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There exist two consistent theories of self-interacting gravitons: general relativity and Weyl trans-
verse gravity. The latter has the same classical solutions as general relativity, but different local
symmetries. We argue that Weyl transverse gravity also naturally arises from thermodynamic ar-
guments. In particular, we show that thermodynamic equilibrium of local causal diamonds together
with the strong equivalence principle encodes the gravitational dynamics of Weyl transverse gravity
rather than general relativity. We obtain this result in a self-consistent way, verifying the validity of
our initial assumptions, i.e. the proportionality between entropy and area and the different versions
of the equivalence principle in Weyl transverse gravity. Furthermore, we extend the thermodynamic
derivation of the equations of motion from Weyl transverse gravity to a class of modified theories
of gravity with the same local symmetries. For this purpose, we employ the general expression for
Wald entropy in such theories.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational dynamics is connected to thermodynam-
ics in a way that has not been observed for other physi-
cal theories. This connection becomes especially appar-
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ent in the entropy expression entering the laws of black
hole thermodynamics. The gravitational entropy associ-
ated with a Killing horizon of a black hole (as well as
with other types of causal horizons [IH3]) corresponds to
a conserved Noether charge associated with the Killing
symmetry. This charge is directly determined by the to-
tal divergence part of the variation of the gravitational
Lagrangian [4H10]. Remarkably, the Noether charge not
only determines the entropy, but also contains enough in-
formation to reconstruct the equations of motion of the
gravitational theory [IIHI6] (for purely metric theories
whose Lagrangians do not contain the derivatives of the
Riemann tensor). In other words, gravitational dynamics
straightforwardly determines the expression for entropy
of a horizon and this entropy in turn suffices to determine
gravitational dynamics.

Our present paper is inspired by this strong relation
between gravity and entropy and, in particular, by the
seminal paper on the recovery of gravitational dynamics
from thermodynamics [I7]. However, we take the corre-
spondence between thermodynamics and gravity farther
and assume that thermodynamics of locally constructed
causal horizons encodes all the information about gravi-
tational dynamics. We then show that this assumption,
if taken seriously, leads to new insights into the nature
of gravity.

To be more precise, we derive the equations govern-
ing the gravitational dynamics from the following two
requirements:

e We assign to any causal horizon an entropy pro-
portional to the area of its spatial cross-section.
This form of entropy associated with a horizon is
consistent with Bekenstein entropy formula valid
for black holes in general relativity [I§]. It also
agrees with the behaviour of vacuum entanglement
entropy [19H2I]. We reserve a more complete dis-
cussion of the naturalness of this assumption for
subsection [TCl

e We impose the strong equivalence principl(ﬂ ie.,
that all test fundamental physics (including gravi-
tational physics) is locally unaffected by the pres-
ence of a gravitational field. This version of the

L A clarification is due for readers intimately familiar with the ther-
modynamics of spacetime program. The minimal requirement to
recover gravitational dynamics from thermodynamics is actually
the Einstein equivalence principle, which does not apply to self-
gravitating bodies. However, the Einstein equivalence principle
leaves room for the areal density of horizon entropy to depend on
the position in the spacetime [22]. Then, we do not recover the
(traceless) Einstein equations, but equations that contain some
higher order corrections depending on the precise form of the
areal density of entropy [13HI5]. Modified theories of gravity are
indeed not compatible with the strong equivalence principle [23].
Therefore, we assume the strong equivalence principle to ensure
the recovery of the lowest order gravitational dynamics, governed
by the traceless Einstein equations. In section VI, we then re-
lax to the Einstein equivalence principle in order to study the
modified theories of gravity.

equivalence principle allows us to derive the equa-
tions governing the gravitational dynamics locally
and then extend the result to the entire spacetime.

The technical implementation of these two assump-
tions is rather involved and we devote section [[Il to the
proper introduction of the necessary tools. However, the
key physical insights we arrive at in this work follow from
the two points stated above and they are independent of
the technical details.

Rather surprisingly, taking entropy proportional to
area and invoking the strong equivalence principle does
not lead us to general relativity, even though both fea-
tures are characteristic of this theory. Instead, we recover
a gravitational dynamics consistent with Weyl transverse
gravity [24] 25]. This theory has the same classical solu-
tions as general relativity, but its equations of motion are
traceless and, rather than being invariant under all diffeo-
morphisms (Diff), its symmetry group consists of space-
time volume preserving (transverse) diffeomorphisms and
Weyl transformations (WTDiff). Weyl transverse grav-
ityE| originally emerged from the construction of a consis-
tent theory for self-interacting gravitons [24] 25], BOH32].
It has been shown that two distinct theories can result
from this construction, depending on the choice of the
symmetry groulﬂ The standard Diff symmetry leads to
general relativity, whereas choosing the WTDiff symme-
try yields Weyl transverse gravity.

In previous works, the similarity between gravitational
dynamics implied by thermodynamics and Weyl trans-
verse (or unimodular) gravity has been remarked [11], 33
35]. However, these papers have not considered the self-
consistency of the approach. Instead, they worked with
a setup tailored for Diff-invariant gravitational dynamics
and then pointed out the inconsistency of the result with
general relativity.

Herein, we aim to provide a fully self-consistent anal-
ysis. First, as explained above, we are clear about the
requirements we impose. We also check that these re-
quirements are consistent with Weyl transverse gravity
which we derive from them. In this regard, we verified
the proportionality between entropy and area for Weyl
transverse gravity in a previous work [§]. In the present
paper, we further argue that Weyl transverse gravity
obeys the equivalence principle for self-gravitating bod-
ies, being the only metric theory in four spacetime di-
mensions that does so. Moreover, we explicitly construct
the local causal horizons in a way compatible with both

2 The names Weyl transverse gravity and unimodular gravity are
often used interchangeably. Many recent works prefer the term
unimodular gravity [25] [26]. However, it also commonly refers to
theories distinct from Weyl transverse gravity [27H29]. Therefore,
we stick to the name Weyl transverse gravity for the purposes of
the present paper.

To be precise, these are the only two options with the maximum
number of local symmetries, D (D + 1) /2. Any other possibility
involves gauge fixing.
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Diff- and WTDiff-invariant spacetime geometry. In other
words, our derivation remains agnostic about the symme-
try group of gravitational dynamics and we only argue
for WTDiff invariance based on the result we obtain.

In summary, we present a complete and self-contained
argument for the recovery of Weyl transverse gravity
from thermodynamics of local causal horizons. We do so
without assuming in any way that gravitational dynam-
ics emerges as a thermodynamic limit of the behaviour of
some quantum degrees of freedom of the spacetime unre-
lated to the metric [12] 1’7, [36]. We instead take a more
modest position that thermodynamics encodes all the rel-
evant features of the gravitational dynamics, regardless
of whether it is ultimately emergent or fundamental.

To complement our main result, we look at thermody-
namics of local causal horizons from a different perspec-
tive. Here, we assume the WTDiff invariance from the
beginning. We study a class of local, WTDiff-invariant
purely metric theories, whose Lagrangians do not con-
tain derivatives of the Riemann tensor. For these theories
we show that their Wald entropy (derived in our previ-
ous works [8 [9]) encodes the gravitational equations of
motion. This approach has been previously developed
for the Diff-invariant case [I2HI6]. Showing that it also
works for WTDiff-invariant theories primarily serves as
a consistency check, although we also comment on some
improvements over the Diff-invariant setup.

The paper is organised as follows. In section [l we
review our chosen construction of horizons, the local
causal diamonds, and their thermodynamic description.
Section [T recalls the basics of Weyl transverse gravity
and of more general WTDiff-invariant theories of grav-
ity. Section [[V] discusses how WTDiff-invariant gravity
incorporates the various formulations of the equivalence
principle. Section [V] contains the main part of the pa-
per, i.e., the arguments for consistency of Weyl transverse
gravity with thermodynamics of local causal horizons. To
make our conclusions more robust, we discuss two differ-
ent derivations of the equations governing gravitational
dynamics, one based on tracking entropy flux across the
local causal horizon, the other one on considering a small
perturbation of the horizon away from the equilibrium
state. In section [VI, we derive the equations of motion
for a class of WTDiff-invariant modified theories of grav-
ity from their Wald entropy. Lastly, section [VII|sums up
our results.

Throughout this paper, we consider an arbitrary space-
time dimension D (unless specified otherwise) and a met-
ric signature (—,+,...,+). We set ¢ = kg = 1, but, to
keep track of quantum and gravitational effects, we main-
tain A and G explicit. We use lowercase Greek letters for
spacetime indices and lowercase Latin letters for spatial
indices. Other conventions follow [37].

II. THERMODYNAMICS OF CAUSAL
DIAMONDS

In this work, we focus on deriving the equations gov-
erning gravitational dynamics from thermodynamics of
local causal diamonds (LCDs). The seminal thermo-
dynamic derivations instead worked with approximate
Rindler horizons associated with locally constantly accel-
erating observers [12], 17, 22| [38]. However, the thermo-
dynamic description of Rindler horizons has several unde-
sirable features. The flat spacetime Rindler horizon is in-
finite. Constructing its local version requires to rather ar-
bitrarily “cut” a small enough part of the null congruence
forming the horizon. The cut’s shape is rectangular and
the intersections of its edges then yield unwanted (and
not easily handled) contributions to the first law of ther-
modynamics applied to Rindler horizons [13, [I5]. More-
over, the Rindler wedge does not have a well-defined in-
terior. Consequently, it becomes difficult to evaluate the
corresponding quantum entropy of matter fields, which
is typically given by an integral over a spatial slice of
the interior region [39H42]). These shortcomings do not
appear for LCDSEL Their spherical symmetry removes
the extra contributions to the first law, as there are no
intersections of the edges to worry about [I5] [16], and
they have a finite interior region to which corresponds a
well-defined quantum matter entropy [3, 40} 4T, 43].

In the present section, we provide an overview of the
thermodynamic description of LCDs. The concepts in-
troduced here will be crucial for the derivation of the
equations governing the gravitational dynamics in sec-
tions [V] and [VII While the discussion we provide here
is relatively brief, it should clearly show that thermody-
namics of LCDs has matured into a well-established area
of research and that the key results regarding the LCD’s
temperature and entropy are rather robust. Upon dis-
cussing the construction of LCDs in curved spacetimes in
subsection [[TA] we introduce their temperature in sub-
section [[TB] Subsection [[TC| explores entropy associated
with the LCDs causal horizon and its possible interpre-
tations. Lastly, subsection [[TD]focuses on entropy of the
matter fields inside the LCD.

A. Local causal diamonds

In flat spacetime, a causal diamond is unambigu-
ously defined as the domain of dependence of a space-
like (D — 1)-dimensional ball. Then, the causal diamond
is fully specified by the centre of the ball P, the ball’s
geodesic radius | and the local choice of the direction

4 One might equally well work with light cones and obtain the
same results as with LCDs [16], including the preference for Weyl
transverse gravity. We choose LCDs due to the convenience of
their conformal Killing isometry (see equation and the ac-
companying discussion).



FIG. 1. A causal diamond centred in a flat spacetime point
P. We suppress D — 3 angular coordinates. The unit, future-
directed timelike vector n* defines the local direction of time.
The diamond’s base is a (D — 1)-dimensional spacelike ball
3o centred in P and of radius . Its boundary B is an approx-
imate (D — 2)-sphere. The null generators of the diamond’s
boundary are depicted by lines starting in the diamond’s past
apex A, (t = —1) and ending in the future apex A¢ (t = 1).
The ball 3 lies at the intersection of a future light cone start-
ing in A, and a past light cone ending in Ay.

of time, given by a unit timelike vector n#*. We display
the construction in figure In a generic curved space-
time, causal diamonds can only be constructed locally,
with their size parameter [ being much smaller than the
local curvature length scale (inverse of the square root
of the largest eigenvalue of the Riemann tensor). We
also require | to be much larger than the Planck length
lp = V/Gh, as there exist strong indications that the stan-
dard description of the spacetime breaks down at this
length scale [44H46]. Even if [ obeys both conditions, we
have several non-equivalent ways to extend the definition
of an LCD to a curved spacetime [47].

The particulars of the construction of an LCD are not
relevant for our conclusions (as we asserted in the intro-
duction, they do follow from the basic requirements of a
horizon entropy proportional to the area, which we intro-
duce in detail in subsection [IC} and the strong equiva-
lence principle, which we discuss in section . We sim-
ply need a locally constructed causal horizon whose spa-
tial cross-section is an approximate sphere. That being
said, two definitions of LCDs are especially well suited
for derivations of the gravitational dynamics we study
in section [V] In the following, we briefly introduce both
constructions, focusing on their features relevant for our
purposes, and explain their use.

a. Light-cone cut LCD. The first type of LCD we
work with is a light-cone cut LCD [47]. To construct it
we begin at a point Ay, the past apex of the eventual di-
amond (see figure[I). We fix the unit timelike vector n#
as the local direction of time and take the future directed
null vector fields £ at A, normalised so that n, k" = —1.
We then construct the past boundary of the LCD as a
congruence of null wordlines tangent to k" . The spacelike
cross-section of this congruence at the affine parameter
length [ measured along k" corresponds to an approxi-
mate (D — 2)-sphere B, whose interior, an approximate
(D — 1)-dimensional spacelike ball ¥, is the base of the
light-cone cut LCD. We call the centre of the ball P.

The construction of the future (contracting) part of the
light-cone cut LCD is, as mentioned above, not needed
to be fixed for our purposes. The most straightforward
option would be to specify the future-directed null vector
fields k% on B. We can define them so that n, k% = —1
and, denoting the projection of k¥ on the surface orthog-
onal to n* by m*, the same projection of £/ is —m#. In
other words, we choose the congruence with a negative
expansion. Then, the congruence of the null wordlines
tangent to k% forms the future boundary of the causal
diamond.

