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Abstract

We study Weyl conformal geometry as a general gauge theory of the Weyl group (of
Poincaré and dilatations symmetries) in a manifestly Weyl gauge covariant formalism

in which this geometry is (automatically) metric and physically relevant. This gives a
realistic (quadratic) gauge theory of gravity, with Einstein-Hilbert gravity and a (posi-

tive) cosmological constant recovered in its spontaneously broken phase. For the most

general action we compute the manifestly Weyl gauge covariant equations of motion and
present the conservation laws for the energy-momentum tensor and Weyl gauge current.

These laws are valid both in Weyl conformal geometry (with respect to the Weyl gauge

covariant derivative) but also in the Riemannian geometry equivalent picture (with re-
spect to its associated covariant derivative). This interesting result is a consequence of

(gauged) diffeomorphism invariance of the former versus usual diffeomorphism invari-
ance of the latter. These results are first derived for d = 4 dimensions and are then

extended to conformal geometry in d dimensions while automatically maintaining man-

ifest Weyl gauge invariance/covariance. The results are useful in physical applications
with this symmetry.
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1 Motivation

Much effort has been devoted to find a unified ultraviolet complete theory of gravity and

Standard Model of particle theory. String theory is one possible solution to this problem.

Here we consider an alternative approach, represented by the (quantum) gauge theory of

gravity defined by Weyl conformal geometry [1–3], see [4] for a review.

Weyl conformal geometry, introduced in 1918, long before modern gauge theories - was

in essence the first ever gauge theory (of a space-time symmetry). These days it can be

introduced and motivated by the successful principle of gauge symmetries published by

E. Noether [5] in the same year; much like searches for new physics based on new internal

gauge symmetries, one can apply this principle to a new 4D space-time symmetry to identify

the 4D geometry that may underlie both gravity and SM in a (unified) gauge theory. The

gauged space-time symmetry considered dictates the actual 4D geometry and the gravity

action as a gauge theory action. To this purpose, one can gauge: a) Poincaré group [6, 7],

b) Weyl group (Poincaré and dilatations symmetry) [8–10], c) full conformal group [11].

The action in case a) has a largely unknown UV completion, being affected by an

infinite series of higher derivative operators, the presence of which cannot be forbidden on

symmetry grounds. We do not consider this case. Case c) of gauging the full conformal

group leads to conformal gravity [12]. This case is not a true gauge theory of a space-time

symmetry since no dynamical/physical gauge bosons of dilatations and special conformal

symmetries can be present in the action [13]. This leads us to explore case b) of the gauge

theory of the (smaller) Weyl group. This symmetry is realised by Weyl conformal geometry

[1–3] that was less studied as a gauge theory; for a modern gauge theory view see [10].

The reason why conformal geometry as a gauge theory of Weyl group has not been well

studied is partly due to a century-old criticism of Einstein [1]1. According to this, a theory

based on conformal geometry cannot be physical since this geometry is non-metric, leading

to a “second clock effect” that contradicts experiment [1]. Therefore, research was focused

on theories based on so-called “integrable” conformal geometry, in which the Weyl gauge

boson of dilatations is “pure gauge” (non-dynamical); in this case conformal geometry

becomes “metric”, avoids the above criticism, and one obtains the conformal gravity action

[13] (which we just argued that it is not a true gauge theory of a space-time symmetry).

Conformal geometry remained however of interest to physics, and set the foundations for

modern gauge theories, see [14] and references therein. With important exceptions [15,16],

with the advent of modern gauge theories (of internal symmetries) attention was diverted to

other emerging theories at the time (SM as a gauge theory, supersymmetry, string theory).

However, the criticism of Einstein does not actually apply to the gravity theory of

conformal geometry. Recently, it was shown [17] that the general quadratic gravity action

associated to conformal geometry undergoes a Stueckelberg mechanism [18]. In this, the

Weyl gauge boson (ωµ) of dilatations becomes massive, after eating the would-be-Goldstone

of dilatations φ (a spin-zero state propagated by the R2 term in the action) and then

Weyl gauge symmetry is broken. After ωµ decouples, Weyl geometry (i.e. connection)

becomes Riemannian (Levi-Civita connection) and Einstein-Hilbert gravity is recovered,

1This was in response to the (wrong) initial idea of Weyl that the Weyl gauge boson of dilatations (ωµ)
in conformal geometry would describe the real photon. But Einstein’s critique is more general and applies
independent of this idea. It was much later understood that electromagnetism corresponds to an internal,
(not a space-time) symmetry. The vector field ωµ is thus just a field that together with gµν mediates gravity.
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with a cosmological constant (Λ > 0). All mass scales of this theory i.e. Planck, mω and Λ

have a geometric origin, generated by the would-be-Goldstone vev (“dilaton”). Since this

field is eaten by ωµ, there is no need to “stabilize” this value. No scalar fields were added

to the theory to generate these scales and the breaking has a pure geometric origin [17,20].

After ωµ decouples, any unwanted non-metricity effects that one may claim to exist can

be suppressed by a sufficiently large mass of ωµ (that could be e.g. near Planck scale) [17].

It was also subsequently realised that if Weyl gauge covariance is indeed respected by the

parallel transport of the vector, its length (or clock rates) is invariant and therefore the

geometry is actually metric [19–21], with no unwanted second-clock effect present (in the

symmetric phase). (Another argument is that in the symmetric phase there is no mass

scale and without a mass scale a clock rate cannot be defined and thus no second clock

effect exists). These two developments built on previous works of Dirac [15] and Smolin

[16] and showed that conformal geometry, regarded as a gauge theory of Weyl group, can

be a realistic vector-tensor gauge theory of gravity, called here Weyl quadratic gravity.

Another motivation for an interest in conformal geometry as a gauge theory is that

this theory is Weyl (gauge) anomaly-free. This was shown in [22] by introducing a Weyl

gauge covariant formulation in which this geometry is automatically metric. While in

Riemannian geometry a Weyl anomaly is present in an action with local Weyl symmetry

[23–27], in conformal geometry the Weyl gauge symmetry of dilatations is maintained and

manifest in d dimensions and thus at quantum level [4,22]. Weyl geometry is special in that

both the Weyl and Chern-Euler-Gauss-Bonnet terms in the action transform Weyl gauge

covariantly in d dimensions (unlike the Chern-Euler-Gauss-Bonnet term in Riemannian

case). As a result we have a (geometric) regularisation and action in d dimensions that

are Weyl gauge invariant and thus Weyl anomaly is absent. The absence of anomaly is

also due to the presence of an extra degree of freedom (“dilaton” or would-be-Goldstone)

[28]. Weyl anomaly is recovered in the broken phase when ωµ decouples and Weyl geometry

(connection) becomes Riemannian (Levi-Civita). Briefly, conformal geometry is a consistent

(quantum) gauge theory of the Weyl group and the only true gauge theory of a space-time

symmetry i.e. with physical (dynamical) ωµ and full geometric interpretation [19].

There are additional motivations to study conformal geometry as the gauge theory

beyond Einstein-Hilbert gravity. The Standard Model (SM) with vanishing Higgs mass

parameter can naturally be embedded in conformal geometry [29] with no additional degrees

of freedom (dof) beyond those of SM and Weyl geometry (ωµ, gµν). Successful Starobinsky-

Higgs inflation is possible [30–32] being a gauged version of Starobinsky inflation [33] - this

is because the action is quadratic in curvature (as in any gauge theory) which explains the

Starobinsky-like inflation. Good fits for galaxies rotation curves seem possible [34] with ωµ

as a candidate for dark matter; with ωµ of geometric origin, this gives a geometric solution

to this problem from the Weyl geometry perspective, while in the Riemannian picture ωµ

appears as an ad-hoc “matter” dof; black hole solutions were studied in [35].

Interestingly, there exists a non-perturbative completion of Weyl quadratic gravity ac-

tion in a more general gauge theory of the Weyl group, having a non-linear action. This

is an analogue of the Dirac-Born-Infeld action [36–39] associated to the gauged dilatation

of conformal geometry in d dimensions (hereafter Weyl-DBI) [40]. This action is itself a

theory that is Weyl gauge invariant in arbitrary d dimensions with dimensionless couplings

and no UV regulator needed. This is also true for Weyl quadratic gravity after a Weyl

gauge invariant regularisation with (covariant) scalar curvature R acting as UV regulator.
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The Weyl-DBI action is a sum of two terms: a perturbative gauge structure which is Weyl

quadratic gravity and a non-perturbative part of (gauge invariant) non-polynomial opera-

tors. Explicitly, a series expansion of this WDBI action recovers in the leading order exactly

the (gauge theory of) Weyl quadratic gravity in d dimensions of conformal geometry, while

all sub-leading terms in such expansion are non-perturbative (quantum) corrections.

Recently, it was found that there are three mathematically equivalent formulations

[10, 19] of conformal geometry: 1) a “traditional” historical formulation that has vectorial

non-metricity but is torsion-free; 2) a second, equivalent formulation that is metric but

has vectorial torsion, derived from the tangent space formulation uplifted to space-time,

and finally, 3) a third formulation that is Weyl gauge covariant and automatically metric

[10,19,22]. These formulations correspond to different linear combinations of the Weyl group

generators [10]. In general, one can use any formulation, but only the third formulation

is guaranteed to be physical, because conformal geometry is a gauge theory of the Weyl

group, hence Weyl gauge covariance must be respected. Given the underlying symmetry,

we can say that the third formulation of conformal geometry is simply a “covariantised”

version of Riemannian geometry with respect to the gauged dilatation symmetry.

The goal of this paper is three-fold: first, we develop further the Weyl gauge covariant

mathematical formalism, based on previous work in this direction [10,15,19,22]. Second, for

the most general action of this gauge theory (i.e. Weyl quadratic gravity) in d=4 dimensions

we find the equations of motion, using the Weyl gauge covariant (metric) formulation of

conformal geometry. These equations are manifestly Weyl gauge covariant and can be used

in applications. Previous work on this did not consider this formalism and the general

action (e.g. including the Weyl-tensor-squared term in the action) and such equations were

obtained by going to the Riemannian picture [29,41]. Thirdly, we find the conservation laws

for the general quadratic gravity action. We then extend these results to any d dimensions.

The conservation laws for the Weyl gauge current and the stress energy tensor are

formulated in a Weyl gauge covariant form of conformal geometry. Then they are shown to

also be valid in the Riemannian geometry in their corresponding covariant formulation. It

is very interesting to find that these laws are valid both in Weyl and Riemannian geometry

pictures of the same action, with respect to different covariances (Weyl versus Riemannian)!

This interesting result is a consequence of having, separately, standard diffeomorphism

invariance (and dilatation invariance) in the Riemannian picture versus gauge covariant

diffeomorphisms in conformal geometry formulation. These conservation laws show the

physical relevance of conformal geometry as a realistic gauge theory of gravity. These

symmetry arguments are independent of the number of dimensions, which explains why

these conservation laws are also valid in arbitrary d dimensions.

These results on Weyl quadratic gravity with its underlying conformal geometry lead

to a self-consistent gauge theory of the Weyl group. Both the geometry (connection) and

the action share the same Weyl gauge symmetry, something not realised in any other gauge

theory of a space-time symmetry that we are aware of. In the absence of matter, the theory

has no parameters other than the dimensionless couplings of the action (dictated by Weyl

gauge symmetry alone). The theory is predictive: it has no scalar fields compensators

added ad-hoc; all dof’s are exactly those of conformal geometry. Thus, we have a geometry

constructed by the genius of Weyl that has, at the same time, all the elegant attributes

(general gauge covariance, conservation laws) of a realistic gauge theory beyond Einstein-

Hilbert gravity, in which an embedding of the SM (with no new dof’s) is naturally realised.
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2 Conformal geometry in the gauge covariant formulation

In this section we review the manifestly Weyl gauge covariant formulation of conformal

geometry and of its associated action, Weyl quadratic gravity, regarded as a gauge theory

of the Weyl group (of Poincaré and dilatation space-time symmetries). This is similar to

building an action with an internal gauge symmetry, based on the Noether principle.

Weyl gauge covariance is important firstly because it ensures that the approach has

physical relevance and secondly, the geometry also becomes metric [22]. We present and

develop further this formulation of conformal geometry following [10,19,22]. The standard,

modern gauge theories approach is to make use of the Lie algebra of the Weyl group and

construct the theory on the tangent space, then “uplift” the results to curved space-time,

with the vielbein. We briefly present this approach in the Appendix, for details see [10,19].

Here we shall present the gauge covariant formulation of Weyl conformal geometry directly

in space-time, using the more familiar, historic perspective. The results of this section are

valid in arbitrary d dimensions2.

• Non-metric, torsion-free formulation:

Conformal geometry is usually defined by equivalence classes of the metric gµν and Weyl

gauge field ωµ related by Weyl gauge symmetry transformations defined by Σ(x)≡eλD(x):

gµν 7→ e2λDgµν , ωµ 7→ ωµ − ∂µλD , (1)

together with the so-called “non-metricity” condition of conformal geometry:

∇̃µgνρ = −2ωµ gνρ , where ∇̃µgνρ ≡ ∂µgνρ − Γ̃α
µνgαρ − Γ̃α

µρgνα , (2)

with Γ̃ assumed symmetric in Weyl conformal geometry: Γ̃ρ
µν = Γ̃ρ

νµ i.e. there is no torsion.

