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Abstract

The quadratic gravity constraints are reformulated in terms of the Newman–Penrose-like

quantities. In such a frame language, the field equations represent a linear algebraic system

for the Ricci tensor components. In principle, a procedure for the combination of the Ricci

components with standard geometric identities can be applied in a similar way as in the case

of general relativity. These results could serve in various subsequent analyses and physical

interpretations of admitted solutions to quadratic gravity. Here, we demonstrate the utility of

such an approach by explicitly proving general propositions restricting the spacetime geometry

under assumptions on a specific algebraic type of curvature tensors.
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1 Introduction

In 1915, Albert Einstein finished his theory of general relativity (GR) [1], which provided a ge-
ometric description of gravity in terms of curved four-dimensional spacetime. Einstein’s theory
brought dozens of surprising implications during more than a century of its analyses and astrophys-
ical applications. However, simultaneously with its formulation, there appeared concerns about
the possibility of solving its highly complicated nonlinear field equations. These doubts were al-
layed almost immediately by Karl Schwarzschild and his famous spherically symmetric solution [2].
Unfortunately, the Schwarzschild spacetime also uncovered difficulties related to physical interpre-
tation and insecurity of employing a particular coordinate choice. In the following decades, the
construction of coordinate-independent quantities, revealing the true nature of a given gravita-
tional field, become crucial. The conceptually important step within the coordinate-independent
analysis was to express studied quantities in terms of their frame components. The privileged role
within the frame approaches to Einstein’s theory plays the Newman–Penrose (NP) formalism [3]
employing a null vector basis, see subsection 1.2 for its summary. The spacetime description in
terms of the frame projections allows one to invariantly define the ansatz geometry, e.g., admitting
specific null congruences or special algebraic structure of related tensors, and then try to find and
discuss its explicit form restricted by the field equations and geometric identities. Importantly, this
formalism naturally reflects distinct parts of a gravitational field and its peeling properties. The
generalization of NP formalism becomes important also in studies of higher-dimensional GR [4–7].

Even though GR has beyond doubt proved its ability to describe various strong-field gravi-
tational situations and processes, there remain important theoretical issues unclarified. One can
think, e.g., about its combination with quantum field theory or the nature of singularities that
necessarily occurs in its solutions. Attempts to solve these open problems typically consider ad-
ditional fields or various modifications of GR, see e.g. reviews [8–11]. Alternatively and more
pragmatically, one can study modified gravities to analyze the unique position of GR in the space
of general metric theories of gravity. From this perspective, the simplest extension of GR cor-
responds to the quadratic gravity (QG) [12–15] including all possible curvature squares into the
Einstein-Hilbert action, see also subsection 1.1. Such a class of theories may directly solve some
of the open problems (however, simultaneously it introduces new ones), or it may be understood
as a higher-order correction to GR induced by some unknown final theory.

To better understand QG and its implications on a geometric level, the exact solution analysis
becomes important, see, e.g., QG counterparts to the classic Schwarzschild black hole [16–19] or
algebraically special geometries [20]. It is extremely interesting to compare solutions to QG with
those to GR. However, to do so one has to invariantly define the same geometric ansatz, and
therefore, the extension of the Newman–Penrose formalism for the case of quadratic gravity seems
to be very natural starting point. This is thus the main aim of our contribution.

The paper is organized as follows. In the introductory section 1 we summarise concepts of QG
and NP formalism. In section 2, the NP form of the QG field equations is derived which represents
our main result. Two simple examples of its use are subsequently discussed, see section 3. Finally,
in appendix A the geometric NP identities are summarized, in appendices B and C, we compare
various conventions related to the NP formalism, and in the last appendix D, the QG field equations
are listed in the fully explicit form.

1.1 Quadratic gravity

The vacuum quadratic gravity can be introduced via its action as

S =

∫
[

1

k
(R− 2Λ)− aCabcdC

abcd + bR2

]√−gd4x , (1)
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where R is the Ricci scalar, Cabcd is the Weyl tensor, k, a and b are coupling constants of the theory,
and Λ stands for the cosmological term, see, e.g., [12–15]. Due to the Gauss–Bonnet theorem, this
represents the most general class of four-dimensional quadratic theories. Subsequently, the least
action principle δS = 0 leads to the 4th order field equations in the form

1

k

(

Rab −
1

2
Rgab + Λgab

)

− 4aBab + 2b

(

Rab −
1

4
Rgab + gab�−∇a∇b

)

R = 0 , (2)

where Bab is the Bach tensor defined as

Bab =

(

∇c∇d +
1

2
Rcd

)

Cacbd , (3)

which is symmetric, trace-less, covariantly constant, and conformaly re-scaled, i.e.,

Bab = Bba , Babg
ab = 0 , Bab;c g

bc = 0 , g̃ab = Ω2gab ⇒ B̃ab = Ω−2Bab . (4)

The field equations trace yields immediately the condition for the scalar curvature, namely

R = 6bk�R+ 4Λ . (5)

To employ the Newman–Penrose-like approach to the discussion of admissible gravitational fields
in quadratic gravity we separate the Ricci tensor contribution in (2). Substituting the Bach tensor
(3) and grouping all terms with the Ricci tensor we thus get

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)

Rab − 2aRcdCacbd + Zab = 0 , (6)

where Zab is a shorthand for

Zab = −1

k

(

1

2
Rgab − Λgab

)

− 4a∇c∇dCacbd − 2b

(

1

4
Rgab − gab�+∇a∇b

)

R . (7)

1.2 The Newman–Penrose quantities

To set up the notation and fix the conventions, we summarize essential definitions of the Newman–
Penrose formalism.1 Subsequently, the geometric constraints including the commutation relations,
the Ricci and Bianchi identities are listed in the appendix A. Let us introduce the null orthonor-
mal frame {k , l ,m , m̄}, where k, l are real null vectors and m, m̄ are complex null vectors,
respectively. They are normalized as

k · l = −1 , m · m̄ = 1 , (8)

with other combinations being vanishing. The metric thus becomes

gab = −2k(alb) + 2m(am̄b) . (9)

Freedom in a choice of the frame is given by the Lorentz transformations, namely

• boost in the plane of null vectors k and l with a positive parameter A:

ka 7→ Aka , la 7→ A−1 la , ma 7→ ma , (10)

• rotation in the transverse space of vectors m and m̄ encoded in a real parameter Θ:

ka 7→ ka , la 7→ la , ma 7→ eiΘma , (11)

1Here we follow the notation of classic book [21] while its relation to other common sources [22,23] is summarized
in the appendix B.
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• null rotation with k fixed given by a complex parameter B:

ka 7→ ka , ma 7→ ma +B ka , la 7→ la + B̄ ma +B m̄a + |B|2 ka , (12)

• null rotation with l fixed given by a complex parameter E:

la 7→ la , ma 7→ ma + E la , ka 7→ ka + Ē ma + E m̄a + |E|2 la . (13)

The covariant derivative components in the frame vector directions are denoted by

D = ka∇a , ∆ = la∇a , δ = ma∇a , δ̄ = m̄a∇a . (14)

To characterize the above derivatives acting of the frame vectors we define the spin coefficients as

κ = −ka;bmakb , ν = la;bm̄
alb , ǫ =

1

2

(

ma;bm̄
akb − ka;bl

akb
)

,

ρ = −ka;bmam̄b , µ = la;bm̄
amb , β =

1

2

(

ma;bm̄
amb − ka;bl

amb
)

,

σ = −ka;bmamb , λ = la;bm̄
am̄b , γ =

1

2

(

la;bk
alb − m̄a;bm

alb
)

,

τ = −ka;bmalb , π = la;bm̄
akb , α =

1

2

(

la;bk
am̄b − m̄a;bm

am̄b
)

. (15)

The Weyl tensor null tetrad independent components are

Ψ0 = Cabcdk
ambkcmd ,

Ψ1 = Cabcdk
albkcmd ,

Ψ2 = Cabcdk
ambm̄cld =

1

2
Cabcdk

alb(kcld −mcm̄d) ,

Ψ3 = Cabcdl
akblcm̄d ,

Ψ4 = Cabcdl
am̄blcm̄d , (16)

and the projections of the Ricci tensor (or equivalently its traceless part Sab = Rab − 1
4Rgab) can

be introduced as

Φ00 =
1

2
Rabk

akb ,

Φ01 =
1

2
Rabk

amb , Φ10 =
1

2
Rabk

am̄b ,

Φ11 =
1

4
Rab

(

kalb +mam̄b
)

, Φ02 =
1

2
Rabm

amb , Φ20 =
1

2
Rabm̄

am̄b ,

Φ12 =
1

2
Rabl

amb , Φ21 =
1

2
Rabl

am̄b ,

Φ22 =
1

2
Rabl

alb , (17)

with the trace R = 2Rab

(

mam̄b − kalb
)

which implies

Rabk
alb = −1

4
R+ 2Φ11 , Rabm

am̄b =
1

4
R+ 2Φ11 . (18)
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2 Quadratic gravity constraints

The quadratic gravity field equations (6), expressed in terms of the null frame {k , l ,m , m̄}, take
the form

0 =− 4a
[

Φ20Ψ0 +Φ02Ψ̄0 − 2Φ10Ψ1 − 2Φ01Ψ̄1 +Φ00(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2)
]

+ 2

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)

Φ00 + Z(0)(0) , (19)

0 =− 4a
[

Φ21Ψ1 +Φ12Ψ̄1 − 2Φ11(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2) + Φ01Ψ3 +Φ10Ψ̄3

]

+

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)(

2Φ11 −
R

4

)

+ Z(0)(1) , (20)

0 =− 4a
[

Φ21Ψ0 − 2Φ11Ψ1 +Φ02Ψ̄1 +Φ01(Ψ2 − 2Ψ̄2) + Φ00Ψ̄3

]

+ 2

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)

Φ01 + Z(0)(2) , (21)

0 =− 4a
[

Φ22(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2)− 2Φ12Ψ3 − 2Φ21Ψ̄3 +Φ02Ψ4 +Φ20Ψ̄4

]

+ 2

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)

Φ22 + Z(1)(1) , (22)

0 =− 4a
[

Φ22Ψ1 +Φ12(−2Ψ2 + Ψ̄2) + Φ02Ψ3 − 2Φ11Ψ̄3 +Φ10Ψ̄4

]

+ 2

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)

Φ12 + Z(1)(2) , (23)

0 =− 4a
[

Φ22Ψ0 − 2Φ12Ψ1 +Φ02(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2)− 2Φ01Ψ̄3 +Φ00Ψ̄4

]

+ 2

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)

Φ02 + Z(2)(2) , (24)

0 =− 4a
[

Φ21Ψ1 +Φ12Ψ̄1 − 2Φ11(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2) + Φ01Ψ3 +Φ10Ψ̄3

]

+

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)(

2Φ11 +
R

4

)

+ Z(2)(3) , (25)

where components of the Weyl and Ricci tensors are defined by (16) and (17), respectively. The
symbols Z(c)(d) = Zabe

a
(c)e

b
(d) stand for the frame components of Zab given by (7), e.g., Z(0)(0) =

Zabk
akb and Z(1)(2) = Zabl

amb etc. In principle, the above system of equations can be understood
as algebraic constraints on the Ricci tensor components which have to be further combined with
the geometric conditions2 listed in appendix A.

