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We present qualitative arguments in favor of an
extension of the theory of the gravitational interaction
beyond that resulting from the Hilbert-Einstein action.
To this end we consider a locally conformal invariant
theory of gravity, discussed some thirty years ago by
Mannheim and Kazanas. We discuss its exact solution
of the static, spherically symmetric configurations
and, based on these, we revisit some of the
outstanding problems associated with gravity, high
energy interactions and sketch potential resolutions
within the conformal gravity framework.
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1. Introduction
The introduction of General Relativity (hereafter GR) and its confirmation by the classic tests
of light bending and the account of the precession of Mercury, is without any doubt one of
the great intellectual achievements. Since that time GR matured to a subject of its own with
great in-depth mathematical analysis and numerous observations and applications, including
situations where the background space-time deviates significantly from that of Minkowski (e.g.
black holes, neutron stars) or very little from that, but where high accuracy is demanded (e.g
GPS). Numerous tests of various aspects of GR have been performed with results consistent with
its basic premises, typically summed-up in the non-scientific press with the expression “Einstein
proven right again!".

Thus, it is generally considered that the only significant development left in the field of
gravitational physics is that of the quantization of GR, i.e. the development of a procedure
that will allow consideration of quantum gravitational effects in a way done for example in
QED. However, these are considered to be present at energy/mass scales close to that of Plank
MP ' 1019 GeV, far removed from those of the laboratory or for that any observable in the present
universe (with the exception of CMB polarization).

In the way of such an achievement stands the dimensionful coupling constant of gravity,
namely Newton’s constant, G, which precludes an approach emulating that of QED or similar
approaches of other interactions, whose Lagrangians involve only dimensionless constants
(apparently superstrings are a way of achieving that but it will not be considered in the present
exposition). Furthermore, the presence of a god-given dimensionful constant in the gravitational
Lagrangian leads to the presence of black holes (hereafter BH) within the theory, constructs that
imply the presence of and presumably hide singularities, situations that the theory fails to treat,
which presumably will be cured by a quantum version of the theory.

It is generally considered that, in the absence of a quantum theory of gravity, the issue of
singularities can be at presently tacitly ignored, alleviated by their hiding behind horizons,
surfaces of infinite redshift of which no information can escape. However, this notion brought
up a different issue with the discovery by Hawking that the presence of horizons leads to the
evaporation of the black holes; the horizons effectively disrupt the quantum correlations of the
vacuum fluctuations allowed by the Uncertainty Principle, leading to the appearance of half of
the quanta (e.g. photons, e+e−-pairs) of these fluctuations on one side of the horizon (Hawking
radiation), while keeping the other half (of negative energy) on the horizon interior side to reduce
the BH mass, which slowly evaporates (the existence of such radiation is generic to the presence
of any horizon, not only to those of black holes; the radiation registered on one side of the horizon
of e.g. an accelerating detector called Unruh radiation). While the effect of Hawking radiation is
well formulated and it is not considered at present controversial, nonetheless, it leads to the so-
called ‘information loss paradox’, namely to the fact that the information of Hawking radiation is
all random, contrary to that which formed the BH; this implies violation of unitarity, one of the
cherished principles of Quantum Mechanics. To the best assessment of the authors of this note a
well accepted resolution of this paradox is currently lacking.

Besides the above issues, there are several others involving the gravitational interaction, but
these are generally attributed to our poor knowledge of the matter content and distribution that
produces the gravitational field which leads to the observed kinematics, rather than to deficiencies
of our understanding of the gravitational interaction. These are the so-called Dark Matter and
Dark Energy issues.

The first one concerns the rotation curves of spiral galaxies, which do not exhibit the
expected vφ ∼ r−1/2 Keplerian fall-off at galactocentric distances large compared to that of
their exponentially decaying surface brightness (the rotational velocities remain constant with
increasing distance or “flat" as they are commonly referred to). This kinematic behavior is broadly
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attributed to the presence of haloes of non-radiant, non-baryonic Dark Matter (DM) which is
thought to surround the disks of spiral galaxies (and also contribute to the dynamics of ellipticals,
which exhibit velocity dispersions in disagreement with the stellar matter content implied by their
light distribution). It is generally assumed that this component consists of some sort of unknown
yet particle associated with the high energy physics interactions (supersymmetric particles were
the most favored candidates, but the most recent LHC experiments failed discover any). One
should also note that even in the presence of such particles, "flat" rotation curves demand rather
fine tuning between the amount and distributions of luminous and dark matter.

