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Abstract:

Fractons, excitations with restricted mobility, have emerged as a novel paradigm in high-energy and

condensed matter physics, revealing deep connections to gauge theories and gravity. Here, we pro-

pose a tensorial generalization of electromagnetic duality using a doubled-potential framework with

two symmetric tensor gauge fields. This approach symmetrically describes electric and magnetic

sectors, introducing covariant magnetic fractons with reduced mobility and supporting a genuine

fractonic self-duality. Notably, we find the absence of a Witten-like effect in the covariant fractonic

case, precluding the emergence of fractonic dyons.
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1 Introduction

Dualities play a central role in the non-perturbative aspects of both free and interacting quantum

field theories [1]. Notable examples in three and four dimensions, such as fermion-fermion [2–6],

fermion-boson [7–11], boson-vortex [12–14], S- [15–17], and T-dualities [18–20], have revealed in-

tricate relationships between seemingly distinct quantum field theories. Recently, fractons have

emerged as a novel paradigm in both high-energy and condensed matter physics. Originally intro-

duced in non-relativistic systems [21–30] inspired by specific microscopic condensed matter models

[31–35], fractons have since been extended into a fully covariant and relativistic framework [36–42],

also highlighting intriguing connections to gravity, curved spacetimes [43–50] and electromagnetism.

Indeed fracton models share with gravity the tensorial nature of its gauge field, which is that of a

rank-2 symmetric tensor transforming under a peculiar case of infinitesimal diffeomorphisms known

as longitudinal diffeomorphisms [51]

δAµν = ∂µ∂νλ . (1.1)

The connection with electromagnetism emerges for instance from the equations of motion (EoM),

which reflect a form of higher-rank Maxwell-like theory [21, 37, 52], which encode the main feature

of fractons, i.e. immobility, in the Gauss-like constraint. The restricted motion of fracton models

is typically associated to dipole/multipole conservations [21, 52–54], which is thus a fingerprint of

a fractonic behaviour. The prototypical fracton gauge theory, the scalar charge theory [21, 52],

is characterised by a symmetric electric tensor field Eij(x) being the conjugate momentum of the

gauge field Aij(x), whose Gauss constraint is given by

∂i∂jE
ij = ρ , (1.2)

where ρ(x) is fractonic matter. This relation implies the conservation of the dipole moment xiρ(x)

as
∫

dV xiρ =

∫

dV xi∂j∂kE
jk = −

∫

dV ∂jE
ij = 0, (1.3)

when integrated over a volume (up to boundary terms), with the consequence that single charges,

in isolation, cannot move [21, 52]. To different Gauss constraints correspond different kinds of

multipole conservations and mobilities [53, 55–57]. These excitations, characterized by immobility

or restricted mobility, have broadened our understanding of gauge theories with tensorial fields and

have significant implications for many-body physics with constrained dynamics. This higher rank

electromagnetic (EM) analogy thus allows to take insights from standard electromagnetism, in order

uncover new features for fracton models. This is the case for instance regarding magnetic charges:

the “scalar charge theory of fractons” [21, 52], for example, has magnetic fractonic charges that are

introduced by hand. In the case of electromagnetism a similar thing happens, unless one consider a

“doubled-potential” approach [58–63]. This doubled-potential approach was originally introduced

in [58–60] and is based on the idea of imposing the EM duality at the level of the action and not

only at the level of the EoM. Under the EM duality the following transformations of the electric

and magnetic fields

Ea → Ba ; Ba → −Ea , (1.4)
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leave invariant the Maxwell equations in vacuum, but not its action, in the standard case. This

invariance is also broken at the level of the equations of motion in the presence of either a curved

background [64, 65] or magnetic currents and magnetic monopoles. In other words, in flat space-

time, Maxwell equations with magnetic monopoles cannot be derived from the usual action unless

a second gauge field is introduced which can be then associated to a magnetic sector [66, 67]. It

is therefore interesting to investigate whether such a duality can be extended to fractonic mod-

els as well, also allowing for the existence of magnetic fractonic charges. Beyond quantum field

theory, magnetic monopoles have been observed in certain quantum spin liquids, such as spin ice

[68]. Covariant magnetic fractons could, therefore, provide insights into a covariant generalization

of quantum spin liquids that host fractonic magnetic excitations [69, 70]. With this aim in mind,

in this work, we propose a simple yet non-trivial generalization of the covariant fractonic model

[37], which supports an electromagnetic-like duality at the level of the action, and the existence of

magnetic fractonic excitations.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we analyze the standard EM duality within the

doubled-potential formalism. In particular in Section 2.1 the gauge fields, the action, and conjugate

momenta are defined, from which Maxwell equations and magnetic charges arise. In Section 2.2

the energy momentum tensor is computed, showing that the energy density is on-shell bounded

from below. Finally Section 2.3 shows that no Witten-like effect exists fo this model: magnetic

charges are already intrinsically present in the theory. Having a well defined model for standard

electromagnetism with magnetic charges, Section 3 extends the idea to the covariant fracton theory

and its self-duality. In Section 3.1 the theory is defined, giving the self-dual Maxwell-like equations,

and in Section 3.2 matter is introduced, thus showing the existence of fractonic magnetic charges.

Section 3.3 shows that also in the fractonic case no Witten-like effect is present. Finally Section

4 summarize the results and draws conclusions, and Appendix A shows a particular situation in

which a linearized gravity term is also taken into account.

Notations and conventions :

Minkowski metric ηµν = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1);

indices : µ, ν, ρ, ... = {0, 1, 2, 3} and i, j, k, ... = {1, 2, 3};
Levi-Civita symbol ǫ0123 = 1 = −ǫ0123, for which

ǫ0akpǫ0biq = −δab (δ
k
i δ

p
q − δ

p
i δ

k
q ) + δai (δ

k
b δ

p
q − δ

p
b δ

k
q )− δaq (δ

k
b δ

p
i − δ

p
b δ

k
i ) (1.5)

ǫ0akpǫ0aiq = −(δki δ
p
q − δ

p
i δ

k
q ) . (1.6)
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2 EM self-duality in generalized Maxwell theory

2.1 Maxwell equations, double potentials, and magnetic charges

In this Section, we present the EM self-duality [66] in the case of generalized Maxwell theory that

incorporates two independent gauge fields, one associated to the electric sector -Aµ(x)- and the

other one to the magnetic sector -Vµ(x)-. With the aim of analysing the EM self-duality in the

framework of an electromagnetic theory, we consider the following generalized Maxwell action

Sem = ã
4Smax[A] +

b̃
4Smax[V ] + θ̃

2Sθ[A,V ] , (2.1)

where ã, b̃ and θ̃ are real parameters and

Smax[A] ≡
∫

d4xFµνFµν (2.2)

Smax[V ] ≡
∫

d4xGµνGµν (2.3)

Sθ[A,V ] ≡
∫

d4x ǫµνρσFµνGρσ , (2.4)

with

Fµν ≡ ∂µAν − ∂νAµ ; Gµν ≡ ∂µVν − ∂νVµ , (2.5)

the field strengths associated to two gauge fields Aµ(x) and Vµ(x) which transform as follows

δAµ = ∂µλ̃ ; δVµ = ∂µλ̃
′ , (2.6)

where λ̃(x) and λ̃′(x) are local gauge parameters. Notice that the Sθ term (2.4) is known as mutual

theta term and has been previously introduced in the context of topological phases of matter [71,

72]. When θ̃ is constant, the mutual theta term contributes only as a boundary term, namely a

three-dimensional BF term [73, 74] and does not affect the EoM, given by

δSem

δAα
= ã∂µF

αµ (2.7)

δSem

δVα
= b̃∂µG

αµ . (2.8)

