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Abstract
We investigate the relationship between quadratic gravity and a restricted Weyl symmetry where a gauge parameter Ω(x) of Weyl transformation satisfies a constraint ✷Ω = 0 in a curved space-time. First,
we briefly review a model with a restricted gauge symmetry on the
basis of QED where a U (1) gauge parameter θ(x) obeys a similar constraint ✷θ = 0 in a flat Minkowski space-time, and explain that the
restricted gauge symmetry removes one on-shell mode of gauge field,
which together with the Feynman gauge leaves only two transverse
polarizations as physical states. Next, it is shown that the restricted
Weyl symmetry also eliminates one component of a dipole field in
quadratic gravity around a flat Minkowski background, leaving only a
single scalar state. Finally, we show that the restricted Weyl symmetry
cannot remove any dynamical degrees of freedom in static background
metrics by using the zero-energy theorem of quadratic gravity. This
fact also holds for the Euclidean background metrics without imposing
the static condition.
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Introduction

We have recently watched a renewed interest in scale invariant gravitational
theories since scale symmetries are expected to play a dominant role at high
energies [1]-[9]. For instance, let us consider the era of Big Bang which is
in very high energies. At the Big Bang, it was extremely hot, so the kinetic
energy of particles would be so enormous as to have completely overwhelmed
the particles’ rest mass. In such a situation, the rest mass would be effectively irrelevant, that is, as good as zero, so that the universe at early times,
could be described in terms of effectively massless particles, for which scale
symmetries naturally emerge. If scale symmetries are exact ones which are
only spontaneously broken as in the gauge symmetries in the standard model
(SM) of particle physics, they might shed some light on various important
unsolved problems such as cosmological constant problem, the origin of particles’ mass and the gauge hierarchy problem etc.
In this article, we further explore an idea that there might be an intermediate scale symmetry between local (or Weyl) and global scale symmetries,
which is dubbed a restricted Weyl symmetry in a curved space-time [10]-[13].
In the restricted Weyl symmetry, a gauge transformation parameter, which
we will call scale factor Ω(x), is constrained by a harmonic condition ✷Ω = 0
whereas in a conventional or full Weyl transformation the scale factor is an
unconstrained and free function. In the restricted Weyl symmetry, we are
allowed to work with actions with dimensionless coupling constants as in
globally scale invariant gravitational theories, which should be contrasted to
the situation in the full Weyl symmetry where only the conformal (or Weyl)
tensor squared is an invariant action if we neglect the other fields except for
the metric gµν .
Another advantage of exploring theories with restricted symmetries is
that we can understand spontaneous symmetry breakdown of global symmetries [13]. For instance, as explained in the next section, a QED with a
restricted gauge symmetry has been used to understand why the photon is
exactly massless by studying the zero-mode solutions to the harmonic condition on the gauge parameter [14]. In fact, it has been already shown that a
gravitational theory with the restricted Weyl symmetry naturally gives rise
to spontaneous symmetry breakdown of a global scale symmetry [13].
The structure of this article is the following: In Section 2, we review
1

a restricted gauge symmetry in QED which appears after we fix the gauge
invariance by the Lorenz gauge. The restricted gauge symmetry resembles
the restricted Weyl symmetry in the sense that both the symmetries are
constrained by an equation ✷Θ = 0 where ✷ denotes the d’Alembertian
operator and Θ stands for a generic gauge transformation parameter although
there is a big difference in that in the former case the operator ✷ is the
d’Alembertian operator in a flat Minkowski space-time whereas in the latter
case it is defined in a curved Riemannian space-time.3 In Section 3, we
introduce quadratic gravity with the restricted Weyl symmetry and discuss
a relation between the quadratic gravity and conformal gravity on the basis
of the BRST formalism. In Section 4, using conformal gravity, we explain
how the restricted Weyl symmetry can be understood in the framework of
the BRST quartet mechanism. In Section 5, we present a proof that the
restricted Weyl symmetry in fact kills one dynamical degree of freedom in the
quadratic gravity. In Section 6, the physical meaning of the constraint in the
restricted Weyl symmetry is investigated, for which the zero-energy theorem
of the quadratic gravity [15] gives us information on the falloff behavior at
infinity. The final section is devoted to conclusion.
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Review of restricted gauge symmetry

