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Recently, the possibility of evading Lovelock’s theorem at d = 4, via a singular redefinition of
the dimensionless coupling of the Gauss-Bonnet term, has been very extensively discussed in the
cosmological context. The term is added as a quadratic contribution of the curvature tensor to
the Einstein-Hilbert action, originating theories of ”Einstein Gauss-Bonnet” (EGB) type. We point
out that the action obtained by the dimensional regularization procedure, implemented with the
extraction of a single conformal factor, correspond just to an ordinary Wess-Zumino anomaly action,
even though it is deprived of the contribution from the Weyl tensor. We also show that a purely
gravitational version of the EGB theory can be generated by allowing a finite renormalization of
the Gauss-Bonnet topological contribution at d = 4 + ǫ, as pointed out by Mazur and Mottola.
The result is an effective action which is quadratic, rather then quartic, in the dilaton field, and
scale free, compared to the previous derivations. The dilaton, in this case can be removed from
the spectrum, leaving a pure gravitational theory, which is nonlocal. We comment on the physical
meaning of the two types of actions, which may be used to describe such topological terms both
below and above the conformal breaking scale.

INTRODUCTION

Corrections to the Einstein-Hilbert action, in the form
of higher powers of the Riemann curvature Rµναβ and of
its contractions, have been extensively discussed in the
cosmological context. The goal of such modifications is
to deepen our insight into the problem of the dark energy
dominance in the evolution of our universe, providing an
answer to the hierarchy problem, implicit in the current
fits of the cosmological constant, within the ΛCDM (ΛCold Dark Matter) model [1].
Higher derivative gravity theories have to face, in general, fundamental consistency issues, due to the presence of ghost states in their spectra, at quantum level.
Dimension-4 corrections, quadratic in the Riemann tensor, may appear in the form of Weyl-invariant densities,
multiplied by dimensionless couplings. At specific spacetime dimensions, some of these invariants may generate
equations of motion of the second order, and are classified by Lovelock’s theorem [2](see [3]). The same theorem
guarantees, under ordinary conditions, such as smoothness of the action and locality of the interactions, that
the Einstein Hilbert action with a cosmological constant
Λ
Z
√
SEH = dd x g(MP2 R + Λ)
(1)
is the only one that provides equations of motion of the
second order at d = 4. At d = 2, the EH action (with the
Planck mass MP → 1) is topological, and shares features

similar to other topological terms (E4 , E6 etc) quadratic
and cubic in Rµναβ as, for example, in d = 4 and 6.
Recently, the proposal of a modified theory of gravity
[4] based on the addition of a Gauss-Bonnet (GB) term
VE (d = 4) to the EH action, has received very significant
attention [5–48]. This takes the form

αVE (d) = α

Z

√
dd x gE,

(2)

where E ≡ E4 is the Euler-Poincarè topological density
E = R2 − 4Rµν Rµν + Rµνρσ Rµνρσ .

(3)

VE , as just mentioned, is added to the Einstein-Hilbert
action (EH),
SEGB = SEH + αVE ,

(4)

and α is a dimensionless coupling constant. The addition of this term, in general, generates equations of
motion of the form


1
1
Rµν − gµν R + Λ0 gµν + α(VE (d))µν = 0, (5)
κ
2
with (VE (d))µν = δVE (d)/δgµν . However, due to the
topological nature of (2) at d = 4, the variation (δg )
of the integrand in (2) with respect to the metric, is an
ordinary boundary contribution
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consistency condition.
√
√
δg ( gE) = g ∇σ δX σ , δX σ = εµναβ εσλγτ δg Γηνλ gµη Rαβγτ ,
(6)
√
where εµναβ = ǫµναβ / g, and Γ is the Christoffel connection in the metric gµν . (VE (d))µν is therefore classified
as an evanescent term at d = 4
(VE (4))µν = 4Rµαβσ Rναβσ − 8Rµανβ Rαβ

−8Rµα Rνα + 4RRµν − gµν E = 0,

CONFORMAL DECOMPOSITIONS AND
WESS-ZUMINO ACTIONS

If we extend the integration region of VE from 4 to d
as in (2), the corresponding limiting action
(d = 4)
(7)

if we assume asymptotic flatness and strictly d = 4.
In [4] it was observed that it is possible to renormalize
the coupling α in (5) by the replacement α → α/(d − 4),
and perform the d → 4 limit on the equation, generating
a 0/0 term in such modified version of (5), which may
yield finite equations of motion. The limit, however, is
non-trivial, and extra degrees of freedom are introduced
in this procedure. They are either derived from the
extra dimensional components of the metric, or from the
choice of a particular parameterization, involving the
extraction of a conformal factor.

