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Abstract

We consider the coupling of a symmetric spin-3 gauge field ¢,,, to three-
dimensional gravity in a second-order metric-like formulation. The action that
corresponds to an SL(3, R) x SL(3, R) Chern—Simons theory in the frame-like
formulation is identified to quadratic order in the spin-3 field. We apply our
result to compute corrections to the area law for higher spin black holes using
Wald’s entropy formula.

This article is part of a special issue of Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and
Theoretical devoted to ‘Higher spin theories and holography’.

PACS numbers: 11.10.Kk, 11.15.Yc, 11.30.Ly

1. Introduction and overview

By now much is known about the structure of interacting field theories involving particles of
spin greater than 2. In particular, Vasiliev proposed a set of nonlinear equations of motion
that describe the interactions of an infinite tower of gauge fields of increasing spin on (A)dS
backgrounds [1] (see [2] for a review). This result rests upon a description of the dynamics
that mimics the frame approach to gravity: the degrees of freedom are encoded in a set of
differential forms taking values in an infinite-dimensional extension of the Lorentz algebra,
and the field equations are manifestly invariant under diffeomorphisms. Alternative approaches
to higher spin interactions are also actively investigated in order to look for generalizations of
Vasiliev’s construction or to make more transparent various features of the interactions (see
e.g. [3-5] for reviews). For instance, one can follow the path of the metric formulation of
gravity and encode the degrees of freedom of a spin-s particle in a symmetric tensor of rank s.
The advantage with respect to Vasiliev’s strategy is the simplification of the field content; the
price to pay is, at present, the lack of an organizing principle for the nonlinearities required
by a consistent theory. To unravel this puzzle one can begin by building perturbatively the
first interaction vertices; this has led, for instance, to a classification of cubic vertices for
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arbitrary massless particles in both Minkowski and (A)dS backgrounds of dimension D > 4
[6-10].! On the other hand, a complete metric-like reformulation of Vasiliev’s equations is not
known, while the existence of other models that are consistent beyond the cubic order is still
controversial (see e.g. [11-15]).

In spite of closely related goals, the frame- and metric-like formulations have evolved
rather independently. For few exceptions, see e.g. [16—18] and references therein. With both
approaches having their own advantages and drawbacks, an exchange of ideas is nonetheless
expected to shed light on both sides. The goal of this paper is to establish a firm connection
between them in three spacetime dimensions, where higher spin gauge theories take a
remarkably simple form compared to their higher dimensional counterparts. We focus on
the gravitational coupling of a symmetric tensor of rank 3. In the frame-like language, this is
described by an SL(3, R) x SL(3, R) Chern—Simons (CS) theory when a negative cosmological
constant is present (see e.g. [19] and the previous works [20, 21]). In appendix C, we will add
a few comments on the generalization to SL(N, R) x SL(N, R) CS theories, which contain
fields of spin 2, 3, ..., N.

The frame-like theory is well understood, with and without cosmological constant: one has
to complement the gravity dreibein and spin connection with two 1-forms which play a similar
role for the spin-3 field. The gauge connections can then be packed into two s/(3, R)-valued
forms (A=1,...,8anda,b=0,1,2)

e = e, M adx" = (e, Jy + €, Typ) dx*, (1.1a)
o = o, M4 dx* = (0, + 0, Ty) dx*, (1.1b)

where J4 denotes the full set of s/(3,R) generators. The gravity dreibein ¢, and spin
connection w,* are associated with the generators J, of the principally embedded so(2, 1) ~
sl(2,R) < sI(3,R). The remaining five generators T, (with Tj, = n* T, = 0) are
associated with the spin-3 ‘vielbein’ and ‘spin connection’. One can then consider the action?

1
I=16ﬂG/.tr(e/\R+ﬁe/\e/\e>, with R=dw+ w A w. (1.2)

The trace is in the fundamental of s/(3, R), G is Newton’s constant and £ is the AdS radius.
A first step towards the identification of the metric-like counterpart of (1.2) was taken in

[19], where the metric and the spin-3 field were expressed in terms of the connection 1-forms
(1.1) as

g= % tr(e,e,) dx dx”, Q= % tr(e,eve,) dx' dx” dx”. (1.3)
The justification for (1.3) is that the action (1.2) is invariant under the transformations
de = dé + [a)s s] + [ev A]v (1461)
1
o =dA + [w, A] + E_Z[e’ &], (1.4D)

generated by s/ (3, R)-valued parameters £ and A. Those generated by A include and generalize
local Lorentz transformations: therefore metric-like fields should be invariant under them,
and this is guaranteed by (1.3) (see also [23] for a discussion of the sI/(N, R) case). The
transformations with parameters & should then give rise to the transformations of g and ¢
under diffeomorphisms and a suitable deformation of the linearized Fronsdal gauge symmetry
[24].

! The classification of cubic interactions for arbitrary fields is discussed in a frame-like language in [11].

2 For £*> > 0 (corresponding to a negative cosmological constant), one can rewrite (1.2) as the difference of two
sI(3,R) CS actions. A cosmological constant is however not necessary in D = 3, and for £> < 0 one can interpret
(1.2) as a CS action as well (see e.g. [22] for more details).
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In this paper, we verify these statements up to the quadratic order in the spin-3 field, while
keeping all nonlinearities in the metric. In particular, we show that the action (1.2) can be
rewritten in terms of the metric-like fields (1.3) as

xv/~g 2\ 3 3 V
12/ 167G {(R+(_2)+(p#p<fuvp_§g(ﬂufp))_ER(p/,wpwup

9 1
+ —Rpa'(Z(pp;l.v (Pglw - (PP(PJ) - 6_2 (6(,0,,“;/) (ﬂlwp - 9(pM§0M)} + O(‘P4),

4
(L1.5)

where R, is the Ricci tensor, V is the Levi-Civita connection for the metric defined in (1.3)
and F,,, denotes the covariantized Fronsdal tensor

Fuvp = U @uvp — % (V)LV(M Yup)r + V(MVA ‘Pvp)?») + 3 ViV ¢p). (1.6)

We have also defined ¢, = ¢,,* and, likewise, F), is the trace of the Fronsdal tensor. Indices
between parentheses are meant to be symmetrized, and dividing by the number of terms that
are needed for the symmetrization is understood.® We also show that the action (1.5)—while
manifestly diffeomorphism invariant—is invariant under the gauge transformations

8¢uvp = 3Viubup) + O(‘pz) J
3guv = 125'0(7{ Vp‘puva - 2V(/t(pv)pn + 2g)0(ll-|[v * Py — VoPlv) — V|v)§0<7] (1.7a)

+ 180180V - @ — V- 00 — 2V,0,1} + O(9%), (1.7b)

generated by a traceless £°7. It thus preserves the same amount of gauge symmetry as the sum
of the linearized Einstein—Hilbert and Fronsdal actions.

