
CPPC-2020-04

Renormalization group flows and emergent symmetries

Zurab Berezhiani,1, 2, ∗ Maicol Di Giambattista,1, 2 Alessio Maiezza,1 and Archil Kobakhidze3

1Dipartimento di Scienze Fisiche e Chimiche, Università di L’Aquila, 67100 Coppito, L’Aquila, Italy
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We discuss the following proposition: Renormalization Group flow of quantum theory with a
biased symmetry exhibits a fixed hypersurface at which the symmetry is exact. Such emergent
symmetries may have important phenomenological implications, including supersymmetric models,
gauge theories, and massive gravity. Most interesting example is an emergent supersymmetry in
non-abelian gauge theories with appropriate field content, in the IR limit i.e. strong coupling regime.

I. EMERGENT SYMMETRIES

Ever since the seminal works by Noether [1], Weyl [2],
Heisenberg [3] and Wigner [4], the role of symmetries
in particle physics is ubiquitous. Symmetries provide
the classification of particles, dictate conservation laws
in their interactions, are instrumental in solving dynam-
ical problems, etc. Some known symmetries have funda-
mental character, e.g. gauge symmetries of the Standard
Model (SM). These are the precise symmetries of the
Lagrangian used as postulated theoretical inputs when
building the particle models. These symmetries can be
broken spontaneously (by the vacuum state) but not ex-
plicitly. One also often deals with the controllable break-
ing of symmetries, such as spontaneous and explicit soft
or anomalous breaking of symmetries. Some of the global
symmetries emerge accidentally owing to the theoretical
structures dictated by postulated fundamental symme-
tries (as e.g. baryon and lepton symmetries or isospin
symmetry in the SM context) and in principle are approx-
imate symmetries. Some other symmetries as conformal
symmetry can be exact symmetries of the classical La-
grangian but are broken by the renormalization group
flow of the dimensionless constants since the mass scale
emerges due to dimensional transmutation.

Here we would like to discuss another, in our opinion
important class of emergent symmetries. These are sym-
metries that manifest themselves only at some scales in
a priori asymmetric theory. The central result of this
paper is the following

Proposition. Consider a quantum field theory with a set
of fields Φ and parameters (coupling constants) λk which
is described by an action S(Φ, λk, µ) at a renormalization
scale µ. Under the renormalization group (RG) evolu-
tion, the theory flows towards a fixed hypersurface given
by fi(λk) = 0 in the parameter space at which β-function
of the constraint fi vanishes and the theory exhibits an
enhanced symmetry.

The proof is rather straightforward. The enhanced
symmetry under the constraints fi(λk) = 0 on the
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theory parameters implies that the variation of the
generating functional of the constrained theory Z =∫
DΦ δ[fi(λk)] exp[iS] vanishes under the symmetry

transformations δZ = 0, i.e.

δS +A = i

∫
ddx ci fi(λk) , (1)

where A is given by an anomalous variation of the func-
tional measure, A = ln δ(DΦ) and ci are the auxiliary La-
grange multipliers that implement the constraints fi = 0.
This variation does not depend on the renormalization
scale, that is

dci
dt

fi + ci
dfi
dt

= 0 , (2)

where t = lnµ. The last equation in turn implies

dfi
dt

= βfi/(4π)
2 = 0 (3)

on the constraint hypersurface fi = 0. Therefore, the
constraint are fixed hypersurfaces of the RG equations.
This observation has significant implications for our

understanding of the role of biased symmetries. In ef-
fect, any a priori asymmetric theory exhibits an emer-
gent symmetry, providing the symmetry-enhanced hyper-
surface exists. The emergent symmetries are a common
feature of many condensed matter systems, while remain
less explored in high energy physics. We believe they can
provide new insights into fundamental problems. One
such is the naturalness of physical theories, which ac-
cording to common lore demands some enhanced sym-
metries [5]. These symmetries may be emergent rather
than the fundamental feature of the theory. The emer-
gent nature of spacetime symmetries such as relativistic
invariance [6] and/or supersymmetry [7, 9] are other in-
teresting venues for exploration. Finally, gauge symme-
tries may also be an emergent description in some energy
domain of some asymmetric (perhaps entirely unconven-
tional) theory [7, 10].
In what follows, we discuss a few examples that il-

lustrate our proposition. While these examples are sim-
plistic and are set for illustration purposes only, we hope
different emergent symmetries discussed below can be in-
corporated into more elaborate realistic physics models.
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FIG. 1. Left: Beta function for the ratio of couplings r = λ′/λ. Right: Running for the ratio for different initial conditions.
The black solid lines correspond to the decoupling limit, while the dashed one to the enhanced symmetry line. The stability
line is also represented in red.

II. EMERGENT GLOBAL SYMMETRIES

It is commonly believed that global symmetries
are incompatible with a theory of quantum gravity.
Nevertheless, some global symmetries, such as the chiral
symmetry of QCD, are instrumental in understanding
low energy physics. It is conceivable to think that such
global symmetries are emergent.