A REAPPRISAL

Naively, the approach of [4] generates a limiting
theory with dynamical equations of motion of the second
order. However, for the procedure to be consistent, it
has to be correctly framed in the context of dimensional
regularization (DR), since it violates conservation of the
stress energy tensor [49].
We are going to show that some subtle issues, related
to the possibility of performing an additional finite
renormalizations of VE , not addressed in the previous
literature on EGBs, should be also taken into account.
The result of our analysis is the proposal of a nonlocal
EGB theory, from which the dilaton field is classically
integrated out. It stands on its own as an alternative
realization of such theories, and it is purely gravitational. At the same time, we will present a consistent
interpretation of the actions derived so far in the context
of graviton-dilaton theories in [5, 6, 42], and in other
related papers on the subject.
Notice that EGB theories of the type discussed in [4]
[5, 6, 42] are purely classical, even though the GB term
present in their definition takes the typical form of an
ordinary ”countertem” in DR. Given the evanescent
character of VE (d) at d = 4, its inclusion at quantum
level is not necessary, in a strict sense, to eliminate
the UV divergences of such theories. Rather, the term
emerges by imposing that the renormalized (quantum)
effective action, obtained by integrating in the partition
function a certain conformal sector [50], satisfies the WZ

SEGB = SEH + SGB (d)

SGB (d) =

α
VE (d)
ǫ

(8)

naively appears to be finite at d = 4, and modifies (2). It
is purely gravitational and quadratic in Rµνρσ . As such,
the EGB theory appears to violate Lovelock’s theorem.
Some important criticism to the procedure in [4] has been
raised by several parts. In [49] the authors have pointed
out the difficulty of the tensorial limit of VEµν from generic
d to d = 4, while in [5, 6, 42] a consistent regularization of
the theory (8) has been proposed. Such regularizations
identify the regulated action as of WZ type, as we are
going to show, for being defined via a procedure of Weylgauging. The approach consists in introducing a fiducial
metric ḡµν , in the form gµν = ḡµν e2φ , where we extract
the conformal factor via a dilaton field φ. Notice that
this separation is invariant under the symmetry
φ → φ − σ, ḡµν → ḡµν e2σ

(9)

which constraints the equations of motion of ḡµν and φ,
and explains the relation between the two equations of
motion of these two fields, noticed in [5, 6]. The WZ
action of the GB term VE (gµν , d) is defined as the difference

α
(W Z)
VE (ḡµν e2φ , d) − VE (ḡµν , d)
(10)
SGB ≡
ǫ
where
1 δVE (ḡµν e2φ , d) √
= gE(g)
ǫ
δφ

(11)

while the expansion in ǫ around d = 4 for VE (ḡµν e2φ , d)
1
1
VE (ḡµν e2φ , d) = VE (ḡµν , d = 4) + VE′ (ḡµν , φ, d = 4)
ǫ
ǫ
(12)
and a similar one for VE (ḡµν , d), in the limit ǫ → 0,
combined give
(W Z)

SGB

= αVE′ (ḡµν , φ, d = 4),

(13)

having dropped a Weyl-invariant terms VE′ (ḡµν , d = 4)
in the dimensional expansion around d = 4. The dimensional reduction that takes to (13) requires some care,
due to the presence of cutoffs in the extra dimensions and
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will be discussed elsewhere [51]. Neglecting some Weylinvariant terms, VE′ can be given in the form derived in
[5, 6, 42]

Z

√
(W Z)
¯ µ φ∇
¯ ν φ)
SGB = α d4 x ḡ φĒ − 4Ḡµν (∇

¯ λ φ∇
¯ λ φ)2 + 4φ
¯ λ φ∇
¯ λ φ , (14)
¯ ∇
+2(∇
where Ḡµν is the Einstein tensor in the fiducial metric
ḡµν . Counterexamples to such procedure, where the action is not properly regulated, are those in which the d−4
extra space components of ḡµν are flat, as discussed in
[49]. Such cases need to be excluded, for consistency [51].
Notice that the equations of motion for the metric,
from ḡµν and φ are constrained by the relations


