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We discuss predictions for cosmology which result from the scaling solution of functional flow
equations for a quantum field theory of gravity. A scaling solution is necessary to render quantum
gravity renormalizable. Our scaling solution is directly connected to the quantum effective action for
the metric coupled to a scalar field. This effective action includes all effects of quantum fluctuations
and is invariant under general coordinate transformations. Solving the cosmological field equations
derived by variation of the quantum effective action provides for a detailed quantitative description
of the evolution of the universe. The “beginning state” of the universe is found close to an ultraviolet
fixed point of the flow equation. It can be described by an inflationary epoch, with approximate
scale invariance of the observed primordial fluctuation spectrum explained by approximate quantum
scale symmetry. Overall cosmology realizes a dynamical crossover from the ultraviolet fixed point
to an infrared fixed point which is approached in the infinite future. Present cosmology is close
to the infrared fixed point. It features dynamical dark energy mediated by a light scalar field.
The tiny mass of this cosmon arises from its role as a pseudo Goldstone boson of spontaneously
broken quantum scale symmetry. The extremely small value of the present dark energy density in
Planck units results dynamically as a consequence of the huge age of the universe. The cosmological
constant problem finds a dynamical solution. We present a detailed quantitative computation of the
scaling solution for the scalar effective potential and the field-dependent coefficient of the curvature
scalar. This allows for further quantitative predictions.

I. Introduction

Cosmology is a testing ground for quantum gravity. First
of all this concerns the beginning of the universe which is
often associated in classical gravity to a “big bang singu-
larity”. In this very early epoch quantum gravity effects
induced by fluctuations of the metric are generally thought
to be important. Very early cosmology is often described
by an inflationary epoch [1–5] whose properties depend
crucially on the shape of the potential for a scalar field.
One may wonder if quantum gravity permits to compute
this “inflaton potential” or, at least, some of its impor-
tant qualitative properties. The shape of this potential
can be tested by indirect observations of the primordial
fluctuation spectrum through the observed anisotropies of
the cosmic microwave background (CMB). Quantum grav-
ity predictions for the inflaton potential can be falsified by
CMB observations, constituting important tests for a given
approach or model. We will see that quantum gravity may
even predict the shape of the scalar potential in a field re-
gion that is relevant for present dynamical dark energy or
quintessence [6–17]. In this case the detailed observations
of the properties of dark energy constitute further tests of
a quantum gravity model.

In this work we focus on the formulation of quantum
gravity as a quantum field theory for the metric. Further
degrees of freedom are the fields for the standard model
of particle physics and beyond, and a scalar singlet field
that can play the role of the inflaton in early cosmology
or the cosmon for late cosmology. A quantum field theory
of gravity is “renormalizable” and “ultraviolet complete”
if it admits an ultraviolet (UV) fixed point. Such a fixed
point requires the existence of a “scaling solution” for the
functional flow equations describing the scale-dependence

of couplings or coupling functions. At a fixed point the
physics becomes independent of any length scale and can
therefore be extrapolated to arbitrarily short distances. If
interactions are present at the UV-fixed point a theory is
called “asymptotically safe” [18], otherwise it is “asymp-
totically free” [19, 20].

The main reason for our focus is that modern functional
renormalization group techniques [21–23], see ref. [24] for a
recent review, permit a detailed quantitative computation
of the flow equations for quantum gravity, and therefore
a detailed understanding of the scaling solutions. Quan-
tum fluctuations of the metric are found to play an impor-
tant role for many properties of the scalar effective poten-
tial or similar coupling functions. The effect of the metric
fluctuations is described quantitatively and permits impor-
tant predictions for cosmology. So far other approaches
to quantum gravity do not yet yield a sufficient quantita-
tive understanding of the effects of quantum fluctuations
that would allow for a meaningful comparison with our
quantitative results. Either fluctuation effects of the met-
ric are very difficult to be incorporated, especially in the
non-perturbative region relevant for fixed points. This is
the case for string theories. Or it is difficult to formulate
diffeomorphism invariant field equations for some type of
metric field or a similar “geometric field”. Such field equa-
tions are crucial for a quantitative description of cosmology.
This present shortcoming is typically given for lattice ap-
proaches to quantum gravity. For some other approaches
the issue may simply be the lack of present computational
capability. Waiting for further developments of alternative
approaches we are aware that the limitations of the present
work do not do justice to many interesting qualitative ar-
guments and conjectures of these approaches for the begin-
ning stage of the universe. We also remain strictly within
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the setting of a diffeomorphism invariant effective action
and the field equations following from it. This restriction
omits many interesting proposals for “shortcuts” by iden-
tifying the renormalization scale k of functional flow equa-
tions with some geometrical quantity, see the review [25]
and references therein.

A central ingredient for the present work is the scaling
solution for the scalar effective potential and the field- and
scale-dependent “curvature coefficient” or “effective Planck
mass” [26–31]. Within our approximations we find that
such a scaling solution exists and permits gravity to be a
renormalizable quantum field theory. We compute the scal-
ing solutions quantitatively. The most predictive scenario
is realized by “fundamental scale invariance” [32] for which
the scaling solution directly describes the quantum effective
action. For a more general renormalizable quantum field
theory a small number of “relevant parameters” describes
the flow away from the UV-fixed point as the renormaliza-
tion scale is lowered towards the infrared. The presence
of these additional free parameters reduces somewhat the
predictive power for some of the quantitative results. The
overall picture of cosmology remains similar, however.

Our approach leads to several key predictions for cos-
mology:

(i) The beginning epoch of the universe can be described
by inflationary cosmology.

(ii) The cosmological constant problem finds a dynamical
solution.

(iii) The overall history of the universe is a crossover from
the vicinity of a UV-fixed point in the infinite past to
an IR-fixed point in the infinite future. The approx-
imate quantum scale symmetry near the UV-fixed
point explains the approximate scale invariance of the
primordial cosmic fluctuation spectrum.

(iv) The approach to the IR-fixed point realizes some form
of dynamical dark energy.

(v) The quantum scale symmetry at the IR-fixed point
is broken spontaneously, inducing a massless Gold-
stone boson. Close to the fixed point a very small
mass for the cosmon - the pseudo Goldstone boson
of spontaneously broken approximate quantum scale
symmetry - is induced by explicit symmetry breaking
of dilatation symmetry.

(vi) The tiny ratio U/M4 ≈ 10−120 of the present dark en-
ergy density ∼ U over the fourth power of the Planck
mass M can find a simple explanation by the huge
age of the universe in Planck units. This is similar to
a similar tiny ratio for the matter energy density or
radiation energy density.

Further more detailed quantitative predictions for fun-
damental scale invariance will be developed in the main
text and are summarized in the conclusions.

We concentrate in this work on an approximation of the
exact flow equation [21, 22, 33–35] which consists in trun-
cating the flowing effective action or effective average ac-
tion for the metric and scalar field to the most general

diffeomorphism invariant form containing up to two deriva-
tives of the fields. This truncation involves three functions
of the scalar field: the effective potential, the “curvature
coefficient” which multiplies the term linear in the curva-
ture scalar R, and the “kinetial” or “wave function renor-
malization” which multiplies the kinetic term of the scalar
field. Within this truncation we present explicit compu-
tations for the effective potential and the curvature coeffi-
cient, while similarly robust results for the kinetial are not
yet available. The truncation to two derivatives may be ex-
pected to be valid if typical momenta are sufficiently small
as compared to the effective Planck mass. This seems to be
realized for the late stages of inflation relevant for the ob-
servable primordial fluctuation spectrum and for all later
epochs of the universe. Towards the beginning in the early
stages of inflation terms with more than two derivatives
may become more important. This holds, in particular, if
quantum gravity is asymptotically free [36–39] with domi-
nant terms quadratic in the curvature tensor involving four
derivatives. It is also possible that the beginning stage
is better described in terms of other degrees of freedom,
for example by gauge fields and a vierbein in “pregeome-
try” [40].

In quantum field theory the observables do not depend
on the particular choice of fields used to describe them. In
particular, the choice of the metric is not unique. It may
be changed by multiplication with a function of the scalar
field, the so called “Weyl scaling” [41, 42]. Different choices
of the metric correspond to different “metric frames”. The
physics expressed in terms of observables is independent
of the choice of the metric frame. We present many re-
sults directly in terms of frame invariant equations [43, 44].
Nevertheless, for making contact with intuition and facil-
itating comparison with the existing literature it is useful
to discuss a Weyl transformation to the “Einstein frame”
for which the Planck mass takes a fixed value. This fixed
Planck mass is not an intrinsic scale of the quantum grav-
ity model, being introduced only by a field transformation.
One should not be surprised that many simple findings as-
sociated to fixed points and quantum scale symmetry get
obscured if an “artificial mass scale” is introduced. This
explains why the naturalness of some of our results is not
easily seen in the Einstein frame, for which too simple es-
timates would judge them as unnatural. This concerns,
in particular, the properties of the IR-fixed point which
lead to an effective potential that vanishes naturally for
large field values and the associated very small mass of the
scalar field responsible for dynamical dark energy.

This work is organized as follows: In sect. II we briefly
discuss the need for cosmology beyond Einstein gravity
which motivates to consider a scalar field along with the
metric. Sect. III turns to the formulation of quantum grav-
ity as a quantum field theory for the metric and a scalar
field. It explains basic notions as the flow equations and
the scaling solution. It also presents first qualitative results
on a simple level. In sec. IV we emphasize the crucial role
of quantum scale symmetry for the flow close to the UV-
and IR-fixed points. This provides already for an overall
picture of cosmology as a crossover from the UV- to the IR-
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fixed point, connecting an early inflationary epoch to late
cosmology with dynamical dark energy. Sect. V is devoted
to quantitative results for the flow equations and we dis-
cuss the corresponding scaling solution in sect. VI. On this
basis we discuss the crossover cosmology associated to the
scaling solution in more quantitative detail in sect. VII. We
describe how the sequence of different epochs in the evo-
lution of the universe emerges naturally for our setting of
quantum gravity. In sect. VIII we focus on fundamental
scale invariance, shedding more light on which predictions
arise only for this particular setting while more freedom is
left for a general renormalizable quantum field theory of
gravity. In sect. IX we summarize our results.

II. Cosmology beyond Einstein gravity

General relativity or Einstein gravity is a classical field
theory, based on the Einstein-Hilbert action

S =

∫
x

√
g

{
− M2

2
R+ V

}
. (1)

Here R is the curvature scalar formed from the metric
gµν(x) and g = det

(
gµν
)
. (The factor ±i for g < 0 plays no

role for the field equations.) The integral
∫
x

is an integral
over four-dimensional space. This theory involves two pa-
rameters, the (reduced) Planck mass M = 2.436 ·1018 GeV
and the cosmological constant V = (2 · 10−3 eV)4. Grav-
ity is characterized by a fundamental symmetry, namely
diffeomorphism symmetry, which is equivalent to invari-
ance under general coordinate transformations. Infinitesi-
mal diffeomorphism transformations can be formulated as
variations of the metric at fixed coordinates, with infinites-
imal parameters ξµ(x),

δgµν = −∂µξρgρν − ∂νξρgµρ − ξρ∂ρgµν . (2)

The gravitational field equations obtain by variation of S
with respect to gµν(x).

Together with a minimal coupling of the metric to mat-
ter fields, both through covariant derivatives and the over-
all factor

√
g, Einstein gravity is an extremely successful

model for most observations in gravity and cosmology. It
describes the gravity of stars and black holes, as well as
galaxies or larger structures once some form of dark mat-
ter is included. It is tested with high precision by experi-
ments from the submillimeter scale to the size of our solar
system. For a suitable matter content of the universe Ein-
stein gravity successfully describes the hot radiation domi-
nated universe and the subsequent matter dominated uni-
verse, as tested by nucleosynthesis or the cosmic microwave
background radiation (CMB). In presence of the cosmolog-
ical constant V it can account for dark energy and the as-
sociated accelerated expansion in the recent cosmological
epoch.

Nevertheless, Einstein gravity has also a few important
shortcomings.

(i) The classical theory has to be extended to quantum

gravity in order to permit a consistent coupling to
quantum matter.

(ii) The tiny dimensionless ratio V/M4 ≈ 10−120 remains
unexplained.

(iii) The initial value for the energy density must be ex-
tremely close to the critical density, which needs
tremendous fine tuning.

(iv) The high degree of isotropy of the CMB remains a
mystery, since within Einstein gravity the radiation
from different directions (angles larger than ∼ 1°) are
emitted from regions that never had causal contact.

(v) The singularities in the center of the black hole or at
the beginning of the universe may point to an incom-
pleteness of this theory.

(vi) A two parameter model for dark energy is very predic-
tive and may be falsified if the present observational
tensions (Hubble tension etc.) evolve to hard contra-
dictions.

Many (if not all) of the shortcomings may be cured by a
quantum field theory for the metric coupled to a scalar field
χ. This scalar field is a singlet with respect to the gauge
group of the standard model. It can play the role of the
inflaton for an early inflationary epoch of the universe [1–
5]. Inflation can explain the closeness to the critical energy
density and many properties of the primordial fluctuations
which are observed through the anisotropies of the CMB.
For the present cosmology the scalar field can be associ-
ated to the cosmon, a very light scalar field responsible for
dynamical dark energy [6–17] and associated to a dynami-
cal explanation for the tiny ratio between the dark energy
density and M4 around 10−120. It is possible that the same
scalar field accounts for inflation and dynamical dark en-
ergy [45–58]. A quantum field theory includes quantum
fluctuations of both the scalar and the metric field. Gener-
alizations may replace the metric by the vierbein or intro-
duce other “pregeometric” fields [40]. We remain for this
note with the metric. We also do not discuss the inter-
esting possibility of asymptotically free quantum gravity
which involves higher order curvature invariants [36–39].

The central quantity for discussing cosmology in a quan-
tum field theory is the quantum effective action Γ[gµν , χ].
Here gµν(x) corresponds to the expectation value of the
fluctuating metric field, and χ is the expectation value of a
fluctuating scalar field. Formally, the functional Γ[gµν , χ]
generates the one-particle irreducible Green’s functions.
The first variation of Γ with respect to gµν or χ yields
the exact quantum field equations, possibly with a source
term arising from the matter part that we do not discuss
here explicitly. These field equations constitute the rele-
vant evolution equations for cosmology. The second func-
tional variation yields the inverse correlation function. The
correlation functions for the scalar and the metric field en-
code the primordial scalar and tensor fluctuations [43, 59].
In order to establish the direct connection between Γ and
the observable quantities a diffeomorphism invariant form
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of the quantum effective action is needed [60]. The aim of
quantum gravity is the computation of Γ by including all
effects of fluctuations of the metric and other fields.

Before reporting on progress for the computation of Γ
it is useful to discuss a few general properties. Diffeomor-
phism symmetry requires the invariance of Γ with respect
to the transformation (2), combined with δχ = −ξρ∂ρχ.
We also assume a discrete symmetry χ → −χ. For low
enough (covariant) momenta and small enough curvature
invariants one expects the validity of a derivative expan-
sion. Up to second order in the derivatives the effective
action in the gravity-scalar sector takes the form

Γ =

∫
x

√
g

{
− 1

2
F (χ)R+

1

2
K(χ)∂µχ∂µχ+ U(χ)

}
. (3)

This has to be supplemented by the effective action for
the fields of the standard model of particle physics. The
effective scalar potential U(χ) generalizes the cosmologi-
cal constant V . In the presence of other scalar fields as
the Higgs scalar this potential is supposed to describe the
relative minimum with respect to the other fields. The
“kinetial” K(χ) multiplies the scalar kinetic term, with
∂µχ = gµν∂νχ and gµνgνρ = δµρ. Finally, the curvature

coefficient F (χ) generalizes M2. Its χ-dependence yields
a modification of general relativity which may be named
“variable gravity” [61].

Unless dimensionless coefficients of higher derivative in-

variants as R2, RµνRµν ,
(
∂µχ∂µχ

)2
/F 4 etc. are much

larger than one, the effective action (3) provides for a good
approximation to the epoch of inflation relevant for the ob-
served fluctuations, as well as for all later cosmology. Fur-
thermore, a rather large class of modified gravity theories
with higher derivatives can be brought to the form (3) by
using appropriate fields and variable transformations [62].
This includes Starobinsky inflation [1] which involves a very
large coefficient of the higher derivative invariant R2.

The field equations obtained by variation of the effective
action for variable gravity (3) can be found in ref. [61]. We
are mainly interested here in homogeneous and isotropic so-
lutions which correspond to a scalar field χ(η) only depend-
ing on conformal time η, and a metric gµν = a2(η)ηµν , with
a(η) the cosmic scale factor and ηµν = diag

(
− 1, 1, 1, 1

)
.

