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Abstract

Considering the Einstein-Hilbert truncation for the running action in (euclidean) quantum gravity, we derive

the renormalization group equations for the cosmological and Newton constant. We find that these equations

admit only the Gaussian fixed point with a UV-attractive and a UV-repulsive eigendirection, and that there

is no sign of the non-trivial UV-attractive fixed point of the asymptotic safety scenario. Crucial to our

analysis is a careful treatment of the measure in the path integral that defines the running action and a

proper introduction of the physical running scale k. We also show why and how in usual implementations

of the RG equations the aforementioned UV-attractive fixed point is generated.

1 Introduction

Several attempts have been made towards the formulation of a quantum theory of gravity. On
the field theoretic side, the typical approach is based on the use of path integrals in the Euclidean
formulation, where the metric gµν is a quantum field as any other matter field. This theory, however,
is not renormalizable by power counting, and this essentially suggests two possible scenarios [1].
Either it is valid up to a certain scale (say the Planck scale MP ), above which it is replaced by a
UV (ultraviolet) completion of different nature (possibly string theory), or it is non-perturbatively
renormalizable through the existence of a UV-attractive fixed point with finite dimensional critical
surface, a possibility that S. Weinberg dubbed asymptotic safety scenario [2].

The question of whether this scenario could be realized in quantum gravity was first examined
by Weinberg himself. Resorting to dimensional regularization, he considered the theory in d = 2+ ϵ
dimensions [2,3] and noted that for small values of G the beta function is β(G, ϵ) = ϵG−bG2+O(G3)
and that for b > 0 (and sufficiently small values of ϵ) a UV-attractive O(ϵ) fixed point exists. Inspired
by the work of Wilson and Fisher [4] (who calculated the critical exponents for the scalar theory
in d = 3 dimensions by working in 4 − ϵ dimensions and expanding the results around ϵ = 1),
he wondered on the possibility of getting results in d = 4 dimensions expanding those obtained in
d = 2+ ϵ around ϵ = 2 [2]. However, Weinberg showed that this program cannot be pursued [3] since
in d = 4 dimensions polar singularities appear that cannot be cancelled by counterterms contained
in the lagrangian of the original (2 + ϵ)-dimensional theory. He then observed that the possibility of
an asymptotic safety scenario should be investigated directly in d = 4 dimensions [3], although he
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considered the existence of new UV physics (string theory, and in any case not a QFT) as the most
probable scenario [1].

Investigations on the possibility of realizing asymptotic safety directly in d = 4 dimensions were
started in the late nineties [5–7] (see [8] for a popular introduction to the asymptotic safety scenario)
where the renormalization group (RG) approach to quantum gravity was implemented resorting to the
effective average action formalism introduced in [9]. Considering the Einstein-Hilbert truncation, in
addition to the Gaussian fixed point a non-trivial UV-attractive one λ

FP
> 0 , g

FP
> 0 was found [7].

Here λ ≡ Λk/k
2 and g ≡ k2Gk are the dimensionless running cosmological and Newton constant,

with Λk and Gk the corresponding dimensionful parameters and k the running scale. Successively,
the existence of this non-trivial fixed point was confirmed resorting to the proper-time formalism [10].

In this work, we derive the RG equations for Λk and Gk paying attention to aspects that turn out
to be crucial in the calculation of the one-loop effective action [11], that were unfortunately missed in
previous literature. More precisely: (i) we take into account all the terms in the measure that appears
in the path integral that defines the running action (usually, when going from the Hamiltonian to
the Lagrangian formalism, terms that come from the integration over conjugate momenta are either
neglected or not fully taken into account); (ii) we properly identify the physical running scale k.
This leads to flow equations for Λk and Gk that differ substantially from those of [5, 7] and/or [10].
We find that only the Gaussian fixed point is present and that there is no sign of the non-trivial
UV-attractive fixed point of the asymptotic safety scenario. We also show that (and how) this latter
fixed point is artificially generated in [5–7] and [10].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. To pave the way to our analysis, in section 2 we
briefly recall the main steps of the calculation of the one-loop effective action in the Einstein-Hilbert
truncation [11]. In section 3, we derive and solve the RG equations for the running Newton and
cosmological constant. Section 4 is devoted to the search for the fixed points. In section 5 we explain
why in the usual realization of the RG flow the UV-attractive fixed point of the asymptotic safety
scenario is artificially generated. Section 6 is for the conclusions.

2 General setup. One-loop effective action

To setup the tools for our analysis, in the present section we briefly recall the main results of a recent
paper [11], where the one-loop effective action for pure gravity in the Einstein-Hilbert truncation
was calculated paying due attention to the role played by the path integral measure.

Considering the (euclidean) gravitational action5

S[ gµν ] =
1

16πG

∫
d4x

√
g (−R + 2Λcc) , (1)

in [11] the one-loop correction δS1l was calculated according to the geometrical construction of
Vilkovisky [12] and DeWitt [13], that allows to get a gauge invariant result for the effective action
even off-shell. To this end, the background field method [14, 15] was used, and the metric gµν was
written as the sum of a background ḡµν plus the fluctuation hµν . More specifically, we considered a

spherical background, ḡµν = g
(a)
µν (a radius of the sphere),

gµν = g(a)µν + hµν . (2)

5The Einstein-Hilbert truncation is well justified since in the cosmological framework we only need to consider
manifolds with typical length scale l much larger than the Planck length, l ≫ M−1

P , that in turn implies Λcc ≪ M2
P .
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For gµν = g
(a)
µν , the classical action (1) reads

S(a) =
πΛcc

3G
a4 − 2π

G
a2 . (3)

Following [16], the one-loop corrections to Λcc

G
and 1

G
are identified with the coefficients of the a4 and

a2 terms in δS1l, respectively.
As shown in [17], if the background metric has spherical symmetry, the one-loop Vilkovisky-

DeWitt effective action coincides with the standard one calculated with the gauge-fixing term

Sgf =
1

32πGξ

∫
d4x

√
g(a)

[
∇µ

(
hµ
ν −

1

2
δµν h

σ
σ

)]
, (4)

whose corresponding ghost action is

Sghost =
1

32πG

∫
d4x

√
g(a) g(a)µν v∗µ

(
−∇ρ∇ρ − 3

a2

)
vν , (5)

after taking the limit ξ → 0 at the end of the calculation. The one-loop correction δS1l is then
obtained from

e−δS1l

= lim
ξ→0

∫ [
Du(h)Dv∗ρ Dvσ

]
e−(S2+Sgf+Sghost) , (6)

where S2 is the quadratic term in the expansion of S[g
(a)
µν + hµν ] around g

(a)
µν , and the measure[

Du(h)Dv∗ρ Dvσ
]
is[

Du(h)Dv∗ρ Dvσ
]
≡
∏
x

[
g(a) 00(x)

(
g(a)(x)

