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Einstein’s general relativity can emerge from pregeometry, with the metric composed of more
fundamental fields. We formulate euclidean pregeometry as a SO(4) - Yang-Mills theory. In ad-
dition to the gauge fields we include a vector field in the vector representation. The gauge - and
diffeomorphism - invariant kinetic terms for these fields permit a well-defined euclidean functional
integral, in contrast to metric gravity with the Einstein-Hilbert action. The propagators of all fields
are well behaved at short distances, without tachyonic or ghost modes. The long distance behavior
is governed by the composite metric and corresponds to general relativity. In particular, the gravi-
ton propagator is free of ghost or tachyonic poles despite the presence of higher order terms in a
momentum expansion of the inverse propagator. This pregeometry seems to be a valid candidate for
euclidean quantum gravity, without obstructions for analytic continuation to a Minkowski signature
of the metric.

I. Introduction

In a modern view, quantum field theories are defined by
functional integrals. For many models of particle physics
one can employ an euclidean functional integral and con-
tinue analytically to Minkowski signature. No well defined
functional integral is known for a continuum formulation
of quantum gravity based on the metric field. Such a func-
tional integral would require the explicit specification of the
microscopic or classical action. For a formulation in terms
of the metric any action involving only a finite number of
derivatives is problematic, however. The Einstein-Hilbert
action with a cosmological constant involves up to two
derivatives of the metric. The restriction to two derivatives
is not compatible with a renormalizable theory. Further-
more, the euclidean action is not bounded from below, such
that no corresponding euclidean functional integral can be
defined. Adding invariants with up to four derivatives of
the metric leads to a renormalizable theory [1–3]. Also the
euclidean action can be bounded from below for appropri-
ate signs of the couplings, such that an euclidean functional
integral can be defined. The problem arises now from the
presence of instabilities in the propagators in flat or weakly
curved geometries. In flat space, ghosts or tachyons cannot
be avoided for any finite polynomial momentum expansion
of the inverse propagator beyond quadratic order in mo-
menta. This implies that the addition of terms with a
finite number of derivatives cannot cure the problem.

Quantum gravity based on the metric may be a non-
perturbatively renormalizable quantum field theory. This
is the case if the functional flow of a scale-dependent effec-
tive action [4] admits an ultraviolet fixed point. Asymp-
totically safe quantum gravity [5–10] is defined by choos-
ing this ultraviolet fixed point for a definition of the short
distance behavior of quantum gravity. The fixed point be-
havior permits to extrapolate this short distance behavior
to arbitrarily short distances or high momenta.

A fixed point corresponds to a scaling solution of an ex-
act functional flow equation [4]. Such scaling solutions have
been found for many approximated or ”truncated” forms

of the scale-dependent effective action [11]. This makes it
plausible that an ultraviolet fixed point indeed exists, ren-
dering metric quantum gravity non- perturbatively renor-
malizable.
A functional integral can be defined formally as a solu-

tion of the exact flow equation. In practice, this is of little
help if the solution gets too complicated. This is presently
the case for the functional renormalization group approach.
The fixed point involves many invariants, and it is not clear
what approximation is needed in order to obtain a well de-
fined propagator for the graviton without ghost or tachy-
onic instabilities [12]. This explains why so far no proposal
for a simple classical action defining the functional integral
for quantum gravity has been formulated in this approach.
One possibility to avoid these problems is a formulation

of the functional integral in terms of fields different from
the metric. This approach stays within the setting of quan-
tum field theories. In analogy to quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) for the strong interactions in particle physics, the
short distance behavior - gluons and quarks in QCD - is
described by fields different from the metric. The metric
arises as a collective or composite field in an effective low
energy theory, in analogy to mesons and baryons in QCD.
This type of quantum field theory with an emergent met-
ric may be called ”pregeometry” [13]. The most radical
approach suggests to use only fermions as fundamental de-
grees of freedom [13–15]. In spinor gravity a formulation
with local Lorentz symmetry and diffeomorphism invari-
ance has indeed been achieved [16–18]. (For first formula-
tions with global Lorentz symmetry see ref. [19, 20].) The
vierbein and the metric have been constructed as compos-
ites of the fermions. While conceptually rather attractive,
practical computations in this purely fermionic setting have
not yet advanceed very much, due to the structure of the
action containing only invariants with a rather high num-
ber of fermions.
The present work proposes a formulation of euclidean

pregeometry as a SO(4) - Yang-Mills theory. Besides
fermions, which we do not discuss explicitly in the present
paper, the degrees of freedom of pregeometry are the six
gauge fields Aµ of the SO(4) - gauge symmetry, and four
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additional vector fields eµ which belong to the vector rep-
resentation of SO(4). A diffeomorphism invariant action is
based on the gauge invariant kinetic terms of the two sorts
of vector fields Aµ and eµ. This model has been discussed
earlier [21, 22], see also ref [23] for related ideas.

In the present paper we demonstrate that the euclidean
action involving the sum of the invariant kinetic terms for
Aµ and eµ is bounded from below. The euclidean func-
tional integral is well defined for this type of pregeometry.
The short distance propagators show neither ghosts nor
tachyons. These stability properties may be expected since
only terms with two derivatives of the fields are included
in the effective action.

The metric is a composite field defined as a SO(4) - in-
variant bilinear of the vector fields eµ. The vector fields
eµ play the role of generalized vierbeins. In contrast to
Cartan’s geometry [24] the covariant derivative of eµ does
not vanish, however. This distinguishes the present ap-
proach from many formulations where the gauge fields are
associated to the spin connection which is a functional of
the vierbein [24–35]. In our approach both the vierbein
and the gauge fields contain propagating degrees of free-
dom beyond the ones contained in the metric. They are
crucial for the different short distance behavior. (For first
functional renormalization group investigations of Cartan
geometry see refs [36–38], and for alternative ideas on dif-
feomorphism invariant gauge theories cf. ref. [39, 40].)

The classical field equations have a solution with van-
ishing gauge fields Aµ and constant vierbeins eµ, leading
for the composite metric gµν to a geometry of flat space,
gµν = δµν . This solution entails a ”spontaneous symmetry
breaking” of the SO(4) - gauge symmetry. As a conse-
quence of this ”generalized Higgs mechanism” the gauge
bosons acquire a mass term and mix with the other vector
field eµ. Linear combinations of both fields decouple from
the effective low energy theory, which can be defined for
momenta smaller than the gauge boson mass.

Field equations and effective low energy theory should be
discussed in terms of the quantum effective action which in-
cludes all effects of quantum fluctuations. We will not per-
form here a computation of the quantum effective action.
We rather make the assumption that the quantum fluctu-
ations generate for the effective action all terms allowed
by diffeomorphism and gauge symmetries. In particular,
this includes a term linear in the derivatives of the gauge
fields, and a cosmological constant. There are also addi-
tional terms with two derivatives of Aµ, as well as terms
with more than two derivatives that we neglect here.

The effective low energy theory is dominated by the
terms with a small number of derivatives. In leading or-
der this turns out to be general relativity for the metric,
with an Einstein-Hilbert action and a possible cosmological
constant that we assume to be very small, as required by
observation. General relativity emerges naturally from the
present formulation of pregeometry. Beyond the leading
Einstein-Hilbert term the effective low energy theory con-
tains terms with more than two derivatives for the metric.
An expansion in the number of derivatives yields at fourth
order an effective theory of the type of ref [1]. One may

therefore wonder what happens to the ghost instability in
the graviton propagator for this fourth order gravity.
In our formulation of pregeometry the graviton fluctua-

tion is a linear combination of fields contained in Aµ and
eµ. As a result of the diagonalization of the propagator
matrix we find that the dependence of the inverse gravi-
ton propagator on the squared momentum q2 is given by a
function

G−1
grav(q

2) =
m2

8

{

(Z + 1)q2 +m2 −M2

−
√

[

(Z − 1)q2 +m2 −M2
]2

+ 4
q2

m2

(

m2 −M2
)2
}

.

(1)

It involves three model parameters, namely m2 which mul-
tiplies the kinetic term for the vierbein and determines the
effective mass for the gauge bosons, the coupling Z which
multiplies the gauge boson kinetic term and equals the in-
verse squared gauge coupling, andM2 which multiplies the
term linear in derivatives and can be associated with the
squared Planck mass. The absence of ghost or tachyonic
instabilities is guaranteed for the parameter range

0 < M2 < m2 , 0 < Z < Zc , (2)

with

Zc =
M2

m2

(

1− M2

m2

)−1

. (3)

For this parameter range the graviton propagator is well
behaved with a single pole at q2 = 0 and without any
instability. The ghost in fourth order gravity is an artefact
of the truncated polynomial expansion [12].
The euclidean classical action can be continued analiti-

cally to Minkowski signature. The same holds for the gravi-
ton propagator (1). So far we have not found any obstruc-
tion to analytic continuation. We may therefore consider
our model of pregeometry as a proposal for a functional
integral for quantum gravity.
Our model of pregeometry is introduced in sect. II, where

we also show that flat space solves the classical field equa-
tions. Sect. III discusses the generalized Higgs mechanism.
It proceeds to a decomposition of the fluctuations around
flat space according to different representations of its sym-
metry. This is the basis for the stability analysis of the
classical theory which we address in sect. IV. There we es-
tablish that no ghosts or tachyons are present in our model.
In sect. V we turn to the quantum effective action and the
emergence of general relativity as an effective theory for
small momenta and curvature. The graviton propagator
is discussed in detail in sect. VI. Together with a stable
graviton our model of pregeometry also contains a stable
massive spin-two particle. Sect. VII turns to the sector of
scalar fields. Flat space is not the absolute minimum of
the euclidean action in the space of all possible field con-
figurations. It may, however, be the minimum in the space
of solutions to the field equations. In sect. VIII we add the
effects of a cosmological constant. Sect. IX finally discusses
our findings and possible extensions in various directions.
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II. Pregeometry

Similar to the electroweak or strong interactions our
model is a non-abelian local gauge theory or Yang-Mills
theory. For our euclidean setting the gauge group is SO(4).
The particularity as compared to the gauge theories in par-
ticle physics is the presence of an additional vector field
eµ
m(x) in the vector representation of SO(4). We restrict

the space of field configurations in the functional integral
to e = det(eµ

m) > 0, where eµ
m is considered as a 4 × 4

- matrix. This allows for the definition of the inverse ma-
trix em

µ, and the construction of diffeomorphism invariant
kinetic terms for both the gauge fields Aµ and the vector
fields eµ.

