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Abstract

We construct a Weyl transverse diffeomorphism invariant theory of teleparallel

gravity by employing the Weyl compensator formalism. The low-energy dynamics

has a single spin two gravition without a scalar degree of freedom. By construction,

it is equivalent to unimodular gravity (as well as Einstein’s general relativity with an

adjustable cosmological constant) at the non-linear level. Combined with our earlier

construction of a Weyl transverse diffeomorphism invariant theory of symmetric

teleparallel gravity, unimodular gravity is represented in three alternative ways.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.09462v1


1 Introduction

The realization of massless particles with higher spin in field theories necessary involves

redundancy in their description because the number of components in fields is much larger

than the physical degrees of freedom [1]. In order to remove the redundancy, we typically

assume a gauge symmetry of the action and employ the gauge principle. The necessary

gauge symmetry may not be unique. In the field theory with massless spin two particles,

there are two minimal possibilities: the one is to use the diffeomorphism and the other is

to use the Weyl transverse diffeomorphism [2].1

The former description of the massless spin-two particles is well-known. It gives Ein-

stein’s general relativity at the non-linear level [3]. The latter description of the massless

spin-two particles seems less known, but it gives unimodular gravity at the non-linear

level. It turns out that, at least classically, both descriptions are equivalent as we will

review in the main text (see e.g. [4][5] for a review).

Einstein’s general relativity and unimodular gravity are based on the (pseudo) Rie-

mannian geometry, where the diffeomorphism (as well as Weyl symmetry) is naturally

defined. It is, however, possible to reformulate the gravitational theory in terms of other

geometries. For example, it is possible to formulate the equivalent gravitational theory in

teleparallel geometry (e.g. [6][7][8] and reference therein) or symmetric teleparallel geom-

etry [9][10], where the connection is torsional or metric incompatible respectively. While

the appearance is different, the dynamical contents turn out to be equivalent by choosing

an appropriate action [11][12][8][13].

In this paper, we construct a Weyl transverse diffeomorphism invariant theory of

teleparallel gravity by employing the Weyl compensator formalism. We show that it is

equivalent to unimodular gravity (as well as Einstein’s general relativity with an adjustable

cosmological constant) at the non-linear level. Combined with our earlier construction of

a Weyl transverse diffeomorphism invariant theory of symmetric teleparallel gravity [14],

unimodular gravity is represented in three alternative ways. Our systematic construction

offers a unified framework to discuss various representations of massless spin-two particles

with different gauge symmetry.

The organization of our paper is as follows. In section 2, we construct a Weyl trans-

1The Weyl transverse diffeomorphism is a combination of the Weyl transformation of the metric and

the diffeomorphism whose Jacobian is unity.
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verse diffeomorphism invariant theory of teleparallel gravity and show it is equivalent to

unimodular gravity. In section 3, we first review a Weyl transverse diffeomorphism in-

variant theory of symmetric teleparallel gravity and offer a unified framework to discuss

these theories. In section 4, we conclude with some discussions.

2 Weyl transverse diffeomorphism invariant theory

of teleparallel gravity

Teleparallel gravity is formulated in terms of a metric-compatible but torsional flat connec-

tion Γµ
ρσ (where no symmetry of the lower indices is assumed). In order to understand the

dynamical degrees of freedom, it is convenient to use the tetrad formalism by introducing

the tetrad eaµ and an independent spin connection ωa
bµ. The metric can be reconstructed

from the tetrad as gµν = ηabe
a
µe

b
ν , where ηab = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1).

The two connections are related through the tetrad compatibility condition:

∂µe
a
ν + ωa

bµe
b
ν − Γρ

µνe
a
ρ = 0 . (1)

Thanks to the tetrad compatibility condition, the tensor indices are raised, lowered and

converted by using the metric gµν , the inverse metric gµν , the tetrad eaµ and the inverse

tetrad eµa as usual in the general relativity. The curvature tensor is given by

Ra
bµν = ∂µω

a
bν − ∂νω

a
bµ + ωa

cµω
c
bν − ωa

cνω
c
bµ , (2)

and we assume that it vanishes in teleparallel geometry.

