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Abstract: The possible existence of a massive spin-2 field alongside the stan-
dard massless graviton of General Relativity is a recent theoretical development
in gravitational physics. If such an additional tensor field exists, it could leave
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Abstrakt: Mozna existence hmotného spin-2 pole vedle standardniho nehmotného
gravitonu obecné relativity predstavuje nedavny teoreticky vyvoj v gravitacéni
fyzice. Pokud takové dodatecné tenzorové pole existuje, mohlo by zanechat po-
tencialné pozorovatelné stopy v riaznych astrofyzikalnich, kosmologickych a lab-
oratornich podminkach. Tato prace studuje flavourové oscilace v témeér degen-
erovaném interagujicim systému fotoni s hmotnymi a nehmotnymi casticemi se
spinem 2 $iricimi se v magnetickém poli. Ramec pro nase vypocty je poskytnut
bimetrickou teorii gravitace bez duchi, kterd interaguje s elektromagnetismem.
Diskutujeme nékolik potencialné pozorovatelnych projevi zminénych oscilaci a
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Introduction

In 2022, the LHAASO experiment reported the observation of a gamma-ray burst
with high-energy photons, specifically with energies up to 18 TeV, whose redshift
was estimated to be z = 0,151 [1]. In addition to this, a shower corresponding to a
photon with an energy of 251 TeV originating from the same gamma-ray burst was
observed shortly afterwards by the Carpet-2 experiment at the Baksan Neutrino
Observatory [2]. However, this creates a puzzle, because such high-energy photons
should be significantly inhibited through interactions with photons from the cos-
mic microwave background radiation (CMB) and extragalactic background light
(EBL) and thus should not be able to reach us from the distance corresponding
to the estimated redshift. That we observe them nonetheless could therefore very
well be a signature of phenomena beyond the standard model of particle physics.
Most often discussed in this context are axions, hypothetical spin-0 particles with
pseudoscalar coupling to the EM field that, among other things, are considered
as possible candidates for dark matter particles. The significance which axions
bear in relation to the problem of observing energetic photons lies in the fact
that, unlike photons, they are assumed to interact only very weakly with ordi-
nary matter. Moreover, in the presence of an external magnetic field, coupling
between two photons and an axion should lead to oscillations between the two
particle species, thus allowing the observation of the aforementioned high-energy
photons: having propagated for most of its journey to the Earth in the guise of
an axion, the photon would escape the loss of energy through interactions with
background photons and the subsequent ete™ production [3].

Several specific astrophysical setups where the axions should be observable
have already been proposed [4]. Experimentally, particles such as axions could
be detectable in “light-shining-through-wall” experiments ([5l, [6], see [7] for a
review). In these, a laser beam is propagated through a magnetic field into which
an obstacle (wall) is inserted. While photons cannot pass through the wall,
particles like axions have no problem penetrating even very dense materials due
to the their very weak interaction with ordinary matter. Having passed through
the obstacle, they can then be converted back into photons through another
magnetic field, which, in turn, can be detected on the other side of the barrier.
An outside observer would therefore conclude that some light has been shone
through the wall (albeit in the form of axions). So far, however, the existence of
particles that would allow for this phenomenon has not been demonstrated from
these experiments.

Many studies which consider the problem of particles mixing with the EM
field focus on the case of the axion, because it also provides a possible resolution
of the strong CP problem [8, 9]. However, one has to bear in mind that a similar
effect can be mediated by any other light particle with suitable coupling to the
EM field. In particular, one does not have to restrict to spin-0 and consider, for
instance, coupling the photons to spin-2 particles [I0] (mixing of photons with
spin-1 particles is forbidden by the Landau-Yang theorem [I1},12]). This is closely
related to (linearized) theory of general relativity, which can be understood as a
theory of a single massless particle with spin 2, called the massless graviton.

