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Abstract

In this study, considering the Fisher information metric (Fisher metric) given
by a specific form, which is the form of weights in statistical physics, we rewrite
the Einstein-Hilbert (EH) action. Then, determining the transformation rules of
the Fisher metric, etc under the coarse-graining, we perform the coarse-graining
toward that rewritten EH action. We finally show an existence of a trivial fixed-
point. Here, the existence of a trivial fixed-point is not trivial for us because we
consider the metric given by the Fisher metric, which is not the normal metric
and has to satisfy some constraint in the formalism of the the Fisher metric.
We use the path-integral in our analysis. At this time we have to accept that
a fundamental constraint in the formalism of the Fisher metric is broken at
the quantum level. However we consider we can accept this with the thought
that some constraints and causal relations held at the classical level usually get
broken at the quantum level. We finds some problems of the Fisher metric. The
space-time we consider is two-dimensional.
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1 Introduction

Behavior of the space-time at the scale where the quantum effect becomes dominant
is very important for us. To understand it, the quantum theory of gravity is essential.
One of the interesting momenta for this direction are to reconsider the thermodynamics
[1, 2, 3, 4] and holographic nature [5, 6, 7, 8] originally inhered in the gravity. We here
would like to focus on the two works in this direction:

1). One is [9], which illustrates the derivation of the Einstein equation from the first
law of thermodynamics by considering the local Rindler horizon at each point of
a space-time.

2). Another one is [10], which proposes that the space-times are composed of some
layers. Each layer is analog of the event-horizon, so the area of which is propor-
tional to the amount of entropy associated with the inside of that layer. This
idea sheds light on the entropy to be the origin of the gravitational force.

Thermodynamics and entropy play the role of the fundamental ground in the above
studies. These are the result of the statistical average, and looking above studies we
would be led to a notion that the gravitational theory might be an effective theory
given from some statistical averages. From this standpoint, it is one of very inter-
esting attempts to consider the description of the gravitational theory by the Fisher
information metric (Fisher metric).

Based on the notion above, in the former part in this paper, we will rewrite the
Einstein-Hilbert (EH) action with the Fisher information metric. This is because the
Fisher metric could go along with the notion above since the metrices are given as
a statistical average in the theory of the Fisher metric. Actually, it would be an
interesting attempt to check how it will be if explicitly rewriting EH action in terms
of Fisher metric.

Here, the form of the Fisher metric we consider is not the original general one (given
in (4)) but a specific one based on a the statistical physics (concretely see Sec.3 and
4). We consider that assuming such a specific form would be allowed based on the two
fact: 1) the Fisher metric is originally given from a statistical average as we mention
under (10), and 2) a fact that it is a convenient form for the feasibility of analysis at
present.

After rewriting the EH action in terms of the Fisher metric, we determine the
transformation rules of the ingredients in the rewritten EH action under the coarse-
graining, and perform the coarse-graining toward our rewritten EH action to investigate
the fixed-point.

What we will do in this study are finally the following three:

1). rewrite the EH action in terms of the ingredients in the two-dimensional Fisher
metric,

2). determining the transformation rules of the Fisher metric, etc under the coarse-
graining, perform the coarse-graining toward that rewritten EH action,
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3). based on that, obtain a trivial fixed-point and Newton coupling constant at that
trivial fixed-point.

Here, the existence of a trivial fixed-point is not trivial for us because we consider
the metric given by the Fisher metric, which is not the normal metric and has to satisfy
some constraint in the formalism of the the Fisher metric.

In our analysis we consider the path-integral to involve the quantum effect, which
leads to a critical problem that one of fundamental relations in the formalism of the
Fisher metric is broken (for more detail, see the end of Sec.5.2). However, it would
be also true that we should involve quantum effect in order to consider the realistic
situation, thus we would have to accept such a critical situation that one of funda-
mental relations in the formalism of the Fisher metric is broken at the quantum level
in the gravitational theory of the Fisher metric. At this time, we consider that some
constraints and causal relations held at the classical level usually get broken at the
quantum level for the quantum uncertainty. Anyway, this makes us notice that it is
not a straightforward to involve the quantum effect in the gravitational theory of the
Fisher metric.

We also notice a problem that the degree of freedom of the Fisher metric cannot
satisfy the degree of freedom that the metric in the general relativity has (see the end
of Sec.2 for more detail).

Here, the existence of a trivial fixed-point is not trivial for us because we consider
the metric given by the Fisher metric, which is never the normal metric and has to
satisfy some constraint in the formalism of the the Fisher metric.

Renomalizations and fixed-points (and asymptotic safeties (fixed-points at ultra-
violet fixed-points)) in gravitational theories have been studied until now to unveil
how the gravitational theories will be and the quantum corrections of those will be at
the ultraviolet region.

As for the EH actions, we would like readers to refer review papers [11, 12, 13,
14, 15, 16, 17] since number of papers for that is so huge. the EH actions in various
modified gravitational theories have been also progressed. We would like to refer some
of those in the range author can refer.

As for the EH action with the higher order derivative corrections, [18, 19, 20, 21]
and [22, 23, 24]. As for the f(R) gravity, [25, 26, 27, 28, 29]. Also [30, 31, 32, 33,
34, 35, 36, 27, 37, 38] for black hole backgrounds, f(R) gravities, Newton constants,
cosmological constants and so on in the asymptotic safety.

As for some modified gravities, [39, 40, 41], [42, 43, 46] and [44, 45]. As for phe-
nomenological models coupling with gravities, [47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53].

We mention some relation between above other studies and this study. Since the
model we treat in this study is just a EH action, things written in the review papers
[11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17] are related with this study. However, this study finally
becomes two-dimensional, and there is no description about the results concerning two-
dimensional in these. However, central issues in the business of renomalizations are
whether unitarity and renomalizability are respectively held or not and how fixed-points
are. As for the unitarity and renomalizability, it can be considered that both would
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be held in our study, since the model we consider in this study is without higher order
derivative corrections (which generally break the unitarity) and is lower dimensional.
On the other hand, we could not compare the fixed-point we will get in this study with
that in the results in the above review paper. This is because our coarse-graining will
proceed to lower energy direction (generally speaking, coarse-graining is to look the low
energy and long range behavior of the system by summarizing up the fine behaviors)
and the fixed-point we get in this study is the one at the low energy limit, which is
opposite from those in the review papers.

There is a series of papers for the study on the D = (2+ǫ) EH action exploiting the
renormalization theory [54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63]. Our and their physical
results are hoped to agree each other as long as physically the same D=2 gravity by EH
action (though how they and we treat the gravity are fundamentally different; they are
by the metric-base and we are by rewriting the metric by the Fisher metric). However,
to check it and make a conclusion on this consistency is difficult. This is because they
study the high energy region (and technical problems) of the D = 2 EH action, on the
other hand we study the low energy region of that as we perform the coarse-graining,
therefore their and our results are in physically different energy region.

However, even if our and their results came out differently each other, it may not
be problems. This is because they perform their studies based on the metric, whereas
we perform our study by rewriting the metric by the Fisher metric, which brings the
following 2 points into the analysis: 1) the constraint the Fisher metric should satisfy,
which is (1) (moreover it is broken at the quantum level as mentioned in Sec.5.2), 2)
the problem for the d.o.f. as we write in the end of Sec.2. These 2 points may change
the fundamental properties in the gravitational theory, and affects the final physical
results. (There is also one more problem in our study, which is that we suppose the
form of the Fisher metric as in (10), but generally various forms other than it can be
considered in principle.) If our and their results came out differently, we would consider
that our study is a report for the EH action of the Fisher metric.

Lastly, 2D quantum gravity given by the Polyakov action is studied in [64, 65, 66].
In what follows, we mention the organization of this paper.

In Sec.2, we define the Fisher metric with the probability distribution p(x, θ) =
e−γ(x,θ) (x and θ mean labels of states and parameters). We also touch on the point
that the number of the degree of freedom of the Fisher metric is not D(1 +D)/2 but
D.

In Sec.3, we specify the form of p as p(x, θ) = e−(θµF µ(x)−φ(θ)), and then give the
expression of the Ricci tensor in terms of that p.

In Sec.4, specifying θµ, F µ and φ in the p given in Sec.3, we obtain the expression
of the Ricci tensor and then the EH action described by those.

In Sec.5, explaining for the space in which we define our rewritten EH action and
introducing the fixed-points, we give the transformation rules for the ingredients in the
EH action under the coarse-graining. Particularly in Sec.5.2, we mention the crucial
problem in the path-integral for the Fisher metric.

In Sec.6, we perform the coarse-graining toward our rewritten EH action. From
that, we obtain a trivial fixed-point and Newton coupling constant at that fixed-point
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in our rewritten EH action.
In Appendices.A.1 and A.2, we derive the expression of the Ricci tensors in the case

with p = e−γ . Then based on that expression, we derive the expression of the Ricci
tensors when p is given as p = e−(θµFµ−φ). The final result is (114), which leads to (19).

Lastly, a paper [68] rewrites the Einstein equation using the Fisher metric. Since it
is the same topic with the former part of this paper, we should touch on the differences
between [68] and our paper. It is true that a large part of the analysis in [68] is very
helpful for the analysis in our study, however it performs an ill-justified analysis, which
is between (76) and (77) in [68]; It is a manipulation such as 〈O1O2〉 = 〈O1〉 〈O2〉 (O1,2

mean some observables). Although [68] mentions it is approximation, what sense [68]
is saying as approximation is unclear. Our analysis, specifically in Sec.4, is performed
without that manipulation.

2 Definition of the Fisher metric and points to be

careful

In this section, we give the definition of the Fisher information metric (Fisher metric).
Let us first consider a statistical theory with parameters θ ≡ (θ1, θ2, · · · , θD). Then
let us consider probability distribution px(θ), where x means the label distinguishing
physical states. The summation of p is generally written as

∑∞
x=0 px(θ) = 1. We can

change the labeling of x without loss of generality as
∑∞

x=−∞ px(θ) = 1. Let us consider
the case that x is continues numbers. Then we can write this relation as

∫ ∞

−∞

dx p(x, θ) = 1. (1)

Note that now the 1 above is a constant never depending on θ.
We here would like to give the definition of the statistical average. If we write 〈· · · 〉,

which means

〈· · · 〉 ≡
∫∞

−∞
dx · · · p(x, θ)

∫∞

−∞
dx p(x, θ)

=

∫ ∞

−∞

dx · · · p(x, θ), (2)

where since
∫∞

−∞
dx p(x, θ) = 1 as in (1), we do not need to write the denominator

explicitly. In what follows, we basically abbreviate to write the integral region of x.
Let us represent p as

p(x, θ) = e−γ(x,θ). (3)

Then, the Fisher metric is defined as

gµν(θ) =

∫

dx p
∂γ(x, θ)

∂θµ
∂γ(x, θ)

∂θν
= 〈∂µγ(x, θ)∂νγ(x, θ)〉 , ∂µ ≡ ∂

∂θµ
. (4)

where µ, ν = 1, 2, · · · , D. Therefore, based on the Fisher metric, we can consider an
n-dimensional Riemannian geometry with θ as the coordinates.
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In what follows, we denote γ and gµν before taking the statistical average in boldface.
Therefore, gµν = ∂µγ∂νγ and gµν = 〈gµν〉.

One way to obtain the squared line-element with the Fisher metric is the difference
of the probability distribution for infinitesimal variations of θ. We show it as

∫

dx
(

p(x, θ + dθ)− p(x, θ)
)

= gµν(θ) dθ
µdθν +O(dθ3), (5)

In addition to (4), there is another expression for the Fisher metric as†

gµν = 〈∂µ∂νγ〉 . (8)

Lastly, we would like to give attention to the problem for d.o.f. of Fisher metric.

We can see from (4) that the number of the degree of freedom of the fisher metric
is D (D means the number of components of θµ). Since (4) is the general definition of
the the fisher metric, we can see that the number of the degree of freedom of the Fisher
metric is not D(1 +D)/2 but D in general, and is usable when it has no non-diagonal
components. Since this problem is rooted in the definition of the Fisher metric, this
would be an unavoidable problem as long as we consider the Fisher metric along its
definition‡.

There is another problem that (1) gets broken when we consider the quantum effect
of the Fisher metric, which we mention in Sec.5.2.