2In fact, the same approach is applied in the context of vacuum Einstein’s general relativity, where the Ricci
tensor components are also directly restricted by the field equations. However, in such a case (a = 0 = b) the
constraints are very simple with all components (17) vanishing and R = 4Λ.
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Finally, to be fully explicit we express all relevant projections of the Zab tensor, i.e.,

Z(0)(0) =− 4aBZ
(0)(0) + 2b

[

(ǫ + ǭ)DR−DDR− κ̄δR− κδ̄R
]

, (26)

Z(0)(1) =− 4aBZ
(0)(1) +

1

2k
(R− 2Λ) + 2b

[ 1

4
R2 − (γ + γ̄ − µ− µ̄)DR

− (ρ+ ρ̄)∆R +∆DR+ (α− β̄ + τ̄ )δR− δδ̄R

+ (ᾱ− β + τ)δ̄R− δ̄δR
]

, (27)

Z(0)(2) =− 4aBZ
(0)(2) + 2b [π̄DR−DδR− κ∆R + (ǫ− ǭ)δR] , (28)

Z(1)(1) =− 4aBZ
(1)(1) + 2b

[

−(γ + γ̄)∆R −∆∆R+ νδR + ν̄δ̄R
]

, (29)

Z(1)(2) =− 4aBZ
(1)(2) + 2b [ν̄DR− τ∆R −∆δR+ (γ − γ̄)δR] , (30)

Z(2)(2) =− 4aBZ
(2)(2) + 2b

[

λ̄DR− σ∆R + (−ᾱ+ β)δR − δδR
]

, (31)

Z(2)(3) =− 4aBZ
(2)(3) −

1

2k
(R− 2Λ) + 2b

[

− 1

4
R2 + (γ + γ̄ − µ̄)DR

−D∆R+ (ρ− ǫ− ǭ)∆R−∆DR+ (−α+ β̄ + π − τ̄ )δR

+ (π̄ − τ)δ̄R + δ̄δR
]

, (32)

where BZ
(c)(d) = BZ

abe
a
(c)e

b
(d) represents the Ricci-independent part of the Bach tensor corresponding

to the second covariant derivative of the Weyl tensor, namely

BZ
ab = ∇c∇dCacbd . (33)

Explicitly we get

BZ
(0)(0) =δ̄δ̄Ψ0 −Dδ̄Ψ1 − δ̄DΨ1 +DDΨ2 + λDΨ0 + σ̄∆Ψ0 + (2π − 7α− β̄)δ̄Ψ0

+ (5α+ β̄ − 3π)DΨ1 − κ̄∆Ψ1 − σ̄δΨ1 + (3ǫ+ ǭ+ 7ρ)δ̄Ψ1

− (ǫ + ǭ+ 6ρ)DΨ2 + κ̄δΨ2 − 5κδ̄Ψ2 + 4κDΨ3

+Ψ0[κ̄ν + 4α(3α+ β̄)− (ǫ+ ǭ+ 3ρ)λ+ π(π − 7α− β̄) + σ̄(µ− 4γ) + Dλ− 4δ̄α+ δ̄π]

+ 2Ψ1[2κλ+ κ̄(γ − µ) + ρ(5π − 9α− 2β̄) + σ̄(β + 2τ) + ǫ(2π − 4α− β̄) + ǭ(π − α)

+ Dα−Dπ + δ̄ǫ+ 2δ̄ρ]

+ 3Ψ2[κ(3α+ β̄ − 3π)− κ̄τ + ρ(ǫ+ ǭ+ 3ρ)− σσ̄ −Dρ− δ̄κ]

+ 2Ψ3[κ(ǫ− ǭ− 5ρ) + κ̄σ +Dκ] + 2Ψ4κ
2 + c.c. , (34)

BZ
(0)(1) =δ̄∆Ψ1 −D∆Ψ2 − δ̄δΨ2 +DδΨ3 − λ∆Ψ0 − νδ̄Ψ0

+ 2νDΨ1 + (2π − α+ β̄)∆Ψ1 + λδΨ1 + (2µ− µ̄− 2γ)δ̄Ψ1

+ (µ̄− 3µ)DΨ2 + (2ρ− ǫ− ǭ)∆Ψ2 + (α− β̄ − 2π)δΨ2 + (π̄ + 3τ)δ̄Ψ2

+ (2β − π̄ − 2τ)DΨ3 − κ∆Ψ3 + (ǫ + ǭ− 2ρ)δΨ3 − 2σδ̄Ψ3 + σDΨ4 + κδΨ4

+Ψ0[λ(4γ − µ+ µ̄) + ν(α− β̄ − 2π)− δ̄ν]

+ 2Ψ1[γ(α− β̄ − 2π)− λ(β + π̄ + 2τ) + µ(β̄ − α+ 2π) + µ̄(α− π) + ν(ǫ + ǭ− 2ρ)

+ Dν − δ̄γ + δ̄µ]

+ 3Ψ2[κν + µ(2ρ− ǫ− ǭ)− µ̄ρ+ ππ̄ + λσ + τ(2π − α+ β̄)−Dµ+ δ̄τ ]

+ 2Ψ3[κ(µ̄− 2µ− γ) + ǫ(β − τ − π̄) + ǭ(β − τ) + ρ(π̄ − 2β + 2τ) + σ(α − β̄ − 2π)

+ Dβ −Dτ − δ̄σ]

+ Ψ4[κ(4β − π̄ − τ) + σ(ǫ + ǭ− 2ρ) + Dσ] + c.c. , (35)
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BZ
(0)(2) =δ̄∆Ψ0 −D∆Ψ1 − δ̄δΨ1 +DδΨ2

+ νDΨ0 + (π − 3α+ β̄)∆Ψ0 + (µ− µ̄− 4γ)δ̄Ψ0

+ (2γ − 2µ+ µ̄)DΨ1 + (ǫ − ǭ+ 3ρ)∆Ψ1 + (3α− β̄ − π)δΨ1 + (2β + π̄ + 4τ)δ̄Ψ1

− (π̄ + 3τ)DΨ2 − 2κ∆Ψ2 − (ǫ− ǭ+ 3ρ)δΨ2 − 3σδ̄Ψ2 + 2σDΨ3 + 2κδΨ3

+Ψ0[(4γ − µ)(3α− β̄ − π) + µ̄(4α− π) + ν(ǭ − ǫ− 3ρ)− λπ̄ +Dν − 4δ̄γ + δ̄µ]

+ 2Ψ1[2κν + (µ− γ)(ǫ− ǭ+ 3ρ)− µ̄(2ρ+ ǫ) + (β + 2τ)(π − 3α+ β̄) + π̄(π − α)

+ Dγ −Dµ+ δ̄β + 2δ̄τ ]

+ 3Ψ2[κ(µ̄− 2µ) + π̄ρ+ σ(3α − β̄ − π) + τ(ǫ − ǭ+ 3ρ)−Dτ − δ̄σ]

+ 2Ψ3[κ(2β − π̄ − 2τ) + σ(ǭ − ǫ− 3ρ) + Dσ] + 2Ψ4κσ

+ δδΨ̄1 − δDΨ̄2 −DδΨ̄2 +DDΨ̄3

− 2λ̄δΨ̄0 + 3λ̄DΨ̄1 + σ∆Ψ̄1 + (4π̄ − 3ᾱ− β)δΨ̄1

+ (ᾱ + β − 5π̄)DΨ̄2 − κ∆Ψ̄2 + (ǫ− ǭ+ 5ρ̄)δΨ̄2 − σδ̄Ψ̄2

+ (3ǭ− ǫ − 4ρ̄)DΨ̄3 − 3κ̄δΨ̄3 + κδ̄Ψ̄3 + 2κ̄DΨ̄4

+ Ψ̄0[λ̄(5ᾱ+ β − 3π̄)− ν̄σ − δλ̄]

+ 2Ψ̄1[κν̄ + ᾱ(ᾱ+ β) + π̄(2π̄ − 3ᾱ− β)− λ̄(4ρ̄+ ǫ) + σ(µ̄− γ̄) + Dλ̄− δᾱ+ δπ̄]

+ 3Ψ̄2[2κ̄λ̄− κµ̄+ π̄(ǫ− ǭ) + ρ̄(4π̄ − ᾱ− β) + στ̄ −Dπ̄ + δρ̄]

+ 2Ψ̄3(κ(β̄ − τ̄ ) + κ̄(β − 4π̄)− σσ̄ + (ρ̄− ǭ)(ǫ− ǭ + 2ρ̄) + Dǭ−Dρ̄− δκ̄)

+ Ψ̄4[κ̄(5ǭ− ǫ− 3ρ̄) + κσ̄ +Dκ̄] , (36)

BZ
(1)(2) =∆∆Ψ1 −∆δΨ2 − δ∆Ψ2 + δδΨ3

− 2ν∆Ψ0 + (4µ− 3γ + γ̄)∆Ψ1 + 3νδΨ1 − ν̄δ̄Ψ1

+ ν̄DΨ2 + (5τ − ᾱ− β)∆Ψ2 + (γ − γ̄ − 5µ)δΨ2 + λ̄δ̄Ψ2

− λ̄DΨ3 − 3σ∆Ψ3 + (ᾱ+ 3β − 4τ)δΨ3 + 2σδΨ4

+Ψ0[ν(5γ − γ̄ − 3µ) + λν̄ −∆ν]

+ 2Ψ1[ν(ᾱ− 4τ) + ν̄(α − π)− λλ̄+ (γ − µ)(γ − γ̄ − 2µ)−∆γ +∆µ+ δν]

+ 3Ψ2[µ(4τ − ᾱ− β) + λ̄π − ν̄ρ+ 2νσ + τ(γ̄ − γ) + ∆τ − δµ]

+ 2Ψ3[κν̄ − σ(γ̄ + 4µ) + τ(2τ − ᾱ− 3β) + β(ᾱ+ β) + λ̄(ρ− ǫ)−∆σ + δβ − δτ ]

+ Ψ4[−κλ̄+ σ(ᾱ+ 5β − 3τ) + δσ]

−∆DΨ̄3 +∆δΨ̄2 + δ̄DΨ̄4 − δ̄δΨ̄3

− 2λ̄∆Ψ̄1 − 2ν̄δΨ̄1 + 2ν̄DΨ̄2 + (3π̄ + τ)∆Ψ̄2 + (γ̄ − γ + 3µ̄)δΨ̄2 + 3λ̄δ̄Ψ̄2

+ (γ − γ̄ − 3µ̄)DΨ̄3 + (2ρ̄− ρ− 2ǭ)∆Ψ̄3 + (α− 3β̄ + τ̄ )δΨ̄3 − (2ᾱ+ 4π̄ + τ)δ̄Ψ̄3