As shown in (1) the metric has Weyl charge q = 2. If one would like to work with an

arbitrary charge q of the metric and also restore the presence of the Weyl gauge coupling

α, one replaces everywhere in the results below ωµ → (αq/2)ωµ.

In this formulation, one solves (2) for Γ̃ by usual techniques, or by aWeyl gauge covariant

derivative replacement: ∂µ → ∂µ + 2αωµ in the Levi-Civita connection, to find

Γ̃ρ
µν = Γ̊ρ

µν

∣

∣

∣

∂µ→∂µ+2αωµ

= Γ̊ρ
µν + δρµων + δρνωµ − gµνω

ρ , (3)

with the Levi-Civita connection

Γ̊ρ
µν =

1

2
gρλ(∂µgνλ + ∂νgµλ − ∂λgµν) . (4)

It is easy to see that Γ̃ is invariant under gauged dilatations (1), Γ̃ρ
µν 7→ Γ̃ρ

µν .

Further, one associates a curvature tensor R̃ρ
σµν to the connection Γ̃ via the commutator

of covariant derivatives acting on a vector V ρ

2For Riemannian geometry our conventions in this paper are as in [42].
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[∇̃µ, ∇̃ν ]V
ρ = R̃ρ

σµνV
σ . (5)

From this one finds for the curvature tensor an expression similar to that in a Riemannian

case but with the replacement: Γ̊ρ
µν → Γ̃ρ

µν :

R̃ρ
σµν = ∂µΓ̃

ρ
νσ − ∂ν Γ̃

ρ
µσ + Γ̃ρ

µτ Γ̃
τ
νσ − Γ̃ρ

ντ Γ̃
τ
µσ . (6)

Using (3) one can further express R̃ρ
σµν in terms of its Riemannian geometry counterpart3.

The tensor R̃ρ
σµν is invariant under (1) since Γ̃ρ

µν is so, and the same is true for the

Ricci tensor of Weyl geometry (Weyl-Ricci), R̃σν = R̃ρ
σρν , while the Weyl scalar curvature

R̃ = gµνR̃µν transforms Weyl gauge covariantly under (1), just like the inverse metric

R̃ → e−2λDR̃. One can also define the field strength of gauged dilatations

Fµν = ∇̃µων − ∇̃νωµ = ∂µων − ∂νωµ , (7)

where we used that the connection is symmetric. Fµν is also invariant under (1). These

curvature fields are then used to construct a Weyl gauge invariant action. This is done by

constructing all quadratic terms invariant under (1). The corresponding action was written

by Weyl more than a century ago [1–3] and we shall discuss it shortly.

This picture corresponds to the so-called non-metric formulation. Since the connection

is assumed symmetric, it is also torsion free. This formulation can be used in applications

but since it is non-metric, for calculations one must go to the (metric) Riemannian picture,

see e.g. [29]. Moreover, while the curvature fields (Weyl-Riemann, Weyl-Ricci, Weyl scalar

curvature) are Weyl gauge invariant or transform covariantly, the derivatives ∇̃µ applied to

these curvatures do not transform covariantly ∇̃µR̃ 67→ e−2λD∇̃µR̃, etc. Hence, this is not a

suitable formulation of conformal geometry as a gauge theory of the Weyl group.

• Metric formulation with torsion

Recently, a different, but equivalent formulation of conformal geometry has been found [19]

in terms of a new connection Γ that is metric but has vectorial torsion. Briefly, the idea is

that in the non-metricity condition (2) ∇̃µgνρ = −2ωµgνρ one “moves” the rhs into a new

connection Γ, such that the new formulation becomes metric with respect to ∇(Γ):

∇µgνρ = 0 , where ∇µgνρ ≡ ∂µgνρ − Γα
µνgαρ − Γα

µρgαν . (8)

This is possible for

Γρ
µν = Γ̃ρ

µν − ωµ δ
ρ
ν , (9)

or, using (3)

Γρ
µν = Γ̊ρ

µν + δρµων − gµνω
ρ . (10)

3see later, eqs.(13) to (16).
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The new connection Γ is not invariant under (1) but actually transforms like a gauge field

Γρ
µν 7→ Γρ

µν + δρν∂µλD, and is not symmetric either, Γρ
µν 6= Γρ

νµ; hence this new formulation

is metric but has torsion! Then the commutator of the covariant derivatives associated to

Γ defines a curvature tensor Rρ
σµν and a torsion depending on ωµ

[∇µ,∇ν ]V
ρ = Rρ

σµνV
σ − Tµν

σ∇σV
ρ . (11)

The tensors defined above can be written explicitly as

Rρ
σµν = ∂µΓ

ρ
νσ − ∂νΓ

ρ
µσ + Γρ

µτΓ
τ
νσ − Γρ

ντΓ
τ
µσ , Tµν

ρ = 2Γρ
[µν] = 2δρ[µων] , (12)

with the usual notation: A[µν] ≡ (1/2)(Aµν − Aνµ) (also A(µν) ≡ (1/2)(Aµν + Aνµ)). The

trace of the torsion Tµν
µ is proportional to the Weyl gauge field.

The new Weyl-Riemann curvature Rρ
σµν tensor is still invariant under dilatations (1).

This is seen by using the projective transformation (9), which relates this formulation to

the previous non-metric one. This gives

Rρ
σµν = R̃ρ

σµν − δρσFµν , (13)

where Fµν = ∂µων − ∂νωµ. Since Fµν and R̃ρ
σµν are invariant under (1), then Rρ

σµν is

also Weyl gauge invariant. Then the new Weyl-Ricci tensor Rσν = Rρ
σρν is also Weyl

gauge invariant, while the Weyl scalar curvature R = gµνRµν transforms covariantly, like

the inverse metric entering its definition. Note also that R = R̃.

For completeness we present here the Riemannian, Ricci and scalar curvatures of Weyl

geometry in terms of their Riemannian counterparts (R̊ρσµν , R̊µν , R̊) obtained by using

(10) in (12). A long algebra gives

Rρσµν = R̊ρσµν +
[

gµσ∇̊νωρ − gµρ∇̊νωσ + gνρ∇̊µωσ − gνσ∇̊µωρ

]

+ ω2(gµσgνρ − gµρgνσ) + ωµ(ωρgνσ − ωσgνρ) + ων(ωσgµρ − ωρgµσ) , (14)

Rµν = R̊µν − (d− 2)∇̊νωµ − gµν∇̊ρω
ρ + (d− 2)ωµων − (d− 2)gµνωρω

ρ , (15)

R = R̊− 2(d− 1) ∇̊µω
µ − (d− 1)(d− 2)ωµω

µ . (16)

Using these results, eq.(13) also gives the relation of the curvatures in the previous

non-metric but torsion-free formulation to their Riemannian counterparts.

With these observations, a Weyl gauge invariant (quadratic) action can again be build

with these curvature fields. The action so obtained is identical to that found in the pre-

vious formulation, up to a re-definition of its couplings [19]. However, like in the previous

non-metric torsion-free formulation, the derivatives ∇α applied to the curvature tensors,

∇αR
ρ
σµν , ∇αRµν and ∇αR do not transform covariantly under (1). Hence this formulation

is not manifestly Weyl gauge covariant either.

To conclude: the previous formulation with vectorial non-metricity but torsion-free was

“traded” for another formulation that is metric but has vectorial torsion. These two affine

formulations are related by a projective transformation eq.(9) and are equivalent, they

7



lead to the same action, up to a re-definition of the couplings [19]. The explanation for

having two equivalent formulations of Weyl conformal geometry is the following [10, 19]:

on the tangent space one can define the spin connections ωµ
ab and ω̃µ

ab to which Γ and

Γ̃ connections are related, via the vielbein postulate. The relation between these two spin

connections can then be seen to correspond to a redefinition of the generators of the Weyl

group (without a change of the action). Thus, vectorial torsion and vectorial non-metricity

are not always physical, since neither formulation is Weyl gauge covariant; the formulation

guaranteed to be physical is the manifestly Weyl gauge covariant formulation which is also

metric.

• Weyl gauge covariant, metric formulation

We saw that the derivatives ∇̃µ(Γ̃) and ∇µ(Γ) of the previous affine formulations do not

transform covariantly with respect to gauged dilatations transformation (1) when acting on

the curvature tensors. Moreover, a Weyl gauge covariant derivative must be so with respect

to tensors X of arbitrary Weyl charge. The manifestly Weyl gauge covariant formulation is

based on the space-time gauge covariant derivative ∇̂ defined below, which does respect this

demand, for X of any Weyl charge. The consequence is that such formulation is not defined

by an affine connection anymore, since there is no Γ̂ associated to ∇̂µ for all X of arbitrary

charge. To understand how this formulation is introduced recall that in the non-metric

formulation (∇̃µ + q ωµ) gαβ = 0 where q = 2 is the Weyl charge of gαβ . This suggests that

for an arbitrary (r-contravariant and p-covariant) tensor X of arbitrary charge, define ∇̂:

∇̂µX ≡
[

∇̃µ(Γ̃) + q̃X ωµ

]

X =
[

∇µ(Γ) + qX ωµ

]

X , where X ≡ Xµ1...µr
ν1...νp , (17)

with q̃X the space-time Weyl charge. In the second step we wrote explicitly the action of

∇̃µ on X and then replaced Γ̃ by Γ eq.(9); hence qX denotes the tangent space-time Weyl

charge of X. In this way we find the two charges are related by

qX = q̃X + r − p where X ≡ Xµ1...µr
ν1...νp . (18)

One can work with either the first or the second definition of ∇̂µ in (17), since they are

equivalent. The first is using space-time charge q̃, the second is using the corresponding

tangent space charge q of the same X. In this paper we shall derive many results in

both approaches (using space-time or tangent space charges), for completeness. To see one

difference, note that a tangent space vector V a that is invariant under (1) has q = 0, then

the space-time charge q̃(V µ) = q̃(V aeµa) = −1 since gµν has space-time charge q̃gµν = −2

so q̃(eµa) = −1. However q̃(Vµ) = q̃(gµνV
ν) = +1 6= q̃(V µ); hence attention must be paid to

the space-time charge of each covariant or contravariant degree of an object when working

with ∇̃µ. If one is using ∇µ instead, the tangent space Weyl charge is independent of this

aspect, since the Minkowski metric ηab has q = 0.

In the table below we give the space-time charges q̃X and tangent space charges qX
of various quantities X which are used in expressing the action of the gauge covariant

derivative ∇̂ in terms of ∇̃ or ∇, according to (17). Strictly speaking tangent space charges

or space-time charges for the vielbein (eaµ) do not make sense as this is a “mixed” object

(with both types of indices). In the table, the dilatation charge of eaµ is actually associated

8



X eaµ eµa ηab gµν gµν
√
g

√
g ǫµ1...µd

Rρ
σµν Rµν R Fµν

q̃X 1 -1 0 2 -2 d d 0 0 -2 0

qX 0 0 0 0 0 d 0 -2 -2 -2 -2

.

to the curved space-time index on which the space-time derivative ∇̂ acts (see (C-5)-(C-6)).

The Weyl gauge-covariant derivative ∇̂ ensures that for an arbitrary tensor X (of charge

q̃X (equivalently qX)), that transforms in a Weyl gauge covariant way under (1), its deriva-

tive ∇̂µX also transforms in a similar way, with the same charge4

X 7→ eq̃XλDX , ∇̂µX 7→ eq̃XλD∇̂µX , (19)

where we did not display the tensor indices of X. The Weyl gauge covariant derivative ∇̂
is compatible both with the metric and the completely antisymmetric tensor

∇̂µgνρ = 0 , ∇̂µ (
√
g ǫνρσδ) = 0 . (20)

Therefore, in this formulation the theory is indeed metric, something that is obscured in

the historical non-metric formulation (based on ∇̃(Γ̃)) or in that with torsion (based on

∇(Γ)). As a result of Weyl gauge covariance and metricity, the parallel transport of a (Weyl

gauge covariant) vector automatically preserves the norm of this vector - a natural result

(in a gauge theory gauge covariance must be respected by the parallel transport, in order

for this transport to be physically meaningful).

On an arbitrary vector V ρ the commutator of covariant derivatives can be expressed as

[

∇̂µ, ∇̂ν

]

V ρ = R̃ρ
σµνV

σ + q̃V FµνV
ρ = Rρ

σµνV
σ + qV FµνV

ρ , (21)

where Rρ
σµν , R̃

ρ
σµν and Fµν given in eqs. (12),(6),(7) are regarded here as gauge curvatures.

Again, we expressed the lhs either in terms of space-time charge or tangent space charge.

We used either (5) or (11) and then (13), (18).