The light-cone cut LCD is well adapted for a physical
process approach to deriving the gravitational dynam-
ics from thermodynamics. It is based on tracking the
matter flux across the local causal horizon and the corre-
sponding changes in entropy. A thermodynamic equilib-
rium condition imposed on these entropy changes then
encodes the equations governing gravitational dynam-
ics [15], 17, 22 [34]. We carry out a variant of a physical
process approach derivation in subsection [VA] To eval-
uate the changes in entropy in this approach, we need
to fully specify the geometry of one suitable slice of the
LCD’s past null boundary. At the same time, we do
not require to completely fix the geometry of the spatial
slices or the entire structure of the diamond (in particu-
lar, the details of the future null boundary of the LCD are
unimportant for our purposes). The light-cone cut con-
struction indeed fully specifies the past null boundary of
the LC[ﬂ as needed for the physical process approach.

b. Geodesic LCD. The second definition we consider
is a geodesic LCD [43, 47]. To construct it, we choose
a regular spacetime point P and a local direction of
time n*. Next, we send out geodesics of affine length
l in every direction orthogonal to n*. Given that [
is much smaller than the curvature length scale, these
geodesics do not intersect and form a spacelike (D — 1)-
dimensional geodesic ball ¥y, whose boundary is an ap-
proximate (D — 2)-sphere B. The geodesic LCD then
corresponds to the union of the past and future Cauchy
developments of ¥y (its domain of dependence).

5 Actually, some residual, freedom in choosing the boundary re-
mains even in this case [I6]. We return to this issue in subsec-

tion @



This construction of an LCD is perfectly suited for the
equilibrium approach to deriving the gravitational dy-
namics we discuss in subsection [V B] Its starting point is
an LCD in equilibrium. Then, one introduces a small, si-
multaneous perturbation of both the spacetime geometry
and the matter fields. Since the perturbation is consid-
ered away from an equilibrium configuration, the corre-
sponding perturbation of the total entropy vanishes to
the leading order. This condition encodes the equations
governing gravitational dynamics [I4] 16, [43]. In this
case, rather than studying evolution of the null bound-
ary, one needs to evaluate the perturbation of the matter
fields (and the corresponding entropy) inside a spatial
slice of the LCD. Therefore, we need to fully fix the ge-
ometry of a spatial slice in which lies the LCD’s centre
P, while we can allow ambiguities in the definition of
the LCD’s boundary. The geodesic LCD construction
indeed completely fixes the geodesic ball ¥j. Therefore,
it is ideally suited for deriving the equations governing
gravitational dynamics from a small perturbation of the
geometry of 3y and the matter fields contained within it.

Conformal isometry of LCDs. For either construction
of an LCD, we can conveniently expand the metric us-
ing Riemann normal coordinates [48]. With that aim, we
choose P as the origin and specify the local time coor-
dinate t so that n* = (9;)". Then, we similarly choose
D — 1 spacelike directions to specify the spatial coordi-
nates. We determine the coordinates of any point by the
affine parameter of a geodesic connecting it with the ori-
gin P, such a geodesic being unique on distances much
smaller than the local curvature length scale. The Rie-
mann normal coordinate expansion of the metric around
P then reads

1 (03
gl“/(‘r) = Nuv — gR#av{f (P)x 2’ +0 (xg) ) (1)
where 7, denotes the flat spacetime metric. ~The
Christoffel symbols by construction vanish at P and obey
2

Fga (LII) = _7Ru

37 (oo (P)z"+ 0O (m2) . (2)

Causal diamonds in flat spacetime are formed by an in-
tersection of light cones, whose shape is invariant un-
der scaling transformations of the metric. Consequently,
there exists a conformal isometry of the causal diamond,
generated by a conformal Killing vector. For LCDs in
a curved spacetime, this isometry is only approximate
(up to O (ld) curvature-dependent corrections) and the
conformal Killing vector generating it reads

¢t=C [(12 — 2 - r2) (0! — 21t (&)ﬂ , (3)

where r stands for the radial geodesic distance from point
P, tis the time coordinate measured along vector n*, and
C denotes an arbitrary constant determining the normal-
isation of (*. The conformal Killing vector (* is null on
the boundary of the LCD and vanishes at B. Thence, the
LCD’s null boundary represents a bifurcate conformal
Killing horizon and the (D — 2)-sphere B its bifurcation
surface.

B. Temperature

Upon discussing the geometry of LCDs, we turn to
their thermodynamics. The key ingredient is of course
a notion of temperature. There exist several distinct
proposals for assigning a temperature to LCDs [3, [49-
52]. These proposals have not been associated with a
detector response and their physical interpretation re-
mains unclear. However, to derive the equations gov-
erning gravitational dynamics from thermodynamics, we
do not actually need a temperature of an LCD. We
only require a temperature associated with some suit-
able class of observers moving inside the causal diamond.
In this case, the finite-time Unruh effect provides a ro-
bust, detector-based notion of temperature for observers
moving inside an LCD with sufficiently large constant
accelerations [53H56]. This temperature can be straight-
forwardly applied in thermodynamics of LCDs [16] [54].
Nevertheless, since the literature on thermodynamics of
spacetime rarely compares the different temperatures as-
sociated with LCDs, we find it of interest to first briefly
review the proposals for assigning a temperature to an
LCD (rather than to a particular observer).

a. Surface gravity proposal. The first proposal uses
the presence of the conformal Killing horizon associated
with the conformal Killing vector (* given in equation
and suggests that, much like the Killing horizons of black
holes, it possesses a temperature proportional to its sur-
face gravity [3], i.e.,

T hk

K

hl
- MO (4)
™ ™

where C'is an arbitrary constant that corresponds to the
normalisation of (*. Several particular choices of C' have
been previously advocated in the literature [3| 16l 43],
but they lack a clear physical motivation. In particu-
lar, setting C' = 1/12 makes (* coincide with the velocity
of the inertial observer in the LCD’s origin P. For any
C > 1/I?, we may always find a constantly accelerating
observer inside the LCD whose velocity coincides with ¢
at some point. The limit C' — oo is equivalent to the limit
a — 0o. Values C' < 1/1? do not have a clear interpreta-
tion in terms of observer velocities. It seems tempting to
interpret the temperatures T}, corresponding to different
values of C' as the Unruh temperatures measured by the
various accelerating observers. However, an analysis of
the finite-time Unruh effect we briefly comment on next
suggests that this is the case only for the values of the
surface gravity such that x > 1/1, i.e., C > 1/I?.

b. Finite-time Unruh effect. Let us consider a uni-
formly accelerating observer equipped with an Unruh-
de Witt detector who moves inside the LCD in the (lo-
cal approximate) Minkowski vacuum. In the case of
an exact Minkowski vacuum observed by an eternally
uniformly accelerating observer, the detector measures
a thermal bath of particles at the Unruh temperature
Ty = ha/2n [57H59], where a is the acceleration. How-
ever, in our case, the vacuum is only approximate due to



curvature effects and the observer only accelerates for a
finite time comparable with the LCD’s size parameter .
The Unruh effect under such conditions has been anal-
ysed in the literature: the detector still perceives a state
well approximated by a thermal bath of particles at the
Unruh temperature Ty = hia/2m, provided that the accel-
eration « is sufficiently large [53] [55] [56]. More precisely,
we must have a > 1/1 (since [ is already chosen to be
much smaller than the local curvature length scale, this
is the only condition we must satisfy). One further re-
quires that the detector’s energy gap € satisfies /a > 1
and QI < 1 [53, 65, [56].

While the expression for the (surface-gravity-
dependent) temperature 7}, in principle makes sense for
any constantly accelerating observer inside the LCD
(with different normalisations of the conformal Killing
vector), we can apparently obtain a detector-based defi-
nition of the Unruh temperature only for the observers
with sufficiently large accelerations.

C. Vacuum entropy of a local causal diamond

A finite lifetime observer whose existence starts in the
past apex A, of the LCD and ends in its future apex A¢
perceives the null boundary of the LCD as a causal hori-
zon. Thence, it should be possible to assign entropy to
this observer, quantifying their lack of information about
the exterior region. Several approaches to computing
entropy of a horizon indeed support the idea that local
causal horizons (associated with a class of observers that
perceive them) possess finite entropy [2] [3, T9H2T], [60H62].

In particular, there exists an established way to in-
troduce entropy of a local causal horizon independently
of the gravitational action. The Reeh-Schlieder theo-
rem [63] for quantum field theory in flat spacetime implies
the existence of vacuum quantum entanglement between
the interior and the exterior region of the LCD. Con-
sequently, an observer restricted to the interior of the
LCD measures a non-zero entanglement entropy [T9H21].
Detailed calculations [19] 20] show that this entropy di-
verges unless one introduces a suitable ultraviolet cutoff
corresponding to a length scale e. Upon introducing a
cutoff, the entanglement entropy becomes finite and pro-
portional to the horizon area A, i.e., So = nA [I9H2T].
The proportionality constant 7 scales with the inverse
square of the cutoff length, & 1/£2, and its value further
depends on the matter fields present in the spacetime. If
we take € to be of the order of the Planck length, Ilp,
the entanglement entropy of any causal horizon (includ-
ing that of an LCD) becomes comparable with Beken-
stein entropy, Sg = A/ (4AG). For this reason, quantum
entanglement has also been suggested as a possible mi-
croscopic explanation of black hole entropy [19, 20]. An
important feature of entanglement entropy is that it has
(to leading order) the same areal density for any bound-
ary [2I]. This outcome agrees with the results one ob-
tains from the standard (gravitational action-dependent)

approaches to computing entropy associated with a hori-
zon [I M 62]. However, some criticisms to the entan-
glement interpretation of horizon entropy has been put
forward [21], [64], [65]:

e Entanglement entropy depends on which quantum
fields are present in the spacetime. This criticism
can be addressed in approaches that make the cut-
off ¢ (or the Planck length) also sensitive to the
matter content of the theory, making the entangle-
ment entropy independent of it [211, [66], 67].

e The choice of Planck length as the ultraviolet cutoff
can be motivated [44H46], but it lacks a clear jus-
tification. Furthermore, the cutoff breaks the local
Lorentz invariance of the theory. However, the cal-
culation has also been rephrased using a covariant
Pauli-Villars regulator, confirming the previously
obtained cutoff-dependent results [G6].

e It has been argued that, if the entanglement en-
tropy explains the leading order term in black
hole entropy, the vacuum fluctuations also signif-
icantly change black hole energy, breaking the self-
consistency of the approach [64] 68, [69]. However,
arguments against this viewpoint have been pre-
sented as well [66 67 [70, [71].

e Many approaches to quantum gravity introduce
some discretisation of the spacetime, which only al-
lows a finite subregion of it to have finitely many de-
grees of freedom. However, the Reeh-Schlieder the-
orem, which provides the theoretical justification
of quantum entanglement between arbitrary space-
like separated subregions, only works for systems
with infinitely many degrees of freedom. For sys-
tems with finitely many degrees of freedoms, it ap-
pears that quantum entanglement does not gener-
ically occur [65]. This observation undermines the
entanglement interpretation of Bekenstein entropy
assuming that spacetime is discretised. We are not
aware of any way to refute this objection.

Although the entanglement interpretation of horizon
entropy is often invoked in derivations of gravitational
dynamics from thermodynamics, the derivation does not
depend on the entropy interpretation in any way. All
that one really needs to assume is the following. The
observers perceiving a local causal horizon cannot access
its exterior and should measure some entropy quantify-
ing this fact. It should be possible to express this entropy
in terms of the properties of the boundary, as it repre-
sents the only feature of the exterior accessible to the
interior observer. Then, following the logic of the origi-
nal proposal for black hole entropy [18], we find entropy
proportional to the horizon area to the leading order,



S =nA, to be the simplest possibilityﬂ We do not have
to make any assumptions about the microscopic origin of
this entropy. Moreover, we do not need to fix the pro-
portionality constant 7. The strong equivalence principle
guarantees that 7 is a universal constant. If that were not
the case, one could devise a local experiment measuring
the entropy density and obtain different results in two
distinct locations, falsifying the statement of the princi-
ple. Then, rather than fixing n to a specific value, we
may instead define the Newton gravitational constant
in terms of n [43]. Since we are deriving the gravita-
tional dynamics from thermodynamics and not the other
way around, we find this approach sensible regardless of
whether gravity is a fundamental interaction or not.

As an aside, if one specifies the gravitational dynam-
ics a priori, a number of standard approaches show that
LCDs indeed possess entropy proportional to its area to
the leading order:

e Wald entropy density [4, 5] has the same form for
both a black hole Killing horizon and for a con-
formal Killing horizon of an LCD (both for Diff-
invariant [3] and for WTDiff-invariant [8, 9] theo-
ries of gravity). The entropy prescription follows
from evaluating the Hamiltonian corresponding to
evolution along the conformal Killing vector (* for
the interior of the LCD at ¢ = 0 (the spatial ball
o).

e Entropy of an LCD can be computed via the Cardy
formula [74] as the symmetries of a wide class of
null surfaces (including black hole horizons and lo-
cal causal horizons) form a Virasoro algebra with
a central charge, that is identical to the algebra of
symmetries of a 2-dimensional conformal field the-
ory [60, [75]. The Cardy formula valid for such a
theory then allows us to compute the entropy from
the central charge. It again yields the same entropy
prescription for any causal horizon.

e A Euclidean canonical ensemble has been con-
structed for LCDs [61],62]. The method obtains the
canonical partition function as a Euclidean path in-
tegral of the gravitational action in flat spacetime
under the assumption of fixed volume of the spatial
ball ¥ (implemented via a Lagrange multiplier).
The resulting expression for entropy has again the
same form as for a black hole.

6 Other terms proportional, e.g. to the extrinsic curvature of the
boundary or its Euler characteristic can be present in princi-
ple [10, 211 [72] [73]. However, for dimensional reasons, these
terms scale either with higher powers of the size parameter of
the horizon (e.g., with the spatial volume of the LCD), or with
higher powers of the Planck length. Since, throughout this work,
we focus on sufficiently small causal horizons (see the discussion
in subsection and we neglect any quantum gravitational ef-
fects suppressed by powers of the Planck length, we can safely
neglect any such term and keep the entropy proportional to the
area.

Naturally, all the entropy calculations we have just listed
rely on the knowledge of the gravitational action. Then,
while they serve as supporting arguments for assigning
entropy to LCDs, invoking them to derive the gravita-
tional dynamics from thermodynamics clearly leads to
a circular argument. We stress that the derivations we
present in section [V]do not in any way rely on these ap-
proaches to compute entropy. We only list them here to
provide a broader context.

