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the interactions of particle physics. Where do they

come from? Might the gauge symmetries of the

Standard Model unify in the ultraviolet or might they

be emergent in the infrared, below some large scale
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are important in quantum many-body systems
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in high temperature superconductors, with string-

net condensation and in the A-phase of superfluid
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properties similar to the building blocks of particle
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possible emergent gauge symmetries in particle

physics, commenting also on Higgs phenomena and

the vacuum energy or cosmological constant puzzle

in emergent gauge systems.
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1. Introduction: Key Questions

Gauge symmetries underlie modern particle physics determining the interactions of elementary

particles [1–3]. Where do gauge symmetries come from? Do the gauge symmetries of the Standard

Model unify in the ultraviolet or might they be emergent in the infrared, perhaps below some very

large scale close to the Planck scale? With emergence, the gauge symmetries would "dissolve"

above the scale of emergence.

With gravitation, General Relativity can also be viewed as a gauge theory under local

transformations of the co-ordinate system [4,5]. Given the well known challenges with quantising

gravity, should it be quantised or might General Relativity be emergent at a scale below the Planck

scale?

Besides their connection to elementary particle dynamics, the gauge symmetries of particle

physics are interconnected with Lorentz invariance [1]. Photons with two physical transverse

degrees of freedom are described by a four component vector Aµ. Whereas the photon (and

gluon) fields are not four-vectors under Lorentz transformations, Lorentz invariance is restored

in the action with gauge invariance [1,6].

Gauge invariance is also needed for renormalisability in quantum field theories with vector

particles [7].

Local gauge symmetries act on internal degrees of freedom, and not on the physical Hilbert

space which is gauge invariant. In contrast, global symmetries relate eigenstates of the physical

Hamiltonian.

What do we mean by emergence?

Emergence in physics occurs when a many-body system exhibits collective behaviour in the

infrared that is qualitatively different from that of its more primordial constituents as probed in

the ultraviolet [8]. Classical physics is emergent from quantum physics. Protons are emergent

from quark-gluon dynamics. Chemistry and biology are emergent from electrodynamics. As an

everyday example of emergent symmetry, consider a carpet which looks flat and translational

invariant when looked at from a distance. Up close, e.g. as perceived by an ant crawling on it,

the carpet has structure and this translational invariance is lost. The symmetry perceived in the

infrared, e.g. by someone looking at it from a distance, “dissolves” in the ultraviolet when the

carpet is observed close up.

Emergent gauge symmetries with spin-one gauge bosons as quasiparticles are well known

in quantum condensed matter physics, e.g., in quantum phases with long range entanglement

and topological order. Phase transitions come in two types: the Landau-Ginzburg type with an

order parameter corresponding to changes in some global symmetries and the quantum type,

which involve no order parameter [9,10]. Quantum phase transitions are associated with long

range entanglement and topological order - see Section 4 below - also with restructuring of

the Fermi surface. Examples include the low-energy limit of the Fermi-Hubbard model [11,12],

high temperature superconductors, quantum spin liquids and the fractional quantum Hall effect

[13–15], string-net condensation [16,17] and the physics of Fermi points in the A-phase of

low temperature superfluid 3He [18,19]. Emergent and "artificial" gauge symmetries are also

employed in quantum simulations of particle physics phenomena, for reviews see Refs. [20,21].

Emergent Lorentz invariance is also observed in the infrared limit of quantum many-body

systems starting from a non-relativistic Hamiltonian, though some fine tuning [22] or extra

symmetry constraints [18] may be needed to ensure the same effective limiting velocity for all

species of quasiparticles.

Emergent gauge symmetries and Lorentz invariance may be connected with infrared fixed

points in the renormalisation group – see Refs. [23] and [24–26]. The universality class and

critical dimension are also important. Might four spacetime dimensions be special for an emergent

particle physics Standard Model?

To understand the importance of dimensionality, consider a statistical Ising system near its

critical point. The long range tail is a renormalisable Euclidean quantum field theory with
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properties described by the renormalisation group [27–30]. The Landau-Ginzburg criterion tells

us that with the Ising model fluctuations become important for spacetime dimensions of four

or less. This coincides with the dimensionality of space-time. With four space-time dimensions

one finds an interacting quantum field theory – φ4. With five or more space-time dimensions

the physics reduces to a free field theory with long range modes decoupled. With analyticity the

Wick rotation means that the Euclidean quantum field theory is mathematically equivalent to the

theory in Minkowski space.

Might the gauge symmetries of particle physics themselves be emergent? Here we discuss

present thinking on this question with interface to analogous systems in quantum many-body

systems where emergent gauge phenomena are observed to occur. Might our experience with

quantum many-body systems help understand the possible origin of particle physics symmetries?

We first give an overview of the key issues in particle physics and related phenomenology.