In addition to this massless graviton of general relativity, the existence of



its massive variant, called the massive graviton, has recently been considered.
Indeed, one could envisage that there could be a natural extension of general
relativity, where one would add (in a well-defined and consistent manner) a second
metric tensor to the metric tensor of general relativity so as to end up with one
massless and one massive dynamical spin-two field. Such a setup is known as
bigravity. Note that this theory is relatively new, because for a long time, it was
believed that no consistent theory for gravitating massive spin-2 fields can be
formulated owing to the unavoidable presence of a fatal ghost instability ([13],
see [14] for a review). While the first linearized massive spin-2 field theory was
proposed by Fierz and Pauli [I5], it was found that upon taking the massless
limit, the theory exhibits the so-called van Dam — Veltman — Zakharov (vDVZ)
discontinuity [16], [I7]. In particular, the massless limit did not seem to provide
a theory for a massless spin-2 particle on its own, but only in combination with
a propagating scalar field as a remnant of the spin-0 polarization of the massive
spin-2 field. Nevertheless, the so-called Vainshtein mechanism [18] (see [19] for a
review) soon explained that up to a certain distance from a source (the Vainshtein
radius), this scalar is so strongly coupled that a linearized analysis breaks down.
As a consequence, inside the Vainshtein sphere the scalar becomes hidden by non-
linear effects and its presence is felt only at large distances. At the same time,
the problem of consistency of such non-linear extensions of massive gravity was
addressed by Boulware and Deser, who pointed out the necessity of the presence
of a ghost instability (the so-called Boulware-Deser ghost), a scalar field with
negative kinetic energy that would cause fatal instabilities [I3]. Decades later,
however, it turned out that their analysis was not general enough and the ghost
instability can be systematically eliminated, a development which culminated in
the de-Rham-Gabadadze-Tolley (dRGT) theory [20] and its later generalization,
the Hassan-Rosen bimetric theory [21].

If the above mentioned additional tensor field exists, one could in principle ob-
serve its signatures in various astrophysical, cosmological and laboratory settings.
For example, the massive graviton, similarly to the axion, is a seriously-considered
candidate for a particle which would account for the observed abundance of dark
matter in present universe: both in the regime where its mass is large [22], thus
working in the weakly interacting massive particle (WIMP) / ACDM (A cold dark
matter) paradigm (see [23] for a review), as well as for very small massive spin-2
masses [24] (the ULDM — ultra light dark matter paradigm [25, 26], 27, 28| 29} 30] ).

So far, we know about the existence of dark matter only from its gravita-
tional effects. One possible explanation is that it is a manifestation of gravity
itself, naturally extended by a massive spin-2 field [31]. Due to its weak coupling,
the presence of this field would have significant effects only at larger distances, so
as to retain consistency with observations. It appears that using a combination
of the standard Newtonian potential and the Yukawa potential induced by the
massive graviton, the rotation curves of galaxies can be fit quite successfully [32].
The existence of ultralight dark matter could also be revealed by pulsars, as the
oscillations of the spin-2 field could affect the dynamics of binary pulsar systems,
causing changes in the arrival times of the pulses [24, [33]. Moreover, signatures
in fluctuations of the cosmic microwave background may also be associated with
gravitons [34, B5] as the thermal CMB photons could have been converted into
gravitons when interacting with the primordial magnetic field during the recom-



bination epoch. Therefore, the observations of CMB fluctuations can be used to
detect high frequency gravitational waves [36, 37] and provide constraints on the
strength of the primordial magnetic field. This could possibly be an example of
a magnetic field strong enough also for the massive gravitons to undergo conver-
sion to photons with a non-trivial rate. In turn, the same mechanism also allows
for the conversion of relic gravitons into photons, which could be a possibility in
testing various cosmological theories [34]. This should be enough of a motivation
for a deeper study of these particles and their interactions.

