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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]
0A, = 0,0\ . (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 E%(zx) being the conjugate momentum of the

gauge field A;;(x), whose Gauss constraint is given by
82'8]'Eij =pP, (1.2)

where p(z) is fractonic matter. This relation implies the conservation of the dipole moment zp(z)

as
/ dVa'p = / AV ' 0,0, B* = — / dVO;EY =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

E*— B* ; B*— —E%, (1.4)



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 7, = diag(—1,1,1,1);
indices : p,v,p,...={0,1,2,3} and 4,7, k,... = {1,2,3};

Levi-Civita symbol €gia3 = 1 = —€"123, for which
"M eqpiq = 04 (0705 — 07 0) + 07 (50 — 0p34) — 53 (8,67 — 667 (1.5)
"% Peqgig = —(0F 60 — 5Tr) (1.6)



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 -A,(z)- and the
other one to the magnetic sector -V, (z)-. With the aim of analysing the EM self-duality in the

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

Sem = %Smax[A] + %Sma:c [V] + gSG[Aa V] ) (21)
where @, b and 6 are real parameters and
Spmaz|A] = / d*z F" F, (2.2)
SpmacV] = / d'r G*"' G, (2.3)
Se[A, V] = / d*z P F,, Gy (2.4)
with
FUV = aMAV — (%Au 5 Guy = auvu - aljvp, ) (25)

the field strengths associated to two gauge fields A, (z) and V},(z) which transform as follows
SA, =0\ 5 SV, =0\, (2.6)

where A(z) and X (z) are local gauge parameters. Notice that the Sy 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 6 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

0Sem -
E = (L@HFQ“ (27)
45 ~
= - 2.
A b0, G (2.8)
However, it does modify the conjugate momenta as follows
a 5567” _ ~ 1700 n . Oamn
™ = 5o, —aF" + ¢ Gmn (2.9)
a 5567” 7 a0 0, Oamn
H(V) = (580‘/& = —bG + 06 an . (210)
Keeping in mind the following relations
FO = 10 4 Lbamng, (2.11)
GO = e, + S, (2.12)
_ 1 a a0
Frn = — 5 €0amn (H(v) e ) (2.13)
— a ~ 1700
Gmn = _29€0amn (H(A) + aF ) 5 (214)



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 A,(x) we have

0Sem

= m0 __ m
540 —a0nET = Oy, 219
0Sem _ —ad, Fre — —goII%. | + (20~ + d—5> 212 9oy Ve + L 00e9, TT (2.16)
§Aa pt = 00 () 26 0%b¥e ™ 29 e .

and analogously, from the EoM (2.8) of V,(x) we have
0Sem

T —b0, G™ = O, 1171, (2.17)
5Sem 7 a a 0 ab abc b Oabe
S = b = —aulIy + (20 + 2 *tayd, A+ Loy (2.18)

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

momenta, that is when

ab = —462 . (2.19)
Thus defining

EC=TI¢,, (2.20)

B =TI}, , (2.21)

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

OmE™ =0 (2.22)
QE* — LB, =0 (2.23)
OmB™ =0 (2.24)
BoB® + L, =0 . (2.25)
By finally setting

i=-20=—b, (2.26)

we recover the standard Maxwell equations
V-E=0 (2.27)
V-B=0 (2.28)
VxE—-8B=0 (2.29)
VxB+8E=0 (2.30)

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

given by

Sem

N

(_Sma:c [A] + Smax [V] + 59 [A7 V])
(2.31)

NI

/d4x (_FMVFMV + GMVGMV + GHVPO—FMVGPO_) )
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whose conjugate momenta are the electric and magnetic fields

0y =E" =20 (F°+ LG, (2.32)
((lv) — B% — 25 (_Gao + %EOanan) . (233)

Concerning the action, we can also see that it is still true that
1
Sem = 7 / d*z (E,E® — B,B%) (2.34)

— 4 / d' [ (F 4 3™ G (—Fao = 3eoaneG™) —

— (=G 4 3 By (Gao — SeoancF™ )|

N[

/ @' [ =2F" Fyo = 260000 F "G 4 Goun G + 26" G — 2600 G F" — Fyp F™ |
= / x(—F"F,, +G"G + " F,,G,) .
A self-duality is therefore established for
Ay ==V, + V,—=A,, (2.35)

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

of an overall sign
Sem = St = & (= SmawlV] + Smaz[A] = So[A, V]) = —Sem , (2.36)

which is not surprising, given that this is in agreement with how the action Se,, (2.34) in terms of
the electromagnetic fields E*(x) and B*(z) transforms under this exchange of electric and magnetic

fields (1.4). We remind here that in general 6 can be seen as a real and compact field, namely
6 —0+2m. (2.37)

Thus, to invert the sign flip of S’ ., we require the following transformation

em?