Our results give further support to the interpretation of SL(N, R) x SL(N, R) CS theories
as higher spin gauge theories, but at the present stage the metric-like action (1.5) is certainly
more involved than its frame-like counterpart (1.2). The simplicity of the frame-like action has
various advantages: for instance, it enabled the computation of the asymptotic symmetries of
(1.2) on AdS; spaces [25, 19, 26, 23]. The appearance of nonlinear VV-algebras then led to a
duality conjecture between a class of higher spin theories with matter couplings [27] and Wy
minimal models [28]; see [29] for a review. Another interesting result was the identification
of solutions of the field equations—flat connections—that generalize the BTZ black hole
[30-36]. On the other hand, there are aspects of higher spin theories, such as gravitational
interactions, which might be easier to deal with in a metric-like theory. As an example, in this
paper we use the action (1.5) to compute the entropy of higher spin black holes using Wald’s
formula [37]. In a cylindrical coordinate system (p, t, ), for a non-rotating black hole with a
horizon at p = p;, we find

A {] §(¢900)2

S=-—11- d
4G 2 (goo)

where A denotes the length of the horizon.

The paper is organized as follows: to arrive at (1.5), we consider in section 2.1 the most
general action quadratic in ¢, that contains the minimal coupling to gravity of Fronsdal’s
action. In section 2.2, we fix the free parameters by requiring that its field equations are
solved by the class of asymptotically AdS; extrema of (1.2) which we constructed in [19].
In section 2.3, we comment on the algebra generated by the gauge transformations (1.7). A
generalization to spin-s fields is relegated to appendix C. In section 3, we rederive the result
of section 2.2 by a direct elimination of the spin connections ,* and w,* from (1.2), and

) (1.8)

P=Ph

+ Oph) }

3 Note that this and several other conventions used in this paper differ from those of [19].
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we discuss the map between frame- and metric-like gauge transformations. Further details are
presented in appendix B. In section 4, we turn to applications of (1.5): we derive (1.8) and we
compare our result with the proposal of [32, 33]. We close with a discussion of possible future
directions. Our conventions are collected in appendix A.

2. Minimal coupling of higher spins to gravity

In this section, we consider actions that contain the minimal coupling to gravity of Fronsdal’s
Lagrangian [24], but we also allow additional terms quadratic in ¢ which are manifestly
diffeomorphism invariant and with at most two derivatives. The frame-like action (1.2) is
indeed diffeomorphism invariant, its linearization reduces to Fronsdal’s action [19] and on
shell w can be rewritten in terms of e and its first derivative. We show that when D = 3
all actions of this type are also invariant at the lowest order in ¢ under a deformation of
the linearized Fronsdal gauge symmetry and are actually related by field redefinitions. We
eventually select the point in the parameter space of field redefinitions that corresponds to the
action (1.2) through the map (1.3).

2.1. General quadratic coupling for a spin-3 field

The free propagation of a spin-3 particle in a Minkowski background of dimension D > 4 can
be described by the Fronsdal equations [24]

-7:;wp =0 Puvp — 3 aka(u DPup)a + 3 a(;Lav Pp)y = 0. (21)
They can be derived from an action which is left invariant by the gauge transformations
8@uvp =39 Evp)s with &* = 0. (2.2)

In D > 4 this guarantees the propagation of the correct number* of d.o.f., while in D = 3 it
implies that there is no local dynamics associated with (2.1). In order to couple this system to
gravity, it is natural to try minimal coupling, i.e. the substitutions » — gand 9 — V, where g
is the spacetime metric and V is the Levi-Civita connection. However, a consistent coupling
must preserve all gauge symmetries of the linearized theory, while the covariantized Fronsdal

tensor’

Fuvp = U @uvp — %(VXV(M Pup)r + V(uvA vp)r) + 3V @) (2.3)
transforms under

80uvp = 3ViuEvp)s with &%= 0 (2.4)
as
8Fuvp = =6 & ViuRawore — 9 Riuvio Vip) €7 + 6 R uio V7 1)

—6E Vi Ryup) + 3 RV Sy — IRV €0y 2.5)

This equation lies at the heart of the Aragone—Deser argument against higher spin interactions
[38]: when D > 4, one cannot cancel the contributions in the Riemann tensor with a &-
dependent gauge transformation of the metric, and even adding to the action non-minimal
terms of the form R..¢..¢.. does not improve the situation. In general, one can overcome
this problem in two ways; Fradkin and Vasiliev showed in [39] that in the presence of a
cosmological constant one can cancel (2.5) by adding higher derivative contributions to the

* Namely 4, (D — 3)(D —2)(D +2).

5 This definition assumes a conventional choice for the ordering of covariant derivatives. In the following, we will
consider curvature terms as well, so that there is no lack of generality in resolving the ambiguity in a convenient way.
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action (see also [40, 11]). This solution preserves the invariance under diffeomorphisms and
eventually leads to the Vasiliev equations, that indeed require a non-zero cosmological constant
and are manifestly diffeomorphism invariant. As an alternative, one can abandon the minimal
coupling and consider also the gravitational field as a fluctuation around a fixed background;
this makes it possible to identify non-trivial interactions even in flat space [6—10], but now
diffeomorphisms (or a proper deformation thereof) have to be recovered order by order in the
metric fluctuation.