The Standard Model describes our knowledge of particle physics interactions so far measured

from low energy precision experiments such as the electron’s anomalous magnetic moment ae =

(g − 2)e/2 and fine structure constant α, up to high energy collisions at the LHC. The Standard

Model is built on Quantum Electrodynamics, QED, with U(1) gauge symmetry, Quantum

Chromodynamics, QCD, with colour SU(3), and chiral SU(2)L⊗U(1) for electroweak interactions

with the discovery of the Higgs boson ar CERN completing the Standard Model [31].

The Standard Model is mathematically consistent up to the Planck scale. Extrapolating with

the masses and couplings measured at LHC energies up to the Planck scale, one finds that the

Standard Model Higgs vacuum sits very close to the border of stable and metastable (within

1.3 standard deviations of being stable [32]), perhaps indicating some critical behaviour in the

ultraviolet [30,33,34]. The vacuum stability of the Standard Model corresponds to whether the

Higgs self-coupling λ crosses zero deep in the ultraviolet and is very sensitive to the values of

Standard Model parameters. The Higgs self-coupling decreases from its value at LHC energies

when evolving to higher scales, with the evolution dominated by the size of the top quark Yukawa

coupling (its coupling to the Higgs boson). Without a large top-quark coupling contribution, λ

would increase as one goes deeper into the ultraviolet and not approach zero. The Higgs self-

coupling crossing zero, if it happens, occurs at scales bigger than about 1010 GeV. The stability

of the Higgs vacuum is strongly dependent on the values of Standard Model parameters. The

infrared world of our experiments is then strongly correlated with physics of the ultraviolet.

One finds a possible environmental selection of Standard Model parameters including the

Higgs mass and couplings with the Standard Model effective field theory supplemented by an

infrared-ultraviolet correspondence.

While the Standard Model at mass dimension four is mathematically consistent up to the

Planck scale, is it also physically valid up to this scale? One needs some extra physics to

understand the tiny neutrino masses, the matter-antimatter asymmetry in the Universe, as well

as dark matter, the dark energy or cosmological constant and possible primordial inflation.

The key idea of emergence involves the Standard Model as the long range asymptote of a

critical system that sits close to the Planck scale, with emergence associated with some quantum

like phase transition deep in the ultraviolet. Quarks, leptons as well as the gauge bosons and

Higgs boson would then be the stable collective long-range excitations of some (unknown) new

degrees of freedom that exist above the scale of emergence [24,30,35–39]. With emergence, small

gauge groups are most likely preferred.

There are also ideas where the photon may play the role of a Goldstone boson associated with

spontaneously broken Lorentz symmetry, SBLS, with any effects of SBLS suppressed by (at least)

powers of some large mass scale close to scale of ultraviolet completion, see Refs. [39,40] and [41].

Further ideas consider that fermion quantum field theories might be associated at a deeper level

with probabilistic cellular automata with classical bits [42].

Gauge invariance and renormalisability constrain the form of the Standard Model Lagrangian

including its global symmetries and any global symmetry violations in operator terms up to mass

dimension four. With emergence one finds an additional effective theory like structure with the
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Standard Model Lagrangian supplemented by a tower of higher dimensional operator terms, each

suppressed by some power of the large scale of emergence [30,43,44]. In the higher dimensional

operators, which are in general not renormalisable, new patterns of global symmetry violation

are possible. Especially interesting is lepton number violation associated with the dimension five

Weinberg operator [45] which may also be the source of tiny neutrino masses if neutrinos are

Majorana particles, e.g., their own antiparticles. The Weinberg operator gives neutrino masses

mν ∼Λ2
ew/M where Λew is the electroweak scale and M is a large ultraviolet scale, here taken

as the scale of emergence. Proton decays might arise at mass dimension six, suppressed by two

powers of M [45,46]. Possible axion couplings might enter at mass dimension five in connection

with the strong CP puzzle in the Standard Model [47,48], e.g., the absence of CP violation in QCD

which could be generated through gluon topological effects and manifest in the neutron electric

dipole moment. Possible axion particles are a candidate for dark matter. Extra CP violation,

perhaps relevant to baryogenesis, can also appear in high dimensional operators starting at mass

dimension six [49].

The cosmological constant measures the vacuum energy perceived by gravitation. In General

Relativity a finite cosmological constant gives no solution to Einstein’s equations with the

Minkowski metric as a global solution [50]. Global spacetime invariance is broken by a finite

cosmological constant. If one requires that the Minkowski metric and global spacetime invariance

as a renormalisation condition at mass dimension four, then symmetry violations might start at

earliest with Λew/M supression, with one suppression factor for each dimension of spacetime.

The scale of the cosmological constant induced by Standard Model fields then comes out

to be of the same order as what we expect for light Majorana neutrino masses, e.g., µvac ∼
Λ2
ew/M [51,52]. Experimentally, the cosmological constant scale is measured to be 0.002 eV from

astrophysics experiments [53] corresponding toM ∼ 1016 GeV. The value 0.002 eV is typical of the

range expected for light neutrino masses [54]. Next generation neutrino-less double beta decay

experiments expect to be sensitive to the theoretically interesting mass range [55,56].

