2)⟩⟨ζn(k1)ζn(k3)⟩+ sym.),

(A.16)
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f(ζ) :=
η

4
ζ2. (A.17)

The third order action that will be used to determine the interaction
Hamiltonian is,

SG[3] =

∫
d4x aϵ2

[
a2ζζ̇2 − ζ(∂iζ)

2 + 2a2ζ̇(∂iζ)∂i

(
∇−2ζ̇

)]
. (A.18)

Appendix A.4. the Hamiltonian interaction
Hence, the interaction Hamiltonian is determined as,

Hint = −Lint +O(ζ4), (A.19)

Hint = −
∫

d3x Lint = −
∫

d3x aϵ2
[
a2ζζ̇2 − ζ(∂iζ)

2 + 2a2ζ̇(∂iζ)∂i

(
∇−2ζ̇

)]
.

(A.20)

Appendix B. Evaluating with the ’in-in’ formula

The ’in-in’ formula,

⟨Q(0)⟩ = Re

[
⟨0| − 2iQI(t)

∫ t

−∞(1+iϵ)

dt′HI
int|0⟩

]
. (B.1)

As de Sitter space, a ≈ −1/(Hτ), the limit τ → 0 results in all modes
existing far outside the horizon, kτ ≪ 0. Hence, the observable becomes,

Q(0) = ζ(k1, 0)ζ(k2, 0)ζ(k3, 0), (B.2)

with the corresponding quantum correlator,

⟨ζ(k1, 0)ζ(k2, 0)ζ(k3, 0)⟩ = Re

[
⟨0| − 2iζI(k1, 0)ζ

I(k2, 0)ζ
I(k3, 0)∫ t

−∞(1+iϵ)

dt′
∫

d3x

Lint(ζ
I(x, τ ′))|0⟩

]
. (B.3)
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Converting the fields within the Lint to Fourier space,

ζ(x, t) =
∫

d3k

(2π)

3[
akvk(τ)e

ik·x + a†kv
∗
k(τ)e

−ik·x], (B.4)

with following redefinition of the Mukhanov variable has been made, vk :=
zvk. As detailed, ζ = zvk; where z =

√
2a2ϵ. It can be seen Lint is constructed

such only contains terms O(ζ3), becomes 6-point correlator. This 6-point
correlator of interaction picture fields can be contracted into products of 2-
point correlators via Wick’s theorem. Thus, the 2-point correlator in the
non-interacting limit is required, and takes form,

⟨0|ζk1(τ1)ζk2(τ2)|0⟩ = vk1(τ1)v
∗
k1
(τ2)⟨0|[ak1a

†
k2
]|0⟩

= vk1(τ1)v
∗
k1
(τ2)(2π)

3δ(k1 − k2), (B.5)

Therefore, the calculation of (B.3) begins, first by noticing that Lint con-
tributes the following three terms,

Lint = aϵ2
[
a2ζζ̇2︸ ︷︷ ︸

1

+ ζ(∂iζ)
2︸ ︷︷ ︸

2

+ 2a2ζ̇(∂iζ)∂i
(
∇−2ζ̇

)︸ ︷︷ ︸
3

]
, (B.6)

which evaluated separately.

Appendix B.1. Term 1
Substituting term 1 of Lint into (B.3),

⟨ζ(k1, 0)ζ(k2, 0)ζ(k3, 0)⟩1 = Re

[
⟨0| − 2iζ(k1, 0)ζ(k2, 0)ζ(k3, 0)∫

d3x×
∫

d3p1
(2π)3

d3p2
(2π)3

d3p3
(2π)3

e−i(p1+p2+p3)·xa2ϵ2

ζ(p1, τ
′)ζ(p2, τ

′)ζ(p3, τ
′)|0⟩

]
, (B.7)

there are three out of a possible fifteen contractions survive, and the contrac-
tions which don’t survive are due to the creation and annihilation vacuum
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identities: âk|0⟩ = 0, ⟨0|â†k = 0. The three are,