When D = 3, the solution is much simpler: the Weyl tensor vanishes, so that the dangerous
terms are actually proportional to the Ricci tensor and can be cancelled by a £-dependent
transformation of the metric (even in flat space). Let us thus consider the action

I=—— [ &x/=g(Len + L), (2.6)
167G
where Lgy denotes the Einstein—Hilbert Lagrangian,
2

Len =R+ 7 2.7

while
wop 3 ! wop w

Lr=¢ Fuvp_zg(uvfp) +E(ml(ﬂuup§0 +my @@ )

+3 R0 (k1 070 07" + k2 970" + k3 9" ¢7)

+3R (ks @uvp 0" + ks 0 0") + O(p*). (2.8)

This is the most general Lagrangian quadratic in ¢ that reduces to the Fronsdal one upon
linearization, is manifestly diffeomorphism invariant and contains at most two derivatives.
As already recalled, the restriction on the number of derivatives is dictated by our goal to
identify the metric-like counterpart of the frame-like action (1.2). On dimensional grounds
one could also add terms in £~ and a single covariant derivative, but the only candidate is
v @,*, a total derivative. Furthermore, higher order corrections are at least quartic in ¢,
as one cannot build a scalar with the inverse metric, three spin-3 fields and two derivatives.
Cubic contributions proportional to £~' and with a single derivative would be available, but
they are not needed for the gauge invariance, and they cannot be generated by the elimination
of w from the action (1.2).
Under covariantized gauge transformations (2.4), the Lagrangian varies as

S(/—gL S(/—gL S(/—gL
5(v/=g (Len + L)) = <<— Vgl o 38 Lr) Mw) LI .
88uv 8¢uvp 88uv

(2.9)

The terms in parentheses could cancel, up to total derivatives, if the metric transforms with a
gauge transformation linear in ¢ and &. This is possible for any choice of the coefficients k;,
while the ‘mass’ coefficients in (2.8) have to satisfy6

my =6 (ki +3ks — 1), my = 6(ky + ks + 3ks + 7). (2.10)

One can indeed check that when (2.10) holds, the action (2.6) is invariant, at lowest order in
@, under (2.4) and under the simultaneous transformation

6 On (A)dS; backgrounds all contributions of the form R...¢...¢... become mass-like terms proportional to £72 as the
ones that we already included in (2.8). Therefore not all parameters in (2.8) can be free: on (A)dS3 one has to recover
the Fronsdal ‘mass’ [41], whose gauge variation cancels (2.5) on constant-curvature backgrounds. This is guaranteed
by (2.10).
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8guv = 3{2ka 910y V - 7 + a (2ki +5) 0po (Vi) 77 + 2 (2k1 — 3) 9po(uVF £1)°
+ (4ks +3) oV - &) +2b (ka +4) 9, Vi &) +ka 9, VP &
+4E°7 VY, Qe + (a—1) 2ki +5) E7° Vi 0y po +8E7V - 0u)p
—8& WV +200—1) (ka+4)E° WV 0p +2EL,V -0
— gl 3 2k +dks — 1) 0,y VPETH +4EP7 V- 0,
+ (4ky + 4ks3 + 8ks +3) ¢, V- E7 — 8EP V, ¢, ]} (2.11)

The two parameters a and b are undetermined as they parameterize field-dependent
diffeomorphisms.

The last term in (2.9) does not vanish and higher order corrections to both the action and
the gauge transformations are needed to preserve the gauge symmetry. In sections 2.2 and 2.3
we shall give further arguments for this.

We found that the coefficients k; are free, but this does not mean that we have a five-
parameter family of interacting theories. Actually, one can remove all R...¢...¢... contributions
with the field redefinition

(new) __

g#u =8 — 3 {kl (pprr(u %)pa + k2 @/Avp §0p + k3 @(/l, (ZN)
— gl (k1 4 2k4) @0 977" + (ky + k3 + 2ks) @5 91} (2.12)

In conclusion, in three dimensions there exists a two-derivative coupling between gravity and
a spin-3 field, that at O (¢?) is unique up to field redefinitions. On the other hand, it is not clear
a priori what is the counterpart of the frame-like action (1.2) under the map (1.3). This issue
will now be addressed. It will lead to definite values for the k;.

2.2. Relation with the Chern—Simons action

It is rather straightforward to construct solutions of the theory in its CS formulation: the
extrema of the action are flat connections e and w, with the condition that the gravity dreibein
is invertible. The map (1.3) then allows us to construct the metric and the spin-3 field explicitly.
For a class of asymptotically AdS solutions this was done in [19] leading to

2 e 2 A (+—
g=0Y _ {r2+(8nGK)2(£(x+)L(x ) LW ))}dx+dx
r

2 r? 4 r
— 871G (L) (AT + L) (dx)?), (2.13a)

¢ = —g(SnGﬁ){ W) ™) + W) (de)?)
LaHW) LOYPWE) o
+ (8GO [ 27—+ (87GO) ————— | (") dx

LEHW() L)W
2

+ (87 GE) <2 + (87GY) T) (dx™)? dx+}. (2.13b)

Here, r denotes a radial coordinate and x* = % +6.

We will now fix the coefficients k; by requiring that these fields also solve the equations
of motion derived from the action (2.6) to the lowest non-trivial order in ¢. This will lead to
(1.5). The equation of motion for the metric is

1 1 8(/—¢LF)

R//.u__g;wR_E_zg/w - T = e - (214)

2 -8 g
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The rhs is the energy—momentum tensor of the spin-3 field, whose explicit expression is
somewhat lengthy and will not be displayed. The equation of motion for ¢ is

3 my myp
Fuvp — 5 8w Fp) + (Z_z + 3k4 R) Puvp + (Z_z + 3ks R) 8 ¥p) + 3k1 Ry %p)k

3 3
+ §k2 R(;w Dp) + EkZ 8(uv (l)p))LO-R)\.O' + 3k3 g(;Lva)a 900 =0. (215)
In this way, we find a unique solution for the coefficients k;:
ky =3, ky =0, ks = —3, ky = —3, ks =0. (2.16)

We remark that substituting (2.16) in the gauge transformation of the metric (2.11), all terms
where the derivative acts on the parameter £”° vanish. Moreover, the fields (2.13) solve the
equations of motion (2.14) and (2.15) only at the lowest order in VW and W. Therefore, one
has to add O(¢*) corrections to the Lagrangian (2.8).

The solutions (2.13) are thus rich enough to fix all coefficients k;, even if they do not
parameterize the whole space of solutions of (1.2). For instance, they do not include black
holes with higher spin charges, as constructed in [32, 33, 35, 36], but we checked explicitly
that these also solve the metric-like equations of motion. In section 3, we confirm the values
(2.16) for the coefficients by a direct elimination of the auxiliary fields from the frame-like
action, which guarantees that all fields constructed via the map (1.3) from solutions of the
frame-like theory solve the equations of motion (2.14) and (2.15). This argument does not
depend on the presence of a cosmological constant, and the coefficients (2.16) thus identify
the metric-like counterpart of the action (1.2) also in Minkowski or de Sitter backgrounds.

2.3. Algebra of gauge transformations

We will now present the algebra of metric-like gauge transformations, up to the accessible
orders in ¢, and show that it closes on shell. Recall that the algebra generated by the frame-
like transformations (1.4) closes off shell, but it still contains the auxiliary fields which
are eliminated, via their equations of motion, in the metric formulation (see section 3). To
compute the algebra one has to specify the tensorial nature of fields and gauge parameters. In
analogy with gravity, we assume that gauge fields are symmetric covariant tensors, while gauge
parameters are symmetric contravariant tensors. Moreover, we impose the trace constraint on
the gauge parameter with a projector built from the metric.

