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ABSTRACT

Spontaneous symmetry breaking is a cornerstone modern physics, defining a wealth of phe-
nomena in condensed-matter and high-energy physics, and beyond. It requires an infinite
number of degrees of freedom, and even then, for continuous symmetries, it only works if the
spatial dimension is not too low, following the classic results of Coleman, Hohenberg, Mermin
and Wagner. While usually discussed in the context of quantum and statistical field theories,
and in particular, effective field theories, there are advantages in addressing the same kind
of phenomena on discrete geometric structures rather than conventional manifolds. When
the space is discretized into a lattice, a lucid picture of conventional spontaneous symmetry
breaking springs up, with the ultraviolet issues of continuum quantum field theory out-of-
sight, and the key effect, which is infrared in nature, revealed through elementary harmonic
oscillator networks. From there, it is natural to generalize lattices to other graphs/networks.
In this setting, the presence of spontaneous symmetry breaking is controlled by fractional gen-
eralizations of resistance distance and the Kirchhoff index, and most broadly by the spectral
dimension. Predictably, because of richness of discrete geometric structures in comparison
with continuous manifolds, a broader array of geometries emerge where spontaneous breaking
of continuous symmetries is blocked by large fluctuations.
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1 Introduction

The concept of spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) emerged in the theory of magnetism and
superconductivity, and migrated successfully from there to high-energy physics through the
works of Nambu [1]. While what we shall be discussing here is breaking global symmetries that
act uniformly at all spacetime points, akin to spatial rotations being broken by spontaneous
magnetization, the breaking of local gauge symmetries [2, 3], akin to the effect of charge
condensation in superconductors, went on to become a pivotal theme in relativistic quantum
field theory (QFT) and a key ingredient of the Standard Model of elementary particles [4].

The essence of SSB is having a ground state that is not invariant under some of the sym-
metries of the theory. Evidently, it implies that the ground state is exactly degenerate, since
applying a symmetry transformation will produce another equivalent ground state, just like
rotating a magnetized sample makes its magnetization point in a different direction. This re-
quires infinitely many degrees of freedom, unless one artificially introduces unphysical infinite
energy barriers. Intuitively, with an infinite number of degrees of freedom, some dynamical
modes become infinitely massive and get ‘stuck’ at some position in the configuration space,
instead of being smeared over all equivalent points connected by symmetries.

Even with an infinite number of degrees of freedom, SSB does not always happen. The
classic results of Mermin-Wagner [5], Hohenberg [6] and Coleman [7] indicate that when
the number of spatial dimensions is small, the long-wavelength fluctuations overpower any
possible localization in the field space for the case of SSB of continuous symmetries (see [8]
for early historical commentary). Understanding when such phenomena happen on a more
broad arena where spatial structures have been replaced by discrete geometries will be the
key theme of this essay.
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Similar effects where continuous symmetries cannot be spontaneously broken also emerge
in de Sitter spacetimes [9], in this case, in any number of spatial dimensions. This has led
to the concept of quantum de Sitter instability [10, 11] discussed in conjunction with the
cosmological constant problem. As to discrete symmetries, while they may be spontaneously
broken even in low-dimensional cases, this does not always happen, and some interesting—and
not fully explored—phenomenology emerges [12,13].

Recent years have seen applications of similar ideas to nonrelativistic QFTs [14–17], start-
ing with the works by Brauner and Watanabe. The reduced spacetime symmetry creates more
options for possible types of SSB. This framework has been later extended to higher-derivative
QFTs [18], yielding an even vaster array of possible behaviors, and the corresponding exten-
sion of the no-SSB results of Coleman-Hohenberg-Mermin-Wagner.

The above classic considerations of SSB are for continuous spacetimes. We will generalize
them to discrete spatial structures. QFTs on discretized spaces have been considered in a
number of contexts. The most prominent case is likely the lattice formulation of gauge theories
[19] – originally for ordinary vector gauge fields, but later also for higher-tensor fields [20] and
topological field theories [21]. The usual case is on regular lattices, but random lattices have
also been considered [22], paving the way to more general discrete geometries. Exploration
of simplicial quantum gravity [23] has provided motivations for studies of quantum fields on
simplicial complexes [24–26], and on more general networks [27], while recent years have seen
considerable interest in Dirac operators within similar setups [28–32].

In application to SSB, discretization confers a few distinctive advantages, and the pur-
pose of this essay is to explore these advantages. For conventional SSB in continuous spaces,
replacing the geometric background with a hypercubic lattice alleviates all ultraviolet issues
typical of QFTs, so that there are no divergences and the computations are straightforward
and well-defined. This is a common rationale for considering latticized QFTs in general. In
out case, it will reduce the question of whether a symmetry is spontaneously broken to an
undergraduate-level exercise: computing explicit expectation values in the ground state of a
harmonic oscillator network. Pedagogically, this is a very nice way to look at all the standard
textbook results in the continuum, as well as their nonrelativistic and higher-derivative gen-
eralizations that emerged in recent years [14–18]. From this point, generalization to arbitrary
networks comes in very naturally, since it amounts to replacing lattice Laplacians with graph
Laplacians defined in a way that is standard in graph theory and network science. The struc-
ture one obtains as a result is richer, however, than what one sees on hypercubic lattices or
in continuous spaces, since there is much more room for defining diverse geometries in terms
of network connectivities.

In the exposition that follows, we shall first discretize continuum field theories on spatial
lattices, providing a very elementary and accessible analysis of SSB. We will then turn to
graphs and networks, and the properties of SSB on such geometric backgrounds.
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2 Lattices

2.1 Shift symmetry and Goldstone bosons

Our practical discussion will evolve around a very simple free field theory in d spatial dimen-
sions defined by the action

S =
1

2

∫
dt dx⃗

[
(∂tϕ)

2 − (∇ϕ)2
]

(1)

for the real scalar field ϕ(t, x⃗), and the relevant symmetry whose spontaneous breaking we
shall be discussing will be the very simple global shift symmetry ϕ→ ϕ+ a respected by the
above action.

