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Abstract

We study the composite models of gravity and investigate how dynamical tensor fields emerge by utilizing the functional Renor-
malization Group. In this paper, we consider two models: One is the fermionic theory. Another is the scalar theory. In both
cases, we introduce an auxiliary tensor field corresponding to a composite field of the energy-momentum tensor by means of the
Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation. We derive the flow equations for the field renormalization factors of the auxiliary tensor field
and show the tensor field becomes dynamical in the infrared regime. The resulting kinetic terms are interpreted as gauge-fixed terms.

1. Introduction

The nature of gravity remains one of the biggest mysteries in
fundamental physics. While general relativity succeeds remark-
ably well in matching experimental observations, a correspond-
ing quantum theory of gravity remains elusive. The quantiza-
tion of the metric field based on perturbation theory within the
Einstein-Hilbert action leads to ultraviolet divergences which
cannot be eliminated by renormalization. Such an incompatibil-
ity with quantum mechanics has been motivating searches for
a microscopic description of gravity beyond the framework of
quantum field theory.

Although it is clear that on macroscopic scales gravitational
interactions are mediated by the metric field, there is a ques-
tion of whether the metric field is a fundamental field at the
microscopic level. Among the various approaches to quantum
gravity, composite models offer an intriguing possibility that the
graviton is not an elementary particle, but rather a bound state
or emergent excitation arising from more fundamental degrees
of freedom.

The idea that gravity may be emergent is inspired by paral-
lels with other known composite phenomena in physics. For
instance, the pions in quantum chromodynamics and the Nambu–
Jona-Lasinio model [1, 2] are low-energy excitations of compos-
ite fermions. These analogies have motivated the exploration
of models in which the graviton arises from strong dynamics
or large-N gauge theories, or collective excitations in analog
spacetime systems. Such approaches can be viewed as possi-
ble realizations of pregeometry [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12,
13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28].
Moreover, some models may also provide a natural explanation
for the weakness of gravity compared to other interactions, as
gravitational interactions could be suppressed by compositeness
or large scales associated with binding.

In this paper we study the emergence of dynamical tensor
fields in composite gravity models by utilizing the functional
Renormalization group (fRG). We begin by outlining general
principles and constraints on graviton compositeness, followed

by a detailed analysis of representative models. We introduce
auxiliary tensor fields corresponding to the energy-momentum
tensor via the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation. As a first
step toward a consistent composite theory of gravity, we study
how interactions with fundamental fields generate kinetic terms
for these tensor fields through their interactions with the underly-
ing dynamical fundamental fields. We also compare the induced
kinetic terms to those in general relativity.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce
the composite models of gravity and present the setups in this
work. In Section 3, we derive the flow equations for the mass
parameters and the field renormalization factors of an auxiliary
tensor field corresponding to the composite field. We solve these
flow equations and analyze the structure of the kinetic terms of
the composite field in Section 4. Finally, Section 5 is devoted to
summarizing the results.

2. Models

We study two models: a fermionic theory and a bosonic
(scalar) theory. In this section, we present their initial action and
introduce an auxiliary tensor field via the Hubbard-Stratonovich
transformation.

2.1. Fermionic model

The first case of composite models is based on a U(N f )
fermionic theory in Euclidean space in which the metric is
δρσ = (1, 1, 1, 1).1 The starting action is given by

S =
∫

d4x
[
1
2
ψ̄
←→
/∂ ψ − f2T ( f )

µν T ( f )
µν − f0

(
T ( f )
ρρ

)2
]
, (1)

1We adopt the definition of Euclidean space as in [29].

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

08
43

5v
1 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 9

 D
ec

 2
02

5

https://orcid.org/0009-0004-0826-1130
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1013-8631
https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.08435v1


where ψ = (ψ0, . . . , ψN f ) is the N f -flavor spinor fields and T ( f )
µν

is the energy-momentum tensor,

T ( f )
µν =

1
4
ψ̄

(
γµ
←→
∂ν + γν

←→
∂µ

)
ψ , (2a)

T ( f )
ρρ = δρσT ( f )

ρσ . (2b)

Here, ψ̄γν
←→
∂µψ = ψ̄γν(∂µψ) − (∂µψ̄)γνψ and /∂ = δµνγµ∂ν = γµ∂µ

with γµ being the Dirac matrices. Note that f2 and f0 have mass
dimension −4.

