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2Würzburg-Dresden Cluster of Excellence ct.qmat, 01187 Dresden, Germany

3Departamento de Electromagnetismo y Electrónica, Universidad de Murcia, Campus de Espinardo, 30100 Murcia, Spain
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The mechanical properties of crystals on curved substrates mix elastic, geometric and topological degrees of
freedom. In order to elucidate the properties of such crystals we formulate the low-energy effective action that
combines metric degrees of freedom with displacement fields and defects. We propose dualities for elasticity
coupled to curved geometry formulated in terms of tensor gauge theories. We show that the metric degrees of
freedom, evolving akin to linearized gravity are mapped to tensors with three indices. When coupled to crystals
these degrees of freedom become gapped and, in the presence of dislocations and disclinations, multivalued.
The elastic degrees of freedom remain gapless and mapped to symmetric gauge fields with two indices. In
analogy with elasticity on flat space formulation we assume that the trace of the total quadrupole moment is
conserved. In the dual formulation, topological defects, which act as sources for the gauge fields, are fractons
or excitations with restricted mobility. This leads to generalized glide constraints that restrict both displacement
and gravitational defects.

I. Introduction

Two-dimensional crystals on curved substrates emerge in
a variety of systems including colloids [1], metamaterials [2]
and biomatter [3]. In order to elucidate mechanical properties
of such systems one requires a consistent framework of crys-
tallography on curved manifolds. The crystallization of atoms
on non-flat topographies naturally leads to the emergence of
topological defects. This follows from the fact that the equi-
librium structure of crystals is encoded in the arrangement of
disclinations and dislocations. The goal of this paper is to
formulate the low-energy effective description of curved crys-
talline fields and investigate the dynamics of defects. In order
to achieve this goal we propose a duality between elasticity
and gauge theories that incorporates both the metric degrees
of freedom and elastic displacements.

The flat-space theory of elasticity serves as a description of
deformed solid bodies. In the traditional formulation the de-
formation is parameterized by a displacement field that cap-
tures the departure from the equilibrium configuration. The
microscopic intuition behind the displacement field is given
in terms of fluctuations of atoms around the equilibrium ar-
rangement of their position on the lattice. The crystalline lat-
tice results from a spontaneous symmetry breaking of transla-
tions in space. During crystal growth atoms can migrate from
their lattice positions and a mismatch in crystal planes can oc-
cur. This leads to the formation of defects. Vacancies in the
lattice structure are point defects that do not cause additional
stresses. On the other hand line or plane irregularities within a
crystal create non-local stresses. We call such quantities topo-
logical. These stresses cannot be removed without cutting the
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crystal and global rearrangements of the lattice structure. In
two dimensions topological defects are represented as points
or singularities of the elastic fields. In most materials the de-
fects are created because of impurities contained in the sam-
ple. However, in two dimensions, crystallization on a curved
substrate provides another mechanism, that necessarily leads
to the formation of defects (See Fig. (1)). This conforms to
the usual lore that topological defects are sources of curvature
and torsion. Therefore a consistent description of a crystal on
a curved substrate should account for geometry, defects and
fluctuations of atoms forming the crystal [4].

Our construction extends modern developments in the the-
ory of elasticity, namely fracton-elasticity dualities used to re-
formulate elasticity as gauge theories [5–16] and crystal grav-
ity employed to marry the dynamics of metric degrees of free-
dom with spontaneous symmetry breaking of crystals [17].
We introduce topological defects as singularities that lead to
multivalued fields both in elasticity and gravity. This extends
earlier developments in this direction [18]. Our main results
are the following: 1) elasticity on curved backgrounds admits
the dual formulation in terms of tensor gauge fields, 2) discli-
nations and dislocations in symmetric elasticity on curved
manifolds are fractons and partial fractons respectively, ex-
hibiting mobility restrictions when certain constraints regard-
ing total dipole and quadrupole moment conservation are im-
posed, in analogy with flat space. As a byproduct of our anal-
ysis we show that linearized gravity can be formulated as a
gauge theory.

Our theory opens up many directions in elasticity in curved
substrates. First of all it gives a consistent low-energy field
theory approach to the problem. This is in contrast to pre-
vious developments that are rather phenomenological and do
not fall in the effective field theory paradigm [19–21]. In addi-
tion our work avoids many difficulties with the physical inter-
pretation, in terms of spontaneous symmetry breaking, of the
proposals in the mathematical literature [22] or in general rel-
ativity [23, 24], which aim at a direct covariant formulation of
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elasticity. We can consistently study the dynamics of elastic
fields and defects on curved backgrounds and provide a clear
physical interpretation of the resulting dynamics. The formal-
ism also allows for extensions to account for new degrees of
freedom both in passive and active solids. It complements de-
velopments in soft matter physics, that focus on the geometric
properties of crystal shells (see e.g. [25–27]).