It is convenient to introduce

A =
√
Fa , Ĥ = ∂η lnA = H+

1

2
∂η lnF , (4)

with conformal Hubble parameter H = ∂η ln a = Ha re-
lated to the Hubble parameter H = ∂t ln a, and cosmic
time t related to η by dt = adη. We can write [43] the
homogeneous gravitational field equations for spatially flat
geometries in the simple form

2Ĥ2 + ∂ηĤ = A2V̂ , Ĥ2 − ∂ηĤ =
K̂

2

(
∂ηχ

)2
, (5)

while the scalar field equation reads

K̂
(
∂2η + 2Ĥ∂η

)
χ+

1

2

∂K̂

∂χ

(
∂ηχ

)2
+A2 ∂V̂

∂χ
= 0 . (6)

As usual, only two of the three equations (5), (6) are inde-
pendent.

These equations employ the combinations

V̂ =
U

F 2
, K̂ =

K

F
+

3

2F 2

(
∂F

∂χ

)2

. (7)

Out of the three functions F , K, and U only the two par-

ticular combinations V̂ and K̂ matter. We will later see
that eqs. (5)- (7) are valid in all metric frames related by
conformal or Weyl scalings, with frame invariant combina-

tions V̂ and K̂. For the special case F = M2, K = 1 they
reduce to the well known cosmological equations

H2 =
1

3M2

[
U +

1

2

(
∂tχ
)2]

,

∂2t χ+ 3H∂tχ = −∂U
∂χ

. (8)

III. Quantum gravity

The usual approach to cosmology beyond Einstein grav-
ity assumes a particular form of the functions U(χ), F (χ)
and K(χ), solves the field equations, and discusses conse-
quences for observations. It should be the aim of a theory
of quantum gravity to compute these functions, or at least
to restrict their qualitative behavior. The transition from
assumption to computation can be a major step in our
understanding of cosmology. Using functional flow equa-
tions [21–23, 63] we will find that the fluctuations of the
metric indeed imply important restrictions and new fea-
tures for the shape of the functions U , F , K. These effects
are typically non-perturbative. It would be very impor-
tant to compare these qualitative features with other ap-
proaches to quantum gravity. This would require other
methods that can cope with the effects of metric fluctu-
ations, including the non-perturbative domain. Unfortu-
nately, such alternative methods seem not yet to be avail-
able.

1. Flow equation

A complete model of quantum gravity should be valid
for all distance or momentum scales. If it does not involve
a fundamental smallest length, the model should describe
what happens as length scales approach zero or momenta
reach infinity. The physics at different momentum scales
typically changes due to the effects of quantum fluctua-
tions. Effective laws at a given momentum type scale k
may be encoded in a scale dependent effective action Γk.
More precisely, we define Γk by only including the quantum
fluctuations with squared (covariant) momenta |q2| & k2.
In the limit k → 0 all fluctuations are included, such that
for k → 0 the scale dependent effective action Γk equals
the quantum effective action. In the opposite limit k →∞
no fluctuations are included, and Γk approaches the micro-
scopic (“classical”) action that is used to define the func-
tional integral for a quantum field theory. If it is possible
to find a valid form of the functional Γk for the whole range
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of k from infinity to zero, a quantum field theory can be
considered to be complete. In this case the model defined
at an arbitrary small microscopic length scale k−1 → 0 can
be related to the observable “macrophysics” for k → 0.

The k-dependence of Γk is described by a functional flow
equation

k∂kΓk = ζk , (9)

where the flow generator ζk is a functional of gµν and χ.
It typically involves an integral over the momenta of the
fluctuations. We will work here with euclidean momenta
q2 ≥ 0, with analytic continuation to Minkowski signature
done at the end. Since in the step from k + dk to k only
a small range of additional fluctuations is included, this
momentum integral is finite, centered around q2 ≈ k2. We
will employ a particular form of the flow equation based
on a gauge invariant formulation of the effective average
action [32, 60]. The contribution of low momentum fluc-
tuations is removed by a smooth infrared cutoff function
Rk(q2) which vanishes rapidly for q2 � k2. Besides its de-
pendence on the infrared cutoff the flow generator ζk only

involves Γ
(2)
k [gµν , χ], the second functional derivative of Γk

evaluated for arbitrary fields gµν and χ. Thus both sides of
eq. (9) are functionals of these fields. The functional flow
equation for the effective average action is an exact iden-
tity [21]. For practical purposes it has to be approximated
by truncating the most general form of Γk, for example to
the form (3). We will present more details in sect. V. Here
we first address the most important features and results.

2. Scaling solution

For a scaling solution Γk becomes independent of k once
it is expressed in terms of suitable dimensionless renormal-
ized fields and coupling functions. In our approximation
this means that the dimensionless functions

u(ρ̃) =
U

k4
, f(ρ̃) =

F

k2
, K(ρ̃) , (10)

depend only on the dimensionless combination

ρ̃ =
χ2

2k2
. (11)

For a scaling solution the effective average action expressed
in terms of these functions solves the flow equation for the
whole range of ρ̃ from zero to infinity. In other words,
the (truncated) flow equation (9) should admit a solution
for which the only k-dependence arises implicitly through
the expressions (10), (11), without any additional explicit
k-dependence.

The existence of a scaling solution for Γk implies that
quantum gravity can be formulated as a complete quan-
tum field theory. Indeed, for any finite non-zero χ we can
extrapolate Γk arbitrarily far to the ultraviolet, k → ∞,
by taking the limit ρ̃→ 0. The infrared limit k → 0 corre-
sponds to ρ̃→∞.

If u(ρ̃) is analytic at ρ̃ = 0 the scaling solution corre-
sponds to fixed points for infinitely many dimensionless

renormalized couplings. We may define those couplings by
a Taylor expansion of u(ρ̃) at ρ̃ = 0,

u(ρ̃) =u0 + m̃2
0ρ̃+

1

2
λ0ρ̃

2 +
1

6
γ̃0ρ̃

3 + . . . ,

U(χ) =u0k
4 +

m̃0

2
k2χ2 +

λ0
8
χ4 +

γ̃0
48k2

χ6 + . . . . (12)

For a scaling solution the flow of u0, m̃2
0, λ0, γ̃0, . . . be-

comes independent of k. These considerations extend to
other functions that characterize the scaling solution for
the functional Γk. In simple words, nothing changes any-
more if the ultraviolet limit k →∞ is formulated in terms
of renormalized dimensionless couplings. The theory is
then ultraviolet complete. The existence of an ultravio-
let fixed point at non-zero couplings is the basic idea of
asymptotic safety for quantum gravity [18, 23, 64–67].

We emphasize that the existence of a scaling solution
does not require that the functions u(ρ̃), f(ρ̃), K(ρ̃) remain
all finite for ρ̃→ 0. We have formulated the flow equation
for one given field basis

(
gµν , χ

)
. It is possible that in this

field basis some functions, say K(ρ̃), diverges for ρ̃ → 0.
By non-linear field transformations one may find a different
choice of fields (“different metric frame”) for which the
dimensionless functions remain finite for k → ∞. For the
existence of a scaling solution it is sufficient that one choice
of fields exists for which Γk is well defined for all field values
and shows no explicit k-dependence.

3. Scaling potential and curvature coefficient

As a central result [26, 27, 31, 68, 69], the scaling so-
lution for the dimensionless effective potential approaches
finite constants both for ρ̃→ 0 and ρ̃→∞ (for details see
sect. V)

u(ρ̃→ 0) = u0 , u(ρ̃→∞) = u∞ . (13)

For a given setting of flow equations and a given choice of
the infrared regulator Rk the constants u0 and u∞ only
depend on the numbers of effectively massless particles
(scalars, fermions, gauge bosons, graviton). If for ρ̃ → ∞
only the massless particles of the standard model (graviton,
photon, cosmon) contribute one finds

u∞ =
5

128π2

(
− 1

128π2

)
, (14)

where the bracket also includes three generations of effec-
tively massless neutrinos. For ρ̃→ 0 all effectively massless
particles at the UV-fixed point contribute to u0. One there-
fore expects that u0 differs from u∞. The effective scalar
potential Uk(χ) of the scaling solution interpolates between
u0k

4 and u∞k
4. This form differs qualitatively from an al-

most polynomial dependence on χ that is typically found
in perturbative quantum field theories for scalars. We may
consider V = u∞k

4 as a type of cosmological constant in-
duced by quantum fluctuations. Its characteristic size is
given by k – the only scale present for a scaling solution.

For the curvature coefficient one finds the limiting be-
havior

f(ρ̃→ 0) = f0 , f(ρ̃→∞) = 2ξ∞ρ̃ . (15)
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This implies for large χ a χ-dependent effective squared
Planck mass, F = ξ∞χ

2. The dimensionless coupling ξ∞
is the so-called non-minimal coupling of a scalar field to
gravity, according to the term − 1

2ξ∞χ
2R in the effective

action. Such a coupling can already be seen in perturbation
theory. There may exist additional scaling solutions with
constant asymptotic value f(ρ̃ → ∞) = f∞. We focus on
the generic case ξ∞ > 0.

The limiting behavior (13), (15) of the scaling solutions
is a central result of quantum gravity formulated as a quan-
tum field theory with associated functional flow equations.
From u(ρ̃) and f(ρ̃) one can compute the scalar effective
potential in the Einstein frame UE(ϕ) (e.g. inflaton or cos-
mon potential) for a scalar field (see below),

UE(ϕ) = M4V̂ (ϕ) , V̂ =
u(ρ̃)

f2(ρ̃)
, ϕ = 2M ln ρ̃ . (16)

We plot this potential in Fig. 1. It exhibits a flat tail

5 10 15
x

0.0005

0.0010

0.0015

0.0020

V

Fig. 1. Effective scalar potential. We plot V̂ , the potential in
the Einstein frame in Planck units, as a function of the scalar
field x = ln ρ̃ = ϕ/(2M). One observes the typical flat tail for
negative and small x, and the exponential decrease for large x.

suitable for inflation for ϕ → −∞, and an exponential
decrease characteristic for some form of dynamical dark
energy for increasing ϕ. The effective potential vanishes
for ϕ→∞.

We will argue below that this behavior is generic and
rather robust. It has important consequences for cosmol-
ogy. For the kinetial K(ρ̃) no similarly robust results are
available at present in our view, despite several encourag-
ing first computations [26].

4. Relevant parameters and predictivity of
quantum gravity

For a complete quantum field theory of gravity it is suffi-
cient that the scaling solution is approached for k →∞ or
ρ̃→ 0. Starting for arbitrarily large finite k in the arbitrar-
ily close vicinity of the scaling solution, the flow of Γk to-
wards lower k may deviate from the scaling solution. This
flow away from the scaling solution is typically determined
in terms of a small number of “relevant parameters”. To

every relevant parameter one can associate a free parame-
ter or renormalized coupling in the macroscopic quantum
effective action Γk→0. Further free parameters can arise if
the scaling solution is not unique. A family of scaling so-
lutions may be specified by continuous parameters. In any
case the number of free parameters in the quantum effec-
tive action is finite. This renders our approach to quantum
gravity rather predictive. If the number of free parameters
is smaller than the number of renormalizable couplings in
the standard model of particle physics, relations between
the latter can be predicted. For cosmology one expects
important restrictions on the functions U , F and K, such
that models with a given particle content can be tested by
cosmological observations.

One of the free parameters sets the overall mass or mo-
mentum scale. Specifying only units, this is not an ob-
servable parameter. We may define a characteristic scale
kc for which the solution of the flow equation starts to
deviate substantially from the scaling solution due to the
presence of relevant parameters. For k > kc one therefore
can use the scaling solution as a good approximation. We
can associate arbitrary energy units to kc. Only dimension-
less quantities as χ/kc will be observable. We will discuss
in sect. VIII the attractive possibility of fundamental scale
invariance [32] for which the scaling solution remains exact
for all k. All relevant parameters vanish in this case, and
the predictivity of the model is enhanced further. In this
case the energy units are determined by k, which can again
be chosen freely.

5. Quantum scale invariant standard model

In this note we mainly concentrate on the extended
gravitational sector of the metric and the cosmon. These
fields couple to other particles, as fermions, gauge bosons
and additional scalars. The scaling solution requires that
for k → 0 all particle physics mass scales as the Fermi
scale (expectation value of the Higgs scalar) or the con-
finement scale in quantum chromodynamics are propor-
tional to χ. For arbitrary k the electron mass takes
the form me = he(ρ̃)χ and similarly the nucleon mass
mN = hN (ρ̃)χ. In the limit k → 0 or ρ̃ → ∞ the effective
dimensionless coupling functions approach constants he,∞
and hN,∞. As a consequence, the observable mass ratios
electron mass over Planck mass or electron mass over nu-
cleon mass,

me√
F

=
he,∞√
ξ∞

,
me

mN
=

he,∞
hN,∞

, (17)

approach constants. Furthermore, dimensionless renormal-
izable couplings as the fine structure constant or Yukawa
couplings of quarks and leptons approach constants for
ρ̃ → ∞. For k → 0 these couplings do not depend on
χ. Even though χ typically changes in the course of the
cosmological evolution one finds no time dependent fun-
damental couplings [70–80] for the scaling solution in this
limit. Also apparent violations of the equivalence principle
by a scalar-mediated fifth force are absent. The matter
dominated universe shows the same observable features as
for Einstein gravity, in contrast to cosmologies with a vary-
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ing Planck mass and fixed particle masses [81–83].
For low enough momenta (below the effective Planck

mass or some grand unification scale) the scaling solution
in the limit k → 0 amounts to the quantum scale invari-
ant standard model [6, 84–86]. No intrinsic mass scale
is present in the quantum effective action. All particle
masses, cross sections etc. are proportional to appropriate
powers of χ according to their dimension. The quantum
scale invariant standard model is the basis for discussions
of dark energy [6, 87, 88] and different versions of scale
invariant inflation [89–94].

The quantum scale invariant standard model remains a
very good approximation for the range of χ or ρ̃ for which
kc or k are much smaller than all mass scales of the stan-
dard model. We will consider models of this type, setting
kc or k in the order 10−2 eV, which is many orders of mag-
nitude smaller than the electron mass. As a consequence,
the radiation and matter dominated epochs in cosmology
will be given by Einstein gravity, with possible small mod-
ifications due to the presence of the scalar field χ, which
may account for a small fraction of early dark energy [95–
97].

The quantum scale invariant standard model does not
imply that there are no running couplings. We have fo-
cused so far on vanishing momenta, as appropriate for cos-
mology. For scattering processes at non-zero squared mo-
menta q2 couplings as the fine structure constant α are
running couplings. According to the scaling solution they
depend on the dimensionless ratios ρ̃ and q2/χ2. Quan-
tum effects induce a running of the couplings with q2 at
fixed χ2, corresponding to fixed particle masses. This run-
ning follows the perturbative β-functions, with appropriate
mass thresholds for the decoupling of particles [98].

6. Cosmology for the scaling solution

For our discussion of cosmology we concentrate on the
functions U , F and K according to the scaling solution.
This covers both the setting of fundamental scale invari-
ance and the case where the deviation from the scaling
solution occurs at a scale kc. In the latter case we assume
that the flow stops for k � kc. In this approximation
we can use the scaling solution with k identified with kc.
Corrections to this simplified treatment involve for U or F
a dependence on k/kc which describes the deviation from
the scaling solution. For k � kc this deviation vanishes.
The effect of this “final running” on the difference between
U(k = 0) and U(k = kc) is typically a small constant ∼ k4c ,
and similar for F with a constant ∼ k2c . We will discuss
this point in sect. VIII.

Inserting the limiting behavior of the scaling solution in

the frame invariant dimensionless potential V̂ (7) yields

V̂ =
u

f2
, V̂ (χ→ 0) =

u0
f20

, V̂ (χ→∞) =
u∞k

4

ξ2∞χ
4
.

(18)
This potential approaches a constant for χ → 0 and van-
ishes ∼ χ−4 for χ→∞. We will find solutions of the cos-
mological field equations (5), (6) for which χ evolves from
zero for η → −∞ to infinity for η → ∞. The regime of

small χ2 will be associated to inflation, while the region of
large χ2 will account for dynamical dark energy. The exact

vanishing of V̂ for χ → ∞ is associated to a (dynamical)
solution of the cosmological constant problem.

IV. Quantum scale symmetry

Quantum scale symmetry [28] is a key concept for the
understanding of dominant features of cosmology beyond
Einstein gravity. It is directly related to the scaling solu-
tion of the flow equation and associated fixed points. At
fixed points quantum scale symmetry becomes exact. For
early cosmology the observed approximate scale invariance
of the spectrum of primordial cosmic fluctuations can find
its root in the approximate quantum scale symmetry for
the vicinity of an ultraviolet (UV) fixed point for k → ∞
or χ → 0. Late cosmology describes the approach to an
infrared (IR) fixed point for k → 0 or χ → ∞. Precisely
at the infrared fixed point quantum scale symmetry will be
an exact global symmetry of the quantum effective action.
It is, however, spontaneously broken by the non-zero value
of χ. Any spontaneously broken exact global symmetry
predicts the presence of a massless Goldstone boson – the
dilaton in our case. For finite large ρ̃ quantum scale sym-
metry is only approximate, resulting in a tiny mass for the
pseudo Goldstone boson which is associated to the cosmon.
Spontaneously broken approximate quantum scale symme-
try gives therefore a natural reason for a very light scalar
field which can provide for dynamical dark energy [6].