Introducing an auxiliary tensor field Hµν in the path integral
formalism, the action (1) can be rewritten as

S =
∫

d4x
[
1
2
ψ̄
←→
/∂ ψ + T ( f )

µν Hµν − λ
′
2HµνHµν − λ

′
0H2

]
, (3)

where H = δρσHρσ = Hρρ is the trace mode in the tensor field
Hµν. Here, the tensor field Hµν is dimensionless, and λ′2 and λ′0
have mass dimension +4. Note that using the equation of motion
for Hµν

Hµν =
1

2λ′2

(
T ( f )
µν −

λ′0
λ′2 + 4λ′0

δµνT ( f )ρ
ρ

)
, (4)

the action (3) returns to the original one (1) and it turns out that
the relations between couplings are given by f2 = −1/(4λ′2) and
f0 = −λ′0/(4λ

′
2(λ′2 + 4λ′0)).

2.2. Scalar model

The second case is the massless O(N) scalar field whose action
in Euclidean space is given by

S =
∫

d4x
[
1
2

(∂µϕ⃗)2 − g2T (s)
µν T (s)

µν − g0

(
T (s)
ρρ

)2
]
, (5)

where ϕ⃗ = (ϕ1, · · · , ϕN) is an N-component scalar field, (∂µϕ⃗)2 =

∂µϕ⃗ · ∂µϕ⃗ and the energy-momentum tensor T (s)
µν is given by

T (s)
µν = ∂µϕ⃗ · ∂νϕ⃗ −

δµν

2
(∂ρϕ⃗)2 , (6a)

T (s)
ρρ = δρσT (s)

ρσ . (6b)

We introduce an auxiliary tensor field Cµν and rewrite the action
as

S =
∫

d4x
[
1
2
∂µϕ⃗ · ∂µϕ⃗ + T (s)

µν Cµν − ξ
′
2CµνCµν − ξ

′
0C2

]
, (7)

where C = δρσCρσ = Cρρ. In the same manner as in the
fermionic case, the use of the equation of motion for Cµν,

Cµν =
1

2ξ′2

(
T (s)
µν −

ξ′0
ξ′2 + 4ξ′0

δµνT (s)
ρρ

)
, (8)

allows us to reproduce (5) with the relations between couplings
as g2 = −1/(4ξ′2) and g0 = −ξ

′
0/(4ξ

′
2(ξ′2 + 4ξ′0)). Note here that

g2 and g0 are mass dimension −4. Accordingly, ξ′2 and ξ′0 are
mass dimension +4, while Cµν is a dimensionless field.

3. Functional flow equations

In the actions (3) and (7), the tensor fields, Hµν and Cµν,
are non-dynamical fields, i.e., there are no kinetic terms. Our
aim in this work is to investigate the “dynamicalization" of the
tensor fields Hµν and Cµν thanks to quantum fluctuations of the
fermionic field and scalar field in the models (3) and (7). To this
end, we utilize the Wetterich equation [30] which describes the
deformation of the one-particle irreducible effective action Γk

defined at an infrared (IR) cutoff scale k. See also [31, 32]. Its
form is given by

∂tΓk =
1
2

STr

 1

Γ
(2)
k + Rk

∂tRk

 . (9)

Here t = ln(k/Λ) is the dimensionless scale with a reference
scaleΛ, Γ(2)

k is the full two-point function obtained by the second-
order functional derivative for Γk with respect to the superfield
Φ = (ψ, ψ̄, ϕ⃗, Hµν, Cµν, · · · ) and STr denotes the functional
supertrace acting on all spaces (spinor, momentum, etc.) in
which the superfield Φ is defined. In the formulation (9), the
coarse-graining process is realized by the regulator function Rk

which is written as

Rk(p) =


i /p rψk (|p|/k) for fermion ,

p2 rϕk (|p|/k) for scalar .
(10)

In this work, for rk(|p|/k), we employ the Litim type regulator
[33] for the fermionic and scalar fields respectively as

rψk (|p|/k) =
(

k
|p|
− 1

)
θ
(
1 − |p|2/k2

)
, (11)

rϕk (|p|/k) =
(

k2

|p|2
− 1

)
θ
(
1 − |p|2/k2

)
, (12)

where θ(x) is the step function

θ(x) =

1, x ≥ 0 ,

0, x < 0 .
(13)

In what follows, we present an ansatz for the effective action Γk

in order to study the generation of dynamics of the tensor fields
within the composite models (3) and (7).