In order to clarify the problems which we attempt to understand in this
article, it is worthwhile to start with QED which is gauge-fixed by the Lorenz
gauge whose Lagrangian takes the form
α
1 2
+ ψ̄(iγ µ ∂µ − m)ψ + eAµ ψ̄γ µ ψ + B∂µ Aµ + B 2 ,
L = − Fµν
4
2

(1)

where Aµ , ψ and B are respectively the electromagnetic field, spinor field and
Nakanishi-Lautrup field, the field strength is defined as Fµν ≡ ∂µ Aν − ∂ν Aµ ,
and α is a real number called “gauge parameter” which can be chosen at
our disposal. Even if the U(1) gauge symmetry has been already gauge-fixed
by the Lorenz gauge, this Lagrangian still has a residual symmetry called a
3

To distinguish the difference of the d’Alembertian operators, we will henceforth use
✷η for the Minkowski space-time and ✷g for the Riemannian space-time, respectively.
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restricted U(1) gauge invariance4 which is explicitly given by
δAµ = ∂µ θ,

δψ = ieθψ,

δ ψ̄ = −ieθψ̄,

δB = 0,

(2)

where ✷η θ = 0 where ✷η = η µν ∂µ ∂ν is the d’Alembertian operator in a flat
Minkowski space-time with the flat metric ηµν = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1).
The restricted U(1) gauge symmetry has two physically interesting aspects. The one is that using this symmetry one can understand why the
photon is exactly massless. Actually, we can construct the generator corresponding to the restricted U(1) gauge transformation (2)
Q=

Z

d3 x(θ∂0 B − ∂0 θ · B).

(3)

Based on canonical quantization procedure, we can calculate a four-dimensional
commutation relation
[Aµ (x), B(y)] = i∂µ D(x − y),

(4)

where D(x) is called “invariant D function” which is defined as
i Z 4
d k ε(k 0 )δ(k 2 )eik·x ,
D(x) ≡ −
3
(2π)

(5)

and obeys the relations
✷η D(x) = 0,

D(0, ~x) = 0,

∂0 D(0, ~x) = −δ(~x).

(6)

Using Eqs. (3), (4) and (6), we can derive the following vacuum expectation
value:
h0|[iQ, Aµ (x)]|0i = ∂µ θ(x),

(7)

which implies that Q is necessarily broken spontaneously if θ(x) is not a
constant. Then, the Goldstone theorem tells us that Aµ contains a massless state, which can be identified with the photon after a detailed analysis
4

This residual gauge transformation was also called the “c-number” gauge transformation long ago in comparison to the “q-number” gauge transformation where the gauge
parameter is also changed [16, 17].
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[14]. In other words, the restricted gauge symmetry provides us with useful
information on spontaneous symmetry breakdown of global symmetries.5
The other interesting aspect is that we can gauge away one on-shell mode
of Aµ by means of the symmetry (2). With regards to this point, let us note
that since ✷η θ = 0 is nothing but the Klein-Gordon equation for a massless
real scalar field, a general solution is given by
θ(x) =

Z

d3 k
q

(2π)3 2k

[a(k)eikx + a† (k)e−ikx ],

(8)

0

where k0 = |~k|.
The field equations from the Lagrangian (1) read
∂ν F νµ − ∂ µ B + ej µ = 0,
∂ µ Aµ + αB = 0,
[iγ µ (∂µ − ieAµ ) − m]ψ = 0,

(9)

where the electric current j µ is defined by j µ = ψ̄γ µ ψ. Using these field
equations, we can derive the following equation
✷η Aµ − (1 − α)∂ µ B + ej µ = 0.