)−1
( ∏

α≤β

dhαβ(x)
)(∏

ρ

dv∗ρ(x)
)(∏

σ

dvσ(x)
)]

. (7)

It is important to stress the presence of the terms g(a) 00(x)
(
g(a)(x)

)−1
in the measure (7) that, as

shown by Fradkin and Vilkovisky in [18], come from the integration over conjugate momenta in the
original Hamiltonian formulation of the theory. The impact of these terms on the calculation of δS1l

is conveniently taken into account introducing the dimensionless fields ĥµν(x) ≡ (32πG)−1/2 a−1hµν ,

v̂µ ≡ (32πG)−
1
2 vµ and v̂ ∗

µ ≡ (32πG)−
1
2 v∗µ, and decomposing ĥµν(x) in the basis for symmetric tensors

and v̂µ and v̂ ∗
µ in the basis for vectors. Both bases are built in terms of the eigenfunctions of the

dimensionless spin-s Laplace-Beltrami operators −□̃(s) ≡ −a2□(s)
a (s = 0, 1, 2, and −□(s)

a are the
dimensionful operators for a sphere of radius a). The one-loop correction δS1l is then (inessential
terms are omitted in the equation below. See [11] for details)

δS1l = −1

2
log

det1[−□̃(1) − 3] det2[−□̃(0) − 6]

det0[−□̃(2) − 2a2Λcc + 8] det2[−□̃(0) − 2a2Λcc]
. (8)

In comparison with previous literature, the novelty of (8) is that, although the calculation is

performed for a sphere of generic radius a, only the dimensionless Laplacians −□̃(s) appear. The
reason why the fluctuation determinants in (8) turn out to be automatically dimensionless6 is that

6There is no need to introduce any arbitrary scale µ to take care of dimensional arguments of the logarithms as
usually done in the literature.
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the Fradkin-Vilkovisky terms [18] in the path integral measure have been correctly taken into account
(see (7) and comments below). With few exceptions [19, 20], in previous literature these terms were
mistreated7. Had we missed these terms, the a-dependence of the determinants in (8) would have
been altered. In particular, the argument of the logarithm would have been dimensionful, and this
would have required the introduction of an arbitrary scale µ to make it dimensionless, which is what
is typically done in the literature (see footnote 6).

The determinants deti (Eq. (8)) are calculated following two different methods [11]:

(i) direct product of the eigenvalues of the fluctuation operators;

(ii) proper-time.

Concerning the method (i), it is worth to recall that the dimensionless eigenvalues λ
(s)
n of −□̃(s)

are (D
(s)
n are the corresponding degeneracies)

λ(s)
n = n2 + 3n− s , D(s)

n =
2s+ 1

3

(
n+

3

2

)3

− (2s+ 1)3

12

(
n+

3

2

)
, with n = s, s+ 1, . . . (9)

Each determinant deti in (8) is calculated via the direct product of eigenvalues, and made finite
through the introduction of a numerical cut N (≫ 1) on their number (see Eq. (14) below for the
connection between N and the physical UV cutoff Λcut, say for instance the Planck scale MP ). The

expression of δS1l in terms of λ
(s)
n and D

(s)
n is (below the subscript N in δS1l

N is introduced to indicate
that δS1l is calculated with the numerical cut N)

δS1l
N =

1

2

N−2∑
n=2

[
D(2)

n log
(
λ(2)
n − 2a2Λcc + 8

)
+D(0)

n log
(
λ(0)
n − 2a2Λcc

)
−D(1)

n log
(
λ(1)
n − 3

)
−D(0)

n log
(
λ(0)
n − 6

)]
. (10)

Expanding for N ≫ 1, and omitting as before inessential terms, we have

δS1l
N = −

(
Λ2

cc logN
2
)
a4 + Λcc

(
−N2 + 8 logN2

)
a2

+
N4

24

(
−1 + 2 logN2

)
+

N2

36

(
203− 75 logN2

)
− 779

90
logN2 . (11)

From (11), the cosmological and Newton constant at one-loop turn out to be

Λ1l
cc =

Λcc

(
1− 3GΛcc

π
logN2

)
1 + GΛcc

2π
(N2 − 8 logN2)

(12)

G1l =
G

1 + GΛcc

2π
(N2 − 8 logN2)

. (13)

On physical grounds, we limit ourselves to consider only the cases in which Λ1l
cc and G1l have the same

sign (both positive) of the measured cosmological and Newton constant. A simple inspection of (12)
and (13) shows that under this physical request only positive values of the bare parameters Λcc and
G are admitted. Sticking then to the case Λcc > 0, we observe that the classical (de Sitter) solution
a
dS

=
√

3/Λcc (see Eq. (3)) is the (tree-level approximation to the) size of the universe. Therefore, the

7They were either missed, or different (incorrect) measure terms were used that do not come from the integration
over conjugate momenta.
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connection between N and the physical cutoff scale Λcut (say MP ) is (see [11] for further comments
on this point)

Λcut =
N

a
dS

= N

√
Λcc

3
. (14)

Moving now to the method (ii), the determinants deti are calculated using a dimensionless proper-
time τ with lower integration bound 1/N2 (below α = 3, 6, 2a2Λcc − 8, 2a2Λcc, see (8))

deti(−□̃(s) − α) = e
−

∫+∞
1/N2

dτ
τ

K
(s)
i (τ)

(
K

(s)
i (τ) =

+∞∑
n=s+i

D(s)
n e−τ(λ(s)

n −α)
)
. (15)

Expanding as before δS1l
N for N ≫ 1 (inessential terms again omitted)

δS1l
N = −

(
Λ2

cc logN
2
)
a4 + Λcc

(
−N2 + 8 logN2

)
a2

− N4

12
+

17

3
N2 − 1859

90
logN2 . (16)

The relation between the numerical cut N and the physical cutoff Λcut is as in (14).
It is immediately seen from (11) and (16) that both methods give the same one-loop result for

the vacuum energy ρvac =
Λcc

8πG
and for the inverse Newton constant 1

G
. In particular, the one-loop

correction to ρvac contains only a (mild) logarithmic sensitivity to the UV scale. This result is at
odds with the usual one (which is obtained resorting to proper-time regularization within the heat
kernel expansion) where quartic and quadratic divergences are also present. As shown in [11], these
latter divergences are spurious since they come from an incorrect identification of the physical cutoff
Λcut with N/a rather than with N/a

dS
(see (14)). In fact, since the physical cutoff Λcut is obviously

fixed, the identification with N/a would imply that the number N of eigenvalues retained in the
calculation of the fluctuation determinants in (8) would change with varying a. This would alter the
coefficients of a4 and a2 in δS1l

N , thus artificially modifying the one-loop corrections to the vacuum
energy and Newton constant. In particular, this incorrect identification of Λcut is at the origin of the
typically acknowledged strong power-like UV sensitivity of the vacuum energy.

