
ar
X

iv
:2

40
9.

00
17

8v
1 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 3

0 
A

ug
 2

02
4

Imperial-TP-2024-CH-5

UUITP-24/24

Generalised symmetries in linear gravity

Chris Hull,a Maxwell L. Hutt,a Ulf Lindströma,b
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The corresponding conserved charges are shown to satisfy a centrally-extended algebra.

We discuss the gauging of these global symmetries, finding an obstruction to the simul-

taneous gauging of both symmetries which we interpret as a mixed ’t Hooft anomaly for

the ungauged theory. We discuss the implications of this, analogous to those resulting

from a similar structure in Maxwell theory, and interpret the graviton and dual graviton

as Nambu-Goldstone modes for these shift symmetries.
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1 Introduction

Generalised symmetries have been useful for understanding the infrared (IR) behaviour of

quantum field theories (QFTs). Different phases of gauge theories are distinguished ac-

cording to which of their global symmetries are spontaneously broken; this is often referred

to as the ‘Landau paradigm’. The symmetry breaking pattern of generalised global sym-

metries has provided an important understanding of the phase structure of certain theories

(see, e.g. [1–3] and references therein). For example, an unbroken 1-form symmetry signals

a confining phase in certain theories [4].

The application of the paradigm to higher-form global symmetries is nicely illustrated

by Maxwell theory in d dimensions. This has both an ‘electric’ U(1) 1-form symmetry and

a ‘magnetic’ U(1) (d−3)-form symmetry. The former acts on Wilson loops while the latter
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acts on ’t Hooft operators, measuring their electric and magnetic charges respectively. A

Coulomb phase is characterised by the spontaneous breaking of both of these symmetries,

in which both large Wilson and large ’t Hooft loops pick up a non-zero expectation value

[4]. Higher-form generalisations of Goldstone’s theorem [5, 6] then imply the existence

of a massless mode, which can be identified as the photon. Indeed, the photon can be

understood as a Nambu-Goldstone boson for the shift symmetry under which A → A+ λ

(where λ is a flat connection). This gives a satisfying explanation of the masslessness of

the photon in terms of the breaking of a global symmetry. The magnetic current generates

a symmetry of the dual formulation, written in terms of a (d − 3)-form connection Ã,

where it acts as a shift symmetry Ã → Ã + λ̃ (with λ̃ a flat (d − 3)-form connection).

The dual photon can be understood similarly as the Nambu-Goldstone associated with the

spontaneous breaking of this symmetry.

Another key feature of the higher-form symmetries of Maxwell theory is their mixed

’t Hooft anomaly. Such anomalies are of great importance as they are preserved along

renormalisation group (RG) flow, and therefore must be matched in the IR [7]. This places

constraints on the low-energy dynamics of theories with such an anomaly, the classic exam-

ple of which is the result of Lieb, Schultz and Mattis [8] showing that certain spin chains

cannot have a trivial gapped ground state. More recently, similar arguments involving

anomaly matching for mixed ’t Hooft anomalies of discrete and generalised symmetries

have shed light on the IR structure of many gauge theories, including pure Yang-Mills (in

particular at θ = π) and QCD (see, e.g. [9–16]).

A novel perspective was provided in [17], where it was shown that a particular mixed

’t Hooft anomaly between a pair of global higher-form U(1) symmetries can be responsible

for the existence of a gapless mode, without explicit reference to spontaneous symmetry

breaking. Indeed, this reasoning is readily applied to the mixed anomaly of Maxwell theory,

giving another explanation of the masslessness of the photon.1

A useful approach to the mixed anomaly is to consider the gauging of the electric

and magnetic generalised symmetries. This involves attempting to promote these global

symmetries to local ones by coupling to suitable gauge fields. The mixed ’t Hooft anomaly

in the global symmetries manifests itself as an obstruction to simultaneously gauging the

electric and magnetic symmetries, and finding this obstruction is a convenient way of

calculating the anomaly [19].

Recently, there has been substantial interest in generalised symmetries in gravity [18,

20–26], and in particular in the linearised theory. It has been argued that the linearised

theory can emerge as the IR fixed point of gravity coupled to massive fields [27], so one

would hope that understanding its symmetries could give some insight into the non-linear

theory.

In [18], arguments similar to those outlined above were made for gravitons moving

on a flat background spacetime. It was found that a mixed ’t Hooft anomaly between a

pair of electric and magnetic ‘bi-form symmetries’ is responsible for the masslessness of

1As in [17, 18], we will refer to excitations whose masslessness is protected by a ’t Hooft anomaly as

Nambu-Goldstone modes, even when there is no explicit reference to spontaneous symmetry breaking.
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the graviton. In that work, the electric symmetry used was a graviton shift of the form

hµν → hµν + ∂ρΛρµ|ν . This has the virtue of having an associated Noether current that

is gauge-invariant but gives a rather different set-up than the one for the photon, and in

particular it is not so natural to regard the graviton as a Nambu-Goldstone boson for this

symmetry.

Here we consider instead the global symmetries consisting of general shifts of the

graviton and of the dual graviton. These are global symmetries for restricted parameters2

and we consider the gauging in which these are promoted to local symmetries. We find a

significantly simpler structure for the gauging than was found for the shift considered in

[18]. The non-linearities of Einstein gravity explicitly break these symmetries and so if the

linearised theory arose as an IR limit [27] they would be emergent symmetries. A key role

in our analysis is played by gravitational duality [28]: the free graviton theory has a dual

formulation in terms of a dual graviton field, which is a bi-form,3 and shifts of this field

are a bi-form symmetry of the dual formulation.

As for the photon, we find a mixed ’t Hooft anomaly for these two shift symmetries

which can be understood in terms of an obstruction to simultaneously gauging them. This

anomaly is closely related to the anomaly discussed in [18]. In particular, the anomalous

Ward identities which result from this mixed anomaly can be shown to imply anomalous

Ward identities similar in form to those studied in [18]. These in turn imply the masslessness

of the graviton.

The significant simplifications that result from considering these shift symmetries

rather than the ones discussed in [18] make the generalised symmetry structure and gaug-

ing considerably more transparent. In particular, it is natural to regard the graviton as the

Nambu-Goldstone boson for the electric shift symmetry and the dual graviton as that for

the magnetic shift symmetry. However, in our case, the associated Noether currents are

not invariant under the graviton gauge symmetry hµν → hµν + 2∂(µξν) (or the dual gravi-

ton gauge symmetry in the dual formulation). The lack of gauge invariance means that

these currents do not correspond to well-defined local operators in the quantum theory, but

gauge-invariant currents can be constructed from derivatives of these currents and these

are local observables. The correlation functions of these observables are readily calculated

from the correlation functions of our non-gauge-invariant currents.

Since the Noether currents associated with the global symmetries we consider are

not fully anti-symmetric tensors, they cannot directly be integrated over submanifolds.

However, gauge-invariant higher-dimensional topological operators can be constructed from

our non-gauge-invariant currents. This is done by first contracting the current with a

suitable background tensor to make a current that is a differential form which can then

be integrated over a suitable surface to give a topological operator.4 These operators then

2These restrictions on the parameters are analogous to the flatness condition dλ = 0 on the shift of the

photon A → A+ λ.
3A [p, q] bi-form is in the tensor product of the space of p-forms with the space of q-forms; see section 3.

The dual graviton in d dimensions is a [d− 3, 1] bi-form gauge field.
4This situation is not unfamiliar. For example, the Zk 1-form symmetry in U(1)k Chern-Simons theory is

generated by topological Wilson lines [4], which are also a gauge-invariant integral of a non-gauge-invariant
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correspond to a set of (higher-form) symmetries.

The remainder of this paper is set out as follows. In section 2, we review the higher-

form symmetries of Maxwell theory and their mixed ’t Hooft anomaly. In section 4 we

consider the shift symmetry of the graviton and its gauging, as well as a dual symmetry.

The dual graviton theory and its symmetries are studied in section 5, with the result that

the dual symmetry of the graviton can be interpreted as a shift symmetry of the dual

graviton (see section 6). The mixed ’t Hooft anomaly between these two symmetries is

described in section 7. In section 8, we discuss the implications of this anomaly and its

relation to the results of [18]. Finally, in section 9, we make some remarks about observables

in the graviton theory and discuss further implications of our results.

2 Higher-form symmetries of Maxwell theory

Our treatment of linear gravity will follow and generalise that for spin-1, so we begin with a

brief review of Maxwell theory on a d-dimensional manifold M with Lorentzian signature.