+ (3β̄ − α− τ̄ )DΨ̄4 − κ̄∆Ψ̄4 + (4ǭ+ ρ− ρ̄)δ̄Ψ̄4

+ 2Ψ̄0λ̄ν̄ + 2Ψ̄1[λ̄(γ − γ̄ − 3µ̄) + ν̄(2ᾱ− 2π̄ − τ)−∆λ̄]

+ 3Ψ̄2[λ̄(3β̄ − τ̄ − α) + π̄(3µ̄− γ + γ̄) + ν̄(ρ− 2ρ̄) + µ̄τ +∆π̄ + δ̄λ̄]

+ 2Ψ̄3[2κ̄ν̄ + (ǭ− ρ̄)(γ − γ̄ − 3µ̄)− ρ(γ̄ + 2µ̄) + τ(τ̄ − β̄) + (ᾱ+ 2π̄)(α− 3β̄ + τ̄ )

−∆ǭ+∆ρ̄− δ̄ᾱ− 2δ̄π̄]

+ Ψ̄4[κ̄(γ − γ̄ − 3µ̄) + ρ(4β̄ − τ̄ ) + ρ̄(α− 3β̄ + τ̄ ) + 4ǭ(3β̄ − τ̄ − α)− σ̄τ

−∆κ̄+ 4δ̄ǭ− δ̄ρ̄] , (37)
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BZ
(2)(2) =∆∆Ψ0 −∆δΨ1 − δ∆Ψ1 + δδΨ2

+ (2µ− 7γ + γ̄)∆Ψ0 + νδΨ0 − ν̄δ̄Ψ0

+ ν̄DΨ1 + (7τ − ᾱ+ 3β)∆Ψ1 + (5γ − γ̄ − 3µ)δΨ1 + λ̄δ̄Ψ1

− λ̄DΨ2 − 5σ∆Ψ2 + (ᾱ− β − 6τ)δΨ2 + 4σδΨ3

+Ψ0[µ(µ− 7γ + γ̄) + ν(ᾱ− β − 3τ) + ν̄(4α− π) + 4γ(3γ − γ̄)− λλ̄

− 4∆γ +∆µ+ δν]

+ 2Ψ1[2νσ − ν̄(ǫ + 2ρ) + λ̄(π − α) + (γ̄ − 2γ)(β + 2τ) + (µ− γ)(5τ − ᾱ+ 2β)

+ ∆β + 2∆τ + δγ − δµ]

+ 3Ψ2[κν̄ + λ̄ρ+ σ(3γ − γ̄ − 3µ) + τ(3τ − ᾱ+ β)−∆σ − δτ ]

+ 2Ψ3[−κλ̄+ σ(ᾱ+ β − 5τ) + δσ] + 2Ψ4σ
2

+DDΨ̄4 −DδΨ̄3 − δDΨ̄3 + δδΨ̄2

− 4λ̄δΨ̄1 + 5λ̄DΨ̄2 + σ∆Ψ̄2 + (ᾱ− β + 6π̄)δΨ̄2

+ (β − 3ᾱ− 7π̄)DΨ̄3 − κ∆Ψ̄3 + (ǫ− 5ǭ+ 3ρ̄)δΨ̄3 − σδ̄Ψ̄3

+ (7ǭ− ǫ− 2ρ̄)DΨ̄4 − κ̄δΨ̄4 + κδ̄Ψ̄4

+ 2Ψ̄0λ̄
2 + 2Ψ̄1[λ̄(ᾱ+ β − 5π̄)− ν̄σ − δλ̄]

+ 3Ψ̄2[κν̄ + λ̄(3ǭ− ǫ − 3ρ̄) + µ̄σ + π̄(ᾱ− β + 3π̄) + Dλ̄+ δπ̄]

+ 2Ψ̄3[2κ̄λ̄− κ(2µ̄+ γ̄) + σ(τ̄ − β̄) + (ρ̄− ǭ)(2ᾱ− β + 5π̄) + (ǫ− 2ǭ)(2π̄ + ᾱ)

−Dᾱ− 2Dπ̄ − δǭ+ δρ̄]

+ Ψ̄4[κ(4β̄ − τ̄ ) + κ̄(β − ᾱ− 3π̄) + (ρ̄− 4ǭ)(ǫ − 3ǭ+ ρ̄)− σσ̄

+ 4Dǭ−Dρ̄− δκ̄] , (38)

BZ
(1)(1) =∆∆Ψ2 −∆δΨ3 − δ∆Ψ3 + δδΨ4

− 4ν∆Ψ1 + (γ + γ̄ + 6µ)∆Ψ2 + 5νδΨ2 − ν̄δ̄Ψ2

+ ν̄DΨ3 + (3τ − ᾱ− 5β)∆Ψ3 − (3γ + γ̄ + 7µ)δΨ3 + λ̄δ̄Ψ3

− λ̄DΨ4 − σ∆Ψ4 + (ᾱ + 7β − 2τ)δΨ4

+ 2Ψ0ν
2 + 2Ψ1[ν(γ − γ̄ − 5µ) + λν̄ −∆ν]

+ 3Ψ2[µ(γ + γ̄ + 3µ) + ν(ᾱ+ 3β − 3τ)− λλ̄ − ν̄π +∆µ+ δν]

+ 2Ψ3[ν̄(ǫ − ρ) + λ̄(α+ 2π) + γ(2τ − ᾱ− 4β) + γ̄(τ − β) + µ(5τ − 2ᾱ− 9β) + 2νσ

−∆β +∆τ − δγ − 2δµ]

+ Ψ4[κν̄ + λ̄(ρ− 4ǫ)− σ(γ + γ̄ + 3µ) + 4β(3β + ᾱ) + τ(τ − ᾱ− 7β)

−∆σ + 4δβ − δτ ] + c.c. , (39)

where c.c. denotes the complex conjugation. Finally, the Bach tensor can be constructed as

B(0)(0) =B
Z
(0)(0) +Φ20Ψ0 +Φ02Ψ̄0 − 2Φ10Ψ1 − 2Φ01Ψ̄1 +Φ00(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2) , (40)

B(0)(1) =B
Z
(0)(1) +Φ21Ψ1 +Φ12Ψ̄1 − 2Φ11(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2) + Φ01Ψ3 +Φ10Ψ̄3 , (41)

B(0)(2) =B
Z
(0)(2) +Φ21Ψ0 − 2Φ11Ψ1 +Φ01(Ψ2 − 2Ψ̄2) + Φ02Ψ̄1 +Φ00Ψ̄3 , (42)

B(1)(2) =B
Z
(1)(2) +Φ22Ψ1 +Φ12(−2Ψ2 + Ψ̄2) + Φ02Ψ3 − 2Φ11Ψ̄3 +Φ10Ψ̄4 , (43)

B(2)(2) =B
Z
(2)(2) +Φ22Ψ0 − 2Φ12Ψ1 +Φ02(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2)− 2Φ01Ψ̄3 +Φ00Ψ̄4 , (44)

B(1)(1) =B
Z
(1)(1) +Φ22(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2)− 2Φ12Ψ3 − 2Φ21Ψ̄3 +Φ02Ψ4 +Φ20Ψ̄4 . (45)

Since m is a complex vector, we have, e.g., B̄(0)(2) = B(0)(3), and since the Bach tensor is trace-less,
it holds B(0)(1) = B(2)(3), actually also BZ

(0)(1) = BZ
(2)(3).
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3 Applications

To illustrate efficiency of the above general approach we analyze scenarios corresponding to special
algebraic properties of the Ricci and Weyl tensors, respectively. This implies a specific behavior
of privileged null geodesic congruence defining the Kundt and/or Robinson–Trautman classes in
terms of its twist, shear, and expansion. In such important cases we discuss algebraic structure of
the Bach tensor.

3.1 Restrictions following from a special form of the Ricci tensor

Let us use NP formalism to prove Propositions 1.2 and 1.1 in [26] in four dimensions. The original
proof using higher-dimensional NP formalism was cleverly based on the analysis of dominant boost
weights, however, here we can proceed fully explicitly.

3.1.1 Proof of Proposition 1.2

First, let us prove Proposition 1.2, namely that a vacuum solution to quadratic gravity with
traceless Ricci type III, i.e., the Ricci tensor of the form (using the frame {ℓ,n,m(i)}, see [26])

Rab = Λgab + ψ′
i(ℓam

(i)
b +m(i)

a ℓb) + ω′ℓaℓb , ψ′
iψ

′
i 6= 0, (46)

and aligned Weyl tensor of Petrov type II, or more special, is necessarily Kundt3.
Therefore, using the NP formalism notation, Ψ0 = Ψ1 = 0 and the Ricci tensor is of the form

(using the frame {ka, la,ma, m̄a})

Rab = 2Φ22kakb − 2Φ12(kam̄b + m̄akb)− 2Φ21(kamb +makb) + Λgab , (47)

where Λ =const., i.e., Φ00 = Φ01 = Φ10 = Φ11 = Φ02 = Φ20 = 0.
Using the above assumption on the Petrov type II or III, the Bianchi identities imply κΨ2 = 0

(120) or κΨ3 = 0 (121), respectively. For type III or N and Φ12 6= 0, the Bianchi equations imply
κΦ12 = 0 (124), while for Φ12 = 0 it follows that κΦ22 = 0 (130). Therefore, in all possible cases
we obtain

κ = 0 , (48)

and the multiple PND congruence generated by k is necessary geodetic.
Further, let us assume that the congruence is affinely parametrized and the frame is paralelly

propagated along this congruence, i.e.,

ǫ = 0 , π = 0 . (49)

Now, it is convenient to discuss specific Petrov types separately:

• Type II (Ψ0 = Ψ1 = 0): the QG field equation (19) simplifies to −4aBZ
(0)(0) = 0,

BZ
(0)(0) =DDΨ2 − 6ρDΨ2 + 3Ψ2(3ρ

2 − σσ̄ −Dρ) + c.c. = 0 , (50)

and using the Ricci and Bianchi identities (103) and (121) for type II it implies

3σσ̄(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2) = 0 , (51)

and therefore
σ = 0 . (52)

Equivalently, it immediately follows from (124) that 3σΨ2 = 0 and thus σ = 0.

3By the definition, the Kundt family of geometries admits a non-twisting, shear-free, and non-expanding null
geodesic congruence [24, 25]
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The field equation (21) reduces to −4aBZ
(0)(2) = 0 which gives

BZ
(0)(2) =DδΨ2 − 3τDΨ2 − 3ρδΨ2 − 3Ψ2(−3ρτ +Dτ)− δDΨ̄2 −DδΨ̄2 +DDΨ̄3 (53)

+ (ᾱ+ β)DΨ̄2 + 5ρ̄δΨ̄2 − 4ρ̄DΨ̄3 + 3Ψ̄2(−(ᾱ+ β)ρ̄+ δρ̄)

+ 2Ψ̄3(2ρ̄
2 −Dρ̄) = 0 .

Using geometric identities (103), (104), (112), (121), (122), (125), and (130) we obtain

− 4ρρ̄Φ12 = 0 , (54)

and therefore
ρ = 0 . (55)

The spacetime has to belong necessarily to the Kundt class.