The second issue concerns the apparent lack of deceleration in the expansion of the universe, in
fact an acceleration, at late times. This was determined by measuring the flux of a large number of
type Ia supernovae, considered standard candles, that occur at a specific redshifts z and forming
the ensuing redshift-magnitude relation. Fits of the evolution of the universe to this relation
is best achieved by adding a cosmological term, Λ/3, to the equations that describe the scale
factor evolution of an homogeneous and isotropic universe [1]. Its energy density is such that it
contributes roughly 70% to the present closure density of the universe, a value some 120 orders
of magnitude smaller than the "natural" value of such a term, which it is believed it ought to be
of order of the Planck energy density.

A rather interesting fact, noted some time ago [2], is that the introduction of DM to account for
the galactic rotation curves becomes necessary at regions where the acceleration of the orbiting
stars, a, drops below a characteristic value a0 ∼ 10−8 cm s−2; interestingly the value of this
acceleration is close to cH0 (c is the speed of light and H0 the value of the Hubble constant),
suggesting a cosmological origin of the underlying dynamics. A similar fact, not as much noted in
the literature, is that the introduction of Dark Energy as a means of accounting for the acceleration
of the universe has occurred when the acceleration of its expansion R̈(t) dropped below this same
value a0.

To return to the essential aspects of the gravitational theory, one should note that GR (i.e.
Einstein gravity), despite its impressive achievements, is the only theory among the fundamental
interactions that is formulated not on a local invariance (gauge) principle but only on general
covariance and the demand that the resulting equations be second order; thus, it provides, in
short, a covariant formulation of the Newtonian potential and the Poisson equation that relates
the former to its matter source. This, then, raises the question of whether a covariant formulation
of gravity based on a local invariance principle is necessary or even desirable. Besides the broader
underlying theoretical considerations, such an enterprise should be considered only if it can
provide some (not necessarily complete) resolution of the outstanding issues associated with
Einstein gravity, some of which have been outlined above.

2. Conformal Gravity
Motivated by considerations such as those of the last paragraph, Mannheim & Kazanas [3],
decided to look at a theory of gravity that incorporates such a local invariance principle. As such
they have chosen that of scale invariance, i.e. a theory whose Lagrangian remains invariant under
local stretchings of the geometry of the form gµν→Ω(x)2gµν .

As noted by Weyl, one can introduce a local invariance in any theory by enlarging the
derivative operator, in the case of conformal invariance by defining the gauge invariant derivative

Dµ = ∂µ + κµ with κµ =
Ωµ
Ω

being the Weyl vector (2.1)

Under this definition of the derivative the Christoffel symbols become

Γλµν→ Γλµν +
1

Ω
(δλµΩν + δλνΩµ − gµνΩλ) (2.2)

and then, with a redefinition of the covariant derivative that employs the new Christoffel symbols,
obtain the gauge invariant Riemann, Ricci tensors and Ricci scalar1, which by necessity involve
1The interested reader can find a very lucid description of this analysis in [4]
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also the vector κµ. There is however a combination ofRλµρν , Rµν andRµµ, namely the Weyl tensor,
Cλµρν which is independent of the vector κµ; as a result, the action

IW =−α
∫
d4x(−g)1/2CλµνκCλµνκ =−2α

∫
d4x(−g)1/2(RλµRλµ − (Rαα)

2/3) + total derivative

(2.3)
is the unique, conformally invariant action obtained without the introduction of additional
fields and with α a purely dimensionless constant (the Gauss-Bonnet total derivative has been
employed to eliminate the square of the Riemann tensor from the CλµνκC

λµνκ expression to
obtain the RHS of Eq. (2.3).