At the first sight, the choice of this elementary setup may seem like an oversimplification,
but that is not so. The shift symmetry is a prototype of many more sophisticated cases of SSB
of continuous symmetries, while the field ϕ is nothing but the celebrated Goldstone boson.
Indeed, consider the textbook example of SSB for the U(1) phase rotation symmetry of a
complex scalar field h with a ‘Mexican hat’ potential:

Sh =
1

2

∫
dt dx⃗

[
|∂th|2 − |∇h|2 − λ(|h|2 − h20)

2
]
. (2)

Introducing the parametrization h = (h0 + η)eiϕ, we obtain the following action for the real
scalar fields η and ϕ:

Sh =
1

2

∫
dt dx⃗

[
h20(∂tϕ)

2 − h20(∇ϕ)2 + (∂tη)
2 − (∇η)2 − 4λh20η

2 + interactions
]
. (3)

The two fields are thus decoupled at linear order. The field η is massive, and its vacuum
state is localized around the field configuration η = 0 (this will be visible, in particular, from
our subsequent considerations). The action for the field ϕ is exactly the same as (1), up to
normalization. The key question of SSB is whether the ground state of ϕ is localized around
some particular field value, in which case the field-shift symmetry is broken, or if it is not,
the symmetry is “restored.” Note that the field-shift symmetry of ϕ is exactly identical to
the original U(1) phase rotation symmetry of h, that is, h → eiah. The field ϕ is nothing
but the Goldstone boson associated with SSB, while its shift symmetry is a representation
of the original continuous symmetry whose SSB one is trying to examine. (One often hears
about the absence or presence of Goldstone bosons as such, but what is meant by that is
whether the Goldstone field has conventional properties with a well-defined expectation value
and particle excitations, as happens in cases with SSB [8].)

We shall therefore turn for the remainder of the exposition to free actions with field-shift
symmetries of the form (1) and their discretizations and generalizations.

2.2 Discretization

Quantization of the action (1) leads, of course, to a completely elementary free field theory.
But even in this setting, one would have to deal with the ‘ultraviolet divergences’ coming
from modes of arbitrarily short wavelength. For example, the variance of ϕ(t, x⃗) at a single
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spatial point would turn out to be infinite in the ground state. This can be naturally dealt
with by smearing the fields over spatial regions, but from the perspective of this essay, it is
much more natural to discretize the continuous space described by x⃗ instead.

We thus replace each coordinate xn with n = 1, 2, · · · , d with a discrete set of values

xn(in) = ain, in ∈ Z, (4)

forming a hypercubic lattice with lattice spacing a. We then discretize the action (1) using
the standard lattice representation for spatial derivatives, which can be written compactly as

S =
1

2

∫
dt
[∑

I

(∂tϕI)
2 − a−2

∑
⟨IJ⟩

(ϕI − ϕJ)
2
]
, (5)

where we have introduced the collective index I labelling all points of the lattice, I ≡
{i1i2 · · · id}, while ⟨IJ⟩ denotes summation over all unordered pairs (I, J) representing nearest
neighbor sites, that is, the strings {i1i2 · · · id} and {j1j2 · · · jd} must differ in only one posi-
tion, and in that position, by exactly one unit. The collective indices have been introduced
to facilitate transition from lattices to more general discrete structures in the second half of
this essay.

By trivial rescaling of t and S, we can eliminate a altogether (it would only have to be
reintroduced if we want to return to the continuum limit) to obtain the following simple
discretization of (1):

S =
1

2

∫
dt
[∑

I

(∂tϕI)
2 −

∑
⟨IJ⟩

(ϕI − ϕJ)
2
]
=

1

2

∫
dt
[∑

I

(∂tϕI)
2 −

∑
IJ

ϕILIJϕJ

]
. (6)

In the last representation, we introduced the lattice Laplacian LIJ defined as

LIJ ≡

{
2d if I = J,

−1 if I is a neighbor of J.
(7)

(Note that L provides a discretization of −∇2, and it is nonnegative-definite.) We are thus
left with a system of coupled oscillators in (6). It should be easy to quantize it and study the
ground state.

We note that discretizations like (6) are not of the form most typically used: only the space
is discretized, leaving behind a mechanical system. Similar structures have been explored
on occasions, however—perhaps most prominently in the Hamiltonian lattice formulation of
gauge theories [33]. Lattices of coupled oscillators are also familiar from discussions of crystal
vibrations and phonons [34].

Canonical quantization of (6) amounts to writing the Hamiltonian

H =
1

2

∑
I

π2
I +

1

2

∑
IJ

ϕILIJϕJ (8)

and imposing the commutation relation

[πI , ϕJ ] = −iδIJ (9)
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between the operators ϕI and their conjugate momenta πI . The equations of motion

∂tπI = −
∑
J

LIJϕJ , ∂tϕI = πI (10)

are solved by

ϕI =
∑
Q

1√
2ωQ

uQ,I(aQe
−iωQt + a†Qe

iωQt), πI = −i
∑
Q

√
ωQ

2
uQ,I(aQe

−iωQt − a†Qe
iωQt). (11)

Here, uQ,I are the normalized mode function given by the eigenvectors of L with eigenvalues
λQ, so that ∑

J

LIJuQ,J = λQuQ,I ,
∑
I

uQ,IuQ′,I = δQQ′ , ω2
Q ≡ λQ, (12)

while a†Q and aQ are creation-annihilation operators satisfying

[aQ, a
†
Q′ ] = δQQ′ , (13)

as follows from (9). Then, the ground state |0⟩ of (8), which is our main interest here, is
defined by being annihilated by all aQ:

