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the Planck scale. For spectral values approaching the
Planck scale and above, the spectral function becomes
sensitive to the ultraviolet (UV) completion of gravity
and non-perturbative techniques are required for its de-
termination.

Spectral renormalisation group.— To establish the ex-
istence of (4) for the graviton, we set up a functional
renormalisation group (fRG) approach for Lorentzian
quantum field theories, utilising the spectral functional
framework developed in [35, 36]. This approach is based
on a modified dispersion p2 → p2 +Rk(p2), where we use
the Lorentz-invariant choice

Rk = Zφ k
2 . (5)

This is a Callan-Symanzik (CS) cutoff including the on-
shell wave-function renormalisation Zφ of the fluctuation
fields φ = (hµν , cµ, c̄µ). The virtue of (5) is that it effec-
tively shifts the on-shell condition by k2 to larger values
without introducing poles or cuts into the propagator. In
turn, using a standard momentum-dependent Lorentz-
invariant regulator Rk(p2) necessarily introduces poles
and cuts in the complex plane. In this case, (2) does not
hold at finite k. Hence, for the purpose of the present
study, we use (5) which does not spoil (2) from the outset.

While the cutoff (5) is best suited to extract spectral
data (2), it comes at a price: the corresponding fRG
flow requires additional renormalisation because the stan-
dard UV divergences and counter terms resurface [37].
In practice, local divergent parts of the flow must be
absorbed in the definition of classical parameters in the
(bare) cutoff-dependent effective action. Here, this is done
using analytic dimensional regularisation, which respects
the symmetries of the theory including gauge and dif-
feomorphism invariance, see [35, 36]. Overall, this leads
to a well-defined finite flow for effective actions Γk with
Euclidean or Lorentzian signature,

∂tΓk[φ] =
1

2
TrGk[φ] ∂tRk − ∂tSct,k[φ] . (6)

Here, Rk is the matrix of all regulators for the differ-
ent modes of the graviton and the ghost. Similarly,

Gk[φ] = 1/(Γ
(2)
k [φ] +Rk) with Γ

(2)
k ≡ δ2Γk/δφδφ is the

field-dependent propagator (matrix) at scale k, and we
have introduced the ‘RG time’ parameter t = ln k/kref

with a reference scale kref.
The spectral flow (6) can be derived from the standard

finite Wetterich flow [38] with spatial momentum regu-
lators Rk(~p 2) → Zφk

2 and Lorentzian signature. For a
discussion of other real-time fRG approaches see e.g. [11].
These regulators also preserve the spectral representation
but break Lorentz invariance. The latter is restored in
the above limit, in which also the counter terms ∂tSct,k

emerge naturally in a well-defined limit of finite flows.
With (6) at hand, we can provide explicit flow equations

for the graviton propagator (2) or vertices. For example,
the flow for the graviton two-point function follows from
(6) through a vertex expansion of Γk[φ] about vanishing

∂tΓ
(hh)
k = − 1

2
+ − 2 − ∂tS

(hh)
ct,k

Figure 1. RG flow (6) of the inverse graviton propagator
with double (dotted) lines representing the graviton (ghosts),
dots indicating vertices, and the cross denoting the regulator
insertion (5).

fluctuation field φ = 0. It is extracted from the graviton

TT mode whose scalar propagator reads Ghh = (Γ
(hh)
TT +

Rk)−1, with

Γ
(hh)
TT (p) = Zh(p)(p2 + µk2) . (7)

Here Zh(p) is the momentum-dependent graviton wave
function, and µ the on-shell graviton mass parameter
in units of k. With this parametrisation, the graviton
propagator Ghh has a pole at m2

h = k2(1 + µ), c.f., the
delta-peak in the spectral function in (4). The on-shell
wave-function renormalisation Zh ≡ Zh(p2 = −m2

h) in (4)
and (5) plays a key role in what follows. Note that the
Lorentzian signature is key for this on-shell definition.

Schematically, the non-perturbative flow for the gravi-
ton two-point function is displayed in Fig.1. Apart from
regulator insertions and prefactors, it resembles one-loop
diagrams, though with non-perturbative propagators and
vertices. We further need the flow of gravitational vertices,
in particular the three-graviton vertex. Here, we limit
ourselves to vertices at vanishing momentum, where we
may exploit equations derived in Euclidean signature as
these fall back onto their Lorentzian counterparts required
here [39, 40]. Differences in the technical setup are sub-
leading as long as the mass parameter stays away from
off-shell poles, and the graviton anomalous dimension
ηh = −∂t lnZh remains small.