3 Form of p and the Ricci tensor in terms of that

In the previous section, we have given the definition of the Fisher metric given by the
statistical average with the probability distributions p = e−γ as in (4) and (8). In this
section, we specify the form of γ as in (11), and then give the expression of the Ricci

† To show (8), let us start with

∂µ(p ∂νγ) = ∂µp ∂νγ + p ∂µ∂νγ. (6)

Using p ∂νγ = −∂ν p, we can rewrite (6) as

−∂µ∂νp = −p ∂µγ∂νγ + p ∂µ∂νγ. (7)

Since
∫

dx p is unit, a constant,
∫

dx ∂µ∂ν p = 0 and we can reach (8). Note that 〈∂µ∂νγ〉 = 〈∂µγ∂νγ〉
but ∂µ∂νγ 6= ∂µγ∂νγ.

‡ If we cure this problem, since this is the problem of the lack of the number of θµ, we have to add
more θµ. For example, we consider the following way in the four-dimensional case:

gµν =









〈∂00γ(x, θ)∂00γ(x, θ)〉 〈∂00γ(x, θ)∂01γ(x, θ)〉 〈∂00γ(x, θ)∂02γ(x, θ)〉 〈∂00γ(x, θ)∂03γ(x, θ)〉
− 〈∂11γ(x, θ)∂11γ(x, θ)〉 〈∂11γ(x, θ)∂12γ(x, θ)〉 〈∂11γ(x, θ)∂13γ(x, θ)〉
− − 〈∂22γ(x, θ)∂22γ(x, θ)〉 〈∂22γ(x, θ)∂23γ(x, θ)〉
− − − 〈∂33γ(x, θ)∂33γ(x, θ)〉









(9)

where θµ = (θ00, θ01, θ02, θ03, θ11, θ12, θ13, θ22, θ23, θ33) and ∂µν ≡ ∂
∂θµν .
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tensor in that p as in (19).

From the general statistical physics’s point of view, we will write p(x, θ) as p(x, θ) =
e−βE(x,θ)−lnZ(θ). Then as the generalization of this form, we can consider various forms
for p(x, θ). Among these, we consider the most simple form but keeping essential
features as the statistical physics as

p(x, θ) = eθ
µFµ(x)−φ(θ). (10)

Considering the original physical rule of p(x, θ) given in the previous subsection, ex-
pressing p(x, θ) in the way of (10) would be allowed as one of possible forms. As for
other forms possible to consider, for example we can take γ(x, θ) = θµθνGµν(x) −
θµFµ(x)− φ(θ).

If p(x, θ) is given as (10), γ in (3) can be written as

γ(x, θ) = −θµF µ(x) + φ(θ). (11)

At this time, the differentials of γ are given as

∂µγ(x, θ) = −F µ(x) + ∂µφ(θ), (12)

∂µ∂νγ(x, θ) = ∂µ∂νφ(θ). (13)

Note that when p is assumed as in (10), as can be seen in (13), gµν(x, θ) is independent
of x in the stage before the statistical average is taken. Therefore, in the case of (10),
the following manipulation is possible:

〈∂µ∂νγ(x, θ) · · · 〉 = ∂µ∂νφ(θ) 〈· · · 〉 = gµν(θ) 〈· · · 〉 . (14)

Therefore, when p is assumed as (10), we can express gµν(θ) without 〈· · · 〉 as

〈∂µ∂νγ(x, θ)〉 = ∂µ∂νφ(θ) = gµν(θ). (15)

From (12), the statistical average of F µ(x) can satisfy the following relation:

〈F µ(x)〉 = ∂µφ(θ), (16)

where we have used
∫

dx ∂µγ p = −∂µ
(∫

dx p
)

= 0. Then, from (12), we can see

〈∂µγ∂νγ〉 = 〈F µF ν〉 − 〈F µ〉 ∂νφ− 〈F ν〉 ∂µφ+ ∂µφ ∂νφ,

= 〈F µF ν〉 − 〈F µ〉 〈F ν〉 , (17)

where we have used (16). Therefore, when p is given as in (10), in addition to (4) and
(8), we have another expression of the Fisher metrices as

gµν = 〈F µF ν〉 − 〈F µ〉 〈F ν〉 = −〈F µ∂νγ〉 . (18)
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In (99), we have given the expression of the Ricci tensor in p = e−γ . Through the
derivation we note in Appendix.A.2, we can obtain the expression of the Ricci tensor
in γ = θµF µ − φ as

Rµν =
1

4
gστgρζ (〈F µ∂ζγ∂σγ〉 〈F ν∂ργ∂τγ〉 − 〈F µ〉 gζσ 〈F ν〉 gρτ )

−1

4
gστgρζ 〈∂ργ∂σγ∂τγ〉 〈F µF ν∂ζγ〉 . (19)

4 Specifying of θµ, F µ and φ, and rewriting of the

EH action

In the previous section, we have obtained the expression of the Ricci tensor when
p = e−γ with γ = −θµF µ + φ, as in (19). In this section, specifying θµ, F µ and φ,
we obtain the expression of the Ricci tensor and then the Einstein-Hilbert (EH) action
described by those.

4.1 θµ, F µ and φ

We consider the following θµ, F µ and φ:

F (x) = (F 1(x),F 2(x)) = (x, x2), (20)

θ = (θ1, θ2) =

(

x̄

σ2
0

,− 1

2σ2
0

)

, (21)

φ(θ) = ln
[√

2πc1σ0

]

+
x̄2

2c2σ2
0

=
1

2
ln
[

− π

θ2

]

− 1

4c2

(θ1)2

θ2
, (22)

where the dimension of σ2
0 is supposed to be the dimension of length−1 and c1,2 are

both some quantities with the dimension of length so that θ1,2 can have the dimension
of length. We put c1,2 to 1 for the simplicity of analysis in what follows. Then, p in
(10) can be written as

p = exp

[

− ln
[√

2π σ0

]

− x2

2σ2
0

+
xx̄

σ2
0

− x̄2

2σ2
0

]

=
1√
2π σ0

exp

[

−(x− x̄)2

2σ2
0

]

. (23)

We here would like to comment that x̄ and σ0 can be taken freely, therefore θµ can
form a 2-dimensional Riemannian geometry with the coordinates θµ. This is because
the number of the free parameters to determine θµ and the number of θµ can agree each
other. Here, note that since p is given like (23), no matter how x̄ and σ0 are taken, (1)
is always kept.

When p is given as in (23), the statistical system behind the Fisher metric have the
following two properties: 1) The realizing state as a result of the statistical average is
a state labeled by a x̄. 2) The frequency of the appearance of the states labeled by x
follows the Gaussian distribution around x̄.
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When p is given as in (23), the Fisher metric is composed as

(

g00 g01
− g11

)

=
1

2









− 1

θ2
θ1

(θ2)2

− −(θ1)2 + θ2

(θ2)3









,

(

g00 g01

− g11

)

= 2

(

(θ1)2 − θ2 θ1θ2

− (θ2)2

)

(24)

We can reach the one above if we calculate based on (4) or (15). Lastly we shall give
our attention to the point given at the last in Sec.2.

4.2 EH action

In this subsection, we obtain the EH action described by θµ, F µ and φ. We first rewrite
a part, 〈F µ∂ζγ∂ξγ〉, in (19). To this purpose, we expand as

• F µ(x) = F µ(x̄) + ∂xF µ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
(x− x̄) +

1

2
∂2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
(x− x̄)2, (25)

• ∂µγ(x, θ) = ∂µγ(x, θ)
∣

∣

x=x̄
+ ∂x∂µγ(x, θ)

∣

∣

x=x̄
(x− x̄) +

1

2
∂2
x∂µγ(x, θ)

∣

∣

x=x̄
(x− x̄)2.

(26)

Note that there is no notation, O ((x− x̄)3), in the ones above. We can understand
this from the fact that more than 3rd-order derivative with respect to x vanish as

∂n
x∂µγ(x, θ)

∣

∣

x=x̄
= −∂n

xF µ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
= 0 for n = 3, 4, 5, · · · , (27)

when γ and F µ are given as in (11) and (20), respectively.
Substituting (26) into the condition:

〈∂µγ〉 = −∂µ

(
∫

dx p(x, θ)

)

= 0. (28)

we can obtain the following relation:

1

2
∂2
x∂µγ(x, θ)

∣

∣

x=x̄
σ2
0 = −∂µγ(x, θ)

∣

∣

x=x̄
. (29)

In the process to obtain the one above, we have used the following calculation:

〈(x− x̄)n〉 =

{

0 for n = odd numbers,

(n− 1)!! σ2
0 for n = even numbers,

(30)

where 〈(x− x̄)n〉 =
∫

dx (x− x̄)n p. The l.h.s. in (29) is the coefficient of the third term
in the r.h.s. of (26) (if divided by σ2

0), In addition, we can also rewrite the coefficient
of the second term in the r.h.s. of (26) as

∂x∂µγ(x, θ)
∣

∣

x=x̄
= ∂x∂µ

(

− θνF ν(x) + φ(θ)
)

= −∂xF µ(x). (31)
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Using (25) and (26) with (29) and (31), it turns out as

〈F µ(x)∂ζγ(x)∂ξγ(x)〉 =

〈

(

F µ(x̄) + ∂xF µ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
(x− x̄) +

1

2
∂2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
(x− x̄)2

)

×
{

∂ζγ(x, θ)
∣

∣

x=x̄

(

1− (x− x̄)2

σ2
0

)

− ∂xF ζ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
(x− x̄)

}

×
{

∂ξγ(x, θ)
∣

∣

x=x̄

(

1− (x− x̄)2

σ2
0

)

− ∂xF ξ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
(x− x̄)

}

〉

. (32)

The one above can be calculated as

(32) =
(

2F µ(x̄) + 5σ2
0∂

2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

∂ζγ(x̄, θ)∂ξγ(x̄, θ)

+2σ2
0∂xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

(

∂xF ξ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
∂ζγ(x̄, θ) + ∂xF ζ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
∂ξγ(x̄, θ)

)

+∂xF ζ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
∂xF ξ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

(

σ2
0F µ(x̄) +

3

2
σ4
0∂

2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

=
(

2F µ(x̄) + 5σ2
0∂

2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

(

− F ζ(x̄)∂ξφ(θ)− F ξ(x̄)∂ζφ(θ) + ∂ζφ(θ)∂ξφ(θ)
)

+2σ2
0∂xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

(

∂xF ξ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
∂ζφ(θ) + ∂xF ζ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
∂ξφ(θ)

)

+ F0,µζξ, (33)

where we have performed the calculations like
〈

(x− x̄)p
(

1− (x−x̄)2

2σ2
0

)q〉

, and when

moving from the first to the second lines, we have used (11). Further, we have defined
the θ-independent constant part as

F0,µζξ ≡
(

2F µ(x̄) + 5σ2
0∂

2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

F ζ(x̄)F ξ(x̄)

− 2σ2
0∂xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

(

∂xF ξ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
F ζ(x̄) + ∂xF ζ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
F ξ(x̄)

)

+ ∂xF ζ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
∂xF ξ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

(

σ2
0F µ(x̄) +

3

2
σ4
0∂

2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

. (34)

We can see F0,µζξ = F0,µξζ. Factorizing by ∂ξφ(θ), ∂ζφ(θ) and ∂ζφ(θ)∂ξφ(θ),

(33) =
{

−
(

2F µ(x̄) + 5σ2
0∂

2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

F ζ(x̄) + 2σ2
0∂xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
∂xF ζ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

}

∂ξφ(θ)

+
{

−
(

2F µ(x̄) + 5σ2
0∂

2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

F ξ(x̄) + 2σ2
0∂xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
∂xF ξ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

}

∂ζφ(θ)

+
(

2F µ(x̄) + 5σ2
0∂

2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

∂ζφ(θ)∂ξφ(θ) + F0,µζξ

≡ Pµζ∂ξφ(θ) + Pµξ∂ζφ(θ) +Qµ∂ζφ(θ)∂ξφ(θ) + F0,µζξ, (35)

where Pµζ and Qµ are the θ-independent constant parts given as

Pµζ ≡ −
(

2F µ(x̄) + 5σ2
0∂

2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

F ζ(x̄) + 2σ2
0∂xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
∂xF ζ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
, (36)

Qµ ≡ 2F µ(x̄) + 5σ2
0∂

2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
. (37)
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Then we can write the one part in (19) as

gστgρζ
(

〈F µ∂ζγ∂σγ〉 〈F ν∂ργ∂τγ〉 − 〈F µ〉 gζσ 〈F ν〉 gρτ
)

= gστgρζ
{

− gζσgρτ∂µφ(θ)∂νφ(θ)

+F0,µζσ

(

Pνρ∂τφ(θ) + Pντ∂ρφ(θ)
)

+ F0,νρτ

(

Pµζ∂σφ(θ) + Pµσ∂ζφ(θ)
)

+
(

F0,µζσQν + F0,νζσQµ

)

∂ρφ(θ)∂τφ(θ)

+
(

Pµζ∂σφ(θ) + Pµσ∂ζφ(θ)
)(

Pνρ∂τφ(θ) + Pντ∂ρφ(θ)
)

+Qν∂ρφ(θ)∂τφ(θ)
(

Pµζ∂σφ(θ) + Pµσ∂ζφ(θ)
)

+Qµ∂ζφ(θ)∂σφ(θ)
(

Pνρ∂τφ(θ) + Pντ∂ρφ(θ)
)

+QµQν∂ρφ(θ)∂τφ(θ)∂ζφ(θ)∂σφ(θ) + F0,µζσF0,νρτ

}

, (38)

where we have used (16). Next, let us look at the rest part in (19).