(10)

In the absence of the electric current j µ = 0 and with the Feynman gauge
α = 1, the gauge field obeys the same field equation ✷η Aµ = 0 as in ✷η θ = 0.
This fact implies that in terms of the restricted gauge symmetry we can
gauge away one on-shell mode of the gauge field, for instance, a temporal
component of the gauge field, A0 = 0, which together with the Feynman
gauge condition leaves two physical massless states for Aµ identified with
two transverse polarizations of the photon.6
5

In the detailed analysis, we need to consider zero-mode solutions to the constraint
✷η θ = 0, which are explicitly given by θ(x) = aµ xµ + b where aµ and b are constants.
It is global symmetries corresponding to global parameters aµ and b that spontaneous
symmetry breakdown could occur. Precisely speaking, the Ferrari-Piccaso’s proof is not
completely correct, but the claim is true that the required massless particle must be a
vector when the U(1) symmetry corresponding to the θ(x) = b transformation remains
unbroken.
6
In the Lorenz gauge, this statement obviously holds, but in the Feynman gauge it is
a bit sutble. Namely, in the Feynman gauge, the NL field is determined as B = −∂ µ Aµ
and it appears in the physical Hilbert space, but it is not observed owing to a zero-norm
state, leading to the desired result.
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Our purposes in this article is two-fold, one of which is to investigate
whether a similar mechanism for eliminating dynamical degrees of freedom
works even for the restricted Weyl symmetry or not. We will see that the
restricted Weyl symmetry can indeed gauge away one component of the metric tensor around a flat Minkowski background as in the restricted gauge
symmetry. The other purpose is to understand the physical meaning of the
constraint of the restricted Weyl symmetry. We find that in case of static
background metrics with the timelike Killing vector, the restricted Weyl symmetry reduces to a global scale symmetry by using the falloff condition at
infinity which is required by the zero-energy theorem of quadratic gravity
[15]. It also turns out that this holds for any Euclidean metrics without the
static condition.

3

Quadratic gravity with restricted Weyl symmetry

In this section, we consider the most general gravitational theory without
matter fields which is invariant under a restricted Weyl transformation (as
well as a global scale transformation) and explain its relation to conformal
gravity. This gravitational theory, which we will call quadratic gravity, is
described by the Lagrangian7:
√
2
),
(11)
L = −g (α R2 + β Cµνρσ
where α, β are dimensionless constants and Cµνρσ the conformal tensor (or
Weyl tensor), and R the scalar curvature. Note that this Lagrangian is invariant under both a global scale transformation and a restricted Weyl transformation, but is not so under a local scale (or Weyl) transformation because of
the presence of an R2 term. The Gauss-Bonnet topological invariant enables
us to rewrite (11) into the form
√
2
L = −g (α R2 + γ Rµν
),
(12)

2
where γ is also a dimensionless constant. In this case, both R2 and Rµν
terms
break the local scale symmetry even if they are invariant under the restricted
Weyl and global scale transformations.
7

We follow the conventions and notation of the MTW textbook [18].
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Here the restricted Weyl transformation is defined by the Weyl transformation
′
gµν → gµν
= Ω2 (x)gµν ,

(13)

where the gauge transformation parameter, i.e., scale factor Ω(x), obeys a
harmonic condition ✷g Ω = 0 in a curved space-time [10]-[13]. Note that
in proving the invariance of the Lagrangian (11) under the restricted Weyl
transformation, we need to use the transformation law of the scalar curvature
under (13):
R → R′ = Ω−2 (R − 6Ω−1 ✷g Ω).

(14)

The field equations coming from (11) read
!

1
2
1
α Rµν R − gµν R2 − ∇µ ∇ν R + gµν ✷g R − β Rµν R − gµν R2
4
3
6
!
1
1
1
2
= 0. (15)
+ ∇µ ∇ν R + gµν ✷g R − ✷g Rµν − 2Rµ α Rαν + gµν Rαβ
3
6
2
Taking the trace of Eq. (15) produces a harmonic equation for the scalar
curvature:
✷g R = 0.

(16)

Now we wish to clarify a relation between the quadratic gravity (11) and
conformal gravity:
√
2
Lc = −g β Cµνρσ
,
(17)
which is the unique locally scale invariant gravitational theory in the absence
of matter fields. In fact, we will see that the Lagrangian (11) can be obtained
from conformal gravity by fixing the local scale symmetry in terms of a gauge
condition R = 0 up to the FP-ghost term [13].
In order to understand this fact, it is useful to make use of the BRST
formalism. The BRST transformation for the local scale transformation reads
√
√
δB R = −2cR − 6✷g c,
δB gµν = 2cgµν ,
δB −g = 4c −g,
δB c̄ = iB,

δB c = δB B = 0.
6

(18)

Then, the Lagrangian for the gauge condition and the FP ghosts can be
obtained by a standard method [19]:



√
α
LGF +F P = −iδB
−gc̄ R + B
2


√
α 2
−g B̂R + B̂ − 6ic̄✷g c
=
2

√  1 2
µν
−g − R + 6ig ∂µ c̄∂ν c ,
(19)
=
2α
where we have defined B̂ ≡ B + 2ic̄c and in the last step we performed the
path integral over the auxiliary field B̂ and integration by parts [13].
Finally, adding (19) to the classical Lagrangian (17), we arrive at a gaugefixed and BRST-invariant Lagrangian:
Lq =

√

−g β

2
Cµνρσ

!