D. Entropy of matter

We now have expressions for the temperature asso-
ciated with an LCD and for entropy associated with
its horizon. The last ingredient necessary to complete
the thermodynamic description is entropy of the matter
fields contained in the LCD. This entropy can be defined
in several different ways. To recover the gravitational
dynamics, we require an entropy definition compatible
with the Einstein equivalence principle, i.e., one that
is local and Lorentz invariant. These requirements fix
the matter Hamiltonian to be (roughly speaking) a vol-
ume integral of the time-time component of the energy-
momentum tensor. Then, the entropy of matter fields
(regardless of its precise definition) is also linear in the
energy-momentum tensor. If the LCD is in equilibrium,
the net change of its entropy must vanish. Therefore,
a change in matter entropy is compensated by a corre-
sponding change in the horizon entropy, proportional to
its area. Since the change of the horizon area is linear in
the Ricci tensor [17), [43], this equilibrium condition con-
nect the energy-momentum tensor with the Ricci tensor
and encodes the equations governing the gravitational
dynamics.

We focus on two particular definitions of matter en-
tropy which we use for the gravitational dynamic deriva-
tions in section [V} the (semi)classical entropy flux across
the LCD’s horizon and the quantum von Neumann en-
tropy of the matter contained in the spatial ball X.
The (semi)classical definition has the advantage of be-
ing rather intuitive and also of tracking the entropy flux
across the horizon, making it ideally suited for the phys-
ical process derivation of the equations governing the
gravitational dynamics we study in subsection [VA] The
von Neumann definition is non-local for completely gen-
eral matter fields and we cannot straightforwardly com-
pute the entropy flux in this case. However, as von Neu-
mann entropy deals with quantum matter fields, it al-
lows one to study the semiclassical gravitational dynam-
ics, i.e., the regime of classical spacetime curvature be-
ing sourced by quantum expectation value of the energy-
momentum tensor. We work with von Neumann entropy
in the equilibrium approach in subsection [V B}

In the following, we briefly introduce both definitions.
We work in a generic curved spacetime. However, we use
that the LCD’s size parameter [ is much smaller than
the curvature length scale and we treat the spacetime as



being approximately flat inside the LCD.

a. Clausius entropy flux. Following the analysis car-
ried out for generic bifurcate null surfaces [54], we recall
the construction of a (semi)classical matter entropy flux
across the null boundary of the LCD. We start with the
classical energy flux across an arbitrary timelike (D — 1)-
dimensional surface S

AQ = — / T, VVN'dP1S, (5)
S

where V¥ denotes the future-directed unit timelike vector
tangent to S and N* the outward-poiting spacelike unit
normal to it. We interpret equation as the heat flux
AQ [17, 22, [54].

In particular, we consider the heat flux across a time-
like surface S formed by a congruence of wordlines of
uniformly accelerating observers moving inside the LCD.
The proper time 7 of the uniformly accelerating observers
can be expressed in terms of the inertial, coordinate time
t measured along the vector n*

dt = cosh (a7)dT, (6)

where a denotes the observer’s acceleration. The tangent
vector V¥ and the normal N* in this case obey

) (7)
) (®)

We evaluate the heat flux for a slice of S extended be-
tween the past apex of the LCD (¢ = —I) and some time
t < 0 (as we focus only on the past boundary of the
causal diamond in section [V} but a generalisation to pos-
itive times is straightforward). In the limit a — oo, the
surface S approaches the causal horizon H of the LCD.
For large accelerations, the heat flux (b)) reads

V# = (cosh (ar) , —sinh (a7) ,
N#" = (—sinh (a7) , cosh (a7) ,

0,...
0,...

)

()
AQ = / dr / A" A(Ty + Tpr — 2T3,) €2*7+0 (a°)
(9)

where O (ao) denotes the terms finite in the limit a — oo.
One can notice that the components of the energy-
momentum tensor in the integrand correspond to an in-
variant expression T, k" k", where k* = (1,1,0,...) is
the future pointing null vector tangent to the past bound-
ary of the causal diamond (which the timelike surface S
approaches for large accelerations). Changing the inte-
gration variable in equation @ from the proper time 7

to the coordinate time t then yields
t
AQ = / ar / AP Aat T kK + 0 (). (10)
—

The first term is linear in a and becomes infinite as the
timelike surface S approaches the null boundary H of the
LCD. Thence, to define a finite entropy flux across H
by the Clausius equilibrium prescription ASc = AQ/T,

where T denotes the temperature, we must consider a
notion of temperature that also diverges at the same rate.
We can consider the Unruh effect, which ensures that the
uniformly accelerating observer perceives a heat bath of
temperature Ty = ha/ (27) (provided that a > 1/, see
subsection for details). Then, the Clausius entropy
flux given by the relation ASc = AQ/Ty (using that Ty
is approximately constant) is indeed finite in the limit of
a — 00, i.e., for horizon H.

For our purposes, it turns out to be more useful to
evaluate here the time derivative of the Clausius entropy,
dSc (t) /dt at a constant coordinate time ¢. Differentiat-
ing equation with respect to t, dividing by the Un-
ruh temperature Ty, and taking the limit a — co then
yields [54]

S (t) _ T (P) / KLEZAPTPA 4 O (1P72)
dt h B,

(11)
where B; is a spatial cross-section of ¥ at time t. Equa-
tion applies to any LCD, whose size parameter [
is much smaller than the local curvature length scaldﬂ
The smallness of [ has also allowed us to approximate
the energy-momentum tensor by its value in the LCD’s
origin P. Equation is semiclassical in the sense that
it describes the heat flux classically, but involves the Un-
ruh temperature which is of quantum origin.

b. Von Neumann entropy. Rather than tracking the
entropy flux across the horizon, we can also compute the
total von Neumann entropy of the matter in the spatial
ball ¥ at time t = 0. Due to local Lorentz invariance,
the thermal density operator corresponding to the sur-
face gravity-dependent temperature T, = hr/ (27) (see
equation (@) in the (D — 1)-dimensional spatial ball 3,
reads p, = e K/Ts /Ty (e‘K/T“); the operator K is re-
ferred to as the modular Hamiltonian and corresponds to
the boost generator [42] 43] 58]. In general, the modular
Hamiltonian K can be a complicated non-local opera-
tor. However, for conformally invariant matter fields, it
corresponds to the following integral over X [42] [43] [58]

K= [ T"¢n,d°'s. (12)
o

To compute von Neumann entropy of the matter
fields, we can now apply the von Neumann formula
Syn = —Tr (pln p) to the density operator p,. For a small
perturbation of the density matrix dp, a direct calcula-
tions yields for the corresponding change of von Neumann

7 We actually implicitly perform an expansion in the dimensionless
ratio of the size parameter [ and the local curvature length scale.
Since the energy-momentum tensor is related with the spacetime
curvature by the equations governing the gravitational dynamics
(even if these equations are yet to be derived from thermody-
namics at this stage), we assume that the related length scales
are comparable to the curvature one.



entropy

1

1 1
5SVN = —Tr ((SpK) = f<K>5p = T—

T T S(K).  (13)

In particular, for conformally invariant matter fields
equation implies

§(T")¢um, AP 1S + O (1PF2) .

Yo
(14)
The O (lD+2) terms represent the curvature-dependent
corrections that can be neglected for a small enough
LCD.

A similar general expression for entropy cannot be de-
rived for non-conformal matter fields. Nevertheless, for
a theory that possesses a fixed ultraviolet point (around
which it is approximately conformal) a generalisation of
equation has been proposed [43] and verified for a
class of such theories [40, 4T1]. It reads

™
0S\N,cFT = —
K

0SyN = 6SyN,crT + 60X, (15)

where new term 60X, is a rather complicated, but ex-
plicitly known, spacetime scalar that is a function of the
LCD’s size parameter [. Equation holds only if [ is
much smaller than the relevant length scales of the quan-
tum field theory (such as the Compton lengths). Other-
wise, its derivation fails [40, [41], 43].

Although the Clausius entropy flux and the mat-
ter von Neumann entropy are conceptually very dif-
ferent, it has been shown that both entropy definitions
lead to equivalent gravitational dynamics [16] [34] [35].
Moreover, for conformally invariant matter fields, we can
explicitly show that both entropies are equivalent [34].

III. OVERVIEW OF WEYL TRANSVERSE
GRAVITY AND ITS GENERALISATIONS

The main aim of this paper is to discuss how ther-
modynamic arguments naturally lead to Weyl transverse
gravity. To provide the necessary context for this discus-
sion, we now briefly review this theory.

First of all, to construct any WTDiff-invariant theory
of gravity, one needs to introduce a non-dynamical vol-
ume D-form, w = w (z)da® A dz! A ... A dozP~!, where
w is a strictly positive function [32, [76]. In principle,
it is possible to construct WTDiff-invariant gravitational
theories by introducing dynamics for the volume D-form
w [TT], but we do not explore this option here any further.

To simplify the notation, we define an auxiliary,
WTDiff-invariant metric constructed from the dynami-
cal metric g, and the background volume measure w,

uw = (V=0/) """ g, (16)

where g denotes the metric determinant. Both \/—g and
w are scalar densities of weight 41, ensuring that g,

(which depends on their ratio) is a tensor. This auxiliary
metric can be understood as a restriction of g,, to the
unimodular gauge, v/—g = w. We stress that we treat §,,,,
as a mere notational device, keeping g,,,, as the dynamical
field. To ensure we always work with WTDiff-invariant
expressions, raising and lowering of indices is performed
with §,, and the inverse metric g"".

The Levi-Civita connection defined with respect to g,
(the Weyl connection) reads

'y 7 1
FIVPZFIVP_B(

SHEY + 010) — gupg™') OxIn VP

(17)
where I'*, , denotes the Levi-Civita connection with re-
spect to the dynamical metric, g,,. Using the Weyl con-
nection, we introduce an auxiliary, WTDiff-invariant Rie-
mann tensor

R:, o =20", 420 T, (18)

vpo

A. Weyl transverse gravity

The simplest action one can construct from the aux-
iliary metric and the corresponding Riemann tensor is
that of Weyl transverse gravity, i.e.,

1 5 1D
I = — Rwd 19
WTG 167TG/V wd - x, ( )

where V is the domain of integration and R = g””}?u,,
denotes the scalar curvature defined with respect to g, .
By construction, Iwrg is invariant under Weyl transfor-
mations,

5guu = 6209;1,1/7 (20)

where o is an arbitrary scalar function. The volume mea-
sure w is by definition unaffected by Weyl transforma-
tions, ensuring the Weyl invariance of §,,,. Furthermore,
Iwrga is invariant under transverse diffeomorphisms but
not under longitudinal ones. However, we must be care-
ful to consider the appropriate notion of transversality.
The usual condition on the generator £# of transverse dif-
feomorphisms, V£ = 0, is not Weyl invariant. Thus, it
cannot be satisfied in every Weyl frame simultaneously,
making it unsuitable for Weyl transverse gravity. In-
stead, one must define transversality with respect to the
Weyl invariant covariant derivative. Hence, the appro-
priate transversality condition reads

V=0 = VM = €19, In \/Zg (21)
Since the Lie derivative of the volume D-form w yields
Lew = wV,E" (this result can be obtained by di-
rect computation and also follows from the fact that
V,w =0), we can understand the transversality con-
dition as defining the volume preserving transforma-
tions. Transverse diffeomorphisms transform the dynam-
ical metric in the usual way

(559#,, = 2V(,,§#). (22)



Since the spacetime volume measure is nondynamical,
adding any constant term to the Weyl transverse grav-
ity Lagrangian corresponds simply to shifting the action
by a constant and does not affect dynamics in any way.
Hence, we are free to set this constant term to zero in the
following. This marks a departure from general relativ-
ity, where a constant term in the Lagrangian corresponds
to the cosmological constant.

B. Coupling to matter

Let us now discuss coupling Weyl transverse gravity to
matter. The action for a matter field minimally coupled
to WTDiff-invariant gravity may be written as

Iy = /V LywdPz, (23)

where L, is some scalar function of matter variables,
1, their partial derivatives and the auxiliary metric, g, .
The matter variables are by definition unaffected by Weyl
transformations, guaranteeing the overall Weyl invari-
ance of Iy. If more than one minimally coupled mat-
ter field is present, the action is simply a sum of several
terms of the above stated form.

To find equations of motion for Weyl transverse grav-
ity, we vary the gravitational and matter action with re-
spect to the dynamical metric g"”, obtaining traceless,
WTDiff-invariant equations of motion

N 1 N
R, — BRgW = 871G (T,W — DTgN,,> , (24)
where we define
~ OLy _
Tuu = _2891“’ + ngl“" (25)

Whereas Diff invariance of gravitational dynamics yields
the local energy-momentum conservation condition,
v, T u” = 0, this is not in general true for WTDiff-
invariant theories. Nevertheless, WTDiff invariance of
the matter action does imply a weaker condition [78]

V.1, =V,J, (26)

where J is a scalar function. It is easy to see that if
J # 0, then the energy-momentum tensor is not locally
conserved (for a more detailed discussion of local energy-
momentum non-conservation see, e.g. [25]35]). Nonethe-
less, the tensor

i;u = T/w - jguv: (27>
which will be relevant throughout, is indeed divergence-

less.
Now, using the contracted Bianchi identities

2V, R, =V,.R, (28)
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we can rewrite the traceless equations of motion in
a divergenceless form of the standard Einstein equations.
By taking the divergence of equations and rewriting
it with the help of the Bianchi identities 7 we find

- [ D—-2 - 1 -

where we used equation for the divergence of the
energy-momentum tensor. Integrating, we obtain

D—-2_-_ 1 - - -
TRQ‘W + 8rG (DT — j) Juv = Agﬂy, (30)

where A denotes an arbitrary integration constant. Sub-
tracting equation from the traceless equations of mo-
tion finally yields

1 -~ -
R = 5 R + Mgy = 87GT},. (31)

These equations are of the same form as the Einstein
equations with the divergenceless energy-momentum ten-
sor TLV. We can see that the integration constant A plays
the role of the cosmological constant. In contrast with
general relativity, A has no connection with any fixed
parameter present in the Lagrangian and is only defined
on shell, having in principle different values for the vari-
ous solutions of the theory. It has been shown that this
behaviour of the cosmological constant leads to its ra-
diative stability in the effective field theory treatment of
Weyl transverse gravity [25] [32] [76].