The transformations of the space-time quantities introduced thus far and of their gauge

covariant derivatives are found from the general formula (19)

gµν 7→ e2λDgµν , Fµν 7→ Fµν , ∇̂αFµν 7→ ∇̂αFµν ,

Rρ
σµν 7→ Rρ

σµν , Rµν 7→ Rµν , R 7→ e−2λDR , (22)

∇̂αR
ρ
σµν 7→ ∇̂αR

ρ
σµν , ∇̂αRµν 7→ ∇̂αRµν , ∇̂αR 7→ e−2λD∇̂αR ,

and also

R2
µνρσ 7→ e−4λD R2

µνρσ , R2
µν 7→ e−4λD R2

µν , R2 7→ e−4λD R2 ,

F 2
µν 7→ e−4λD F 2

µν , G 7→ e−4λDG , C2
µνρσ 7→ e−4λDC2

µνρσ . (23)

4As seen from (17), the affine derivatives ∇̃ (or ∇) can act in a gauged dilatation covariant way only on
tensors with vanishing space-time Weyl charge (vanishing tangent space Weyl charge), respectively.

9



G is the expression of the Chern-Euler-Gauss-Bonnet term (hereafter Euler term) valid in

the presence of torsion

G = RµνρσR
ρσµν − 4RµνR

νµ +R2 . (24)

Cµνρσ is the Weyl tensor of Weyl geometry in the covariant formulation eq.(D-5), in which

it is identical to its Riemannian geometry counterpart, see eq.(D-6)): Cµνρσ = C̊µνρσ. That

G transforms covariantly, see (23), is an important feature specific to conformal geometry.

Formulae identical to (22), (23) also apply for R̃ρ
σµν , R̃νσ, R̃ and their squares5.

A practical aspect of the gauge covariant formalism is the integration by parts when

using the gauge covariant derivative ∇̂. It will be used later when deriving the equations

of motion. With the formulae already given, one can show that (in d dimensions)

∫

ddx
√
g ∇̂µJ

µ =

∫

ddx ∂µ (
√
gJµ) + (d+ q̃J)

∫

ddx
√
g ωµJ

µ , (25)

where we used (17) and ∇̃µJ
ν = ∇̊µJ

ν+(δνµωλ+δνλωµ−gµλω
ν)Jλ, so ∇̃µJ

µ = ∇̊µJ
µ+dωλ J

λ

and
√
g∇̊µJ

µ = ∂µ(
√
g Jµ). If the integral of the lhs is invariant under gauged dilatations

(1) i.e. the charge q̃Jµ = −d, then the last term in the rhs in (25) vanishes. Then the result

is similar to that in Riemannian geometry, with ∇̂ replaced by ∇̊.

Next, let us define a vector Jµ ≡ Xµν1...νpYν1...νp , with tensors X and Y both covariant

under (1) and with q̃Jµ ≡ q̃Xµν1...νp + q̃Yν1...νp
. Assume that q̃Jµ + d = 0 which means the

lhs of the relation below if Weyl gauge invariant - a common situation encountered in this

work; in such case

∫

ddx
√
g Xµν1...νp∇̂µYν1...νp =

∫

ddx ∂µ (
√
gJµ)−

∫

ddx
√
g
(

∇̂µX
µν1...νp

)

Yν1...νp . (26)

Relations (25), (26) are useful in practice, when deriving the equations of motion, etc. For

similar results in the Weyl gauge covariant metric formulation, see the Appendix.

Therefore, for actions invariant under gauged dilatations (and for similar behaviour at

infinity/boundary) one can integrate by parts just like in the Riemannian case; in this sense,

∇̂ is for Weyl geometry what ∇̊ is for Riemannian geometry. This clarifies the action of

Weyl gauge covariant derivative ∇̂ - it enables calculations like in Riemannian geometry.

To complete the geometric part of the gauge covariant formalism, we present here the

Bianchi identities written with the help of ∇̂

Rσ
[µνρ] = −δσ[µFνρ] , ∇̂[µR

τσ
νρ] = 0 , ∇̂[µFνρ] = 0 . (27)

Additional useful identities for the gauge covariant formalism are shown in the Appendix.

We can now present the most general action of Weyl gravity associated to conformal

geometry, regarded as a gauge theory of the Weyl group, in the Weyl gauge covariant

formalism. The analysis so far is valid in d dimensions, so we present this action for

d = 4− 2ǫ [19, 22] (see also [40])

5Note that the other differential operators ∇µR or ∇̃µR̃ do not transform covariantly.
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S =

∫

ddx
√
g
[

α1R
2 + α2CµνρσC

µνρσ + α3FµνF
µν + α4G

]

R(d−4)/2 . (28)

Each term in this action is Weyl gauge invariant, see (23). Note that the Euler term

G contributes to the equations of motion if d 6= 4. As discussed elsewhere [19] up to a

redefinition of the dimensionless couplings αi, this action has the same form in the previous

two formulations (non-metric torsion-free the metric formulation but with torsion).

In summary, the Weyl gauge covariant formalism is defined by ∇̂ which can be expanded

(17) either in terms of Γ or Γ̃ for intermediate steps of calculation, but in general differs from

both of them for non-zero charges. With ∇̂, Weyl geometry appears as a “covariantised”

version of Riemannian geometry with respect to gauged dilatations. We have two gauge

curvatures: Rρ
σµν associated to the Lorentz subgroup and Fµν associated to the dilata-

tions which arise on the right-hand-side of the commutator of gauge covariant derivatives.

These curvatures and their ∇̂ derivatives transform covariantly under dilatations (22). The

theory is metric as seen from (20). Regarding the previous two formulations: non-metric

torsion-free vs metric with torsion, passing from one to the other amounts to a projective

transformation (9) which in turn corresponds to a redefinition of the generators of the Weyl

group. These formulations can be used, but they do not always lead to physical results,

unlike the Weyl gauge covariant formulation that keeps manifest Weyl gauge symmetry.

The formulae for integration by parts with the gauge covariant derivative (26) are just

like in the Riemannian case, so in this sense ∇̂ is for Weyl geometry what ∇̊ is for Rieman-

nian geometry. The Bianchi identities can be written in manifestly covariant form (27),

similar in structure to their Riemannian version. For an arbitrary dimension d = 4 − 2ǫ,

relevant for defining the theory at the quantum level, the Lagrangian remains Weyl gauge

invariant due to a “geometric” regularisation with R(d−4)/2 - a feature specific to Weyl

geometry that maintains manifest Weyl gauge invariance of the action, while its couplings

remain dimensionless.

3 Equations of motion with Weyl gauge covariance

In this section we derive the equations of motion of the most general Weyl gravity action

in four dimensions, in a manifestly gauged dilatation covariant form.

For d = 4, action (28) becomes

S =

∫

d4x
√
g
[

α1R
2 + α2CµνρσC

µνρσ + α3FµνF
µν + α4G

]

. (29)

To keep notation simple, we use dimensionless coefficients αi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, but the actual

physical perturbative couplings, denoted ξ, η, α are shown below [29]

α1 =
1

ξ2
, α2 = − 1

η2
, α3 = − 1

4α2
, α4 = 1, ξ, η, α < 1 . (30)

In four dimensions the Euler term G does not contribute to the equations of motion.
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To derive these equations it is useful to introduce the following basis of integrals

I1 =

∫

d4x
√
g R2 ,

I2 =

∫

d4x
√
g RµνR

µν ,

I3 =

∫

d4x
√
g FµνF

µν ,

I4 =

∫

d4x
√
g RµνρσR

µνρσ .

(31)

Action (29) can be written as

S = a1I1 + a2I2 + a3I3 + a4I4 , (32)

where

a1 = α1 +
α2

3
+ α4 , a2 = −(2α2 + 4α4) , a3 = α3 + 4α4 , a4 = α2 + α4 . (33)

These values of ai arise from writing the Weyl tensor term and the Euler term in the action

as a function of integrands (31), using (D-7), (D-8) in Appendix D.

The variation δS of the action is then expressed in terms of the variations δgIi with

respect to the metric and δωIi with respect to ωµ, where

δgIi =

∫

d4x
√
gW (i)

µν δgµν , δωIi =

∫

d4x
√
g B(i)µ δωµ , i = 1, 2, 3, 4 . (34)

with symmetric tensors W
(i)
µν = W

(i)
(µν) and B

(i)
µ to be computed below. Further, we denote

Wµν ≡ 1√
g

δS

δgµν
=

4
∑

i=1

aiW
(i)
µν , and Bµ ≡ gµν√

g

δS

δων
=

4
∑

i

ai B
(i)
µ . (35)

Therefore δS =
∫

d4x
√
g (Wµνδg

µν +Bµ δωµ) so the equations of motion of gµν and ωµ are

Wµν = 0 , Bµ = 0 . (36)

If a given term in the general action (29) is absent, one restricts the sums in (35) accordingly.

Let us compute the expressions of W
(i)
µν and B

(i)
µ . For this, we first calculate the variation

δRρ
σµν of Rρ

σµν under an arbitrary variation δΓρ
µν of Γ:

δRρ
σµν = Rρ

σµν(Γ + δΓ)−Rρ
σµν(Γ) . (37)

In this formula we use the first equation in (12) and then Taylor expand the result to linear

order in δΓ. Next, we compute the difference ∇µδΓ
ρ
νσ − ∇νδΓ

ρ
µσ , by writing the standard

action of ∇(Γ) on δΓρ
νσ and δΓρ

µσ , then use this difference in the above formula for δRρ
σµν .

In these steps, we use that the variation δΓ is a tensor (even though Γ itself is not!), and

that δΓ = Γ − Γ′ is invariant under Weyl gauge transformations (i.e. δΓ has a vanishing

space-time charge q̃δΓ = 0 or tangent space charge qδΓ = −1). This invariance follows since

12



both Γ and Γ′ transform like a Weyl gauge boson, as mentioned. We obtain

δRρ
σµν = ∇µδΓ

ρ
νσ −∇νδΓ

ρ
µσ + 2Γλ

[µν] δΓ
ρ
λσ . (38)

Further, use the second relation in (12), 2Γλ
[µν] = δλµων − δλνωµ, and that the tangent space

charge of δΓ is qδΓ = −1, then with (17) the above formula becomes6

δRρ
σµν = ∇̂µδΓ

ρ
νσ − ∇̂νδΓ

ρ
µσ . (39)

It then follows that

δRµν = ∇̂ρδΓ
ρ
νµ − ∇̂νδΓ

ρ
ρµ , δR =

(

∇̂ρδΓ
ρ
νµ − ∇̂νδΓ

ρ
ρµ

)

gµν +Rµνδg
µν . (40)

So far δΓ was arbitrary. Since Γ is not an independent field in the theory but is given

by (10), the variation δΓ can be due to a variation of the metric (δgµν), of ωµ (δωµ) or of

both. For the Levi-Civita connection Γ̊ we have the well-known result for its variation δgΓ̊

due to the metric variation δgµν

δgΓ̊
ρ
µν =

1

2
gρσ

(

∇̊µδgνσ + ∇̊νδgµσ − ∇̊σδgµν
)

. (41)

Similarly, for the variation δgΓ of Γ due to a variation δgµν for ωµ fixed, we find from (10)7

δgΓ
ρ
µν =

1

2
gρσ (∇µδgνσ +∇νδgµσ −∇σδgµν) . (42)

Next, the variation δgµν has the same Weyl charge as the metric, which is actually vanishing

on the tangent space, therefore according to (17), in the formula above the action of ∇̂ is

the same as that of ∇; we thus obtain a manifestly gauged dilatation covariant form

δgΓ
ρ
µν =

1

2
gρσ

(

∇̂µδgνσ + ∇̂νδgµσ − ∇̂σδgµν
)

. (43)

We obtain exactly the same result for the variation δgΓ̃
ρ
µν . This equation also confirms that

the space-time Weyl charge of δΓ is vanishing q̃δΓ = 0. Using this equation in (40), we

finally find the variations of Rρ
σµν , Rµν and R induced by the metric variation

δgR
ρ
σµν =

1

2
gρλ

(

∇̂µ∇̂νδgσλ + ∇̂µ∇̂σδgνλ − ∇̂µ∇̂λδgνσ − ∇̂ν∇̂µδgσλ

−∇̂ν∇̂σδgµλ + ∇̂ν∇̂λδgµσ

)

, (44)

δgRµν =
1

2

(

gµρgνσ�̂+ gρσ∇̂ν∇̂µ − gµρ∇̂σ∇̂ν − gνρ∇̂σ∇̂µ

)

δgρσ , (45)

δgR =
(

− ∇̂µ∇̂ν +Rµν + gµν�̂
)

δgµν . (46)

6A similar formula can be written for δR̃ρ
σµν .

7equivalently one can work with Γ̃.
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To go from δgµν to δgµν one uses that gµρδgρν = −gρνδg
µρ derived from δ(gµνg

νσ) = 0.

Consider next the variation δωΓ due to an arbitrary variation of the Weyl gauge field

δωµ while keeping the metric fixed. Under such variation, Γ changes as, (10)

δωΓ
ρ
µν =

(

δρµδ
σ
ν − gµνg

ρσ
)

δωσ , (47)

which is again Weyl invariant as argued before. Inserting this in (39) and (40) we obtain

δωRρσµν = gµσ∇̂νδωρ − gµρ∇̂νδωσ + gνρ∇̂µδωσ − gνσ∇̂µδωρ , (48)

δωRµν = −2∇̂νδωµ − gµν∇̂ρδωρ , (49)

δωR = −6∇̂ρδωρ , (50)

while for the field strength F we have

δωFµν = 2∇̂[µδων] . (51)

As a side-remark, note that the results in eqs.(37) to (51) are actually valid in d dimensions.

