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Abstract

Bimetric gravity is a theory of gravity that posits the existence of two interacting and dynamical metric tensors. The spectrum
of bimetric gravity consists of a massless and a massive spin-2 particle. The form of the interactions between the two metrics
gµν and fµν is constrained by requiring absence of the so called Boulware-Deser ghost. In this work we extend the original
bimetric theory to its bimetric-affine counterpart, in which the two connections, associated with the Ricci scalars, are treated as
independent variables. We examine in detail the case of an additional quadratic in the Ricci scalar curvature term R2(g,Γ) and
we find that this theory is free of ghosts for a wide range of the interaction parameters, not excluding the possibility of a dark
matter interpretation of the massive spin-2 particle.

1. Introduction

The framework of modern cosmology, consisting of the
theory of gravitation and the Standard Model of particle
physics is characterized by the fact that the former is treated
classically due to the present lack of a fully quantum UV
completion of general relativity (GR), in contrast to the lat-
ter which is a fully quantum field theory. Nevertheless, as
long as we are not very close to the Planck energy scale it
is believed that the effects of gravitation can be treated clas-
sically in terms of an effective theory of gravity based on
GR with possible modifications arising from the quantum
nature of gravitating matter fields. Independently of such
expected modifications, open cosmological issues like the
dark energy associated with the present accelerated expan-
sion might require the modification of GR at large distances
as well. The problem of dark energy, the equally pressing
problem of dark matter as well as the realization of inflation
at the early stages of the Universe have attracted a number
of proposals based on the introduction of new fields, mostly
scalar but also fermions and vectors. New fields directly re-
lated to the gravitational sector such as the scalar mode aris-
ing in the Starobinsky model [1] or a massive spin-2 part-
ner of the graviton have also been considered, the latter be-
ing the key ingredient of the bimetric theory of gravity [2].
A massive graviton also arises in the massive gravity theory
of Dvali–Gabadadze–Porrati [3, 4]. The theory of a massive
spin-2 field has been first considered by Fierz and Pauli [5].
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Although the associated problem of a smooth massless limit
was resolved [6], Boulware and Deser [7] showed that as it
stood the theory would necessarily contain a ghost. De Rham,
Gabadadze, and Tolley (dRGT) studied a nonlinear theory of
massive gravity in whose decoupling limit they proved the
absence of the ghost degree of freedom [8], while Hassan and
Rosen [9] generalized the dRGT massive gravity by includ-
ing an arbitrary reference metric fµν instead of the Minkowski
one (see also [10–13]). At relatively recent time a ghost-free
nonlinear theory of massive spin-2 was formulated by Has-
san and Rosen [2], but this time the gravitational action in-
cludes an additional Ricci scalar for the new metric fµν. A
key feature of the new theory, named bimetric gravity (or bi-
gravity), is that both metrics are dynamical contrary to the
massive gravity theories so far. For reviews on the subject of
massive gravity and bimetric gravity see e.g. [14–16].

Bimetric gravity has been studied extensively in recent
years with still continuing activity [17–21]. An aspect of bi-
metric gravity of a phenomenological interest is the possible
interpretation of the massive spin-2 particle as a dark matter
candidate [22–29]. In this scenario the coupling of the mas-
sive spin-2 particle to the Standard Model particles, being of
gravitational origin, is naturally Planck suppressed. This ex-
ceptionally feeble coupling to matter could clarify why ded-
icated detection experiments and collider searches have not
found any signals of dark matter.

As it is mentioned above gravitating quantum matter fields
are bound to generate modifications of GR, a well-known ex-
ample being the Starobinsky model [1] featuring an additional
quadratic Ricci scalar curvature R2 term. An immediate ques-
tion arising is whether the ghost-free construction of bimetric
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gravity could still be applied appropriately modified. Since
the standard metric R2 theory gives rise to an additional dy-
namical scalar degree of freedom the answer to this question
rests on the detailed nonlinear dynamics involving this extra
scalar (see [30–34] for applications of general F(R) bimetric
extensions under the metric formulation of gravity). In con-
trast, in the metric-affine (Palatini) formulation [35] of the
Starobinsky model, in which the connection is an indepen-
dent variable, no such extra dynamical scalar arises. In such
a framework the construction of a ghost-free bimetric R2 the-
ory, involving only the graviton and its massive spin-2 part-
ner, can be conclusive. We note that the presence of quadratic
R2 terms have proven to be important in models of cosmolog-
ical inflation [36–51].

In the present article we extend the original bimetric the-
ory to its bimetric-affine counterpart and study the case of an
additional quadratic curvature term, focusing on the case of a
quadratic term of the scalar curvature associated to the stan-
dard graviton metric. We demonstrate that models of ghost-
free1 gravitating massive spin-2 can be constructed along the
lines of the standard bimetric gravity theory. In Section 2
we set up the theoretical framework of bimetric gravity and
the bimetric-affine extension of it. In section 3 we con-
sider bimetric-affine theories based on an action that includes
quadratic terms of the Ricci scalar R2 and derive the equiva-
lent bimetric action with a modified potential. The linearized
bimetric-affine quadratic action is presented in section 4 and
in section 5 we analyze the corresponding parametric space.
Finally, we summarize and conclude in section 6.