∀Q : aQ|0⟩ = 0. (14)

2.3 The ground state and its fluctuations

With the very simple quantization of the free theory (6), it remains to examine its ground
state and judge whether the fluctuations are small enough to keep the system localized in the
field space, so that the field shift symmetry is spontaneously broken. To keep the derivations
completely clean, we will consider a finite hypercubic lattice, periodically identified, with ℓ
lattice units in each direction, so that the total number of sites is

V = ℓd. (15)

The relevant question is, of course, how the fluctuations behave in the limit ℓ→ ∞.
Our main point of interest is the fluctuations of the field values ϕI(0) at a given site within

the vacuum state |0⟩. These are best explored by considering the probability distribution
function for ϕI(0) to equal φ, which can be computed as

pI(φ) = ⟨0|δ[ϕI(0)− φ]|0⟩ = 1

2π

∫
dk e−ikφ⟨0|eikϕI(0)|0⟩. (16)

To compute the expectation values, we need to restore a small subtlety that has been over-
looked in (11). Namely, due to the evident property∑

J

LIJ = 0, (17)
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the lattice Laplacian L always admits a zero mode described by the vector (1, 1, · · · , 1)/
√
V ,

and this mode moves (in the field space) like a free quantum particle and not like a harmonic
oscillator. We can assign the label Q = 0 to this mode. The remaining modes with Q =
1, 2, · · · , V − 1 are described exactly as in (11). To incorporate this accurately in (11), we
write

ϕI =
X + Pt√

V
+

V−1∑
Q=1

1√
2ωQ

uQ,I(aQe
−iωQt + a†Qe

iωQt),

πI =
P√
V

− i

V−1∑
Q=1

√
ωQ

2
uQ,I(aQe

−iωQt − a†Qe
iωQt).

(18)

where P and X with [P,X] = −i are the position and momentum operators of the zero-mode
(representing a free quantum particle moving in the field space), and they commute with aQ.
With the zero mode properly taken into account, we have the following orthogonality and
completeness relations, and decomposition of L:

∑
I

uQ,I = 0,
∑
I

uQ,IuQ′,I = δQQ′ ,
V−1∑
Q=1

uQ,IuQ,J+
1

V
= δIJ ,

V−1∑
Q=1

ω2
QuQ,IuQ,J = LIJ . (19)

With this, one easily checks that (18) satisfy the Heisenberg equations of motion (10) and
the commutation relations (9).

The vacuum state |0⟩ is defined by aQ|0⟩ = 0 for Q = 1..V − 1, but for the zero mode,
there is no normalizable ground state (the lowest energy state is annihilated by the momen-
tum operator P and is not normalizable). What we should consider physically is a normalized
wavepacket whose wavefunction is Ψ0(X). With the normalization of X chosen in our defi-
nition, any such normalizable Ψ0 is irrelevant for large systems V → ∞, and will reduce in
this limit to a particle at rest at the origin (as the effective mass V diverges and the particle
becomes classical). Even though being at the origin (in the field space) looks like there is a
preferred point and the field shift symmetry is spontaneously broken, it can be restored by
the fluctuations coming from aQ, which is the main effect we are considering here.

With these more accurate specifications of |0⟩, we can compute (16) as

pI(φ) =⟨0|δ[ϕI(0)− φ]|0⟩ = 1

2π

∫
dk e−ikφ

[∫
dξe−ikξ/

√
VΨ0(ξ)

]
(20)

×
V−1∏
Q=1

⟨0| exp
[
ik(2ωQ)

−1/2uQ,I(aQ + a†Q)]
∣∣0⟩.

The first line is merely a Fourier transform of Ψ0, that is, Ψ̃0(q) ≡
∫
dξ e−iqξΨ0(ξ), while the

second line is computed by the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula according to

⟨0|eC(a+a†)|0⟩ = ⟨0|eCa†eCae−C2[a†,a]/2|0⟩ = eC
2/2. (21)

Hence,

pI(φ) =
1

2π

∫
dk e−ikφ Ψ̃0(k/

√
V ) exp

[
−k

2

4

V−1∑
Q=1

1

ωQ

u2Q,I

]
. (22)
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At V → ∞, Ψ̃0 yields an irrelevant k-independent constant, and the remaining Gaussian
integral yields

pI(φ) ∼ e−ϕ2/W 2
I , W 2

I ≡
V−1∑
Q=1

1

ωQ

u2Q,I . (23)

The distribution of field values is thus Gaussian and centered at φ = 0. If W is finite, this
spontaneously breaks the field shift symmetry φ → φ + a. But the central point of the
considerations in the essay is that as the system becomes infinitely large with V going to ∞,
W does not have to stay finite. If W diverges, the ground state is delocalized in the field
space, and there is no SSB. More than that, as W tends to infinity, the Gaussian distribution
of width W becomes completely uniform, making sure that no preferred value of the field
may be indicated, and the field shift symmetry is restored. Our main technical question is
then: under what conditions does W diverge at V → ∞?

We can simplify the expression for W . Due to the perfect spatial translation symmetry of
the hypercubic lattice,WI cannot depend on the vertex number I. We can then tautologically
sum it over all vertices and divide by V , without changing its value:

W 2
I = W 2 ≡ 1

V

∑
I

V−1∑
Q=1

1

ωQ

u2Q,I =
1

V

V−1∑
Q=1

1

ωQ

. (24)

All we need to know to judge the presence or absence of SSB is the spectrum of the lattice
Laplacian λQ ≡ ω2

Q at large V .
The spectra of lattice Laplacians are the familiar phonon spectra of condensed matter

physics. To compute them, we decode the collective indices I and J in the eigenvalue equation∑
J LIJuJ = λuI as {i1 · · · id} and {j1 · · · jd} and take into account the definition of L in (7)

to obtain

2d ui1···id−ui1+1,i2···id−ui1−1,i2···id−ui1,i2+1···id−ui1,i2−1···id−. . .−ui1,i2···id+1−ui1,i2···id−1 = λui1···id .