Quantum scale symmetry emerges as an exact global
symmetry whenever the quantum effective action Γ does
not involve any intrinsic momentum or length scale. All
scales are then given by fields as χ. For the scaling solu-
tion of the flow equation this global symmetry is realized
if for a suitable choice of fields the effective action becomes
independent of k for fixed fields. In our setting this typ-
ically occurs for ρ̃ → 0 (UV-fixed point) and for ρ̃ → ∞
(IR-fixed point). More precisely, quantum scale symme-
try is an exact global symmetry at fixed points where all
scale-dependence can be absorbed in renormalized fields
which transform non-trivially under scale transformations.
While classical scale symmetry is broken by quantum ef-
fects leading to running dimensionless couplings, quantum
scale symmetry is generated by the quantum fluctuations.
It is the flow of the couplings and the associated fixed
points that is responsible for this symmetry.

1. Infrared fixed point

For ρ̃→∞ the quantum effective action takes the simple
form

Γ =

∫
x

√
g

{
− 1

2
ξ∞χ

2R+ u∞k
4 +

1

2
K

(
χ2

k2

)
∂µχ∂µχ

}
.

(19)

By rescaling χ we can set ξ∞ → 1, with new kinetial K̃ =
K/ξ∞. The quantum scale transformations or dilatations
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act as

gµν → α−2gµν , χ→ αχ . (20)

For ρ̃ → ∞ the constant potential u∞k
4 can be ne-

glected, and quantum scale symmetry becomes exact if

K̃ approaches a constant. The violations of scale sym-
metry close to the IR-fixed point arise for non-zero k from

u∞k
4 and a possible ρ̃-dependence of K̃. Alternatively,

by use of the freedom of an overall rescaling of χ we may
set K∞ = K(χ → ∞) = ±1. With this normalization
quantum scale symmetry is realized if ξ(χ → ∞) takes a
constant value ξ∞. We will see that a negative value K∞
can be consistent with stability.

As mentioned above, the scaling solution implies that the

dimensionless potential V̂ vanishes for χ → ∞. Quantum
scale symmetry alone does not guarantee this behavior,
since a scale invariant potential U = λχ4 would lead to

constant V̂ . The vanishing of λ is required by the scaling
solution which only exists if u(ρ̃ → ∞) approaches a con-
stant. On rather general grounds one can show [99] that in
the presence of metric fluctuations the potential U cannot
grow faster than F for χ→∞. This rule is obeyed for an
asymptotically constant U , but not for U ∼ χ4.

2. Weyl scaling

The physical implications of the effective action (19) are
most easily understood by performing a field transforma-
tion of the metric. By the conformal transformation or
Weyl scaling [41, 42],

g′µν = w−2(χ)gµν , (21)

the effective action (3) retains its form when expressed in
terms of the new metric g′µν . The transformed functions
are

F ′ =w2F , U ′ = w4U ,

K ′ =w2

[
K − 6F

∂ lnw

∂χ

(
∂ lnw

∂χ
+
∂ lnF

∂χ

)]
. (22)

The frame invariant combinations V̂ and K̂ in eq. (7) re-
main the same when expressed in terms of U ′, F ′ and K ′.
The field equations (5), (6) hold for all metric frames re-
lated by an arbitrary choice of w(χ). Both conformal time
η and the combination A are invariant under Weyl scalings.
For many observables the independence from the choice of
the metric frame has been demonstrated explicitly [44, 100–
110]. Weyl scalings change the geometry without affecting
observables. Different metric frames often induce unusual
pictures of cosmology [111, 112].

The Einstein frame obtains for a choice w2 = M2/F ,
such that the curvature coefficient is given by the squared
Planck mass, F ′ = M2. We emphasize that the Planck
mass M is introduced only by the variable transforma-
tion (21), rather than being a parameter of the model. The
scalar potential in the Einstein frame UE is directly related

to the frame invariant potential V̂ by UE = M4V̂ . For the
vicinity of the IR-fixed point with F = ξ∞χ

2 one finds for

the kinetial in the Einstein frame

KE =
M2

χ2

(
K

ξ∞
+ 6

)
. (23)

The factor χ−2 can be absorbed by defining

ϕ = 4M ln
(χ
k

)
, (24)

such that the effective action (19) reads in the Einstein
frame,

ΓE =

∫
x

√
gE

{
− 1

2
M2RE + UE(ϕ) +

1

2
Z(ϕ)∂µϕ∂µϕ

}
,

(25)
with potential

UE(ϕ) =
u∞M

4

ξ2∞
exp

(
− ϕ

M

)
, (26)

and kinetial

Z(ϕ) =
1

16

(
K

ξ∞
+ 6

)
. (27)

We observe that the criterion of stability is Z(ϕ) ≥ 0, such
that K can actually be negative provided K > −6ξ∞.

The potential in the Einstein frame vanishes exponen-

tially for ϕ → ∞, corresponding to the vanishing of V̂ for
χ → ∞. Exponential potentials are often used for models
of quintessence [6, 7, 11–13]. We could use a further field
transform of the scalar field to bring the kinetic term to
a canonical form. We will not always do so since the dis-
cussion of dynamical dark energy with a field dependent
kinetial is actually quite convenient [61, 113–117]. The
general form of Z is given by

Z =
Kρ̃

8f
+

3

8

(
∂ ln f

∂ ln ρ̃

)2

, 2ρ̃ = exp
( ϕ

2M

)
. (28)

Stability requires Z(ρ̃) ≥ 0 for all ρ̃.

3. Cosmon as pseudo Goldstone boson of quantum
scale symmetry

The scalar field σ with canonical kinetic term is related
to ϕ by

dσ

dϕ
= Z1/2(ϕ) . (29)

With this normalization the mass mc of the cosmon obeys

m2
c =

∂2UE
∂σ2

=

(
1 +

M

2

∂ lnZ

∂ϕ

)
UE
ZM2

=

[
1 +

1

4

∂

∂ ln ρ̃
ln

(
K

ξ∞
+ 6

)]
UE
ZM2

. (30)

For ϕ → ∞ or ρ̃ → ∞ the ratio K/ξ∞ becomes inde-
pendent of ρ̃ if a fixed point is reached. The mass of the
cosmon vanishes in this limit is proportional to UE/Z, as
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expected for a pseudo Goldstone boson with explicit sym-
metry breaking given by UE .

For (K/ξ∞)(ρ̃ → ∞) = −6 the global scale symme-
try at the IR-fixed point is enhanced to a local “Weyl
symmetry” with spacetime-dependent parameter α(x) in
eq. (20). This includes conformal symmetry. In this limit
the scalar field ceases to be a propagating degree of free-
dom, as seen directly from Z(ϕ → ∞) = 0. Indeed, the
metric in the Einstein frame g′µν = (ξ∞χ

2/M2)gµν is in-
variant under local Weyl scalings. The local Weyl scaling
acts as ϕ(x) → ϕ(x) + 4M lnα(x). Local Weyl symmetry
is realized if the effective action in the Einstein frame does
not involve the scalar field ϕ. If the IR-cutoff respects local
Weyl symmetry, cf. refs [118, 119], this enhanced symme-
try is a partial fixed point of the flow equations. (This
always holds if the flow equations are compatible with the
enhanced symmetry.) If this partial fixed point plays a role
for the scaling solution for ρ̃ → ∞ one expects that Z(ϕ)
vanishes for ϕ→∞. For Z vanishing slower than exponen-
tially the cosmon mass still approaches zero for ϕ→∞.

A Weyl transformation to the Einstein frame has also to
be applied to fermions and other scalars in order to ensure
that a standard normalization of the kinetic terms remains
preserved. At the fixed point for ϕ→∞ the dimensionless
mass ratios or couplings become independent of ϕ in the
Einstein frame. As a result, the cosmon can only have
derivative couplings, as appropriate for a Goldstone boson.
We observe that in the Einstein frame the (global) scale
transformation (20) acts as a constant shift

ϕ→ ϕ+ 4M lnα , (31)

while the metric gEµν = gµνξ∞χ
2/M2 as well as the

rescaled fields for fermions, other scalars and gauge bosons
are invariant. This shift symmetry implies directly the ab-
sence of non-derivative couplings of ϕ.

4. Dynamical dark energy

The potential and kinetic term of the cosmon ϕ are a
source of dynamical dark energy, according to the field
equation

H2 =
1

3M2

[
UE +

Z

2

(
∂tϕ
)2

+ ρE

]
, (32)

where we have added to eq. (5) the contribution of the
energy density in radiation and matter, given by ρE in the
Einstein frame. The scalar field evolves according to eq. (6)(

∂2t + 3H∂t
)
ϕ+

1

2

∂ lnZ

∂ϕ

(
∂tϕ
)2

= − 1

Z

∂UE
∂ϕ

=
UE
MZ

=
M3

Z
exp

[
− ϕ

M
+ ln

(
u∞
ξ2∞

)]
. (33)

In the limit where the term ∼ ∂ lnZ/∂ϕ can be neglected
the scalar field ϕ “rolls down” an exponential potential,
increasing to infinity as cosmic time t (or equivalently con-
formal time η) goes to infinity. Thus the infrared fixed
point at ϕ → ∞ is approached asymptotically in the infi-
nite future of the cosmic evolution. The parameters u∞,
ξ∞ can be absorbed by a constant shift of ϕ.

The homogeneous dark energy density ρh is given by

ρh = UE +
Z

2

(
∂tϕ
)2

= UE + TE , (34)

and the equation of state wh is defined by

wh =
TE − UE
TE + UE

, TE =
1

2
(1 + wh)ρh . (35)

Multiplying eq. (32) with Z∂tϕ yields the “conservation
equation”

∂tρh + 6HTE = ∂tρh + 3H(1 + wh)ρh = 0 . (36)

This may be compared with the conservation equation for
ρE ,

∂tρE = nHρE , (37)

with n = 3 for matter domination and n = 4 for radiation
domination. For wh > 0 dark energy decreases faster than
matter, while for wh < 0 the decrease of ρh is slower than
matter such that the energy density in the scalar field may
finally dominate. For the matter dominated universe there
exists a possible “cosmic scaling solution” if wh = 0. In
this case dark energy decreases at the same rate as matter,
such that the fraction of dark energy

Ωh =
ρh

ρh + ρE
=

ρh
3M2H2

, (38)

becomes a constant. For the radiation dominated universe
a cosmic scaling solution with constant Ωh is realized for
wh = 1/3. With

y = ln(aM) = ln(A) , (39)

we can combine the conservation equations to

∂yΩh =−
[
3(1 + wh) + 2∂y lnH

]
Ωh

=
[
n− 3(1 + wh)

]
(1− Ωh) . (40)

The last equation holds for all metric frames if we use y =
lnA.

The detailed dynamics of dark energy requires knowl-
edge about the ϕ-dependence of Z. We will discuss this in
sect. VII. For constant Z < 1/n we will indeed find cos-
mic scaling solutions with constant Ωh = Zn [6]. They
are attractors in the sense that neighboring solutions ap-
proach for increasing time these cosmic scaling solutions.
Cosmic scaling solutions can give a natural explanation
why the present value ρh/M

4 ≈ 10−120 is so tiny. With
constant Ωh dark energy decreases like radiation or mat-
ter, for which the small value ρE/M

4 ≈ 10−120 is natu-
rally understood as a consequence of the huge age of the
universe in Planck units. The presently observed acceler-
ated expansion requires, however, a recent exit from such
a cosmic scaling solution, for example by growing neutrino
quintessence [120–124]. We will see that a cosmic scaling
solution may only be reached very late in the evolution of
the universe.
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5. Ultraviolet fixed point

The ultraviolet fixed point corresponds to the limit ρ̃→
0. For fixed k this is realized for χ→ 0, while for fixed χ it
describes k →∞. For ρ̃→ 0 the effective action according
to the scaling solution is approximated by

Γ =

∫
x

√
g

{
− 1

2

(
f0k

2 + ξ0χ
2
)
R+

1

2
K∂µχ∂µχ+ u0k

4

}
.

(41)
Due to the leading behavior F = f0k

2, U = u0k
4 the

scale k remains present and Γ is not invariant under field
scalings (20). In contrast, neglecting the subleading term
∼ ξ0 and for

K = κ
k2

χ2
, (42)

we observe a different version of quantum scale symmetry
where only the scalar field χ is multiplicatively rescaled ,
χ → αχ, while the metric is left invariant. The leading
scale symmetry violations close to this fixed point are due
to ξ0, as well as deviations of K from the form (42) and
corrections ∼ m2

0χ
2 for U .

One could perform a Weyl scaling with w2 = χ2/k2.
This would replace the curvature coefficient by F ′ = f0χ

2

and the potential by U ′ = u0χ
4, while the factor χ−2 in

K would no longer be present in K ′. In the new metric
frame the effective action is invariant under the simultane-
ous transformations (20) of the metric and the scalar field.
The lesson to be learned is that the quantum scale trans-
formations at the IR- and UV-fixed points need not be the
same, or the fields on which they act need not to be iden-
tical. Quantum scale symmetry at the UV-fixed point can
actually also be realized if K diverges for χ → 0 with a
power different from χ−2. The renormalized fields with a
standard scaling behavior would then be different [115].

At the UV-fixed point the effective action takes a par-
ticularly simple form in terms of the scalar field ϕ̃

ϕ̃ =
√
κk ln

(χ
k

)
, (43)

namely

Γ =

∫
x

√
g

{
− 1

2
f0k

2R+ u0k
4 +

1

2
∂µϕ̃∂µϕ̃

}
. (44)

This describes a massless free scalar field with canonical
kinetic term coupled to a form of Einstein gravity with a
cosmological constant. The scale transformations act now
as shifts in ϕ̃. From eq. (44) we can obtain the Einstein
frame by a constant Weyl scaling with w2 = M2/(f0k

2),
resulting in UE = u0M

4/f20 . We further transform ϕ̃
to ϕ = 4M ln(χ/M), resulting in an effective action of
type (25) with constant potential and

Z =
κ

16f0
. (45)

In the Einstein frame the solution of the field equations
for ϕ → −∞ is de Sitter space. (As long as corrections

to quantum scale symmetry are not taken into account we
can take an arbitrary constant value for ϕ as well.) The
constant Hubble parameter reads in the Einstein frame

H2
E =

u0M
4

3f20
. (46)

De Sitter space is a good approximation for the inflationary
epoch of the universe.

The primordial fluctuations of the scalar and graviton
(traceless transverse tensor of the metric fluctuations) are
given by the propagators of the respective fields. In turn,
these propagators are determined as the inverse of the
second functional derivative of the quantum effective ac-
tion [59]. For de Sitter space one finds an exactly scale
invariant primordial fluctuation spectrum (spectral index
ns = 0). This scale invariance is directly rooted in the
quantum scale symmetry of the effective action. No intrin-
sic parameter with dimension of mass or length appears
in the effective action once it is expressed in terms of ap-
propriate renormalized fields. This explains why no scale
appears in the fluctuation spectrum. The spectrum of the
primordial cosmic fluctuations does not depend on the met-
ric frame [43].

The amplitude of the graviton fluctuations obeys the
frame-invariant expression[43, 59]

∆2
T =

2Ĥ2

π2A2
=

2H2
E

π2M2
=

2UE
3π2M4

, (47)

where the last two equations insert the values for the Ein-
stein frame. We may compare with the observed ampli-
tude of the cosmic fluctuation spectrum for scalar fluctua-
tions [125]

A =
3π2

2r
∆2
T = 3.56 · 10−8 , (48)

with tensor to scalar ratio r < 0.05 [126]. This limits the
value of the potential at the time when the primordial fluc-
tuations are frozen,

rA =
UE
M4

= V̂ =
u

f2
. (49)

Very close to the UV-fixed point this would entail the con-
straint u0/f

2
0 = rA . 2 · 10−9. We will see in the next

section that such a small value seems rather unlikely to
result from a quantum gravity computation of u0 and f0.
This is an example of typical restrictions following from
quantum gravity. One concludes that the decoupling of the
observed fluctuations should occur at a later time when HE

is already substantially smaller than the value very close
to the fixed point. This will be discussed in sect. VII.

V. Flow equations for quantum gravity

This section presents the functional flow equation on
which our estimates of the properties of the scaling so-
lution and its limiting behavior for ρ̃ → 0 and ρ̃ → ∞ are
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based. We work in second order in a derivative expansion.
The scale dependent effective action Γk is therefore trun-
cated to the form (3). The flow equations are evaluated for
euclidean signature of the metric. Analytic continuation
to Minkowski signature does not seem to pose any major
problem at this level since all inverse propagators have the
form Zq2 +m2. We report on the flow equations for u and
f and discuss properties of the flow equation for K.

1. Diffeomorphism invariant flow equation for
quantum gravity

The functional flow equation for the effective average
action Γk and its adaption to gauge theories and gravity
has been developed in ref. [21–23]. We report here on the
gauge invariant formulation [60] which offers both technical
simplifications and a direct connection to observable quan-
tities. In this formulation the first functional derivative of
Γk→0 yields the field equations for cosmology, while the
second functional derivative determines the inverse propa-
gator. One obtains the propagator and thereby the fluctu-
ation spectrum by inversion. In case of fundamental scale
invariance the field equations and propagators can be com-
puted for an arbitrary choice of k.