In this thesis, we will mainly focus on the aspects of eigenstate mixing be-
tween the EM fluctuations and other particles in an external magnetic field. This
phenomenon arises whenever there is a (near) degeneracy of masses of mutually
interacting particles and gives rise to flavour oscillations. As a consequence, we
will work in the regime, where the particles interacting with the EM field are
ultrarelativistic and thus approximately massless (as is the photon). In particu-
lar; as we have argued above, these oscillations may leave potentially observable
imprints: among other things, they could provide explanation for the recent ob-
servations of high energy photons. In Chapter , we study (mostly as a toy
example) a spin-0 particle interacting with electromagnetic field through a scalar
coupling: step by step, we derive the equations of motion from the lagrangian,
linearize them and find the solution for the oscillations of photons and scalars. We
also discuss possible signatures of these oscillations in various experiments and
observations. In chapter [2, we then turn to a more complicated situation that
will be of more interest to us later in this thesis: the interaction of the EM field
with a massive spin-2 field. Starting with the linearized Fierz-Pauli lagrangian
coupled to the EM stress-energy tensor and going in detail through all deriva-
tions, we emphasize various similarities and differences compared with the story
of the scalar. Noticing that upon taking the massless limit, the spin-0 polariza-
tion of the massive spin-2 field does not decouple from the dynamics (a direct
manifestation of the vDVZ discontinuity), we realize that the massless spin-2 case
deserves separate treatment, which we then outline in Chapter [3| Starting from
the Einstein-Hilbert action minimally coupled to the Maxwell action, we derive a
linearized action for the metric and the EM fluctuations which, as in the massive
spin-2 case, we find to be coupled together through the EM stress-energy tensor.
Since this is an example of a theory where all parameters are explicitly known,
we are able to make quantitative predictions for the photon-graviton conversion
rates (the so-called Gertsenshtein-Zel’dovich effect) and other observables. In
particular, we conclude that a photon double-conversion mediated by the mass-
less graviton alone is unlikely to explain the observations of high-energy photons
from GRB221009A. Finally, in Chapter [4] we discuss the combined interaction of
the EM field with both the massive and the massless spin-2 fluctuations within
the unifying framework of the bimetric theory of gravity. Building heavily upon
the results derived in the previous chapters, we are able to reduce the coupled
dynamics of the EM field and the two gravitons into two separate systems, where
each exhibits 3-flavour mixing. Finding the mass eigenstates perturbatively in the
couplings, we derive general formulae for various observables effects which arise as
a consequence of oscillations between various polarizations of the fields involved.
We also evaluate some of these quantities in the two regimes in the bimetric pa-
rameter space for which the massive spin-2 field has so far been considered as a



candidate for dark matter: the heavy CDM regime (relative coupling strength of
the two spin-2 fields a ~ 107!t — 10713, Fierz-Pauli mass mgp ~ 1 — 100 TeV)
and the ULDM regime (o =~ 107% and mpp =~ 10723 — 10717 eV). At the end, we
conclude with a summary and discussion of the main points.

Conventions

Throughout the thesis, we will use the mostly-minus (West-Coast) Minkowski
metric

10 0 0
0 -1 0 0

10 0 -1 0" (1)
0 0 0 -1

Unless we say otherwise, we will also use the system of natural units common to
the high-energy physics literature, that is

c=h=¢=1. (2)
This also implies
1
=—=1 3
Ho ol (3)

for the vacuum permeability o as well as

- (4)

“= dmeghc " 4r

for the fine structure constant in terms of the elementary charge e.



1. Mixing of photons with scalars

Let us first explore the problem of eigenstate mixing in the simple case of a
massive scalar particle interacting with electromagnetic field. In order to achieve
efficient mixing, we will work in the ultrarelativistic regime mgy > w (denoting by
my is the mass of the scalar field) where the masses of the scalars and photons
become effectively degenerate. We will mainly follow the presentation of [5] and
[10].

1.1 Derivation of the mixing equations

We first focus on deriving the evolution of coupled EM and scalar (spin-0) modes
as they propagate through a background magnetic field.

1.1.1 Action and its variation

Let us first write down the lagrangian (density) describing a scalar field ¢ coupled
to the electromagnetic field A, through a cubic vertex [I5]. That is, we write

1
L = Lpm + Lka + ZQOFWF;LM, (1.1)

where Lgy is the usual free electromagnetic (Maxwell) lagrangian, which is writ-
ten in terms of the Maxwell tensor F),, = d,A, — 0, A, as

1 v
;CEM - _ZFM F/“/ (12)

and Lkg is the lagrangian describing a free massive scalar field (with mass my)
[38]

L6 = 5(0a0)(°0) — ymis?. (1.3

Finally, go is a coupling constant with dimensions mass~!. Note that having in
mind our later applications to deriving the mixing equations, we chose to ignore
any potential O(¢*) self-interactions of the scalar, as these would have been
dropped during the process of linearization around a background with ¢ = 0. Also
note that the interaction term is invariant under the EM gauge transformation

Ay = A, + 0N (1.4)

for some gauge parameter A because F),,, does not transform under .

We will soon convince ourselves that the lagrangian describes well the
oscillations between the EM and scalar fluctuations propagating on a constant
magnetic background, at least in pure vacuum and at a classical field theory
level. However, for practical applications, it will be important to also consider
the following two effects.