With the help of the results and techniques presented in this section, we now proceed to the
derivation of the RG equations for the cosmological and Newton constant.

3 RG equations for the cosmological and Newton constant

In this section we derive the RG equation for pure gravity, considering the Einstein-Hilbert trun-
cation (1). As for the one-loop calculation presented in the previous section, we write the metric

gµν as the sum of a spherical background g
(a)
µν plus the fluctuation hµν (see (2)). Our RG strategy is

as follows. The (bare) action SN at the “UV scale” N , that in terms of the dimensionful physical

cutoff Λcut (= N/adS, see (14)) can be indicated as SΛcut
, contains modes of ĥµν up to the N -th ones.

The action SL at the “lower scale” L (< N) is obtained integrating out the modes within the range
[L,N ]. The action SL−δL at the scale L − δL is obtained from SL integrating out the modes in the
“infinitesimal shell” [L− δL, L] ( δLL ≪ 1)

SL−δL[ g
(a)
µν ] = SL[ g

(a)
µν ] + δSL , (17)
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where δSL is given by Eq. (8) with Λcc replaced by ΛL and the fluctuation determinants restricted to
the subspace of modes in the shell8 [L− δL, L].

Following steps similar to those presented in the previous section, we now derive δSL resorting to
two different methods: (i) direct sum over the eigenvalues of the fluctuation operators; (ii) proper-
time. For SL we take the Einstein-Hilbert truncation ansatz

SL =
1

16πGL

∫
d4x

√
g (−R + 2ΛL) =

gµν = g
(a)
µν

πΛL

3GL

a4 − 2π

GL

a2 , (18)

whose minimum is adS
L =

√
3/ΛL. Note that, according to the notation introduced in the above

equation, the bare action (1) is obtained for L = N with

ΛN ≡ Λcc and GN ≡ G . (19)

From the equation (17) for SL we will finally derive the RG equations for the running cosmological
and Newton constant, ΛL and GL respectively. As we will see, both methods (i) and (ii) give rise to
the same equations.

3.1 Method (i): product of eigenvalues

In this case, δSL is obtained taking the product of eigenvalues of the fluctuation operators in the
shell [L− δL, L]. We have

SL−δL[ g
(a)
µν ] = SL[ g

(a)
µν ] + δSL = SL[ g

(a)
µν ] +

∑
n∈ [L−δL,L]

f
L
(n), (20)

with f
L
(n) given by (see Eq. (8) with Λcc replaced by ΛL and Eq. (9))

f
L
(n) = D(2)

n log
(
λ(2)
n − 2a2ΛL + 8

)
+D(0)

n log
(
λ(0)
n − 2a2ΛL

)
− D(1)

n log
(
λ(1)
n − 3

)
−D(0)

n log
(
λ(0)
n − 6

)
. (21)

In differential form, Eq. (20) is written as 9

∂SL

∂L
= −

(
∂

∂L

L−2∑
n=2

f
L
(n)

)
ΛL, GL

, (22)

where the subscripts ΛL and GL indicate that the derivative with respect to L is performed keeping
ΛL and GL fixed. Note that the minimal value for L is Lmin = 4. Eq. (22) describes the evolution of
SL with the running L. The right hand side of (22) can be evaluated using the identity log (x/y) =
−
∫ +∞
0

dz
[
(x+ z)−1 − (y + z)−1]. Expanding the result for 10 L ≫ 1, we get

L
∂SL

∂L
= 2Λ2

L a
4 + 2ΛL

(
L2 − 8

)
a2 − L2(2L2 − 25)

6
logL2 − 64L2

9
+

779

45
+O

(
1

L2

)
. (23)

8For each shell [L− δL, L], the contribution of the gauge-fixing and ghost terms is taken into account considering
in Sgf and Sghost only the modes within such a shell.

9Note that the right hand side of (22) is nothing but the derivative with respect to L of the one-loop contribution
δS1l

L calculated with numerical cut L (see (11)).
10Since Lmin = 4, L ≫ 1 is realised practically in the whole range of L.
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Inserting in (23) the Einstein-Hilbert truncation (18) for SL, from the identification of the coefficients
of a4 and a2 of the first member with those of the second member we get the RG equations

L
d

dL

ΛL

GL

=
6

π
Λ2

L (24)

L
d

dL

1

GL

=− ΛL

π

(
L2 − 8

)
, (25)

that are easily translated into the equivalent equations

L
dΛL

dL
=

GLΛ
2
L

π

(
L2 − 2

)
(26)

L
dGL

dL
=

G2
LΛL

π

(
L2 − 8

)
. (27)

Before proceeding with the study of these equations, and search for their solution, it is convenient
(the reason will be clear in the next subsection) to move first to the derivation of the RG equations
resorting to the proper-time method.

3.2 Method (ii): proper-time

Let us move now to the proper-time method. In this case, δSL is given by (8) with Λcc replaced by ΛL

and the derminants deti calculated using (15) with integration over the dimensionless proper-time τ
restricted to the interval

[
1/L2 , 1/(L− δL)2

]
. Therefore, δSL is the combination of terms of the kind

(α = 3, 6, 2a2ΛL − 8, 2a2ΛL, see (15))

1

2
log deti(−□̃(s) − α) = −1

2

∫ 1/(L−δL)2

1/L2

dτ

τ
K

(s)
i (τ)

(
K

(s)
i (τ) =

+∞∑
n=s+i

D(s)
n e−τ(λ(s)

n −α)
)
. (28)

In differential form, the RG equation for the running action SL is

∂SL

∂L
= −

(
∂
(
δS1l

L

)
∂L

)
ΛL, GL

(29)

where δS1l
L is given by (16) with N replaced by L and Λcc by ΛL. Performing the derivative in the

right hand side of (29) (ΛL and GL fixed as in (22)), we finally get

L
∂SL

∂L
= 2Λ2

L a
4 + 2ΛL

(
L2 − 8

)
a2 +

L4

3
− 34L2

3
+

1859

45
+O

(
1

L2

)
. (30)

Inserting the Einstein-Hilbert truncation (18) in the left hand side of (30), and identifying the coef-
ficients of a4 and a2 of the first and second member, we obtain the RG equations for ΛL/GL and
1/GL. Remarkably, they turn out to be the same as those obtained resorting to the direct product
of eigenvalues (previous section). Therefore, independently of the method used for their derivation,
the RG equations for ΛL and GL turn out to be those in Eqs. (26) and (27).

Before ending this section, it is worth to stress that the proper-time formalism was already used to
derive RG equations for the cosmological and Newton constant [10], but, as we will see in section 3.4,
the RG equations of [10] are substantially different from ours. We will comment on this difference in
this latter section and more in detail in section 5.

