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Many systems of interest exhibit nested emergent layers with their own rules and regularities, and our
knowledge about them seems naturally organised around these levels. This paper proposes that this
type of hierarchical emergence arises as a result of underlying symmetries. By combining principles
from information theory, group theory, and statistical mechanics, one finds that dynamical processes
that are equivariant with respect to a symmetry group give rise to emergent macroscopic levels
organised into a hierarchy determined by the subgroups of the symmetry. The same symmetries
happen to also shape Bayesian beliefs, yielding hierarchies of abstract belief states that can be
updated autonomously at different levels of resolution. These results are illustrated in Hopfield
networks and Ehrenfest diffusion, showing that familiar macroscopic quantities emerge naturally
from their symmetries. Together, these results suggest that symmetries provide a fundamental
mechanism for emergence and support a structural correspondence between objective and epistemic
processes, making feasible inferential problems that would otherwise be computationally intractable.

I. INTRODUCTION

Our ability to successfully navigate and learn about
the world, despite the limitations imposed by ‘no free
lunch’ theorems [1, 2], suggests that our world has spe-
cial properties that make this success possible. A key
factor enabling this seems to be that the world displays
nested yet distinct layers of organisation — a property
often called emergence [3-5]. Emergence gives rise to a
separation of scales that allows each level to exhibit its
own rules and regularities, which can be learned while
disregarding the activity of levels below [6, 7]. This hi-
erarchical architecture is mirrored in the organisation of
knowledge into scientific disciplines (physics — chemistry
— biology — sociology and economics), where each field
abstracts away details of the levels below to form its own
effective theories [8].

Emergence has been studied in statistical physics
via phase transitions and renormalisation group theory,
which provide a powerful framework that describes how
separation of scales occurs and what the resulting emer-
gent laws are (i.e., universality) [9-12]. Complement-
ing this work, a line of investigations inspired by the-
oretical neuroscience has focused on multiscale dynam-
ics, characterising various aspects of emergence in terms
of information-theoretic principles [13-16]. These ap-
proaches provide rigorous tools to identify when emer-
gent levels arise in general systems far from the thermo-
dynamic limit, but have not yet identified fundamental
principles that can explain how this happens. Further-
more, all of these approaches are limited in the degree to
which they account for how emergence enhances learn-
ability and inference.

Building on these developments, this paper proposes
symmetry — more precisely, dynamical equivariance —
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as a fundamental driver of hierarchical emergence in both
objective and epistemic processes. The results presented
here show that when the dynamics of a stochastic pro-
cess commute with a symmetry group, they naturally
induce coarse-grained variables whose evolution is infor-
mationally self-contained, so that microscopic details of
their instantiation are irrelevant for predicting their fu-
ture. Moreover, the algebraic structure of the symmetry
group reveals a whole hierarchy of emergent variables.
Each subgroup corresponds to a coarser or finer partition
of the microscopic state space, and the subgroup lattice
is mirrored by a partial order over informationally closed
macroscopic levels.

Crucially, the same symmetries that generate a hi-
erarchy in objective processes also shape the struc-
ture of Bayesian beliefs held by an observer who only
has partial access to the system. The hierarchical na-
ture of these beliefs allows tracking macroscopic proper-
ties of high-dimensional systems while disregarding low-
level details, making otherwise unfeasible inference prob-
lems tractable. These ideas are illustrated on paradig-
matic models from statistical mechanics and computa-
tional neuroscience, where familiar macroscopic quan-
tities (such as magnetisation or particle count) emerge
exactly as informationally closed macroscopic processes
naturally arising from underlying symmetries.

II. SYMMETRY AND HIERARCHICAL
EMERGENCE

A. Emergence as informational closure

Consider a system whose state is specified by the ran-
dom variable X; € 2" that is measured at discrete time-
points t € Z. A coarse-graining mapping ¢ : & — &
gives rise to another process Z; = ¢(X;). This implies
that any change in Z; requires a change in X; but not
vice-versa — an asymmetry known as supervenience [17].
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We call a coarse-graining Z; emergent if, for the pur-
pose of predicting the coarse-grained future ZtL+1 =
(Zt—',-l, ey Zt+L), knowing the past Xt = ( . ,Xt_l, Xt)
offers no advantage over knowing only the coarse-grained
past Z, = (..., Zt—1,Z;), which implies that all relevant
information has ‘moved up’ to the coarse-grained level.
This idea can be operationalised via the condition of in-
formation closure [18, 19], which requires that

(X Z5) - 1(Z;Z5) =0 VLeNtez, (1)

where [ is Shannon’s mutual information.
Information closure can be shown to be equivalent to

oo
E{logM}zO VL e N,t € Z. (2)
p(Z254120)

As the above expression corresponds to a Kullback-
Leibler divergence, this ensures that p(ZlﬁﬂX ) =
p(Zf+1|Zt) almost surely. This implies that the dis-
tinct initial conditions of the system that lead to different
macroscopic outcomes can be effectively attained from a
suitable macroscopic initial condition. Thus, information
closure corresponds to self-contained levels of X; whose
regularities are suitable for being described in their own
terms [6, 16, 19]. For this reason, in the sequel informa-
tionally closed coarse-grainings will be called ‘emergent
levels’ or ‘macroscopic variables.’