The curvature 2-form F can be written locally in terms of a U(1) connection 1-form A,

with F = dA. The action is

SM = − 1

2e2

∫

M
F ∧ ⋆F (2.1)

where e is a coupling constant. The Bianchi identity dF = 0 and the field equation d⋆F = 0

imply the existence of two conserved 2-form currents

Je =
1

e2
F, Jm =

1

2π
⋆ F (2.2)

These currents can be integrated to give topological operators

Qe =

∫

Σd−2

⋆Je, Qm =

∫

Σ2

⋆Jm (2.3)

for any codimension-2 cycle Σd−2 and dimension-2 cycle Σ2. The charge Qe generates a

U(1) symmetry acting on Wilson lines and the charge Qm generates a U(1) symmetry

acting on ’t Hooft lines in d = 4, or ’t Hooft (d− 3)-branes in d > 4 [4].

The field strength F is invariant under shifts of the gauge field A → A+λ by a 1-form

λ which is closed, dλ = 0. This is then a symmetry of the action associated with the

conserved current Je. The global symmetries of this type are those which are not gauge

symmetries, which means that λ is closed but not exact, so that the symmetry group is

given by the first cohomology group. In fact, the symmetry is slightly larger: the gauge

field can be shifted by a flat connection modulo gauge transformations [4].

The theory can also be formulated in terms of a dual (d − 3)-form potential Ã with

F = ⋆dÃ. There is then a (d− 3)-form shift symmetry Ã → Ã+ λ̃ with dλ̃ = 0 associated

with the conserved current Jm. Again, the non-trivial transformations correspond to closed

forms λ̃ modulo exact ones. As before, there is a larger symmetry in which Ã is shifted by

a flat gerbe connection modulo gauge transformations.

local density. The same is true of the topological defects in the well-known non-invertible construction of

[29].
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Note that, in the standard formulation of the theory in terms of the 1-form gauge field

A, the ‘magnetic’ (d−3)-form symmetry does not correspond to any transformation of the

gauge field A and in the dual description in terms of the (d − 3)-form gauge field Ã, the

‘electric’ 1-form symmetry does not correspond to a transformation of the gauge field Ã.

These two higher-form symmetries are viewed as global symmetries, as the parameters

are restricted to be closed, and have a mixed ’t Hooft anomaly [4]. This can be seen

by coupling to background gauge fields. The electric 1-form symmetry can be gauged by

introducing a 2-form background U(1) gauge field B which transforms as B → B+dλ. This

implies that the combination F −B is invariant, and the gauging is achieved by replacing

F in (2.1) with F −B,

Se
M = − 1

2e2

∫

M
(F −B) ∧ ⋆(F −B) (2.4)

Since the magnetic symmetry is not related to any transformation of the gauge field A, it

can be gauged by introducing the standard coupling of the current Jm to a background

(d− 2)-form U(1) gauge field B̃,

Sm
M = − 1

2e2

∫

M
F ∧ ⋆F +

1

2π

∫

M
F ∧ B̃ (2.5)

where B̃ → B̃ + dλ̃ under the magnetic symmetry.

Introducing both the electric and magnetic background fields results in

Se+m
M = − 1

2e2

∫

M
(F −B) ∧ ⋆(F −B) +

1

2π

∫

M
F ∧ B̃ (2.6)

This is invariant under the magnetic transformation B̃ → B̃+dλ̃, but is no longer invariant

under the electric transformations A → A + λ, B → B + dλ, signalling an anomaly. In

particular, we find

δSe+m
M =

1

2π

∫

M
dλ ∧ B̃ (2.7)

A counterterm − 1
2πB ∧ B̃ can be added to the Lagrangian to cancel this variation, but

the resulting action is then not invariant under the magnetic transformation. There is no

counterterm that gives an action that is invariant under both symmetries.

The anomaly can be cancelled by the inflow mechanism if it is coupled to a (d + 1)-

dimensional theory. This involves extending B and B̃ into a (d + 1)-dimensional bulk N ,

with ∂N = M, and coupling to a topological field theory with a BF action

Sinflow
M = − 1

2π

∫

N
B ∧ dB̃ (2.8)

This (d + 1)-dimensional theory is non-trivial, indicating that there is no choice of d-

dimensional counterterm which will remove the anomaly. Alternatively, we can understand

the anomaly via the descent procedure. The (d + 2)-form anomaly polynomial which

produces the (d+ 1)-dimensional action (2.8) by descent is

IM
d+2 = − 1

2π
dB ∧ dB̃ (2.9)

– 5 –



A mixed ’t Hooft anomaly between two symmetries implies that gauging one explicitly

breaks the other. In terms of the topological operators Qe and Qm, this means that gauging

the electric symmetry, for example, will render the magnetic operator Qm non-topological.

While the Bianchi identity dF = 0 remains valid in the gauged theory, F is no longer a

gauge-invariant operator. The gauge-invariant quantity of interest is F − B, which is not

closed for generic background field configurations since d(F −B) = − dB 6= 0. Therefore,

Qm as defined in (2.3) is not a gauge-invariant operator in the gauged theory, and modifying

its definition to Qm = 1
2π

∫

Σ2
(F − B) results in an operator which is gauge-invariant but

not topological. The magnetic symmetry is, therefore, broken when the electric symmetry

is coupled to a background gauge field.

For further discussion of the generalised symmetries and anomaly in Maxwell theory,

see e.g. the reviews in [30–33] and references therein.

3 Bi-form calculus

In this section we review the bi-form calculus of [34] that will be useful in what follows and

establish our notation. A [p, q] bi-form is a tensor which is an element of Ωp ⊗ Ωq, where

Ωp is the space of p-forms on a d-dimensional manifold M. We also refer to such objects

as [p, q]-tensors. A [p, q] bi-form has index symmetries

Aµ1...µp|ν1...νq = A[µ1...µp]|ν1...νq = Aµ1...µp|[ν1...νq] (3.1)

Those bi-forms with p > q which further satisfy

A[µ1...µp|ν1]ν2...νq = 0 (3.2)

are irreducible under GL(d,R). They transform in the GL(d,R) representation labelled by

a Young tableau with two columns of lengths p and q. For p = q, the extra condition

Aµ1...µp|ν1...νq = Aν1...νq|µ1...µp
(3.3)

is needed. Gauge fields in general GL(d,R) representations were introduced by Curtright

[35] and have been studied in e.g. [18, 34, 36–44] and references therein. We will discuss

only bi-form gauge fields here.

We will now briefly review some of the operations on bi-forms introduced in [34]. There

are left and right exterior derivatives5

dL : Ωp ⊗ Ωq → Ωp+1 ⊗ Ωq

dR : Ωp ⊗ Ωq → Ωp ⊗ Ωq+1
(3.4)

defined by

(dLA)µ1...µp+1|ν1...νq = ∂[µ1
Aµ2...µp+1]|ν1...νq

(dRA)µ1...µp|ν1...νq+1
= Aµ2...µp+1|[ν1...νq,νq+1]

(3.5)

5These were referred to as d and d̃ in [34].
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where a comma denotes partial derivative. These satisfy d2L = d2R = 0 and commute,

[dL,dR] = 0, so (dL + dR)
3 = 0. We note that dR does not map irreducible [p, q] bi-

forms to irreducible [p, q+1] bi-forms. However, dL does map irreducible [p, q] bi-forms to

irreducible [p + 1, q] bi-forms.

Given a bi-form in a reducible representation, its projection onto the irreducible [p, q]

representation can be achieved via the use of a Young projector Y[p,q]. For example, for an n-

form φ (i.e. an [n, 0] bi-form), the component of dRφ in the irreducible [n, 1] representation

is given by
(

Y[n,1](dRφ)
)

µ1...µn|ν
= ∂νφµ1...µn − ∂[νφµ1...µn] (3.6)

We also introduce left and right duality operators ⋆L and ⋆R by

(⋆LA)µ1...µd−p|ν1...νq =
1

p!
ǫµ1...µd−pα1...αpA

α1...αp

|ν1...νq
(3.7)

(⋆RA)µ1...µp|ν1...νd−q
=

1

q!
ǫν1...νd−qα1...αqA

α1...αq

µ1...µp|
(3.8)

where indices are raised with the Minkowski metric ηµν = diag(−1, 1, . . . , 1). These satisfy

⋆2L = (−1)p(d−p)+1, ⋆2R = (−1)q(d−q)+1 (3.9)

when acting on a [p, q] form. We further define derivatives d†L and d†R which act as

(d†LA)µ2...µp|ν1...νq = ∂µ1Aµ1...µp|ν1...νq (3.10)

(d†RA)µ1...µp|ν2...νq = ∂ν1Aµ1...µp|ν1...νq (3.11)

These have the usual structure d†L ∝ ⋆LdL⋆L and similarly for d†R, which implies that

(d†L)
2 = 0 and (d†R)

2 = 0. We will sometimes refer to tensors satisfying d†LA = 0 as

being left-conserved, and those satisfying d†RA = 0 as being right-conserved. Finally, we

introduce an operation

∧̇ : (Ωp1 ⊗ Ωq)× (Ωp2 ⊗ Ωq) → Ωp1+p2 (3.12)

defined by

(A ∧̇B)µ1...µp = A
ν1...νq

[µ1...µp1 |
Bµp1+1...µp]|ν1...νq (3.13)

where A and B are bi-forms of degrees [p1, q] and [p2, q] respectively, and p = p1 + p2. In

other words, ∧̇ acts as the wedge product on the first set of indices of the tensors, and as

an inner product on the second set.