Instead of the curvature, in teleparallel gravity, we assume that the gravitational force

is propagated by a torsion. In terms of the spin connection and the tetrad, the torsion

tensor is defined by

T a
µν = ∂µe

a
ν − ∂νe

a
µ + ωa

bµe
b
ν − ωa

bνe
b
µ . (3)

We also define Tν = eµaT
a
µν for later notational convenience. The assumption of the flat

connection (i.e. vanishing of the curvature tensor) means that we can (locally) choose the

Weitzenböck gauge, where ωa
bµ = 0. In some literature on teleparallel gravity, this gauge

condition for the local Lorentz transformation is implicitly assumed from the beginning.
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Let us introduce a particular quadratic combination of the torsion tensor

TE =
1

4
TµνρT

µνρ +
1

2
TµνρT

µρν − TµT
µ . (4)

With or without imposing the Weitzenböck gauge, vanishing of the curvature tensor leads

to the identity for the Ricci scalar R, which is constructed out of the metric through the

Christoffel connection{µρσ} = 1
2
gµν(∂ρgνσ + ∂σgνρ − ∂νgρσ):

−R = −gµν
(

∂λ{λµν} − ∂ν{λµλ}+ {σµν}{λλσ} − {σµλ}{λνσ}
)

= TE − 2e−1∂µ(eT
µ) , (5)

where e = g
1

2 =
√

|detgµν |. This identity is the starting point for the so-called teleparallel

equivalent of general relativity [6].

Our first mission is to construct a teleparallel equivalent of unimodular gravity, and

for this purpose, it is convenient to start with the action that is invariant under Weyl

transformation.2 This problem was addressed in [16][17][18] and we closely follow their

approach.

Let us first define the Weyl transformation of the torsion tensor. By definition, the

tetrad transforms as δW eaµ = σeaµ under the infinitesimal Weyl transformation (so that

δW e = 4σe in four dimensions). The transformation of the connection under the Weyl

transformation may have some arbitrariness (as in the Palatini formalism [20]) in more

general situations, but here it must be compatible with the flatness condition, and it fixes

the transformation law. In practice, we can use the decomposition of the torsion tensor

(3) in the Weitzenblöck gauge and study its Weyl variation:

δWT a
µν = ∂µδWeaν − ∂νδW eaµ

= σT a
µν + (∂µσ)e

a
ν − (∂νσ)e

a
µ . (6)

Equivalently, we have assumed δWωa
bµ = 0 in more general gauge. Note that under this

assumption, the curvature tensor (2) is invariant under the Weyl transformation (unlike

the Riemann curvature tensor), and the flatness condition is compatible with the Weyl

symmetry.

2In the literature, it is also called “conformal transformation”, but we preferably use the word Weyl

transformation in this paper. It is also different from the scale transformation [15].

3



Accordingly, the quadratic scalars constructed out of the torsion tensor transform as

δW (T µνρTµνρ) = −2σ(T µνρTµνρ)− 4T µ∂µσ

δW (T µνρTνµρ) = −2σ(T µνρTνµρ)− 2T µ∂µσ

δW (T µTµ) = −2σ(T µTµ)− 6T µ∂µσ (7)

under the infinitesimal Weyl transformation (in four dimensions). We also recall that the

Ricci scalar transforms under the Weyl transformation as

δWR = −2σR− 6✷σ (8)

in four dimensions. Here the connection used in the Laplacian ✷ is the Christoffel con-

nection.

To construct a Weyl invariant action, we introduce the Weyl compensator φ, which

transforms under the infinitesimal Weyl transformation as

δWφ = −σφ . (9)

The compensator is a scalar under diffeomorphism. It will be non-dynamical, and we use

it to fix a part of the gauge symmetry.

Let us now construct the Weyl invariant action. We regard the Weyl symmetry as

a gauge symmetry in the sense that the solutions related by the Weyl transformation

are physically equivalent. We also demand the diffeomorphism and the Local Lorentz

symmetry as gauge symmetries. Up to two derivatives, the candidate action is

SW =

∫

d4xeφ2 (AT µνρTµνρ +BT µνρTνµρ + CT µTµ)

+ eξgµν(∂µ −
1

3
Tµ)φ(∂ν −

1

3
Tν)φ+ eλφ4 . (10)

The Weyl invariance demands 2A + B + 3C = 0, but otherwise we seem to have three

arbitrary parameters (up to overall factors that can be absorbed by a definition of φ).