C. WTDiff-invariant theories of gravity

While we primarily focus on Weyl transverse gravity in
the present work, we also show a thermodynamic deriva-
tion of equations of motion for a class of more general
WTDiff-invariant theories of gravity in section[V1] Specif-
ically, we consider arbitrary gravitational Lagrangians
constructed from the auxiliary metric and the auxiliary
Riemann tensor (but not its derivatives) and restrict our
attention to minimally coupled matter fields described
by action . The most general such action reads

IWTDiff = / L (§HV7 Rul/p(r) WdDZL' + Iw‘ (32)
A%

The corresponding traceless equations of motion are [9]
25]

~ 1
H —

= Dﬁgw = 81G <T,w —

1~
DTgW) , (33)

where we defined the symmetric tensor

My, = 167G B, R A

— 9V, V,E, "7 } (34)

) Apo o (p v)



with the tensor Eu”p" being the derivative of the La-
grangian with respect to the auxiliary Riemann tensor
[' VPO _ NaL
: OR! e

(35)

For the special case of Weyl transverse gravity, H,, is
simply the auxiliary Ricci tensor RW. In general, H "y
depends on second derivatives of the auxiliary Riemann
tensor, coming from the term —2V,V,E r9,.

In the same way that Weyl transverse gravity repre-
sents a WTDiff-invariant alternative to general relativity,
it has been shown that there exists a WTDiff-invariant
theory corresponding to any Diff-invariant one [25]. Such
pairs of corresponding theories have the same classical
dynamics, except for the different behaviour of A. Like-
wise, for every WTDiff-invariant theory that incorporates
local energy-momentum conservation, there exists a Diff-
invariant theory equivalent to it in this sense.

IV. EQUIVALENCE PRINCIPLE(S) AND
WTDIFF-INVARIANT GRAVITY

A key ingredient in any derivation of the equations
governing gravitational dynamics from thermodynamics
is some version of the equivalence principle because of
the following reasons. First, to define the temperature
associated with a local causal horizon one uses the Un-
ruh effect, according to which a uniformly accelerating
observer sees the Minkowski vacuum as a thermal bath
of particles with a temperature proportional to the ob-
server’s acceleration. To apply this result locally in a
generic curved spacetime, one needs to construct a local,
approximate Minkowski vacuum state. The existence of
such a state is ensured by a particular formulation of
the equivalence principle, known as the Einstein equiva-
lence principle, which guarantees that non-gravitational
physics in any spacetime locally behaves in accord with
special relativity. Second, the strong equivalence princi-
ple allows us to derive the equations for gravitational dy-
namics in an arbitrary regular spacetime point and then
extend their validity to the entire spacetime. Thence,
to connect thermodynamics of spacetime with WTDiff-
invariant gravitational dynamics, we first need to clarify
the status of the various formulations of the equivalence
principle in the WTDiff-invariant setup.

In addition, the equivalence principle historically
played an important role as a guiding principle in the
development of the general relativity [(9], and the va-
lidity of its weak formulation is experimentally tested to
a high degree [80, BI]. Furthermore, the status of the
equivalence principle in quantum physics has attracted
considerable attention lately [82H85]. Lastly, the vari-
ous formulations of the equivalence principle allow one
to classify various theories of gravity. Specifically, while
the Einstein equivalence principle applies essentially to
any local, Diff-invariant theory, the strong equivalence
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principle concerning also self-gravitating test particles is
only known to be valid in general relativity (in four di-
mensions). Our most important observation in this sec-
tion is that Weyl transverse gravity also incorporates the
strong equivalence principle. Then, general relativity and
Weyl transverse gravity are singled out as the only known
gravitational theories compatible with this principle.

We proceed by checking the validity of the relevant for-
mulations of the equivalence principle one by one. The
classification of the equivalence principles we adapt fol-
lows reference [86].

A. Newton equivalence principle

Before going to the more complicated relativistic set-
ting, we first briefly address the weakest formulation of
the equivalence principle, the Newton equivalence prin-
ciple. It states “In the Newtonian limit, the inertial and
gravitational masses of a body are equal” [86]. Since
it only deals with the Newtonian limit, it is naturally
obeyed by Weyl transverse gravity.

B. Weak equivalence principles

The weak equivalence principle reads “Test particles
with negligible self-gravity behave, in a gravitational
field, independently of their properties” [86]. By test par-
ticle we mean one whose back-reaction on its environment
can be disregarded. The negligible self-gravity require-
ment demands that the object’s size is much larger than
the Schwarzschild radius corresponding to its mass. The
weak equivalence principle holds if the effects of gravity
on the trajectory of a test particle can be fully captured
by the connection (locally, disregarding geodesic devia-
tions among its constituents and similar effects), which
guarantees the universality of motion in a gravitational
field [86].

To analyse the validity of the weak equivalence princi-
ple for WTDiff-invariant gravity, we first need to discuss
motion in a gravitational field in such theories. The stan-
dard, Diff-invariant timelike geodesic equation reads

u’'Vyut = fut, (36)

where u* denotes a unit vector tangent to the geodesic
and f = u’V,In/|u?| (for an affine parametrisation,
we have f = 0). However, this equation is not invari-
ant under Weyl transformations. In other words, force-
free trajectories in one Weyl frame are subjected to a
force in a different frame. This behaviour clearly breaks
the Weyl invariance of physics necessary for WTDiff-
invariant gravity.

To find a geodesic equation tailored to WTDiff-
invariant gravity, we turn to one of the standard ap-
proaches to derive it in the Diff-invariant case. In par-
ticular, for any Diff-invariant theory of gravity, one can



straightforwardly derive the geodesic equation for a test
particle modelled by a spatially localised perfect fluid
energy-momentum tensor. If the fluid is pressureless, the
divergenceless condition on the energy-momentum tensor
is equivalent to the geodesic equation . As expected,
the gradient of the fluid’s pressure acts as a force and the
particle’s trajectory is no longer a geodesic.

In the WTDiff-invariant case, we consider the following
WTDiff-invariant perfect fluid energy-momentum tensor
Ty = (p+p) Uyt + pGuy, where the unit timelike vec-
tor w* is now normalised to unity with respect to the
auxiliary metric. Thence, we have the following rela-
tion between 4" and u* considered in the Diff-invariant
geodesic equation

ut = (\/jg/w)il/D ul. (37)

The WTDiff-invariant divergence
momentum tensor obeys equation

of this energy-

PN]/\V@VTM = gukﬁkﬁv [(p+p)u"]
+Vup+ (p+p) @V, =V,T, (38)

where J is a measure of the local energy-momentum non-
conservation. Projecting this equation on the surface or-
thogonal to u* via the projection tensor h*? = ghP 4+utur
yields

(p+p) @V, =W, (T —p).  (39)

The left hand side is proportional to the WTDiff-
invariant acceleration of the test particle a” = a¥V,a”,
whereas the right hand side is the force acting on the
particle. Aside from the force sourced by the gradient
of the pressure, there is also a new contribution sourced
by the gradient of the energy non-conservation measure
J. Therefore, a force-free trajectory of a test particle
composed of a perfect fluid in WTDiff-invariant geome-
try is characterised by the condition h?*V, (J —p) =0
(the equivalent condition in the Diff-invariant case reads
h**V,p = 0 since the Diff invariance implies J = 0).
For such a perfect fluid the divergence of the energy-
momentum tensor yields the condition u*V,u” = 0
and the particle consequently follows a timelike geodesic
trajectory in any Weyl frame. Therefore, allowing for
non-affine parametrisations, the appropriate WTDiff-
invariant geodesic equation reads

@'V, at = fat, (40)

where f = 4V, In/|a2]. It is easy to see that equa-
tion yields the required WTDiff-invariant force-free
trajectories. With this definition of a geodesic, any lo-
cal, WTDiff-invariant theory of gravity incorporates the
weak equivalence principle.

The geodesic equation has further consequences
for WTDiff-invariant gravity. It directly shows that,
while the dynamical metric g,, remains the dynamical
variable describing gravity, the metric relevant for de-
scribing the spacetime geometry in which matter moves
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is actually the auxiliary one, g,,,. Both metrics differ only
in their measure of spacetime volume, which cannot be
experimentally accessed by any known method [25] [32].
Thence, using g,,,, as the dynamical variable and g, as
the way to measure distances in the spacetime does not
allow us to distinguish WTDiff-invariant gravitational
theories from the Diff-invariant ones.

A somewhat more sophisticated argument for the weak
equivalence principle relies on the Geroch-Jang theo-
rem [87], which gives a useful way to characterise timelike
geodesics. Let us assume that for every neighbourhood
U of a curve I' there exists a tensor ©,, satisfying the
following properties: (i) ©,, vanishes everywhere out-
side U; (ii) ©,, is nonzero somewhere in U; (iii) O,
has vanishing divergence; and (iv) ©,,, satisfies the dom-
inant energy condition, i.e., ©,,n*n” > 0 for every time-
like vector field n#* and ©,,,n" is timelike (or vanishing).
Then it follows that I" is a timelike geodesic.

e In Diff-invariant gravity, taking ©,, to be the
energy-momentum tensor 7),,, of the test parti-
cle, the theorem guarantees that the particle fol-
lows a timelike geodesic, in accord with the weak
equivalence principle, provided that the energy-
momentum tensor satisfies the necessary dominant
energy conditiorﬂ

e For WTDiff-invariant theories, one needs to apply
the theorem to 7}, whose WTDiff-invariant di-
vergence vanishes as required. Of course, demand-
ing the dominant energy condition for T;Iw rather

than for le is a stronger requirement. However,
equations which are the divergenceless equa-
tions for Weyl transverse gravity have T;’w on the
right hand side. In other words, it plays the same
role as the energy-momentum tensor 7),, in gen-
eral relativity. Thus, T;’w should be relevant for
any application of the energy conditions to WTDiff-
invariant gravity, e.g. for the proofs of singular-
ity theorems or for the exclusion of solutions con-
taining closed timelike curves. As an aside, this
difference is irrelevant for the null energy condi-
tions, since Jgu k*k” = 0 for any null vector
k*. With the dominant energy condition satisfied,
the Geroch-Jang theorem then ensures the valid-
ity of the weak equivalence principle for any local,
WTDiff-invariant gravitational theory.

8 Since applying the Geroch-Jang theorem requires that 7}, van-
ishes outside of any neighbourhood U of T, the test particle must
be arbitrarily small. Of course, a more practical choice (followed
also in the original proof of the theorem) is to make the body con-
fined in a small enough radius [ and then systematically neglect
any O (1) effects. In this way, the theorem is not contradicted,
e.g. by particles with nontrivial angular momentum whose mo-
tion deviate from the geodesic one at O (I) [87] (as an aside, if
quantum particles with a spin were indeed fundamentally point-
like, they would contribute at the order O (lo), violating the
weak equivalence principle [86]).



C. Einstein equivalence principle

A stronger condition than the weak equivalence princi-
ple is the Einstein equivalence principle, which extends it
from the motion of particles to all non-gravitational test
physics. It states “Fundamental non-gravitational test
physics is not affected, locally and at any point of space-
time, by the presence of a gravitational field” [86]. Since
WTDiff-invariant theories of gravity do not change the
non-gravitational physics (in particular, Weyl transfor-
mations do not act on matter fields), the Einstein equiva-
lence principle applies to WTDiff-invariant gravity in the
same way it does to Diff-invariant theories. Nevertheless,
it should be noted that the status of the Einstein equiva-
lence principle in Diff-invariant theories already presents
a fairly subtle issue. In particular, the principle is limited
to “fundamental physics” (so as to exclude, e.g. compos-
ite bodies whose behaviour can, even locally, depend on
the spacetime curvature [86]). This requirement is rather
vague, although it is intuitively clear which cases defi-
nitely have to be excluded [86]. The important point is
that WTDiff invariance in no way makes the subtleties
to the formulation of the Einstein equivalence principle
any worse.

D. Gravitational weak equivalence principles

The weak equivalence principle can be also generalised
to apply to self-gravitating test particles. The resulting
formulation is known as the gravitational weak equiva-
lence principle which asserts “Test particles behave, in
a gravitational field and in vacuum, independently of
their properties” [86]. Unlike the weak equivalence prin-
ciple, its version for self-gravitating particles is restricted
to vacuum. Otherwise, the intrinsic gravitational field
would influence the nearby matter, thus breaking the uni-
versality.

A simple criterion for the validity of the gravitational
weak equivalence principle utilises the Geroch-Jang the-
orem [23]. However, rather than applying the theorem
just to the energy-momentum tensor of the test particle,
it also needs to include the perturbation of the gravi-
tational field caused by the presence of the particle (i.e.,
the effective energy-momentum of its gravitational field).
Moreover, one must keep in mind that the geodesic along
which the test particle should move lies in the unper-
turbed spacetime. Splitting the WTDiff-invariant aux-
iliary metric into the background part g,, and the per-
turbation caused by the test particle, 7,,, we may sim-
ilarly split the equations of motion. In the case of Weyl
transverse gravity, we obtain the vacuum divergenceless
equations for the background metric

G = A, (41)
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and the equations governing the perturbatiorﬂ
QNW + Ay = 87G (T[w — T;S;g,)) = 87TG7~7W, (42)

where Q~W denotes the perturbation of the WTDiff-
invariant auxiliary Einstein tensor. The first term
on the right hand side T[w corresponds to the diver-
genceless energy-momentum tensor of the test particle.