B. Dynamical symmetries

Consider now a group G acting on X;, so that there
exist mappings g(-) : 2" — 2 for all ¢ € G such that
(g192) -z = g1+ (g2-x). A group action induces a partition
on 4 via ‘orbits’ of the form

i ={' e X 1 ga=1',9€G} (3)

This leads to the coarse-graining Z; = ¢¢(X;) given by
¢c(xr) == O, [20]. For simplicity, the presentation will
focus on finite groups G and discrete random variables.

Under what conditions may the orbits of G generate
an informationally closed level? To answer this, let us
introduce the Reynolds operator [21]

R} = |—§;| S g, (4)

geG

which corresponds to averaging over all symmetry-
equivalent versions of the dynamics. To investigate
whether the dynamics respects symmetries, one can av-
erage the transition kernel over the group using the
Reynolds operator to test if it behaves similarly across
symmetry-related microstates. When applied on the con-
ditional law over future blocks K7 | (&¢) := p(ZF | Te),
the Reynolds operator gives

1
|G|L Z

g, €GE

%{K +1} (§f+1'£f+1|ft)a (5)

where gF-#F = (g4, ..., gir 1 -Teor) is the component-
wise application of a trajectory of group elements and
G' is the L-th Cartesian product of G. If the resulting
averaged kernel is invariant under the group action, then
transitions respect the symmetry and the orbit coarse-
graining is informationally closed, as shown next.

Theorem 1. The coarse-graining Z; = ¢c(Xy) is infor-
mationally closed if and only if Z{K [, }(&;) is invariant
to the action of G.

Proof. We need to prove that Z; = ¢g(X;) is infor-
mationally closed if and only if Z{K[ }(g: - &) =
R{KE (&) for all g, and all t € 2 and L € N. If
Zy = ¢ (Xy) is given by the group orbits, then

p(gtLH |5t) = Z P(itLH |573t) (6)

izL+1€¢glL(2zL+1)
(@) <
’¢GL t+1 |%{Kt+1 )’ (7)

where (a) is a consequence of the orbit-stabiliser theorem.
Given that p(Z5 |&:) = p(Z5 1]g:-&,) for all gk, € GE
is equivalent to Eq. (2), and hence also to Eq. (1), this
proves the desired result. O

This general result has a simple yet powerful conse-
quence for Markov processes. One says that a Markov
process X; is dynamically equivariant if there exists a
group action such that

p(g-Ti11lg-2e) = p(Ti41]70) (8)

for all x4, 2111 € 27,9 € G. Each orbit of this action cor-
responds to a set of microstates that are dynamically in-
distinguishable under the symmetry. One can, therefore,
define a macroscopic variable Z; = ¢¢(X;) that records
only which orbit the system is in. The next result is that
this orbit variable is informationally closed [22]

Corollary 1. If a Markov process X; is dynamically
equivariant, then Z; = ¢g(X;) is informationally closed.

Proof. In the Markov case K} ++1 only depends on x4, so
one can write K7, (z;). Under those conditions,

t+L
|G|L%{K +1} gt- xt Z Hp g‘r+1 (E‘r+1|g7' x'r) ( )
gt+1€GLT =t
t+L
> T et -grir)-ariallgr tg0)-2r) (10)
§15L+1€GL T=t
= > (gt Gha) - Tl la) (11)
g, €Gt
= |GI"Z{K [ 1} (x0), (12)

where g; ' gl = (9" ge+15- -, 97 " gi4) denotes the

component-wise product. O
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FIG. 1. Symmetry gives rise to simpler self-contained levels. (A) Dynamics of a Markov chain over 6 states, which
respects symmetries equivalent to a triangle — known as the dihedral group of order 3, Ds. (B) Correspondence between the
subgroups of D3 and the lattice of informationally closed levels of the Markov chain, which preserves the partial ordering.

An elementary example of an equivariant Markov chain
is given in Figure 1A. When applied to deterministic dy-
namical systems (which become Markov processes when
considering random initial conditions [23]), this corollary
generalises approaches to factor out symmetries of equiv-
ariant maps [24, 25].