Flow of the graviton spectral function.— Finally, we are
in a position to provide an explicit non-perturbative flow
for the graviton spectral function (4). Using the flow for
the graviton propagator with (2) and (3), we find

∂tρh = −2 ImG2
hh

(
∂tΓ

(hh)
TT + ∂tRk

)
, (8)

where the right-hand side is evaluated at p = −i(λ+ iε),
and the present spectral approach allows to take this limit
analytically, see [35, 36]. Using the spectral representation
(2) for both gravitons and ghosts, all diagrams in Fig.1
are now expressed as integrals over spectral values and a
dimensionally regularised loop momentum. This reads

∂tΓ
(hh)
TT

∣∣∣
3-point

=

3∏
i=1

∫ ∞
0

dλ2
i

2π
ρh(λi) I3-point(p, {λj}) ,

(9)

for the diagram with graviton three-point vertices (second
diagram in Fig.1), and similarly for the other diagrams.
The three spectral values relate to the three propagators
in the diagram, and the function I3-point accounts for
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Figure 2. UV-IR connecting trajectory showing the dimen-
sionless Newton coupling g, the graviton mass parameter µ,
and the graviton wave-function renormalisation Zh.

all tensor contractions and a remaining loop momentum
integration. The latter integral can be performed analyt-
ically. In (9), we only need the spectral function (4) at
~p = 0 due to Lorentz invariance. For the single-graviton
delta-peak, also the λi integrals in (9) can be performed
straightforwardly, leading to closed analytic flows.

The graviton spectral function is obtained by integrat-
ing the flow (8). In the present work, we solve (8) without
feeding back fh on the right-hand side. This contribution
is subleading and will be considered elsewhere.

Single-graviton peak.— We start the presentation of
results with the flow of the single-graviton delta-peak.
Remarkably, our on-shell flows do not suffer from poles in
the graviton propagator (µ = −1) which are commonplace
in off-shell studies. The three-graviton vertex, evaluated
at vanishing momentum, provides the flow for Newton’s
coupling GN(k) = g(k)/k2 with an asymptotically safe
UV fixed point

(g, ηh, µ)
∣∣
∗ = (1.06, 0.96, −0.34) . (10)

The scaling exponents θ = 2.49± 3.17 i compare well with
those found in Euclidean studies. In order to connect the
short-distance fixed point (10) with general relativity (1)
at large distances we impose the boundary conditions

(GN(k), Zh(k), k2µ(k))
∣∣
k→0

= (GN, 1,−2Λ) , (11)

where we have identified the infrared (IR) mass term
with the cosmological constant in (1). Note that for
normalisable spectral functions with

∫
λρ(λ)dλ = 1 as

that for asymptotic states, the on-shell value of the wave
function follows from this normalisation and is larger than
one. The on-shell choice Zh = 1 is only possible as ρh
cannot be normalised:

∫
λρh(λ)dλ = ∞ following from

its scaling in the asymptotically safe UV regime, see [24].
For now, we demand Λ to vanish. Besides being viable

phenomenologically, it also ensures that the on-shell con-
dition on a flat Minkowski background remains satisfied.
The resulting RG trajectory for (g, Zh, µ) is displayed in

∼ pη
∗
h−2

∼ p2

∼ ln p2

Ghh

Ghh − 1/p2

10−2 10−1 100 101 102
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100

101

∼ λη
∗
h−2

λ [Mpl]

ρ
h
[1
/M

2 p
l]

Figure 3. The spectral function of the graviton. The inset
shows the reconstructed Euclidean propagator (full line) and
the subleading logarithm (dashed).

Fig. 2, with the Planck scale set to M2
pl = 1/GN. We

observe that Zh → 1 becomes a constant in the IR while it
scales as ∼ kηh in the UV, whereas g and −µ show scaling
∼ k2 in the IR and settle at fixed points in the UV. The
spike for g around the Planck scale can be traced back to
the complex conjugate nature of the scaling exponents.

Multi-graviton continuum.— The multi-graviton con-
tinuum is found by integrating the flow (8) with (4)
along the trajectory displayed in Fig. 2. Notice also
that, structurally, the flow is proportional to θ(λ2 − 4m2

h)
with the largest contribution at the threshold. Conse-
quently, the spectral function at spectral value λ is pre-
dominantly built from quantum fluctuations at the scale
k ≈ λ/(2√1 + µ) which supports our present approxima-
tion of dropping the multi-graviton continuum fh on the
right-hand side of the flow. Our result for fh is shown in
Fig.3. The function fh approaches a constant for spectral
values below the Planck scale, and scales as ∼ λη∗h−2 for
spectral values above the Planck scale. The spike near
the Planck scale can be traced back to the complex con-
jugate scaling exponents, as was the case for g. These
results compare well with the recent reconstruction of the
graviton spectral function from Euclidean data [24].