(a) Exact Solutions
In the following we provide some exact solutions of the conformal theory with references to the
original works.

(i) The Static Spherically Symmetric Solution

The price to be paid for enlarging the symmetries of the gravitational action is the higher order
of the resulting equations (generally of 4th order). Nonetheless, [3] exploiting the conformal
invariance of the theory they were able to obtain an exact solution for the static, spherically
symmetric problem of the theory (the equivalent of the Schwarzschild solution of GR), which
reads

− g00 = 1/grr =B(r) = 1− 3βγ − β(2− 3βγ)/r + γr − kr2 (2.4)

where β, γ, and k are three appropriate dimensionful integration constants. This solution contains
the familiar exterior Schwarzschild solution (thereby yielding the desired exterior Newtonian
potential term) together with two additional potential terms: The kr2 term is well understood and
represents a background de Sitter geometry (a vacuum solution in the present theory). Finally,
the quark confining-type linear γr term is a new gravitational term and is a special feature of
the fourth order theory, in particular the conformal one2. This term is associated with conformal
degrees of freedom, as the solution with β = 0 is shown to be conformally flat [3]3.

It was discussed in [3], that the apparent asymptotic non-flatness of the γr, kr2 terms, implies
their magnitudes to be of order RH and R2

H , with RH the Hubble radius (see however [7]
for a different point of view). Thus for sufficiently small (stellar) values of r, the conformal
theory would appear to enjoy the experimental successes of static Einstein gravity, which have
been obtained on solar system or smaller distance scales; however, for the assumed value of
γ, on galactic scales, the Newtonian and the linear terms appeared to be of the same order of
magnitude providing a potential resolution of the issue of galactic rotation curves without the
need to introduce Dark Matter. An example of such an approach is shown in figure 1, where the
contributions of the Newtonian, the linear terms and their total contribution to the rotation curves
are shown along with the HI rotation curve data of the galaxy NGC 3198.

Taking the derivative of the g00 term with respect to r (and ignoring the much smaller
contribution of the kr2 term on galactic scales) one obtains an effective force per unit mass
(acceleration)

a=−β(2− 3βγ

r2
− γ) (2.5)

One should note that with the assumed scalings, the value of γ is of order cH0, as proposed
in [2] in order to resolve the "flat" galactic rotation curves without introducing Dark Matter. To
our view, it is significant that an acceleration of the proper magnitude occurs in the solution
of a theory without any a priori interest in the specific problem. We believe this not to be
2We note in passing that the vacuum, static, spherically symmetric solution of the (Rµ

µ)
2 Lagrangian, while it produces the

β/r and kr2 terms, it does not yield the linear γr term.
3The expressions of the gravitational field equations for the general spherically symmetric problem are given in [5]; their
most general expressions appear too complicated to be useful, but simplified, specific cases may provide novel insights to the
interested reader.
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Figure 1. The HI galactic rotation velocity curve data of NGC 3198, as a function of the galactocentric distance, in units

of its surface brightness exponential length R0 (Σ =Σ0e−R/R0 , R0 = 2.72kpc (from [6]) along with the associated

Newtonian contribution (dashed line), which peaks atR= 2.2R0, and the Weyl gravity linear term γr contribution (dotted

line)(from [7]).

coincidental, even though the precise details of applications of this effect on the astrophysical
setting and its ramifications remain at present rather obscure. It is not at present, clear even
whether the characteristic relevant quantity that forces deviations from Newtonian dynamics,
is an acceleration or a column density

M

r2
' c2

GRH
' 1g cm−2 ' 6× 1023 particles cm−2 (2.6)

obtained on replacing β by GM/c2, the gravitational radius. One should note though, that,
contrary to GR, this theory "does not know" about Newton’s constant G, which in this instance
we have borrowed from our notions of Newtonian theory. It is also of interest to note that this
value of the column, is consistent with those of galaxies and close to that of the universe.

