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In the holographic picture, the BEH mechanism in d-dimensional Yang-Mills theories is
conjectured to provide a Higgs-like mechanism for gravity in d+1 dimensions, resulting
in massive (or massless) gravitons in IR (or UV) completions. Accordingly, one could
imagine dual (magnetic-type) fields of massive gravitons in the IR (low-energy) limit that
are coupled to the curl of their own energy-momentum, as well as to the rotation of matter
fields on large scales. This hypothesis, which might solve cosmological issues currently
ascribed to dark matter and dark energy, needs to be examined by the future LISA
mission using observations of gravitational waves emitted from extragalactic sources.
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According to the holographic principle,1 a theory of gravity could be related to

a gauge field theory in one less dimension. This leads to the AdSd+1/CFTd corre-

spondence,2 also known as gauge/gravity duality. The holographic correspondence

between d-dimensional Yang-Mills theories and gravitational fields in d+ 1 dimen-

sions thereby hints at a geometric counterpart of the BEH mechanism.3 In the

context of the standard model of particle physics, the electroweak W and Z bosons

acquire mass through the BEH mechanism,4 which is analogous to the behavior

of photons inside superconductors.5 While photons are massless in empty space,

they are apparently massive inside superconductors at very low temperatures, and

hence described by the Maxwell–Proca equations. From the holographic principle,

it follows that a Higgs-like mechanism analogue to that in Yang-Mills theories could
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be expected for gravitational theories in one higher dimension. This could give a

mass to gravitons in the IR completion on a large scale, resulting in massive gravity

(see Ref. 6 for a general review of massive gravity in various circumstances).

In the theory of general relativity, the graviton is taken to be massless, with

tidal and frame-dragging fields encoded in the Weyl conformal tensor Cµανβ .
7

The decomposed parts of the Weyl tensor, Eµν ≡ Cµανβu
αuβ and Hµν ≡

− 1
2ǫµγαβC

αβ
νλu

γuλ (where ǫµγαβ is the Levi-Civita symbol), are analogous to the

electric and magnetic fields in Maxwell theory, thereby suggesting gravitational

electric-magnetic duality (see Ref. 8 for a review of this idea). By analogy with the

four-potential vector Aµ in Maxwell theory (spin 1), it is standard lore to anticipate

a 2nd-rank symmetric tensor hµν in gravitational theories (spin 2). According to

the electric-magnetic invariance, the electromagnetic potential vector Aµ is dual to

a (d− 3)-form potential field Ãµ1···µd−3
in d dimensions, while it is dual to itself in

d = 4.

The extension of the electric-magnetic duality principle to d-dimensional grav-

itational theories implies that the symmetric tensor hµν of a massless graviton is

dual to a mixed symmetry (d − 3, 1) tensor h̃[µ1···µd−3]ν of rank d − 2 (also called

Curtright fields),9,10 whereas the hµν of a massive graviton is dual to a mixed sym-

metry (d − 2, 1) tensor h̃[µ1···µd−2]ν of rank d − 1.11–14 In d = 4, the massless field

hµν is dual to itself, whereas the massive field hµν is dual to a mixed symmetry

(2, 1) tensor h̃[µν]λ. The number of propagating helicity modes of hµν and its dual

field is d(d− 3)/2 for massless gravitons and (d+1)(d− 2)/2 for massive gravitons.

In d = 4, a massless graviton propagates with 2 helicity modes, whereas a massive

graviton propagates with 5 helicity modes.

We know that the (gravito-)magnetic part of the Weyl tensor of massless gravi-

tons can be geometrically interpreted as frame-dragging vortexes around spinning

massive objects.15 Similarly, by comparison with Ãµ1···µd−3
, one could speculate

about magnetic-like effects introduced by h̃[µ1···µd−3]ν . This stems from the fact that

the geometric Lanczos tensor H[µν]α generating the Weyl tensor Cµναβ
16 has gauge

symmetries similar to those of the Curtright fields, which can be used to predict

frame-dragging effects for the Curtright fields in a way same as gravitomagnetism

in general relativity.

The Lagrangian density for dual fields of massless gravitons in d dimensions can

be expressed as Lmassless = Fµ
νFν

µ, where Fµ
ν is the curl of dual fields defined

as:9,17

Fµ
ν
≡

1

(d− 3)!
ǫλ1···λd−2ν∂µ1

h̃[λ2···λd−2]µ. (1)

For dual fields of massive gravity, the Lagrangian density is as follows:11–14

Lmassive = Kµ
ν
Kν

µ+
(−1)d

(d− 2)!
m2

(

h̃[λ1···λd−2]µh̃
[λ1···λd−2]µ

−(d− 2)h̃[λ1···λd−3]ν|
ν h̃[λ1···λd−3]ρ|

ρ

)

, (2)
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where m is the graviton mass, and Kµ
ν is the curl of dual fields of massive gravity:

Kµ
ν
≡

1

(d− 2)!
ǫλ1···λd−1ν∂µ1

h̃[λ2···λd−1]µ. (3)

The Lagrangian density (2) is analogue to the Proca action for massive photons,

LProca = − 1
4FµνF

µν + 1
2m

2AµA
µ.

The dual fields of massive gravitons can be coupled to the curl of any conserved,

energy–momentum tensor:11,13

(

� +m2
)

h̃[λ1···λd−2]ν = κPλ1···λd−2ν
αβγ∂α (Tβγ + tβγ) , (4)

Pλ1···λd−2ν
αβγ

≡ (d− 3)ǫλ1···λd−2

αβην
γ + (d− 1)ǫ(λ1···λd−2

αβην)
γ , (5)

where Pλ1···λd−2ν
αβγ is a Young symmetrizer, ηab = diag(−1,+1,+1,+1) the met-

ric tensor, � ≡ ∂µ∂
µ the d’Alembert operator, κ a gravitational constant in d-

dimensional spacetime, Tαβ the energy–momentum tensor of arbitrary matter fields,

and tαβ the energy–momentum tensor of dual fields of massive gravitons (see Ref.