The exact flow equation takes the simple one loop form,

k∂kΓk =
1

2
Str
{(

Γ
(2)
k +Rk

)−1
k∂kRk

}
− δk . (50)

Here
(
Γ
(2)
k + Rk

)−1
is the full propagator in the presence

of arbitrary “macroscopic fields” and the infrared regula-

tor Rk. Thus both Γk and Γ
(2)
k are functionals of these

fields and eq. (50) is a functional differential equation. In
momentum space the supertrace Str contains a momen-
tum integral

∫
q

=
∫

d4q/(2π)4, a sum over different species

of particles with a minus sign for fermions, as well as a
trace over internal indices, including Lorentz indices µ, ν or
spinor indices if appropriate. The cutoff vanishes rapidly
for squared momenta q2 � k2 such that the momentum
integral is ultraviolet finite due to the decay of k∂kRk. In-
frared finiteness is assured by the presence of the regulator

term in the inverse propagator Γ
(2)
k +Rk. With a UV- and

IR-finite right hand side there is no need for an additional
UV-regularization. Once the flow equation is established
one needs no more an explicit regularized functional inte-
gral respecting the symmetries. The microphysics is en-
coded in the “initial conditions” of Γk for k → ∞. This
implicit “ERGE regularization” constitutes an important
advantage for theories for which no explicit gauge invariant
regularization is known, as in the case of quantum gravity.
Finally, δk is a “measure factor” which accounts for the
redundant formulation in case of local gauge theories.

For the gauge invariant formulation of the flow equa-
tion the first term on the r.h.s. involves a projection on
the physical fluctuations. This is effectively achieved by a
suitable “physical gauge fixing”. In this formulation the
conceptual structure of the first term is completely analo-
gous to simpler theories for scalars and fermions without
local gauge invariance. The “measure factor” is given by
a simple functional (typically a derivative of a regularized

determinant) that does not depend on Γk. Ghosts need
not to be introduced for this purpose since the Faddeev-
Popov determinant can be regularized directly. We will
not describe here all computational steps leading to the
flow equations for u, f and K. We only present the main
lines and the results which have a simple intuitive form.

2. Flow equation for effective potential

We first evaluate the flow equation for constant scalar
fields and a constant metric. Since all derivatives vanish
this projects Γk on the effective potential for the scalar
fields, multiplied by

√
g, i.e. Γk =

∫
x

√
gUk. Correspond-

ingly, Γ
(2)
k has to be evaluated for constant macroscopic

fields. In the presence of these fields one typically finds mo-

mentum independent contributions to Γ
(2)
k . These field de-

pendent “mass terms” are functions of the constant scalar
fields.

The flow equation for the effective scalar potential Uk
can be written in an intuitive form [29, 31]

k∂kUk =π̃U = π̃grav + π̃s + π̃gauge + π̃f

=
k4

32π2

(
2Ng +NS + 2NV − 2NF

)
= 4k4cU .

(51)

Different parts arise from fluctuations of different fields,
with N j the effective numbers of particle species as de-
scribed below.

Metric fluctuations

The first contribution arises from the metric fluctuations

π̃grav =
k4

24π2

(
1− ηg

8

)( 5

1− v
+

1

1− v/4

)
− k4

8π2
. (52)

It depends on the dimensionless ratio

v =
2U

Fk2
=

2u

f
. (53)

Here the first term in eq. (52) reflects the five degrees of
freedom of the traceless tensor fluctuations (graviton fluc-
tuations) whose propagator involves an effective mass term
−2U/F . The second term is due to the physical scalar
degree in the metric fluctuation with effective mass term
−U/(2F ). (Here physical fluctuations are defined in con-
trast to the pure gauge fluctuations. This does not mean
that the physical scalar metric fluctuation, which accounts
for Newton’s potential, is propagating as a particle. The
particle degrees of freedom are only two polarizations of
the graviton.) Finally, the constant last term reflects the
metric contribution to the measure factor δk.

For the precise form of the flow equations we fol-
low ref. [29], for early investigations see ref. [127–
130]. We have taken a particular form of the in-
frared cutoff function, namely a Litim-type regulator [131]
Rk ∼

(
k2 − q2

)
θ
(
k2 − q2

)
. This replaces an inverse prop-

agator q2 by k2 if q2 < k2, and does not change the prop-
agator for q2 > k2, leading to k∂kRk = 0 for q2 > k2. For
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this regulator a mass term m2 in the inverse propagator
∼
(
q2 +m2

)
generates a “threshold function”

s(m̃2) =
(
1 + m̃2

)−1
, m̃2 =

m2

k2
, (54)

which multiplies the contribution of the massive particle.
This threshold function leads to an automatic suppression
of the contribution from particles with m2 > k2, such that
the flow equation incorporates naturally the decoupling of
heavy particles. This contrasts to many other regular-
ization schemes as dimensional regularization. For other
choices of the regulator Rk the precise form of the threshold
function will differ, but the qualitative decoupling behavior
remains the same.

We also observe a pole in the threshold function for
m̃2 → −1. This can be related to convexity properties
of the effective potential [132]. For the graviton contribu-
tion the factor (1 − v)−1 reflects this threshold function,
with m̃2 = −v, and similar for the scalar metric fluctu-
ation with m̃2 = −v/4. We note that the effective mass
term m̃2 for the metric fluctuations is negative for positive
u and f . Values of v close to one can substantially enhance
the impact of the graviton fluctuations. They dominate for
the range of positive v.

Finally the quantity ηg,

ηg = −k∂k ln f = 2− k∂kF

F
, (55)

reflects that the regulator for the metric fluctuations is
taken proportional to F . Thus ηg vanishes for constant
f and equals two if F is independent of k. In the limit
|v| � 1 one finds for constant F

π̃grav =
k4

16π2
, Ng = 1 . (56)

This corresponds to the contribution of the two propagat-
ing degrees of freedom of the graviton. In our setting for
cosmology this limit applies for k2 � χ2.

Scalar fluctuations

The contribution from scalar fluctuations is the same as
for models without gravity

π̃s =
k4

32π2

∑
A

(
1− ηA

6

) (
1 + m̃2

A

)−1
=
NSk

4

32π2
, (57)

where the sum runs over NS scalar fields. The index A
labels the eigenvalues m2

A of the renormalized scalar mass
matrix M2,

M2
ab =

(
ZaZb

)−1/2 ∂2U

∂φa∂φb
, m̃2

A =
m2
A

k2
. (58)

Here Za is the kinetial of the scalar field φa, a = 1 . . . NS ,
ηa = −k∂k lnZa. The anomalous dimension ηA arises from
ZA multiplying Rk and is identified with some suitable ηa.

It is typically a small quantity and can be neglected. We
identify NS in eq. (51), (57) with the effective number of
real scalar fields. For ηA = 0 it coincides with the number
of effectively massless scalars for which m̃2

A � 1. Since m̃2
A

depends on the values of the constant macroscopic scalar
fields the effective number NS varies in different regions of
field space and for different k. Inbetween mass thresholds
one finds, however, an (almost) constant value of NS . The
overall picture is simple: every effectively massless scalar
contributes to π̃s a term k4/(32π2). For massless scalars
the only mass scale is given by k, such that the factor k4

is dictated by the dimension of the scalar potential Uk.
The flow equation (51), (52), (57) is derived in the trun-

cation of variable gravity (3) which includes terms with up
to two derivatives. Within this truncation we have omit-
ted a subleading term. For ∂U/∂φ = 0 the scalar degree
of freedom in the metric fluctuations mixes with the other
scalars φa. The resulting correction term [29] ∼

(
∂U/∂ϕ

)2
vanishes at the minimum of U and can be neglected for
sufficiently flat U .

We evaluate U(χ) at the partial minimum with respect
to other additional scalar fields as the Higgs doublet. At
the partial minimum these additional scalar fields do not
mix with χ through the mass matrix. They also do not mix
with the metric fluctuations. Then the additional scalars
decouple in a range of k smaller than their masses. These
properties single out the definition of χ at the partial min-
imum with respect to the other scalars. For a different
choice the flow equations would be more complicated and
do not feature the effective decoupling. (Our flow equa-
tions concern the effective potential at zero temperature.
If fields are displaced from their minimum in vacuum due to
temperature effects the situation gets more complex.) For
k smaller than the mass of the lightest additional scalar
only the fluctuations of χ contribute to π̃s, with

m̃2 =
∂u

∂ρ̃
+ 2

∂2u

∂ρ̃2
. (59)

In the region where u(ρ̃) is flat one has approximately m̃2 =
0 and therefore NS = 1 − ηs/6. The mixing with the
metric fluctuations due to (∂U/∂χ)2 can be neglected in
these regions.

Fermion and gauge boson fluctuations

The contributions from fermion fluctuations is even sim-
pler. For effectively massless fermions NF counts the num-
ber of Weyl-fermions or equivalently Majorana fermions.
For example, in the region of k � me the electron fluc-
tuations contribute NF,e = 2 as appropriate for a Dirac
fermion which is constituted of two Majorana fermions
or Weyl fermions. In general, we consider NF Majorana
fermions with masses m2

f and m̃2
f = m2

f/k
2. Neglecting

possible small anomalous dimensions for the fermionic ki-
netic terms they contribute

π̃f = −NF k
4

16π2
, NF =

Nf∑
f=1

(
1 + m̃2

f

)−1
. (60)
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We observe again the decoupling of fermions once m2
f �

k2. For the scaling solution the fermion masses are given
by effective dimensionless Yukawa couplings hf ,

mf = hfχ , m̃2
f = 2h2f ρ̃ . (61)

For the contribution π̃gauge from gauge bosons NV

counts the number of effectively massless gauge bosons.
For each massless gauge boson the physical fluctuations
are the transversal fluctuations and contribute a factor
three. The measure term subtracts one, resulting in the
expression 2NV in eq. (51), which reflect the two polar-
izations of a propagating massless vector field. Gauge
bosons can acquire masses mv through the Higgs mech-
anism, m̃2

v = m2
v/k

2, such that NV is approximated by

2NV =

NV∑
v=1

[
3
(
1 + m̃2

v

)−1 − 1
]
. (62)

The three massive gauge boson degrees of freedom decou-
ple for m̃2

v � 1. What remains is the measure factor which
does not involve m̃2

v. This measure factor cancels precisely
the contribution of the massless Goldstone boson in NS .
For each massive gauge boson there is one massless Gold-
stone boson that transmutes to the longitudinal massive
gauge boson. As a result, only the three degrees of freedom
of the massive gauge boson and the massive non-Goldstone
scalar modes (“radial modes”) contribute to the flow. They
decouple once all mass terms exceed k2.

For the quantum scale invariant standard model the
masses of the W- and Z-bosons are proportional to the
Fermi scale ϕ0, which in turn is proportional to χ. This
results in m̃2

v = cvρ̃, with very small cv ∼ g2ϕ2
0/χ

2 involv-
ing the gauge coupling g and the tiny ratio ϕ2

0/χ
2. This

ensures that the W- and Z-bosons decouple only once k
gets smaller than their mass.

Robustness of flow equation

In summary, a rough approximation to the flow of Uk
simply counts the degrees of freedom for massless particles,
consisting of Ng gravitons, NS scalars, NF fermions and

NV gauge bosons, as relevant for a given range of k or
ρ̃. In view of this very simple structure, where only the
physical propagating modes contribute in the range where
their masses are smaller than k, the flow equation for U
seems to be rather robust.

In the gauge invariant formulation of the flow equa-
tion propagators and vertices obtain by taking appropri-
ate derivatives of Γk. From the potential Uk we obtain the
mass matrix by taking two derivatives

M
2

ab =
∂2U

∂ϕa∂ϕb
. (63)

Correspondingly, the flow equation for M
2

ab is found by
taking two derivatives of the flow generator

k∂kM
2

ab =
∂2π̃U
∂ϕa∂ϕb

. (64)

This generalizes to the flow of vertices, as quartic scalar
couplings which involve four derivatives of U . Omitting the
contributions of metric fluctuations, which is suppressed
for k2 � F , this procedure reproduces the perturbative
β-functions for the running quartic couplings in one loop
order, plus part of the higher loop contributions. Exact
two-loop β-functions require an extended truncation [133].
It is interesting to note that it is precisely the threshold
functions for the decoupling of massive particles which are
responsible for the running quartic couplings. The field-
dependence of k∂kUk arises only from these threshold func-
tions which induce a field-dependence of NS , NV , NF .
The one-loop β-functions are universal in the sense that
they do not depend on the choice of the IR-cutoff Rk. The
fact that perturbative β-functions obtain in a straightfor-
ward way from the flow equation (51) enhances our confi-
dence in the validity of this approach.

3. Flow equation for curvature coefficient

For extracting the flow equation for F we continue to
take constant scalar fields. In contrast, we consider a met-
ric gµν(x) different from the constant metric for flat space.
We choose this metric such that the associated curvature
scalar R is small. By evaluating the difference of the flow
of Γk as compared to the flow in flat space one extracts the
flow of − 1

2

∫
x

√
gFR and therefore F or f . For the evalua-

tion of the flow generator one may use heat kernel methods
for general metrics or specialize to particular metric con-
figurations as the ones for spheres.

Following ref. [30] the gauge invariant flow equation leads
to

k∂kF =2k2cF = 2k2
(
c
(grav)
F + c

(S)
F + c

(F )
F + c

(V )
F

)
=2k2c

(grav)
F +

k2

48π2

(
−NS −NF + 4N

′
V

)
. (65)

The contribution from metric fluctuations is given by

c
(grav)
F =

25(1− ηg/6)

64π2(1− v)
− (1− 11ηg/64)

72π2(1− v/4)
+

17

192π2
. (66)

The first term arises from the traceless tensor or gravi-
ton fluctuations, the second approximates the contribu-
tion of the scalar metric fluctuations and the last term
reflects the measure contribution for the metric sector. We
observe that the graviton fluctuations dominate over the
scalar metric fluctuations by a large factor (unless v takes
very large negative values). We have again simplified the
scalar sector by omitting the mixing of the scalar metric
fluctuations with additional scalar fields. (For an explicit
expression for this small correction see ref. [30].)

The contribution from scalar fluctuations is given by

c
(S)
F = − NS

96π2
+ c

(ξ)
F , (67)

with effective number of massless scalars NS given by
eq. (57). The second term arises from the field-dependence
of the curvature coefficient. For a single scalar field with in-
verse propagator (neglecting mixing with the scalar metric
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fluctuation)

G−1 =Zq2 +
∂2U

∂χ2
− 1

2

∂2F

∂χ2
R

=Z(q2 +m2 − ξ̃R) , (68)

where ξ̃ = (∂2F/∂χ2)/(2Z) one finds [30]

c
(ξ)
F = − ξ̃

32π2(1 + m̃2)2
. (69)

In turn, the flow equation for ξ̃ obtains by taking the second
χ-derivative of eq. (65), see ref. [127] for an early compu-
tation. Off-diagonal kinetic terms mixing the scalar metric
fluctuations with the fluctuations of the additional scalar
render the situation more complex. We will in the follow-
ing omit this contribution, keeping in mind that a better
understanding is needed.

The fermion contribution obtains as

c
(F )
F = − NF

96π2
, (70)

with NF given by eq. (60). For the contribution of gauge
boson fluctuations one finds

c
(V )
F =

4N
′
V

96π2
, 4N

′
V =

∑
v

[
3(1 + m̃2

v)
−1 + 1

]
. (71)

The last constant term is the measure contribution from
the gauge sector for which we note the opposite sign as
for the contribution to the flow of the effective potential.
This contribution cancels the contribution of the Goldstone
boson from c

(S)
F ∼ −NS . Again, massive gauge bosons

decouple in the limit m̃2
v � 1, with only the three massive

degrees of freedom contributing.

The sign of c
(grav)
F and c

(V )
F is positive, while contribu-

tions from scalar and fermion fluctuations have the oppo-

site sign with negative c
(S)
F and c

(F )
F . An overall positive

sign of cF restricts the number of scalars and fermions.

4. Flow equation for kinetial

The flow equation for the kinetial K is not yet known re-
liably. A reliable computation needs to reproduce the prop-
erty that for the scalar-gravity system one has an enhanced
local Weyl symmetry in the limit χ → ∞, K/ξ∞ → −6.
After a Weyl scaling to the Einstein frame the scalar ϕ
appears no longer in the effective action if Z = 0 and
∂U/∂ϕ = 0. This reflects the enhanced local symmetry
which transmutes the scalar degree of freedom to a pure
gauge degree of freedom of this enhanced symmetry. For
this limit the Einstein frame can be viewed as removing
the gauge degree of freedom of local Weyl symmetry which
no longer couples to the physical sector.