• Type III (Ψ0 = Ψ1 = Ψ2 = 0): the QG field equation (19) is automatically satisfied, while
equation (21), namely −4aBZ

(0)(2) = 0, reads

BZ
(0)(2) = 2σDΨ3 + 2Ψ3(−3ρσ +Dσ) + DDΨ̄3 − 4ρ̄DΨ̄3 + 2Ψ̄3(2ρ̄

2 − σσ̄ −Dρ̄) = 0 . (56)

Using (103), (102), (122), (125), (130), it implies (together with its complex conjugate)

(σσ̄ + ρρ̄)Φ12 + σρΦ21 = 0 , (57)

(σσ̄ + ρρ̄)Φ21 + σ̄ρ̄Φ12 = 0 . (58)

To have Φ12 6= 0, the determinant should be vanishing, i.e.,

(σσ̄)2 + (ρρ̄)2 + σσ̄ρρ̄ = 0 . (59)

We thus get σ = 0 and ρ = 0 and the spacetime has to be Kundt.

• Type N (Ψ0 = Ψ1 = Ψ2 = Ψ3 = 0): the Bianchi identity (125) simplifies to −2ρΦ12 = 0 and
we immediately get that either ρ = 0 or Φ12 = 0. Taking ρ = 0, the Ricci identity (103), i.e.,
Dρ = ρ2 + σσ̄, implies σ = 0. In the case Φ12 = 0 combined with the Weyl type N, the QG
field equations (19) and (21) are automatically satisfied, while the equation (24) becomes
−4aBZ

(2)(2) = 0, namely

BZ
(2)(2) = 2Ψ4σ

2 +DDΨ̄4 − 2ρ̄DΨ̄4 + Ψ̄4(ρ̄
2 − σσ̄ −Dρ̄) = 0 . (60)

Using (103), (102), (123), (126), (129) it takes the form

− 4σ2Ψ4 = 0 (61)

and we get σ = 0. Moreover, a combination of the Bianchi identities (126) and (129) leads
to ρΦ22 = σΨ4 that gives

ρ = 0 . (62)

Therefore, in both cases the resulting spacetime has to be Kundt.

3.1.2 Proof of Proposition 1.1

Now, let us explicitly prove Proposition 1.1 of [26], namely that a vacuum solution to quadratic
gravity with traceless Ricci type N, i.e., the Ricci tensor of the form

Rab = Λgab + ω′ℓaℓb , ω′ 6= 0 , (63)

and aligned Weyl tensor of Petrov type I, or more special, is necessarily Kundt.
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Therefore, using the NP formalism, Ψ0 = 0 and the Ricci tensor is of the form (using the frame
{ka, la,ma, m̄a})

Rab = 2Φ22kakb + Λgab , (64)

where Λ =const., i.e., Φ00 = Φ01 = Φ10 = Φ11 = Φ02 = Φ20 = Φ12 = Φ21 = 0.
To prove this proposition let us begin with the Bianchi identity (130) which gives κΦ22 = 0

and therefore
κ = 0 , (65)

and the congruence is geodetic. Further, let us assume that the congruence is affinely parametrized
and the tetrad is paralelly propagated, i.e.,

ǫ = 0 , π = 0 . (66)

• Type I: interestingly, in combination with geometric identities, the QG field equations (19)
and (21) are identically satisfied. The equation (20) reduces to −4aBZ

(0)(1) = 0 and (35)
explicitly gives

BZ
(0)(1) =δ̄∆Ψ1 −D∆Ψ2 − δ̄δΨ2 +DδΨ3

+ 2νDΨ1 + (−α+ β̄)∆Ψ1 + λδΨ1 + (−2γ + 2µ− µ̄)δ̄Ψ1

+ (−3µ+ µ̄)DΨ2 + 2ρ∆Ψ2 + (α− β̄)δΨ2 + 3τ δ̄Ψ2

+ (2β − 2τ)DΨ3 − 2ρδΨ3 − 2σδ̄Ψ3 + σDΨ4

+Ψ1[2γ(α− β̄)− 2λ(β + 2τ) + 2µ(β̄ − α) + 2αµ̄− 4νρ+ 2Dν − 2δ̄γ + 2δ̄µ]

− 3Ψ2[ρ(µ̄− 2µ)− λσ + τ(α − β̄) + Dµ− δ̄τ ]

+ 2Ψ3[2ρ(τ − β) + σ(α − β̄) + Dβ −Dτ − δ̄σ]

+ Ψ4(−2ρσ +Dσ) + c.c. , (67)

which can be significantly simplified to

(ρρ̄+ σσ̄)Φ22 = 0 . (68)

This condition obviously implies

ρ = 0 , σ = 0 , (69)

and the resulting spacetime has to be necessarily Kundt.

• Type II: employing Ψ0 = Ψ1 = 0 the Bianchi identity (124) reduces to

3σΨ2 = 0 (70)

and therefore σ = 0. Aternatively, the QG field equation (19) becomes

BZ
(0)(0) =DDΨ2 − 6ρDΨ2 + 3Ψ2(3ρ

2 − σσ̄ −Dρ) + c.c. = 0 , (71)

which gives
3σσ̄(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2) = 0 , (72)

and therefore we get σ = 0 again. The QG field equations (21) and (24) are identically
satisfied. However, the QG field equation (20) implies

− ρρ̄(Φ22 + Φ̄22) = 0 (73)

and therefore also ρ = 0. The spacetime has to be Kundt. Since equation (73) does not
contain Ψ2 it holds also for more algebraically special Petrov types III and N.

• Type III: the Bianchi identity (125) implies

2σΨ3 = 0 (74)

and therefore σ = 0. Employing equation (73), which does not contain Ψ2 and it is valid
also for Petrov type III, we and up with the Kundt spacetime.

• Type N: in this case, the last part of the Proposition 1.2 proof (discussing the subcase
Φ12 = 0) can be used and therefore the spacetime is Kundt again.
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3.2 The Bach tensor for Robinson–Trautman geometries of specific Weyl

type

Let us examine possible Bach types for different Petrov types for Robinson–Trautman [27, 28]
metrics

ds = guu(u, r, x
i)du2 − 2dudr + 2gui(u, r, x

i)dudxi + gij(u, r, x
i)dxidxj , (75)

admitting geodetic (κ = 0) shear-free (σ = 0), twist-free (ρ = ρ̄), and expanding (ρ 6= 0) null con-
gruence generated by

k = ∂r , (76)

which is affinely parametrized (ǫ + ǭ = 0). The coordinate r is the affine parameter along the
congruence, u labels null hypersurfaces with k tangent (normal), and x2, x3 cover the transverse
Riemannian 2-space. Moreover without loss of generality, we employ a parallelly propagated frame,
i.e.,

π = 0 , ǫ = 0 . (77)

In what follows, the Ricci equations (103)–(106), (112) will be useful, namely

Dρ = ρ2 +Φ00 , (78)

Dτ = ρτ +Ψ1 +Φ01 , (79)

Dα = ρα+Φ10 , (80)

Dβ = ρβ +Ψ1 , (81)

Dγ = ατ + βτ̄ +Ψ2 +Φ11 −
R

24
, (82)

δρ = ρ(ᾱ+ β)−Ψ1 +Φ01 . (83)

3.2.1 Petrov type N

Let us start with the Petrov type N (with k being PND) represented by the Weyl components

Ψ4 6= 0 , Ψ0 = Ψ1 = Ψ2 = Ψ3 = 0 . (84)

Within this setting, the components of the Bach tensor components (40)–(45) simplify to

B(0)(0) =0 (85)

B(0)(2) =B̄(0)(2) = B(0)(3) = 0 (86)

B(0)(1) =B(2)(3) = 0 (87)

B(2)(2) =DDΨ̄4 − 2ρDΨ̄4 (88)

B(1)(2) =− B̄(1)(3) = δ̄DΨ̄4 − (α− 3β̄ + τ̄ )DΨ̄4 +Φ10Ψ̄4 + Ψ̄4[ρ(α+ β̄)− δ̄ρ] (89)

B(1)(1) =δδΨ4 − λ̄DΨ4 + (ᾱ + 7β − 2τ)δΨ4 +Φ02Ψ4

+Ψ4[4β(ᾱ+ 3β) + λ̄ρ+ τ(τ − ᾱ− 7β) + 4δβ − δτ ] + c.c. (90)

Since the b.w. (boost weight) zero component B(2)(2) is nonvanishing, the Bach tensor is in general
of type II. In a special case with B(2)(2) = 0, e.g., if DΨ4 = 0, then the Bach tensor becomes of
type III.

3.2.2 Petrov type III

For the Petrov type III, with the Weyl components

Ψ3 6= 0 , Ψ4 6= 0 , Ψ0 = Ψ1 = Ψ2 = 0 , (91)
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the non-negative boost-weight components of the Bach tensor (40)–(45) simplify to

B(0)(0) = 0 , (92)

B(0)(2) = DDΨ̄3 − 4ρDΨ̄3 − Ψ̄3(Φ00 − 2ρ2) , (93)

B(0)(1) = DδΨ3 + 2(β − τ)DΨ3 − 2ρδΨ3 −Ψ3[Φ01 + 2ρ(β − τ)] + c.c. , (94)

B(2)(2) = DDΨ̄4 −DδΨ̄3 − δDΨ̄3 + (β − 3ᾱ)DΨ̄3 + 3ρδΨ̄3 − 2ρDΨ̄4 − 2Ψ̄3(Φ01 − 2ρᾱ) , (95)

where we use the Ricci equations (78)–(81) and (83). Since the b.w. +1 component B(0)(2) is
nonvanishing, the Bach tensor is of type I.

3.2.3 Petrov type II/D

For the Petrov type D, defined by

Ψ2 6= 0 , Ψ0 = Ψ1 = Ψ3 = Ψ4 = 0 , (96)

even the highest b.w. +2 component, namely

B(0)(0) = DDΨ2 − 6ρDΨ2 − 2Ψ2(Φ00 − 3ρ2) + c.c. , (97)

is nonvanishing and therefore, the Bach tensor is of general type G.

4 Summary

After a brief introduction of the quadratic gravity (1) and a suitable form of its field equations
(6), we summarized basic definitions of the Newman–Penrose formalism, see section 1. In the next
section 2, we immediately proceed to our main result that is reformulation of the quadratic gravity
field equations in terms of the NP quantities, see expressions (19)–(25) with the substitution from
(26)–(32) and (34)–(39), or appendix D. Interestingly, the Ricci tensor contribution to the field
equations is only linear within this modified theory of gravity. Therefore, the procedure combining
(19)–(25) with the geometric constraints, listed in appendix A, is thus similar as in the case of
classic general relativity, i.e., we deal with the linear system of algebraic equations for the Ricci
tensor frame components. The aim of these results is to provide a tool for analysis of (exact)
solutions to the quadratic gravity, where the invariant assumptions on the algebraic properties
of curavure tensors, or e.g., specific behavior of null geodesics, can be simply made. This should
allow one to compare four-dimensional quadratic gravity with other theories of gravity, primarily
with Einstein’s general relativity, on the level of admitted solutions where the initial ansatz is
introduced in terms of purely geometric conditions.