With these variations, we find the expressions of the tensors W
(i)
µν of eq.(35) in d = 4

W (1)
µν = 2gµν�̂R− 2∇̂ν∇̂µR+ 2RµνR− 1

2
gµνR

2 , (52)

W (2)
µν = gµν∇̂ρ∇̂σR

ρσ + �̂R(µν) − ∇̂σ∇̂(νgµ)ρR
ρσ − ∇̂ρ∇̂(νgµ)σR

ρσ

+ (RµρRνσ +RρµRσν)g
ρσ − 1

2
gµνRρσR

ρσ , (53)

W (3)
µν = 2FµρFν

ρ − 1

2
gµνFρσF

ρσ , (54)

W (4)
µν = −4∇̂σ∇̂ρR

σ
(µν)

ρ + 2RρσαµR
ρσα

ν −
1

2
gµνRρσαβR

ρσαβ . (55)

Note that the first equation of motion is symmetric due to the identity −2∇̂[ν∇̂µ]R +

2R[µν]R = 0 which follows from the commutator of gauge covariant derivatives (21) partic-

ularised for the scalar R and a contraction with the metric of the first Bianchi identity. In

eq. (53) one can further use the identity gµν∇̂ρ∇̂σR
ρσ = 1

2gµν�̂R (valid only in d = 4).

Finally, we are considering the variations with respect to the Weyl gauge field ωµ. In

this case from eqs. (47)-(50) one obtains in d = 4 dimensions

B(1)
µ = 12∇̂µR , (56)

B(2)
µ = 4∇̂νRµν + 2∇̂µR = 4∇̂µR+ 8∇̂νFµ

ν , (57)

B(3)
µ = −4∇̂νF

ν
µ , (58)

B(4)
µ = 8∇̂νRµν = 4∇̂µR+ 16∇̂νFµν , (59)

where for the second form of B
(2)
µ and B

(4)
µ we used the identities ∇̂µR

µ
ν = 1

2∇̂νR, Rµν =

Rνµ + (d− 2)Fµν with d = 4 following from the Bianchi identities (27).

The general equations of motion of Weyl quadratic gravity in d = 4 are then
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c1 W
(1)
µν + c2 W

(2)
µν + c3 W

(3)
µν = 0 , (60)

c1 B
(1)
µ + c2 B

(2)
µ + c3 B

(3)
µ = 0 , (61)

where we eliminated W
(4)
µν and B

(4)
µ by using that the Euler term G does not contribute to

the equations of motion in d = 4. The coefficients ci are given by

c1 = a1 − a4 = α1 − (2/3)α2 = 1/ξ2 + 2/(3η2) , (62)

c2 = a2 + 4 a4 = 2α2 = −2/η2 , (63)

c3 = a3 − 4 a4 = α3 − 4α2 = −1/(4α2) + 4/η2 . (64)

The expressions of the coefficients ci detail which terms in the action and variations (with

respect to the metric and ωµ) actually contribute to the equations of motion. If one or

more terms in the general action are absent, the equations of motion simply in an obvious

way, by setting to zero the corresponding couplings.

An important result is that all these equations of motion, derived from the most general

action of gravity (as a gauge theory), are manifestly covariant with respect to gauged

dilatations, as actually expected in a gauge theory. This is because W
(i)
µν and B

(i)
µ transform

covariantly. This result validates our Weyl gauge covariant formalism. These equations can

be used in applications, in the conformal geometry picture. They can also be “translated”

into the Riemannian picture by expressing the curvature terms in (60), (61) in terms of

their Riemannian counterparts. We shall study these equations for some particular cases

in section 5.

4 Conservation laws

4.1 Conservation laws

We can now find the conservation laws for the general Weyl quadratic gravity action, eq.(29).

In general relativity the Einstein tensor is covariantly conserved. Since W
(i)
µν are the gen-

eralisation of the Einstein tensor to Weyl quadratic gravity, we expect similar conservation.

However, since the tensors in eqs. (52) to (55) are manifestly Weyl gauge covariant, it is

natural to consider their gauge covariant divergence. After some algebra with commutators

(21) and Bianchi identities (27), we find

∇̂µW (i)
µν =

1

2
Fµ

νB
(i)
µ , i = 1, 2, 3, 4, fixed . (65)

This result is due to the fact that every integral Ii, is separately invariant under dilatations.

Then if the dilatation gauge field ωµ is on-shell Bµ = 0, we have a conservation law

4
∑

i=1

ai∇̂µW (i)
µν = 0 . (66)

Therefore the energy-momentum tensor Wµν , eq.(36) is Weyl gauge covariantly conserved
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∇̂µWµν = 0 , Wµν = conserved . (67)

This conservation is consistent with our Weyl gauge covariant formalism and our view of

conformal geometry as a physical theory. Note that the initial action is entirely a geometric

construct, including ωµ as part of the Weyl connection that defines this geometry, and with

no matter fields or moduli fields or other non-geometric degrees of freedom.

Further, we consider the divergence of eqs. (56) – (59), to find

∇̂µB(i)
µ = 2 gµν W (i)

µν . (68)

For ωµ on-shell (Bµ = 0), we find the trace (trWµν ≡ gαβWαβ) of energy momentum tensor

trWµν = 0 . (69)

We would like a more intuitive picture of the conservation law for the energy momentum

tensor, from a Riemannian geometry perspective (in which ωµ appears as a field “added” to

this geometry, not part of it). To this purpose we express ∇̂µWµν in terms of the covariant

derivative (∇̊) associated to the Levi-Civita connection Γ̊. Since
√
gWµνδg

µν is invariant

it follows that the space-time charge of Wµν is q̃Wµν = −2, therefore

∇̂µW (i)
µν = ∇̊µW (i)

µν − ων g
λρ W

(i)
λρ . (70)

Then the gauge covariant law (65) and the equation of motion of ωµ (Bµ=0, eq.(36)) imply

∇̊µWµν = 0 . (71)

Therefore, the energy-momentum tensor (∝ Wµν) is also conserved with respect to

the covariant derivative associated to the Levi-Civita connection. In conclusion, Wµν is

also conserved from the Riemannian perspective. This is an interesting result that will be

explained shortly from a more general symmetry argument.

Consider now the Weyl gauge current associated to the dilatation symmetry of action

(29). This can be found from the equation of motion of ωµ. In the basis of curvature

operators of (29) of covariant formulation, the Weyl-tensor-squared term is independent of

ωµ, while the Euler term does not affect it. The equation of motion of ωµ (Bµ = 0, eq.(36))

can then be re-written in the form

4α3∇̂νF
ν
µ = jµ , (72)

with the notation

jµ = 12α1∇̂µR . (73)

Taking the divergence of (72), we see from (D-14) that (for ωµ is on-shell), jµ is gauge

covariantly conserved

∇̂µjµ = 0 . (74)

16



Further, from eqs.(52) to (55)

trW (1)
µν = 6 �̂R , trW (2)

µν = 2 �̂R , trW (3)
µν = 0 , trW (4)

µν = 2 �̂R . (75)

Thus trWµν =
∑4

i=1 aitrW
(i)
µν = (6a1 + 2a2 + 2a4)�̂R = 6α1�̂R = α1trW

(1)
µν . Therefore

2 trWµν = ∇̂αjα . (76)

This result is more general as it can be seen from a variation of the general action that is

Weyl gauge invariant8. Further, since the space-time charge of R is q̃R = −2 one shows

�̂R = ∇̊µ∇̂µR . (77)

As a result

∇̊µjµ = 0 . (78)

Therefore, the conservation of the Weyl gauge current is also true with respect to the

Riemannian geometry/connection, in agreement with [17, 29]. This conserved current is a

generalisation of a global scale symmetry current [43–47].

Finally, let us consider the case of conformal gravity, usually regarded as a gauge theory

of conformal group [13]. This action is obtained by setting α1 = α3 = 0 in action (29).

In this case the Weyl current, hereafter denoted j
(c)
µ , is identically zero (α1 = 0) and the

associated tensor W
(c)
µν = 2[W

(2)
µν − 2W

(3)
µν − 1/3W

(1)
µν ] is conserved with a vanishing trace

j(c)µ = 0 , ∇̂µW (c)
µν = ∇̊µW (c)

µν = 0 , trW (c)
µν = 0 . (79)

This recovers the result that in conformal gravity the Weyl current and thus the associated

charge are trivial [4]. This is related to the fact that the gauge bosons of dilatations (ωµ) and

of special conformal transformations are not dynamical and part of the physical spectrum.

For this reason conformal gravity is not a true gauge theory (of the conformal group).

In conclusion, the tensor Wµν , that generalises the Einstein tensor to Weyl quadratic

gravity, and the dilatation current jµ are conserved. These conservation laws are valid with

respect to the Weyl gauge covariant derivative ∇̂ and also with respect to the Riemannian

derivative ∇̊. The trace of energy momentum tensor (= 2trWµν in our notation) equals

the divergence of the current. In conformal gravity the current and its charge are trivial.

4.2 Gauge covariant diffeomorphisms and conservation laws

In General Relativity the conservation of the Einstein tensor and of the (matter) energy-

momentum tensor (on-shell) are a consequence of diffeomorphism (or general coordinate

transformation) invariance. The symmetry group of Weyl quadratic gravity is larger, con-

sisting of diffeomorphisms and dilatations. We examine in the following how these are

8see later, eqs.(87), (88).
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related to the conservation laws (with respect to Weyl and Riemannian covariant deriva-

tives), that we derived earlier from the equations of motion.

Under a simultaneous variation of the metric δgµν and of the Weyl gauge boson δωµ,

the resulting variation of the Weyl gravity action (29) has the general form

δS =

∫

ddx
√
g [−W µνδgµν +Bµδωµ] , (80)

where the minus sign arises from (34) since W µνδgµν = −Wµνδg
µν , (δgρν = −gραgνβδg

αβ).

Consider first the effect of general coordinate transformations generated by a vector ξµ:

xµ → x′µ = xµ + ξµ(x). The induced variations on the fields are

δξgµν = −ξρ∂ρgµν − gρν∂µξ
ρ − gµρ∂νξ

ρ = −∇̊µξν − ∇̊νξµ , (81)

δξωµ = −ξν∂νωµ − (∂µξ
ν)ων = −ξν∇̊νωµ − (∇̊µξ

ν)ων , (82)

where we have expressed the usual Lie derivatives in terms of the covariant derivative

∇̊ associated to the Levi-Civita connection. The transformations above leave the action

invariant. After replacing them in (80) and an integration by parts we find

δξS =

∫

ddx
√
g
[

−2∇̊µW
µν + Fµ

νBµ + ων∇̊µB
µ
]

ξν = 0 , (83)

therefore

∇̊µW
µν =

1

2
Fµ

νBµ +
1

2
ων∇̊µB

µ , (84)

which recovers the Riemannian conservation law of ∇̊µW
µν = 0 (with ωµ onshell, Bµ = 0).

In addition to diffeomorphisms, the action of Weyl quadratic gravity is also invariant

under (gauged) dilatations which at infinitesimal level act as follows, see eq.(1)

δDgµν = 2λDgµν , (85)

δDωµ = −∂µλD = −∇̊µλD = −∇̂µλD . (86)

We expressed the gauge transformation in the second equation both in terms of the Rieman-

nian derivative ∇̊ and the Weyl gauge covariant derivative ∇̂ 9. Replacing the variations

above in (80) yields, after integration by parts

δDS =

∫

ddx
√
g
[

−2gµνW
µν + ∇̊µB

µ
]

λD =

∫

ddx
√
g
[

−2gµνW
µν + ∇̂µB

µ
]

λD , (87)

which implies the trace identity of Wµν which can also be written in terms of the current

2gµνW
µν = ∇̂µB

µ = ∇̊µB
µ = ∇̂µj

µ = ∇̊µj
µ . (88)

One can check that combining the invariances under diffeomorphisms and dilatations ex-

pressed in (84) and (88), we obtain the already derived dilatation covariant conservation

9This is related to the conservation of the dilatation current both with Weyl and Riemannian covariance.
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law (65). However, as we show below, this can be derived directly from invariance under

gauged covariant diffeomorphisms, which have the form

δgµν = −∇̂µξν − ∇̂νξµ = −∇̊µξν − ∇̊νξµ − 2gµνω
ρξρ

= −ξρ∂ρgµν − gρν∂µξ
ρ − gµρ∂νξ

ρ − 2gµνω
ρξρ , (89)

δωµ = −ξν∂νωµ − (∂µξ
ν)ων + ∂µ(ω

ρξρ)

= −ξν(∇̊νωµ)− (∇̊µξ
ν)ων + ∂µ(ω

ρξρ) = Fµνξ
ν . (90)

From these equations we can see that a gauged covariant diffeomorphism10 is a combined

action of a diffeomorphism generated by ξ together with a dilatation gauge transforma-

tion with parameter λD = −ωρξρ. These transformations are manifestly gauge covariant.

Imposing this symmetry at the level of the action gives, after integration by parts

δS =

∫

ddx
√
g
[

−2∇̂µW
µν + Fµ

νBµ
]

ξν . (91)

We thus obtained (65) as a consequence of invariance under (89)-(90).

