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Curvature tensors of higher-spin gauge theories have been known for some time. In
the past, they were postulated using a generalization of the symmetry properties of the
Riemann tensor (curl on each index of a totally symmetric rank-n field for each spin-n).
For this reason they are sometimes referred to as the generalized ’Riemann’ tensors. In
this article, a method for deriving these curvature tensors from first principles is pre-
sented; the derivation is completed without any a priori knowledge of the existence of
the Riemann tensors or the curvature tensors of higher-spin gauge theories. To perform
this derivation, a recently developed procedure for deriving exactly gauge invariant La-
grangian densities from quadratic combinations of N order of derivatives and M rank
of tensor potential is applied to the N = M = n case under the spin-n gauge transfor-
mations. This procedure uniquely yields the Lagrangian for classical electrodynamics in
the N = M = 1 case and the Lagrangian for higher derivative gravity (‘Riemann’ and
‘Ricci’ squared terms) in the N = M = 2 case. It is proven here by direct calculation for
the N = M = 3 case that the unique solution to this procedure is the spin-3 curvature
tensor and its contractions. The spin-4 curvature tensor is also uniquely derived for the
N = M = 4 case. In other words, it is proven here that, for the most general linear
combination of scalars built from N derivatives and M rank of tensor potential, up to
N = M = 4, there exists a unique solution to the resulting system of linear equations
as the contracted spin-n curvature tensors. Conjectures regarding the solutions to the
higher spin-n N = M = n are discussed.
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I. MOTIVATION

Higher-spin gauge theories describing free massless fields are well established in the literature. These theories have
gauge transformations and curvature tensors that have been generalized for any spin-n model considered (Damour
and Deser, 1987; Fang and Fronsdal, 1978; Fronsdal, 1978; Sorokin, 2005; de Wit and Freedman, 1980). In the past
the curvature tensors were postulated based on symmetry properties of the Riemann tensors (by taking the curl on
each index of a totally symmetric rank-n field for each spin-n (Damour and Deser, 1987)). Here we present a method
to derive these curvature tensors from first principles; they are derived by direct calculation without any knowledge
of the existence of the Riemann tensors or curvature tensors of higher-spin gauge theories.
The higher-spin curvature tensors, sometimes referred to as the generalized ‘Riemann’ curvature tensors for their

generalization as n pairs of antisymmetric indices for each spin-n model analogous to the Riemann tensor in the n = 2
case, are independently gauge invariant under the spin-n gauge transformations. They are of particular interest in the
Maxwell-like higher spin models that consider equations built from the divergence of these curvature tensors, which
are analogous to Maxwell’s equation in the spin-1 case. The Maxwell-like higher spin models have been primarily
worked out in a series of papers by Francia et al. Bekaert et al. (2015); Francia (2012); Francia et al. (2014, 2017). The
curvature tensors also allow for the generalization of the dual formulation of higher spin models used commonly for
models built with the n = 1 field strength tensor Fµν and n = 2 Riemann tensor Rµναβ (Danehkar, 2019; Henneaux
et al., 2016). Generalization of the curvature tensors can be found in (Bekaert et al., 2006; Sorokin, 2005). In the past
these generalizations have been developed by extrapolating from the symmetries of lower spin-n models, rather than
by derivation from some general principles. The latter approach is what we will develop in this article: for each spin-n
model, we will independently and uniquely derive the curvature tensors and their contractions (the ’Ricci’ forms of
the curvature tensors) from a general linear system of scalars, without any a priori knowledge of their existence. No
knowledge of the curvature tensors or required symmetries is necessary for this procedure; only the form of the spin-n
gauge transformations given in equations (1) to (4) is needed to perform this derivation.
Recent research developed a procedure for deriving completely gauge invariant Lagrangians by considering general

linear systems of scalars under a particular gauge transformation (Baker and Kuzmin, 2019). The general Lagrangian
density is expressed in terms of free coefficients which are solved for such that the resulting Lagrangian density is
exactly gauge invariant (not only invariant up to a surface term). The scalars are built from quadratic combinations
of N order of derivatives of M rank of tensor potentials. When this procedure is applied to the N = M = 1 case and
the spin-1 gauge transformation A′

µ = Aµ+∂µξ is used, the Lagrangian L = CFµνF
µν is uniquely derived. When it is

applied to the N = M = 2 case and a spin-2 gauge transformation (linearized diffeomorphism) h′

µν = hµν+∂µξν+∂νξµ

is used, the Lagrangian L = ãRµναβR
µναβ + b̃RµνR

µν + c̃R2 is uniquely derived.
The natural question that arose was what would occur if this procedure were applied to the N = M = n case.

Since the N = M = 1 case yields the scalar FµνF
µν , built from the field strength tensor of electrodynamics, and

the N = M = 2 yields the scalars RµναβR
µναβ , RµνR

µν and R2, built from the linearized Riemann tensor and its
contractions, it was conjectured that to derive an exactly gauge invariant Lagrangian from this procedure, it would
be necessary to have contraction of independently gauge invariant ‘field strength’ (curvature) tensors. The validity of
this conjecture is further investigated in this article.
To explore the extension to N = M = n, we started with N = M = 3 under the spin-3 gauge transformation

φ′

αβρ = φαβρ + ∂αλβρ + ∂βλαρ + ∂ρλαβ , where λβρ is a symmetric gauge parameter. As in (Baker and Kuzmin,
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2019), we will only consider totally symmetric fields φ in this article, however in principle this procedure should
work for any field symmetries, such as antisymmetric field models (McKeon, 2004). In this article we will show
that, as it did for spin-1 and spin-2 in (Baker and Kuzmin, 2019), the procedure yields a solution of several scalar
invariants, which turn out to be the contracted spin-3 curvature tensor, Kτνκµχγ (Bekaert et al., 2006) (sometimes
referred to as the ‘Riemann’ tensor generalization), and its ‘Ricci’ tensors, Kτνκµ and Kτν. In other words the higher
spin curvature tensors can be derived from this procedure without a priori knowledge of their existence. Extending
this to N = M = 4 again yields the contraction of the independently gauge invariant curvature tensor Kαβγχµκντ ,
namely the spin-4 generalization of the ‘Riemann’ curvature tensor. For N = M = 5 and greater, the calculations
became too difficult for us to do by hand (since each had thousands of scalar terms in the general expression), so,
instead, conjectures about the nature of the spin-n Lagrangians, based on the cases n = 1, 2, 3, 4, are made at the
end of the article. We note that higher spin models (Maloomeh and McKeon, 2008; McKeon and Sherry, 2006)
and the Lagrangian formulation for higher spin models is well researched from various points of view (Buchbinder
and Reshetnyak, 2012; De Medeiros and Hull, 2003; Fotopoulos and Tsulaia, 2009), but primarily these consider
conventional (second order) spin-n equations of motion. Here, when we consider N = M = n models, we have terms
in the Lagrangian that are quadratic combinations of n order of derivatives and n rank of tensor potential. These
types of higher spin Lagrangians are less developed in the literature (Francia, 2010). For our purposes, we use these
Lagrangians to derive the curvature tensors of higher-spin gauge theories without any a priori knowledge of their
existence.