2. Bimetric Gravity

Standard bimetric gravity [2] based on the Einstein-Hilbert
action2 is defined as3

S =

∫
d4x
{

m2
g
√
−gR(g) + m2

f

√
− f R( f )

+ 2m2
gm2 √−gV(

√
∆)
}
, (1)

where gµν and fµν stand for the two metric tensors and the

potential depends on the tensor
(√

∆
)µ

ν
, defined by

(√
∆
)µ

ρ

(√
∆
)ρ

ν
= ∆µ

ν = gµρ fρν . (2)

1See [52, 53] for a discussion on the presence of ghosts in general metric-
affine theories with higher order curvature terms.

2Throughout this paper we use different symbols for the curvature scalar
or/and tensors, which in the standard metric gravity we denote by R, while in
metric-affine gravity by R.

3In the literature it is common to replace the scale m f by a dimensionless
parameter α defined through m f = αmg. Also, the scale m is redundant,
being an overall scale for the parameters βn and it is often set as m2 = α2m2

g.

The form of the potential is constrained so that the so-called
Boulware-Deser ghost [7] is absent and the arising mass for
one of the spin-2 combinations has the Fierz-Pauli form. The
exact form of the potential is

V
(√

∆
)

=

4∑
n=0

βn en

(√
∆
)
, (3)

where βn are parameters and en

(√
∆
)

are five functions of
the metric tensors, which are given by

en

(√
∆
)

=
(−1)n+1

n

n−1∑
k=0

(−1)kTr
(√

∆n−k
)

ek

(√
∆
)
, (4)

starting with e0

(√
∆
)

= 1. To obtain a linearized approxi-
mation of the above theory we consider small fluctuations of
the metrics around a common background ḡµν

gµν ≈ ḡµν + hµν, fµν ≈ ḡµν + lµν . (5)

The resulting linearized action takes the form

S =

∫
d4x
√
−ḡ
{

m2
g

4
hµνEµνρσhρσ +

m2
f

4
lµνEµνρσlρσ

+ B
[(

hµν − lµν
)2

+ C (h − l)2
]

+ Ag

(
hµνhµν −

1
2

h2 − 2h − 4
)

+ A f

(
lµνlµν −

1
2

l2 − 2l − 4
)}

, (6)

where Eµνρσ is the Lichnerowicz operator. The appearing
parametric coefficients are

B =
1
4

m2
gm2 (β1 + 2β2 + β3) ,

Ag = −
1
2

m2
gm2 (β0 + 3β1 + 3β2 + β3) ,

A f = −
1
2

m2
gm2 (β1 + 3β2 + 3β3 + β4) . (7)

The linearized action (6) describes one massless and one mas-
sive spin-2 particle with zero cosmological constant if

Ag = A f = 0 , C = −1 and B < 0 . (8)

Unlike the quadratic theory, which will be analyzed in the
next section, in the case of the usual bimetric theory the re-
quirement C = −1 that “removes” the ghost degree of free-
dom from the theory is automatically satisfied due to the spe-
cial form of the potential (3). Note also that in general one
parameter is fixed from the equality of the cosmological con-
stants and a second one if we assume zero A’s, i.e. zero cos-
mological constants.
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Applying the conditions (8) we can rewrite the action (6)
in terms of the massive (Mµν) and massless (Gµν) eigenstates

Mµν =
mgm f√
m2

g + m2
f

(
lµν − hµν

)
, (9a)

Gµν =
1√

m2
g + m2

f

(
m2

ghµν + m2
f lµν
)
. (9b)

The inverse relations are

hµν =
1

mg

√
m2

g + m2
f

(
mgGµν − m f Mµν

)
, (10a)

lµν =
1

m f

√
m2

g + m2
f

(
m f Gµν + mgMµν

)
. (10b)

The action is4

S =

∫
d4x
[

1
4

GµνE
µν
ρσGρσ +

1
4

MµνE
µν
ρσMρσ

−
m2

FP

4
(

MµνMµν − M2) ] . (11)

Note that the Fierz-Pauli mass is

m2
FP = −4

m2
g + m2

f

m2
gm2

f
B = −

m2(m2
g + m2

f )

m2
f

(β1 + 2β2 + β3) . (12)

The so-called minimal choice for the β parameters is

β0 = 3, β1 = −1, β2 = β3 = 0, β4 = 1 . (13)

These values yield

Ag = A f = 0 and B = −
1
4

m2
gm2 . (14)

Therefore, in this case m2
FP = m2(m2

g + m2
f )/m

2
f .