In the subsequent section 3, we present two simple examples of applicability of the above
mentioned general expressions. In particular, its first subsection 3.1 contains explicit calculations
proving pair of propositions previously formulated in [26], where the original proof was based on
the highest boost-weights discussion which does not need knowledge of the complete Bach tensor.
In the second subsection 3.2, we analyze possible algebraic structure of the Bach tensor in the case
of Robinson–Trautman geometries (75). The Weyl tensor is assumed to be of algebraically special
Petrov type with respect to the frame associated with the privileged non-twisting, shear-free, and
expanding null geodesic congruence. Under such conditions the admitted structure of the Bach
tensor is discussed. These new results are summarized in the following table 1.
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Petrov type vanishing Bach components possible Bach types

N b.w. +2: B(0)(0), b.w. +1: B(0)(2), B(0)(3), b.w. 0: B(0)(1), B(2)(3) II/III/N/O

III b.w. +2: B(0)(0) I/II/III/N/O

II/D G/I/II/III/III/N/O

Table 1: Possible Bach types depending on the Petrov type for Robinson–Trautman spacetimes.
The privileged RT null vector field k is taken as the Weyl PND.

Moreover, the standard geometric Ricci and Bianchi identities of the Newman–Penrose formal-
ism are summarized in appendix A using unified notation of [21]. For the readers convenience, sub-
sequent appendix B compares this notation and conventions with other common textbooks [22,23].
Two decades ago the arbitrary-dimensional version of the Newman–Penrose formalism was intro-
duced, and, almost immediately, it has become a useful tool with dozens of applications. Therefore,
we present relation of such a real formalism, in the case of four spacetime dimensions, to the clas-
sic complex NP quantities used within this paper in appendix B. Finally, appendix D presents a
fully explicit form of the quadratic gravity field equations, expressed in terms of the null frame
quantities, which do not require any additional substitutions.
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A Geometric constrains on the frame components

In sections 1 and 2 we have introduced frame components of crucial tensor quantities and con-
straints implied by the quadratic gravity field equations, respectively. In addition, these NP objects
have to satisfy conditions directly arising from their purely geometric properties. In particular,
we have commutation relations of the frame derivatives, the Ricci identities defining the Riemann
tensor, and the Bianchi identities coming from the covariant derivatives of the Riemann tensor.
For more details see [21].

A.1 Commutation relations

Expressing the Lie bracket of all possible combinations of the frame vectors, which are understood
as the directional derivatives, and simultaneously, rewriting covariant derivatives in terms of the
Ricci rotation coefficients we obtain the commutation relations, namely

∆D−D∆ = (γ + γ̄)D + (ǫ+ ǭ)∆− (τ̄ + π) δ − (τ + π̄) δ̄ , (98)

δD−Dδ = (ᾱ+ β − π̄)D + κ∆− (ρ̄+ ǫ − ǭ) δ − σδ̄ , (99)

δ∆−∆δ = −ν̄D+ (τ − ᾱ− β)∆ + (µ− γ + γ̄) δ + λ̄δ̄ , (100)

δ̄δ − δδ̄ = (µ̄− µ)D + (ρ̄− ρ)∆ +
(

α− β̄
)

δ + (β − ᾱ) δ̄ . (101)

A.2 Ricci identities

Using the notation of Ricci spin coefficients (15) the Riemann tensor nonzero components can be
expressed as

Dσ − δκ =σ (3ǫ− ǭ + ρ+ ρ̄) + κ (π̄ − τ − 3β − ᾱ) + Ψ0 , (102)
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Dρ− δ̄κ =
(

ρ2 + σσ̄
)

+ ρ (ǫ+ ǭ)− κ̄τ + κ
(

π − 3α− β̄
)

+Φ00 , (103)

Dτ −∆κ = ρ (τ + π̄) + σ (τ̄ + π) + τ (ǫ− ǭ)− κ (3γ + γ̄) + Ψ1 +Φ01 , (104)

Dα− δ̄ǫ =α (ρ+ ǭ− 2ǫ) + βσ̄ − β̄ǫ− κλ− κ̄γ + π(ǫ+ ρ) + Φ10 , (105)

Dβ − δǫ =σ(α + π) + β (ρ̄− ǭ)− κ(µ+ γ) + ǫ (π̄ − ᾱ) + Ψ1 , (106)

Dγ −∆ǫ =α (τ + π̄) + β (τ̄ + π)− γ (ǫ+ ǭ)− ǫ (γ + γ̄) + τπ − νκ+Ψ2 +Φ11 −
1

24
R , (107)

Dλ− δ̄π = (ρλ+ σ̄µ) + π(π + α− β)− νκ̄+ λ (ǭ− 3ǫ) + Φ20 , (108)

Dµ− δπ = (ρ̄µ+ σλ) + π (π̄ − ᾱ+ β)− µ (ǫ+ ǭ)− νκ+Ψ2 +
1

12
R , (109)

Dν −∆π =µ (π + τ̄ ) + λ (π̄ + τ) + π (γ − γ̄)− ν (3ǫ+ ǭ) + Ψ3 +Φ21 , (110)

∆λ− δ̄ν =λ (γ̄ − 3γ − µ− µ̄) + ν
(

3α+ β̄ + π − τ̄
)

−Ψ4 , (111)

δρ− δ̄σ = ρ (ᾱ+ β) + σ
(

β̄ − 3α
)

+ τ (ρ− ρ̄) + κ (µ− µ̄)−Ψ1 +Φ01 , (112)

δα− δ̄β =(µρ− λσ) + αᾱ + ββ̄ − 2αβ + γ (ρ− ρ̄) + ǫ (µ− µ̄)−Ψ2 +Φ11 +
1

24
R , (113)

δλ− δ̄µ = ν (ρ− ρ̄) + π (µ− µ̄) + µ
(

α+ β̄
)

+ λ (ᾱ− 3β)−Ψ3 +Φ21 , (114)

δν −∆µ =
(

µ2 + λλ̄
)

+ µ (γ + γ̄)− ν̄π + ν (τ − 3β − ᾱ) + Φ22 , (115)

δγ −∆β = γ (τ − ᾱ− β) + µτ − σν − ǫν̄ + β (µ− γ + γ̄) + αλ̄ +Φ12 , (116)

δτ −∆σ =
(

µσ + λ̄ρ
)

+ τ (τ + β − ᾱ) + σ (γ̄ − 3γ)− κν̄ +Φ02 , (117)

∆ρ− δ̄τ = − (ρµ̄+ σλ) + τ
(

β̄ − α− τ̄
)

+ ρ (γ + γ̄) + νκ− Ψ2 −
1

12
R , (118)

∆α− δ̄γ = ν(ρ+ ǫ)− λ(τ + β) + α (γ̄ − µ̄) + γ
(

β̄ − τ̄
)

−Ψ3 . (119)

A.3 Bianchi identities

The projection of the Riemann tensor covariant derivative with cyclic exchange of indices leads to
the first Bianchi identities,

0 =− δ̄Ψ0 + DΨ1 + (4α− π)Ψ0 − 2(2ρ+ ǫ)Ψ1 + 3κΨ2

−DΦ01 + δΦ00 + 2 (ǫ+ ρ̄)Φ01 + 2σΦ10 − 2κΦ11 − κ̄Φ02

+ (π̄ − 2ᾱ− 2β)Φ00, (120)

0 = + δ̄Ψ1 − DΨ2 − λΨ0 + 2(π − α)Ψ1 + 3ρΨ2 − 2κΨ3

+ δ̄Φ01 −∆Φ00 − 2 (α+ τ̄ )Φ01 + 2ρΦ11 + σ̄Φ02

+ (2γ + 2γ̄ − µ̄)Φ00 − 2τΦ10 −
1

12
DR, (121)

0 =− δ̄Ψ2 + DΨ3 + 2λΨ1 − 3πΨ2 + 2(ǫ− ρ)Ψ3 + κΨ4

−DΦ21 + δΦ20 + 2 (ρ̄− ǫ)Φ21 − 2µΦ10 + 2πΦ11 − κ̄Φ22

+ (2β − 2ᾱ+ π̄) Φ20 −
1

12
δ̄R, (122)

0 = + δ̄Ψ3 − DΨ4 − 3λΨ2 + 2(2π + α)Ψ3 + (ρ− 4ǫ)Ψ4

−∆Φ20 + δ̄Φ21 + 2 (α− τ̄ )Φ21 + 2νΦ10 + σ̄Φ22 − 2λΦ11

+ (2γ̄ − 2γ − µ̄)Φ20, (123)

0 =−∆Ψ0 + δΨ1 + (4γ − µ)Ψ0 − 2(2τ + β)Ψ1 + 3σΨ2

−DΦ02 + δΦ01 + 2 (π̄ − β)Φ01 − 2κΦ12 − λ̄Φ00 + 2σΦ11

+ (ρ̄+ 2ǫ− 2ǭ)Φ02, (124)

0 =−∆Ψ1 + δΨ2 + νΨ0 + 2(γ − µ)Ψ1 − 3τΨ2 + 2σΨ3

+∆Φ01 − δ̄Φ02 + 2 (µ̄− γ)Φ01 − 2ρΦ12 − ν̄Φ00 + 2τΦ11
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+
(

τ̄ − 2β̄ + 2α
)

Φ02 +
1

12
δR, (125)

0 =−∆Ψ2 + δΨ3 + 2νΨ1 − 3µΨ2 + 2(β − τ)Ψ3 + σΨ4

−DΦ22 + δΦ21 + 2 (π̄ + β)Φ21 − 2µΦ11 − λ̄Φ20 + 2πΦ12

+ (ρ̄− 2ǫ− 2ǭ)Φ22 −
1

12
∆R, (126)

0 =−∆Ψ3 + δΨ4 + 3νΨ2 − 2(γ + 2µ)Ψ3 + (4β − τ)Ψ4

+∆Φ21 − δ̄Φ22 + 2 (µ̄+ γ)Φ21 − 2νΦ11 − ν̄Φ20 + 2λΦ12

+
(

τ̄ − 2α− 2β̄
)

Φ22. (127)

and the contraction gives the second Bianchi identities, namely

δ̄Φ01 + δΦ10 −D

(

Φ11 +
R

8

)

−∆Φ00

= κ̄Φ12 + κΦ21 + (2α+ 2τ̄ − π)Φ01 + (2ᾱ+ 2τ − π̄)Φ10

− 2 (ρ+ ρ̄)Φ11 − σ̄Φ02 − σΦ20 + [µ+ µ̄− 2 (γ + γ̄)]Φ00, (128)

δ̄Φ12 + δΦ21 −∆

(

Φ11 +
R

8

)

−DΦ22

= −νΦ01 − ν̄Φ10 +
(

τ̄ − 2β̄ − 2π
)

Φ12 + (τ − 2β − 2π̄)Φ21

+ 2 (µ+ µ̄)Φ11 + (2ǫ+ 2ǭ− ρ− ρ̄)Φ22 + λΦ02 + λ̄Φ20, (129)

δ

(

Φ11 −
R

8

)

−DΦ12 −∆Φ01 + δ̄Φ02

= κΦ22 − ν̄Φ00 +
(

τ̄ − π + 2α− 2β̄
)

Φ02 − σΦ21 + λ̄Φ10

+ 2 (τ − π̄)Φ11 + (2ǭ− 2ρ− ρ̄)Φ12 + (2µ̄+ µ− 2γ)Φ01. (130)

B Comparison of NP notation in classical textbooks

Within the geometric formulation of general relativity, several different conventions have appeared
which typically affect signs of particular expressions. Here we follows the classic reference book [21],
however, it is useful to compare our notation with other canonical sources [22,23]. The differences
in notation4 are summarized in table 2.

quantity Stephani [21] Chandrasekhar [22] Penrose, Rindler [23]

signature + ++− +−−− +−−−
frame ma, m̄a, la, ka la, na, ma, m̄a la, na, ma, m̄a

Riemann t. Rabcd = 2Γab[d,c] + 2Γae[cΓ
e
d]b Rabcd = 2Γab[d,c] + 2Γae[cΓ

e
d]b Rabcd = −2Γab[d,c] − 2Γae[cΓ

e
d]b

Einstein eqs. Gab = κTab Gab = ±κTab Gab = −κTab
NP compts. Ψi Ψ0 = Cabcdk

ambkcmd , etc. Ψ0 = −Cabcdkambkcmd , etc. Ψ0 = Cabcdk
ambkcmd , etc.