6 — —6, (2.38)

which implies that
f=m. (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 +57+ Sk = /d4:17 [% (=F" Fu + GGy + 7 F,Gpo) — Auju - V“f(“] , (2.40)



where

Sy=— / diz A, JH (2.41)
Sy = — / d*z VK" (2.42)
the EoM are modified as follows
5Stot F
= 2O F — J* 2.4
5. w0, J (2.43)
5Stot o e
A 21 0,G* — K, (2.44)
As a consequence the Maxwell equations (2.22)-(2.25) become
0 E" =p, (2.45)
QE® + 29, B, = —J° (2.46)
9.B"* = p,,, (2.47)
doB® — 9 E, = —K* | (2.48)
with
P =J 5 P, =K. (2.49)

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

J - —K* ; K% — J. (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
2 0Sem
V=g 6g°"
6 & A
~ /g 0g°P /d 2/ =99"" 9" (—Fyu Fpo + G Gpo) (2.51)

~ 1
- v v I I
=0 [5905 (=Fuw ™ + G G*) +2 <FauFB - GauGg >] )

Tog =

which represents two copies of a Maxwell energy-momentum tensor and, as the standard one, it is
conserved on-shell, i.e.
T =0. (2.52)

Its 00-component, i.e. the energy density, is not evidently positive definite. Indeed
0
Too =5 (=2Fm0 F™ + Frpp F™ + 2G o G™ — Gy G™)

1 1

1 1
=— (EpE™ + B,y B™) — —"""E,.Gpyp + BrnG™ .
46 2 i



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

overcoming it. However one can notice that
Too = 4% (EmE™ + By B™) + V, (00B* — ™0, Ey,)) — Vo0 B™ + 0T (2.54)
where “OT” are total derivative terms, in particular
OT = O (" ™"V, E,, + VoB™) — 9y(V;,, B™) . (2.55)
Therefore on-shell, i.e. using the EoM (2.24) and (2.25), up to boundary terms, we have

1
Too = —= (BnE™ + B B™) | (2.56)

which is positive-definite when 8 > 0. Thus, our case with § = 7 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 Sy (2.4)
to have a spacetime dependence on 6 = 6(x). However, this implies a modification of the original

conjugate momenta of the theory

0Sem _ pa _ _ ~1a0 N Oamn

5y A. E* = —aF*" +0(z)e Gmn (2.57)
Oem _ pa _ a0 | f(z)e" o E, (2.58)
600Va B e ’

We instead decide to keep the canonical momenta given by (2.9) and (2.10), i.e. those with a
constant 6, and add to the action Se,, (2.1) axion-like contributions S;, and S5, that do not mix

the two gauge sectors. The new action is defined by

Stot = Sem + S5, + 55, (2.59)

with
Sg, = i / d*z 0167, Fpy (2.60)
Sg, = i / d*z 03¢ G Glo (2.61)

and
6 =const. ; 0 =01(x) ; 60y=0;x). (2.62)



The corresponding EoM are given by

(jf:ot _ d@uFW + Eauupaﬂél pr (2.63)
S5k _ 5 o comny iy o

The components of the EoM translates as follows

e from (2.63) we have

0Stot 1, = =m0

_ m 429, m m 9.
i =On B+ =0l (B +bG ) (2.65)
9 Siot _ a a _Oabc 1z a | 7,a0 2 Oamn 0 O be
S~ " + BB, — <1 (B" +5G™) - 20, (B + BeouneG™) . (2:66)

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

e From (2.64) we have

6St0t 1 ~ - 0

=0Om m =0Um m Fm 2'
5V OmB +98 b2 (E™ + aF™) (2.67)
08 tot a b _Oabe 1z a ~ a0 2 Oamn N n be
S =~ 0B I — o (B +GF) — =" 0,0, (Bn—i-@EancF ) . (2.68)