Note also that the finite value of the spectral function
in the limit of vanishing spectral values seen in Fig. 3
implies the presence of a subleading logarithm in the
Euclidean propagator Ghh ∼ p−2 −Ah ln p2+ subleading,
as highlighted in the inset. The coefficient Ah is univer-
sal (regulator-independent) but gauge-dependent [24, 41]
and can be determined within effective theory, giving
Ah = 61/(60π) ≈ 0.32. On the other hand, integrating

the flow ∂tfh results in Ah = 35/(9
√

3)− 11/(2π) ≈ 0.49.
The difference is due to the neglected feedback of fh, and
serves as an indicator for subleading corrections. We con-
clude that our approximation does not affect the leading
behaviour of the propagator or global characteristics of
the spectral function.

With the spectral function at hand and using (2), we
have access to the propagator in the whole complex mo-
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Figure 4. Real and imaginary part of the graviton propagator in the complex plane. The dashed line indicates the timelike axis.

mentum plane. The real and imaginary parts of the
propagator are depicted in Fig. 4 in the whole complex
plane, where we excluded the pole contribution in the
real part, and the timelike axis is indicated by the dashed
line. Both parts vanish for asymptotically large p in the
complex plane. Moreover, the real part displays a unique
pole at vanishing p (not shown in Fig.4), while the imag-
inary part shows a branch cut along the Lorentzian axis.

Cosmological constant.— Next, we turn to Lorentzian
quantum gravity with a non-vanishing cosmological con-
stant. On de Sitter (dS) or anti-de Sitter (AdS) back-
grounds, the classical graviton and ghost continue to be
massless, and graviton vertices are deformed in compar-
ison with flat backgrounds. Since alterations of the ge-
ometry are relevant for large spatial distances, we expect
to find modifications of the graviton spectral function at
low spectral values. We continue to use flat backgrounds
as above, meaning that our setup at Λ 6= 0 becomes an
off-shell expansion. For simplified trajectories

GN(k) =
g∗

k2 + g∗M2
pl

, (12)

for Newton’s coupling, the spectral flows admit analytic so-
lutions which facilitate the present qualitative discussion.
In (12), g∗ takes the role of a free parameter. Further-
more, we neglect the ghost contributions. The respective
UV fixed point of the spectral function is governed by

µ∗ =
−g∗

cµ + g∗
, η∗h =

2g∗

2cη + g∗
, (13)

with (cµ, cη) = (1.77, 0.49) known analytically and pro-
vided in the supplement. Using g∗ = 1.06 from (10),
we find µ∗ = −0.38 and η∗h = 1.04, both values being
approximately 10% off, see (10). This indicates that the
ghost contributions are indeed subleading.

The flow is readily integrated analytically with the IR

boundary conditions (11), to wit

Zh(k) =

(
1 +

1

cη η∗h

k2

M2
pl

)− 1
2η

∗
h

,

µ(k) = µ∗ − 2Λ

k2
+
c1M

2
pl − 2Λ

k2

[
Zh(k)−c2 − 1

]
, (14)

with c1 = 2.17 g∗/(1.77 + g∗) and c2 = 0.45 (further
details including analytical expressions for all coefficients
can be found in the supplement).

A few comments are in order. For g∗ taking real positive
values, the graviton anomalous dimension ranges within
η∗h ∈ (0, 2). We therefore have Zh → 1 in the IR, and
Zh → 0 in the UV with a power-law that mildly depends
on g∗, reminiscent of the full solution for Λ = 0 (Fig.2).
The crossover sets in at scales k2/M2

pl ≈ cηη∗h which are
close to but smaller than the Planck scale. Remarkably,
the short distance mass parameter is constrained within
the narrow range µ∗ ∈ (−1, 0) and only takes negative
values. From the explicit result (14), and also observ-

10−2 10−1 100 101 102
10−1

100

101

102

λ [Mpl]

ρ
h
[1
/M

2 p
l]

Λ = 0

Λ = 10−2M2
pl

Λ = −10−2M2
pl

Figure 5. Enhancement (or suppression) of the spectral
function due to a positive (or negative) cosmological constant.
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ing c2η
∗
h < 1, it is evident that the mass parameter µ(k)

interpolates smoothly between µ∗ in the UV and the cos-
mological constant −2Λ/k2 in the IR. We conclude that
(12) and (14) are viable approximate solutions interpo-
lating between an asymptotically safe fixed point and
general relativity with a cosmological constant.