In the next section, we look for the solution to Eqs. (26) and (27), and we will see that under a
well controlled approximation they can be solved analytically. We will also solve them numerically,
and compare the analytic and numerical results.
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Figure 1: Left panel : Log-log plot in the range Lmin = 4 ≤ L ≤ 1010 of the cosmological constant flow (35), for
Λcc = 10−20M2

P , G = 10M−2
P and Λcut = MP . Right panel : Log-log plot in the same range of L of the Newton

constant flow (36), for the same values of Λcut, Λcc and G. In both panels, GeV units are used.

3.3 Solution of the RG equations

Let us consider the RG equations (26) and (27) for ΛL and GL. For L ≫ 1 (remember that Lmin = 4,
so that this condition is verified for all but only few modes near Lmin) they can be approximated as

L
dΛL

dL
=

GLΛ
2
L

π
L2 (31)

L
dGL

dL
=

G2
LΛL

π
L2 . (32)

The interest of this approximation is that Eqs. (31) and (32) can be solved analytically. For the UV
boundary conditions ΛN = Λcc and GN = G the solution is

ΛL =
Λcc√

1 + GΛcc

π
(N2 − L2)

(33)

GL =
G√

1 + GΛcc

π
(N2 − L2)

. (34)

According to (33) and (34), the sign of both ΛL and GL is fixed and given by the sign of Λcc and
G respectively. Moreover, from a simple inspection of (26) and (27) we see that this is not related
to the approximation considered here, but holds true in general. On the contrary, while (33) and
(34) predict that the vacuum energy ρ

L
= ΛL

8πGL
is constant (no running with L), from the numerical

solution of (26) and (27) we see that instead this is due to the approximation. Nevertheless, the
running of ρ

L
is so slow that it is very well approximated by the constant behaviour given by (33)

and (34).
In view of the above considerations, and since the measured values of the cosmological and Newton

constant are both positive, from now on (unless explicitly stated) we restrict ourselves to consider
positive UV boundaries Λcc > 0 and G > 0. For completeness, in the Appendix we will also consider
(and speculate on) the unphysical cases where one or both of them are negative. With the help

8



of (14), we now replace N in (33) and (34) with the physical UV cutoff Λcut, and get

ΛL =
Λcc√

1 + G
π
(3Λ2

cut − ΛccL2)
(35)

GL =
G√

1 + G
π
(3Λ2

cut − ΛccL2)
. (36)

According to (35) and (36), as long as L is not much lower than N , the cosmological and Newton
constant decrease for decreasing L (the rapidity of the descent depends on the value of GΛcc) and
then practically freeze to the renormalized values

ΛIR ∼ Λcc√
1 +

3GΛ2
cut

π

(37)

GIR ∼ G√
1 +

3GΛ2
cut

π

. (38)

This behaviour is seen in Fig. 1, where we show a log-log plot of the flow (35) (left panel) and (36)
(right panel) for Λcut = MP , Λcc = 10−20M2

P and G = 10M−2
P . Solving numerically equations (26)

and (27) for different UV boundary values of ΛL and GL, we see that (35) and (36) provide an excellent
approximation to the exact solution.

Eqs. (37) and (38) show an important outcome of our analysis. Since Λcut ∼ MP , for natural values
of the Newton constant, i.e. G ∼ M−2

P , from (37) and (38) we have that ΛIR ∼ Λcc and GIR ∼ G.
This means that our RG equations (26) and (27) give only a mild dressing of the cosmological and
Newton constants. In other words, quantum fluctuations do not modify significantly the UV values
Λcc and G: no naturalness problem arises in pure gravity11.

In the next section, we connect the “numerical scale” L to the physical running scale k and write
the RG equations (26) and (27) in terms of k. In this new framework, we will partially repeat the
study of the present section and add further comments.

3.4 From L to the physical running scale k

According to (14), the relation between the UV numerical cut N and the physical cutoff Λcut is given
by Λcut = N/adS = N

√
ΛN/3. Therefore, the relation between the numerical “running scale” L and

the physical running scale k is

k =
L

adS
L

, (39)

where adS
L is the de Sitter radius that minimizes the action SL[g

(a)
µν ] in (18)

adS

L =

√
3

ΛL

. (40)

11For recent discussions and different opinions on the cosmological constant naturalness problem in theories with
compact extra dimensions see [21–25]. A novel approach to the naturalness problem for scalar theories is in [26] (see
also [27]).
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As seen in the previous section, since we are considering positive UV boundaries12 Λcc > 0 and
G > 0, the running cosmological constant ΛL decreases monotonically for decreasing L and remains
positive in the whole range Lmin ≤ L ≤ N (Lmin = 4 is the minimal value of L, see (22)). Eq. (39)
establishes then a one-to-one correspondence between L and k, with k ∈ [kIR ,Λcut] where

k
IR

=

√
16Λ4

3
. (41)

With the help of (39) and (40), Eqs.(26) and (27) can be written in terms of the running scale k as
(Λk ≡ ΛL and Gk ≡ GL)

k
dΛk

dk
=

3Gk

π

Λk

(
k2 − 2

3
Λk

)
1 + 3Gk

2π

(
k2 − 2

3
Λk

) (42)

k
dGk

dk
=

3G2
k

π

k2 − 8
3
Λk

1 + 3Gk

2π

(
k2 − 2

3
Λk

) . (43)

Before going on with our analysis, it is worth to remind what we found in the previous sections:
the RG equations for the cosmological and Newton constant are (26) and (27) independently of the
method used for their derivation (direct product of eigenvalues, section 3.1; proper-time method,
section 3.2). Obviously, the same holds true for (42) and (43). Sticking to the proper-time method,
we recall that this formalism was already used in [10] to derive RG equations for Λk and Gk, but
these equations are substantially different from our Eqs. (42) and (43). In section 5, we will show
what is at the origin of this difference, and explain why in our opinion (42) and (43) are the correct
RG equations for Λk and Gk.

The system (42)-(43) can be solved numerically, and the solutions are obviously the same as those
found in the previous section for the system (26)-(27), although given in terms of k, Λk and Gk. Since
Λk/k

2 = 3/L2 ≪ 1 (see also footnote 5), we can expand (42) and (43) around Λk/k
2 ∼ 0. Retaining

only the first non-trivial order in both equations we get

k
dΛk

dk
=

3Gk

π

k2Λk

1 + 3Gk

2π
k2

(44)

k
dGk

dk
=

3G2
k

π

k2

1 + 3Gk

2π
k2

. (45)

This system can be solved analytically. Taking at k = Λcut the UV boundary values Λcc and G for
Λk and Gk respectively, we get

Λk =
k2Λcc

2
(
Λ2

cut +
π
3G

) [1 +√1 +
4π

3G

(
Λ2

cut +
π

3G

) 1

k4

]
(46)

Gk =
k2G

2
(
Λ2

cut +
π
3G

) [1 +√1 +
4π

3G

(
Λ2

cut +
π

3G

) 1

k4

]
. (47)

