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Asymptotic safety is a powerful mechanism for obtaining a consistent and predictive quantum
field theory beyond the realm of perturbation theory. It hinges on an interacting fixed point of
the Wilsonian renormalization group flow which controls the microscopic dynamics. Connecting
the fixed point to observations requires constructing the set of effective actions compatible with
this microscopic dynamics. Technically, this information is stored in the UV-critical surface of the
fixed point. In this work, we describe a novel approach for extracting this information based on
analytical and pseudo-spectral methods. Our construction is illustrated at the level of the two-
dimensional Ising model and easily generalizes to any asymptotically safe quantum field theory. It
also constitutes an important step towards setting up a well-founded swampland program within
the gravitational asymptotic safety program.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Wilsonian renormalization group (RG) [1] pro-
vides a powerful tool for understanding the impact of sta-
tistical or quantum fluctuations in a given physical sys-
tem [2–5]. It organizes fluctuations in momentum shells
and integrates out the modes, starting from the most en-
ergetic ones and subsequently moving to lower energies.
This procedure creates RG trajectories which connect ef-
fective descriptions of the same system at different values
of the coarse-graining scale.

A major success of this approach is a comprehensive
picture of critical phenomena and universality which are
readily explained in terms of RG fixed points which con-
trol the theory’s infrared (IR) behavior. Typically, one
has to tune a small number of parameters so that a RG
trajectory is dragged into the fixed point in the limit
where all fluctuations are integrated out. These trajec-
tories then “forget” their microscopic origin and physical
quantities like correlation functions are completely dic-
tated by the properties of the IR fixed point.

From a physics perspective, one may also be interested
in situations where a RG fixed point provides the micro-
scopic description of the system. This situation applies to
asymptotically free quantum field theories like quantum
chromodynamics where the relevant fixed point is the
free theory. Asymptotic safety, first proposed in [6, 7],
generalizes this construction to interacting fixed points,
also called non-Gaussian fixed points (NGFPs). In both
cases, the fixed point equips the construction with predic-
tive power. By definition, RG trajectories whose ultravi-
olet (UV) completion is provided by the fixed point span
its UV-critical surface SUV. In the vicinity of the fixed
point, this surface can be found by linearizing the RG
flow and identifying the UV-attractive directions. Typi-
cally, SUV is finite-dimensional and embedded in a larger

∗ f.saueressig@science.ru.nl
† agustin.silva@ru.nl

space called the theory space T . This allows to predict
values for renormalized couplings based on the free pa-
rameters specifying a RG trajectory within SUV. These
predictions are obtained from the end-point of the RG
trajectory where all fluctuations have been accounted for.
In the case of an IR fixed point, this limit is controlled by
the fixed point itself, so that its properties are directly
related to observables. For an UV fixed point, this link
is highly non-trival though and requires the construction
of SUV. Depending on the dimensions of SUV and T
this becomes cumbersome rather quickly. A prototypi-
cal example is provided by asymptotically safe quantum
gravity supplemented by the matter degrees of freedom
of the standard model, where dim(SUV) is expected to
be of order twenty [8]. This surface should then be em-
bedded in an even larger space also comprising couplings
associated with beyond the standard model physics for
making predictions. It is clear that the canonical ap-
proach of mapping out SUV based on a shooting-method
is intractable in such cases. Nevertheless, a solid knowl-
edge about the effective actions within SUV is crucial for
making predictions and potentially falsifying the asymp-
totic safety hypothesis.

The goal of this letter is to introduce novel strategies
which allow to map out SUV in a computationally effi-
cient way using pseudo-spectral methods [9, 10] which
are readily boosted by machine-learning algorithms to
improve convergence. We illustrate the generic algorithm
based on the RG flow of a scalar field theory in less than
four dimensions which has already been extensively stud-
ied, e.g., in [11–18]. Owed to the flexibility of the RG
[3], our algorithm is applicable to a much wider range of
settings, including the study of phase transitions in sta-
tistical physics [19], estimates of the rate of spontaneous
nucleation [20], strongly interacting and high tempera-
ture theories [21], up to quantum gravity building on the
gravitational asymptotic safety program [22, 23].
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II. RG FLOWS, FIXED POINTS
AND FREE PARAMETERS

A primary tool for computing Wilsonian RG flows is
the Wetterich equation [24–27],1

k∂kΓk =
1

2
Tr

[(
Γ
(2)
k +Rk

)−1

k∂kRk

]
, (1)

which encodes the dependence of the effective average
action Γk on the coarse-graining scale k, see [29–31] for
more details. The effective average action lives on theory
space T . By definition, T contains all action functionals
which can be constructed from the field content of the
theory and are compatible with its symmetry require-
ments. For the purpose of this work, we are interested in
complete (approximate) solutions of (1), k 7→ Γk, which
interpolate between a NGFP in the limit k → ∞ (asymp-
totic safety) and the effective action Γ ≡ limk→0 Γk as-
sociated with observables.