Following the same steps as before, we can now find
the graviton spectral function for Λ 6= 0 by integrating
the spectral flow (8) with (4) along the trajectories (12)
and (14). Our results are illustrated in Fig.5. Most no-
tably, we observe that a positive or negative cosmological
constant does not affect the spectral function for spec-
tral values above λ &

√
|8Λ|. For lower spectral values,

however, the geometry leaves an imprint. For AdS back-
grounds, the cosmological constant acts like a mass term
which leads to a suppression. Conversely, the spectral
function is enhanced for dS backgrounds because Λ > 0
acts like a negative mass-squared term.

The off-shell effects due to the cosmological constant
become even more pronounced if the ghost contributions
are retained since the single-ghost peak remains on-shell
at k2 compared to the off-shell single-graviton peak at
m2
h = k2(1 + µ). We find that for AdS backgrounds (at

µ = 3), off-shell gravitons can directly scatter into the on-
shell multi-ghost continuum and the flow of fh diverges,
while it stays finite for dS backgrounds. In this off-shell
computation, the flat Minkowski background bears simi-
larities to an external electric or magnetic field in QED.
External backgrounds or boundary conditions can intro-
duce driving forces or friction that constantly feed or
suppress scattering processes, which then destroy unitar-
ity much like in open quantum systems. This analogy
allows for a heuristic interpretation of the AdS singularity
in the flow: there the off-shell background serves as a
driving force for graviton scattering processes. We expect
that full on-shell AdS flows with ghost contributions re-
mains finite. Then, graviton and ghost are both on-shell
massless, and it is the off-shell shift of mass scales that
triggers the divergence.

Discussion & Conclusion.— We have put forward the
first direct computation of the graviton spectral func-
tion in quantum gravity. The spectral function shows a
massless one-graviton peak and a positive multi-graviton
scattering continuum (Fig. 3), interpolating between a

constant part for small and an asymptotically safe scal-
ing regime for large spectral values. While the spectral
function can always be defined as the imaginary part of
the retarded propagator (3), the KL spectral representa-
tion (2) only holds if the propagator has no poles or cuts
in the half plane defined by complex frequencies with a
positive Euclidean part. Therefore, it is quite remarkable
that the graviton spectral function and propagator indeed
obey the KL spectral representation (2). This noteworthy
result should be contrasted with the unclear situation in
non-Abelian gauge theories where a similar understanding
has not yet been achieved [34, 35, 42–45].

On the technical side, and to ensure that the KL rep-
resentation (2) is not inadvertently spoiled by the mo-
mentum cutoff, the spectral flow necessitates spectral
regulators which do not introduce cuts and poles in the
complex upper half plane. In our study, we have explicitly
observed the absence of the latter, which therefore guar-
antees a spectral representation for all scales. Further,
we have advocated the unique Lorentz-invariant spectral
cutoff (5), at the expense of an additional regularisation
(6). The latter can be avoided by using spatial spectral
cutoffs, though at the price of breaking Lorentz invari-
ance. Still, the corresponding flows are linked to the CS
spectral flow in well-defined limits, and offer avenues for
systematic error estimates.

Finally, we note that our findings open a door to investi-
gate scattering amplitudes and unitarity of fully quantised
gravity [24, 40, 46–49]. The key building blocks for this
are the timelike graviton propagator obtained here (Fig.4),
and the corresponding spectral functions for scattering
vertices. Extracting vertices from (6) and (8) is in reach,
albeit technically more demanding than extracting propa-
gators. We thus look forward to direct tests of unitarity
in asymptotically safe quantum gravity.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

In this supplement, we provide technical details omitted in the main text. In Sec. S.1, we detail the gauge-fixing and
ghost action, while Sec. S.2 provides the transverse-traceless projection of the graviton. In Sec. S.3, we provide the
relevant expressions for the evaluation of loop diagrams. In Sec. S.4, we discuss renormalised flows in the presence of a
Callan-Symanzik cutoff. In Sec. S.5, we provide further details for the propagator in the complex plane. In Sec. S.6,
we offer details for the derivation of analytical solutions and for the expressions (13) and (14) stated in the main text.

