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Institute of Physics, École Polytechnique Fédérale de Lausanne (EPFL), CH-1015 Lausanne, Switzerland
2
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In this Letter, we address the question of whether the conformal invariance can be considered as
a global symmetry of a theory of fundamental interactions. To describe Nature, this theory must
contain a mechanism of spontaneous breaking of the scale symmetry. Besides that, the fundamental
theory must include gravity, whereas all known extensions of the conformal invariance to the curved
space-time suffer from the Weyl anomaly. We show that conformal symmetry can be made free
from the quantum anomaly only in the flat space. The presence of gravity would reduce the global
symmetry group of the fundamental theory to the scale invariance only. We discuss how the effective
Lagrangian respecting the scale symmetry can be used for the description of particle phenomenology
and cosmology.

Introduction.—What is the global symmetry of Nature? In the absence of gravity the most obvious answer
to this question is given by the special relativity and is
associated with the Poincaré group. The Poincaré transformations – time and space translations, together with
Lorentz boosts and rotations – do not change the form
of Maxwell equations. As was noted a long time ago,
the Maxwell equations without external currents have a
wider symmetry group [1, 2] - the 15 parameters conformal invariance, containing in addition to ten Poincaré
generators, four special conformal transformations, and
dilatations. Dilatations change the length of the rulers,
while special conformal transformation can bend the lines
but do not alter the angles between them. Could it be
that the symmetry of all interactions is conformal?
The answer is certainly “no” if the ground state of the
theory respects the conformal invariance. The theories
enjoying the conformal symmetry – CFTs – do not contain any intrinsic mass scale and do not have well-defined
particle states, in contrast with observations. However,
if the conformal invariance (CI) is spontaneously broken,
hOi =
6 0 (here O is some operator with non-zero mass
dimension), the scale appears, massive particle excitations show up, and the resulting theory may happen to
be relevant for the description of all particle interactions.
The theories with exact but spontaneously broken conformal invariance are very interesting from many points
of view:
- The spontaneous breaking of CI leads to the existence
of massless Goldstone particle - dilaton. The degeneracy of the vacuum ensures that the energy of the ground
state is equal to zero [3–6] - an intriguing fact given the
astonishing small value of the observed cosmological constant (dark energy).
- The Poincaré group has much more representations for
the massless states than were never observed in Nature.
In particular, particles with continuous spin can exist (a
textbook discussion can be found in [7], see also [8, 9])

if the Nature is just Poincaré invariant. The puzzling
absence of these states gets explained as the conformal
symmetry does not allow for this kind of irreducible representations [10, 11].
- If the mass of the Higgs boson in the Lagrangian of
the Standard Model is put to zero, this theory becomes
conformally invariant at the classical level. Perhaps, this
is a key for an explanation why the Fermi scale is much
smaller than the Planck scale [12–16].
The list of known UV complete CFTs is very limited
and contains only supersymmetric theories such as N=4
Yang-Mills or fishnet CFT [17]. The relevance of these
theories for the description of Nature is obscure. Coming
from another end – low energies, it is possible to construct
phenomenologically viable (e.g. containing just the Standard Model) quantum effective field theories with exact
but spontaneously broken conformal symmetry [6, 18–
21]. These theories are non-renormalizable but weakly
coupled below the energy scale of CI breaking. One may
hope that their UV limit is given by some hypothetical
well-defined CFT.
Suppose that indeed such a theory can be constructed
in Minkowski space-time. Will it survive if gravity is
added in such a way that the flat space remains a solution to the Einstein equations? In more formal terms, the
question can be formulated as follows. The spectrum of
spontaneously broken conformally invariant Minkowski
theory contains several massive particles and one massless particle - the dilaton 1 . In the low energy domain,
all massive particles can be integrated out, leading to
the most general CI action for the dilaton. Consider now
an arbitrary action containing two massless particles - a
scalar field and graviton, invariant under local coordinate
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The realistic theory would also contain a massless photon. The
addition massless vector field can be made without difficulties
and thus is not considered in what follows.