In the left panel of Fig. 2, the analytic solution Λk in (46) is plotted (log-log plot) together with
the corresponding numerical solution of the system (42)-(43), with Λcut = MP , Λcc = 10−35M2

P and

12As already said, in the Appendix we will also consider (and speculate on) the unphysical cases where this condition
is released.
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Figure 2: Left panel : Log-log plot of the cosmological constant flow (GeV units) in the range kIR ≃ 50GeV ≤ k ≤
MP , for Λcc = 10−35M2

P , G = 10M−2
P and Λcut = MP . The approximated flow (46) is plotted together with the

corresponding (exact) flow from the numerical solution of (42)-(43). The two curves practically coincide. Around
the scale k ∼ 1018 GeV the flow creates an elbow that marks the transition from the k2-running to a quick freezing
to the value ΛIR ≃ 459(GeV)2. Right panel : Log-log plot of the Newton constant flow (GeV units) in the same
range of k, and for the same Λcut, Λcc and G. The approximated flow (47) is plotted together with the corresponding
(exact) flow from the numerical solution of (42)-(43). As for Λk, the two curves practically coincides, and around
k ∼ 1018 GeV the RG flow again forms an elbow that marks the transition from the k2-running to the frozen value
GIR ≃ 2.07 · 10−38(GeV)−2.

G = 10M−2
P . The two curves are practically indistinguishable in the whole range k

IR
≤ k ≤ MP . A

similar plot for Gk is shown in the right panel. We verified that (46) and (47) very well approximate
the numerical solutions to the full equations (42) and (43) for different boundary values Λcc and G.
From Fig. 2 and from (46) and (47), we see that Λk and Gk run quadratically with the scale k until
the latter reaches the “transition scale”

ktr ∼
(
Λ2

cut +
π
3G

G

)1/4

. (48)

Around this scale, both Λk and Gk show an “elbow” that marks the transition from the quadratic
running to a constant behaviour. This is seen in Fig. 2, where the elbow is in the region around the
scale k ∼ 1018GeV. Below ktr the running cosmological and Newton constant rapidly freeze to their
IR values

ΛIR =
Λcc√

1 +
3GΛ2

cut

π

GIR =
G√

1 +
3GΛ2

cut

π

(49)

already found in the previous section (Eqs. (37) and (38)). We observe that for G ≳ Λ−2
cut ∼ M−2

P the
elbow appears at the very early stages of the UV running, i.e. ktr ∼ MP (see Fig. 2), which means
that the running freezes very early. In other words, the quadratic evolution in k is restricted to a
very narrow window in the UV region.

In the next section we continue the study of the RG flow (42)-(43), and perform the fixed points
analysis.
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4 Fixed points and RG flow

We introduce (as usual) the “RG time” t ≡ log(k/k0) (k0 ≤ Λcut arbitrary scale) and the dimension-
less running cosmological and Newton constant

λ(t) ≡ Λk/k
2 , g(t) ≡ k2Gk . (50)

In terms of λ, g, the RG equations (42) and (43) can be written as

dλ

dt
= −2λ+

2gλ (3− 2λ)

2π + g (3− 2λ)
≡ βλ(λ, g) (51)

dg

dt
= 2g +

2g2 (3− 8λ)

2π + g (3− 2λ)
≡ βg(λ, g) . (52)

The fixed points (λi, gi) are the solutions of βλ(λ, g) = 0 and βg(λ, g) = 0. We find

(λ1, g1) = (0, 0) (53)

(λ2, g2) =
(
0,−π

3

)
. (54)

In section 3.3, we showed that only positive UV boundary values of the cosmological and Newton
constant, Λcc > 0 and G > 0, are physically relevant (see comments below (33) and (34)). We also
showed that Λk (= ΛL) and Gk (= GL) do not change sign all along their flow, and obviously the same
holds true for λ and g. Therefore, the point (λ2, g2) has to be excluded from the present analysis13,
and we are left with the Gaussian fixed point (λ1, g1) only. As anticipated, in contrast with the
so-called asymptotic safety scenario [5, 7, 10], our analysis does not show any sign of a non-trivial
fixed point λFP > 0 , gFP > 0. Comments on the absence of such a fixed point are postponed to
section 5, where we will also explain what is at the origin of its appearance in [5, 7, 10].

From the analysis of the stability matrix

M(λ, g) =

(
∂βλ

∂λ
∂βλ

∂g
∂βg

∂λ

∂βg

∂g

)
(55)

we find that (λ1, g1) has a UV-repulsive eigendirection and a UV-attractive one, the axes λ = 0 and
g = 0 respectively.

As already said, the only physically relevant region is the quadrant (λ > 0 , g > 0), and we now
move to a more complete study of the RG flow (51)-(52) in this quadrant. Solving numerically these
latter equations for different boundary conditions, we find the RG trajectories presented in Fig. 3.
The red dot is the Gaussian fixed point. The arrows point towards the IR and all the trajectories end
at the minimal IR value of λ allowed by (41), namely λ

IR
= Λ4/k

2
IR

= 3/16. As already seen from the
stability analysis, the λ = 0 and g = 0 axes are the corresponding UV-repulsive and UV-attractive
eigendirections respectively.

In the previous section, we have seen that (44) and (45) provide an excellent approximation to the
RG equations (42) and (43). For this reason, it is worth to write the former equations also in terms
of the dimensionless couplings λ and g. We get

dλ

dt
= −2λ+

6λg

2π + 3g
(56)

dg

dt
= 2g +

6g2

2π + 3g
. (57)

13For completeness, in the Appendix we will also consider the remaining (unphysical) cases.
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Figure 3: RG flow from the numerical solution of (51) and (52) in the physical quadrant (λ > 0, g > 0). The red dot
is the Gaussian fixed point (λ1, g1) = (0, 0). The arrows point towards the IR.

Eqs. (56) and (57) can also be obtained directly from (51) and (52) expanding the right hand side of
both equations for λ ≪ 1 up to the first non-trivial order. For boundary conditions λ0 > 0 and
g0 > 0 at t = 0, they admit the analytic solutions

λ =
λ0

2
(
1 + π

3g0

) [ 1 +√1 +
4π e−4t

3g0

(
1 +

π

3g0

) ]
(58)

g =
g0 e

4t

2
(
1 + π

3g0

) [ 1 +√1 +
4π e−4t

3g0

(
1 +

π

3g0

) ]
, (59)

that are nothing but Eqs. (46) and (47) written for λ and g. The solutions (58) and (59) very well
approximate the numerical solution to the original equations (51) and (52) (plotted in Fig. 3) in the
whole range considered for t.

In view of the profound difference between our results and the asymptotic safety scenario [5–7,10],
that in the last decades has gained a certain popularity and has been considered for applications
that range from black holes physics to inflation, we believe it worth to investigate on the origin of
such a difference. This is the subject of the next section.