13). The field equation (4) is analogous with (� +m2)Aµ = Jµ in Maxwell–Proca

theory.

From Eq. (4), it follows the on-shell equation (see Eq. 35 in Ref. 12) for the

dual field strength Kµ
ν :12,13

(

�+m2
)

Kµ
ν = κ(1− d)� (Tµ

ν + tµ
ν) + κ (δµ

ν
�− ∂µ∂

ν) (T + t), (6)

where T ≡ Tλ
λ and t ≡ tλ

λ, and δµ
ν ≡ ηµλη

λν is the Kronecker delta. The field

equation (6) is similar to the conventional one in massive gravity, (� +m2)hµν =

κTµν , apart from its constant with an opposite sign (d > 3) and the manifestly con-

served trace term. As shown in Ref. 12, Eq. (6) leads to the Ogievetsky-Polubarinov

theory,18 implying that the Curtright field is the exact dual of the Ogievetsky-

Polubarinov model for massive gravitons.

According to Eqs. (4) and (6), the curl of massive gravitons in d-dimensional

spacetime is associated with dual (magnetic-type) fields described by a (d−1)-rank

tensor of Young symmetry type (D − 2, 1), which are coupled to the curl of their

own energy-momentum, as well as the rotation of matter fields on large scales. In

this picture, dual fields of massive gravity that strongly emerge in the IR completion

could have major implications for some phenomena on large scales. Moreover, as

graviton is massless in the UV limit, the theory of general relativity still remains

valid within the solar system and high energy domains.

It is argued that duality breaks asymptotic flatness of the Schwarzschild solution,

and consequently fills the empty space surrounding isolated celestial objects, because

of the extra constant that appears in the gtt, which is responsible for creating the

Barriola-Vilenkin monopole solution.19 In massive dual gravity, we have a constant,

with the negative sign (see also Eq. 6), that plays the similar role in creating the

dual graviton. The constant appears after expanding the exponent term in the static

spherically symmetric solution of the h00 in the interaction theory of massive dual

gravity (see Eqs. 39–40 in Ref. 12). Thus, if gravitoelectromagnetism prescribed
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by general relativity was a good candidate as a Machian theory, then the massive

gravity with its dual field could be too.

Gravitons that acquire a mass in the IR completion could potentially offer

some solutions to the current issues in cosmology, namely flat rotation curves

of disk galaxies and accelerating expansion of the universe since about 7 billion

years ago. Gravitational forces mediated by massive gravitons are weakened at dis-

tances larger than the graviton’s Compton wavelength λg = ~/(mgc
2) according to

∼ 1
r
exp(−r/λg), by contrast, dual (magnetic-type) fields produced by the rotation

of matter fields and massive gravitons turn to be stronger than gravitomagnetic

fields associated with massless gravitons. Massive gravity yields dual fields asso-

ciated with the curl of arbitrary conserved energy-momentum that gravitationally

confine stars rotating with galactic disks of spiral galaxies. Moreover, dual fields

of massive gravity may lead to the cosmic acceleration at late times if graviton is

massless in the UV, but massive in the IR. This may naturally explain why the

acceleration of the cosmic expansion occurs at late times on large scales when inter-

galactic space predominantly got much cooler. In particular, dual fields of massive

gravity on a large scale may contribute to some preferentially orientations in spiral

galaxies in filaments, similar to those reported in the literature.20

Gravitational waves (GW) in general relativity (d = 4) propagate at the speed

of light with two tensor polarization modes: + and ×. In contrast, the speed of

gravitational waves in massive gravity could be frequency-dependent, slightly below

the speed of light. Apart from the frequency-dependent speed, massive gravity in

d = 4 also generates five polarization modes: two tensors, two vectors, and one

scalar (see the review by Ref. 21). If graviton remains massless in the UV regime,

gravitational waves detected from nearby sources within our Galaxy should perfectly

agree with general relativity. However, graviton may enter its massive mode as it

propagates on intergalactic scales in the IR limit. In this IR/UV scenario, that

makes massive/massless gravitons, GW emitted from a binary merger in a nearby

galaxy could potentially carry three additional polarization modes, with a slight

time delay between the GW and its electromagnetic counterpart. The presence of

additional GW polarization modes can be investigated using 3-arm space-borne GW

detectors such as the Laser Interferometer Space Antenna (LISA; planned for 2034),

whereas 2-arm GW detectors similar to the Laser Interferometer Gravitational-

Wave Observatory (LIGO) are inadequate for this analysis. Future space-borne

GW defectors will decide whether gravitons propagate in the massive mode in the

IR regime.

Vector bosons in Yang-Mills theories can acquire a rest mass through the BEH

mechanism by ingesting the Higgs scalar field (spin 0). However, the Higgs field is

supposed to provide the BEH mechanism for vector bosons (spin 1). As argued by

Ref. 22, the holographic correspondence maps a 4-dimensional Yang-Mills theory

onto a 5-dimensional theory of gravity that could also be projected onto a massive

graviton in 4 dimensions. In this scenario, four massless scalar fields can assemble

a Higgs-like mechanism for gravity in d = 4, by which a massive graviton and a
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massive scalar boson survive,22,23 while the other three scalar fields are absorbed

into the massive graviton. This geometric counterpart of the Higgs boson should be

detectable in our future high-energy particle physics experiments if the nature also

supports the Higgs-like mechanism for gravity.
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