1. Diffeomorphism invariant Yang-Mills theory

Our starting point is a SO(4)-gauge theory with gauge
fields

Aµmn = −Aµnm, n, m = 0, · · · , 3 , (4)

and field strength

Fµνmn = ∂µAνmn − ∂νAµmn + Aµm
pAνpn −Aνm

pAµpn .
(5)

Here z = (m,n) is a double-index labeling the six gauge
bosons in the adjoint representation of SO(4). We further
include vector fields eµ

m in the vector representation of
SO(4). Accordingly, the covariant derivative reads

Uµν
m = Dµeν

m = ∂µeν
m − Γµν

σeσ
m +Aµ

m
neν

n . (6)

These vector fields are restricted to obey

e = det(eµ
m) > 0 , (7)

where the components eµ
m are considered as elements of a

regular 4× 4 matrix. This permits the definition of inverse
vector fields em

µ , with

eµ
mem

ν = δνµ , em
µeµ

n = δnm . (8)

We introduce a composite metric gµν as a bilinear in the
vector field and note that for e 6= 0 its inverse gµν exists,

gµν = eµ
meν

nδmn, gµνgνρ = δµρ . (9)

The connection Γµν
σ in Eq. (6) is the Levi-Civita con-

nection formed with the composite metric gµν . Inserting
eq. (9) it can be expressed in terms of the vector field and
its derivatives. For Dµeν

m = 0 the vector field eµ
m can

play the role of the usual vierbein. We will not impose
this constraint here such that the vector field contains ad-
ditional degrees of freedom.
The field strengh (5) and the covariant derivative (6)

transform as tensors. These tensors can be used as ba-
sic building blocks for the construction of invariant kinetic
terms for the gauge fields Aµmn and the vector field eµ

m.
We define a diffeomorphism invariant action

S =

∫

d4x e(LF + LU ) , (10)

with gauge field kinetic term

LF =
Z

8
FµνmnF

µνmn , (11)

and vector field kinetic term

LU =
m2

4
UµνmU

µνm . (12)

Here world (space-time) indices µ, ν are raised and lowered
with gµν and gµν given by eq. (9), while “Lorentz indices”
m, n are raised and lowered with δmn and δmn. We can
convert Lorentz indices to world indices by multiplication
with eµ

m or em
µ ,

Uµνρ = Uµν
meρm . (13)

For Uµν
m 6= 0 the covariant derivatives commute with the

raising and lowering of world indices or Lorentz indices,
but not with the conversion from world to Lorentz indices,

DσUµνρ = (DσUµν
m) eρm + Uµν

mUσρm . (14)

Because of their analogous role to the vierbein in Cartan’s
geometry [24] we will call the vector fields eµ

m ”generalized
vierbeins”, or simply ”vierbeins”.

Two different connections are present in our setting,
the gauge connection Aµmn and the geometric connection
Γµν

ρ. The tangent bundle and the gauge bundle are, a
priori, not related. For example, one can have the met-
ric corresponding to a sphere and nevertheless vanishing
gauge fields, Aµmn = 0. This permits, for example, to have
massless fermions on a sphere [21]. A relation between the
connections can be formulated by the identity

Uµνρ = ωµνρ −Aµνρ , (15)

with ωµνρ related to the ”spin connection” formed from the
vector field

ωµνρ =
1

2

{

eµm (∂ρeν
m − ∂νeρ

m) + eνm (∂ρeµ
m − ∂µeρ

m)

+ eρm (∂µeν
m − ∂νeµ

m)

}

= eν
meρ

nωµmn . (16)

This expresses the Levi-Civita connection in terms of the
vierbein by

ωµνρ = Γµρ
σgσν − eνm∂µeρ

m . (17)

We observe the antisymmetry in the last two indices

ωµρν = −ωµνρ , Aµρν = −Aµνρ , Uµρν = −Uµνρ . (18)

For a covariantly conserved vector field, Uµνρ = 0, the
gauge field equals the spin connection formed from the vier-
bein. This is the setting of Cartan’s geometry [24].
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2. Boundedness of the action and euclidean

functional integral

The action (10) is bounded from below, S > 0, as long
as m2 > 0, Z > 0. In order to see this, we first show that
the composite metric has only positive eigenvalues. Since
gµν is a real symmetric matrix, it can be diagonalized by
an orthogonal transformation O,

g̃ρσ =Oρ
µOσ

νgµν = Oρ
µeµ

mOσ
νeν

nδmn

=ẽρ
mẽσ

nδmn , (19)

with ẽρ
m = Oρ

µeµ
m. The diagonal elements are indeed

positive (no sum over ρ)

g̃ρρ =
∑

m

(ẽρ
m)2 > 0 . (20)

For e > 0 one can exclude vanishing eigenvalues g̃ρρ.
We next write for z = (m,n)

Fµνmn = Fαz , FµνmnF
µνmn =

∑

z

FαzG
αβFβz , (21)

with α = (µ, ν), β = (ρ, σ) double indices, and real sym-
metric matrix

Gαβ = gµρgνσ = Gβα . (22)

The expression LF is positive semidefinite if Gαβ has only
positive eigenvalues. This is indeed the case, as can be
seen by diagonalizing Gαβ by an orthogonal transforma-
tion. We can chose the required orthogonal matrix as the
direct product of the matrices that diagonalize gµν , result-
ing in G̃αα = g̃µµg̃νν > 0. The same argument shows
LU > 0, with z = m in this case. With both LU and LF
positive semidefinite and e > 0, the action is indeed pos-
itive semidefinite, S ≥ 0. The action vanishes precisely if
both LF and LU vanish.
With positive semidefinite classical action S an euclidean

functional integral can be defined by integrating over un-
constrained gauge fields and vector fields obeying the con-
straint (7). The constraint e > 0 is invariant under local
SO(4) - gauge transformations and diffeomorphisms. In
presence of these two local symmetries the action needs
a regularization, either by the usual gauge fixing proce-
dure for a continuous formulation, or perhaps by a lattice
formulation that still has to be found. We consider the ac-
tion (10) as a well defined and simple starting point for an
investigation of quantum fluctuactions in euclidean gravity.
The analytic continuation to a Minkowski signature will be
discussed in sect. VI.
Configurations with a constant vierbein and vanishing

gauge fields include the ”flat space configuration”

eµ
m = δmµ , gµν = δµν , Aµmn = 0 . (23)

These configurations yield Uµν
m = 0 and are therefore

minima of the action (10). They are solutions of the corre-
sponding field equations that we discuss in more detail in
sect. V.

III. Generalized Higgs mechanism

In order to understand the physical content of our model
at short distances we decompose the fluctuations of the
vector field and the gauge fields around flat space and
zero gauge fields. We work in euclidean flat space. An-
alytic continuation to Minkowski space can be performed
at the end. For sufficiently short distances one can ne-
glect any effects of a given geometry, as encoded in eµ

m or
gµν , or of a given gauge field configuration Aµmn. For the
short distance limit the flat space configuration eµ

m = δmµ ,
Aµmn = 0 is always an appropriate starting point for a
field-expansion.
The decomposition involves different representations of

the ”euclidean Lorentz group” SO(4) that cannot mix in
quadratic order. Mixing is observed, however, between
modes belonging to the same representation. This ren-
ders the discussion of stability somewhat complex. In the
present section we discuss the general structure of the mix-
ing and focus subsequently on the graviton propagator and
the scalar propagator in the next section. We will find a
stable graviton propagator without ghosts or tachyons.
The discussion will be extended in sect. V to the quan-

tum effective action by including a further invariant that
dominates a low momenta. The graviton propagator for
this extended setting is discussed in sect. VI, and scalars
are addressed in sect. VII.
Due to spontaneous symmetry breaking by the non-

vanishing value of the vierbein eµ
m = δmµ mass terms are

generated for the gauge bosons. This ”generalized Higgs
mechanism” differs from the usual Higgs mechanism since
the agent of spontaneous symmetry breaking is a vector
field and not a scalar field. The mode decomposition re-
veals the detailed structure of the generalized Higgs mech-
anism by focusing on the effects for the propagators of the
various fluctuation modes. The mode mixing is a charac-
teristic feature of this generalized Higgs mechanism.

1. Fluctuations in flat space

The field equations derived from the action (10) admit as
a solution flat space, eµ

m = δmµ , gµν = δµν , with vanishing
gauge fields Aµmn = 0. This solution will be found to
be stable, as may be expected since it corresponds to the
minimum of the action. For a more detailed investigation
of the stability for various modes we expand in quadratic
order in Hµν and Aµmn,

eµ
m = δmµ +

1

2
Hµνδ

νm . (24)

The standard kinetic term for the transverse gauge fields
reads in momentum space

∫

x

eLF =
Z

4

∫

q

Aµmn(−q)
(

q2δµν − qµqν
)

Aν
mn(q) . (25)

This dominates the high momentum behavior and ensures
stability in this range. For the discussion of fluctuations
world indices are raised and lowered with δµν and δµν .
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In quadratic order the covariant kinetic term LU for the

vierbein contains three pieces LU = L
(1)
U +L

(2)
U +L

(3)
U . The

first piece is a kinetic term which reads, with ∂2 = ∂ρ∂ρ,
∫

x

eL
(1)
U = −m

2

16

∫

x

{

H(A)
µν ∂

2H(A)µν (26)

+ 2H(S)
µν (∂

2δνρ − ∂ν∂ρ)H
(S)ρµ + 4H(A)

µν ∂
ν∂ρH

(A)ρµ

}

.

Here H
(S)
µν = (Hµν + Hνµ)/2 and H

(A)
µν = (Hµν − Hνµ)/2

are the symmetric and antisymmetric parts of the fluctu-
ation Hµν . The second piece acts as a mass term for the
gauge bosons. Without mixing effects (see below), it would
generate an equal mass for all gauge bosons

eL
(2)
U =

m2

4
AµmnA

µmn . (27)

Finally, the third piece is a type of source term for the
gauge bosons,

eL
(3)
U = −JµνρAµνρ , (28)

with

Jµνρ =
m2

2

(

∂µH
(A)
νρ + ∂ρH

(S)
µν − ∂νH

(S)
µρ

)

. (29)

The field value eµ
m = δmµ breaks the SO(4)-gauge sym-

metry spontaneously. Similarly to the Higgs mechanism,
this spontaneous symmetry breaking generates a mass term
for the gauge bosons. In contrast to the Higgs mechanism
the field eµ

m is a vector, not a scalar. Flat space pre-
serves a global SO(4)-“Lorentz” symmetry of simultaneous
SO(4)-gauge rotations and SO(4)-coordinate transforma-
tions. It is this residual symmetry that we employ for the
mode expansion.

2. Decomposition of vierbein fluctuations

For an analysis of the kinetic term (27) for the vierbein
we employ the decomposition which orders the scalar fluc-
tuations into a physical and a gauge degree of freedom [41],

H(S)
µν = tµν + ∂µκν + ∂νκµ

+
1

3

(

δµν −
∂µ∂ν
∂2

)

σ +
∂µ∂ν
∂2

u , (30)

and

H(A)
µν = bµν + ∂µγν − ∂νγµ . (31)

Here tµν , bµν , κµ and δµ are all transversal,

∂µtµν = ∂νtµν = ∂µbµν = ∂νbµν = 0 ,

∂µκµ = ∂µγµ = 0 , tµ
µ = 0 . (32)

The kinetic piece reads in momentum space
∫

x

eL
(1)
U =

m2

16

∫

q

{

2tµν(−q)q2tµν(q) + bµν(−q)q2bµν(q)

+ 2 (κµ(−q)− γµ(−q)) q4 (κµ(q)− γµ(q))

+
2

3
σ(−q)q2σ(q)

}

. (33)

The factor q4 for κµ − γµ is a consequence of the particu-
lar normalization of these fields. Indeed, we can absorb a
factor 4q2 in a dimensionless normalization of κµ and γµ.
All kinetic terms are then positive and increase ∼ q2. The

kinetic term L
(1)
U does not involve the combination κµ+γµ

and the scalar u. Similarly, LF does not involve the lon-
gitudinal components ∂µAµmn of the gauge fields. These
fields correspond to gauge degrees of freedom.