With emergence, at energy scales much bigger than the scale of electroweak symmetry

breaking Higgs induced mass effects become small perturbations so the interactions appear

increasingly symmetric. Then, as one approaches within a few percent of the scale of emergence

one becomes sensitive to new higher dimensional operators which contain extra global symmetry

breaking. The system then becomes increasingly chaotic until we go through the emergence phase

transition to new unknown degrees of freedom above the scale of emergence. An analogy of this

phase transition would be like the transition from quarks to hadrons, except here in the deep

ultraviolet instead of in the infrared.

Within the emergence scenario, one would like to understand the universality class of the

Standard Model and the possible critical dimension associated with any (quantum) phase

transition that produces it. Might four spacetime dimensions be special for an emergent Standard

Model? What is the scale of emergence and might any phase transitions related to emergent

particle physics also be connected with the onset of inflation? At a deeper level might gravitation

and General Relativity also be emergent? For the universality class of the Standard Model there

are ideas based on string-net condensation [16] and Fermi points [18] motivated by phenomena

in quantum many-body physics.

The plan of this article is as follows. In Section 2 we give a brief review of gauge symmetries

in particle physics. Section 3 discusses ideas about possible emergent gauge symmetry in particle

physics. In Section 4 we discuss quantum many-body systems where emergent gauge symmetries

are observed with analogies to phenomena in particle physics. Lastly, Section 5 brings together the

key ideas and the challenges with looking for possible emergent phenomena in particle physics.

2. Gauge symmetries in particle physics and Lorentz invariance

In this Section we summarise key issues with gauge theories, working to mass dimension four,

which should also feature in any consistent theory of emergence.



5

rs
ta

.ro
ya

ls
o
c
ie

ty
p
u
b
lis

h
in

g
.o

rg
P

h
il.

T
ra

n
s
.

R
.

S
o
c
.

A
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

..................................................................

(a) Quantum Electrodynamics

Quantum Electrodynamics, QED, is described through the Lagrangian

L= ψ̄
(

iγµDµ −m
)

ψ − 1

4
FµνF

µν . (2.1)

Here ψ is the electron field and Aµ denotes the photon. The gauge covariant derivative Dµψ =

(∂µ + ieAµ)ψ gives the electron kinetic energy and the electron-photon interaction with e the

electric charge; Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ is the photon field tensor.

The QED Lagrangian can be derived by requiring invariance under the local U(1) gauge

transformation ψ→ eiω(x)ψ with the kinetic term ∂µψ replaced by the gauge covariant derivative

Dµψ with the photon field transforming as Aµ →Aµ + 1
e∂µω so that Dµψ→ eiω(x)Dµψ.

Maxwell’s equations are derived from the photon’s equations of motion,

∂µF
µν = jν (2.2)

with jν = ieψ̄γνψ, including Gauss’s Law ∇.E= ρ where E is the electric field E=−∂A/∂t−
∇A0 and ρ= ieψ†ψ.

Global symmetries are determined by the requirements of gauge invariance and

renormalisability, e.g., conserved electric charge corresponding to invariance under global U(1)

transformations and chiral symmetry with massless electrons.

Gauge invariance is interconnected with Lorentz symmetry. In general,Aµ does not transform

as a four-vector under Lorentz transformations but is supplemented by an additional gauge term.

Let U(ǫ) denote an infinitesimal unitary Lorentz transformation. One finds

U(ǫ)Aµ(x)U
−1(ǫ) =Aµ(x

′)− ǫµνA
ν(x′) +

∂Λ(x′, ǫ)

∂x′µ
(2.3)

where Λ is an operator gauge function. Gauge invariance ensures that the action remains Lorentz

invariant. The structure of Eq. (2.3) ensures that gauge invariant Maxwell equations are Lorentz

covariant [1,6].

Real photons come with two transverse polarisations whereas Aµ has also time and

longitudinal components which need not be considered dynamical degrees of freedom. For

example, canonical quantisation singles out A0 at the expense of manifest covariance. The time

component A0 commutes with all operators and is a c-number and not an operator in contrast

with the space components Ai. Gauss’s law then implies that ∇.A is also a c-number. Some

selection of "gauge fixing" (or constraint on the gauge fields) defines the dynamical degrees of

freedom in the book keeping of the calculation. By a suitable choice of gauge - the radiation or

Coulomb gauge, ∇.A=0 and A0 = 0 - only transverse degrees of freedom of the photon field

appear in calculations, though at the expense of manifest Lorentz and gauge covariance in the

formalism. Observables such as S-matrix elements are Lorentz covariant and independent of

gauge.

(b) Non-abelian Quantum Chromodynamics

In QCD Yang-Mills theory the fermions form an SU(3) triplet with the theory invariant under

rotations in SU(3) colour space ψ→Uψ, where U is an element of the gauge group. The QCD

gauge covariant derivative is Dµψ=
(

∂µ + ig3
λa

2 A
a
µ

)

ψ where Aa
µ are the gluon fields and

λa are the SU(3) Gell-Mann matrices that form the generators of SU(3). Under SU(3) gauge

transformations the gauge covariant derivative transforms as Dµ →UDµU
−1 with Aµ(x)→

Aµ
′(x) =UAµU

−1 + i
g3

(∂µU)U−1. The gluon field tensor Gµν = [Dµ, Dν ]− then induces non-

abelian 3 and 4 gluon interaction vertices with the gluons carrying colour charge as well as the

quarks.