(ii) The Static Spherically Symmetric Electrovac Solution

The conformal symmetry imposed on the gravitational side of the field equations, implies
that non-vacuum solutions must also involve, on the Tµν matter side of the equations, also
a conformally invariant stress energy momentum tensor. An obvious such tensor is that of a
single particle of charge Q; the equivalent solutions are generally called electrovac solutions, the
Reissner - Nordström one being the equivalent one of GR4.

As shown in [3] the W r
r component of the gravitational tensor is given by

W r
r = W rr/B(r) =B′B′′′/6−B′′2/12− (BB′′′ −B′B′′)/3r

−(BB′′ +B′2)/3r2 + 2BB′/3r3 −B2/3r4 + 1/3r4 (2.7)

while the corresponding component of the EM tensor of a point charge Q is given by

T rr =
Q2

2r4
(2.8)

4The exact static spherically symmetric electrovac and stationary axisymmetric and stationary axisymmetric electrovac
solutions are given in [8].
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On setting W r
r = T rr and following the procedure given in [3] one obtains

− g00 = 1/grr =B(r) = 1− 3βγ − β(2− 3βγ)/r + γr −Q2/8αγr − kr2 (2.9)

One should note immediately the difference between this solution and the equivalent one of GR
(the Reissner - Nordström solution): The contribution of the charge Q to the geometry has the
same dependence as that of the mass, namely a 1/r potential. This is due to the dimensionless
coupling constant of the theory, α, compared to Newton’s constantG of GR, which has dimension
[r2]. In the conformal case, to make this component of the metric dimensionless, the parameter γ
appears in the denominator of this term. As a result, there is no regime in r for which the charge
term would dominate that of the mass, as in the GR solution with theGQ2/r2 charge contribution
to the metric, an issue that thought to present an "in principle" problem at sufficiently small values
of r.

(iii) Newtonian Limit

As noted earlier, Einstein gravity, with insistence in second degree equations, provides in its static
solutions a covariant generalization of Poisson’s equation. This raises immediately the question
on where does conformal gravity stands on this issue. With a more detailed discussion given
in [7], we present here a brief summary.

Besides the explicit expression of W r
r given in [3] and in Eq. (2.7), one can easily obtain the

value of W 00 from [5]. This turns out to be

W 00 = −B′′′′/3 +B′′
2
/12B −B′′′B′/6B −B′′′/r −B′′B′/3rB

+B′′/3r2 +B′
2
/3r2B − 2B′/3r3 − 1/3r4B +B/3r4. (2.10)

Despite the non-linearity of each of Eqs. (2.7, 2.10) the combination

3(W 0
0 −W r

r)/B =B′′′′ + 4B′′′/r= (rB)′′′′/r=∇4B (2.11)

is a linear, fourth order operator on B. One should note that this is an exact rather than
perturbative relation within conformal gravity, even though a similar form could possibly appear
in some linearized version of other fourth order theories. One should further note that in Einstein
gravity no combination of the Einstein tensor Gµν components yields the Laplacian as an exact
expression, but only as perturbative linearization. Then, in the static spherically symmetric
situation one obtains for the metric coefficient B the expression

∇4B(r) = f(r) = 3(T 0
0 − T rr)/4αB(r) (2.12)

with α the dimensionless coupling constant of the C2 Lagrangian. Considering that the Green’s
function of the operator∇4 is |r− r′| one can obtain B(r) by integration over a source f(r)

B(r) =− 1

8π

∫
d3r′f(r′)|r− r′|=− 1

12r

∫
dr′f(r′)r′[|r′ + r|3 − |r′ − r|3] (2.13)

obtained after performing the angular integrations. Exterior to the source the solution then takes
the form

B(r >R) =−1

6

∫R
0
dr′f(r′)[3r′

2
r + r′

4
/r] (2.14)

with the interior the solution is given by

B(r <R) =−1

6

∫r
0
dr′f(r′)[3r′

2
r + r′

4
/r]− 1

6

∫R
r
dr′f(r′)[3r′

3
+ r2r′] (2.15)

One thus sees that the Newtonian and linear terms are interior moments of the source
distribution f(r)

β(2− 3βγ) =
1

6

∫R
0
dr′f(r′)r′

4
, γ =−1

2

∫R
0
dr′f(r′)r′

2
(2.16)
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while the second term of Eq. (2.15) indicates that interior to a spherically symmetric shell, the
space is generally de Sitter rather than Minkowski as is in GR. We are thus able to obtain all terms
of the full solution as moments of the (conformal) matter distribution.