In order to construct a consistent field theory of a massless spin-two particle, however,

we need to choose a particular parameter set A = −1
4
, B = −1

2
, C = 1

3
, ξ = 6 (up to

overall rescaling). This choice was made in [16], and it leads to the teleparallel equivalent

of general relativity by fixing the Weyl gauge symmetry with the condition φ = 1. Indeed,

if we substitute φ = 1 into (10), the action becomes

SE =

∫

d4xe(−TE + λ)
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∫

d4xe(R+ λ) (11)

due to the identity (5) (up to surface terms). If we take eaµ as a dynamical variable, we

reproduce the Einstein-Hilbert action with a cosmological constant.

Why do we have to take this particular parameter set among other Weyl invariant

sets? There are several different viewpoints about this particular choice of action.

If we use the Weitzenböck gauge ωa
µν = 0, the local Lorentz symmetry was already

fixed, and there is generically no reason to expect that the action written in terms of

the tetrad (in the Weitzenböck gauge) is invariant under the local Lorentz transformation

any longer. Nevertheless, the particular choice above leads to the emergent local Lorentz

symmetry (up to a surface term) even in the Weitzenböck gauge. This emergent local

Lorentz symmetry can be used to remove unphysical degrees of freedom and achieve the

equivalence to Einstein’s general relativity.

If we do not use the Weitzenböck gauge, the relevance of this particular parameter

choice can be seen as a decoupling of the spin connection from the action (again up

to surface terms). Thus, the spin connection is not a dynamical degree of freedom in

this particular theory, and the dynamical contents become identical to Einstein’s general

relativity (by discarding the spin connection that does not appear in the action).

From now on, we would like to construct a Weyl transverse diffeomorphism invariant

theory of teleparallel gravity, which will be our first main goal of this paper. The transverse

diffeomorphism is a subset of the diffeomorphism whose Jacobian is unity: det(∂µξ
ν) = 1.

When it is also invariant under the Weyl symmetry, such a gravitational theory describes

a massless spin-two particle at the linearized level. We will show the consistency at the

non-linear level by showing the equivalence to unimodular gravity (and Einstein’s general

relativity with an adjustable cosmological constant).

The starting point is the action given by (10), which is invariant under full diffeomor-

phism and Weyl transformation. Instead of fixing the Weyl symmetry, we are going to fix

the volume-changing part of the diffeomorphism by setting φ = e−
1

4 . The resulting action

becomes

SU =

∫

d4xe
1

2

(

−1

4
T µνρTµνρ −

1

2
T µνρTνµρ +

1

3
T µTµ

)

+ e6gµν(∂µ −
1

3
Tµ)e

−

1

4 (∂ν −
1

3
Tν)e

−

1

4 + λ . (12)
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Note that λ term is just constant (without depending on eaµ unlike the cosmological

constant in the Einstein-Hilbert action) and we may simply discard it as a classical action.

By using identity (5) and integration by part, we can further rewrite the action into

the form:

SU =

∫

d4xe
1

2

(

R+
3

32
gµν∂µg∂νg

)

, (13)

where we emphasize again that R is the standard Ricci scalar constructed out of met-

ric tensor through the Christoffel connection. This action is invariant under the Weyl

transformation and the transverse diffeomorphism (i.e. diffeomorphism whose Jacobian

is unity). One may further fix the Weyl symmetry by setting e.g. e = g
1

2 = 1, but we

opt not to (because the variation of gµν becomes non-trivial after imposing the non-linear

constraint such as e = g
1

2 = 1). It describes unimodular gravity by regarding eµa as

dynamical variable [2][25][26]. Since the cosmological constant λ does not appear in the

teleparallel equivalent of unimodular gravity, it is equivalent to Einstein’s general rela-

tivity with an adjustable cosmological constant [19]. Indeed, it effectively appears as a

boundary condition in the equations of motion.