This is solved by discretized standing waves

ui1···id = ei
∑d

s=1 qsis , λ = 4
d∑

s=1

sin2 qs
2
, (25)

where q must be of the form

qs =
2πls
ℓ
, ls = 0, 1, · · · , ℓ− 1, (26)

in order to satisfy the periodic boundary conditions of the ℓ× ℓ× · · · × ℓ lattice.
We then have to estimate, at large V ≡ ℓd,

W 2 =
1

ℓd

ℓ−1∑
ls=0

◦ 1

ωQ

=
1

2ℓd

⌈ℓ/2⌉−1∑
ls=−⌊ℓ/2⌋

◦
(

d∑
s=1

sin2 πls
ℓ

)−1/2

, (27)

where the empty circles attached to the sum signs indicate that the point ls = 0 (for all
s) must be excluded. While it is possible to make shortcuts for judging the behavior of
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this expression at ℓ → ∞, as we shall see below, it is instructive, for once, to process this
expression by brute force in the purely discrete-sum notation and extract its divergence.

To do so, consider first a set of numbers ys such that |ys| ≤ π/2. Then,∣∣∣∣∣∣
(

d∑
s=1

sin2 ys

)−1/2

−

(
d∑

s=1

y2s

)−1/2
∣∣∣∣∣∣ =

(
d∑

s=1

sin2 ys

)−1/2

−

(
d∑

s=1

y2s

)−1/2

=

∑
s(y

2
s − sin2 ys)[

(
∑

s sin
2 ys)1/2 + (

∑
s y

2
s)

1/2
]√

(
∑

s sin
2 ys)(

∑
s y

2
s)

≤
∑

s(y
2
s − sin2 ys)

2(
∑

s sin
2 ys)3/2

,

where we have repeatedly used |y| ≥ | sin y|. The last expression is finite and positive:
whenever there is at least one nonzero ys, it is manifestly finite, so the only subtlety is its
behavior when all ys tend to 0. But then, if we write ys = ηsy and send y to 0, the numerator
is ∼ y4 and the denominator is ∼ y3, so there is no divergence. Because of this estimate,
we can replace sin2 πls/ℓ in (27) with (πls/ℓ)

2 without influencing the part of W divergent at
ℓ→ ∞. Indeed, we are making a mistake in the summand that is finite at ℓ→ ∞, and since
there are ℓd summation terms, the result of summation is at most of order ℓd, so it cannot give
a divergent contribution at large ℓ after being multiplied with 1/ℓd. Hence, the divergence of
W at large ℓ can be judged from

W 2 ∼ 1

2ℓd

⌈ℓ/2⌉−1∑
ls=−⌊ℓ/2⌋

◦
(

d∑
s=1

π2l2s
ℓ2

)−1/2

=
ℓ1−d

2π

⌈ℓ/2⌉−1∑
ls=−⌊ℓ/2⌋

◦
(

d∑
s=1

l2s

)−1/2

. (28)

If d = 1, this expression diverges as log ℓ. Indeed, we get up to constant factors

W 2 ∼
⌈ℓ/2⌉−1∑
l=−⌊ℓ/2⌋

◦ 1

l
≥ 2

⌈ℓ/2⌉−1∑
l=1

1

l
= 2

∫ ⌈ℓ/2⌉

1

dx

⌊x⌋
> 2

∫ ⌈ℓ/2⌉

1

dx

x
∼ log ℓ. (29)

If d > 1, W receives no divergent contributions. Indeed, the sum over ls will diverge as ℓd−1,
which will be exactly compensated by the explicit factor ℓ1−d. To see that the sum over ls
diverges (at most) as ℓd−1, observe that the summand is positive so the expression only grows
if we extend the summation region. So we can bound W from above by extending the sum
over ls to all lattice points at distance not less than 1 and not more than ⌈ℓ/2⌉

√
d from the

origin, since this includes all points appearing in the original summation in (28). We then
introduce the function n(r) counting the number of lattice points whose distance from the
origin is in [r, r + 1). We can then upper-bound W at large ℓ by (up to constant factors)

ℓ1−d

⌈ℓ/2⌉
√
d∑

r=1

n(r)

r
.

But n(r) grows as rd−1 at large r [35], so one has a sum of rd−2 over r that will diverge as
ℓd−1 at large ℓ by the usual Faulhaber’s formula. As a result, W stays finite.

We have thus reproduced the classic result of Coleman [7] on the absence of SSB in one
spatial dimension, but without any ‘ultraviolet’ divergence issues associated with standard
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QFT computations. All expressions are finite at fixed ℓ, while the localization range of fields
diverges as ℓ increases in one dimension, but not in higher dimensions. As a result, there
is no preferred value in the field space in 1d, but in higher dimensions, the configurations
contributing to the ground state are localized around ϕ = 0, with finite fluctuations. Field
shifts would of course produce equivalent configurations localized around other values of ϕ,
but all of them will have finite fluctuations with a measurable preferred reference value in the
field space. This is a physical manifestation of the SSB of the field shift symmetry.

Intuitively, large field fluctuation in a 1d chain occur because the chain is not well-
connected (for instance, it can be cut by removing one site). If we want to have different field
values at two distinct site, the transition may happen in a finite localized region between the
two sites, and there will be a finite energy cost. This allows the field values to drift easily
(especially if they drift slowly) as one moves along the chain. But in higher dimensions, the
interface between two regions with different field values is itself a higher-dimensional surface
(or a line in 2d), and this yields bigger energy costs, limiting how much fields can fluctuate.