II. Dual formulation of linearized metric fluctuations

As a first step before considering crystalline structures with
curvature, we start with a membrane described by a linearized
theory of metric fluctuations in 2 + 1 dimensions

S =
1

2

∫
d2xdt

[
(∂thij)

2 − κ(∂khij)2
]
, (1)

where hij refers to a small metric fluctuation around a fixed
background and κ is a constant parameter. This is the Fierz-
Pauli action in the helical projection when the time compo-
nents are omitted. In general κ could be a constant ten-
sor, however, this renders the expressions more cumbersome.
Since it does not affect the dualization procedure, we only
choose to work with the most asymmetric term comprising
the theory. Notice that similar models have been considered
in the context of polymerized membranes [28] (for a review
see [29]) or linearized gravity [30] (for a review see [31]).

In our case, Eq. (1) can be viewed as a toy model to set the
stage for elasticity on a curved background and illustrate the
steps that are necessary to construct the duality for a theory
that contains a metric. We ask the question if this theory has
a dual formulation as a gauge theory. In fact such a question
in the context of gravity has a long history with different ap-
proaches that range from rewriting gravity in terms of gauge
variables [32] to developments based on gauging the algebraic
structure of gravity [33–37]. In this work, having in mind ap-
plications to elasticity, we perform a Hubbard-Stratonovich
transformation on Eq. (1), which is at the core of elastic-
ity/gauge theory dualities. For given sets of conjugate tensor
fields ϕ and ψ we can compactly write it as

exp

[
1

2
ψMψ

]
=

1

N

∫
Dϕ exp

[
−1
2
ϕM−1ϕ+ ψϕ

]
, (2)

whereN is a normalization factor. Here we take the conjugate
fields to be Lij = ∂thij , Kkij = κ∂khij . It is important to
note that no gauge choice is imposed before the dualization,
which is standard in the previous approaches to crystallogra-
phy on curved substrates [26]. Picking a gauge may introduce
higher-order terms in the action, which obstructs the Hubbard-
Stratonovich transformation. So far we have assumed that the
metric is smooth. We can also introduce singularities by the
following splitting hij = h̄ij + h

(s)
ij , with (s) denoting the

singular part. The dual action is

SHS =
1

2

∫
d2xdt

[
1

κ
(Kkij)

2 − (Lij)
2−

− 2Kkij∂kh
(s)
ij + 2Lij∂th

(s)
ij

]
. (3)

In deriving Eq. (3), we have integrated out the smooth part,
leading to the conservation law

∂tLij − ∂kKkij = 0. (4)

This equation is just a dual representation of the wave equa-
tion for the metric distortions. Thus it captures the dynamics
of the substrate. The defects of the theory are points in space
where partial derivatives do not commute. Their density form,
as well as the current associated with them, are given by:

ρ̃ij = ϵikϵjlϵmn∂n∂mh
(s)
kl , (5a)

J̃mij = ϵikϵjl(∂m∂t − ∂t∂m)h
(s)
kl . (5b)

The defect density is described by a tensor density. Eq. (4) is
a continuity equation that, as it will be shown below, can be
resolved in terms of gauge fields Ãlij and ϕ̃ij . We present the
details in a combined theory, in which the coupling of hij to
elasticity has been introduced.

III. Elasticity on a curved background

Crystallization occurs as a spontaneous symmetry breaking
of the translation symmetry. Such a process does not require
the underlying manifold to be flat. However, if a lattice forms
on a curved substrate the curvature is encoded in topological
defects that cannot be avoided. It is important to note that de-
fects are singularities in the macroscopic fields, which in this
case correspond to displacements or lattice vibrations and the
metric. As a result, contrary to flat lattices, the equilibrium
configuration contains defects. If new defects are created in
the equilibrium configuration, they affect both metric and dis-
placement degrees of freedom. Before we study the dynam-
ics of defects we focus on a region of space without defects.
Such a configuration can be understood similarly to the spon-
taneous symmetry breaking present in superconductors. Here,
the strain field, plays the role of the order parameter for the
metric [17]. The low-energy theory that describes both the
rigidity of the solid plate and the linearized fluctuations of the
metric is given by

S =
1

2

∫
d2xdt[ρd(∂tui)

2 + (∂thij)
2−

− (uij + hij)Cijkl(ukl + hkl)− κ(∂khij)2].