As a simple example, let us consider first a toy model
discussed in [7] which involves two real scalar fields ϕi(x)
(i = 1, 2). It exhibits two discrete symmetries under
independent sign reflections ϕ1 → −ϕ1 and ϕ2 → −ϕ2,
and in addition a discrete exchange symmetry ϕ1 ↔ ϕ2.
The most general Lagrangian including renormalizable
interactions that respect these symmetries reads:1

L(ϕi) =
1

2
(∂µϕi)

2 − V(ϕi),

V(ϕi) =
λ

2

(
ϕ41 + ϕ42

)
+ λ′ ϕ21 ϕ

2
2

=
λ

2

(
ϕ21 + ϕ22

)2
+ (λ′ − λ)ϕ21 ϕ

2
2 (4)

Stability conditions require λ > 0 and λ′ > −λ. One can
easily see that there are particular adjustments of cou-
plings which lead to enhanced symmetries in this theory.
Namely, in the limit λ′ = λ, the global O(2) symmetry

1 We omit the mass terms (relevant operators) which play some-
what passive role in our examples as well as an ultraviolet cut-off
scale Λ which may enter the Lagrangian via non-renormalizable
terms (irrelevant operators). Since we are interested in sym-
metries emerging in the asymptotics of the RG running within a
particular set of fields, the mass term and cut-off scale serve as in-
frared (IR) and ultraviolet (UV) asymptotic scales, respectively,
i.e. we are dealing with the RG flow for the scales within the
range m ≪ µ ≪ Λ. Hence, we shall not consider dimensionful
parameters explicitly in what follows.

emerges, whereas λ′ = 0 (and λ′ = 3λ) corresponds to the
decoupling limit where the original Fock space branches
out into two orthogonal Fock spaces with the associated
doubling of symmetries (e.g., Poincare invariance). For
λ′ = 3λ the decoupling becomes manifest after changing
the field variables, φ1,2 = (ϕ1 ± ϕ2)/

√
2, so that (9) can

be rewritten as

V(ϕi) → V(φi) =
λ+ λ′

4

(
φ4
1 + φ4

2

)
+

3λ− λ′

2
φ2
1φ

2
2

=
λ+ λ′

4

(
φ2
1 + φ2

2

)2
+ (λ−λ′)φ2

1φ
2
2 (5)

So, Lagrangian L(ϕi) can be mapped to the equivalent
theory with λ → (λ + λ′)/2 and λ′ → (3λ − λ′)/2. The
stability conditions require λ′ + λ > 0 and λ > 0.

These limits of the theory are indeed seen in RG flows,
by our proposition. The (one-loop) beta functions read:2

βλ = 36λ2 + 4λ′2, βλ′ = 24λλ′ + 16λ′2 (6)

For our purpose, it is sufficient to inspect the RG flow
of the ratio of couplings, r = λ′/λ, which is governed by
the following equation:

dr

dt
=

β
(1)
r

(4π)
2 =

1

(4π)
2

λβ
(1)
λ′ − λ′ β

(1)
λ

λ2

=
λ

4π2
r (r − 1) (3− r) . (7)

It is evident from Eq. (7) that r = 0, 1 and 3 are the
RG fixed-points. The nature of these fixed points can be

2 The one-loop factor (4π)2 is absorbed in βX so that the cor-
responding RG equation reads: dX/dt = βX/(4π)

2, where
t = lnµ. In some cases we shall need to include two-loop con-
tributions. Correspondingly, the beta functions including are

presented as βX = β
(1)
X + β

(2)
X /(4π)2.
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determined by inspecting the derivative of βr near the
respective fixed point. Considering the bounded from
below potentials only (λ > 0 and r > −1), we see that
O(2) symmetric fixed-line r = 1 (i.e. λ′ = λ) is an in-
frared (IR) fixed point; on the contrary, near the fixed
points r = 0 (i.e. λ′ = 0) and r = 3 (i.e. λ′ = 3λ)
dβr/dr is negative and hence these are UV fixed points,
see Fig. 1 on the left. Now let us look at Fig. 1 on the
right: these are the solutions (for different initial condi-
tions) of the equation

dr

dx
=
r (r − 1) (3− r)

r2 + 9
, (8)

where x = lnλ. This can be obtained by eliminating the
lnµ dependence from the RG equations.
As we can see, for 1 ≤ r ≤ 3 at renormalization scale
the theory flows towards the decoupling limit in the UV,
while it reassembles itself in a global O(2) symmetric
theory in the IR, being r = 1 the enhanced symmetry
line. Moreover, we see that for r > 3 or r < 0 at
renormalization scale the theory still flows towards the
decoupling limit, but the IR fixed lines will be no more
an attractor; in the latter case we see also that the
theory is no more stable, since the stability condition
r > −1 will be sooner or later violated.