2
transformations (Diffs). Can one find the additional symmetry such that if the general metric is replaced by the
non-dynamical Minkowski one, the resulting scalar action
will be the most general conformally invariant one? Note
that this problem is different from that of construction of
anomaly free Weyl invariant theory of gravity, addressed
in [22].
It is often stated (see, e.g. [23]) that a natural extension of the conformal symmetry of flat space-time to
curved space-time is the Weyl symmetry, constituting in
replacement gµν → Ω2 gµν , where Ω is an arbitrary function of space-time coordinates. Physically, Weyl invariance is the local freedom of changing the length units.
Now, the Weyl symmetry conflicts with quantum theory because of the Weyl anomaly: the classical theory
invariant with respect to Weyl transformation loses this
property when quantum effects are accounted for (see a
review [24] and references therein) if the requirement of
the locality of the effective action is imposed. Even the
approach suggested in [25] and developed in [6] based
on defining the theory as Weyl-invariant in D = 4 − 2ǫ
dimensions by identifying the mass parameter of dimensional regularisation µ with the dilaton field φ does not
help to avoid the Weyl anomaly with D even (and in
particular, in D = 4) 2 .
This Letter aims to demonstrate that the only finite subgroup of the Weyl group, which can be made
anomaly-free in any curved spacetime corresponds to the
dilatations. The conformal symmetry which was held in
the flat space at the quantum level is lost, once gravity
is taken into account. The Weyl anomaly in the generic
spacetime cannot be cancelled by the proper choice of
counterterms and conformal symmetry reduces to the
scale symmetry. The latter can be kept anomaly-free
at the quantum level.
General structure of the dilaton effective action in
Minkowski space-time.—Though our interest is in the
theory in 4-dimensional space-time it would be convenient to consider arbitrary D dimensions. The dilaton
field is denoted by φ and is assumed to have a canonical kinetic term ∂µ φ∂ µ φ. The mass dimension of φ is
∆ = (D/2 − 1) and is non-zero for D = 4, allowing
for spontaneous breaking of conformal symmetry by the
dilaton vacuum expectation value. The most general conformally invariant action can be constructed with the use
of the following two ingredients [26]. The first one is the
combination
 D−2N 
2(N +1)
,
(1)
ON = φ 2−D N φ D−2
which changes like φ under special conformal transformation, φ(x) → φ′ (x′ ) = Ω−∆ φ(x), where Ω = (1 + 2aµ xµ +
2

However, within this construction the scale [18] and conformal
[19, 26] symmetries can be kept at the quantum level in the flat
space.

a2 x2 )−1 and aµ is an arbitrary D-vector. Here  is the
D-dimensional Laplacian and N is an integer number.
The second ingredient is the differential operator
ÔN = φ

2(N +1)
2−D

N ,

(2)

which can be applied to any scalar operator with mass
dimension D/2 − N .
The conformally invariant Lagrangian can be written
as a sum of all combinations of the form
φq ÔN1 [φα1 Om1 ...Omk ]...ÔNp [φαp Os1 ...Osl ] ,

(3)

where the powers αi are fixed in such a way that the
mass dimension of the operators in square brackets is
equal to D/2 − Ni and the power q is singled out from
the requirement that the action is dimensionless. Not all
of these operators are independent, some of them can be
related to each other by integration by parts. The key
observation in the procedure of construction of conformal
operators is that the power of the  operator has to be
properly adjusted to the conformal weight of the operator
which is differentiated.
The conformally invariant operators can be classified
by the total number of derivatives (in what follows we
take D = 4). There is one operator φ4 without derivatives, one operator φ φ (the kinetic term) with two
derivatives, two operators with 4 derivatives (there is
one more operator in scale-invariant but not CI theory,
O3 = φ14 ( ∂µ φ)4 ),
Q1 = τ 2 τ, Q2 =

1
( φ)2 ,
φ2

(4)