In conclusion, having both Weyl covariant and Riemannian conservation laws for Wµν is

a consequence of having diffeomorphism and dilatation invariance separately; therefore, the

choice of basis between gauged covariant diffeomorphisms (89)-(90) or (standard) diffeomor-

phisms (81)-(82) (together with dilatations) yields the gauge covariant or the Riemannian

conservation law, respectively. Furthermore, the Weyl gauge covariant and Riemannian

conservation laws of the dilatation current can be traced to the fact that the gauge param-

eter λD has a vanishing Weyl weight (by definition), therefore the action of ∇̊ and ∇̂ on it

coincide. Finally, the symmetry arguments given in this subsection are independent of the

space-time dimension and therefore the conservation laws are valid in arbitrary dimension.

4.3 Riemannian interpretation

So far we have seen that in conformal geometry it is very useful to work in a manifestly

Weyl gauge covariant way. Nevertheless, our results can also be presented in the Riemannian

geometry picture. We consider first the case of the symmetric phase for the Weyl quadratic

Lagrangian and then the spontaneously broken phase. In the latter, one recovers Einstein’s

general relativity coupled to a massive vector boson (ωµ) and a dynamically generated

(positive) cosmological constant [17,29].

• Symmetric phase

One can regard the Weyl quadratic gravity action of eq.(29), discussed so far in the gauge

covariant picture, as a Riemannian quadratic gravity coupled to the vector boson of dilata-

tions through an energy-momentum tensor (= 2Tµν(ω) in our notation below). Therefore,

unlike in conformal geometry (where ωµ was actually part of it), in the Riemannian picture

10Note that (89) corresponds to a local translation of the metric after imposing the constraint Rµν(P
a) = 0

determining the spin connection as derived in the Appendix.
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we regard ωµ as a “matter” field. The dilatation covariant tensor Wµν is then split in a

sum of two non-covariant parts

Wµν = W̊µν + Tµν(ω) , (92)

W̊µν depends only on the metric and gives the quadratic gravity part. Hence the equation

of motion of the gravitational field is written as

W̊µν = −Tµν(ω) . (93)

The left-hand-side is given by

W̊µν = α1W̊
(1)
µν + α2W̊

(c)
µν , (94)

with the Riemannian counterpart W̊
(1)
µν = 2gµν�̊R̊− 2∇̊ν∇̊µR̊+ 2R̊µνR̊− 1

2gµνR̊
2 and

W̊ (c)
µν = −1

3
gµν�̊R̊+ 2�̊R̊µν −

4

3
R̊R̊µν +

1

3
gµνR̊

2 +
4

3
∇̊µ∇̊νR̊

− 4∇̊ρ∇̊(µR̊ν)
ρ + 4R̊µρR̊ν

ρ − gµνR̊ρσR̊
ρσ .

(95)

The exact form of Tµν(ω) is found after some algebra (with (D-20) and (D-21)) and it has

a rather complicated form, showing the limitations of working in a non-covariant picture:

Tµν(ω) = 6α1

[

12ω2ωµων − 3gµνω
4 − 2ω2R̊µν − 2ωµωνR̊+ ω2gµνR̊− gµνω

ρ∇̊ρR̊

+ ωµ∇̊νR̊+ ων∇̊µR̊− 2R̊µν∇̊ρω
ρ + 12ωµων∇̊ρω

ρ + 12gµνω
ρωσ∇̊σωρ

− 12ωρων∇̊µωρ − 12ωρωµ∇̊νωρ + 3gµν∇̊ρω
ρ∇̊σω

σ − 4gµν∇̊σωρ∇̊σωρ

+ 4∇̊µω
ρ∇̊νωρ − 4gµνω

ρ
�̊ωρ − 6ων∇̊µ∇̊ρω

ρ − 6ωµ∇̊ν∇̊ρω
ρ

+6gµνω
ρ∇̊ρ∇̊σω

σ + 4ωρ∇̊ν∇̊µωρ − 2gµν�̊∇̊ρω
ρ + 2∇̊ν∇̊µ∇̊ρω

ρ
]

+ α3

[

2FµρFν
ρ − 1

2
gµνFρσF

ρσ
]

.

(96)

To derive this equation one had to express Rρ
σµν and its contractions in terms of its

Riemannian counterparts by using eqs.(14), (15), (16). Although (96) is rather complicated,

from formulae (65), (68) and (70) derived in the covariant picture, one finds that we have

∇̊µW̊µν = 0 , ∇̊µTµν(ω) =
1

2

(

Fµ
νBµ + ων∇̂µBµ

)

. (97)

Therefore, similar to other cases in general relativity with matter present, the energy-

momentum tensor is conserved when the equation of motion of “matter” (in our case ωµ)

is satisfied (Bµ = 0). Then

∇̊µTµν(ω) = 0 . (98)

Consider also the equation Bµ = 0 in the Riemannian interpretation. It is useful to note
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the following identity

∇̂νF
ν
µ = ∇̊νF

ν
µ , (99)

and therefore we can write

4α3∇̊νF
ν
µ = jµ , (100)

where the current jµ is expressed with the help of (16) as

jµ ∼ ∇̂µR = ∇̊µR̊− 2ωµR̊− 6∇̊µ∇̊νω
ν − 12ων∇̊µω

ν + 12ωµ∇̊νω
ν + 12ωνω

2 . (101)

This reveals a non-Abelian structure of self-interactions for the dilatation gauge boson.

This is not surprising from the gauge theory point of view since the Weyl group is actually

a semi-direct product of the dilatations with the Poincaré group.

• Spontaneously broken phase and conservation laws

Consider now the spontaneously broken phase of Weyl quadratic gravity (29), for details see

[17,29] ([4] for a review) and present the conservation laws from a Riemannian perspective.

We first show how to “linearise” a relevant term in the action (which triggers the breaking),

then analyse the general action and conservation laws.

First, one linearises the R2 term in the Lagrangian (29) with the help of a scalar field

φ. The corresponding term R2 in the action will be written as

Ĩ1 = −
∫

d4x
√
g
(

2φ2R+ φ4
)

, (102)

which is equivalent to I1 of (31); this is seen by using the equation of motion of φ

φ2 = −R , (103)

where we assumed φ 6= 0. When this solution is inserted back into Ĩ1, one recovers I1,

hence their equivalence. The Weyl weight of φ (as seen from the solution) is q̃φ = qφ = −1,

so the action above remains invariant under gauged dilatations (1) when φ transforms as

φ 7→ e−λDφ . (104)

Varying Ĩ1 with respect to gµν and the Weyl gauge boson ωµ one obtains W̃
(1)
µν and B̃

(1)
µ

(which are counterparts to those in (34), (35)) and contribute to the equations of motion

W̃ (1)
µν = −2gµν�̂φ2 + 2∇̂ν∇̂µφ

2 − 2Rµνφ
2 + gµνφ

2R+
1

2
gµνφ

4 , (105)

B̃(1)
µ = −12∇̂µφ

2 . (106)

These are equal toW
(1)
µν and B

(1)
µ , respectively, upon use of the equation of motion φ2 = −R.
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The analogue of identities (65) and (84) for the tensor W̃
(1)
µν are found to be 11

∇̂µW̃ (1)
µν =

1

2
FµνB̃

(1)µ + 2φ(R + φ2) ∇̂νφ , (107)

∇̊µW̃ (1)
µν =

1

2
FµνB̃

(1)µ +
1

2
ων∇̊µB̃

(1)µ + 2φ(R + φ2)∇̊νφ . (108)

The theory of (29) in its “linearised” equivalent version (with Ĩ1 replacing I1) has now

the equations of motion given by the vanishing of the tensors W̃µν and B̃µ, where

W̃µν = α1W̃
(1)
µν + α2W

(c)
µν + α3W

(3)
µν , B̃µ = α1B̃

(1)
µ + α3B

(3)
µ , (109)

together with the equation of motion of φ in (103). The tensor W
(c)
µν is exactly equal to

that given in eq. (95)12. With the help of (107)-(108) one finds that W̃µν is conserved

∇̂µW̃µν = ∇̊µW̃µν = 0 , (110)

when both ωµ and φ are onshell. The conserved current is now written as jµ = −12α1∇̂µφ
2.

We can now address the Riemannian interpretation of Weyl quadratic gravity in this

“linearised” version, first in its symmetric and then in its broken phase. The breaking of

Weyl gauge symmetry is obvious by setting φ = 〈φ〉 (non-zero vacuum expectation value)

and then the Einstein-Hilbert term is generated by the first term in Ĩ1 [17, 29]13.

We are first looking for a separation similar to (92). An obvious choice is to now treat

both ωµ and φ as “matter” fields (in a Riemannian interpretation) and define now an

energy-momentum tensor T (ω, φ) containing all the terms depending on these fields. We

thus write

W̃µν = α2W
(c)
µν (g) + Tµν(ω, φ) , (111)

where we emphasised that W
(c)
µν depends only on the metric only. From (109) it follows

that the expression of the energy-momentum tensor is

Tµν(ω, φ) = α1W̃
(1)
µν + α3W

(3)
µν . (112)

The definition above has the virtue of having a dilatation covariant energy-momentum

tensor which satisfies both the Weyl gauge covariant and the Riemannian conservation

laws when both ωµ and φ are on-shell

B̃µ = 0 and φ2 = −R ⇒ ∇̂µTµν(ω, φ) = ∇̊µTµν(ω, φ) = 0 . (113)

A different definition of the energy-momentum tensor is more useful when considering

the broken phase of the theory. In this case we adopt the following separation

11For the trace one obtains tr W̃ (1) = 1
2
∇̂µB̃

(1)µ + 2φ2(R+ φ2).
12see also (138)).
13The field log φ plays the role of the “dilaton”; more exactly log φ is the would-be-Goldstone of Weyl

gauge symmetry which is eaten by ωµ that becomes massive in a Stueckelberg mechanism [17,29].
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W̃µν = W̊µν(g, φ) + T̃µν(ω, φ) , (114)

where some terms involving the scalar field φ are kept in the gravity part; we introduced

W̊µν(g, φ) = −2α1φ
2G̊µν + α2W

(c)
µν , (115)

with

G̊µν = R̊µν −
1

2
gµνR̊ , (116)

for the usual (Riemannian) Einstein tensor, thus justifying our definition. The matter

energy-momentum tensor is

T̃µν(ω, φ) = α1

[

− 2gµν�̂φ2 + 2∇̂ν∇̂µφ
2 +

1

2
gµνφ

4 + 4φ2∇̊νωµ − 4gµνφ
2∇̊ρω

ρ

− 4φ2ωµων − 2gµνφ
2ω2

]

+ α3

[

2FµρFν
ρ − 1

2
gµνFρσF

ρσ
]

.
(117)

Note that neither W̊µν(g, φ) nor Tµν(ω, φ) of (114) are dilatation covariant - this is not

required from a Riemannian view. Their conservation laws are valid only in the broken

phase, when the scalar field is replaced by its vacuum expectation value; indeed, with

B̃µ = 0, R+ φ2 = 0 and φ = 〈φ〉 ⇒ ∇̊µW̊µν(g, φ) = 0 and ∇̊µT̃µν(ω, φ) = 0 . (118)

As already mentioned, in the broken phase, with 〈φ〉 6= 0, as seen from (102) one gener-

ates an Einstein-Hilbert term in the action together with a (positive) cosmological constant.

Upon expanding R in terms of its Riemannian part eq.(16), one can see that a mass term is

generated for the dilatation gauge field. Hence, in the spontaneous broken phase one recov-

ers general relativity (with dynamically generated Planck mass and cosmological constant)

coupled to a massive vector field [17,29] and a Weyl tensor-squared term.

5 Some examples

To illustrate the previous results, we present some particular cases of the general action

(29) and equations of motion (60), (61), corresponding to: Gauss-Bonnet gravity, R2-Weyl

gravity and conformal gravity.

• Gauss-Bonnet gravity

We first consider the non-dynamical (in four dimensions) Gauss-Bonnet gravity described

by the action

SG =

∫

d4x
√
g
[

R2 − 4RµνR
νµ +RµνρσR

ρσµν
]

=

∫

d4x
√
g
[

R2 − 4RµνR
µν + 4FµνF

µν +RµνρσR
µνρσ

]

.

(119)
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As seen from this action, the equations of motion of Gauss-Bonnet gravity are a particular

linear combination of W
(i)
µν for the metric and the same linear combination of B

(i)
µ for the

Weyl gauge field. Then let us denote

W (G)
µν := W (1)

µν − 4W (2)
µν + 4W (3)

µν +W (4)
µν , (120)

B(G)
µ := B(1)

µ − 4B(2)
µ + 4B(3)

µ +B(4)
µ , (121)

where the combination above is different from the usual Riemannian one due to the presence

of torsion in the curvature tensor. It is easy to check that B
(G)
µ ≡ 0 from eqs. (56)-(59)

and thus the corresponding equation of motion is trivial, as expected. Regarding WG
µν we

simplify it using commutators of covariant derivatives and Bianchi identities. For example,

the first term inW
(4)
µν , eq.(55) is computed using (D-19) while remaining terms are expressed

in terms of C2
µνρσ, eq.(D-7). One finds

W (G)
µν = 2CρσαµC

ρσα
ν −

1

2
gµνCρσαβC

ρσαβ ≡ 0 , (122)

where the last equality corresponds to a well-known identity for the Weyl tensor valid in

four dimensions only (see [48] for a proof). Notice that it also applies to our case since we

have Cµνρσ = C̊µνρσ . The result above provides a non-trivial check of our formulae.