The additional symmetry of the diffeomorphism invariant action (2.6) (with coefficients
fixed as in (2.16) for simplicity) can thus be cast in the form’

aé(pxwp = 3(g)~(ugv\(r - % g)h(rg(/wl)vlp)s)\g + O((pz)a (2.17a)

Ség;w = 12%-/)0{ Vp‘puva - 2V(p,(pv)pa - gpcrg/\r [Vk(p/wr - 2V(u(pv)xr]
+28p(,u_|g)‘r[v)\§0\v)ar — Vo @rr — \V)QOGM'] - g/wg)hr [Vk(ppar - zvaa)\r]
+ 3 (8up8ro — 810800)8 &P Vatupy | + O(¢), (2.17b)

where now £ is a traceful tensor. The extra terms appearing in (2.17) compared to (1.7) are
those needed to implement the traceless projection, i.e. they are introduced by the substitution

EM — (8M8) — 3 800 8)E™. (2.18)
The issue is that the trace condition involves the metric which itself transforms under a second
transformation on 8¢ ¢.

7 v, w are the vector fields which generate diffeomorphisms and &, « are the tensor fields which generate spin-3

transformations.
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Diffeomorphisms generate an off-shell subalgebra since they satisfy
[y, 0u] 8y = 8[1},11)] 8uvs [y, du] Puvp = a[u,w] Puvps (2 19)
where
[v, w]* = vV, w* — w"9, v* (2.20)

is the Lie bracket of the two vector fields v and w. The commutator of a diffeomorphism with
a spin-3 transformation can be cast in a similar form. For instance,

[S, 8&‘] Puvp = S(g)»(u 8vle — % 8ro g(uvl)v\p) [v, E]MT~ (2.21)
The resulting spin-3 transformation is generated by the Lie derivative of £#" along v,
[v, €% = V79, €M — 27 Mg oIV, (2.22)

A similar result holds for the metric, so that

[6v, e18uv = Opv,e) uvs [8v, Sl @uvp = Spv.61 Puvp- (2.23)

Note that [v, £]*" is not traceless even for a traceless £#”, but this is not a problem thanks to the
projector which multiplies it. Moreover, (2.23) remains true in arbitrary spacetime dimensions.
The peculiarities of the three-dimensional case thus manifest themselves in the commutator
of two spin-3 transformations.

We were able to evaluate the commutators (2.19) and (2.23) because a diffeomorphism
generates terms that are linear in the field on which it acts. Therefore, different orders in the
expansion in powers of ¢ cannot mix, and we expect that (2.23) continues to hold order by
order in . The situation is very different when one considers commutators of two spin-3
transformations: these are not linear in the fields and, as a result, different orders could mix in
the commutator. When the commutator acts on the spin-3 field, the higher order corrections to
(2.17) could even have an effect at lowest order. In fact, the gauge variation of ¢ is schematically
of the form

S ~ £ VE+O(p). (2.24)
In a second gauge transformation, the O(g) variation of the metric mixes with the
corresponding terms coming from the variation of the (yet unknown) 0(¢)2) corrections.
The only conclusion that we can draw from this commutator is that we do need corrections,
since in their absence it is not possible to obtain a diffeomorphism out of [d,, 8z]¢@,.,. In
contrast, when the commutator acts on the metric there is a term of order zero in ¢ that is
insensitive to any correction to (2.17) and reads
[8c. 81 &uv = 12877 { VY,V iy + 2V, Viukine — 4 Vi Vo Kjvyo — 2 Viu VirKpe

+2 8o [ Okpro + ViVinko™ + ViV k) =2V Vike™ =2V, Vi k) |

—guw|[Okpo + 2%V, ko™ =4V, Vs ko™ | + 2810800 Vi Vy 7}

— (& < k) + O(p?). (2.25)
For simplicity, we presented the result in terms of traceless parameters; inserting (2.18)
one recovers the full expression. At this order the right-hand side cannot contain a spin-3
transformation (that is at least linear in ¢), so that it must be a diffeomorphism in order to
grant the closure of the algebra. This can be made manifest rewriting (2.25) as
[, 65] uv = — 36 {V(m (Epgvlv) Koo — Kpav\v) Epa)

+3 (Sdepa Ky — KpURpa ép.v) —4 (épURp(p. Kvyo — Kp”Rp(u ‘i:v)a)

+E"7 Y 0 VipVorkun = K77 Y32,V Vo } + Og?), (2.26)
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where Y{ZT »y denotes the projector onto the traceless {2, 2} irrep of the group of permutations
acting on the spacetime indices u, v, p, o. It can be built in terms of

Lo = Y2 Y Yorbo = §(2V%Vorkos — Vo Viubvro — Vo Viubop
- VMV(,)SG)V - Vvvwfam + ZV(,)V(,)EW) (2.27)
as

Y{zT,z}V(MVV) o0 = Tuv, po — @uvTpo — &oTvro — 8o uTyp + 8poTuv)

+% (guvgpa - gp(ugv)a) Tv (228)
where we defined 7, = 7, tand 7 = 7,” »°. The resulting combination has the same
symmetries as the Weyl tensor and thus vanishes in three dimensions. In conclusion, we
recovered a diffeomorphism generated by®
v =18 g‘”{ kP7V, Spa - %-pavv Kps + % (Kppvv éga - Sppvv Kaa) }, (2.29)

plus a remainder proportional to the Ricci tensor. However, one can rewrite it in terms of the
Einstein tensor: if one performs the substitution

1 2
R;,w i Ruv - 5 8uv (R + €_2> 5 (230)
the contributions in g,, cancel either identically or on account of the tracelessness of the
parameters. At this order in ¢ the field equations for the metric are the Einstein equations, so
that the remainder in (2.26) signals that the algebra of gauge transformations closes only on
shell.

3. Mapping frame- to metric-like formulations

In the last section we identified the metric-like theory that corresponds to the higher spin theory
defined by the frame-like action (1.2) to the first non-trivial order by analysing its equations
of motion. Alternatively, one can identify it directly by eliminating the spin connections. This
will be the content of this section. This also leads to an identification between the parameters
of frame- and metric-like gauge symmetries.