First, when p is given as (10), we can write as ∂σgµν = ∂σ∂µ∂νφ according to (13).
On the other hand, we can also write as ∂σgµν = −〈∂σγ∂µγ∂νγ〉§. Therefore, the
following equality is held:¶

〈∂σγ∂µγ∂νγ〉 = −∂σ∂µ∂νφ. (39)

Therefore, we can write the rest part as

gστgρζ 〈∂ργ∂σγ∂τγ〉 〈F µF ν∂ζγ〉 = −gστgρζ (∂ρ∂σ∂τφ) 〈F µF ν∂ζγ〉 . (40)

Let us evaluate 〈F µF ν ∂ζγ〉 in the same manner with (32):

〈F µF ν ∂ζγ〉

=

〈

(

F µ(x̄) + ∂xF µ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
(x− x̄) +

1

2
∂2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
(x− x̄)2

)

×
(

F ν(x̄) + ∂xF ν(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
(x− x̄) +

1

2
∂2
xF ν(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
(x− x̄)2

)

×
{

∂ζγ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄

(

1− (x− x̄)2

σ2
0

)

− ∂xF ζ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
(x− x̄)

}

〉

,

= −σ2
0

(

2∂xF µ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
∂xF ν(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
+ 3σ2

0∂
2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
∂2
xF ν(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

∂ζφ(θ) + F1,µνζ .

(41)

§ We can calculate as ∂σgµν = −〈∂σγ∂µγ∂νγ〉+ 〈(∂σ∂µγ) ∂νγ〉+ 〈∂µγ (∂σ∂νγ)〉. Using (28) and
(13), we can see 〈(∂σ∂µγ) ∂νγ〉 = 〈∂µγ (∂σ∂νγ)〉 = 0.

¶ In (40), using (15) and the general relation ∂σg
µν = −gµαgνβ∂σgαβ, it is possible to write the

front factor as gστgρζ∂ρ∂σ∂τφ = gστgρζ∂σgρτ = −∂σg
σζ .
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where we have defined the θ-independent constant part in the one above as

F1,µνζ ≡ −∂xF ζ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄

{

σ2
0

(

F µ(x̄)∂xF ν(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
+ F ν(x̄)∂xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

+
3

2
σ4
0

(

∂xF µ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
∂2
xF ν(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
+ ∂xF ν(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
∂2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

}

. (42)

We can see F1,µνζ = F1,νµζ . Therefore,

(40) = σ2
0 g

στgρζ (∂ρ∂σ∂τφ(θ))

{

(

2∂xF µ(x)
∣

∣

x=x̄
∂xF ν(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

+3σ2
0∂

2
xF µ(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
∂2
xF ν(x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

∂ζφ(θ) + F1,µνζ

}

. (43)

We can write Rµν in (19) just as (38) + (43). Then, we can obtain the Ricci scalar,
and can obtain the EH action described by θµ, F µ and φ. We write it formally as

S =
1

16πG′
N

∫

dDθ
√−g L, L = gµν

(

(38) + (43)
)

, where D = 2, (44)

and G′
N means the value of the Newton constant at the high energy region, therefore we

consider the action above as the one at the ultra-violet fixed point. Actually, we perform
the coarse-graining in the following sections, and the coarse-graining is the translation
going from the high energy to low energy (generally speaking, coarse-graining is to
look the low energy and long range behavior of the system by summarizing up the fine
behaviors). Thus, we will determine G′

N when we obtain the form of the above action
at the low energy limit so that the part corresponding to the Newton constant at that
low energy limit can be the GN .

As such, although we have specified the Gaussian type of p giving a two-dimensional
space-time and expanded around x = x̄, we have obtained the EH action in terms of
the ingredients of the Fisher metric without the problem mentioned in the last of the
introduction, which is one of results in this study. Lastly we list the points in the
rewriting of the EH action and the problems in that:

• We have performed the expansions around x̄ as in (25) and (26). At this time,
for the form of p we have taken specifically in (23), the expansions can stop at
the second order as in (27).

• We have used the condition:
∫

dx p(x, θ) = 1 as in (28).

As the problems in the rewritten EH action:

• The metrices in this study are finally given in terms of the coordinates as (67)
and (68). As a result, our action depends on the coordinates in complicated
manner. Consequently, we cannot rewrite our action in the momentum space

11



as we cannot perform the integral with regard to the coordinates in the Fourier
transformation‖.

• Since gµν and gµν are given by φ, there is no quadratic term in the action. There-
fore, there is no two-point correlated functions, and the perturbative analysis
with the Wick contraction is unavailable.

5 Coarse-grainings of the ingredients in our rewrit-

ten EH action

In the sections so far, we have considered the Fisher metric given by p = e−γ , where
γ(x, θ) = θµF µ(x) − φ(θ), and the components of those have been given in Sec.(4.1).
With those, we have obtained the rewritten EH action as in (44).

In this section, we define our system in Sec.5.1, then introducing the fixed-points,
we give the transformation rules of the ingredients in our rewritten EH action under
the coarse-graining and scale-down. In particular, the transformation rule of the Fisher
metric is one of results in this study. (In what follows, if we say “under the coarse-
graining”, it means “under the coarse-graining and scale-down”.)

5.1 Space we put our action

We first define the space on which we put our action (44), which we refer to as Λ. We
assume Λ as a D-dimensional cubic lattice with the lattice spacing 1 and the length of
each side is N . Therefore,

• the lattice points exist every lattice spacing 1,

• the total number of the lattice points in Λ is ND,

where D is common in the one in Sec.2. We impose the periodic boundary condi-
tion in each direction, therefore the Λ can be considered as a D-dimensional torus.
Correspondingly, N is assumed as even integers.

We denote the lattice points θ in Λ as (θ1, θ2, · · · θD), where each component is
integers satisfying |θi| ≤ N/2. We consider φ(θ) on each lattice point, where φ(θ) ∈ R.

We have φ(θ) exist on each lattice point of Λ, which is a curved space with the Fisher
metric determined from φ(θ). Therefore, in this study we are not considering φ(θ) on
some flat Euclidian space separately from Λ (in this case, using the information there,
we will come to constitute the Fisher metric and EH action, but there is no grand for
the connection between the theories in the flat Euclidian space and Λ), but considering
only Λ. (F µ(x) is considered a kind of parameter).

In general, the systems in the statistical mechanics and field theories have degree of
the freedom more than the Avogadro constant. Therefore N is finally taken to infinity.

‖ Heat-kernel method is often used to perform the coarse-graining in curved spaces (for one of
reviews for this, see [69]).
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5.2 Coarse-graining of φ, fundamental definition of renormal-

ization transformation and important problem

In this subsection, we define the fundamental points of our renormalization transfor-
mation.

Definition of “scale-down”: We first consider sufficiently large odd integers L,
to which we refer as the “renormalization scale”. N is assumed to be multiples of L.
Let us denote what we have mentioned now as

• L is some odd integers to which we refer as the “renormalization scale”,

• N = N ′L, where N ′ is some constant even integers.

Then, separately from Λ, we consider another D-dimensional cubic lattice with the
length of each side is N/L = N ′ ∈ even Z, where its lattice spacing is 1. We refer to
this lattice space as Λ′. We consider that Λ′ is obtained from Λ by dividing the each
side by L, which we refer to as the “scale-down”.

Definition of “coarse-graining”: For the lattice points η =
(

η1, η1, · · · , ηD
)

in
Λ′ (We use ηµ as the notations of the coordinate in Λ′ as well as θµ in Λ in what
follows.), we now define the region in Λ that we refer to as Bη as

Bη =

{

θ =
(

θ1, θ2, · · · , θD
)

∈ Λ

∣

∣

∣

∣

η ∈ Λ′ and
∣

∣θi − Lηi
∣

∣ ≤ L− 1

2

}

. (45)

Then if Λ′ can be obtained from Λ through the scale-down by 1/L, let us consider
that the field φ′(η) in Λ′ is a mass of φ(θ) in the region Bη in Λ. This consideration
leads to write the relation between φ′(η) and φ(θ) as

φ′(η) =
1

L∆

∑

θ∈Bη

φ(θ) =
1

L∆

∑

θ∈B0

φ(Lη + θ), (46)

where 0 means zero vector in Λ′. We refer to this as “coarse-graining” in what follows.

From (46), we can get an interpretation that coarse-graining is the manipulation to
summarize fine dynamics in some region to one local dynamics (thus coarse-graining is
the transformation going from high-energy to low-energy). We fix ∆’s concrete value
in Sec.6 such that the fixed-points which we introduce in the next subsection can exist.
At this time, anomalous dimension is involved if we evaluate the contribution of the
loop diagrams in the path-integral (47), which shifts ∆ to ∆− η (η means anomalous
dimensions). However, since the actual form of the action is given by very complicated
one, we cannot evaluate the contribution of the loop diagrams. In this sense, the
quantum effect is not involved in the analysis in this study.

Combining the coarse-graining with the scale-down, we can interpret (46) as the
effective description when we look at the system further away. Therefore, we can
interpret the coarse-graining as the manipulation to move from high-energy to low-
energy.
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The action
∫

Λ′
dDη

√−g′ L′(φ′(η)) in the Λ′ system with a configuration of φ′ ≡
{φ′(η)

∣

∣ η ∈ Λ′} can be defined from the ingredients in the Λ system as

exp

[

−
∫

Λ′

dDη
√

−g′L′(φ′(η))

]

= N0

∫

Dφ







∏

η∈Λ′

δ



φ′(η)− 1

L∆

∑

θ∈Bη

φ(θ)











× exp

[

−
∫

Λ

dDθ
√−gL(φ(θ))

]

, (47)

where

∫

Dφ (· · · ) ≡
∏

θ∈Λ

(
∫ ∞

−∞

dφ(θ)

)

(· · · ).

In the one above, φ(θ) is real functions and N0 is a constant by which the r.h.s. can
become unit when φ′ = 0. Therefore, we can write N0 as

N0
−1 =

∫

Dφ
∏

η∈Λ′

δ





∑

θ∈Bη

φ(θ)



 exp

[

−
∫

Λ

dDθ
√−gL(φ)

]

. (48)

(47) is the definition of the “renormalization transformation”, which is composed of
the coarse-graining (46) and scale-down (If some coefficients, etc also get modification,
exchanges concerning those are also included in (47)).

Since higher momenta are integrated out in the renormalization transformation, the
renormalization transformation corresponds to enlarge the scale for our looking at the
theory by renormalizing fine behaviors into ingredients in the theory.

We cannot evaluate the concrete value of N0, since we do not know how to perform
a path-integral for the action given as (44). Since N0 will affect the cosmological
constant, it follows that we cannot know how the cosmological constant is in our
renomalization-flow.

Lastly, we would like to stress the point we mentioned in Sec.1 and in the last of
Sec.2.

Let us bluffly write the φ in the path-integral (47) and (48) like φ = (22) + · · · ,
where “ · · ·” means the configuration arbitrarily generated from path-integral. From
this, we can see that φ will be no longer in the form (22) in the pass-integral for the
the part “ · · · ”. Correspondingly, we can see that p in (10) no longer satisfy (1) as it
gets deviated from the Gaussian form (23).

This point is very critical in the study of the Fisher metric. However it is a fact
that we should involve the quantum effect in our study. Therefore, accepting that (1)
is kept in the classical situation but is broken at the quantum level, we consider the
quantum effect (the part “ · · ·” (deviated part)) of φ. At this time, we consider that
some constraints and causal relations held at the classical level usually get broken at
the quantum level for the quantum uncertainty.

The problem we mentioned above has arisen from our considering of the fundamen-
tal quantity p in the Fisher metric using a field φ, however this problem may be the
problem always existing as long as p is defined using some fields (and probably this
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problem may exist even in the quantum mechanics). If so, this problem would be very
serious problem in considering the Fisher metric in physics.