4 Symmetries of the graviton theory

4.1 Linearised gravity

We study the graviton theory on Minkowski space M = R
1,d−1 (possibly with some points/

regions removed) and assume fall-off conditions sufficient for total derivative terms to be

ignored. The Fierz-Pauli action can be written6

SFP =
1

2

∫

M
ddxhµνG(h)µν (4.1)

6The original Fierz-Pauli theory [45] also contained a mass term for h which we are setting to zero here.
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where

G(h)µν = −3δµρανσβ∂ρ∂
σh β

α (4.2)

is the linearised Einstein tensor, with δ
µρα
νσβ = δ

[µ
ν δ

ρ
σδ

α]
β . The gauge symmetries of the

graviton are linearised diffeomorphisms, acting as

hµν → hµν + 2∂(µξν) (4.3)

under which (4.1) is invariant. The invariant curvature is the (linearised) Riemann tensor

R(h)µνρσ = ∂ρΓ(h)µν|σ − ∂σΓ(h)µν|ρ (4.4)

where Γ(h) is given by

Γ(h)µν|ρ = ∂[µhν]ρ (4.5)

Alternatively, we can view h as an irreducible [1, 1] bi-form and the above relations can be

written as Γ(h) = dLh and R(h) = −2dLdRh.
7 Varying the graviton in the action leads to

the equation of motion

G(h)µν = 0 (4.6)

4.2 Shift symmetries of the graviton

We now consider a shift of the graviton

δhµν = αµν (4.7)

where α is a symmetric rank-2 tensor (equivalently, a [1,1] bi-form). Such transformations

were considered in [18], where they were referred to as [1,1] bi-form symmetries. The

resulting variation of the action can be written as

δSFP =

∫

M
ddx hµνG(α)µν (4.8)

which vanishes provided that α satisfies

G(α)µν = 0 (4.9)

For such restricted parameters α the transformation (4.7) can then be regarded as a global

symmetry of the theory. This is analogous to the constraint that dλ = 0 in order for

A → A+ λ to be a global symmetry of Maxwell theory. Note that this condition is weaker

than the condition for the curvature to be invariant R(α) = 0 where R(α) = −2dLdRα.
8

For an unconstrained parameter α, the variation of the action (4.8) can be written

δSFP =

∫

M
ddx ∂µ∂νααβK(h)νβ|µα (4.10)

7Note that R(h) is irreducible, i.e. R(h)[µνρ]σ = 0, without the use of a Young projector.
8If the graviton theory arises as an effective theory, we should allow also for higher-derivative terms

which are constructed from the curvature R(h). In such cases, the shift symmetry persists provided that α

satisfies the stronger constraint R(α) = 0 [18].
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where K(h) is an irreducible [2, 2] bi-form defined by

K(h) ρσ
µν| = −3δρσβµναh

α
β (4.11)

It follows from (4.10) that d†Ld
†
RK(h) = 0 on-shell. Indeed, we find

d†Ld
†
RK(h) = G(h)

.
= 0 (4.12)

where
.
= is an on-shell equality. This can be viewed as a 2-derivative extension of the

standard Noether arguments.

From K we can construct a conserved [2,1] bi-form current J(h)µν|ρ given by9

J(h) = d†RK(h) (4.13)

whose components are given by

J(h) ρ
µν| = 3δρσβµναΓ(h)

α
σβ| (4.14)

It follows from (4.12) and (4.13) that J(h) is left-conserved (i.e. conserved on the first set

of indices) on-shell,

d†LJ(h)
.
= 0 (4.15)

and right-conserved off-shell,

d†RJ(h) = 0 (4.16)

This conserved current can be viewed as a Noether-like current associated with the con-

tinuous global symmetry (4.7).10 This current is not gauge-invariant and transforms by

δJ(h) ρ

µν| = 3δρβγµνα∂
α∂βξγ (4.17)

under a linearised diffeomorphism (4.3).

The shift symmetry (4.7) is the gravitational analogue of the electric 1-form symmetry

in Maxwell theory which shifts the photon. We will see in section 4.4 that there is a dual

symmetry which can be related to a shift of the dual graviton, analogous to the magnetic

(d− 3)-form symmetry of Maxwell theory.

Shifts for which αµν = 2∂(µξν) are gauge transformations (4.3), so the non-trivial

transformations are given by equivalence classes of α satisfying G(α) = 0 modulo those of

the form αµν = 2∂(µξν) for some ξν .

In [18], the particular shift

αµν = ∂ρΛρµ|ν (4.18)

9There is a similar conserved current defined by d†
LK(h). Since K is irreducible, this is equal to d†

RK

with the two antisymmetric sets of indices interchanged.
10The conservation of J(h) is preserved by the addition of a term of the form d†

Ld
†
RH , where H is an

arbitrary [3,2] bi-form. In [25, 26], the freedom to add a co-exact piece was used to relate certain non-

gauge-invariant 2-form currents to gauge-invariant ones. For the current J(h) ρ

µν| , there is no choice of H

which will make the current gauge-invariant, so we set H = 0.
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was considered. This has the property that, when Λ is viewed as the transformation

parameter, the associated [2, 2] Noether current can be taken as the linearised Riemann

tensor. While this has the benefit of producing a gauge-invariant Noether current, it is

not the most general shift symmetry of the graviton. Namely, an α of the form (4.18)

necessarily satisfies ∂µαµν = 0, whereas the most general global shift symmetry of the

graviton theory is one where α only satisfies the weaker constraint G(α)µν = 0.

Since this particular shift with parameter of the form (4.18) is a special case of the

more general one (4.7) that we consider here, the on-shell conservation of the [2, 2] Noether

current R should follow from that of J(h). Indeed, we note that the connection Γ can be

written in terms of J as

Γ(h) ρ
µν| = J(h) ρ

µν| − 2

d− 2
δ
ρ
[µJ(h)

α
ν]α| (4.19)

and acting on this equation with dR gives

1

2
R(h) ρσ

µν = ∂[ρJ(h)
σ]

µν| − 2

d− 2
∂[ρδ

σ]
[µJ(h)

α
ν]α| (4.20)

The on-shell left-conservation of R then follows from that of J .

A conserved p-form current can be integrated over a p-cycle to give a topological

operator, but a conserved bi-form current cannot be directly integrated. However, a bi-

form current can be contracted with a suitable tensor to give a conserved p-form current

which can then be integrated to give a topological operator. We now give examples of such

topological operators generating 0-form and 1-form symmetries for linearised gravity and

will discuss further examples in a forthcoming work.

Note that while J(h) is not gauge-invariant – and so is not a well-defined local operator

in the gauge theory – the topological operators which can be constructed in this way can

be gauge-invariant and well-defined.

For a given α, there is a codimension-1 topological operator which generates the 0-form

symmetry under which the graviton field transforms as (4.7). This can be constructed in

the same way as the charge generating the photon shift [46]. Let us choose a particular α

satisfying (4.9) and consider the shift

hµν → hµν + ǫαµν (4.21)

where ǫ is a constant 0-form parameter. Using standard arguments, we find the Noether

current by considering a transformation with non-constant parameter ǫ, under which the

variation of the action is

δSFP =

∫

M
ddx ǫ∂µj(α)

µ (4.22)

where

j(α)α = −3δνγδµαβ

(

αµ
ν∂γh

β
δ − ∂γα

µ
νh

β
δ

)

(4.23)

Then j(α) is the 1-form Noether current associated with the shift by this particular α.

In the simpler case when α satisfies the stronger constraint dLα = 0 (which implies that

G(α) = 0), this reduces to j(α)µ = Jµν|ρα
νρ. Indeed, it is straightforward to verify that

∂µj(α)µ
.
= 0 on-shell.
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The codimension-1 topological operator which generates this shift is then

Q(α) =

∫

Σd−1

⋆j(α) (4.24)

for some codimension-1 surface Σd−1 which we either take to be closed, or assume that

the fields satisfy suitable boundary conditions so that we can neglect surface terms. If α

is taken to be of the form

αµν = 2∂(µξν) (4.25)

then the current can be written

j(α)α = 3∂µ
(

δ
νγδ
µαβ(−2ξν∂γh

β
δ + ∂γξνh

β
δ)
)

+ 2G(h)αβξ
β (4.26)

which is co-exact on-shell. Therefore, the charges Q(α) associated with such α vanish on-

shell. The distinct charges are labelled by tensors α satisfying (4.9) modulo those of the

form (4.25).