As a straightforward generalization, let us consider a
model with 2 complex scalars ϕ1 and ϕ2. The most gen-
eral potential consistent with a U(1)1 ×U(1)2 symmetry
together with discrete exchange symmetry ϕ1 ↔ ϕ2 is

V =
λ

2
(ϕ†1ϕ1)

2 +
λ

2
(ϕ†2ϕ2)

2 + λ′ (ϕ†1ϕ1)(ϕ
†
2ϕ2)

=
λ

2

(
|ϕ1|2 + |ϕ2|2

)2
+ (λ′ − λ) |ϕ1|2|ϕ2|2 (9)

The one and two loop beta functions for these couplings
read

β
(1)
λ = 10λ2 + 2λ′2, β

(2)
λ = −60λ3 − 10λλ′2 − 8λ′3

β
(1)
λ′ = 8λλ′ + 4λ′2, β

(2)
λ′ = −20λ2 λ′ − 48λλ′2 − 10λ′3

The RG flow for the ratio r = λ′/λ is governed by the
one loop equation

dr

dt
= − λ

8π2
r (r − 1)2 . (10)

It is clear that the fixed points are r = 0 (corresponding
to the decoupling limit) and r = 1 (corresponding to
an enhanced global U(2) symmetry). Although r = 0
results to be an UV fixed point (since the derivative of

β
(1)
r is negative) we need for a two loop contribution in

order to determine the nature of the other fixed point,
since it gives a null derivative at one loop3; in Fig. 2 we

3 Formally one can see that, for 0 < r < 1 at renormalization scale,
the theory reassembles itself into an U(2) symmetric theory in
the IR and flows towards the decoupling limit in the UV, while
for r > 1 the theory is decoupled in the UV, but there is no IR
fixed line.

show the analogous results of the previous case. A simple
calculation provides

β(2)
r = 8λ2 r (r − 1) (r2 + r − 5) , (11)

whose derivative is negative for r = 1, thus being an

UV fixed point. Moreover, dβ
(2)
r /dr|r=0 > 0: one can

notice that the two-loop contribution has the opposite
behaviour with respect to the one loop case. At the
perturbative level, this will not change the nature of
the fixed point since this contribution will be very
suppressed by the two loop phase space extra factor
16π2 with respect to the previous one4.

As a next example, let us consider two complex dou-
blets ϕ1 and ϕ2 of two different global symmetries U(2)1
and U(2)2. The general Lagrangian includes the terms

V = −λ
2
(ϕ†1ϕ1)

2 − λ

2
(ϕ†2ϕ2)

2 − λ′ (ϕ†1ϕ1)(ϕ
†
2ϕ2)

= −λ
2

(
|ϕ1|2 + |ϕ2|2

)2 − (λ′ − λ) |ϕ1|2|ϕ2|2 (12)

where we again impose a discrete symmetry ϕ1 ↔ ϕ2
under the exchange of two U(2) factors. Obviously, in the
limit λ′ − λ → 0 this model acquires a larger symmetry
U(4). The one and two loop beta functions are

β
(1)
λ = 12λ2 + 4λ′2, β

(2)
λ = −78λ3 − 20λλ′2 − 16λ′3

β
(1)
λ′ = 12λλ′ + 4λ′2, β

(2)
λ′ = −72λ2 λ′ − 30λλ′2 − 12λ′3

We can determine the nature of the fixed points by in-
specting the RG flow of the ratio r = λ′/λ; at one loop
level we get

β(1)
r = −4λ r2 (r − 1) (13)

which has r = 0 and r = 1 as fixed points; the former
corresponds to the decoupling limit.
By evaluating the derivative of this beta

dβ
(1)
r

dr
= 4λ r (2− 3 r) (14)

we see that it is negative for r = 1, being it an UV fixed
point, while it is zero for r = 0; this means that we need
to inspect the two loop corrections in order to determine
the nature of the fixed point relative to the decoupling
limit, see Fig. 3. Indeed

β(2)
r = 2λ2 r (r − 1) (8 r2 + 12 r − 3) . (15)

Evaluating the derivative of this beta with respect to r

for r = 0 we get dβ
(2)
r /dr|r=0 > 0; it is an IR fixed

point. In summary, there is an UV attractive fixed point
corresponding to an emergent global U(4) symmetry.

4 Indeed, the derivative of the full beta β
(1)
r + 1

16π2 β
(2)
r is still

negative for r = 0.
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FIG. 2. Left: Beta function for the ratio of couplings r = λ′/λ. Right: Running for the ratio for different initial conditions.
The black solid line corresponds to the decoupling limit, while the dashed one to the enhanced symmetry line. The stability
line is also represented in red.
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FIG. 3. One loop beta function for the ratio of couplings for
the 2 Higgs model. On the local minimum it is not possible
to determine the nature of the fixed point; a higher loop level
is needed.