The computations were performed using the Mathematica platform and an array of additional libraries: VertEXpand
[50] and DoFun [51, 52] depending on [53, 54], FormTracer [55, 56] depending on [57, 58], and HypExp [59].

S.1. Gauge-fixing and ghost action

The Einstein-Hilbert action (1) is augmented by a de-Donder type gauge-fixing,

Sgf[ḡ, h] =
1

2α

∫
d4x
√
ḡ ḡµνFµFν , with Fµ = ∇̄νhµν −

1 + β

4
∇̄µhνν , (15)

and with the respective ghost action

Sgh[ḡ, h, c̄, c] =

∫
d4x
√
ḡ c̄µMµνc

ν , with Mµν = ∇̄ρ (gµν∇ρ + gρν∇µ)− 1 + β

2
ḡρσ∇̄µ (gνρ∇σ) . (16)

The Faddeev-Popov operator M follows from a diffeomorphism variation of the gauge-fixing condition (15). The ghost
spectral function ρc is parametrised in analogy to the graviton spectral function (4) with the replacements mh → k,
Zh → Zc, and fh → fc, Zc being the on-shell ghost wave-function renormalisation.

Throughout this work, we use the harmonic gauge α = β = 1. We remark that the Landau limit α→ 0 introduces
non-localities in the diagrams, leading to terms p4 log p2 in ∂tΓ

(hh), see also [60]. This is related to the fact that the
loop integrals involve projection operators ΠTT(q) as well as ΠTT(p+ q). While they vanish at p = 0, they obstruct
the analytic continuation.

S.2. Propagator and Vertices

In this work, we focus on the correlation functions of transverse-traceless gravitons. The transverse-traceless tensor
structure ΠTT(p) is given by

Πµνρσ
TT (p) = Πµ(ρ(p)Πσ)ν(p)− 1

3
Πµν(p)Πρσ(p) , with Πµν(p) = ηµν − pµpν

p2
, (17)

where the parenthesis in the superscript stand for symmetrisation with respect to the indices ρ and σ: O
(ρ
1 O

σ)
2 =

1/2 (Oρ1 O
σ
2 + Oσ1 O

ρ
2). The subtraction in (17) leads to (ΠTT)µµ

ρ
ρ = 0, and we have Π2

TT = ΠTT. The graviton
two-point function has the parametrisation,

Γ(hh),µνρσ = Γ
(hh)
TT Πµνρσ

TT + other modes , with Γ
(hh)
TT = Zh(p2)

(
p2 + µk2

)
, (18)

c.f., (7). In (18) we have dropped the δ-function which guarantees momentum conservation. The respective transverse-
traceless graviton propagator is given by

Gµνρσhh,TT(p) = Ghh(p)Πµνρσ
TT (p) , with Ghh(p) =

1

Γ
(hh)
TT + Zhk2

. (19)

For the scalar propagator function Ghh(p), we use the KL spectral representation, c.f. (2). We describe all other modes
of the graviton propagator by the same uniform scalar propagator function.

In the flow of the propagator in Fig.1, we are using the classical n-graviton vertices derived from n metric-derivatives
of the Einstein-Hilbert action (1) with vanishing cosmological constant. The approximation of a vanishing cosmological
constant in the vertices is supported by the Euclidean results in [40]. These classical vertices are dressed with the
on-shell graviton wave-function renormalisation, which takes care of the renormalisation properties of the graviton legs,

Γ(h1···hn)(p1, . . . , pn) = Z
n/2
h S

(h1···hn)
EH (p1, . . . , pn)

∣∣∣
Λ→0

, (20)

and analogously for the ghost-graviton vertices. Note that the metric split gµν = ηµν +
√

16πGN hµν makes the
propagator independent of the Newton coupling GN.
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S.3. Evaluation of loop diagrams

There are three diagrams contributing to the flow of the graviton two-point function, ∂tΓ
(hh)
TT = ∂tΓ

(hh)
TT |tadpole +

∂tΓ
(hh)
TT |3-point + ∂tΓ

(hh)
TT |ghost, see Fig.1. After using the KL spectral representation (2), they read schematically

∂tΓ
(hh)
TT

∣∣∣
tadpole

=

2∏
i=1

∫ ∞
0

dλi
π
λi ρh(λi)

∫
ddq

(2π)d
Vtadpole(p, q)

(q2 + λ2
1)(q2 + λ2

2)
,

∂tΓ
(hh)
TT

∣∣∣
3-point

=

3∏
i=1

∫ ∞
0

dλi
π
λi ρh(λi)