We demonstrate in Appendix A in a canonical quantisation framework that the oper-

ator Q(α) satisfies

[hij(~x), Q(α)] = iαij(~x) (4.27)

where i, j denote spatial components and we introduced the equal time commutator.11 Here

Σd−1 is chosen as a region within a constant time hypersurface and we assume that ~x ≡
(x1, . . . , xd−1) ∈ Σd−1, otherwise the commutator vanishes. Then the finite transformation

(4.21) is given by the action of eiǫQ(α). For constant α, the charge can be written in terms

of a symmetric tensor charge Zµν with Q(α) = 1
2αµνZ

µν .

Under a linearised diffeomorphism (4.3), j(α) transforms by a total derivative

j(α)α → j(α)α + ∂β
(

3δνγδµαβ(−αµ
ν∂γξδ + 2∂γα

µ
νξδ)

)

(4.28)

where we have used (4.9). This guarantees that the integrated operator (4.24) is a well-

defined operator in the quantum theory.

While higher-form symmetries are necessarily abelian [4], the introduction of the 2-

tensor α in the construction implies that Q(α) generates a 0-form symmetry. Therefore,

its charge algebra can in principle encode a richer structure. This has been seen for p-form

gauge fields in [5], where the analogous 0-form symmetry charges obey a centrally-extended

algebra reminiscent of Kac-Moody algebras familiar in two dimensions. The representation

theory of these algebras was studied recently in [47] in the construction of the Hilbert space

of four-dimensional Maxwell theory on an arbitrary spatial topology. This structure is also

present for the charges Q(α) which, as shown in Appendix A, satisfy a centrally-extended

algebra
[

Q(α), Q(α′)
]

= i

∫

Σ
⋆χ(α,α′) (4.29)

11In the quantum theory, h00 and h0i enter only as Lagrange multipliers and so are not physical fields

(see Appendix A).
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where χ(α,α′) is a 1-form with components

χ(α,α′)µ = 3α ρ

[µ (dLα
′) σ
ρσ]| − (α ↔ α′) (4.30)

In the simpler case where dLα = dLα
′ = 0, the central extension vanishes and the Q(α)

are abelian.

We can also define codimension-2 topological operators by contracting J(h) with a

constant vector Nµ, to give a conserved 2-form current j(N)µν = Jµν|ρN
ρ. The associated

charge

Q(N) =

∫

Σd−2

⋆j(N) (4.31)

with Σd−2 a (d − 2)-cycle gives a topological operator generating a 1-form symmetry,

which is necessarily abelian. Again, j(N) shifts by a co-exact quantity under linearised

diffeomorphisms and so the charge Q(N) is gauge-invariant.

4.3 Gauging shift symmetries of the graviton

We now consider the gauging of the shift symmetries introduced in the previous subsection.

Since the Noether current J(h) is a [2,1] bi-form, we will couple the current to a rank-[2,1]

gauge field C which transforms as

C → C + dLα (4.32)

Explicitly, the components Cµν|ρ of C transform as

Cµν|ρ → Cµν|ρ + ∂[µαν]ρ (4.33)

The simplest way to gauge the shift symmetry is to note that the combination

Γ(h) = Γ(h)− C (4.34)

is invariant under the transformations (4.7) and (4.32). Furthermore, inserting (4.2) into

(4.1) and integrating by parts, the graviton action (4.1) can be written as

SFP = −3

2

∫

M
ddxΓ(h)

[µ
µρ| Γ(h)

ρα]
|α (4.35)

The shift symmetry (4.7) can then be gauged simply by replacing Γ(h) with Γ(h) in this

form of the graviton action to give

Se
FP = −3

2

∫

M
ddxΓ(h)

[µ
µρ| Γ(h)

ρα]
|α (4.36)

which is now gauge-invariant under simultaneous transformations (4.7) and (4.32). This is

analogous to the replacement of F by F − B in the Maxwell action to gauge the electric

1-form symmetry in eq. (2.4).

We note that the gauged theory with action (4.36) is invariant under linearised diffeo-

morphisms provided that C transforms as a connection, i.e. the action is invariant under

hµν → hµν + 2∂(µξν), Cµν|ρ → Cµν|ρ + ∂ρ∂[µξν] (4.37)

as these transformations leave Γ invariant. This is of course a special case of the full gauge

symmetry (4.7) and (4.32) for which αµν = 2∂(µξν).
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4.4 Dual symmetry

There is also a conserved [d− 2, 1] bi-form current given by

J̃(h) = ⋆LΓ(h) (4.38)

which satisfies

d†LJ̃(h) = 0 (4.39)

as a result of dLΓ(h) = 0, which follows from (4.5). We note that this current is not

right-conserved, d†RJ̃(h) 6= 0, and is also not irreducible under GL(d,R). This current is

associated with a [d− 3, 1] bi-form symmetry. The current J̃(h) and its derivatives can be

contracted with suitable tensors to give topological operators as discussed earlier for J(h);

the topological operators constructed from J̃(h) will be discussed elsewhere. The current

J̃(h) is not gauge-invariant and transforms by

δJ̃(h) ν
µ1...µd−2|

=
1

2
ǫµ1...µd−2αβ∂

ν∂αξβ (4.40)

under a linearised diffeomorphism (4.3).

The symmetry associated with the current (4.38) can be gauged by coupling J̃(h) to

a rank-[d− 2, 1] background tensor gauge field C̃ which transforms as

C̃ → C̃ + dLα̃ (4.41)

with α̃ a [d−3, 1] parameter. The gauging is achieved by adding this coupling to the action

(4.35) to give12

Sm
FP = −3

2

∫

M
ddxΓ(h)

[µ
µρ| Γ(h)

ρα]
|α − 2

d!

∫

M
ddx J̃(h)µ1 ...µd−2|νC̃

µ1...µd−2|ν

= −3

2

∫

M
ddxΓ(h)

[µ
µρ| Γ(h)

ρα]
|α +

∫

M
Γ(h) ∧̇ C̃

(4.42)

which is then invariant under (4.41). In the last line, we are using the notation introduced

in (3.13). Note that the gauging of this symmetry does not involve a transformation of the

graviton, just as the magnetic (d− 3)-form symmetry of Maxwell theory did not involve a

transformation of the photon A. As in section 4.2, we can construct topological operators

from this [d− 2, 1] bi-form current J̃ by contracting with other tensors which satisfy some

differential condition.

5 The dual graviton theory and its symmetries

5.1 Shift symmetry for the dual graviton

As we have seen, Maxwell theory can be formulated in terms of the photon A or the dual

photon Ã and either formulation has a shift symmetry. The current Je ∼ F is the conserved

Noether current associated with the shift symmetry of A, while Jm ∼ ⋆F is the Noether

12The prefactor of the J̃ C̃ term is chosen for convenience and could be absorbed into a rescaling of J̃(h).
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current for the shift symmetry of Ã in the dual formulation. Linearised gravity can be

formulated in terms of the graviton h as above, but also has a dual formulation in terms

of a dual graviton D [28, 42]. See [48] for a discussion of the dual theory and further

references. The Noether current for the shift symmetry for the graviton is J(h). In this

section, we will investigate the shift symmetry for the dual graviton in the dual formulation

and then in the following section we will relate the conserved current for this to J̃ .

The dual formulation of a free spin-two field is in terms of the dual graviton, which is

an irreducible [n, 1] tensor gauge field D, where n ≡ d− 3. Its gauge transformations are

D → D + dLζ + Y[n,1] (dRφ) (5.1)

where ζ is an [n− 1, 1] bi-form and φ is an n-form. Explicitly,

Dµ1...µn|ν → Dµ1...µn|ν + ∂[µ1
ζµ2...µn]|ν + ∂νφµ1...µn − ∂[νφµ1...µn] (5.2)

There are two distinct connections which can be constructed from D [41]. The first is an

irreducible [n + 1, 1] bi-form

Γ̃(D) = dLD (5.3)

while the second is a reducible [n, 2] bi-form

Γ̂(D) = dRD (5.4)

We note that, while Γ̃ transforms in an irreducible representation of GL(d,R), Γ̂ does not.

Therefore, while it has the index symmetries Γ̂(D)µ1...µn|ν1ν2 = Γ̂(D)[µ1...µn]|[ν1ν2], it is not

true that Γ̂(D)[µ1...µn|ν1]ν2 = 0 in general.