Therefore setting

a=-20=—b, (2.69)
we get the following on-shell equations
1 - _
O™ = == O (Bm + 290’”0) (2.70)
1 - ~ ~ ~
BoE® + %99, B, = = [—91 (B“ v 29G“0> + demng, Gy (En + eeOanGbCH (2.71)
0
m o__ _1 n m om0
OnB" =~ 0mbs (E 20 F ) (2.72)
1r2 ~ ~ ~
— OB + e, B, = 3 [92 (E“ - 26F“0> + emng, g, (Bn + ee(mchbC)] . (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
X¢=p . xg=¢%p, . X¢=G"0 ; X§=%q, . (2.74)

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

momenta, i.e. the electric and magnetic fields

E*=0(2X{+X{) ; B*=0(-2X$+X9), (2.75)



and the remaining two, X{(x) and X§(z), 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

OmE™ = — 8,0, (%Bm + 2X§”) (2.76)

BoE" + 29, B, = —f, (%B“ + 2X§) +2e0amn g G X, (2.77)
O B™ = — 8,05 (%Em - 2X1”) (2.78)

— 9B + O E, = By (%E“ - 2Xf) —9damny G X (2.79)

We can however see that the presence of these additional contributions X;(z) and X3(x) prevent
the existence of a Witten-like effect. Indeed, by considering for simplicity only time-dependence
on the 0 5(x) = 0 2(t) [77], the above EoM (2.76)-(2.79) coupled to matter through the terms S;
(2.41) and Sk (2.42), become

OmE™ = f, (2.80)
BB + ey B, = — 6 <%B“ +2X5) - J° (2.81)
OmB™ = p.., (2.82)
8B — e, B, = 4, <%E“ - 2X{”> ~Ke. (2.83)

Typically, in the non-self-dual case, taking the spatial divergence d, of the modified Ampere 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 0, of the

“dual” Ampre equation (2.81), the 6-contribution vanishes because
0u X8 = — L9, B0 (2.84)
a<*3 29 a 9
an we are left with the standard electric continuity equation
00p., + 0ad =0 . (2.85)

The same happens with the second set of equations, for which we only get the magnetic continuity
equation
80Py + 0aK* =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 A, (x) and V,,, (z) which transform under the covariant fracton symmetry of [36-40, 48]
6A = 0,0\ 3 8V =00\ . (3.1)

Invariant field strengths can be defined [37]

Fup=Foup =0, A, + 0, Ap, —20,A, (3.2)
Gvp = Guup = 0, Vip + 0,V — 20,V (3.3)

i.e. such that
6Fup=0 ; 0Gu,=0, (3.4)

which also imply the following cyclicity property
Fup+Foou+Fp =0 5 Gup+Gupp +Gpu =0, (3.5)
and corresponding Bianchi-like identities
CappO" FP"? =0 5 equp "GPP =0 . (3.6)
The corresponding gauge-invariant fractonic action is given by
S = /d4x (%FWPFW + 2GMPGy,, + geewﬁoFtyG,\po) , (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
A=V =1. (3.8)

The last term in the action S (3.7) represents a mutual #-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, V,,,, 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 #-term only affects the definition of the conjugate momenta, but
not the EoM of the theory, which are

68
— aBu
Ao ad, I (3.9)
68
— =} abp 1
Vs oG (3.10)
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Instead, concerning the conjugate momenta we have

- ajjaﬁ =T = —aF™ 4 g (oGl DG, ) (3.11)
5 ajis/ag =117 = —bG** 46 (EOWFEW + eoﬁm“F‘inn> , (3.12)
thus

7Y = TI5) = 0 (3.13)
D) = —aF™ — 0™ Gy, (3.14)
) = —bG™ — 0™ Ry, (3.15)
%) = —aF*™ 49 (&“mnabmn n eObm"G“mn) (3.16)
H‘(IS) = —bGW 4 ¢ <60“m"Fbmn + eObm"F“mn> . (3.17)

We now study the components of the EoM

e a= =0 for (3.9) and (3.10) respectively

ad, F% = a8, F™ = 2a0,, (80A0m - 8mA00) = 20p117%, (3.18)
b0, GO = b0, GO = 260, (VO™ — V) = 20,111} (3.19)

due to the cyclicity properties (3.5) and Bianchi identities (3.6) and to the definitions of the
conjugate momenta H?f:) (3.16) and H?\lj) (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
AO;L = Auo = a“AO . (320)