The bimetric action (1) can also be considered in a
bimetric-affine framework in which the connections associ-
ated with each Ricci scalar are not constrained by the Levi-
Civita (LC) condition but are independent variables. The ac-
tion can be written in terms of the two distortion tensors

C ρ
µ ν ≡ Γ ρ

µ ν − Γ ρ
µ ν(g)

∣∣
LC
, C̃ ρ

µ ν ≡ Γ̃ ρ
µ ν − Γ ρ

µ ν( f )
∣∣

LC
, (15)

4Assuming that the coupling to matter is

gµνTµν =
1√

m2
g + m2

f

GµνTµν −
m f

mg

√
m2

g + m2
f

MµνTµν ,

from the effective coupling of the massless mode we can read off the physical

Planck mass to be MP =
√

m2
g + m2

f . The issue of which metric tensor
should couple to the Standard Model particle spectrum has been discussed
extensively in the literature [54–70], and as a result, only two feasible options
are free of ghost degrees of freedom. One option is for a matter field to couple
minimally to only one of the metric tensors. The other option is for matter to
couple minimally to an effective metric that is formed by combining the two
metrics.

as

S =

∫
d4x
{

m2
g
√
−ggµνRµν(C) + m2

f

√
− f f µνRµν(C̃)

+ 2m2
gm2 √−gV

(√
∆
)}

. (16)

The curvature scalars can be written in terms of the corre-
sponding standard metric Ricci5 scalars as

R(g,C) = R(g) + 2D[µ(g)C µν
ν] + C

µ
µ λC

λν
ν − C

µ
ν λC

λν
µ , (17)

R( f , C̃) = R( f ) + 2D[µ( f )C̃ µν
ν] + C̃

µ
µ λC̃

λν
ν − C̃

µ
ν λC̃

λν
µ , (18)

where the covariant derivatives are taken with respect to the
corresponding Levi-Civita connections. Varying the action
with respect to C and C̃ we obtain that C ρ

µ ν = δ
ρ
µQν and

C̃
ρ

µ ν = δ
ρ
µQ̃ν, where Qν and Q̃ν are arbitrary vectors. Sub-

stituting this solution into the curvature scalar expressions
cancels out all extra terms and reduces them into the corre-
sponding Ricci scalars. As a result the action returns into
its familiar form (1). Therefore, the bimetric-affine formula-
tion of the Einstein-Hilbert gravity is entirely equivalent to
the standard bimetric formulation.

3. Quadratic Gravity

As we have explained in the introduction there is suffi-
cient evidence that quantum corrections of matter fields cou-
pled to gravity will generate modifications to the Einstein-
Hilbert action. The simplest of these corrections corresponds
to quadratic curvature terms and in particular to quadratic
Ricci scalar terms, being safe from the point of view of not in-
troducing any new ghostlike degrees of freedom. In our case
of a bimetric theory such terms would be R2(g) or R2( f ) or
even a mixed term R(g)R( f ). In what follows we shall focus
on the simplest case of just a R2(g) term. Thus, we consider
the action

S =

∫
d4x
{

m2
g
√
−gR(g) + m2

f

√
− f R( f )

+
m2

g

2m̃2

√
−gR2(g) + 2m2

gm2 √−gV
(√

∆
)}

. (19)

This can be rewritten in terms of an auxiliary scalar χ as

S =

∫
d4x
{

m2
g
√
−g
(

1 +
χ

m̃2

)
R(g) + m2

f

√
− f R( f )

−
m2

g

2m̃2

√
−gχ2 + 2m2

gm2 √−gV
(√

∆
)}

. (20)

5The antisymmetrization of indices is defined as T[µν] = 1
2

(
Tµν − Tνµ

)
.
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The bimetric-affine version of the action (19) reads6

S =

∫
d4x
{

m2
g
√
−gR(g,C) + m2

f

√
− fR( f , C̃)

+
m2

g

2m̃2

√
−gR2(g,C) + 2m2

gm2 √−gV
(√

∆
)}

. (21)

Note that this is not the most general bimetric-affine quadratic
action of scalar curvature invariants that could be written.
Apart from the terms R2( f , C̃) and R(g,C)R( f , C̃) that were
left aside, we could also have linear or quadratic terms of
the parity-odd Holst invariant7 R̃. These terms are known
to introduce extra dynamical degrees of freedom. We also
leave such terms aside and concentrate on the simplest of all
quadratic cases of just an R2(g,C) term. The equivalent aux-
iliary scalar form of the action (21) is

S =

∫
d4x
{

m2
g
√
−g
(

1 +
χ

m̃2

)
R(g,C) + m2

f

√
− fR( f , C̃)

−
m2

g

2m̃2

√
−gχ2 + 2m2

gm2 √−gV
(√

∆
)}

. (22)

Using the expressions (17) and (18) we write the action as

S =

∫
d4x
{√
−gm2

g

(
1 +

χ

m̃2

)
R(g) +

√
− f m2

f R( f )

+
√
−gm2

g

(
1 +

χ

m̃2

) (
2D[µ(g)C µν

ν] + C
µ

µ λC
λν
ν − C

µ
ν λC

λν
µ

)
+
√
− f m2

f

(
2D[µ( f )C̃ µν

ν] + C̃
µ

µ λC̃
λν
ν − C̃

µ
ν λC̃

λν
µ

)
−

m2
g

2m̃2

√
−gχ2 + 2m2

gm2 √−g V
(√

∆
) }

. (23)