∫
ddq

(2π)d
V3-point(p, q)

(q2 + λ2
1)(q2 + λ2

2) ((p+ q)2 + λ2
3)
,

∂tΓ
(hh)
TT

∣∣∣
ghost

=

3∏
i=1

∫ ∞
0

dλi
π
λi ρc(λi)

∫
ddq

(2π)d
Vghost(p, q)

(q2 + λ2
1)(q2 + λ2

2) ((p+ q)2 + λ2
3)
. (21)

The second line in (21) is schematically the same as (9) in the main text. The factors Vi combine the contractions of
the vertices with the regulator derivative ∂tRk = (2− ηh)k2. With the abbreviation s = (p+ q)2, they read

Vtadpole = − 16πg (2− ηh) (4p2 + 3q2) ,

V3-point =
8πg(2− ηh)

15p4
(71p8 + (q2 − s)4 + 16p6(q2 + s) + 6p2(q2 − s)2(q2 + s) + p4(26q4 + 4q2s+ 26s2)) ,

Vghost = − 40πg(2− ηc)
3

(p4 + q4 + 10q2s+ s2 − 2p2(q2 + s)) . (22)

In summary, this leads us to momentum integrals of the type

Tαβγ =

∫
ddq

(2π)d
p2αq2βsγ

(q2 + λ2
1)(q2 + λ2

2)(s+ λ2
3)
, (23)

in d = 4− 2ε dimensions for α = −2, . . . , 2, and β, γ = 0, . . . , 4. The integral is conveniently rewritten in a symmetrised
version with respect to λ1 and λ2 as

Tαβγ =
p2α

λ2
2 − λ2

1

· T̃βγ + (λ1 ↔ λ2) , T̃βγ =

∫
ddq

(2π)d
q2βsγ

(q2 + λ2
1)(s+ λ2

3)
. (24)

This is a one-loop integral with propagators of massive fields that can be solved with standard methods. The resulting
expressions are too long to be displayed here but can be found in a supplemented Mathematica notebook.

S.4. Flow equations and renormalisation

The flow of the graviton two-point function stems from three diagrams, see (21) and (22) as well as Fig.1. These
flows still contain 1/ε-divergences that need to be renormalised. In comparison to perturbation theory, the degree
of divergence is reduced due to the cutoff line which contains an additional propagator. Thus, for Einstein-Hilbert
propagators, it has an additional decay with 1/p2 for large momenta. In the standard Euclidean fRG approach with
a sufficiently fast decaying regulator, this additional propagator is irrelevant for the convergence properties of the
loops. The CS-cutoff does not decay with momenta, so the degree of divergence of the diagrams is reduced by −2
in comparison to perturbation theory. Consequently, the CS-equation for gravity has at most quadratic divergences
instead of the quartic ones of perturbation theory. Moreover, all terms with logarithmic divergences in perturbation
theory are finite in the CS-equation. In summary, the CS-fRG has two divergences:

(i) graviton mass parameter µ: quadratic divergence

(ii) wave function Zh(p = 0): logarithmic divergence

and hence

∂tS
(hh)
ct,TT,k[η, 0](p) =

(
c1 p

2 + c0 k
2
)

ΠTT(p) . (25)
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Importantly, all p4-terms are finite. The loop integrals in Fig. 1 are carried out in d = 4 − 2ε dimensions and we
parametrise the coefficients in (25) with ci =

ci,0
ε + ci,1. The 1/ε terms compensate the divergences of the loops, while

the finite parts are fixed by our choice of renormalisation conditions. In this work, we chose a renormalisation at
vanishing momentum, ∂tΓ

(hh)(p = 0) = 0 and ∂t∂p2Γ(hh)(p = 0) = 0, which implies with the parametrisation (7),

∂t
(
Zh(p = 0)µk2

)
= 0 , ∂t

(
Zh(p = 0) + µk2∂p2Zh(p = 0)

)
= 0 . (26)

Beyond the present approximation it is suggestive to choose an ’on-shell’ renormalisation at p2 = µk2 for all cut-off
scales, and also compute the Newton constant at this momentum scale. This interesting extension goes beyond the
scope of the present work and will be discussed elsewhere.