Introducing a basis {On} on T , Γk can be expanded
as

Γk =
∑
n

g̃nk On . (2)

Here the g̃nk are the dimensionful couplings of the theory
which depend on k. Denoting the mass-dimension of g̃nk
by dn, these couplings are conveniently traded for their
dimensionless counterparts

gnk ≡ g̃nk k
−dn . (3)

In practice, the expansion (2) retains a finite number of
operators, N , only. The couplings gn, n = 1, · · · , N can
then be read as coordinates on RN . Substituting (2)
into (1), the beta functions capturing the k-dependence
of these couplings gnk can be read off as the coefficients
multiplying the basis elements {On}:

k∂kg
n
k = βn(gm) . (4)

In the sequel, we will assume that the beta functions have
been computed and admit a NGFP suitable for asymp-
totic safety.

By definition, fixed points {gn∗ } satisfy βn(gm∗ ) = 0,∀n.
The dimension of SUV associated with the fixed point is
readily inferred by linearizing the beta functions

k∂kg
n
k ≃

∑
m

Bn
m(gmk − gm∗ ) , Bn

m ≡ ∂βn

∂gm

∣∣∣∣
g=g∗

. (5)

These equations are readily solved in terms of the sta-
bility coefficients θI and right-eigenvectors VI , satisfy-
ing BVI = −θIVI . Separating the stability coefficients

1 Our construction is readily adapted to other RG equations like
the Polchinski equation [28]. Essentially, it applies to any situa-
tion where a vector field is used to generate a constraint surface
also including the case of IR-repulsive surfaces of IR-fixed points.
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FIG. 1. Using the choice of couplings introduced below eq.
(12), the k → 0 limit of the couplings uα is {uα} = 0. Every
complete RG trajectory emanating from the NGFP gives rise
to an effective action whose parameters vµ are read off from
the intersect of SUV with the axes {uα} = 0.

{θI} → {θα, θ̃µ} where α = 1, · · · ,dim(SUV) and µ =
1, · · · , N −dim(SUV) enumerate the stability coefficients

with Re(θα) > 0 and Re(θ̃µ) < 0, respectively, one has

gnk ≈ gn∗ +
∑
α

Cα V
n
α

(
k0
k

)θα

+
∑
µ

C̃µ Ṽ
n
µ

(
k0
k

)θ̃µ

. (6)

Here k0 is a reference scale and Cα, C̃µ are integration
constants labelling the specific solutions. The eigendi-
rections Vα (Ṽµ) are attractive (repulsive) in the limit

k → ∞. Thus asymptotic safety fixes C̃µ = 0 while the

Cα are free parameters. RG trajectories where C̃µ = 0
span SUV.
Subsequently, we reformulate the conditions on the in-

tegration constants in terms of the dimensionless cou-
plings. For this purpose, we split

gn 7→ {uα , vµ} , βn 7→ {βα , βµ} . (7)

The basic idea illustrated in Fig. 1 is to use the uα as
coordinates on SUV.

2 Its embedding into RN is then
given by a set of generating functions

Fν(u, v) = 0 , ν = 1, · · · , N − dim(SUV ) . (8)

The generating functions are combinations of couplings
whose values are conserved along the RG flow. We adopt

2 Depending on the structure of SUV, the initial coordinate sys-
tem may not cover the entire surface. In this case, SUV has to
be covered with multiple coordinate patches. A simple illustra-
tion is provided by the surface x2 + y2 − 1 = 0 embedded into
R2 where there is no single-valued function y(x) that covers the
entire surface. In the context of the RG such coordinate changes
have recently been discussed in [32].
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the convention that SUV is generated by setting the con-
served quantity to zero. Solving these relations for vµ

then determines the values of the couplings vµ in terms
of the coordinates on the surface

vµ|SUV
= vµ(uα) . (9)