III. EMERGENT SUPERSYMMETRY

Supersymmetry is the unique non-trivial extension of
Poincare invariance, which provides important insights
into several theoretical and phenomenological aspects of
high energy physics, such as strongly coupled theories or
stability of hierarchies of scales. Therefore, it is interest-
ing to study systems that exhibit emergent supersymme-
try.

A. Emergent Wess-Zumino model

A theory, for having a possible supersymmetric real-
ization, must contain an equal amount of fermionic and
bosonic degrees of freedom. A simple system that ex-
hibits this property is a Higgs-Yukawa model with a com-
plex scalar field ϕ and a 2-component Weyl spinor ψ. The
most generic Lagrangian containing only renormalizable

interactions reads:5

L = |∂µϕ|2 + i ψ† σ̄µ ∂µψ −λ (ϕ∗ϕ)2 − y(ϕψ2 + h.c.)
(16)

where the Yukawa coupling constant y can be made real
by a phase transformation of the fields. For λ = y2 this
theory exhibits an enhanced spacetime symmetry, the
(on-shell) N = 1 supersymmetry, when the Lagrangian
can be obtained from the superpotential W = (y/3)Φ3

with Φ being a chiral superfield containing ϕ and ψ. We
did not include in the Lagrangian (16) the mass term.
The fermion mass term mψ2 is forbidden by U(1) sym-
metry which in supersymmetric context corresponds to
U(1)R symmetry. The scalar mass term µ2ϕ†ϕ can be
interpreted as a soft supersymmetry breaking term.
Let us examine RG flows of couplings, which are gov-

erned (at one loop) by the following β-functions [11]:

β(1)
y = 6 y3, β

(1)
λ = 20λ2 + 8λ y2 − 16 y4. (17)

As in the previous section, it is sufficient to inspect the
evolution of the ratio, r = λ/y2. At one loop, we get

β
(1)
r

16π2
=
dr

dt
=

y2

4π2
(r − 1)(4 + 5r) . (18)

In the stable domain (λ > 0), the model indeed exhibits
N = 1 supersymmetric fixed-line λ = y2 (i.e. r = 1), to-
gether with the decoupling fixed-point y = 0. By taking

the derivative of β
(1)
r in (18) we get

dβ
(1)
r

dr
= 4 y2 (10 r − 1) . (19)

Evaluating this expression in r = 1, we get a positive
value. Therefore, the supersymmetric fixed-line is an IR

5 For the sake of brevity, we choose to enforce an unbroken global
U(1) symmetry: ϕ→ e2 i α ϕ, ψ → e−i α ψ.
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line λ = y2 (red dashed) in the Wess-Zumino model.

attractor (see also Fig. 4).
Now we calculate also two-loop contributions:

β(2)
y = 4 y5 − 32 y3 λ+ 4 y λ2,

β
(2)
λ = −240λ3 − 80λ2 y2 + 16λ y4 + 256 y6. (20)

In the supersymmetric limit λ = y2 ≡ a, one has

βλ = 2 y βy . (21)

This remains satisfied even at two-loop level: indeed, one
obtains a unique beta function

β
(2)
λ = 2 y β(2)

y = −48 a6 . (22)

The Lagrangian (16) can be presented as

L =

∫
dθdθ̄Φ†Φ+

[∫
dθW (Φ) + h.c

]
+

1

M

∫
dθdθ̄ηη̄(Φ†Φ)2 (23)

where the first two terms correspond to the super-
symmetric Lagrangian of the Wess-Zumino model with
Φ(ϕ, ψ) being a chiral superfield and superpotential
W (Φ) = yΦ3, i.e. with the scalar quartic coupling in La-
grangian (16) taken as λ = y2. The second term can be
considered as a (hard) supersymmetry breaking D-term,
with η = µθ2 being a supersymmetry breaking spurion
with non zero F -term. Hence, for non-supersymmetric
coupling constant we have λ̄ = λ− y2 = µ2/M .

For β-function of λ̄ = λ− y2 we get

β
(1)

λ̄
= λ̄ (48 y2 + 20 λ̄) (24)

β
(2)

λ̄
= −λ̄ (816 y4 + 808 λ̄ y2 + 240 λ̄2)

We see that supersymmetry breaking D-term in (23) dis-
appears at low energies: λ̄ = 0 is an IR fixed point at
two-loop level.

B. Emergent N = 1 supersymmetric gauge theory

Here we consider a few models with gauge symmetries:
first, we focus on a Yang-Mills theory, showing there the
possibility of having an IR emergent supersymmetry;
second, we emphasize that one cannot achieve the same
situation if the starting point is a model with a U(1)
gauge symmetry only.

a. SU(2) gauge model. Let us take a pure Yang-
Mills model (with a gauge symmetry e.g. SU(2) for sim-
plicity) complemented by a two-component fermion χ in
adjoint (triplet) representation, so that the number of
bosonic and fermionic degrees of freedom are equal. The
Lagrangian of this theory reads:

L0 = −1

4
Gaµν G

µν
a + i χ† σ̄µDµχ (25)

where Dµ = ∂µ− i g Aaµ Ta is a covariant derivative, with
Ta (a = 1, 2, 3) being generators of SU(2) in respective
representation. Hence, this model contains only a gauge

coupling constant g, with β
(1)
g = −6 g3.