In order to resolve this problem we may ought to consider further constraints by
further inserting delta functions in the path-integral, however anyway becoming able
to carry out the analysis for the quantum effect of Fisher metric seems very hard. (If it
comes to this study, looking at (22) and (23) we can see that there is no d.o.f. anymore
to involve quantum fluctuation with (1) kept. This is because we can see there is no
d.o.f. even adding constants in (22) without (1) broken.) Resolving this problem would
be an important problem if we consider the Fisher metric in physics.

Indeed, there is one more point we should take care. It is that there is no longer
guarantee that the (1) is being satisfied by the p given by the φ′(η) even at the classical
level, where φ′(η) means the ones obtained after the coarse-gainings according to (46).
This is because the normalization parameter L−∆ in (46) is to be determined irrele-
vantly with (1). (Namely the p with the φ(θ) can satisfy (1) by definition, however
there is no guarantee that p with the φ(η) can satisfy (1).)

However, we may be able to consider this problem no critical in this study. This is
because (46) is just to prescribe how so-called mean-φ’s after the coarse-grainings (46)
are looked, and the φ’s at the stage with no coarse-grainings performed are always sat-
isfying (1) by definition. Therefore, this problem can be considered just as an apparent
problem.

Summarizing the ones above,

• at the classical level, we consider φ′’s prescribed as (46), which no longer satisfy
(1). However it would not become problems by considering that it is just an
apparent problem as (1) are being satisfied at the stage with no coarse-grainings.

• at the quantum level, we consider the fluctuation (the quantum effect) on φ, which
breaks (1) from the first stage where no coarse-grainings (high-energy region).

5.3 Fixed-points

Denoting
∫

Λ
dDθ

√−g L(φ) and
∫

Λ′
dDη

√−g′L′(φ′) in (47) as S(i) and S(i+1), let us

consider a sequence, S(0) → S(1) → · · · → S(i) → S(i+1) → · · · , generated by S(i+1) =
R · S(i), where R means the renormalization transformation prescribed in (47).

Now we consider the action invariant with respect to the renormalization transfor-
mation R. Then, denoting the invariant action as S∗, we can write as

R · S∗ = S∗. (49)

We refer to S∗ as the “fixed-point”. One can reach the fixed-point up to the values of
∆ in (46). In the following sections in this study, we obtain the ∆ corresponding to
the fixed-points.
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5.4 Coarse-gainings other than φ

In this subsection, we give the transformation rules under the coarse-grainings for the
ingredients, θµ, ∂µ, F µ and gµν and so on. In particular, determining the transforma-
tion rule of the Fisher metric under the coarse-graining is one of the results in this study.

Regarding θµ, those play the role of the coordinates in Λ, which are not the target
of the coarse-graining. As mentioned in Sec.5.2, those just get the scale-down in one
renormalization transformation as

ηµ = θµ/L, ηµ = θµ/L, (50)

where L, ηµ and θµ are defined in Sec.5.2, and ηµ and θµ represent the coordinates
after and before the scale-down, which we can denote as

ηµ ∈ Λ′, θµ ∈ Λ. (51)

We use those notations through this paper. Note that since the scale-down is the
transformation irrelevant with the indices µ and ν, there is no difference originating
in contravariant and covariant vectors. Along with (50), in one scale-down, ∂/∂ηµ and
∂/∂ηµ are transformed as

∂

∂ηµ
= L

∂

∂θµ
,

∂

∂ηµ
= L

∂

∂θµ
. (52)

Next, since each term of (11) are transformed in the same manner under the coarse-
grainings, if φ(θ) and ∂/∂θµ are transformed as (46) and (52), F µ(x) in one coarse-
graining is transformed as

F ′
µ(x) = L−∆+1

∑

θ∈Bη

F µ(x) = LD−∆+1F µ(x). (53)

In the one above, µ in the l.h.s. and r.h.s. indicate the coordinates ηµ and θµ respec-
tively, and x is that appearing in Sec.2. We have evaluated the summation by using
the fact that F µ(x) is independent of θ

µ and the number of the lattice points in Bη is
LD,

ξµ (= L−1 ηµ), ∂/∂ξµ (= L∂/∂ηµ) and F ′′
µ(x) (= L(D−∆+1)F ′

µ(x)), ones obtained by
performing the scale-down twice, can be written as

ξµ = θµ/L2,
∂

∂ξµ
= L2 ∂

∂θµ
, F ′′

µ(x) = L2(D−∆+1)F µ(x), (54)

where ξµ mean the coordinates with the scale-down twice from Λ′′ (so, we can write as
ξµ ∈ Λ′′).

When F µ(x) are transformed as (53), F0,µζσ, Pµ, Qµ and F1,µνζ given in (34), (36),
(37) and (42) are transformed by the following manners:

F ′
0,µζσ = L3(D−∆+1)F0,µζσ, P ′

µ = L2(D−∆+1)Pµ, (55)

Q′
µ = LD−∆+1Qµ, F ′

1,µνζ = L3(D−∆+1)F1,µνζ . (56)
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When φ gets the coarse-graining as in (46), the Fisher metric gets the coarse-
graining as can be seen from its definitions given in Sec.2 and 3. We have given the
definitions of the Fisher metric in several ways. The coarse-grained Fisher metrics
obtained from those should agree each other. For example, the results obtained from
(4) and (15) should agree. However, as shown in what follows, those do not agree in
fact.

If we follow (15), we can write the Fisher metric after one coarse-graining as

g′µν(η) =

〈

∂

∂ηµ
∂

∂ην
φ′(η)

〉

=
∂

∂ηµ
∂

∂ην
φ′(η) 〈1〉

= L−∆+2 ∂

∂θµ
∂

∂θν

∑

θ∈B0

φ(Lη + θ)

∫

dx e−γ′(x,η), (57)

where 〈· · · 〉 is the statistical average with regard to x as defined in (2).
Let us evaluate

∫

dx e−γ′(x,η). We can write γ ′(x, η) as

γ ′(x, η) = −ηµF ′
µ(x) + φ′(η)

=
1

L∆

∑

θ∈Bη

(−ηµLF µ(x) + φ(Lη + θ))

=
1

L∆

∑

θ∈Bη

(

−ηµLF µ(x) +
1

2
ln

[

− π

Lη2 + θ2

]

− (Lη1 + θ1)2

4(Lη2 + θ2)

)

, (58)

where we have used (23). In order to make our analysis possible, we approximately
assume that φ(θ) is unique in each region Bη. More concretely, this is an approximation
regarding φ(Lη + θ) = φ(Lη) + φ′(Lη)θ + 1

2
φ′′(Lη)(θ)2 + · · · as φ(Lη) in each region

Bη. Then, we can write the Fisher metric (57) as

g′µν(η) ∼ LD−∆+2 ∂

∂θµ
∂

∂θν
φ(θ)

∫

dx e−γ′(x,η), (59)

where γ ′(x, η) ∼ LD−∆

(

−LηµF µ(x) +
1

2
ln

[

− π

Lη2

]

− (Lη1)2

4Lη2

)

=
LD−∆

2σ2
0

(

(x− x̄)2 + σ2
0 ln

[

2πσ2
0

])

, (60)

“∼” means we have used the approximation mentioned between (58) and (59) (it can
be written as O(L) as the amount having been truncated, which can be gotten by
expanding with regard to θ1,2 in (58) to the first-order), and using L(η1, η2) = (θ1, θ2)
we have exchanged ηµ to θµ, then rewritten with (20) and (21).

Then, g11 and g12 calculated based on (59) can agree with those calculated based on
(4) using the same γ ′ in (60), however g22 cannot agree. Its reason is that

∫

dx e−γ′(x,η)
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depends on the coordinates as

∫ ∞

−∞

dx e−γ′(x,η) =

√

1

LD−∆

(

−θ2

π

)−1+LD−∆

, (61)

where we have used

γ ′(x, η) = −LD−∆

4θ2

(

(θ1 + 2xθ2)2 − 2θ2 ln
[

− π

θ2

])

. (62)

This can be equivalently obtained from (60). Therefore, ∂µ
(∫

dx e−γ′(x,η)
)

= 0 is not
held. This is the condition written under (7), and due to this, we cannot rewrite (4)
to (8). If LD−∆ = 1, (61) can be unit, and at this time we can confirm g22 can also agree.

As such, how to determine the coarse-grained Fisher metric is a problem. Although
we can make logic for this variously. we here would like to give the one we can organize
consistently to the end, which starts with the notion that if the coarse-grained scalar
field is given as (46), also for the coarse-graining of the tensor field, we may write as

g′µν(η) =
∑

θ∈Bη

gµν(Lη + θ) ∼ LD−∆ggµν(Lη) = LD−∆ggµν(θ), (63)

where ∆g is intended to play the same role with ∆ in (46), and “∼” has the same
intention with the one in (59).

Since the coarse-graining is irrelevant with the contravariant and covariant vectors,
if we can write like (63), we can also write as

g′µν(η) ∼ LD−∆g gµν(Lη) = LD−∆g gµν(θ). (64)

Then, for some vectors V µ(η) in Λ′, we consider a relation:

V µ(η) = g′µν(η) g′νλ(η) V
λ(η). (65)

The one above is a relation based on the fact that metrices in Λ′ are given by g′µν(η)
and g′νλ(η). Then, since gµν(Lη) gνλ(Lη) = δµλ ,

V µ(η) = L2(D−∆g) V µ(η). (66)

Therefore, ∆g = D is led, and the transformation rule for n times coarse-grainings is
determined from (63) and (64) as

• g(n)µν(ζ) = 2L2n

(

(ζ1)2 − ζ2/Ln ζ1ζ2

ζ1ζ2 (ζ2)2

)

≡ L2n
g
(n)µν(ζ), (67)

• g(n)µν (ζ) =
1

2Ln









− 1

ζ2
ζ1

(ζ2)2

ζ1

(ζ2)2
−(ζ1)2 + ζ2/Ln

(ζ2)3









≡ L−n
g
(n)
µν (ζ), (68)

where the superscripts “(n)” (n = 0, 1, 2, · · · ) mean the number of the coarse-graining
those got, and ζµ mean the coordinates with n times scale-down.
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6 Coarse-graining and fixed-point of our rewritten

EH action

In Sec.3 and 4, we have considered the Fisher metric, p = e−(θµF µ(x)−φ(θ)) (as for the
components of those, see Sec.(4.1)), and have obtained the rewritten EH action as in
(44). In Sec.5, introducing the fixed-points, we have given the transformation rules of
the ingredients in our rewritten EH action under the coarse-graining. In this section,
we perform the coarse-graining toward our rewritten EH action (44), then examine the
fixed-points.

Using the transformation rules (53), (54), (55), (56), (67) and (68), we perform the
coarse-graining toward our rewritten EH action (44). We here give the transformation
rule of φ(θ) we employ based on (46) as

φ′(η) ∼ LD−∆φ(θ), (69)

where “∼” has the same intention with the one in (59). Summarizing the manipulation
we perform the coarse-grainings n times from S(0) on Λ(0) to S(n) on Λ(n),

θµ → Lnζµ, θµ → Lnζµ

∂

∂θµ
→ 1

Ln

∂

∂ζµ
,

∂

∂θµ
→ 1

Ln

∂

∂ζµ
,

φ(0)(θ) → L−n(D−∆)φ(n)(ζ), (70)

F (0)
µ (x) → L−n(D−∆+1)F (n)

µ (x),

F (0)
0,µζσ → L−3n(D−∆+1)F (n)

0,µζσ, P(0)
µ → L−2n(D−∆+1)P(n)

µ ,

Q(0)
µ → L−n(D−∆+1) Q(n)

µ , F (0)
1,µνζ → L−3n(D−∆+1)F (n)

1,µνζ ,

g(0)µν(θ) → g(n)µν(ζ), g(0)µν (θ) → g(n)µν (ζ), (71)

σ2
0 → σ2

0/L
2n, (72)

where the reason for (72) is given at (84) since we would like to determine it after ∆
is determined.

Since L-dependences remain in g(1)µν(η) and g
(1)
µν (η) as can be seen in (67) and (68),

it may be considered that we should consider not (71) but (115). However, since the
necessary condition as the metrices, which is that each one is inverse matrix for each
other, is held in g(1)µν(η) and g

(1)
µν (η), we consider the replacement in terms of g(1)µν(η)

and g
(1)
µν (η) as in (71). In Appendix.B , we note how the situation will be if we consider

(115).
Depending on either of those, ∆ will be different as in (79) and (121), and in the

case of (79), the relations of (4) and (15) can be held for the coarse-grained φ(n)(ζ)

and g(n)µν(ζ), g
(n)
µν (ζ) for arbitrary n. For concrete things for this, see the last of this

section.
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This result means that the formulation system of the Fisher metric (this terminology
means that the Fisher metric is given by φ(n)(ζ)) can be held at the arbitrary n times
coarse-grainings, however this can hold or not in the process of the coarse-graining is
highly nontrivial. This is because the coarse-graining is performed independently of
the formulation system of the Fisher metric, and ∆ is determined irrelevantly with the
formulation system of the Fisher metric.