C. Hierarchical organisation

So far, we have seen how a single symmetry yields one
emergent macroscopic description. However, most sys-
tems exhibit many symmetries, corresponding to groups
with non-trivial algebraic structures. In particular, they
can have a family of proper subgroups, which naturally
introduces a hierarchy of emergent levels, as shown by
the next corollary.

Corollary 2. Let X; be a Markov process that is equiv-
ariant with respect to G, and H be a subgroup of G. If
Zy = ¢c(Xy) and Z, = ¢ (Xy), then Zy is information-
ally closed with respect to both X; and Z;.

Proof. The first part of the result follows directly from
the fact that if X; is equivariant with respect to G, it
is also equivariant with respect to any subgroup H, and
hence Corollary 1 also applies. To show that Z; is in-
formationally closed with respect to Z;, note that the
fact that H is a subgroup of G implies that Z; is a finer
coarse-graining of X; than Z;, and hence there exists a
coarse-graining mapping ¢’ such that Z; = ¢'(Z]). Then,
the data processing inequality implies that
0<I(Z}; Zyy) — 1(Zy; ZtL+1)

<X 250 - 1(Zs Zk,) =o. (13)

O

Corollary 2 implies that an equivariant Markov process
has a whole hierarchy of emergent levels, whose organ-
isation reflects the lattice structure of the subgroups of
G (see Figure 1B). Concretely, if H C G then the orbits
under G are unions of orbits under H, so Z; = ¢ (X) is
coarser (i.e. less detailed) than Z, = ¢y (X;). This im-
plies that there is a homomorphism between the lattice
of subgroups of G and the informationally closed coarse-
grainings, which preserves the partial ordering but can
result in a simpler arrangement. In this hierarchy, the
most coarse-grained level corresponds to the group of all
symmetries (G), and the finest level to the trivial sub-
group with single element orbits ({e}).

III. CASE STUDY 1: HOPFIELD NETWORKS

Let’s illustrate the relationship between emergence and
symmetry in Hopfield networks, a paradigmatic model
of memory storage and retrieval [26, 27] which has
played a longstanding role linking machine learning and
physics [28-30]. We will see how the network dynamics’
and the symmetries in the stored patterns give rise to
macroscopic order parameters whose dynamics are infor-
mationally closed.

A Hopfield network is a recurrent neural network where
each neuron connects to all others, and the connection
weights are designed so that certain patterns are attrac-
tors [31, 32] (see Figure 2A). The state of the i-th neuron
X} e {—1,1} updates according to

P{Xipy = UX), . X7} = F(BY wigX?) , (14)
j=1

where F(x) = (1 + tanhz)/2 is the activation function,
[ is a parameter that regulates the stochasticity of the
updates, and w; ; is the strength of the synapse from the



(A)

B) oy
| X =7}

X =72

X =7}

© " all symmetrics (E)
10° ¢ B
e i reflections reflections o . | 1
(s sr2> (sr sr3> g w0 E E
| ’ ’ 3 B ]
- I i
EREREEE / S I )
Hw £ 02| i}
(s) EONE B |
— ~ | ]
B 1072 E E
—— magnetisation E | | | E

0 100 200
[ EsEsmmmmmes
{e} Timestep

FIG. 2. Equivariant symmetries in a Hopfield network. (A) A Hopfield network is a recurrent neural network trained
to retrieve a given set of patterns. (B) The dot products between each candidate pattern and the current state of the network
are equivariant to the neural dynamics, providing natural order parameters known as Mattis magnetisation. (C) Training the
network over letters and all their rotations and reflections induce additional equivariances to the dihedral group D4. (D) The
subgroups of D4 correspond to different informationally closed coarse-grainings. For example, factoring all symmetries out
yields a representation that captures only letter identity, while factoring by the rotation subgroup ({r})) preserves letter identity
and whether it is reflected. (E) Numerical results demonstrate that these symmetry-derived coarse-grainings (solid lines) yield
substantially better self-prediction than arbitrary coarse-grainings of the same size (dotted lines matched by color), confirming
that symmetry-based emergent variables capture all dynamically relevant information.

j-th neuron. The dynamics of the whole network X; =
(X}, ..., X]) are given by p(z¢i1]|2) = ij(,ri+1|a:t).
To store and retrieve patterns, Hopfield networks typ-
ically use Hebbian learning [33], which strengthens the
connection between neurons that tend to co-activate.
Given m patterns ¢, = (q,,...,q)) € {—1,1}", this sug-
gests establishing synaptic weights according to
iy = {}LZH G iy (15)
0 otherwise.
These synaptic weights make each pattern g, a stable
fixed point of the dynamics (for large n), so the net-
work naturally relaxes toward one of these attractors [32,
Ch. 17.2]. Under these weights, the input potential to the
i-th neuron can be expressed as

> wi X = - > > dXi, (16)
j=1 p=1  j=1

making the so-called Mattis magnetisation (Figure 2B)
g 1 BN JxJ
Zy = g(qu'Xt) ~ unXt (17)
j=1

a natural order parameter of the dynamics [31, Ch.4.4]|
(see also [34, 35]). The vector of Mattis magnetisations
Zy = (Z},...,Z") tracks the degree of similarity of the
current pattern X; with each of the candidate patterns
(a typical run starts with all magnetisations being low
and ends with one dominating over the rest).