3. Decomposition of gauge field fluctuations

In flat space we need no longer to distinguish between
world and Lorentz indices. Covariant derivatives become
partial derivatives. We decompose the linear gauge fields
Aµνρ into transversal modes Bµνρ and longitudinal modes
Lνρ,

Aµνρ = Bµνρ + ∂µLνρ , ∂µBµνρ = 0 . (34)

Using the projector

P νµ = δνµ − ∂µ∂
ν

∂2
, ∂µP νµ = 0 , P νµ∂ν = 0 , (35)

we can write

Bµνρ = P σµAσνρ = P σµBσνρ . (36)

The transversal fluctuations can be decomposed as

Bµνρ =
1

4
ε στ
νρ (Pµσvτ − Pµτvσ)

+
1

3
(Pµνwρ − Pµρwν) +Dµνρ , (37)

where vµ and wµ are (reducible) four-vectors. The de-
composition of the remaining part Dµνρ into irreducible
representations is given by

Dµνρ =
1

2
(∂νEµρ − ∂ρEµν) + Cµνρ . (38)

The transversal traceless symmetric tensor Eµν obeys

∂µEµν = 0 , δµνEµν = 0 , Eµν = Eνµ , (39)

and Cµνρ is subject to the constraints

Cµνρ = −Cµρν , ∂µCµνρ = 0 , εµνρσCµνρ = 0 ,

δµνCµνρ = δµρCµνρ = 0 , P̃ νρ
στ Cµνρ = 0 . (40)

We have introduced here a further projector

P̃ νρ
στ =

1

2∂2
(∂σ∂

νδρτ −∂τ∂νδρσ−∂σ∂ρδντ +∂τ∂ρδνσ) , (41)

which obeys

P̃ αβ
στ P̃ νρ

αβ = P̃ νρ
στ , P̃ νρ

νρ = 3 ,

∂τ P̃ νρ
στ =

1

2
(∂ρδνσ − ∂νδρσ) . (42)

This results in the identities

P̃ νρ
στ Dµνρ = (∂σEµτ − ∂τEµσ) , (43)
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and

P̃ νρ
στ (∂νEµρ − ∂ρEµν) = (∂σEµτ − ∂τEµσ) . (44)

We can therefore see Cµνρ as a projection,

Cµνρ = Dµνρ − P̃ στ
νρ Dµστ . (45)

Out of the 24 components Aµνρ six degrees of freedom
Lνρ = −Lρν are longitudinal degrees of freedom. Thus
there are 18 transversal modes Bµνρ. The four modes vµ
correspond to the totally antisymmetric part A[µνρ], while
the four modes wρ account for the trace Aµνρδ

µν . There

remain 10 modes for Dµνρ. The projector P̃ eliminates half
of them, and the traceless transversal symmetric tensor
Eµν accounts indeed for five modes. The other five modes
correspond to Cµνρ = −Cµρν , which indeed is subject to
19 constraints. The vectors vµ and wµ can be decomposed
into transversal vectors and scalars

vµ = v(t)µ + ∂µṽ , wµ = w(t)
µ + ∂µw̃ ,

∂µv(t)µ = 0 , ∂µw(t)
µ = 0 . (46)

The irreducible representations of the transversal modes
Bµνρ are 2×5+2×3+2×1. In particular, the scalar part
of Bµνρ reads

B(s)
µνρ =

1

2
ε τ
µνρ ∂τ ṽ +

1

3
(δµν∂ρw̃ − δµρ∂νw̃) . (47)

Finally, the six longitudinal modes are two triplets

Lνρ =Mνρ + ∂ν lρ − ∂ρlν , (48)

with

∂νMνρ = ∂ρMνρ = 0 , ∂ν lν = 0 . (49)

4. Generalized Higgs mechanism

In contrast to spontaneous symmetry breaking by a
scalar field the expectation value of a vector field leads to a
mixing of the gauge field fluctuations and the vierbein fluc-
tuations. This particular feature of the generalized Higgs

mechanism is due to the ”source term” L
(3)
U . It is our aim

to separate the various physical modes. For this purpose
we have to diagonalize the inverse propagator which cor-
responds to the second functional derivative of the action.
In other words, we have to find the field combinations for
which the quadratic expansion of the action in the fluctua-
tions becomes diagonal. We end this section by writing the
quadratic expansion of the action in terms of the various
fields appearing in our decomposition. In the next section
we will proceed to the diagonalization.

The source term L
(3)
U mixes the gauge fields Aµνρ and

the vierbein fluctuations Hµν . In quadratic order one finds
from eqs. (28)(29)
∫

x

eL
(3)
U = −m

2

4

∫

x

Aµνρ
(

∂µH
(A)
νρ +∂ρH

(S)
µν −∂νH(S)

µρ

)

=
m2

4

∫

x

{

Lνρ
(

∂2H(A)
νρ + ∂ρ∂

µH(S)
µν − ∂ν∂

µH(S)
µρ

)

+2∂ρB
µνρH(S)

µν

}

=
m2

4

∫

x

(Yl + Yt) .

(50)

The longitudinal part Yl concerns the mixing effects for
the longitudinal gauge bosons. By use of the decomposi-
tion (31),(48), this results in

Yl =Mνρ∂2bνρ + 2lµ∂4(κµ − γµ) . (51)

The transversal part Yt accounts for the mixing of the
transversal gauge bosons. For its evaluation we decompose
the tensor ∂ρB

µνρ into its traceless symmetric, antisym-
metric, and (modified) trace parts

∂ρB
µνρ = B̃(S)µν + B̃(A)µν +

1

3
Pµν b̃ , (52)

with

B̃(S)µν= B̃(S)νµ, B̃(S)µνδµν=0, B̃(A)µν=−B̃(A)νµ ,

∂µB̃
(S)µν + ∂µB̃

(A)µν = 0 . (53)

Comparing with the expansion (37) we identify

B̃(S)µν = −1

2
∂2Eµν , B̃(A)µν =

1

2
εµνρτ∂ρv

(t)
τ ,

b̃ = ∂2w̃ . (54)

The components Cµνρ do not appear due to the identity

∂ρCµνρ = 0 , (55)

which follows from eqs. (42) (43).

Inserting also the expansion (31) for H
(S)
µν , the transver-

sal part of eq. (50) reads

Yt=
(

2B̃(S)µν+
2

3
Pµν b̃

)

H(S)
µν =−Eµν∂2tµν+

2

3
w̃∂2σ . (56)

We observe that the twelve transversal gauge field fluctua-

tions v(t), w(t), ṽ, Cµνρ do not appear in L
(3)
U . They do not

take part in the mixing and simply acquire a mass from

L
(2)
U . Also the four gauge modes κµ+ γµ and u are absent.

For a discussion of the inverse propagator we also have

to decompose the gauge boson mass term L
(2)
U ,

L
(2)
U =

m2

4
AµνρAµνρ =

m2

4
(BµνρBµνρ − Lνρ∂2Lνρ)

=
m2

4

{

−1

2
Eνρ∂2Eνρ + CµνρCµνρ + v(t)µv(t)µ − 3

2
ṽ∂2ṽ

+
4

9
w(t)µw(t)

µ − 2

3
w̃∂2w̃ −Mνρ∂2Mνρ + 2lµ∂4lµ

}

.

(57)

The corresponding expression for L
(1)
U is given by eq. (33)

L
(1)
U =

m2

4

{

−1

2
tµν∂2tµν −

1

4
bµν∂2bµν

+
1

2
(κµ − γµ)∂4(κµ − γµ)−

1

6
σ∂2σ

}

.

(58)
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5. Mode mixing

Taking things together, LU involves a couple of indepen-
dent pieces

LU =
m2

4

{

LtE + Lσw̃ + LbM + Lκγl + L′
m

}

. (59)

They can be diagonalized separately. For the transversal
traceless symmetric tensors t and E one has

LtE = −1

2
(tµν + Eµν)∂2(tµν + Eµν) , (60)

while in the scalar sector σ and w̃ are connected

Lσw̃ = −1

6
(σ − 2w̃)∂2(σ − 2w̃) . (61)

The sector for the longitudinal gauge bosons involves

LbM = −1

4
(bµν − 2Mµν)∂2(bµν − 2Mµν) , (62)

and

Lκγl =
1

2
(κµ − γµ + 2lµ)∂4(κµ − γµ + 2lµ) . (63)

The remaining part L′
m involves only mass terms for the

gauge bosons and no mixing

L′
m = CµνρCµνρ + v(t)µv(t)µ − 3

2
ṽ∂2ṽ +

4

9
w(t)µw(t)

µ . (64)

The kinetic term for the gauge bosons (25) contributes
only for the transversal gauge bosons,

LF = −Z
4
Aµνρ∂2P σ

µ Aσνρ = −Z
4
Bµνρ∂2Bµνρ . (65)

The decomposition is similar to the transversal part of
eq. (57), replacing m2 by −Z∂2,

LF =
Z

4

{

1

2
Eνρ∂4Eνρ − Cµνρ∂2Cµνρ − v(t)µ∂2v(t)µ

+
3

2
ṽ∂4ṽ − 4

9
w(t)µ∂2w(t)

µ +
2

3
w̃∂4w̃

}

.

(66)

At this point we have expressed both LU and LF in
terms of the fields of our decomposition. The transition
to momentum space is straightforward. The pieces ∼ q4

are artefacts of the particular normalization of fields in our
decomposition. They can be absorbed by a momentum
dependent rescaling which makes all fields in the decompo-
sition of the vierbein dimensionless, and gives all fields in
the expansion of the gauge fields the canonical dimension of
mass. The high momentum behavior for all modes is then
∼ q2, as appropriate for an action that contains only two
derivatives. The different blocks can now be diagonalized
separately.

IV. Stability of classical theory

In this section we diagonalize the propagator. The ques-
tion of stability of the classical theory can be read off di-
rectly from the form of the propagators. Flat space is stable
if there are neither ghosts nor tachyons and all modes are
described by massive or massless particles. Stability of flat
space extends to stability of the high-momentum modes for
arbitrary ”background configurations” of the gauge fields
and vierbein.

