
ar
X

iv
:2

21
1.

01
13

0v
1 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 2

 N
ov

 2
02

2

FT/UCM 121-2022

Unimodular gravity and the gauge/gravity
duality

Jesus Anero † , Carmelo P. Martin ††
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Abstract

Unimodular gravity can be formulated so that transverse diffeomorphisms and Weyl

transformations are symmetries of the theory. For this formulation of unimodular grav-

ity, we work out the two-point and three-point hµν contributions to the on-shell classical

gravity action in the leading approximation and for an Euclidean AdS background. We

conclude that these contributions do not agree with those obtained by using General

Relativity due to IR divergent contact terms. The subtraction of these IR divergent

terms yields the same IR finite result for both unimodular gravity and General Relativ-

ity. Equivalence between unimodular gravity and General Relativity with regard to the

gauge/gravity duality thus emerges in a non trivial way.
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1 Introduction

Unimodular gravity is a theory of gravity which puts the cosmological constant problem into

a new perspective [1, 2, 3], for the vacuum energy does not gravitate in that theory. In

unimodular gravity the cosmological constant does not enter the classical action and thus it

occurs as an integration constant in the classical theory [1, 2, 3]. At the quantum level, the

cosmological constant occurs as parameter of the background field when computing the on-

shell perturbative background-field effective action [4] and as a property of boundary states

when computing transition amplitudes between those states [5].

In the current century, several issues have been studied over the years in connection with

unimodular gravity –see [6], for a recent review. Let us mention just a few. Unimodular

gravity as one of the two sound theories with transverse-diffeomorphism invariance [7]. How

unimodular gravity arises from interacting gravitons [8]. The quantization of unimodular

gravity within the BRST formalism [4, 9, 10, 11, 12, 5]. Whether unimodular gravity and

general relativity agree as effective quantum field theories [13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20].

Asymptotic-safety analysis of unimodular gravity [21, 22, 23, 24, 25]. The formulation of

unimodular supergravity [26, 27, 28]. Sundry topics like the first order formalism [29] and

the hamiltonian formalism [30] as applied to unimodular gravity, and a massive version of the

theory [31].

The gauge/gravity duality conjecture states that a gravity theory in a d + 1 -dimensional

space-time with boundary is equivalent to an appropriate gauge theory –with no gravity–

in its d dimensional boundary. There is a wealth of evidence –see [32, 33] and references

therein– that this conjecture holds for the pair of theories for which the duality was originally

put forward [34], namely: type IIB superstring on AdS5 × S5 with N units of flux on S5 ,

on the one hand, and N = 4 super-Yang-Mills for SU(N) on four dimensional Minkowski

space-time, on the other. Another well-established instance of the gauge/gravity duality is the

pair constituted by M-Theory on AdS4 × S7/Zk and the large N limit of the ABJM theory,

which was introduced in [35]. We see that at low energy these two instances involve General

Relativity on AdS5 and AdS4 as duals of strongly interacting field theories without gravity

in 4 and 3 dimensions, respectively.

The reader should bear in mind that from now on shall consider Euclidean AdS only. In

Poincaré coordinates, Euclidean AdS is the space Hd+1 = {(z, ~x) | z > 0, ~x ∈ R
d} with line
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element

ds2 =
L2

z2
(dz2 + δijdx

idxj). (1.1)

The (conformal) boundary of Hd+1 is at z = 0 .

The gauge/gravity duality, when it holds, is a precisely formulated realization of the holo-

graphic principle [36, 37]. The formulation in question entails the so-called holographic dictio-

nary introduced in [38, 39]. This dictionary sets a correspondence between objects (parameters

and fields) of the quantum gravity theory in d + 1 -dimensions and the dual quantum field

theory in d -dimensions. In particular, the quantum fluctuations, say hµν , of the Euclidean

AdS metric is linked with the energy-momentum tensor, Tij , of the dual quantum field theory.

Indeed, the data, say h
(b)
ij , setting the value of hµν at the conformal boundary of Euclidean

AdS acts a source of the energy-momentum tensor of the dual quantum field theory: it is

postulated that the n -point connected Green function of Tij is given by

〈Ti1j1(x1) · · ·Tinjn(xn)〉(connected) =
δn LnZgravity [h

(b)
ij ]

δh(b)i1j1(x1) · · · δh(b)injn(xn)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

h(b)=0

, (1.2)

where Zgravity [h
(b)
ij ] is the partition function of the gravity theory on the Euclidean AdS back-

ground for the boundary data h
(b)
ij .

In this paper we shall be concerned only with the leading saddle point approximation to

Zgravity [h
(b)
ij ] . This approximation is given by

ln Zgravity [h
(b)
ij ] = −Sclassical[hµν [h

(b)
ij ]], (1.3)

where hµν [h
(b)
ij ] is the solution to the classical gravity equations of motion in the Euclidean

AdS background with boundary data equal to h
(b)
ij .

Of course, as they stand, both (1.2) and (1.3) are formal equations: they need regularization

and renormalization to be well-defined. We shall regularize and renormalize Sclassical[hµν [h
(b)
ij ]]

as done in [38, 40, 41, 42, 43], ie, first, by cutting off at ǫ0 > 0 the “ z ” coordinate of the

Euclidean AdS metric in Poincaré coordinates; and, then, subtracting the divergences which

arise as ǫ0 goes to zero. We shall not use the holographic renormalization framework of [44]

–see [45], for a pedagogical exposition. This framework demands the use of the Graham-

Fefferman form of the near boundary metric, which in not a unimodular metric.

The purpose of this paper to work out, in the leading saddle point approximation, the 2-

point and 3-point contributions to the partition function –see (1.3)– of unimodular gravity for
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an Euclidean AdS background and thus to begin the analysis of the properties of unimodular

gravity from the gauge/gravity duality standpoint. By unimodular gravity we shall mean a

gravity theory as formulated by using the framework of references [7, 13, 4]. In the framework in

question the unimodular metric, say ĝµν , is expressed in terms of the unimodular background

metric ḡµν and the unconstrained field hµν as follows

ĝµν =
gµν
|g|1/n gµν = ḡµν + κhµν . (1.4)

In the previous equations g denotes the determinant of gµν , n is the space-time dimension

and κ =
√
8πG ; G being the gravitational constant. The two-tensor hµν describes the

perturbations of the background ḡµν , classically, and the fluctuations of the latter at the

quantum level. Upon quantization hµν becomes the graviton field [7, 13]. The gauge symmetry

of this formulation of unimodular gravity is constituted by transverse diffeomorphisms and

Weyl transformations of gµν [7, 46].

The classical action of our unimodular gravity theory for a manifold M with boundary

∂M is [47, 14]

SUG = − 1

2κ2

(

∫

M

dnxR[ĝµν ] + 2

∫

∂M

dn−1y
√

ĝ(b)K
)

, (1.5)

where R[ĝ] is the Ricci scalar, ĝ(b) is the determinant of the induced metric on the boundary

and K is the trace of the extrinsic curvature of the boundary for the unimodular metric ĝµν .

Of course, ĝµν is given in (1.4). The equation of motion derived from SUG reads [4]

Rµν −
1

n
Rgµν =

(n− 2)(2n− 1)

4n2

(∇µg∇νg

g2
− 1

n

(∇g)2

g2
gµν

)

− n− 2

2n

(∇µ∇νg

g
− 1

n

∇2g

g
gµν

)

,

(1.6)

where Rµν and R are the Ricci tensor and the Ricci scalar for gµν –not for ĝµν , respectively;

∇µg ≡ ∂µg . The previous equations, which we shall call the unimodular equation of motion,

are obtained by setting to zero the infinitesimal variations of SUG induced by infinitesimal

variations of gµν which vanish at ∂M .

The reader should notice that no Cosmological Constant occurs in SUG and yet gµν = ḡµν is

a solution to the unimodular equation of motion in (1.6) when ḡµν is the unimodular Euclidean

AdS metric. This result holds whatever the value of the Cosmological Constant which occurs

in the Euclidean AdS metric. This is in sharp contrast with the General Relativity situation

where the Cosmological Constant enters the action and the value of Cosmological Constant

which characterizes the Euclidean AdS metric is only the one which occurs in the action.
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We shall show that the two- and three-point contributions to the r.h.s of (1.3) in General

Relativity and unimodular gravity are not the same for the IR regularized theories. However,

this difference is due only to IR divergent contact contributions so that once these IR divergent

terms are subtracted full agreement between the unimodular gravity and General Relativity

results is reached. As a consequence, the two-point and three-point correlation functions of

the energy momentum tensor defined according to (1.2) are the same for both gravity theories.