5 Comparison with existing literature

The analysis that we performed in the previous sections did not show any sign of the UV-attractive
fixed point of the asymptotic safety scenario found in [7] (where the effective average action formalism
was used) and later confirmed in [10] (resorting to the proper-time formalism). Pushing further our
analysis, we now investigate on the reasons at the origin of the appearance of such a fixed point.

To this end, we begin by considering our RG equation (30) for the running action SL, that for
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the reader’s convenience we report below

L
∂

∂L
SL = 2Λ2

L a
4 + 2ΛL

(
L2 − 8

)
a2 +

L4

3
− 34L2

3
+

1859

45
. (60)

As already explained, the relation between the numerical “running scale” L and the physical running
scale k is given by k = L/adS

L = L
√

ΛL/3 (see (39) and (40) and comments therein). For the purposes
of the present analysis, we temporarily introduce the running scale k in a different manner, namely
through the relation

k =
L

a
, (61)

i.e. we replace adS
L in (39) with the generic “off-shell” radius a of the background metric g

(a)
µν .

Obviously, this different identification of k profoundly alters the a-dependence (powers of a) in the
right hand side of (60). In this respect, we recall that the running of Λcc

8πG
and 1

G
is determined once

we insert the Einstein-Hilbert truncation (18) in the left hand side of (60) and identify the coefficients
of a4 and a2 of the first member with the corresponding ones of the second member (see comments
above (24) and (25)). Inserting (61) in (60) we then obtain the incorrect RG equation

k
∂

∂k
Sk =

[
k4

3
+ 2Λk

(
k2 + Λk

)]
a4 −

(
34k2

3
+ 16Λk

)
a2 +

1859

45
, (62)

which gives rise to the (incorrect) equations (ΛL ≡ Λk, GL ≡ Gk)

k
d

dk

Λk

Gk

=
k4 + 6Λk (k

2 + Λk)

π
(63)

k
d

dk

1

Gk

=
17k2 + 24Λk

3π
, (64)

that are easily translated in

k
dΛk

dk
=

Gk

3π

(
3k4 + k2Λk − 6Λ2

k

)
(65)

k
dGk

dk
= −G2

k

3π

(
17k2 + 24Λk

)
. (66)

These equations have to be compared with our correct RG equations (42) and (43). The two
systems are profoundly different, and lead to significantly different results. Introducing the dimen-
sionless running λ and g as in the previous section (see (50) and comments above), (65) and (66) are
written as

dλ

dt
= −2λ+

g

3π

(
3 + λ− 6λ2

)
≡ βλ (λ, g) (67)

dg

dt
= 2g − g2

3π
(17 + 24λ) ≡ βg (λ, g) . (68)

If we now search for the fixed points of this (incorrect) system, besides the Gaussian fixed point
(λ1, g1) = (0, 0) we find the two other fixed points:

(λA, gA) =

(√
154− 8

30
,
2π

23

(
53− 4

√
154
))

≃ (0.147, 0.918) (69)

(λB, gB) =

(
−8 +

√
154

30
,
2π

23

(
53 + 4

√
154
))

≃ (−0.680, 28.039) . (70)
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Figure 4: Flow from the numerical solution of the (incorrect) RG equations (67) and (68). The red dots are the
Gaussian fixed point (λ1, g1) = (0, 0) and the non-trivial UV-attractive fixed point (λA, gA) ≃ (0.147, 0.918). In the
half-plane g > 0, the trajectories approach (λA, gA) in the UV with a spiralling behaviour. This is the typical flow of
the asymptotic safety scenario to be compared with Fig. 12 of [7]. The red and green lines are the separatrix curves;
the red one connects (λA, gA) to (λ1, g1). Arrows point towards the IR.

Let us perform now the stability analysis for these fixed points14. For the Gaussian fixed point,
the stability matrix M(λ, g) of Eq. (55) has a positive (θ1 = 2) and a negative (θ2 = −2) eigenvalue,
that correspond to a UV-repulsive (g = 4πλ) and a UV-attractive (g = 0) eigendirection. Similarly,
M (λB, gB) has a positive (θ1 ≃ 28.453) and a negative (θ2 ≃ −5.190) eigenvalue, corresponding to
a UV-repulsive (g ≃ −65.741λ) and a UV-attractive (g ≃ 627.551λ) eigendirection. Finally, for
the fixed point (λA, gA) we find that the eigenvalues θ1 and θ2 of the stability matrix M(λA, gA) are
θ1, 2 ≃ −2.037 ± 0.828 i. This means that in the half plane g > 0 the RG flow is UV-attracted
towards this fixed point (negative real part) and has a spiralling behaviour in its vicinity (imaginary
eigenvalues with opposite imaginary parts). Therefore, the point (λA, gA) is nothing but the fixed
point of the asymptotic safety scenario [5, 7, 10], and the analysis above shows that its appearance
is due to the improper identification of k through the relation (61). In the following we will see that
this identification is unfortunately what is implemented in the RG equations for Λk and Gk derived
in [5, 7, 10].

Before doing that, we must stress another important result contained in Eqs. (67) and (68). These
equations, in fact, not only admit the non-trivial UV-attractive fixed point (λA, gA), but also provide
an RG flow very similar to that of the asymptotic safety scenario. This can be immediately seen
comparing our Fig. 4, where we plot the RG trajectories obtained solving numerically the system (67)-
(68) for different boundary conditions, with Fig. 12 of [7]. For the purposes of this comparison, in

14For all the fixed points, in the following we could write the exact (more involved) eigenvalues and eigendirections
of the corresponding stability matrix (Eq. (55)), but this is not necessary as it does not provide any useful additional
information. We report all the numbers approximated to the third digit.
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Figure 5: Same flow as in Fig. 4, but with a wider range for the λ and g axes (to evidentiate the presence and
the impact on the flow of the fixed point (λB, gB)). The red dots are the fixed points (λ1, g1) = (0, 0), (λA, gA) =
(0.147, 0.918) and (λB, gB) = (−0.680, 28.039). The red and green lines are the separatrix curves; the red ones connect
the UV-attractive fixed point (λA, gA) to the other fixed points.

Fig. 4 we consider the same range of values for the λ and g axes of Fig. 12 of [7]. In Fig. 5, we show the
same RG flow, but to better appreciate the impact on this flow of the fixed point (λB, gB) we consider
a wider range15 for the λ and g axes. In this respect, we note that a third fixed point as (λB, gB) does
not appear in the plot presented in Fig. 12 of [7]. It should be stressed, however, that this plot was
obtained with a specific choice of the regulator Rk that appears in the RG equation for the effective
average action (see (71) below). Actually, it can be seen that different choices of Rk can lead to the
appearance of additional non-trivial fixed points other than the one of the asymptotic safety scenario.
In particular, for some of these choices (actually for infinitely many choices) a non-trivial fixed point
with the same characteristics of (λB, gB) is generated. Similar considerations apply also to the RG
equations derived with the proper-time method, where again the results show a dependence on the
cutoff function fk(s) used in this framework (see (77) below).