However, it does modify the conjugate momenta as follows

Πa
(a) ≡

δSem

δ∂0Aa
= −ãF a0 + θ̃ǫ0amnGmn (2.9)

Πa
(v) ≡

δSem

δ∂0Va
= −b̃Ga0 + θ̃ǫ0amnFmn . (2.10)

Keeping in mind the following relations

F a0 = − 1
ã
Πa

(a) +
θ̃
ã
ǫ0amnGmn (2.11)

Ga0 = −1
b̃
Πa

(v) +
θ̃

b̃
ǫ0amnFmn (2.12)

Fmn = − 1
2θ̃
ǫ0amn

(

Πa
(v) + b̃Ga0

)

(2.13)

Gmn = − 1
2θ̃
ǫ0amn

(

Πa
(a) + ãF a0

)

, (2.14)
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we can rewrite the EoM (2.7) and (2.8) in terms of the conjugate momenta (2.9) and (2.10). From

the EoM (2.7) of Aµ(x) we have

δSem

δA0
= −ã∂mFm0 = ∂mΠm

(a) (2.15)

δSem

δAa

= −ã∂µF
µa = −∂0Π

a
(a) +

(

2θ̃ + ãb̃

2θ̃

)

ǫ0abc∂0∂bVc +
ã

2θ̃
ǫ0abc∂bΠ(v)c , (2.16)

and analogously, from the EoM (2.8) of Vµ(x) we have

δSem

δV0
= −b̃∂mGm0 = ∂mΠm

(v) (2.17)

δSem

δVa
= −b̃∂µG

µa = −∂0Π
a
(v) +

(

2θ̃ + ãb̃

2θ̃

)

ǫ0abc∂0∂bAc +
b̃

2θ̃
ǫ0abc∂bΠ(a)c . (2.18)

There exists a special case for which all equations can be written only in terms of the conjugate

momenta, that is when

ãb̃ = −4θ̃2 . (2.19)

Thus defining

Ea ≡ Πa
(a) (2.20)

Ba ≡ Πa
(v) , (2.21)

the four EoM (2.22)-(2.25), on-shell, become

∂mEm = 0 (2.22)

∂0E
a − ã

2θ̃
ǫ0abc∂bBc = 0 (2.23)

∂mBm = 0 (2.24)

∂0B
a + 2θ̃

ã
ǫ0abc∂bEc = 0 . (2.25)

By finally setting

ã = −2θ̃ = −b̃ , (2.26)

we recover the standard Maxwell equations

~∇ · ~E = 0

~∇ · ~B = 0

~∇× ~E − ∂t ~B = 0

~∇× ~B + ∂t ~E = 0 .

(2.27)

(2.28)

(2.29)

(2.30)

Therefore under the above condition (2.26), the action (2.1) that generates Maxwell equations is

given by

Sem = θ̃
2 (−Smax[A] + Smax[V ] + Sθ[A,V ])

= θ̃
2

∫

d4x (−FµνFµν +GµνGµν + ǫµνρσFµνGρσ) ,
(2.31)
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whose conjugate momenta are the electric and magnetic fields

Πa
(a) = Ea = 2θ̃

(

F a0 + 1
2ǫ

0amnGmn

)

(2.32)

Πa
(v) = Ba = 2θ̃

(

−Ga0 + 1
2ǫ

0amnFmn

)

. (2.33)

Concerning the action, we can also see that it is still true that

Sem =
1

4θ̃

∫

d4x (EaE
a −BaB

a) (2.34)

= θ̃

∫

d4x
[

(

F a0 + 1
2ǫ

0amnGmn

)

(

−Fa0 − 1
2ǫ0abcG

bc
)

−

−
(

−Ga0 + 1
2ǫ

0amnFmn

)

(

Ga0 − 1
2ǫ0abcF

bc
)]

= θ̃
2

∫

d4x
[

−2F a0Fa0 − 2ǫ0abcF
a0Gbc +GmnG

mn + 2Ga0Ga0 − 2ǫ0abcG
a0F bc − FmnF

mn
]

= θ̃
2

∫

d4x (−FµνFµν +GµνGµν + ǫµνρσFµνGρσ) .

A self-duality is therefore established for

Aµ → −Vµ ; Vµ → Aµ , (2.35)

which implies the EM duality (1.4). The action Sem (2.31) under the transformation (2.35) changes

of an overall sign

Sem → S′

em = θ̃
2 (−Smax[V ] + Smax[A]− Sθ[A,V ]) = −Sem , (2.36)

which is not surprising, given that this is in agreement with how the action Sem (2.34) in terms of

the electromagnetic fields Ea(x) and Ba(x) transforms under this exchange of electric and magnetic

fields (1.4). We remind here that in general θ̃ can be seen as a real and compact field, namely

θ̃ → θ̃ + 2π . (2.37)

Thus, to invert the sign flip of S′

em, we require the following transformation

θ̃ → −θ̃ , (2.38)

which implies that

θ̃ = π . (2.39)

This argument is similar to impose time-reversal invariance in Axion Electrodynamics in the context

of three-dimensional topological insulators in class AII [75]. We can now introduce the matter

sources into the action

Stot = Sem+SJ+SK =

∫

d4x
[

π
2 (−FµνFµν +GµνGµν + ǫµνρσFµνGρσ)−AµJ̃

µ − VµK̃
µ
]

, (2.40)
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where

SJ = −
∫

d4xAµJ̃
µ (2.41)

SK = −
∫

d4xVµK̃
µ , (2.42)

the EoM are modified as follows

δStot

δAα
= −2π ∂µF

αµ − J̃α (2.43)

δStot

δVα

= 2π ∂µG
αµ − K̃α , (2.44)

As a consequence the Maxwell equations (2.22)-(2.25) become

∂aE
a = ρ̃

(e)
(2.45)

∂0E
a + ǫ0abc∂bBc = −J̃a (2.46)

∂aB
a = ρ̃

(m)
(2.47)

∂0B
a − ǫ0abc∂bEc = −K̃a , (2.48)

with

ρ̃
(e)

≡ J̃0 ; ρ̃
(m)

≡ K̃0 . (2.49)

The self-duality in the EoM is here preserved if we consider the following transformations on the

source terms

J̃α → −K̃α ; K̃α → J̃α . (2.50)

2.2 Energy-momentum tensor and energy density

We want now to study the behaviour of the energy density of our theory. The energy-momentum

tensor is computed to be

Tαβ =− 2√−g

δSem

δgαβ

=− θ̃√−g

δ

δgαβ

∫

d4x
√−ggµρgνσ (−FµνFρσ +GµνGρσ)

=θ̃

[

1

2
gαβ (−FµνF

µν +GµνG
µν) + 2

(

FαµF
µ

β −GαµG
µ
β

)

]

,

(2.51)

which represents two copies of a Maxwell energy-momentum tensor and, as the standard one, it is

conserved on-shell, i.e.

∂βTαβ = 0 . (2.52)

Its 00-component, i.e. the energy density, is not evidently positive definite. Indeed

T00 =
θ̃

2

(

−2Fm0F
m0 + FmnF

mn + 2Gm0G
m0 −GmnG

mn
)

=
1

4θ̃
(EmEm −BmBm) +

1

2
ǫ0mnp (BmFnp − EmGnp)

=
1

4θ̃
(EmEm +BmBm)− 1

2
ǫ0mnpEmGnp +BmGm0 .

(2.53)
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The issue was for instance addressed in [63] for a similar model, proposing various possibilities for

overcoming it. However one can notice that

T00 =
1

4θ̃
(EmEm +BmBm) + Va

(

∂0B
a − ǫ0amn∂mEn

)

− V0∂mBm + ∂T (2.54)

where “∂T” are total derivative terms, in particular

∂T ≡ ∂m(ǫ0amnVaEn + V0B
m)− ∂0(VmBm) . (2.55)

Therefore on-shell, i.e. using the EoM (2.24) and (2.25), up to boundary terms, we have

T00 =
1

4θ̃
(EmEm +BmBm) , (2.56)

which is positive-definite when θ̃ > 0. Thus, our case with θ̃ = π has an energy density bounded

from below.