And yet, this equivalence between unimodular gravity and General Relativity regarding those

IR finite results cannot hide the fact that it is obtained in a non trivial way.

The layout of this paper is as follows. In section 2 we put forward the unimodular coun-

terpart of Euclidean AdS in Poincaré coordinates. In section 3 we solve the linearized version

of unimodular gravity equation (1.6) for the unimodular Euclidean AdS background. We

shall show that a suitable gauge choice –the axial gauge– and coordinates turns the linearized

equation in question into the equation of a free massless scalar field on the Euclidean AdS

background. Sections 4 and 5 are devoted, respectively, to the computation of the two- and

three-point contributions to the r.h.s. of (1.3) for unimodular gravity and how these con-

tributions compare to their General Relativity counterparts. In section 6 we shall state our

conclusions. We also include an Appendix where we discuss how to find the solution to the

linearized General relativity equations in the axial gauge, the solution satisfying Dirichlet

Boundary conditions and having a well-defined limit as we move towards the interior of Eu-

clidean AdS.

2 Euclidean AdS with unimodular metric. Unimodular Poincaré

coordinates.

In the standard Gauge/Gravity duality discussions [43], one usually characterises Euclidean

AdS by using Poincaré coordinates, and thus Euclidean AdS in d+ 1 dimensions is identified

with the set of IRd+1 points {(z, ~x), z > 0, ~x ∈ IRd} with line element

ds2 =
L2

z2
(

dz2 + δijdx
idxj

)

, i, j = 1 . . . d. (2.1)

In this coordinate system the boundary is at z = 0 and it is IRd .

The determinant of the metric of the previous line element is not 1 , so this metric does

5



not suit our purposes. Let us introduce a new coordinate, say w , w ≥ 0 , defined as follows

w =
Ld+1

d
z−d. (2.2)

Here and elsewhere d ≥ 3 . In terms of w the line element in (2.1) reads

ds2 =

(

L

wd

)2

dw2 +

(

wd

L

)2/d

δijdx
idxj. (2.3)

The Riemannian metric of the line element in (2.3) is unimodular; but now Euclidean AdS is

identified with set of real d+1 -tuples (w, ~x) , w > 0 , ~x ∈ IRd and the boundary is at w = ∞ .

The graviton field, hµν , of our unimodular gravity theory will propagate in an Euclidean

AdS background with unimodular metric ḡµν –the background metric– given by

ḡµν(w, ~x) =

(

(

L

wd

)2

,

(

wd

L

)2/d

δij

)

, (2.4)

where µ, ν = 0, 1...d and i, j = 1...d .

Let us close this section by making some comments regarding the killing vectors of a

general unimodular metric. First, any such killing vector, ξµ , is transverse, ie, ∂µξ
µ = 0 ,

since transversality is equivalent to covariant transversality, ∇µξ
µ = 0 , when the metric is

unimodular. Secondly, the number of independent killing vectors of a unimodular metric and

any metric obtained from it by a diffeomorphism is the same. This is relevant with regard to

the gauge/gravity duality.1

3 The linearized unimodular gravity equation on an Euclidean AdS

background.

The linearized unimodular gravity equation in the Euclidean AdS background with the uni-

modular metric, ḡµν , in (2.4) is obtained from the equation in (1.6) with n = d+1 , by setting

gµν = ḡµν + κhµν and expanding at first order in κ . Thus, one gets

1
2
�̄hµν − d+3

2(d+1)2
ḡµν�̄h− 1

2
∇̄µ∇̄ρh

ρ
ν − 1

2
∇̄ν∇̄ρh

ρ
µ +

1
d+1

ḡµν∇̄ρ∇̄σh
ρσ + 1

d+1
∇̄µ∇̄νh

+ 1
L2hµν − ḡµν

1
(d+1)L2h = 0,

(3.1)

1We thank E. Álvarez for pointing out these two results to us.
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where all the covariant derivatives are defined with respect to ḡµν –hence, the upper bar– and

h ≡ ḡµν hµν . Let us point out that (3.1) is quite different from the corresponding General

Relativity equation, (8.1), in the Appendix.

The aim of this section is to find the solution to (3.1) for suitable Dirichlet data at the

boundary and such that –see [43, 32]– the solution in question has a well-defined limit as

one moves deep into the interior of Euclidean AdS, ie, as w → 0 . We shall cut-off the w

coordinate at ρ0 –ie, 0 ≤ w ≤ ρ0 – to regularize the IR divergent contributions to the r.h.s

of (1.3) coming from regions arbitrarily close to w = ∞ . Thus, we shall solve (3.1) in the

domain {(w, ~x); 0 < w < ρ0, ~x ∈ IRd} . We shall show that in the axial gauge, h0µ[w, ~x] = 0 ,

such a solution can be brought to a solution, say hµν = (h0µ = 0, hij) , satisfying

δijhij [w, ~x] = 0 and ∂jhji[w, ~x] = 0, (3.2)

by doing a gauge transformation that preserves the axial gauge condition. In (3.2), i, j = 1...d

and ∂j = δjl ∂
∂xl .

To solve (3.1) for hµν , we shall take advantage of the gauge symmetries:

δhµν(x) = ∇̄µθν(x) + ∇̄νθµ(x), ∇̄µθ
µ(x) = 0,

δWhµν(x)(x) = 2σ(x)ḡµν , x ≡ (w, ~x).
(3.3)

of the equation in question. ∇̄µ is defined with regard to the unimodular metric ḡµν in (2.4).

That the transformations in (3.3) leave (3.1) invariant can be easily checked directly and it

is a consequence of the fact –see [4]– that the unimodular action in (1.5) is invariant under

transverse diffeomorphisms and Weyl transformations of gµν in (1.4). Recall that ∂µθ
µ = 0

is equivalent to ∇µθ
µ(x) = 0 if the metric is unimodular.

By using the transformations in (3.3), one may impose the gauge condition h0µ[w, ~x] = 0 ,

0 ≤ w ≤ ρ0 and ~x ∈ IRd . From now on we shall assume that the previous gauge condition is

imposed so that only hij [w, ~x] occurs in (3.1).

Let us introduce the following definitions

Hij [z, ~x] = hij [w = Ld+1

d
z−d, ~x], H [z, ~x] = δijHij[z, ~x], i, j = 1...d

f [z, ~x] =
∫ ddk

(2π)d
f [z,~k] e−i~k·~x, ~k = (k1, ..., kd), f ′′ = d2f

dz2
, f ′ = df

dz
.

Then, after changing variables from w to z = ( wd
Ld+1 )

−1/d equation (3.1) boils down to the

7



following set of equations

H ′′[z,~k]((−1 + d)z2) +H ′[z,~k](−((−5 + d)(−1 + d)z))+

H [z,~k](−2(−2 + d)(−1 + d) + (3 + d)k2z2)− kikjHij [z,~k](2(1 + d)z2) = 0,
(3.4)

− 2kizH
′[z,~k] + (−5 + d)kiH [z,~k] + (1 + d)(zkjH ′

ji[z,
~k] + 2kjHji[z,~k]) = 0. (3.5)

H ′′[z,~k](−(3 + d)z2)δij +H ′[z,~k]((−5 + d)(3 + d)zδij)+

H [z,~k](−2(1 + d)z2kikj + (3 + d)(−4 + 2d+ k2z2)δij)+

H ′′
ij[z,

~k](1 + d)2z2 +H ′
ij[z,

~k](−(−5 + d)(1 + d)2z) +Hij [z,~k](−(1 + d)2(−4 + 2d+ k2z2))+

(−2(1 + d)z2)δijk
lkmHlm[z,~k] + (1 + d)2z2(kjk

lHli[z,~k] + kik
lHlj[z,~k]) = 0.

(3.6)

Let us stress that equations (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6) are equivalent to the components 00 , 0i

and ij of equation (3.1), respectively. i, j run from 1 to d .

Let us first show that (3.4), (3.5) and (3.6) imply that, modulo a transverse diffeomeorphism

transformation that preserves h0µ[w, ~x] = 0 ,

H [z,~k] = 0 and kjHji[z,~k] = 0, (3.7)

when hij [w, ~x] has a well-defined limit as w → 0 . To do this we shall proceed as follows.