(here τ = log(φ/µ) 3 ), four operators with 6 derivatives (while there are 7 scale-invariant ones), etc. Note
that the operator Q1 (it will play an important role
below) can be derived as the formal limit Q1 =
2

D−4
2
.
limD→4 D−4
φ 2
Weyl anomaly versus Weyl symmetry.—There is yet
another way to construct the local dilaton effective action which is based on the following observation. Take
an arbitrary Diff-invariant action constructed from the
metric only (i.e. consider pure gravity) and replace the
metric gµν by gµν φ2 /MP2 , where MP is any scale normally taken to coincide with the Planck mass. One gets
in this way a scalar-tensor gravity which is Weyl-invariant
(under transformation gµν → Ω2 gµν , φ → Ω−1 φ) by construction. Now, it is obvious that a Weyl-invariant theory
is automatically conformal invariant if the metric is taken
to be flat. This method has been used for a construction
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Note that the action does not depend on the dimensionful parameter µ, as it disappears after integration by parts.
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of the dilaton action in spaces with different dimensions
(see, e.g. [23, 27–29]).
This procedure leads to an impression that the natural
extension of the conformal invariance to curved spacetime is the Weyl symmetry. However, the Weyl symmetry happened to be anomalous [24]. The reason why this
is the case is based on a simple counting of the available
Diff-invariant operators. For D = 4, and for four derivatives, these are: R2 , Rµν Rµν , W 2 = Wµνρσ W µνρσ , and
R, where R is the scalar curvature, Rµν and Wµνρσ are
the Ricci and Weyl tensors respectively. Out of these
four operators, R is a full derivative and thus it cannot
be used for construction of the conformal action in flat
space, W 2 is Weyl-invariant and thus it does not lead to
any non-trivial scalar action, whereas the combination
E4 = Rµνρσ Rµνρσ − 4Rµν Rµν + R2 is the Euler density which is a surface term. In other words, only one
operator, say R2 , can be used for the generation of the
conformally invariant action, meaning that one out of the
two operators defined in (4) will be missing (it appears
to be Q1 ).
In D = 4 only one conformally invariant operator, containing four derivatives - Q1 - is failed to be constructed
by the procedure outlined above. All CI operators containing 2 derivatives, as well as 6 and more derivatives
can be found in this way. A similar story happens in

Z

4

2



d x τ  τ → S = lim

D→4

Z

higher even dimensions D = 2k, k ≥ 2, namely the
CI operators τ k τ cannot be derived from local Diffinvariant pure gravity action, because of the existence
of topological Euler densities in 2k-dimensional space.
(However, non-local operators providing the Weyl invariant action can be constructed [22, 30].) This makes it
clear that the extension of the flat space CI to the curved
space cannot be the Weyl symmetry if the dimension of
space-time is even and the locality of the action is imposed.
How to extend the conformal symmetry to the curved
space?—The conformal group in flat space depends on a
finite number of parameters, whereas the Weyl symmetry
is local and thus is controlled by an arbitrary function of
space. This poses the question of whether one can find a
finite subgroup of the Weyl group which is anomaly-free
and matches with the flat-space conformal symmetry.
To analyse this problem we note that the correspondence between the number of conformal operators with 4
derivatives in flat space and the number of Diff-invariant
operators in curved space is restored if D 6= 4. It is
customary to take formally D 6= 4, as in dimensional
regularisation, and consider eventually the limit D → 4.
Perhaps, the most compact Weyl-invariant extension of
the Q1 -type flat space dilaton action to curved space is





√
R2
1
1
+ Lanom ,
d x −g τ ∆4 τ + 2τ − R + E4 +
6
4
36
D

where ∆4 is the so-called Riegert operator [31–33] which
is conformally invariant for a scalar field with mass dimension zero,
1
2
∆4 = 2 + 2Rµν ∇µ ∇ν − R  + (∇µ R)∇µ
3
3