2.3 Axion-like terms: no Witten effect

One of the main non-perturbative features of Axion Electrodynamics concerns the existence of the

Witten effect [76, 77], for which a magnetic monopole acquires an electric charge and becomes a

dyon, namely a new particle that carries both electric and magnetic charges. In order to study a

possible Witten-like effect in our theory, we would need to promote the mutual theta-term Sθ (2.4)

to have a spacetime dependence on θ = θ(x). However, this implies a modification of the original

conjugate momenta of the theory

δSem

δ∂0Aa

= Ea = −ãF a0 + θ̃(x)ǫ0amnGmn (2.57)

δSem

δ∂0Va
= Ba = −b̃Ga0 + θ̃(x)ǫ0amnFmn . (2.58)

We instead decide to keep the canonical momenta given by (2.9) and (2.10), i.e. those with a

constant θ̃, and add to the action Sem (2.1) axion-like contributions S
θ̃1

and S
θ̃2

that do not mix

the two gauge sectors. The new action is defined by

Stot = Sem + Sθ̃1
+ Sθ̃2

, (2.59)

with

S
θ̃1

=
1

4

∫

d4x θ̃1ǫ
µνρσFµνFρσ (2.60)

Sθ̃2
=

1

4

∫

d4x θ̃2ǫ
µνρσGµνGρσ , (2.61)

and

θ̃ = const. ; θ̃1 = θ̃1(x) ; θ̃2 = θ̃2(x) . (2.62)
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The corresponding EoM are given by

δStot

δAα
= ã∂µF

αµ + ǫαµνρ∂µθ̃1 Fνρ (2.63)

δStot

δVα
= b̃∂µG

αµ + ǫαµνρ∂µθ̃2Gνρ . (2.64)

The components of the EoM translates as follows

• from (2.63) we have

δStot

δA0
=∂mEm +

1

θ̃
∂mθ̃1

(

Bm + b̃Gm0
)

(2.65)

δStot

δAa
=− ∂0E

a + ã

2θ̃
ǫ0abc∂bBc −

1

θ̃

˙̃
θ1(B

a + b̃Ga0)− 2

ã
ǫ0amn∂mθ̃1

(

En + θ̃ǫ0nbcG
bc
)

, (2.66)

where the constraint (2.19) on the parameter has been used.

• From (2.64) we have

δStot

δV0
=∂mBm +

1

θ̃
∂mθ̃2

(

Em + ãFm0
)

(2.67)

δStot

δVa
=− ∂0B

a + b̃

2θ̃
ǫ0abc∂bEc −

1

θ̃

˙̃
θ2

(

Ea + ãF a0
)

− 2

b̃
ǫ0amn∂mθ̃2

(

Bn + θ̃ǫ0nbcF
bc
)

. (2.68)

Therefore setting

ã = −2θ̃ = −b̃ , (2.69)

we get the following on-shell equations

∂mEm = −1

θ̃
∂mθ̃1

(

Bm + 2θ̃Gm0
)

(2.70)

∂0E
a + ǫ0abc∂bBc =

1

θ̃

[

− ˙̃
θ1

(

Ba + 2θ̃Ga0
)

+ ǫ0amn∂mθ̃1

(

En + θ̃ǫ0nbcG
bc
)]

(2.71)

∂mBm = −1

θ̃
∂mθ̃2

(

Em − 2θ̃Fm0
)

(2.72)

−∂0B
a + ǫ0abc∂bEc =

1

θ̃

[

˙̃
θ2

(

Ea − 2θ̃F a0
)

+ ǫ0amn∂mθ̃2

(

Bn + θ̃ǫ0nbcF
bc
)]

. (2.73)

However we cannot write the EoM only in terms of the conjugate momenta. Indeed, as a consequence

of our doubled-potential approach, there appear four possible vector invariants of the theory, namely

Xa
1 ≡ F a0 ; Xa

2 ≡ ǫ0abcFbc ; Xa
3 ≡ Ga0 ; Xa

4 ≡ ǫ0abcGbc . (2.74)

Invariants typically represent physical quantities and in this case two combinations give the canonical

momenta, i.e. the electric and magnetic fields

Ea = θ̃ (2Xa
1 +Xa

4 ) ; Ba = θ̃ (−2Xa
3 +Xa

2 ) , (2.75)
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and the remaining two, Xa
1 (x) and Xa

3 (x), get involved in the EoM when axion-like terms are

introduced, and interplay with the electric and magnetic fields as effective charges and currents. In

particular the EoM (2.70)-(2.73) can be written as

∂mEm = −∂mθ̃1

(

1
θ̃
Bm + 2Xm

3

)

(2.76)

∂0E
a + ǫ0abc∂bBc = − ˙̃

θ1

(

1
θ̃
Ba + 2Xa

3

)

+ 2ǫ0amn∂mθ̃1X1n (2.77)

∂mBm = −∂mθ̃2

(

1
θ̃
Em − 2Xm

1

)

(2.78)

−∂0B
a + ǫ0abc∂bEc =

˙̃
θ2

(

1
θ̃
Ea − 2Xa

1

)

− 2ǫ0amn∂mθ̃2X3n . (2.79)

We can however see that the presence of these additional contributions X1(x) and X3(x) prevent

the existence of a Witten-like effect. Indeed, by considering for simplicity only time-dependence

on the θ̃1,2(x) = θ̃1,2(t) [77], the above EoM (2.76)-(2.79) coupled to matter through the terms SJ

(2.41) and SK (2.42), become

∂mEm = ρ̃
(e)

(2.80)

∂0E
a + ǫ0abc∂bBc = − ˙̃

θ1

(

1
θ̃
Ba + 2Xa

3

)

− J̃a (2.81)

∂mBm = ρ̃
(m)

(2.82)

∂0B
a − ǫ0abc∂bEc = − ˙̃

θ2

(

1
θ̃
Ea − 2Xa

1

)

− K̃a . (2.83)

Typically, in the non-self-dual case, taking the spatial divergence ∂a of the modified Ampère equation

and using the electric Gauss law, relates the divergence of the magnetic field to the electric charge,

through the additional theta-term. In this case, however, if we take the spatial divergence ∂a of the

“dual” Ampr̀e equation (2.81), the θ̃1-contribution vanishes because

∂aX
a
3 = − 1

2θ̃
∂aB

a , (2.84)

an we are left with the standard electric continuity equation

∂0ρ̃(e)
+ ∂aJ̃

a = 0 . (2.85)

The same happens with the second set of equations, for which we only get the magnetic continuity

equation

∂0ρ̃(m)
+ ∂aK̃

a = 0 . (2.86)

Thus no Witten-like effect (i.e. no dyonic charges) is present in the self-dual model. This was

somehow expected, since the self-dual model already provides both an electric and a magnetic

charges, associated to two independent gauge fields.
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3 Fractonic self-duality

3.1 Covariant fractons with two tensor gauge fields

We are now ready to discuss the fractonic self-duality by generalizing the results presented in the

previous sections to the case of covariant fractons. Thus, we consider two rank-2 symmetric gauge

fields Aµν(x) and Vµν(x) which transform under the covariant fracton symmetry of [36–40, 48]

δAµν = ∂µ∂νλ ; δ′Vµν = ∂µ∂νλ
′ . (3.1)

Invariant field strengths can be defined [37]

Fµνρ = Fνµρ ≡ ∂µAνρ + ∂νAρµ − 2∂ρAµν (3.2)