Contracting equation (3.5) with ki one gets

−2k2zH ′[z,~k] + (−5 + d)k2H [z,~k] + (1 + d)zkikjH ′

ij[z,
~k] + 2(1 + d)kikjHij [z,~k] = 0. (3.8)

By taking the derivative with respect to z of the previous equation, one obtains

(1 + d)zkikjH ′′

ij[z,
~k] + 3(1 + d)kikjH ′

ij[z,
~k]− 2k2zH ′′[z,~k] + (−7 + d)k2H ′[z,~k] = 0. (3.9)

Let us now contract (3.6) with kikj :

H ′′[z,~k](−(3 + d)k2z2) +H ′[z,~k](−(−5 + d)(3 + d)k2z)+

H [z,~k](2(−6 + d+ d2)k2 − (−1 + d)k4z2)+

kikjH ′′
ij[z,

~k]((1 + d)2z2) + kikjH ′
ij[z,

~k](−(−5 + d)(1 + d)2z)+

kikjHij[z,~k](4 + 6d− 2d3 + (−1 + d2)k2z2) = 0.

(3.10)
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Let us consider the system constituted by (3.8), (3.9) and (3.10). Solving this system for

kikjHij[z,~k] , one gets

kikjHij[z,~k] =
1

(1+d)z2
{(−2− (−3 + d)d+ k2z2)H [z,~k] + z(2(−2 + d)H ′[z,~k]− zH ′′[z,~k])}.

(3.11)

The contraction of equation (3.6) with δij yields the following equation

H ′′[z,~k](−(−1 + d)z2) +H ′[z,~k]((−5 + d)(−1 + d)z)+

H [z,~k](2(−2 + d)(−1 + d)− (3 + d)k2z2) + kikjHij[z,~k](2(1 + d)z2) = 0.
(3.12)

This is equation (3.4), so we conclude that equation (3.4) is contained in equation (3.6) and

provides no extra information. By solving for kikjHij [z,~k] , (3.12) can be recast into the form

kikjHij[z,~k] =
1

2(1+d)z2
{(−2(−2 + d)(−1 + d) + (3 + d)k2z2)H [z,~k]+

(−1 + d)z(−(−5 + d)H ′[z,~k] + zH ′′[z,~k]}.
(3.13)

Next, subtracting (3.13) from (3.11), one gets

k2zH [z,~k]− (−3 + d)H ′[z,~k] + zH ′′[z,~k] = 0.

Since k2 ≥ 0 , the general solution to the previous equation reads

H [z,~k] = z−1+d/2(C1Jd/2−1[|~k| z] + C2Yd/2−1[|~k| z]), (3.14)

where |~k| =
√
k2 , and C1 and C2 are functions of ~k .

Let us assume that d ≥ 3 . Then, the asymptotic behaviour of Jd/2−1[|~k|z] and Yd/2−1[|~k|z])
leads to the conclusion that H [z,~k] = δijHij [z,~k] in (3.14) has a well-defined limit as z → ∞
only if both C1 and C2 vanish. Recall that there is the condition that Hij [z,~k] = hij [w =
Ld+1

d
z−d, ~k] must have a well-defined limit as w → 0 , ie, as z → ∞ .

Next, the substitution of H [z,~k] = 0 in equation (3.5) leads to

zkjH ′

ji[z,
~k] + 2kjHji[z,~k] = 0,

whose general solution is

kiHij [z,~k] =
vj(~k)

z2
.

This solution is compatible with equation (3.4) for H [z,~k] = 0 if, and only if,

δijkivj(~k) = 0. (3.15)

9



It can be shown that

H
(particular)
ij [z,~k] =

1

(z2k2)
(kivj(~k) + kjvi(~k)). (3.16)

is a solution to equation (3.6), for δijH
(particular)
ij [z,~k] = 0 . Hence, when H [z,~k] = 0 , the

general solution, Hij[z,~k] , to (3.6) can be expressed as the sum Hij[z,~k] = H
(transverse)
ij [z,~k]+

H
(particular)
ij [z,~k] , where

kiH transverse
ij [z,~k] = 0.

Let us show that

H
(particular)
ij [z, ~x] =

∫

ddk

(2π)d
H

(particular)
ij [z,~k] e−i~k·~x,

with z =
(

wd
Ld+1

)−1/d
, can be recast as a unimodular gauge transformation which preserves the

axial gauge condition h0µ[w, ~x] = 0 . This gauge transformation reads

∇µWν [w, ~x] +∇νWµ[w, ~x], (3.17)

where

W0[w, ~x] = 0, Wi[w, ~x] =
( dw

Ld+1

)2/d

i

∫

ddk

(2π)d
e−ik·xvi(

~k)

k2
(3.18)

and the covariant derivative is defined with regard to the unimodular Poincaré metric in (2.4).

Let us change variables from (w, ~x) to (z, ~x) , where z =
(

wd
Ld+1

)−1/d
– ~x does not change.

Then the vector field Wν [w, ~x] changes to Vν [x, ~x] as follows

W0[w, ~x] =
∂z

∂w
V0[z, ~x], Wi[w, ~x] = Vi[z, ~x].

Hence, the following results hold

V0[z, ~x] = 0, Vi[z, ~x] =
1
z2
i
∫

ddk
(2π)d

e−ik·x vi(~k)
k2

∇̄0W0[z, ~x] = ( ∂z
∂w

)2∇(S)
0 V0[z, ~x],

∇̄0Wi[w, ~x] + ∇̄iW0[w, ~x] =
∂z
∂w

(∇(S)
0 Vi[z, ~x] +∇(S)

i V0[z, ~x]),

∇̄iWj [w, ~x] + ∇̄jWi[w, ~x] = ∇(S)
i Vj[z, ~x] +∇(S)

j Vi[z, ~x],

(3.19)

where ∇(S)
µ denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the standard Poincaré metric

whose line element is in (2.1). A little computation yields

∇(S)
0 V0[z, ~x] = 0, ∇(S)

0 Vi[z, ~x] +∇(S)
i V0[z, ~x] = 0,
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which guarantees, in view of (3.3) and (3.19), that the axial gauge condition h0µ[w, ~x] = 0 is

preserved. Besides

∇(S)
i Vj[z, ~x] +∇(S)

j Vi[z, ~x] =
1

z2

∫

ddk

(2π)d
e−ik·x kivj(k) + kjvi(k)

k2
,

which matches (3.16). Hence, the last equation in (3.19) yields (3.16).

It remains to be seen that Wµ[w, ~x] is covariantly transverse: ∇̄µWµ[w, ~x] = 0 . Indeed,

∇̄µWµ[w, ~x] = ∇(S)
µ Vµ[z, ~x] =

∫

ddk

(2π)d
e−ik·x δijkivj(k)

k2
= 0,

for equation (3.15) holds. Recall that unimodularity of the metric implies that transversality

with regard to ∂µ and ∇̄µ are equivalent.

Let us recapitulate. We have just shown that, in the axial gauge, h0µ[w, ~x] = 0 , any

solution to (3.1) in the domain with cutoff {(w, ~x), 0 < w < ρ0, ~x ∈ IRd} which has a well-

defined limit as w → 0 is gauge equivalent, under the transformation in (3.17) and (3.18), to

a solution of (3.1), say hij[z, ~x] , such that

H [z, ~x] = 0 and ∂jHji[z, ~x] = 0, (3.20)

where ∂j = δjl ∂
∂xl , H [z, ~x] ≡ δijHij[z, ~x] and Hij[z, ~x] = hij [w = Ld+1

d
z−d, ~x] . Notice that

(3.20) can be recast as (3.2).

If we substitute (3.7) in (3.4) and (3.5) in turn, we shall see that they are trivially satisfied.

However, the substitution of (3.7) in (3.6) yields the following equation

z2H ′′

ij[z,
~k]− (−5 + d)zH ′

ij [z,
~k]− (−4 + 2d+ k2z2)Hij[z,~k] = 0, (3.21)

to be satisfied by Hij[z,~k] . Let H i
j[z,

~k] be given by the following set of equations

H i
j[z,

~k] ≡ hi
j [w =

Ld+1

d
z−d, ~k], hi

j[w,
~k] = ḡilhlj [w,~k] =

(

L

wd

)2/d

hij[w,~k],

where ḡµν is the inverse of the unimodular metric (2.4). Obviously, Hij[z,~k] =
L2

z2
H i

j [z,
~k] ,

which substituted in (3.21) yields

z2H i
j
′′[z,~k] + (1− d)zH i

j
′[z,~k]− k2z2H i

j[z,
~k] = 0. (3.22)

The general solution to this equation is well known: it is a linear combination of zd/2Kd/2[|k|z]
and zd/2Id/2[|k|z] , where Kd/2[|k|z] and Id/2[|k|z] are the modified Bessel function of second
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kind. And yet, we have to drop zd/2Id/2[|k|z] , for it has an exponentially divergent behaviour in

the deep interior of Euclidean AdS, ie, as z → ∞ –recall that z → ∞ corresponds to w → 0 .