Let us now investigate the symmetries of this system.
For this, let’s build a group G containing all the per-
mutations of neurons o that leave the magnetisation un-
changed, so that o-x; := (x’;(l), o at )) satisfies

o(n

(qu~(a-x)) =(qu-z) Vu=1,...mxe{-1,1}". (18)

Under this construction, the magnetisation corresponds
to the orbits of the symmetry (i.e. Z; = ¢g(X¢)). More-



over, one can show that

n n

ploaiploa) = [[ (272 lga:) = [] p(elislze), (19)

j=1 j=1

where the second equality results from p(zy1|x:) de-
pending only on the magnetisation z; = ¢g(z;). This
dynamical equivariance implies, thanks to Corollary 1,
that Z; is informationally closed, confirming the role of
the magnetisation as a macroscopic variable. This means
that the process of selecting which pattern to retrieve
takes place at a macroscopic level (Z;), being (condition-
ally) independent of the instantiation at the level of indi-
vidual neurons (X;). This implies, for instance, that the
identity of the pattern to be retrieved (which is specified
by Z; for t > 1) depends only on the macroscopic initial
magnetisation Zy, and not on the additional information
provided by Xj.

To further study the effect of symmetries on Hop-
field networks, let us consider a square arrangement of
neurons encoding all reflections and 90° rotations of kg
asymmetric letters, leading to m = 8k patterns (see
Figure 2C). This choice of patterns causes the synap-
tic weights, and thus also the neural dynamics (due to
Eq. (14)), to have additional symmetries corresponding
to the dihedral group D, — which is generated by the
90° rotation (r) and the horizontal reflection (s). In this
context, the coarse-graining Z; = ¢p, (Z;) corresponds to
the evidence for each letter irrespective of their rotation
or reflection.

Additionally, D4 provides 8 proper subgroups (see Fig-
ure 2D): three subgroups of order 4 and five subgroups
of order 2 [36]. Each subgroup generates a distinct infor-
mationally closed coarse-graining: for instance, the cyclic
group of order 4 factors out rotational information, while
the two subgroups isomorphic to the Klein group Zs x Zo
factor out information about certain reflections. Hence,
the subgroups of order 4 disentangle rotations and re-
flections, illuminating the compositional structure of the
corresponding operations.

The theory predicts that the information provided at
each of these levels should be optimal for predicting itself
in the future — e.g., the information given by ¢p,(Z;)
should be sufficient to optimally predict what letter will
be retrieved, irrespective of its orientation or rotation. To
further explore this, Hopfield networks of 20 x 20 neurons
were trained on the rotations and reflections of the letters
G, J, and R, and used the state of ¢ (Z;) for different
subgroups H at various timepoints to predict itself af-
ter 250 timesteps (for details, see Appendix Section B).
Results show that the ability of informationally-closed
levels to predict their own future is substantially higher
than randomly selected coarse-grainings of the same car-
dinality, which are typically not informationally closed
and hence leak information into the micro-level (see Fig-
ure 2E). This confirms that emergent variables derived
from symmetries are not only conceptually natural but
also practically desirable for prediction.

IV. HIERARCHICAL ABSTRACTIONS

After focusing on the objective dynamics of a system,
we now turn to an observer who only has access to noisy
measurements and maintains probabilistic beliefs about
its state. The aim is to show that the same symme-
tries that generate emergent macrostates give rise to an
analogous hierarchy of belief states, which we will call
abstractions.

A. Multi-level latent models

Let us investigate the relationship between the hier-
archical organisation of a process and measurements of
it by focusing on hidden Markov models (HMM). In an
HMM, a latent (i.e., unobservable) Markov process X;
evolves according to a transition kernel p(x;41|z¢), while
observations Y; are generated through an emission kernel
p(yt|z¢). This yields a joint distribution of latent states
and measurements of the form

t

p(ﬂ_ng, :'j(t)) = p(gjO) H p(xT+1|xT)p(yT‘xT)' (20)
T7=0

Let us now consider a scenario where (i) the hidden
process is dynamically equivariant and (ii) the measure-
ments respect this symmetry. Technically, this requires
two group actions from the same group, one over £ and
another over %/, satisfying the following conditions:

p(g-Tit1lg-ae) = p($t+1|$t), (21a)
p(g-yelg-ze) = p(yelze), and (21b)
p(g-w0) = p(x0). (21c)

Systems satisfying these properties will be called equiv-
ariant HMMs. The group actions can be used to build
coarse-grained variables

Zy = ¢ (Xt)

associated with the orbits arising from these symmetries,
which form themselves another HMM (proof in App. A).