Gµνρ = Gνµρ ≡ ∂µVνρ + ∂νVρµ − 2∂ρVµν , (3.3)

i.e. such that

δFµνρ = 0 ; δ′Gµνρ = 0 , (3.4)

which also imply the following cyclicity property

Fµνρ + Fνρµ + Fρµν = 0 ; Gµνρ +Gνρµ +Gρµν = 0 , (3.5)

and corresponding Bianchi-like identities

ǫαµνρ∂
µF βνρ = 0 ; ǫαµνρ∂

µGβνρ = 0 . (3.6)

The corresponding gauge-invariant fractonic action is given by

S =

∫

d4x
(

a
6F

µνρFµνρ +
b
6G

µνρGµνρ +
2
3θǫ

µνρσF λ
µνGλρσ

)

, (3.7)

where two of the three constants can be reabsorbed, up to a sign, by a redefinition of the fields, and

where the gauge fields have the following mass dimensions

[Aµν ] = [Vµν ] = 1 . (3.8)

The last term in the action S (3.7) represents a mutual θ-like term for fractons [37] and it is a pure

boundary term. The other contributions to the action S are an extension of the fractonic one studied

in [37], when an additional gauge field, Vµν , that transform under the covariant fracton symmetry

(3.1), is introduced in the theory. We are interested in a self-duality similar to the electromagnetic

one of Section 2, and therefore in the introduction of magnetic charges for covariant fractons too.

In the absence of a boundary, the θ-term only affects the definition of the conjugate momenta, but

not the EoM of the theory, which are

δS

δAαβ

= a∂µF
αβµ (3.9)

δS

δVαβ

= b∂µG
αβµ . (3.10)

11



Instead, concerning the conjugate momenta we have

δS

δ∂0Aαβ

= Παβ

(a) = −aFαβ0 + θ
(

ǫ0αmnGβ
mn + ǫ0βmnGα

mn

)

(3.11)

δS

δ∂0Vαβ

= Παβ

(v) = −bGαβ0 + θ
(

ǫ0αmnF β
mn + ǫ0βmnFα

mn

)

, (3.12)

thus

Π00
(a) = Π00

(v) = 0 (3.13)

Πa0
(a) = −aF a00 − θǫ0amnG0mn (3.14)

Πa0
(v) = −bGa00 − θǫ0amnF0mn (3.15)

Πab
(a) = −aF ab0 + θ

(

ǫ0amnGb
mn + ǫ0bmnGa

mn

)

(3.16)

Πab
(v) = −bGab0 + θ

(

ǫ0amnF b
mn + ǫ0bmnF a

mn

)

. (3.17)

We now study the components of the EoM

• α = β = 0α = β = 0α = β = 0 for (3.9) and (3.10) respectively

a∂µF
00µ = a∂mF 00m = 2a∂m

(

∂0A0m − ∂mA00
)

= 2∂mΠm
(a) (3.18)

b∂µG
00µ = b∂mG00m = 2b∂m

(

∂0V 0m − ∂mV 00
)

= 2∂mΠm
(v) , (3.19)

due to the cyclicity properties (3.5) and Bianchi identities (3.6) and to the definitions of the

conjugate momenta Πab
(a) (3.16) and Πab

(v) (3.17). In the non-dual theory studied in [37] it

has been shown that the scalar charge theory for fractons [21, 52, 78, 79] is embedded in the

covariant model through a particular solution of the on-shell EoM (3.18), which is

A0µ = Aµ0 ≡ ∂µA0 . (3.20)

For the dual theory (3.7), this extends analogously to a particular solution of the EoM (3.19)

as

V0µ = Vµ0 ≡ ∂µV0 , (3.21)

which we shall adopt from now on. These solutions are such that

F i00 = F 0i0 = F 00i = 0

Gi00 = G0i0 = G00i = 0

F ij0 = −2F 0ij = −2F i0j

Gij0 = −2G0ij = −2Gi0j ,

(3.22)

(3.23)

(3.24)

(3.25)

and

Π00
(a) = Π00

(v) = Πa0
(a) = Πa0

(v) = 0 (3.26)

Πab
(a) = −aF ab0 + θ

(

ǫ0amnGb
mn + ǫ0bmnGa

mn

)

(3.27)

Πab
(v) = −bGab0 + θ

(

ǫ0amnF b
mn + ǫ0bmnF a

mn

)

. (3.28)
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• α = a , β = 0α = a , β = 0α = a , β = 0 for (3.9) and (3.10) respectively

a∂µF
a0µ = a∂0F

a00 + a∂mF a0m = −a

2
∂mF am0 =

1

2
∂mΠam

(a) −
θ

2
ǫ0abc∂mGm

bc (3.29)

b∂µG
a0µ = b∂0G

a00 + b∂mGa0m = − b

2
∂mGam0 =

1

2
∂mΠam

(v) −
θ

2
ǫ0abc∂mFm

bc , (3.30)

due to the solutions (3.20) and (3.21), the Bianchi identities (3.6) and definitions of the

conjugate momenta Πab
(a) (3.27) and Πab

(v) (3.28). If we now take the divergence ∂a of both

EoM and go on-shell, we get

1

2
∂a∂bΠ

ab
(a) = 0 (3.31)

1

2
∂a∂bΠ

ab
(v) = 0 , (3.32)

which are Gauss-like constraints typical of fracton models [21, 37, 52, 78, 79].

• α = a , β = bα = a , β = bα = a , β = b for (3.9) and (3.10) respectively give

a∂µF
abµ = a∂0F

ab0 + a∂mF abm (3.33)

= −∂0Π
ab
(a) − 3θ

2b

(

ǫ0amn∂mΠb
(v)n + ǫ0bmn∂mΠa

(v)n

)

+

+
(

a+ 9θ2

b

)

∂mF abm − 9θ2

2b

(

ηab∂mF nm
n − 1

2∂
aF mb

m − 1
2∂

bF ma
m

)

b∂µG
abµ = b∂0G

ab0 + b∂mGabm (3.34)

= −∂0Π
ab
(v) − 3θ

2a

(

ǫ0amn∂mΠb
(a)n + ǫ0bmn∂mΠa

(a)n

)

+

+
(

b+ 9θ2

a

)

∂mGabm − 9θ2

2b

(

ηab∂mG nm
n − 1

2∂
aG mb

m − 1
2∂

bG ma
m

)

Thus if we take

b = −9θ2

a
, (3.35)

we get the following fractonic equations with intrinsic currents

−∂0E
ab + 1

2
a
3θ

(

ǫ0amn∂mBb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mBa

n

)

= jab(e) (3.36)

−∂0B
ab − 1

2
3θ
a

(

ǫ0amn∂mEb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mEa

n

)

= jab(m) , (3.37)

where we defined

Eab ≡ Πab
(a) (3.38)

Bab ≡ Πab
(v) (3.39)

jab(e) ≡ −a

2

(

ηab∂mF nm
n − 1

2∂
aF mb

m − 1
2∂

bF ma
m

)

(3.40)

jab(m) ≡
9θ2

2a

(

ηab∂mG nm
n − 1

2∂
aG mb

m − 1
2∂

bG ma
m

)

. (3.41)
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Notice that this intrinsic current closely resembles the Einstein tensor Gµν(x) of linearized gravity

(LG) when written in terms of the field strengths Fµνρ(x) (3.2) and Gµνρ(x) (3.3) [80], i.e.

Gab
(e) ∝ −∂cF

abc + ηab∂mF nm
n − 1

2∂
aF mb

m − 1
2∂

bF ma
m = −∂cF

abc − 2

a
jab(e) (3.42)

Gab
(m) ∝ −∂cG

abc + ηab∂mG nm
n − 1

2∂
aG mb

m − 1
2∂

bG ma
m = −∂cG

abc +
2a

9θ2
jab(m) , (3.43)

and, additionally, the following relations hold

∂a∂bj
ab
(e,m) = ∂a∂bGab

(e,m) = 0 (3.44)

identically. In Appendix A we show that this current can disappear if a LG-like term is considered

in the action S (3.7) with properly tuned parameters. However that would require the fractonic

solutions (3.20) and (3.21) to be imposed, and not recovered.