While the expressions of Eq. (2.16) indicate that the Newtonian and the linear potentials can
be obtained as interior moments of the source, it is apparent that f(r) cannot be a delta function,
since this would yield zero for its 4th moment. In conformal theory therefore, sources cannot be
point-like, not a surprising conclusion since they have to be stretchable. The natural potential
between point sources in the theory is the linear term, with the Newtonian 1/r term obtainable
as the left-over of integration of the linear term over extended sources, making the Newtonian
potential the short distance limit of the theory, in complete disagreement to most treatments that
either attempt to treat gravity in analogy with EM (given the 1/r potentials of both) or consider
4th order Lagrangians in addition with that of GR and its dimensionful coupling constant G.

(b) General Considerations

(i) Conformal Gravity in High Energy Physics

It has been mentioned above that the fundamental interactions (not considering gravity) are
conformally invariant. While apparent at the Lagrangian level, the presence of non-zero masses
generally implies that conformal invariance is not a good symmetry in physics. However,
considering that masses are now thought to result from coupling to the (now discovered) Higgs
boson, a statement that we noted in the literature [9], indicates that the Standard Model is ’nearly
conformally invariant’, with the invariance broken by the presence of the mass m of the Higgs
field φ in the scalar Lagrangian

L=
1

2
φ2µ − V (φ), V (φ) =−1

2
m2φ2 + λφ4 (2.17)

Conformal invariance can be restored in this Lagrangian by simply replacing the mass term,
(1/2)m2φ2, with a conformal coupling of the scalar field, namely with the Lagrangian

L=
1

2
φ2µ − V (φ), V (φ) =−1

6
Rααφ

2 + λφ4 (2.18)

However, given the measured value of the mass of the Higgs, m' 125 GeV, one can strenuously
object to such an approach, considering that the value of the local curvature, computed using the
Einstein equations, is much smaller than the square of the Higgs mass m2

Rαα 'Gαα '
8π

3
Gρ'

(
m

MPl

)2

m2�m2 (2.19)

where MPl ∼ 1/
√
G is the Planck mass. On the other hand, if the Ricci scalar Rαα is computed

within the confines of a purely 4th order theory, like conformal gravity, one can write
approximately

Wα
α ' (Rαα)

2 ' 1

α
m4→Rαα ' α−1/2m2 (2.20)

to make such an identification possible, assuming α∼O(1). Should this be the case, it would
imply the potential presence of quantum gravitational effects at the LHC5, an issue considered
already in the past decade within the framework of additional spatial dimensions [11].

Actually, considering the central role that the equality of inertial and gravitational masses play
in GR, it is strange that the mass, m, appearing in the scalar field Lagrangian, associated with
spontaneous symmetry breaking and excited at the LHC, would be so different from the Planck
mass M2

Pl ' 1/G that occurs in the gravitational Lagrangian. The disparity of these two masses
is known as the Hierarchy Problem in high energy physics [9]. Compounding this issue is the fact
that loop diagrams of the scalar field appear to diverge quadratically with the upper energy cut-
off. An attempt to bring these two mass scales together was proposed in [11], at the expense of
5There have been suggestions of missing energy at some high energy collisions at LHC, attributed at present to Long Lived
Particles (LLP), beyond the Standard Model [10].
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introducing, hitherto unseen, extra space dimensions, while [12] employed these ideas to explain
features of the cosmic ray spectrum at the appropriate energies (similar to those considered in
[10]). The point suggested in the present note and in the above discussion, is that, in a yet not
fully understood way, these two mass scales have a common origin in the same dimensionless
gravitational constant but manifest themselves differently at different spatial or energy scales.