Theorem 2. If (X;,Y;) is an HMM satisfying Eq. (21),
then (Zy, Vi) also form an HMM.

and Vi = ¢6(Y7) (22)

In other words, if the underlying physical process and
the observation model satisfy symmetries, then the orbits
of the microscopic variables and the observer’s measure-
ments form a new HMM nested inside the original one.
This allows observers to operate entirely at the emergent
level, as discussed in the next subsection.

B. Hierarchical belief updating

HMMs let us now study how (noisy or partial) mea-
surements inform us about latent processes. The opti-
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FIG. 3. Hierarchical Bayesian belief updating. A process with equivariant symmetries has informationally closed levels
(left). If measurements respect the same symmetries, then there is a correspondence between the various levels of the process
and measurements of different degrees of resolution (centre). This hierarchical structure of processes and measurements gives
rise to Bayesian beliefs that can be updated autonomously at various scales, without the need of accounting for the information

from levels below (right).

mal estimation of X; based on a sequence of measure-
ments Y is given by Bayesian beliefs, a Markov pro-
cess B, = E{lx,|Y,} where 1x, = 1{X; = z;} is a
one-hot encoding of X; [37]. When conditioned on a
realisation {Y; = #;}, Bayesian beliefs take the form
bi(x:) = plxe|g:) € R which can be efficiently up-
dated via standard Bayesian filtering as

by = Norm( diag(Ly, ) Tybe—1) = U (ys, bi—1)- (23)

Above, T, € RIZIXIZ1 is a transition probability
matrix with components [p(x¢|Ti—1)]z, 2, 1e2, Ly, is
a |2 |-dimensional likelihood vector with components
[LyJeie2r = p(y|2e), and Norm(v) = v/ 3, v;. Intu-
itively, T; propagates the belief through the dynamics
and then diag(L,, ) re-weights the result according to the
evidence brought by ;.

One can also build beliefs about arbitrary coarse-
grained versions of the latent process W; = f(X;), re-
sulting in Bf := E{ly,|Y,} and b := p(w;|§;). These
beliefs satisfy B] = P; By, where Py € {0,1}71xI%1 is a
matrix with components [Pyl . = 1{w = f(z)}. How-
ever, most such coarse-grainings result in Btf being non-
Markovian, which forbids the use of update mechanisms
analogous to Eq. (23). Coarse-grainings associated with
symmetries circumvent these issues, resulting in Marko-
vian beliefs that can be updated efficiently.

Corollary 3. Under the conditions of Theorem 2, the
belief bf := p(z¢|0¢) can be updated via by = U(v,bf_;)
with U the update operator defined in Fq. (23). Moreover,

by = Py B{B|V, = ¥,}. (24)

Proof. The beliefs b; satisty bf = U(wv, b ;) because,
thanks to Theorem 2, (Z;, V;) is an HMM. Furthermore,

by = Z P(Ye|0e)p(2e|Ye) = E{Bﬂvt = 1715}7 (25)
Geey 1 (1)
with B} = E{1,|Y;} = Ps.B. O

Just as symmetries induce emergent macrostates in the
physical system, Corollary 3 reveals they also induce sim-
pler belief states — henceforth called abstract beliefs —
for doing inference over informationally closed levels of
the latent process (see Figure 3). These abstract beliefs
are built via Eq. (24), which mixes micro-level beliefs cor-
responding to measurement sequences that differ only by
symmetry transformations:

Ve {bi[y:]} 3:]E{]121|Vt = 7/’G(l7t)}

>

:P(f)c ( Cﬂ;bt [g;&]v ) ) (27)
Uive (§)=va(Gt)

where the notation b:[g:] = p(x¢|§;) highlights the de-
pendency of the belief on the measurement sequence i,
and cy, are mixing coefficients given by

(26)

cg, = p(Yilvc (i) = p(Jy)

= . (28)
2oy v ()=t o) P(F1)

This mapping can be seen as a two-step process: it first
mixes the micro-level beliefs b;[#}] in the equivalence class
¥, € Y1 (§¢), and then marginalises the mixture via Py, .
It is important to note that while Eq. (27) holds for
the beliefs of any coarse-graining of the latent process



p(we|ge) for Wy = f(Xy), these generally cannot be up-
dated as in Eq. (23). It is the possibility of efficiently up-
dating abstract beliefs by direct Bayesian filtering what
makes these special.