In the above, ρd is the material density, ui is the displace-
ment field, uij = 1

2 (∂iuj + ∂jui) the strain field and Cijkl

the usual 4-rank elasticity tensor whose exact form is dictated
by the symmetries present in the crystal. For simplicity we
expand around flat space, however, the procedure can be gen-
eralized as an expansion around arbitrarily curved substrates.
An important aspect of this theory is that the metric degrees
of freedom, or ”gravitons” become gapped, while the fluctua-
tions of atoms remain gapless. Spontaneous symmetry break-
ing of elasticity requires massive Stückelberg fields as already
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a)

FIG. 1: a) As an example of a crystal on a curved manifold we start with a sphere. b) We allow atoms to break the rotation
symmetry spontaneously by creating a crystal on its surface. c) Curvature is visible by the necessity of including pentagons in a

hexagonal lattice, which unfolded on a plane shows angle deficiency.

anticipated in [13, 38]. Here the tensor of elastic coefficients
plays the role of mass parameters. We note that a generic dis-
placement fluctuation does not belong to the original manifold
and has to be accompanied by a fluctuation of geometry.

We now extend the theory to include defects in the pic-
ture. In order to do this consistently, we need to account both
for singularities of the displacement field and the metric. An
attempt in this direction was already done in [18], where a
purely geometric theory was constructed. However, we find it
convenient to keep both the displacement fields and the met-
ric. Thus we proceed by splitting down the displacement field
into its singular and smooth phonon pieces. Analogously the
metric is also divided into singular and smooth parts. The rea-
son to keep singularities in the two fields can be understood as
follows. Imagine that we have singular configurations of the
displacement field, then

uij + hij → uij + hij +
1

2
(∂iu

(s)
j + ∂ju

(s)
i ). (6)

However now, we can also view this as a singular contribution
to the metric

h
(s)
ij =

1

2
(∂iu

(s)
j + ∂ju

(s)
i ). (7)

Therefore, without imposing any additional conditions, we
can have singularities contributing both to the strain and the
metric.

We dualize the resulting effective action by means of the
Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation to obtain

SHS =
1

2

∫
d2xdt

[
TijC

−1
ijklTkl −

1

ρd
(πi)

2 +
1

κ
(Kkij)

2

−(Lij)
2 + 2πi∂tu

(s)
i + 2Lij∂th

(s)
ij − 2w

(s)
ij Tij (8)

−2∂kh(s)ij Kkij

]
,

where, Tij is the generalized stress-tensor, πi is the momen-
tum density and Kkij and Lij are their linearized gravity
counterparts and w(s)

ij = u
(s)
ij + h

(s)
ij . The dual formulation

of this theory parallels Cosserat elasticity [13], where gapless
displacements are supplemented with gapped bond angles. By
performing integration by parts on the last four terms of Eq.
(8), we obtain the two dynamical laws governing the system

∂tπi − ∂jTij = 0, (9)

∂tLij − ∂kKkij = − Tij . (10)

Equation (9) above is the well-known Hooke’s law with the
stress tensor containing contributions from the bending of the
plate besides stretching and shearing. In symmetric elasticity
it is resolved by introducing a first set of gauge fields (ϕ, Aij)

πi = −ϵijϵkl∂kAlj , Tij = −ϵikϵjl(∂tAkl + ∂k∂lϕ). (11)

Now, as it is commonly done in the context of elasticity/gauge
duality, it is convenient to define the generalized electric and
magnetic fields as

Bi = ϵijπj , Eij = ϵikϵjlTkl. (12)

In this way Eq. (9) takes the Faraday equation form. The
second equation at hand, Eq. (10), captures the dynamics of
defects from the metric fluctuations with the stress-tensor act-
ing as a source. Here we introduce a second set of gauge fields
(ϕ̃ij , Ãijk), first by plugging the Tij from Eq. (11), to get:

B̃ij = Lij − ϵikϵjlAkl = ϵikϵjl∂mÃmkl, (13)

Ẽmij =Kmij + ϵimϵjl∂lϕ = ϵikϵjl(∂tÃmkl + ϵmn∂nϕ̃kl).
(14)

Note that while the rank-2 magnetic field tensor B̃ij is sym-
metric under the permutation (i↔ j), the rank-3 electric field
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tensor Ẽkij is not. In total the theory includes four gauge
fields, closely similar to the Cosserat theory of elasticity.