• R2 + F 2-Weyl gravity

A simpler case than the general action (29) is when the Weyl-tensor-squared term is not

present in the action. Consider then the case with

Sω =

∫

d4x
√
g
[

α1R
2 + α3FµνF

µν
]

. (123)

The equations of motion in this case are found by setting α2 = α4 = 0 (equivalently

a2 = a4 = 0) in the general action. We then have

W (w)
µν = α1W

(1)
µν + α3W

(3)
µν , B(w)

µ = α1B
(1)
µ + α3B

(3)
µ . (124)

From (60), (61) one finds the dynamical equations

α1

(

2gµν�̂R− 2∇̂ν∇̂µR+ 2RµνR− 1

2
gµνR

2
)

+ α3

(

2FµρFν
ρ − 1

2
gµνFρσF

ρσ
)

= 0 , (125)

12α1∇̂µR− 4α3∇̂νF
ν
µ = 0 . (126)

The last equation indicates that we have a conserved current of the form

j(w)
µ = 12α1∇̂µR . (127)

This current is the same as in the general case in eq. (73) since the Weyl-tensor-squared

term (that we did not include in the action here) does not contribute to it.
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• R2-Weyl gravity

Consider now the previous case, eq.(123), when the Weyl gauge boson is not dynamical,

which means Fµν = 0 in Sω. The action simplifies to

SR =

∫

d4x
√
g α1R

2 . (128)

Setting α3 = 0 in eq.(124) then

W (R)
µν = α1W

(1)
µν , B(R)

µ = α1B
(1)
µ . (129)

The equations of motion are then

2gµν�̂R− 2∇̂ν∇̂µR+ 2RµνR− 1

2
gµνR

2 = 0 , (130)

∇̂µR = 0 . (131)

Notice that the second equation is equivalent to having the corresponding current j
(R)
µ = 0.

This equation can, equivalently, be written as

ωµ =
1

2
∂µ log |R| , (132)

for R 6= 0, showing that ωµ is “pure gauge”, as expected from our Fµν = 0 condition.

Moreover, in the “linearised” version with an action S̃R = α1Ĩ1 with Ĩ1 given in eq. (102) the

gauge field of dilatations satisfies ωµ = (1/2) ∂µ log φ
2, consistent with (132) for φ2 = −R.

• Conformal gravity

The final example we consider is the conformal gravity which is defined by an action con-

taining only the Weyl tensor squared

Sc =

∫

d4x
√
g α2 CµνρσC

µνρσ =

∫

d4x
√
g α2

[

1

3
R2 − 2RµνR

νµ +RµνρσR
ρσµν

]

. (133)

Using that the Euler term does not contribute to the equations of motion, we can write

Sc =

∫

d4x
√
g α2

[

− 2

3
R2 + 4FµνF

µν + 2RµνR
νµ
]

=

∫

d4x
√
g α2

[

− 2

3
R̊2 + 2R̊µνR̊

µν
]

.

(134)

In the last step we used eqs.(15), (16). Equivalently, we could have used that Cµνρσ = C̊µνρσ,

eq.(D-6). From this action, in the basis W
(i)
µν , B

(i)
µ , the equations of motion of conformal

gravity are expressed as the vanishing of W
(c)
µν and B

(c)
µ , where

W (c)
µν = 2

[

W (2)
µν − 2W (3)

µν − 1

3
W (1)

µν

]

, B(c)
µ = 2

[

B(2)
µ − 2B(3)

µ − 1

3
B(1)

µ

]

. (135)

The equation of motion of the metric W
(c)
µν = 0 can be written in a manifestly dilatation
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covariant form

W (c)
µν = −1

3
gµν�̂R+ 2�̂R(µν) − 4∇̂ρ∇̂(νgµ)σR

(ρσ) +
4

3
∇̂ν∇̂µR+ 4R(µρ)R(νσ)g

ρσ

− gµνR(ρσ)R
(ρσ) − 4

3
RµνR+

1

3
gµνR

2 − 4FµρFν
ρ + gµνFρσF

ρσ = 0. (136)

The equation of motion of the Weyl gauge boson is trivially respected with eqs.(56) to (58),

illustrating that ωµ is not dynamical in conformal gravity

B(c)
µ = 0 . (137)

This is obvious from action (134) which is independent of ωµ.

One can also check that in (136) the dependence of ωµ cancels out, therefore

W (c)
µν = W̊ (c)

µν = −1

3
gµν�̊R̊+ 2�̊R̊µν −

4

3
R̊R̊µν +

1

3
gµνR̊

2 +
4

3
∇̊µ∇̊νR̊

− 4∇̊ρ∇̊(µR̊ν)
ρ + 4R̊µρR̊ν

ρ − gµνR̊ρσR̊
ρσ .

(138)

Therefore, the equation of motion W
(c)
µν = 0 recovers the well known equations of conformal

gravity depending only on Riemannian quantities but in non-covariant form [12]. Finally,

the dilatation current is identically zero in this case j
(c)
µ ≡ 0.

6 Generalisation to arbitrary dimension

In this section we generalise the equations of motions and conservation laws that we derived

so far to action (28) of conformal geometry in d dimensions. The formalism below is relevant

for the quantum corrected action, when calculations are performed in d = 4−2ǫ dimensions.

We thus derive these equations for general Weyl quadratic gravity in d dimensions, while

maintaining manifest Weyl gauge covariance of the action in d dimensions. This is indeed

possible and is important in order for the action to remain Weyl-anomaly-free [4, 22].

6.1 Equations of motion

For convenience let us write below action (28)

S =

∫

ddx
√
g
[

α1R
2 + α2CµνρσC

µνρσ + α3FµνF
µν + α4G

]

R(d−4)/2 , (139)

S is indeed Weyl gauge invariant in d dimensions. The usual ultraviolet regulator scale

(µ−ǫ) is replaced here by the Weyl scalar curvature R−ǫ which transforms covariantly (22)

and, therefore, the action remains Weyl gauge invariant and with dimensionless couplings.

Similar to the case in four dimensions, we define the integrals Ii(ǫ) for d = 4− 2ǫ

I1(ǫ) =

∫

ddx
√
g R2−ǫ , I2(ǫ) =

∫

ddx
√
g RµνR

µνR−ǫ , (140)

I3(ǫ) =

∫

ddx
√
g FµνF

µνR−ǫ , I4(ǫ) =

∫

ddx
√
g RµνρσR

µνρσR−ǫ , (141)

26



such that Ii(0) = Ii of (31). Their variations are

δIi(ǫ) =

∫

ddx
√
gW (i)

µν (ǫ) δg
µν , δωIi(ǫ) =

∫

ddx
√
g B(i)µ(ǫ) δωµ , (142)

with relations below that generalise (33) to d dimensions

a1 = α1 +
2α2

(d− 1)(d − 2)
+ α4 , a2 = − 4α2

d− 2
− 4α4 ,

a3 = α3 + 2(d − 2)(d− 3)α4 , a4 = α2 + α4 . (143)

These are used when going from the basis of operators present in action (139) to that

defined by the integrals above, via (32). Eq.(35) is modified into

Wµν(ǫ) ≡
1√
g

δS

δgµν
=

4
∑

i=1

aiW
(i)
µν (ǫ) , and Bµ(ǫ) ≡

gµν√
g

δS

δων
=

4
∑

i

aiB
(i)
µ (ǫ) . (144)

The equation of motion for the metric is then Wµν(ǫ) = 0 where

W (1)
µν (ǫ) = 2gµν�̂R1−ǫ − 2∇̂ν∇̂µR

1−ǫ + 2RµνR
1−ǫ − 1

2
gµνR

2−ǫ

− ǫ
[

−∇̂ν∇̂µ +Rµν + gµν�̂
]

(R−ǫ−1R2) , (145)

W (2)
µν (ǫ) = gµν∇̂ρ∇̂σ(R

−ǫRρσ) + �̂(R−ǫR(µν))− ∇̂σ∇̂(νgµ)ρ(R
−ǫRρσ)

− ∇̂ρ∇̂(νgµ)σ(R
−ǫRρσ) +R−ǫ(RµρRνσ +RρµRσν)g

σρ − 1

2
gµνR

−ǫRρσR
ρσ

− ǫ
[

−∇̂ν∇̂µ +Rµν + gµν�̂
]

(R−ǫ−1RρσR
ρσ) , (146)

W (3)
µν (ǫ) = R−ǫ

[

2FµρFν
ρ − 1

2
gµνFρσF

ρσ

]

− ǫ
[

Rµν − ∇̂ν∇̂µ + gµν�̂
]

(R−ǫ−1FρσF
ρσ),

(147)

W (4)
µν (ǫ) = −4∇̂σ∇̂ρ(R

−ǫRσ
(µν)

ρ) + 2R−ǫRρσαµR
ρσα

ν −
1

2
gµνR

−ǫRρσαβR
ρσαβ

− ǫ
[

−∇̂ν∇̂µ +Rµν + gµν�̂
]

(R−ǫ−1RρσαβR
ρσαβ) . (148)

Similar to the four dimensional case, some symmetrisation over pairs of indices are not

necessary because of the identity −∇̂[ν∇̂µ]R
1−ǫ+R[µν]R

1−ǫ = 0 and similar ones with R1−ǫ

replaced by R−ǫ−1RρσR
ρσ, R−ǫ−1FρσF

ρσ and R−ǫ−1RρσαβR
ρσαβ (the identity depends only

on the Weyl weight of the scalar it is applied to). As expected, W
(i)
µν (0) recover the results

in (52) to (55) of d = 4.

Comparing W
(i)
µν (ǫ) with the four-dimensional case shows that we have terms similar

to those in eqs. (52)-(55) with the curvatures simply multiplied by the regulator R−ǫ; in

addition, we also have terms proportional to ǫ arising from the variation of R−ǫ. The latter

consists of the operator −∇̂ν∇̂µ+Rµν+gµν�̂ acting on the original term in the Lagrangian

multiplied by R−1 (from the derivative acting on R−ǫ when varying the action).
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The expressions of W
(i)
µν (ǫ) suggest the emergence (at loop level) of (apparently non-

perturbative) higher dimensional terms suppressed by powers of R. This is similar to quan-

tum scale invariance in flat space when such higher dimensional terms emerge at quantum

level, suppressed by powers of dilaton (acting as regulator and replaced here by R) [49].

Next, the equation of motion of the dilatation gauge field is Bµ(ǫ) = 0 with

B(1)
µ (ǫ) = 4(d− 1)∇̂µR

1−ǫ − 2ǫ(d− 1)∇̂µ

(

R−ǫ−1R2
)

, (149)

B(2)
µ (ǫ) = 2(d− 2)∇̂ν(R−ǫRµν) + 2∇̂µR

1−ǫ − 2ǫ(d− 1)∇̂µ(R
−ǫ−1RρσR

ρσ) , (150)

B(3)
µ (ǫ) = −4∇̂ν(R−ǫFνµ)− 2ǫ(d− 1)∇̂µ(R

ǫ−1FρσF
ρσ) , (151)

B(4)
µ (ǫ) = 8∇̂ν(R−ǫRµν)− 2ǫ(d− 1)∇̂µ(R

−ǫ−1RρσαβR
ρσαβ) . (152)

Similar to the case of W
(i)
µν (ǫ), the same structure is found for the correction terms propor-

tional to ǫ: they are proportional to the operator ∇̂µ acting on the original term in the

Lagrangian multiplied by R−1.

In arbitrary d dimensions the Euler term, while it remains Weyl gauge covariant, it is

no longer a total derivative and it contributes to the equations of motion. In the basis of

operators appearing under the integrals of Ii, it can be expressed as

G = R2 − 4RµνR
µν +RµνρσR

µνρσ + 2(d− 2)(d− 3)FµνF
µν . (153)

One can check that the equations of motion corresponding to the linear combination above

are non-trivial in d 6= 4.