The gauge-invariant curvature is an irreducible [n+1, 2] bi-form which can be written

S(D) = dRΓ̃(D) = dLΓ̂(D) (5.5)

The action [35] for a tensor gauge field in this representation can be written as [34]

Sdual =
1

2

∫

M
ddxDµ1...µn|νE(D)µ1...µn|ν (5.6)

where

E(D) ν
µ1...µn|

= δ
ρ1...ρn+1ν
µ1...µnαβ

S(D) αβ
ρ1...ρn+1|

(5.7)

is the Einstein tensor for the dual graviton, which is an irreducible [n, 1] bi-form. Varying

the action with respect to D gives the free field equation

E(D)µ1...µn|ν = 0 (5.8)

We now study the shift symmetry of the dual graviton theory. Consider the transfor-

mation

Dµ1...µn|ν → Dµ1...µn|ν + α̃µ1...µn|ν (5.9)

where α̃ is an irreducible [n, 1] bi-form. Under this variation, the action (5.6) changes by

δSdual =

∫

M
ddxDµ1...µn|νE(α̃)µ1...µn|ν (5.10)
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so that (5.9) is a global symmetry provided that E(α̃) = 0.13 The variation of the ac-

tion under a transformation with an unconstrained parameter α̃ can be written as dLα̃

contracted with an irreducible [n+ 1, 1] bi-form J̃(D) which is given by

J̃(D) ν
µ1...µn+1|

=
n+ 1

2
δν[βΓ̃(D) β

µ1...µn+1]|
(5.11)

with a normalisation chosen for later convenience. This is then a Noether current for the

α̃ global symmetry. (As usual, this is defined only up to the addition of a co-exact term of

the form d†LH̃ for some [n + 2, 1] bi-form H̃.) We then find that d†LJ̃(D) ∝ E(D) and so

on-shell (i.e. when E(D) = 0) J̃(D) satisfies the left-conservation law d†LJ̃(D) = 0.

There is a gauge-invariant codimension-1 topological operator Q̃(α̃) which generates a

shift of D by a given α̃ in the quantum theory. The construction is analogous to the one in

section 4.2 and the Q̃(α̃) also satisfy a centrally-extended algebra. For example, in d = 4,

this is the same algebra as for the graviton theory found in (4.29).

The shift symmetry (5.9) of the dual graviton theory can be gauged by introducing a

background (irreducible) [n + 1, 1] tensor gauge field C̃ which transforms as in eq. (4.41).

The combination

Γ̃(D) = Γ̃(D)− C̃ (5.12)

is invariant under the combined transformations (5.9) and (4.41). We note that the action

(5.6) can be written as

Sdual = −1

2

∫

M
ddx Γ̃(D)

µ1...µn+1|
[µ1

Γ̃(D) α
µ2...µn+1α]|

(5.13)

by integrating by parts. Hence, the shift symmetry can be gauged by replacing Γ̃(D) with

Γ̃(D), giving

Se
dual = −1

2

∫

M
ddx Γ̃(D)

µ1...µn+1|
[µ1

Γ̃(D) α
µ2...µn+1α]|

(5.14)

This action is also invariant under the gauge transformations for D in (5.1) provided the

background gauge field C̃ transforms as

C̃ → C̃ + dLY[n,1] (dRφ) (5.15)

Alternatively, the variation of the action under a transformation with an unconstrained

parameter α̃ can be written as dRα̃ contracted with a (reducible) [n, 2] bi-form Ĵ(D) which

is then a further Noether current associated with the α̃ global symmetry and is given by

Ĵ(D) ν1ν2
µ1...µn|

= δν1ν2[αβ Γ̂(D) αβ

µ1...µn]|
(5.16)

This satisfies d†RĴ(D) ∝ E(D) and so obeys the right-conservation law d†RĴ(D) = 0 on-

shell.

13The action (5.6) is the most relevant term in the effective theory of a [n, 1]-tensor gauge field on

Minkowski space which could, in general, have higher-derivative terms involving the curvature S(D). The

shift (5.9) would then remain a symmetry provided that we impose the stronger constraint S(α̃) = dLdRα̃ =

0. If we consider only the leading term (5.6) in the EFT expansion, we need only require that E(α̃) = 0.
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Taking Ĵ(D) in eq. (5.16) as the Noether current provides another way to gauge the

shift symmetry of the dual graviton. The action (5.6) can be rewritten as

Sdual =
(−1)n

2

∫

M
ddx Γ̂(D)µ1...µn

|[µ1µ2
Γ̂(D) αβ

µ3...µnαβ]|
(5.17)

Now, the combination

Γ̂(D) = Γ̂(D)− Ĉ (5.18)

is invariant under the shift (5.9) where Ĉ is a background (reducible) [n, 2] tensor gauge

field which transforms as

Ĉ → Ĉ + dRα̃ (5.19)

under the symmetry.14 Then the gauging is simply achieved by replacing Γ̂(D) with Γ̂(D)

in eq. (5.17), giving

Se ′
dual =

(−1)n

2

∫

M
ddx Γ̂(D)µ1...µn

|[µ1µ2
Γ̂(D) αβ

µ3...µnαβ]|
(5.20)

This action is invariant under the gauge transformations (5.1) provided the gauge field

transforms as

Ĉ → Ĉ + dR
(

dLζ + Y[n,1] (dRφ)
)

(5.21)

5.2 Dual symmetry for the dual graviton

The graviton theory has an identically conserved current (4.38) which was coupled to a

gauge field C̃ in section 4.4. In the same way, the dual graviton theory has a conserved

[2, 1] bi-form current

J(D) = ⋆LΓ̃(D) (5.22)

which satisfies

d†LJ(D) = 0 (5.23)

as a result of dLΓ̃(D) = 0.

This Noether current can be coupled to a background irreducible [2,1] tensor gauge

field C which transforms as in (4.32). The gauging is implemented by coupling J to the

gauge field,

Sm
dual = −1

2

∫

M
ddx Γ̃(D)

µ1...µn+1|
[µ1

Γ̃(D) α
µ2...µn+1α]|

− 1

d(d− 1)

∫

M
ddxJ(D)µν|ρC

µν|ρ

= −1

2

∫

M
ddx Γ̃(D)

µ1...µn+1|
[µ1

Γ̃(D) α
µ2...µn+1α]|

+

∫

M
Γ̃(D) ∧̇C

(5.24)

This is invariant under the gauge transformation (4.32) with D invariant.

14Ĉ is in the same GL(d,R) representation as Γ̂; that is, it has index symmetries Ĉµ1...µn|ν1ν2 =

Ĉ[µ1...µn]|[ν1ν2] but is not irreducible.
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6 Relation between the graviton and dual graviton theories

For Maxwell theory, the field strength F can be written locally in terms of the potential

A as F = F (A) with F (A) = dA or in terms of the dual potential Ã as F = ⋆F̃ (Ã) where

F̃ (Ã) = dÃ. The two formulations are then related by

F̃ (Ã) = ⋆F (A) (6.1)

The situation is similar for linearised gravity. The [2, 2] bi-form field strength R can be

written as R = R(h) where R(h) = −2dLdRh or as R = ⋆LS(D) where S(D) = dLdRD.

This then gives the duality relation [42]

S(D) = ⋆LR(h) (6.2)

We can fix a gauge where not only the curvatures are related in this way, but the

connections Γ(h) and Γ̃(D) are also dual [48]. In terms of the graviton description, the

relevant gauge is one in which

Γ(h) ν
µν| = 0 (6.3)

while in the dual graviton description we must impose

Γ̃(D) ν
µ1...µnν| = 0 (6.4)

With these gauge choices, we can consistently impose the duality at the level of the con-

nections:

Γ(h) = −1

2
⋆L Γ̃(D) (6.5)

(Note there is no such relation for Γ̂(D).)

With the gauge choice (6.4), the current J̃(D) in (5.11) simply becomes

J̃(D) =
1

2
Γ̃(D) (6.6)

which is the same current as was introduced in eq. (4.38) once we impose the duality (6.5),

i.e.

J̃(D) = J̃(h) (6.7)

Therefore, the current J̃(h) in the original graviton formulation of the theory can be inter-

preted as coming from a shift symmetry in the dual field description. This is precisely the

same structure as was seen in Maxwell theory in section 2.