Eq. (10) means that Lij is not a conserved quantity, how-
ever, both Lij andKkij are observables of the theory and they
should be invariant under a specific class of gauge transfor-
mations that leaves both of these quantities unchanged, i.e.
δLij = 0 and δKkij = 0. These gauge transformations can
be constructed explicitly

δϕ = ∂tf, δAij = −∂i∂jf, (15)

δϕ̃ij = −∂tf̃ij , δÃmij = δm(i ∂ j)f + ϵmn∂nf̃ij ,

(16)

where f(x⃗, t) is any space-time scalar function and f̃ij(x⃗, t) is
another space-time dependent tensor that is symmetric under
exchange i ↔ j. By using equations (13) and (14) now, we
can formulate the dual Lagrangian of the theory as function of
the gauge fields

Ldual =
1

2

[
C̃−1

mnabEmnEab −
(Bi)

2

ρd
+

1

κ
(Ẽkij − ϵikϵjl∂lϕ)2

−(B̃ij + ϵikϵjlAkl)
2
]
+ ρϕ−AijJij + ρ̃ij ϕ̃ij − Ãkij J̃kij ,

(17)

where we have defined C̃−1
mnab = ϵmiϵnjϵakϵblC

−1
ijkl for the

rotated inverse elasticity tensor and we have also introduced
the sources of defects, ρ, ρ̃ij and currents Jij , J̃kij in our
theory. The first two terms and their respective sources in the
equation above, are the familiar theory of fracton-elasticity
duality [9]. From Eq. (17) the continuity equations read

∂tρ− ∂i∂jJij − ∂j J̃iij = 0 , (18)

∂tρ̃ij − ϵnm∂nJ̃mij = 0, (19)

with the sources and currents

ρ = ϵikϵjl∂i∂ju
(s)
kl , (20a)

Jij = ϵikϵjl(∂t∂k − ∂k∂t)u(s)l , (20b)

and ρ̃ij and J̃kij given by Eqns. (5a) and (5b) respectively.
In order now to study the fractonic behavior of the system,
we begin by calculating the canonical momenta conjugate to

the tensor fields Πij =
(

∂L
∂Ȧij

)
and Π̃ijk =

(
∂L

∂ ˙̃Aijk

)
. The

Hamiltonian density then reads

H = ΠijȦij + Π̃ijk
˙̃Aijk − L. (21)

Requiring gauge invariance of Eq. (21), we arrive at

∂i∂jΠij + ∂jΠ̃iij = −ρ, (22)

ϵkm∂mΠ̃kij = −ρ̃ij . (23)

To demonstrate that disclinations behave similarly to fractons,
we evaluate the contributions from the two types of charges

present to the system’s overall dipole moment. We then pro-
ceed to derive the total dipole moment

Pa + P̃a =

∫ (
ρxa + ϵiaρ̃ijxjd

2x
)
d2x =

=
1

κ

∫
Kaiid

2x+ const. (24)

The relation above extends the one originally formulated by
Pretko [9, 10] for a flat background. As in that case, the sec-
ond constant term on the right-hand side arises from the in-
tegrals of the boundary terms, which are unaffected by local
operations within the bulk of the region. In this context, we
observe that the total dipole moment for disclination defects is
not universally conserved. Intriguingly, it is connected to the
behavior of specific components of the metric and only be-
comes a conserved quantity when Kaii = 0. This is compara-
ble to the situation in Cosserat elasticity, where two separate
dipole moments are linked to two different kinds of defects, as
indicated in [13]. This result indicates that disclinations can
manifest fractonic properties. To this end, we follow [9] and
express the integrand in Eq. (24) in terms of elastic variables
as,

1

κ
Kaii = ∂ahii = ∂a(h̄ii + h

(s)
ii ) = 0 . (25)

The smooth part represents volume changes attributed to the
regular deformations in the metric. These, as noted in [9] re-
garding creation of vacancies in the crystal can be set to zero
i.e. ∂ah̄ii = 0. Consequently, the singular component now
signifies volume alterations that are contingent on the discli-
nation defects present in the metric. Should that term be zero,
as expressed by

∂ah
(s)
ii = 0 . (26)

then disclinations will indeed behave like fractons, as the
total dipole moment of the system becomes conserved. An
immediate result of all the above is that the trace of the metric
defects density ρ̃ii is now equal to zero (by use of Eq. (19)
we also get ϵnm∂nJmii = 0).

IV. Glide constraint on curved manifold

A comparison with the theory on flat background gives us a
physical intuition about the underpinning mobility restrictions
mechanism. There, a physical requirement that the solid does
not contain vacancies and interstitials leads to the so-called
glide constraint, which states that the trace Jii vanishes [39].
In our work this is no longer the only requirement. Calculating
the quadrupole moment from both contributions results in

Qii + Q̃ii =

∫ (
ρx2i + ϵimρ̃ijxjxm

)
d2x =

=

∫ [
2C̃−1

iiklTkl +
1

κ
Kaiixa

]
d2x+ const. (27)
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In the relation above, the first term on the right hand side is
the familiar result of Pretko [10] regarding volume changes
connected to the presence of vacancies or interstitials in the
crystal (expressed in elastic variables instead of their electro-
magnetic counterparts). Since the stress tensor Tij is dual to
the generalized strain tensor wij , this term now captures con-
tributions to the volume change coming from the trace of the
metric too. Should that term vanish along with Eq. (26), im-
posing dipole moment conservation, then the trace of the total
quadrupole moment of the system is also a conserved quan-
tity. Dislocations then become lineons, i.e. only able to move
along their respective Burgers vector. The new modified con-
straint on a curved background can be formulated as two dis-
tinct sub-cases