For the dual theory (3.7), this extends analogously to a particular solution of the EoM (3.19)
as
‘/E)u = VuO = au‘/() ) (321)

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

Fi00 _ p0i0 _ p00i _ (3.22)
GiOO — GOiO — GOOi -0 (323)
Fii0 — _9pOij _ _ o i0j (3.24)
G0 — _9qlii — _o@Givi (3.25)
and
00 _ 7700 _ 17a0 _ 17a0 _
ey = My = ) = iy =0 (3.26)
H[(l[{:) _ _aFabO +6 <60amnGbmn + 6Obmnc;vamn) (327)
H‘(I\IZ) _ _bGabO +0 <€0amanmn + 6Obn7,n1_7vamn> . (328)

12



e a=a, B=0 for (3.9) and (3.10) respectively

al a aum a am 0 abc
a0, F*% = ado F* + a0, "0 = —50mF 0= —a I — —60 b0, G, (3.29)
b0, G** = b G + b0, G*M = —ba G = a I3 — g D, FTy, (3.30)

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

) (3.27) and H‘(IS) (3.28). If we now take the divergence 9, of both

conjugate momenta H( N

EoM and go on-shell, we get

1

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

e a=a, B=0>for (3.9) and (3.10) respectively give

ad, F% = ady F™ + ad,, F*™ (3.33)
= —O0NIgh — 3 (oI, + I ) +
+ <a + %) O Fo™ — % (nabaannm —LloeE M %amema)
b3, G = bdG™ + b, G (3.34)
= —OplIgh, — 42 (g, 11p, T ) +
962

(b4 22) 9 G = T (00 - 300G — L0P G

2b

Thus if we take
b=——, (3.35)

we get the following fractonic equations with intrinsic currents

—E™ + 35 (L0, B, + 0, BY ) = it (3.36)
—pB — 136 (EOW"amEf;L + eObm"amE‘;L) =&, (3.37)
where we defined
Fob = Ht(z/l:) (3.38)
RBob — Ht(zb) (3.39)
jth = =5 (0 0m B — o B, — L0PF, ) (3.40)
= 2 (0, — o — Yo (341
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Notice that this intrinsic current closely resembles the Einstein tensor G*(x) of linearized gravity
(LG) when written in terms of the field strengths F),,,(x) (3.2) and G.,(2) (3.3) [80], i.e.

2

Gl o =0 F™ + ™0, "™ — $0°F," — L0°F, " = —9.F* — - it (3.42)
2

gElTI;L) o _8cGabc + T,abamGnnm B %8aGmmb B %8mema — —8cGabC + 9—;2]81;) s (343)

and, additionally, the following relations hold
a0 (2 my = 0aObG( y = 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

S;=— / d*x (A JM + VKM (3.45)

where
JH =Jgw . KM =K" (3.46)

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

Siot =S+ 8 = / d'x (gFWPF,w,, — GGy + 2P, Girpe — Ay I — VWK’“’) :

(3.47)
whose EoM are modified as
0Stot _ aBu _ jof
s = ad, F J (3.48)
St _ 962 afu af
Vs =—=-0,G K, (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

ea=83=0
JO =K% =9, (3.50)
ea=a, =0
%amEam _ ge&zbcamGngc _ a0 (3.51)
%amBam _ gEOabcamFrch e (3.52)
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which, taking the divergence 0, of both equations, lead to

OO E™ = p(e) (3.53)
00 B™ = pmy (3.54)

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

Ple) = 2020 5 pmy = 20.K7 . (3.55)

a=a, B =0>finally give
—80Eab + %:%9 <€Oamn8mBl;L + EObmnamB%) — Jab _|_jzzeb) (356)
B — §30 (o, B 4 e, B ) = K it (3.57)

If we take a double divergence 9,0, of these last two equations, use the electric and magnetic
Gauss constraints (3.53) and (3.54), and remember that the intrinsic current j ,, ave zero

double divergence (3.44), we get

Aop(e) + 0aOp T =0 (3.58)
Bop(m) + 0uOp K™ =0 (3.59)

These are fractonic continuity equations for both electric and magnetic-like charges pc ),
which implements dipole-like conservations [21, 37, 52, 78, 79]. Notice that the currents
jgeb) (z) (3.40) and jg},{b) (z) (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)