We then conclude that the solution to (3.22), in the domain {(z,~k), z > ǫ0 > 0, ~k ∈ IRd, ǫ0 =
(

ρ0d
Ld+1

)−1/d} , satisfying Dirichlet boundary conditions at z = ǫ0 and having a well-defined

limit as z → 0 reads

H i
j[z,

~k] =
zd/2Kd/2[|k|z]
ǫ
d/2
0 Kd/2[|k|ǫ0]

h
(TT ) i
j [~k]. (3.23)

Notice that h
(TT ) i
j [~k] is any traceless and transverse function whose inverse Fourier transform

is real so that (3.7) holds. Obviously,

h
(TT ) i
j [~k] = h

(T ) i
j [~k]− 1

d−1

(

δij − kikj
k2

)

h(T )[~k], h(T )[~k] = δjih
(T ) i
j [~k],

h
(T ) i
j [~k] = h

(b) i
j [~k]− 1

k2
kiklh

(b) l
j [~k]− 1

k2
kjk

lh
(b) i
l [~k] + 1

(k2)2
kikj k

nkmh
(b)m
n [~k],

(3.24)

where h
(b) i
j [~k] is the Fourier transform of an arbitrary real h

(b) i
j (~x) , which sets the value of

hµν [w, ~x] at boundary w = ρ0 .

Putting it all together we finally conclude that in the axial gauge, h0µ[w, ~x] = 0 , any

solution to (3.1) –the linearized unimodular gravity equation– in the domain {(w, ~x); 0 < w <

ρ0, ~x ∈ IRd} is gauge equivalent, under a gauge transformation –see (3.18)– preserving the

axial gauge, to an hµν [w, ~x] whose Fourier transform is given by

h0µ[w,~k] = 0, hij [w,~k] = ḡik h
k
j [w,

~k],

hk
j [w,

~k] = Hk
j [z = (wd/L)−1/d , ~k] =

(ρ0
w

)1/2 Kd/2[|k| (wd/L)−1/d]

Kd/2[|k| (ρ0d/L)−1/d]
h
(TT ) k
j [~k].

(3.25)

Of course, we have demanded that the solution, hµν [w, ~x] , be such that it has a well-defined

limit as w → 0 and satisfies Dirichlet boundary conditions at w = ρ0 .

It will be useful for use in the following sections to realize that in the axial gauge, h0µ[w, ~x] =

0 , the equations in (3.2) are equivalent to

h[w, ~x] = ḡµνhµν [w, ~x] and ∇̄µhµν [w, ~x] = 0, (3.26)

respectively; ḡµν being defined in (2.4). Besides, the substitution of the equations (3.26) in

(3.1) leads to the conclusion that our hµν [w, ~x] in (3.25) satisfies

�̄hµν = − 2

L2
hµν . (3.27)
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A final comment: It is not difficult to show that each component of hi
j [w, ~x] , with Fourier

transform in (3.25), satisfies the free massless Klein-Gordon equation for the unimodular metric

in (2.4).

4 The two-point function

The purpose of this section is to work out the expansion up to quadratic order in hµν of SUG

in (1.5) for the hµν in (3.25) and compare the result with that of General Relativity.

By using integration by parts and not dropping the total derivative terms, the contribution

in question, say SHEUG2 , to

− 1

2κ2

∫

ddx

∫ ρ0

0

dwR[ĝ]

reads
SHEUG2[hµν ] = − 1

2κ2

∫

ddx
∫ ρ0
0

dw
{

− d(d+1)
L2 + κ∇̄µ∇̄νh

µν − κ 1
d+1

�̄h+

+κ2

2

[

1
2
hαβ

�̄hαβ − d+3
2(d+1)2

h�̄h− 1
2
hαβ∇̄α∇̄λh

λ
β − 1

2
hαβ∇̄β∇̄λh

λ
α+

+ 1
d+1

h∇̄µ∇̄νh
µν + 1

d+1
hαβ∇̄α∇̄βh− 1

L2h
αβhαβ +

1
(d+1)L2h

2
]

+ κ2∇̄λB
λ
}

,

(4.1)

where2

Bλ =
d− 1

4(d+ 1)2
h∇̄λh+

3− d

4(d+ 1)
hµν∇̄λhµν+

1

2(d+ 1)

[

hλν∇̄νh+h∇̄νh
λν
]

−hλτ ∇̄νh
ν
τ−

1

2
hτν∇̄νh

λ
τ

and h ≡ ḡµνhµν . Notice that we are integrating over the domain with cutoff {(w, ~x); 0 ≤ w ≤
ρ0, ~x ∈ IRd} that we have introduced in the previous section. The IRd boundary is at w = ρ0 .

The introduction of the cutoff ρ0 regularizes the otherwise IR divergent value of the action.

ρ0 is to be taken to ∞ upon renormalization.

When hµν in (4.1) satisfies –as does our solution in (3.25)– the equations in (3.26) and

(3.27), SHEUG2[hµν ] boils down to

SHEUG2[hµν ] = −1

2

∫

ddx

∫ ρ0

0

dw

{

−d(d+ 1)

κ2L2
+ ∇̄λ

(

3− d

4(d+ 1)
hµν∇̄λhµν − 1

2
hτν∇̄νh

λ
τ

)}

.

(4.2)

Notice that –as in the General Relativity case [41, 42]– SHEUG2 in (4.2) only contains boundary

contributions.

2To obtain (4.1), we have used the algebraic package xAct [48].
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Let us introduce the metric, say ḡ
(b)
ij ; i, j = 1...d , that the unimodular metric in (2.4)

induces on the boundary, {(ρ0, ~x), ~x ∈ IRd} , at w = ρ0 :

ḡ
(b)
ij [ρ0, ~x] = ḡµν [ρ0, ~x]

∂xµ

∂xi

∂xν

∂xj
= ḡij [ρ0, ~x] =

(

ρ0d

L

)2/d

δij , (4.3)

where xµ = (w, xi) . Let n̄µ denote the unitary vector which is orthogonal to the boundary

{(ρ0, ~x), ~x ∈ IRd} and it is given by

n̄µ =

(

ρ0d

L
,~0

)

, (4.4)

~0 being the zero vector of IRd . Of course, n̄µ satisfies ḡµνn̄
µn̄ν = 1 and ḡµν n̄

µeνi = 0 , where

eµi = ∂xµ

∂xi , i = 1...d are the coordinates of an orthogonal basis of the boundary at w = ρ0 in

the vector basis {∂µ, µ = 0, 1...d} . With this definitions in hand, the divergence theorem tell

us that SHEUG2[hµν ] in (4.2) is given by

SHEUG2[hµν ] = −1

2

∫

ddx

{

−d(d+ 1)

κ2L2
w +

√

ḡ(b) n̄λ

(

3− d

4(d+ 1)
hµν∇̄λhµν − 1

2
hτν∇̄νh

λ
τ

)}
∣

∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0

,

(4.5)

where ḡ(b) denotes the determinant of ḡ
(b)
ij .

Now, substituting h0µ = 0 , ∇̄ih0j = − 1
ωd
hij ,

√

ḡ(b) = ρ0d
L

and (4.4) in (4.5), one gets

SHEUG2[hµν ] = −1

2

∫

ddx

{

−d(d+ 1)

κ2L2
ρ0 +

(

ρ0d

L

)2(
3− d

4(d+ 1)
hi
j∂0h

j
i +

1

2ρ0d
hj
ih

i
j

)

}
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0

.

(4.6)

Next, we shall expand the unimodular Hawking-Gibbons-York action

SHGY = − 1

2κ2

∫

ddx 2
√

ĝ(b)[ρ0, ~x]K[ρ0, ~x], (4.7)

up to second order in hµν . Recall that ĝµν is given in (1.4), with n = d + 1 , so that both

the determinant of induced metric on the boundary, g(b)[ρ0, ~x] , and the trace of the extrinsic

curvature of the boundary, K[ρ0, ~x] , are to be computed for ĝµν .