As shown in (79), ∆ will be determined to the proper value if we consider (71).
However, currently we have no idea of what ∆ can be determined to the proper is
accident or not.

We can obtain our rewritten EH action with n times coarse-grainings as

S(n)(ζ) =
LnD

16πG′
N

∫

dDζ
√

−g(n) (ζ)L(n) (ζ) . (73)

where S(n) is the theory on Λ(n) with the coordinate ζµ = θµ/Ln for any n as defined
under (67). LnD comes from dDθ

√

−g(θ), and L(n) (ζ) is given as

L(n)(ζ) = g(n)στ (ζ) g(n)ρζ (ζ) g(n)µν (ζ)

{

−L−2n(D−∆+1)g
(n)
ζσ (ζ) g(n)ρτ (ζ) ∂µφ

(n) (ζ) ∂νφ
(n) (ζ)

+L−6n(D−∆+1) F (n)
0,µζσ

(

P(n)
νρ ∂τφ

(n) (ζ) + P(n)
ντ ∂ρφ

(n) (ζ)
)

+L−6n(D−∆+1) F (n)
0,νρτ

(

P(n)
µζ ∂σφ

(n) (ζ) + P(n)
µσ ∂ζφ

(n) (ζ)
)

+L−6n(D−∆+1)
(

F (n)
0,µζσQ(n)

ν + F (n)
0,νζσQ(n)

µ

)

∂ρφ
(n) (ζ)∂τφ

(n) (ζ)

+L−6n(D−∆+1)
(

P(n)
µζ ∂σφ

(n) (ζ) + P(n)
µσ ∂ζφ

(n) (ζ)
)(

P(n)
νρ ∂τφ

(n) (ζ) + P(n)
ντ ∂ρφ

(n) (ζ)
)

+L−6n(D−∆+1) Q(n)
ν ∂ρφ

(n) (ζ)∂τφ
(n) (ζ)

(

P(n)
µζ ∂σφ

(n) (ζ) + P(n)
µσ ∂ζφ

(n) (ζ)
)

+L−6n(D−∆+1) Q(n)
µ ∂ζφ

(n) (ζ) ∂σφ
(n) (ζ)

(

P(n)
νρ ∂τφ

(n) (ζ) + P(n)
ντ ∂ρφ

(n) (ζ)
)

+L−6n(D−∆+1) Q(n)
µ Q(n)

ν ∂ρφ
(n) (ζ) ∂τφ

(n) (ζ) ∂ζφ
(n) (ζ)∂σφ

(n) (ζ)

+L−6n(D−∆+1) F (n)
0,µζσF

(n)
0,νρτ

}

+ σ2
0 g

(n)στg(n)ρζ
(

∂ρ∂σ∂τφ
(n) (ζ)

)

{

(

2L−4n(D−∆+2) ∂xF
(n)
µ (x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
∂xF

(n)
ν (x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

+3L−2n(2D−2∆+5) σ2
0∂

2
xF

(n)
µ (x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
∂2
xF

(n)
ν (x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

∂ζφ
(n) (ζ)
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+L−4n(D−∆+2)F (n)
1,µνζ

}

. (74)

In the one above, ∂µ = ∂/∂ζµ.
In S(n) above, we can see there appear four kinds of the exponents, which we express

as κ1,2,3,4 as

κ1 = D − 2(D −∆+ 1), (75)

κ2 = D − 6(D −∆+ 1), (76)

κ3 = D − 2(2D − 2∆ + 5), (77)

κ4 = D − 4(D −∆+ 2), (78)

where in the value of κ1, we have taken into account of the two facts: 1) Ln
g
(n)
δǫ (ζ) g

(n)ǫζ(ζ) =
δδζ , 2) We later take the contraction as mentioned under (80). Then, if we take ∆ such
that

a). κ1 vanishes; ∆ = 2+D
2

, which leads to κ2 = −2D, κ3 = −(D+6), κ4 = −(D+4),

b). κ2 vanishes; ∆ = 6+5D
6

, which leads to κ1 =
2D
3
, κ3 =

D−18
3

, κ4 =
D−12

3
,

c). κ3 vanishes; ∆ = 10+3D
4

, which leads to κ1 =
6+D
2

, κ2 =
18−D

2
, κ4 = 2,

d). κ4 vanishes; ∆ = 8+3D
4

, which leads to κ1 =
4+D
2

, κ2 =
12−D

2
, κ3 = −2,

where the value of D above is 2 since D is taken to 2 in this study. Therefore, when
we take ∆ in the case a) as

∆ = (2 +D)/2 = 2, where D = 2 in this study. (79)

a fixed-point exists, on which the EH action takes

lim
n→∞

S(n)(ζ) = − D

16πG′
N

∫

dDζ
√

−g(∞) (ζ) g(∞)µν (ζ) ∂µφ
(∞) (ζ) ∂νφ

(∞) (ζ) , (80)

where we have performed the contraction: g(n)στ (ζ) g(n)ρζ (ζ) g
(n)
ζσ (ζ) g

(n)
ρτ (ζ) = D.

We can see (80) is a massless free theory, thus the fixed-point we have obtained is
a trivial one. Note that the existence of a trivial fixed-point is not trivial for us who
will consider the Fisher metric as written in Sec.1. Two constants are included in the
EH action (44), which are Newton coupling constant and cosmological constant.

First, how the cosmological constant will be is unclear. This is because we cannot
evaluate N0 (48). Next, the value of the Newton coupling constant at this fixed-point
should be GN , therefore we can see that G′

N should be as follows:

G′
N = DGN . (81)

It is considered that the value above is the value of the Newton coupling constant
at the high energy limit (ultra-violet fixed point). Thus, we can see that the trivial
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fixed-point at the low energy limit (80) is connected to the asymptotic free at the high
energy limit.

Here, one may consider that since G′
N in (80) can be changed to any values just by

the constant rescaling of φ(∞) (ζ), it is meaningless to conclude like (81). However it
would be a misunderstanding. This is because we are considering the relation between
(44) and (80), and the problem of how to determine G′

N always exists either performing
the rescaling or not. Concretely, for example let us consider the case of the rescaling,

φ(∞) (ζ) → 4

√

πG′

N

D
φ(∞) (ζ) , so that the front factor of (80) becomes totally −1. In this

case the front factor in (44) would be given by D−1, and at the stage of (80) the problem
of how to determine G′

N exists as how to concretely determine the rescaling factor. If
we wanted to give the front factor of (80) to be −1, we would have to determine G′

N

so that 4

√

πG′

N

D
can become 1, which leads to G′

N = D
16π

. This result is the same one in

the case that we did not perform the rescaling as can be from (80). After all, rescaling
and coarse-graining would be another issues each other.

Now we have considered the case a), there exists no fixed-points in other cases b),
c) and d), since some terms get diverged in these other cases.

Let us turn to φ(n) and p(n) (p(n) mean the p getting n times coarse-grainings) to

give g(n)µν and g
(n)
µν in (67) and (68). To this purpose, let us note the two facts:

1). Components of g(n)µν and g
(n)
µν are given just by exchanging θµ in the components

of (24) with Lζµ as can be seen in (67) and (68).

2). φ in (22) gives (24).

Form those, we can reach the following φ(n) to give g(n)µν and g
(n)
µν in (67) and (68) as

φ(n)(ζ) =
1

2
ln

[

− π

Lnζ2

]

− Ln(ζ1)2

4ζ2
. (82)

We can confirm that we can obtain g(n)µν and g
(n)
µν in (67) and (68) from ∂/∂ζµ ∂/∂ζνφ(n)(ζ)

and g(n)µσg(n)µρ∂/∂ζσ ∂/∂ζρφ(n)(ζ) according to (15).

Now we can see from (82) that φ(n)(ζ) ∼ −Ln(ζ1)2

4ζ2
+O(n lnL) at n → ∞. Therefore,

with (67) and (68), we can see (80) has the L-dependence, Ln(−D/2+4). Therefore, the
value of (80) appears to get diverged at n → ∞. However, (80) is finite for the fact
θµ = Lnζµ.

φ(n)(ζ) are linked with φ(0)(ξ) by the relation (70), and φ(0)(ξ) is given in (22). We
can see that when the forms of φ(n)(ζ) and φ(0)(ξ) are given as (70) and (22), only
when ∆ = D, (70) can be held; if the value of ∆ is some other values, φ(0)(ξ) given
as (22) and φ(n)(ζ) given as (70) do not satisfy the relation (70). Whether or not ∆
can be determined to the proper value in this sense is highly nontrivial, as mention the
reason under (72).
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From the description in Sec.4.1, p(n) can be also known, which is that with changing
σ2
0 with σ2

0/L
n as

p(n) =
1

σ0

√

Ln

2π
exp

[

− Ln

2σ2
0

(x− x̄)2
]

. (83)

Therefore, under n times coarse-grainings, σ2
0 is considered to get the change as

σ2
0 → σ2

0/L
2n. (84)

Lastly, we can see γ(n) is given by the n times coarse-grainings toward γ(0) as

γ(n) = −L−(D−∆)ζµF (n)
µ (x) + φ(n)(ζ). (85)

Again, only when we consider ∆ = D given in (79), we can obtain (67) and (68)
from (83) and (85) according to (4) for arbitrary n. Again, we can say D should be
determined to 2 for this sense. It is highly nontrivial that we can obtain a conclusion
that D should be 2.

7 Summary

We summarize this study. First of all, we have been interested to consider the gravita-
tional theory in terms of some statistical averages. From this viewpoint, we have em-
ployed the Fisher metric, gµν(θ) = 〈∂µγ(x, θ)∂νγ(x, θ)〉, where γ(x, θ) = −θµF µ(x) +
φ(θ).

In this study, considering φ(θ) on a space Λ, we have considered φ(θ) as the un-
derlying entity of the metrics. What we have done in this study are the following
three:

1). Rewriting the EH action in terms of the ingredients in the Fisher metric,

2). determining the transformation rules of the Fisher metric, etc under the coarse-
graining, performing the coarse-graining toward that rewritten EH action,

3). based on that, obtaining a trivial fixed-point and the value of Newton constant
at the high energy limit (ultra-violet fixed-point) so that the value of Newton
constant at the trivial fixed-point is given as GN . Here, the existence of a trivial
fixed-point is not trivial for us as written in Sec.1.

In general, performing coarse-grainings and renormalization transformations to φ4-
theory effectively generate φi (i = 6, 8, 10, · · · ) terms (this φ is irrelevant of that in this
study). Whether these terms are appearing or not in the (74) in our study is unclear,
because it is not the form given by φi (i = 6, 8, 10, · · · ). Correspondingly, it is unclear
that it can be equivalently written into the EH action with the higher order derivative
corrections. (When the value of ∆ is given as (79), (74) can reach a free massless
Klein-Gordon form at the low-energy limit.)

The space-time this study has considered is two-dimensional. Besides, there are the
following problems in this study:
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1). The action we have rewritten in terms of the Fisher metric has not been the form
that we can rewrite into the momentum space using the Fourier transformation,

2). the quadratic part giving the two-point correlated function did not exist in the
action if we look at the action in terms of φ(θ),

3). cosmological constant at the fixed-point is unclear since N0 in (48) cannot be
evaluated∗∗

4). the problem of the number of the degree of freedom of the fisher metric, which
we mention at the last of Sec.2.

5). if we consider quantum fluctuation on φ, the fundamental constraint (1) gets
broken (see Sec.5 for more detail).

1) and 2) are important in performing the renormalization transformation, and for
these reason, we have sufficed it to perform the coarse-graining in this study.

An interesting direction led from this study is to consider some correspondence be-
tween the 3D and 2D AdS gravitational theories. This is because 3D AdS garvitational
theory and 2D CFT is linked by the Kerr/CFT correspondence [70], and 2D CFT and
2D gravitational theory is linked by this study.

Lastly, we would like to give a comment about the relation with the [10] we refer
in the introduction.

We have obtained the description of the two-dimensional gravitational theory at
the low energy limit by a massless free field theory (as for “the low energy limit”, see
under (46)). By this, as one of things we can say, it follows that we have obtained
the description of the gravitational theory on the two-dimensional branes forming the
foliation structure of the space-time at the low-energy limit.