Apw ==V 5 V= A, (3.60)

we have

Eab N Bab : Bab N _Eab : j(e) — ](m) ; j(m) — —j(e) R (361)

and the EoM are preserved provided that

for which

0= 30— b, (3.62)
Eab — 39Fab0 + I (EOamnGbmn + EObmnGmmn> (363)
Bab — —39Gab0 + 0 <60amanmn + 6Obrnn!;vamn) ) (364)

The duality is also extended to the action, which remains invariant, by requiring § — —6, which

implies § = 7, similarly to the EM case of Section 2. Analogously, when matter is introduced we

must also have

L L Gy L (3.65)
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The action thus is

Siot =S+ 8y = / d'a |37 (=3 F"P By + 5GP Gy + 377 F ), G ) = A I = Vi K

(3.66)
and the corresponding EoM are the following
aaabE“b = p(e) (3.67)
00 B = p(m) (3.68)
—OE™ — & (9, BY, + 0, B ) = I+ itk (3.69)
—B™ + (Lm0 BY, + o, ) = Kb et (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

SY) = 54 Sy + Sy 3.71
mu 1 2
= / d'a |30 (—EF" By + §G" Gy + 367 ), G ) +
+%1€“VPUF);WFAPU + %QEHVPUGALWGAPJ} ,
with
1 - -
Son = 5 / d'z 017 F’,, Fypo = / d*z 016779, A20,Axy (3.72)
1 _ ~
So, = 5 / Az 02677 G, Grpe = / d*z O2e"P? 9, V09,V (3.73)
and
0=m N 9172 = 9172(1’5) . (374)
The EoM are modified as follows
5S4 1
= 300, F°%" + 20,6, (EWPFBW, + eBWPFC;p) (3.75)
= ~B00, % + 9,0 (€470, A7 + 70, A7) (3.76)
5557’{2} (6% 1 auy v, (07
S = 300,0 Mt S0, (e e Gh, 4 PG Vp) (3.77)
= 300,G°% + 0,01 (90, V) + Hr, V) (3.78)

Concerning the components of these EoM we have that
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5SY) om . 2 o

__wmv _ m - mnp 0

500 300, F7™ + 38m015 Fp (3.79)
= —600y, (0°A™ — 0™ A") + 20,0, 9, A) (3.80)

55'(f) 00 2 0

mu m = mnp ~0

ST 300, G + 38m916 G’y (3.81)

= 60, (0°V"0 — 0"V) 4 20,,6,"0, V) (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 Sp, (3.72) and Sy, (3.73), we have that the electric and magnetic -like fields
are still (3.63) and (3.64).

ea=a, =0
557)
A= —300,, F° + 0,01 " LITAT + 001" 0, AL (3.83)
a0
1 0 1
= SOm B — 560abcamG"gc + gamele()mwmp (3.84)
55) 0 0
= 300G + 0,02 LV + 0102670,V (3.85)
— %amBam — geOQbCamF’;}c + %ameﬁ()m"PG“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

OO E™" = —gaa ("™ 0,00 F%,) (3.87)
= —3% (00001 (B™ + 30G™°) + 20,610, (B™" + 30G™°)]

OO B™™ = —gaa (79,00 G%,) (3.88)
= —3% [0mOnb2 (E™" — 30F ™) 4 20,650, (E™" — 30F™)]

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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ea=a, =D

551(?12} a 1 apuv 14 a
S = —300,F" 4 20,6 (e P, + rer,) (3.89)
=0y Eab 1 ( Oamna Bb +60bmna Ba) Ezeb)_’_
_ = Oamn b 0bmn rpa _ = Oamn b 0bmn
38061 <e b te an) 2am01< Fb o+ mnpa )

5S) 1

S = 300,G" + 20,65 (EWPG’JW, + ebWPGan) (3.90)

ab

— _a Bab < Oamna Bb + 6Obmna Ba) 8?7,)—1_
_ §8092 <€0amnGbmn + 6Obmn61amn) _ §am92 <€OamnGbn0 + 60b777,nC¥an0> ’

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
— — OB — } (20, Bl + 0, By ) — jih+ (3.91)
B 3—98061 (Bab n 39Gab0) _ %Eokmnamel (nakanO n nbkcho>
— _QyE® 1 ( Oamng Bb Obmng Ba> _j?eb)Jr