3.1. Elimination of spin connections

To go from the frame-like formulation to the metric-like formulation, we have to solve the
torsion constraint (the equation of motion for w derived from the action (1.2)),

det+wnet+enw=0, 3.1

to express the generalized spin connection w in terms of the generalized vielbein e. In
components this constraint reads

3y, €5+ fas ofy eh =0 & D,,e5 =0, 3.2)
where the curly letters are labels for the generators {J4} of s/(3,R), and D, denotes the

full s/(3) covariant connection including Levi-Civita and s/(3) spin connection. The torsion
constraint (3.2) together with the metric being covariantly constant,

V//,gvp = D//,gvp = O, (33)

8 With respect to (2.25) and (2.26) we reinserted here the full dependence on the metric, so that k%P and £*P are
traceful tensors.
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leads to
kage, D, 5 = 0. (3.4)

For g = s(2, R) one could multiply this expression by the inverse vielbein to conclude that the
vielbein is covariantly constant under the full connection (vielbein postulate), which makes it
possible to solve for the spin connection. For general Lie algebras this is not directly possible,
and instead we will solve for the spin connection in a perturbative expansion. For that we
separate the generators into the s/(2) generators {J,} (labelled by small Latin indices), and the
remaining generators {J4} (labelled by capital Latin indices and chosen to be orthogonal to
the J, with respect to the Killing form). Relation (3.4) can be separated, and one obtains

D, ¢, = —Kag gp’\ erD, el (3.5)

. 0 0 .
where we used the inverse (g)“” of the s/(2)-part (g) wv Of the metric,

()

g = eZ elj Kab- (3.6)
Equation (3.5) can be interpreted as the correction to the vielbein postulate of the s/(2)
components ¢¢ of the vielbein. It remains also to get an expression for the covariant derivative
of the non-s/(2) components ¢, and for that we have to determine the spin connection. To this
end, we split the sum over B = (b, B) in (3.2) and we arrive, after some simple manipulations,
at

cm© P Qup © c, A _B c
fmnpf_A m g’wa) e _ f l/-ﬂ vo & e (a[u v|+fAB Wy € U]) ver. 3.7

We will now solve (3.7) for @ in terms of V. By replacing the result for w in the w-dependence
of V successively, we arrive at a perturbative expansion in the number of higher spin
vielbeins e?.

We contract (3.7) with a suitable combination of structure constants, and arrive, after
repeated use of the Jacobi identity and other identities collected in appendix A, at

(COR e " = (8088 + £ fuc® + fuc® f"P) VO (3.8)
Here, C, denotes the quadratic Casimir of s/(2) in the adjoint representation on s/(3),
(€3 = 1Pme [ 4. 3.9

The Casimir can of course be inverted as it is constant on every irreducible representation
that occurs. In our convention the Casimir takes the value s(s — 1) if the corresponding s/(2)-
representation has dimension (2s — 1). Note that until now all manipulations were valid for
general semi-simple Lie algebras. We now specialize to s/(3), and we find

20)2 = eg (Kabaf + fabefecd + facefebd) Vc.a7 (3 10)
6wy = €} (kand¢ + fun fec” + fuc® fes”) VE. (.11
In the following, we will use the notation "Z for s1(2) components of the vielbein and Eﬁ

for the remaining components to better distinguish them. Similarly, we use f, and Qﬁ. The
lowest order solutions for the spin connections then read

wz = - eﬂ (fmnha + ZKb[nfm]c + 26cinfmp ) ‘O’upg’va vey 8[,L€v] + O(Ez) (3.12a)

Qg = _%gl,(;fmna (Kab(sg + fabefeCD + faCEfEb ) ‘gup‘gvaezleg (a[MES + faB a)[MEB)
(3.12b)

10
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Note that the second equation does not receive corrections of higher order in E,” but replacing
w® by its lowest order contribution will only yield 2 up to terms of order O(E?).

We could use these relations to rewrite the frame-like action (1.2) in terms of vielbeins,
and then rewrite it in terms of metric g and spin-3 field ¢. Instead, we will follow a different
route by determining the gauge transformations of the metric-like theory from those in the
frame-like theory.

3.2. Relations between gauge parameters

The frame-like theory is invariant under the gauge transformations (1.4), i.e. under generalized
Lorentz transformations,

8¢5 = fas®e} AP, (3.13)
and generalized local translations,
dej, =, &° + fus® @} §°. (3-14)

In the frame-like description of pure gravity, diffeomorphisms are induced by local translations
(see e.g. [42]). The same argument applies to the higher spin setup: a local translation by

A=l (3.15)
can be decomposed as

8el, = ef 0,8 + & 0eC + 26" (9),¢5) + fasC o)y €f) + & fasC wft el (3.16)
The term in parentheses is proportional to the torsion constraint (3.2), so that up to a Lorentz-
like transformation generated by A® = — &*wP5, the transformation is on-shell equivalent to
a diffeomorphism generated by £*.

In the pure gravity case, one can invert this argument to conclude that any local translation
by &¢ generates a diffeomorphism where the corresponding vector field is obtained by
contracting §“ with the inverse vielbein. In the higher spin theory, we expect that this expression
is modified, and the simplest ansatz covariant in the s/(3) indices leads to

W= g apelt €5, (3.17)

This is consistent with the previous argument: if we insert SA given in (3.15) into (3.17), then
we obtain an identity.

A general gauge parameter & will induce a spin-3 transformation as well as a
diffeomorphism given by (3.17). On the other hand, we know from (3.15) that the
diffeomorphism part is generated by

EA = el g kpe e £5 = PR ED, (3.18)
and we can identify ’P“% as the projector onto diffeomorphisms (that it is indeed a projector
can be easily verified). This means in turn that the projector on pure spin-3 transformations is
1-="P).

To find the correct ansatz for the spin-3 transformation, we start from the linearized
relation for a free spin-3 field,

£ =388 E", (3.19)
where ¢ denotes the vielbein of the fixed background (for which éfL = 0). We can rewrite this
with the help of the symmetric structure constants d 43¢ (see appendix A) as

£ =3d" e e (3.20)

9 There are no Q* appearing on the right-hand side due to the fact that in s/(3) the structure constants involving only
non-s/(2) indices vanish, fapc = 0.
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To obtain the corrections to this expression in the nonlinear theory, we let the indices run over
all s/(3) labels and project the result by (1 —P) to ensure that no diffeomorphism is generated.
This leads to the following ansatz for a pure spin-3 transformation generated by £,

£A =3 (8? — Pé) E’“eieVDdBCD
=3 (g““eﬁe?df‘c@ — dgcpe;)‘tefege?g""g"") . (3.21)
With this ansatz we can then derive the expression for the spin-3 transformation in the metric-
like theory, which will be done in the following section. Note that this ansatz most likely needs

to be modified at higher order in E, which becomes important if one computes higher order
corrections to the gauge transformations.