3.1. Fermionic model

For the fermionic model (3) we make the following ansatz for
the effective action in Euclidean space:

Γ
ψ
k =

∫
d4x

[
1
2
ψ̄
←→
/∂ ψ + κψ T ( f )

µν Hµν − λ2HµνHµν − λ0H2

+
ZH0

4
(∂λHµν)2 +

ZH1

4
∂λHµν∂νHµλ

+
ZH2

4
∂µHµν∂νH +

ZH3

4
(∂µH)2

]
. (14)
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Here we use the local potential approximation (LPA), fixing the
field renormalization factor of the fermionic field to unity at all
RG scales. We also neglect the RG running of κψ, since these
dimensionless couplings would only exhibit logarithmic running
and their loop corrections are subleading, as they rely on the
quantum-induced tensor propagator. The initial condition at a
certain UV scale Λ for (14) reads κψ|Λ = 1, λ2|Λ = λ

′
2, λ0|Λ = λ

′
0,

and ZHi|Λ = 0 for all i.
Using the Wetterich equation (9), we obtain the flow equations

for the couplings in the action (14). At the truncation level of
(14), the loop corrections to the two-point function of Hµν arise
from the fermionic fluctuations. The flow equation for the two-
point function of Hµν is depicted diagrammatically as

∂t

(
Γ
ψ,(2)
k (p)

)
µνρσ

:=
δ2(∂tΓ

ψ
k )

δHµν(p)δHρσ(−p)

= −
p→ p→

p + q

qq

, (15)

where p is the external momentum, the single and double solid
lines denote the fermionic fields ψ, ψ̄ and tensor field Hµν, re-
spectively, and the cross circle is the cutoff insertion ∂tRk. The
use of the Wetterich equation (9) yields

∂t

(
Γ
ψ,(2)
k (p)

)
µνρσ
= −2κ2

ψ

∫
d4q

(2π)4T
ψ
µνρσ(q, p) f ψk (q, p)∂tr

ψ
k (|q|/k) .

(16)

Here rψk is defined in (11), and f ψ and T ψ
µνρσ are given respec-

tively by

f ψk (q, p) =
1

q4(1 + rψk )2(p + q)2(1 + r̃ψk )
, (17)

T
ψ
µνρσ(q, p) =

N f

16
tr

[
/q
(
(2q + p)µγν + (2q + p)νγµ

)
× ( /p + /q)

(
(2q + p)ργσ + (2q + p)σγρ

)
/q /q

]
, (18)

with r̃ψk = rψk (|q+p|/k). Performing the Taylor expansion in terms
of p and projecting out the tensor structure in (16), we extract the
flow equations for each coupling. The left-hand side of (16) at
p = 0 is ∂t

(
Γ
ψ,(2)
k (0)

)
µνρσ = −∂tλ2(δµρδνσ+δµσδνρ)−2∂tλ0δµνδρσ.

The flow equations for the mass parameters are obtained from
the O(p0) term and are given by

∂tλ0 = k4 1
36

N f κ
2
ψ

(4π)2 , (19a)

∂tλ2 = −k4 1
36

N f κ
2
ψ

(4π)2 . (19b)

Next, we show the flow equations for the field renormalization

factors ZHi. The left-hand side of (16) at order O(p2) is given by

∂t

(
Γ
ψ,(2)
k (p)

)
µνρσ

O(p2)
=

∂tZH0

2
p2 δµρ δνσ

+
∂tZH1

4

(
pσpν δµρ + pρpµ δνσ

)
+
∂tZH2

4

(
pµpν δρσ + pρpσ δµν

)
+
∂tZH3

2
p2 δµν δρσ . (20)

After performing the momentum integral over q in the right-hand
side of (16) and identifying the corresponding tensor structures
in T ψ

µνρσ(q, p), we obtain the flow equations for the kinetic terms,
i.e., the coefficients of the O(p2) contributions. They take the
following form

∂tZHi = k2Ai

N f κ
2
ψ

(4π)2 . (21)

In the current setup, we obtain the factors Ai as

A0 = −
7
48

, A1 =
1
4
, A2 = −

5
24

, A3 =
7

96
. (22)

3.2. Scalar model

We assume the effective action for the scalar model (7) to be

Γ
ϕ
k =

∫
d4x

[
1
2
∂µϕ⃗ · ∂µϕ⃗ + κϕT (s)

µν Cµν − ξ2CµνCµν − ξ0C2

+
ZC0

4
(∂λCµν)2 +

ZC1

4
∂λCµν∂νCµλ

+
ZC2

4
∂µCµν∂νC +

ZC3

4
(∂µC)2

]
, (23)

where we neglect the running effect of κϕ and the field renormal-
ization of the scalar field as the same reason as the fermionic
case.