Taking into account that

ĝ
(b)
ij [ρ0, ~x] ≡ ĝµν [ρ0, ~x]

∂xµ

∂xi

∂xν

∂xj
= ĝij [ρ0, ~x], (4.8)
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where xµ = (w, xi) , one concludes that in the axial gauge, h0µ[ρ0, ~x] = 0 , we have

√

ĝ(b) =
ρ0d

L

[

1 +
1

2(d+ 1)
κh− 1

4(d+ 1)
κ2hi

jh
j
i +

1

8(d+ 1)2
κ2h2

]

+ o((hij)
3), (4.9)

where h = ḡµνhµν and indices are raised and lowered with the Euclidean AdS unimodular

metric ḡµν in (2.4).

To compute K[ρ0, ~x] we shall take advantage of the foliation of {(w, ~x); 0 ≤ w ≤ ρ0, ~x ∈
IRd} furnished by the hyperplanes w×IRd , w fixed. Indeed, if n̂[w, ~x] denotes the vector field

constituted by the unitary vectors normal to each hyperplane that we have just mentioned, we

have

K[ρ0, ~x] = ∇̂µn
µ[ρ0, ~x] = ∂µn

µ[ρ0, ~x]. (4.10)

The covariant derivative ∇̂µ is defined with regard to the metric ĝµν which has determinant

equal to 1 ; this is why the rightmost equal sign in (4.10) is right. As we have said the vector

field, n̂[w, ~x] , must satisfy the following unitarity and orthonormality conditions

ĝµν n̂
µn̂ν = 1 and ĝµνn̂

µeνi = 0, i = 1...d, (4.11)

at each point (w, ~x) . In the previous equation eµi = ∂xµ

∂xi , {eµi ∂µ}i=1...d is a basis of vector

fields of w × IRd .

Let us solve the second equation in (4.11) first. Defining n̂µ = ĝµνn̂
ν , we conclude that

this second equation in (4.11) is equivalent to n̂µe
µ
i = 0 . Hence,

n̂µ[w, ~x] = (n0[w, ~x],~0), (4.12)

for eµi = ∂xµ

∂xi = δµi .

Now, in the axial gauge h0µ = 0 , so we have ĝi0 = 0 , for ḡµν is diagonal. Then, n̂i =

ĝiνn̂
ν = ĝijn̂

j and n̂i = 0 imply that (ḡij + κhij)n̂
j = 0 ; which in turn leads to n̂i[w, ~x] = 0 ,

for (ḡij + κhij) is an invertible matrix in perturbation theory of hij .

Summarizing, in the axial gauge, h0µ = 0 , the orthogonality condition -see (4.11)– on the

vector field n̂µ yields

n̂µ[w, ~x] = (n0[w, ~x],~0).

Substituting this result in the first equation –the unitarity condition– in (4.11), one gets

n̂0[w, ~x] =
1

√

ĝ00[w, ~x]
.
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By taking into account that, in the axial gauge, it holds that ĝ00 = ḡ00(det(ḡµν +

κhµν)
−1/(d+1) , one obtains the following result:

n̂0[w, ~x] =
wd

L

[

1 +
1

2(d+ 1)
κh− 1

4(d+ 1)
κ2hi

jh
j
i +

1

8(d+ 1)2
κ2h2

]

+ o((hij)
3). (4.13)

The substitution of (4.12) and (4.13) in (4.10) yields

K[ρ0, ~x] = ∂µn̂
µ[ρ0, ~x] = ∂0n̂

0[w, ~x] = d
L

[

1 + 1
2(d+1)

κh− 1
4(d+1)

κ2hi
jh

j
i +

1
8(d+1)2

κ2h2
]
∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0
+

+ ρ0d
L

[

1
2(d+1)

κ∂0h− 1
2(d+1)

κ2hi
j∂0h

j
i +

1
4(d+1)2

κ2h∂0h
]
∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0
+ o((hij)

3).

(4.14)

Notation: ∂0 ≡ ∂
∂w

. Let us now substitute (4.9) and (4.14) in (4.7). Then,

SHGY = − 1
2κ2

∫

ddx 2
[

ρ0d2

L2

(

1 + 1
d+1

κh + 1
2(d+1)2

κ2h2 − 1
2(d+1)

κ2hi
jh

j
i

)

+

+
(

ρ0d
L

)2
(

1
2(d+1)

κ∂0h + 1
2(d+1)2

κ2h∂0h− 1
2(d+1)

κ2hi
j∂0h

j
i

) ]
∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0
+ o((hij)

3).
(4.15)

Recall that at the end of the day we have to replace hµν [w, ~x] in the previous equation with

the hµν [w, ~x] in (3.25). Then we can set h = 0 in (4.15) to get

SHGY = − 1
2κ2

∫

ddx 2
[

ρ0d2

L2

(

1− 1
2(d+1)

κ2hi
jh

j
i

)

−
(

ρ0d
L

)2
(

1
2(d+1)

κ2hi
j∂0h

j
i

) ]
∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0
+ o((hij)

3).

(4.16)

To obtain the expansion of SUG in (1.5) up to second order in hµν for the solution in (3.25),

all that is left for us to do is to add (4.6) and (4.16). Thus, we obtain

SUG = − 1
2κ2×

∫

ddx
{

d(d−1)
L2 ρ0+κ2 ρ0

L2

d(1−d)
2(d+1)

hi
j[w, ~x]h

j
i [w, ~x]−κ2

(

ρ0d
L

)2 1
4
hj
i [w, ~x]∂0h

i
j [w, ~x]

}
∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0
+o((hij)

3),

(4.17)

where hi
j [w, ~x] , or rather its Fourier transform, is given in (3.25).

To compare the result in (4.17) with the corresponding results in General Relativity, which

we shall borrow from [41] and [42], we have to change coordinates from (w, ~x) to (z, ~x) by

inverting the transformation in (2.2). Upon making this change of coordinates, one gets

SUG = − 1
2κ2×

∫

ddx
{

(d−1)
L

(

ǫ0
L

)−d
+
(

ǫ0
L

)−d κ2(1−d)
2(d+1)L

H i
j [z, ~x]H

j
i [w, ~x]+

(

ǫ0
L

)1−d κ2

4
Hj

i [z, ~x]∂zH
i
j [z, ~x]

}
∣

∣

∣

z=ǫ0
+o((Hij)

3),

(4.18)
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where ǫ0 = (ρ0d/L
d+1)−1/d is the infrared cutoff for the z variable. H i

j[z, ~x] is defined its

Fourier transform, which is given in (3.23) and (3.24). H i
j [z, ~x] occurs in (4.18) because of the

definitions in (3.25). Notice that the second summand in (4.18) boils down to

(ǫ0
L

)−d κ2(1− d)

2(d+ 1)L
h
(TT ) i
j [~x]h

(TT ) j
i [~x],

when z is set to ǫ0 . The Fourier transform of hTT j
i [~x] is given in (3.24).

Now, ǫ0 is to be sent to 0 (ie, ρ0 → ∞ ) after subtracting the IR divergences regulated

by it. The first two summands in (4.18) diverge as ǫ0 → 0 and they must to be subtracted

altogether to get a finite result in the IR limit. Hence we will be left only with the contribution

S = − 1

2κ2

∫

ddx

{

(ǫ0
L

)1−d κ2

4
Hj

i [z, ~x]∂zH
i
j[z, ~x]

}
∣

∣

∣

∣

z=ǫ0

. (4.19)

This is precisely, modulo conventions, the result in (2.26) of the paper [42], where it is argued

that (2.26) yields the correct two-point function of the energy-momentum tensor of the dual

theory. Notice that our Hj
i [z,

~k] , the Fourier transform of Hj
i [z,

~k] , is the same as h̄i
j[z,

~k]

in [42]. Indeed, the latter is traceless and transverse –see (2.21) of [42]– and its actual value

is given in (2.23) of [42], which is our (3.23). Let us point out that to reach the conclusion

just stated one may carry out the whole computation in momentum and see that the IR finite

contribution to S in (4.19) reads

Sfinite = CT

∫

ddq

(2π)d

∫

ddp

(2π)d
(2π)dδ(~p+ ~q) h

(b)
ij (~q)Π

ij lm (~p)F (~p) h
(b)
lm(~p),

where CT is a constant and

Πij lm(~p) = 1
2

(

πil(~p)πjm(~p) + πim(~p)πjl(~p)
)

− 1
d−1

πij(~p)πlm(~p),

πij(~p) = δij − pipj

p2
,

F (p) = |~p|d, if d is odd and |~p|d ln |~p|, if d is even.