As a result of this enhanced symmetry the flow of Z
should either vanish for Z = 0 and ∂U/∂ϕ = 0 or it should
diverge. In both cases the value Z = 0 cannot be reached.
For the case of vanishing flow the fixed point can be ap-
proached asymptotically and one expects for ∂U/∂ϕ → 0
a flow equation of the type

k∂kZ = −ηZZ , (72)

where the anomalous dimension ηZ can depend on other
couplings and may vanish. In turn, this translates to

k∂k

(
K

ξ

)(
χ→∞

)
= −ηZ

(
K

ξ
+ 6

)
, (73)

with

ξ =
1

2

∂F

∂ρ
=

1

2χ

∂F

∂χ
. (74)

It is a somewhat involved task to reproduce the prop-
erty (73) from the flow equations for K and F . Pertur-
bative one-loop results for these flow equations can be in-
ferred from ref. [134].

The flow equation is formulated at fixed gµν and χ and
not for fixed fields g′µν and ϕ in the Einstein frame. The
nonlinear field transformation from χ to ϕ and from gµν to
g′µν depends on k. The transformation of the flow equation
under a change of field variables is well known and results
in an additional term [135–138]

k∂kΓ|g′µν ,ϕ =k∂kΓ|gµν ,χ −
∫
x

∂Γ

∂g′µν
k∂kg

′
µν |gµν ,χ

−
∫
x

∂Γ

∂ϕ(x)
k∂kϕ(x)|gµν ,χ . (75)

Furthermore, the second functional derivative Γ
(2)
k has to

be translated to functional derivatives with respect to g′µν .
(There is a possibility to formulate the IR-cutoff term in
terms of g′µν and ϕ, which yields a formulation where the
second functional derivative with respect to these fields ap-
pears in the flow equation. Of course, the same cutoff func-
tion has to be used for the computation of k∂kU , k∂kF
and k∂kK.) For the Weyl scaling to the Einstein frame,
g′µν = (F/M2)gµν , eq. (75) reads

k∂kΓ|g′µν ,ϕ =k∂kΓ|gµν ,χ +
k2cF
M2

∫
x

√
g′T̃µνE g′µν

+ 4M

∫
x

∂Γ

∂ϕ(x)
, (76)

where the second term involves the trace of the en-
ergy momentum tensor T̃µνE in the Einstein frame,
including here a “gravitational part” according to
∂Γ/∂g′µν = −

(√
g′/2

)
T̃µνE . For solutions of the field equa-

tions the additional terms vanish.
Eq. (76) may permit to compute the flow of the wave

function in the Einstein frame and to devise a form of the
cutoff function Rk that is compatible with the enhanced
local Weyl symmetry. In the Einstein frame one may ex-
pect that for small k2/M2 the metric fluctuations effec-
tively decouple for the flow of Z. This short discussion
demonstrates the work that needs to be done.

VI. Scaling solution

The scaling solution plays a central role for our discus-
sion of cosmology. In this section we therefore investigate
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the scaling solution for the dimensionless functions u(ρ̃)
and f(ρ̃) in some detail. In particular, we discuss the ro-
bustness of the important limiting behavior for ρ̃→ 0 and
ρ̃ → ∞. The functions u(ρ̃) and f(ρ̃) are sufficient in or-

der to determine the frame-invariant potential V̂ (ρ̃) for the
scaling solution. For the second frame invariant function

K̂(ρ̃) further computation is required.

1. Differential equations for scaling solutions

A scaling solution requires that u and f are only func-
tions of ρ̃ = χ2/(2k2), solving the flow equation at fixed
ρ̃. The flow equations (51) and (65) are evaluated at fixed
ρ = χ2/2

k∂ku|ρ = −4u+ 4cU , k∂kf = −2f + 2cF . (77)

The flow equations at fixed ρ̃ obtain by a variable change

k∂ku|ρ̃ = k∂ku|ρ −
∂u

∂ρ̃
k∂kρ̃|ρ (78)

where

k∂kρ̃|ρ = −2ρ̃ . (79)

and similar for f . In terms of the dimensionless scalar fields
eq. (77) transforms to(

k∂k − 2ρ̃∂ρ̃
)
u =4(cU − u) ,(

k∂k − 2ρ̃∂ρ̃
)
f =2(cF − f) . (80)

In our truncation the quantities cU and cF are functions of
ρ̃, involving u, f and derivatives thereof. Eq. (80) consti-
tutes a closed system of differential equations.

The scaling solution solves eq. (80) with k∂ku|ρ̃ = 0,
k∂kf |ρ̃ = 0. We infer the differential equations that scaling
solutions have to obey,

ρ̃∂ρ̃u = 2(u− cU ) , ρ̃∂ρ̃f = f − cF . (81)

These are central equations for this work. The properties of
the scaling functions u(ρ̃) and f(ρ̃), and in particular their
behavior in the limits ρ̃ → 0 and ρ̃ → ∞, follow from the
solutions of these differential equations. As a boundary
condition we require that for ρ̃ → 0 both u and f reach
finite values

u(ρ̃ = 0) = u0 = cU (ρ̃ = 0) , f(ρ̃ = 0) = f0 = cF (ρ̃ = 0) .
(82)

In turn, this requires finite values of cU and cF for ρ̃→ 0.
Together with the requirement that u and f (and therefore
also cU and cF ) should remain finite for any finite value
of ρ̃ these conditions severely restrict the possible scaling
solutions.

Keeping in mind the corrections discussed above we ap-
proximate the flow generators for u by

cU =
1

96π2

(
1− 1

4
ρ̃∂ρ̃ ln f

)( 5

1− v
+

1

1− v/4

)
+
NU

128π2
,

(83)

with

NU = NS + 2NV − 2NF − 4 . (84)

The generator cF will be approximated by

cF =
(1− 1

3 ρ̃∂ρ̃ ln f)

64π2

(
25

1− v
− 8

9(1− v/4)

)
+
NF

96π2
,

(85)
where

NF = −NS −NF + 4N
′
V +

17

2
. (86)

Here we employ for the scaling solution ηg = 2ρ̃∂ρ̃ ln f and
we simplify its slightly different role for the graviton and

scalar metric fluctuations. We have omitted the term c
(ξ)
F

in eq. (67). The main corrections are presumably due to
the omission of mixing between the scalar metric fluctua-
tions and additional scalars. Since the contribution of the
scalar metric fluctuations is substantially smaller than the
one from the graviton fluctuations (“graviton dominance”)
the main characteristics should be well described by the
approximation (83)- (86).

The range of validity of the flow equations is restricted
to v < 1. For v = 1 the graviton propagator is divergent
even in presence of the IR-cutoff. One finds that v = 1
constitutes a barrier in the flow that is not crossed [99].
This is related to general convexity properties of the scale-
dependent effective action [132].

2. Limiting behavior of scaling solutions

For large ρ̃→∞ one finds a simple solution

f(ρ̃) = 2ξ∞ρ̃ , F = ξ∞χ
2 . (87)

Indeed, for finite cF a term 2ξ∞ρ̃ dominates the r.h.s. of
eq. (81) for ξ∞ 6= 0. A similar solution u ∼ ρ̃2 is not
possible since it would lead to divergent v for positive u,
or to negative divergent u which is forbidden by convexity
properties in the scalar sector. What remains is a constant
value

u(ρ̃→∞) = u∞ =
1

128π2

(
2 +NS + 2NV − 2NF

)
. (88)

Here we note that for f ∼ ρ̃, u → u∞ one has v → 0,
ηg → 2. At this point we have a whole family of possible
scaling solutions parameterized by ξ∞. Not all of them
may correspond to true scaling solutions that remain valid
for the whole range 0 ≤ ρ̃ < ∞. For ξ∞ 6= 0 we can
expand the flow equation in inverse powers of ρ̃, with fixed
coefficients for given ξ∞ [27]. The case ξ∞ = 0 is special.
It corresponds to the constant scaling solution (generalized
Reuter fixed point) for which u and f are independent of
ρ̃ and take the same value as for ρ̃ = 0.

In the limit ρ̃→ 0 both u and f approach constants

u(ρ̃→ 0) =u0 = cU (0)

=
1

128π2

[
4

3

(
5

1− v0
+

1

1− v0/4

)
− 4 +NS + 2NV − 2NF

]
, (89)
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and

f(ρ̃→ 0) =f0 = cF (0)

=
1

96π2

[
3

2

(
25

1− v0
− 8

9(1− v0/4)

)
+

17

2
−NS −NF + 4N

′
V

]
. (90)

Here we employ v0 = u0/(2f0) and ηg = 0. Inserting this
value eqs. (89), (90) are two coupled non-linear equations
for u0 and f0. A discussion of the possible solutions with
f0 > 0 in dependence on the numbers of effectively massless
particles can be found in ref. [30], or, for somewhat different
flow equations, in ref. [139–142].

3. Scaling solution for potential

For scaling solutions with ρ̃-dependent masses or ξ∞ 6= 0
the effective numbers of particles are different for ρ̃ → 0
and ρ̃ → ∞. As ρ̃ increases, more and more particles
decouple from the flow since their masses become larger
than k. We may write

cU =
∑
j

c
(j)
U + cgravU −

N
(0)
V

128π2
, (91)

with

c
(j)
U =

N
(u)
j

128π2(1 + τj ρ̃)
, (92)

the contribution of particles with mass given by

m2
j = τjχ

2/2, m̃2
j = τj ρ̃. Here N

(u)
j = NS,j+3NV,j−2NF,j

involves the appropriate combination of scalars, gauge
bosons and Majorana fermions with mass mj . (This ef-
fective number may include contributions from the anoma-

lous dimension.) The number N
(0)
V denotes the number of

massless gauge bosons and the last term in eq. (91) arises
from the measure term for the massless gauge bosons. For
the massless gauge bosons this subtracts one unit from

3NV,j , such that only 2N
(0)
V massless degrees of freedom

contribute. The contributions of the NV − N
(0)
V Gold-

stone bosons are approximated here as massless even away
from the potential minimum. As we have discussed before,
their contribution is canceled by the measure terms for the

NV −N (0)
V massive gauge bosons. In consequence, neither

the Goldstone boson fluctuations not the measure terms
for the massive gauge bosons appear in

∑
j c

(j)
U in eq. (91).

The scaling solution of the differential equation (81)
yields

u =
∑
j

uj + ugrav , (93)

where

uj =
N

(u)
j

128π2
tu
(
τj ρ̃
)

(94)

involves the threshold function tu
(
τj ρ̃
)
. This threshold

function,

tu
(
τj ρ̃
)

= 1− 2τj ρ̃− 2
(
τj ρ̃
)2

ln

(
τj ρ̃

1 + τj ρ̃

)
, (95)

interpolates between the limits

tu
(
τj ρ̃� 1

)
= 1− 2τj ρ̃ , tu

(
τj ρ̃� 1

)
=

2

3τj ρ̃
, (96)

and obeys

y
∂tu(y)

∂y
= 2tu(y)− 2

1 + y
. (97)

The metric contribution obeys(
ρ̃∂ρ̃ − 2

)
ugrav = −2cU,grav ,

cU,grav =
1

96π2

(
1− 1

4
ρ̃∂ρ̃f

)(
5

1− v
+

1

1− v/4

)
− 1

32π2
.

(98)

For large f ≈ 2ξρ̃ one has v → 0 and ugrav approaches a
constant

ugrav =
1

64π2
+O

(
1

f

)
. (99)

Together with NV = 1 for the photon and NS = 1 for the
scalar field this yields eq. (14).

4. Neutrinos, standard model and grand unification

Neutrinos are much lighter than the other fermions by
virtue of the see-saw mechanism [143–147] and play an in-
teresting role. For k smaller than the neutrino masses only
the metric fluctuations, the photon and the cosmon con-
tribute to the flow leading to 2 + NS + 2NV = 5, and
therefore positive u0. Once k exceeds the heaviest of the
neutrino masses one finds 2+NS +2NV −2NF = −1, and
therefore negative cU . If we simplify to three equal neu-
trino masses, mν = hνM in the Einstein frame, the scaling
equation for u in the region where the “neutrino threshold”
is crossed reads (m̃2

ν = 2h2ν ρ̃, τν = 2h2ν)

ρ̃∂ρ̃u = 2u− 1

64π2

(
5− 6

1 + 2h2ν ρ̃

)
. (100)

Starting from positive u ≈ u0 for ρ̃� h−2ν , and decreasing
ρ̃, the positive r.h.s. of eq. (100) drives u to smaller values.
For h2ν ρ̃� 1 this results in

u =
5

128π2
− 1

64π2h2ν ρ̃
, (101)

while for h2ν ρ̃ � 1 a new constant scaling solution with
negative u is approached from above

u = − 1

128π2
+

3

16π2
h2ν ρ̃ . (102)

We observe that cU turns negative for h2ν ρ̃ = 1/10 or
k2 = m2

ν/5. Associating roughly u0k
4 with the present
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dark energy density ≈ (2 · 10−3 eV)4 yields k in the region
of 10−2 eV, rather close to the experimental lower limit for
the largest neutrino mass. As ρ̃ decreases further u gets
more negative due to the large number of fermions in the
standard model.

For grand unified theories cU is typically positive above
the unification scale due to the large number of gauge
bosons and scalars. With u0 > 0, negative u between
the unification scale and neutrino mass, and positive u∞
the Einstein potential V̂ has a rich structure. Approx-
imating f(ρ̃) = f0 + 2ξ∞ρ̃ it approaches a constant for
ρ̃ → 0, ϕ → −∞, decays exponentially for increasing ϕ
once 2ξ∞ρ̃ > f0, turns negative in the vicinity of the uni-
fication scale for ρ̃ ≈ 104, has a minimum for somewhat
larger ϕ (say ρ̃ ≈ 105) at negative values, turns positive
again for k below the neutrino mass (ρ̃ ≈ h−2ν ) and finally
decays exponentially for ϕ → ∞. This may lead to in-
teresting features in the cosmological evolution if the solu-
tion of the flow equations follows the scaling solution up to
ρ̃ ≈ 10116, corresponding to u/f2) = u/(2ξ∞ρ̃)2 ≈ 10−120.

5. Scaling solution for curvature coefficient and
kinetial

For a constant ξ we define

f(ρ̃) = f̃(ρ̃) + 2ξρ̃ . (103)

Then the scaling solution for f̃ obeys

ρ̃∂ρ̃f̃ = f̃ − cF . (104)

We identify ξ with ξ∞,

ξ = lim
ρ̃→∞

f(ρ̃)

2ρ̃
, lim

ρ̃→∞

f̃(ρ̃)

2ρ̃
= 0 . (105)

The scaling solution for f̃ is similar to the one for u, with a
finite value f̃(ρ̃ → ∞) = f̃∞. Similar to the flow equation
for u we approximate

cF =
∑
j

N
(f)
j

96π2(1 + τj ρ̃)
+ c

(grav)
F +

N
(0)
V

96π2
. (106)

The numbers N
(f)
j = −N (j)

S − N
(j)
F + 3N

(j)
V involve the

corresponding numbers of scalars, Majorana fermions and
gauge bosons with dimensionless squared mass m̃2

j = τj ρ̃.
For massless gauge bosons the addition of the measure term

enhances 2N
(0)
V to 4N

(0)
V . Again, the Goldstone bosons cor-

responding to the massive gauge bosons do not contribute.
In this approximation one finds the solution

f̃ =
∑
j

f̃j + f̃grav , (107)

where

f̃j =
N

(f)
j

96π2
tf (τj ρ̃) , (108)

with threshold function

tf (y) = 1 + y ln

(
y

1 + y

)
(109)

obeying

y∂ytf = tf −
1

1 + y
. (110)

We may write

f̃(ρ) = cF (ρ̃) + ∆ρ(ρ̃) , (111)

where ∆ρ(ρ̃) differs from zero only in the threshold regions

where the precise ρ̃-dependence of f̃(ρ̃) differs from the

one for cF (ρ̃). For large ρ̃ the detailed form of f̃ becomes

unimportant, f̃(ρ̃) being subleading as compared to 2ξρ̃.
In our approximation the coupling ξ appears only in the

metric contribution to the flow equation through v and
ρ̃∂ρ̃ ln f = 1 − cF /(2ξρ̃ + f̃). For large ρ̃ the metric con-
tributions are suppressed by (ξρ̃)−1. Only the effectively
massless particles contribute in this range. The Weyl trans-
formation to the Einstein frame reveals, however, that for
a given normalization of K, say K∞ = ±1, the value of ξ
enters the wave function renormalization Z. The so far ne-
glected mixing of kinetic terms for χ and the scalar metric
fluctuations are important for understanding the precise
role of ξ in the region for large χ.

We can also employ eq. (81) for the scaling solution in
order to express the wave function renormalization as

Z =
1

8

[
Kρ̃

f
+ 3

(
1− cF

f

)2
]
. (112)

For large ρ̃ we can neglect cF /f and recover eq. (27). As
long as the flow equation and the scaling form for the kine-
tial K(ρ̃) is not computed, we can only discuss possible
forms which lead to realistic cosmology. The fact that the
scaling solution is known for only one of the two scale in-

variant functions (7) relevant for cosmology, namely V̂ (ρ̃),
clearly limits the predictive power. In principle, the form

of K(ρ̃) matters for a precise determination of V̂ (ρ̃). This
effect is small, however, since the relative contribution of
the scalar singlet fluctuations to the flow of U and F is
small.