Alternatively, one may linearize (12) around the Minkowski space eaµ = δaµ+ηaν 1
2
hνµ (so

that gµν = ηµν+hµν). Due to the (emergent) local Lorentz symmetry, only the symmetric

part of hµν contributes to the action. Explicitly, the linearized action is given by

SU =

∫

d4x

(

−1

4
∂αhµν∂

αhµν +
1

2
∂µh

µα∂νhνα − 1

4
∂µh∂νh

νµ +
3

32
∂µh∂

µh

)

, (14)

where hµν = hνµ is assumed, and h = ηµνhµν . The indices are raised and lowered by the

Minkowski metric ηµν (only) here. We see that the linearized action can be expressed

only in terms of the traceless mode ĥµν = hµν − ηµν
4
h and the linearized Weyl symmetry,

a shift of the trace part of hµν becomes obvious. It is invariant under the transverse

diffeomorphism δhµν = ∂µξν + ∂νξµ with ∂µξ
µ = 0. As is known in the literature (e.g. see

[2]), it describes a massless spin-two graviton without a scalar degree of freedom.

3 Geometrical trinity of unimodular gravity

In the previous section, we have constructed the teleparallel equivalent of the unimodular

gravity. In our earlier work [14], we have constructed the symmetric teleparallel equivalent
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of unimodular gravity. The situation is similar to the geometrical trinity of the general

relativity presented in [11]. Our two constructions are both equivalent to unimodular

gravity, and we may declare that we have completed the geometrical trinity of unimodular

gravity.

To make our presentation self-contained, let us briefly summarize the symmetric

teleparallel equivalent of unimodular gravity and then offer a unified framework. In the

symmetric teleparallel gravity, we assume that the connection is flat and torsion-free but

is not compatible with the metric. The dynamical degrees of freedom are encoded in the

non-metricity tensor Qµ
ρσ = ∇µgρσ. The analogue of the crucial identity (5) is

−R = QE + g−
1

2∂µ(g
1

2Qµ − g
1

2 Q̄µ)

QE =
1

4
QαµνQ

αµν − 1

2
QαµνQ

µαν − 1

4
QαQ

α +
1

2
Q̄αQ

α , (15)

where R is the Ricci scalar constructed out of the metric tensor through the Christoffel

connection. Here we have introduced Qµ = Q α
µ α and Q̄µ = Qα

αµ.

Since the symmetric teleparallel connection is flat, we can always (at least locally)

choose the so-called coincident gauge [10][21], where Qαµν = ∂αgµν . Sticking with this

gauge, one can define the infinitesimal Weyl transformation[14] (see [22][23] as well):

δW gµν = 2σgµν

δW g = 8σg

δWQα
µν = 2gµνg

αβ∂βσ

δWQµ = 8∂µσ

δW Q̄µ = 2∂µσ

δWφ = −σφ . (16)

With these transformations in mind, we may start with the Weyl invariant action

SW =

∫

d4x
√
g
(

−φ2(QE + g−
1

2∂µ(g
1

2Qµ − g
1

2 Q̄µ) + 6gµν∂µφ∂νφ+ λφ4
)

. (17)

If we fix the Weyl symmetry by setting φ = 1, we obtain the Einstein-Hilbert action with

a cosmological constant. Instead, we now fix the volume-changing part of the diffeomor-

phism by setting φ = g−
1

8 . The resulting Weyl transverse diffeomorphism invariant action

is

SU =

∫

d4xg
1

4 (−QW ) , (18)

7



where

QW = c1QαµνQ
αµν + c2QαµνQ

µαν + c3QαQ
α + c4Q̄αQ̄

α + c5Q̄αQ
α (19)

with c1 = 1
4
, c2 = −1

2
, c3 = − 3

32
, c4 = 0 and c5 = 1

4
. As in the previous section, the λ

term is dropped because it does not affect the equations of motion. This action describes

symmetric teleparallel equivalent of unimodular gravity. By construction it is equivalent

to unimodular gravity or Einstein’s general relativity with an adjustable cosmological

constant.