(4.20)

Taking two derivatives of Sfinite with respect to h
(b)
ij (~p) yields, modulo a constant, the two-

point correlation function of the energy-momentum tensor in momentum space found in [49]

for general CFT. F (~p) in (4.20) can be read off from the on-shell action of a massless scalar

field on Eclidean AdS –see [32].

Let us point out that our Hj
i [z,

~k] agrees with the bulk-boundary propagator used in

[50, 51]. Indeed, the propagator in question is the solution in the axial gauge to the linearized

Einstein equations for Dirichlet Boundary conditions and space-like momenta.
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Let us now go back to the first two terms in (4.18) that we have subtracted to get an

IR finite result. The corresponding contributions in General Relativity can be obtained from

equation (4.15) of [41] and they read

− 1

2κ2

∫

ddx
2(d− 1)

L

(ǫ0
L

)−d
(

1− κ2

4
hi
jh

j
i

)

. (4.21)

Obviously, the integrand of (4.21) and the two first summands of (4.18) are linear combinations

of the same type of monomials, namely 1 and hi
jh

j
i , but with different coefficients. So these

IR divergent contributions in General Relativity differ from those of our unimodular theory.

It has been shown in [41] that the IR divergences we have just quoted can be subtracted

just by adding the term

a

∫

ddx
√

g(b)

and choosing the coefficient a appropriately. One may wonder if the analogous term, namely

c

L

∫

ddx
√

ĝ(b),

would do the job for unimodular gravity. The answer is no, for the expansion in (4.9) yields

the following contribution

c

L

∫

ddx
ρ0d

L

[

1− 1

4(d+ 1)
κ2hi

jh
j
i

]

,

so that one can choose, eg, c = 2(1 − d) , to cancel the hi
jh

j
i summand in (4.17); but, then

there remains an IR –ie, as ρ0 → ∞ – divergent contribution
∫

ddx
ρ0d

L2
(1− d),

which has to be subtracted anyway.

Summarizing, we have shown that, up to the quadratic order, the value of the on-shell

classical action for our unimodular gravity differs from that of General Relativity by IR diver-

gent contact terms –see (4.18) and (4.21). Hence, our unimodular theory differs from General

Relativity at the (IR) regularized level. And yet, for the leading saddle point approximation to

the two-point contribution of the gravity field to lnZgravity[h
(b)
ij ] in (1.3), a sensible subtraction

of the IR divergences yields the same finite result for our unimodular theory as for General

Relativity. So the equivalence between our unimodular gravity theory and General Relativity

holds, in the case at hand, in a nontrivial way. Of course, the two-point correlation function
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of the energy-momentum tensor of the dual theory obtained from the on-shell classical grav-

ity action in the leading approximation is the same for both unimodular theory and General

Relativity.

5 The three-point function

Here we shall work out the contribution to SUG in (1.5) involving three hµν , hµν being given

in (3.25). We shall compare the contribution in question with that of General Relativity and

draw conclusions.

The use of the algebraic package xAct [48] and some very lengthy computations yields that

the three- hµν contribution, say SHEUG3 , to

− 1

2κ2

∫

ddx

∫ ρ0

0

dwR[ĝ]

reads

SHEUG3 = SBulkUG3 + BHEUG3, (5.1)

where

SBulkUG3 = −κ
2

∫

ddx
∫ ρ0
0

dw
√
ḡ
{

d
6L2h

µ
λh

λ
νh

ν
µ +

1
4
hµν∇̄µhτσ∇̄νh

τσ − 1
2
hµτ∇̄τh

νσ∇̄σhµν

}

,

BHEUG3 = −κ
2

∫

ddx
∫ ρ0
0

dw ∇̄λB
λ,

Bλ = d−3
4(d+1)

hµνhντ∇̄λhτ
µ − 1

d+1
hµνhλτ ∇̄τhµν + hµλhντ∇̄τhµν +

1
2
hµνh

ντ∇̄τh
µλ.

(5.2)

To obtain (5.1) and (5.2), the equations in (3.26) and (3.27) are to be employed profusely.

Let us simplify the boundary contribution, BHEUG3 , to SHEUG3 by imposing the axial gauge

condition hµ0[w, ~x] = 0 :

BHEUG3 = −κ
2

∫

ddx
∫ ρ0
0

dw
√
ḡ ∇̄λB

λ[w, ~x] = −κ
2

∫

ddx
[

√

ḡ(b) n̄λ B
λ
]
∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0
=

− κ
2

∫

ddx
[

(

ρ0d
L

)2 d−3
4(d+1)

hijhk
i ∂0hjk − ρ0d

L2
d−1
d+1

hi
jh

j
lh

l
i

]
∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0
=

− κ
2

∫

ddx
[

(

ρ0d
L

)2 d−3
4(d+1)

hi
jh

j
l∂0h

l
i − ρ0d

L2

(

1
2

)

hi
jh

j
lh

l
i

]
∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0
=

(5.3)

where ḡ
(b)
ij and n̄λ are given in (4.3) and (4.4), respectively. Recall that ∂0 ≡ ∂

∂w
and that

ḡ = 1 .
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To compute the three- hµν contribution coming from the unimodular Hawking-Gibbons-

York action in (4.7), the following results are needed

√

ĝ(b)[ρ0, ~x] =
ρ0d
L

[

1− 1
4(d+1)

κ2hi
jh

j
i +

1
6(d+1)

κ3hi
jh

j
lh

l
i

]
∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0
+ o((hij)

4),

n̂0 = n̂0[w, ~x] = wd
L

[

1− 1
4(d+1)

κ2hi
jh

j
i +

1
6(d+1)

κ3hi
jh

j
lh

l
i

]

+ o((hij)
4),

K[ρ0, ~x] = ∂µn̂
µ[ρ0, ~x] = ∂0n̂

0[w, ~x] = d
L

[

1− 1
4(d+1)

κ2hi
jh

j
i +

1
6(d+1)

κ3hi
jh

j
lh

l
i

]
∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0
+

+ ρ0d
L

[

− 1
2(d+1)

κ2hi
j∂0h

j
i +

1
2(d+1)

κ3hi
jh

j
l ∂0h

l
i

]
∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0
+ o((hij)

4),

(5.4)

where ĝ
(b)
ij has been defined in (4.8) and n̂µ = (n̂0,~0) and K[ρ0, ~x] have been introduced in

the paragraph beginning right below (4.9). To obtain (5.4) the conditions hµ0 = 0 and h = 0

must be imposed, recall that these conditions are satisfied by our solution in (3.25).

Using the results in (5.4), it can be shown that three-field contribution, SHGY3 , to the

action in (4.7) runs thus:

SHGY3 = −κ

2

∫

ddx
[

(

ρ0d

L

)2
1

d+ 1
hi
jh

j
l ∂0h

l
i +

ρ0d

L2

2d

3(d+ 1)
hi
jh

j
lh

l
i

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0

, (5.5)

Let us introduce BUG3 :

BUG3 = BHEUG3 + SHGY3 = −κ

2

∫

ddx
[

(

ρ0d

L

)2
(

1

4

)

hi
jh

j
l∂0h

l
i +

ρ0d

L2

(

d− 3

6(d+ 1)

)

hi
jh

j
lh

l
i

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0

,

(5.6)

where BHEUG3 and SHGY3 are displayed in (5.3) and (5.5), respectively.

We then conclude that the three- hµν contribution, SUG3 , to SUG in (1.5) is given by

SUG3 = SBulkUG3 + BUG3, (5.7)

where SBulkUG3 and BUG3 can be found in (5.2) and (5.6), respectively.

Let us carry out a similar computation for General Relativity. To do so we shall need

the following result obtained in the Appendix, namely, that, modulo a gauge transformation,

the solution, in the axial gauge hµ0 = 0 and having a well-defined limit as z → ∞ , to the

linearized General Relativity equations for Dirichlet boundary conditions satisfies

h[z, ~x] = g̃µνhµν [z, ~x], ∇̃µhµν [z, ~x] = 0 and �̃hµν [z, ~x] = − 2

L2
hµν [z, ~x]. (5.8)
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g̃µν is the Euclidean AdS metric with line element in (1.1). The covariant derivative ∇̃µ is

defined with regard to g̃µν .