This model automatically exhibits exact N = 1 super-
symmetry, as a consequence of the gauge symmetry: La-
grangian (25) describes N = 1 super Yang-Mills theory.
The mass term m

2

(
χ2 + h.c.

)
, if any, can be interpreted

as a soft supersymmetry breaking term.
Next, we consider a model that includes gauge inter-

actions and multiple couplings. We add matter species
as a Weyl fermion ψ and a scalar ϕ both in a doublet
representation of SU(2), so that the numbers of fermion
and boson degrees of freedom are again equal. (In fact,
such a toy theory is ill-defined since it has global SU(2)
anomaly [8] but we consider it first for the sake of sim-
plicity). The most general interaction Lagrangian, be-
sides the gauge interactions (25), contains the following
terms with dimensionless coupling constants:

L = −λ
8

(
ϕ†ϕ

)2 − 1√
2

(
y ϕ† τa ψ χa + h.c.

)
(26)

where τa (a = 1, 2, 3) are the Pauli matrices which act,
in the second term, between the doublets ϕ and ψ. The
Yukawa constant y can be rendered real and positive by
the phase transformations. The vacuum stability condi-
tion implies λ > 0 for the quartic scalar coupling.
The (one-loop) beta functions of this model read:

βg = −11

2
g3 , βy =

11

4
y3 − 33

4
g2 y

βλ = 9 g4 − 9 g2 λ− 20 y4 + 6 y2 λ+ 3λ2 (27)

So beta functions of ratios ȳ ≡ y/g and λ̄ ≡ λ/g2 are

βȳ =
11

4
g2 ȳ

(
ȳ2 − 1

)
βλ̄ = g2

(
3 λ̄2 + 2 λ̄+ 6 λ̄ ȳ2 − 20 ȳ4 + 9

)
(28)
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FIG. 5. Left: IR convergence of the ratios of coupling constants of Lagrangian (26). Right: Running for both λ̄ = λ− g2 and
ȳ = y − g along the perturbative range. The coupling λ̄ starts to grow only in the perturbatively unreliable zone, denoted by
the shaded area.

which exhibit the following fixed-line:

|ȳ| = λ̄ = 1 (29)

It can be readily checked that this fixed line is an IR
stable. The RG evolution is shown on the left of Fig. 5.

Equivalently, beta functions of the differences ỹ ≡ y−g
and λ̃ ≡ λ− g2 are

βỹ =
11

4
ỹ2(3 g + ỹ)

βλ̃ =3 λ̃ (g2 + 4 g ỹ + 2 ỹ2 + λ̃2)

− 2 ỹ (34 g3 + 57 g2 ỹ + 40 g ỹ2 + 10 ỹ3) . (30)

It follows that the values ỹ = λ̃ = 0 are zeros of the betas.
Notice that the determinant of the matrix

Mij :=
dβ

(1)
gi

dgj
with gi = (ȳ, λ̄) (31)

is zero on that fixed point. Therefore, at this level this
point is not attractive, nor repulsive. The behavior of
these couplings is on the right of Fig. 5. By the way,
this is strongly dependent on the initial conditions for
the renormalization group equations, in contrast with
what happens for the ratios discussed above.

Using the Fierz identities for the Pauli matrices, La-
grangian (26) can be rewritten as

L = − λ̄ g
2

8
(ϕ†τaϕ)2 − ȳ g√

2

(
ϕ† τa ψ χa + h.c.

)
, (32)

which shows that in the limit (29), i.e. y = g, λ = g2, the
theory tends to (on-shell) N = 1 supersymmetric SU(2)
gauge theory of a vector supermultiplet (Aaµ, χ

a) and chi-
ral supermultiplet (ϕ, ψ) interacting via supergauge inter-
actions with a coupling constant g.

Let now us generalize what discussed above by consid-
ering a model with a pair of doublets (ϕi, ψi), i = 1, 2.
The Yukawa couplings, without losing generality, can be
taken diagonal

− y1√
2
ϕ†1 τ

a ψ1 χ
a − y2√

2
ϕ†2 τ

a ψ2 χ
a + h.c. (33)

with constants y1,2 being real and positive.
The most general scalar potential reads

V(ϕ1, ϕ2) =
λ1
8

(ϕ†1ϕ1)
2 +

λ2
8

(ϕ†2ϕ2)
2 − λ3

4
(ϕ†1ϕ1)(ϕ

†
2ϕ2)

+
λ4
2

(ϕ†1ϕ2)(ϕ
†
2ϕ1) +

1

4

[
λ5 (ϕ

†
1ϕ2)

2

+λ6 (ϕ
†
1ϕ1)(ϕ

†
1ϕ2) + λ7 (ϕ

†
2ϕ2)(ϕ

†
2ϕ1) + h.c.