The second term T,E%) quantifies the effective (WTDiff-
invariant) energy-momentum of the gravitational field,
which is quadratic in the auxiliary metric perturbation
’yu The tensor 7,, then quantifies both the energy-
momentum of the test particle and its gravitational self-
energy. ~

The tensor 7, satisfies the conditions of the Geroch-
Jang theorem with respect to the background (unper-
turbed) metric. Indeed, conditions (i) and (ii) concern-
ing the localisation of the tensor are trivial. Validity of
the dominant energy condition (condition (iv)) represents
a nontrivial assumption, but it is satisfied for “reason-
able” test particles [23]. Lastly, we must check condition
(iii), i.e., that @,,72” = 0, where the covariant deriva-
tive @V is defined with respect to the background metric

Juv- The gravitational energy-momentum T,S,gj) is a com-
plicated expression quadratic in the metric perturbation
Auv- It is then more convenient to check that V,,gﬂ” =0
and use G, = 87GT,, thanks to equation [23]. In
appendix |Al we show that it indeed holds @V,C';ﬂ” =0.
In total, 7;, satisfies all the conditions of the Geroch-
Jang theorem. It follows that the test particle moves
along a timelike geodesic and, consequently, the grav-
itational weak equivalence principle holds. We have
shown that, just like general relativity, Weyl transverse
gravity incorporates the gravitational weak equivalence
principle. Regarding the more general WTDiff-invariant
theories, only Lanczos-Lovelock gravity [88] (a class of
purely metric theories with second order equations of
motion) obeys the gravitational weak equivalence prin-
ciple. The proof would be a simple modification of the
argument presented for Diff-invariant gravity [23], which
has reached the same conclusion. In conclusion, Weyl
transverse gravity and general relativity are the only two
metric gravitational theories in four dimensions known

9 A subtle issue should be noted. In WTDiff-invariant gravity, the
perturbation in principle also changes the value of the cosmo-
logical constant, which is an on-shell integration constant. How-
ever, it does not seem realistic that a test particle of infinitesimal
size should change the global value of the cosmological constant,
as the equations of motion would then require a corresponding
global change in the spacetime curvature. Then, the gravita-
tional effect of the test particle would no longer be localised,
breaking one of the assumptions under which the gravitational
weak equivalence principle can be expected to hold. Therefore,
we set A = 0 in the following.

Naturally, one actually perturbs the dynamical metric guu, Yup
is simply a convenient book-keeping device.
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to be compatible with the gravitational weak equivalence
principle.

E. Strong equivalence principle

Lastly, the strong equivalence principle extends the
Einstein equivalence principle to include test gravita-
tional physics: “All test fundamental physics (includ-
ing gravitational physics) is not affected locally by the
presence of a gravitational field” [86]. It relates to the
FEinstein equivalence principle in an analogous way as
the gravitational weak equivalence principle does to the
weak equivalence principle. The strong equivalence prin-
ciple has also been phrased as the requirement of lo-
cal Poincaré invariance of all the test physics, includ-
ing gravitational physics (e.g. the local behaviour of
linearised gravitational waves on a curved background),
combined with the validity of the gravitational weak
equivalence principle [86]. In the previous subsection,
we have proven the latter requirement for Weyl trans-
verse gravity. The condition of local Poincaré invari-
ance is already quite complicated in general relativity,
as it combines all the subtleties brought on by the Ein-
stein equivalence principle with the challenge of properly
defining the gravitational test physics. Nevertheless, in
Weyl transverse gravity, the matter couples to gravita-
tional fields in the same way as in general relativity and
the test gravitational fields also behave in a physically
equivalent way (since Weyl transverse gravity and general
relativity have the same classical solutions, including the
linearised ones). Hence, the strong equivalence principle
applies to general relativity and Weyl transverse gravity
in the same way. There appears to be a consensus that
the strong equivalence principle is incorporated in gen-
eral relativity [23,[86] (although it is difficult to make this
statement precise). Consequently, general relativity and
Weyl transverse gravity seem to be the only two known
gravitational theories in four spacetime dimensions com-
patible with the strong equivalence principle. The reason
is that these two theories incorporate the gravitational
weak equivalence principle, which is typically violated
by modified gravitational theories [86].

V. WEYL TRANSVERSE GRAVITY FROM
THERMODYNAMICS

In the previous sections, we have introduced all the
tools necessary to derive the gravitational dynamics from
thermodynamics and show the equivalence of the result
with Weyl transverse gravity, which is the task we fo-
cus on here. In the derivation of the Einstein equations
from local equilibrium conditions, the local energy con-
servation must be imposed as an extra condition [34] [35].
In this regard, it differs from the standard variational
principle derivation, which implies the local energy con-
servation as a consequence of the diffeomorphism invari-
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ance. As a result, in thermodynamics of spacetime one
recovers the cosmological constant as an arbitrary inte-
gration constant. However, the equations of motion of
general relativity include the cosmological constant as
a fixed parameter present in the Einstein-Hilbert La-
grangian. The equations governing the gravitational dy-
namics one obtains from thermodynamics of spacetime
instead look like the divergenceless form of the equa-
tions of Weyl transverse gravity . Herein, we further
improve and sharpen this connection between thermo-
dynamics of spacetime and Weyl transverse gravity. In
particular, we argue that, if local equilibrium conditions
and the strong equivalence principle encode all the infor-
mation about gravitational dynamics, the resulting equa-
tions are indeed consistent with Weyl transverse gravity.

We can expect this outcome based on a simple kine-
matic argument. Local causal horizons (of any type) con-
structed in every regular spacetime point essentially en-
code the information about the causal structure of space-
time. It is well known that one can kinematically re-
construct the metric from the causal structure, but only
up to an overall conformal factor [89]. In other words,
the conformal structure encodes the auxiliary metric
G (16). To fix the conformal factor and thus specify
the dynamical metric g,,,,, we require one additional piece
of information. Usually, one demands local conservation
of energy [89]. However, we in principle do not need to
impose any extra conditions and simply work with the
auxiliary metric §,,,. Then, it immediately becomes clear
that we either have to work in a fixed unimodular gauge
v/—8 = w, or we have to assume that our description of
the spacetime is Weyl invariant.

In the following, we show that thermodynamics of
spacetime leads to the same choice as this kinematic re-
construction of the metric. We do so by studying the
derivation from the minimal thermodynamic setup, in-
volving as few assumptions as possible. In fact, as we
foreshadowed in the introduction, the only nontrivial re-
quirements we impose are that the horizon of an LCD
possesses entropy proportional to its area (regardless of
its microscopic origin) and that the strong equivalence
principle holds. The equations for gravitational dynam-
ics are encoded in an equilibrium relation applied to the
Clausius entropy flux across the LCD’s boundary and the
corresponding changes in the horizon area. We carry out
this derivation in subsection [VAl

In subsection [VB] we discuss an independent deriva-
tion which considers a small perturbation away from
the equilibrium state of the LCD and the corresponding
changes in entropy. This approach involves an extra as-
sumption that both the horizon and matter entropy can
be interpreted in terms of quantum von Neumann en-
tropy [43]. While this assumption somewhat lessens the
generality of the derivation, it allows us to obtain the
semiclassical equations governing the gravitational dy-
namics, which couple the classical spacetime curvature to
the quantum expectation value of the energy-momentum
tensor.



B

FIG. 2. A sketch of a slice of a light-cone cut LCD. We denote
the spatial cross-sections at times t = —e and ¢t = 0 by B_.
and B, respectively. The red arrow depicts the physical heat
flux Q) across the slice’s null boundary #.

In both cases, we want to decide whether the resulting
gravitational dynamics correspond to general relativity
or Weyl transverse gravity. Therefore, we remain agnos-
tic as to whether the LCD is defined with respect to the
dynamical metric g,, (as it would be for general rela-
tivity), or the auxiliary metric g, (for Weyl transverse
gravity). To take into account both possibilities in our
notation, we use hatted quantities such as g, (which
will be used to raise and lower the indices), /l, Tw and
so on throughout this section. These can either mean the
Diff-invariant expressions, or the corresponding WTDiff-
invariant ones. In this way, we avoid repeating the anal-
ysis twice.

A. Minimal thermodynamic setup: physical
process approach

We start by discussing the physical process derivation
of the equations governing the gravitational dynamics
from thermodynamics. The method we use further builds
upon the framework previously explored in the litera-
ture [15] [16] B5]. The idea is to study the change in the
entropy of a light-cone cut LCD between two instances
of time t = —e and t = 0, where € is taken to be much
smaller than the size parameter [, ¢ < B Hence, we
work with a slice of the LCD’s past horizon bounded by
the approximate (D — 2)-sphere B_. at ¢ = —e and by
the approximate (D — 2)-sphere B at ¢ = 0 (see figure[2).

There are two contributions to the total change of the
LCD’s entropy. First, the Clausius entropy of the mat-
ter inside the LCD changes due to the heat flux across
the horizon. To compute the corresponding change in
the Clausius entropy, we simply have to integrate equa-
tion for the time derivative of the Clausius entropy
from ¢t = —e to t = 0. We obtain

o - 0 - P
ASq = %TM (P)/ det (1 +1)" 2/ dQp_ok" KV,
B,

} (43)
where we used that both the angular integration element
dQp_o and the null normal £ are time-independent to

11 While this requirement is not strictly necessary [34], it simplifies
the calculations by allowing us to drop the subleading terms in e.
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split the integration in two parts. For the angular inte-
gral, we consider that k" = A* 4+ m#, where a# = 0! is
the timelike normal to B; and m* the spacelike normal to
it (i.e., the radial unit vector). It holds, up to subleading
corrections due to spacetime curvature,

/ﬁl"dQD_g =0,

Qp_»
D—-1

/ Wit dQp_o = (AMRY + §") . (44)

Here, and in the following, we evaluate all the tensors at
point P. Performing the angular integration yields

Qp_»
D-1

/ kY dQp_o = (DAMRY + g*) . (45)
Note that this expression is traceless. The time integral
in equation is straightforward. In total, we obtain

2 WQD_QZD_Q T

ASq = —2ib=2t
Sc= € p_1) v

L, (DAFRY + §*) + O (e21P) .
( )+0(

(46)
We expanded the result in the small time interval €, dis-
carding all the subleading O (€*) terms. The O (€%1”)
corrections account for the approximation of the energy-
momentum tensor by its value in the LCD’s centre P and
for neglecting the curvature effects (captured by the Rie-
mann normal coordinate expansion of the metric (1)). In
principle, these corrections can be worked out explicitly,
but since we assume that [ is much smaller than the local
curvature length scale, their effect is negligible.

The second contribution to the change in LCD’s en-
tropy comes from the expansion of its horizon. As we
argued in subsection [[TC] the LCD’s horizon possesses
entropy proportional to its area, S = nA. Hence, the
entropy associated with the horizon (regardless of its mi-
croscopic interpretation) changes with its expansion. To
compute this change of entropy, it becomes advantageous
to consider a light-cone cut LCD, which specifies the past
null boundary of the LCD [47]. Then, we can easily com-
pute the difference in the area of the boundary’s spatial
(i.e., orthogonal to the vector field 7*) cross-sections at
different times, in our case at t = —e and t = 0. The
simplest way to do it is by considering the expansion
of the congruence of the null boundary generators k" ,
ie, 0 = @Ml%‘i. By definition of the expansion, it then
holds for the change of area between times t = —e and
t =0 [17, @7, 90]

0
AA= [ ds / dP72 A6, (47)

with s being the null parameter along the horizon gener-
ators. The evolution of 6 obeys the Raychaudhuri equa-
tion [90]

1

V.~ p2 2 LKLY
0= 50" 0"~ Ru ki, (48)



where we introduced the shorthand § = df/ds. The sec-

ond term on the right hand side 02 = 7,0 corresponds
to the shear of the congruence
Ny A A ~ 1 PN
Oy = h’;f\hupv(Alk*‘P) — mvpkihwj, (49)

with izW being the induced metric on the null boundary
(the shear does not depend on its precise choice). The
twist of the congruence vanishes because it generates a
surface. The shear tensor evolves according to the fol-
lowing equation

— CoporkX k7 RERT,  (50)

é’uy = —mﬁawj
where C A\por 18 Weyl curvature tensor. The hori-
zon of an LCD in flat spacetime has an iden-
tically vanishing shear. However, its expansion
equals Ogat (s) = (D —2)/(l+s) [47]. The curvature-
dependent terms in the evolution equations for 6 and o,
do not contain any further terms inversely proportional
to s. Thence, we can expand 6 and 0, in powers of s in
the following way (note that —e < s <0)

0= eﬁat + 9(0) + 80(1) + O (82) y
O = Oy + 501y + O (57)

In general, 6oy and o(q),,,, represent D (D + 1) /2 arbi-
trary functions. However, it has been shown that one can
refine the construction of a light-cone cut LCD [I5] [I6].
While the motivation in that case has been the use of
the conformal Killing identity rather than the Raychaud-
huri equation, it also involves fixing D (D +1) /2 ar-
bitrary functions. Therefore, translating the results of
that analysis to the language of the Rauchaudhuri equa-
tion implies that we are free to set up our LCD so that
b0y = ooy = qﬂ In principle, we might also keep 6,y
and 0(g),, arbitrary. In that case, a previous analysis
suggest that they would correspond to non-equilibrium
entropy production [22]. The outcome of the derivation
remains the same regardless of whether we keep o) and
0(0), arbitrary or not. Nevertheless, for the sake of clar-
ity, we proceed assuming that we defined our light-cone
cut LCD so that 0y = o(g)u, = 0.

Plugging the ansatze and for the expansion
and the shear into the evolution equations and
yields the following solution

0 = 0gqat — sf%ﬂ,,l;:’ifci +0 (52) ,
Tuw = —5ChrporkX kT RERT + O (s%) .

(53)
(54)

The flat spacetime expansion g, is clearly not related to
the spacetime curvature. Moreover, the area change pro-
portional to fg,¢ occurs even in vacuum, with no Clausius

12 Our choice here differs from the one made in reference [47], which
sets = o, = 0 at the past apex Ap.
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entropy flux across the horizon H. Thence, we split the
area change in two parts, one proportional to fg,¢, the
other to O.yry = —s]%ul,l%’i k. Only the latter part can
correspond to equilibrium change in the entropy of the
horizon that is balanced by a matter entropy flux (see
also [I5] [I6] for an alternative interpretation of fg,¢ in
terms of an irreversible thermodynamic process).