First, one has to bear in mind that perfect vacuum does not exist. Therefore,
as they propagate through the medium the particles, mainly the photonsE] will

'Mainly the photons, the scalars and other highr-spin fields considered in the remainder of
this thesis, will be treated as dark matter, which interacts very weakly with ordinary matter.
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interact with external matter, whose presence, in principle, should be reflected
through the inclusion of other couplings in the lagrangian . In practice, we
will later on bypass this by parametrizing this interaction with effective refractive
indices for the EM modes.

Second, even in a (hypothetical) perfect vacuum, a background EM field
may effectively induce different refractive indices for different EM polarizations
through loop diagrams in QED [39]. This is a consequence of the fact that QED is
not purely a theory EM field fluctuations, but it couples photons to charged mat-
ter (electrons), which may mediate 2-2 photon-photon scattering through higher
loop Feynman diagrams. At leading order, such a scattering would be mediated
by one electron loop with four vertices, to which the external photons are at-
tached (see figure . This gives rise to the effective Euler-Heisenberg coupling
0

L _ @ (F F‘”’>2+Z(F F“”)2 (1.5)
EH 90m§ 77 4 nv ) .
where a = £ is the fine structure constant and me is the electron mass. Also,

~ 4m
F" is the Hodge dual of F,.,, namely

w1
F = € F (1.6)

We will postpone explicit inclusion of effects due to Lgy up until section |1.1.5
below, where we will observe that upon turning on a background EM field, it
effectively gives rise to a birefringent medium, whose refractive indices we will
compute.

Figure 1.1: Leading order contribution to 2-2 photon-photon scattering in QED.

For the moment, let us come back to considering just the classical lagrangian
(1.1). In order to derive the equations of motion, we can either vary the ac-
tion directly or substitute into the the Euler-Lagrange equations. Let us adopt
the second approach here. For the scalar equation of motion we will thus be
substituting into

o _, oL
0¢  "0(0,0)

8

0= (1.7)



that is, in detail,
. 0£EM a,CKG a(igoFWF;w@

0="— 5 + 5 53 -
dLgm OLka (590 F™ Fu )
-y -y -y 1.8
10,0 200,0) P 0Ge) .
Co(=1PmE,)  0[3(0.0)(070) — smde?|  a(LgyFE,,e)
0= 4a¢ + 9 + —4 99 (1.8b)
=0
O(—1FPwE,)  0[50.0)(0°0) — im3¢?| a(lgeFmE,,e)
O 84(8;@) ~On 8(8/@) o 4 8(8M¢) > (1.8¢)
=0 =0
0=—miop+ igoF“”FMV — 0,(0"9), (1.8d)
so that finally we obtain
0= (0+m)o— iggF’“’Fm, : (1.9)

As for the equation of motion for the photon, we need to substitute into the
Euler-Lagrange equation

oL oL

= — 1.1
0 0A, On 0(0,A,) (1.10)
and, again in detail,
_ OLgm | OLxc 8(%90FWFW¢)
=%a, Toa, v oa,  °
ILgm 0Lxq (590 F" F )
— — — 1.11
Yoy~ PamAy T aoA,) (1.11a)
o AAFEL) 0[3(0a)(0°¢) — §mdc?] L AP Fus) |
N 0A, 0A, 0A,
=0 =0 =0
AR 0[3(0a0)(9°0) — 3m3s?] _y IG90F" Fu0)
" 9(0,A,) a 9(9,A,) o0(0,4,)
=0
(1.11b)
0= 0,F" — go(¢p0,F*" + F"0,0), (1.11c)
so that we end up with the equation of motion
0= 0,F" — go(¢0,F" + F"0,0). (1.12)
In total, we will therefore consider the equations of motion
1
0= (0+my)¢ — 190 F" (1.13a)
0=0,F" — go(¢0,F*"" + F"0,0). (1.13b)

9



1.1.2 Propagation on a magnetic background

We would like to expand the fields in small fluctuations around a background,
which is defined by the constant magnetic field. Let us assume that the particle
propagates along the z-axis. The background can be divided into two components:
the component parallel to the direction of propagation, denoted by By, and the
component perpendicular to it, denoted by Br. Without loss of generality, we
can consider this second component only in the z-axis direction, which gives us
the field-strength tensor in the form

0 0 0 0

ext |0 0O By, 0
Fy,z/ - 0 _BL 0 BT 9 (114)