1. High momentum limit

Before proceeding to the diagonalization of the inverse
propagator it is instructive to discuss the limit q2 → ∞. In

this limit L
(2)
U and L

(3)
U can be neglected. The infinite mo-

mentum limit becomes a good approximation for q2 ≫ m2.
In consequence, the leading short distance behavior is well

described by an action based on LF + L
(1)
U , evaluated for

the flat space solution. This is a free theory with inverse
propagators for the physical fluctuations proportional to
q2. No instability occurs. For this free theory the ana-
lytic continuation to Minkowski space is straightforward.
We therefore consider our pregeometry based on a Yang-
Mills theory as a candidate for an ultraviolet completion
of quantum gravity.
Beyond the leading approximation the action (10) also

entails interactions. First, there are the gauge interactions
mediated by the gauge field Aµ. The effective gauge cou-
pling g, with α = g2/(4π), is given by

α =
4π

Z
. (67)

It vanishes in the limit Z → ∞. For large Z a perturbative
treatment of the gauge interactions becomes possible.
In contrast, the vierbein-mediated “gravitational inter-

actions” cannot be switched off. We can use scaling
fields [22]

ẽµ
m = keµ

m , g̃µν = k2gµν , g̃µν = k−2gµν , (68)

with k some “renormalization scale”. As a result one finds

S =
1

16π

∫

x

ẽ

(

1

2α
FµνmnFρσ

mn +
1

γ
ŨµνmŨρσ

m

)

g̃µρg̃νσ ,

(69)

with

Ũµν
m = Dµẽν

m = kUµν
m , (70)

and dimensionless coupling

γ =
k2

4πm2
. (71)

A multiplicative rescaling of ẽµ
m does not change the Levi-

Civita connection Γµν in the covariant derivative (6). It

only results in a multiplicative rescaling of Ũµν
m. As a

result, γ is not a free parameter - it can be set to any
arbitrary value by a rescaling of ẽµ

m. In contrast to the
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gauge interactions, the gravitational interactions do not
switch off in the limit γ → 0. Using the freedom of field-
rescaling the only remaining free parameter for the classical
theory is the gauge coupling α.

2. Diagonalization of the propagator

Let us next consider the full classical action based on
LF + LU . With an appropriate normalization, the inverse
propagator for the gauge boson fluctuactions C, v(t), w(t)

and ṽ is the standard one for massive particles in momen-
tum space

P = G−1 = q2 +
m2

Z
. (72)

This is the inverse propagator of a particle with mass
m/

√
Z. No instability occurs in this sector.

For the traceless transversal tensors in the t−E - sector
the inverse propagator matrix takes the form

P = G−1 =
q2

4

(

Zq2 +m2 , m2

m2 , m2

)

. (73)

The only zero eigenvalue of P occurs for q2 = 0. The
eigenvalues of P are given by

λ± =
q2

8

(

Zq2 + 2m2 ±
√

Z2q4 + 4m4
)

. (74)

These eigenvalues have dimension mass4. We can switch
to the more usual normalization for bosonic fields for which
the boson fields have dimension of mass and the inverse
propagator has dimension mass squared. This can be
achieved by a momentum dependent renormalization of the

fields, ERµν =
q

2
Eµν , q =

√

|q2|, tRµν =
m

2
tµν , resulting

in the renormalized inverse propagator matrix

PR =

(

Zq2 +m2 , mq
mq , q2

)

. (75)

The q- dependence in the renormalization of E corresponds
to the standard normalization of gauge fields A, noting
A ∼ qE, while the normalization of t provides a canonical
mass dimension to this field.
Poles in the propagator correspond to vanishing eigen-

values of PR. The condition for the existence of propagator
poles reads

detPR = Zq4 = 0 . (76)

We conclude that the only possible poles of the propagator
occur for q2 = 0.
For the renormalized fields the eigenvalues of PR for gen-

eral values of q2 are given by

λ± =
1

2

{

(Z + 1)q2 +m2

±
√

(Z − 1)2q4 + 2(Z + 1)q2m2 +m4
}

.
(77)

They correspond to the inverse propagators after diag-
onalization and describe the propagation of independent
modes.

For the high momentum behavior, q2 ≫ m2, this yields

λ+ =















Z
(

q2 +
m2

Z − 1

)

for Z > 1

q2 +
m2

1− Z
for Z < 1 ,

(78)

and

λ− =















q2 − m2

Z − 1
for Z > 1

Z
(

q2 − m2

1− Z

)

for Z < 1 .

(79)

The apparent zeros in these approximate expression cannot
correspond to poles in the propagators since eq. (76) tells
us that all possible poles occur for q2 = 0. Near the pole
at q2 = 0 one finds

λ− =
Zq4

m2
, λ+ = m2 + (Z + 1)q2 . (80)

Again, the apparent zero in λ+ is a ”fake pole”, since the
only possible poles for q2 = 0 are associated to λ−. The
function λ+(q

2) has no zero. No propagating particle is
associated to this mode.
The zero of the inverse propagator at q2 = 0 corresponds

to a double pole in the propagator. A propagator 1/q4

leads to a ”secular instability” after analytic continuation
to Minkowski space. It does not pose any problem for a well
defined euclidean functional integral. A double pole can be
considered as the boundary between stability and instabil-
ity. The stability for low q2 should be discussed within the
quantum effective action once quantum fluctuation effects
are included. We will see below that additional terms in
the effective action modify the behavior for q2 → 0.
For the other limit at large q2 one may assume that the

short distance behavior of the effective action is close to
the classical action. The short distance fluctuations in the
t - E - sector are stable.
We next turn to the remaining part in the sector of phys-

ical scalar fluctuations. In the w̃ − σ - sector the inverse
propagator matrix

P =
q2

3









Zq2 +m2 , −m
2

2

−m
2

2
,

m2

4









(81)

has the same structure as eq. (73), up to an overall fac-
tor 4/3 and a rescaling of σ by a factor (−2). The poles in
the propagators are therefore the same as in the sector of
transverse traceless tensors (t, E). Together with eq. (72)
for the scalar ṽ we observe in the scalar sector one massive
particle and one massless particle with a double pole. The
scalar ũ is a gauge degree of freedom of diffeomorphisms
and does not appear in the quadratic action.
The sector of transversal vectors contains several inde-

pendent blocks. The vectors v(t) and w(t) from the expan-
sion of the transversal gauge field fluctuations correspond
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to massive particles with propagators given by eq. (72). A
third physical vector fluctuation is given by the combina-
tion

sµ =
1

2
(κµ − γµ) + lµ . (82)

Its inverse propagator P = m2q4 obtains from Lκγl in LU
as given by eq. (63). A canonical normalization of this
vector field absorbs in P a factor m2q2. We end with a
massless vector particle with normalized inverse propagator
PR = q2. The transverse vector fluctuations contain also
two gauge degrees of freedom, one from diffeomorphisms
and the other from the SO(4) - gauge symmetry. We may
take them as κµ and lµ at fixed sµ. Only the physical mode
sµ appears in the quadratic action.
The fluctuations C describe one more massive particle

with inverse propagator given by eq. (72). What remains is
the sector of antisymmetric tensor fluctuations, consisting
of the longitudinal gauge bosonsM and the antisymmetric
vierbein fluctuations b. For the longitudinal gauge bosons
there is no contribution from LF . The inverse propagator
matrix in the M − b - sector obtains from LbM in eq. (62)

P =
q2m2

8

(

4 −2
−2 1

)

. (83)

After proper renormalization of the fields this becomes

PR =

(

m2 −mq
−mq q2

)

. (84)

One eigenvalue λ+ of this matrix corresponds to the phys-
ical fluctuation

rµν =
1

2
bµν −Mµν . (85)

Only this physical mode appears in LU through LbM in
eq. (62). It corresponds to a massive particle with inverse
propagator

λ+ = q2 +m2 . (86)

The other eigenvalue λ− is zero for all q2, corresponding
to detP = 0 or detPR = 0. This is the gauge mode of
local SO(4) - gauge transformations. Indeed, these gauge
transformations, applied to a ”vacuum state” Aµmn = 0,
emµ = δmµ , do not only shift the longitudinal components
of Aµmn, but also rotate emµ , contributing infinitesimally

to H
(A)
µν . For this reason the gauge modes can be taken as

linear combinations of Lµν and bµν . We use the freedom
in the precise parametrization of the gauge mode to take
the fluctuation Lµν at fixed physical fluctuation sµν .
In total we observe 9 massless physical modes (t−E, w̃−

σ, s), 15 massive physical modes (v(t), w(t), ṽ, C, r) and 10
gauge degrees of freedom (κ, u, l, M). We recall that the
gauge fluctuations have to be taken at fixed physical modes.
One linear combination in the t−E-sector and in the w̃−
σ-sector (6 modes) correspond to physical modes that do
not describe a propagating particle. Similar to Einstein

gravity one expects that due to non-local projectors not
all of the modes (t − E , w̃ − σ , s , v(t), w(t), ṽ , C , r )
are propagating particles [41]. This reduces the number
of modes corresponding to physical propagating particles
below 24.

3. Short distance completion for euclidean gravity

Taking things together, for the action LU+LF the prop-
agators of the physical fluctuations around euclidean flat
space (excluding the gauge modes) have the following prop-
erties:

(i) In the complex q2- plane all poles occur on the neg-
ative real axis, including q2 = 0.

(ii) For the massive modes with location of the poles at
q2p = −m2

i the residuum is always positive, as re-
quired for standard stable massive particles.

(iii) For real q2 > 0 the inverse propagator is positive for
all modes, increasing ∼ q2 for q2 → ∞.

(iv) At q2 = 0 there are degenerate poles, with eigenval-
ues of the inverse propagator ∼ q4. These massless
modes are linear combinations of gauge boson - and
vierbein-fluctuations. The behavior ∼ q4 can be con-
sidered as the boundary of the region of stability.

We can consider this model of SO(4) - pregeometry as a
valid candidate for the ultraviolet completion of euclidean
gravity.
Furthermore, their is no obstruction for analytic contin-

uation to a Minkowski signature. Investigating the propa-
gator for a Minkowski signature in the complex q0 - plane
one finds besides the poles branch cuts for q20 > |q2c |+ ~q 2,
with positive non zero |qc|2 to be discussed in more detail in
sect.IV. Such a setting is rather promising for a consistent
description of quantum gravity.

V. Effective action and emergence of

general relativity

The action (10) may be considered as the microphysical
or classical action which is used to define a functional in-
tegral. Quantum fluctuations will lead to a macroscopic or
effective action. The quantum effective action is the gen-
erating functional of the one-particle-irreducible Green’s
functions. It includes all fluctuation effects. The field equa-
tions obtained by variation of the effective action are exact.
They replace the field equations obtained from the classi-
cal action. The second functional derivative of the effective
action is the inverse propagator in an arbitrary background
of fields.
With a proper definition (and in the absence of anoma-

lies) the effective action has the same symmetries as the
classical action. In general, this invariant functional of the
fields contains infinitely many invariants. The arguments
are now macroscopic fields, corresponding to expectation
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values of microscopic fields in the presence of arbitrary
sources.

We do not attempt to compute the effective action Γ in
this paper. We rather make an ansatz for its form which is
consistent with the symmetries. In practice, we replace S
by Γ and add further invariants. The parameters m2 and
Z are replaced by renormalized parameters which include
the effects of the quantum fluctuations. For the additional
invariants we investigate a derivative expansion up to sec-
ond order in the derivatives. It may be possible to include
some of the additional invariants into the classical action.
We will leave it open here if they are also part of the clas-
sical action or if they are generated only by fluctuation
effects.

1. New invariants

At low momenta a derivative expansion of the effective
action is often a good guide. We will next add to the
action (10) further invariants with up to two derivatives,

Γ =

∫

d4xe(LF + LU + U + LR + LG) . (87)

The term without derivatives is a cosmological constant
U . We will first neglect it here for simplicity, such that
flat space remains a solution of the field equations. This
may be motivated by the observation that in the present
universe flat space is a very good approximation. For early
cosmology this may no longer hold. We discuss the effects
of U 6= 0 in sect. VIII.