While Eq. (27) states how to build abstract beliefs
from micro-level ones, this generally does not yield a well-
defined mapping between individual beliefs. A sufficient
condition for such mapping to exist is given next.

Corollary 4. Under the conditions of Corollary 3, if
I(Z:Yy) = 1(Z5 Vi) =0 (29)
then bf = Py b;.

Proof. The above condition is equivalent to
7Y
E {log p(Zi]Y:) t)} —0, (30)

p(Zt“?t)
which implies that p(z¢|0:) = p(z:|y:) for all Yo (§:) = U
almost surely. Using Eq. (25), this leads to

b =p(zli) D pilE) = Pogbe.  (31)
e~ (r)

O

Eq. (29) states that the coarse-grained measurement
V', contains all the information about Z} that exists in

the full measurement 17}, being analogous to information
closure at the belief level [38]. An equivalent condition is
Ygr € G. (32)

p(ze|Ge) = p(2elg0-Yos - - - G- Y,

If these conditions hold, then abstract beliefs are just
a marginalisation of micro-level beliefs. This, in turn,
ensures that the following diagram commutes:

Abstract belief update U(vt, -)

bf > b:+1
P¢>G P¢G
be >biy1

Micro-level belief update Uz, -)

This guarantees that Bayesian updating at different lev-
els of abstraction are fully compatible: updating beliefs
at a coarse level corresponds to marginalising the fine-
grained beliefs, and vice versa. In contrast, when Eq. (29)
does not hold then I(Z;Y ) > I(Z; V), meaning that
the beliefs p(z;|§:) = Py, b are more informative about
Z; than b} [39]. However, there may not exist an effi-
cient way to update p(z:|y;) without updating b, first
(as (Z;,Y:) may not be an HMM), making b} a less in-
formative but more tractable alternative.

In summary, these results show that beliefs arising
from equivariant HMMs can be updated at different levels
of granularity, depending on the underlying symmetries

(see Figure 3). Updating by = p(a4|y:) provides esti-
mates of system’s state in full resolution, but their up-
dating and storage can involve large computational costs
— especially when the phase space & is large. In con-
trast, updating b = p(z¢|9;) provides estimates about a
macroscale description of the system, resulting in lower
dimensional beliefs whose updating and storage can be
substantially cheaper.

V. CASE STUDY 2: EHRENFEST’S MODEL

Let us illustrate these results on Ehrenfest’s diffusion
model [40], a classic model from statistical mechanics
that describes the behaviour of gas in a container made of
two interconnected chambers. We will see how permuta-
tion symmetry at the microstate gives rise to the number
of particles per box as a natural order parameter, over
which efficient inference is possible.

The model describes the state of n gas molecules via a
binary vector X; = (X},..., X]), where XF € {0,1} de-
termines in which of the two chambers the k-th molecule
is located (see Figure 4A). The model assumes that at
most one molecule may switch between chambers at each
time point, giving rise to the following dynamics:

1—gq if xyp1 = 2y,
p(i1lze) = { q/n if |21 — 24| = 1, (33)
0 otherwise,

where ¢ is the probability of a particle switching and
||z — 2'|| is the Hamming distance between x and z’. Let
us also consider measurements Y; = (Y;!,...,Y;"), where
Y/} € {0,1} is an estimate of X} obtained from a binary
symmetric channel with crossover probability 7, so that

n k k k__,k
p(yelwe) = H pHEFve (1 — pyter=vd - (34)
k=1

From these measurements one can build beliefs about
X; of the form b; = p(x¢|9:). Unfortunately, updating
and storing such beliefs is computationally unfeasible for
systems with more than a few particles: the dimension-
ality of b, is | 2| = 2", so the calculation of one pass of
Eq. (23) requires €'(2%") operations. For example, per-
forming a single belief update on a system with n = 40
particles with a supercomputer running at 10'® FLOPS
would take around fourteen days, and with n = 50 par-
ticles it would require around forty thousand years.

Let us now use symmetries to build and update coarse-
grained beliefs about macroscopic properties. Given that
gas particles are identical in this model, the dynamics of
X, are equivariant with respect to the permutation group
Sy (see Figure 4B). Indeed, by defining

g-T¢ = (xg(1)7 .. 75[:?(”)) fOI' (S STLv (35)

one can use Eq. (33) to verify that p(o-ziyi|lo-a¢) =
p(xiy1|ze) holds. The resulting orbits are given by
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FIG. 4. Abstract beliefs in the Ehrenfest diffusion model. (A) The model considers n particles contained in two
connected chambers. The micro-level state is a binary vector that specifies in which container is each particle. (B) The system’s
dynamics are equivariant with respect to permutations among the particles, giving rise to equivalence classes corresponding to
the particle count per chamber. (C) Measurements are noisy observations of each particle’s location, obtained via a binary
symmetric channel. (D) Updating of micro-level beliefs about the microstate and abstract beliefs about the particle count for
n = 8. The dimensionality of abstract beliefs grows linearly with n, while for micro-level beliefs it grows exponentially.