We acknowledge that there are several issues related to the unitary and renormalizability of higher derivative
theories, that continue to be worked out in the literature (Abe et al., 2019; Brandt et al., 2020). At no point do we
consider the higher derivative Lagrangian densities we write down for higher N = M = n cases to avoid or solve
these problems: our motivation is purely to give a derivation of the well known curvature tensors of higher spin gauge
theories without a priori knowledge of their existence, or of existence of the Riemannian tensors. We do this because
previously they have been merely postulated using a generalization of the symmetry properties of the Riemann tensor
(curl on each index of a totally symmetric rank-n field for each spin-n). Our method more naturally and independently
obtains them alongside the Riemannian tensors and electrodynamics field strength tensor, since these tensors are the
natural outcomes for the N = M = 2 and N = M = 1 derivations, respectively. The models associated to the
Lagrangian densities we use to derive the higher spin curvature tensors have no, to our knowledge, new predictive
insight of physical phenomena.

The article will be structured as follows. First, we will detail the procedure for deriving completely gauge invariant
models by considering the spin-1 case and discuss generalizations of the gauge transformations to spin-n. Next, we
will start from the general Lagrangian for the N = M = 3 case and, under the spin-3 gauge transformation, show
how this yields precisely the contractions of the ‘Riemann’ and ‘Ricci’ curvature tensors of spin-3. This process will
then be repeated for spin-4. Finally, we will provide conjectures about the behaviour of Lagrangians derived from the
procedure for N = M = n, giving some indication of how these Lagrangians will be built for the spin-n case.

II. DERIVATION OF THE CURVATURE TENSORS OF HIGHER-SPIN GAUGE THEORIES

In (Baker and Kuzmin, 2019), a procedure for deriving exactly gauge invariant Lagrangians is outlined in detail
for the case N = M = 1 and N = M = 2. This procedure involves writing down the most general scalars for each
case and solving for free coefficients such that the resulting Lagrangian density is exactly invariant under the gauge
transformation being considered. For the N = M = 1 case, for which the most general scalar is the sum of all possible
scalars of the form ∂A∂A, when the spin-1 gauge transformation A′

µ = Aµ + ∂µξ is applied, the resulting Lagrangian
is L = CFµνF

µν . For the N = M = 2 case, for which the most general scalar is the sum of all possible scalars of the
form ∂∂h∂∂h, when the spin-2 gauge transformation h′

µν = hµν + ∂µξν + ∂νξµ is applied, the resulting Lagrangian
decouples into three independently gauge invariant scalars that turn out to be the linearized ’Riemann’ and ‘Ricci’
tensors; L = ãRµναβR

µναβ+ b̃RµνR
µν+ c̃R2. The obvious next step is to generalize the procedure for the N = M = n

case. This generalization, as we will show, can be used to derive the curvature tensors of higher-spin gauge theories
without any a priori knowledge of their existence. Since the generalization of the scalars is fixed by the procedure,
the only required input is the gauge transformation which we require the models to be invariant under. For this,
we require the spin-n gauge transformations that are adopted in the literature (Bekaert et al., 2006; Sorokin, 2005).
These generalizations are of the form

A′

µ = Aµ + ∂µξ (1)
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h′

µν = hµν + ∂µξν + ∂νξµ (2)

φ′

αβρ = φαβρ + ∂αλβρ + ∂βλαρ + ∂ρλαβ (3)

φ′

βχκτ = φβχκτ + ∂βλχκτ + ∂χλβκτ + ∂κλβχτ + ∂τλβχκ (4)

where the potentials, φ, and the gauge parameters, λ, are completely symmetric in all indices; this generalization
continues to all n. We now have everything we need to apply the procedure for the N = M = n case.

A. Scalars built from contracted spin-n curvature tensors for N = M = 3

For the N = M = 3 case, the most general Lagrangian density is the sum of all possible unique scalars of the form
∂∂∂φ∂∂∂φ. This set of unique scalars is obtained by considering all the possible summation patterns that could occur
in a scalar of the form ∂∂∂φ∂∂∂φ. First, recognize that each scalar is the contraction of two terms, ∂∂∂φ and ∂∂∂φ.
Let us call these terms A and B. We can then group the possible scalars into four categories: scalars in which A and
B each have 6 free indices (i.e. all the summation occurs between A and B, not within either), scalars in which A

and B each have 4 free indices (i.e. summation occurs between A and B as well as within each), scalars in which A

and B each have 2 free indices, and scalars in which A and B each have no free indices. Now, within each category,
we consider all the possible ways the indices can sum. It is possible that an index on a derivative in A sums with an
index on another derivative in A, with an index on φ in A, with an index on a derivative in B, or with an index on
φ in B. Since φ is symmetric, these are the only unique possibilities. Likewise, it is possible that an index on φ in A

sums with another index on φ in A, with an index on a derivative in A, with an index on φ in B, or with an index on
a derivative in B.
Using these possibilities, we form all possible combinations of index sums within the contraction such that the

resulting A and B terms have the given number of free indices. By writing out a term for each possible summation
pattern within each category, we obtain a comprehensive set of all the unique scalars of the form ∂∂∂φ∂∂∂φ. This
set leads to the most general Lagrangian density