]
(34)

The constant λ5 can be taken real; moreover, for the
sake of simplicity, we can impose a discrete sign change
symmetry ϕ1,2 ↔ −ϕ1,2 together with the exchange sym-
metry ϕ1 ↔ ϕ2, to set λ1 = λ2 = λ, λ6 = λ7 = 0 and
y1 = y2 = y in the previous Lagrangians. These further
assumptions will not affect our considerations.
Using Fierz identities for Pauli matrices, we obtain

(ϕ†1τ
aϕ1)(ϕ

†
2τ
aϕ2) =

=
3

2
(ϕ†1ϕ2)(ϕ

†
2ϕ1)−

1

2
(ϕ†1τ

aϕ2)(ϕ
†
2τ
aϕ1)

= 2(ϕ†1ϕ2)(ϕ
†
2ϕ1)− (ϕ†1ϕ1)(ϕ

†
2ϕ2) (35)

Then the scalar potential can be rewritten as

V(ϕ1, ϕ2) =
g2

2
D2
a +

λ̃

8
(ϕ†1ϕ1)

2 +
λ̃

8
(ϕ†2ϕ2)

2+

− λ̃3
4
(ϕ†1ϕ1)(ϕ

†
2ϕ2) +

λ̃4
2
(ϕ†1ϕ2)(ϕ

†
2ϕ1)

+
λ5
4

[
(ϕ†1ϕ2)

2 + h.c.
]

(36)
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FIG. 6. Left: Running for the ratios of coupling constants of Lagrangian (34). Right: Running for the differences. The shaded
area denotes the perturbatively unreliable zone.

where λ̃i = λi − g2 are in fact constants of effective su-
persymmetry breaking terms.

One-loop beta functions of this theory are

βg = −5 g3 (37)

βy = −33

4
g2 y +

13

4
y3 (38)

and

βλ =9 g4 − 9 g2 λ− 20 y4 + 6 y2 λ

+ 3λ2 + λ23 − 2λ3 λ4 + 2λ24 + 2λ25 (39)

βλ3
=− 9 g4 − 9 g2 λ3 + 4 y4 + 6 y2 λ3

− λ23 + λ (3λ3 − 2λ4)− 2λ24 − 2λ25 (40)

βλ4
=− 9 g2 λ4 − 8 y4 + 6 y2 λ4

+ 2λ24 + λλ4 − 2λ3 λ4 + 4λ25 (41)

βλ5
=λ5

(
6 y2 − 9 g2 + λ− 2λ3 + 6λ4

)
. (42)

Defining the ratios ȳ = y/g, λ̄i = λi/g
2, the relative beta

functions are

βȳ =
13

4
g2 ȳ

(
ȳ2 − 1

)
(43)

βλ̄ =g2
(
λ̄23 − 2 λ̄3 λ̄4 + 2 λ̄24 + 3 λ̄2 + λ̄

−20 ȳ4 + 6 λ̄ ȳ2 + 9
)

(44)

βλ̄3
=g2

(
−λ̄23 + 3 λ̄3 λ̄+ λ̄3 − 2 λ̄4 (λ̄4 + λ̄)

+4 ȳ4 + 6 λ̄3 ȳ
2 − 9

)
(45)

βλ̄4
=g2

(
λ̄4 (−2 λ̄3 + 2 λ̄4 + λ̄+ 1) (46)

−8 ȳ4 + 6 λ̄4 ȳ
2
)
, (47)

which are null for ȳ = λ̄i = 1. The derivatives of
(βȳ, βλ̄, βλ̄3

, βλ̄4
) with respect of (ȳ, λ̄, λ̄3, λ̄4) at the fixed

point reads

 13 g2/2 0 0 0
−68 g2 13 g2 0 2 g2

28 g2 g2 8 g2 −6 g2

−20 g2 g2 −2 g2 10 g2

 , (48)

which has positive determinant, meaning that the fixed
point is IR attractive.

We show in Fig. 6 (on the left) the running for
the ratios. Moreover, in complete analogy with the
discussion on the model with less coupling in (26), we
also plot the differences y − g, λi − g2 (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) in
Fig. 6 (on the right).

Let us consider now the case of abelian U(1) gauge
symmetry. As anticipated in the beginning of this sub-
section, the case of an abelian gauge theory does not
share with the Yang-Mills case the feature of having an
attractive fixed point, corresponding to an enhanced su-
persymmetry. In what follows, we explicitly show this
point.