NP compts. Φi Φ00 = 1
2
Sabk

akb , etc. Φ00 = − 1
2
Sabk

akb , etc. Φ00 = − 1
2
Sabk

akb , etc.

Ricci rot. coeff. κ = −ka;bmakb , etc. κ = ka;bm
akb , etc. κ = ka;bm

akb , etc.

Table 2: Notation comparison for the definitions of crucial geometric quantities.

However, the NP equations are the same in all three books [21–23]. To compare actual values
of different quantities the subsequent table 3 can be used.

4The definition of the energy-momentum tensor could be misleading in the Chandrasekhar book [22], namely,
p. 34/ Eq. (236) gives Gij = 8πG

c4
Tij or, alternatively, 34/(236’) is Rij = 8πG

c4
(Tij − 1

2
Tgij), however, p. 51/ Eq.

(323) claims Rij = − 8πG
c4

(Tij − 1
2
Tgij) (for electromagnetic field see also p. 205/ Eq. (3) or p. 564/ Eq. (11)).
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quantity values

metric Sgab = − Cgab = − P gab

contravariant frame Ska = + Cℓa = + P ℓa , S la = + Cna = + Pna , Sma = + Cma = + Pma

covariant frame Ska = − Cℓa = − P ℓa ,
S la = − Cna = − Pna ,

Sma = − Cma = − Pma

Christoffel symbols SΓabcd = + CΓabcd = + PΓabcd

Riemann tensor SRabcd = + CRabcd = − PRabcd

Weyl tensor SCabcd = + CCabcd = − PCabcd

Ricci tensor SRab = + CRab = − PRab

Ricci scalar SR = − CR = + PR

Einstein tensor SGab = + CGab = − PGab

cosm. const SΛ = − CΛ = + PΛ

stress-energy tensor STab = ± CTab =
PTab

NP compts. Ψi
SΨi = + CΨi = + PΨi

NP compts. Φi
SΦij = − CΦij = + PΦij

Ricci rot. coefficients Sκ = + Cκ = + P κ , etc.

Table 3: Values comparison summarized according to classic books by Stephani (S), Chan-
drasekhar (C), and Penrose, Rindler (P). Note that the definition of CTab is not clear, see footnote
4. Also the sign in front of CΦij does not seem to be correct since the NP equations in all three
books are same, i.e. the correct sigh should be +.

From table 3 it follows that all scalars as defined in Chandrasekhar/Penrose books, appearing in
the NP equations, have the opposite/same as in Stephani, respectively, and thus all NP equations
have the same form.

C Comparison with HD NP formalism

Since the computer implementation of symbolical calculation within classic Newman–Penrose for-
malism may become more difficult due to the presence of complex quantities, it can useful to
employ its real version following from the real higher-dimensional (HD) NP formalism introduced
in [4,5], see also [6] for a review.5 Therefore, as a by-product, we derived relations between complex
four-dimensional and real higher-dimensional NP formalisms. These identifications are presented
in the form of tables 4–14. As abbreviation for the frame components of an arbitrary tensor
T...a... let us use T...(0)... = T...a...ℓ

a, T...(1)... = T...a...n
a, and T...(i)... = T...a...m

a
(i). Moreover, each

index T...(0)..., T...(1)..., and T...(i)... contributes +1, −1, and 0 to the boost weight of a component,
respectively.

b.w. +1 0 −1

ℓa = ka m(2)a = 1√
2
(ma + m̄a) na = −la

m(3)a = i√
2
(ma − m̄a)

ma = 1√
2
(m(2)a − im(3)a)

m̄a = 1√
2
(m(2)a + im(3)a)

Table 4: Relation between real (HD) frame vectors {ℓ, n, m(i)} with i = 2, 3, satisfying ℓan
a = 1,

ma
(i)m

(j)
a = δ

j
i , and standard 4-dimensional NP frame vectors {k, l, m, m̄}, see (8).

5Note that in [7], there are some sigh errors whenever there is an odd number of n’s in the expression, i.e.,
involving ∆, φ, ψ′

i, Ψi, Φij , Φ
A
ij , Ψ

′
ijk

, τi, τ
′
i , ρ

′
ij , L10, L1i, and M

i
j1.
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b.w. +1 0 −1

D = ℓa∇a δi = ma(i)∇a ∆ = na∇a

Table 5: Definition of the directional derivatives in the HD NP notation.

b.w. +1 0 −1

D = D δ2 = δ̄+δ√
2

∆ = −∆

δ3 = i(δ−δ̄)√
2

δ = 1√
2
(δ2 − iδ3)

δ̄ = 1√
2
(δ2 + iδ3)

Table 6: Relation between directional derivatives in the classic NP formalism, i.e., D = ka∇a,
∆ = la∇a, δ = ma∇a, δ̄ = m̄a∇a, and in its HD reformulation.

b.w. +2 +1 0 −1 −2
ω = R(0)(0) ψi = R(0)(i) φij = R(i)(i) ψ′

i = R(1)(i) ω′ = R(1)(1)

φ = R(0)(1)

Table 7: Definition of the HD Ricci components (frame {ℓ, n, m(i)}).

b.w. +2 +1 0 −1 −2

ω = 2Φ00 ψ2 = (Φ01 + Φ̄01)
√
2 φ22 = Φ02 + Φ̄02 + 2Φ11 + R

4
ψ′
2 = −(Φ12 + Φ̄12)

√
2 ω′ = 2Φ22

ψ3 = i(Φ01 − Φ̄01)
√
2 φ33 = −Φ02 − Φ̄02 + 2Φ11 + R

4
ψ′
3 = −i(Φ12 − Φ̄12)

√
2

φ23 = i(Φ02 − Φ̄02)

φ = −2Φ11 + R
4

Φ00 = ω
2

Φ01 = ψ2−iψ3

2
√

2
Φ02 = 1

4
(φ22 − φ33 − 2iφ23) Φ12 = − 1

2
√

2
(ψ′

2 − iψ′
3) Φ22 = ω′

2

Φ11 = 1
8
(−2φ+ φ22 + φ33)

R = 2φ+ φii

Table 8: Relation between Ricci components in the classic four-dimensional NP formalism and
their HD counterparts, see also table 7.

b.w. +2 +1 0 −1 −2
Ωij = C(0)(i)(0)(j) Ψi = C(0)(1)(0)(i) Φij = C(0)(i)(1)(j) Ψ′

i = C(1)(0)(1)(i) Ω′
ij = C(1)(i)(1)(j)

Ωii = 0 Ψijk = C(0)(i)(j)(k) ΦAij = 1
2
C(0)(1)(i)(j) Ψ′

ijk
= C(1)(i)(j)(k) Ω′

ii = 0

Ψi = Ψkik Φ = C(0)(1)(0)(1) = Φii Ψ′
i = Ψ′

kik

ΦSij = − 1
2
C(i)(k)(j)(k)

Table 9: Definition of the HD Weyl components (frame {ℓ, n, m(i)}). In four dimensions, the
Weyl tensor symmetries imply Ω33 = −Ω22, Ω

′
33 = −Ω′

22, Φ
S
22 = − 1

2Φ2323 = ΦS
33, Φ

S
23 = 0 = ΦS

32,
Ψ2 = Ψ323, Ψ3 = Ψ232, Ψ

′
2 = Ψ′

323, Ψ
′
3 = Ψ′

232.
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b.w. +2 +1 0 −1 −2

Ω22 = 1
2
(Ψ0 + Ψ̄0) Ψ2 = − 1√

2
(Ψ1 + Ψ̄1) ΦS22 = + 1

2
(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2) Ψ′

2 = 1√
2
(Ψ3 + Ψ̄3) Ω′

22 = 1
2
(Ψ4 + Ψ̄4)

Ω33 = − 1
2
(Ψ0 + Ψ̄0)Ψ3 = − i√

2
(Ψ1 − Ψ̄1) ΦS33 = ΦS22 Ψ′

3 = − i√
2
(Ψ3 − Ψ̄3)Ω′

33 = − 1
2
(Ψ̄4 +Ψ4)

Ω23 = i
2
(Ψ0 − Ψ̄0) ΦS23 = 0 = ΦS32 Ω′

23 = − i
2
(Ψ4 − Ψ̄4)

ΦA23 = − i
2
(Ψ2 − Ψ̄2)

Φ = Ψ̄2 +Ψ2

Ψ0 = Ω22 − iΩ23 Ψ1 = −Ψ2−iΨ3√
2

Ψ2 = ΦS22 + iΦA23 Ψ3 =
Ψ′

2
+iΨ′

3√
2

Ψ4 = Ω′
22 + iΩ′

23

Table 10: Relation between complex Weyl components in the four-dimensional NP formalism and
their real HD counterparts, see also table 9.

b.w. +2 +1 0 −1 −2
κi = ℓ(i);(0) ρij = ℓ(i);(j) τi = ℓ(i);(1) ρ′ij = n(i);(j) κ′i = n(i);(1)

τ ′i = n(i);(0)

Table 11: Definition of the Ricci rotation coefficients in HD NP formalism with a specific boost
weight.

b.w. +1 0 −1
L10 = ℓ(1);(0) L1i = ℓ(1);(i) L11 = ℓ(1);(1)

M i
j0 = m

(i)
(j);(0)

M i
jk = m

(i)
(j);(k)

M i
j1 = m

(i)
(j);(1)

Table 12: Definition of the Ricci rotation coefficients in HD NP formalism that have a boost weight
only under constant boosts.