Zy = ¢s,(X¢) = >, XF, which keeps track of the
dynamics of the number of particles in each chamber.
Given the dynamics of the Ehrenfest model, Z; can be
seen to follow a Markovian death-birth process — be-
cause only one particle can flip per timestep, so Z; in-
creases or decreases by one with probability proportional
to the number of particles on each side.

In addition to X; satisfying dynamical equivariance, it
is direct to see that p(o-y:|o-2+) = p(y¢|z+) also holds. By
further assuming a permutation-invariant initial condi-
tion for Xo, this makes (X¢, Y;) to satisfy Eq. (21). Thus,
one can use the previous results to generate and update
beliefs about Z; using coarse-grainings of Y;. Specifi-
cally, by defining V; = Y 7_, Y}, Theorem 2 shows that
Z; and V; also constitute an HMM, so Corollary 3 guar-
antees that one can use V; to track the evolution of Z;
via the abstract belief b} = p(z;|v;).

Crucially, the abstract beliefs by are n+ 1 dimensional

and hence are much more efficient to compute and up-
date than the micro-level beliefs b; (see Figure 4D). Fol-
lowing the above example, updating the abstract beliefs
for systems with n = 40 or n = 50 particles using a su-
percomputer running at 10'® FLOPS would take no more
than a few femptoseconds (107 1%s). That said, note that
Eq. (29) is not satisfied in this scenario, even when X
is initialised with a permutation-invariant prior. More-
over, numerical evaluations have confirmed the validity
of the mapping between micro-level and abstract beliefs
established in Eq. (27).

In addition to the dynamics of the number of particles
(which is the coarsest informationally closed level of the
system), the Ehrenfest model has an intricate hierarchy
of intermediate informationally closed levels correspond-
ing to the subgroup lattice of S,,. These intermediate
levels correspond to distinctions within the configura-
tions with an equal number of particles in each cham-



ber, where disjoint groups of M molecules become new
units zF € {0,...,M}. Indeed, each subgroup corre-
sponds to treating certain particles as indistinguishable
(i.e., allowing permutations only within specific blocks),
which produces progressively coarser descriptions of the
system in a similar way as renormalisation groups merge
microscopic degrees of freedom into larger effective units.
Thanks to Corollary 3, all these levels can also be tracked
via coarse-grained beliefs, which can be updated using
coarse-grained measurements that sum the estimation of
particles in the corresponding blocks.

VI. DISCUSSION

This paper combines ideas from information theory,
group theory, and statistical mechanics to propose sym-
metry as a fundamental mechanism at the origin of hi-
erarchical emergence. Indeed, symmetries that commute
with the dynamics can always be factored out to reveal
simpler self-contained levels of a process. This seemingly
simple intuition has far-reaching implications thanks to
the power of group theory, which guarantees not just one
but a whole range of emergent levels arranged in accor-
dance with the subgroup lattice. Furthermore, emergent
levels displayed by objective processes are reflected in
Bayesian beliefs about them that can be hierarchically
updated at various levels of resolution. This, in turn,
opens important opportunities for investigating high-
dimensional systems that are only partially observable, as
tracking Bayesian beliefs targeted to macroscopic prop-
erties can make feasible inferential problems that would
otherwise be computationally intractable.

In the objective domain, the results presented here il-
luminate the origins of hierarchical emergence, contribut-
ing to better understand not only when emergence hap-
pens but also how it does so — backtracking from pat-
terns of behaviour to mechanisms [41]. This complements
ongoing efforts to understand other flavours of emergence
focused on enhanced controllability [42, 43] or whole-part
relationships [44-46]. That said, whether symmetry is
relevant for these other kinds of emergence is an inter-
esting open question. Renormalisation group theory also
provides an explanation for why emergence occurs near
criticality through scale-invariance, and more generally
through effective field theories that filter irrelevant de-
grees of freedom [47]. Symmetry plays a different role
in renormalisation and effective field theory, determining
the compatible operators and providing constraints to
the emergent laws. In contrast, symmetries in this work
refer to dynamics and directly determine the form of the
coarse-graining mappings. Thus, both approaches em-
ploy symmetries to generate hierarchies but attain this
via different procedures.

A key aspect of the approach presented here is the
combination of objective and subjective elements, which
opens the door to investigate not only properties of pro-
cesses but also our inferences about them. Our approach

to hierarchical belief updating is different from standard
hierarchical Bayesian modelling [48], which focuses on
hierarchies in parameter space and generally does not al-
low to update coarse descriptions without involving the
fine-grained layers. In addition, the efficiency of abstract
beliefs as proposed here differs from the approach used
in variational inference [49], which simplifies the class
of models considered at the cost of introducing approx-
imation errors. In contrast, the method presented here
achieves exact inference by carefully restricting the tar-
get of prediction. Future work may combine these ap-
proaches, considering ongoing efforts combining varia-
tional methods and renormalisation [50].