L = C1∂χ∂τ∂κφγµν∂
χ∂τ∂κφγµν + C2∂χ∂τ∂κφγµν∂

χ∂τ∂γφκµν + C3∂χ∂τ∂κφγµν∂
χ∂µ∂νφκτγ

+ C4∂χ∂τ∂κφγµν∂
γ∂µ∂νφχτκ + C5∂χ∂τ∂κφ

χµν∂γ∂
κ∂τφγ

µν + C6∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂µ∂ν∂γφ

γκτ

+ C7∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂κ∂µ∂γφ

γτ
ν + C8∂χ∂τ∂κφ

χµν∂γ∂
γ∂κφτ

µν + C9∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂γ∂

γ∂νφ
κτ
µ

+ C10∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂τ∂κ∂µφ

γ
γν + C11∂χ∂τ∂κφ

χµν∂τ∂µ∂νφ
γκ
γ + C12∂χ∂

χ∂κφ
τγµ∂ν∂

ν∂κφτγµ

+ C13∂χ∂
χ∂κφ

τγµ∂ν∂
ν∂γφ

κ
τµ + C14∂χ∂

χ∂κφ
τγµ∂τ∂γ∂µφ

νκ
ν + C15∂χ∂

χ∂κφ
τγµ∂κ∂γ∂µφ

ν
ντ

+ C16∂χ∂κ∂τφ
γν
γ ∂χ∂κ∂τφµ

µν + C17∂χ∂κ∂τφ
γν
γ ∂ν∂

χ∂κφµτ
µ + C18∂χ∂τ∂κφ

χτ
γ ∂µ∂ν∂

κφµνγ

+ C19∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χτγ∂µ∂ν∂γφ

µνκ + C20∂χ∂
χ∂τφ

τκ
γ ∂ν∂

ν∂µφ
µγ
κ + C21∂χ∂

χ∂τφ
τκγ∂κ∂γ∂νφ

µν
µ

+ C22∂χ∂
χ∂τφ

τκγ∂κ∂µ∂νφ
µν
γ + C23∂χ∂

χ∂τφ
τκγ∂κ∂ν∂

νφµ
µγ + C24∂χ∂τ∂κφ

γκ
γ ∂χ∂τ∂νφ

µν
µ

+ C25∂χ∂τ∂κφ
γκ
γ ∂χ∂µ∂νφ

µντ + C26∂χ∂τ∂κφ
γκ
γ ∂ν∂

ν∂χφµτ
µ + C27∂χ∂

χ∂τφ
γκ
γ ∂τ∂µ∂νφ

µν
κ

+ C28∂χ∂
χ∂τφ

γκ
γ ∂κ∂µ∂νφ

µντ + C29∂χ∂
χ∂τφ

γκ
γ ∂ν∂

ν∂τφµ
µκ + C30∂χ∂

χ∂τφ
γκ
γ ∂ν∂

ν∂κφ
µτ
µ

+ C31∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χτκ∂µ∂ν∂γφ

µνγ + C32∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χτκ

�∂νφγ
γν + C33�∂τφ

χτ
χ �∂νφγ

γν ,

(5)

where � = ∂α∂
α. Note that, in the scalars multiplied by constants C1 through C4, A and B have 6 free indices, in the

scalars multiplied by constants C5 through C17, A and B have 4 free indices, in the scalars multiplied by constants
C18 through C30, A and B have 2 free indices, and in the scalars multiplied by constants C31 through C33, A and B

have 0 free indices. This sorting is intentional: we will see that, as in the case of N = M = 2, these linear systems
will decouple into factored curvature tensors of the ‘Riemann’ and ‘Ricci’ types. For clarity, we will treat these 4
types separately, as the L6, L4, L2 and L0 parts, respectively, of the general scalar, where the subscript refers to the
number of free indices on A and B in the scalars of the given part. We can do this because the linear system of scalars
identically decouples, with independent solutions for each of these four parts (there is no mixing between these four
types of terms in the linear system of equations). Thus, for the above expression, we have L = L6 + L4 + L2 + L0.
Next we need to apply the gauge transformation φ′

αβρ = φαβρ + ∂αλβρ + ∂βλαρ + ∂ρλαβ to the general scalar and
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solve for the free coefficients such that the remaining expression is exactly gauge invariant.

1. Solving the L6 system of linear equations for spin-3

Applying this transformation to L6 and combining like terms yields

L6 = C1∂χ∂τ∂κφγµν∂
χ∂τ∂κφγµν + C2∂χ∂τ∂κφγµν∂

χ∂τ∂γφκµν + C3∂χ∂τ∂κφγµν∂
χ∂µ∂νφκτγ

+ C4∂χ∂τ∂κφγµν∂
γ∂µ∂νφχτκ +

(

6C1 + 2C2

)

∂χ∂τ∂κ∂γλµν∂
χ∂τ∂κφγµν

+
(

3C1 + C2

)

∂χ∂τ∂κ∂γλµν∂
χ∂τ∂κ∂γλµν +

(

6C1 + 6C2 + 4C3

)

∂χ∂τ∂κ∂γλµν∂
χ∂τ∂κ∂µλγν

+
(

4C2 + 4C3

)

∂χ∂τ∂κφγµν∂
χ∂τ∂γ∂µλκν +

(

2C2 + 5C3 + 9C4

)

∂χ∂τ∂κ∂µλγµ∂
χ∂τ∂γ∂µλκν

+
(

2C3 + 6C4

)

∂χ∂τ∂κφγµν∂
χ∂µ∂ν∂γλκτ .

(6)

The linear system of coefficients in front of the gauge parameter terms has the solution C1 = −C4, C2 = 3C4,
C3 = −3C4 and C4 = C4 = Ã. Using this solution, the terms that depend on the gauge parameter all cancel and we
are left with a gauge invariant expression. Remarkably, the remaining terms exactly factor into two independent 6
index tensors:

L6 = Ã
(

∂χ∂τ∂κφγµν + ∂γ∂τ∂µφχκν + ∂γ∂ν∂κφχµτ + ∂χ∂ν∂µφγκτ

− ∂γ∂ν∂µφχκτ − ∂χ∂τ∂µφγκν − ∂χ∂ν∂κφγµτ − ∂γ∂τ∂κφχµν

)

×
(

∂χ∂τ∂κφγµν + ∂τ∂µ∂γφκχν + ∂κ∂ν∂γφχτµ + ∂χ∂µ∂νφκτγ

− ∂γ∂µ∂νφχτκ − ∂χ∂τ∂µφκνγ − ∂κ∂χ∂νφτµγ − ∂τ∂κ∂γφχµν
)

.

(7)

This is exactly the contraction of the spin-3 ‘Riemann’ curvature tensor, Kτνκµχγ , in equation (24)! Therefore we
have derived the spin-3 ’Riemann’ curvature tensors by direct calculation. The contribution L6 has a unique gauge
invariant solution, which is the contraction of the spin-3 curvature tensor: L6 = C4KτνκµχγK

τνκµχγ .