To show now that within the effective average action formalism [5,7], as well as with the proper-
time method [10], the identification of the running scale k in the derivation of the RG equations for
Λk and Gk is realized through the improper relation (61), we now reconsider the derivation of these
equations with both these methods.

Effective average action - Let us begin by considering the effective average action formalism.
In this framework, the flow of λ and g is derived from the RG equation for the effective average
action Γk. To see how this implementation of the RG transformation automatically incorporates the

15Clearly, as the fixed point (λB, gB) is located along the g axis much above (λA, gA), in Fig. 5 the portion of the
RG flow shown in Fig. 4 appears to be flattened along this axis.
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identification of k through (61), we now consider some relevant steps that lead to the RG equations
of [5, 7]. The effective average action Γk obeys the RG equation (as before, t is the “RG time”
t = log k

k0
)

∂tΓk[g, ḡ] =
1

2
Tr

[(
κ−2Γ

(2)
k [g, ḡ] +Rgrav

k [ḡ]
)−1

∂tR
grav
k [ḡ]

]
−Tr

[(
−M[g, ḡ] +Rgh

k [ḡ]
)−1

∂tR
gh
k [ḡ]

]
, (71)

where κ ≡ (32πG)−
1
2 , with G bare Newton constant, gµν ≡ ḡµν + h̄µν , with ḡµν a fixed gravitational

background and h̄µν the classical field, and M[g, ḡ] is the classical kinetic term of the ghosts

M[g, ḡ]µν = ḡµρḡσλD̄λ (gρνDσ + gσνDρ)− ḡρσḡµλD̄λgσνDρ , (72)

withDµ and D̄µ covariant derivatives that involve the Christoffel symbols for gµν and ḡµν respectively.

The background metric ḡµν is eventually taken to be a sphere. Γ
(2)
k [g, ḡ] is the Hessian of Γk[g, ḡ]

with respect to gµν at fixed ḡµν . Rgrav
k [ḡ] and Rgh

k [ḡ] are regulators that appear in the definition of
Γk (for the gravitational and ghost contribution respectively), both having the shape16

Rk[ḡ] ∼ k2R(0)(−□/k2) , with □ ≡ ḡµνD̄µD̄ν , (73)

where R(0)(x) is a dimensionless function that interpolates between R(0)(0) = 1 and limx→∞R(0)(x) =
0. In the effective average action method [9], the cutoff functions Rk implement the “Wilsonian” shell
by shell elimination of modes, since they ensure that the (functional) traces in the right hand side
of (71) are effectively (i.e. in a smooth rather than a sharp sense) restricted to the eigenmodes of the
Laplace-Beltrami operator −□ whose corresponding eigenvalues p2 lie “around” k2: p2 ∼ k2. In the
present case (ḡµν = g

(a)
µν ), this means that the running scale k is identified with the eigenvalues of the

Laplace-Beltrami operator −□ on the background sphere of radius a, i.e. through the relation (61).
The above considerations, the results found with the incorrect equations (67) and (68), and the

results of section 4 indicate that the UV-attractive fixed point of the asymptotic safety scenario does
not exist and that its appearance is due to the improper identification of k through (61). Below we
show that in the proper-time formalism [10] the same identification of k is realized, and the same
conclusions can be drawn also in this case.

Proper-time method - Let us move now to the proper time method. Indicating with Ω a typical
fluctuation operator, the one-loop correction to the classical action in the proper-time representation
is written as sum of contributions of the kind

Tr log Ω = −Tr

∫ +∞

0

ds

s
e−sΩ, (74)

where s, the so-called proper-time, is a parameter with dimension (mass)−2 and the UV divergence
due to the lower bound of integration is regulated through the replacement 0 → 1/Λ2

cut. According
to [10], the Wilsonian RG strategy (shell by shell elimination of modes) is implemented in this
framework considering the one-loop correction to the classical action, introducing an IR regulator k
that “ suppresses contributions from large proper times s ≳ k−2 ”, i.e. making the replacement∫ +∞

1/Λ2
cut

ds −→
∫ 1/k2

1/Λ2
cut

ds , (75)

16We do not write here factors that are irrelevant to the present discussion. See [5, 7] for details.
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taking the derivative with respect to k, and finally realizing the RG improvement of the one-loop
result. All these steps lead to the RG equation for the gravitational action. A technical remark.
In [10], after presenting the hard cutoff implementation of (75), in the actual calculation the authors
implement equivalent smooth cutoffs through the introduction in the proper-time integral of (74) of
functions fk(s) that smoothly interpolate between fk(s) ≈ 0 for s ≫ k−2 and fk(s) ≈ 1 for s ≪ k−2

(similarly for the UV). Accordingly, they write the one-loop result for the gravitational action as

Ŝk[g, ḡ] ≡ Ŝ [h̄; g] + Γ1[g, ḡ]reg ≡ Ŝ [h̄; g]− 1

2
Tr

∫ +∞

0

ds

s
fk(s)

[
e−s Ŝ(2) − 2 e−s S

(2)
ghost

]
, (76)

where gµν , ḡµν and h̄µν are as in (71), Ŝ [h̄; g] ≡ S[ḡ + h̄] + Sgf [h̄; ḡ] (where S is the classical action

and Sgf the gauge-fixing term whose corresponding ghost action is Sghost), Ŝ
(2) is the matrix of the

second functional derivatives of Ŝ [h̄; g] with respect to h̄µν , and likewise for S
(2)
ghost. Clearly, the hard

cutoff of (75) is implemented in (76) choosing fk(s) = θ (s− 1/Λ2) θ (1/k2 − s). Finally, the RG

equation for the running action Ŝk[g, ḡ] is obtained taking the derivative of both members of (76)
with respect to the “RG time” t = log k

k0
and eventually replacing in the right hand side Ŝ with Ŝk

∂t Ŝk[g, ḡ] = −1

2
Tr

∫ +∞

0

ds

s
∂tfk(s)

[
e−s Ŝ

(2)
k − 2 e−s S

(2)
ghost

]
. (77)

To see that the RG equation (77) implements the identification (61) for the running scale k, we

now make the following observations. Taking the background metric ḡµν to be the metric g
(a)
µν of a

sphere of radius a, and considering for Ŝk the Einstein-Hilbert truncation, we see that Ŝ
(2)
k contains

dimensionful Laplace-Beltrami operators −□ for the sphere of radius a (and different spins 0, 1, 2)

whose eigenvalues λ̂n go like λ̂n ∼ n2

a2
. Moreover, in the right hand side of (77) the term ∂tfk(s)

effectively selects the eigenmodes of −□ whose corresponding eigenvalues lie in a narrow range
(“infinitesimal shell”) around k2, i.e. λ̂n ∼ k2. Therefore, as it is the case for the effective average
action formalism, in the RG equation (77) the running scale k is identified through the relation (61),
and the same conclusions on the UV-attractive fixed point of the asymptotic safety scenario hold
true.