At its core, the results presented here support the view
that the hierarchical structure of systems of interest is
mirrored by an analogous hierarchical structure in our
beliefs about them. In this, these results resemble old
cybernetics ideas about how knowledge should resemble
structural properties of its target [51, 52|, but arrive at
these conclusions using modern tools of information the-
ory and Bayesian filtering. Recent work also revisits cy-
bernetics from a similar perspective but using category
theory [53, 54], exploring the relationship between exter-
nal processes and epistemic beliefs in terms of functors
and adjunctions. Future work may explore the potential
of combining the presented results with such techniques,
and also with approaches that blend renormalisation with
principles of statistical inference [55] or information the-
ory [56, 57].

Overall, the presented results contribute towards a
principled formalisation of the general notion of abstrac-
tion, which is a fundamental open problem in cognitive
science [58-60] and artificial intelligence [61-63]. There
have been important advances formalising abstractions
in the context of reinforcement learning [64, 65|, includ-
ing approaches leveraging symmetries [66], but most ef-
forts have focused on scenarios where the environment is
fully observable. While partially observable scenarios are
formally solvable by turning them into fully observable
problems by computing their Bayesian beliefs [67], this
approach doesn’t work in practice because beliefs often
are too high-dimensional. The approach presented here
may be used to coarse-grain Bayesian beliefs in a prin-
cipled manner, which could be used to address problems
that are intractable to current methods. Moreover, there
is potential for exploring these ideas leveraging architec-
tures inspired by geometric deep learning [68] focused on
equivariance — see e.g. Refs. [69, 70].

A key challenge to make emergence useful for learning
scenarios is how to design efficient methods to identify
emerging coarse-graining levels. In addition to existent
methods based on linear methods [16] or differentiable
estimators [71], the results presented here suggest that
symmetries could provide yet another route to do this.
Moreover, focusing on more general forms of weak sym-
metry could open the door to efficient graph-colouring al-
gorithms while expanding the scope of applicability [72],
constituting a promising direction for future work.
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Appendix A: Proof of Theorem 2

Proof. Using Eq. (21a) one can show that

p(Zt+1\9‘$t) = Z p($t+1‘9‘$t) (Al)
Tir1€05" (2e41)
= > p(es1|ze) (A2)
T4 1€05" (2041)
:p(Zt+1|$t). (Ag)
A similar calculation using Eq. (21b) leads to
p(velg-ze) = p(velze). (A4)

These results imply that p(zt+1|:z:t) = p(zt+1|zt) and
p(vt\xt) = p(vt|zt), which, combined with Eq. (21¢), im-
ply that
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Appendix B: Details of Hopfield network

For the numerical experiments, Hopfield networks of
20 x 20 neurons were trained on the rotations and re-
flections of the letters G, J, and R, giving rise to m =
3 x 8 = 24 patterns. To enhance the capacity of the
network to store non-orthogonal patterns, these patterns
were encoded into synaptic weights using a variation of
Eq. (15) known as the pseudo-inverse learning rule [73].
This approach yields a synaptic weight matrix W given
by

1 1 -1
w=-q(-QQ) Q. (B1)
m \m
where Q = [q1, . . ., gm] 1S an n X m matrix holding m < n
target patterns g, = (q}“ R ql’j) € {—1,1}" as columns.
For this synaptic encoding, each pattern g, is an eigen-
vector of W with eigenvalue 1, while vectors orthogonal

to the span of the patterns are also eigenvectors but with
zero eigenvalue. This implies that

m

Waxy = Z (h#mt)qu,

p=1

(B2)

where (a - b) = >, a;b;/n is the normalised dot prod-
uct, and h,, are the rows of (QTQ)~'Q", which satisfy
(hy - qv) = 0,,. Note that if qi,...,qn are orthonor-
mal, then h, = ¢,. Thus, in the pseudo-inverse set-
ting, one can define a generalised Mattis magnetisation
as Zy = (Z},...,Z™) with

Zéu = (h,uXt)/n € [*13 1]7 (B3)
which reduces to the original when the patterns are or-
thonormal. Using an analogous reasoning as in Sec-

tion I, one can show this magnetisation can be retrieved
via orbits of permutations satisfying

(hylpx)) = (hyz) Vp=1,...,m, Vo € {-1,1}". (B4)

It can be shown that the network dynamics are equiv-
ariant with respect to this symmetry, which makes this
magnetisation informationally closed.
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