1st case : u
(s)
ii = h

(s)
ii = 0, Jii = 0, J̃mii = 0,

(28)

2nd case : u
(s)
ii = −h(s)ii , J̃mii = −(∂mJii + ∂m∂iπ

(s)
i ),
(29)

where π(s)
i acts as the current for vacancies-interstitials of the

displacement field. The first case is simply the generalized
glide constraint in the curved background. The traces of both
kinds of currents represent the defects present in the theory.
In the second case the presence of any vacancies or intersti-
tials originating from the displacement field are canceled out
by their counterparts coming from the metric tensor. This can-
cellation leads to a relation between the two kinds of currents
in the theory.

We conclude that disclocations can retain their fractonic be-
havior on curved manifolds provided that their motion per-

pendicular to the Burgers vector is not induced either by the
presence of vacancies or interstitials or certain configurations
of the strain tensor and the metric.

V. Discussion

In this work we have shown that elasticity on curved
manifolds can be formulated in terms of tensor gauge vari-
ables. Elastic defects remain fractonic and exhibit mobility
constraints, provided that one of the two generalized glide-
constraints is satisfied. In accord with previous expectations
we show that the duality does not map elasticity to tensor
gauge theories coupled to curvature, which would break the
gauge invariance [40–42]. A resolution of this puzzle is that
in the dual language, metric fluctuations are mapped to addi-
tional tensor gauge variables.
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2 (∂iuj +∂jui) the usual symmetric elasticity strain

tensor. The constants ρd represent the material 2d density and b acts as an elastic modulus for the gravity part respectively.
Through a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation we get:

ZHS =
1

N

∫
D[Φ̃ ,Φ] exp(−SHS),

with D[Φ̃ ,Φ] ≡ D[πi, Lij , Tij ,Kkij , wij , ∂tui, ∂thij , ∂khij ] being the measure in terms of the fields and the HS-conjugate
fields and

SHS =
1

2

∫
d2xdt

[
TijC

−1
ijklTkl −

1

ρd
(πi)

2 +
1

κ
(Kkij)

2 − (Lij)
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h̄ij one gets

S∗
HS =

1

2

∫
d2xdt

[
TijC

−1
ijklTkl −

1

ρd
(πi)

2 +
1

κ
(Kkij)

2 − (Lij)
2

]
+ Ssource, (B1)

Ssource =

∫
d2xdt

[
πi∂tu

(s)
i + Lij∂th

(s)
ij − (u

(s)
ij + h

(s)
ij )Tij − ∂kh(s)ij Kkij

]
(B2)

from which two conservation laws can be derived. The first one is the usual Hooke’s law

∂tπi − ∂jTij = 0 . (B3)

This equation can be resolved in terms of set of gauge potentials (ϕ,Aij) as:

πi = −ϵijϵkl∂kAlj = −ϵijBj , (B4)
Tij = −ϵikϵjl(∂tAkl + ∂k∂lϕ) = ϵikϵjlEkl ,

where

Bi = ϵjk∂jAki , Eij = −∂tAij − ∂i∂jϕ , (B5)

with Eij being the dual electric tensor field and Bi the dual magnetic vector field.
The second conservation law is given by

∂tLij − ∂kKkij + Tij = 0 , (B6)

which, written in terms of the gauge fields introduced above, can be written as

∂t(Lij − ϵikϵjlAkl)− ∂k(Kkij + ϵikϵjl∂lϕ) = 0 . (B7)

This second equation can be resolved by a second set of gauge fields (ϕ̃kl, Ãklm)

B̃ij = Lij − ϵikϵjlAkl = ϵikϵjl∂mÃmkl , (B8)

Ẽmij = Kmij + ϵimϵjl∂lϕ = ϵikϵjl(∂tÃmkl + ϵmn∂nϕ̃kl) ,

which allows one to write it as a Faraday type equation as

∂t B̃ij − ∂k Ẽkij = 0, (B9)

where now Ẽmij is the dual rank-3 tensor electric field (symmetric under i←→ j) and B̃ij is the rank-2 tensor magnetic field.
In terms of these dual gauge fields, the Lagrangian of the theory can be written only in terms of the electric and magnetic

fields, including sources, as:

L =
1

2
C̃−1

ijklEijEkl −
1

2ρd
(Bi)

2 +
1

2κ
(Ẽkij − ϵikϵjl∂lϕ)2 −

1

2
(B̃ij + ϵikϵjlAkl)

2 + Lsource , (B10)

Lsource = ϕρ−AklJkl + ϕ̃ij ρ̃ij − ÃmklJ̃mkl ,

with Lsrcs being discussed below. We note that the above Lagrangian is gauge invariant. That is, although the fields Ẽkij and
B̃ij are not gauge invariant, the combinations (Ẽkij− ϵikϵjl∂lϕ) and (B̃ij + ϵikϵjlAkl) are gauge invariant as required for a dual
gauge theory of the elasticity theory considered here.