2. Solving the L4 system of linear equations for spin-3

Applying φ′

αβρ = φαβρ + ∂αλβρ + ∂βλαρ + ∂ρλαβ to L4 and combining like terms yields
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L4 = C5

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂γ∂

κ∂τφγ
µν

)

+ C6

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂µ∂ν∂γφ

γκτ
)

+ C7

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂κ∂µ∂γφ

γτ
ν

)

+ C8

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂κ

�φτ
µν

)

+ C9

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂ν�φκτ

µ

)

+ C10

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂τ∂κ∂µφ

γ
γν

)

+ C11

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂τ∂µ∂νφ

γκ
γ

)

+ C12

(

∂κ�φτγµ∂κ
�φτγµ

)

+ C13

(

∂κ�φτγµ∂γ�φκ
τµ

)

+ C14

(

∂κ�φτγµ∂τ∂γ∂µφ
νκ
ν

)

+ C15

(

∂κ�φτγµ∂κ∂γ∂µφ
ν
ντ

)

+ C16

(

∂χ∂κ∂τφ
γν
γ ∂χ∂κ∂τφµ

µν

)

+ C17

(

∂χ∂κ∂τφ
γν
γ ∂ν∂

χ∂κφµτ
µ

)

+
(

2C5 + C8

)(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂κ∂τ

�λµν

)

+
(

4C5 + 2C7 + 2C10

)(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂γ∂

κ∂τ∂µλ
γ
ν

)

+
(

2C6 + C9

)(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂µ∂ν�λκτ

)

+
(

4C6 + 2C7 + 2C11

)(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂µ∂ν∂γ∂

κλγτ
)

+
(

2C7 + 2C8 + 2C9

)(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂κ∂µ�λτ

ν

)

+
(

C8 + 6C12 + 2C13

)(

∂κ�φτγµ∂κ∂τ�λγµ

)

+
(

2C8 + C9 + 2C15

)(

∂κ�φτγµ∂κ∂γ∂µ∂
νλτν

)

+
(

C9 + 4C13

)(

∂κ�φτγµ∂γ∂τ�λκ
µ

)

+
(

C9 + 2C14

)(

∂κ�φτγµ∂τ∂γ∂µ∂
νλκ

ν

)

+
(

C10 + C11

)(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χµν∂τ∂µ∂ν∂

κλγ
γ

)

+
(

C10 + 2C15

)(

∂κ∂
γ
�λτµ∂κ∂γ∂µφ

ν
ντ

)

+
(

C10 + 2C11 + 4C17

)(

∂χ∂κ∂τφ
γν
γ ∂ν∂

χ∂κ∂µλτ
µ

)

+
(

C10 + 4C16

)(

∂χ∂κ∂τφ
γν
γ ∂χ∂κ∂τ∂µλνµ

)

+
(

C11 + 3C14 + C15

)(

∂κ∂
τ
�λγµ∂τ∂γ∂µφ

νκ
ν

)

+
(

C14 + C15

)(

∂κ�φτγµ∂τ∂γ∂µ∂
κλν

ν

)

+
(

2C16 + 2C17

)(

∂χ∂κ∂τφ
γν
γ ∂ν∂

χ∂κ∂τλµ
µ

)

+
(

C5 + C8 + 3C12 + C13

)(

∂κ∂
γ
�λτµ∂γ∂

κ
�λτµ

)

+
(

4C5 + 2C7 + 4C8 + 2C9 + 2C10 + 4C15

)(

∂κ∂
γ
�λτµ∂κ∂γ∂µ∂

νλτν

)

+
(

2C5 + C7 + 2C10 + 4C16

)(

∂χ∂κ∂τ∂
γλν

γ∂
χ∂κ∂τ∂µλνµ

)

+
(

2C5 + 4C6 + 3C7 + 2C10 + 4C11 + 4C17

)(

∂χ∂κ∂τ∂
γλν

γ∂ν∂
χ∂κ∂µλτ

µ

)

+
(

C6 + C9 + 2C13

)(

∂τ∂κ�λµν∂µ∂ν�λκτ
)

+
(

C10 + C11 + 3C14 + 3C15

)(

∂κ∂
τ
�λγµ∂τ∂γ∂µ∂

κλν
ν

)

+
(

4C6 + 2C7 + 2C8 + 4C9 + 2C11 + 6C14 + 2C15

)(

∂κ∂
τ
�λγµ∂κ∂γ∂µ∂

νλτν

)

+
(

C7 + 2C8 + 2C9 + 6C12 + 6C13

)(

∂κ∂
τ
�λγµ∂γ∂

κ
�λτµ

)

+
(

2C10 + 2C11 + 4C16 + 4C17

)(

∂χ∂τ∂κ∂
µλχν∂τ∂µ∂ν∂

κλγ
γ

)

+
(

C16 + C17

)(

∂χ∂κ∂τ∂
νλγ

γ∂ν∂
χ∂κ∂τλµ

µ

)

,

(8)

which has the solution C5 = −2C17, C6 = 2C17, C7 = 0, C8 = 4C17, C9 = −4C17, C10 = 4C17, C11 = −4C17,
C12 = −C17, C13 = C17, C14 = 2C17, C15 = −2C17, C16 = −C17 and C17 = C17 = B̃. Using this solution, the terms
that depend on the gauge parameter all cancel and we are left with a gauge invariant expression. Remarkably, the
remaining terms exactly factor into two independent 4 index tensors:

L4 = B̃
(

∂ν
�φτκµ + ∂µ∂ν∂τφγκ

γ + ∂χ∂
τ∂κφχµν + ∂χ∂

µ∂κφχτν

− ∂κ
�φτνµ − ∂µ∂κ∂τφγν

γ − ∂χ∂
τ∂νφχµκ − ∂χ∂

µ∂νφχτκ
)

×
(

∂ν�φτκµ + ∂ν∂τ∂µφ
γ
γκ + ∂τ∂κ∂

χφχµν + ∂µ∂κ∂
χφχτν

− ∂κ�φντµ − ∂τ∂κ∂µφ
γ
γν − ∂µ∂ν∂

χφχτκ − ∂τ∂ν∂
χφχµκ

)

.

(9)

But this is exactly the contraction of the first spin-3 ‘Ricci’ curvature tensor, Kνκτµ! Therefore, L4 has a unique
gauge invariant solution, which is the contraction of the first spin-3 ‘Ricci’ curvature tensor: L4 = B̃4KνκτµK

νκτµ.