The infinitesimal Weyl transformation Ω = 1+ω, ω ≪
1 of the anomaly term is δω Lanom = 21 E4 ω. It is finite
and non-zero
R when
√ D → 4. Our main observation is
that Eω = d4 x −gE4 ω can be rewritten as a surface
integral in the space with arbitrary metric if and only if
∇α ∇β ω = 0 ,

and
Lanom =

E4
.
2(D − 4)

(6)

The action S can be modified by adding the surface or
Weyl-invariant terms such as R or W 2 . The appearance of the formally singular at D → 4 term in (5) is
exactly the manifestation of the Weyl anomaly 4 . There
is no way to construct a local operator in D = 4 with
Weyl transformation properties of Lanom .

Notice that for the field with zero mass dimension the singularity
in D = 4 appears starting from Weyl-invariant extension of 3

(7)

where ∇α is a covariant derivative. To see this, we consider the variation of Eω with respect to the metric,
gµν → gµν + hµν ,
δEω =

Z

√
d4 x −ghµν Σµναβ ∇α ∇β ω.

(8)

A tedious but straightforward computation gives

Σµναβ = 2R(g αµ g βσ − g αβ g µν ) + 4Rµν g αβ + 4g µν Rαβ − 8g µβ Rαν − 4Rµανβ .
4

(5)

operator [34]

(9)
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In a general metric, which would appear once gravity is
switched on the integral would be zero only if eq. (7) is
satisfied.
The equation (7) can easily be solved in the flat space
and the solutions would correspond to the familiar conformal transformations, ω = c(1 + 2aµ xµ ). This way one
can see that in the flat space conformal symmetry can be
made anomaly-free.
Are there any solutions to the equation (7) on top
of the generic gravitational background? Taking the
covariant derivative of (7) one obtains a commutator
[∇γ ∇β ]∇α ω = Rβγλα ∇λ ω = 0. Thus, all solutions of
(7) must satisfy Rαβ ∇β ω = 0. If the metric is not flat
this equation has only the trivial constant solution which
corresponds to the dilatations. Thus, we see that, among
all possible Weyl transformations, only the scale symmetry can be kept non-anomalous in the presence of gravity. This conclusion holds even if one uses the renormalization procedure which preserves the scale symmetry.
In the flat space, the anomaly-free symmetry group is
larger and corresponds to the full conformal symmetry,
however, the special conformal transformations cannot
be matched to some subgroup of Weyl transformations.
A remark is now in order. There are two other finite
subgroups of the Weyl symmetry which were considered
in the literature [34–37]. A covariant extension of the
conformal transformations in curved space can be defined
[34, 35] (see also [38]) via the Killing vector ξµ satisfying
the equation
∇µ ξν + ∇ν ξµ =

S=

Z

2
gµν ∇α ξα .
D

(10)

Another related possibility for the extension of the conformal symmetry named restricted Weyl transformations
was studied in [36, 37]. In these works, it was shown that
in D = 4 the transformations satisfying Ω = 0 form a
subgroup in the group of Weyl transformations. This
symmetry is also anomalous, only a subgroup of it with
Ω =const can survive at the quantum level.
Scale-invariant action.—Here we present the first few
operators in the derivative expansion of the Lagrangian
for the dilaton and gravity in D = 4 scale symmetry. All
the terms that could be written at the level of zero and
two derivatives are

S=

Z



√
1
λ 4
1 2
2
d x −g − ζφ R + (∂µ φ) − φ ,
2
2
4
4

Nothing depends on this scale in perturbative computations as it
disappears after integrating by parts. This may not be the case
for non-perturbative effects associated with configurations with
non-zero Euler characteristics coming from the term containing
G

(11)

where ζ and λ are arbitrary constants (note that Weyl
invariance would impose a specific value for the nonminimal coupling ζ = −1/6).
The general Lagrangian invariant under the scale
transformations and respecting parity at the level of four
derivatives can be written as

√ 
2
d4 x −g ARτ + CR(∂µ τ )2 ) + BGµν ∂µ τ ∂ν τ + Cτ E4 + ER2 + F Wµνλρ
+ G((∂µ τ )2 )2 +

+H(τ )2 + J(τ + (∂µ τ )2 )2 .