C. Sources

As implicitly shown above, we can write the action Ssrcs in terms of the gauge fields as:

Ssource =

∫
d2xdt

[
πi∂tu

(s)
i + Lij∂th

(s)
ij − (u

(s)
ij + h

(s)
ij )Tij − ∂khijKkij

]
(C1)

=

∫
d2xdt

[
ϕρ−AklJkl + ϕ̃ij ρ̃ij − ÃmklJ̃mkl

]
,

by defining the sources in the dual gauge theory as

ρ = ϵikϵjl∂i∂ju
(s)
kl , Jij = ϵikϵjl(∂t∂k − ∂k∂t)u(s)l , (C2)

ρ̃ij = ϵikϵjlϵmn∂n∂mh
(s)
kl , J̃mij = ϵikϵjl(∂m∂t − ∂t∂m)h

(s)
kl . (C3)
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D. Gauge Transformations

In our theory, since by dropping the terms containing metric fluctuations one should recover the original fracton elasticity
duality gauge transformations associated to the first set of gauge fields (given by an arbitrary function f ), we choose to retain
those as fixed and work on finding those for the second set of gauge fields (given by an arbitrary function f̃kl). In this sense we
have:

δLij = ϵikϵjl[∂m(δÃmkl) + δAkl] = ∂m(δÃmkl)− ∂k∂lf = 0⇒ δÃmkl = δm(k ∂ l)f + F̃mkl.

F̃mkl is a function that is symmetric in the last two indices and also has the symmetry ∂mF̃mkl = 0. For reasons that will
become obvious in a bit we choose to set it equal to

F̃mkl = ϵmn∂nf̃kl.

In addition

δKmij = ϵikϵjl[∂t(δÃmkl)− δm(k ∂ l)(δϕ) + ϵmn∂n(δϕ̃kl)] =

= ∂t

[
δm(k ∂ l)f + ϵmn∂nf̃kl

]
− δm(k ∂ l)∂tf + ϵmn∂n(δϕ̃kl) = ∂t∂nf̃kl + ∂n(δϕ̃kl) = 0

where the last equality is fulfilled requiring that δϕ̃kl = −∂tf̃kl. Finally we have,

δϕ = ∂tf , δAij = −∂i∂jf, (D1)

δϕ̃ij = −∂tf̃ij , δÃmij = δm(i ∂ j)f + ϵmn∂nf̃ij . (D2)

where again we note that f̃ij = f̃ji.

E. Continuity equations

The continuity equations for our theory can be derived by

δSsource =

∫
d2xdt

[
ρ(δϕ)− Jij(δAij) + ρ̃ij(δϕ̃ij)− J̃mij(δÃmij)

]
=

=

∫
d2xdt

[
ρ(∂tf) + Jij(∂i∂jf)− ρ̃ij(∂tf̃ij)− J̃mij [δm(i ∂ j)f + ϵmn∂nf̃ij ]

]
=

=

∫
d2xdt

[(
−∂tρ+ ∂i∂jJij + ∂j J̃iij

)
f +

(
∂tρ̃ij − ϵnm∂nJ̃mij

)
f̃ij

]
= 0 ,

from which we obtain

∂tρ− ∂i∂jJij − ∂j J̃iij = 0 , ∂tρ̃ij − ϵnm∂nJ̃mij = 0 , (E1)

where the signs are conventional. They are a consequence of how the source terms are introduced in the action.

F. Equations of motion - Maxwell equations for the symmetric tensor gauge fields

We can now use the Lagrangian in Eq. (B10) to derive the Maxwell equations of our theory. The two sets of Maxwell
equations are as follows:

1st set

C̃−1
ijkl∂i∂jEkl −

(
1

κ
ϵikϵjl∂lẼkij −

2

κ
∂2mϕ

)
= −ρ , (Gauss Law).