To compute the equilibrium change in area correspond-
ing to Ocury between times t = —e and ¢ = 0 we now sim-
ply need to substitute 0., into equation , obtaining

2
A-’4curv = - %/RuykﬁkidD72A + O (€2lD) s
QQD72ZD_2 .

I S AV PNz 21D
672(D_1)RW(Dnn +§") + 0 (e17)
(55)

where we approximate the Ricci tensor by its value in P,
leading to an O (621D ) error. Further errors of the same
order appear due to neglecting the subleading terms in
the Riemann normal coordinate expansion of the met-
ric. The equilibrium change of the horizon entropy then
equals AScury = nAAcurv-

The total equilibrium change in entropy vanishes,
which implies AScyy + ASc = 0. After some straight-
forward simplifications, this condition becomes

. 1 .. 27
(R;ux - BRg,uV - %Tm/ + %B

2 1 Tguy) ﬁ”ﬁ,'/ — 0’
(56)
valid at the point P. The construction of a light-cone
cut causal LCD and derivation of equation can be
performed for every unit, timelike vector field n#* defined
in P. Since equation holds for an arbitrary unit,
timelike vector, it implies (see the proof in appendix

2 [ .« 1 ..

We assume that the strong equivalence principle holds.
Consequently, 7 is a universal constanﬂ Furthermore,
equations can be derived at any regular spacetime
point and have the same form at every point P. Finally,
by considering the Newtonian limit of equations , we
may define the Newton gravitational constant in terms
of , i.e., G = 1/ (4hn). The horizon entropy S = nA
then agrees with the Bekenstein entropy prescription
Sp = A/4hG.

In total, we have derived the following traceless equa-
tions governing gravitational dynamics

LA
R,Lw - BRg,ul/ (57)

P

1. 1.
R, — BRQW = 81G (Tuv — DTg“V> . (58)

13 If that were not the case, measuring entropy of two identical
test black holes at different spacetime points could distinguish
them, breaking the equivalence principle for self-gravitating test
particles.



Taking the divergence of equations and invoking
Bianchi identities implies @,,TM” = V,J, where J is
an arbitrary function. Then, we obtain the following di-
vergenceless equations

1. .
R, — QRQW + Agy = 8nGT",,,, (59)

where A is an arbitrary integration constant and
T =T — T Guw- We stress that the equations for
gravitational dynamics we obtain from thermodynamics
are the traceless ones , equations only arise by
integrating them. Therefore, the cosmological constant
A is only meaningful on shell and in principle varies be-
tween the solutions.

Up to this point, we have been agnostic about the local
symmetries of our setup. Now, upon deriving the equa-
tions for gravitational dynamics, we are in a position to
discuss the possible symmetry groups. Equations
contain the metric g,, as the only gravitational degree
of freedom. Since §,, is a symmetric tensor, it can have
at most D (D + 1) /2 local symmetries. Assuming that
we do not introduce any gauge fixing, we have only two
choices compatible with the strong equivalence principle;
the Diff and the WTDiff groups. We can understand
the privileged position of these two groups in the follow-
ing way: the strong equivalence principle can only be
incorporated in theories that only have two propagating
degrees of freedom, the ones associated with a massless
graviton [23 B6]. Let us suppose that we write down
a representation for a massless graviton with two physi-
cal polarisations in flat spacetime. We want to describe
such a graviton by a symmetric, rank 2 tensor that car-
ries the maximum amount of gauge symmetry, i.e., we
do not wish to introduce any gauge fixing. Then, the
gauge group can be either Diff or WTDiff and the corre-
sponding linearised action corresponds either to general
relativity or to Weyl transverse gravity, respectively [24].
This perspective singles out general relativity and Weyl
transverse gravity as the only gravitational theories with
two propagating degrees of freedom (the massless gravi-
ton) and the maximum amount of gauge symmetry. It
then follows that these two theories are the only ones
compatible with the strong equivalence principle.

We cannot directly study the local symmetries using
thermodynamics of spacetime, but we are nevertheless
able to argue for its consitency with the WTDiff group.
The key point is that the local causal horizons (regardless
of their specific realisation) are insensitive to the overall
conformal factor of the metric, which does not change
the causal structure. Consequently, only the traceless
equations directly follow from the equilibrium condi-
tion (56). These indeed fix the dynamical metric g,,,, only
up to the overall conformal factor. However, they suffice
to recover the D (D — 1) /2 components of the WTDiff-
invariant auxiliary metric §,,. Equations are then
fully consistent (together with the matter equations of
motion, of course) without any further assumptions only
if we write them in terms of the WTDiff-invariant auxil-
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iary tensors. Therefore, they coincide with the equations
of motion of Weyl transverse gravity .

Moreover, the gravitational equations we derived are
encoded in the change of the horizon entropy. Then,
shifting entropy by a universal constant has no effect on
the gravitational dynamics. In a previous work, we have
shown on the example of a de Sitter horizon that its
entropy is indeed only defined up to a universal constant
in Weyl transverse gravity [8]. However, we apparently
have no freedom to similarly shift the horizon entropy in
general relativity.

Finally, suppose we want to write an effective La-
grangian that implies the traceless equations we de-
rived from thermodynamics. If gravity is a fundamental
interaction, such a Lagrangian should exist and play an
important role in the quantum theory (as it does in loop
quantum gravity or path integral quantum gravity). If
gravity is emergent, we still find it reasonable to expect
that we can write some effective classical Lagrangian for
it. However, there exists no Diff-invariant metric (with or
without extra fields) Lagrangian whose equations of mo-
tion are the traceless equations [91] (although non-
metric proposals for the variational principle have been
put forward [12], [92]). At the same time, equations (58]
coincide with the equations of motion obtained from the
Weyl transverse gravity Lagrangian . Therefore, as-
suming that equations we derived from thermody-
namics are the Euler-Lagrange equations of some metric
action, we are uniquely led to Weyl transverse gravity.

In principle, we have no a priori reason to expect that
thermodynamics of spacetime (together with the equiva-
lence principle) recovers all the information about grav-
itational dynamics. Perhaps some information, i.e., the
local energy-momentum conservation and a fixed off-shell
value of the cosmological constant indeed needs to be
added, allowing us to obtain a Diff-invariant description
of gravity. Nevertheless, the apparent strong connection
between thermodynamics and gravity makes it worth-
while to ask what happens if they are in fact fully equiv-
alent. And pursuing this question leads us directly to
Weyl transverse gravity. Remarkably, this theory is also
supported by a number of arguments completely inde-
pendent of thermodynamics. First, the field theoretic
approach to gravity [24] 25] [30] singles out Weyl trans-
verse gravity and general relativity, putting both theo-
ries on the same ground. Furthermore, in section [[V] we
have shown that Weyl transverse gravity and general rel-
ativity are apparently the only two theories of gravity in
four spacetime dimensions satisfying the strong equiva-
lence principle. Moreover, in contrast to general relativ-
ity, Weyl transverse gravity also offers a robust solution
to the problem of the vacuum energy contributions to the
cosmological constant [32] [76].

In conclusion, thermodynamics of spacetime encodes
the traceless equations of motion of Weyl transverse grav-
ity (24]). All the hatted quantities we used throughout
the derivation ought to be understood as being WTDiff-
invariant, i.e., defined with respect to the auxiliary metric



tensor g,y = Juv-

B. Semiclassical dynamics: entanglement
equilibrium approach

To strengthen our case for Weyl transverse gravity, we
also analyse its consistence with the entanglement equi-
librium approach to derive the equations governing the
gravitational dynamics. This derivation is independent
of the physical process one that we studied in the pre-
vious subsection. The precise relation between both ap-
proaches is subtle and not yet completely understood.
We discuss it in subsection [VIC| after showing how both
derivations work in the context of modified theories of
gravity.

The entanglement equilibrium approach phrases the lo-
cal equilibrium conditions fully in terms of perturbations
of the total quantum von Neumann entropy [43]. There
are two contributions to the total entropy perturbation,
one coming from the matter fields and the other one from
the entanglement entropy of the horizon, proportional to
its area S = nA.

On the one hand, this method has the drawback of
relying on a specific interpretation of the horizon en-
tropy. On the other hand, it has the advantage of us-
ing the same (von Neumann) definition both for entropy
of the horizon and of matter. The entanglement equi-
librium approach also becomes particularly natural in
the AdS/CFT paradigm [93H95], in which the entropy
of a causal horizon can be manifestly accounted for in
terms of von Neumann entropy (via the Ryu-Takayanagi
formula [96]). However, we instead consider the com-
pletely general spacetime setting, following the seminal
paper [43].

We start with a geodesic LCD in its equilibrium state.
It has been proposed that the appropriate local equi-
librium state corresponds to a vacuum, maximally sym-
metric spacetime with curvature G)J°S = —Agh°S [43]
(so that, if this spacetime was a solution of the equa-
tions of motion of either general relativity or Weyl trans-
verse gravity, A would correspond to the cosmological
constant). In principle, the local value of A depends both
on the position of the LCD and on its size parameter [.
The equilibrium condition involves both the background
and the value of the possible perturbations. This means
that only a certain background corresponds to the equi-
librium state. More explicitly, the equilibrium condition
55 =0 (S being the total entropy of the LCD) not only
constrains the allowed perturbations, but also provides
the value of \ corresponding to the equilibrium state. In
other words, A is determined by the perturbation of the
corresponding state being isoentropic, i.e., the net change
of the LCD’s entropy due to perturbation vanishing to
the first order. We determine the equilibrium A only at
the end of our derivation, keeping its value unspecified
for the time being.

Taking the LCD in this equilibrium state, we introduce
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a small arbitrary perturbation of the metric 6g,, and of
the matter fields, leading to a non-zero perturbation of
the expectation value of the energy-momentum tensor,
d(T*). Once again, we proceed without presuming any-
thing about the local symmetries of our setup. Since
choosing the WTDiff symmetry group would also gener-
ically imply variations of the cosmological constant, we
further allow the possibility of a small variation of the lo-
cal curvature, 0\ (that would vanish in the Diff-invariant
case).

For a perturbed equilibrium state, the total entropy
perturbation by definition vanishes to the leading order,
ie., 0Syn + n0A = 0 (the strong equivalence principle
implies 6n = 0). We now evaluate both terms in this
equilibrium condition. For the von Neumann entropy of
non-conformal matter fields perturbed away from their
vacuum state, we employ equation

2

08y = — §(TM) ¢, AP 718 + O (IPF2) + 6X.

3o
(60)
We remind the reader that this expression only works for
matter fields with a fixed ultraviolet point near which
the field behaves approximately like a conformal one.
Other situations are not covered by the derivation we
discuss [40, 411, [43].

To evaluate the second term in the equilibrium condi-
tion, nd.A, we need to compute the perturbation of the
area of the horizon’s spatial cross-section B correspond-
ing to t = 0. The area of B can be computed by ex-
panding the integration element d” ~2 A in the Riemann
normal coordinates (), yielding [43]

A 1, A
Ap = / (16z21~3ﬂupomvmf’hg> IP72dQp o + O (1P1?)
B
2

_ D—2 Tvo]. D+2
Oyl {1_6(1)_1)3%0;1 hﬁ}JrO(l +2),
(61)

where we used equation to carry out the angular

integration of the unit radial vectors m*. Furthermore, it
is easy to show that R”Vpgﬁ”"fzﬁ = 2G,,, W [A3], and
we obtain
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Ap = Qp_olP~2 {1 — G‘Wﬁ“ﬁ”} +0 (1P*2).

3(D-1)
(62)
In the unperturbed, maximally symmetric spacetime,
it holds G)}°° = =g and we get

2
Apnss = Qp_olP ™2 [1 + : ))\] +0 (1P+?).

3(D—1
(63)

Performing the Riemann normal coordinate expansion of
the perturbed metric we obtain the expression for the



area of B in the perturbed metric

R 2 A D -2
— D—2 _ AUV
AB QD,QZ |:1 73 (D — 1) G,“,n n” + 71 ol
P sl +0 (1P+?) (64)
3(D—-1) " ’

where G uv stands for the Einstein tensor of the perturbed
metric and we allowed for perturbations of the size pa-
rameter [. The perturbation of the area is then given by
the difference of both expressions, i.e

i D-2 I? A
— - - AHAY
5A5 = Qp sl { TR (Gwn A )\)
D -2 Dl A
_ TN D-+2
+ i ol 3(D_1)Gwnn5l]+0(l )

(65)

We have mentioned that defining a Fuclidean canonical
ensemble for an LCD relies on a fixed spatial volume con-
dition [611 [62]. Likewise, the first law of LCDs includes
a contribution from the volume perturbation, that has
the form of a work term in the standard first law of ther-
modynamics [3, 8, 43]. From both perspectives we can
expect that the equilibrium relation, §Syx + ndA = 0,
holds only when the spatial volume is held fixed. The
volume perturbation can be computed in the same way
as the area perturbation and reads [43]

. 2 A ol
_ D—1| __ v AU AV i
Vs, = Qp sl { DT (Guirir = 2) + =
l A
_ A sV D+3
B(D_I)Gwnn(sz]+0(z ). (66)
Therefore, 6Vs, = 0 implies
? A D+3
- ARAY
= 5 (G =2) + 0 (1P+%),  (67)

and the area perturbation at constant volume becomes

. Qn oI1P /.
5AB|{,= D2 (

— e (Gt = 2) + 0 (1PF2). (68)

We now have everything we need to evaluate the equi-
librium condition §Synx + nd Al = 0. It reads, up to
O (1P*2) subleading terms,

2% (5<Tuy>ﬁ“ﬁ” +6X ) - (@wfl“ﬁ” - A) =0, (69)

14 The first term in §.Ag is proportional to the perturbation of the
Einstein tensor, i.e., ﬁ“ﬁ”&@uy = Guntn” — X. We further
stress that G‘,w contains the dependence on §A, which does not
enter our calculations in any other way.
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from which we obtain
876G (8(T) = 0% ) = G = Mg =0, (70)

where we again defined the Newton constant in terms
of n, as G = 1/ (4hn), and the arbitrariness of the unit,
timelike vector field n* allowed us to remove the contrac-
tions with 2#* (for the proof, see appendix .

To complete the derivation, we need to determine the
equilibrium value of the local curvature A which corre-
sponds to an isoentropic perturbation. To do so, we sim-
ply take the trace of equations , obtaining

1 .- N D—-2 .