In the [10], the gravitational force in the perpendicular direction toward the branes
are explained as the entropic force arisen from the difference of the entropy on the
surface of the adjacent branes, however there has been no explanation for the gravita-
tional force working transversely on the brane. In such a situation, the description by
the free scalar field we have obtained would be meaningful.

It is interesting as the future direction to check whether or not the gravitational
force described as the entropic force can be calculated by the entropy of the scalar field
in this study. In that study, we would first calculate the entropy of the free massless
scalar field on the branes.

Acknowledgment — Although I have pointed out some problems in [68] in the last
of the introduction, it (and [71], [72]) has been technically a big help in this study.

∗∗ Corresponding to this, whether the cosmological constant can be appropriately generated when
the AdS metric is formed so that the AdS metric can be a solution would be a question, where it is
shown that the Fisher metric obtained from p in (23) can form a two-dimensional the AdS metric in

the Poincarè coordinate under the condition (θ1)2

θ2 ≪ 1 [68, 71, 72].
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A Expression of the Ricci tensor

In Appendix.A.1, we derive the expression of the Ricci tensors when p = e−γ as in (3).
The final result is (99). Based on that, in Appendix.A.2, we obtain the expression of
the Ricci tensor in (19) when γ is given as γ = −θµF µ + φ as in (11). (A large part
of the description in this Appendix is overlapped with [68].)

A.1 Expression of the Ricci tensor when p = e−γ

We first obtain the expression of the Christoffel symbols:

Γλ
µν =

1

2
gλτ (∂µgντ + ∂νgµτ − ∂τgµν) (86)

in terms of γ. Here, as mentioned in Sec.2, we write γ and gµν before taking the
statistical average in boldface. Then, from (4), we can see

∂σgµν = −〈∂σγ∂µγ∂νγ〉+ 〈(∂σ∂µγ) ∂νγ〉+ 〈∂µγ (∂σ∂νγ)〉 . (87)

Therefore,

Γλ
µν = gλτ

(

〈(∂µ∂νγ)∂τγ〉 −
1

2
〈∂µγ∂νγ∂τγ〉

)

. (88)

Next, let us obtain the expression of the Ricci tensors:

Rµν = ∂σΓ
σ
µν − ∂νΓ

σ
µσ + Γσ

ρσΓ
ρ
µν − Γσ

ρνΓ
ρ
µσ (89)

in terms of γ. We first write Rµν as

Rµν = Aµν +Bµν + Cµν (90)

where

Aµν =gστ∂σ

(

〈(∂µ∂νγ)∂τγ〉 −
1

2
〈∂µγ∂νγ∂τγ〉

)

− gστ∂ν

(

〈(∂µ∂σγ)∂τγ〉 −
1

2
〈∂µγ∂σγ∂τγ〉

)

, (91)

Bµν = (∂σg
στ )

(

〈(∂µ∂νγ)∂τγ〉 −
1

2
〈∂µγ∂νγ∂τγ〉

)

− (∂νg
στ )

(

〈(∂µ∂σγ)∂τγ〉 −
1

2
〈∂µγ∂σγ∂τγ〉

)

, (92)

Cµν = gστgρζ
(

〈(∂ρ∂σγ)∂τγ〉 −
1

2
〈∂ργ∂σγ∂τγ〉

)(

〈(∂µ∂νγ)∂ζγ〉 −
1

2
〈∂µγ∂νγ∂ζγ〉

)
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− gστgρζ
(

〈(∂ρ∂νγ)∂τγ〉 −
1

2
〈∂ργ∂νγ∂τγ〉

)(

〈(∂µ∂σγ)∂ζγ〉 −
1

2
〈∂µγ∂σγ∂ζγ〉

)

.

(93)

We can rewrite Aµν in (91) as

Aµν = gστ
{

− 1

2
〈∂σγ(∂µ∂νγ)∂τγ〉+ 〈(∂µ∂νγ)(∂σ∂τγ)〉

+
1

2
〈∂νγ(∂µ∂σγ)∂τγ〉 − 〈(∂µ∂σγ)(∂ν∂τγ)〉

− 1

2
〈∂µγ∂νγ(∂σ∂τγ)〉+

1

2
〈∂µγ∂σγ(∂ν∂τγ)〉

}

= 〈ω (∂µ∂νγ)〉 −
1

2
gστ 〈(∂σ∂τγ)∂µγ∂νγ〉 − gστ 〈(∂µ∂σγ)(∂ν∂τγ)〉

+
1

2
gστ 〈∂σγ∂µγ(∂ν∂τγ) + ∂σγ∂νγ(∂µ∂τγ)〉 , (94)

where

ω ≡ gστ
(

∂σ∂τγ − 1

2
∂σγ∂τγ

)

. (95)

We here would like to note two points in the footnote ††.
We can also rewrite Bµν in (92) as

Bµν =− gστgρζ (−〈∂σγ∂τγ∂ργ〉+ 〈(∂σ∂τγ)∂ργ〉+ 〈∂τγ(∂σ∂ργ)〉)

×
(

〈(∂µ∂νγ)∂ζγ〉 −
1

2
〈∂µγ∂νγ∂ζγ〉

)

+ gστgρζ (−〈∂νγ∂τγ∂ργ〉+ 〈(∂ν∂τγ)∂ργ〉+ 〈∂τγ(∂ν∂ργ)〉)

×
(

〈(∂µ∂σγ)∂ζγ〉 −
1

2
〈∂µγ∂σγ∂ζγ〉

)

, (96)

where we have used a general relation ∂σg
µν = −gµαgνβ∂σgαβ. Summing up Bµν above

with Cµν in (93),

Bµν + Cµν

††

• We cannot deform ω above to 1
2g

στgστ , because ∂σ∂τγ and ∂σγ∂τγ are different before taken
the statistical average (2).

• Next, even if we could deform to 1
2g

στgστ , we could not deform as gστgστ = n by performing
the contraction.

The metrices before taken the statistical average which we denote in the bold face as gµν(x, θ)
would be always metrics of some spaces whatever x. However, gµν(x, θ) and gµν(θ) are associ-
ated with different spaces as the metric; gµν(x, θ) are one of some possible metrices and gµν(θ)
are the metrices of the space appearing after taken the statistical average. Therefore, gµν(x, θ)
and gµν(θ) are not in the relation of the inverse matrix each other.
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= gστgρζ
(

〈(∂µ∂σγ)∂ζγ〉 −
1

2
〈∂µγ∂σγ∂ζγ〉

)(

〈(∂ν∂τγ)∂ργ〉 −
1

2
〈∂νγ∂τγ∂ργ〉

)

− gστgρζ
(

〈(∂σ∂τγ)∂ργ〉 −
1

2
〈∂σγ∂τγ∂ργ〉

)(

〈(∂µ∂νγ)∂ζγ〉 −
1

2
〈∂µγ∂νγ∂ζγ〉

)

= gστgρζ
〈

∂ζγ

(

∂µ∂σγ − 1

2
∂µγ∂σγ

)〉〈

∂ργ

(

∂ν∂τγ − 1

2
∂νγ∂τγ

)〉

− gστgρζ
〈

∂ργ

(

∂σ∂τγ − 1

2
∂σγ∂τγ

)〉〈

∂ζγ

(

∂µ∂νγ − 1

2
∂µγ∂νγ

)〉

= gστgρζ
〈

∂ζγ

(

∂µ∂σγ − 1

2
∂µγ∂σγ

)〉〈

∂ργ

(

∂ν∂τγ − 1

2
∂νγ∂τγ

)〉

+

〈

φ

(

∂µ∂νγ − 1

2
∂µγ∂νγ

)〉

, (97)

where

φ ≡ −gστgρζ∂ζγ

〈

∂ργ

(

∂σ∂τγ − 1

2
∂σγ∂τγ

)〉

. (98)

From (94) and (97), we can obtain the expression of the Ricci tensor in p = e−γ as

Rµν = 〈(ω + φ) ∂µ∂νγ〉 −
1

2
〈(gστ (∂σ∂τγ) + φ) ∂µγ∂νγ〉 − gστ 〈(∂µ∂σγ)(∂ν∂τγ)〉

+
1

2
gστ 〈∂σγ∂µγ(∂ν∂τγ) + ∂γσ∂γν(∂µ∂τγ)〉

+ gστgρζ
〈

∂ζγ

(

∂µ∂σγ − 1

2
∂µγ∂σγ

)〉〈

∂ργ

(

∂ν∂τγ − 1

2
∂νγ∂τγ

)〉

. (99)

A.2 Expression of the Ricci tensor when γ = −θµF µ + φ

In this appendix, we obtain the expression of the Ricci tensor when γ = −θµF µ + φ
as in (10) based on (99). The final result is (114), which leads to (19). We exploit the
relations in Sec.3.

Upon evaluating (99), we first calculate the statistical average of ω and φ in (95)
and (98) as

〈ω〉 = gστ
(

∂σ∂τφ− 1

2
〈∂σγ∂τγ〉

)

=
D

2
, (100)

〈φ〉 = 0. (101)

We also calculate the term in the last line in (99) as

〈

∂ζγ

(

∂µ∂σγ − 1

2
∂µγ∂σγ

)〉〈

∂ργ

(

∂ν∂τγ − 1

2
∂νγ∂τγ

)〉

=

(

〈∂ζγ〉 (∂µ∂σφ)−
1

2
〈∂ζγ∂µγ∂σγ〉

)(

〈∂σγ〉 (∂ν∂τφ)−
1

2
〈∂ργ∂νγ∂τγ〉

)
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=
1

4
〈∂ζγ∂µγ∂σγ〉 〈∂ργ∂νγ∂τγ〉 . (102)

Then,

(99) =
〈

(ω + φ) ∂µ∂νγ
〉

− 1

2

〈

(gστ∂σ∂τγ + φ) ∂µγ∂νγ
〉

− gστ
〈

(∂µ∂σγ)(∂ν∂τγ)
〉

+
1

2
gστ

〈

∂γσ∂γµ(∂ν∂τγ) + ∂σγ∂νγ(∂µ∂τγ)
〉

+
1

4
gστgρξ 〈∂ζγ∂µγ∂σγ〉 〈∂ργ∂νγ∂τγ〉

=
D

2
∂µ∂νγ − 1

2

(

gστ∂σ∂τγ 〈∂µγ∂νγ〉+ 〈φ∂µγ∂νγ〉
)

+
1

4
gστgρξ 〈∂ζγ∂µγ∂σγ〉 〈∂ργ∂νγ∂τγ〉 , (103)

where we have used the fact that ∂µ∂νγ is independent of x as in (13) when γ =
−θµF µ + φ (we also proceed with the following calculation using this relation), and

gστ 〈(∂µ∂σγ)(∂ν∂τγ)〉 = gµν , (104)

gστ
〈

∂γσ∂γµ(∂ν∂τγ) + ∂σγ∂νγ(∂µ∂τγ)
〉

= 2gµν . (105)

Continuing the evaluation,

(103) =
D

2
∂µ∂νγ − 1

2
(n gµν + 〈φ∂µγ∂νγ〉) +

1

4
gστgρζ 〈∂ζγ∂µγ∂σγ〉 〈∂ργ∂νγ∂τγ〉

= −1

4
gστgρζ 〈∂ργ∂σγ∂τγ〉 〈∂ζγ∂µγ∂νγ〉+

1

4
gστgρζ 〈∂ζγ∂µγ∂σγ〉 〈∂ργ∂νγ∂τγ〉 ,

(106)

where, when γ = −θµF µ + φ, φ can be evaluated as

φ = −gστgρζ∂ζγ

(

〈∂ρ(∂σ∂τγ)〉 −
1

2
〈∂ργ∂σγ∂τγ〉

)

=
1

2
gστgρζ∂ζγ 〈∂ργ∂σγ∂τγ〉 (107)

and then,

〈φ ∂µγ∂νγ〉 =
1

2
gστgρξ 〈∂ργ∂σγ∂τγ〉 〈∂ζγ∂µγ∂νγ〉 . (108)

Evaluating each term in (106) as

gστgρζ 〈∂ργ∂σγ∂τγ〉 〈∂ζγ∂µγ∂νγ〉
= gστgρζ 〈∂ργ∂σγ∂τγ〉 〈∂ζγ (∂µφ− F µ) (∂νφ− F ν)〉
= gστgρζ 〈∂ργ∂σγ∂τγ〉

(

− 〈∂ζγF µ〉 ∂νφ− 〈∂ζγF ν〉 ∂µφ+ 〈∂ζγF µF ν〉
)

, (109)

gστgρζ 〈∂ζγ∂µγ∂σγ〉 〈∂ργ∂νγ∂τγ〉
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= gστgρζ 〈∂ζγ (∂µφ− F µ) ∂σγ〉 〈∂ργ (∂νφ− F ν) ∂τγ〉
= gστgρζ (gζσ∂µφ− 〈∂ζγ∂σγF µ〉) (gρτ∂νφ− 〈∂ργ∂τγF ν〉)
= n∂µφ∂νφ− gρτ∂µφ 〈∂ργ∂τγF ν〉 − gσζ 〈∂ζγ∂σγF µ〉 ∂νφ

+ gστgσζ 〈∂ζγ∂σγF µ〉 〈∂ργ∂τγF ν〉 , (110)

we can write as

(106) =
D

4
∂µφ∂νφ

+
1

4

{

− gρτ∂µφ 〈∂ργ∂τγF ν〉 − gσζ 〈∂ζγ∂σγF µ〉 ∂νφ

+ gστgρζ 〈∂ργ∂σγ∂τγ〉
(

〈∂ζγF µ〉 ∂νφ+ 〈∂ζγF ν〉 ∂µφ
)

}

+
1

4
gστgρζ

(

〈∂ζγ∂σγF µ〉 〈∂ργ∂τγF ν〉 − 〈∂ργ∂σγ∂τγ〉 〈∂ζγF µF ν〉
)

.