The 3 gluon interaction vertex, in turn, induces asymptotic freedom whereby the

QCD coupling αs(Q
2) = g23/4π decreases logarithmically with increasing resolution or four-

momentum transfer squaredQ2 with which we probe the QCD system, in contrast to QED where
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the renormalised α rises slowly with increasing Q2. With αs rising in the infrared one finds

strongly interacting QCD with quark and gluon confinement. Only hadrons, colourless bound

states of quarks and gluons, exist in the ground state spectrum.

QCD Yang Mills also comes with non-trivial gluon topology. Gauge transformations come

in two kinds: small gauge transformations (e.g., associated with perturbative QCD) which are

topologically deformable to the identity and large transformations which change the topological

winding number [57]. The QCD vacuum is a superposition of vacuum states characterised by

different topological winding number, quantised in integer or fractional units, and delocalised

quark chirality so that each contributing vacuum state has zero net axial charge.

Under path integral quantisation, extra Fadeev-Popov ghost fields are introduced to preserve

consistency of the theory and to maintain unitarity. These ghost fields violate usual spin statistics

and arise only in loop diagrams as virtual particles with no free states. The ghost fields are non-

physical and enter loop diagrams as an artifact of using the path integral quantisation procedure.

Gauss Law in QCD is important in Hamiltonian lattice QCD [58]. The net colour electric flux

from each lattice site vanishes and ensures that the resulting Hilbert space is invariant under small

gauge transformations. For discussion of large gauge transformations, see Ref. [59].

(c) Higgs phenomena

Weak interactions are described by chiral SU(2)L interactions between left-handed quark and

lepton doublets mediated by massive W and Z gauge bosons. Mass terms for gauge bosons

violate gauge invariance without extra ingredients in the theory. This problem is resolved through

the Brout-Englert-Higgs (BEH) mechanism [60–64]. The gauge symmetry of the underlying

theory can be hidden in the ground state. The SU(2) gauge bosons couple to an extra complex

scalar doublet field φ which comes with the potential V (φ) = 1
2µ

2(φ∗φ) + 1
4λ(φ

∗φ)2. Here λ> 0

for vacuum stability, viz., a minimum of the potential. The case µ2 < 0 comes with classical

degenerate minima signaling spontaneous symmetry breaking phenomena.

In the Standard Model this is most transparent when formulated in unitary gauge where

massless Goldstone modes decouple, being "eaten" to become the longitudinal modes of the

massive W and Z bosons, conserving the number of degrees of freedom. The fourth component

of the BEH field φ is the scalar Higgs particle, discovered at CERN in 2012 with mass 125 GeV.

The BEH mechanism ensures renormalisability [65–67], with perturbative unitarity ensured with

the Higgs mass measured at the LHC. Conversely, consistent high energy behaviour requires

Yang-Mills structure with massive gauge bosons when one goes beyond massive QED [68–71].

The BEH mechanism comes with a subtlety. Elitzur’s theorem tells us that there is no gauge

invariant order parameter associated with the BEH mechanism (since gauge symmetry does not

act on physical states) [72]. Spontaneous symmetry breaking is defined relative to the choice of

gauge, e.g., the unitary gauge, with all gauge choices being physically equivalent [73].

There is a related issue with the definition of asymptotic states. Gauge symmetries are

properties of internal degrees of freedom with the physical Hilbert space gauge invariant. This

means that gauge symmetries do not connect physical particle states. For the Standard Model,

particle states defined via gauge singlet composite operators involving the fermion doublets

and gauge bosons plus the Higgs doublet were considered in Ref. [74] in the context of a

"confinement phase" model and Refs. [75,76], where the propagators corresponding to the gauge

singlet composite operators were found to be coincident with perturbative Standard Model ones

at leading order in the Higgs vacuum expectation value. Compositeness here has nothing to do

with real bound states and binding energy. The decoration Higgs-ghost fields just produce singlet

fields while the Higgs-ghosts are transporting away the gauge degrees of freedom. This is just

the situation we have when working in the unitary gauge. These fields are the gauge orbits of

the unitary fields and do not change the physics at all as we know it. The bookkeeping within a

calculation looks very different though [77,78].

Similar issues will arise with Elitzur’s theorem and the definition of quasiparticle states with

coupling to emergent Yang-Mills fields in quantum many-body systems.
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(d) The Weinberg-Witten theorem and emergent gauge bosons

The Weinberg-Witten theorem [79] is sometimes quoted as a strong constraint on ideas about

possible emergent or composite (massless) gauge bosons. However, it does come with loopholes

with exemptions for photons in QED, gluons in QCD, W and Z bosons and possible gravitons [80].