In summary, we have shown that both the effective average action formalism and the proper-time
RG implement the improper identification of the running scale k through the relation (61), and that
the appearance of the non-trivial UV-attractive fixed point of the asymptotic safety scenario is due
to this identification.

6 Conclusions

In this work we considered the Einstein-Hilbert truncation for the running action in euclidean quan-
tum gravity and, considering a spherical gravitational background, we derived the renormalization
group equations for the running cosmological and Newton constant Λk and Gk. We have shown that
there are two crucial aspects to which attention must be paid in order to derive the RG equations.
One concerns the measure in the path integral that defines the running action. This measure con-
tains terms coming from the integration over the conjugate momenta of the original Hamiltonian
formulation of the theory that are often neglected or mistreated. The other aspect concerns the
identification of the physical running scale k. If the latter is not correctly introduced, the RG flow
is substantially altered.
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We have shown that in the usual implementation of the RG transformation, that typically resorts
to the effective average action and/or to the proper-time formalism, the running scale k is improperly
introduced. This results in altered RG equations for the cosmological and Newton constant, that
lead to the generation of the UV-attractive fixed point of the asymptotic safety scenario. Moreover,
we have shown that in the physically relevant quadrant (λ > 0, g > 0) only the Gaussian fixed point
exists, with a UV-attractive and a UV-repulsive eigendirection.
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Appendix

As said in the text, although only positive UV boundary values for the running cosmological and
Newton constant are physically relevant, Λcc > 0 and G > 0, for completeness in this Appendix we
consider (and speculate on) the case of generic boundary values. Let us begin with Λcc > 0 and G < 0.
As for the case Λcc > 0 and G > 0, the relation between the “running scale” L and the physical
running scale k is given by (39), and the RG equations for Λk and Gk are (42) and (43). Considering
the corresponding equations (51) and (52) for the dimensionless couplings λ and g, reported below
for the reader’s convenience

dλ

dt
= −2λ+

2gλ (3− 2λ)

2π + g (3− 2λ)
≡ βλ(λ, g) (78)

dg

dt
= 2g +

2g2 (3− 8λ)

2π + g (3− 2λ)
≡ βg(λ, g) , (79)

we find the non-trivial fixed point

(λ2, g2) =
(
0,−π

3

)
(80)

in the (λ > 0, g < 0) quadrant. In the main text this fixed point was already found (see Eq. (54)),
but it was discarded as we were interested only in the physical quadrant (λ > 0, g > 0). Performing
the stability analysis, we find that the matrix M(λ2, g2) (see Eq. (55)) has two negative degenerate
eigenvalues (θ1,2 = −4). To study the behaviour of the RG flow in the neighbourhood of (λ2, g2) we
have to linearize (51) and (52) around this point. We find (λ2, g2) to be a UV-attractive fixed point.

Let us consider now the case of negative UV boundary values for the cosmological constant,
Λcc < 0. As stressed in section 3.3, the running cosmological constant ΛL cannot change sign along
its flow, so that in this case it is ΛL < 0 in the whole range 4 ≤ L ≤ N . We introduce the running
physical scale k as17 (see (39))

k = L

√
−ΛL

3
= L

√
|ΛL|
3

. (81)

17Note that k varies in the range [k
IR
,MP ]. From (81) we see that kIR =

√
16|Λ4|

3 .
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Figure 6: RG flow in the whole plane (λ, g) from the numerical solution of (78)-(79) for Λcc > 0 and G ≷ 0 , and
of (84)-(85) for Λcc < 0 and G ≷ 0. The red dots are the three fixed points (λ1, g1) = (0, 0), (λ2, g2) = (0,−π/3)
and (λ3, g3) = (0, π/3). The trajectories in the second quadrant (λ < 0, g > 0) are UV-attracted by the fixed point
(λ3, g3), those in the fourth quadrant (λ > 0, g < 0) by the fixed point (λ2, g2). The arrows point towards the IR, and
the red lines connect the two non-trivial fixed points (λ2, g2) and (λ3, g3) to the Gaussian one. The trajectories in the
second and fourth quadrant are symmetric with respect to (0, 0). The same holds true for the trajectories in the first
and third quadrant. The flow in the first (physical) quadrant is the one plotted in Fig. 3.

Inserting (81) in (26) and (27) we finally get the RG equations (Λk ≡ ΛL and Gk ≡ GL)

k
dΛk

dk
= −3Gk

π

Λk

(
k2 + 2

3
Λk

)
1− 3Gk

2π

(
k2 + 2

3
Λk

) (82)

k
dGk

dk
= −3G2

k

π

k2 + 8
3
Λk

1− 3Gk

2π

(
k2 + 2

3
Λk

) , (83)

that introducing the “RG time” t and the dimensionless running cosmological and Newton constant
λ(t) and g(t) as in section 4 (see (50)) can be written as

dλ

dt
= −2λ− 2gλ (3 + 2λ)

2π − g (3 + 2λ)
≡ βλ(λ, g) (84)

dg

dt
= 2g − 2g2 (3 + 8λ)

2π − g (3 + 2λ)
≡ βg(λ, g) . (85)

Beyond the Gaussian fixed point, we also find

(λ3, g3) =
(
0,

π

3

)
, (86)
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that from the stability analysis turns out to be a UV attractive fixed point as (λ2, g2).
Having now at our disposal the system (78)-(79) for Λcc > 0 and G ≷ 0 , and the system (84)-

(85) for Λcc < 0 and G ≷ 0 , we can now study the RG flow in the whole (λ, g) plane. Solving
numerically these equations, we find the RG trajectories presented in Fig. 6. The red dots are the
three fixed points (53), (80) and (86), namely the Gaussian fixed point (λ1, g1) and the two non-trivial
ones (λ2, g2) and (λ3, g3). The red lines connect the two non-trivial fixed points to the Gaussian one.
Arrows point towards the IR. All the trajectories (blue lines) in the half-plane λ > 0 end at the
minimal IR value of λ allowed by (41), namely λ

IR
= Λ4/k

2
IR

= 3/16. The trajectories in the half-
plane λ < 0 end at the minimal IR value of λ allowed by (81), i.e. λ

IR
= −|Λ4|/k2

IR
= −3/16.

The plot in Fig. 6 shows what already found with the stability analysis: (i) the λ = 0 and g = 0
axes are the UV-repulsive and UV-attractive eigendirections for the Gaussian fixed point; (ii) the
RG trajectories are UV-attracted by (λ2, g2) in the quadrant (λ > 0, g < 0) and by (λ3, g3) in the
quadrant (λ < 0, g > 0).
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