The divergence in (24) corresponding to a 1d chain could be understood in a different way,
without doing the detailed computations above. Indeed, (24) can be equivalently rewritten
as

W 2 =

∫ ∞

0

dλ√
λ
ρ(λ), (30)

where ρ(λ) is the eigenvalue density of the lattice Laplacian, defined as

ρ(λ) ≡ 1

V

∑
Q

δ(λ− λQ). (31)

As the number of vertices V goes to infinity, ρ usually converges to a continuous curve (in
the very least, it is a good probability measure). Then, the question of whether W is finite
amounts to asking whether the integral in (30) is convergent at λ = 0. This evidently happens
if the blow-up of ρ(λ) at λ = 0 is weaker than 1/

√
λ.

Singularities in spectral densities are commonly studied in condensed matter physics under
the name of Van Hove singularities [34]. As is well-known, the asymptotics of ρ(λ) at λ = 0 in
d dimensions is λd/2−1. This automatically recovers the divergence we found in W in 1d. We
will return to similar formulas for the asymptotics of the spectral density in our discussions of
the spectral dimension in the next section. (More exotic higher-order Van Hove singularities
have been actively discussed in recent years [36], but seem to refer to the singularities in
higher bands rather than at the bottom of the lowest acoustic band, which is of interest for
us here.)

Before proceeding with generalizations, it is wise to dwell for a moment on the particu-
larly interesting and natural implementation of field shift symmetries in worldvolume theories
of extended solitonic objects. Classical topological solutions with energies localized around
lower-dimensional submanifolds (solitons, vortex lines, domain walls) are known to translate
into dynamical objects in the corresponding quantum theory [37]. The transverse fluctu-
ations of such objects (for example, vibrations of a quantum vortex line) are described by
lower-dimensional massless scalar QFTs living on the worldvolume, with the fields correspond-
ing to the local displacement of the solitonic object in the transverse directions. The field
shift symmetry literally becomes translational symmetry in the transverse direction. Because
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there is no SSB in 1d, this implies that quantum vortex lines behave differently from higher-
dimensional extended solitons [38–40]. In particular, transverse momentum is well-defined
and conserved, and the final transverse momentum of the vortex line following a scattering
event must reflect that. Failure to account for this effect while expanding around classical
solutions corresponding to static vortex lines leads to infrared divergences at higher orders.
This is analogous to the much better known recoil effect [38,41–44] for fully localized point-like
solitons. Evidently, in that case, the “worldline” theory describing the transverse fluctuations
is quantum mechanics where SSB is impossible as there are finitely many degrees of freedom.
That is why transverse momentum is conserved, and the soliton starts moving (recoils) due
to the impact of fundamental quanta in what is known as a meson-soliton scattering process.

2.4 Nonrelativistic QFTs

While we started with a relativistic field theory (1), the discretization broke the symmetry
between space and time. Thereafter, we are in a format much closer to nonrelativistic field
theories (though the lattice reduces the symmetry even further), and it is natural to include
such systems into consideration.

Before turning to nonrelativistic fields, it is useful to revisit the setup described above
for a moment, but now with the scalar field mass included—indeed, quanta of massive fields
connect naturally to nonrelativistic kinematics. This amounts to adding −m2ϕ2/2 to the
action (1), which will naturally propagate though the formulas, replacing the Laplacian L
with L+m2I, where I is the identity matrix. With this replacement, (24) turns into

W 2(m) =
1

V

V−1∑
Q=1

1√
ω2
Q +m2

=

∫ ∞

0

dλ√
λ+m2

ρ(λ), (32)

with the Laplacian eigenvalue density ρ(λ). But this expression can never diverge due to
contributions near λ = 0. Whatever singularity ρ(λ) may have near the origin, this singu-
larity must be integrable due to the probability normalization of ρ(λ). One the other hand,
1/
√
λ+m2 approaches a constant at the origin and cannot make this singularity any stronger,

so that the integral is convergent. Unsurprisingly, massive fields are always localized near the
value ϕ = 0 in the field space.

This situation extends to nonrelativistic Schrödinger fields obtained from complex-valued
massive fields in the low-energy limit. Such fields arise as Type B Goldstone bosons when
breaking noncommuting symmetries in nonrelativistic systems [14–17], and they are described,
in appropriate units, by the action

S =

∫
dt dx⃗

[
i
(
ψ̄∂tψ − ψ∂tψ̄

)
− |∇ψ|2

]
. (33)

This is discretized to

S =

∫
dt
[
i
∑
I

(
ψ̄I∂tψI − ψI∂tψ̄I

)
−
∑
IJ

ψ̄ILIJψJ

]
, (34)

with the shift symmetry ψI → ψI + a. Upon quantization, one obtains operators ψ and ψ†,
satisfying

i ∂tψI =
∑
J

LIJψJ , [ψI , ψ
†
J ] = δIJ , (35)

10



solved in analogy to (18) by

ψI =
X + iP√

2V
+

V−1∑
Q=1

aQuQ,Ie
−iωQt, [aQ, a

†
Q′ ] = δQQ′ − 1

V
, [X,P ] = i. (36)

The key difference with (18) is that, due to the first-order equations of motion, the factor√
ωQ in the denominator is absent. As a result, 1/

√
λ will be absent in (30), and the integral

will be convergent, yielding a finite W . Thus, a quantum Schrödinger field in its ground
state is always localized in field space, just like a massive relativistic field, and the field shift
symmetry is always spontaneously broken.