∂tBi + ϵjk∂jEki = 0 , (Faraday Law). (F1)
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C̃−1
ijkl∂tEkl + ϵ(ik ∂kB j) +

(
ϵikϵjlB̃kl +Aij

)
= −Jij , (Ampère Law),

2nd set

1

κ

(
ϵikϵjlϵmn∂nẼmkl + ϵik∂k∂jϕ

)
= −ρ̃ij , (Gauss Law),

∂tB̃ij − ∂mẼmij = 0, (Faraday Law), (F2)

1

κ

(
ϵikϵjl∂tẼmkl − δmi∂t∂jϕ

)
− ϵikϵjl∂mB̃kl − ∂mAij = −J̃mij , (Ampère Law).

In the first set above, setting the terms in the parentheses equal to zero, one may recover the laws governing the fracton-elasticity
duality derived in [9].

G. System Hamiltonian

The Lagrangian (B10) in terms of the gauge fields reads

L =
1

2
C̃−1

ijkl(∂tAij + ∂i∂jϕ)(∂tAkl + ∂k∂lϕ)−
1

2ρd
∂mAni(∂mAni − ∂nAmi)+

+
1

2κ

[
ϵikϵjl(∂tÃmkl + ϵmn∂nϕ̃kl)− ϵimϵjl∂lϕ

]2
− 1

2

(
ϵikϵjl∂mÃmkl + ϵikϵjlAkl

)2
+

+ ϕρ−AijJij + ϕ̃ij ρ̃ij − ÃmklJ̃mkl.

(G1)

In order to write the Hamiltonian density we obtain the canonical momenta which are given by:

Πij =

(
∂L
∂Ȧij

)
= C̃−1

ijkl(∂tAij + ∂i∂jϕ) = −C̃−1
ijklEkl, (G2)

Π̃ijk =

(
∂L

∂ ˙̃Aijk

)
=

1

κ

(
∂tÃijk + ϵim∂mϕ̃jk − δij∂kϕ

)
. (G3)

Conjugated momenta for the fields ϕ and ϕ̃ij cannot be defined as the Lagrangian does not depend on their time derivatives.
They instead behave as Lagrange multipliers. With this, the Hamiltonian density can be written as,

H = ΠijȦij + Π̃ijk
˙̃Aijk − L. (G4)

Varying H above and using the conservation equations and the form of the gauge transformations stated above, one obtains the
same Gauss law’s derived before as

∂i∂jΠij + ∂jΠ̃iij = −ρ , ϵkm∂mΠ̃kij = −ρ̃ij . (G5)

H. Fractonic Behavior

Following an argument similar to [10] we first compute the dipole moment associated to the charges in our theory. For the
charge ρ associated with the first set of gauge fields we have

Pa =

∫
ρ xad

2x = −ϵimϵjn
∫ [

C̃−1
ijkl∂m∂nTkl +

1

κ
∂mKnij

]
xad

2x

= −ϵimϵjn
∫ [

∂m

(
C̃−1

ijklxa∂nTkl

)
− δma

(
C̃−1

ijkl∂nTkl

)
+

1

κ
∂m (xaKmij)−

1

κ
δmaKnij

]
d2x .
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Noting that the total divergences were switched to surface integrals through the Gauss-Ostrogradsky theorem, one may write

Pa −
1

κ

∫
(Kaii −Kiia) d

2x = const . (H1)

For the tensor charge ρ̃kl associated to the second set of gauge fields, we define the dipole moment as,

P̃l =

∫
ϵilρ̃ijxjd

2x =
1

κ

∫
ϵilϵimϵjnϵkp∂pKkmnxjd

2x =
1

κ

∫
ϵjnϵkp∂pKklnxjd

2x =

=
ϵjnϵkp
κ

∫
[∂p (Kklnxj)− δjpKkln] d

2x⇒ P̃l −
1

κ

∫
Kiild

2x = const.
(H2)

Therefore, for the total dipole moment of our theory we have

Pa + P̃a =
1

κ

∫
Kaiid

2x+ const . (H3)

Interestingly, when Kaii = 0, the total dipole moment is conserved. This is analogous to the case of Cosserat elasticity in which
one also gets two independent dipole moments associated with two different kind of defects [13]. This shows that disclinations
can have fractonic behavior. To this end, we follow [9] and we express the right-hand side of (H3) in terms of elastic variables
as,

1

κ
Kaii = ∂ahii = ∂a(h̄ii + h

(s)
ii ) = 0 . (H4)

The smooth part denoted by the bar represents regular volume changes attributed to the regular changes in the metric. These, as
noted in [9] regarding creation of vacancies in the crystal can sensibly be set to zero i.e. ∂ah̄ii = 0. Therefore, the singular part
now represents volume changes depending on the disclinational defects present on the metric. Should that term be zero, i.e.

∂ah
(s)
ii = 0 . (H5)

then indeed the disclinations behave like fractons as the total dipole moment of the system is conserved. Assuming this condition
is fulfilled, this immediately implies

ρ̃ii = ϵmn∂n∂mh
(s)
ii = 0, (H6)

J̃mii = ∂m∂th
(s)
ii .