A =8nG (D6<T> (5X) + 5D R, (71)
i.e. the equilibrium value of A corresponds to a combina-
tion of the scalar curvature and terms determined by the
perturbation of the matter fields. As an aside, for confor-
mal matter fields satisfying the local energy conservation,
we have §(T) = §X = 0, which leads to a much simpler
expression for A, namely A = (D — 2) R/ (2D). Then, the
scalar curvature of the unperturbed, locally maximally
symmetric spacetime and the perturbed spacetime are
equal and we have R = 0.

Finally, plugging A into equations yields the trace-

less equations governing the gravitational dynamics

Ry = 3R = 876 (0(T30) — 5003 ). (72
valid at the point P. The strong equivalence princi-
ple guarantees that these equations hold throughout the
spacetime.

A subtle issue should be noted. The curvature of
the perturbed spacetime includes the contribution of A.
Equation connects A with §X, which in general ex-
plicitly depends on the arbitrary size parameter [ of the
LCD [40, 4T], 43]. Then, the traceless Ricci tensor also
depends on [ and this arbitrary parameter enters the
equations governing the gravitational dynamics. This is-
sue does not occur for conformally invariant matter fields
which obey X = 0.

All the arguments we gave in the previous subsection
for the recovery of Weyl transverse gravity apply here as
well. In particular, we again rely on the construction of
a local causal diamond which is insensitive to the overall
conformal factor of the metric, leading to the Weyl in-
variance of the resulting equations. Moreover, since the
equations are traceless, they do not explicitly enforce the
local energy conservation and the cosmological constant
appears as an on shell integration constant, just like in
Weyl transverse gravity. Lastly, the derivation is again
insensitive to the shifts of entropy by a universal con-
stant, just like in Weyl transverse gravity [8].

Notably, the equations governing the gravitational dy-
namics we derived have the quantum expectation value of
the energy-momentum tensor as a source for the classical
spacetime curvature. Therefore, we have in fact obtained
the semiclassical traceless equations for Weyl transverse
gravity.



VI. EQUATIONS OF MOTION FROM WALD
ENTROPY IN WTDIFF-INVARIANT GRAVITY

In the previous section, we have argued that thermo-
dynamics of LCDs encodes (semi)classical gravitational
dynamics equivalent to Weyl transverse gravity. For Diff-
invariant gravity it has been further shown that thermo-
dynamics also encodes the equations of motion of any
gravitational theory whose Lagrangian is a function of
only the metric and the Riemann tensor [I4HI6]. The
derivation of this result uses the Wald entropy prescrip-
tion [4] [5] corresponding to the given Lagrangian as an
input. Then, one expects that the equations of motion
for any WTDiff-invariant Lagrangian constructed from
the auxiliary metric and Riemann tensor should also be
obtainable in this way. Otherwise, the correspondence
between thermodynamics and WTDiff symmetry we es-
tablished in the previous section would be called into
question, as it would be unable to reproduce all the re-
sults available in the Diff-invariant setup.

It is not immediately clear that the recovery of the
equations of motion for modified WTDiff-invariant theo-
ries from their Wald entropy is possible. The first tech-
nical issue we face is that the original definition of Wald
entropy in the covariant phase space approach applies
only to local, Diff-invariant theories of gravity [4, [5].
Thus, the first necessary step we already performed was
to extend the covariant phase space construction and the
definition of Wald entropy to arbitrary local, WTDiff-
invariant theories of gravity in [8, [0]. Extending the
covariant phase space formalism was necessary, but not
sufficient by itself, since applying the resulting Wald en-
tropy prescription to an LCD is not straightforward as
we explain in the following. The conformal Killing vector
cH of an LCD clearly generates an infinitesimal dif-
feomorphism, which makes it a local symmetry generator
for Diff-invariant gravity. However, (* does not in gen-
eral generate a transformation belonging to the WTDiff
grouﬂ (see, e.g. [8,[31] for longer discussions of this sub-
tlety). One then has to be careful in applying the results
of the covariant phase space construction to (*, since
it does not correspond to a local symmetry of WTDiff-
invariant gravity [8, 0, 07]. Nevertheless, ¢* lies in the
WTDiff group in a flat background (it generates a Weyl
transformation of the dynamical metric g,,,). Using this
observation, we showed that the WTDiff-invariant Wald
entropy prescription indeed works for LCDs [8,[9]. There-
fore, we can employ it to derive the equations governing

15 We might try to solve this issue by working with a Rindler wedge,
which possesses a true (approximate) Killing vector belonging to
the WTDiff group. However, the problems with applying ther-
modynamics of spacetime to Rindler wedges we mentioned in
section |m apparently make it impossible to derive equations of
motion of modified gravitational theories from thermodynamics
of Rindler wedges [I5] (or, at least, such a derivation needs to be
very fine-tuned and appears somewhat unnatural [13]). There-
fore, we need to work with LCDs.
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the gravitational dynamics. As in the previous section,
we perform the derivation by (the same) two different ap-
proaches: the physical process one and the entanglement
equilibrium one.

Before proceeding, let us stress some general issues as-
sociated with applying the thermodynamic derivation to
modified theories of gravity:

e To derive the equations for the gravitational dy-
namics from Wald entropy, we have to first specify
the gravitational Lagrangian. Then, the derivation
presents a somewhat circular argument as the La-
grangian already yields the equations of motion.
Deriving the equations for gravitational dynamics
from Wald entropy then shows that the boundary
contribution to the variation of the action (which
encodes Wald entropy) contains all the informa-
tion necessary to reconstruct the gravitational dy-
namics. While this fact is of interest by itself, it
does not allow us to learn anything genuinely new
about the gravitational dynamics. One does not en-
counter this problem with entropy proportional to
the horizon are S =nA, as we can provide ro-
bust, largely model-independent arguments for this
form of the leading order entropy contribution (as
we discuss in subsection .

e The previous argument can be improved to not
directly involve Wald entropy. Instead, one may
assume that entropy of the horizon can be com-
pletely interpreted in terms of quantum entangle-
ment (with all the drawbacks we discussed in sub-
section . It has been shown that renormalis-
ing this entropy leads to subleading corrections to
it [98, [@9]. This renormalisation procedure yields
both the renormalised entropy expression and an
effective gravitational Lagrangian. It turns out
that the renormalised entropy precisely agrees with
Wald entropy corresponding to the effective La-
grangian. This argument provides a justification
for using Wald entropy prescription without the
need to specify the gravitational Lagrangian before-
hand. Herein, we tacitly assume this interpretation
of the procedure, although we work directly with
Wald entropy prescription.

e The cosmological constant term in a Diff-invariant
gravitational Lagrangian does not affect Wald en-
tropy. Consequently, the equations one derives
from thermodynamics fail to reproduce this term
in the Lagrangian. Instead, the cosmological con-
stant arises as an on-shell integration constant in
the process of solving the equations and has no con-
nection with the fixed parameter in the Lagrangian

16 A denotes the WTDiff-invariant area of the horizon measured
with respect to the auxiliary metric g, .



that would enter the FEuler-Lagrange equations.
This failure to completely reconstruct the informa-
tion contained in the Lagrangian of course disap-
pears in WTDiff-invariant gravity. In this case,
both the Euler-Lagrange equations and the ther-
modynamically derived equations are traceless and
unaffected by any constant parameter in the La-
grangian. Therefore, as we will show, both proce-
dures to derive the gravitational equations are fully
consistent with each other.

A. Physical process approach

We first consider a physical process derivation. Our
setup is essentially the same as in subsection [V4] i.e.,
we again study the change of entropy of a light-cone cut
LCD between times t = —e and ¢t = 0 (with € < ).
Therefore, we consider a slice of the null boundary of the
LCD sketched in figure However, the Raychaudhuri
equation approach we introduced in subsection [V A] does
not straightforwardly generalise to generic Wald entropy
expressions [13], B8]. Instead, we use the approach based
on a conformal Killing identity [I5], [16], which we adapt
for the WTDiff-invariant setup.

The equations of motion are encoded in the equilibrium
condition applied to the changes of the matter entropy
and the Wald entropy of the horizon. We have already
computed the change in matter Clausius entropy in sub-
section obtaining equation .

Wald entropy for the class of theories described by the
action obeys (see [9] for a discussion of the subtleties
involved in the defining it)

27 -
Sw (t) = & 5 QCMdB,uu; (73)

QM = 2B,V (7 — AV ,EV (7, (T4)

where Q" denotes the (background-dependent)
Noether charge corresponding to the confor-
mal Killing vector (#, we define the oriented
area element dB,, = (Rum, — M,my,) dP2A4 and
E#””U = QL/OR",,, has been introduced in equa-
tion . It is easy to see that the entropy of an LCD is
time-dependent (its area expands). Then, even though
¢* vanishes at the bifurcation surface ¢t = 0 of the LCD’s
boundary (see equation ), the term proportional to
¢* does contribute to entrop Then, by applying the
generalised Stokes theorem, we obtain for the change of
Wald entropy between the spatial spheres B_. and B

2r [° D—2 iins AV
ASw = — dt d Ak‘iVUQC“, (75)
K —€ Bt

17 The terms of this form are also crucial for the recent proposal
for entropy of dynamical black holes [10].
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where k" is a future-pointing, WTDiff-invariant null nor-
mal to the horizon.

Our strategy is to rewrite ASyw in a form that does not
include derivatives of ¢* (present in V,Q/"), which will
allow us to straightforwardly carry out the integration.
To remove the derivatives of (#, we invoke the (approxi-
mate) conformal Killing identity [16]

1 1

@u@pga = R)\upJCA + Egpoﬁuﬁx\c/\ + Eguaﬁpﬁ)\cx
1 ~ ~
— Bg,,pv(,vxcA +O(e217). (76)

Applying this identity to equation yields

4 [© -
ASw = i/ dt/ aP=2 A+
hli —€ Bt

% |: _ EVAPURIL)\pJCV + 2ﬁpﬁaEﬂpay v

647G

D

v,V A@Ewﬂ"} (77)

where we discarded the O (63) terms. In general, other
contributions would appear due to the fact that (* is
only an approximate conformal Killing vector and does
not precisely satisfy the conformal Killing identity .
However, these extra terms can be removed by adding
suitable curvature-dependent terms (which disappear in
flat spacetime) to the definition of (* . The proce-
dure has been worked out in detail in the Diff-invariant
setup and translates without any changes to the WTDiff-
invariant case we consider [16].

The last term on the right hand side of equation
is the only one that does not vanish in flat spacetime.
Therefore, much like in the special case of Weyl trans-
verse gravity (see equation and the accompanying
discussion) we split the change of the Wald entropy in
a flat spacetime contribution and a contribution induced
by the spacetime curvature

ASw =ASfat + AScurv, (78)
aswa=gnt [ ai RS A NGNS
(79)
Ay = [t [ 4P ARE [,
Y 4RGE B, v nape
—2V,V.E,",]¢". (80)

In the following, as in subsection [V] we disregard the
flat spacetime term ASp,. In any case, only ASc,.y is
connected with a matter Clausius entropy flux across the
horizon. We thus study the thermodynamic equilibrium
condition

ASc + ASeury = 0. (81)



The integrals in can be performed straightfor-
wardly to yield

DQp_ . 1 -
— _ 2 _TtD-2 D-2 s .
AScury € SHG(D—l)Z (HW DHgW>n n
+0 (e417), (82)

where the O (ele ) terms come from the higher order
contributions in the Riemann normal coordinate expan-
sion and we identified the symmetric tensor H,, defined
by equation .

Next, we plug this result and the expression for
AS¢ into the equilibrium condition . Since, as be-
fore, n* is an arbitrary, timelike, unit, WTDiff-invariant
vector field, we remove the contractions with it (see
appendix . Lastly, the Einstein equivalence principle
guarantees that the resulting equations for gravitational
dynamics valid in P hold in every regular spacetime
poin@ eliminating the dependence of the quantities on
P. In total, we arrive at the following traceless equations
valid throughout the spacetime

1 -~ -~ 1 -
H,, — 5Hg,“, = 8rG (TW - DTQW> ‘ (83)

We can see that we have reproduced the traceless equa-
tions of motion of a local, WTDiff-invariant the-
ory of gravity whose Lagrangian is an arbitrary function
of g, and R*, . We stress that both the thermody-
namically derived equations and the Euler-Lagrange
equations are traceless and recover the cosmological
constant as an on-shell integration constant. Thence,
unlike in the Diff-invariant case, Wald entropy suffices
to recover all the information contained in the WTDiff-
invariant gravitational Lagrangian .

B. Entanglement equilibrium approach

The entanglement equilibrium derivation we anal-
ysed in subsection [VB] can also be generalised to local,
WTDiff-invariant theories of gravity given by the La-
grangian . Our treatment largely follows the method
developed for Diff-invariant gravity [14], which we modify
for the WTDiff-invariant setup.

The renormalised entanglement entropy associated
with the horizon of a geodesic LCD takes the same form
as the Wald entropy of certain modified gravity theo-
ries [98]. Therefore, we have the following entanglement
equilibrium condition

5Sw + 6Syx = 0, (84)

18 As explained in section the strong equivalence principle does
not apply to modified theories of gravity [23,[86]. In the thermo-
dynamic context, it shows up in the position-dependent density
of Wald entropy.
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where §Sw denotes the Wald entropy perturbation, and
the matter von Neumann entropy perturbation §Syn
obeys equation . As we discussed in subsection
the equilibrium state of the LCD corresponds to a lo-
cally maximally symmetric spacetime with curvature
GIP\L/IVSS = —/\QMSS, where A in principle depends on the
position and size of the LCD as before.

We now need to evaluate the perturbation of Wald
entropy for the bifurcate (n — 2)-surface B of the hori-
zon. Then, plugging the result into the equilibrium con-
dition will allow us to obtain the equations of mo-
tion.