Solving for C̃µνρ gives the same result as in the Einstein-
Hilbert case and ultimately reducesR( f , C̃) to just R( f ). Solv-
ing for Cµνρ on the other hand leads to an equation

δαβC
ν

νγ + δαγC
ν
ν β − C

α
βγ − C

α
γ β = 2∂[β ln(1 + χ/m̃2)δαγ] , (24)

which has a solution

Cµνρ = gµ[ν∂ρ] ln(1 + χ/m̃2) . (25)

Substituting back into the action we get it into the form

S =

∫
d4x
{√
−gm2

g

(
1 +

χ

m̃2

)
R(g) +

√
− f m2

f R( f ) (26)

+
3

4m̃2

√
−g

(∇χ)2(
1 +

χ
m̃2

) − m2
g

2m̃2

√
−gχ2 + 2m2

gm2 √−gV
(√

∆
)}

.

6The Riemann curvature tensor is defined as R ρ
µν σ ≡ ∂µΓ

ρ
ν σ −∂νΓ

ρ
µ σ +

Γ
ρ
µ λΓ

λ
ν σ − Γ

ρ
ν λΓ

λ
µ σ while the Ricci scalar is given by R = R

µν
µν .

7The Holst invariant is given by the contraction of the Levi-Civita anti-
symmetric symbol with the Riemann tensor, i.e.. R̃ = (−g)−1/2εµνρσRµνρσ =

2(−g)−1/2εµνρσ
(

DµCνρσ + CµρλC
λ
ν σ

)
.

Next, we consider the Weyl rescaling of the gµν metric

gµν →
(

1 +
χ

m̃2

)−1
gµν , (27)

which transforms the action to the Einstein frame as

S =

∫
d4x
{

m2
g
√
−gR(g) + m2

f

√
− f R( f )

−
m2

g

2m̃2

√
−g

χ2(
1 +

χ
m̃2

)2

+
2m2

gm2(
1 +

χ
m̃2

)2
√
−gV

(
(1 + χ/m̃2)1/2

√
∆
)}

. (28)

Note that the kinetic term contribution generated by the Weyl
rescaling exactly cancels the existing χ-kinetic term, ending
up with a nondynamical χ field in the Einstein frame. Due
to the property en

(√
ωx
)

= ωn/2en
(√

x
)
, the detailed Weyl-

rescaled potential term reads

2m2
gm2 √−g

4∑
n=0

βnen

(√
∆
)

(1 + χ/m̃2)n/2−2 . (29)

Varying the action with respect to χ we obtain the equation

χ

m̃2 =
2m2

m̃2

∑
n

(n
2
− 2
)
βn en

(√
∆
)(

1 +
χ

m̃2

)n/2
. (30)

The solution to this equation, substituted back into the action,
gives the complete nonlinear bimetric theory in terms of the
two metric tensors gµν and fµν. Nevertheless, as in the case
of Einstein-Hilbert bimetric theory [2], we must investigate
whether there are suitable values of the parameters βn that al-
low for the correct ghost-free spectrum. Therefore, we should
next consider the linearized limit of this theory.

4. Linearization of the Bimetric-Affine Quadratic Action

In order to identify the spectrum arising from the quadratic
action (28) and derive the necessary conditions for a ghost-
free spectrum we must consider a linear approximation, keep-
ing at most quadratic terms of the fields in the same fashion
as in the case of the Einstein-Hilbert bimetric action. We first
linearize the action with respect to the auxiliary χ keeping at
most quadratic orders. The action (28) takes the form

S =

∫
d4x
{

m2
g
√
−gR(g) + m2

f

√
− f R( f ) −

m2
g

2m̃2

√
−gχ2

+ 2m2
gm2 √−g

4∑
n=0

βn κn en

(√
∆
)}

, (31)

with

κn = 1 +
χ

m̃2

(n
2
− 2
)

+
χ2

2m̃4

(n
2
− 2
)(n

2
− 3
)
. (32)

4



Variation of (31) with respect to χ yields the solution8

χ

m̃2 =
2 m2

m̃2

∑
n βnen

(√
∆
)

(n/2 − 2)

1 − 2 m2

m̃2

∑
n βnen

(√
∆
)

(n/2 − 2)(n/2 − 3)
. (33)

Varying with respect to gµν and fµν we obtain the following
Einstein equations

Rµν(g) −
1
2

gµνR(g) +
χ2

4m̃2 gµν − m2
3∑

n=0

βnκnV (n)
µν = 0 , (34a)

Rµν( f ) −
1
2

fµνR( f ) −
m2m2

g

m2
f

4∑
n=1

βnκnṼ (n)
µν = 0 . (34b)

The analytic forms of the matrices V (n)
µν and Ṽ (n)

µν are given
in Appendix A.