In the vicinity of the NGFP, the functions Fν can be
found as follows. The vectors {Vα, Ṽµ} span the tangent
space at {gn∗ }. The vectors Vα are tangent to SUV while,

in general, the Ṽµ are not normal to the surface. A set
of normal vectors can then be constructed in two steps.
First, we project the Vα into a orthogonal basis tα, car-
rying out a Gram-Schmidt process. Starting from the
vectors Ṽµ, the set of normals is obtained as

nµ = Ṽµ −
∑
α

tα
⟨tα|Ṽµ⟩
⟨tα|tα⟩

, (10)

where ⟨x|y⟩ is the standard vector product on RN . At the
linearized level, the constrained equations (8) are then
given by

F ∗
µ(g

n) =
∑
n

nnµ (gn − gn∗ ) . (11)

Here ∗ emphasizes that this the expansion of the full
Fµ to linear order at the NGFP. One may then single
out couplings uα according to (7) and solve these linear
relations to express the vµ in terms of these parameters.

III. CONSTRUCTING SUV

Finding the IR-endpoints of asymptotically safe RG
trajectories requires the construction of SUV beyond the
linear approximation (11). Technically, it is then conve-
nient to work with a compact subregion of RN which con-
tains the NGFP and the endpoints. In order to achieve
this, it is instructive to discuss the k → 0-limit of eq.
(3). Keeping limk→0 g̃

n
k fixed and finite, which is a nat-

ural assumption for couplings appearing in the effective
action, the dimensionless couplings with non-zero mass-
dimension dn either approach zero or diverge

limk→0 g
n
k = 0 , dn < 0 ,

limk→0 g
n
k = ±∞ , dn > 0 .

(12)

Couplings with dn = 0 take the finite value of the cou-
pling appearing in the effective action. Based on these
insights, we choose the couplings ũα to have a negative
mass dimension. This can always be achieved by mak-
ing the identification ũn = 1/g̃n if the initial coupling
comes with a positive mass dimension. This has the ad-
vantage that the IR-endpoints are located at {uµ} = 0.
Furthermore, we can take the vµ to be dimensionless by
constructing appropriate ratios of the couplings, see (20)
for an explicit example. The physical predictions for the
couplings vµ are then read off at {uα} = 0.

A. Master equation and explicit form

We now derive our master equation encoding the struc-
ture of SUV. Taking the k-derivative of the generating
functions Fµ(u, v) and using the definition of the beta
functions (4) leads to∑

α

∂Fµ

∂uα
βα +

∑
ν

∂Fµ

∂vν
βν = 0 . (13)

At this point we assume that det(
∂Fµ

∂vν ) ̸= 0, so that
the implicit function theorem guarantees that the sys-
tem Fµ = 0 has a (local) solution in the form (9).
The master equation can be turned into an system of

non-linear partial differential equations for the functions
(9). Substituting Fµ(u, v) = vµ − vµ(u)|SUV

, which ob-
viously satisfies Fµ|SUV

= 0, leads to the linear partial
differential equation∑

α

βα ∂v
µ

∂uα
= βµ . (14)

The boundary conditions for the system are given in the
linearized regime, eq. (11). Solutions can then be ob-
tained either by solving the system (13) or (14) using
numerical methods or extending the power series (11) to
include higher-order terms. The latter strategy requires
checking whether the endpoint of interest is within the
radius of convergence of the series.

B. Implicit solutions

The key strength of the master equation (13) is that it
is a multi-linear, first order system of partial differential
equations for the generating functions Fµ(u, v). Finding
the implicit form of SUV by solving this system leads
to a significant reduction in complexity as compared to
solving the explicit system (14). In particular, the linear
nature of the master equation makes the use of pseudo-
spectral methods and collocation techniques [33, 34] a
highly efficient tool for obtaining solutions.3

The basic idea is to select a dense set of functions
{ψi(u, v)}. Typical examples used in practice include
Chebyshev polynomials [9] or radial basis functions [39].
The generating functions are then approximated by ex-
panding in this basis

Fµ(u, v) ≃
Np∑
i=1

pµ,i ψi(u, v) , (15)

i.e., the functions are determined by the Np × (N −
dim(SUV)) free parameters pµ,i. Since (13) contains

3 For earlier applications of pseudo-spectral methods in the context
of the functional renormalization group see [35–38].
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derivatives of Fµ(u, v) only, it determines solutions up
to an additive constant only. Following (11), we fix this
freedom by demanding that

Fµ(u∗, v∗) = 0 . (16)

Secondly, the first derivatives of Fµ evaluated at the fixed
point are taken to agree with the linearized approxima-
tion

∂Fµ

∂uα

∣∣∣∣
gn
∗

=
∂F ∗

µ

∂uα
,

∂Fµ

∂vν

∣∣∣∣
gn
∗

=
∂F ∗

µ

∂vν
. (17)

This enforces that some of the expansion coefficients in
(15) must take non-vanishing values thereby eliminating
the trivial solution.