2.5 Higher-derivative theories

Once the Lorentz invariance is relaxed to nonrelativistic symmetries, and there are no longer
symmetry transformations relating space and time, the number of spatial derivatives in the
equations of motion is no longer tied to the number of time derivatives. It is thus natural to
consider higher-derivative generalizations of (1), which have been explored comprehensively
in [18]. In such theories, the shift symmetry modifying the field by a position-independent
constant is enhanced to shifts by arbitrary polynomials of the coordinates (with the permitted
degrees of polynomials constrained by the number of spatial derivatives in the action). The
prototypical equations of motion of this sort are

∂2t ϕ+ (−∇2)pϕ = 0 (37)

that reduce at p = 1 to the ordinary wave equation for (1). While such equations may appear
awkward from a high-energy physics standpoint, they are in fact perfectly physical, and the
case p = 2 in two dimensions describes linearized transverse vibrations of solid plates [45].

In the latticized version of field theories considered here, a natural analog of such equations
is

∂tϕI +
∑
J

[Lp]IJϕJ = 0, (38)

involving the pth power of the lattice Laplacian (7). As these equations are structurally
identical to the ones considered above, except that L gets replaced by Lp, all the derivations
will go through, except that in the solutions of quantum equations of motion given by (18),
one will have

ω2
Q = λpQ, (39)

where λQ are the nonzero eigenvalues of L as before. Then, instead of (30), one will have for
the localization range of the ground state in the field space

W 2 =

∫ ∞

0

dλ

λp/2
ρ(λ). (40)

As discussed above, for a hypercubic lattice in d dimensions, ρ(λ) behaves as λd/2−1 near
λ = 0. Hence, W will be divergent if

p− d

2
+ 1 ≥ 1 → p ≥ d. (41)
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For p = 1, this reduces to the (discretized form of the) classic result of Coleman in one
dimension, while the higher p case agrees with the continuum version in [18]. The key message
is that for higher-derivative field theories, the absence of spontaneous symmetry breaking
persists to higher dimensions than it does for conventional relativistic fields.

3 Graphs

3.1 Quantum fields on general graphs and graph Laplacians

The choice of notation in the previous section may have appeared unconventional to some
readers since, in particular, the lattice sites were labeled by a single integer collective index,
rather than by the usual d-tuple of integers representing discretized coordinates. An advantage
of this notation is that it translates without change into a description of general discrete
geometries represented by graphs, as we shall see immediately, and while every lattice is a
graph, not every graph is a lattice.

Indeed, on a general graph with V vertices, we could restate formula (6) verbatim:

S =
1

2

∫
dt
[∑

I

(∂tϕI)
2 −

∑
⟨IJ⟩

(ϕI − ϕJ)
2
]
=

1

2

∫
dt
[∑

I

(∂tϕI)
2 −

∑
IJ

ϕILIJϕJ

]
, (42)

except that, now, ϕI is the value of the field on the graph vertex number I and ⟨IJ⟩ means
summing over all pairs of vertices I and J connected by a graph edge. The graph Laplacian L
can be defined by the quadratic form in the above expression, while it can also be expressed
directly through the adjacency matrix AIJ , which is a symmetric zero-diagonal matrix whose
entry AIJ equals 1 if there is an edge connecting vertices I and J , and zero otherwise. Given
this adjacency matrix, we can define the vertex degrees dI ≡

∑
J AIJ , and then

LIJ = DIJ − AIJ , D = diag(d1, d2, · · · , dV ), (43)

which agrees with the above definition in terms of quadratic forms.
Of course, there is no unique way to generalize Laplacians from a lattice (which is a

regular graph) to graphs with heterogeneous degrees, since one may insert, for example,
arbitrary degree-dependent modifications, which would reduce to trivial rescalings when all
degrees are the same. We could thus write, instead of (42),

S =
1

2

∫
dt
[∑

I

(∂tϕI)
2 −

∑
⟨IJ⟩

w(dI , dJ)(ϕI − ϕJ)
2
]
, (44)

with an arbitrary symmetric function w. The particular choice w(d, d′) = 1/
√
dd′ corresponds

to the so-called normalized graph Laplacian, used instead of the ordinary (combinatorial)
graph Laplacian (42) in some applications. We shall mostly focus, however, on the particularly
simple generalization of the conventional lattice discretization of continuous field theories
provided by (42).

The graph Laplacian (43) has the same formal properties as the lattice Laplacian from
the previous section: it has one zero eigenvalue (assuming that the graph is connected)
corresponding to the all-one vector, and V − 1 positive eigenvalues. We can repeat the
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derivations of section 2.3 verbatim, obtaining an identical solution for free quantum fields
(18) and for their onsite variance (24). It remains to understand how these expressions
depend on the actual geometry of the underlying graph, for which many more options exist
than what is available in the setting of simple hypercubic lattices.

In what follows, we work with the ‘higher-derivative’ generalization of ordinary free fields,
as described in section 2.5, now transplanted to graphs. The corresponding action is

S =
1

2

∫
dt
[∑

I

(∂tϕI)
2 −

∑
IJ

ϕI(L
p)IJϕJ

]
. (45)

The derivations remain completely unchanged structurally, except that, in (24), one must
replace ω2

Q = λQ with ω2
Q = λpQ.

3.2 Fractional resistance distance, Kirchhoff index and spectral dimension

On a general graph, there is no equivalent of translation symmetry, and the vertices are in
general inequivalent. For that reason, WI defined by (23) depends, in general, on the vertex
number I. One can even imagine thatWI would diverge on some sites and not on others as the
graph grows, though admittedly, this situations is somewhat exotic. (As a trivial example,
consider an ℓ × ℓ two-dimensional square lattice with the endpoints of a one-dimensional
lattice of length O(ℓ) or more attached to two of its sites. The symmetry will be broken on
the two-dimensional component, but restored on the long one-dimensional loop as ℓ tends to
∞.)