The particular field content with a vierbein permits an
invariant that is linear in the fields

LR = −M
2

2
Fµν

µν . (88)

Indeed, contraction of the field strength with the inverse
vierbein yields a scalar which is invariant under SO(4) -
gauge transformations.

F = Fµν
µν = Fµνmne

mµenν . (89)

The presence of LR in the effective action is a crucial in-
gredient for the emergence of general relativity.

Further invariants with two derivatives can be con-
structed by use of the contractions F and

Fµν = Fµρν
ρ = Fµρmneν

m enρ , (90)

namely

LG =
A

2
FµνF

µν +
B

2
F 2 . (91)

We omit here LG in order to keep the discussion simple.
The invariants in LG do not change the qualitative aspects
for a suitable range of A and B. They may become impor-
tant for quantitative early cosmology.

2. Field equations

The field equations obtain by variation of the effective
action (87) with respect to Aµmn and eµ

m. For a given ef-
fective action Γ they are exact, including all effects of quan-
tum fluctuations. Approximations occur only because the
effective action is not known precisely. For a model that is
thought to describe quantum gravity these field equations
have to lead, after analytic continuation to Minkowski sig-
nature, to the gravitational field equations that we use on
Earth or for the description of black holes.
The field equation for the gauge fields is given by

ZDνF
µνmn = Jµmn , (92)

with ”source” or ”current”

Jµmn =m2Uµmn −M2(Umµn − Unµm

+ Uρ
ρmenµ − Uρ

ρnemµ) .
(93)

From the identity DµDνF
µνmn = 0 one infers that solu-

tions of the field equations need a covariantly conserved
current,

DµJ
µmn = 0 . (94)

The field equation for the vierbein can be split into sym-
metric and antisymmetric parts. The one for the symmet-
ric part reads

M2

2
(Fµν + Fνµ − Fgµν) = T (U)

µν + T (F )
µν , (95)

where the r.h.s. involves the symmetric tensors

T (U)
µν =

m2

2
(DρUµν

ρ +DρUνµ
ρ + Uµ

τρUντρ

− 1

2
UστρUστρgµν) ,

(96)

and

T (F )
µν =

Z

2
(Fµ

ρmnFνρmn − 1

4
F σρmnFσρmngµν) . (97)

We observe that T
(F )
µν is traceless

gµνT (F )
µν = 0 . (98)

The antisymmetric part yields

m2DρU
ρ
µν +M2(Fµν − Fνµ) = 0 . (99)

An interesting class of solutions is characterized by

Uµνρ = 0 , Dµeν
m = 0 . (100)

In this case one has Fµνρσ = Rµνρσ. The field equa-
tions (92) and (95) become

DνR
µνρσ = 0 ,

M2(Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν) = T (F )

µν ,

T (F )
µν =

Z

2
(Rµ

ρστRνρστ −
1

4
RσρτηRστρηgµν) , (101)
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while eq. (99) is obeyed identically. The second equa-
tion (101) is Einstein’s equation with an effective energy
momentum tensor reflecting the effects of higher curvature
invariants. Taking the trace,

R = 0 , (102)

the Bianchi identity implies

DνT (F )
µν = 0 , (103)

or

∂µ(R
στρηRστρη) = 4(DνRµ

στρ)Rνστρ . (104)

A particular solution is flat space, Rµνρσ = 0.
For momenta and curvature much smaller than m2

eq. (100) becomes a valid approximation, with corrections

suppressed by factors R/m2 or D2/m2. Furthermore, T
(F )
µν

can be neglected. One ends with Einstein’s equation in vac-
uum. The coupling to elementary particles, that we do not
discuss in the present paper, adds an energy momentum
tensor as for general relativity.

3. Emergent general relativity

For a discussion of the low energy effective theory the
invariant LR will become dominant. For U = 0 this is the
leading term in an expansion in derivatives. We will there-
fore consider an effective action based on LR + LU + LF .
This will reveal the emergence of general relativity with
the Einstein-Hilbert action dominating the long distance
physics.
For the construction of an effective theory at low mo-

menta q2 ≪ m2 we write

Aµνρ = ωµνρ − Uµνρ , (105)

and solve the field equation for the tensor Uµνρ as a func-
tional of the vierbein eµ

m which is kept fixed. If the in-
variant LU dominates, the solution is simply Uµνρ = 0.
The vierbein is then covariantly conserved, Dµeν

m = 0,
and the gauge fields cease to be independent degrees of
freedom, given by Aµmn = ωµmn.
For the field strength one finds

Fµνρσ = Rµνρσ − Vµνρσ , (106)

with Rµνρσ the curvature tensor constructed from the met-
ric gµν . It involves two derivatives of the vierbein. The
tensor

Vµνρ
σ =em

σ (DµUνρ
m −DνUµρ

m) (107)

=DµUνρ
σ −DνUµρ

σ − Uµ
στUνρτ + Uν

στUµρτ

provides for a kinetic term for Uµνρ through LF . In the
presence of LF the action contains a term linear in U and
Uµνρ = 0 is no longer an exact solution. This linear term
arises from the second term in the expression

LF =
Z

8

{

RµνρσR
µνρσ − 2RµνρσV

µνρσ + VµνρσV
µνρσ

}

.

(108)

After partial integration we can replace

2RµνρσV
µνρσ → −4Uνρ

mDµR
µνρ

m , (109)

such that the term linear Uµνρ involves covariant deriva-
tives of the curvature tensor. Similarly, a linear term arises
from LR,

LR = −M
2

2
(R− Vµν

µν) , (110)

with R the curvature scalar.
The low momentum effective theory becomes valid if the

derivatives of the curvature tensor are small as compared to
m3. In this case the quadratic term for Uµνρ is dominated
by LU and one finds for small M2/m2 the approximate
solution

Uµνρ = − Z

m2
DσRσµνρ . (111)

Insertion into LF and LU yields a term
∼ (Z2/m2)(DRDR) with six derivatives that we may
neglect for the low momentum effective theory. For M2

of the same order as m2 the result changes quantitatively,
but not qualitatively. As a result, we can use Uµνρ = 0
and find the effective action for low momenta

S =

∫

x

e

{

−M
2

2
R+

Z

8
RµνρσR

µνρσ

}

. (112)

With e =
√
g, g = det(gµν), the low energy effective action

only involves the metric. General relativity emerges in this
limit.
Indeed, the first term in eq. (112) constitutes the

Einstein-Hilbert action and we can associate M with the
(reduced) Planck mass. The second term involves the
squared Riemann tensor. Since it contains four deriva-
tives of the metric its influence at momenta q2 ≪ M2/Z
will be suppressed. We conclude that for most practical
purposes, except perhaps for very early cosmology or the
vicinity of the singularity in black holes, our model predicts
precisely the field equations for general relativity. Since
general relativity is compatible with all present tests of the
gravitational interactions, the same holds for our model of
pregeometry.

4. Stability for low momenta

The issue of stability arises on two different levels. The
first concerns the properties of the classical action. This
topic is related to the question if the euclidean functional
integral is well defined. It typically concerns the micro-
scopic or high momentum physics. We have discussed this
issue in sect. IV. The second topic concerns the stability
of solutions of the field equations. Since the relevant field
equations obtain by variation of the effective action this
part of the stability discussion concerns the effective ac-
tion. In particular, for the stability at momenta below the
Plank mass the term LR will play an important role. We
therefore extend the stability discussion of sect. IV to an
effective action based on LR + LU + LF .
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In contrast to LF and LU the invariantLR is not a square
and can therefore take negative values. Since LR is linear in
q, it cannot modify the leading behavior ∼ q2 for large q2.
In the infrared limit of small q2 it can play an important
role, however. One expects that it dominates the behavior
near massless propagator poles at q2 = 0.

We need to expand

eLR = −M
2

2
eemµenνFµνmn (113)

in quadratic order inH andA around emµ = δmµ , Aµmn = 0.
Since Fµνmn is a least linear in Aµmn according to eq. (5),
we need the vierbein in linear order in H ,

eemµenν = δmµδnν (114)

+
1

2
Hρσ

(

δmµδnνδρσ − δmµδnρδνσ − δmρδnνδµσ
)

.

The linear term ∂µA
µν

ν − ∂νA
µν

µ is a total derivative
and therefore vanishes.

In quadratic order one finds two contributions, LR =

L
(1)
R + L

(2)
R ,

eL
(1)
R = −M

2

4
Hρσ

{

(

∂µA
µν

ν − ∂νA
µν

µ

)

δρσ (115)

−
(

∂µA
µρ

ν − ∂νA
µρ

µ

)

δνσ−
(

∂µA
ρν

ν − ∂νA
ρν

µ

)

δµσ
}

,

and

eL
(2)
R = −M

2

2

{

A µρ
µ A ν

νρ −A µρ
ν A ν

µρ

}

. (116)

The first term involves the term linear in Aµ in F and the
linear term (114), while the second corresponds to the term
quadratic in Aµ in F .

For the first term we observe that only the transversal
gauge bosons contribute to Fµνmn in linear order,

eL
(1)
R =

M2

2
Hρσ

{

δρσ∂µB
νµ

ν − ∂µB
σρµ− ∂σB µρ

µ

}

=
M2

2
Hρσ

{

(2

3
δρσ +

1

3

∂ρ∂σ

∂2

)

b̃− B̃(S)σρ − B̃(A)σρ

− 2

3
∂σw(t)ρ − ∂σ∂ρw̃

}

. (117)

The decomposition yields

eL
(1)
R =

M2

2

{

2

3
w̃∂2σ +

1

2
Eρσ∂2tσρ (118)

+
1

2
εµνρσv(t)µ ∂νbρσ +

2

3
w(t)µ∂2(κµ − γµ)

}

.

This contributes to the mixing between transversal gauge
bosons and vierbein fluctuations, similar to eq. (56). As it
should be, the gauge modes κµ + γµ and u do not appear.

The second term decomposes as

eL
(2)
R =

M2

2

{

1

4
Eµν∂2Eµν + CµνρC

νρµ

+
2

9
w(t)µw(t)

µ − 2

3
w̃∂2w̃ +

1

2
v(t)µv(t)µ − 3

2
ṽ∂2ṽ

+
4

3
w(t)µ∂2lµ − εµνρσv(t)µ ∂νMρσ

}

. (119)

The different contributions of eLR can be listed as follows

eLR =
M2

4

(

∆LtE+∆Lσw̃+LvM+LwL+LC+Lṽ
)

. (120)

In the sector of transversal traceless tensors we find a
further contribution to the t - E mixing and the term
quadratic in E,

∆LtE = Eµν∂2tµν +
1

2
Eµν∂2Eµν . (121)

It has the opposite sign as compared to the contributions
from eq. (60). In the scalar sector a term

∆Lσw̃ =
4

3
(w̃∂2σ − w̃∂2w̃) , (122)

adds to eqs.(60)(61) further contributions. The term

LvM = εµνρσv(t)µ ∂ν(bρσ − 2Mρσ) + v(t)µv(t)µ (123)

can be combined with LbM in eq. (62), involving the same
physical combination bµν − 2Mµν = 2rµν . It induces a

new momentum-dependent mixing between rµν and v
(t)
µ .