1 2
−
R + 6ig µν ∂µ c̄∂ν c .
2α

(20)

1
as α leads to the LaDropping the last FP-ghost term and rewriting − 2α
grangian (11), which is invariant under the restricted Weyl transformation
(as well as a global scale transformation). In this way, we have succeeded in
deriving the quadratic gravity (11) with the restricted Weyl symmetry and
the global scale symmetry by beginning with the conformal gravity (17) with
the local scale symmetry by taking the gauge condition R = 0.
Incidentally, it is of interest to point out that the FP-ghost Lagrangian is
also invariant under not the full Weyl transformation but the restricted Weyl
transformation. For this aim, let us first assume that both FP-ghost and FPantighost have the Weyl weight −1, that is, under the Weyl transformation
they transform as

c → c′ = Ω−1 (x)c,

c̄ → c̄′ = Ω−1 (x)c̄.

(21)

Then, we find that under the Weyl transformation the ghost term transforms
as
√
−gg µν ∂µ c̄∂ν c
h
i
√
→
−gg µν ∂µ c̄∂ν c + Ω−1 ∇µ ∇ν Ω · c̄c − ∇µ (Ω−1 ∇ν Ω · c̄c) . (22)

Hence, the ghost kinetic term is invariant under the restricted Weyl transformation up to a surface term.
7
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The BRST quartet mechanism

The derivation of the BRST-invariant Lagrangian (20) from conformal gravity (17) via the gauge fixing procedure demonstrates that the physical content
between the two theories is exactly the same since Eq. (19) is BRST-exact.
In order to explain how the restricted Weyl symmetry can be understood
in the framework of the BRST formalism, it is useful to check the quantum
equivalence between (17) and (20) through the BRST quartet mechanism
[20] in an explicit manner.
To this aim, let us expand the metric around the flat Minkowski background metric ηµν :
gµν = ηµν + hµν ,

(23)

where hµν indicates a small fluctuation. Moreover, we use the York decomposition for the metric fluctuation field hµν [21]:
1
1
hµν = hTµνT + ∂µ ξν + ∂ν ξµ + ∂µ ∂ν σ − ηµν ✷η σ + ηµν h,
4
4

(24)

where hTµνT is both transverse and traceless, and ξµ is transverse:
∂ µ hTµνT = η µν hTµνT = ∂ µ ξµ = 0.

(25)

From the BRST transformation (18), we find the following BRST transformation for asymptotic fields:
δB s = 8c,

δB c = 0,

δB c̄ = iB̂,

δB B̂ = 0,

(26)

where s ≡ h − ✷η σ is invariant under the general coordinate transformation
as shown in the next section.
Next, let us consider the field equations for the above asymptotic fields.
The scalar curvature can be written in terms of s(x) at the linear order as
3
R = − ✷η s.
4

(27)

The field equation (16) then produces the field equations for s(x)8
✷2η s = 0,

(28)

8
Here we can neglect contributions from the FP-ghost term since they start from the
second order in fields.
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which means that s(x) is a dipole field. From Eq. (19), we have the field
equation for the NL field B̂:
1
B̂ = − R.
α

(29)

With the help of Eq. (16), Eq. (29) yields
✷η B̂ = 0,

(30)

which implies that the NL field B̂ is a simple pole field. As for the field
equations for the FP-ghosts, from Eq. (19) we can easily find that
✷η c = ✷η c̄ = 0.

(31)

Thus, the FP-ghosts are also simple pole fields.
The dipole field s(x) can be decomposed into two massless scalar fields.
Actually, the dipole equation is expressed in terms of two coupled equations
by introducing an additional scalar field φ(x) as
✷η s = φ,

✷η φ = 0.