In the same manner as in the fermionic case, let us derive the
flow equations for (23). The flow equation for the two-point
function of Cµν is represented diagrammatically as

∂t

(
Γ
ϕ,(2)
k (p)

)
µνρσ

:=
δ2(∂tΓ

ϕ
k )

δCµν(p)δCρσ(−p)

=
1
2

p→ p→
p + q

qq

, (24)

where the dashed and double solid lines denote the scalar field ϕ⃗
and the tensor field Cµν, respectively. The flow equation for the
scalar two-point function reads

∂t

(
Γ
ϕ,(2)
k (p)

)
µνρσ
= κ2

ϕ

∫
d4q

(2π)4T
ϕ
µνρσ(q, p) f ϕk (q, p)∂tr

ϕ
k (|q|/k) ,

(25)

3



where rϕk is given in (12) and we have defined

f ϕk (q, p) =
1

q4(1 + rϕk )4(q + p)2(1 + r̃ϕk )2
, (26)

T
ϕ
µνρσ(q, p) = N

[
qµ(q + p)ν + qν(q + p)µ − δµνq · (q + p)

]
×

[
qρ(q + p)σ + qσ(q + p)ρ − δρσq · (q + p)

]
q2 , (27)

with r̃ϕk = rϕk (|p + q|/k). From the O(p0) term, the flow equation
governing the two-point function of Cµν yields the corresponding
flow of the mass parameters as

∂tξ2 = −k4 1
6

Nκ2
ϕ

(4π)2 , (28a)

∂tξ0 = −k4 1
12

Nκ2
ϕ

(4π)2 , (28b)

while from the O(p2) term, we obtain

∂tZCi = k2Bi

Nκ2
ϕ

(4π)2 . (29)

Here the factors are found to be

B0 = −
1
3
, B1 =

4
3
, B2 = −

2
3
, B3 = −

1
6
. (30)

4. Analysis

Solving the flow equations for λ2, λ0 and ZHi with the initial
condition λ2|k=Λ = λ′2, λ0|k=Λ = λ′0 and ZHi|k=Λ = 0 in the
fermionic case, we obtain

λ2(k) = λ′2 +
N f

4(4π)2

4
9

(k4 − Λ4) , (31)

λ0(k) = λ′0 +
N f

4(4π)2

−4
9

(k4 − Λ4) , (32)

ZHi(k) =
N f Ai

2(4π)2 (k2 − Λ2) . (33)

In the same manner, in the scalar case we have

ξ2(k) = ξ′2 +
N

4(4π)2

−2
3

(k4 − Λ4) , (34)

ξ0(k) = ξ′0 +
N

4(4π)2

−1
3

(k4 − Λ4) , (35)

ZCi(k) =
NBi

2(4π)2 (k2 − Λ2) , (36)

where the initial condition was set so as to be ξ2|k=Λ = ξ′2,
ξ0|k=Λ = ξ

′
0 and ZCi|k=Λ = 0.

First, we impose the massless condition for the tensor fields
in the IR regime (k = 0). Thus, the bare mass parameters are
chosen such that the loop corrections cancel. In the fermionic
case, we give

λ′2 =
N f

4(4π)2

4
9
Λ4 , λ′0 = −

N f

4(4π)2

4
9
Λ4 , (37)

while in the scalar case, we give

ξ′2 =
N

4(4π)2

−2
3
Λ4 , ξ′0 =

N
4(4π)2

−1
3
Λ4 . (38)

These subtractions correspond to the additive renormalization of
the power divergences.

Next, we consider the kinetic terms of the tensor fields
in the IR regime. To this end, we renormalize the fields as
√

ZH0(0)Hµν = hµν and
√

ZC0(0)Cµν = cµν in the fermionic and
scalar cases, respectively. Then, the kinetic terms of hµν and cµν
are given respectively by

Lh =
1
4

(∂λhµν)2 +
ZH1(0)

4ZH0(0)
∂λhµν∂νhµλ

+
ZH2(0)

4ZH0(0)
∂µhµν∂νh +

ZH3(0)
4ZH0(0)

(∂µh)2, (39)

Lc =
1
4

(∂λcµν)2 +
ZC1(0)

4ZC0(0)
∂λcµν∂νcµλ

+
ZC2(0)

4ZC0(0)
∂µcµν∂νc +

ZC3(0)
4ZC0(0)

(∂µc)2 . (40)