Subsequently, one chooses Np collocation points. It
is natural to take the NGFP as one of these points and
construct a grid covering the parameter space of interest.
Substituting the expansion (15) into (13) and evaluating
the resulting expressions at the collocation points then
leads to a system of algebraic equations which determines
the coefficients pµ,i. The predictions vµ compatible with
asymptotic safety are then found by evaluating the ap-
proximate solution at {uα} = 0.

Systematic improvements. In the simplest case, one
may arrange the collocation points (uαc,i, v

µ
c,i) in a regular

lattice and expand the generating functions in terms of
Multivariate Cauchy Distributions (MCDs)

ψi(u, v) =

(
1 +

∑
α

(uα − uαc,i)
2

σ2
+
∑
µ

(vµ − vµc,i)
2

σ2

)−1

.

(18)
Here σ is a smoothness parameter whose typical value
is chosen to be of the order of the average separation
between the collocation points. Since the substitution
of (15) into the system (13) results in a linear equation,
taking one collocation point for each MCD leads to a
unique solution for the parameters pµ,i.

Depending on the concrete application, this “basic”
setup may be improved by working with less parame-
ters than collocation points, and/or with base functions
more suitable for describing sharp edges, periodicity, or
optimized convergence [40]. Moreover, the positioning of
the collocation points may be optimized near interesting
regions. In the case of using less parameters than colloca-
tion points, the construction is overdetermined and find-
ing solutions turns into an optimization problem, where
one could use machine learning [41] techniques, such as
gradient descent methods [42]. Since an exhaustive sur-
vey of all these possibilities is beyond the scope of this
letter, we just limit the discussion to the simplest setting,
which may then be seen as a starting point for improve-
ments.

IV. EXAMPLE: SCALAR FIELD IN TWO
DIMENSIONS

We illustrate the working of our general algorithm
based on a scalar field theory in a two-dimensional Eu-
clidean spacetime. The RG flow possesses a NGFP, corre-
sponding to the Ising universality class. This fixed point
is already seen in simple approximations and comes with
a single UV-attractive eigendirection. For our purpose, it
is then sufficient to work with the local potential approx-
imation (LPA) [24]. In this case, the effective average
action is approximated by

Γk[ϕ] ≃
∫
d2x

[
1

2
(∂ϕ)2 + Uk[ϕ]

]
, (19)

where ϕ(x) is a real scalar field with mass-dimension zero.
Implementing our convention on the couplings, we ex-
pand the potential according to

Uk[ϕ] =
1

4! ũk
ϕ4 +

Nmax∑
0<n , n ̸=2

vnk
(2n)! ũk

(ϕ2)n . (20)

This singles out the coupling ũk (taken with a negative
mass dimension) associated with the ϕ4-term as the free
parameter allowed by asymptotic safety. The IR-value of
the dimensionless couplings vn = (v1, v3, v4, · · · ) will be
predicted based on the UV-critical surface of the NGFP.
In Table I we report results up to order Nmax = 10.4

For simplicity, we limit our exposition to the simplest
case where Nmax = 2, i.e., we are dealing with two cou-
plings (u, v) and refer to the supplementary notebook for
the detailed implementation of this case.
We start from the beta functions given in [23]. Adapt-

ing to our parameterization of the potential and setting
Nmax = 2 and d = 2, we have

βu = 2u− 3u3

2π (v + u) 3
, βv = − u2 (7v + u)

4π (v + u) 3
. (21)

The NGFP of the system is located at (u∗, v∗) =
( 343
288π ,−

49
288π ). The stability coefficients and right-

eigenvectors entering into the linearized solution (6) are

θ1 =
1

3
(1 +

√
43) , V1 =

(
1

21
(8 +

√
43) , 1

)T

,

θ̃1 =
1

3
(1−

√
43) , Ṽ1 =

(
1

21
(8−

√
43) , 1

)T

.