The teleparallel equivalent of unimodular gravity and the symmetric teleparallel equiv-

alent of unimodular gravity can be unified in the following way. We now consider the most

generic connection which is flat but with torsion and non-metricity. Under the flatness

condition, we have the identity

−R = GE + g−
1

2∂µ

(

g
1

2 (Qµ − Q̄µ − 2T µ)
)

GE = TE +QE +QµνρT
ρµν −QµT

µ + Q̄µT
µ . (20)

Starting with a particular form of the Weyl invariant action

SW =

∫

d4x
√
g
(

−φ2(GE + g−
1

2∂µ

(

g
1

2 (Qµ − Q̄µ − 2T µ)
)

+ 6gµν∂µφ∂νφ+ λφ4
)

, (21)

and fixing the gauge by setting φ = g−
1

8 , we obtain

SU =

∫

d4xe
1

2

(

R+
3

32
gµν∂µg∂νg

)

. (22)

Note that if we write the action in terms of gµν (or eaµ) by using (20), it is obvious

that the resultant theory is unimodular gravity with the Weyl transverse diffeomorphism,

but it is worth while mentioning what happens to the other degrees of freedom in the

most generic (flat) connection. For this purpose, we can use the flatness condition to

parameterize the torsion and the non-metricity as

T α
µν = (Λ−1)αρ(∂µΛ

ρ
ν − ∂νΛ

ρ
µ)

Qαµν = ∂αgµν − (Λ−1)λρ(∂αΛ
ρ
µgνλ + ∂αΛ

ρ
νgµλ) . (23)

Importantly, Λρ
µ does not appear in the action given by (22) (up to surface terms), so

one may claim that the degrees of freedom encoded in Λρ
µ is a “gauge” degree of freedom.
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This is the enhanced symmetry, which makes the action (22) special compared with the

other general quadratic action of the torsion and the non-metricity (under the additional

Weyl symmetry).

One may use the enhanced symmetry to set either T α
µν = 0 or Qαµν = 0 and then

we have the teleparallel equivalent of unimodular gravity and the symmetric teleparallel

equivalent of unimodular gravity, and the construction here gives a unified framework.

Note that the resultant theory still enjoys the Weyl transverse diffeomorphism necessary

for unimodular gravity.

Let us briefly discuss the matter coupling in the (symmetric) teleparallel equivalent

of unimodular gravity. It might occur to us that we can use the covariant derivative

that are natural in each geometry (i.e. the connection with torsion or the connection

with non-metricity). It turns out, however, that such a choice would not be equivalent

to the conventional matter coupling in unimodular gravity; what is more worse, it would

be inconsistent. The reason is that we have emphasized that it is important to retain

emergent local Lorentz or diffeomorphism symmetry even after imposing the Weitzenböck

gauge in teleparallel case or the coincident gauge in symmetric teleparallel case. Among

many other possibilities, we have chosen the gravity action as (10) and (17) based on this

requirement, and so should be in the matter action. We do not have to treat each case

separately because the above construction gives the unified framework based on (21).

Let us take some examples motivated from the standard model of particle physics.

We begin with the gauge field. The gauge kinetic term as well as theta terms are Weyl

invariant in four-dimensions, so

Sgauge =

∫

d4xe

(

− 1

4g2
TrF µνFµν + θǫµνρσTrF

µνF ρσ

)

(24)

does not change after fixing the gauge by φ = e−
1

4 . Here the field strength is defined by

Fµν = ∂µAν −∂νAµ+ i[Aµ, Aν ], and its Weyl weight is zero. In the Riemannian geometry,

one may replace the partial derivative with the covariant derivative in the definition of

the field strength, but here we cannot. To state it more explicitly, the coupling to the

connection, in particular torsional part, is not allowed.

Next, let us consider the scalar field. A canonical example is the Higgs field. We start

with the Weyl invariant action

Sscalar = −
∫

d4xe

(

gµν∂µΦ∂νΦ +
1

6
RΦ2 + φ4V (Φ/φ)

)

, (25)

9



where δWΦ = −σΦ. Setting φ = e−
1

4 to fix the gauge, we obtain the matter action

compatible with Weyl transverse diffeomorphism.

Sscalar = −
∫

d4xe

(

gµν∂µΦ∂νΦ +
1

6
RΦ2 + e−1V (Φe

1

4 )

)

. (26)

Note that the peculiar appearance of e in the potential is necessary for the consistency of

the gravitational equations of motion in unimodular gravity.