The structure of (25) carries over to all n-point functions: their flows carry a quadratic divergence in the constant
term and a logarithmic one in the p2 one. In the physical limit, k → 0, these terms are all related to the Einstein-Hilbert
action. This is best understood in terms of a spatial momentum cutoff Rk(~p 2) that decays at large momenta. Then,
the flows are finite and resemble standard Euclidean flows, and the above renormalisation conditions emerge naturally
for Rk(~p 2)→ Zh k

2.
With the regularisation conditions in (26), the contributions from the single-graviton delta-peak read

∂t(Γ
(hh)
TT + S

(hh)
ct,TT,k)

∣∣∣
tadpole

= 0 ,

∂t(Γ
(hh)
TT + S

(hh)
ct,TT,k)

∣∣∣
3-point

(p̃ = p/mh) =
gm2

h(2− ηh)

18π2

(
−84 + 26p̃2 +

3
(
11p̃4 − 8p̃2 + 56

)
arcosh(1 + p̃2/2)

p̃
√
p̃2 + 4

)
,

∂t(Γ
(hh)
TT + S

(hh)
ct,TT,k)

∣∣∣
ghost

(p̂ = p/k) =
2 g k2

3π

(
30 + 7p̂2 − 3

(
p̂4 + 8p̂2 + 20

)
arcosh(1 + p̂2/2)

p̂
√
p̂2 + 4

)
. (27)

Note that the graviton diagram only depends on p̃ = p/mh with m2
h = k2(1 +µ), while the ghost diagram only depends

on p̂ = p/k. The tadpole contribution is vanishing as expected from a massless tadpole diagram in dimensional
regularisation. The structure of the graviton and ghost solution is identical with a characteristic arcosh contribution.

From the above equations, we can extract the contributions to the anomalous dimension, ηh = ηh|3-point + ηh|ghost,

ηh

∣∣∣
3-point

= − g(2− ηh)
5π
√

3 + 147

54π
,

ηh

∣∣∣
ghost

= − 2g

3πm̂2
h(4− m̂2

h)

(
60 + 4m̂2

h − 4m̂4
h −

3m̂2
h

(
m̂6
h − 6m̂4

h − 4m̂2
h + 40

)
arcosh

(
1− m̂2

h/2
)√

−m̂4
h

√
m̂2
h(4− m̂2

h)

)
, (28)

where m̂h = mh/k, as well as to the graviton mass parameter, ∂tm
2
h = ∂tm

2
h|3-point + ∂tm

2
h|ghost,

∂tm
2
h

∣∣∣
3-point

= g k2(2− ηh)
5
(
5
√

3π − 22
)
m̂2
h

18π
,

∂tm
2
h

∣∣∣
ghost

=
2g k2

3π

(
30− 7m̂2

h +

√
m̂2
h

4− m̂2
h

3
(
m̂4
h − 8m̂2

h + 20
)

arcosh
(
1− m̂2

h/2
)

m̂2
h

)
. (29)

Note that the ghost contributions in (28) and (29) are only well defined for m̂2
h < 2, which corresponds to µ < 3. The

flow of the multi-graviton continuum ∂tfh = ∂tfh,3-point + ∂tfh,ghost is given by

∂tfh,3-point(λ) = g(2− ηh)
56m4

h + 8m2
hλ

2 + 11λ4

3λ (m2
h − λ2)

2√
λ2 − 4m2

h

θ
(
λ2 − 4m2

h

)
,

∂tfh,ghost(λ) = − 4g
20k4 − 8k2λ2 + λ4

λ (m2
h − λ2)

2√
λ2 − 4k2

θ
(
λ2 − 4k2

)
. (30)

The flow equation for the Newton coupling is taken from the Euclidean graviton three-point function at vanishing
momentum [39, 40]. It reads in the given approximation

∂tg = (2 + 3ηh) g +
g2

π

(
− 47(6− ηh)

114(1 + µ)2
+

5 (8− ηh)

38(1 + µ)3
+

49(10− ηh)

570(1 + µ)4
− 598

285(1 + µ)5
− 5

19

)
. (31)
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Figure 6. Real and imaginary part of the graviton propagator on the timelike axis.

In contrast to the Lorentzian flow of the graviton two-point function, this flow is not on-shell, which can be seen from
threshold terms such as 1/(1 + µ)n in the flow. Furthermore, the flow was not obtained with a CS cutoff (5), but with
a standard momentum cutoff Rk(p) ∝ (k2 − p2)θ(k2 − p2), [61]. The latter leads to factors like (6 − ηh) instead of
(2− ηh) typical for a CS cutoff. Despite these differences, the flows should be qualitatively compatible as long as µ is
not close to the threshold µ = −1 and ηh remains small enough.