6.2 Conservation laws

We can now consider the conservation laws of Weyl gravity in d dimensions. Calculations

are rather long but one can show that the following identities derived in four dimensions

are also valid in d dimensions:

∇̂µW (i)
µν (ǫ) =

1

2
Fµ

νB
(i)
µ (ǫ) , ∇̂µB(i)

µ (ǫ) = 2trW (i)
µν (ǫ) . (154)

Further, we have that eq. (70) is also true in d dimensions, that is

∇̂µW (i)
µν (ǫ) = ∇̊µW (i)

µν (ǫ)− ων trW
(i)
µν (ǫ) . (155)

Therefore we have the same gauge covariant and Riemannian conservation law in d

dimensions: if ωµ is onshell i.e. Bµ(ǫ) = 0 then

trWµν(ǫ) = 0 and ∇̂µWµν(ǫ) = ∇̊µWµν(ǫ) = 0 . (156)

For completeness we provide the expression of trW
(i)
µν (ǫ) ∝ ∇̂µB

(i)
µ (ǫ)

trW (1)(ǫ) = 2(d − 1)�̂R1−ǫ − ǫ(d− 1)�̂
(

R−ǫ−1R2
)

, (157)
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trW (2)(ǫ) = (d− 2)∇̂µ∇̂ν(R−ǫRµν) + �̂R1−ǫ − ǫ(d− 1)�̂(R−ǫ−1RµνR
µν) , (158)

trW (3)(ǫ) = −2ǫ(d− 1)�̂(R−ǫ−1FµνF
µν) , (159)

trW (4)(ǫ) = 4∇̂µ∇̂ν(R−ǫRµν)− ǫ(d− 1)�̂(R−ǫ−1RµνρσR
µνρσ) . (160)

Consider next the current conservation in d dimensions. The equation of motion of the

dilatation gauge field is a generalisation of (72) and has the form

4α3∇̂µ(R−ǫFµν) = jν , (161)

where

jν = 4(d− 1)α1∇̂νR1−ǫ − 8(d− 3)α4G
µν∇̂µR

−ǫ − 2ǫ(d − 1)∇̂ν(R−1L) . (162)

Here L denotes the original Lagrangian density of (139); α3 is related to a1, . . . , a4 according

to (143). Note that the current is modified compared to the d = 4 case, eq.(73). Above we

used the identity

∇̂µ(R−ǫRµν) =
1

2
∇̂νR

1−ǫ +Gµν∇̂µR−ǫ , (163)

where Gµν is the conformal geometry version of the Einstein tensor satisfying

Gµν ≡ Rµν −
1

2
gµνR , ∇̂µGµν = 0 , ∇̂νGµν = −(d− 2)∇̂νFνµ . (164)

As for d = 4, the trace of Wµν(ǫ) is related to the divergence of the dilatation current

2 trWµν(ǫ) = ∇̂αj
α . (165)

The conservation of the current (for ωµ onshell, Bµ(ǫ) = 0) follows from (161)

∇̂νj
ν = ∇̊νj

ν = 0 . (166)

In conclusion, as in the four dimensional case, the dilatation current is conserved with

respect to both the Weyl gauge covariant derivative and Riemannian derivative. Therefore,

the conservation laws of Weyl quadratic gravity are valid in arbitrary dimension, with the

dilatation current receiving extra contributions relative to the case of d = 4, while respecting

Weyl gauge invariance of the action in d dimensions.

7 Conclusions

In this work we considered the most general (quadratic) action associated to Weyl conformal

geometry regarded as a gauge theory of the Weyl group. This action defines Weyl quadratic

gravity. For this general action we computed the equations of motion and conservation laws

in d = 4 and then in arbitrary d dimensions, in a manifestly Weyl gauge covariant way.

We first reviewed in a systematic approach the Weyl gauge covariant formulation of Weyl

conformal geometry, in which this geometry is automatically metric (∇̂µgαβ=0). This is a
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physical formulation of conformal geometry regarded as a gauge theory of the Weyl group.

There are two other mathematically equivalent formulations, but they do not always lead

to physical results because they do not have manifest Weyl gauge covariance. These are (a):

the “standard” formulation that has vectorial non-metricity but is torsion-free, used for over

a century, and (b): a formulation that is metric but has vectorial torsion, that was discovered

recently. Formulations (a) and (b) are actually related by a projective transformation and

correspond to different linear combinations of the Weyl group generators. While (a) and (b)

correspond to an affine geometry (with an associated Weyl connection), the physical Weyl

gauge covariant formulation does not correspond to an affine geometry. This is because it

must account for the various Weyl charges of the fields present and no connection Γ̂ can

be associated to the Weyl gauge covariant derivative operator ∇̂. With the geometry being

metric (∇̂µgαβ = 0), operator ∇̂ is for Weyl geometry what the derivative ∇̊ is for the

Riemannian geometry, and can be used accordingly. Weyl conformal geometry can then be

seen, in the gauge covariant formalism as a covariantised version of Riemannian geometry

with respect to the dilatations symmetry.

Using this Weyl gauge covariant formalism, we derived the equations of motion for

the most general quadratic gravity action associated to conformal geometry, regarded as a

(perturbative) gauge theory. Each term in the action has Weyl gauge invariance and the

equations of motion have manifest Weyl gauge covariance. These results were obtained for

d = 4 dimensions and were then generalised to arbitrary d dimensions, while respecting this

symmetry. This was possible by considering in d dimensions the same (d = 4) action with an

analytical continuation that respects Weyl gauge invariance. This is realised by a geometric

“regularisation” enforced by the (covariant) scalar curvature which replaces the usual DR

subtraction scale µ (introduced to keep the couplings dimensionless), so µ−ǫ → R−ǫ. This

analytical continuation can also be derived by an even more general Weyl-DBI action in

d dimensions, which in a leading order expansion recovers, up to non-perturbative terms,

the quadratic gravity action considered here in d dimensions. This procedure maintained

Weyl gauge invariance of the action in d dimensions and the Weyl gauge covariance of

the equations of motion. The equations of motion in d dimensions suggest the emergence

at quantum level of new (apparently non-perturbative) higher dimensional Weyl gauge

invariant operators suppressed by powers of the scalar curvature.

We found the conservation laws for general Weyl quadratic gravity in the conformal ge-

ometry covariant formulation, as well as in the Riemannian picture. The energy-momentum

tensor of this theory is conserved with respect to the gauge covariant derivative ∇̂ of con-

formal geometry but also with respect to ∇̊ operator of the Riemannian picture. This is

an interesting result that is a consequence of having, separately, standard diffeomorphism

invariance (and dilatation invariance) in a Riemannian picture, versus gauged covariant dif-

feomorphisms in conformal geometry. The same conservation law applies to the Weyl gauge

symmetry (dilatation) current. This is also a consequence of the dilatations gauge param-

eter λD(x) having vanishing Weyl charge. These symmetry arguments are independent of

the number of dimensions, hence these conservation laws apply in arbitrary d dimensions.

The equations of motions and conservation laws obtained here in both d = 4 and in

arbitrary d dimensions, in a manifestly Weyl gauge covariant formalism, can immediately

be used for physical applications. They also underline the importance of this formalism for

conformal geometry as the gauge theory beyond Einstein-Hilbert gravity and SM.
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Appendix

A. Conventions

A metric connection Γ and a torsionless non-metric connection Γ̃ can be decomposed in

terms of the Levi-Civita Γ̊ and contorsion K or disformation S tensors, respectively

Γρ
µν = Γ̊ρ

µν −Kµν
ρ , Γ̃ρ

µν = Γ̊ρ
µν + Sµν

ρ . (A-1)

The contorsion K and the disformation S are related to the torsion T and non-metricity Q

Kµν
ρ = −1

2
(Tµν

ρ + T ρ
µν − Tν

ρ
µ) , Tµν

ρ = −Kµν
ρ +Kνµ

ρ , (A-2)

Sµν
ρ = −1

2
(Qµν

ρ +Qν
ρ
µ −Qρ

µν) , Qµν
ρ = −Sµν

ρ − Sµ
ρ
ν . (A-3)

The usual definitions of torsion and non-metricity apply

Tµν
ρ = 2Γρ

[µν] , ∇̃µgνρ = Qµνρ , (A-4)

with ∇̃ the covariant derivative associated to Γ̃. Useful integration by parts formulae are

∫

ddx
√
g∇µJ

µ =

∫

ddx ∂µ (
√
gJµ)−

∫

ddx
√
g Kνµ

νJµ , (A-5)
∫

ddx
√
g ∇̃µJ

µ =

∫

ddx ∂µ (
√
gJµ) +

∫

ddx
√
g Sνµ

νJµ , (A-6)

for the two connections. Here ∇ is the operator associated to Γ. The traces of the tensors

on the right hand side can also be written as Kνµ
ν = −Tνµ

ν and Sνµ
ν = −1

2Qµν
ν and thus

the extra terms depend only on vectorial torsion and semi-metricity.

In the particular case of Weyl quadratic gravity in the equivalent formulations, metric

with vectorial torsion and non-metric but torsion-free, one has

Γρ
µν = Γ̊ρ

µν + δρµων − gµνω
ρ , (A-7)

Γ̃ρ
µν = Γ̊ρ

µν + δρµων + δρνωµ − gµνω
ρ , (A-8)

as we saw in the text. Then the corresponding tensors are

Tµν
ρ = δρµων − δρνωµ , Kµν

ρ = gµνω
ρ − δρµων , (A-9)

Qµνρ = −2ωµgνρ , Sµν
ρ = δρµων + δρνωµ − gµνω

ρ . (A-10)
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B. Tangent space formalism

We mentioned throughout the paper that Weyl quadratic gravity is a true gauge theory of

the Weyl group. This can be seen explicitly in the tangent space formulation of the theory

which we review briefly in this appendix. This was discussed at length in [10,19].

As for any gauge theory, the starting point is the algebra of the group we want to gauge

which, in our case, is given by

[Pa,Mbc] = ηabPc − ηacPa , [D,Pa] = Pa , [Pa, Pb] = 0, [D,Mab] = 0 ,

[Mab,Mcd] = ηacMdb − ηbcMda − ηadMcb + ηbdMca ,
(B-1)

where all other commutators vanish. Here Mab are the generators of the (local) Lorentz

group, P a the generators of translations and D the generator of dilatations. In a pure

gauge theory, where no matter fields are considered, the only fields in the theory are the

gauge fields associated with the generators of the algebra. In our case we introduce the spin

connection ωµ
ab, vielbein eaµ and Weyl gauge field of dilatation, ωµ. The transformations

of these fields as dictated by the algebra are

δǫe
a
µ = −∂µξ

a − ξbωµ
ab − ξaωµ + λa

be
b
µ + λDe

a
µ , (B-2)

δǫωµ
ab = −∂µλ

ab − 2λ[a
cωµ

b]c , (B-3)

δǫωµ = −∂µλD . (B-4)

Note that the algebra above is acting on the tangent space, hence the explicit tangent space

indices on the generators. On the other hand we want to interpret our results in space-time.

There is no problem to “uplift” dilatations and local Lorentz transformations to space-time

via the vielbein and the vielbein postulate. However, translations on the tangent space

need more work. We would like to be able to interpret such translations on the tangent

space as inducing general coordinate transformations in space-time

xµ → xµ + ξaeµa ≡ xµ + ξµ . (B-5)

This, however, is in obvious contradiction with the transformations of the fields on the

tangent space shown above. More exactly, the fields ωµ
ab and ωµ are inert under translations

even if they have a space-time index. To understand how to modify the transformations for

these fields we look at the vielbein which has a non-trivial transformation under translations

on the tangent space. Together with the constraint Rµν(P
a) = 0, discussed later on, the

transformation of the vielbein becomes [10,19]

δeaµ = −ξρ∂ρe
a
µ − ∂µξ

ρeaρ − ξρωρ
a
be

b
µ − ξρωρe

a
µ . (B-6)

The first two terms are just the ordinary Lie derivative Lξ acting on the space-time co-vector

eaµ, the third term is a Lorentz transformation with parameter λa
b = −ξρωρ

a
b, while the last

term is a gauge dilatation (B-2) with parameter λD = −ξρωρ acting on the vielbein. We

call this transformation a gauge covariant diffeomorphism or covariant general coordinate

transformation. Therefore if we want our theory to be invariant under the transformation

of the vielbein above we need to supplement general coordinate transformations of the fields
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with the corresponding Lorentz transformation with parameter −ξρωρ
a
b and dilatation with

parameter −ξρωρ. For the spin connection ωµ
ab, given that it is invariant under dilatations

and taking into account its transformation under Lorentz rotations (B-3) one obtains

δωµ
ab = −ξν∂νωµ

ab − ων
ab∂µξ

ν + ∂µ(ξ
νων

ab)− ξνων
a
cωµ

cb − ξνων
b
cωµ

ac

= ξνRab
µν ,

(B-7)

while for the Weyl field we find

δωµ = −ξρ∂ρωµ − ∂µξ
ρωρ + ∂µ(ξ

ρωρ) = Fµρ ξ
ρ , (B-8)

which is explicitly covariant under dilatations. The same happens with the transformation

of the vielbein (B-6) which can be recast in the following way

δeaµ = −ξρD̂ρe
a
µ − D̂µξ

ρeaρ . (B-9)

Furthermore, this induces a covariant transformation of the metric

δgµν = −∇̂µξν − ∇̂νξµ . (B-10)

Therefore we shall say that the theory is invariant under covariant general coordinate trans-

formations, a fact which is crucial in understanding the covariant conservation laws pre-

sented in the main text.