3.2 Matter coupling

We can now consider the theory coupled to matter sources

SJ = −
∫

d4x (AµνJ
µν + VµνK

µν) , (3.45)

where

Jµν = Jνµ ; Kµν = Kνµ (3.46)

are rank-2 symmetric tensors coupled to the gauge fields. The total action is thus

Stot = S + SJ =

∫

d4x
(

a
6F

µνρFµνρ − 3θ2

2a G
µνρGµνρ +

2
3θǫ

µνρσF λ
µνGλρσ −AµνJ

µν − VµνK
µν
)

,

(3.47)

whose EoM are modified as

δStot

δAαβ

= a∂µF
αβµ − Jαβ (3.48)

δStot

δVαβ

= −9θ2

a
∂µG

αβµ −Kαβ . (3.49)

Considering the on-shell particular solutions (3.20) and (3.21) which embeds standard fractons, the

components of (3.48) and (3.49) gives

• α = β = 0α = β = 0α = β = 0

J00 = K00 = 0 . (3.50)

• α = a , β = 0α = a , β = 0α = a , β = 0

1

2
∂mEam − θ

2
ǫ0abc∂mGm

bc = Ja0 (3.51)

1

2
∂mBam − θ

2
ǫ0abc∂mFm

bc = Ka0 , (3.52)
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which, taking the divergence ∂a of both equations, lead to

∂a∂bE
ab = ρ(e) (3.53)

∂a∂bB
ab = ρ(m) , (3.54)

where we have defined the fractonic electric and magnetic -like charges as

ρ(e) ≡ 2∂aJ
a0 ; ρ(m) ≡ 2∂aK

a0 . (3.55)

• α = a , β = bα = a , β = bα = a , β = b finally give

−∂0E
ab + 1

2
a
3θ

(

ǫ0amn∂mBb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mBa

n

)

= Jab + jab(e) (3.56)

−∂0B
ab − 1

2
3θ
a

(

ǫ0amn∂mEb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mEa

n

)

= Kab + jab(m) . (3.57)

If we take a double divergence ∂a∂b of these last two equations, use the electric and magnetic

Gauss constraints (3.53) and (3.54), and remember that the intrinsic current j(e,m) ave zero

double divergence (3.44), we get

∂0ρ(e) + ∂a∂bJ
ab = 0 (3.58)

∂0ρ(m) + ∂a∂bK
ab = 0 . (3.59)

These are fractonic continuity equations for both electric and magnetic-like charges ρ(e,m),

which implements dipole-like conservations [21, 37, 52, 78, 79]. Notice that the currents

jab(e)(x) (3.40) and jab(m)(x) (3.41) does not contribute to a fractonic continuity equation, as a

consequence of (3.44).

If we consider a duality transformation analogous to the standard electromagnetic case (2.35)

Aµν → −Vµν ; Vµν → Aµν , (3.60)

we have

Eab → Bab ; Bab → −Eab ; j(e) → j(m) ; j(m) → −j(e) , (3.61)

and the EoM are preserved provided that

a = −3θ = −b , (3.62)

for which

Eab = 3θF ab0 + θ
(

ǫ0amnGb
mn + ǫ0bmnGa

mn

)

(3.63)

Bab = −3θGab0 + θ
(

ǫ0amnF b
mn + ǫ0bmnF a

mn

)

. (3.64)

The duality is also extended to the action, which remains invariant, by requiring θ → −θ, which

implies θ = π, similarly to the EM case of Section 2. Analogously, when matter is introduced we

must also have

Jµν → −Kµν ; Kµν → Jµν . (3.65)
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The action thus is

Stot = S + SJ =

∫

d4x
[

3π
(

−1
6F

µνρFµνρ +
1
6G

µνρGµνρ +
2
9ǫ

µνρσF λ
µνGλρσ

)

−AµνJ
µν − VµνK

µν
]

,

(3.66)

and the corresponding EoM are the following

∂a∂bE
ab = ρ(e) (3.67)

∂a∂bB
ab = ρ(m) (3.68)

−∂0E
ab − 1

2

(

ǫ0amn∂mBb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mBa

n

)

= Jab + jab(e) (3.69)

−∂0B
ab + 1

2

(

ǫ0amn∂mEb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mEa

n

)

= Kab + jab(m) . (3.70)

3.3 Fractonic axion-like terms : no Witten effect

As discussed in the generalized Maxwell theory of Section 2.3, we now introduce two axion-like

fractonic theta terms [37, 39, 40] to the action S (3.7) where the constants have already been set

to the duality constraint (3.62). The total action is the following

S
(f)
inv = S + Sθ1 + Sθ2 (3.71)

=

∫

d4x
[

3θ
(

−1
6F

µνρFµνρ +
1
6G

µνρGµνρ +
2
9ǫ

µνρσF λ
µνGλρσ

)

+

+ θ1
9 ǫ

µνρσF λ
µνFλρσ + θ2

9 ǫ
µνρσGλ

µνGλρσ

]

,

with

Sθ1 ≡
1

9

∫

d4x θ̃1ǫ
µνρσF λ

µνFλρσ =

∫

d4x θ̃1ǫ
µνρσ∂µA

λ
ν∂ρAλσ (3.72)

Sθ2 ≡
1

9

∫

d4x θ̃2ǫ
µνρσGλ

µνGλρσ =

∫

d4x θ̃2ǫ
µνρσ∂µV

λ
ν ∂ρVλσ , (3.73)

and

θ = π ; θ1,2 = θ1,2(x) . (3.74)

The EoM are modified as follows

δS
(f)
inv

δAαβ

= −3θ∂µF
αβµ +

1

3
∂µθ1

(

ǫαµνρF β
νρ + ǫβµνρFα

νρ

)

(3.75)

= −3θ∂µF
αβµ + ∂µθ1

(

ǫαµνρ∂νA
β
ρ + ǫβµνρ∂νA

α
ρ

)

(3.76)

δS
(f)
inv

δVαβ

= 3θ∂µG
αβµ +

1

3
∂µθ1

(

ǫαµνρGβ
νρ + ǫβµνρGα

νρ

)

(3.77)

= 3θ∂µG
αβµ + ∂µθ1

(

ǫαµνρ∂νV
β
ρ + ǫβµνρ∂νV

α
ρ

)

. (3.78)

Concerning the components of these EoM we have that
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• α = β = 0α = β = 0α = β = 0

δS
(f)
inv

δA00
= −3θ∂mF 00m +

2

3
∂mθ1ǫ

0mnpF 0
np (3.79)

= −6θ∂m
(

∂0Am0 − ∂mA00
)

+ 2∂mθ1ǫ
0mnp∂nA

0
p (3.80)

δS
(f)
inv

δV00
= 3θ∂mG00m +

2

3
∂mθ1ǫ

0mnpG0
np (3.81)

= 6∂m
(

∂0V m0 − ∂mV 00
)

+ 2∂mθ1ǫ
0mnp∂nV

0
p , (3.82)

for which we notice that the on-shell fractonic solutions (3.20) and (3.21) are still valid and

enforced by the theta-terms. Thus the additional properties of the field strengths (3.22)-(3.25)

hold, and, assuming that the conjugate momenta are not changed by the introduction of the

axion-like terms Sθ1 (3.72) and Sθ2 (3.73), we have that the electric and magnetic -like fields

are still (3.63) and (3.64).