3.3. Transformations of metric-like fields

Coming from the frame-like theory we can derive the spin-3 gauge transformations in the
metric-like theory. The strategy is the following: we first express the metric and the spin-3
field in terms of vielbeins (see equation (1.3)),

v = KAB 6,14 s, Guvp = édABc 6,14 o e,‘j, (3.22)
then use the gauge transformations (3.14) of the vielbeins under local translations by
a parameter given in (3.21), insert the spin connection in terms of the vielbein (see
equation (3.12)) and finally express the result in terms of g and ¢.

Let us start with the transformation of the spin-3 field ¢. Under a local translation it
transforms as

8¢uvp = 3 danc e, €5 Dy)EC. (3.23)
Replacing the gauge parameter by expression (3.21) and expanding in powers of £ we obtain
8§0;wp = % dape dAde e?ﬂ e;‘ Dp) (6% 62 SAG) + O(Ez) (3.24)

The covariant derivative of the s/(2) components of the vielbein is of order O(E?) (see
equation (3.5)), and we arrive at

S(P;wp = %dAbchdeeiefre?/Le\CJVP)E)LU + O(Ez)
=3V (Evp) — 38008 "Ero) + O(E?), (3.25)
where we used identity (A.9d) for the structure constants. This result equals (2.17a) including
the projection of &, to its traceless part.

We now consider the spin-3 transformation of the metric. Under a general local translation
(3.14), it transforms as

88;” = 2Kk4B eé ID\J)SB- (3.26)

We replace the gauge parameter by expression (3.21) for a pure spin-3 transformation, and
after some manipulations where we also use (3.4) we arrive at

8810 = —6danc"” e5eSDe)
= —6d, &7 e, D E) + O(E?) (3.27)
where in the last step we expanded in s/(2) and non-s/(2) indices using that the covariant
derivative of ¢® is of order O (E?) (see equation (3.5)). One observes thatin (3.27) no derivatives
of the gauge parameter £7? appear. In fact one can show (see appendix B for the details) that
this result precisely reproduces the gauge transformation (2.17b). Since there is a unique

action at quadratic order in ¢ that is invariant under this gauge transformation, we have again
identified the action (1.5) as the metric-like counterpart of the frame-like action.

12
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4. Wald entropy for higher spin black holes

In [32] the class of solutions considered in [19] was enlarged, in search for black holes with
higher spin charges; see also [33—36]. Although the presence of an event horizon is not a gauge-
invariant statement in the theories we are considering (due to the Fronsdal-like transformations
(2.17)), there is a gauge where these solutions exhibit a regular event horizon [33]. This gauge
is also supposed to be unique, and one can thus try to evaluate the entropy of higher spin black
holes using Wald’s formula [37]. For a static black hole in three dimensions with metric

8= 8op(p) dp* + gu(p) dr* + goo (p) dO? .1
and regular horizon at p = py, it reads
T SL
S=— /8606 81t 8pp <55 . 4.2)
G 8Rip1p p=p

In all static solutions considered in [33-36] the spin-3 field takes the form

@ =39,p0(p) dp? A0 + 3 @uo (p) dr* A0 + @pgq (p) 6. 43)
Evaluating (4.2) and taking into account (4.1) and (4.3), we find

T 3
S= E 866 {1 + 5[2 (ks + ks)(g99)3((ﬂ009)2 + 2 (kr + 2k5)gngppg99g)"9 ©opo

+ (2K + Ky + 6Ky + 2ks) (€2 (0u0)* + (€7°) & (0pps) )

+(ka + 4ks) (") (8" uo wavo + 8 @pp0 Po6)] + O(go“)} (4.4)
P=Ph
Substituting the values (2.16) for the coefficients k;, it simplifies to'®
A 3
S=_=11-5&") @) + 0" : 4.5)
4G 2 o=p1

where A = 27 4/ggo (1) is the length of the horizon. The same result can be recovered by
taking advantage of the uniqueness of the two-derivative coupling up to field redefinitions.
The field redefinition (2.12) cancels all terms with the Ricci tensor so that for the new action
the black hole entropy is just one quarter of the area of the horizon, i.e.

T T 1
S =" (new) - 1 - 098 O 4
G V8 (on) oG Ve { + 5 & 980 + O(¢")

Using (2.12), this can be shown to coincide with (4.4).

The black hole solutions of [32, 33, 35, 36] are constructed in such a way that they have a
pointwise smooth BTZ limit if one switches off the spin-3 charge. We can then parameterize
their mass, temperature and entropy by their deviation from the BTZ limits as

(4.6)

P=Ph

M = Mprz(1 + aye), (4.7a)
T = Tgtz(1 + are), (4.7b)
S = Sprz(1 + ase), (4.7¢)

where € = 0 in the BTZ limit. In terms of the dimensionless parameters £ and WV used in
[33], one has

47 [ 2L
MBTZ = T,C, TBTZ = W’ SBTZ =4~/ 27Tk£, (48)

10 The action (2.6) can be rewritten in many ways, e.g. by changing the order of covariant derivatives in the Fronsdal
tensor which will shift some of the coefficients k;. We have checked that the final expression for the entropy is
unchanged.
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¢

_ 11
where k = Tel and we set
W?

There are also higher order corrections in €, but from our action we can only evaluate the
deviation from the BTZ entropy (and the other thermodynamical parameters of the black hole)
to the lowest non-trivial order in the spin-3 charge. Therefore, we restrict the discussion to
O(e) terms. In addition, there is also the spin-3 charge Q. It vanishes as YW — 0 and we
assume it to be of the form

Q=W +age+--). (4.10)

However, a does not affect the following discussion, and to the order we are computing we
can identify Q with W.

If one expresses the entropy as a function of M and Q, the first law of black hole
thermodynamics states

s 1
(-) = =, A.11)
M), T

We can use (4.7a) and (4.8) to obtain (- - - are higher order terms in W)
2

¢
L=—M-— (4n)’ay W +ee (4.12)
4

02M?
Inserting this into the expression for the entropy, we find
W2
S =2mv2kM¢ <1+32n3(2a5—aM)W+...)’ (4.13)
from where we compute

EN [2ke 3 w?