3. Solving the L2 system of linear equations for spin-3

Applying φ′

αβρ = φαβρ + ∂αλβρ + ∂βλαρ + ∂ρλαβ to L2 and combining like terms yields
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L2 = C18

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χτ
γ ∂µ∂ν∂

κφµνγ
)

+ C19

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χτγ∂µ∂ν∂γφ

µνκ
)

+ C20

(

∂τ�φτκ
γ ∂µ�φµγ

κ

)

+ C21

(

∂τ�φτκγ∂κ∂γ∂νφ
µν
µ

)

+ C22

(

∂τ�φτκγ∂κ∂µ∂νφ
µν
γ

)

+ C23

(

∂τ�φτκγ∂κ�φµ
µγ

)

+ C24

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
γκ
γ ∂χ∂τ∂νφ

µν
µ

)

+ C25

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
γκ
γ ∂χ∂µ∂νφ

µντ
)

+ C26

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
γκ
γ �∂χφµτ

µ

)

+ C27

(

�∂τφ
γκ
γ ∂τ∂µ∂νφ

µν
κ

)

+ C28

(

�∂τφ
γκ
γ ∂κ∂µ∂νφ

µντ
)

+ C29

(

∂τ�φγκ
γ ∂τ

�φµ
µκ

)

+ C30

(

∂τ�φγκ
γ ∂κ�φµτ

µ

)

+
(

4C18 + C22 + 2C27

)(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χτ
γ ∂ν∂

κ
�λνγ

)

+
(

2C18 + 2C19 + 2C25

)(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χτγ∂µ∂ν∂γ∂

κλµν
)

+
(

4C19 + C22 + 2C28

)(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χτγ∂ν∂γ�λνκ

)

+ 2C20

(

∂τ�φτκ
γ ��λγ

κ

)

+
(

4C20 + 2C22 + 2C23

)(

∂τ�φτκ
γ ∂µ∂

γ
�λµ

κ

)

+
(

2C21 + C22

)(

∂τ�φτκγ∂κ∂γ∂ν∂
µλν

µ

)

+
(

C21 + C23

)(

∂τ�φτκγ∂κ∂γ�λµ
µ

)

+
(

2C21 + 2C25 + 2C26

)(

∂τ∂
κ
�λτγ∂κ∂γ∂νφ

µν
µ

)

+ C21

(

��λκγ∂κ∂γ∂νφ
µν
µ

)

+ C22

(

��λκγ∂κ∂µ∂νφ
µν
γ

)

+
(

C23 + 2C27 + 4C29

)(

∂τ∂
κ
�λτγ∂κ�φµ

µγ

)

+ C23

(

��λκγ∂κ�φµ
µγ

)

+
(

C23 + 2C28 + 4C30

)(

∂τ�φγκ
γ ∂κ∂

µ
�λτ

µ

)

+
(

4C24 + C25

)(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
γκ
γ ∂χ∂τ∂ν∂

µλν
µ

)

+
(

C25 + C27 + C28

)(

∂τ∂
κ
�λγ

γ∂κ∂µ∂νφ
µντ

)

+
(

2C24 + C26

)(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
γκ
γ ∂χ∂τ

�λµ
µ

)

+
(

2C26 + C27 + C28

)(

�∂τφ
γκ
γ ∂κ∂µ∂ν∂

τλµν
)

+
(

C26 + 2C29 + 2C30

)(

∂τ�φγκ
γ ∂κ∂

τ
�λµ

µ

)

+
(

C24 + C26 + C29 + C30

)(

∂τ∂
κ
�λγ

γ∂κ∂
τ
�λµ

µ

)

+
(

4C18 + 2C20 + 2C22 + 2C23 + 4C27 + 4C29

)(

∂τ∂κ�λτ
γ∂ν∂

κ
�λνγ

)

+
(

4C18 + 4C19 + 4C21 + 2C22 + 4C25 + 4C26 + 2C27 + 2C28

)(

∂τ∂κ�λτ
γ∂µ∂ν∂

κ∂γλµν
)

+
(

C18 + C19 + 4C24 + 2C25

)(

∂χ∂τ∂κ∂
γλκ

γ∂
χ∂µ∂ν∂

τλµν
)

+
(

4C19 + 2C20 + 2C22 + 2C23 + 4C28 + 4C30

)(

∂τ∂
γ
�λκ

γ∂κ∂
µ
�λτ

µ

)

+
(

4C20 + 2C22 + 2C23

)(

∂τ∂
κ
�λτ

γ��λγ
κ

)

+ C20

(

��λκ
γ��λγ

κ

)

+
(

2C21 + 2C23 + 2C25 + 2C26 + 2C27 + 2C28 + 4C29 + 4C30

)(

∂τ∂
γ
�λκ

γ∂κ∂
τ
�λµ

µ

)

+
(

2C21 + C22

)(

��λκγ∂κ∂γ∂ν∂
µλν

µ

)

+
(

C21 + C23

)(

��λκγ∂κ∂γ�λµ
µ

)

+
(

4C24 + C25 + 2C26 + C27 + C28

)(

∂τ∂
κ
�λγ

γ∂κ∂µ∂ν∂
τλµν

)

,

(10)

which has the solution C18 = C18 = C̃, C19 = −C̃, C20 = 0, C21 = 0, C22 = 0, C23 = 0, C24 = 0, C25 = 0, C26 = 0,
C27 = −2C̃, C28 = 2C̃, C29 = C̃, and C30 = −C̃. Using this solution, the terms that depend on the gauge parameter
all cancel and we are left with a gauge invariant expression. Remarkably, the remaining terms exactly factor into two
independent 2 index tensors:

L2 = C̃
(

∂µ∂ν∂
κφµνγ − ∂µ∂ν∂

γφµνκ + ∂γ
�φµκ

µ − ∂κ
�φµγ

µ

)

×
(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χτ
γ − ∂χ∂τ∂γφ

χτ
κ −�∂κφ

χ
χγ +�∂γφ

χ
χκ

)

.
(11)

But this is exactly the contraction of the second spin-3 ‘Ricci’ curvature tensor, Kκγ ! Therefore, L2 has a unique
gauge invariant solution, which is the contraction of the second spin-3 ‘Ricci’ curvature tensor: L2 = C̃KκγKκγ .