⟨ζ(k1, 0)ζ(p1, τ
′)⟩⟨ζ(k2, 0)ζ

′(p2, τ
′)⟩⟨ζ(k3, 0)ζ

′(p3, τ
′)⟩

= (2π)9δ(k1 − p1)δ(k2 − p2)δ(k3 − p3)

vk1(0)v
∗
k1
(τ ′)vk2(0)v

′∗
p2
(τ ′)vk3(0)v

′∗
p3
(τ ′). (B.8)

by symmetry, two additional contributions under 1 ↔ 2 and 1 ↔ 3. Eq.
(B.7) is simplified by substitution of the identity,∫

d3x e−i(p1+p2+p3)·x = (2π)3δ(p1 + p2 + p3), (B.9)

which leaves,

⟨ζ(k1, 0)ζ(k2, 0)ζ(k3, 0)⟩1 = Re

[
−4i

∫ t

−∞(1+iϵ)

dτ ′
∫

d3p1d
3p2d

3p3

a2ϵ2(2π)3δ(p1 + p2 + p3)

×vk1(0)vk2(0)vk3(0)v
∗
p1
(τ ′)v′∗p2(τ

′)v′∗p3(τ
′)

δ(k1 − p1)δ(k2 − p2)δ(k3 − p3)

+sym.

]
, (B.10)

’sym.’ denotes the addintional two forms from 1 ↔ 2 and 1 ↔ 3. The mode
functions take form,

vk(τ) =
H√
4ϵk3

e−ikτ (1 + ikτ), (B.11)

lim
τ→0

vk(τ) := vk(0) =
H√
4ϵk3

(1 + ikτ), (B.12)

v′k(τ) =
H√
4ϵk3

k2τe−ikτ . (B.13)

Substituting into (B.10), and integrating out the delta functions, yields,

⟨ζ(k1, 0)ζ(k2, 0)ζ(k3, 0)⟩1 = Re

[
−4i

H6

(4ϵ)3
1

(k1k2k3)3
ϵ2

(Hτ ′)2∫ t

−∞(1+iϵ)

dτ ′ × (2π)3δ(k1 + k2 + k3)e
iKτ ′

(k2k3)
2τ ′2(1 + ik1τ

′) + sym.

]
, (B.14)
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where K = k1+k2+k3. The substitution of a2 for the de Sitter approximation
cancels a factor of τ ′2. Then, there will be no contribution from the lower
bound of the integral due to the −∞(1 + iϵ) in the exponent. Thus, the
3-point correlator for the first term in Lint becomes,

⟨ζ(k1, 0)ζ(k2, 0)ζ(k3, 0)⟩1 = (2π)3δ(k1 + k2 + k3)
H4

16ϵ

1

(k1k2k3)3(
(k2k3)

2

K
+

k1(k2k3)
2

K2
+ sym.

)
(B.15)

Appendix B.2. Term 2
The second term, aϵ2ζ(∂iζ)2, was correlated in a similar way to the first.

Considering only ζk1(∂ζk2) · (∂ζk3), where two additional terms were carried
through, by symmetry, under 1 ↔ 2 and 1 ↔ 3. One noticed that (∂iζ)

2 →
(k2 · k3)ζk2ζk3 under a Fourier transform. This pre-factor to ζ expressed as a
magnitude of k by noting that,

(k1 + k2 + k3)
2 = 0 = k2

1 + k2
2 + k2

3 + 2k1 · k2 + 2k2 · k3 + 2k1 · k3, (B.16)

by the triangle condition, hence,

k1 · k2 + k2 · k3 + k1 · k3 = −1

2
(k2

1 + k2
2 + k2

3). (B.17)

Substituting k2 · k3 = −1
2
k2
1 made in the subsequent work. Following the

procedures above, only one term survives the Wick contraction,

⟨ζ(k1, 0)ζ(k2, 0)ζ(k3, 0)⟩2 = Re

[
−4ivk1(0)vk2(0)vk3(0)ϵ

2(2π)3

δ(k1 + k2 + k3)×
∫ τ

−∞(1+iϵ)

dτ ′a2

v∗k1(τ
′)v∗k2(τ

′)v∗k3(τ
′)

]
. (B.18)

The pre-factor to the time integral, remains the same as ⟨ζζζ⟩1; the con-
formal time integral was expected as,∫ τ

−∞(1+iϵ)

dτ ′a2v∗k1(τ
′)v∗k2(τ

′)v∗k3(τ
′) = −

∫ τ

−∞(1+iϵ)

dτ ′
k2
1

2(Hτ ′)2
eiKτ (1 + ik1τ)

(1 + ik2τ)(1 + ik3τ). (B.19)
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Evaluating the integral, taking the limit τ → 0, and adding the symmetric
terms, yields,