(ii) Conformal Gravity and Black Holes

One of the fundamental properties of conformal transformations, the equivalent to a choice of
gauge in conformal gravity, is the preservation of the light cone structure. Under this condition,
with conformal gravity the underlying theory of gravity, should the Universe begin its expansion
without the presence of black holes, it should never be able to form one. One might object to such a
statement on the basis of Eq. (2.4) which appears to have at least one horizon near r' β(2− 3βγ).
However, this expression represents only a vacuum solution. In GR horizons are possible because,
given the scale of Newton’s constant G, one can form a horizon by piling up a sufficiently large
amount ofM . It is well understood that for sufficiently largeM the tidal forces on the horizon are
insufficient to disrupt even a star, let alone gas particles that crosse the horizon, impervious to its
presence, to eventually hit the central singularity.

On the contrary, within the conformal theory, not only the gravitational field, but also (the by
necessity conformally coupled) matter are aware of the presence of horizons. We conjecture hence
that, in order for the horizon not to be "breached" by in-falling particles, the broken symmetry
that provides their mass will be restored rendering them nearly massless; at the same time,
what is currently thought to be the black hole interior, will be replete with the unbroken Higgs
vacuum, in a different version of structures called "gravastars" [13], considered as alternatives to
black holes. However, contrary to gravastars, in the structures implied by these considerations,
the vacuum energy that fills their interior would be provided by the restoration of the Higgs
symmetry breaking, imposed by the conformal symmetry, in combination with an altogether
different effective gravitational constant and likely also quantum gravitational effects.

These considerations are admittedly speculative, but no more so than those of e.g. the Einstein-
Rosen bridge or similar ideas; however, they are driven by a novel consideration of the nature
of gravitation that appears to address issues broader than those of black holes. Should these
considerations be correct, the implied absence of a horizon would invalidate the evaporation of
black holes and would thus obviate the associated issue of "information paradox" that appears
to indicate violation of unitarity in black hole evaporation. As such, the horizons of the known
astrophysical black holes, ought to be only apparent horizons (surfaces of huge but finite
redshift), with these structures (the known astrophysical black holes) being eternal depositories
of (unusable, inaccessible) information, the detritus of gravitational thermodynamic evolution.

(c) Astrophysical Considerations

(i) In Search of G

In our so far analysis we have presented the reasons motivating a conformal theory of gravity, its
exact solutions and its potential resolution of the galactic rotation curves issues6. The theory is 4th
order and because of that it has a dimensionless coupling constant in its Lagrangian. On the other
hand, standard Newtonian theory (and its covariant generalization GR) work admirably within
most astrophysical domains. Poisson’s equation, with its dimensionful coupling constant fares
quite well in connecting the gravitational potential to its sources; one would, hence, think this as
good evidence for the presence of a constantG value; on the other hand, considering, for example
the issue of galactic dark matter, one might consider a constant value ofG of only limited validity
depending on the scale of the problem.

6For a more extensive discussion of these and different issues of Weyl gravity the interested reader is advised to consult [14]
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In search of qualitative considerations of this issue within Weyl gravity, from Eq. (2.3), by
rewriting the action form as

IW =−2α
∫
d4x(−g)1/2[(RλµRλµ/Rαα −Rαα/3)]Rαα (2.21)

one could heuristically consider this form akin to the Hilbert-Einstein action with some average
value of the quantity in square brackets playing the role of an average value of 1/G'M2

Pl, which
can now be computed in the exact solution of the full theory. On setting k= 0, or for r2� 1/k,
this quantity is found to be proportional to γ2(r2 − 3β2) arguing in a very qualitative fashion
that close to what one consider a black hole horizon the effective Planck mass approaches zero
and quantum gravitational effects may become important, or even that gravity might become
repulsive if it ever were that r <