The most detailed analysis then consists in examining WI vertex-by-vertex:

W 2
I =

V−1∑
Q=1

1

ωQ

u2Q,I =
V−1∑
Q=1

1

λ
p/2
Q

u2Q,I = (L−p/2)II . (46)

Here, L−γ is understood as (L−1)γ, where L−1 is the pseudoinverse of L defined as

L−1
IJ =

V−1∑
Q=1

1

λQ
uQ,IuQ,J , (47)

so that the zero eigenvalue of L, corresponding to Q = 0 and the all-one eigenvector, is ignored
when the inversion is implemented.

The pseudoinverse of the graph Laplacian appears prominently in the construction of
resistance distances on the graph [46], which are defined as the electrical resistance between
vertices I and J if each edge is interpreted as an ordinary conductor of resistance 1. The
actual expression for such resistance distance ΩIJ is

ΩIJ ≡ L−1
II + L−1

JJ − 2L−1
IJ . (48)

The sum of this quantity over all distinct pairs of vertices is known as the Kirchhoff index K:

K ≡ 1

2

∑
IJ

ΩIJ . (49)
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To connect with (46), it is natural to define the ‘fractional analogs’ of the above quantities:

Ω
(γ)
IJ ≡ L−γ

II + L−γ
JJ − 2L−γ

IJ , Kγ =
1

2

∑
IJ

Ω
(γ)
IJ . (50)

As L annihilates the all-one vector, this property is shared by L−γ:∑
J

(L−γ)IJ = 0. (51)

Hence,∑
J

Ω
(γ)
IJ = V L−γ

II +
∑
J

L−γ
JJ , Kγ = V

∑
I

L−γ
II , L−γ

II =
1

V

∑
J

Ω
(γ)
IJ − Kγ

V 2
. (52)

Then, WI of (46) is expressed through the average fractional resistance distance between the
point of observation and all other vertices, and the fractional Kirchhoff index:

W 2
I =

1

V

∑
J

Ω
(p/2)
IJ −

Kp/2

V 2
. (53)

The case p = 2 corresponds to ordinary resistance distance and Kirchhoff index. (Discussion
of properties of resistance distance on random graphs can be seen in [47].) Intuitively, this
formula means that the symmetry is restored on those vertices that are remote from the bulk
of the graph, in the precise sense provided by the fractional resistance distance. This, in turn,
implies a form of low connectivity of the graph, analogous to what happens on low-dimensional
lattices.

While vertices are inequivalent on general graphs, they are often statistically equivalent
in realistic networks, and in any case, an instructive quantity to consider is the averaged W 2

I :

W 2 ≡ 1

V

∑
I

W 2
I =

1

V
Tr [L−p/2] =

Kp/2

V 2
. (54)

Evidently, if W 2 diverges at large V , at least some of the WI must diverge. Furthermore,
they should diverge sufficiently strongly and on a sufficient fraction of sites so as not to get
diluted by division with V in the process of averaging.

Representation (54) connects to formulas like (30) in terms of the Laplacian eigenvalue
density ρ(λ). Indeed,

W 2 =

∫ ∞

0

dλ

λp/2
ρ(λ). (55)

Since ρ itself is normalized as a probability distribution and integrable
∫
dλ ρ(λ) = 1, the

question of whether (55) diverges reduces to the strength of the singularity of ρ(λ) at the
origin. (There are some parallels between this formula and considerations in terms of the
spectral density of the graph Laplacian seen in [48], where thermal — rather than quantum
— fields on the regular trees are considered.)

Imagine that the spectral density of the Laplacian ρ(λ) behaves as a power law at the
origin:

ρ(λ) ∼ λds/2−1. (56)
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In that case, the onsite field variance on average, given by (55), is infinite if

p ≥ ds, (57)

just like in (41). One can recognize the parameter ds as nothing but the spectral dimension of
the graph, one of the standard measures that generalize the ordinary topological dimension of
Euclidean spaces. The spectral dimension originated in condensed matter literature [49–53] as
a quantification of diffusion properties on discrete geometries. It later migrated into a variety
of fields, including discrete quantum gravity [54]. Our discussion makes it clear that it is
precisely the spectral dimension, or more precisely, the spectral dimension ds defined through
the ordinary (combinatorial) Laplacian, that controls — via the condition (57) — the presence
of absence of spontaneous symmetry breaking in quantum field theories on graphs/networks
defined by (45).

Before proceeding to discuss the properties of spectral dimension on structured graphs,
it is wise to review the simplest case of random graphs: the Erdős-Rényi graphs where pairs
of vertices are connected independently with a given probability, or the configuration model
where the degree distribution is prescribed, but the graph is otherwise random. Simple
settings like this do not provide, however, the power law asymptotics (56), and their effective
dimension is effectively infinite, ascertaining spontaneous breaking of the field shift symmetry
in all cases. The spectral densities of graph Laplacians in such models have been studied in a
number of works [55–57]. The lucid exposition of [56] shows, in particular, that in the absence
of vertices of degree 2, there is a spectral gap, and the spectral density ρ(λ) is exactly zero
below a certain threshold. If there is a finite fraction of vertices of degree 2, the support of
ρ(λ) extends all the way to λ = 0, but the asympotics in that region is such that ρ(λ) decays
faster than any power. All of these cases correspond to an infinite spectral dimension.

3.3 Fractals

As we are discussing a generalization of standard hypercubic lattices that yields noninteger
dimensions, the subject of fractals naturally enters the game.

Classic regular fractals, for instance, the ones due to Sierpiński [58], are obtained by
iterative processes such as removal of regions of a plane, or adding line segments. They can in
particular be formulated as limits of applying a recursive process to a graph, where a certain
motif is repeatedly identified and replaced by a more elaborate motif including more vertices
and edges, ad infinitum.