Next we proceed to complete the linearization by approxi-
mating the dynamical fields as

gµν ≈ ḡµν + hµν, fµν ≈ ḡµν + lµν . (35)

An important class of solutions are the proportional solutions
f̄µν = c2ḡµν [17] in which we can set c2 = 1 without loss of
generality. Substituting this ansatz the equations of motion
are reduced to

Rµν(ḡ) −
1
2

ḡµνR(ḡ) + Λgḡµν = 0 , (36a)

Rµν(ḡ) −
1
2

ḡµνR(ḡ) + Λ f ḡµν = 0 , (36b)

with

Λg =
χ2

4m̃2 − m2 (β0κ0 + 3β1κ1 + 3β2κ2 + β3κ3) , (37a)

Λ f = −
m2m2

g

m2
f

(β1κ1 + 3β2κ2 + 3β3κ3 + β4κ4) . (37b)

Note that the auxiliary χ is substituted using equation (33) in
which the polynomials en (for the proportional solutions) are
in turn 1, 4, 6, 4, 1. Its corresponding expression reads

χ

m̃2 =

4m2

m̃2 (β0 + 3β1 + 3β2 + β3)
6m2

m̃2 (2β0 + 5β1 + 4β2 + β3) − 1
. (38)

Consistency between the equations of motion (36a)-(36b) re-
quires Λg = Λ f , which fixes one of the βn parameters.

After quite a bit of algebra we arrive at the linearized ac-
tion, which has the same general form as in the Einstein-
Hilbert bimetric case given by equation (6), namely

8Note that (33) is the same as the one resulting from the linearization
of (30).

S =

∫
d4x
√
−ḡ
{

m2
g

4
hµνEµνρσhρσ +

m2
f

4
lµνEµνρσlρσ

+ B̃
[(

hµν − lµν
)2

+ C̃ (h − l)2
]

+ Ãg

(
hµνhµν −

1
2

h2 − 2h − 4
)

+ Ã f

(
lµνlµν −

1
2

l2 − 2l − 4
)}

. (39)

The appearing parametric coefficients Ãg, Ã f , C̃ and B̃ are
given by complicated expressions of the parameters βn,
mg ,m f and λ = m2/m̃2 in Appendix B. Note also that
the parameters of the third and forth line of (39) are related
to the corresponding cosmological constants by the relations
Λg = 2Ãg/m2

g and Λ f = 2Ã f /m2
f . Again the spectrum can

consist of a massless spin-2 and a massive spin-2 particle,
without the presence of any ghosts, provided the following
conditions on the parameters are met, namely

Λg = Λ f = Λ, C̃ = −1 and B̃ < 0 , (40)

with or without the additional requirement of a vanishing cos-
mological constant Λ = 0. The equation C̃ = −1 is most
easily “solved” with respect to the parameter λ as

λ? =
β1 + 2β2 + β3

2β0(β1 + 4β2 + 3β3) + 6β1β2 + 8β1β3 + 2β2β3
. (41)

This specific constraint on the parameters is adequate to re-
move the ghost degree of freedom from the linearized theory.
The “trivial” case with λ = 0 discussed in section 2 is also
a solution. Substituting, λ? into (B.1)-(B.3) we obtain the
simplified expressions

Ãg
∣∣
λ=λ? = − m2

gm2[21β2
1 + 36β2

2 + 5β2
3 + 26β2β3

+ 18β1(3β2 + β3) + 2β0(3β1 + 4β2 + β3)
]

×
[
4(5β1 + 8β2 + 3β3)

]−1
, (42a)

Ã f
∣∣
λ=λ? = − m2

gm2[7β2
1 + 36β2

2 + 15β2
3 + 34β1β2

+ 54β2β3 + 2β4(8β2 + 3β3) + 10β1(3β3 + β4)
]

×
[
4(5β1 + 8β2 + 3β3)

]−1
, (42b)

B̃
∣∣
λ=λ? =m2

gm2(β1 + 2β2 + β3)2 (42c)

× (35β1 + 48β2 + 15β3)
[
8(5β1 + 8β2 + 3β3)2]−1

.

Note here that the B̃
∣∣
λ=λ? no longer depends on the parameter

β0. The Fierz-Pauli mass reads

m2
FP = −

m2(m2
g + m2

f )

m2
f

(β1 + 2β2 + β3)2 (43)

× (35β1 + 48β2 + 15β3)
[
2(5β1 + 8β2 + 3β3)2]−1

.
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5. Parameter Space

Assuming the values of parameters for the minimal mas-
sive model introduced in [9], i.e. β0 = 3 , β1 = −1 , β2 =

0 , β3 = 0 , β4 = 1, the functions Ãg, Ã f vanish, while
C̃ = − 2−3λ

2−12λ . It is evident that for this choice of the parame-
ters the quadratic theory will necessarily be plagued with the
ghost degree of freedom, since C̃ = −1 only if λ = 0, i.e. in
the absence of the R2 term.

The parameter space of the bimetric theory9 is spanned by
our set of physical parameters mg, α = m f /mg, and λ as well
as the model parameters βn. The enforcement of the con-
straints (40) results in fixing two of the β’s. In what follows
we shall analyze the various cases of the resulting viable bi-
metric models.