(111)

We can calculate the terms appearing in (111) as

−gρτ∂µφ 〈∂ργ∂τγF ν〉 − gσζ 〈∂ζγ∂σγF µ〉 ∂νφ
= −gρτ∂µφ 〈∂ργ∂τγ(∂νφ− ∂νγ)〉 − gσζ 〈∂ζγ∂σγ(∂µφ− ∂µγ)〉 ∂νφ
= −2D∂µφ∂νφ+ gρτ∂µφ 〈∂ργ∂τγ∂νγ〉+ gσζ∂νφ 〈∂ζγ∂σγ∂µγ〉 , (112)

gστgρζ 〈∂ργ∂σγ∂τγ〉 (〈∂ζγF µ〉 ∂νφ+ 〈∂ζγF ν〉 ∂µφ)
= −gστ (〈∂µγ∂σγ∂τγ〉 ∂νφ+ 〈∂νγ∂σγ∂τγ〉 ∂µφ) , (113)

where we have used (18) in (113). With those above, we can write as

(111) =
D

4
∂µφ∂νφ+

1

4
{(112) + (113)}+ 1

4
gστgρζ(· · · )

= −D

4
∂µφ∂νφ+

1

4
gστgρζ (· · · ). (114)

Using (16) and so on, the one above can reach (19).

B Coarse-graining in terms of g
(n)
µν (ζ) and g

(n)µν (ζ)

In this appendix, considering the following replacements,

g
(0)µν(θ) → L2n

g
(1)µν(η), g

(0)
µν (θ) → L−n

g
(1)
µν (η), (115)

instead of (71) (the grounds of this is (67) and (68)), we show that in the case of
(115), we cannot obtain the proper ∆, which means we cannot obtain the consistent

results: the relations of (4) and (15) cannot be held for φ(n)(ζ) and g(n)µν(ζ) and g
(n)
µν (ζ)

obtained by performing the coarse-graining.
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In this section, we do not include the replacement (72), since determining the trans-
formation rule of σ2

0 would not make sense as long as ∆ can be determined rightly, and
the transformation rule of σ2

0 is not important in the purpose in this appendix.

By the replacements with but (71) not (115), we can obtain as

S(n)(ζ) = L
nD
2

∫

dDζ
√

−g(n) (ζ)L(n) (ζ) . (116)

where S(n) is the theory on Λ(n) with the coordinate ζµ = θµ/Ln for any n as defined
under (67). LnD/2 comes from dθD

√

−g(θ), and L(n) (ζ) is given as

L(n)(ζ) = L6n
g
(n)στ (ζ) g(n)ρζ (ζ) g(n)µν (ζ)

{

−L−2n(D−∆+2)
g
(n)
ζσ (ζ) g(n)ρτ (ζ) ∂µφ

(n) (ζ) ∂νφ
(n) (ζ)

+L−6n(D−∆+1) F (n)
0,µζσ

(

P(n)
νρ ∂τφ

(n) (ζ) + P(n)
ντ ∂ρφ

(n) (ζ)
)

+L−6n(D−∆+1) F (n)
0,νρτ

(

P(n)
µζ ∂σφ

(n) (ζ) + P(n)
µσ ∂ζφ

(n) (ζ)
)

+L−6n(D−∆+1)
(

F (n)
0,µζσQ(n)

ν + F (n)
0,νζσQ(n)

µ

)

∂ρφ
(n) (ζ)∂τφ

(n) (ζ)

+L−6n(D−∆+1)
(

P(n)
µζ ∂σφ

(n) (ζ) + P(n)
µσ ∂ζφ

(n) (ζ)
)(

P(n)
νρ ∂τφ

(n) (ζ) + P(n)
ντ ∂ρφ

(n) (ζ)
)

+L−6n(D−∆+1) Q(n)
ν ∂ρφ

(n) (ζ)∂τφ
(n) (ζ)

(

P(n)
µζ ∂σφ

(n) (ζ) + P(n)
µσ ∂ζφ

(n) (ζ)
)

+L−6n(D−∆+1) Q(n)
µ ∂ζφ

(n) (ζ) ∂σφ
(n) (ζ)

(

P(n)
νρ ∂τφ

(n) (ζ) + P(n)
ντ ∂ρφ

(n) (ζ)
)

+L−6n(D−∆+1) Q(n)
µ Q(n)

ν ∂ρφ
(n) (ζ) ∂τφ

(n) (ζ) ∂ζφ
(n) (ζ)∂σφ

(n) (ζ)

+L−6n(D−∆+1) F (n)
0,µζσF

(n)
0,νρτ

}

+ σ2
0 L

−n(4D−4∆+2)
g
(n)στ

g
(n)ρζ

(

∂ρ∂σ∂τφ
(n) (ζ)

)

{

(

2∂xF
(n)
µ (x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
∂xF

(n)
ν (x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
+ 3σ2

0∂
2
xF

(n)
µ (x)

∣

∣

x=x̄
∂2
xF

(n)
ν (x)

∣

∣

x=x̄

)

∂ζφ
(n) (ζ)

+F (n)
1,µνζ

}

. (117)

In the one above, ∂µ = ∂/∂ζµ.
In S(n) above, we can see there appear three kinds of the exponents, which we

express as κ1,2 as

κ1 = D/2 + 4− 2(D −∆+ 2), (118)

κ2 = D/2 + 6− 6(D −∆+ 1), (119)

κ3 = D/2− (4D − 4∆ + 2), (120)
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where in the value of κ1, we have take into account of the two facts: 1) L
n
g
(n)
δǫ (ζ) g

(n)ǫζ(ζ) =
δδζ , 2) We later take the contraction as mentioned under (80). As a result not 6 but 4
has been taken. Then, if we take ∆ such that

• κ1 vanishes; ∆ = 3D/4, which leads κ2 = −D and κ3 = −2−D/2.

• κ2 vanishes, ∆ = 11D/12, which leads κ1 = D/3 and κ3 = −2 +D/6.

• κ3 vanishes, ∆ = (4 + 7D)/8, which leads κ1 = (4 +D)/4 and κ2 = 3−D/4.

Therefore, when we take ∆ as

∆ = 3D/4, where D = 2 in this study. (121)

the fixed-point exists, which is

lim
n→∞

S(n)(ζ) = −D

∫

dDζ
√

−g(∞) (ζ) g(∞)µν (ζ) ∂µφ
(∞) (ζ) ∂νφ

(∞) (ζ) , (122)

where we have performed the contraction: L2n
g
(n)στ (ζ) g(n)ρζ (ζ) g

(n)
ζσ (ζ) g

(n)
ρτ (ζ) = D.

However, if it comes to φ(n)(ζ) with ∆ in (121), the relations of (4) and (15) for

the coarse-grained φ(n)(ζ) and g(n)µν(ζ) and g
(n)
µν (ζ) cannot be held. (Only when ∆ is

given as D as in (79), it can be held.)

References

[1] S. A. Fulling, “Nonuniqueness of canonical field quantization in Riemannian
space-time,” Phys. Rev. D 7, 2850 (1973).

[2] P. C. W. Davies, “Scalar particle production in Schwarzschild and Rindler met-
rics,” J. Phys. A 8, 609 (1975).

[3] W. G. Unruh, “Notes on black hole evaporation,” Phys. Rev. D 14, 870 (1976).

[4] S. W. Hawking, “Particle Creation by Black Holes,” Commun. Math. Phys. 43,
199 (1975) [Erratum-ibid. 46, 206 (1976)].

[5] G. ’t Hooft, “Dimensional reduction in quantum gravity,” Salamfest 1993:0284-
296 [gr-qc/9310026].

[6] L. Susskind, “The World as a hologram,” J. Math. Phys. 36, 6377 (1995)
[hep-th/9409089].

[7] D. Bigatti and L. Susskind, “TASI lectures on the holographic principle,”
hep-th/0002044.

[8] R. Bousso, “The Holographic principle,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 74, 825 (2002)
[hep-th/0203101].

31

http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9310026
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9409089
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0002044
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0203101


[9] T. Jacobson, “Thermodynamics of space-time: The Einstein equation of state,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 1260 (1995) [gr-qc/9504004].

[10] E. P. Verlinde, “On the Origin of Gravity and the Laws of Newton,” JHEP 1104,
029 (2011) [arXiv:1001.0785 [hep-th]].

[11] M. Niedermaier and M. Reuter, “The Asymptotic Safety Scenario in Quantum
Gravity,” Living Rev. Rel. 9, 5 (2006).

[12] M. Niedermaier, “The Asymptotic safety scenario in quantum gravity: An Intro-
duction,” Class. Quant. Grav. 24, R171 (2007) [gr-qc/0610018].

[13] R. Percacci, “Asymptotic Safety,” [arXiv:0709.3851 [hep-th]].

[14] M. Reuter and F. Saueressig, “Quantum Einstein Gravity,” New J. Phys. 14,
055022 (2012) [arXiv:1202.2274 [hep-th]].

[15] A. Codello, R. Percacci and C. Rahmede, “Investigating the Ultraviolet Prop-
erties of Gravity with a Wilsonian Renormalization Group Equation,” Annals
Phys. 324, 414 (2009) [arXiv:0805.2909 [hep-th]].

[16] A. Eichhorn, “Status of the asymptotic safety paradigm for quantum gravity and
matter,” Found. Phys. 48, no. 10, 1407 (2018) [arXiv:1709.03696 [gr-qc]].

[17] A. D. Pereira, “Quantum spacetime and the renormalization group: Progress
and visions,” arXiv:1904.07042 [gr-qc].

[18] N. Ohta, “A Complete Classification of Higher Derivative Gravity in 3D and
Criticality in 4D,” Class. Quant. Grav. 29, 015002 (2012) [arXiv:1109.4458 [hep-
th]].

[19] K. Muneyuki and N. Ohta, “Unitarity versus Renormalizability of Higher Deriva-
tive Gravity in 3D,” Phys. Rev. D 85, 101501 (2012) [arXiv:1201.2058 [hep-th]].

[20] N. Ohta, “Beta Function and Asymptotic Safety in Three-dimensional Higher
Derivative Gravity,” Class. Quant. Grav. 29, 205012 (2012) [arXiv:1205.0476
[hep-th]].

[21] N. Ohta and R. Percacci, “Higher Derivative Gravity and Asymptotic Safety in
Diverse Dimensions,” Class. Quant. Grav. 31, 015024 (2014) [arXiv:1308.3398
[hep-th]].

[22] G. Narain and R. Anishetty, “Unitary and Renormalizable Theory of Higher
Derivative Gravity,” J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 405, 012024 (2012) [arXiv:1210.0513
[hep-th]].

[23] G. Narain and R. Anishetty, “Charge Renormalization due to Graviton Loops,”
JHEP 1307, 106 (2013) [arXiv:1211.5040 [hep-th]].

32

http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9504004
http://arxiv.org/abs/1001.0785
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0610018
http://arxiv.org/abs/0709.3851
http://arxiv.org/abs/1202.2274
http://arxiv.org/abs/0805.2909
http://arxiv.org/abs/1709.03696
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.07042
http://arxiv.org/abs/1109.4458
http://arxiv.org/abs/1201.2058
http://arxiv.org/abs/1205.0476
http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.3398
http://arxiv.org/abs/1210.0513
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.5040


[24] G. Narain and R. Anishetty, “Running Couplings in Quantum Theory of Gravity
Coupled with Gauge Fields,” JHEP 1310, 203 (2013) [arXiv:1309.0473 [hep-th]].