4. Solving the L0 system of linear equations for spin-3

Applying φ′

αβρ = φαβρ + ∂αλβρ + ∂βλαρ + ∂ρλαβ to L0 and combining like terms yields

L0 = C31

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χτκ∂µ∂ν∂γφ

µνγ
)

+ C32

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χτκ

�∂νφγ
γν

)

+ C33

(

�∂τφ
χτ
χ �∂νφγ

γν

)

+
(

6C31 + 2C32

)(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χτκ∂µ∂ν�λνµ

)

+ C32

(

∂χ∂τ∂κφ
χτκ

��λγ
γ

)

+
(

3C32 + 4C33

)(

�∂τφ
χτ
χ �∂ν∂γλνγ

)

+ 2C33

(

�∂τφ
χτ
χ ��λγ

γ

)

+
(

9C31 + 6C32 + 4C33

)(

∂τ∂κ�λτκ∂µ∂ν�λνµ
)

+
(

3C32 + 4C33

)(

�∂τ∂
χλτ

χ��λγ
γ

)

+ C33

(

��λχ
χ��λγ

γ

)

,

(12)



8

which has the solution C31 = C32 = C33 = 0. Thus, L0 = 0. This result is easily understood, since spin-n models for
n = odd will have a scalar curvature tensor equal to zero, as in the case of electrodynamics, where F = ηµνF

µν = 0.
Therefore, combining all parts, the Lagrangian density for the spin-3 case is

L = ÃKτνκµχγKτνκµχγ + B̃KτνκχKτνκχ + C̃KνχKνχ. (13)

B. Scalars built from contracted spin-n curvature tensors for N = M = 4

For the N = M = 4 case, the most general Lagrangian density is the sum of all possible unique scalars of the form
∂∂∂∂φ∂∂∂∂φ. This set of unique scalars is obtained by considering all the possible summation patterns that could
occur in a scalar of the form ∂∂∂∂φ∂∂∂∂φ. This is done using exactly the same method as for the N = M = 3 case,
except that, for N = M = 4, there are more possible summation patterns since there are 4 derivatives and 4 indices
on φ. Again we consider each scalar as a contraction of two terms which we call A and B and we group the possible
scalars into categories based on the free indices of A and B. In this case, it is possible for A and B to have 8, 6, 4, 2 or
0 free indices, so we have 5 categories. Next, as before, within each category, we consider all the possible contractions.
By writing out a term for each possible summation pattern within each category, we obtain a comprehensive set of
all the unique scalars of the form ∂∂∂∂φ∂∂∂∂φ.

Again, the system of linear equations which is solved to find the values of the constant coefficients of L will decouple
into independent linear systems based on the number of free indices (8, 6, 4, 2 or 0) on the A and B terms in the
scalars the coefficients multiply. Therefore, we will again treat the most general Lagrangian density as the sum of the
five types of Lagrangian densities; the most general Lagrangian density for the spin-4 case will then be of the form
L = L8+L6+L4+L2+L0. For brevity (and because performing this calculation entirely by hand is a bit crazy), we
will only directly solve for L8, since we know from the N = M = 2 and N = M = 3 cases that the remaining terms
are built from contractions of the ‘Riemann’ curvature tensor. The most general representation of L8 is

L8 = D1∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ∂
α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ +D2∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ∂

α∂γ∂µ∂τφβχκν

+D3∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ∂
α∂γ∂κ∂τφβχµν +D4∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ∂

α∂χ∂κ∂τφβγµν

+D5∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ∂
β∂χ∂κ∂τφαγµν .

(14)

Next, we need to apply the gauge transformation φ′

βχκτ = φβχκτ+∂βλχκτ+∂χλβκτ+∂κλβχτ+∂τλβχκ to the general
scalar and solve for the free coefficients such that the remaining expression is exactly gauge invariant. Applying this
transformation to L8 and combining like terms yields

L8 = D1

(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ∂
α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ

)

+D2

(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ∂
α∂γ∂µ∂τφβχκν

)

+D3

(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ∂
α∂γ∂κ∂τφβχµν

)

+D4

(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ∂
α∂χ∂κ∂τφβγµν

)

+D5

(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ∂
β∂χ∂κ∂τφαγµν

)

+
(

8D1 + 2D2

)(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ∂
α∂γ∂µ∂ν∂βλχκτ

)

+
(

8D5 + 2D4

)(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ∂
β∂χ∂κ∂τ∂αλγµν

)

+
(

6D4 + 4D3

)(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ∂
α∂γ∂κ∂τ∂βλχµν

)

+
(

4D3 + 6D2

)(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ∂
α∂γ∂µ∂τ∂βλχκν

)

+
(

2D3 + 16D5 + 7D4

)(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂ν∂βλχκτ∂
α∂γ∂κ∂τ∂χλβµν

)

+
(

9D4 + 10D3 + 6D2

)(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂ν∂χλβκτ∂
α∂χ∂κ∂τ∂γλβµν

)

+
(

12D1 + 9D2 + 4D3

)(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂ν∂βλχκτ∂
α∂γ∂µ∂ν∂χλβκτ

)

+
(

4D1 +D2

)(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂ν∂τλβχκ∂
α∂γ∂µ∂τ∂νλβχκ

)

.

(15)

The linear system of coefficients has the solution D1 = D1 = D̃, D2 = −4D̃, D3 = 6D̃, D4 = −4D̃ and D5 = D̃.
Using this solution, the terms that depend on the gauge parameter all cancel and we are left with a gauge invariant
expression. Remarkably, the remaining terms exactly factor into two independent 8 index tensors:
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L8 = D̃
(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ + ∂α∂γ∂κ∂τφβχµν + ∂α∂µ∂χ∂τφβκγν + ∂α∂ν∂χ∂κφβτγµ

+ ∂γ∂µ∂β∂τφχκαν + ∂γ∂ν∂β∂κφχταµ + ∂µ∂ν∂β∂χφκταγ + ∂β∂χ∂κ∂τφαγµν

− ∂α∂γ∂µ∂τφβχκν − ∂α∂γ∂ν∂κφβχτµ − ∂α∂µ∂ν∂χφβκτγ − ∂γ∂µ∂ν∂βφχκτα

− ∂α∂χ∂κ∂τφβγµν − ∂γ∂β∂κ∂τφχαµν − ∂µ∂β∂χ∂τφκαγν − ∂ν∂β∂χ∂κφταγµ
)

×

(

∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ + ∂α∂γ∂κ∂τφβχµν + ∂α∂χ∂µ∂τφβγκν + ∂α∂χ∂κ∂νφβγµτ

+ ∂β∂γ∂µ∂τφαχκν + ∂β∂γ∂κ∂νφαχµτ + ∂β∂χ∂µ∂νφαγκτ + ∂β∂χ∂κ∂τφαγµν

− ∂α∂γ∂µ∂τφβχκν − ∂α∂γ∂κ∂νφβχµτ − ∂α∂χ∂µ∂νφβγκτ − ∂β∂γ∂µ∂νφαχκτ

− ∂α∂χ∂κ∂τφβγµν − ∂β∂γ∂κ∂τφαχµν − ∂β∂χ∂µ∂τφαγκν − ∂β∂χ∂κ∂νφαγµτ

)

.

(16)

But this is exactly the contraction of the spin-4 ‘Riemann’ curvature tensor, Kαβγχµκντ , in equation (25)! Therefore
we have derived the spin-4 ’Riemann’ curvature tensor by direct calculation. The contribution L8 has a unique gauge
invariant solution, which is the contraction of the spin-4 ‘Riemann’ curvature tensor: L8 = D̃KαβγχµκντKαβγχµκντ .