We have seen that the shift symmetry of the dual graviton (5.9) is related to the

identically conserved current (4.38) in the original graviton theory via duality. Similarly,

the current J(h) associated with the shift symmetry of the graviton (4.7) is an identically

conserved current in the dual theory. Explicitly, in the gauge (6.3), we find J(h) = Γ(h)

and so J can be written in terms of the dual graviton as

J(h) = Γ(h) = −1

2
⋆L Γ̃(D) ≡ J(D) (6.8)

where we have used the duality (6.5) in the second equality.
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7 Mixed ’t Hooft anomaly

In sections 4.2 and 4.4 we studied a pair of dual symmetries of the free graviton theory and

gave their gauging in eqs. (4.36) and (4.42), respectively. This required the introduction

of background tensor gauge fields C and C̃. Let us now introduce both background fields

and seek to simultaneously gauge the two symmetries:

Se+m
FP = −3

2

∫

M
ddxΓ(h)

[µ
µρ| Γ(h)

ρα]
|α +

∫

M
Γ(h) ∧̇ C̃ (7.1)

where Γ(h) ≡ Γ(h)−C as before. We recall the field transformations here for convenience:

h → h+ α, C → C + dLα (7.2)

C̃ → C̃ + dLα̃ (7.3)

The action (7.1) is invariant under the transformation (7.3). However, while the first term

in (7.1) is invariant under the transformation (7.2), the second term is not and varies by

δSe+m
FP =

∫

M
dLα ∧̇ C̃ (7.4)

This variation can be cancelled by adding a counterterm −1
2C ∧̇ C̃ so that the action

becomes

Ŝe+m
FP = −3

2

∫

M
ddxΓ(h)

[µ
µρ| Γ(h)

ρα]
|α +

∫

M
Γ(h) ∧̇ C̃ (7.5)

This replaces Γ(h) by Γ(h) in the second term of eq. (7.1) so that it is invariant under

(7.2). However, adding this term breaks the magnetic shift symmetry and the resulting

action is no longer invariant under (7.3), transforming as

δŜe+m
FP = −

∫

M
dLα̃ ∧̇C (7.6)

There is no counterterm involving the background fields C and C̃ which can be added to

make the action invariant under both (7.2) and (7.3). The impossibility of consistently

coupling background gauge fields for both symmetries signals a mixed ’t Hooft anomaly

between the [1, 1] bi-form symmetry associated with the shift (4.7) and the [d−3, 1] bi-form

symmetry associated with the dual shift (5.9). The anomaly (7.4) is analogous to eq. (2.7)

in Maxwell theory. The gauge-invariant (d + 2)-form anomaly polynomial which leads to

to eq. (7.4) by descent is15

Id+2 = dLC ∧̇dLC̃ (7.7)

The second term in the action (7.1) is not invariant under the gauge transformations

(4.37) but the variation is cancelled by adding the counterterm to give the action (7.5) which

is invariant under these transformations provided that C̃ is invariant. Thus cancelling the

15We note that the contraction of indices involved in the ∧̇ product implies that the anomaly inflow

Lagrangian C ∧̇ dLC̃ depends explicitly on the background Minkowski metric and that unavoidable metric

dependence means that the (d+ 1)-dimensional field theory is not properly topological.
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anomaly in the transformations (7.3) also cancels the anomaly in the gauge transformations

(4.37), as was to be expected, as they are a special case of the transformations (7.3).

In the dual theory, formulated in terms of D, the anomaly can be uncovered by simul-

taneously coupling the currents for both symmetries to background gauge fields using the

couplings in section 5, i.e.

Se+m
dual = −1

2

∫

M
ddx Γ̃(D)

µ1...µn+1|
[µ1

Γ̃(D) α
µ2...µn+1α]|

+

∫

M
Γ̃(D) ∧̇C (7.8)

This is invariant under (4.32) but under the combined transformations (5.9) and (4.41) it

transforms as

δSe+m
dual =

∫

M
dLα̃ ∧̇C (7.9)

in agreement with (7.6) (up to a factor which could have been absorbed into a redefinition

of the currents). The anomaly is then seen again in the dual theory.

8 Implications of the anomaly

8.1 The currents

The anomaly of the last section can be understood in terms of the associated currents

J and J̃ . These currents are not invariant under linearised diffeomorphisms (4.3), but,

from (4.15), J is left-conserved on-shell and, from (4.39), J̃ is left-conserved identically.

Furthermore, from (4.16), J is right-conserved identically.

From these currents, we can build tensors which are gauge-invariant under (4.3).

Namely, the [2,2] curvature bi-form R defined in (4.4) is left-conserved on-shell,

d†LR
.
= 0 (8.1)

as a result of the on-shell left-conservation of J (see (4.20)). Also, we can build the left-dual

curvature from J̃ by

⋆LR(h) = −2dRJ̃(h) (8.2)

which is gauge-invariant and left-conserved,

d†L(⋆LR) = 0 (8.3)

Let us now consider the conserved currents in the gauged theory (4.36) where we have

coupled a [2,1] background field C such that the shift (4.7) is a symmetry for arbitrary

αµν(x). In the gauged theory (4.36), the equations of motion are no longer Gµν = 0 but

rather Gµν = 0 where Gµν is the Einstein tensor constructed from Γ (defined in (4.34))

rather than Γ. Therefore, those quantities which were conserved on-shell in the ungauged

theory will, in general, not be conserved on-shell in the gauged theory. However, in the

gauged theory, we can build a [2,1] current

J
ρ

µν| = −3δσρβµναΓ
α

σβ| (8.4)
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which is left-conserved on-shell,

d†LJ
.
= 0 (8.5)

This ‘improved’ current J is the natural modification of J(h) in (4.14) such that it is

invariant under the (now gauged) shift symmetry (4.7). Similarly, the dual current

J̃ = ⋆LΓ (8.6)

is the improvement of (4.38) which is invariant under the gauge symmetry (4.7). However,

J̃ is not left-conserved in the gauge theory if the background field configuration C is not

flat (that is, if dLC 6= 0), since

d†LJ̃ = 3(−1)d−1 ⋆L dLC (8.7)

This is the analogue of the statement that F −B is not closed in Maxwell theory once the

electric 1-form symmetry is gauged, as seen at the end of section 2. This is a manifestation

of the mixed ’t Hooft anomaly: gauging the graviton shift (4.7) explicitly breaks the dual

symmetry.

Similarly, there are improved versions of the [2,2] current R and the [d− 2, 2] current

⋆LR in the gauged theory. These are given by replacing Γ with Γ in the definition of R,

i.e.

R = −2dRΓ (8.8)

Again, it follows from (8.5) that R is left-conserved on-shell,

d†LR = 0 (8.9)

and it follows from (8.7) that ⋆LR is not left-conserved in the gauged theory. Instead, it

satisfies

d†L(⋆LR) = 3(−1)d−1 ⋆L dLdRC (8.10)

and so is not left-conserved in the presence of a non-flat background C for the graviton

shift symmetry. Moreover, R fails to be traceless on-shell,

Rµ
νµσ

.
= ∂µCµν|σ + ∂σC

µ

νµ| (8.11)

The fact that the improved quantities are not conserved or traceless in the presence of the

background gauge field is a signal of the mixed ’t Hooft anomaly.

Instead of coupling the [1,1] shift symmetry to a background [2,1] gauge field C, we

could have coupled the [d − 3, 1] bi-form symmetry to a background [d − 2, 1] gauge field

C̃ as in (4.42). This can be achieved by adding counterterms to the action involving only

the background fields C and C̃. The equation of motion in this gauged theory is then

Gµν =
1

d
(⋆LdLC̃)(µ|ν) (8.12)

We find that d†LJ̃ = 0 still holds in the gauged theory, but d†LJ 6= 0 when the C̃ background

field is not flat. In terms of the gauge-invariant bi-forms R and ⋆LR, this implies that

d†L(⋆LR) = 0 but d†LR 6= 0 when C̃ is not flat. Again, we see that gauging one symmetry

explicitly breaks the other.
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8.2 Currents and correlators

In the free graviton theory, it is straightforward to calculate the current correlators 〈JJ̃〉
or 〈RR〉 and to check that they have the form implied by the anomaly. We fix the de

Donder gauge

∂µhµν −
1

2
∂νh

µ
µ = 0 (8.13)

where the momentum space propagator16

Gµναβ(p) ≡
∫

ddx eipx 〈hµν(x)hαβ(0)〉 (8.14)

can be written as [49]

Gµναβ(p) =
−i

p2

(

1

2
ηµαηνβ +

1

2
ηµβηνα − 1

d− 2
ηµνηαβ

)

(8.15)

The current-current correlator in this gauge is

∫

ddx eipx 〈Jµν|ρ(x)(⋆LJ̃)αβ|γ(0)〉 =
i

p2

(

1

2
p[µp

[αδ
β]
ν] δ

γ
ρ +

1

2
p[µδ

γ
ν]p

[αδβ]ρ − 1

2
ηρ[µp

[αδ
β]
ν]p

γ

)

(8.16)

This correlator implies the following correlator involving the gauge invariant [2,2] current

R:

∫

ddx eipx 〈Rµν|ρσ(x)R
αβ|γδ(0)〉 = − 4i

p2

(

1

2
p[µp

[αδ
β]
ν]p[ρp

[γδ
δ]
σ] + (αβ ↔ γδ)

− 1

d− 2
p[µην][ρpσ]p

[αηβ][γpδ]
) (8.17)

which exhibits a p−2 pole as a consequence of the masslessness of the graviton. The

linearised Riemann tensor is traceless on-shell so that on-shell the linearised curvature

becomes the linearised Weyl tensor. In the quantum theory, taking a trace of the 〈RR〉
correlator, we find

∫

ddx eipx 〈ηµρRµν|ρσ(x)R
αβ|γδ(0)〉 = −i

(

p[αδ
β]
(νp

[γδ
δ]
σ) +

1

d− 2
ηνσp

[αηβ][γpδ]
)

(8.18)

The terms on the right-hand side are polynomial in pµ. In position space this is a contact

term, so the Ricci tensor may not vanish inside a correlator with other insertions of R

at the same point in the quantum theory. Away from other insertions, the Ricci tensor

vanishes inside any correlation function.