−
∫ τ

−∞(1+iϵ)

dτ ′
k2
1

2(Hτ ′)2
eiKτ (1 + ik1τ)(1 + ik2τ)(1 + ik3τ)

= − i

2H2
(k2

1 + k2
2 + k2

3)[
−K +

1

K
(k1k2 + k1k3 + k2k3) +

1

K2
k1k2k3

]
.(B.20)

The correlators for the second term of Lint is,

⟨ζ(k1, 0)ζ(k2, 0)ζ(k3, 0)⟩2 = (2π)3δ(k1 + k2 + k3)
H4

32ϵ2
1

(k1k2k3)3

×
{
(k2

1 + k2
2 + k2

3)
[
−K +

1

K
(k1k2 + k1k3 + k2k3)

+
1

K2
k1k2k3

]}
. (B.21)

Appendix B.3. Term 3
Evaluation of ⟨ζζζ⟩3 began by converting the final term, 2a3ϵ2ζ̇(∂iζ)∂i(∇−2ζ̇),

to Fourier space. Because there are three separate differential operators here,
3! = 6 arrangements of the modes will survive the Wick contraction via
symmetry (rather than three in the previous two evaluations). The general
formula for this conversion to Fourier space becomes,

2a3ϵ2ζ̇(∂iζ)∂i(∇−2ζ̇) → ζ̇k
k′ · k′′

k′2 ζ̇k′ζk′′ . (B.22)

The appropriate pre-factor to the time integral due to these six symmetric
arrangements becomes,

k1 · k2

k2
1

+
k1 · k3

k2
1

+
k2 · k3

k2
2

+
k2 · k1

k2
2

+
k3 · k1

k2
3

+
k3 · k2

k2
3

= −1

2

(
k2
3

k2
1

+
k2
3

k2
2

+
k2
2

k2
1

+
k2
2

k2
3

+
k2
1

k2
2

+
k2
1

k2
3

)
. (B.23)

However,these pre-factors are grouped into three sets of two, due to the
indistinguishable arrangements of ζζ̇ζ̇, leaving the following three time inte-
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grals,

I1 = −1

2

[
k2
2

k2
1

+
k2
1

k2
2

] ∫ τ

−∞(1+iϵ)

dτ ′ a2vk1(τ
′)v′k2(τ

′)v′k3(τ
′),

I2 = −1

2

[
k2
3

k2
1

+
k2
1

k2
3

] ∫ τ

−∞(1+iϵ)

dτ ′ a2vk1(τ
′)v′k2(τ

′)v′k3(τ
′),

I3 = −1

2

[
k2
2

k2
3

+
k2
3

k2
2

] ∫ τ

−∞(1+iϵ)

dτ ′ a2vk1(τ
′)v′k2(τ

′)v′k3(τ
′). (B.24)

These time integrals therefore take the form of the ones solved during
the evaluation of the first term in Lint. Hence, the momentum dependence
is known as τ → 0, and these integrals reduce to,

I1 = −1

2

[
1

K

(
k4
2

k1
+

k4
1

k2

)
+

1

K2

(
k3k

4
2

k1
+

k3k
4
1

k2

)]
,

I2 = −1

2

[
1

K

(
k4
3

k1
+

k4
1

k3

)
+

1

K2

(
k2k

4
3

k1
+

k2k
4
1

k3

)]
,

I3 = −1

2

[
1

K

(
k4
2

k3
+

k4
3

k2

)
+

1

K2

(
k1k

4
2

k3
+

k1k
4
3

k2

)]
. (B.25)

Combining these produces the 3-point correlator of the third term in Lint,

⟨ζ(k1, 0)ζ(k2, 0)ζ(k3, 0)⟩3 = −(2π)3δ(k1 + k2 + k3)
H4

32ϵ2
1

(k1k2k3)3

×

{[
1

K

(
k4
2

k1
+

k4
1

k2

)
+

1

K2

(
k3k

4
2

k1
+

k3k
4
1

k2

)]
×
[
1

K

(
k4
3

k1
+

k4
1

k3

)
+

1

K2

(
k2k

4
3

k1
+

k2k
4
1

k3

)]
×
[
1

K

(
k4
2

k3
+

k4
3

k2

)
+

1

K2

(
k1k

4
2

k3
+

k1k
4
3

k2

)]}
. (B.26)
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