In the flow equations (28) to (30), we have neglected the contribution of the multi-graviton continuum fh on the
right-hand side since they are typically subleading. They read schematically,

∂tfh,higher-order(λ) =

∫ ∞
2mh

λ1dλ1

π
fh(λ1)F1(λ, λ1,mh) +

∫ ∞
2mh

λ1dλ1

π

λ2dλ2

π
fh(λ1)fh(λ2)F2(λ, λ1, λ2,mh)

+

∫ ∞
2mh

λ1dλ1

π

λ2dλ2

π

λ3dλ3

π
fh(λ1)fh(λ2)fh(λ3)F3(λ, λ1, λ2, λ3,mh) , (32)

and similarly for ∂tµ and ηh.

S.5. Propagator in the complex plane

With the spectral function displayed in Fig. 3, we can compute the propagator in the whole complex plane, see
(2). In our convention, fully real p (or fully imaginary λ) are Euclidean, while fully imaginary p (or fully real λ) are
Lorentzian. As usual, we have a branch cut on the Lorentzian axis. The real and imaginary part of the propagator in
the complex plane is displayed in Fig. 4. The branch cut on the Lorentzian axis is clearly visible in the imaginary
part of the propagator. Note also that the imaginary part on the Euclidean axis is exactly vanishing. The real and
imaginary part of the propagator on the timelike axis is displayed in Fig.6. The imaginary part is trivially related
to the spectral function, see (3). The real part starts out positive for small momenta, becomes negative around the
Planck scale, and then positive again around ten times the Planck scale.

S.6. Analytic approximation

In this appendix, we summarise the flows and solutions in the analytic approximation, which we use for the
computation of the spectral function at a finite cosmological constant. In this approximation, we neglect the ghost
contributions and use a simplified trajectory for the Newton coupling, see (12). The on-shell anomalous dimension
reads

ηh =
2g

2cη + g
, with cη =

27π

147 + 5
√

3π
≈ 0.49 , (33)

while the flow of the on-shell graviton mass parameter is given by

∂tµ = −2µ− ηh + g(1 + µ)(2− ηh)
5
(
5
√

3π − 22
)

18π
, (34)
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Figure 7. Spectral function of the fluctuation graviton in different approximations for g∗ = 1.06 (left) and in the analytical
approximation for different fixed-point values of the Newton coupling (right). Here, g∗ = 1.06 is used in the present work,
g∗ = 2.15 has been used for the reconstruction of the graviton spectral function in [24], and g∗ = 0.83 is the fixed point value in
the sophisticated Euclidean computation [40].

with the fixed point

µ∗ =
−g∗

cµ + g∗
, with cµ =

54π

477− 70
√

3π
≈ 1.77 , (35)

c.f. (13). The flow equations (33) and (34) have analytic solutions, c.f. (14),

Zh(k) =

(
1 +

1

cη η∗h

k2

M2
pl

)− 1
2η

∗
h

, µ(k) = µ∗ − 2Λ

k2
+
c1M

2
pl − 2Λ

k2

[
Zh(k)−c2 − 1

]
, (36)

with

c1 =

18π

5(5
√

3π−22)
g∗

54π(5
√

3π−22)
3925π

√
3−10494−1050π2

+ g∗
≈ 2.17 g∗

1.77 + g∗
, c2 =

15
(
5
√

3π − 22
)

5π
√

3 + 147
≈ 0.45 . (37)

The flow of the multi-graviton spectrum can be integrated numerically on the analytic trajectories (36). This allows us
to understand the dependence of the spectral function on the IR cosmological constant, see Fig.5 in the main text, as
well as on the fixed-point value of the Newton coupling, see the right panel of Fig.7. In Fig.7, we used g∗ = 1.06 as in
the main text as well as g∗ = 2.15, which was the fixed point value in [24], and g∗ = 0.83, the fixed-point value from
[40]. The fixed-point value of the Newton coupling changes the UV slope of the spectral function since the slope is
proportional to ∼ λη∗h−2. The IR behaviour is untouched since it is related to the universal IR logarithmic branch cuts
of the propagator. In the left panel of Fig.7, we compare the analytic approximation to the full solution. We can see
that the negligence of the ghost contributions has only a small quantitative effect. The difference of the simplified
trajectory for the Newton coupling (12) compared to the trajectory from the flow of the graviton three-point function
(31) is clearly visible around the Planck scale. While the simplified trajectory has no features at that scale, the full
solution features a spike which can be traced back to the complex conjugated nature of the critical exponents.
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