The theorem comes in two parts and states:

1. A theory that allows the construction of a Lorentz-covariant conserved four-vector current

Jµ cannot contain massless fields of spin j > 1
2 with nonvanishing values of the conserved charge∫

J0d3x.

2. A theory that allows the construction of a conserved Lorentz-covariant energy-momentum

tensor θµν for which
∫
θ0νd3x is the energy-momentum four-vector cannot contain massless

particles of spin j > 1.

This theorem is evaded by the gauge bosons of Standard Model interactions. For QED the

photon does not carry the charge of the electromagnetic current. Weak interactions are mediated

by massive W and Z bosons with masses coming from the BEH mechanism. The gauge boson

masses get them around the theorem. In QCD the current either contains just quark degrees

of freedom, so that the gluon is not charged under it, or is gauge dependent and therefore not

covariant. There is also the issue of confinement that free massless gluons do not exist in Nature.

With possible gravitons associated with any quantised version of General Relativity, likewise the

graviton not charged under a Lorentz covariant current.

3. Emergent Gauge Symmetries and Particle Physics

Where might our gauge symmetries come from?

With particle physics, emergence has the leptons, quarks, gauge and Higgs bosons as the stable

long-range collective excitations of some critical statistical system that sits close to the Planck

scale. Any phase transition associated with emergence might be connected with criticality and

the stability of the Standard Model Higgs vacuum. Physics above the scale of emergence would

most likely be described by different degrees of freedom with different physical laws.

Motivated by experience in quantum many-body physics, one thinks of quantum-like phase

transitions to give emergent gauge fields. If the long range asymptote of a critical Planck system

is a renormalisable quantum field theory with massless vector particles, then renormalisability

implies gauge invariance with the massless vector excitations.

As emphasised by Jegerlehner [30,37], vacuum stability below the phase transition of

emergence would impose constraints on particle masses, including the Higgs mass so the

hierarchy puzzle (why the Higgs mass squared is very much less than the Planck mass

squared despite a quadratically divergent counterterm with renormalisation) may be resolved

via environmental selection. An emergent Standard Model comes with a tower of higher

dimensional operators with new global symmetry violations suppressed by powers of the scale

of emergence. There is a usual assumption of exact gauge invariance in each term in the higher

dimensional operator tower. Possible gauge symmetry violations in higher dimensional operators

are discussed in Ref. [38].

If the coefficient of the Higgs mass counterterm were to cross zero with running Standard

Model couplings below Planck scale and below the scale of emergence, this would trigger an

additional first order phase transition which might be important for inflation [81]. The scale where

this crossing takes place is calculation dependent, not below the Planck mass in [52], about 1016

GeV in [30] with a stable vacuum, and 1020 GeV in [82] and much above the Planck scale in [33]

and [83] with a metastable vacuum.

In the context of possible emergence from a statistical system deep in the ultraviolet, it is

interesting also to note that the Ising model with no external magnetic field has the same vacuum

equation of state as the cosmological constant [84].

One can also find emergent symmetries through renormalisation flow and the decoupling

of heavy ultraviolet gauge and Lorentz violating terms in the infrared (but keeping with same
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fundamental boson and fermion fields as degrees of freedom) so that gauge and Lorentz

symmetries emerge in connection with an infared fixed point in the renormalisation group. Here,

examples with detailed calculations are given by Wetterich [23] and by Nielsen and collaborators

[24–26].

In other ideas, Bjorken [38,40] has considered the photon as a Nambu-Goldstone boson

associated with spontaneous breaking of Lorentz symmetry, SBLS. Experimentally, Lorentz

invariance is known to work to very high accuracy with no deviations observed in experiments

including from low-energy precision measurements (including with anti-matter) through to the

highest energy cosmic ray and neutrino events – see e.g. [85]. In Ref. [38,40] SBLS is taken with

scale ≈M , close to the scale of UV completion. The net vector fieldAµ is taken asAµ = aµ +Mnµ
with aµ is the physical photon field and nµ is a unit timelike vector characterising the SBLS.

Motivated by experimental constraints on Lorentz invariance, possible violations of Lorentz

invariance were phenomenologically conjectured to be of order δ(LV)∼ µvac/M where µvac is

the cosmological constant scale with µvac ∼Λ2
ew/M with Λew the scale of electroweak symmetry

breaking. [38,86]. That is, Lorentz violations are here conjectured to arise just as some power of

µvac/M . With SBLS the preferred reference frame in this formalism is naturally identified with

the frame where the cosmic microwave background is locally at rest. Note that the cosmological

constant scale here µvac ∼Λ2
ew/M is the same as that found with the emergence arguments in

Section 1, with details discussed by Bass and Krzysiak in Refs. [51,52].