Consider a U(1) gauge-invariant theory with a pair of
two-component fermions ψ1 and ψ2, a pair of scalar fields
ϕ1 and ϕ2 which carry U(1) charges qψ1

= qϕ1
= −qψ2

=
−qϕ2

= 1 and a zero-charge two-component fermion ξ.
The interaction Lagrangian of the model reads:

L =−
(
λ1
2
|ϕ1|4 +

λ2
2
|ϕ2|4 + λ3|ϕ1|2|ϕ2|2

)
−
√
2 (y1 ξ ψ1 ϕ

∗
1 + y2 ξ ψ2 ϕ

∗
2)

+ gauge interaction terms (49)
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The one-loop beta functions for this model are:

β(1)
g =2 g3 (50)

β(1)
y1 = y1

(
−3 g2 + 4 y21 + y22

)
(51)

β(1)
y2 = y2

(
−3 g2 + y21 + 4 y22

)
(52)

β
(1)
λ1

=2
(
6 g4 − 6 g2 λ1 + 5λ21 + λ23 (53)

−8 y41 + 4λ1 y
2
1

)
(54)

β
(1)
λ2

=2
(
6 g4 − 6 g2 λ2 + 5λ22 + λ23 (55)

−8 y42 + 4λ2 y
2
2

)
(56)

β
(1)
λ3

=4
(
3 g4 − 4 y21 y

2
2

)
+ 4λ3

(
−3 g2 + λ1

+λ2 + y21 + y22
)
+ 4λ23 (57)

We focus on the running of ratios of couplings: ȳ1 = y1/g,
ȳ2 = y2/g, λ̄1 = λ1/g

2, λ̄2 = λ2/g
2, λ̄3 = λ3/g

2, whose
beta functions read

β
(1)
ȳ1 = g2 ȳ1

(
4 ȳ21 + ȳ22 − 5

)
(58)

β
(1)
ȳ2 = g2 ȳ2

(
ȳ21 + 4 ȳ22 − 5

)
(59)

β
(1)

λ̄1
=2 g2

(
5 λ̄21 − 8 λ̄1 + λ̄23 − 8 ȳ41 + 4 λ̄1 ȳ

2
1 + 6

)
(60)

β
(1)

λ̄2
=2 g2

(
5 λ̄22 − 8 λ̄2 + λ̄23 − 8 ȳ42 + 4 λ̄2 ȳ

2
2 + 6

)
(61)

β
(1)

λ̄3
=4 g2

(
λ̄23 + ȳ21

(
λ̄3 − 4 ȳ22

)
+λ̄3

(
λ̄1 + λ̄2 + ȳ22 − 4

)
+ 3

)
(62)

The possible zeros are

|ȳ1| = |ȳ2| = 1 , λ̄1 = λ̄2 = |λ̄3| = 1 (63)

|ȳ1| = |ȳ2| = 1 , λ̄1 = λ̄2 =
7

15
, λ̄3 =

5

3
(64)

Consider now the matrix of the derivatives

Mij :=
dβ

(1)
gi

dgj
with gi = (ȳ1, ȳ2, λ̄1, λ̄2, λ̄3) .

Eq. (64) gives negative eigenvalues for Mij (so IR unsta-
ble).

Inside Eq. (63), the only subcase giving positive eigen-
values for Mij (thus being a IR stable fixed point) is

|ȳ1| = |ȳ2| = 1 , λ̄1 = λ̄2 = λ̄3 = 1 , (65)

while the eigenvalues have discord signs when, in the lat-
ter, one replaces λ̄3 = −1.

The latter would describe a fixed-line of the RG flow
at which the theory exhibits an N = 1 on-shell su-
persymmetry − the U(1) gauge field and the neutral
fermion ξ are combined into N = 1 gauge supermulti-
plet which couples to two chiral supermultiplets (ϕ1, ψ1)
and (ϕ2, ψ2) via gauge interactions. However, it is nei-
ther UV attractive nor IR attractive due to the above
signs discordance.

The case with concord signs represents an emergent
global U(2) symmetry.

IV. EMERGENT GAUGE SYMMETRY

All the known fundamental interactions rely on the
principle of local gauge invariance. This is the only
known consistent and manifestly Lorentz-invariant de-
scription of quantum fields carrying spin ≥ 1. Yet, one
may entertain the possibility that gauge theories are also
emergent. This may be particularly true for gravity, for
which the usual notions of locality and smooth spacetime
manifolds fail at short scales.

A. Emergent U(1) gauge theory

As a simple example of emergent local gauge theory
consider a vector field Aµ coupled to a current jµ. The
theory is described by the following Lagrangian:

L =
1

2
(∂µA

µ)2 − g

2
(∂µAν)

2 − g′jµA
µ , (66)

where g(µ) and g′(µ) are dimensionless running param-
eters defined at the renormalization scale µ. It is conve-
nient to decompose the 4-vector potential as:

Aµ = aµ +
1

Λ
∂µϕ , (67)

where aµ is a divergenceless 4-vector field, ∂µa
µ = 0,

ϕ is a scalar field and Λ is an arbitrary parameter of
mass dimension 1, which is introduced to measure ϕ in
units of Λ. After rescaling the fields, aµ → √

g aµ and
ϕ→

√
g − 1ϕ, the Lagrangian (66) takes the form:

L = −1

2
(∂µaν)

2− g′
√
g
jµ a

µ− 1

2Λ2
ϕ□2 ϕ+

g′

Λ
√
g − 1

ϕ∂µj
µ .