A generic perturbation of Wald entropy of B equals

4 . .
5Sw = —8 / EVP N ,¢7dB,,,. (85)
h/ﬁ: B

Since [ is much smaller than the local curvature length
scale, we can expand E*#?_ in powers of [ around the
LCD’s centre P, keeping only the first three terms in the
expansion

4 . ~ o~
5Sw = 15 / (E"“”a + U B,
hr B
1 . .
+ 2127h’\mTV>\VTE”“”U) VpCUdBp,w (86)

where m# is the WTDiff-invariant unit, spatial normal
to B, and we evaluate all the tensors at P. For compu-
tational convenience, we split £,”#? into the part corre-
sponding to Weyl transverse gravity and the higher order

vpo

corrections we denote by F} "7, i.e.,
E vpo __ 1 SPGVo — 5T GVP + Qﬁ' vpo (87)
w7 3apG \On9 T Ond wo )

. vani . . )
Note that, since F},”?? vanishes in a maximally symmet
ric spacetime 5F#"p" = F,"P?, so we obtain

(5AB QD,QID_2 S
n

W= G TG (D-1)"

- 12 -~ -
<[ g o)
where f:'H"P" now corresponds to its value for the per-
turbed metric. To simplify the notation, we introduced
a tensor

- 12 .- -
W, = I — Y A
" (1 IS VN”) Fiwr (89)

whose significance will become clear in the following. Fi-
nally, the area variation equals the expression given by
equation .

In the special case of Weyl transverse gravity, we have
seen that the equilibrium condition only applies to
perturbations that hold fixed the WTDiff-invariant vol-
ume of the geodesic (D — 1)-dimensional ball ¥, (as its
perturbation corresponds to a work term in the first law



of causal diamonds [3,[8,[@]). It has been shown that the
former condition translates directly to the case of more
general WTDiff-invariant theories of gravity [14]. How-
ever, rather than the spatial volume of ¥, one needs to
keep fixed its generalised volume W [9] [14]

327
D -2

W=V+ / A\ atardP=s, (90)
>o
where V denotes the geometric, WTDiff-invariant vol-
ume. For Weyl transverse gravity, F /\/MV vanishes and
the generalised volume reduces to the geometric one. The
generalised volume appears in the first law of LCDs in
modified theories of gravity instead of the standard vol-
ume [I4]. It also must be held fixed to define an LCD Eu-
clidean canonical ensemble in modified theories of grav-
ity [I00]. Thence, it plays the same role for modified
theories of gravity as the geometric WTDiff-invariant vol-
ume does for Weyl transverse gravity. In conclusion, the
entanglement equilibrium condition applies to per-
turbations obeying 6W = 0.

Let us impose the condition of constant generalised
volume, 6WW = 0, on the Wald entropy perturbation. Ex-
panding the perturbation of the generalised volume
around P in the same way as we have done for Wald

entropy (equation (88)), we find

QD_21D71 ~

D st ey
5Wz;0 5V§;0 + 4(D— 1) (D—2) W,ntn”, (91)

where dVs, denotes the perturbation of the WTDiff-
invariant geometric volume and its expression was al-
ready given in equation . We can see that the pre-
viously introduced tensor Wy, (89) quantifies the depar-
ture of the generalised volume perturbation from the ge-
ometric one. ~
The only way to satisfy the constraint 6Ws, = 0 is by
choosing the variation ! of the LCD’s size parameter to
be
l3

o = 3=y (G = A) -

IW,, i 7
4(D-1)(D-2)
(92)
Plugging this expression for 4l into the general equa-
tion (88), the terms with W), cancel out and we obtain
for the perturbation of Wald entropy at fixed generalised
volume

5 __Gol?
Wlaw-o = TG o2 "

X {GW — A + 26,,60@93] (93)
At this point, we have all the ingredients to evaluate

the entanglement equilibrium condition . After some
straightforward simplifications, it reads

(Cw = Ay + 29,9, E,7,
871G (§<TW> - 55() }ﬁ“ﬁ” ~0 (94)
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We can once again remove the contractions with an ar-
bitrary, unit timelike vector field 7# (see Appendix .
Taking the trace of the equations determines the equilib-
rium value of A\ corresponding to an isoentropic pertur-
bation

D -2

L .2
5<T>—5X) + 55 Rt 5

1 - o 2 oo
) V, V7.

(95)
Plugging A back into the entanglement equilibrium con-
dition , we obtain the traceless equations

)\287TG(

- 1~ . 1=
a() - BH(” o = 871G (6<TW> — D<5<T>g,w> . (96)

where we defined H S) as the part of the symmetric tensor

H,,, linear in the Riemann tensor, i.e.,

HG) = Ry +2V,V, F 7. (97)

wov)

v
ear in the Riemann tensor (as can be seen from equa-

tion and the definition of FM”"V (87)). Therefore,
we discarded any contractions of Fﬂp“,j with the Rie-
mann tensor. The Einstein equivalence principle guar-
antees that these equations hold throughout the space-
time. We have thus recovered the linearised, semiclassical
traceless equations of motion for local, WTDiff-invariant
theory of gravity whose Lagrangian is an arbitrary func-
tion of g,, and R, . In total, we have shown that the
WTDiff-invariant thermodynamics of spacetime is fully
consistent both in the physical process and in the equi-
librium approach.

We used the fact that tensor F WP 18 itself at least lin-

C. Comparison of both approaches

To conclude this section, we briefly address the
(in)equivalence of the physical process and the entan-
glement equilibrium approaches to deriving the equa-
tions governing gravitational dynamics. While both ap-
proaches recover the gravitational dynamics from equilib-
rium conditions applied to LCDs, they differ in two key
aspects. First, the physical process approach evaluates
the equilibrium conditions for a slice of the null bound-
ary of the LCD, the entanglement equilibrium approach
does so for a spacelike ball. Second, the former approach
works in a generic curved spacetime, whereas the latter
starts in a (locally) maximally symmetric spacetime and
introduces a small perturbation of it.

In section [V] we have seen that both approaches
equivalently recover the equations of motion of Weyl
transverse gravity (although the resulting equations are
semiclassical only for the entanglement equilibrium ap-
proach). However, a difference occurs for modified theo-
ries of gravity we studied in this section. The entangle-
ment equilibrium approach allows us to derive only the



linearised equations of motion [I4], whereas the physi-
cal process approach recovers the full non-linear dynam-
ics [I5] [I6]. This outcome is not so surprising, since the
entanglement equilibrium approach linearises the equi-
librium conditions in a small perturbation away from
the locally maximally symmetric spacetime. Therefore,
we can conclude that the physical process approach and
the entanglement equilibrium approach are fundamen-
tally distinct and in general yield different results. The
reason both approaches equivalently recover the full non-
linear dynamics of Weyl transverse gravity is likely re-
lated to the strong equivalence principle, which severely
constrains the possible gravitational dynamics (as we ar-
gued, the only two possibilities are general relativity and
Weyl transverse gravity). Then it becomes possible to
infer the non-linear dynamics of Weyl transverse gravity
even from the entanglement equilibrium approach.

VII. DISCUSSION

In this work, we have constructed a framework of lo-
cal causal structures with the minimal necessary assump-
tions on the geometry and thermodynamic properties to
show that equilibrium conditions imposed on LCDs en-
code WTDiff-invariant gravitational dynamics. We have
performed the derivation in two independent ways, first
using a physical process approach and then an entan-
glement equilibrium approach. In contrast to previous
works on the subject, our derivation does not involve any
a priori assumptions about the local symmetries of grav-
ity. Furthermore, we have verified that Weyl transverse
gravity is in turn consistent with the two assumptions
necessary to derive the gravitational dynamics from ther-
modynamic tools. Indeed, we previously derived explic-
itly the Wald entropy corresponding to the of an LCD,
showing it to be indeed proportional to its (WTDiff-
invariant) area [8]. Moreover, in the present work, we
have shown how Weyl transverse gravity incorporates the
strong equivalence principle.

Our case for WTDiff invariance can then be consid-
ered fully self-consistent and completﬂ As an aside,
the entanglement equilibrium derivation also allowed us
to obtain the semiclassical equations for Weyl transverse
gravity.

19 The only bit that might appear to be missing is the explicit
emergence of Weyl symmetry from thermodynamics. Unfortu-
nately, saying anything about the behaviour of entropy of local
causal horizons under Weyl transformations already involves a
conscious choice about the behaviour of the metric §uu (that
can a priori be either Diff- or WTDiff-invariant), since entropy is
proportional to the area A measured with respect to this metric.
Therefore, the indirect arguments for Weyl invariance we offer
probably cannot be further improved within the framework we
use., although we we think that they are compelling enough on
their own.
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Independently of this main result, we have further de-
rived the equations of motion for any WTDiff-invariant

Lagrangian such that L = L (g“”, R“Vpg) from the cor-

responding Wald entropy. While our approach builds on
the methods previously developed in the Diff-invariant
setup, it has one important advantage. For the Diff-
invariant case, by deriving equations of motion from
Wald entropy one fails to recover the cosmological con-
stant, which is a fixed constant parameter in the La-
grangian. In the WTDiff-invariant setup, the Lagrangian
carries no information about the cosmological constant
(it is a global degree of freedom), and we can recover the
full equations of motion from Wald entropy.

This work should not be understood as stating that
the gravitational dynamics must be WTDiff invariant. It
is equally possible that the local equilibrium conditions
(together with the equivalence principle) simply do not
contain enough information to fully recover the dynam-
ics. Specifically, to obtain Diff-invariant gravitational dy-
namics from the local equilibrium conditions, one would
need to introduce two additional requirements; the lo-
cal energy-momentum conservation and a fixed value of
the cosmological constant. In any case, given that Weyl
transverse gravity has originally appeared in the context
of field theoretical approach to gravity [24] and as a pos-
sible resolution of some of the problems related to the
cosmological constant [30, [32], [76] [T0T], [102] (since vac-
uum energy does not gravitate), it is remarkable that
it also naturally emerges from thermodynamics of local
causal horizons.

Apart from the thermodynamic side of the paper, we
have also shown that all the standard formulations of
the equivalence principle are respected by Weyl trans-
verse gravity. It is therefore the only metric theory in
four spacetime dimensions besides general relativity that
incorporates the gravitational weak equivalence princi-
ple. Our results in regards to the equivalence principle
can be further improved. In particular, a more complete
discussion of the strong equivalence principle for Weyl
transverse gravity would be compelling. Additionally, it
might be of interest to analyse the status of the equiva-
lence principle when vacuum energy plays the role of the
test particle, both in Diff- and WTDiff-invariant gravity.

The physical process derivation of gravitational dy-
namics we introduced also allows for further generalisa-
tions. First, we have set the initial shear and expansion of
the horizon to zero. However, it has been proposed that
the equations for the gravitational dynamics can be de-
rived even with the shear terms included, as they simply
lead to further irreversible entropy production [22]. Fur-
thermore, the recent proposal for dynamical black hole
entropy suggests a way to deal with the expansion terms
as well [I0]. We intend to address both issues in a future
work. Second, the change of area of light-cone cut LCD
due to a metric perturbation in vacuum is proportional
to the Bell-Robinson tensor, which has been proposed
as a quasilocal measure of energy of the gravitational
field [47]. Then, using our physical process approach, it



should be possible to derive modified vacuum equations
for gravitational dynamics that relate the Einstein ten-
sor to the Bell-Robinson tensor. We will report on this
project in an upcoming paper.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
AA-S is funded by the Deutsche Forschungs-
gemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation)

— Project ID 51673086. ML is supported by

the DIAS Post-Doctoral Scholarship in Theoreti-
cal Physics 2024 and by the Charles University
Grant Agency project No. GAUK 90123. AA-S

and LJG acknowledge support through Grants No.
PID2020-118159 GB-C44 and PID2023-149018NB-C44
(funded by MCIN/AEI/10.13039/501100011033). LJG
also acknowledges the support of the Natural Sciences
and Engineering Research Council of Canada (NSERC).

Appendix A: Gravitational weak equivalence
principle

Herein, we prove the key requirement for the validity
of the gravitational weak equivalence principle in Weyl
transverse gravity. The condition for the principle to
hold, V* (g}w + A&My) = 0, which written in terms of

the metric perturbation ¥,, and its derivatives reads

7 (G M) = 59 2930

— VAV + G (~ VAV + B 7)

— R + 2Aiﬂ,j} , (A1)

where g, V., R, denote the corresponding back-
ground quantities. We can simplify equation (Al]) by
commuting the derivatives and using the definition of the

25

auxiliary Riemann tensor. Then, we obtain
v (g]w + A%) — 2R MV, + 2%V, R

+RAV,AY -V, (Ra;) +2AV,47. (A2)
Finally, equations applied to the vacuum back-
ground allow us to write the Ricci tensor in terms of
A, ie. Ry, =2Ag.,/ (D —2). Then, the right hand side
of equation (A2)) indeed vanishes identically.

Appendix B: Removing contractions with an
arbitrary timelike vector

Consider a regular point P in a spacetime with dimen-
sion D > 2. We prove that if f,, is a symmetric tensor
and for every timelike, unit, future-pointing vector n* it
holds f,,n*n” = 0 in P, then f,, = 0. To carry out
the proof, we introduce a local orthonormal coordinate
system defined so that the metric locally reduces to the
Minkowski one, i.e., g, = 1u.,. We choose the local di-
rection of time so that n* = 9! and denote the spatial
coordinate vectors by ef = 9%;. Since f,, is a tensor, we
can choose any coordinate system without loss of general-
ity. Next, we define the following subset of unit timelike
vectors in P

ti; =V (1 +p*+ ¢)n" + pef + qe,

where ¢, j, are natural numbers such that 0 < i < 57 <
n — 1, and p, ¢ are arbitrary real numbers. Since we
require that f,,t};t/; = 0 for every t}}, then we have for
any p, ¢ and any ¢ < j

(L+p*+ %) foo + P fii + € fi5 + 207/ (L + P + ¢2) foi
+2¢v/ (1 +p* + ¢2) fo; + 2pqfij = 0. (B2)

Thence, every coefficient in the expansion of the left hand
side in the powers of p, ¢ must be zero. The first few
conditions implied by this procedure are

foo =2pfoi = 2qfo; = p* (foo + fii)
=¢” (foo + f45) = 2pqfi; = 0.

To satisfy these requirements for every 7, j, we must have
fuv (P) =0.
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