• α = a, β = 0α = a, β = 0α = a, β = 0

δS
(f)
inv

δAa0
= −3θ∂mF a0m + ∂µθ1✘✘✘✘✘

ǫaµνρ∂νA
0
ρ + ∂mθ1ǫ

0mnp∂nA
a
p (3.83)

=
1

2
∂mEam − θ

2
ǫ0abc∂mGm

bc +
1

3
∂mθ1ǫ

0mnpF a
np (3.84)

δS
(f)
inv

δVa0
= 3θ∂mGa0m + ∂µθ2✘✘✘✘✘✘

ǫaµνρ∂νV
0
ρ + ∂mθ2ǫ

0mnp∂nV
a
p (3.85)

=
1

2
∂mBam − θ

2
ǫ0abc∂mFm

bc +
1

3
∂mθ2ǫ

0mnpGa
np , (3.86)

where we used the solutions (3.20) and (3.21), and the definitions of the electric and magnetic

fields (3.63) and (3.64). Taking the divergence of the above EoM and going on-shell, we

respectively get

∂m∂nE
mn = −2

3
∂a

(

ǫ0mnp∂mθ1 F
a
np

)

(3.87)

= − 1

3θ

[

∂m∂nθ1
(

Bmn + 3θGmn0
)

+ 2∂mθ1∂n
(

Bmn + 3θGmn0
)]

∂m∂nB
mn = −2

3
∂a

(

ǫ0mnp∂mθ2G
a
np

)

(3.88)

= − 1

3θ

[

∂m∂nθ2
(

Emn − 3θFmn0
)

+ 2∂mθ2∂n
(

Emn − 3θFmn0
)]

,

where we used again the definitions of electric and magnetic tensor fields (3.63) and (3.64),

and the Bianchi identity (3.6). We can see already that the structure is of the same kind as

the one of the self-dual generalized Maxwell case of Section 2.3.
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• α = a, β = bα = a, β = bα = a, β = b

δS
(f)
inv

δAab

= −3θ∂µF
abµ +

1

3
∂µθ1

(

ǫaµνρF b
νρ + ǫbµνρF a

νρ

)

(3.89)

= −∂0E
ab − 1

2

(

ǫ0amn∂mBb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mBa

n

)

− jab(e)+

− 1

3
∂0θ1

(

ǫ0amnF b
mn + ǫ0bmnF a

mn

)

− 1

2
∂mθ1

(

ǫ0amnF b
n0 + ǫ0bmnF a

n0

)

δS
(f)
inv

δVab

= 3θ∂µG
abµ +

1

3
∂µθ2

(

ǫaµνρGb
νρ + ǫbµνρGa

νρ

)

(3.90)

= −∂0B
ab + 1

2

(

ǫ0amn∂mBb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mBa

n

)

− jab(m)+

− 1

3
∂0θ2

(

ǫ0amnGb
mn + ǫ0bmnGa

mn

)

− 1

2
∂mθ2

(

ǫ0amnGb
n0 + ǫ0bmnGa

n0

)

,

where the second line of both EoM matches exactly the Maxwell-like equations (3.36) and

(3.37) respectively, while the third lines are the contributions from the axion-like theta terms.

Through the definitions of the electric and magnetic -like fields, the on-shell above equations

can also be rewritten, respectively, as

0 = −∂0E
ab − 1

2

(

ǫ0amn∂mBb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mBa

n

)

− jab(e)+ (3.91)

− 1

3θ
∂0θ1

(

Bab + 3θGab0
)

− 1

2
ǫ0kmn∂

mθ1

(

ηakF bn0 + ηbkF an0
)

= −∂0E
ab − 1

2

(

ǫ0amn∂mBb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mBa

n

)

− jab(e)+

− 1

3θ
∂0θ1

(

Bab + 3θGab0
)

+
1

6
∂mθ1

[

1
θ

(

ǫ0amnEb
n + ǫ0bmnEa

n − 6θGabm
)

− jabm(m)

]

0 = −∂0B
ab + 1

2

(

ǫ0amn∂mBb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mBa

n

)

− jab(m)+ (3.92)

− 1

3θ
∂0θ2

(

Eab − 3θF ab0
)

− 1

2
ǫ0kmn∂

mθ2

(

ηakGbn0 + ηbkGan0
)

= −∂0B
ab + 1

2

(

ǫ0amn∂mBb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mBa

n

)

− jab(m)+

− 1

3θ
∂0θ2

(

Eab − 3θF ab0
)

− 1

6
∂mθ2

[

1
θ

(

ǫ0amnBb
n + ǫ0bmnBa

n − 6θF abm
)

+ jabm(e)

]

,

where we defined

jabc(m) = jbac(m) ≡ 3
[

ηabG nc
n − 1

2

(

ηbcG na
n + ηacG nb

n

)]

; ∂cj
abc
(m) =

2
θ
jab(m) (3.93)

jabc(e) = jbac(e) ≡ −3
[

ηabF nc
n − 1

2

(

ηbcF na
n + ηacF nb

n

)]

; ∂cj
abc
(e) = 2

θ
jab(e) . (3.94)

Similarly to the generalized self-dual Maxwell case, we now consider, for simplicity, time-dependent

axion fields, i.e. θ1,2 = θ1,2(t), for which the above fractonic equations (3.87), (3.88), (3.91) and
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(3.92) become

∂m∂nE
mn = 0 (3.95)

∂m∂nB
mn = 0 (3.96)

−∂0E
ab − 1

2

(

ǫ0amn∂mBb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mBa

n

)

=
1

3θ
∂0θ1

(

Bab + 3θGab0
)

+ jab(e) (3.97)

−∂0B
ab + 1

2

(

ǫ0amn∂mBb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mBa

n

)

=
1

3θ
∂0θ2

(

Eab − 3θF ab0
)

+ jab(m) . (3.98)

By taking a double derivative of the Ampère and Faraday -like equations, we can see that also in

this fractonic model there is no Witten effect.

4 Conclusions and outlook

In this work, we have presented a novel tensorial generalization of EM-like duality for covariant

fractons within a doubled-potential framework. The model incorporates two independent symmet-

ric tensor gauge fields either related to the electric or to the magnetic sector. The introduction of a

fractonic mutual-theta term Sθ (2.4) in the invariant action allows for the duality to extend also to

the conjugate momenta, in the same way as for the standard dual Maxwell case studied in Section

2. Thus for both electromagnetism and fractons, a properly tuned action, identified either by Stot

(2.40) or S
(f)
tot (3.66), provides Maxwell (-like) equations, self-dual conjugate momenta, and positive-

definite energy. Therefore we can claim that since the action S
(f)
tot (3.66) with and without matter

currents is invariant under the exchange of the electric-like and magnetic-like sectors, the theory

exhibits a genuine fractonic self-duality. In particular the main feature of the model described by

the action S
(f)
tot (3.66) is that it provides a self-consistent and covariant description of electric-like

and magnetic-like charges, introducing the concept of covariant magnetic fractons, i.e. magnetic

quasiparticles with restricted mobility. This is a novelty in the context of fractons, since typically

magnetic fractonic charges were introduced by hand in the EoM as vectorial quantities [21, 52], while

here they naturally arise as sources for the “magnetic” gauge field Vµν(x). Moreover, differently

from the EM-like duality already studied in foliated fracton phases [81–84] and in fracton mag-

netohydrodynamics [85], our quantum field theoretical approach completely preserves the Lorentz

invariance of the original single-potential covariant fractons [36–38]. The main difference from the

so called “scalar charge theory of fractons” [21, 52] and its covariantization [37] is that here, as a

consequence of the duality, the magnetic tensor field Bij(x) (3.64) turns out to be symmetric, thus

this model also represents a variation of the scalar charge theory of fractons displaying magnetic

scalar charges: a self-dual scalar charge theory of fractons. Another key result of our work is the

absence of a Witten-like effect [76, 77], in contrast to the non-dual case [78]. As a consequence,

fractonic dyons [86, 87] do not naturally arise within the covariant doubled-potential framework.