The anomaly is reflected in correlators via Ward identities. It is straightforward to

show that
∫

ddx eipx 〈Rµν|ρσ(x)∂
[λRαβ]|γδ(0)〉 = 0 (8.19)

16All correlation functions are time-ordered.
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so that ⋆LR is left-conserved (equivalently, R is left-closed), whereas

∫

ddx eipx 〈∂µRµν|ρσ(x)R
αβ|γδ(0)〉 = −

(

p[αδβ]ν p[ρp
[γδ

δ]
σ] + (αβ ↔ γδ)

)

+
2

d− 2
ην[ρpσ]p

[αηβ][γpδ]
(8.20)

so R is not left-conserved in general in the quantum theory. We note that the right-hand

side of (8.20) is polynomial in the momenta pµ and so, as above, in position space this is

a contact term. This equation then takes the standard form of a Ward identity in position

space. Therefore, in position space, we find that in this correlator ⋆LR is left-conserved

everywhere, whereas R is only left-conserved away from the other insertions of R. That is,

the classical left-conservation of both R and ⋆LR is incompatible in the quantum theory

and one of them fails to be conserved when inserted at the same spacetime point as the

other.

In this presentation, it is the dual current ⋆LR which is conserved everywhere and the

anomaly is seen as the lack of conservation of R. As explained in the previous subsection,

we can shift the anomaly between R and ⋆LR by adding counterterms involving only the

background gauge fields. At the level of the correlation functions, this has the effect of

changing the contact terms in the 〈RR〉 correlator such that R is conserved everywhere

and ⋆LR fails to be conserved when inserted at the same point as the other insertion in

the correlator. However, the p−2 term in the correlator is not affected by the addition of

such counterterms and is fixed by the anomaly.

Since the currents J and J̃ can be understood as the Noether currents associated

with shifts of the graviton and its dual, it is then natural to see the graviton as a Nambu-

Goldstone mode. More precisely, the graviton could be interpreted as the Nambu-Goldstone

mode associated with the [1,1] bi-form shift symmetry (4.7) and the dual graviton could

be interpreted as the Nambu-Goldstone mode associated with the [d − 3, 1] bi-form shift

symmetry (5.9). This is the gravitational analogue of viewing the photon as the Nambu-

Goldstone mode for a 1-form shift symmetry [4].

8.3 Implications of the ’t Hooft anomaly in theories with bi-form currents

We have seen that the free graviton theory, which describes a massless spin-2 particle, has

bi-form currents J and J̃ with correlator given by (8.16) (modulo gauge transformations)

which implies that the gauge-invariant currents R, ⋆LR have correlator (8.17). These

correlation functions express the ’t Hooft anomaly. We now reverse our reasoning to

consider a theory (e.g. a condensed matter system or a field theory) with a [2,1] bi-form

current J and [d − 2, 1] bi-form current J̃ which are left-conserved and with a mixed ’t

Hooft anomaly described by the anomaly polynomial (7.7). Given the RG invariance of ’t

Hooft anomalies, we can use the anomaly to learn about the IR dynamics of such a theory.

In particular, arguments of this type have been used in [17, 18, 44] to demonstrate

the presence of a gapless mode in the IR spectrum of theories with certain mixed ’t Hooft

anomalies. In those works, anomalous conservation equations analogous to (8.5) and (8.7)

were shown to be sufficient to fix the correlator of the currents, revealing a p−2 pole which
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corresponds to a massless mode. The results of [50, 51] then imply that this massless mode

has spin-two. These results do not rely on the specifics of the theory, and will apply to any

theory with such a mixed ’t Hooft anomaly.

There is a subtlety in applying this argument to the anomaly in (8.7) since the currents

J and J̃ are not gauge-invariant. We can, however, consider a general theory which has

conserved currents which are [2,2] and [d−2, 2] bi-forms X and Y that are observable, with

X satisfying the same conservation conditions as R and Y satisfying the same conservation

conditions as ⋆LR:

d†LX
.
= 0, d†LY = 0, d†RX

.
= 0, d†RY

.
= 0 (8.21)

and where X is traceless on-shell. We suppose that the global symmetries generated by

X and Y have a mixed ’t Hooft anomaly of the same form as that considered above, for

example in (8.10) and (8.11). This type of structure was studied in [18] and is sufficient

to fix the p−2 term in the 〈XY 〉 correlator in any theory where this anomaly structure

is present. The set-up used in that work was slightly different as only a subset of the

graviton shift symmetries of the form (4.18) were gauged and a [2,2] background gauge

field was employed. However, it is clear that the methods developed there (see also [17])

will apply equally here. The result is that the non-local part of the correlator is precisely

of the form (8.17). This does not fix terms polynomial in pµ in the correlator. In position

space, these are contact terms and they depend on whether the anomaly appears in the

non-conservation of X or Y when both currents are inserted at the same spacetime point.

The salient feature of the result is that the correlator has a p−2 pole which dictates the

IR behaviour of the correlator, and so indicates a massless mode in the IR spectrum. The

results of [50, 51] then imply that this is necessarily a spin-two mode.

Furthermore, in a theory with such an anomaly structure, the presence of the massless

spin-two mode determines that the low-energy effective theory is the graviton theory with

action (4.1) at leading order.17 In this IR gauge theory, one can then identify the [1,1]

bi-form and [d − 3, 1] bi-form shift symmetries and construct the associated (non-gauge-

invariant) currents J and J̃ from the graviton. From these, gauge-invariant currents and

⋆LR and R can be constructed by (4.20) and (8.2). Then X and Y are proportional to

R and ⋆LR in the graviton theory that emerges in the deep IR.18 Therefore, given the

anomaly of X and Y is present in a given theory, the currents J and J̃ can be constructed

in the deep IR despite the fact that they are not gauge-invariant. Furthermore, while X

and Y were the observables defining the anomaly, their behaviour is completely defined

by that of J and J̃ . It is clear from this discussion that, while not gauge-invariant, the

currents J and J̃ contain all the physical information about the gauge-invariant currents X

and Y . They are, in this sense, the more fundamental quantities as they are the Noether

currents associated with the most general global shift symmetries of the graviton and its

dual. The gauge-invariant objects X and Y are objects derived from J and J̃ .

17At higher order, only terms built from the linearised Riemann tensor and its derivatives will enter the

EFT as these respect the global [1,1] bi-form symmetry.
18At higher energies, the dual [d − 2, 2] current Y = ⋆LR will remain unchanged as it is identically

left-conserved, but the [2,2] current X will be corrected by higher-order terms.
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The form of the correlators resulting from the anomaly between J and J̃ are consistent

with those given in [18]. However, understanding this anomaly from the more general

graviton shifts provides a cleaner route to the anomaly and a more natural interpretation

of the graviton as a Nambu-Goldstone field.

9 Discussion & outlook

We have found a mixed ’t Hooft anomaly in the theory of the free graviton on a flat

background spacetime. This is an obstruction to simultaneously gauging the shift symmetry

of the graviton and the shift symmetry of the dual graviton. These are [1, 1] and [d− 3, 1]

bi-form symmetries respectively. The structure of the anomaly closely parallels the mixed

’t Hooft anomaly present between the 1-form and (d − 3)-form symmetries of Maxwell

theory. The graviton can be viewed as a Nambu-Goldstone field for the shift symmetry

(4.7) while the dual graviton can be viewed as a Nambu-Goldstone field for the dual shift

symmetry (5.9).