On the other hand, for the temperature (4.7b), we find

1 [2ke 3 w2

?27'[ ﬁ<1—327r (2(XT—(XM)W+"'). (415)
Comparison gives the linear relation for the coefficients

50(5 — 20£M = uT. (416)

Demanding regularity at the horizon,
l — o 28pp

2
; =27 _%/;:0
T & p=pn = Puo

the temperature is fixed in terms of £ and WV, and for the solution presented in equations (4.13)
and (C.1) of [33], this leads to
15k
2567
We can now evaluate Wald’s formula (4.5) on the black hole solution of [33] to fix «g.
Relation (4.16) would then fix also «,,. To this end the overall normalization of the fields is
crucial, and we checked that the metric and the spin-3 field presented in [33] solve our equations

, (4.17)

P = Pn

ar = (4.18)

T Our parameter e is related to the parameter ¢ used in [33] by € = %g’z.

14
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of motion (2.14) and (2.15) provided that one multiplies their ¢,,, by 1/ 6.12 Equation (4.5)
eventually implies

as = i, (4.19)
2567
and together with (4.16) and (4.18)
oy = ﬂ (4.20)
1287

The correction to the BTZ entropy that we found in this way does not agree with the
one presented in section 4.2 of [33] (see also [34, 43] for a discussion of the proposal of
[33] from a CFT perspective). On the other hand, the previous analysis suggests a possible
interpretation of the mismatch: in [33] the entropy was derived from the first law (4.11) under
the assumption M = Mpry, i.e. oy = 0. Inserting this ansatz in (4.16) one indeed reproduces
the g of [33], while our result seems to suggest the need for W corrections to the mass. To
test this possibility, it would be desirable to compute the shift in the mass in an independent
way.'3 However, due to the modified asymptotic behaviour of the black hole solutions this is
not straightforward: at infinity the metric has the same radial dependence as an AdS space with
half the radius of the vacuum solution of our field equations (2.14) and (2.15). The discrete
jump in the asymptotic behaviour could also create problems of convergence of the integrals
involved in Wald’s proof of the first law of black hole thermodynamics. This issue deserves
further study.

5. Discussion

We considered the minimal coupling of Fronsdal’s action to gravity in three spacetime
dimensions and we showed that at the lowest order in the higher spin field, it preserves
the same amount of gauge symmetry as the free action. The resulting two-derivative coupling
(that is not available in higher spacetime dimensions [6—11]) is unique up to field redefinitions,
and it does not require a cosmological constant. In the spin-3 case, we exhibited its relation
with the SL(3, R) x SL(3, R) CS action that describes the coupling in a frame-like language.
We also proved that a complete metric-like action would require higher order corrections in
the spin-3 field to preserve the gauge invariance, but the frame-like formulation indicates that
neither fields of different spin nor higher derivative couplings are necessary.

A natural extension of this work would be to identify the full metric-like counterpart of
the SL(3, R) x SL(3,R) CS action. The major simplification of the spectrum in comparison
to all known higher spin gauge theories in D > 4 gives hope to achieve this goal, although the
next order is already quite intricate and at present, it is not even clear whether the action has
to be polynomial in the spin-3 field. The situation is as if in gravity we only knew the action
up to some order in the graviton field. Without an understanding of the geometric principles—
covariant derivatives, curvatures, etc—and of the full nonlinear diffeomorphism symmetry,
this action would look mysterious. In the higher spin case, the ‘geometric’ structures which
are implied by the extension of diffeomorphism to include higher spin gauge symmetries are
unknown. Some attempts in this direction are reported, e.g. in [45-49], where reformulations
of the free theory in terms of higher spin curvatures were studied. In our setup, progress in this
direction might come from abandoning metric compatibility and starting from a Palatini-like

12 The need for this rescaling can also be inferred from the comparison between our definition for the metric-like
fields (1.3) and the corresponding definition in [33].

13 A modification of the relation M = Mgz was also proposed in [44] via a direct construction of the corresponding
conserved charge in the CS formulation.
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description of the dynamics. The elimination of the auxiliary fields from the frame-like action,
that we analysed in section 3, also gives hope that a simple way to group all nonlinearities
exists, but a detailed analysis of the next corrections is needed.

Another interesting direction to be explored is the extension of all previous considerations
to SL(N, R) x SL(N, R) CS theories and to their N — oo limits [20, 21], possibly including
the matter couplings of [27] or generalizations thereof.
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Appendix A. Conventions

A pair of parentheses denotes the symmetrization of the indices it encloses with weight 1,
such that for instance

A By = 3(A,B, +A,B,). (A.])

In a similar fashion a pair of square brackets denotes the antisymmetrization of the indices it
encloses. Note that this convention differs from the one employed in our earlier publication
[19]. We adopt the mostly plus convention for the metric and our curvature conventions are

[v;u Vil w, = R/wpawav Ruv = Ru,ovp- (A2)

We often omit contracted indices in the traces of a tensor: for instance ¢, = ¢,,;*.
The algebra s/(3, R) can be given in terms of generators J, and T, with the commutation
relations'*

Vo, Jp] = eathCa (A.3a)

Ua: Tl = 2640 To0a (A.3b)

[Top, Teal = —2(Ma(c€arpe + NMpc€dyae)I*, (A3c)
with Tjgp) = n* T, = 0. The Levi-Civita symbol is defined such that

"= =1, (A.4)

and indices are raised and lowered with 5, = diag(—1, 1, 1). An explicit 3 x 3 matrix
representation for the T, is given by

Top = (Jado + JoJa — 3 N JI°), (A5)

with J, in the three-dimensional representation of s/(2, R) < s/(3, R). We denote by {J4} a
set of five independent generators built from the 7,;, and the set of all generators {J,, J4} is
denoted by {J 4}.

14 With respect to [19] we choose 0 = —1.
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We normalize the Killing form to be one-half of the matrix trace in the fundamental
representation of s/(3, R),

kag = 2tr(JaJp), (A.6)

such that, e.g., k. = nap and kg = 0. The anti-symmetric and symmetric structure constants
are defined as

fase = 3tr (U4, JsWe) (A7)

dase = 3tr ({(Ja, JB}e) (A.8)

such that f,p. = €. and dyp. = 0. The structure constants satisfy a number of identities, and
in the main text, we use

L foe = =28, (A.9q)
fa £ = — (8285 — 8287) (A.9b)
dapek™ =0, (A.9¢)
dAbchde = _%Kbc’cde + 2Kd(h’<c)e- (A.9d)