5.1. The β2 = β3 = 0 case.
We proceed analyzing first the case of models correspond-

ing to the choice of β2 = β3 = 0. In this case the C̃ = −1
constraint fixes β0 to be β0 = 1

2λ . The corresponding Fierz-
Pauli mass expression is

m2
FP = −

7
10
β1

(
m
m f

)2

M2
P , (44)

which requires a negative value for the free parameter β1. The
parameter β4 is also fixed by the Λg = Λ f condition, although
it does not play any role, since it does not appear in the ex-
pression for mFP. The common value of the cosmological
constant is

Λ = −
21m2

10

(
β1 +

1
7λ

)
. (45)

The so-called Higuchi bound10 [90, 91] m2
FP > 2Λ/3, after

replacing M2
P = m2

g(1 + α2), leads to the following restriction
on β1: {

β1 >
2α2

7λ(1−α2) , if α > 1
β1 <

2α2

7λ(1−α2) , if α < 1 .
(46)

Of course, the α < 1 case is always met for β1 < 0.
Enforcing the constraint of vanishing cosmological con-

stant fixes β1 to be β1 = − 1
7λ and gives the following ex-

pression for the Fierz-Pauli mass

m2
FP =

1
10λ

(
m
m f

)2

M2
P . (47)

Assuming that m = m f , we may rewrite mFP in terms of the
mass scale of the quadratic correction m̃ as

m2
FP =

M2
P

10λ
=

m̃2

10
(1 + α−2) . (48)

9Cosmological constraints on the parameters of bimetric (and massive)
gravity have been analyzed extensively in the literature [71–89].

10If this bound is violated, the helicity-0 mode of the massive spin-2 field
develops the wrong sign in its kinetic term.
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Figure 1: The lines along which the equation (55) is valid for various values
of λ̄. Along these lines the cosmological constant vanishes. The insertion at
the bottom left shows an enlargement of the plot for small values.

5.2. The β2, β3 nonzero case.
For general nonzero β2, β3 we can invert (41) as

β0 =
β1 + 2β2 + β3 − 2λ(3β1β2 + 4β1β3 + β2β3)

2λ(β1 + 4β2 + 3β3)
. (49)

Note that in the case β2 = β3 = 0 we recover β0 = 1
2λ . Next,

using the constraint equation Λg = Λ f we also fix the param-
eter β4 as

β4 =
[
7β2

1(3α2 − 1) + 36β2
2(α2 − 1) + 5β2

3(α2 − 3)

+ 2β2β3(13α2 − 27) + 2β1β2(27α2 − 17) + 6β1β3(3α2 − 5)

+ 2β0(3β1 + 4β2 + β3)α2] [2(8β2 + 3β3 + 5β1)
]−1

. (50)

Actually β4 does not play much of a role, since it does not
appear in mFP. Considering the parameters β0 and β4 as fixed,
the resulting models are parametrized in terms of β2, β3, and
β1.

The resulting expressions for the Fierz-Pauli mass and the
cosmological constant, written in terms of the rescaled pa-
rameters

λ̄ = λβ1, β̄2,3 =
β2,3

β1
, (51)

are

m2
FP = − β1M2

P

(
m
m f

)2

(35 + 48β̄2 + 15β̄3)(1 + 2β̄2 + β̄3)2

×
[
2(5 + 8β̄2 + 3β̄3)2]−1

, (52)

and
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Figure 2: Left: The Fierz-Pauli mass in units of β1 M2
Pm2/m2

f as a function of the ratio β2/β1 for the choice (54a). Right: The Fierz-Pauli mass in units of
−β1 M2

Pm2/m2
f as a function of the ratio β2/β1 for the choice (54b). In both panels the solid lines correspond to the plus sign solution of (55), while the dashed

ones correspond to the minus sign. The same colors indicate the same λ̄.

Λ = − m2β1(1 + 2β̄2 + β̄3)
(
3 + 4β̄2 + β̄3 + λ̄(21 + 78β̄2

+ 36β̄3 + 72β̄2
2 + 15β̄2

3 + 66β̄2β̄3
)

×

[
2λ̄(1 + 4β̄2 + 3β̄3)(5 + 8β̄2 + 3β̄3)

]−1
. (53)

In contrast to the β2 = β3 = 0 case, in which the positivity of
the Fierz-Pauli mass requires β1 < 0, in this case m2

FP > 0 is
maintained for

β1 > 0 and 35 + 48β̄2 + 15β̄3 < 0 (54a)

or
β1 < 0 and 35 + 48β̄2 + 15β̄3 > 0 . (54b)

Enforcing the constraint of vanishing cosmological constant
reduces the number of free parameters to two. Thus, for Λ =

0 we get the additional constraint in the form of a quadratic
equation for β̄3 in terms of β̄2, namely

λ̄
(
21 + 78β̄2 + 36β̄3 + 72β̄2

2 + 15β̄2
3 + 66β̄2β̄3

)
+ 3 + 4β̄2 + β̄3 = 0 . (55)

In figure 1 we have plotted the solutions of this equation for
various values of the parameter λ̄. As can be seen the so-
lutions are not very sensitive on the choice of λ̄. Pairs of
(β̄2, β̄3) on this plot define different models with vanishing
cosmological constant and a Fierz-Pauli mass given by (52).
Substituting the solutions of (55),