6. Robustness of limits of the scaling solution

One may ask how robust are the results for the limiting
behavior of the scaling solution for ρ̃ → 0 and ρ̃ → ∞.
As we have argued in sect. III the result (13), (15) entails
important aspects for the understanding of the overall evo-
lution of the universe. There is actually only a rather lim-
ited set of properties that enter this result. First, for any
flow equation which ensures a proper decoupling of heavy
particles the generic behavior

k∂kU ∼ k4 , k∂kF ∼ k2 (113)

is dictated by dimensions. With effective particle masses
vanishing (except for threshold regions) the scale k is the
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only scale relevant for the flow. This assures constant val-
ues u0, f0 for ρ̃ → 0 unless one has a highly non-analytic
behavior with u or f increasing ∼ ρ̃−1 or faster.

Second, there is no good reason why the non-minimal
gravitational coupling of the scalar field ξ should be zero
for ρ̃ → ∞. For positive ξ∞ one finds F ∼ ξ∞χ

2 for large
χ. Thus for ρ̃ → ∞ the fluctuations of the metric become
negligible as usually assumed for k2 < F . (This assumes
a proper diagonalization of the kinetic term in the scalar
sector as realized in the Einstein frame.) An exception is a
constant contribution to u and f given by the gravitational
contribution to cU and cF . Together with other massless
particles this leads to nonzero cU and cF for ρ̃→∞. The
constant cF becomes irrelevant for f ∼ 2ξ∞ρ̃.

Third, for the flow of U for k2 � m2
ν only the effectively

massless particles below the neutrino mass scale contribute.
These are the photon, the metric fluctuations and the cos-
mon, unless one extends the standard model to include ad-
ditional massless particles. The expression for cU becomes
rather simple, with a positive sign for bosons and only
counting the number of propagating degrees of freedom.
This coincides with simple estimates of the ground state
energy in the Hamiltonian formalism. One infers cU > 0
for ρ̃→∞.

Fourth, an increase of u ∼ ρ̃2 is not allowed due to
stability conditions. This leaves for u only the possibil-
ity u(ρ̃ → ∞) = u∞. A possible exception could only
be a value of v very close to one which invalidates the
decoupling of the graviton fluctuations for ∂u/∂ρ̃ with
u(ρ̃ → ∞) = 4ξ∞ρ̃ [99]. We will not pursue this possi-
bility here further since it seems not very likely that a full
consistent scaling solution can be obtained for this extreme
behavior.

Fifth, the metric fluctuations do no longer contribute to
∂cU/∂ρ̃ of ∂cF /∂ρ̃ for ξ∞ρ̃� 1. With v = 2u/f ,

∂v

∂ρ̃
=

2

f

∂u

∂ρ̃
− 2u

f2
∂f

∂ρ̃
= −v

ρ̃
, (114)

one obtains expressions which vanish for v → 0 as

ρ̃
∂c

(grav)
U

∂ρ̃
= −v

∂c
(grav)
U

∂v
= −

(5 + 1
4 )v

128π2
. (115)

In this region only the non-gravitational particles con-
tribute to the field-dependence of u or f .

Sixth, the flow of the particle physics couplings all obtain
from ρ-derivatives of the flow generator for U or F . With
gravity decoupled the flow of small couplings follows the
perturbative β-functions. Once ρ̃ is large enough such that
only the particles of the standard model contribute one
has a good control of the differential equation defining the
scaling solution. The fact that the perturbative β-functions
are reproduced by simply taking derivatives of the flow
equation for the effective potential increases the confidence
in the validity of this equation.

Taking things together the results for the limiting behav-
ior of the scaling solution seem to be rather robust. The
limiting behavior for ρ̃→∞ only depends on the massless
particles. Changes of the constant cU (ρ̃ → ∞) due to the

use of different versions of the flow equations or different
forms of the infrared cutoff function can be absorbed by a
rescaling of k, or a shift of the definition of ϕ in the Einstein
frame. The fact that u(ρ̃→ 0) and f(ρ̃→ 0) take constant
values seems to be very general. The precise values u0 and
f0 typically depend on the unknown particle content in the
ultraviolet limit, as well as on the precise implementation
of flow equations and cutoff functions. One expects that a
large class of models leads to positive u0 and f0.

VII. Crossover cosmology

In view of the rather robust result for the limiting be-
havior of the flow equations, as well as for the associated
cosmological field equations and their solutions, we investi-
gate in this section in more detail the cosmology describing
a crossover between the UV- and IR-fixed points. We focus
on the scaling solution according to fundamental scale in-
variance and discuss possible modifications due to relevant
parameters in the next section.

1. Crossover trajectory in scale and time

The scaling solution of quantum gravity exhibits both an
ultraviolet (UV) and an infrared (IR) fixed point with the
associated quantum scale symmetry. These fixed points
are reached for ρ̃ → 0 and ρ̃ → ∞, respectively. For
the scaling solution the functions u(ρ̃), f(ρ̃) and K(ρ̃) in-
terpolate between these limits. Such solutions are called
“crossover trajectories”. They link two fixed points, de-
scribing a crossover from one fixed point behavior to a dif-
ferent one. Along a crossover trajectory the physics can
change qualitatively. Close to the fixed points quantum
scale symmetry remains a valid approximate symmetry. In
regions of a qualitative variation with ρ̃ quantum scale sym-
metry no longer holds since the scale k appears indirectly
through ρ̃.

One obvious crossover region corresponds to the quali-
tative change of f(ρ̃) from a constant to a linear increase
with ρ̃. In the approximation

f(ρ̃) = f0 + 2ξρ̃ , (116)

the range of this crossover is given by ρ̃ ≈ ρ̃f , with

ρ̃f =
f0
2ξ

. (117)

The crossover in f describes the onset of the decoupling
of the metric fluctuations. For ρ̃ � ρ̃f the metric fluctu-
ations play an important role for the flow equations. On
the other hand, for ρ̃ � ρ̃f the metric fluctuations decou-
ple, their contribution being suppressed by powers of the
small quantity (ξρ̃)−1. (This holds with the exception of a
contribution to the ρ̃-independent part of the flow of u.)

Another possible crossover concerns the behavior of the
kinetial K(ρ̃). For the simplified ansatz

K(ρ̃) =
κ

2ρ̃
+K0 (118)
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the qualitative change occurs for

ρ̃K =
κ

2K0
. (119)

With eqs. (116) and (118) one has

Z =
χ2KE

16M2
=
Kρ̃

8f
+

3

8f2
(
ρ̃∂ρ̃f

)2
=

1

16

[
κ+ 2K0ρ̃

f0 + 2ξρ̃
+ 6

(
1 +

f0
2ξρ̃

)−2]
, (120)

which interpolates – possibly in two steps – between the
limits (45) and (27). We will see below how a crossover
from Z � 1 to Z � 1 could be related to the end of the
inflationary epoch in cosmology. Unfortunately, the pa-
rameters κ, K0 and ξ are not yet fixed by the present com-
putations, nor is the approximate form (118) established.

For the scaling solution of quantum gravity the flow of
coupling functions with k translates directly to the depen-
dence of the effective action on the scalar field χ. In turn,
the solutions of the field equations derived by variation
of this effective action can translate the field dependence
into a time dependence. We find typical “crossover cos-
mologies” for which the infinite past is characterized by
χ→ 0 and therefore to an approach to the UV-fixed point,
while the infinite future realizes χ → ∞ and therefore ap-
proaches the IR-fixed point. The overall simple picture
of cosmology is a crossover from the UV-fixed point in
the infinite past to the IR-fixed point in the infinite fu-
ture. The crossover cosmology typically happens in several
stages that we will identify with inflation, kination, radia-
tion domination, matter domination and dark energy dom-
ination. For the detailed description of the matter and ra-
diation domination epochs particle physics is needed, in our
context in the form of the scale invariant standard model
and extensions thereof. The inflation and kination epochs
can be described by quantum gravity with a scalar field.
(Extensions to several scalar fields are possible but will not
be discussed in this note.)

2. Inflation and the beginning universe

A rather natural possible beginning of the universe is the
close vicinity of the ultraviolet fixed point. Similarly to the
infinite increase of k necessary to reach the fixed point pre-
cisely, an infinite increase of −η, which corresponds to an
appropriate physical time [110], is needed for the cosmo-
logical solution to reach the fixed point. The universe is
then eternal, with the fixed point realized precisely only in
the infinite past. We discuss here in detail how the vicin-
ity of the UV-fixed point is related to inflation, and how
crossover away from the fixed point ends the inflationary
epoch.

Beginning at the fixed point

The UV-fixed point χ = 0 is an exact solution of the
field equations. This follows generally from the discrete

symmetry χ→ −χ, which only allows even powers of χ for
all terms in the effective action. In the scaling frame for
the metric the cosmological evolution equations for χ =
0 imply that geometry is given by de Sitter space with
conformal Hubble parameter

H = −1

η
, χ = 0 . (121)

For cosmic time the Hubble parameter H is proportional
to k,

H2 =
U

3F
=
u0k

2

3f0
. (122)

Eqs. (121), (122) are an exact solution of the field equations

for our truncated effective action, provided V̂ (χ = 0) > 0.
For a more general truncation the expression for H/k may
be different, but the partial solution χ = 0 remains. Also
H = −1/η, which reflects the scale symmetry of de Sitter
space, is often realized.

We will see that the solution (121), (122) is unstable
with respect to small deviations. Arbitrarily small values
of χ will grow as time increases. We describe the begin-
ning stage of the universe by the close vicinity of the so-
lution (121), (122). In the beginning stage only the space
averaged field expectation values gµν and χ and the fluctu-
ations of these field encoded in correlation functions mat-
ter. Their evolution is very slow if measured in a “phys-
ical time” proportional to η. One may call this stage of
the universe “Great Emptiness” [111]. In the infinite past
η → −∞ the fixed point solution (122) is approached closer
and closer. For η → −∞ all field expectation values van-
ish since the cosmic scale factor a(η) = (−Hη)−1 goes to
zero and therefore gµν → 0. Only the correlation functions
differ from zero in this “symmetric” or “ageometric” state.

Inflationary cosmology

The vicinity of the solution (121), (122) corresponds to
an epoch of inflationary cosmology, as we will discuss in
more detail here. This simple beginning requires u0 > 0
and f0 > 0. These conditions are not realized for the stan-
dard model of particle physics coupled to quantum gravity
for which one finds u0 < 0, f0 > 0. We will assume here
that the standard model is extended to some grand unified
theory at some unification scale much larger than the Fermi
scale. Due to the large number of bosonic fields one finds
positive u0 for SO(10)- or SU(5)-unification. Any other
extension leading to positive u0 is possible as well.

We will discuss inflation in the Einstein frame, since this
is most familiar. Many simple features, as the presence of
a UV-fixed point and the associated quantum scale sym-
metry, are no longer directly visible in the Einstein frame.
Also the field transformation of the Weyl scaling introduces
a mass scale M which is not an intrinsic mass scale for the
scaling solution in quantum gravity. On the other hand,
the field equations in the Einstein frame take a simple form
where one does not need to take the variation of masses into
account.
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The homogeneous field equations in the Einstein frame
take the form

H2 =
1

3M2

(
UE +

Z

2

(
∂tϕ
)2)

,(
∂2t + 3H∂t

)
ϕ+

ηZ
8M

(
∂tϕ
)2

+
1

Z

∂UE
∂ϕ

= 0 , (123)

where

ηZ = 4M
∂ lnZ

∂ϕ
=
∂ lnZ

∂ lnχ
. (124)

The Z-factor can be absorbed by using the “canonical
scalar field” σ with canonical kinetic term, defined by

dσ

dϕ
= Z1/2(ϕ) . (125)

For the canonical field the equivalent field equations be-
come

H2 =
1

3M2

(
UE +

1

2

(
∂tσ
)2)

,(
∂2t +3H∂t

)
σ = −∂UE

∂σ
. (126)

On the other hand, for a standard form of the potential the
physics is encoded in Z(ϕ) which often allows for a simple
description [51, 116].

The inflationary epoch is characterized by a slow evo-
lution of the scalar field (“slow roll”) such that the term

∼
(
∂tσ
)2

in eq. (126) is small as compared to the almost
constant UE . Then H is approximately constant such that
the expansion becomes exponential or some other very fast
increase. For the fixed point solution (122) the slow roll

approximation Ḣ/H2 � 1,
(
∂tσ
)2 � UE becomes exact.

In the Einstein frame this corresponds to ϕ → −∞ for
which the potential approaches a constant value

UE →
u0M

4

f20
. (127)

In the vicinity of the UV-fixed point the slow roll approxi-
mation remains valid.

The slow roll approximation is characterized by two
small parameters

ε =
M2

2

(
∂ lnUE
∂σ

)2

,

η =
M2

UE

∂2UE
∂σ2

= 2ε+M2 ∂
2 lnUE
∂σ2

. (128)

Inflation ends once ε or η reach values of the order one. In
terms of ϕ or ρ̃ the slow roll parameters are given by

ε =
1

2Z

(
M
∂ lnUE
∂ϕ

)2

=
1

8Z

[
ρ̃∂ρ̃ ln

(
u

f2

)]2
,

=
1

2Z

(
cF
f
− cU

u

)2

, (129)

and

η =2ε+
M2

Z

∂2 lnUE
∂ϕ2

− ηZ
8Z

M
∂ lnUE
∂ϕ

=2ε+
1

4Z

[
ρ̃2∂2ρ̃ +

(
1− ηZ

4

)
ρ̃∂ρ̃

]
ln

(
u

f2

)
=

1

Z

{(
1 +

ηZ
8

)cU
u
− 1

2

(
1 +

ηZ
4

)cF
f

+
3c2F
2f2
− 2cF cU

fu
+

1

2f
ρ̃∂ρ̃cF −

1

2u
ρ̃∂ρ̃cU

}
. (130)

For the last relations for ε and η we have employed the
scaling equation (81). This demonstrates directly that the
slow roll parameters are calculable in terms of the scaling
solution of the flow equations!

For ϕ → −∞ or ρ̃ → 0 we may use the limit of the
scaling solution

u = u0 + m̃2
0ρ̃ , f = f0 + 2ξ0ρ̃ , (131)

or

UE =
M4u

f2
=
M4u0
f20

[1 + β0ρ̃] ,

β0 =
m̃2

0

u0
− 4ξ0
f20

. (132)

With

ρ̃ =
χ2

2k2
=

1

2
exp

( ϕ

2M

)
, M

∂ lnUE
∂ϕ

=
ρ̃

2

∂ lnUE
∂ρ̃

,

(133)
one finds for ρ̃→ 0 or ϕ→ −∞

M
∂ lnUE
∂ϕ

=
β0ρ̃

2
=
β0
4

exp
( ϕ

2M

)
. (134)

Thus ε and η vanish exponentially for ϕ → −∞. We
conclude that the scaling solution predicts an inflationary
epoch in cosmology.

End of inflation by kinetial crossover

We have argued in sect. IV that the observed small size
of the primordial cosmic fluctuations requires that fluctu-
ations decouple when ϕ is already larger than M , unless
the ratio u0/f

2
0 is tiny. In this case the potential is already

exponentially decreasing according to eq. (26), providing
for a natural suppression factor for the fluctuations. In the
range of validity of eq. (26) one has M∂ lnUE/∂ϕ = −1,
such that ε and η only depend on Z [115]

ε =
1

2Z
, η =

1 + 8ηZ
Z

. (135)

These simple relations make a discussion of inflationary
cosmology in terms of the kinetial Z(ϕ) very convenient.

In the approximation (135) an inflationary epoch lasts
as long as Z remains larger than one. If the end of in-
flation occurs for a range of ϕ for which the exponential
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decrease (26) is valid there is a possibility to associate the
end of inflation with a crossover in the kinetial (120)

Z =
3

8
+
K0

16ξ
+

κ

32ξρ̃
. (136)

Values of Z smaller than one can happen for large enough
ρ̃, in particular for negative K0 or, more generally, if K(ρ̃)
reaches negative values. It is conceivable that a crossover
in Z happens for values of ρ̃ much larger than one. This
could explain a small value

UE
M4

=
u

f2
=

u

4ξ2ρ̃2
, (137)

and therefore a small amplitude of the primordial fluctua-
tions (49).

End of inflation by grand unified threshold

The approximation (135) is valid if u(ρ̃) and f(ρ̃)/ρ̃ are
approximately constant. This may not hold in threshold
regions where some of the particles decouple due to their
ρ̃-dependent mass. We will next argue that a threshold re-
gion is a good candidate for ending inflation. In view of the
small observed fluctuation amplitude we can use u/f2 � 1
and |cF /f | � 1 in order to simplify the general expres-
sions (129), (130) for the slow roll parameters

ε =
c2U

2Zu2
,

η =
1

Z

{(
1 +

ηZ
8

)cU
u
− 1

2u
ρ̃∂ρ̃cU

}
. (138)

In the flat regions for u one has u = cU = const. and we
recover eq. (135). In the threshold regions cU/u can differ
from one substantially, however. For |cF /f | � 1 one has

cU =
NU (ρ̃)

128π2
, NU = 2 +NS + 2NV − 2NF , (139)

where the effective particle numbers can change rather
rapidly with ρ̃.