Appendix B. Spin-3 transformation of the metric

In this appendix, we want to show that the spin-3 transformation of the metric in (3.27) derived
from the frame-like formulation (which we call §’g,,, in the following) can be expressed in
terms of metric g and spin-3 field ¢ as in (2.17b) (which we will call §"g,,,,).
We first expand the s/(3)-covariant derivative D in (3.27) as the sum of the s/(2)-covariant
(0)

derivative D and the non-sl(2) part €2 of the spin connection,

)
8'guy = —6dupc € €5 £°° (D E) + [ 5 2, €)) + OEY), (B.1)

and replace 2 by expression (3.12b) to arrive at

. (0)
8'gu = —E" e ep e, e e ey 8 g Dy Ey

X (6kmakpndacs + d® o fun” fepia (kpyads + foya®fasS + foe€ fad")) . (B.2)

On the other hand, we can start from expression (2.17b) and expand it in vielbeins. For

that we first augment the Levi-Civita covariant derivative V,, to the s/(2)-covariant derivative
©)
D,, because then it acts trivially on the s/(2)-components e of the vielbein (up to O(E?)

corrections). We obtain
8"g,w =&"ele] e‘(’ﬂelj)egqe'}’,g“ﬁgy‘s%ﬂE?
X (4kn(adpyaek fym + 2daakmeX pyn — ddperKm@Knyn — 8Kmadp)aek fin
+4dam(eK p) Koy + 4dam@aKp) ek pyn + 4daaieK p)1p)Kmn — 8danakp) ek pym
— 8dpn(ek py(aKpym + 2damnKaek fyp — 2dpeKabimn — 4dam(eK fynkab
+ 8dan(ek fymKab — 2damnKabKer — 2ApapkerKmn — Adam@kpynkes
+ 8dunakpymkes)- (B.3)

Identifying the two expressions (B.2) and (B.3) then amounts to checking an identity for the
structure constants which can easily be done with the help of a computer.
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Appendix C. Tensors of arbitrary rank

One can extend the considerations of section 2.1 to symmetric tensors of arbitrary rank. To this
end, it is convenient to switch to a more compact notation: in this section repeated covariant (or
contravariant) indices denote a symmetrization. Moreover, symmetrized indices belonging to
the same tensor are substituted by a single Greek letter with a label counting the total number
of indices. For instance, the covariantized Fronsdal tensor can be written as

s s
Fuo =B 0w = 5 (VVubuoin + ViV @) + (2)%%%_2, Cn

where ¢, , = g°° ¢, ,po. With these conventions its variation under
8ou, = sV, with &, , =0 (C2)

takes essentially the same form as in the spin-3 case,

N

) s
S‘FMA =-06 <3> Saﬂuks VMRWM -9 <3)Rwuﬁ Vugusfsaﬂ +2 (2> Rawﬁ Vaémfzﬁ

s s s
- 2<2>$“MZV¢1RW + ERWV“EMH - 3(2>RWVM§M”“. (C.3)

In Fronsdal’s approach the double trace of the fields is forced to vanish. As a result, at the
lowest order in ¢, the spin-3 example already captures all features of the general case because
one cannot construct other curvature terms than those in (2.8). The most general Lagrangian
that is quadratic in ¢ and contains at most two derivatives is

N _ 1/s 1
LF = ]67-[G (pﬂ.\ ‘Fl’«s _ 5 2 gﬂﬂfﬂkz + z_z (mlgou:(pﬂs + m2‘pus72§0M72)

S
+ (Z)Raﬂ (klwa#klwﬂm_l + /Q(pdﬂﬂkzwux-z + (s — 2)]{3(/?&}1573(/)’3“»?—3)

S
+ (2)R (ks @' + kspu, ,9"?) } (C4)
Requiring that on (A)dS the terms in £~2 build the Fronsdal mass term [41] then implies
3s—5
my =s3(s— (k) + 3ks) — > , (C.5)
sBs—1)—6
my=s(s — 1) 1ko + (s — 2)k3 + 3ks + — s [ (C.6)

If these conditions are satisfied, the Lagrangian £ = Lgy + Lr is invariant, up to linear order
in ¢ and up to total derivatives, under the simultaneous transformations (C.2) and

s
88un = <2> {100, ,V - 97 + (a2 + b2)Pua,  VuE™ ™ + a3puap, Va‘guﬂkz

+ a4@ua, V- E.57 + (as + bs) o, , ViEL S + ag@ap, VO E

+ D1E PN uup o+ D2 Ve, + B3V G,

+ b€, PN up, s+ bsE, V@, 5 + b6E ™V - Quy s + 8 (Crgap,  VIEP
+ 200,V E9? + 1V g + bEPVopp ) (C.7)

Asinthe spin-3 case, all coefficients in (C.7) are fixed except b, and b5, which parameterize
field-dependent diffeomorphisms.
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The coefficients @; and c¢;, which multiply terms with the derivative acting on the gauge
parameter, depend on the ;,

s+ 2(s— Dy —2

ay =2k2, ay .
s—1
az=2(s—1)(ky —2) + 2, ay = (s —2)(2s + 4k; — 3),
as =2(4s+ky — 8), ag = (s — 2)ka, (C.8)
2s(s — 1) (ky + 2kg — 2) + 25?
cl = — )
s—1

¢y = —4(ky + (s — 2)k3 + 2ks) — s(s — 2).
The remaining coefficients do not depend on the free parameters in the Lagrangian:
by =4, by =8(s —2), by =—4(s—1)(s — 2),
be=2(s—2), di=—-4(-2), dy=2(6—-2)(s+1).
As in the spin-3 case, one can set to zero all terms with the derivative acting on & by choosing
bz = —dj, b5 = —das and
2s -3 3-2s 1 (s—2)(s—3)
ki = —— ky =0, k3= , ki=—=, ks=—"7T——.
=T 2 3 1 4 ) 5 3
The coupling is again unique since one can remove all contributions in the Ricci tensor with
the field redefinition

(C.9)

(C.10)

(new) —

s
8up 8un — (2> (ki payy 0™ + k2 Qupa, 97 + k3 Qua, s 97
— guul (ki + 2ka) @o, 0 + (ka2 + k3 + 2ks) @, , 9“1} (C.11)

Note that the terms in (C.4) should appear in the metric-like counterpart of any Chern—
Simons theory involving ¢,,...,.. since they provide a diffeomorphism invariant version of
Fronsdal’s kinetic operator. On the other hand, we expect inequivalent higher order completions
of (C.4), corresponding to different Chern—Simons theories. The simplest examples of this type
involve various higher spin fields, and it is not clear whether for s > 4 the gauge symmetry of
(C.4) can also be preserved at higher orders without considering at the same time symmetric
tensors of different rank (see also [51] for a direct construction of higher spin interactions in
the frame-like formulation).
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