√
δ
δ
(W Z)
2gµν
−
SGB = −α ḡ Ē,
δµν
δφ
(15)
(W Z)

2gµν

δSGB
δgµν

=

√

(W Z)

δSGB
δφ

=

gE −

√
ḡĒ,

√
gE,

(16)

(17)

similarly to the case of anomaly actions, but with the
omission of the Weyl tensor squared term.
CONFORMAL SYMMETRY BREAKING

WZ actions have been identified in the past either by
the Weyl gauging procedure, as shown above, or, equivalently, by the Noether ”leaking” method. Both methods
stop at order d in the dilaton field, if we are in a ddimensional spacetime. The actions obtained are local,
since they include a dilaton field. If we were able to solve
for φ, then the actions would become nonlocal, in agreement with the general lore that anomalies are not related
to local actions.
The separation of the conformal factor from the fiducial
metric has necessarily to be associated with the breaking
of the conformal symmetry. In these formulations, the
dilaton φ can either be part of the regulated action, as
discussed in [5, 6, 42], or can be eliminated, by solving
for this field in terms of the background metric.
In the Lagrangians of the first class (dilaton gravities),
φ is generally interpreted as a physical particle. In this
case it is convenient to introduce the parameterization
eφ = 1 −

χ
f

(18)

where f is a conformal breaking scale, which breaks the
symmetry in both the first and the second term of (10).

In this case, the action can be expanded around the field
value φ = φ0 = 0 (i.e. χ = χ0 = 0), but it is clear that the
selection of such values for φ or, equivalently, χ, should
occur via an extra potential which is clearly not included
(GB)
in SW Z . A mechanism of spontaneous breaking of the
local conformal symmetry needs to be invoked, after the
inclusion of an extra potential. As pointed out in [52,
53] this spontaneous breaking of the symmetry and its
restoration may be one one of the most important issue
in particle theory. Notice, however, that SW Z already
breaks the symmetry (10) by the anomaly since
(GB)

√
δSW Z
= − ḡĒ.
δσ

(19)

However, this breaking is expected to be part of a wider
picture not captured by (10).
In general, theories of this type, characterised by the
presence of a Nambu-Goldstone local shifting mode,
share a similar behaviour, another example being that
of Stuckelberg models, where the extra potential is assumed to be of instanton origin, and mixes an ordinary
Higgs sector with the Stuckleberg field [54].
Actions belonging to this class, quartic in the field φ,
obviously depend on the choice of the form of ḡµν in DR
and may differ, therefore, by finite φ-dependent terms.
This is well-known in the case of ordinary Kaluza-Klein
theories, whose Lagrangians depend on the manifold of
compactification. In the presence of additional scales in
the extra dimensions (an example are extra manifolds
maximally symmetric such as Einstein spaces), the resulting actions do not preserve the residual Weyl symmetry (9), but are only invariant under global dilatations [51]. This points, obviously, towards their nonuniqueness, since the options are manyfolds.
From our perspective, such actions are useful in the description of the behaviour of a Weyl-invariant theory below the scale f , but are unsuitable to describe the effects
of the anomaly, which is part of these regularizations, at
larger scales, where a dimensionful expansion parameter
should be absent. Perturbations around flat space indicate that the role of such ”parameter” is the nonlocal
term R−1 , as predicted from an in-depth analysis of
the conformal Ward identities statisfied by the quantum
effective action [50] [55].
As we are going to show, also in the EGB case, a
specific finite renormalization of VE generates an action
which is only quadratic in φ, and may capture consistently the the UV behaviour of the anomaly. It can be
written in a nonlocal form. In this case the expansion
of this second type of actions is in terms of R−1 , as
discussed in [50] [55]. Also in this case, the identification
of this action takes is not unique, since it is identified
by a Weyl scaling procedure that is insensitive to Weylinvariant contributions.