(32)

Then, by introducing a nonlocal operator D [20], which works as an inverse
of the d’Alembertian operator ✷η , defined by
D≡−

1
1
x0 ∂0 −
,
2∆
2




(33)

we can extract a simple pole field s̃ as
s̃ = s − Dφ.

(34)

Using s̃ instead of s, the BRST transformation (26) becomes
δB s̃ = 8c,

δB c = 0,

δB c̄ = iB̂,

δB B̂ = 0,

(35)

and all the asymptotic fields satisfy the simple pole field equation:
✷η s̃ = ✷η c = ✷η c̄ = ✷η B̂ = 0,
9

(36)

which clearly indicates that the set of the asymptotic fields {s̃, c, c̄, B̂} belongs
to a BRST quartet so that they drop from physical Hilbert state by the KugoOjima’s subsidiary condition [20].9 Here it is worth noticing that using Eqs.
(27), (29) and (32), the NL field B̂ is proportional to the scalar field φ:
1
3
3
B̂ = − R =
✷η s =
φ.
α
4α
4α

(37)

Since both s̃(x) and φ(x) belong to the BRST quartet, the dipole field s(x)
completely drops from the physical Hilbert space by the Kugo-Ojima’s subsidiary condition as expected.
An important lesson obtained by means of the BRST quartet mechanism
is that it is essential to decompose the dipole field into two scalar fields as in
Eq. (32), both of which can be eliminated from the physical Hilbert space
by the Kugo-Ojima’s subsidiary condition [20]. In the quadratic gravity with
the restricted Weyl symmetry discussed in the next section, it turns out that
it is also important to make use of this decomposition even if there is no
BRST symmetry.

5

Restricted Weyl symmetry

In this section, we will prove that the restricted Weyl symmetry can remove
one dynamical degree of freedom included in the dipole field s(x).
To do so, let us begin by the Lagrangian (11) and rewrite it in terms of
the York variables up to quadratic terms in the fields:
L=

1
9
α s✷2η s + β hT T µν ✷2η hTµνT .
16
2

(38)

The fields equations are therefore given by two dipole equations:
✷2η s = 0,

✷2η hTµνT = 0.

9

(39)

The physical Hilbert space Hphys is defined as the quotient space of Vphys defined by
the subsidiary condition QB Vphys = 0 (QB is the BRST charge corresponding to the Weyl
V
symmetry) with respect to its zero-norm subspace V0 , i.e., Hphys = phys
V0 . The BRST
quartet belongs to the zero-norm subspace V0 .
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Under the infinitesimal general coordinate transformation, hµν transforms
as
hµν → h′µν = hµν + ∂µ εν + ∂ν εµ ,

(40)

where εµ is the infinitesimal gauge parameter. Here let us divide εµ into
transverse and longitudinal modes:
εµ = εTµ + ∂µ ε,

(41)

where ∂ µ εTµ = 0. Then, each component in the York decomposition (24)
transforms like
h′µνT T = hTµνT ,

ξµ′ = ξµ + εTµ ,

σ ′ = σ + 2ε,

h′ = h + 2✷η ε.

(42)

Hence, it is obvious that the Lagrangian (38) is manifestly invariant under
the general coordinate transformation owing to s′ = s.
Under the infinitesimal restricted Weyl transformation (13), we have
h′µνT T = hTµνT ,

s′ = s + 8Λ,

(43)

where we have put the gauge parameter to be its infinitesimal form, Ω(x) =
eΛ(x) (|Λ| ≪ 1), and Λ also obeys a harmonic condition ✷η Λ = 0.
Now let us focus our attention to the dipole equation for s(x) in (39).
As mentioned in Eq. (32), the dipole field s(x) can be expressed in terms of
two coupled equations by introducing a new scalar field φ(x). By using the
Green’s function G(x, y) satisfying ✷η G(x, y) = δ 4 (x − y), a general solution
for the former equation in (39) is provided by10
s(x) =

Z

d4 y G(x, y)φ(y) + s0 (x),

(44)

where s0 (x) satisfies the d’Alembert’s equation ✷η s0 = 0. The infinitesimal
restricted Weyl transformation for the two scalar fields φ and s0 becomes
φ′ = φ,
10

s′0 = s0 + 8Λ.