Let SGR be defined as follows

SGR = SHEGR + SHGYGR,

SHEGR = − 1
2κ2

∫

ddx
∫

∞

ǫ0
dz

√
g
(

R[gµν ] +
d(d−1)

L2

)

, SHGYGR = − 1
2κ2

∫

ddx 2
√

g(b)K
∣

∣

∣

z=ǫ0
,

(5.9)

where gµν = g̃µν + κhµν . The computation of the three-field contribution, SHEGR3 , to SHEGR

yields

SHEGR3 = SBulkGR3 + BHEGR3, (5.10)

where

SBulkGR3 = −κ
2

∫

ddx
∫

∞

ǫ0
dz

√
g̃
{

d
6L2h

λ
µhνλh

µν + 1
4
hµν∇̃µhτσ∇̃νh

τσ − 1
2
hµτ ∇̃τh

νσ∇̃σhµν

}

,

BHERG3 = −κ
2

∫

ddx
∫

∞

ǫ0
dz ∇̃λB

λ
GR3

,

Bλ
GR3

= −3
4
hµνhντ ∇̃λhτ

µ − hµνhλτ ∇̃τhµν + hµλhντ∇̃τhµν +
1
2
hµνh

ντ∇̃τh
µλ.

(5.11)

To obtain (5.10) and (5.11) we have integrated by parts –keeping the boundary contributions–

and used (5.8).

The axial gauge condition hµ0 = 0 and a little algebra leads to the conclusion that

BHERG3 = −κ

2

∫

ddx
[ (ǫ0

L

)1−d
(

3

4

)

hi
jh

j
l ∂zh

l
i +
(ǫ0
L

)−d
(

− 1

2L

)

hi
jh

j
lh

l
i

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

z=ǫ0

. (5.12)

It has been shown in [41] that

SHGYGR = − 1

2κ2

∫

ddx (−2z)
∂

∂z

√

g(b)[z, ~x]

∣

∣

∣

∣

z=ǫ0

, (5.13)

where SHGYGR is defined in (5.9) and g(b)[z, ~x] denotes the determinant of gij[z, ~x] . Hence, by

taking into account that

√

g(b)[z, ~x] =

(

L

z

)d
[

1− 1

4
κ2hi

jh
j
i +

1

6
κ3hi

jh
j
lh

l
i

]

+ o((hij)
4),

we obtain that the three- hij contribution to SHGYGR in (5.13) reads

SHGYGR3 = −κ

2

∫

ddx
[ (ǫ0

L

)1−d

(−1) hi
jh

j
l∂zh

l
i +
(ǫ0
L

)−d
(

d

3L

)

hi
jh

j
lh

l
i

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

z=ǫ0

. (5.14)
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Putting it all together we conclude that the three-field contribution, SGR3 , to SGR in (5.9) is

given by

SGR3 = SBulkGR3 + BGR3, (5.15)

where SBulkGR3 is displayed in (5.11) and

BGR3 = BHEGR3 + SHGYGR3 =

−κ
2

∫

ddx
[

(

ǫ0
L

)1−d (−1
4

)

hi
jh

j
l ∂zh

l
i +
(

ǫ0
L

)−d (2d−3
6L

)

hi
jh

j
lh

l
i

]
∣

∣

∣

z=ǫ0
.

(5.16)

The values of BHEGR3 and SHGYGR3 can be found in (5.12) and (5.14), respectively.

We may compare now the three-field contribution SUG3 in (5.7) with the three-field contri-

bution SGR3 in (5.15). But before we make that comparison, let us point out a fact regarding

the hi
j [z, ~x] field which i) solves the linearized General Relativity equations for the metric in

(1.1), ii) satisfies Dirichlet boundary conditions and iii) has a well-defined limit as z → ∞ .

The fact is that hi
j [z, ~x] = H i

j [z, ~x] , where the Fourier transform of H i
j [z, ~x] is given in (3.23)

and (3.25). The reader should consult the Appendix for details.

It is plane that the change of variables z → w defined in (2.2) turns SBulkGR3 , in (5.11),

into SBulkUG3 in (5.2). However, if we apply the change of variables we have just mentioned to

BGR3 in (5.16), we get

BGR3 = −κ

2

∫

ddx
[

(

ρ0d

L

)2 (
1

4

)

hi
jh

j
l∂0h

l
i +

(

ρ0d

L2

)(

2d− 3

6

)

hi
jh

j
lh

l
i

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0

, (5.17)

where ρ0 = Ld+1

d
(ǫ0)

−d , ∂0 = ∂
∂w

and hi
j = hi

j [w, ~x] ; the Fourier transform of hi
j[w, ~x] being

given in (3.25).

Obviously, BGR3 in (5.17) and BUG3 in (5.6) are not equal, the difference coming from the

IR divergent contact term

∫

ddx
[

(

ρ0d

L2

)

hi
jh

j
lh

l
i

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

w=ρ0

=

∫

ddx

(

ρ0d

L2

)

h
(TT ) i
j [~x]h

(TT ) j
l [~x]h

(TT ) l
i [~x], (5.18)

where h
(TT ) i
j [~x] has hTT i

j [~k] in (3.24) as Fourier transform. This term –since it is a con-

tact term– does not contribute to value of the three-point correlation function of the energy-

momentum tensor of the dual field theory. We see again the same picture as for the two-point

contribution discussed in the previous section. Indeed, the three-field contribution to right-

hand side of (1.3) in unimodular gravity is not the same as in General Relativity when the
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IR regulator is in place. However, the difference is an IR divergent contact term which does

not contribute to the value of the three-point correlation functions of the energy-momentum

tensor of the dual field theory. Of course, the subtraction of the term in question to get an IR

finite value for the right hand side of (1.3) will make unimodular gravity fully equivalent to

General Relativity as far as our results are concerned. This equivalence arising in a nontrivial

way, though.

6 Summary and Conclusions

The formulation of theory of unimodular gravity put forward in [7, 13, 4] has the nice feature

that transverse diffeomorphims and Weyl transformations are the gauge symmetries of the

theory. We have started the study of the properties of this formulation of unimodular gravity

from the gauge/gravity duality point of view. We do so by computing –at the lowest order–

the IR regularized two- and three-point hµν contributions to the on-shell classical gravity

action for an Euclidean AdS background. We have shown that these two- and three- point

contributions do not agree with the corresponding contributions in General Relativity due to

IR divergent contact terms –see (4.18) and (4.21), on the one hand, and (5.6), (5.17) and

(5.18), on the other. However, once those IR divergent terms are subtracted our unimodular

theory and General Relativity yield the same IR finite result. The subtraction in question

does not modify the value of the corresponding correlation functions of the energy-momentum

tensor of the dual field theory. So, we conclude that, as far as our computations can tell,

our unimodular gravity theory and General Relativity are equivalent in the sense that they

have the same dual boundary field theory. Of course, we have shown that this equivalence

emerges in a nontrivial way. Whether the equivalence in question will still hold for higher-

point functions and/or when one-loop corrections are taken into account is an open problem.

A problem which is worth studying.
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8 Appendix

In this Appendix we shall discuss how to find a suitable solution to the linearized General

Relativity equations

1
2
�̃hµν − 1

2
g̃µν�̃h− 1

2
∇̃µ∇̃λh

λ
ν − 1

2
∇̃ν∇̃λh

λ
µ +

1
2
g̃µν∇̃τ∇̃σh

τσ + 1
2
∇̃µ∇̃νh−

+ 1
L2hµν +

(d−2)
2L2 g̃µνh = 0,

(8.1)

where g̃µν is the metric with line element in (1.1) and all covariant derivatives are defined with

regard to g̃µν . Let us recall that given an arbitrary real vector field, Uµ[z, ~x] , the previous

equation is invariant the gauge transformations

δhµν = ∇̃µUν + ∇̃νUµ.