Our results open new avenues for exploring the interplay between fracton physics, dualities, and

relativistic field theories. The doubled-potential framework enriches our understanding of gauge

19



theories with higher-rank tensorial fields and provides a stepping stone toward a deeper under-

standing of fractonic excitations in covariant settings. Looking ahead, several promising directions

emerge. Firstly, extending this framework to interacting systems could uncover new aspects of

fractonic dynamics and their implications for quantum many-body systems with constrained mo-

bility. Secondly, the connection between our covariant fracton model and extensions of linearized

gravity hints at potential applications in exploring novel gravitational phenomena. In particular,

the implications of fractonic self-duality for bi-metric gravitational theories [88, 89] warrant further

study. Moreover, the study of possible topological phases and defect structures in systems governed

by this doubled-potential framework could lead to new insights into the interplay between topology

and restricted mobility in quantum matter. In particular, the mutual theta term in our theory

naturally gives rise to a fractonic BF-like term on the boundary, which can encode some topological

features of the boundary states. Finally, the possible relationship between our covariant fracton

framework in four dimensions and other known dualities in lower-dimensional field theories poses

intriguing questions about a unified perspective on dualities across dimensions and contexts. In fact,

in condensed matter, the EM duality is linked to the particle-vortex duality of three-dimensional

topological insulators [4]. Thus, the fractonic self-duality derived in our work could shed some light

on the possible existence of a fractonic particle-vortex duality in topological matter. By bridging

the gap between fracton physics, gauge theories, and gravitational extensions, this work lays the

foundation for theoretical developments and potential applications in both high-energy physics and

condensed matter systems.
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A Linearized bi-metric theory and fractons

Linearized gravity is a well-established approximation of Einstein’s general relativity, where the

spacetime metric is treated as a small perturbation around a fixed background, typically flat

Minkowski space. This framework is invaluable for studying weak-field gravitational phenomena,

such as gravitational waves, and serves as a cornerstone for exploring connections between gravity

and quantum field theory. Here, we propose a generalization of linearized gravity by introducing

two independent spin-2 fields, effectively doubling the degrees of freedom of gravity. This approach

mirrors the doubled-potential framework for gauge fields discussed previously and allows for a sym-

metric treatment of ”electric-like” and ”magnetic-like” sectors of the gravitational field. The two

independent tensor fields can be interpreted as representing distinct sectors that may encode ad-

ditional symmetries, constraints, or novel gravitational interactions. However, for simplicity, we

will consider here the two gravitational sectors only coupled via the mutual theta-like term already

previously introduced for the covariant magnetic fractons. The corresponding action that takes into
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account both the double-potential theory of covariant fractons together with a linearized bi-metric

theory is given by

S2 =

∫

d4x
(

a
6F

µνρFµνρ +
b
6G

µνρGµνρ +
a1
4 F

µ
µνF

ρν
ρ + b1

4 G
µ
µνG

ρν
ρ + 2

3θǫ
µνρσF λ

µνGλρσ

)

, (A.1)

which reduces to LG when a = −a1 and b = −b1 and thus to a theory that is invariant under

standard infinitesimal diffeomorphisms, and to the traceless case, for which the theory only depends

on traceless parts Āµν(x) , V̄µν(x) of Aµν(x) and Vµν(x) when a = −3a1 and b = −3b1, in which

case the theory is invariant under the traceless covariant fracton symmetry [34, 36–38, 40, 90]

δ̄Āµν = ∂µ∂νλ− 1

3
ηµν∂

2λ ; δ̄′V̄µν = ∂µ∂νλ
′ − 1

3
ηµν∂

2λ′ . (A.2)

Equations of motion

δS2

δAαβ

= a∂µF
αβµ + a1

2

(

2ηαβ∂λF
µλ

µ − ∂αF µβ
µ − ∂βF µα

µ

)

(A.3)

δS2

δVαβ

= b∂µG
αβµ + b1

2

(

2ηαβ∂λG
µλ
µ − ∂αG µβ

µ − ∂βG µα
µ

)

. (A.4)

Conjugate momenta

δS2

δ∂0Aαβ

= Παβ

(a) (A.5)

= −aFαβ0 − a1
2

(

2ηαβF m0
m − ηα0F

λβ
λ − ηβ0F λα

λ

)

+ θ
(

ǫ0αmnGβ
mn + ǫ0βmnGα

mn

)

δS2

δ∂0Vαβ

= Παβ

(v) (A.6)

= −bGαβ0 − b1
2

(

2ηαβG m0
m − ηα0G

λβ
λ − ηβ0G λα

λ

)

+ θ
(

ǫ0αmnF β
mn + ǫ0βmnFα

mn

)

,

thus

Π00
(a) = Π00

(v) = 0 (A.7)

Πa0
(a) =

1
2(a+ a1)F

00a − a1
2 F

ma
m − θǫ0amnG0mn (A.8)

Πa0
(v) =

1
2(b+ b1)G

00a − b1
2 G

ma
m − θǫ0amnF0mn (A.9)

Πab
(a) = −aF ab0 − a1η

abF m0
m + θ

(

ǫ0amnGb
mn + ǫ0bmnGa

mn

)

(A.10)

Πab
(v) = −bGab0 − b1η

abG m0
m + θ

(

ǫ0amnF b
mn + ǫ0bmnF a

mn

)

. (A.11)

Components of the EoM:

• α = β = 0 :α = β = 0 :α = β = 0 :

∂m
[

(a+ a1)F
00m − a1F

nm
n

]

= 2∂mΠm0
(a) (A.12)

∂m
[

(b+ b1)G
00m − b1G

nm
n

]

= 2∂mΠm0
(v) . (A.13)

On shell these imply

2∂mΠm0
(a) = 0 (A.14)

2∂mΠm0
(v) = 0 . (A.15)
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• α = a , β = 0 :α = a , β = 0 :α = a , β = 0 : on-shell gives

0 = a∂µF
a0µ − a1

2

(

∂aF m0
m + ∂0F µa

µ

)

(A.16)

= −1
2(a+ a1)∂0F

00a + a1
2 ∂0F

ma
m + a∂mF 0am − a1

2 ∂
aF m0

m

= −∂0Π
a0
(a) − θǫ0amn∂0G0mn + a∂mF 0am − a1

2 ∂
aF m0

m

= −∂0Π
a0
(a) − 3

2θǫ
0amn∂mG00n + a∂mF 0am − a1

2 ∂
aF m0

m

0 = b∂µG
a0µ − b1

2

(

∂aG m0
m + ∂0G µa

µ

)

(A.17)

= −1
2(b+ b1)∂0G

00a + b1
2 ∂0G

ma
m + b∂mG0am − b1

2 ∂
aG m0

m

= −∂0Π
a0
(v) − θǫ0amn∂0F0mn + b∂mG0am − b1

2 ∂
aG m0

m

= −∂0Π
a0
(v) − 3

2θǫ
0amn∂mF00n + b∂mG0am − b1

2 ∂
aG m0

m .

where we used the implication of the Bianchi identity

θǫ0amn∂0G0mn = 3
2θǫ

0amn∂mG00n (A.18)

and same for F . Taking the divergence ∂a of these EoM we get

0 = −∂0
✟
✟
✟✟∂aΠ
a0
(a) − 3

2θ
❳❳❳❳❳❳ǫ0amn∂a∂mG00n + a∂a∂bF

0ab − a1
2 ∂

2F m0
m

= −a
2∂a∂bF

ab0 − a1
2 ∂

2F m0
m

= 1
2∂a∂bΠ

ab
(a) (A.19)

0 = −∂0
✟
✟
✟✟∂aΠ
a0
(v) − 3

2θ
❳❳❳❳❳❳ǫ0amn∂a∂mF00n + b∂a∂vG

0ab − b1
2 ∂

2G m0
m

= − b
2∂a∂bG

ab0 − b1
2 ∂

2G m0
m

= 1
2∂a∂bΠ

ab
(v) , (A.20)

where we used the on-shell EoM (A.14) and (A.15) and the cyclicity of the field strengths.