This equation is in essence equivalent to Eq. (34).
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(45)

It is then possible to take a gauge condition for the restricted Weyl symmetry
s0 (x) = 0,

(46)

since s0 (x) is a gauge-variant field and both s0 (x) and Λ(x) are harmonic
functions. As a result, the R2 term in the quadratic gravity propagates just
a single spin-0 state associated with the massless scalar field φ(x) around a
flat Minkowski background, and the field s(x) is described by φ(x) as
s(x) =

Z

d4 y G(x, y)φ(y).

(47)

Note that unlike the case of conformal gravity in the previous section, in the
quadratic gravity we have no BRST transformation for the Weyl transformation, so the massless scalar field φ(x) in s(x) remains as a propagating state
while the scalar field s0 (x) is eliminated by the restricted Weyl symmetry.

6

Restricted Weyl symmetry and zero-energy
theorem of quadratic gravity

The d’Alembertian operator in a curved space-time is a geometrical operator in the sense that its definition needs information on geometry through
the metric tensor. It is therefore natural to conjecture that the restricted
Weyl symmetry might not be able to remove dynamical degrees of freedom
for certain background geometries. Indeed, it is well known that there are
only static, asymptotically constant solutions to the massless Klein-Gordon
equation for a scalar field if the first derivative of the scalar field approaches
zero sufficiently fast at infinity [22]-[25]. In this section, we wish to show
explicitly that our conjecture is valid if the space-time is static in the sense
that there is the timelike Killing vector field. It is of interest to note that
the falloff conditions necessary for our derivation stems from a proof of the
zero-energy theorem of the quadratic gravity [15]. Moreover, we will show
that this fact holds for the Euclidean metrics as well although the space-time
is not static.
We would like to consider a geometry where the space-time is static in
the sense that Lt gµν = 0 for which tµ is the timelike Killing vector field. For
12

clarity, let us consider the following static line element:
ds2 ≡ gµν dxµ dxν = −f 2 (xk )dt2 + gij (xk )dxi dxj ,

(48)

where f and gij are functions of only spatial coordinates xk and i, j, k, · · · =
1, 2, 3.
With these assumptions, we multiply the constraint ✷g Ω = 0 by f Ω and
integrate over spatial coordinates:
Z

q

d3 x

(3) g

f Ω✷g Ω = 0,

(49)

where (3) g ≡ det gij . It turns out that ✷g Ω = 0 can be rewritten into the
form11
✷g Ω =

1 ij
g ∂i f ∂j Ω + g ij Di Dj Ω,
f

(50)

where Di is the covariant derivative with respect to the spatial metric gij .
Substituting Eq. (50) into Eq. (49) leads to
Z

q

d3 x

(3) g

i

h

D i (f ΩDi Ω) − f (Di Ω)2 = 0.

(51)

If Di Ω → 0 sufficiently fast at infinity, then the surface term makes no
contribution, and the non-positivity of the remaining term produces Di Ω = 0,
which means that the scale factor Ω is a constant, thereby the restricted Weyl
symmetry reducing to the global scale symmetry.
Next, let us show that Di Ω → 0 sufficiently fast at infinity on the basis of
the zero-energy theorem of quadratic gravity [15]. In the quadratic gravity,
the definition of asymptotic flatness permitting a proof of the zero-energy
theorem is given by [15]




gij → δij + O r −1−ε ,

(52)

where ε is a small positive quantity. Since the zero-energy theorem should
′
hold for both a metric gµν and its locally scaled metric gµν
= Ω2 (x)gµν =
11

Here we have considered that the scale factor is also a function of spatial coordinates,
′
i.e., Ω = Ω(xk ) since a locally scaled metric gµν
= Ω2 (x)gµν must be static as well.

13

′
e2Λ(x) gµν , the metric gµν
must obey the same falloff behavior as gµν . Using
an infinitesimal gauge parameter Λ(x), we obtain

h



gij′ ≃ (1 + 2Λ) δij + O r −1−ε




i

= δij + 2Λδij + O r −1−ε .

(53)

Thus, Λ(x) must have at least the asymptotic behavior




Λ = O r −1−ε .

(54)



(55)

Then, we have


Di Ω = O r −2−ε .