Similarly

Lwl =
4

3
w(t)µ∂2(κµ − γµ + 2lµ) +

4

9
w(t)µw(t)µ

µ (124)

combines with Lκγl in eq. (63). It mixes the physical

transversal vector fluctuations sµ and w
(t)
µ . The remain-

ing parts,

LC = 2CµνρC
νρµ , Lṽ = −3ṽ∂2ṽ , (125)

add mass terms to the gauge boson fluctuations C and ṽ.
Adding the contributions of LR to the ones from LU+LF

the stability discussion can again be performed separately
for different blocks. We need to compute the propagators
from a diagonalization of the individual blocks. Stabil-
ity depends on the behavior of these propagators. In the
next section we will compute the propagator in the trans-
verse traceless tensor sector which describes the massless
graviton and a massive spin-two particle. In the following
sect. VII we turn to the scalar sector. Some of the other
blocks are rather simple, but we leave a detailed description
to future work.

VI. Graviton propagator

We are now in a position to discuss the propagator of the
graviton. In the low momentum limit we expect an inverse
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propagator ∼ q2 according to the emergence of general
relativity discussed in the preceding section. Also for high
q2 one has a propagator ∼ q2 according to the findings
of sect. VI. This momentum region is not affected by the
addition of LR, which is a subleading correction for q2 ≫
M2. One expects some smooth interpolation between the
two limits. In the view of later analytic continuation we
discuss the graviton propagator for arbitrarily complex q2.

1. Inverse propagator for transversal traceless

tensors

Our model has two fields transforming as transverse
traceless tensors, namely tµν and Eµν . They mix, and the
graviton has to be identified with one of the eigenmodes of
the inverse propagator matrix. In the presence of LR the
renormalized inverse propagator matrix (75) in the t−E -
sector is replaced by

P
(tE)
R =













Zq2 +m2 −M2 ,
m2 −M2

m
q

m2 −M2

m
q , q2













. (126)

This matrix is the central quantity for the discussion of the
graviton propagator. In addition to the massless graviton
it will describe a massive particle with mass ∼ M . For
M → 0 both excitations are massless, as found in sect. IV.
The poles of the propagators or zero eigenvalues of PR

occur for

q2 = 0 , q2 = −µ2 , (127)

with

µ2 =
m2

Z
y(1− y) , y =

M2

m2
. (128)

This is seen easily from the condition det(PR) = 0. No
other poles of the propagator are possible. For M2 → 0
the second pole moves to zero,

µ2 =
M2

Z

(

1− M2

m2

)

. (129)

A stable particle requires µ2 > 0, or

0 6 y 6 1 , 0 6M2
6 m2 . (130)

Otherwise one encounters a tachyonic instability. The con-
straint (130) is a first condition for stable gravity.
The inverse particle propagators are given by the eigen-

values of PR,

λ± =
1

2

{

(Z + 1)q2 +m2 −M2 (131)

±
√

[

(Z − 1)q2 +m2 −M2
]2

+ 4
q2

m2
(m2 −M2)2

}

.

All properties of the propagation of transverse traceless
tensor modes in flat space are encoded in these two eigen-
values. For suitable ranges of parameters we will find that

the eigenvector to λ− describes the massless graviton, while
the eigenvector to λ+ accounts for a stable massive particle.
At long distances only the graviton will matter.

2. Graviton

Indeed, for q2 → 0 the eigenvalue λ−(q
2) is the inverse

propagator for the massless graviton, corresponding to a
Taylor expansion

λ− =
M2q2

m2
+
(

Z − M2

m2

) q4

m2
+ . . .

=
M2q2 + Zq4 + . . .

m2 + q2
(132)

The factor (m2 + q2)−1 may be absorbed by a normaliza-
tion which makes the graviton fluctuation dimensionless.
The expansion (132) reflects the low-momentum effective
action (112). For the other eigenvalue one has

λ+(q
2 = 0) = m2 −M2 . (133)

For M2 > 0 and M2 < m2 only a single pole remains at
q2 = 0. The degeneracy of the double pole in eq. (80) is
lifted.
Near the second pole at q2p = −µ2 one finds for

− (Z + 1)µ2 +m2 −M2 < 0 , (134)

or

Z < Zc , Zc =
y

1− y
, (135)

a negative λ− for q2 near −µ2,

λ− = −m2
t −

1

2

(

Z + 1− Atm
2

m2
t

)

(q2 + µ2) . (136)

Indeed, for Z < Zc, the combination m2
t is positive,

m2
t = (Z+1)µ2−m2+M2 = m2y(1−y)

( 1

Z
− 1

Zc

)

. (137)

The coefficient At is given by

At = (1− y)

(

Z + 1−
(

Z +
1

Z

)

y

)

. (138)

Here we have always assumed the range 0 6 y 6 1 re-
quired by stability according to eq. (130). With the condi-
tions (130) and (135) the eigenvalue λ−(q

2) therefore has
a single zero, located at q2 = 0. There is no tachyonic or
ghost pole in the graviton propagator.
For large |q2| one obtains

lim
q2→∞

λ− =

{

q2 for Z > 1

Zq2 for Z < 1 ,

lim
q2→−∞

λ− =

{

Zq2 for Z > 1

q2 for Z < 1 .
(139)
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For Z < Zc the function λ−(q
2) remains negative and real

for the range of real q2 with −µ2 < q2 < 0 .
In contrast, for Z > Zc the graviton propagator λ−1

− (q2)
has a second pole at q2 = −µ2, with a behavior for q2 near
−µ2 given by

λ−(q
2) = Bt(q

2 + µ2) , (140)

where

Bt =
1

2

(

Z + 1 +
Atm

2

m2
t

)

=
Zy

y − Z(1− y)
. (141)

For Z > Zc one hasm
2
t < 0 and Bt < 0. The negative pref-

actor of q2 + µ2 corresponds to a negative residuum at the
pole at q2 = −µ2. This indicates a ghost instability. A sta-
ble theory with a well behaved graviton propagator for all
momenta therefore requires the ”stability condition” (135),
Z < Zc.
With this condition the graviton propagator has only a

single pole in the complex q2- plane at q2 = 0. In the stan-
dard normalization with dimensionless metric or vierbein
fields the graviton propagator is given by

Ggrav(q
2) =

4

(m2 + q2)λ−(q2)
. (142)

This is the graviton propagator (1) mentioned in the intro-
duction. For q2 near zero it reads, cf. eq. (132),

Ggrav(q
2) =

4

M2q2

(

1 + Z
q2

M2

)−1

. (143)

While the truncated propagator has a ghost pole at q2 =
−M2/Z, this pole is not present in the propagator (142).
It is therefore an artefact of the truncation [12].

3. Massive spin-two particle

In the stable range for Z < Zc an approximate form for
λ+(q

2) in a range of momenta in the vicinity of the pole at
q2 = −µ2 is given by

λ+ = Bt(q
2 + µ2) . (144)

Withm2
t > 0 one infersBt > 0. The eigenmode λ+(q

2) cor-
responds to a stable massive spin-two particle, with mass
µ and positive residuum at the pole B−1

t > 0.
In the stable range both eigenvalues of the inverse prop-

agator matrix (126) correspond to stable modes. There is
no instability in this sector. At q2 = 0 one finds a positive
value of λ+,

λ+(q
2 = 0) = m2 −M2 . (145)

For the boundary case M2 = m2 one observes a second
stable massless particle, with

λ+ = Zq2 , λ− = q2 . (146)

In this limit Zc diverges.

The condition of stability Z < Zc corresponds to a lower
bound for µ2,

µ2 > m2(1− y)2 . (147)

For fixed m2 and Z, this amounts to a lower bound forM2

or y

y

1− y
> Z . (148)

If for a given m2 and Z one starts at M2 = 0 and switches
on M2 continuously, the double pole at q2 = 0 for M2 = 0
first turns to a ghost instability since the condition (148)
will be violated for small enough y. Once y reaches the crit-
ical value saturating eq. (148) the pole jumps from λ− to
λ+ and the sign of the residuum changes correspondingly.
This explains why the massive spin-two particle cannot be
found as a small deformation in the vicinity of a massless
graviton. The massive particle pole is outside the range
of validity of a polynomial expansion in q2 for the inverse
propagator.

4. Analyticity

Analytic continuation can be discussed on different lev-
els. On an overall level one has to specify how all fields are
analytically continued. This includes the gauge fields, such
that the gauge group SO(4) is analytically continued to the
non-compact gauge group SO(1, 3). We will describe this
procedure in a separate paper. In the present paper we
discuss analytic continuation on the level of propagators
in flat space. This amounts to a discussion of the behav-
ior of propagators in the plane of complex q2 or complex
q0. Analytic continuation interpolates from the euclidean
relation q2 = qµqµ = q20 + ~q 2 to the Minkowski relation
q2 = −q20 + ~q 2. It requires that there exists a continuous
path between the two limits in the complex plane that is
not obstructed by non-analyticities as poles or branch cuts.
For an overall picture of the q2-dependence of the two

eigenvalues λ±(q
2) we further note that at a critical value

q2c < 0 both eigenvalue can coincide

λ+(q
2
c ) = λ−(q

2
c ) . (149)

This occurs when the square root in eq. (131) vanishes,
determining

q2c±
m2

= − 1− y

(1− Z)2

{

Z+1− 2y∓
√

1− y
√

Z − y
}

. (150)

The condition for the existence of intersection points is Z >
y. For Z = y, which belongs to the stable region, λ+(q

2)
and λ−(q

2) touch each other at q2c = −m2. For Z > y one
has a finite region q2c− < q2 < q2c+ for which the argument

in the square root of eq. (131) becomes negative. In this
region λ+(q

2) and λ−(q
2) have a non-vanishing imaginary

part for real q2. (For Z → 1 one has q2c− → −∞ , q2c+ →
−m2/4, while for Z 6= 1, Z > y both q2c− and q2c+ are

finite.)
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The region with an imaginary part of λ±(q
2) occurs al-

ways beyond the location of the second pole of the propa-
gator, qc± < −µ2. This is visible from

q2c
m2

= − µ2

m2
− xt , (151)

with

x±=
1

(Z − 1)2

(

b∓
√

b2 − (Z − 1)2v2
)

, v =
m2
t

m2
, (152)

where

b = 2(1− y)2 + (Z − 1)
(

1− y − µ2

m2

)

= (1 − y)
[

(Z + 1)(1− y) +
y

Z
(Z − 1)2

]

. (153)

The argument of the square root being smaller than b2,
both x+ and x− are positive since b > 0.
In the complex q2- plane the graviton propagator has a

cut for real negative q2, extending from q2c− to q2c+ . Except

for the pole at q2 = 0 this cut, the graviton propagator is
analytic, decaying ∼ |q|−2 for large |q|. Nothing obstructs
analytic continuation from euclidean space to Minkowski
space. We can therefore extend our analysis to a Minkowski
metric, gµν = ηµν and q2 = −q20 + ~q 2. In the complex
q0 - plane the graviton propagator has two poles at q0 =

±
√

~q 2. It inherits the cuts on the real q0 - axis, extending
from q20 = |q2c− | + ~q 2 to |q2c+ | + ~q 2. The prescription for
the usual infinitesimal iε - terms is dictated by analytic
continuation. This graviton propagator is well behaved in
Minkowski space, without any instability.
In summary of this section both stability condi-

tions (130) and (135) are necessary for a stable graviton
sector. If realized, the massless graviton is accompanied
by a massive spin two particle which is stable as well. This
is an example how a pair of massless and massive spin two
particles can be obtained in a rather simple setting. No
problem of consistency or stability is visible in this sector.