~ Lo (B +30G) + L ot [ (ol + g — oGt — o]

30
~0B™ + § (9, Bl + 0, B ) — i+ (3.92)
1
o ab ab0\ _ = m ak ~bn0 bk ~yan0
390092 (E _39F ) > Cobrn®" 02 (n GO 4 kG )

= —9pB? + ( Oamn g BY + %Moy, B“) — Jlmyt
_ @0092 (E“b 39F“b0) - éameg [5 (eO“m"BZ + P B — 69F‘“’m) - jf”f)m] :

where we defined

jebs = e =3 |G, = 3 (G G| s gt = B (3.93)
]Eleb)c _ jé?él)c = _ |:,’7abanc _ % (nchnna + naannb>] : 80]211))0 _ %]geb) ) (3‘94)

Similarly to the generalized self-dual Maxwell case, we now consider, for simplicity, time-dependent
axion fields, i.e. 012 = 6;2(¢), for which the above fractonic equations (3.87), (3.88), (3.91) and

18



(3.92) become

OO E™ = 0 (3.95)
OmOp B™™ = 0 (3.96)
a Eab 1 Oamna Bb Obmna Ba _ 1 8 0 Bab QGabO -ab
- —5(6 'm n+€ 'm n)_@()l( +3 >+j(e) (397)
1
ab amn b bmn a ab ab -ab
—9pB% + 1 (60 O B + ¢ amBn) = 250002 (E _30F 0) + 50 (3.98)

By taking a double derivative of the Ampere 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 Sp (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 St
(2.40) or Sgt) (3.66), provides Maxwell (-like) equations, self-dual conjugate momenta, and positive-
definite energy. Therefore we can claim that since the action Sgt) (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 ng? (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 V,, (z). 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 BY(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
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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

Sy = / A (GFP Fy + §GIP Gl + G, B, 4 B G, G0+ 30007 FY Gy ) o (A)

which reduces to LG when ¢ = —a; and b = —b; 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 Ay, (z) , Vu(x) of Ay (x) and V,,(x) when a = —3a; and b = —3by, in which

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

_ 1
6 A, = 0,00\ — gmwa% 0 'V = 0,0,N — Waw (A.2)
Equations of motion
052 o a « A fe] e
052 « b « A te e
S = DG+ (2077 0N p* — 9°G 17— 99G ) (A.4)
Conjugate momenta
08y B
oo I (A.5)
_ _aFaﬁO N a2_1 <2naﬁme0 . naOF)\)\ﬁ . T]ﬁOF)\)\a> +0 <60amnGﬁmn + 6Oﬁmn(;ozmn)
659 ap
II A.
680‘/&5 (v) ( 6)

— _pGeBo _ %1 <277aBGmm0 _ naOG;\ﬁ _ nBOG)\)\a) +0 (EOanFﬁmn + EOanF%n) ’

thus

I%Y) = I17)) = 0 (A7)
) = $(a+a) F®% — G F," — 0™ oy, (A.8)
) = 5(b+01)G" =BG, — 0™ Foyn, (A.9)
) = —aF™ — ™ F, 4+ 0 (LG, 4 e, ) (A.10)
I = 0G0 — by G0 4 0 (L B, - ) (A.11)

Components of the EoM:

ea=£=0:
O [(a+ ar)FO — ) F,"™] = 20,1178 (A.12)
O [(b+b1)G™™ = 01G,"™] = 20,1173 (A.13)
On shell these imply

20,,112) = 0 (A.14)
20,117 =0 . (A.15)
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e a=a, =0 : on-shell gives

0= ad, F*% — & (9°F, "0 + 0"F ") (A.16)
= —3(a+a1)0F" + G F,"" + adp F*" — 40" F, ™
= —QoII) — 0™ A Gomp + Oy, FO™ — L5,
= —O0TI(Y) — 0% 0,, Goon + a0y, FO" — -0 F,
0=b9,G" — 3 (0°G,"° +0°G /") (A.17)
= —5(b+b01)G™ + BG4+ b0, GO = BO°G0
= —OpTIE) — 0™ Ay Fomn + b0 G — B0 G,
= — QI — 308y, Foon + b0 GO — B0°G,°

where we used the implication of the Bianchi identity
0™ 9o Gomn = S0%™0,, Goon, (A.18)