√
3β, in support of the qualitative arguments given in the

previous section.
Should one accept a theory with a dimensionless coupling constant (not necessarily Weyl

gravity) as a legitimate gravitational theory, one will still have to invent an effective G, since
our to date thinking of gravitational dynamics has always been in terms of G. This has been
the approach of [15] who, motivated by the details of galactic rotation curves have considered
them as a result of change in G, instead of a change in Newton’s F =ma law, as postulated in [2].
However, interpretation of observations without the introduction of unobserved matter, demands
introduction of a variation in G at a particular physical scale; while originally considering that to
be the acceleration introduced in [2], they considered as a serious alternative the surface density
of the matter involved in the local dynamics, obtaining the following expression for G

G(s) =G0

[
1 +

2

s+
√
s2 + 4s

]
. (2.22)

In this expression s= σ/σ0, and σ0 is a characteristic surface density of order of that given
in Eq.(2.6), which, in terms of Newtonian concepts is given by σ0 = a0/G0. The analysis of
[15] includes characteristic values for G0 and σ0, however, it indicates how the corresponding
dynamics depend on the value of s= σ/σ0. For a mass restricted in a small region of space, one
expects deviation of Newtonian dynamics at σ < σ0 or r2 ' (G0/a0)M or rc ∼M1/2.

Neither of the proposals of [2,15] provides detailed dynamics for the formation of bound
structures; however should these have a size-mass relation determined by the value of σ0, it
would lead to a characteristic size, rc, related to their mass by the relation rc ∼M1/2. Assuming
further they are in virial equilibrium, one can eliminate the radius between the virial (v2 'M/rc)
and this size-mass relation to obtain M ∝ v4 or more precisely, on substituting the numerical
values,

M ' 1011
(

v

200 km/s

)4

M� (solar masses). (2.23)

This relation represents the mass - velocity dispersion relation of elliptical galaxies (dashed line in
figure 2a); this is obtained from their luminosity - velocity dispersion relation (the so-called Faber-
Jackson relation - figure 2a solid line) after correction for the galaxy mass-to-light ratio normalized
to the solar values M/L' 6×M�/L�.

It is of interest to note that similar relations occur in other astrophysical settings. One of them,
associated with galactic molecular clouds, has been known for some time [16] as the Larson
Relation (figure 2b). A little known (or perhaps tacitly ignored) fact is that this latter relation
(dashed line of figure 2b) extrapolates into the former Faber-Jackson the relation (dashed line of
figure 2a), signifying an underlying common physical reason. As such, we note, in agreement with
arguments above, that all these classes of objects have approximately the same column density,
which is also the column density of the universe and incidentally that of the electron! These
regularities, which span many orders of magnitude in scale, imply a common origin of these
facts; while this may or may not be attributed to Weyl gravity, the presence of the characteristic
column density given in Eq.(2.6), obtained first in the exact solution of this theory, does not appear
accidental.
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Figure 2. (a) The Faber-Jackson relation of elliptical galaxies, relating their luminosity to their velocity dispersion σ

(solid blue line; from Wikipedia). The dashed red line is the corresponding mass - velocity dispersion relation obtained

from the L∝ σ4 relation by the employing the proper mass-to-light ratio of ' 6 (compared its solar value; absolute

magnitude of MB '−21 corresponds to L' 2× 1010L�). (b) The mass - velocity dispersion of molecular clouds

M ' 102(v/1 km s−1)4M� (from reference [16]). It should be noted that the dashed line extrapolates into the red

dashed line of (a).

(ii) Gravitational Lensing

The exact metric form of Eq. (2.4) incites the computation of gravitational lensing in this theory,
as a means of testing other aspects of its astrophysical ramifications. Here, the reader is cautioned
that naive application of standard lensing formulae produce nonsensical results (deviation angle
increasing with the light ray impact parameter). The reason for such a behavior is due to the fact
that standard gravitational lensing formalism has been developed in asymptotically flat spaces.