Note that this field renormalization does not change the massless
condition for the tensor fields, since the operation is multiplica-
tive rather than additive. Within these kinetic terms, the explicit
dependence on the cutoff scale Λ, as well as common factors
such as the number of the degrees of freedom (N f and N) and
(4π)−2, cancel out, leaving the coefficients dependent only on the
ratios given in (22) and (30). More specifically, in the fermionic
case, we have

ZH1(0)
ZH0(0)

=
A1

A0
= −

12
7
, (41a)

ZH2(0)
ZH0(0)

=
A2

A0
=

10
7
, (41b)

ZH3(0)
ZH0(0)

=
A3

A0
= −

1
2
, (41c)

while in the scalar case, we have

ZC1(0)
ZC0(0)

=
B1

B0
= −4 , (42a)

ZC2(0)
ZC0(0)

=
B2

B0
= 2 , (42b)

ZC3(0)
ZC0(0)

=
B3

B0
=

1
2
. (42c)

Here, the diffeomorphism invariant kinetic terms of a metric
field gµν around a flat background δµν read

Ldiff =
1
4

(∂λgµν)2 −
1
2
∂λgµν∂νgµλ

+
1
2
∂µgµν∂νg −

1
4

(∂µg)2 , (43)

where g = gµνδµν. Obviously, both eq. (39) with (41) and eq. (40)
with (42) differ from the diffeomorphism invariant kinetic term

4



Figure 1: Single graviton exchange process in the fermionic (left) and scalar
(right) theories.

(43). This fact indicates that eq. (41) and eq. (42) are the gauge-
fixed kinetic terms. To see this, let us employ the covariant
gauge fixing condition

Lgf =
1

2α

(
∂µgµν −

1 + β
4

∂νg
)2

, (44)

where α and β are gauge-fixing parameters. Note that the choice
β = 1 corresponds to the so-called de Donder (or harmonic)
gauge. Together with the gauge fixing term (44), eq. (43) reads

Ldiff +Lgf =
1
4

(∂λgµν)2 −
1
2

(
1 −

1
α

)
∂λgµν ∂νgµλ

+
1
2

(
1 −

1 + β
2α

)
∂µgµν ∂νg

−
1
4

(
1 −

(1 + β)2

8α

)
(∂µg)2 . (45)

However, comparing (45) with (39) and (40) one finds no appro-
priate choice of α and β matching with the induced kinetic terms
in both fermionic and scalar cases.

Another possible gauge-fixing term may be given by

Lgf =
1

2ζ1
∂λgµν ∂νgµλ −

1
ζ2
∂µgµν ∂νg +

1
2ζ3

(∂µg)2 , (46)

with three gauge fixing parameters ζ1, ζ2 and ζ3 although it is not
covariant. For this gauge-fixing term, the kinetic terms (39) and
(40) correspond to (43) plus (46) with ζ1 = 7, ζ2 = 7 and ζ3 = 4
for the fermionic case, while ζ1 = −1, ζ2 = ∞ and ζ3 = 4/3 for
the scalar case.

We close this section with remarks on the gravitational in-
teraction with a matter field. After renormalizing the tensor
fields, the couplings between the metric fluctuations and the
energy-momentum tensor in (14) and (23) take the form

LTh =
κψ

√
ZH0(0)

T ( f )
µν hµν , (47)

LTc =
κϕ

√
ZC0(0)

T (s)
µν cµν . (48)

From these expressions, the gravitational coupling extracted
from the single-graviton exchange process (see Figure 1) is
identified as GN = κ2

ψ/(4πZH0(0)) for the fermionic case and
GN = κ

2
ϕ/(4πZC0(0)) for the scalar case.

5. Summary

In this paper, we have taken a first step toward constructing
a consistent gravitational theory in which the graviton emerges

as a composite field, using the fRG framework. We examined
the fermionic and scalar cases separately and derived the flow
equations for the kinetic terms of the auxiliary fields associated
with the composite operators. Quantum fluctuations of the matter
fields generate finite kinetic terms for these auxiliary fields,
which are nondynamical at the tree level. The induced kinetic
terms can be interpreted as diffeomorphism-invariant kinetic
terms supplemented by gauge-fixing contributions.

To advance our understanding of gravitational dynamics
within composite models, it is essential to evaluate higher-order
interaction vertices, such as the three-graviton vertex and matter-
graviton vertices. The fRG method provides a powerful frame-
work for this task. In particular, dynamical bosonization within
the fRG offers a promising approach for obtaining accurate eval-
uations of these vertices [34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43,
44, 45]. A detailed study of this program lies beyond the scope
of the present work and will be reported in future publications.
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