• α = a , β = b :α = a , β = b :α = a , β = b : from the on-shell EoM (A.3) we have

0 =a∂µF
abµ + a1

2

(

2ηab∂λF
µλ

µ − ∂aF µb
µ − ∂bF µa

µ

)

=∂0

(

aF ab0 + a1η
abF m0

m

)

+ a∂mF abm + a1
2

(

2ηab∂nF
µn

µ − ∂aF µb
µ − ∂bF µa

µ

)

=− ∂0Π
ab
(a) + θ

(

ǫ0amn∂0G
b
mn + ǫ0bmn∂0G

a
mn

)

+ a∂mF abm

+ a1
2

(

2ηab∂nF
µn

µ − ∂aF µb
µ − ∂bF µa

µ

)

=− ∂0Π
ab
(a) + θ

[

ǫ0amn∂m

(

Gb
0n −Gb

n0

)

+ ǫ0bmn∂m (Ga
0n −Ga

n0)
]

+ a∂mF abm

+ a1
2

[(

2ηab∂nF
mn

m − ∂aF mb
m − ∂bF ma

m

)

−
(

2ηab∂nF
00n − ∂aF 00b − ∂bF 00a

)]

=− ∂0Π
ab
(a) − θ

b

(

ǫ0amn∂mΠb
(v)n + ǫ0bmn∂mΠa

(v)n

)

+
(

6θ2

b
+ a

)

∂mF abm

+ 1
2

(

3θ2

b
+ a1

)(

2ηab∂nF
mn

m − ∂aF mb
m − ∂bF ma

m

)

−

− a1
2

(

2ηab∂nF
00n − ∂aF 00b − ∂bF 00a

)

+ θ
(

ǫ0amn∂mGb
0n + ǫ0bmn∂mGa

0n

)

(A.21)
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where we have used

ǫ0amn∂0G
b
mn = ǫ0amn∂m (Ga

0n −Ga
n0) (A.22)

from the Bianchi identity, and

ǫ0amnΠb
(v)n + ǫ0bmnΠa

(v)n =b
(

ǫ0amn∂mGa
n0 + ǫ0bmn∂mGa

n0

)

+ 6θ∂mF abm+

+ 3
2θ

(

2ηab∂mF nm
n − ∂aF nb

n − ∂bF na
n

) (A.23)

due to cyclicity (3.5) and properties of Levi-Civita products (1.5) and (1.6). In the same way,

we also have, from (A.4)

0 =− ∂0Π
ab
(v) − θ

a

(

ǫ0amn∂mΠb
(a)n + ǫ0bmn∂mΠa

(a)n

)

+
(

6θ2

a
+ b

)

∂mF abm

+ 1
2

(

3θ2

a
+ b1

)(

2ηab∂nF
mn

m − ∂aF mb
m − ∂bF ma

m

)

−

− b1
2

(

2ηab∂nF
00n − ∂aF 00b − ∂bF 00a

)

+ θ
(

ǫ0amn∂mGb
0n + ǫ0bmn∂mGa

0n

)

(A.24)

In order to establish a link with fractonic Maxwell-like features, it is necessary to require (3.20) and

(3.21), i.e.

A0µ = Aµ0 ≡ ∂µA0 ; V0µ = Vµ0 ≡ ∂µV0 (A.25)

such that

F i00 = F 0i0 = F 00i = 0

Gi00 = G0i0 = G00i = 0

F ij0 = −2F 0ij = −2F i0j

Gij0 = −2G0ij = −2Gi0j ,

(A.26)

(A.27)

(A.28)

(A.29)

which however are not solutions to the EoM anymore, and should thus be imposed fo instance

through the introduction of a Lagrange multiplier. Under these conditions all the above momenta

and on-shell EoM becomes

Π00
(a) = Π00

(v) = 0 (A.30)

Πa0
(a) = −a1

2 F
ma

m (A.31)

Πa0
(v) = − b1

2 G
ma
m (A.32)

Πab
(a) = −aF ab0 − a1η

abF m0
m + θ

(

ǫ0amnGb
mn + ǫ0bmnGa

mn

)

(A.33)

Πab
(v) = −bGab0 − b1η

abG m0
m + θ

(

ǫ0amnF b
mn + ǫ0bmnF a

mn

)

. (A.34)

• α = β = 0 :α = β = 0 :α = β = 0 :

−a1∂mF nm
n = 2∂mΠm0

(a) = 0 (A.35)

−b1∂mG nm
n = 2∂mΠm0

(v) = 0 . (A.36)
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• α = a , β = 0 :α = a , β = 0 :α = a , β = 0 :

0 = −∂0Π
a0
(a) + a∂mF 0am − a1

2 ∂
aF m0

m

0 = −∂0Π
a0
(v) + b∂mG0am − b1

2 ∂
aG m0

m ,

for which, taking the divergence ∂a, gives, again

1
2∂a∂bΠ

ab
(a) = 0 (A.37)

1
2∂a∂bΠ

ab
(v) = 0 . (A.38)

• α = a , β = b :α = a , β = b :α = a , β = b :

0 =− ∂0Π
ab
(a) − 3θ

2b

(

ǫ0amn∂mΠb
(v)n + ǫ0bmn∂mΠa

(v)n

)

+
(

9θ2

b
+ a

)

∂mF abm

+ 1
2

(

9θ2

2b + a1

)(

2ηab∂nF
mn

m − ∂aF mb
m − ∂bF ma

m

)

0 =− ∂0Π
ab
(v) − 3θ

2a

(

ǫ0amn∂mΠb
(a)n + ǫ0bmn∂mΠa

(a)n

)

+
(

9θ2

a
+ b

)

∂mGabm

+ 1
2

(

9θ2

2a + b1

)(

2ηab∂nG
mn
m − ∂aG mb

m − ∂bG ma
m

)

,

(A.39)

where the difference in some numerical factors are due to the fact that now there is an

additional contribution of (A.23) due to G0mn = −1
2Gmn0. If we thus tune

b = −9θ2

a
= 2b1 ; a1 =

1

2
a (A.40)

we get

−∂0Π
ab
(a) +

1
2

a
3θ

(

ǫ0amn∂mΠb
(v)n + ǫ0bmn∂mΠa

(v)n

)

= 0

−∂0Π
ab
(v) − 1

2
3θ
a

(

ǫ0amn∂mΠb
(a)n + ǫ0bmn∂mΠa

(a)n

)

= 0 ,
(A.41)

and we can finally set

a = −3θ ⇒ b = 3θ = 2b1 ; a1 = −3

2
θ (A.42)

and define

Eab ≡ Πab
(a) ; Bab ≡ Πab

(v) (A.43)

in order to have fractonic equations

−∂0E
ab −

(

ǫ0amn∂mBb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mBa

n

)

= 0

−∂0B
ab +

(

ǫ0amn∂mEb
n + ǫ0bmn∂mEa

n

)

= 0 ,
(A.44)

With the choice (A.42) of the parameters, the action is the following

S2 = 3θ

∫

d4x
(

−1
6F

µνρFµνρ +
1
6G

µνρGµνρ − 1
8F

µ
µνF

ρν
ρ + 1

8G
µ
µνG

ρν
ρ + 2

9ǫ
µνρσF λ

µνGλρσ

)

.

(A.45)
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