Motivated by the approach of [17], who studied the gravitational lensing effects of the de
Sitter component of the Schwarzschild - de Sitter metric, [18] showed that the nonsensical results
obtained by applying superficially the asymptotically flat space lensing formalism are due to the
difference in the definition of the light bending angles in the non-asymptotically flat space of Eq.
(2.4). The result of this approach to the asymptotically non-flat space of Eq. (2.4), for a light ray of
impact parameter b with respect to the coordinate origin is given by

2φ=
4β

b
− 2β2γ

b
− kb3

2β
(2.24)

with β, γ, k the parameters of the vacuum solution of Eq. (2.4). This expression contains the effects
of the de Sitter geometry discussed in [17] and the term 2β2γ/b which includes the effects of the
γr term of the metric.

One should note that despite the fact that the γ, k terms are associated with conformally flat
degrees of freedom and as such they should not contribute to light bending, nevertheless they
do so through their coupling to the non-conformally flat component β. It is also of interest to
note that the dependence of the γr term effect has the same b-dependence as the Newtonian 1/r

term, in distinction to that of the k term, arguing for a different character of these two terms and
consistent with the considerations given in §2a that one, γ, is associated with an interior moment
of the source, while the other, k, with an exterior one.

3. Discussion
We have outlined above the vestiges of a conformally invariant theory of gravity and its exact
vacuum and electrovac solutions [3,7,8] and argued that gravity too may need to be recast in
terms of a theory relying on a local invariance principle (in reference [14] the interested reader
can find a far more detailed discussion of this theory). The point which makes this theory of
particular interest is the presence of the linear term in the vacuum solution, which appears to
have the correct magnitude of providing stellar dynamics in the outskirts of galaxies that obviate
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the need of the presence of dark matter there. The important aspect of this circumstance (should
that be only a circumstance) is that no such considerations were taken into account in writing
down the Lagrangian of the theory (the Lagrangian of Eq. (2.3) has been considered in the past,
with the relevant equations for the gravitational field known as the Bach equations; however,
in the absence of exact solutions and their observational underpinnings it was not explored in
greater detail).

From the purely theoretical point of view, a conformally invariant theory is also of interest
because, preserving the light cone structure, it would prevent light cone "tipping" to form
gravitational horizons and their enclosed singularities, as is the case with the second order
theories. We have argued qualitatively that this could be possible because the matter that
agglomerates to form a black hole would also consist of conformally coupled fields that "do know"
about the horizon presence and modify their structure to prevent the formation of a horizon
(i.e. reverse the spontaneous broken symmetry that produced their masses, in combination with
quantum gravitational effects that take place in the horizon vicinity). These considerations then
open the issue of disparity between the values of the Planck and Higgs scales, each of which
provides a mass scale to Physics. While we do not provide answers to this issue in the present
note, we have argued that both these disparate masses may have a common origin to a 4th order
theory with their different values depending on the scale of the problem.

In relation to this last issue, while not proposing any direct connection to the 4th order
conformally invariant theory, we discussed an approach of dynamics with an effective value of
G which is not universally constant, but one whose effects depend on the column density of
the problem at hand; we argued that such an approach provides also a resolution to the galactic
dark matter problem, in regions where the effective column density becomes less than that of the
universe, thereby providing a connection to the metric coefficient γ of Eq. (2.4). At the same time,
it was argued (in agreement with similar arguments put forward in [2]) that it is this characteristic
column that underlies the well known Tully-Fisher and Faber-Jackson relations between the
galactic luminosities (or masses) and the fourth power of their stellar velocities, i.e. M ∝ v4. It
was argued that this same relation extrapolates into the much smaller scales of molecular clouds,
implying the potential effects of this particular column density there too.

In summary, while we do not present a concrete theory that accounts in full detail for the
outstanding astrophysical issues of the day, namely the dark matter and dark energy problems,
we have shown how the vacuum solutions of a conformally invariant 4th order theory make an
immediate contact with these issues. The conformal invariance, the absence of G and the vacuum
aspect of the solutions of the theory still need to be integrated into a coherent scheme that can
address in detail astrophysical issues. On the other hand, the same principle indicates at the same
time a potential way around some of the issues that have vexed GR and generally 2nd order
gravitational theories over many years, such as the singularities and the information paradox in
black hole evaporation. In answer to the question in the title of this article, we conjecture that the
road to potential progress in all these issues may in fact be trough conformal invariance.
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