4
NONLOCAL EGB THEORIES

As already mentioned, nonlocal versions of such actions are also possible. A modification of the GB term at
O(ǫ), generates anomaly actions of a different character
compared with the previous ones [5, 6, 42]. Indeed, we
have the possibility of performing a finite renormalization of the GB term in DR, as already discussed in [56]
in the context of conformal anomaly actions, to end up
with a very different theory.
For this reason, one can simply modify by a finite
renormalization the structure of the GB term away from
d = 4 in the form
Z
√
ǫ
2
R
,
Ṽ
=
dd x gEext . (20)
Eext = E +
E
2
2(d − 1)
with VE → ṼE in (10), obtaining
(W Z)

SGB

=


α
ṼE (ḡµν e2φ , d) − ṼE (ḡµν , d .
ǫ

(21)

Performing the d → 4 limit and using an expansion similar to (12), one derives the regulated GB action



Z
2¯
(W Z)
4 √
¯
E 4 − R φ + 2 φ∆4 φ ,
SGB = α d x −ḡ
3
(22)
¯ 4 is the quartic conformally covariant operator
where ∆
[57]
2
1
∆4 ≡ 2 + 2Rµν ∇µ ∇ν + (∇µ R)∇µ − R,
3
3

(23)

evaluated with respect to the fiducial metric ḡµν .
Eq. (22) shows that it is possible to define a quadratic
- and not only a quartic - action in φ, for the regularized GB term. Combined with the EH action, this would
define a version of the EGB theory which is purely gravitational, since φ can be eliminated. To derive its nonlocal
expression, we can use the relation


δ 1
2
R2
√
(24)
ṼE (gµν , d) = g E − R + ǫ
δφ ǫ
3
2(d − 1)2
in (21), giving
(W Z)

δSGB
δφ


√
=α g E−

√
= α ḡ Ē −


2
R
3

2¯
¯ 4φ .
R̄ + 4∆
3

(25)

√ ¯
√
Using the relation ḡ ∆
g ∆4 , valid on conformal
4 =
scalars, and introducing the Green function D4 (x, y) of
∆4
√
g ∆4 D4 (x, y) = δ 4 (x, y),

(26)

we can solve for φ in (25). Inserting its expression back
into (22) we obtain the nonlocal action


Z
Z
p
2
α
(W Z)
4 ′
4 √
′
d x −g E4 − R
SGB =
d x −g
8
3
x


2
×D4 (x, x′ ) E4 − R
,
(27)
3
x′
that coincides with the result provided in [56] by Mazur
and Mottola.
A nonlocal EGB theory of gravity follows quite directly
from this action, once we add to (27) the EH term. As
clear from (25), the dilaton φ is removed by solving that
equation by the Green function of ∆4 . The operator is
quartic, and as such, at a first look, it seems to defeat any
possibility to describe a theory of second order. However,
as discussed in recent analysis, the functional expansion
of nonlocal actions of this type in the background metric
- its vertices - can be organized in terms of operatorial insertions of the form R−1 for each external leg, at least
around flat space [50, 55]. Obviously, the scaling approach followed in order to remove the dilaton, is unable
to identify possible Weyl-invariant (i.e. φ-independent )
contributions, functions only of the background metric
ḡµν .
CONCLUSIONS

Topological terms in gravity, introduced in a purely
classical context, share a significant overlap with former
analysis of the anomaly actions of Wess-Zumino forms,
widely discussed in the related literature. In the case of
the d = 4 GB term, its addition to the Einstein term at
d = 4, had tentatively opened the way to a new form
of gravity, EGB gravity. This has sparked a wide interest for possibly evading, via a singular limit, Lovelock’s
theorem. Subsequent analysis showed that such theories
should be correctly interpreted as of Horndeski type, in
the form of dilaton gravities. We have pointed out that
such class of actions are long-known, specific forms of
WZ dilaton actions. We have also shown that a finite
renormalization of the GB density, which is perfectly allowed in DR, gives the possibility of generating an EGB
theory which is nonlocal. What we consider important is
that such two classes of actions are suitable for describing the role of topological terms in two different domains,
the IR and the UV, using, respectively, either local or a
nonlocal formulation. Nonlocal EGB theories appears to
be deprived of double poles at least up to 4th order in
the fluctuations of the metric, in an expansion around
flat space, and can generate perturbations of the form
f (R −1 ), as shown in recent analysis.
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