(68)
The first two terms alone describe the usual quantum the-
ory of a massless Abelian gauge field in the Lorenz gauge
coupled to the current with the strength g′/

√
g. The last

two terms describe the scalar field with a fourth-order
derivative kinetic term, which thus carries two remaining
degrees of freedom of the generic (non-gauge) 4-vector
field. These degrees of freedom are removed if g = 1, the
case where the theory becomes manifestly gauge invari-
ant.
To show that g = 1 is a fixed point of the theory, we

first note that any diagram, with ϕ in the internal legs, is
finite, due to the 1/k4 behavior of the ϕ-propagator. In
particular, ϕ−jµ coupling receives only finite corrections,
and hence is independent of the renormalization scale,
i.e.:

g′(µ)√
g(µ)− 1

= const. (69)

On the other hand, the aµj
µ coupling is known to have

the trivial fixed point at IR, i.e.:

g′(µ)√
g(µ)

µ→0−→ 0. (70)
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The equations (69) and (70) then imply:

g(µ)
µ→0−→ 1 , (71)

that is, the theory asymptotically becomes gauge invari-
ant in the infrared. In the gauge invariant limit (71),
longitudinal and ghost degrees of freedom become non-
dynamical, and ϕ in the last term of Eq. (68) serves as
a Lagrange multiplier field, which enforces the 4-current
conservation, ∂µj

µ = 0.

B. Pauli-Fierz flow in generic massive spin-2 theory

The above discussion can be applied also to emergent
non-linearly realized gauge symmetries. As an interesting
example consider the diffeomorphism invariant linearized
theory of the spin-2 field with the addition of a generic
mass term:

L = −1

2
m2

(
hµνh

µν − αh2
)
+ β hµνT

µν +

gauge invariant terms , (72)

where h = hµµ. For α = 1 this theory exhibits non-
linearly realized gauge invariance (linearized diffeomor-
phisms), owing to which there are five propagating de-
grees of freedom of massive spin-2 field [14]. For α ̸= 1
the theory is not gauge invariant and an additional scalar
ghost degree of freedom appears in the spectrum. To
see that the asymmetric theory indeed flows towards the
α = 1 Pauli-Fierz theory, let us split the tensor field into
the gauge invariant transverse and traceless tensor hTT

µν

and the vector field ξµ:

hµν = hTT
µν +

1

Λ
∂(µξν) . (73)

The Lagrangian (72) then becomes:

L = −m
2

Λ2
(∂µξν)

2
+
α

2

m2

Λ2
(∂µξ

µ)
2 − β

Λ
ξν ∂µT

µν

+ gauge invariant terms . (74)

The part of this Lagrangian involving the vector field ξµ
is identical to the one in Eq. (66). Hence, applying the
previous analysis, we conclude that the linearized mas-
sive spin-2 theory flows towards the ghost-free Pauli-Fierz
theory in IR.

V. OUTLOOK

The key result of this work is the proposition accord-
ing to which emergent symmetries are directly related to

RG fixed hypersurfaces in the parameter space of a priori
asymmetric theories. We have illustrated the proposition
with many simple models with emergent global symme-
try, emergent supersymmetry, and emergent gauge sym-
metry. We would like to believe that these toy models
can be expanded to realistic physical theories that ad-
dress some important phenomenological problems.

The radiative stability of some measured parameters
in particle physics and cosmology, most notably of the
electroweak scale (i.e. the Higgs mass) and the cosmo-
logical constant, is believed to require certain (albeit ap-
proximate) symmetries at respective scales. The prime
candidates for such symmetries are supersymmetry and
scale invariance. It would be interesting to contemplate
whether the relevant symmetries that ensure the radia-
tive stability of these parameters are emergent rather
than a fundamental feature of the theory.

Emergent symmetries could potentially provide an im-
portant technical tool for addressing physical problems
beyond the perturbative level. For example, several as-
pects of the dynamics in the strongly coupled regime can
be understood within supersymmetric theories, while the
phenomenologically relevant theory, Quantum Chromo-
dynamics, does not expose such symmetry at the fun-
damental level. Would it be possible to understand
the QCD confinement via emergent symmetries in the
strongly coupled regime?

Finally, one may think of the gauge symmetries them-
selves, and most notably the diffeomorphism invariance
of gravity, as emergent symmetries. Needless to say,
that progress in any of these directions may result in
a paradigm-changing discovery.
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