Now, in order to analyze the dislocations, we have to look into the quadrupole moment. Regarding the scalar charge ρ we have

Qii =

∫
ρ x2i d

2x = −ϵimϵjn
∫ (

C̃−1
ijkl∂m∂nTkl +

1

κ
∂mKnij

)
x2i d

2x

= −ϵimϵjn
∫ [

C̃−1
ijkl∂m(∂nTklx

2)− C̃−1
ijkl(∂nTkl)(∂mx

2) +
1

κ
∂m(Knijx

2)− 2

κ
Knijxm

]
d2x

= ϵimϵjn

∫ (
C̃−1

ijkl∂n(2Tklxm) + 2C̃−1
ijklTklδmn −

2

κ
Knijxm

)
d2x+ const ,

which can be compactly written as

Qii = 2

∫ [
C̃−1

iiklTkl −
1

κ
(Kkklxl −Kkllxk)

]
d2x+ const. (H7)

On the other hand, referring to the tensor charge ρ̃ij we have

Q̃ml =

∫
ϵilρ̃ijxjxmd

2x =
1

κ

∫
ϵjnϵkp∂pKklnxjxmd

2x =
ϵjnϵkl
κ

∫
∂pKklnxjxmd

2x =

=
ϵjnϵkl
κ

∫
[∂p(Kklnxjxm)−Kkln∂p(xjxm)] d2x = −ϵjnϵkp

κ

∫
Kkln(δpjxm + xjδpm)d2x =

=
1

κ

∫
(Kkklxm − ϵjnϵkmKklnxj) d

2x+ const
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which finally gives

Q̃ml =
1

κ

∫
(2Kkklxm −Kklmxk) d

2x+ const. (H8)

With this, by taking the trace on Q̃ml one may write

Qii + Q̃ii =

∫ [
2C̃−1

iiklTkl +
1

κ
Kaiixa

]
d2x+ const . (H9)

With this, requiring that the dipole moment is conserved implies that the second term in the right-hand side in (H9) is zero. The
first term being zero is exactly the regular constraint imposed in [9] along with a term originating from the metric that has a
similar contribution (the stress-tensor Tij is dual to wij).

We have for each case separately the following:
1st case: The trace of both the strain tensor and the metric tensor are equal to zero. In this simple case which proves to be the

analog of Pretko’s theory in curved space, the densities and currents simplify to:

u
(s)
ii = h

(s)
ii = 0, ρ̃ii = 0, Jii = 0, J̃mii = 0, (H10)

ρ = −∂i∂ju(s)ij , ρ̃ij = ϵnm∂n∂mh
(s)
ij , (H11)

Jij = ∂i∂tu
(s)
j − ∂k∂tu

(s)
k δij , J̃mij = (∂t∂m − ∂m∂t)h(s)ij . (H12)

The defects coming from the displacement field and the metric both contribute to the volume changes but without a relation
between their currents.

2nd case: Here we require that the generalized strain tensor wij be equal to zero in order to cancel the contribution for the
volume changes in the first term of Eq. (H9). In total we have the conditions:

u
(s)
ii = −h(s)ii , ∂au

(s)
ii = ∂ah

(s)
ii = 0, ρ̃ii = 0, (H13)

ρ = ∂2u
(s)
kk − ∂i∂ju

(s)
ij , ρ̃ij = ϵnm∂n∂mh

(s)
ij , (H14)

Jij = (∂i∂t − ∂t∂i)u(s)j − ∂k∂tu
(s)
k δij , J̃mij = −∂m∂t(u(s)kk δij + h

(s)
ij ), (H15)

J̃mii = −∂m∂tu(s)ii , Jii = ∂t∂iu
(s)
i − ∂i∂tu

(s)
i . (H16)

By combining the two relations above we get:

J̃mii = −(∂mJii + ∂m∂i∂tu
(s)
i ) = −(∂mJii + ∂m∂iπ

(s)
i ) . (H17)

The Ampère Law in the first set of Maxwell equations, can be rewritten to take the form of a continuity equation if someone
reverts back to elastic variables. We have:

∂tnd + ∂iπ
(s)
i + ∂tπ̃

(s) = −Jii , (H18)

where π̃(s) = L
(s)
ii = ∂th

(s)
ii and nd the vacancy-interstitial density coming from the displacement field. This relation is again

the curved background counterpart of the one Pretko derived regarding the continuity equation for the defects. We now combine
the last two to arrive at:

J̃mii = ∂m∂t

(
nd + π̃(s)

)
. (H19)

The singular part of the trace of the metric dual tensor Lij effectively works as the vacancy-interstitial density along with nd for
the metric defect current.
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