In order to construct actions invariant under the symmetries of the theory we need

to construct covariant objects out of the fields at our disposal. These are in general the

curvatures which according to the gauge algebra are defined as

Rµν(P
a) = 2D[µe

a
ν] + 2ω[µe

a
ν],

Rµν(M
ab) = ∂µων

ab − ∂νωµ
ab + ωµ

a
cων

cb − ων
a
cωµ

cb ≡ Rab
µν ,

Rµν(D) = ∂µων − ∂νωµ ≡ Fµν ,

(B-11)

and are guaranteed to transform covariantly under dilatations

δDRµν(P
a) = λDRµν(P

a) , δDRµν(M
ab) = 0 , δDRµν(D) = 0 . (B-12)

In passing we mentioned that (covariant) general coordinate transformations are ob-

tained after imposing the constraint Rµν(P
a) = 0. This also makes it possible to express

the spin connection in terms of vielbein and the dilatation gauge field. Therefore, like in

usual Riemannian geometry, the spin connection is not an independent field, but can be

expressed in terms of the other fields of the theory, in our case the vielbein eaµ and the Weyl

field ωµ

ωµ
ab = ω̊µ

ab + 2e[aµ e
b]νων , (B-13)

where ω̊µ
ab is the unique torsion-free spin connection corresponding to the Levi-Civita

connection and is given by

ω̊µ
ab = 2eν[a∂[µe

b]
ν]
− eν[aeb]σeµc∂νe

c
σ . (B-14)
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From a Riemannian perspective the spin connection in (B-13) has torsion, but as it was

shown in [10] in Weyl quadratic gravity this is not a meaningful statement as a redefinition

of the generators can change the solution for the connection to a non-metric connection. In

particular, we can define the new generators as

M̃ab = Mab + 1
dDηab . (B-15)

The associated gauge field, ω̃µ
ab is no longer antisymmetric in the indices a, b and therefore

does not preserve the metric

D̃µη
ab = 2ω̃µ

cdηcdη
ab . (B-16)

To fix this issue and show that neither torsion, nor non-metricity are physical a fully gauge

covariant derivative can be constructed as

D̂µ = Dµ + q ωµ = D̃µ + q̃ ωµ , (B-17)

where q and q̃ denote the tangent space and space-time charges respectively of the objects

on which the derivative acts. The metric is preserved by this derivative while the torsion

which can naively be read from (B-13) will be shown below not to appear in the commutator

of such derivatives. Physically, this is the only correct derivative to work with, as it allows

us to construct gauge invariant quantities which are the only ones relevant for physical

observables. The derivatives Dµ and D̃µ fail to produce (dilatation) covariant results when

acting on objects which have non-vanishing Weyl charge on the tangent space and in space-

time respectively.

C. Space-time interpretation

The covariant derivative introduced in (B-17) can be “uplifted” to space-time using the

relation

∇̂µV
ν = eνaD̂µV

a , (C-1)

which can be deduced from the vielbein postulate

0 = D̂µe
a
ν − Γ̃ρ

µνe
a
ρ = ∂µe

a
ν + ωµ

a
b e

b
ν − Γρ

µνe
a
ρ . (C-2)

We can therefore define the full covariant derivative in space-time as

∇̂µX = ∇µX + qXωµX = ∇̃µX + q̃XωµX , X ≡ Xµ1µ2...
ν1ν2... , (C-3)

where ∇µ and ∇̃µ denote usual covariant derivatives with the affine connections Γ and Γ̃

respectively, while qX and q̃X denote the tangent space and space-time charges respectively.

X denotes a general tensor, but in explicit calculations care must be taken when raising

and lowering indices as the derivative ∇̃µ does not preserve the metric and therefore the

charge q̃X has to be modified accordingly.

A further comment is in order. In general, the charges above reflect the way the tensor

X transforms under Weyl gauge transformations, (19). An exception in this sense is given

by the vielbein, which, under transformation (1) changes as

eaµ 7→ eλDeaµ , (C-4)
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and its covariant derivatives are given by

D̂µe
a
ν = Dµe

a
ν + ωµe

a
ν = D̃µe

a
ν , (C-5)

∇̂µe
a
ν = ∇µe

a
ν = ∇̃µe

a
ν + ωµe

a
ν . (C-6)

From above one can see that the Weyl charge +1 of the vielbein is associated either to the

tangent space index when D̂ acts or to the space-time index when ∇̂ acts on it, and hence

calling q or q̃ tangent space or space-time charges for objects with “mixed” indices depends

on which derivative we are considering. The roles of q and q̃ are reversed in the case of the

vielbein when passing from one derivative to the other.

The curvatures can be obtained from the commutator of two ∇̂ derivatives

[

∇̂µ, ∇̂ν

]

V ρ = Rρ
σµνV

σ + qXFµνVρ . (C-7)

Note that in the above commutator no torsion term is present and this is just the standard

gauge theory formula where all the field strengths have to appear on the right hand side

of the commutator. This supports our claim before that also torsion (which can be naively

read off from (B-13)) is not physical.

The curvature tensor defined above does not have the same symmetries as the Rieman-

nian counterpart, but obeys similar Bianchi identities. The first Bianchi identity reads

Rσ[µνρ] = −gσ[µFνρ] , (C-8)

while the second Bianchi identity, when written in terms of ∇̂ is similar to Riemannian case

∇̂[µR
τσ

νρ] = 0 . (C-9)

When deriving the equations of motion for Weyl quadratic gravity, one of the most powerful

application of the covariant derivative ∇̂µ is that integration by parts can be performed

in the same way as in the Riemannian case. Simple algebraic manipulations lead to the

general formula below, with q̃Jµ the space-time charge of the current Jµ (with upper index)

∫

ddx
√
g ∇̂µJ

µ =

∫

ddx ∂µ (
√
gJµ) + (d+ q̃Jµ)

∫

ddx
√
g ωµJ

µ . (C-10)

This simplifies further for qJµ = −d. For comparison, see also (A-5), (A-6) using ∇ or ∇̃.

Next, let us define a vector Jµ ≡ Xµν1...νpYν1...νp , then with tensors X and Y both

covariant under (1) and q̃Jµ ≡ q̃Xµν1...νp + q̃Yν1...νp
, we find

∫

ddx
√
gXµν1...νp∇̂µYν1...νp =

∫

ddx ∂µ (
√
gJµ) + (d+ q̃J)

∫

ddx
√
g ωµJ

µ

−
∫

ddx
√
g
(

∇̂µX
µν1...νp

)

Yν1...νp . (C-11)

In general we are interested in cases where the left hand side of (C-11) is Weyl gauge

invariant i.e. the Weyl charge of the current is q̃Jµ = −d; in that case the last relation
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becomes
∫

ddx
√
g Xµν1...νp∇̂µYν1...νp =

∫

ddx ∂µ (
√
gJµ)−

∫

ddx
√
g
(

∇̂µX
µν1...νp

)

Yν1...νp . (C-12)

For completeness, we add here the values of some Weyl charges of fields, connections, etc

that complement those in the table presented in Section 2:

X δΓρ
µν δΓ̃ρ

µν δgµν δωµ Wµν Bµ ξµ λD jµ Wµν(ǫ) Bµ(ǫ)

q̃X 0 0 2 0 -2 -2 0 0 -2 −(d− 2) −(d− 2)

qX -1 -1 0 -1 -4 -3 1 0 -3 −d −(d− 1)

.

D. Useful formulae

Using the commutator (C-7) and the Bianchi identities (C-8) and (C-9) we find several

important formulae in d dimensions used to simplify the calculations in the paper.

First, expanding the commutator in (C-7) we find the standard formula for the curvature

tensor in Weyl geometry (covariant formulation)

Rρ
σµν = ∂µΓ

ρ
νσ − ∂νΓ

ρ
µσ + Γρ

µτΓ
τ
νσ − Γρ

ντΓ
τ
µσ . (D-1)

When expressed in terms of the Riemannian geometry curvature tensor, we have

Rρσµν = R̊ρσµν +
[

gµσ∇̊νωρ − gµρ∇̊νωσ + gνρ∇̊µωσ − gνσ∇̊µωρ

]

+ ω2(gµσgνρ − gµρgνσ) + ωµ(ωρgνσ − ωσgνρ) + ων(ωσgµρ − ωρgµσ) .
(D-2)

The tensor Rα
σµν = gαρ Rρσµν is invariant under dilatations. Rρσµν is antisymmetric in the

first and second pair of indices, but lacks the usual pair exchange symmetry of Riemannian

geometry curvature tensor

Rρσµν −Rµνρσ = −Fµρgσν + Fµσgρν + Fνρgσµ − Fνσgρµ , (D-3)

which is a direct consequence of the first Bianchi identity (C-8). Further, contracting two

indices we immediately find

Rµν −Rνµ = (d− 2)Fµν . (D-4)

One can also define a Weyl tensor Cµνρσ associated to the curvature tensor (D-1)

Cρσµν = Rρσµν+
1

d− 2
(Rσµgνρ −Rρµgνσ +Rρνgµσ −Rσνgµρ)+R

(gµρgνσ − gµσgνρ)

(d− 1)(d − 2)
(D-5)

Using (D-2), one checks that the Weyl tensor of Weyl geometry in the gauge covariant

formulation is equal to its Riemannian geometry counterpart

Cρσµν = C̊ρσµν . (D-6)
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Its square can be expressed as

CµνρσC
µνρσ = RρσµνR

ρσµν − 4

d− 2
RµνR

µν +
2

(d− 1)(d − 2)
R2

= RρσµνR
µνρσ − 4

d− 2
RµνR

νµ +
2

(d− 1)(d − 2)
R2 ,

(D-7)

where, in order to arrive at the second line above, one uses eqs. (D-3), (D-4).

The Euler term G that is convenient to use in the action has the following expressions

G = R2 − 4RµνR
νµ +RµνρσR

ρσµν

= R2 − 4RµνR
µν +RµνρσR

µνρσ + 2(d− 2)(d− 3)FµνF
µν .

(D-8)

Derivative identities known from Riemannian geometry have a very simple form in Weyl

geometry when the derivative ∇̂µ is used. In particular, starting from the second Bianchi

identity (C-9), by contracting with δµτ one obtains

∇̂µR
µ
σνρ = ∇̂νRσρ − ∇̂ρRσν . (D-9)

Contraction of the above with gσρ gives

∇̂µR
µ
ν =

1

2
∇̂νR , (D-10)

and further applying ∇̂ν yields

∇̂ν∇̂µR
µν =

1

2
�̂R . (D-11)

These last relations are again similar to those in Riemannian geometry with the only dif-

ference that the order of the indices is important due to (D-4).

In the covariant formalism the following formulae are important in calculations of the

equations of motion. We can apply the general commutator (C-7) to Rρσ and Fρσ to find

[

∇̂µ, ∇̂ν

]

Rρσ = −RτσR
τ
ρµν −RρτR

τ
σµν − 2FµνRρσ , (D-12)

[

∇̂µ, ∇̂ν

]

Fρσ = −FτσR
τ
ρµν − FρτR

τ
σµν − 2FµνFρσ , (D-13)

where we have used that the tangent space charges of Rµν and Fµν are equal to −2. After

contracting with the metric and using identity (D-4) for d = 4 we have

[

∇̂µ, ∇̂ν

]

Rµν =
[

∇̂µ, ∇̂ν

]

Fµν = 0 , ∇̂ν∇̂µR
µν = ∇̂µ∇̂νR

µν =
1

2
�̂R . (D-14)

In d dimensions eqs.(D-14) become

[

∇̂µ, ∇̂ν

]

Rµν =
1

2
(d− 2)(d − 4)FµνF

µν , (D-15)
[

∇̂µ, ∇̂ν

]

Fµν = (d− 4)FµνF
µν . (D-16)

Inserting a suitable factor R−ǫ (when we consider d = 4− 2ǫ) these relations have a closer
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resemblance to the those for d = 4:

[

∇̂µ, ∇̂ν

]

(R−ǫRµν) =
[

∇̂µ, ∇̂ν

]

(R−ǫFµν) = 0 , (D-17)

∇̂ν∇̂µ(R
−ǫRµν) = ∇̂µ∇̂ν(R

−ǫRµν) =
1

2
�̂R1−ǫ + ∇̂ν

(

Gµν∇̂µR−ǫ
)

, (D-18)

with Gµν := Rµν − 1
2gµνR being a conformal geometry counterpart to Einstein tensor.

Notice that Gµν is not symmetric because Rµν is not symmetric.

Using the Bianchi identities for the covariant derivative ∇̂µ several simplifying calcula-

tions are possible for terms with derivatives of the Riemann tensor in Weyl geometry. For

example, in W
(2)
µν we have ∇̂ρ∇̂νR

ρ
(µσ)

ν which can be shown to become in d = 4 dimensions

∇̂ρ∇̂νR
ρ
(µσ)

ν = −�̂R(µσ) + ∇̂ρ∇̂(σRµ)
ρ + ∇̂ν∇̂(σR

ν
µ) −

1

2
∇̂(µ∇̂σ)R

−Rλ(σµ)νR
λν −R(λµ)R(νσ)g

λν − 1

2
Fµ

νRσν −
1

2
Fσ

νR(µν) .
(D-19)

Two formulae in d = 4 used to derive the energy-momentum tensor Tµν(ω) associated to

the dilatation gauge field are

∇̂ν∇̂µR = ∇̊ν∇̊µR− 3
(

ωµ∇̊νR+ ων∇̊µR
)

− 2R∇̊νωµ

+ gνµ

(

ωρ∇̊ρR− 2ω2R
)

+ 8ωµωνR ,
(D-20)

and, after contracting with the metric

�̂R = �̊R− 2ωρ∇̊ρR− 2R∇̊ρω
ρ . (D-21)

Identical formulae apply for R → −φ2 which are used to derive T̃µν(ω, φ).
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