[25] N. Ohta, R. Percacci and G. P. Vacca, “Flow equation for f(R) gravity and some
of its exact solutions,” Phys. Rev. D 92, no. 6, 061501 (2015) [arXiv:1507.00968
[hep-th]].

[26] N. Ohta, R. Percacci and G. P. Vacca, “Renormalization Group Equation and
scaling solutions for f(R) gravity in exponential parametrization,” Eur. Phys. J.
C 76, no. 2, 46 (2016) [arXiv:1511.09393 [hep-th]].

[27] K. Falls and N. Ohta, “Renormalization Group Equation for f(R) gravity on
hyperbolic spaces,” Phys. Rev. D 94, no. 8, 084005 (2016) [arXiv:1607.08460
[hep-th]].

[28] N. Ohta, R. Percacci and A. D. Pereira, “f(R,R2
µν) at one loop,” Phys. Rev. D

97, no. 10, 104039 (2018) [arXiv:1804.01608 [hep-th]].

[29] G. P. De Brito, N. Ohta, A. D. Pereira, A. A. Tomaz and M. Yamada, “Asymp-
totic safety and field parametrization dependence in the f(R) truncation,” Phys.
Rev. D 98, no. 2, 026027 (2018) [arXiv:1805.09656 [hep-th]].

[30] K. Falls, D. F. Litim and A. Raghuraman, “Black Holes and Asymptotically Safe
Gravity,” Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 27, 1250019 (2012) [arXiv:1002.0260 [hep-th]].

[31] K. Falls, D. F. Litim, K. Nikolakopoulos and C. Rahmede, “A bootstrap towards
asymptotic safety,” arXiv:1301.4191 [hep-th].

[32] K. Falls, “Asymptotic safety and the cosmological constant,” JHEP 1601, 069
(2016) [arXiv:1408.0276 [hep-th]].

[33] K. Falls, D. F. Litim, K. Nikolakopoulos and C. Rahmede, “Further evidence for
asymptotic safety of quantum gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 93, no. 10, 104022 (2016)
[arXiv:1410.4815 [hep-th]].

[34] K. Falls, “Renormalization of Newtonfs constant,” Phys. Rev. D 92, no. 12,
124057 (2015) [arXiv:1501.05331 [hep-th]].

[35] K. Falls, “Critical scaling in quantum gravity from the renormalisation group,”
arXiv:1503.06233 [hep-th].

[36] K. Falls, D. F. Litim, K. Nikolakopoulos and C. Rahmede, “On de Sitter solutions
in asymptotically safe f(R) theories,” Class. Quant. Grav. 35, no. 13, 135006
(2018) [arXiv:1607.04962 [gr-qc]].

[37] K. Falls, “Physical renormalization schemes and asymptotic safety in quantum
gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 96, no. 12, 126016 (2017) [arXiv:1702.03577 [hep-th]].

33

http://arxiv.org/abs/1309.0473
http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.00968
http://arxiv.org/abs/1511.09393
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.08460
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.01608
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.09656
http://arxiv.org/abs/1002.0260
http://arxiv.org/abs/1301.4191
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.0276
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.4815
http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.05331
http://arxiv.org/abs/1503.06233
http://arxiv.org/abs/1607.04962
http://arxiv.org/abs/1702.03577


[38] K. Falls, C. R. King, D. F. Litim, K. Nikolakopoulos and C. Rahmede, “Asymp-
totic safety of quantum gravity beyond Ricci scalars,” Phys. Rev. D 97, no. 8,
086006 (2018) [arXiv:1801.00162 [hep-th]].

[39] K. Muneyuki and N. Ohta, “Renormalization of Higher Derivative Quantum
Gravity Coupled to a Scalar with Shift Symmetry,” Phys. Lett. B 725, 495
(2013) [arXiv:1306.6701 [hep-th]].

[40] N. Ohta and R. Percacci, “Ultraviolet Fixed Points in Conformal Gravity
and General Quadratic Theories,” Class. Quant. Grav. 33, 035001 (2016)
[arXiv:1506.05526 [hep-th]].

[41] N. Ohta and L. Rachwal, “Effective Action from the Functional Renormalization
Group,” arXiv:2002.10839 [hep-th].

[42] G. Narain and R. Percacci, “Renormalization Group Flow in Scalar-Tensor The-
ories. I,” Class. Quant. Grav. 27, 075001 (2010) [arXiv:0911.0386 [hep-th]].

[43] G. Narain and C. Rahmede, “Renormalization Group Flow in Scalar-Tensor The-
ories. II,” Class. Quant. Grav. 27, 075002 (2010) [arXiv:0911.0394 [hep-th]].

[44] I. Y. Park, “Hypersurface foliation approach to renormalization of ADM for-
mulation of gravity,” Eur. Phys. J. C 75, no. 9, 459 (2015) [arXiv:1404.5066
[hep-th]].

[45] I. Y. Park, “Foliation-based quantization and black hole information,” Class.
Quant. Grav. 34, no. 24, 245005 (2017) [arXiv:1707.04803 [hep-th]].

[46] I. Park, “Foliation-Based Approach to Quantum Gravity and Applications to
Astrophysics,” Universe 5, no. 3, 71 (2019) [arXiv:1902.03332 [hep-th]].

[47] K. y. Oda and M. Yamada, “Non-minimal coupling in Higgs-Yukawa model with
asymptotically safe gravity,” Class. Quant. Grav. 33, no. 12, 125011 (2016)
[arXiv:1510.03734 [hep-th]].

[48] C. Wetterich and M. Yamada, “Gauge hierarchy problem in asymptotically
safe gravity–the resurgence mechanism,” Phys. Lett. B 770, 268 (2017)
[arXiv:1612.03069 [hep-th]].

[49] Y. Hamada and M. Yamada, “Asymptotic safety of higher derivative quantum
gravity non-minimally coupled with a matter system,” JHEP 1708, 070 (2017)
[arXiv:1703.09033 [hep-th]].

[50] A. Eichhorn, Y. Hamada, J. Lumma and M. Yamada, “Quantum gravity fluctu-
ations flatten the Planck-scale Higgs potential,” Phys. Rev. D 97, no. 8, 086004
(2018) [arXiv:1712.00319 [hep-th]].

[51] J. M. Pawlowski, M. Reichert, C. Wetterich and M. Yamada, “Higgs scalar po-
tential in asymptotically safe quantum gravity,” Phys. Rev. D 99, no. 8, 086010
(2019) [arXiv:1811.11706 [hep-th]].

34

http://arxiv.org/abs/1801.00162
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.6701
http://arxiv.org/abs/1506.05526
http://arxiv.org/abs/2002.10839
http://arxiv.org/abs/0911.0386
http://arxiv.org/abs/0911.0394
http://arxiv.org/abs/1404.5066
http://arxiv.org/abs/1707.04803
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.03332
http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.03734
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.03069
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.09033
http://arxiv.org/abs/1712.00319
http://arxiv.org/abs/1811.11706


[52] G. P. De Brito, Y. Hamada, A. D. Pereira and M. Yamada, “On the im-
pact of Majorana masses in gravity-matter systems,” JHEP 1908, 142 (2019)
[arXiv:1905.11114 [hep-th]].

[53] C. Wetterich and M. Yamada, “Variable Planck mass from the gauge invariant
flow equation,” Phys. Rev. D 100, no. 6, 066017 (2019) [arXiv:1906.01721 [hep-
th]].

[54] H. Kawai and M. Ninomiya, “Renormalization Group and Quantum Gravity,”
Nucl. Phys. B 336, 115-145 (1990)

[55] H. Kawai, Y. Kitazawa and M. Ninomiya, “Scaling exponents in quantum gravity
near two-dimensions,” Nucl. Phys. B 393, 280-300 (1993) [arXiv:hep-th/9206081
[hep-th]].

[56] H. Kawai, Y. Kitazawa and M. Ninomiya, “Ultraviolet stable fixed point and
scaling relations in (2+epsilon)-dimensional quantum gravity,” Nucl. Phys. B
404, 684-716 (1993) [arXiv:hep-th/9303123 [hep-th]].

[57] T. Aida, Y. Kitazawa, J. Nishimura and A. Tsuchiya, “Two loop renormalization
in quantum gravity near two-dimensions,” Nucl. Phys. B 444, 353-380 (1995)
[arXiv:hep-th/9501056 [hep-th]].

[58] T. Aida and Y. Kitazawa, “Quantum gravity with boundaries near two-
dimensions,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A 10, 1351-1364 (1995) [arXiv:hep-th/9504075
[hep-th]].

[59] T. Aida, Y. Kitazawa, H. Kawai and M. Ninomiya, “Conformal invariance and
renormalization group in quantum gravity near two-dimensions,” Nucl. Phys. B
427, 158-180 (1994) [arXiv:hep-th/9404171 [hep-th]].

[60] Y. Kitazawa and M. Ninomiya, “Scaling behavior of Ricci curvature at
short distance near two-dimensions,” Phys. Rev. D 55, 2076-2081 (1997)
[arXiv:hep-th/9504126 [hep-th]].

[61] Y. Kitazawa, “Quantum gravity is renormalizable near two-dimensions,” Nucl.
Phys. B 453, 477-488 (1995) [arXiv:hep-th/9505193 [hep-th]].

[62] H. Kawai, Y. Kitazawa and M. Ninomiya, “Renormalizability of quantum gravity
near two-dimensions,” Nucl. Phys. B 467, 313-331 (1996) [arXiv:hep-th/9511217
[hep-th]].

[63] T. Aida and Y. Kitazawa, “Two loop prediction for scaling exponents in
(2+epsilon)-dimensional quantum gravity,” Nucl. Phys. B 491, 427-460 (1997)
[arXiv:hep-th/9609077 [hep-th]].

[64] A. M. Polyakov, “Quantum Gravity in Two-Dimensions,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A 2,
893 (1987)

35

http://arxiv.org/abs/1905.11114
http://arxiv.org/abs/1906.01721
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9206081
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9303123
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9501056
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9504075
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9404171
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9504126
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9505193
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9511217
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9609077


[65] V. Knizhnik, A. M. Polyakov and A. Zamolodchikov, “Fractal Structure of 2D
Quantum Gravity,” Mod. Phys. Lett. A 3, 819 (1988)

[66] J. Distler and H. Kawai, “Conformal Field Theory and 2D Quantum Gravity,”
Nucl. Phys. B 321, 509-527 (1989)

[67] K. G. Wilson and J. B. Kogut, “The Renormalization group and the epsilon
expansion,” Phys. Rept. 12, 75 (1974).

[68] H. Matsueda, “Emergent General Relativity from Fisher Information Metric,”
arXiv:1310.1831 [gr-qc].

[69] D. V. Vassilevich, “Heat kernel expansion: User’s manual,” Phys. Rept. 388, 279
(2003) [hep-th/0306138].

[70] M. Guica, T. Hartman, W. Song and A. Strominger, “The Kerr/CFT Correspon-
dence,” Phys. Rev. D 80, 124008 (2009) [arXiv:0809.4266 [hep-th]].

[71] H. Matsueda, “Geometry and Dynamics of Emergent Spacetime from Entangle-
ment Spectrum,” arXiv:1408.5589 [hep-th].

[72] H. Matsueda, “Hessian geometry and entanglement thermodynamics,”
arXiv:1508.02538 [hep-th].

[73] K. Esawa, K. Watanabe, M. Suzuki and H. Tasaki “Methods of renormalization
groups,” (Iwanami Shoten, 2016), (in Japanese).

36

http://arxiv.org/abs/1310.1831
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0306138
http://arxiv.org/abs/0809.4266
http://arxiv.org/abs/1408.5589
http://arxiv.org/abs/1508.02538

	1 Introduction
	2 Definition of the Fisher metric and points to be careful
	3 Form of p and the Ricci tensor in terms of that
	4 Specifying of , bold0mu mumu FFFFFF and , and rewriting of the EH action
	4.1 , bold0mu mumu FFFFFF and 
	4.2 EH action

	5 Coarse-grainings of the ingredients in our rewritten EH action
	5.1 Space we put our action
	5.2 Coarse-graining of , fundamental definition of renormalization transformation and important problem
	5.3 Fixed-points
	5.4 Coarse-gainings other than 

	6 Coarse-graining and fixed-point of our rewritten EH action
	7 Summary
	A Expression of the Ricci tensor
	A.1 Expression of the Ricci tensor when p=e-bold0mu mumu 
	A.2 Expression of the Ricci tensor when bold0mu mumu = -bold0mu mumu FFFFFF+ 

	B Coarse-graining in terms of g(n)() and g(n)()