(22)

Thus we are dealing with a saddle-point with one UV-
attractive and one UV-repulsive eigendirection. The UV-

4 These results serve as an illustration of the method and should
not be mistaken as an attempt of a precision computation. The
latter may be achieved by extending the approximation along
the lines of the derivative expansion used for the Wilson-Fisher
fixed point [18, 43].
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Nmax u∗ v1∗ v3∗ v4∗ v5∗ θ1 θ̃1 θ̃2 θ̃3 θ̃4 v1 v3 v4 v5

4 0.3790 −0.0541 1.852 −2.519 0.15

6 0.2765 −0.0746 16.3346 1.699 −2.875 −25.381 0.08 31

8 0.2695 −0.0961 24.1984 941.6 1.573 −3.043 −22.469 −78.936 0.07 46 3209

10 0.2809 −0.1174 28.1641 1561.8 110325 1.468 −3.134 −21.111 −66.552 −173.426 0.066 55 5538 701866

TABLE I. Properties of the NGFP associated with the Ising universality class obtained from the LPA, eq. (20), up to order
Nmax = 10. The first and second block give the position and stability coefficients of the fixed point, respectively. The values
vµ ≡ limk→0 v

µ
k predicted by asymptotic safety are summarized in the third block.

critical surface is one-dimensional and we expect a pre-
diction for v from asymptotic safety. Following the pro-
cedure leading to (11), the generating function for the
UV-critical surface is

F ∗(u, v) =
(
172− 137

√
43
)
u+

(
44
√
43 + 215

)
v

+
49
(
1003

√
43− 989

)
288π

.

(23)

Based on this input we compute the prediction for v
using 1) the traditional shooting method, 2) a solution
of the explicit system (14) based on series expansions of
orders 10 to 15, and 3) a spectral solution evaluating
the implicit equation (13) for a linear combination of 500
MCDs on a regular lattice centered on the NGFP. All
methods yield

v ≡ lim
k→0

vk ≃ 0.15 , (24)

with the numerical difference appearing in the third rel-
evant digit. Fig. 2 illustrates the structures underlying
this prediction.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

The Wilsonian renormalization group (RG) is a pow-
erful tool to study the effect of fluctuations in statisti-
cal and quantum systems. Typically, such investigations
proceed along the following steps. 1) one computes the
beta functions of the theory in a suitable approximation.
On this basis, one determines the RG fixed points and
their stability properties. 2) In the case of asymptotic
safety, where the UV-completion is provided by an in-
teracting fixed point, one constructs the UV-critical sur-
face of the fixed point in order to obtain the set of ef-
fective actions compatible with this UV-completion. 3)
The output of step 2) is used to construct physical ob-
servables which allow to confront the predictions with
observations.

Our work proposes an efficient algorithm for carry-
ing out the second step in this procedure, by solving
multi-linear partial differential equations for the generat-
ing functions encoding the embedding of the UV-critical
surface. This constitutes a significant improvement com-
pared to the usual shooting method (employed e.g., in

**

**

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

u

v
NGFP

v(u=0)

FIG. 2. Phase diagram generated by the beta functions (21)
with arrows pointing towards lower values of k. The NGFP
and the endpoint of SUV giving rise to the prediction (24)
are marked by ∗. The UV-critical surface obtained from the
shooting method is marked by hollow green dots, the solution
of the implicit method by brown dashes, and the one of the
explicit method by a solid magenta line. For completeness
we added the RG trajectories generated by Ṽ1 as solid orange
dots.

[44–51]) which tracing individual RG trajectories. We il-
lustrated the working of our algorithm based on the inter-
acting fixed point corresponding to the Ising universality
class. Interpreting this fixed point as the UV-completion
of the RG flow, we predicted the couplings of the effec-
tive potential based on the single free parameter allowed
by asymptotic safety (see Table I).

We stress that the methods described in this letter are
applicable in a much broader context. Potential appli-
cations beyond the scope of the present work are the
gravitational asymptotic safety program [22, 23], includ-
ing its extension by matter degrees of freedom [8, 52],
asymptotically safe gauge theories [53–57] and their su-
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persymmetric extensions [58–62], and asymptotically safe
quantum electrodynamics [63–65]. The authors have
already tested its applicability for asymptotically safe
scalar-tensor theories [66–83] and the resulting shapes of
the effective potentials will be reported in [84].
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