One may wonder if the non-minimal coupling is fixed here, but it is not the case. The

non-minimal coupling can be introduced if we add a more elaborate Weyl invariant action

Snon-minimal =

∫

d4xeξΦ

(

−Φ2

φ2
φ✷φ+

1

6
RΦ2

)

. (27)

to the above. Clearly, if we set φ = 1, we obtain the non-minimal coupling RΦ2 in

Einstein’s general relativity. If we instead set φ = e−
1

4 , we obtain the equivalent non-

minimal coupling in unimodular gravity:

Snon-minimal =

∫

d4xeξΦ

(

−Φ2e
1

4✷e−
1

4 +
1

6
RΦ2

)

. (28)

Finally, consider the Weyl invariant fermion action (where δWΨ = −3
2
σΨ)

Sfermion =

∫

d4xe
(

iΨ̄γµDµΨ+ φmΨ̄Ψ
)

, (29)

where Dµ = ∂µ + ω
(e)
µ , and the spinor Lorentz connection here is the torsion-free metric-

compatible connection constructed out of the tetrad. In the unimodular frame φ = e−
1

4 ,

we obtain

Sfermion =

∫

d4xe
(

iΨ̄γµDµΨ+ e−
1

4mΨ̄Ψ
)

, (30)

As we have emphasized, it is crucial to use the torsion-free metric-compatible connection

here rather than the spin connection naturally defined in the (symmetric) teleparallel

geometry.

The other interaction among various fields such as gauge interactions and Yukawa

interactions can be introduced with no difficulty. We have therefore shown that all the

known matter couplings of the standard model of particle physics can be realized in our

geometrical trinity of unimodular gravity.
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4 Discussions

In this paper, we have formulated the teleparallel equivalent of unimodular gravity and

the symmetric teleparallel equivalent of unimodular gravity in a unified framework. Our

starting point is the Weyl invariant action with enhanced symmetry. The enhanced sym-

metry was important to guarantee that the resultant theory is equivalent to unimodular

gravity or Einstein’s general relativity with an adjustable cosmological constant.

Since all of them are physically equivalent, the difference may only reside in their

interpretation. We may be able to find the superiority of one formulation over the other

only if it is embedded in a deeper structure. For example, it is interesting to point out that

the supergeometry in superspace is naturally equipped with torsion, so the Riemannian

geometry that we are used to may not be the most natural formulation of gravity from

the supersymmetric viewpoint.

Let us discuss a possible generalizations of f(T,Q) type (symmetric) teleparallel grav-

ity in unimodular gravity. The idea is to make the torsion tensor and the non-metricty

tensor Weyl covariant:

T̂ a
µν = ∂µ(φe

a
ν)− ∂ν(φe

a
µ)

= φT a
µν + (∂µφ)e

a
ν − (∂νφ)e

a
µ

Q̂αµν = ∂α(φ
2gµν)

= φ2Qαµν + 2(φ∂αφ)gµν . (31)

Then the theory constructed out of T̂ a
µν and Q̂αµν (as well as ĝµν = φ2gµν and êaµ = φeaµ)

gives Weyl invariant action, which can be a starting point to construct the unimodular

version of f(T,Q) gravity (including new general relativity [27] and newer general rela-

tivity [10]) by setting φ = e−
1

4 . Generic f(T,Q) gravity lacks the enhanced symmetry

and the consistency becomes non-trivial, and the unimodular version inherits the same

difficulty, but there may exist consistent theories including extra propagating degrees of

freedom.

In this paper, we have not discussed cosmological or astrophysical applications of these

f(T,Q) theories from our viewpoint. They are actively studied e.g. in [28, 29, 30, 31, 32,

33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56,

57, 58, 59, 60].3

3We have cited the papers that appeared in 2022. Earlier papers can be found in review articles such
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[58] M. Calzá and L. Sebastiani, [arXiv:2208.13033 [gr-qc]].

[59] P. Mukherjee, J. Levi Said and J. Mifsud, [arXiv:2209.01113 [astro-ph.CO]].

[60] S. Capozziello and M. Shokri, [arXiv:2209.06670 [gr-qc]].

16

http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.10997
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.01872
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.04735
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.13033
http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.01113
http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.06670

	1 Introduction
	2 Weyl transverse diffeomorphism invariant theory of teleparallel gravity
	3 Geometrical trinity of unimodular gravity
	4 Discussions