Here A, B, C, E, F, G, H and J are arbitrary constants,
Gµν is the Einstein tensor, τ = log(φ/µ) with µ being
an arbitrary scale 5 . The field τ transforms under the
dilatations as τ → τ − ω.
The second line of (12) contains only the operators
which are allowed by the conformal symmetry in the flat
space limit. Given the fact that the conformal symmetry is broken by gravity, the operators in the first line
are expected to be suppressed by the Planck scale. This
could not be the case for the two conformal operators

5

The corresponding infinitesimal Weyl factor is given by
ω = ∇α ξ α . One can check that for this choice ∇α ∇β ω 6=
0 for generic non-flat metric [26], meaning that this symmetry is anomalous.

(12)

since they have an enhanced symmetry in the flat space
limit.
The structure of the action given by (11,12) allows also
to clarify the situation with the energy-momentum tensor. It is well known [39] that in CFT in flat space it
is possible to define an (improved) stress-energy tensor
Tµν with zero trace, Tµµ = 0. If the theory were Weyl
invariant, this relation would remain in force in the gravitational background. However, when the quantum corrections are incorporated in a Weyl-invariant way in Ddimensions as in [6, 25], and the limit D → 4 is taken,
Tµµ receives several contributions containing Diff invariants W 2 , E4 , R2 and R [24]. One of them (E4 , the
so-called a-anomaly) cannot be removed by the Weylinvariant counter-term, signalling that the Weyl symme-

5
try is anomalous 6 . The scale symmetry in curved space
does not impose that the traceR of stress-energy
tensor is
√
zero, only a weaker condition d4 x −gTµµ ω = 0, where
ω =const must be satisfied.
Talking about phenomenology and cosmology, the
graviton-dilaton action (11) can be complemented by all
the fields of the Standard Model or νMSM [40, 41] in an
SWS invariant way, the explicit equations can be found
in [18]. In this work, only the scale-invariance was imposed. Our findings reveal that scale invariance implies
conformal invariance at the level of the lowest order action in the flat space, however, when gravity is included,
the symmetry of the Higgs-dilaton action reduces back
only to the subgroup of dilatations. However, the higherorder operators which had conformal symmetry in the
flat space, are expected to be less suppressed than those
which have only scale symmetry. This hierarchy is a key
observation that is relevant for phenomenology since the
cutoff scale in the scalar sector in the Higgs-dilaton model
is known to be much less than the Planck scale.
It has been shown that this Higgs-dilaton Lagrangian
can solve all the observational problems of the Standard
Model (such as inflation, neutrino masses, baryon asymmetry of the Universe, and Dark Matter), provided the
scale symmetry is spontaneously broken (for discussion
of inflation see [20], and for review of other problems
[42]). It is of crucial importance that the non-minimal
couplings of the Higgs and dilaton fields to the Ricci
scalar are not constrained by any value (− 16 for the Weyl
symmetry). We note also that the massless dilaton does
not lead to the fifth force and thus is harmless from the
experimental point of view [18, 43–45].
Conclusions.—In this Letter, we found that the
anomaly-free extension of the conformal symmetry of
flat space-time to curved space-time reduces to the scale
symmetry. If this symmetry is spontaneously broken, it
is consistent with all available experiments and observations and thus may play a role as the global symmetry
of Nature. All other subgroups of Weyl transformations
cannot be made non-anomalous even if the renormalization procedure is preserving the Weyl symmetry.
Several important and very challenging problems need
to be solved to complete the effective field theory picture
discussed in this Letter. One of them is the reason for
the existence of the flat direction along the dilaton field,
required for the very possibility of spontaneous breaking
of scale symmetry. This is related closely to the cosmological constant problem. Yet another difficult task is
building the connection between the low energy effective
theory with spontaneously broken scale symmetry with
some theory at high energy where the scale invariance is
restored.
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