β̄3 =
−1 − 6λ̄(6 + 11β̄2) ±

√
1 − 108λ̄(1 + β̄2) + 36λ̄2(1 + β̄2)2

30λ̄
,

(56)

into (52) we obtain that

β̄2 , −
1 + 41λ̄ ±

√
λ̄2 + 22λ̄ + 1

36λ̄
, (57)

in order to avoid a vanishing Fierz-Pauli mass. The values
β̄2 = −1−{0, 1, 2}/4λ̄ are also excluded since for these values
the denominator of (53) vanishes. For β2 = 0 the solution
of (55) with the minus sign gives β3 = 0 for λ̄ = −1/7 as it
should be. The other solution does not coincide with the β2 =

β3 = 0 case for any real value of λ̄. Figure 2 illustrates the
Fierz-Pauli mass in units of the overall factor ±β1M2

Pm2/m2
f .

The left panel coincides with the choice (54a). This choice
enforces λ̄ = λβ1 to be positive, since the parameter λ =

m2/m̃2 is positive by definition. Also, for this choice we have
that β2 < 0, while β3 > 0. In the right panel of the same figure
we plot the choice (54b). This choice in turn, enforces λ̄ < 0,
while again β2 < 0 and β3 > 0. In both panels the solid lines
correspond to the “+”-sign solution of (55), while the dashed
ones to the “ − ”-sign one.

Having in mind the phenomenological motivations for con-
sidering a massive spin-2 particle, we should also see whether
the parameter space allows its mass to be low enough so that
it is phenomenologically interesting. Reading off from fig-
ure 2 we see that for |λ̄| ∼ O(10) and |β2/β1| ∼ O(1), we have
m2

FP/M
2
P ∼ 10−3|β1|, after choosing the redundant parameter

m = m f . Thus, it seems that a relatively light mFP could be
maintained only for very small model values of β1. For in-
stance, taking |β1| ∼ O(10−25), we obtain mFP ∼ O(10 TeV),
while m̃ ∼ O(105 GeV), if m f ' mg ' MP. Of course, mFP
can be smaller at the price of even smaller values of the rel-
evant potential parameters. Thus, although the possibility of
a dark matter interpretation of the massive spin-2 is not ex-
cluded, this has to go along with rather small values of the

7



interaction parameters of the theory.

6. Conclusions
In the present article we considered the ghost-free bimetric

theory of gravity [2] in a general bimetric-affine framework
where the connections associated to both Ricci scalars are in-
dependent variables. Furthermore, we considered quadratic
curvature corrections to the standard Einstein-Hilbert type
of action, expected to arise from matter fields quantum in-
teractions. We focused on the simplest case of a quadratic
Ricci scalar term associated to one of the metrics. The re-
sulting theory, its spectrum consisting only on the standard
massless graviton and a massive spin-2 field, was analyzed
in its linearized limit and the constraints for the absence
of a Boulware-Deser ghost [7] were derived. We analyzed
the constraints and solved the corresponding parameter equa-
tions, thus, identifying the parameter space that defines viable
models. Our results show that you can extend bimetric gravity
in the metric-affine framework including quadratic curvature
terms, while maintaining the absence of ghosts, for a wide
range of model parameters.
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Appendix A. The V(n)
µν and Ṽ(n)

µν functions

The matrices V (n)
µν appearing in the equations of mo-

tion (34a), (34b) are given by

V (0)
µν = gµν ,

V (1)
µν = gµνTr [X] − gνρXρ

µ ,

V (2)
µν = gνρ

(
X2ρ

µ − Tr [X] Xρ
µ

)
+

gµν
2
(
Tr [X]2 − Tr

[
X2]) ,

V (3)
µν = −gνρ

(
X3ρ

µ − Tr [X] X2ρ
µ +

1
2
(
Tr [X]2 − Tr

[
X2]) Xρ

µ

)
+

gµν
6
(
Tr [X]3 − 3Tr [X] Tr

[
X2] + 2Tr

[
X3]) , (A.1)

and

Ṽ (1)
µν = fνρXρ

µ ,

Ṽ (2)
µν = fνρ

(
Tr [X] Xρ

µ − X2ρ
µ

)
,

Ṽ (3)
µν = fνρ

(
X3ρ

µ − Tr [X] X2ρ
µ +

1
2
(
Tr [X]2 − Tr

[
X2]) Xρ

µ

)
,

Ṽ (4)
µν = fµν , (A.2)

where X =
√

∆, defined in (2).