and same for F. Taking the divergence 0, of these EoM we get

— —80W— _9%(;00” + ad, abFOab a1 82me0
——8 8bFab0 o %82me0

= —aog,,nﬁ 390, B, Foon + 00,0, G0 — B0%G, 0
= —50,0,G™ — 4.0°G "
50, 8bH(V) ; (A.20)
where we used the on-shell EoM (A.14) and (A.15) and the cyclicity of the field strengths.
e a=a, B=0 : from the on-shell EoM (A.3) we have
0 =ad, P + % (20N F, 1 — 0", — 9V,
—dy (a Fabo 4 al,’,}ab meo> + ad,, Fm o (277“b3n Fulm _ 90 F,/‘b _ o F,ﬂ“)
= — QoI + 0 <60am"aonmn + eObm"é)oG“mn> + 4By FOM
+ 4 (20™0uF, — 9 F b — 0P,
== QI + 0 [0y, (Gl = G ) + 7D (G = Gp) | + @D P (A.21)
+a [(277[117 B F,mm _ gapmb _ gb mea> _ (2,’7ab 8, F00n _ 9o p00b _ gb FOOa)]
== Ay = § (Ol + DT, ) + (S 4 a) O
+1 (# + al) (2nabanme" —9pm amem“) .

— ‘%1 <2,'7abanF00n _ 8aFOOb _ abF00a> +0 <€Oamn8me0n + EObmnamczaon>
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where we have used
Mg Gl = g, (G, — GY) (A.22)

from the Bianchi identity, and

EOamnHl()v)n + 6Obmnl—[a Yo =b (60amnamGan0 + 6Obmnam(;ano> + 698mFabm+

v (A.23)
+ %9 <2nab8annm _ aaanb _ abana>

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= = aonigly — & (9, T, + 0T ) + (S 4 b) 9 FO

a

(A

+1 (% + bl) <2n“banme" _9apm amema) -

_ %1 <2nabanF00n o 8aFOOb o 8bF00a> 446 (60amname0n + 6ObmnamG«aon)

(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.
Aop = Apo =0, A0 5 Vo =V =0,V (A.25)

such that
Fi00 _ p0i0 _ pp00i _ g (A.26)
GO0 — 00 _ ;00i _ (A.27)
Fi0 = _gFVii — _opi0i (A.28)
G0 = —2G% = —2G"7 (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

1Y) = TI7) = 0 (A.30)
Hg}g) = -4, ma (A.31)
Iy = -%G,m (A.32)
H((l/i)) — _aFabO _ alnamemO 440 <€0amnGbmn + EObmnGmmn> (A33)
T = —bG™ — bin™ G, + 6 <anmanmn n eObm"FC;m) . (A.34)
o O = ﬁ = 0
—a10 F,"™ = 20,117 = 0 (A.35)
—b010 G, = 20,1100 = 0 (A.36)
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0 = —a(]H(A) + a@mFoam — [12—18(1me0
0= —8IIE)) + b0, G — B0°G,1°

for which, taking the divergence 9,, gives, again

10,011 =0 (A.37)
50a0p1180) = 0 . (A.38)

ea=a,pB=0b:
= — OplI{h) — ( 040 My Obmnamr[‘(’v)n> + (% + a) O 0™
+1 (% + al) <2n“banme" —9aRmb amema> s
= — QUL — 3 (oL, + oI ) + (9 +b) DGt
+1(L+ b1> (2000, — 0G0 — oG )

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

additional contribution of (A.23) due to Gomn = —%Gmno- If we thus tune
962 1
b= —7 = 2b1 N ay = §CL (A40)

we get

30
b _ 130 (.0 b 0b (A-41)
—a(]H?V) ~ 34 ( amnamH( ) + € mna H(A) > = 0 5
and we can finally set
a=—30 = b=30= 2[)1 ,oap = —29 (A.42)
and define
ab — . ab — yrab
E H(A) ;. B = H(V) (A.43)
in order to have fractonic equations
_80Eab o <€0amnamBl;L + EObmnath;L) -0
(A.44)

~ B + (L0, B 4 N, ) =0
With the choice (A.42) of the parameters, the action is the following

So = 30 / d'z (—%F‘“’pFWp + $G"PGy, — SFH L F + 3G LGP geWWF*u,,GA,M) :
(A.45)
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