We shall obtain the solution to (8.1) in the axial gauge, hµ0 = 0 , which satisfies appropriate

Dirichlet boundary conditions and has a well-defined limit as z → ∞ . The domain where

(8.1) will be solved is {(z, ~x); ǫ0 < z < ∞, ~x ∈ IRd} , with boundary at z = ǫ0 . What we shall

find is that the solution in question, say hij[z, ~x] , is such that its Fourier transform hij [z,~k] is,

modulo a gauge transformation, equal to g̃ilH
l
j[z,

~k] , H l
j [z,

~k] being given in (3.23); the gauge

transformation preserving the axial gauge condition. This means that this is the solution –see

(3.25)– we found for the linearized unimodular gravity equation in (3.1) expressed in terms

of the coordinate z instead of the coordinate w in (2.2). Notice, though, that this result is

nontrivial, for (8.1) and (3.1) are quite different. It is important to stress that the solution to

(8.1) that we shall find satisfies

h[z, ~x] = g̃µνhµν [z, ~x], ∇̃µhµν [z, ~x] = 0 and �̃hµν [z, ~x] = − 2

L2
hµν [z, ~x],

for this was used in our computations of the General Relativity three-field contributions to the

right hand side of (1.3).

Let us point out that our result is not new. In [50] –see its eq. (2.43)– it is stated that

the axial gauge bulk-boundary propagator for the gravitational field for space-like momenta is

given by g̃ilH
l
j[z,

~k] , where H l
j [z,

~k] is displayed in (3.23). This bulk-boundary propagator is

no other thing that the solution to the linerized General Relativity equations with Lorenztian

signature for space-like momenta and for the boundary conditions and behaviour in the AdS

interior stated in the previous paragraph. Of course, this solution yields the solution of the

corresponding equations with Euclidean signature –ie, the equations in (8.1). Indeed, one
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just has to replace in the former solution the space-like k2 with k2 defined with Euclidean

signature; bear in mind that we are using the most plus Lorentz metric.

Although, as we have discussed in the previous paragraph, the final result presented in this

Appendix is not new, we think that the analysis we shall display below will be helpful.

The Fourier transform with regard to ~x of the 00 , 0j and ij components of the equation

in (8.1) read

(2(d− 1)h̆+ z2k2)h̆ + (d− 1)zh̆′ − z2kikjhij = 0 (8.2)

2(klhlj − kjh̆) + z(klh′

lj − kjh̆
′) = 0 (8.3)

and

−z2h′′
ij + (d− 5)zh′

ij + (2(d− 2) + k2z2)hij − z2
[

klkihlj + klkjhli

]

+ z2δijk
lkmhlm+

δijz
2h̆′′ + (5− d)δijzh̆

′ + (−2(−2 + d)− k2z2)δij + kikjz
2)h̆ = 0,

(8.4)

respectively. hij is a function of z and the Fourier momentum ~k . h̆ ≡ δijhij .

The general solution to (8.3) reads

klhlj − kjh̆ =
vj [~k]

z2
, (8.5)

where vj [~k], j = 1..d are integration constants. Substituting (8.5) in (8.2), one gets

2(d− 1)h̆+ (d− 1)zh̆′ − ~k · ~v[~k] = 0,

whose general solution is the following

h̆[z,~k] =
C[~k]

z2
+

1

2(d− 1)
~k · ~v[~k], (8.6)

where C[~k] is another integration constant.

Now, since z = ∞ corresponds only to a point of Euclidean AdS and we want hij[z, ~x ] to

have a well-defined –ie, independent of ~x – limit as z → ∞ , we must demand that

~k · ~v[~k] = 0. (8.7)

Indeed, from (8.6), one gets limz→∞ h̆[z, ~x] = 1
2(d−1)

~∂ · ~v[~x] , where ~v[~x] has ~v[~k] as Fourier

transform. Hence, we must demand that ~∂ · ~v[~x] = A , A being a constant, if we want the

25



large z limit of hij [z, ~x] to be independent of ~x . But, A must be equal to zero, for ~v[~x]

should vanish fast enough as |~x| → ∞ –we are assuming that ~v[~x] has Fourier transform.
~∂ · ~v[~x] = 0 implies that its Fourier transform, ~k · ~v[~k] , vanishes.

Let us take stock. What we have obtained so far is that

h̆[z,~k] =
C[~k]

z2
, klhlj = kj h̆+

vj[~k]

z2
=

1

z2
(vj [~k] + kjC[~k]). (8.8)

Recall that h̆ ≡ δijhij .

Let us introduce hpart
ij [z,~k] :

hpart
ij [z,~k] =

1

k2z2
(kiVj [~k] + kjVi[~k]), Vj [~k] = vj [~k] +

1

2
kjC[~k]. (8.9)

Notice that

h̆part[z,~k] =
C[~k]

z2
, klhpart

lj =
1

z2
(vj [~k] + kjC[~k]), (8.10)

for (8.7) holds. But there is more: hpart
ij [z,~k] solves (8.2), (8.3) and (8.4), as can be seen by

just substituting (8.9) in those equations. This result is not surprising though, for hpart
ij [z, ~x]

can be recast as gauge transformation that preserves the axial gauge condition h0µ[z, ~x] = 0 .

Indeed, let us define Θµ[z, ~x] as follows

Θµ[z, ~x] = (Θ0[z, ~x],Θi[z, ~x]),

Θ0[z, ~x] = 0, Θi[z, ~x] =
i
z2

∫

ddk
(2π)d

e−ik·x Vi[~k]
k2

.
(8.11)

Then the following gauge transformation

∇̃µΘν + ∇̃νΘµ, (8.12)

where the covariant derivative is defined with regard to the metric g̃µν with line element in

(1.1), is such that

∇̃0Θ0 = 0, ∇̃0Θi + ∇̃iΘ0 = 0,

∇̃iΘj + ∇̃jΘi =
∫

ddk
(2π)d

e−ik·x 1
z2k2

(kiVj [~k] + kjVi[~k]).

This last equation is (8.9).

Next, let express hij[z,~k] , a solution to (8.2), (8.3) and (8.4) satisfying (8.8) for given Vi[~k]

and C[~k] , as follows:

hij [z,~k] = htt
ij [z,

~k] + hpart
ij [z,~k]. (8.13)
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hpart
ij [z,~k] is defined in (8.9). It follows from (8.8) and (8.10) that

h̆tt[z,~k] = 0, klhtt
lj = 0, (8.14)

where h̆tt[z,~k] ≡ δijhpart
ij [z,~k] .

Substituting (8.13) in (8.2) and (8.3), one sees that they are trivially satisfied. But the

substitution of (8.13) in (8.4) yields the following equation

z2htt ′′

ij [z,~k]− (−5 + d)zhtt ′

ij [z,
~k]− (−4 + 2d+ k2z2)htt

ij [z,
~k] = 0. (8.15)

We have met this equation already: it is equation (3.21). Hence, we know –see analysis below

(3.21)– that the general solution to (8.15) which has a well-defined limit as z → ∞ and satisfy

Dirichlet boundary condition at z = ǫ0 reads

htt
ij[z,

~k] =

(

L

z

)2

htt i
j [z,~k], htt i

j [z,~k] = H i
j[z,

~k],

where H i
j[z,

~k] is given in (3.23). Let us stress that the previous equation has been of

paramount importance to our discussion in sections 4 and 5.

Now, it is not difficult to see that (8.14) can be recast as follows

g̃µνhtt
µν = 0, ∇̃µhtt

µν = 0,

where h0µ is by definition equal to zero. Substituting the previous to equation in (8.1), one

gets

�̃htt
µν = − 2

L2
.

Let us finally point out that hij [z, ~x] , as obtained from its Fourier transform in (8.13), dif-

fers from htt
ij [z, ~x] by the gauge transformation in (8.12) and (8.11); this gauge transformation

preserves the axial gauge condition.
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[46] E. Álvarez, S. González-Mart́ın and C. P. Mart́ın, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) no.12, 123018

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.93.123018 [arXiv:1604.07263 [hep-th]].

[47] D. Blas, [arXiv:0809.3744 [hep-th]].

[48] “xAct package: Efficient tensor computer algebra for the Wolfram language.”.

http://www.xact.es/

[49] A. Bzowski, P. McFadden and K. Skenderis, JHEP 03 (2014), 111

doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2014)111 [arXiv:1304.7760 [hep-th]].

[50] S. Raju, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011), 126002 doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.83.126002

[arXiv:1102.4724 [hep-th]].

[51] S. Albayrak and S. Kharel, JHEP 12 (2019), 135 doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2019)135

[arXiv:1908.01835 [hep-th]].

31


	1 Introduction
	2 Euclidean AdS with unimodular metric. Unimodular Poincaré coordinates.
	3 The linearized unimodular gravity equation on an Euclidean AdS background.
	4 The two-point function
	5 The three-point function
	6 Summary and Conclusions
	7 Acknowledgments
	8 Appendix