b.w. +2 +1 0 −1 −2

κ2 = − 1√
2
(κ + κ̄) ρ22 = − 1

2
(ρ + σ + ρ̄ + σ̄) τ2 = 1√

2
(τ + τ̄) ρ′

22
= − 1

2
(λ + µ + λ̄ + µ̄) κ′

2
= 1√

2
(ν + ν̄)

κ3 = − i√
2
(κ − κ̄) ρ33 = 1

2
(σ − ρ + σ̄ − ρ̄) τ3 = i√

2
(τ − τ̄) ρ′

33
= 1

2
(λ − µ + λ̄ − µ̄) κ′

3
= − i√

2
(ν − ν̄)

ρ23 = i

2
(ρ − σ − ρ̄ + σ̄) τ ′

2
= − 1√

2
(π + π̄) ρ′

23
= i

2
(λ − µ − λ̄ + µ̄)

ρ32 = − i

2
(ρ + σ − ρ̄ − σ̄) τ ′

3
= i√

2
(π − π̄) ρ′

32
= i

2
(λ + µ − λ̄ − µ̄)

κ = − 1√
2
(κ2 − iκ3)ρ = − 1

2
(ρ22 + ρ33 + i(ρ23 − ρ32)) τ = 1√

2
(τ2 − iτ3) µ = − 1

2
(ρ′

22
+ ρ′

33
+ i(ρ′

32
− ρ′

23
))ν = 1√

2
(κ′

2
+ iκ′

3
)

σ = − 1

2
(ρ22 − ρ33 − i(ρ23 + ρ32))π = − 1√

2
(τ ′

2
+ iτ ′

3
)λ = − 1

2
(ρ′

22
− ρ′

33
+ i(ρ′

23
+ ρ′

32
))

Table 13: Relation between Ricci rotation coefficients in the four-dimensional NP formalism and
their real HD counterparts that transforms with a specific boost weight.

b.w. +1 0 −1

L10 = ε+ ε̄ L12 = 1√
2
(α+ β + ᾱ+ β̄) L11 = −(γ + γ̄)

M2
30 = −i(ε− ε̄) L13 = i√

2
(β − α+ ᾱ− β̄) M2

31 = i(γ − γ̄)

M2
33 = 1√

2
(β − α− ᾱ+ β̄)

M2
32 = − i√

2
(α + β − ᾱ− β̄)

ε = 1
2
(L10 + iM2

30) α = 1
2
√

2
(L12 + iL13 −M2

33 + iM2
32) γ = − 1

2
(L11 + iM2

31)

β = 1
2
√

2
(L12 − iL13 +M2

33 + iM2
32)

Table 14: Relation between Ricci rotation coefficients in the four-dimensional NP formalism and
their real HD counterparts that transforms with a specific boost weight only under constant boosts.
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D Complete set of quadratic gravity field equations

Finally for the readers convenience and direct applicability, we list the fully explicit set of the
quadratic gravity field equations (2) expressed in terms of the null frame {k , l ,m , m̄}, see (8). In
fact, the below equations correspond to (19)–(25) with Z(a)(b) substituted from (26)–(32), where
the quantities BZ

(a)(b) are substituted from (34)–(39).
The kk-projection is

0 =− 4a
[

Φ20Ψ0 +Φ02Ψ̄0 − 2Φ10Ψ1 − 2Φ01Ψ̄1 +Φ00(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2)
]

+ 2

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)

Φ00 + 2b
[

(ǫ+ ǭ)DR−DDR− κ̄δR− κδ̄R
]

− 4a
[

δ̄δ̄Ψ0 −Dδ̄Ψ1 − δ̄DΨ1 +DDΨ2 + λDΨ0 + σ̄∆Ψ0 + (2π − 7α− β̄)δ̄Ψ0

+ (5α+ β̄ − 3π)DΨ1 − κ̄∆Ψ1 − σ̄δΨ1 + (3ǫ+ ǭ+ 7ρ)δ̄Ψ1

− (ǫ+ ǭ+ 6ρ)DΨ2 + κ̄δΨ2 − 5κδ̄Ψ2 + 4κDΨ3

+Ψ0[κ̄ν + 4α(3α+ β̄)− (ǫ+ ǭ+ 3ρ)λ+ π(π − 7α− β̄) + σ̄(µ− 4γ) + Dλ− 4δ̄α+ δ̄π]

+ 2Ψ1[2κλ+ κ̄(γ − µ) + ρ(5π − 9α− 2β̄) + σ̄(β + 2τ) + ǫ(2π − 4α− β̄) + ǭ(π − α)

+ Dα−Dπ + δ̄ǫ+ 2δ̄ρ]

+ 3Ψ2[κ(3α+ β̄ − 3π)− κ̄τ + ρ(ǫ+ ǭ+ 3ρ)− σσ̄ −Dρ− δ̄κ]

+ 2Ψ3[κ(ǫ− ǭ− 5ρ) + κ̄σ +Dκ] + 2Ψ4κ
2 + c.c.

]

, (131)

the kl-projection is

0 =− 4a
[

Φ21Ψ1 +Φ12Ψ̄1 − 2Φ11(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2) + Φ01Ψ3 +Φ10Ψ̄3

]

+ 2

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)

Φ11 +
1

k

(

R

4
− Λ

)

+ 2b
[

∆DR− δδ̄R− δ̄δR − (γ + γ̄ − µ− µ̄)DR

− (ρ+ ρ̄)∆R + (α− β̄ + τ̄ )δR+ (ᾱ− β + τ)δ̄R
]

− 4a
[

δ̄∆Ψ1 −D∆Ψ2 − δ̄δΨ2 +DδΨ3 − λ∆Ψ0 − νδ̄Ψ0

+ 2νDΨ1 + (2π − α+ β̄)∆Ψ1 + λδΨ1 + (2µ− µ̄− 2γ)δ̄Ψ1

+ (µ̄− 3µ)DΨ2 + (2ρ− ǫ− ǭ)∆Ψ2 + (α− β̄ − 2π)δΨ2 + (π̄ + 3τ)δ̄Ψ2

+ (2β − π̄ − 2τ)DΨ3 − κ∆Ψ3 + (ǫ+ ǭ− 2ρ)δΨ3 − 2σδ̄Ψ3 + σDΨ4 + κδΨ4

+Ψ0[λ(4γ − µ+ µ̄) + ν(α − β̄ − 2π)− δ̄ν]

+ 2Ψ1[γ(α− β̄ − 2π)− λ(β + π̄ + 2τ) + µ(β̄ − α+ 2π) + µ̄(α− π) + ν(ǫ + ǭ− 2ρ)

+ Dν − δ̄γ + δ̄µ]

+ 3Ψ2[κν + µ(2ρ− ǫ− ǭ)− µ̄ρ+ ππ̄ + λσ + τ(2π − α+ β̄)−Dµ+ δ̄τ ]

+ 2Ψ3[κ(µ̄− 2µ− γ) + ǫ(β − τ − π̄) + ǭ(β − τ) + ρ(π̄ − 2β + 2τ) + σ(α− β̄ − 2π)

+ Dβ −Dτ − δ̄σ]

+ Ψ4[κ(4β − π̄ − τ) + σ(ǫ + ǭ− 2ρ) + Dσ] + c.c.
]

, (132)
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the km-projection is

0 =− 4a
[

Φ21Ψ0 − 2Φ11Ψ1 +Φ02Ψ̄1 +Φ01(Ψ2 − 2Ψ̄2) + Φ00Ψ̄3

]

+ 2

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)

Φ01 + 2b [π̄DR−DδR− κ∆R+ (ǫ − ǭ)δR]

− 4a
[

δ̄∆Ψ0 −D∆Ψ1 − δ̄δΨ1 +DδΨ2

+ νDΨ0 + (π − 3α+ β̄)∆Ψ0 + (µ− µ̄− 4γ)δ̄Ψ0

+ (2γ − 2µ+ µ̄)DΨ1 + (ǫ− ǭ+ 3ρ)∆Ψ1 + (3α− β̄ − π)δΨ1 + (2β + π̄ + 4τ)δ̄Ψ1

− (π̄ + 3τ)DΨ2 − 2κ∆Ψ2 − (ǫ− ǭ+ 3ρ)δΨ2 − 3σδ̄Ψ2 + 2σDΨ3 + 2κδΨ3

+Ψ0[(4γ − µ)(3α− β̄ − π) + µ̄(4α− π) + ν(ǭ − ǫ− 3ρ)− λπ̄ +Dν − 4δ̄γ + δ̄µ]

+ 2Ψ1[2κν + (µ− γ)(ǫ− ǭ+ 3ρ)− µ̄(2ρ+ ǫ) + (β + 2τ)(π − 3α+ β̄) + π̄(π − α)

+ Dγ −Dµ+ δ̄β + 2δ̄τ ]

+ 3Ψ2[κ(µ̄− 2µ) + π̄ρ+ σ(3α− β̄ − π) + τ(ǫ − ǭ+ 3ρ)−Dτ − δ̄σ]

+ 2Ψ3[κ(2β − π̄ − 2τ) + σ(ǭ − ǫ− 3ρ) + Dσ] + 2Ψ4κσ

+ δδΨ̄1 − δDΨ̄2 −DδΨ̄2 + DDΨ̄3

− 2λ̄δΨ̄0 + 3λ̄DΨ̄1 + σ∆Ψ̄1 + (4π̄ − 3ᾱ− β)δΨ̄1

+ (ᾱ+ β − 5π̄)DΨ̄2 − κ∆Ψ̄2 + (ǫ− ǭ+ 5ρ̄)δΨ̄2 − σδ̄Ψ̄2

+ (3ǭ− ǫ− 4ρ̄)DΨ̄3 − 3κ̄δΨ̄3 + κδ̄Ψ̄3 + 2κ̄DΨ̄4

+ Ψ̄0[λ̄(5ᾱ+ β − 3π̄)− ν̄σ − δλ̄]

+ 2Ψ̄1[κν̄ + ᾱ(ᾱ+ β) + π̄(2π̄ − 3ᾱ− β)− λ̄(4ρ̄+ ǫ) + σ(µ̄− γ̄) + Dλ̄− δᾱ+ δπ̄]

+ 3Ψ̄2[2κ̄λ̄− κµ̄+ π̄(ǫ− ǭ) + ρ̄(4π̄ − ᾱ− β) + στ̄ −Dπ̄ + δρ̄]

+ 2Ψ̄3(κ(β̄ − τ̄ ) + κ̄(β − 4π̄)− σσ̄ + (ρ̄− ǭ)(ǫ − ǭ+ 2ρ̄) + Dǭ− Dρ̄− δκ̄)

+ Ψ̄4[κ̄(5ǭ− ǫ− 3ρ̄) + κσ̄ +Dκ̄]
]

, (133)

the ll-projection is

0 =− 4a
(

Φ22(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2)− 2Φ12Ψ3 − 2Φ21Ψ̄3 +Φ02Ψ4 +Φ20Ψ̄4

)

+ 2

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)

Φ22 + 2b
[

−∆∆R− (γ + γ̄)∆R + νδR+ ν̄δ̄R
]