Appendix B. Formulas

The functions involved in (6) are given by

Ãg = − m2
gm2(β0 + 3(β1 + β2) + β3)

[
6λ2(β0 + 3(β1 + β2)

+ β3)(16β0 + 35β1 + 24β2 + 5β3) − 2λ(10β0

+ 27β1 + 24β2 + 7β3) + 1
][

2(1 − 6λ(2β0 + 5β1

+ 4β2 + β3))2]−1
, (B.1)

Ã f = − m2
gm2[6λ2(β2

0(17β1 + 56β2 + 63β3) + 84β0β
2
1

+ 6β4(2β0 + 5β1 + 4β2 + β3)2 + 105β3
1 + 216β3

2 + 15β3
3

+ 342β0β1β2 + 328β0β1β3 + 216β0β
2
2 + 298β0β2β3

+ 60β0β
2
3 + 510β2

1β2 + 429β2
1β3 + 609β1β

2
2

+ 780β1β2β3 + 155β1β
2
3 + 351β2

2β3 + 134β2β
2
3

)
− 6λ

(
β0(3β1 + 10β2 + 11β3 + 4β4) + 7β2

1 + 18β2
2

+ 5β2
3 + 2β4(5β1 + 4β2 + β3) + 29β1β2 + 28β1β3

+ 25β2β3
)

+ β1 + 3(β2 + β3) + β4
][

2(1 − 6λ(2β0

+ 5β1 + 4β2 + β3))2]−1
, (B.2)

B̃ =m2
gm2[2λ2(β2

0(51β1 + 112β2 + 63β3) + β0(252β2
1

+ 750β1β2 + 360β1β3 + 432β2
2 + 350β2β3 + 60β2

3)

+ 351β3
1 + 27β2

1(44β2 + 19β3) + 3β1(429β2
2 + 55β2

3

+ 328β2β3) + 432β3
2 + 15β3

3 + 459β2
2β3 + 148β2β

2
3

)
− 2λ(β0(9β1 + 20β2 + 11β3) + β1(63β2 + 30β3)

+ 21β2
1 + (4β2 + β3)(9β2 + 5β3)) + β1 + 2β2 + β3

]
×
[
4(1 − 6λ(2β0 + 5β1 + 4β2 + β3))2]−1

, (B.3)

C̃ =
[
4λ2(β2

0(159β1 + 352β2 + 195β3) + β0(783β2
1 + 1416β2

2

+ 1172β2β3 + 213β2
3 + 12β1(198β2 + 95β3)) + 945β3

1

+ 9β2
1(401β2 + 175β3) + 9β1(473β2

2 + 340β2β3

+ 59β2
3) + 1296β3

2 + 1389β2
2β3 + 451β2β

2
3 + 45β3

3)

− 12λ3(4β3
0(51β1 + 112β2 + 63β3) + β2

0(1521β2
1

+ 4552β1β2 + 2190β1β3 + 2672β2
2 + 2200β2β3

+ 393β2
3) + 2β0(1890β3

1 + β2
1(7143β2 + 3090β3)

+ 2β1(3885β2
2 + 2993β2β3 + 513β2

3) + 2592β3
2

+ 2762β2
2β3 + 895β2β

2
3 + 90β3

3) + 3150β4
1

+ 2880β3
1(5β2 + 2β3) + 3β2

1(7467β2
2 + 908β2

3

+ 5464β2β3) + 2β1(7308β3
2 + 240β3

3 + 7527β2
2β3

+ 2396β2β
2
3) + 3456β4

2 + 30β4
3 + 4536β3

2β3

+ 2105β2
2β

2
3 + 416β2β

3
3) − λ(4β0(15β1 + 32β2
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+ 17β3) + 153β2
1 + 6β1(76β2 + 35β3)

+ 276β2
2 + 224β2β3 + 41β2

3) + 2(β1 + 2β2 + β3)
]

×
[
2(6λ(2β0 + 5β1 + 4β2 + β3) − 1)(2λ2(β2

0(51β1

+ 112β2 + 63β3) + β0(252β2
1 + 750β1β2 + 360β1β3

+ 432β2
2 + 60β2

3 + 350β2β3) + 351β3
1 + 27β2

1(44β2

+ 19β3) + 3β1(429β2
2 + 328β2β3 + 55β2

3) + 432β3
2

+ 459β2
2β3 + 148β2β

2
3 + 15β3

3) − 2λ(β0(9β1

+ 20β2 + 11β3) + 21β2
1 + β1(63β2 + 30β3)

+ (4β2 + β3)(9β2 + 5β3)) + β1 + 2β2 + β3)
]−1

. (B.4)
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[27] N. L. González Albornoz, A. Schmidt-May, and M. von Strauss, Dark
matter scenarios with multiple spin-2 fields, JCAP 01 (2018) 014,
[arXiv:1709.05128].

[28] Y. Manita, K. Aoki, T. Fujita, and S. Mukohyama, Spin-2 dark matter
from anisotropic Universe in bigravity, arXiv:2211.15873.

[29] E. W. Kolb, S. Ling, A. J. Long, and R. A. Rosen, Cosmological
gravitational particle production of massive spin-2 particles,
arXiv:2302.04390.

[30] S. Nojiri and S. D. Odintsov, Ghost-free F(R) bigravity and
accelerating cosmology, Phys. Lett. B 716 (2012) 377–383,
[arXiv:1207.5106].

[31] S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov, and N. Shirai, Variety of cosmic acceleration
models from massive F(R) bigravity, JCAP 05 (2013) 020,
[arXiv:1212.2079].
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