In order to determine the possible form of the remaining spin-4 scalars, we will contract the curvature tensor in
equation (25); these contractions are known so we include them only for completeness. First, to find the rank 6 ‘Ricci’
curvature tensor, we contract ηαβK

αγβχµκντ to yield

Kγχµκντ = ∂µ∂ν
�φγχκτ + ∂κ∂τ

�φγχµν + ∂α∂
µ∂χ∂τφγκαν + ∂α∂

ν∂χ∂κφγταµ

+ ∂α∂
µ∂γ∂τφχκαν + ∂α∂

ν∂γ∂κφχταµ + ∂µ∂ν∂γ∂χφακτ
α + ∂γ∂χ∂κ∂τφαµν

α

− ∂µ∂τ
�φγχκν − ∂ν∂κ

�φγχτµ − ∂α∂
µ∂ν∂χφγκτα − ∂α∂

µ∂ν∂γφχκτα

− ∂α∂
χ∂κ∂τφγαµν

− ∂α∂
γ∂κ∂τφχαµν

− ∂µ∂γ∂χ∂τφακν
α − ∂ν∂γ∂χ∂κφατµ

α .

(17)

This expression has the symmetries Kγχµκντ = Kχγµκντ = Kγχντµκ = −Kγχκµντ = −Kγχµκτν. There are three
possible rank 4 contractions for the second ‘Ricci’ curvature, although two are redundant (not independent). The
first (18) is found by contracting one of the indices in the symmetric pair and one in one of the antisymmetric
pairs ηκµK

µχκγντ . The second (19) is found by contracting one of the indices from each of the antisymmetric pairs
ηµκK

χγµνκτ . The third that is equivalent to the first (18) is found by contracting both the indices of the symmetric
pair ηκµK

κµχγντ . The rank 4 tensors are:

Kχγντ = 2∂χ∂ν
�φκγτ

κ + 2∂γ∂τ
�φκχν

κ + 2∂κ∂α∂
χ∂τφκγαν + 2∂κ∂α∂

ν∂γφκταχ

− 2∂χ∂τ
�φκγν

κ − 2∂ν∂γ
�φκτχ

κ − 2∂κ∂α∂
χ∂νφκγτα − 2∂κ∂α∂

γ∂τφκαχν ,
(18)

K̂χγντ = ��φχγντ + ∂ν∂τ
�φκχγ

κ + ∂κ∂α∂
γ∂τφχνακ + ∂α∂κ∂

γ∂νφχτακ

+ ∂α∂κ∂
χ∂τφγνακ + ∂α∂κ∂

χ∂νφγτακ + ∂χ∂γ
�φαντ

α + ∂χ∂γ∂ν∂τφακ
ακ

− ∂κ∂
τ
�φχγνκ

− ∂κ∂
ν
�φχγτκ

− ∂α∂
γ
�φχντα

− ∂α∂
χ
�φγντα

− ∂α∂
γ∂ν∂τφκχα

κ − ∂α∂
χ∂ν∂τφκγα

κ − ∂κ∂
χ∂γ∂τφανκ

α − ∂κ∂
χ∂γ∂νφατκ

α ,

(19)

where Kχγντ in (18) has symmetries and anti-symmetries K̄χγντ = Kντχγ = −Kγχντ = −Kχγτν and K̂χγντ in
(19) has symmetries K̂χγντ = K̂γχντ = K̂χγτν = K̂ντχγ . Contracting either of ηχγK̂

χγντ (19) or ηγχK̄
χνγτ (18)

yields the same, unique, rank 2 tensor,

Kντ = 2��φγντ
γ + 2∂ν∂τ

�φκγ
κγ + 2∂κ∂α∂γ∂

τφγνακ + 2∂α∂κ∂γ∂
νφγτακ

− 2∂κ∂
τ
�φγνκ

γ − 2∂κ∂
ν
�φγτκ

γ − 2∂α∂γ�φγντα − 2∂α∂γ∂
ν∂τφκγα

κ ,
(20)

with symmetry Kντ = Kτν. As in the case of the standard (spin-2 curvature) Riemann tensor, we can derive a
nonzero scalar curvature from this by contracting ητνK

ντ , which yields
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K = 2��φατ
ατ + 2∂κ∂α∂γ∂τφ

κταγ
− 4∂κ∂α�φτκα

τ . (21)

Therefore, in the case of spin-4, we have a Lagrangian of the form L = L8 + L6 + L4 + L2 + L0, where the
L4 contribution has two different possible contractions. The most general Lagrangian possible for spin-4 is then
L = D̃KαβγχµκντKαβγχµκντ + ẼKγχµκντKγχµκντ +ΣjF̃jK

χγντ
Kχγντ + G̃KντKντ + H̃K2, where ΣjF̃jK

χγντ
Kχγντ

represents all possible scalars built from the rank 4 curvature tensors. The 2 different curvature tensors Kχγντ and
K̂χγντ present an ambiguity problem not observed in the lower spin-n models. We investigated this ambiguity by
considering the most general scalar for rank 4 curvature tensors. The scalars built from each of these 2 curvature
tensors are indeed solutions to the resulting linear system. Therefore we will not attempt to select one of these
expressions as being superior to the others. This result shows that the curvature scalars for higher spin models can
have more than one combination at each rank of curvature tensor.

C. Scalars built from contracted spin-n curvature tensors for N = M = n

We have shown by direct calculation that the curvature tensors of higher-spin gauge theories (Bekaert et al., 2006;
Sorokin, 2005) can be derived from the procedure in (Baker and Kuzmin, 2019) without any a priori knowledge of
their existence:

F [µν] = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ, (22)

R[µν][αβ] = ∂µ∂βhνα + ∂ν∂αhµβ − ∂µ∂αhνβ − ∂ν∂βhµα, (23)

K [τν][κµ][χγ] = ∂χ∂τ∂κφγµν + ∂τ∂µ∂γφκχν + ∂κ∂ν∂γφχτµ + ∂χ∂µ∂νφκτγ

− ∂γ∂µ∂νφχτκ − ∂χ∂τ∂µφκνγ − ∂κ∂χ∂νφτµγ − ∂τ∂κ∂γφχµν ,
(24)

K [αβ][γχ][µκ][ντ ] = ∂α∂γ∂µ∂νφβχκτ + ∂α∂γ∂κ∂τφβχµν + ∂α∂µ∂χ∂τφβκγν + ∂α∂ν∂χ∂κφβτγµ