Hence, at infinity Di Ω goes to zero so rapidly that the surface term in (51)
vanishes.
Of course, the argument done thus far cannot be applied to the case where
there is no timelike Killing vector. However, in case of the positive semidefinite Euclidean metrics, we can show a similar result without imposing
the static condition as follows: Start with the constraint ✷g Ω = 0 of the
restricted Weyl transformation, multiply it by Ω, and then integrate over
√
space-time coordinates with a four dimensional Euclidean measure g as
0=

Z

√
d x g Ω✷g Ω =
4

Z

i
√ h
d4 x g ∇µ (Ω∇µ Ω) − (∇µ Ω)2 .

(56)

If ∇µ Ω → 0 sufficiently fast at infinity, then the surface term can be dropped,
and consequently we obtain
∇µ Ω = 0.

(57)

This equation implies that Ω is a constant so that the restricted Weyl symmetry reduces to the global scale symmetry. This fact might be understood from the simplest example, the flat Euclidean metric ηµν = δµν ≡
diag(+1, +1, +1, +1). In this specific case, the momenta kµ identically vanish since kµ2 = 0 simply means kµ = 0 so that we cannot obtain an infinite

14

number of oscillator solutions as in Eq. (8) but we have only the constant
solution Ω = b with b being a constant.12
From the viewpoint of the conventional QFT, it might appear to be
strange at first sight that the possibility of eliminating dynamical degrees
of freedom by using the restricted Weyl symmetry depends on the property
of the background metrics at infinity. In order to account for this issue, let
us suppose that the infinitesimal gauge parameter Λ has the falloff behavior
like




Λ = O r +1−ε ,

(58)

instead of Eq. (54). Note that with this gauge parameter Λ, the restricted
Weyl transformation becomes ill-defined at infinity owing to its divergence, so
we cannot require the invariance under such a singular gauge transformation
to define the Hilbert space in QFT. To put it differently, using such the
singular gauge transformation, we cannot eliminate any dynamical degrees
of freedom existing at infinity. Since gauge symmetries should in general
remove dynamical degrees of freedom over the whole space-time, the singular
gauge transfomations are not allowed as the genuine gauge symmetries.13

7

Conclusion

In this article, we have studied the quadratic gravity, which is invariant under
the restricted Weyl transformation as well as the global scale transformation.
It has been explicitly shown that the dipole field s(x), which is involved in the
R2 term, has only a single scalar state from the restricted Weyl symmetry.
This mechanism of the elimination of a dynamical degree of freedom in the
quadratic gravity is very similar to that of the QED with the restricted
gauge symmetry. Since both the theories also share a similar mechansim
of spontaneous symmetry breakdown of global symmetries, the quadratic
Note that Ω = aµ xµ (aµ is a constant vector) is not a solution since it does not
satisfy the condition ∇µ Ω → 0 at infinity. However, in the flat Euclidean space-time
gµν = δµν , this falloff condition might be too strong since Ω = aµ xµ corresponds to the
special conformal group.
13
Of course, it is possible to consider asymptotic gauge symmetries holding only at
infinity.
12
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gravity might be regarded as a gravitational analog of the QED which is
gauged-fixed by the Lorenz gauge.
Moreover, we have investigated a relation between the quadratic gravity
and conformal gravity, which is the unique gravitational theory with the local
scale symmetry, by fixing the Weyl symmetry by the gauge condition R = 0.
In case of the absence of the FP-ghost term, the two theories have the same
Lagrangian.
We also have investigated the physical meaning of the constraint ✷g Ω = 0
of the restricted Weyl transformation. What we have shown is that when the
background metrics are static, the restricted Weyl transformation reduces to
the global scale transformation, thereby making it for the restricted Weyl
symmetry impossible to remove a dynamical degree of freedom. This observation has been also generalized to the case where the space-time metric has
the Euclidean signature. Of course, the scale factor is in general a function
of all the space-time coordinates xµ and the space-time metric does not have
the Euclidean signature but specific cases such as the instantons, so the restricted Weyl symmetry can indeed eliminate one degree of freedom except
for static space-times. Nevertheless, it is of interest to notice that the constraint ✷g Ω = 0 provides us with a different physical meaning depending on
the property of the space-time.
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