Studies of analytic properties of functions on such regular fractals, including the spectra
and eigenfunctions of their Laplacians, have attracted considerable attention from mathemati-
cians in recent decades [59, 60]. For the simplest Serpiński gasket built by iterative insertion
of triangle motifs, the spectral dimension is well understood and equals 2 ln 3/ ln 5 ≈ 1.365
[61, 62], which is comparable to but different from the more familiar Hausdorff dimension
ln 3/ ln 2 ≈ 1.585. This spectral dimension will then determine which field theories possess
ground states localized in the field space that break the shift symmetry, and which ones avoid
symmetry breaking.

Another curious definition of recursive lattices goes back to the original work of Deepak
Dhar [49] that spurred further studies of the spectral dimension. There, the objective is pre-
cisely to construct a family of lattices whose spectral dimension can be tuned. The algorithm
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is to start with a complete graph on q + 1 vertices. At each recursive step, each vertex—
connected to q neighbor vertices {Vneighbor}—is replaced by a complete graph on q vertices,
with each of the new vertices additionally connected to exactly one vertex in {Vneighbor},
simply inheriting the connections of the precursor vertex at the previous recursive step. The
graph remains q-regular at all steps, while the spectral dimension equals (after infinitely many
iterations)

ds = 2
ln q

ln(q + 2)
. (58)

This expression varies between 1 and 2 as q varies between 2 and ∞. Field theories on such
lattices have been treated in [63, 64]. Again, the phenomenology of spontaneous symmetry
breaking will be controlled by the construction outlined above.

For lattices constructed recursively, properties of the eigenvalue density of their Laplacians
are typically determined by a selfconsistent equation that can be arrived at via a number of
different routes. There is a connection here to the selfconsistent equations used in studies
of disorder on the Bethe lattice, see [65, 66] and the extensive follow-up. One particularly
attractive technology in this regard is based on the representation of Laplacian resolvents in
terms of supersymmetric integrals [67] (the random onsite potentials central to this line of
work can be easily removed for our purposes, while the essential part is that the recursive
structure to the graph gets effectively translated into a selfconsistent equation whose solution
encodes the spectral density).

3.4 Networks

Regular fractal lattices are, in a sense, one step away from hypercubic lattices providing
discretizations of ordinary Euclidean spaces. Yet, the general setting of graphs supplies a
vast range of opportunities for defining richer geometric structures.

The question of constructing network geometries with tunable spectral dimensions has
been raised explicitly in the literature. In [68], one starts with a simple 1d geometry: a ring
of sites, each of them connected to its two neighbors to the left and to the right, and then adds
a sprinkling of extra links randomly in the spirit of ‘small-world’ network models [69]. More
specifically, nodes I and J at distance rIJ from each other are connected with probability

pIJ =
1

r1+σ
IJ

, (59)

where different notions of distance can be used successfully, see [68] for details. The resulting
spectral dimension is σ-dependent and interpolates between 1 and ∞. (The discussion of [68]
uses a definition of the spectral dimension based on the normalized graph Laplacian, but the
behavior for the combinatorial graph Laplacian that has been our main focus here is expected
to be similar.)

An even more striking example is seen in [70]. There, networks with large degrees are
considered, so there is no one-dimensional structure introduced at the start. Yet, power-law
divergences in the Laplacian eigenvalue density are explicitly seen in some regimes, see Fig. 2
in that paper. The power law in the spectral density directly reflects the power law in the
degree distribution used to define the model, and it is therefore a tunable parameter allowing
for adjusting the spectral dimension as one wishes.
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In [70], one finds a prominent discussion of networks with heterogeneous coupling strength,
where it is not only specified whether or not two nodes are connected, but also there is an
indication of the strength of this connection indicated by the ‘link weights’ wIJ . Such ‘link
weights’ provide for a natural generalization of (42) given by

S =
1

2

∫
dt
[∑

I

(∂tϕI)
2 −

∑
⟨IJ⟩

wIJ(ϕI − ϕJ)
2
]
. (60)

The tunable link strengths create extra options for the corresponding phenomenology. For
example, disorder in the weights can induce phenomena similar to Anderson localization
[65–67,71]. Even on an ordinary hypercubic lattice, if the disorder anisotropically affects only
the weights in some of the directions, one can expect that effective propagation only spans the
remaining directions, effectively reducing the dimensionality and strengthening the spectral
singularities that in turn govern the absence of SSB.

Overall, from concrete examples, it appears that a number of scenarios exist where low
spectral dimensions and the corresponding spectral singularities emerge from natural network
constructions. It would be valuable to develop a more comprehensive mathematical theory
that controls the strength of these singularities near the origin in the spectral density of graph
Laplacians.

4 Conclusions

We have revisited the topic of spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) in quantum field theories
and its absence in low spatial dimensions, and explored how the issue is illuminated by first
discretizing the space and then moving on to a greater variety of discrete geometries.

In application to ordinary field theories, this approach confers the advantage of completely
avoiding both ultraviolet and infrared divergences. The ultraviolet divergences are removed
by the spatial discretization. The infrared singularities are removed by considering finite-
sized discrete spaces, and then examining how the statistics of the ground state in field space
depends on the size of the background geometry. In higher dimensions, the field fluctuations
remain finite as the background geometry expands, leaving a preferred field value that signifies
that the field shift symmetry is spontaneously broken. In low dimensions, the fluctuations
diverge and the symmetry is restored. We thus rederive the classic results on the absence
of SSB in low dimensions—as well as their contemporary generalizations to higher-derivative
theories—entirely in the language of undergraduate-level quantum mechanics of lattices of
oscillators.

Once we allow arbitrary discrete geometries, a much greater variety of backgrounds is
possible, and SSB is controlled by a generalization of the resistance distance, and on-average
over-the-graph by the usual spectral dimension. A number of constructions for networks with
tunable spectral dimensions have been reported in the literature, creating an array of options
for networks that support or prevent SSB. In this regard, a more systematic mathematical
understanding of the singularities near zero in the eigenvalue densities of graph Laplacians,
which control the spectral dimension, would be highly desirable.
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