+ ∂γ∂µ∂β∂τφχκαν + ∂γ∂ν∂β∂κφχταµ + ∂µ∂ν∂β∂χφκταγ + ∂β∂χ∂κ∂τφαγµν

− ∂α∂γ∂µ∂τφβχκν
− ∂α∂γ∂ν∂κφβχτµ

− ∂α∂µ∂ν∂χφβκτγ
− ∂γ∂µ∂ν∂βφχκτα

− ∂α∂χ∂κ∂τφβγµν − ∂γ∂β∂κ∂τφχαµν − ∂µ∂β∂χ∂τφκαγν − ∂ν∂β∂χ∂κφταγµ,

(25)

where the curvatures K have n pairs of antisymmetric indices for each spin-n that are symmetric under interchange,
and the tensor potentials φ are all totally symmetric. Note that equations (22) and (23), the electrodynamic field
strength and linearized Riemann tensor, were derived using this procedure in (Baker and Kuzmin, 2019).
Since we cannot compute the Lagrangian densities built from curvature tensors of all spin-n models from the

N = M = n procedure, we can at best give some conjectures as to the expected form of these Lagrangian densities,
based on the n = 1 through n = 4 cases. What we know is that the procedure is well defined for all n for which
the gauge transformations are generalized by equations (1) to (4). Since n corresponds to the number of derivatives
and the number of indices on the tensor potential, we can generalize L at each n using the notation ∂µn

= ∂µ . . . ∂α,
which is a product of n partial derivatives, and φνn = φν...β, which is a completely symmetric tensor potential with
n indices. Then the general L will be the sum of all possible i unique scalars of the form (∂µn

φνn)
2, which we write

as L = ΣiCi(∂µn
φνn)

2. For this generalization, we can make the following two conjectures: (i) Under a spin-n gauge
transformation, a higher-spin Lagrangian density of the form L = ΣiCi(∂µn

φνn)
2 will have a unique gauge invariant

solution that decouples into contractions of the spin-n ’Riemann’ curvature tensor and its ‘Ricci’ tensors and scalar.
This decoupling will be of the form L = L2n + · · ·+ L4 + L2 + L0, where L2n is the contracted curvature tensors for
the spin-n theory. Each of these curvature tensors will have n pairs of antisymmetric indices and the pairs will all be
symmetric with one another. (ii) For n = odd, the term L0 = 0, leaving no ‘Ricci’ scalar in such models, as seen in
electrodynamics and spin-3. We emphasize that in order to have an exactly gauge invariant Lagrangian—built from
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quadratic combinations of derivatives of potentials—for a higher spin model, one uniquely requires the contraction of
independently gauge invariant ‘field strength’ tensors, known as the curvature tensors of higher spin gauge theories.

III. CONCLUSIONS

The curvature tensors of higher-spin gauge theories have been derived from first principles; that is, without any
a priori knowledge of their existence. Using a procedure that considers the most general linear combination of
scalars built from quadratic combinations of N order of derivatives and M rank of tensor potential, we explored the
general case of N = M = n, under the spin-n gauge transformations. It had been shown in (Baker and Kuzmin,
2019) that the N = M = 1 case uniquely determines the contraction of the field strength tensor of electrodynamics
L = CFµνF

µν and the N = M = 2 case uniquely determines the contraction of the linearized ‘Riemann’ and ‘Ricci’

tensors L = ãRµναβR
µναβ + b̃RµνR

µν + c̃R2. In this article we first considered the N = M = 3 case, under the
spin-3 gauge transformation. As expected, based on the previous result, this system of linear equations decoupled
into unique solutions that correspond to the contraction of the well-known curvature tensor for spin-3 and its ‘Ricci’
forms L = ÃKτνκµχγKτνκµχγ + B̃KτνκχKτνκχ + C̃KνχKνχ. This is a notable result for two reasons: (i) these
curvature tensors were uniquely derived without any knowledge of their existence influencing the procedure and (ii)
it provides a method for explicitly deducing these expressions, which are typically just generalized from lower rank
models using inductive arguments and known symmetries (by taking the curl on each index of a totally symmetric
rank-n field for each spin-n (Damour and Deser, 1987)). The same process was then considered for the N = M = 4
case, for the highest rank only, and, again, contraction of the spin-4 curvature tensor L8 = D̃KαβγχµκντKαβγχµκντ

was uniquely determined. By considering contractions of this tensor, we wrote down the possible form of the most
general Lagrangian for the N = M = 4 case. Finally, we provided some conjectures regarding the N = M = n case.
What is interesting to note is that in (Baker and Kuzmin, 2019) it was shown that, since the N = M = n Lagrangians

are exactly gauge invariant, one can use the Bessel-Hagen result from Noether’s first theorem (Bessel-Hagen, 1921;
Noether, 1918) to derive gauge invariant energy-momentum tensors by fixing the remaining free coefficients in the
Lagrangians. For the N = M = 1 case, this procedure results in the coefficients being fixed such that the Lagrangian
obtained is the Lagrangian of classical electrodynamics while, for the N = M = 2 case, it results in the coefficients
being fixed such that the Lagrangian obtained is that of the linearized Gauss-Bonnet gravity model. In this article,
we obtained the result that, for higher spin models N = M ≥ 3, if one imposes the requirement of having exactly
gauge invariant Lagrangians (not merely invariant up to a surface term) built from quadratic combinations, then
one again uniquely obtains the contraction of independently gauge invariant curvature tensors as a direct result of
this requirement. In the past, such Lagrangians have been postulated in the physics literature but never derived
(Francia, 2010). We again acknowledge that the higher derivative models N = M ≥ 3 have problems with unitary
and renormalizability (Abe et al., 2019), and have no obvious predicative utility (building the models associated
to these Lagrangian densities is not the purpose of our article, our purpose is to derive the the curvature tensors
of higher spin gauge theories without a priori knowledge of their existence). However, having more complicated
exactly gauge invariant actions can provide useful toy models to answer questions about the generalization of the
Noether and Bessel-Hagen methods to more complicated theories, such as the recent use of both the N = M = 1
case (electrodynamics) and the N = M = 2 case (linearized Gauss-Bonnet gravity) in disproving the notion of
general equivalence between the Noether and Hilbert energy-momentum tensors (Baker et al., 2021). In addition the
Noether identities can be used to generalize beyond the free field consideration (Kiriushcheva et al., 2014). Whether
applying the Noether/Bessel-Hagen method to N = M ≥ 3 Lagrangians will uniquely fix the free coefficients of these
Lagrangians such that gauge invariant energy-momentum tensors are derived, as for N = M = 1 and N = M = 2, is
the subject of future work.
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