VII. Metastability of flat space

In the presence of LR flat space cannot be the minumum
of the euclidean effective action. For flat space one has Γ =
0. The curvature scalar R can take positive and negative
values, however. Since the term LR is dominant for small
momenta, positive R and therefore negative LR lead to
Γ < 0. This issue is well known in Einstein gravity. In
Einstein gravity it leads to an unbounded Einstein-Hilbert
action such that the euclidean functional integral is not
well defined. For our model of pregeometry the functional
integral based on the classical action is well defined. This
extends to the high momentum behavior of the effective
action, and therefore the behavior for large |R|, which are
well behaved. The presence of LR in the effective action
indicates, however, that flat space is a saddle point of the
euclidean effective action, but not a minimum.

1. Scalar propagators

The metastability of flat space is visible in the propa-
gators for scalar fields. In the scalar sector one has three
physical scalar modes, namely σ, w̃, ṽ. The scalar u is a
gauge mode. The scalar ṽ does not mix with the other
two physical scalars. It describes a massive particle with a
stable propagator

Gṽ ∼ (Zq2 +m2 + 2M2)−1 , (154)

as obtained from the action

Sṽ =

∫

q

v(−q)3q
2

8
(Zq2 +m2 + 2M2)v(q) . (155)

The squared mass m2 + 2M2 is increased by LR.
In the σ− w̃ sector one finds the inverse propagator ma-

trix

P (σw̃)(q2)=
1

3









Zq4+(m2+2M2)q2 −
(1

2
m2+M2

)

q2

−
(1

2
m2+M2

)

q2
m2

4
q2









.(156)

Restoring the normalization to scalar fields with dimension
mass the corresponding renormalized propagator matrix
becomes

P
(σw̃)
R (q2) =

4

3





Zq2+m2+2M2 , −(m2+2M2)
q

m
−(m2+2M2)

q

m
, q2



. (157)

Metastability is expected to become visible in the behavior
of one of the eigenfunctions for q2 → 0. According to
the effective low energy theory being general relativity, the
physical scalar fluctuation in the metric should have the
”wrong” sign of the inverse propagator.
The zero eigenvalues of PR occur for

q2 = 0 , q2 = ν2 =
2M2

Z
(1 + 2y) . (158)

For the range of stability of the graviton propagator, y > 0,
the second pole of the scalar propagator occurs for positive
q2, in contrast to q2 = −µ2 for the graviton sector. For
general q2 the two eigenvalues of PR are given by

λ±(q)
2 =

1

2

{

(Z + 1)q2 +m2(1 + 2y) (159)

±
√

[

(Z − 1)q2 +m2(1 + 2y)
]2

+ 4(1 + 2y)2m2q2

}

.

For q2 near zero one obtains

λ−(q
2) = −4yq2 + . . . , (160)

in contrast to the opposite sign of λ− = yq2 for the gravi-
ton sector. This is the expected behavior for the Einstein-
Hilbert action. The second zero at q2 = ν2 also occurs for
λ−, while λ+ never vanishes. The mode corresponding to
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λ+ does not describe a propagating particle. For λ−(q
2)

one finds for q2 near ν2

λ−(q
2) = Bσ(q

2 − ν2) , (161)

with positive Bσ,

Bσ =
2yZ

Z + 2y(1 + Z)
. (162)

The function λ−(q
2) has for positive q2 a minumum in

the range between q2 = 0 and q2 = ν2. This reflects the
observation that the configuration with emµ = δmµ , Aµmn =
0 cannot be the minimum of the euclidean action. The term
LR linear in F is not positive definite and can take negative
values. The flat space configuration with vanishing gauge
fields is therefore a saddle point.
In contrast to Einstein gravity, where −(M2/2)

∫

x
R can

take arbitrary negative values, the behavior for large F and
U is governed in our case by quadratic terms with positive
coefficients such that the euclidean action has a minimum.

2. Metastability of flat space

The euclidean action based on LU + LF involves two
squares of real tensors. Since we restrict the vierbein to
values for which the determinant e is positive, e > 0, the
effective action is positive definite, Γ > 0. The minimum
occurs for Γ = 0. This is realized by flat space and zero
gauge fields. Adding the invariant LR, the flat space so-
lution with vanishing gauge fields becomes a saddle point.
As argued before, this follows from the simple fact that
F = F µν

µν can take positive and negative values. For

every M2 6= 0 there are therefore field configurations for
which the action becomes negative. Flat space remains
a solution, but is no longer a minimum of the euclidean
action. It is turned to a saddle point. For M2 > 0 the
graviton sector is stable, i.e. the action increases to posi-
tive values Γ > 0 for nonzero inhomogeneous small tµν or
Eµν . In contrast, the scalar direction has partially the op-
posite property. The action can decrease for nonzero small
values of the scalar fields σ and ṽ. Since the action for large
field values and large momenta is dominated by LU+LF , it
remains bounded from below. The minimum occurs, how-
ever, for vierbein configurations and gauge fields different
from the solution emµ = δmµ , Aµmn = 0.
We may decompose the squared field strength as

Z

8
FµνρσF

µνρσ = αF 2+βF̃µν F̃
µν+γWµνρσW

µνρσ , (163)

with

F̃µν = Fµν −
1

4
Fgµν , F̃µνgµν = 0 , (164)

and

Wµνρσ = Fµνρσ − 1

2
(gµρFνσ + gνσFµρ − gµσFνρ − gνρFµσ)

+
1

6
F (gµρgνσ − gµσgνρ),

Wµνρσg
νσ =Wµνρσg

µρ = 0 . (165)

The coefficients are given by

α =
Z

48
, β =

Z

4
, γ =

Z

8
. (166)

Combining

LF+LR = α

(

F−M
2

4α

)2

−M4

16α
+βF̃µν F̃

µν+γWµνρσW
µνρσ ,

(167)
the minumum of LF + LR occurs for

F =
M2

4α
, F̃µν = 0 , Wµνρσ = 0 . (168)

For configurations obeying eq. (168) the sum LF + LR is
negative. Since we can also achieve LU = 0 by taking
Aµmn = ωµmn, this demonstrates that the euclidean action
can become negative.

3. Open points

The interpretation of this saddle-point behavior for flat
space remains an open issue. We first note that in the
low-momentum effective theory the issue is the same as
for Einstein gravity. The action for the euclidean vier-
bein of Einstein gravity is also a saddle point, with scalar
fluctuations around flat space leading to a lowering of the
euclidean action. At least for the analytically continued
model in Minkowski space this is actually not a sign of in-
stability. Due to the positive energy condition Minkowski
space is stable in Einstein gravity. The scalar mode is actu-
ally not a propagating mode. Combined with the necessary
projectors the scalar propagator turns out to be given by
(~q 2)−1 instead of (q2)−1 [41]. There is therefore no pole
for ~q 2 6= 0. The scalar propagator accounts for Newton’s
potential, rather than being a physical propagating parti-
cle. We expect a similar behavior for our model, at least
for the region of momenta q2 ≪ m2. While in euclidean
Einstein gravity the action is unbounded from below, this
disease is cured in our settings of pregeometry.
For the discussion of stability this points to an important

difference between the classical action and the effective ac-
tion. For the classical action all field configurations are
included in the functional integral. A lack of boundedness
from below obstructs a well defined functional integral. For
the effective action we are concerned with the stability of
solutions of the field equations derived from it. Not all ar-
bitrary field configurations are reached by such solutions.
Einstein’s equation imply constraints that imply that the
scalar part in the metric cannot be chosen arbitrarily. It
is a generalization of Newton’s potential which is deter-
mined as a fixed functional of the other fluctuations. For
Minkowski signature this is the basic reason why the ap-
parent metastability of flat space does not induce any in-
stability of the solutions of field equations. One concludes
that on the level of the effective action not every instability
in the space of all arbitrary field configuration leads to an
instability of the field configurations that can be reached
by solutions of field equations.
It seems rather likely that these features also play a role

for the euclidean setting. The field configurations that can
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be reached by solutions of the field equations include the
presence of conserved sources and arbitrary boundary con-
ditions. Nevertheless, the metastability for arbitrary con-
figurations in the scalar sector may not lead to metastable
solutions of field equations.
We may also ask what happens if one includes LR in the

classical action. Now all field configurations are present in
the functional integral. The configuration minimizing the
euclidean action is not known in our setting. Naively, one
could minimize LU+LF+LR byAµmn = ωµmn, and achiev-
ing F = R =M2/4α by a sphere with radius ∼M−1. This
leads to LU + LF + LR ∼ M4, and

∫

x
e ∼ M−4. The ac-

tion would be negative and of the order one. Much smaller
values of the action can be achieved for flat space with
gauge fields leading to a traced field strength F ∼M2. In
this case the action can be negative ∼ M4 even in pres-
ence of LU ∼ M4 > 0. The volume factor

∫

x
e diverges

for flat space, such that the euclidean action can be much
more negative than for the sphere discussed above. It is
a further interesting question if gauge field configurations
in flat space with F ∼ M2 could be phenomenologically
acceptable. This would require that these configurations
are invariant under the combined SO(4) - rotations which
leave the vierbein e m

µ = δmµ invariant, and that macro-
scopic translation symmetry is preserved.

VIII. Cosmological constant

The issue of metastability of the flat space solution con-
cerns partly the physics at low momenta and geometries
with large volumes. If we add a cosmological constant U in
eq. (87), it plays a central role for the behavior for q2 → 0.
The cosmological constant U does not vanish for q2 → 0, in
contrast to all other terms that involve derivatives. In this
section we include in the effective action a small positive
cosmological constant U > 0. We will see its profound im-
plications an the question of boundedness of the effective
action for euclidean gravity.

1. Spheres with vanishing covariant derivative of

vierbein

Let us consider a particular family of field configurations
for which the vierbein is covariantly conserved, while the
metric describes a sphere with radius L,

Uµν
m = 0 , Fµνρσ = Rµνρσ ,

Rµνρσ =
1

L2
(gµρgνσ − gνρgµσ) ,

Fµν = Rµν =
3

L2
gµν , F = R =

12

L2
. (169)

The effective action (87) for this configuration is given for
LG = 0 by

Γ(L) =cL4

(

U − 6M2

L2
+

3Z

L4

)

=c(UL4 − 6M2L2 + 3Z) .