In an alternative approach, Chkareuli, Froggart and Nielsen [41] considered possible SBLS

together with an additional requirement of non-observability of all Lorentz non-invariant SBLS

terms. Here one again considers the form Aµ = aµ +Mnµ in the general Lagrangian density

restricted to terms of mass dimension four or less. The contribution Mnµ represents a classical

background field appearing when the vector field Aµ develops a vacuum expectation value. For

QED this involves the extra terms

1

2
M2

AAµA
µ +

f

4
AµA

µ.AνA
ν (3.1)

where the mass term MA and interaction coupling f are to be fixed. Requiring non-observability

of terms involving nµ, so that the net term involving n vanishes, corresponds to requiring

M2 = f = 0 for the coefficients of the possible gauge symmetry violating terms proportional to

the square of the vector field. Otherwise one has to impose an additional gauge fixing term

n.a= 0 which is inconsistent with the Lorentz gauge ∂µaµ = 0 taken as already imposed on the

vector field aµ. This argument can be readily generalised to non-abelian gauge fields. The vector

fields become the source for the gauge symmetry with the SBLS converted into gauge degrees of

freedom of the massless vector fields. This scenario compares with the usual picture with gauge

invariance being the source for the vector gauge fields.

Besides ideas on the possible emergence of Standard Model gauge symmetries below a scale

deep in the ultraviolet, about 1016 GeV or more, ideas have also been considered where gauge

bosons and perhaps also the quarks and leptons are constructed as composites of some more

primordial fermions on a distance scale large compared to 1016 GeV - see e.g. Refs. [87–89]. These

models tend to predict new states in the LHC energy range that so far have not been seen in the

experiments.

4. Emergent Gauge Symmetries in Quantum Condensed Matter

Systems

Emergent gauge symmetries are a characteristic of quantum condensed matter systems with

long range entanglement and topological order. Here, emergent gauge symmetries were first

found in the low energy limit of the Fermi-Hubbard model of electron systems by Anderson and

collaborators [11,12]. This model is important in discussions of high temperature superconductors

and quantum spin liquids [13–15] as well as in quantum simulations of gauge theories [90].
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The Fermi-Hubbard model with a two dimensional lattice serves as an important and useful

prototype model to explain the key concepts and ideas. In this Section we first review how

emergent gauge symmetries arise in this system. With particle physics in mind, we then briefly

discuss 3+1 dimensional string-nets (involving qubit chains in a lattice environment) explored

by Levin and Wen [16,91,92] as a model of electrons and photons with extension to quarks and

gluons. Here one finds emergent gauge fields plus fermions as fluctuations and defects of long

range entanglement. Finally, we describe work by Volovik [18,19] on the A-phase of superfluid
3He where the quasiparticles include gapless chiral fermions and SU(2) gauge fields and which

may be used for simulating many Standard Model particle physics phenomena. Here one also

finds emergent Lorentz invariance and emergent gravity.

Long range entanglement [93,94] is a universal property of quantum many-body systems,

insensitive to microscopic details of the Hamiltonian. The following dancing analogy [95] is

helpful to understand the difference between topological order and symmetry-breaking with an

associated order parameter. First, with symmetry-breaking orders, every particle/spin, or every

pair of particles/spins, dances by itself, and they all dance in the same way (corresponding to

the long-range order). With topological order one has a global dance, where every particle/spin

is dancing with every other particle/spin in a collective and very organised fashion, not just

fermions dancing in pairs. Global dancing patterns are a collective effect produced from various

local dancing rules which corresponds to a pattern of long range entanglement. Transformations

between states with different long range entanglement patterns are described by topological

phase transitions. In the context of quantum computers, with long range entanglement the

time taken for disentanglement depends on the size of the system, whereas for short range

entanglement it is size independent. More formal definition in terms of unitary evolution and

Hilbert space constructions is given in Refs. [96,97].

(a) The Fermi-Hubbard model and its low energy limit

The Fermi-Hubbard model describes electron behaviour in an atomic lattice. One considers a

lattice of atoms supporting only single a atomic state, which can hold up to two electrons with

opposite spins. The electrons interact with the potential of a static lattice of ions. One neglects any

motion of the ion lattice, being only interested in interactions of electrons and not in dynamical

lattice effects, such as phonons. The electrons interact via Coulomb repulsion. One assumes that

all except the lowest band have very high energies and are, thus, energetically unavailable. Also,

that the remaining band has rotational symmetry. The electron hopping matrix, which describes

electron motion from one lattice site to another, depends just on the distance between lattice

sites. Finally, one restricts to nearest neighbour interactions (with underlying matrix elements

decreasing fast with increasing distance).

The Fermi-Hubbard model Hamiltonian then has two terms: a hopping term between nearest

neighbour sites with coupling strength t, plus an "on-site" Fermi-Hubbard repulsion term U ,

H=−t
∑

(ij)σ

c†iσcjσ + U
∑

i

c†i↑ci↑c
†
i↓ci↓. (4.1)

Here a square lattice is assumed where ij are nearest neighbour bonds. c†iσ and ciσ are the creation

and annihilation Fock operators for electrons with spin 1
2 on site i. The first term prefers non-

localisation whereas the second prefers localisation with just one electron on each lattice site.

Extra "doping" terms can be included by adding a chemical potential.