As an example we consider the variation of cU for the
transition from some grand unified theory (GUT) to the
standard model (SM) at a scale

mX = δ
√
F , m̃2

X =
m2
X

k2
= 2δ2ξρ̃ . (140)

In the Einstein frame the small parameter δ denotes the
ratio of the GUT-scale MX over the Planck mass M . For
the standard model + cosmon one has NS = 5, NV = 12,
NF = 45, and therefore negative NU ,

N
(SM)

U = 2 + 5 + 24− 90 = −59 , (141)

while SO(10)-unification implies NV = 45, NF = 48, lead-
ing to positive NU ,

N
(GUT)

U = N
(GUT)

S − 6 . (142)

The number of scalars N
(GUT)

S depends on the particular
SO(10)-model and is typically large.

For a simplified model of the threshold all non-SM par-
ticles are taken to have the same mass, resulting in

NU (ρ̃) =
N

(GUT)

S + 53

1 + m̃2
X

− 59 , (143)

or

cU =
1

128π2

(
A

1 + τ ρ̃
+B

)
, (144)

with

A = N
(GUT)

S + 53 , B = −59 , τ = 2δ2ξ . (145)

Away from the threshold region where τ ρ̃ ≈ 1 one expects
flat regions, with u = (A + B)/(128π2) for τ ρ̃ � 1 and
u = B/(128π2) for τ ρ̃ � 1. Since u changes from positive
to negative values as ρ̃ increases there will be a region where
u ≈ 0 and therefore ε � 1. Such a threshold will end the
inflationary epoch.

Threshold behavior

For a more detailed picture we need to compute the ρ̃-
dependence of u through the threshold region (93), (95),

u =
1

128π2

(
Atu

(
τ ρ̃
)

+B
)
. (146)

It interpolates smoothly between

u
(
τ ρ̃� 1

)
=
A+B

128π2
, u

(
τ ρ̃� 1

)
=

B

128π2
. (147)

The parameter τ sets only the position of the threshold,
since it can be absorbed by a shift in x = ln ρ̃. For B <
0 < A + B u changes sign at x̄ where cU is still positive.
Indeed, with cU −u = − 1

2 ρ̃∂ρ̃u the r.h.s. is positive if u(ρ̃)
is decreasing. Starting from small ρ̃ both u and cU decrease
while cU/u increases for increasing ρ̃

cU
u

= 1 +
Aτρ̃

A+B
. (148)

The increase of cU/u continues until it diverges as u → 0
for ρ̃ → ρ̄. The slow roll approximation breaks down for
ρ̃ < ρ̄. For ρ̃ > ρ̄ the potential u becomes negative and
ũ approaches the negative constant B for ρ̃ → ∞. The
coefficient cU changes signs for ρ̃ > ρ̄.

As a consequence, the frame invariant potential V̂ or

the potential in the Einstein frame UE = M4V̂ exhibits
a shallow minimum for ρ̃ > ρ̄. We show this in fig. 2 for
a typical grand unified theory based on SO(10). Realistic
cosmology has to avoid that the scalar field settles in this
minimum after inflation. Otherwise, a substantial negative
cosmological constant would stop further expansion.
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Fig. 2. Minimum of scalar potential for grand unified theory.

We show V̂ as a function of x = ln ρ̃ = ϕ/(2M) in a range
of large x. One observes the shallow minimum for the blue
curve. For comparison, we also plot the potential that would
be obtained by moving the Fermi scale to the grand unified scale

(orange curve, for V̂ /10 for better visibility).

Grand unified scale

The scaling solution predicts that inflation ends at the
latest during the GUT-phase transition when u turns neg-
ative due to the large number imbalance between fermions
and bosons in the standard model. This relates naturally
the small fluctuation amplitude to the small ratio δ between
the unification mass MX and the Planck mass M . Indeed,
the characteristic range for this threshold and therefore the

end of inflation is given by ρ̃e ≈ τ−1 =
(
2δ2ξ

)−1
. At this

value of ρ̃e one has

V̂e =
ue

4ξ2ρ̃2e
≈ δ4ue , (149)

with ue = u(ρ̃e) and ξ characterizing f(ρ̃e) = 2ξρ̃e. Typical
values MX ≈ 1016 GeV, with δ ≈ 10−2, are well compatible
with grand unified models and lead to a realistic amplitude
of the primordial cosmic fluctuations.

3. Primordial fluctuation spectrum

The quantum effective action determines the full propa-
gator or the connected two-point correlation function as the
inverse of its second functional derivative. For a Minkowski
signature taking the inverse amounts to an initial value
problem [148]. One may assume that the propagator takes
for very large (comoving and covariant) momenta the same
Lorentz-covariant form as for flat space. This is well mo-
tivated since effects of a non-flat geometry become sup-
pressed for wave lengths of the fluctuations much smaller
than characteristic geometric length scales. With this as-
sumption the propagators for the physical metric fluctua-
tions and scalar fluctuations are the same as usually ob-
tained by canonical quantization in a Bunch-Davies vac-
uum [149]. The amplitude and spectrum of the primordial
cosmic fluctuations are directly given by the full propa-
gator. Computing the quantum effective action therefore
gives direct quantitative access to the cosmic fluctuation

spectrum [43, 59, 148]. We will assume here the approxi-
mation (3) with F , U and K according to the scaling so-
lution for quantum gravity.

The cosmic fluctuation spectrum and the amplitude of
the fluctuations are independent of the metric frame [43].
We can therefore turn immediately to the well known re-
sults for the inflationary epoch in the Einstein frame. The
amplitude of the scalar fluctuations A and tensor fluctua-
tions rA is given by eqs. (47)- (49), where A can be com-
pared with observation. For inflationary cosmology the
tensor to scalar ratio r is given by

r = 16ε . (150)

Furthermore, the momentum dependence of the scalar fluc-
tuations is determined by a spectral index

n = 1− 6ε+ 2η . (151)

Once Z(ϕ) is computed for the scaling solution both r and
n are determined for a given particle content. Observation
of the primordial fluctuation spectrum can be used directly
for a test of models.

The quantities UE/M
4, ε and η relevant for the ob-

served fluctuations of the CMB have to be evaluated at
a time when their wave lengths decouple at a certain num-
ber N of e-foldings before the end of inflation (typically
N ≈ 50 − 70 depending on the heating after inflation).
In the Einstein frame this decoupling happens when the
corresponding wave length exceeds the horizon. The same
decoupling happens in all metric frames even though no
geometric horizon may be present. Computing ϕ(N) at
this time expresses r and n as functions of N . For this
purpose one replaces the time variable t by the number of
e-foldings, with af the scale factor at the end of inflation

N = − ln

(
a

af

)
,

dN

dt
= −H . (152)

The field equation in the slow roll approximation reads

∂

∂N

( σ
M

)
= M

∂ lnUE
∂σ

, (153)

and one infers the expression (with ϕf the value of ϕ at
the end of inflation)

N =
1

M

∫ ϕf

ϕ

dϕ′Z(ϕ′)

(
−M ∂ lnUE

∂ϕ′

)−1
≈ 1

M

∫ ϕf

ϕ

dϕ′Z(ϕ′)
u

cU
(ϕ′) . (154)

This expression simplifies [115] for flat regions in u where
u = cU .

In the approximation (135) one has ε = 8/Z and n =
1 − (1 − 16ηZ)/Z. This requires a large value of Z at
the time of decoupling of the fluctuations. Realistic values
of r/(1 − n) also demand substantial negative ηZ . The
relations (135) will be modified according to eq. (138), if
decoupling occurs in a threshold region. Given the high



23

predictivity of the scaling solution for quantum gravity it
is possible that the simplest model of the metric coupled
to a single scalar field may be falsified by observation once
a computation of the kinetial becomes available. One may
then have to proceed to extensions with more than one
scalar field or invariants with more than two derivatives
playing a role during inflation.

4. Kination

The inflationary epoch is typically followed by an epoch
for which the scalar kinetic energy dominates, while radia-
tion and matter are still negligible.

Scaling solution for kination

The kination epoch can be characterized by a scaling
solution [6]. For this solution the field σ changes logarith-
mically with time, such that the kinetic energy decreases
∼ t−1. We make the ansatz

σ = cM ln

(
t

tkin

)
, H = ηHt

−1 . (155)

For this ansatz the field equations take the form

η2H =
c2

6
+
UEt

2

3M2
,

3ηH − 1 = − t2

cM

∂UE
∂σ

. (156)

As long as the potential UE can be neglected the solution
for the kination period reads

ηH =
1

3
, c2 =

2

3
. (157)

The kination approximation (155)- (157) remains valid
as long as the contribution from the effective potential or
from radiation and non-relativistic matter remains negligi-
ble. In the limit of constant Z one has ϕ = Z−1/2σ and
therefore

UE ∼M4 exp
(
− ϕ

M

)
=M4 exp

(
− σ√

ZM

)
∼
(

t

tkin

)−√ 2
3Z

. (158)

Thus UE decays faster than t−2 if Z < 1/6. If such a
regime with constant Z < 1/6 is reached the potential
becomes less and less important as t increases. This also
holds for

M
∂UE
∂σ

= − UE√
Z
. (159)

On the other hand, in the approximation of constant
ηZ = 4M∂ lnZ/∂ϕ one has

Z = Z̄ exp
(ηZϕ

4M

)
,

σ =
8MZ̄1/2

ηZ
exp

(ηZϕ
8M

)
+ σ0 . (160)

For ηZ < 0 the integration constant σ0 is the value of σ
that is reached for ϕ→∞. With

UE ∼ exp
(
− ϕ

M

)
=

[
ηZ

8M
√
Z̄

(σ − σ0)

]− 8
ηZ

, (161)

M
∂UE
∂σ

= − UE√
Z
∼ Z̄− 1

2

[
ηZ

8M
√
Z̄

(σ − σ0)

]− 8
ηZ
−1

,

(162)

and logarithmically increasing σ/M =
√

2/3 ln(t/tkin) one
finds for ηZ > 0 that the contributions ∼ UEt2 in eq. (156)
can no longer be neglected for large enough t. For ηZ < 0
the field σ would reach σ0, and therefore ϕ diverges, at a
finite time tend.

A numerical solution of the cosmological field equa-
tions (123) shows that for Z of the order one the kination
epoch is short and the scalar field does not grow to values
far beyond the minimum of U . In contrast, for a crossover
in Z to values smaller than 1/6 the kination epoch will
stop only due to the presence of radiation and matter. In
the absence of radiation and matter it is a cosmic attractor
solution. The scalar potential V̂ can decrease to very small
values during this epoch.

Transition to radiation and matter domination

Assume that after inflation a certain amount of relativis-
tic particles is created. This produces entropy and heats
the universe, with particles forming locally an equilibrium
state with temperature T . (For a discussion of heating
in similar models see ref. [56].) The radiation density ρr
decreases ∼ a−4, in contrast to the faster decrease of the

scalar kinetic energy density
(
∂tσ
)2 ∼ t−2 ∼ a−6. The

kination epoch ends once the radiation energy equals the
scalar kinetic energy. If in the following radiation domi-
nated epoch the scalar potential can be neglected, one has

H =
1

2t
, ∂2t σ +

3

2t
∂tσ = 0 , (163)

with solution

∂tσ ∼ t−3/2 ,
(
∂tσ
)2 ∼ t−3 ∼ a−6 . (164)

Thus the ratio
(
∂tσ
)2
/ρr ∼ a−2 continues to decrease.

During radiation domination the scalar field evolves only
slowly

σ(t) = σr + 2crtr

(
1−

√
tr
t

)
≈
√

8

3
M

(
1−

√
tr
t

)
,

(165)
with

cr =
(
∂tσ
)
(tr) ≈

√
2

3

M

tr
, σr = σ(tr) , (166)

the initial conditions at the onset of radiation domination.
The evolution of the scalar field almost stops, approach-
ing σ̄ = σr + 2crtr. Correspondingly, the scalar potential
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undergoes only a small change

UE = UE(tr) exp

[
−
√

8

3Z

(
1−

√
tr
t

)]
. (167)

The overall picture is simple. The presence of radiation
essentially stops the further evolution of the scalar field
which settles at the value it has reached at the onset of
radiation domination. For a realistic cosmology radiation
domination has to set in before nucleosynthesis. Other-
wise the different time history due to a substantial kinetic
energy of the scalar field would modify the element abun-
dances. For an end of the kination epoch close to nucle-
osynthesis small changes of abundances are expected.

Due to a baryon asymmetry that has to be created at
some moment radiation domination will be replaced by
matter domination. The evolution of the scalar field dur-
ing matter domination is qualitatively similar to radiation
domination. The overall picture is that the evolution of the
scalar field becomes very slow such that the kinetic energy

TE =
(
∂tσ
)2
/2 becomes comparable to UE at some time

tS . The evolution of the scalar field beyond tS depends on
the value of US = UE(tS). If σ(tS) is in a range where
US is negative the gradient term ∼ ∂UE/∂σ in the field
equation leads to a subsequent decrease of the scalar field,
with UE becoming more negative as t increases beyond tS .
Cosmology with negative UE in the present epoch is not
comparable with observation. In contrast, for positive US
the energy density of the scalar field constitutes a form of
dynamical dark energy.

5. Dynamical dark energy

Due to the role of the neutrino fluctuations for the scal-
ing solution of u(ρ̃) the potential UE(ϕ) has a local max-
imum at a positive values, Umax = UE(ϕmax) > 0. For
US > Umax the scalar field continues to increase and will
reach asymptotically a (approximate) scaling solution [6]
for (approximately) constant Z. For US < Umax the scalar
field typically reaches a turning point and decreases after-
wards. Only for US sufficiently close to Umax it may reach
Umax and turn towards the scaling solution. The precise
dynamics of dark energy depends on the ratio US/Umax

and on Z.

Cosmological scaling solution

For constant Z the scalar field equation reads (σ =
√
Zϕ,

ηZ = 0)(
∂2t + 3H∂t

)
σ = −∂UE

∂σ
=

uM3

√
Zξ2

exp

(
− σ√

ZM

)
, (168)

where

UE =
uM4

ξ2
exp

(
− σ√

ZM

)
. (169)

The Hubble parameter obeys

H2 =
1

3M2

[
ρ+ UE +

1

2

(
∂tσ
)2]

, (170)

with

∂tρ+ nHρ = 0 . (171)

For cosmological scaling solutions [6, 9, 13] the dark en-
ergy density follows the same time dependence as the dom-
inant radiation (n = 4) or matter (n = 3) energy density,
with

ρ =
ρ0M

2

t2
, H =

2

nt
. (172)

The scalar field changes logarithmically

σ = σ0 + cσM ln

(
t

t0

)
, (173)

such that eq. (168) becomes

( 6

n
−1
)
cσt
−2 =

uM2

√
Zξ2

exp

(
− σ0√

ZM

)(
t

t0

)− cσ√
Z

. (174)

For positive u one has cσ > 0, such that eq. (174) is obeyed
for

cσ = 2
√
Z , (175)

and

uM2t20
ξ2

exp

(
− σ0√

ZM

)
= 2
( 6

n
− 1
)
Z . (176)

From eq. (170) one infers

ρ0 =
12

n

( 1

n
− Z

)
. (177)

The fraction of homogeneous dark energy is given by

Ωh =
UE + 1

2

(
∂tσ
)2

3M2H2
= Zn . (178)

The scaling solution is a cosmic attractor solution in the
sense that neighboring solutions approach it for increasing
t [6, 9]. For negative u no scaling solution of this type
exists.

Quintessence

Quantum gravity predictions for dynamical dark energy
or quintessence are only partial. The scaling solution pre-
dicts the potential u(ρ̃) rather accurately. On the other
hand, the translation to UE(σ) involves the curvature co-
efficient f(ρ̃) and the wave function renormalization Z(ρ̃).
Even in the approximation where we only employ two con-
stants ξ∞ and Z, with f(ρ̃ � 1) = 2ξ∞ρ̃, the dynamics
of quintessence further depends on US or, equivalently, σS .
We may interpret these values in terms of “initial condi-
tions” for the evolution in the present epoch. In principle,
σS is computable if u(ρ̃), f(ρ̃) and K(ρ̃) are known. The
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duration of the kination epoch depends on the detailed dy-
namics near the end of inflation. For given u, f , K inflation
is an attractor solution which has no free parameters. All
quantities are determined as functions of the number of e-
foldings before the end of inflation on which the dynamics
depends. In practice, however, σS depends on too many de-
tails. We may take the inverse attitude and consider σS/M
as a free dimensionless parameter. If a value of σS leads to
realistic cosmology we may use this as a constraint on the
detailed physics near the end of inflation. In this sense σS
“monitors” the quantum fluctuations at scales relevant for
the end of inflation.