(170)

Here we have employed
∫

x

e = cL4 . (171)

Adding LG will only modify the constant term in Γ(L),
replacing Z by a similar constant.
The minimum of Γ(L) obeys

UL2
0 − 3M2 = 0 , (172)

or

L2
0 =

3M2

U
. (173)

This corresponds to the solution of the Einstein equation

M2(Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν) = −Ugµν , R =

4U

M2
. (174)

At the minimum, the effective action is negative,

Γ0 = −c(UL4
0 − 3Z) = −c

(

9M4

U
− 3Z

)

. (175)

For a small ratio U/M4 ≪ 1 the effective action Γ0 takes
large negative values, and the contribution ∼ Z can be
neglected.
Nevertheless, the function Γ(L) remains bounded from

below even for very small nonzero U/M4. For U > 0 flat
space is no longer a solution of the field equations. Instead,
we find a new solution of the field equations corresponding
to the sphere (169) with L2 given by eq. (173).

2. Minimum of euclidean effective action

It is an interesting question if this solution corresponds
to the minumum of the euclidean action (87), or at least to
a minimum on the space of possible solutions of the field
equations. For this question we have to analyze fluctua-
tions around this solution. We present several arguments
suggesting that the solution (169), (173) could indeed be
the minumum of the euclidean effective action on the space
of possible solutions of field equations.
We start by discussing the subspace of fluctuations for

which the vierbein is covariantly conserved, Uµν
m = 0. On

this subspace the effective action becomes

Γ =

∫

x

e

{

U − M2

2
R+αR2 + βR̃µνR̃

µν + γCµνρσC
µνρσ

}

,

(176)

with R̃µν = Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν and Cµνρσ the Weyl tensor. We

assume a form of LG for which the three coefficients α, β,
γ remain positive. With e =

√
g eq. (176) is a particular

form of metric gravity. We may discuss the question of the
minumum of Γ for arbitrary couplings U > 0, M2 > 0,
α, β, γ > 0.
Consider first the limit β → ∞, γ → ∞. The minimum

of Γ has to obey in this limit R̃µν = 0, Cµνρσ = 0. Spaces
with these properties are maximally symmetric spaces. On
this subspace a minimum requires R > 0, and we end with
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spheres. We have already found the minumum for the space
of spheres. We conclude that for β → ∞, γ → ∞ the
minimum of the effective action is indeed given by a sphere
with radius determined by eq. (173).
We can consider an alternative limit with finite β and

γ, taking now U , M2 and α to zero. The effective ac-
tion is positive semidefinite and its minimum occurs for
maximally symmetric spaces. For spheres there is a flat
direction corresponding to L. Allowing for α > 0, the flat
direction remains present, c.f. eq. (170). Adding M2 and
U the degeneracy is lifted, and Γ(L) develops a rather deep
minimum for small U/M4. The large negative value of Γ0

is due to the large volume of the sphere. For U/M4 ≪ 1 the
geometry of space is almost flat, as observed for the almost
de Sitter geometry of our present Universe for Minkoswsi
signature.
In the limit U/M4 → 0 the geometry approaches flat

space. In this limit the graviton fluctuations around the
configuration (169), (173) remain stable. They still corre-
spond to massless excitations with a positive kinetic term.
This differs from graviton fluctuations around flat space
which develop a tachyonic instability for U > 0. Besides
the graviton, the only physical fluctuation that remains is
the scalar fluctuation of the metric. For flat space the effec-
tive action contains a term linear in the scalar fluctuation,
indicating a different minimum with Γ0 < 0. The config-
uration (169), (173) corresponds precisely to this required
new minimum for the scalar fluctuation.
In view of these arguments it seems rather likely that

the sphere could be on acceptable minimum for the ef-
fective action (176) for metric gravity, at least within the
space of configurations that can be reached by solutions of
field equations. For a pure metric theory the propagators
derived from this polynomial effective action show tachy-
onic or ghost instabilities for q2 around M2. This is of no
worry in our case since we have already found stability in
this momentum region for the full effective action (87).
Relaxing the restriction on configurations with vanish-

ing covariant derivative of the vierbein, it seems useful to
consider eµ

m and Uµν
m as variables, instead of eµ

m and
Aµmn. The term LU provides for a positive quadratic term
for Uµν

m. Expanding around the sphere there is no term
linear in Uµν

m. The only terms linear in Uµν
m are from

LF via eq. (109), and similarly from LG. They vanish for a
covariantly constant curvature tensor. In principle, mixed
terms linear in Uµν

m and linear in fluctuations of the vier-
bein could turn the extremum characterizing the sphere to
a saddle point. This seems not very likely in the low mo-
mentum range, given that the vierbein fluctuations have to
generate covariant derivatives of the curvature tensor.

3. Realistic euclidean quantum gravity

All these arguments do not constitute a proof that the
sphere (169), (173) is the minimum of the euclidean ef-
fective action (87). If this sphere is the minimum for the
possible solutions of field equations, our formulation of pre-
geometry leads to a rather satisfactory state of euclidean
quantum gravity. The euclidean effective action is bounded
from below for U > 0, and the minimum corresponds for

tiny U/M4 almost to flat space. Its analytic continuation
to Minkowski signature would correspond to de Sitter space
with a tiny cosmological constant, close to the present Uni-
verse for U/M4 ≈ 10−120.

With U/M4 = 10−120, the overall view of the ground
state of euclidean pregeometry is a very deep minimum
with Γ0 ≈ −10120, assumed by a sphere with huge ra-
dius in units of the Planck mass, L0M ≈ 1060. The
four dimensional volume of the sphere is extremely large,
L4
0M

4 ≈ 10240, corresponding to the size of our ob-
servable Universe in Planck units, M4/H4 ≈ 10240.
Field configurations with even larger volume L4 will
lead to a huge positive action, due to the positive term
∫

x
eU ≈ (L/L0)

4(M4/U) ≈ 10120(L/L0)
4, which over-

whelms all other contributions to Γ. Fluctuations with
effective volume L4 substantially smaller than L4

0 change
the effective action only by a small relative amount ∆Γ/Γ0 ,
suppressed by a volume factor L4/L4

0 .

4. Metastability

We may turn back to the issue of metastability. The
minimum of the effective action for scalar fluctuations, cor-
responding to the minimum of λ−(q

2) in eq. (159), occurs
for U = 0 in the range q2 ≈M2. This range will not be af-
fected by a very small positive U/M4. Since the minimum
occurs for negative λ−(q

2), this type of scalar fluctuation
leads to an effective action that is lower than the one of
the sphere. The sphere is therefore not the absolute mini-
mum in the space of arbitrary field configurations. In the
momentum range q2 ≫ L−2

0 a tiny cosmological constant
does not change the situation as compared to flat space. It
seems likely that the scalar fluctuations that indicate an ap-
parent metastability of the sphere solution are constrained
fluctuations. The generalized Newton potential to which
they correspond has to be created by other ”propagating
fluctuations”. Together with the contribution of these fluc-
tuations this may lead to an increase of the effective action,
similar to the positive energy theorem for Einstein gravity
in Minkowski space. The sphere may the minimum in the
space of possible solutions of field equations.

IX. Conclusions and discussion

In this paper we have proposed an euclidean functional
integral for a model of pregeometry that contains quan-
tum gravity. The classical action is bounded from below
and all two-point correlation functions or propagators have
a simple short distance behavior without any instabilities.
The inverse propagators in flat space are for all physical
excitations proportional to the squared momentum q2 in
the limit q2 → ∞. Analytic continuation to Minkowski
signature does not encounter any problems, and there are
neither ghost nor tachyon instabilities in the high momen-
tum region.

The functional integral still needs a regularisation. Since
our model of pregeometry is a Yang-Mills gauge theory, the
situation is in many respects similar to other gauge theo-
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ries. The particularity is the diffeomorphism invariance of
the classical action that should be preserved by the regu-
larization. Dimensional regularization may be one of the
possibilities, needing as all other continuum regularizations
the introduction of some type of gauge fixing. It will be
interesting to find out if a suitable lattice regularization
exists, with Aµ and eµ replaced by variables on the links of
a lattice. This may require lattice diffeomorphism invari-
ance [17, 42] for the discrete action, which should extend
to the usual diffeomorphism symmetry in the continuum
limit.
For low momenta it seems reasonable to expect that the

invariants consistent with the symmetries and involving a
low number of derivatives are present in the quantum ef-
fective action. It is sufficient that the term linear in the
derivatives of the gauge field is generated by the fluctua-
tions, with a coefficient M2 > 0. In this case general rel-
ativity with the Einstein-Hilbert action for the composite
metric emerges as the effective low momentum theory. By
analytic continuation our model of pregeometry can then
describe quantum gravity.
It is straightforward to add fermions in our model. The

corresponding Grassmann variables ψ are scalars with re-
spect to general coordinate transformations and transform
as Weyl or Dirac spinors with respect to the SO(4) - gauge
group. The covariant derivative contains the gauge field in
the usual way. The gauge invariant kinetic term for the
fermions reads

Sψ = i

∫

x

eψγmem
µDµψ , ψ = ψ†γ0 ,

Dµψ = ∂µψ − 1

2
AµmnΣ

mnψ , (177)

with γm the euclidean Dirac matrices and Σmn the SO(4)
- generators in the spinor representation,

Σmn = −1

4

[

γm, γn
]

,
{

γm, γn
}

= 2δmn . (178)

With eem
µ being a polynomial in the vierbein,

eem
µ ∼ εµνρσεmnpq eν

neρ
peσ

q , (179)

this action does actually not involve the inverse vierbein.
Weyl spinors obtain by suitable projections.
It is possible that the vierbein arises from an even more

fundamental pregeometry as a composite fermion bilinear

eµ
m = iψγmDµψ . (180)

Insertion of this expression into eqs. (177), (179) yields an
invariant term involving eight powers of the fermion fields
ψ. This is a gauge theory based only on fermions and gauge
fields. Finally, the gauge fields may also be expressed as
composites of fermions similar to ref. [43]. This results in
a type of spinor gravity with local ”Lorentz” symmetry
SO(4) and diffeomorphism invariance [17, 18]. While con-
ceptually rather interesting, it is clear that suitable tech-
nologies have to be developed for dealing with actions that
involve only multi-fermion invariants.
In the direction of a more realistic model for particle

physics coupled to gravity, one needs to include additional
gauge symmetries and corresponding gauge fields, as for
the standard model gauge symmetry SU(3)×SU(2)×U(1)
or some grand unified extension. Furthermore, scalar fields
are needed for a description of spontaneous symmetry
breaking. Interesting cosmologies can be obtained if the
parameters Z, m2, M2 become functions of a scalar singlet
field χ, similar to variable gravity [44].
The central remaining issue with which we have not dealt

in this paper concerns the renormalizability of our model of
pregeometry. This involves an investigation of the depen-
dence of the couplings Z, m2,M2 on some renormalization
scale k. More generally, beyond the three couplings men-
tioned explicitly, one needs to understand the dependence
of the whole scale-dependent effective action Γk on k. This
question is a typical issue for functional renormalization
which can be addressed by suitable truncations of the ex-
act flow equation for the effective average action [4]. The
scale-dependent effective action should admit a fixed point
or scaling solution for k → ∞, which remains sufficiently
simple and close to the proposed classical action. Only in
this case our model of pregeometry can be considered as a
fully satisfactory description of emerging quantum gravity.
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