In the low-energy Mott limit U ≫ t the Fermi-Hubbard system behaves as an insulator. (With

extra doping terms described by adding a chemical potential, it becomes a model for describing

high temperature superconductors.) Treating the hopping term as a perturbation and keeping

the leading term evaluated using Rayleigh-Schrödinger perturbation theory, the Fermi-Hubbard

model reduces to the Heisenberg magnet Hamiltonian.
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For the half filled system one finds

Heff = J
∑

i,j

(c†iασαβciβ).(c
†
jασαβcjβ) (4.2)

where J = 4t2/U , the σ denote SU(2) Pauli matrices, and one has the constraint c†jαcjα = 1.

The strongly correlated electron system can be described using a slave-particle representation

using auxiliary fermion and boson operators. One writes the c-electron Fock operators as a

combination of "spinon" f -electrons carrying spin and no electric charge, and spinless "holons"

which carry the electric charge, that is, with spin-charge separation; for a review see Ref. [98].

In the low-energy Fermi-Hubbard model with half filling the spin operators appearing in the

product in Eq, (4.2) are chargeless and the low energy system can be written just in terms of the

f -electrons, c 7→ f in Eq. (4.2).

The Hamiltonian (4.2) has the important local gauge symmetry f†jσ → eiθjf†jσ . The Fermi-

Hubbard system exhibits entanglement and quantum correlations in its ground state in the U ≫ t

limit [15].

The Hamiltonian Eq. (4.2) can also be expressed in the form [11]

Heff = J
∑

ij

b†ijbij (4.3)

where b†ij = (1/
√
2)(f†i↑f

†
j↓ − f†i↓f

†
j↑) are bosonic single (two electron) creation and annihilation

operators, which are important in the RVB theory of superconductivity [99,100]. These two

electron excitations might form a Bose Einstein condensate. Through Elitzur’s theorem the

thermal average 〈bij〉= 0 at all temperatures.

The model system Eq. (4.2) also exhibits a local SU(2) gauge symmetry. To see this, first

consider the electron operators (f1, f2) and (f
†
2 ,−f

†
1 ) which transform as SU(2) spin doublets.

These are combined to form the matrix

Ψ =

(

f1 f2

f†2 −f†1

)

(4.4)

which transforms under global SU(2), Ψ → Ψg. One can define a second local SU(2) by Ψ → hΨ .

Here g and h denote SU(2) rotations, viz. ei~σ.~ω/2 where ~σ denotes the SU(2) Pauli matrices and

~ω is spacetime independent for g and spacetime dependent for h. Spin operators for global SU(2)

can be written S = 1
2Ψ

†ΨσT where σT is the transpose of σ. Since Ψ† → g†Ψ†h† it follows that

the spin operators are invariant under local SU(2). That is, the Heisenberg interaction is invariant

under local SU(2) gauge transformations with h denoting an element of the gauge group.

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (4.2) can be written in terms of the spin operators as

Heff = J/4
∑

i,j

(tr Ψ†
i Ψiσ

T).(tr Ψ†
j Ψjσ

T). (4.5)

The local gauge symmetry within the Heisenberg model acts trivially on the spin operators but

becomes interesting within the large U limit of the Fermi-Hubbard model with electron operators

at half filling. This is a consequence of the redundancy of parametrising spin operators by electron

operators. Note that it is the "spinon" f -electrons that feel the emergent SU(2) gauge symmetry

here rather than it being a property of the charged c-electrons of QED which appear in the more

general Fermi-Hubbard Hamiltonian Eq. (4.1).

The emergent gauge symmetry seen here comes with an energy barrier. Local SU(2) gauge

invariance is valid up to below the Mott-Hubbard energy gap. For large but finite U there is an

approximate gauge symmetry in the sense that it is only broken in the sector of the Hilbert space

containing high energy states with energies of order U .

Adding in a new spin one gauge field gives the net Lagrangian

L=
1

2

∑

j

tr Ψ†
j

(

i
∂

∂t
+Bj

)

Ψj −Heff (4.6)
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with the gauge field B = 1
2σ.B transforming as B→ h(B + i(∂/∂t))h† under the local SU(2)

gauge transformations associated with h. The three components of B act as Lagrange multipliers

and guarantee the half filled system with constraint of one particle per site [12].

We refer to Ref. [14] for detailed discussion of the phase diagram of the Fermi-Hubbard

model including confinement and Higgs phases, as well as application to high temperature

superconductors.

(b) String-net condensation

In 3+1 dimensions string-net condensation has been proposed as a topological phase model for

emergent electrons and photons, as well as quarks and gluons. String-net condensed states are

liquids of fluctuating networks of strings. A condensate is formed from extended structures rather

than particles. Strings correspond to massless spin-one particles and the ends to fermions [16,91,

92].