The value of the potential at the maximum Umax is de-
termined for f = 2ξρ̃ by the zero of cU ,

ρ̃
∂V̂

∂ρ̃
=

1

f2
(
ρ̃∂ρ̃u− 2

)
= −2cU

f2
= 0 . (179)

According to eq. (100) this is given by (h2ν = ξm2
ν/M

2)

2h2ν ρ̃max =
1

5
, ρ̃max =

M2

10ξm2
ν

, (180)

with

M4 exp
(
−ϕmax

M

)
= 25ξ2m4

ν . (181)

The maximum value of the potential is given by the neu-
trino mass

Umax = 25u(ρ̃max)m4
ν , (182)

where

u(ρ̃max) =
1

128π2

(
5− 6tu(0.2)

)
=

0.54

128π2
= 4.27 · 10−4 ,

(183)
such that

U
1/4
max

mν
= 0.32 . (184)

It is striking that the characteristic scale for dynamical
dark energy turns out very close to the neutrino mass, with
details depending on the precise mass pattern for the three
neutrinos. On the other hand, this makes the detailed un-
derstanding of the quintessence dynamics more involved.
We observe that a constant value σ(t) = σmax is an ex-
act solution, with effective cosmological constant given by
Umax not very far from the observed dark energy density.
For fundamental scale invariance the solution σ = σmax

is the only solution for which dark energy is a constant.
The generic prediction is a dynamical form of dark energy
rather than an effective cosmological constant. For cos-
mologies in the vicinity of this solution one may expect a
slow evolution. Further complexity may arise if a crossover
in the neutrino sector induces in the Einstein frame a σ-
dependence of the neutrino masses, as for growing neu-
trino quintessence [120–124]. Within the scaling solution
this happens if hν depends on ρ̃. In this case a possi-
ble cosmic scaling solution ends once the neutrinos become
non-relativistic.

Early dark energy

Fundamental scale invariance has an important conse-
quence for the possible existence of early dark energy. For
the epochs of radiation and matter domination the scalar
potential is bounded by Umax, typically with US having
a similar order of magnitude as Umax. For the epochs of
radiation-matter equality or last scattering the energy den-
sity ρE in radiation and matter obeys ρE ≤ 0.2 eV. This
imposes for these epochs a bound on the fraction of early
dark energy ΩEDE,

ΩEDE ≤
Umax

ρE
≈ 6.5

(mν

eV

)4
. (185)

During these epochs the kinetic energy of the scalar field is
already tiny. According to eq. (164) its relative fraction has

decreased by a factor ∼
(
aNS/a

)2
since nucleosynthesis.

VIII. Fundamental scale invariance

Fundamental scale invariance [32] states that the world
is described by the exact scaling solution of functional flow
equations for quantum gravity. This property follows for a
theory without any intrinsic length or mass scale. A the-
ory with fundamental scale invariance can be formulated
entirely in terms of “scale invariant fields” without any ap-
pearance of k. This includes the existence of a continuum
limit. In consequence, the quantum effective action does
not involve k once expressed in terms of the scale invariant
fields. In our context the scale invariant fields are χ̃ = χ/k
and g̃µν = k2gµν . Indeed, the use of g̃µν absorbs the factors
k4 in U and k2 in F in eq. (3). Expressing the scaling so-
lution in terms of scale invariant fields the effective action
no longer involves k,

Γ =

∫
x

√
g̃

{
− f(ρ̃)

2
R̃+

1

2
K(ρ̃)∂µχ̃∂ν χ̃g̃

µν+u(ρ̃)

}
. (186)

For computing the scaling functions u(ρ̃), f(ρ̃) or K(ρ̃)
for a theory with fundamental scale invariance we have
employed functional flow equations for the variation of
an effective infrared cutoff Rk. This concept can be em-
ployed for a formulation in terms of scale invariant fields
as well [32]. The flow equation (50) formulates the k-
dependence of an effective action for which only fluctua-
tions with squared momenta q2 > k2 are included. It is for-
mulated for fixed fields χ, gµν such that the infrared cutoff
requires for the momenta of fluctuations that are effectively
included in Γk q̄

2 = qµqνg
µν/χ2 & k2/χ2. (Roughly speak-

ing the dimensionless quantity q̄2 is the squared momen-
tum in units of the χ-dependent masses.) In terms of the
scale invariant fields this condition becomes q̄2 & χ̃−2. No
scale k appears anymore, while the fluctuation effects are
no studied for varying field values χ̃. The flow equation de-
scribes how the effective action changes as additional fluc-
tuations are included due to changing dimensionless masses
∼ χ̃. This is the content of the differential equations (81)
for the ρ̃-dependence of the scaling solutions.
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Fundamental scale invariance requires the existence of a
scaling solution. In the other direction, the existence of a
scaling solution guarantees the existence of an effective ac-
tion which is compatible with fundamental scale invariance.
We have already observed that for the scaling solution the
scale k is no longer present if we formulate the field equa-
tions in the Einstein frame. In view of the scale invariant
formulation (186) this should not be a surprise.

1. Predictivity

Theories with fundamental scale invariance have a high
predictive power. As compared to general renormalizable
quantum field theories formulated in terms of a UV-fixed
point the relevant parameters for the flow away from the
scaling solution are absent. This yields important addi-
tional restrictions in the space of all possible renormaliz-
able quantum field theories. Free parameters arise only if
there exists a whole family of scaling solutions that can be
parameterized by these parameters.

In practical terms the restrictions arise because the scal-
ing solutions have to exist for the whole range of fields,
momenta etc. Concerning our truncation the scaling solu-
tions for u, f and K have to exist for the whole range of ρ̃
from zero to infinity. Properties at both ends of the interval
0 ≤ ρ̃ <∞ matter for the existence of solutions, somewhat
similar to the possible solutions of the Schrödinger equation
for radial wave functions in the hydrogen atom. For the re-
gion of small ρ̃ we may consider potential scaling solutions
of eq. (81) as an initial value problem, with initial data set
at ρ̃ = 0. Not all of the initial data lead to solutions that
can be extended to the whole range of ρ̃. Furthermore, we
know that for ρ̃ → ∞ the function u(ρ̃) has to approach
a constant u∞, and f(ρ̃)/ρ̃ has to reach a constant value
2ξ∞.

These conditions put severe restrictions on the scaling
solutions for models with a given content of particles. This
holds, in particular, for the range of large ρ̃ for which the
particle content is restricted by observation of the “low en-
ergy physics”. For the example of the standard model, the
scaling solution puts an upper bound Umax for the poten-
tial UE in this region. For three degenerate neutrinos it
is given by eq. (184), with calculable modifications for ar-
bitrary masses of the neutrinos. It also predicts for the
standard model coupled to gravity that UE remains neg-
ative for the whole range of ρ̃ below a value close to the
maximum of UE . The minimum of UE occurs in this case
at ρ̃ = 0 for negative UE . It is difficult to see how realistic
cosmology emerges in this case within the truncation (3).
In contrast, for grand unified theories ρ̃ = 0 corresponds to
the maximum of UE , predicting an inflationary epoch. The
restrictions for the UV-fixed points of u(0) and f(0) remain
valid for arbitrary renormalizable theories since these are
also the UV-fixed point values for the flow with k. For
k → 0 these restrictions are typically no longer present for
general renormalizable theories, however. They can be cir-
cumvented, at least partially, by the flow away from the
scaling solution.

2. Solution of cosmological constant problem

A central reason why we focus this work on the scaling
solution is the possible dynamical solution of the cosmo-
logical constant problem [150] without invoking any small
dimensionless parameter. This distinguishes the scaling
solution or close neighbors of it from the more general so-
lutions of flow equations for quantum gravity.

The central ingredient for this dynamical solution is the

decrease of V̂ (ρ̃) to zero for ρ̃ → ∞. If the cosmologi-
cal dynamics drives ρ̃ towards infinity in the infinite fu-

ture, the potential in the Einstein frame UE = V̂ M4 van-
ishes for t → ∞. The cosmological constant is driven to
zero dynamically. More precisely, only the dimensionless
ratio of the scalar potential U over the fourth power of
the Planck mass F 2 is observable. This ratio vanishes
due to U(ρ → ∞) ∼ k4, F (ρ → ∞) ∼ ρ, such that

V̂ = U/F 4 ∼ ρ−2. For the scaling solution this is directly
visible in the relation

V̂ (ρ̃→∞) =
u

f2
(ρ̃→∞) =

u2∞
4ξ2∞ρ̃

2
. (187)

For the scaling solution the only mass scale is given by
the renormalization scale k. The large present value of ρ̃ is
only due to the evolution of the universe - in Planck units
the present universe is very old. This large value explains
the tiny value of the present dark energy density in Planck

units, V̂ (today) ≈ 10−120. No small parameter or small
ratio of parameters is invoked, similar to the present small
value of the matter and radiation energy density in Planck
units, which also results from the large age of the universe.

3. Relevant parameters

In order to appreciate the role of fundamental scale in-
variance for the dynamical solution of the cosmological
constant problem we compare with general renormalizable
quantum gravity. Indeed, the situation is different for gen-
eral solutions of the flow equation with relevant parame-
ters. Typically both the Planck mass and the cosmological
constant correspond to relevant parameters. The general
solution of the flow equation takes then the qualitative form

F =f(ρ̃)k2 + µ2
p ≈ f0k2 + ξ∞χ

2 + µ2
p ,

U =u(ρ̃)k4 + λ , (188)

where both µ2
p and λ set intrinsic mass scales related to rel-

evant parameters. These are free parameters of the model.
(More generally, µ2

p and λ may be functions of χ which
only depend on two constants that we associate here to
the constants µ2

p and λ. The computation of these func-
tions depends on the flow in a range of k were deviations
from the scaling solution grow large.)

If the present value of F is dominated by µ2
p, i.e.

ξχ2 . µ2
p, one finds V̂ ≈ λ/µ4

p. A small value of V̂ corre-
sponds now to a ratio of parameters that has to assume the
tiny value 10−120. This requires “tuning” of the relevant
parameters. This situation is also realized in the absence of
a scalar field χ, or if χ settles in the cosmological evolution
to a constant value χ̄ = cµp. In the latter case one replaces
in eq. (188) µ2

p by µ2
p(1 + ξc2).
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Without a tuning of relevant parameters i.e. for λ ≈ µ4
p,

a dynamical solution of the cosmological constant problem
remains still possible for crossover cosmologies leading to
a present value of χ ≈ 1030µp. As compared to the scaling
solution one replaces f0k

2 → f0k
2 + µ2

p, uk
4 → uk4 + λ.

This is the case discussed in sect. III for which the scaling
solution becomes relevant only for k2 & µ2

p. Indeed, in this

range of k we can neglect µ2
p and λ in eq. (188). While the

relevant parameters µ2
p and λ become unimportant in the

UV-limit k → ∞, they still influence the early cosmology
for small values of the scalar field χ. The reason is that
the limits k →∞ and χ→ 0 can no longer be identified as
for the exact scaling solution.

In the presence of relevant parameters the effective scalar
potential in the Einstein frame becomes

UE =

(
u(ρ̃)k4 + λ

)
M4(

f0k2 + 2ξ∞ρ̃+ µ2
p

)2 , (189)

with u(ρ̃) the scaling potential. This potential can be pos-
itive for ρ̃ = 0 even for u0 < 0, provided λ > −u0k4. In
the presence of relevant parameters an inflationary epoch
may become possible for the standard model of particle
physics coupled to gravity. On the way towards k → 0 our
approximation at ρ̃ = 0 break down since v < 1 requires
2
(
λ+ u0k

4
)
< µ2

pk
2 + f0k

4. For an inflationary epoch the
scale k may, however, be replaced by an effective geomet-
rical cutoff.

If u(ρ̃) + λ/k4 is positive for the whole range of ρ̃, a
crossover cosmology with χ diverging in the infinite future
is rather generic. The potential UE(ϕ) = M4u/f2 typi-
cally decreases monotonically for increasing ϕ due to the
exponential increase of f . For such a potential ϕ increases
monotonically with time, at least asymptotically. In the
infinite future one reaches UE(ϕ→∞) = 0. This situation
is realized for the scaling solution of pure gravity coupled
to the scalar field χ. For particle physics with the stan-
dard model as an effective low energy theory the situation
is more complex. For fundamental scale invariance the po-
tential UE is now negative for a substantial range of χ. The
asymptotic cosmological scaling solution (173) is now only
reached if the increase of χ during the kination epoch is
large enough. This poses conditions on Z(ϕ). This issue
can be avoided for the more general solution of the flow
equations (188) provided that λ + k4u(ρ̃) is positive for
the whole range of ρ̃. The price to pay is a partial loss of
predictive power.

We conclude that the basic ingredients for a dynamical
solution of the cosmological constant problem are similar
for general renormalizable quantum gravity without fine
tuning of parameters (i.e. for λ of the order µ4

p) and for
fundamental scale invariance. This requires, however, that
the scale µp set by the relevant parameters is much smaller
than the present value of the Planck mass given by χ, typ-
ically µp ≈ 10−2 eV. In both cases late cosmology corre-
sponds to large χ such that F is dominated by ξ∞χ

2. On
the other hand, U becomes a constant U∞ for large χ, re-
sulting in UE ∼ U∞M4/

(
ξ2∞χ

4
)
. As a result, UE vanishes

as χ increases towards infinity. For cosmology of late stages

of inflation and all later epochs only the relevant parame-
ter λ distinguishes general renormalizable gravity from the
setting of fundamental scale invariance.

IX. Discussion

A formulation of quantum gravity as a quantum field
theory for the metric, together with the power of modern
functional renormalization group techniques to compute
the effects of quantum fluctuations of the metric, yields
a predictive scheme for cosmology. Important functions as
the inflaton potential for early cosmology, or the cosmon
(quintessence) potential for late cosmology, can no longer
be chosen completely freely. The scaling solution which
is necessary to render the quantum field theory renor-
malizable imposes important restrictions on the shape of
these potentials. At low energies and for small field values
renormalizability enforces for the Higgs scalar and other
scalars with gauge or Yukawa interactions to the fields of
the standard model an approximately polynomial poten-
tial. This is not the case for the scalar singlet discussed in
this work. The scaling solution predicts a potential that
deviates strongly from a polynomial form. The potential
in the Einstein frame, or the frame invariant potential, ap-
proaches zero exponentially for large positive values of the
canonical scalar field σ, while it tends to a positive constant
in the opposite limit of large negative σ.

It is impressive to see how from these simple properties
an overall cosmology with rather realistic features emerges.
Cosmology describes a crossover from a UV-fixed point, re-
alized for σ → −∞ in the infinite past, to an IR-fixed point
for σ →∞ in the infinite future. In-between, the sequence
of characteristic cosmological epochs finds its place: infla-
tion, kination, radiation domination, matter domination
and dark energy domination.

The rather detailed information about the scaling solu-
tion yields further predictions for the case of fundamental
scale invariance.

(i) Within the truncation with up to two derivatives the
standard model coupled to quantum gravity is not
viable. This is related to the negative value of the
scaling potential at ρ̃ = 0, u0 < 0. The conclusion re-
mains the same if we replace the scalar singlet by the
Higgs doublet, as for Higgs inflation. A viable quan-
tum gravity extension of the standard model requires
an important role of higher derivative terms [151]. We
pursue here the alternative of an extension to a grand
unified symmetry. This implies positive u0 for which
an inflationary epoch is predicted.

(ii) Inflation ends at the latest at the transition where
many bosons beyond the standard model particles be-
come massive. This is typically the GUT-phase tran-
sition in grand unified theories. An end of inflation
near the GUT-phase transition can naturally explain
the small amplitude of the primordial fluctuations.

(iii) Dark energy is dynamical rather than being a cosmo-
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logical constant.

(iv) For the range of the scalar field relevant after infla-
tion the potential is bounded by a maximal value
Umax = (0.32mν)4, or similar for a non-degenerate
mass pattern of the three neutrinos. The neutrino
mass mν sets the characteristic scale for the dynam-
ics of dark energy. The maximal potential Umax lim-
its the amount of a possible early dark energy [95–
97, 152–157] unless additional degrees of freedom are
introduced.

So far we have not used quantitative information about
the wave function renormalization or kinetial Z(ϕ) or
K(χ). Once the scaling solution is computed for this func-
tion important additional predictions become possible. For
example, there is an explicit formula for the slow roll coeffi-
cients ε and η during inflation in terms of the three scaling

functions. Since these coefficients determine directly the
spectrum of primordial cosmic fluctuations such a predic-
tion is testable. It is remarkable that cosmological obser-
vations will be able to falsify a model of fundamental scale
invariance with a single scalar field. Future computational
progress for the functional flow equations and the associ-
ated scaling functions may lead to a distinction which type
of models for momenta near the Planck scale a viable or
not.

For more general renormalizable quantum field theories
of gravity the predictive power is somewhat reduced due
to the presence of relevant parameters that can be chosen
freely. Still, only a small number of such parameters char-
acterizes the possible deviations from the scaling solution.
Also for this case we expect substantial additional con-
straints for cosmology once the scaling form of the kinetial
is computed.
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