While the Noether currents J and J̃ (defined in (4.14) and (4.38)) associated with

these shift symmetries are not gauge-invariant, we can construct gauge-invariant currents

(4.20) and (8.2) from these, which are proportional to the linearised Riemann tensor and

its dual. The anomaly is reflected in the current algebra (8.20) and we have related this

anomaly to the one found in [18] which implies that any theory with such an anomaly will

have a massless graviton degree of freedom in the IR.

Our derivation of the mixed ’t Hooft anomaly avoids several complications present in

[18] which restrict their analysis to a subset of the most general shift symmetries of the

graviton. In particular, the gauging presented here gives direct access to the current algebra

of the symmetries and gives a more natural interpretation of the graviton as a Nambu-

Goldstone boson. Furthermore, our presentation allows for the anomaly to be understood

via the descent procedure with a simple anomaly polynomial (7.7), which closely parallels

the higher-form mixed ’t Hooft anomaly of Maxwell theory (2.9).

To understand the quantum theory further, it is necessary to consider the observables

of the theory. We now briefly discuss observables in gravity. In general relativity, there are

no local observables but there are extended observables. For an n-dimensional submanifold

N of spacetime, the volume of N with respect to the spacetime metric g is an observable,

while for a curve C in spacetime one defines the gravitational holonomy, for example as

the Wilson line operator constructed using the spin connection. For an asymptotically flat

spacetime, one can also define the ADM charges [52, 53] as integrals at spatial infinity and

the BMS charges [54, 55] as integrals at null infinity.

For linearised gravity, in contrast, there are local observables: the linearised curvature

and its derivatives are gauge invariant and so can be regarded as local observables, as can

quantities constructed from functions of the curvature and its derivatives.

In this paper, we have focused on gravity linearised about Minkowski space, but much

of our discussion generalises to gravity linearised about a spacetime with metric ḡµν ; we will

suppose that the background metric satisfies the (non-linear) Einstein equation. Linearising

general relativity about this background gives a graviton field hµν satisfying Einstein’s
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equations linearised about the background with gauge transformations in which (4.3) is

replaced by

δhµν = ∇̄µξν + ∇̄νξµ (9.1)

where ∇̄ is the Levi-Civita connection for ḡµν . For an n-dimensional submanifold N of

spacetime with (world-volume) coordinates σa, consider the quantity

VN =

∫

N
dnσ

√−γ̄ γ̄abhµν
∂xµ

∂σa

∂xν

∂σb
(9.2)

where γ̄ab is the pull-back metric

γ̄ab = ḡµν
∂xµ

∂σa

∂xν

∂σb
(9.3)

Now VN is invariant under the gauge transformation (9.1) provided that N is an extremal

surface for the metric ḡµν , i.e. it is one that extremises the n-volume measured with respect

to ḡµν ; for a curve with n = 1 it is a geodesic. Then VN can be regarded as an observable

associated with the extremal surface.

Whereas in the non-linear theory the ADM and BMS momentum and angular momen-

tum charges are defined by integrals at infinity, in the linear theory there are momentum

and angular momentum charges defined as integrals over submanifolds of spacetime (which

do not need to be at infinity) which define topological operators as they are unchanged

under deformations of the submanifolds [18, 21, 26]. Moreover there are further mag-

netic topological charges [48] and gauge-invariant forms for these charges were found and

discussed in [25, 26].

It will be interesting to understand the full set of observables for linearised gravity and

the action of the generalised symmetries of the theory on them. Here, we have focused

on the symmetries of the graviton theory. In the context of the Landau paradigm, the

observables charged under the symmetries will be order parameters which describe how

the global symmetries are realised in a given phase (i.e. whether they are spontaneously

broken or not). In four-dimensional Maxwell theory, the Wilson line is the order parameter

for the electric 1-form symmetry. In a Coulomb phase it has perimeter law behaviour and

the symmetry is spontaneously broken, with the photon arising as a Nambu-Goldstone

boson. It would be interesting to identify the order parameters in gravity whose long-

distance behaviour would describe the spontaneously breaking of the bi-form symmetries

in the linear theory.

There has been extensive work on p-form generalised symmetries in the past decade.

Our results (together with those of [18, 44]) indicate that much of the formalism and

structure associated with higher-form symmetries generalises to symmetries with certain

bi-form parameters. Further generalisations to general symmetries in which the gauge

parameters are in arbitrary Lorentz representations should be straightforward and would

have applications to higher spin gauge fields in arbitrary Lorentz representations. Such

symmetries can be regarded as multi-form symmetries.19 However, one important differ-

ence with the higher-form symmetries is the following. A p-form current can be integrated

19That is, the parameter of a general shift symmetry will be a multi-form, which is a tensor with multiple

sets of anti-symmetric indices. The multi-form calculus of [34] will be useful here.
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over a p-surface to give a topological operator, but a multi-form current cannot be directly

integrated in this way. However, as we have discussed, topological operators can be de-

fined by contracting a multi-form current with a suitable tensor to yield a p-form and then

integrating. A given multi-form symmetry can in general produce a number of different

higher-form currents by contracting with different tensors.
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Appendix

A Quantisation & charges generating shift symmetries

In this appendix we canonically quantise the graviton theory and demonstrate that the

charge Q(α) in (4.24) does, indeed, generate a shift of the graviton field.

The graviton action is given in (4.1). We decompose the Minkowski space coordinates

as xµ = (x0 ≡ t, xi) with i = 1, . . . , d − 1. Integrating the action by parts allows time

derivatives to be shuffled between different terms. Doing so then changes the canonical

momenta π00, π0i, and πij. We will take the convention used, for example, in [49] where

all time derivatives in the action are removed from the fields h00 and h0i by integration by

parts. These fields then appear as Lagrange multipliers, enforcing d first class constraints.

The dynamical fields are then the hij , whose canonical momenta are

πij =
1

2

(

ḣij − ḣδij + 2∂khk0δij − 2∂(ihj)0

)

(A.1)

where ḟ ≡ ∂0f and h ≡ h i
i .

Recall that the charge Q(α) in (4.24) is the charge associated with the conserved 1-

form current j(α)µ in (4.23). Now, taking the surface Σd−1 on which it is defined to be a

constant-time hypersurface at time t, Σd−1 = R
d−1
t , the charge is

Q(α) =

∫

Σd−1

dd−1~x j0(α) (A.2)

where ~x = (x1, . . . , xd−1). Conservation implies that Q(α) is independent of t.

Expanding the current explicitly in the (t, xi) coordinate split, the charge can be

written

Q(α) =

∫

dd−1~x

(

αijπij − αi0 (∂jhij − ∂ih)−
1

2
α̇ij (hij − δijh)

)

(A.3)

where we assume that the field vanishes sufficiently fast at spatial infinity that we can drop

boundary terms.20

20We could also consider closed Σd−1.
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We may now pass directly to the quantum theory by replacing Poisson brackets by i~

times canonical equal-time commutators to obtain (with ~ = 1)

[

hij(~x), π
kl(~y)

]

= iδk(iδ
l
j)δ(~x− ~y) (A.4)

which imply that the action of Q(α) on the dynamical fields hij is

[hij(~x), Q(α)] = iαij(~x) (A.5)

provided that ~x ∈ Σd−1, and otherwise the result vanishes vanishes. Therefore, the charge

Q(α) generates the correct shifts of the graviton field in this canonical formulation.21

The algebra of these charges can be computed using the commutator above. A straight-

forward but lengthy calculation gives

[

Q(α), Q(α′)
]

=
i

2

∫

dd−1~x
(

2αi0∂iα
′ − 2αi0∂jα

′
ji − 2∂iαα

′
i0 + 2∂jαjiα

′
i0

+ αijα̇
′
ij − αα̇′ − α′

ijα̇ij + α′α̇
)

(A.6)

where α ≡ αii, α
′ ≡ α′

ii and we have assumed that α, α′ vanish sufficiently fast at the

boundary of Σd−1, so we can integrate the spatial derivatives by parts. This result can

be neatly written in terms of dLα and dLα
′, which have components (dLα)µν|ρ = ∂[µαν]ρ.

This implies the relations

2(dLα)ij|j = ∂iα− ∂jαij

2(dLα)0i|j = α̇ij − ∂iαj0

2(dLα)0ii = α̇− ∂iαi0

(A.7)

Substituting these into (A.6) and integrating spatial derivatives by parts gives

[

Q(α), Q(α′)
]

= i

∫

dd−1~x
(

3αi
[0(dLα

′) j
ij]| − (α ↔ α′)

)

(A.8)

The integrand can be recognised as the t-component of the 1-form χ(α,α′) defined in (4.30),

such that the whole equation can be written in a Lorentz covariant form

[

Q(α), Q(α′)
]

= i

∫

Σd−1

⋆χ(α,α′) (A.9)
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