− 4a
[

∆∆Ψ2 −∆δΨ3 − δ∆Ψ3 + δδΨ4

− 4ν∆Ψ1 + (γ + γ̄ + 6µ)∆Ψ2 + 5νδΨ2 − ν̄δ̄Ψ2

+ ν̄DΨ3 + (3τ − ᾱ− 5β)∆Ψ3 − (3γ + γ̄ + 7µ)δΨ3 + λ̄δ̄Ψ3

− λ̄DΨ4 − σ∆Ψ4 + (ᾱ+ 7β − 2τ)δΨ4

+ 2Ψ0ν
2 + 2Ψ1[ν(γ − γ̄ − 5µ) + λν̄ −∆ν]

+ 3Ψ2[µ(γ + γ̄ + 3µ) + ν(ᾱ+ 3β − 3τ)− λλ̄ − ν̄π +∆µ+ δν]

+ 2Ψ3[ν̄(ǫ − ρ) + λ̄(α+ 2π) + γ(2τ − ᾱ− 4β) + γ̄(τ − β) + µ(5τ − 2ᾱ− 9β) + 2νσ

−∆β +∆τ − δγ − 2δµ]

+ Ψ4[κν̄ + λ̄(ρ− 4ǫ)− σ(γ + γ̄ + 3µ) + 4β(3β + ᾱ) + τ(τ − ᾱ− 7β)

−∆σ + 4δβ − δτ ] + c.c.
]

, (134)
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the lm-projection is

0 =− 4a
[

Φ22Ψ1 +Φ12(−2Ψ2 + Ψ̄2) + Φ02Ψ3 − 2Φ11Ψ̄3 +Φ10Ψ̄4

]

+ 2

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)

Φ12 + 2b [ν̄DR− τ∆R −∆δR + (γ − γ̄)δR]

− 4a
[

∆∆Ψ1 −∆δΨ2 − δ∆Ψ2 + δδΨ3

− 2ν∆Ψ0 + (4µ− 3γ + γ̄)∆Ψ1 + 3νδΨ1 − ν̄ δ̄Ψ1

+ ν̄DΨ2 + (5τ − ᾱ− β)∆Ψ2 + (γ − γ̄ − 5µ)δΨ2 + λ̄δ̄Ψ2

− λ̄DΨ3 − 3σ∆Ψ3 + (ᾱ+ 3β − 4τ)δΨ3 + 2σδΨ4

+Ψ0[ν(5γ − γ̄ − 3µ) + λν̄ −∆ν]

+ 2Ψ1[ν(ᾱ− 4τ) + ν̄(α− π)− λλ̄+ (γ − µ)(γ − γ̄ − 2µ)−∆γ +∆µ+ δν]

+ 3Ψ2[µ(4τ − ᾱ− β) + λ̄π − ν̄ρ+ 2νσ + τ(γ̄ − γ) + ∆τ − δµ]

+ 2Ψ3[κν̄ − σ(γ̄ + 4µ) + τ(2τ − ᾱ− 3β) + β(ᾱ+ β) + λ̄(ρ− ǫ)−∆σ + δβ − δτ ]

+ Ψ4[−κλ̄+ σ(ᾱ+ 5β − 3τ) + δσ]

−∆DΨ̄3 +∆δΨ̄2 + δ̄DΨ̄4 − δ̄δΨ̄3

− 2λ̄∆Ψ̄1 − 2ν̄δΨ̄1 + 2ν̄DΨ̄2 + (3π̄ + τ)∆Ψ̄2 + (γ̄ − γ + 3µ̄)δΨ̄2 + 3λ̄δ̄Ψ̄2

+ (γ − γ̄ − 3µ̄)DΨ̄3 + (2ρ̄− ρ− 2ǭ)∆Ψ̄3 + (α− 3β̄ + τ̄)δΨ̄3 − (2ᾱ+ 4π̄ + τ)δ̄Ψ̄3

+ (3β̄ − α− τ̄ )DΨ̄4 − κ̄∆Ψ̄4 + (4ǭ+ ρ− ρ̄)δ̄Ψ̄4

+ 2Ψ̄0λ̄ν̄ + 2Ψ̄1[λ̄(γ − γ̄ − 3µ̄) + ν̄(2ᾱ− 2π̄ − τ)−∆λ̄]

+ 3Ψ̄2[λ̄(3β̄ − τ̄ − α) + π̄(3µ̄− γ + γ̄) + ν̄(ρ− 2ρ̄) + µ̄τ +∆π̄ + δ̄λ̄]

+ 2Ψ̄3[2κ̄ν̄ + (ǭ − ρ̄)(γ − γ̄ − 3µ̄)− ρ(γ̄ + 2µ̄) + τ(τ̄ − β̄) + (ᾱ+ 2π̄)(α − 3β̄ + τ̄ )

−∆ǭ +∆ρ̄− δ̄ᾱ− 2δ̄π̄]

+ Ψ̄4[κ̄(γ − γ̄ − 3µ̄) + ρ(4β̄ − τ̄) + ρ̄(α− 3β̄ + τ̄ ) + 4ǭ(3β̄ − τ̄ − α)− σ̄τ

−∆κ̄+ 4δ̄ǭ− δ̄ρ̄]
]

, (135)
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the mm-projection is

0 =− 4a
[

Φ22Ψ0 − 2Φ12Ψ1 +Φ02(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2)− 2Φ01Ψ̄3 +Φ00Ψ̄4

]

+ 2

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)

Φ02 + 2b
[

λ̄DR− σ∆R + (−ᾱ+ β)δR − δδR
]

− 4a
[

∆∆Ψ0 −∆δΨ1 − δ∆Ψ1 + δδΨ2

+ (2µ− 7γ + γ̄)∆Ψ0 + νδΨ0 − ν̄δ̄Ψ0

+ ν̄DΨ1 + (7τ − ᾱ+ 3β)∆Ψ1 + (5γ − γ̄ − 3µ)δΨ1 + λ̄δ̄Ψ1

− λ̄DΨ2 − 5σ∆Ψ2 + (ᾱ− β − 6τ)δΨ2 + 4σδΨ3

+Ψ0[µ(µ− 7γ + γ̄) + ν(ᾱ− β − 3τ) + ν̄(4α− π) + 4γ(3γ − γ̄)− λλ̄

− 4∆γ +∆µ+ δν]

+ 2Ψ1[2νσ − ν̄(ǫ + 2ρ) + λ̄(π − α) + (γ̄ − 2γ)(β + 2τ) + (µ− γ)(5τ − ᾱ+ 2β)

+ ∆β + 2∆τ + δγ − δµ]

+ 3Ψ2[κν̄ + λ̄ρ+ σ(3γ − γ̄ − 3µ) + τ(3τ − ᾱ+ β)−∆σ − δτ ]

+ 2Ψ3[−κλ̄+ σ(ᾱ+ β − 5τ) + δσ] + 2Ψ4σ
2

+DDΨ̄4 −DδΨ̄3 − δDΨ̄3 + δδΨ̄2

− 4λ̄δΨ̄1 + 5λ̄DΨ̄2 + σ∆Ψ̄2 + (ᾱ− β + 6π̄)δΨ̄2

+ (β − 3ᾱ− 7π̄)DΨ̄3 − κ∆Ψ̄3 + (ǫ− 5ǭ+ 3ρ̄)δΨ̄3 − σδ̄Ψ̄3

+ (7ǭ− ǫ− 2ρ̄)DΨ̄4 − κ̄δΨ̄4 + κδ̄Ψ̄4

+ 2Ψ̄0λ̄
2 + 2Ψ̄1[λ̄(ᾱ+ β − 5π̄)− ν̄σ − δλ̄]

+ 3Ψ̄2[κν̄ + λ̄(3ǭ− ǫ − 3ρ̄) + µ̄σ + π̄(ᾱ− β + 3π̄) + Dλ̄+ δπ̄]

+ 2Ψ̄3[2κ̄λ̄− κ(2µ̄+ γ̄) + σ(τ̄ − β̄) + (ρ̄− ǭ)(2ᾱ− β + 5π̄) + (ǫ− 2ǭ)(2π̄ + ᾱ)

−Dᾱ− 2Dπ̄ − δǭ+ δρ̄]

+ Ψ̄4[κ(4β̄ − τ̄ ) + κ̄(β − ᾱ− 3π̄) + (ρ̄− 4ǭ)(ǫ − 3ǭ+ ρ̄)− σσ̄ + 4Dǭ −Dρ̄− δκ̄]
]

, (136)

the mm̄-projection is

0 =− 4a
[

Φ21Ψ1 +Φ12Ψ̄1 − 2Φ11(Ψ2 + Ψ̄2) + Φ01Ψ3 +Φ10Ψ̄3

]

+ 2

(

1

k
+ 2bR

)

Φ11 +
1

k

(

Λ− R

4

)

+ 2b
[

(γ + γ̄ − µ̄)DR−D∆R−∆DR

+ (ρ− ǫ − ǭ)∆R + (−α+ β̄ + π − τ̄ )δR+ (π̄ − τ)δ̄R + δ̄δR
]

− 4a
[

δ̄∆Ψ1 −D∆Ψ2 − δ̄δΨ2 +DδΨ3 − λ∆Ψ0 − νδ̄Ψ0

+ 2νDΨ1 + (2π − α+ β̄)∆Ψ1 + λδΨ1 + (2µ− µ̄− 2γ)δ̄Ψ1

+ (µ̄− 3µ)DΨ2 + (2ρ− ǫ− ǭ)∆Ψ2 + (α− β̄ − 2π)δΨ2 + (π̄ + 3τ)δ̄Ψ2

+ (2β − π̄ − 2τ)DΨ3 − κ∆Ψ3 + (ǫ+ ǭ− 2ρ)δΨ3 − 2σδ̄Ψ3 + σDΨ4 + κδΨ4

+Ψ0[λ(4γ − µ+ µ̄) + ν(α − β̄ − 2π)− δ̄ν]

+ 2Ψ1[γ(α− β̄ − 2π)− λ(β + π̄ + 2τ) + µ(β̄ − α+ 2π) + µ̄(α− π) + ν(ǫ + ǭ− 2ρ)

+ Dν − δ̄γ + δ̄µ]

+ 3Ψ2[κν + µ(2ρ− ǫ− ǭ)− µ̄ρ+ ππ̄ + λσ + τ(2π − α+ β̄)−Dµ+ δ̄τ ]

+ 2Ψ3[κ(µ̄− 2µ− γ) + ǫ(β − τ − π̄) + ǭ(β − τ) + ρ(π̄ − 2β + 2τ) + σ(α− β̄ − 2π)

+ Dβ −Dτ − δ̄σ]

+ Ψ4[κ(4β − π̄ − τ) + σ(ǫ + ǭ− 2ρ) + Dσ] + c.c.
]

. (137)
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[5] Durkee M, Pravda V, Pravdová A, and H. S. Reall H. S. 2010 Generalization of the Geroch-
Held-Penrose formalism to higher dimensions Class. Quantum Grav. 27 215010
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