The idea starts with a lattice structure with spin zero bosons – qubits. These can form a string

structure with occupied sites building on an empty "vacuum". Condensation of these strings can

occur as separate to condensation of individual bosons. One introduces an energy penalty for

strings that end or change type in empty space. Strings then arrange themselves to minimise the

energy into effective extended objects. These strings can condense beyond any condensation of

individual boson sites into a Bose Einstein condensate. With excitations above the condensate,

closed strings correspond to spin one gauge bosons and the ends of open strings correspond

to spin 1
2 fermions satisfying Fermi-Dirac statistics. That is, light waves become collective

excitations of the string-nets, and electrons correspond to one end of string. Strings vibrate in

two dimensions. One obtains two physical degrees of freedom, just as there are two transverse

photon polarisations. This picture can be generalised to an emergent QCD with non-abelian SU(3)

gauge degrees of freedom [16].

With string-net condensation, gauge theory becomes a theory for long range entanglement.

One prediction is that all fermionic excitations must carry some gauge charges. Fermions are the

topological defects of long range entanglement.

Chiral degrees of freedom remain a more open issue here, perhaps related to issues of how to

include chiral fermions on the lattice.

In condensed matter physics in 2+1 dimensions string-nets may be important for

understanding quantum spin liquids. The mineral Herbertsmithite with Kagome lattice structure

was discovered to exhibit properties of a quantum spin liquid [101] (whether gapped or gapless)

with possible string-net like structure; for recent discussion see Ref. [97].

(c) Fermi points and emergent gauge symmetries in 3He-A

The low temperature A-phase of superfluid 3He exhibits similar structure to the particle physics

Standard Model. One finds an emergent gauge symmetry. The quasiparticles involve SU(2) gauge

bosons as well as gapless chiral fermions associated with Fermi points in momentum space [18,

19].

The key physics involves the topology of the energy spectrum of fermion quasiparticles in

momentum space. Fermion quasiparticles are gapped except close to two Fermi pointsE =±cσ.p
corresponding to emergent chiral fermions with limiting velocity c and chirality ±1. A Fermi

point is a topologically stable hedgehog in momentum space. Close to these Fermi points one

finds emergence of massless chiral fermions, gauge invariance and gauge bosons, an emergent

gravity and Lorentz invariance. The ordinary spin degree of freedom is perceived by an inner

observer as local SU(2), like weak isospin in particle physics. This gauged SU(2) is dynamical as

it represents some collective motion of the fermionic vacuum. The emergent gauge symmetry

appears only in the low energy limit. With fermion quasiparticles related by global discrete

symmetries and the action for gauge bosons obtained by integrating over fermions, one can obtain

the same limiting velocity and same Lorentz invariance for each species of quasiparticle [18].
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The A-phase of 3He exhibits extra phenomena of relativistic quantum field theory such as the

chiral anomaly. Further, there is an interesting application with the "cosmological constant" for

the Helium superfluid. For a bubble of 3He, the effective cosmological constant vanishes except

for a surface term which scales as an inverse power of the bubble radius, just as the cosmological

constant in cosmology scales as the inverse square of the Hubble radius with a de Sitter Universe

dominated by dark energy.

5. Conclusions

One of big surprises of the LHC is that the particle physics Standard Model works so well.

The Standard Model is mathematically valid up to the Planck scale. The Higgs vacuum without

coupling to any undiscovered new particles sits very close to the border of stable and metastable

with the Higgs self-coupling perhaps crossing zero deep in the ultraviolet. The vacuum stability

depends sensitively on the values of particle masses and Standard Model gauge couplings,

suggesting some infrared-ultraviolet correspondence.

These observations have led to renewed thinking that perhaps the Standard Model gauge

symmetries and particles might be emergent below an energy scale close to the Planck scale. In

this case, the usual Standard Model would be supplemented with a tower of higher dimensional

operator contributions, like in effective field theory, with extra global symmetry breaking in

the higher dimensional operators suppressed by powers of the large scale of emergence. The

light neutrino masses have a simple interpretation in this picture if the neutrinos are Majorana

particles, as does the cosmological constant.

Gauge symmetries are interconnected with Lorentz invariance. Any emergent gauge

symmetry might perhaps be accompanied by emergent Lorentz invariance or spontaneously

broken Lorentz symmetry, with effects of SBLS suppressed by at least some powers of the large

scale of emergence.

In seeking to understand the physics of a possible emergent Standard Model, it may be

helpful to look at quantum many-body systems involving quantum phase transitions with long

range entanglement where the building blocks of particle physics are observed, viz., emergent

gauge symmetries, Lorentz invariance and spin statistics, Higgs phenomena and chiral fermions.

Emergent gauge symmetries are also an important part of quantum simulations of quantum field

theories.

At a deeper level in the fundamental structure of matter, the origin of "quantum" is also an

open puzzle with quantum physics itself possibly emergent [102–104]. For an emergent Standard

Model the degrees of freedom above the scale of emergence remain an open question, perhaps

not directly accessible to experiments.

What might be the universality class and critical dimension for an emergent particle physics

Standard Model? How might the scale of emergence be connected to vacuum stability (with the

Higgs self-coupling perhaps crossing zero in the deep ultraviolet) and the onset of primordial

inflation? Might General Relativity also be emergent below the Planck scale? Our quest to answer

these fundamental questions concerning the deep structure of matter and spacetime can only

benefit from fruitful interaction between particle physics, cosmology and quantum physics.
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