0 0 —Br O

which is assumed to be turned on in a region of space |r| < L and vanishes
otherwise. Here L characterizes the size of the region. In order to describe the
propagation of photons in such a background, we want to expand the vector
potential as

A, — A+ A, (1.15)

and correspondingly the EM tensor as
F. — Fﬁft+F“V. (1.16)

However, note that turning on a non-trivial background F® for the EM field only
is apparently inconsistent with the equations of motion ({1.13a}), because non-zero
F Ij’ljt clearly becomes a source for the scalar. Hence, expanding the equations

of motion and in small fluctuations around the background with
Fext # 0 while ¢ = 0 should be expected to lead to contradictory results.
Although it is true that formally speaking, this necessitates turning on a non-
trivial classical background for the scalar, we will now argue that this can be
neglected on the grounds of perturbative consistency of the lagrangian (|1.1]).

Neglecting the induced scalar background
Indeed, starting with the scalar equation of motion ((1.13a}), we obtain

1
0= (O+mi)é — 0| F*" Fu + FIES 4 (F™)F,y + (F““)””Fjjjt} . (117)

The first term in the parentheses is quadratic in small fluctuations, meaning that
we will drop it. The second and third are identical and together equal to

ext v v o ext v
QFW (O"AY — OV AHM) = 4Fuu orAY, (1.18)
while the last term can be evaluated as
(F)™ Pt = 2(Bf + BY). (1.19)

Hence, equation (|1.17)) can be rewritten as
1
0= (004 m3)o — go( F) 0" A" — L go( B} + BR). (1.20)

10



Note that since the last term is a constant, equation (|1.20)) cannot be balanced
for small enough fluctuations ¢ and A"

To correct this problem, let us now also consider turning on a background
¢*™* # 0 for the scalar. To determine the value of ¢, let us again start with
the scalar equation of motion, but now let us try to solve it for the background
fields ¢™* and A‘fj‘t, as those need to satisfy the equations of motion and
as well. Assuming first that mg > 1/L in natural units, the mass term in
the equation of motion dominates over the derivative terms and we can therefore
assume that ¢™* = const. inside |r| < L (and ¢®™* = 0 outside the region, with
an exp(—mor)-suppression near |r| = L). We then have

1
0= (O +m)s™ — Jao(F™) 3 (1.21a)
1
0= (O +mg)o™ — S0o(BL + Bi), (1.21b)
1
0 = mgo™* — 5go(Bﬁ + B3). (1.21c)

This gives
ext _ 90(BE + BY)
go¢ - 9 2
my

On the other hand, in the regime mg < 1/L, the derivative terms in the equation
of motion start to dominate the mass term and the profile of ¢*** can no longer
assumed to be constant. Assuming the fall-off condition ¢*™* — 0 as r — oo,
one can derive that the profile will have characteristic size go¢p®™* oc g2B2L.
(Correspondingly, this would also induce a non-constant O(g2B?L?) correction
to F™* through the equation of motion for the EM background.)

However, here one has to note that perturbative consistency of the lagrangian
(1.1) (which we have to demand) remains in place only if the interaction term
i goF'* F,,¢ is small compared to Lgm and Lkg. This means that go¢ has to be
small and so gyp¢®™** has to be small too. If this condition were not satisfied, we
would escape the regime of validity of our analysis and we would have to add
higher order interaction terms into the lagrangian to restore consistency. In
other words, in order to be inline with perturbative consistency of the lagrangian
(1.1) (which in turn guarantees that one can neglect the scalar background ¢°**
in the ensuing analysis), one needs to assume that the external magnetic field is
weak compared to the scales given by the mass mq of the scalar, or, by the size
L of the region, inside which it is being turned on. In particular, one needs to
demand

#0  inside [r| < L. (1.22)

2 122
gOBext
— K1 1.23
et < (129
in the regime my > 1/L and
GoBal? <1 (1.24)

for mg < 1/L.
Also note that had we considered coupling the EM field to a pseudoscalar
particle instead (that is a coupling aF,, ™" [5] for an axion-like particle a instead
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of ¢F,, F"), we would be automatically getting ¢=* = 0. Indeed, schematically

written, we have
(0 +FE - (0 B
(%) (% Y) 15

so that in an analogous way as in the case of a scalar particle, the case of a
pseudoscalar would yield

ext go ext\ uv TeXt
A = e (PR (1.26)
that is p
ext 0 ext ext
= =—(E"".-B ) 1.27
= ) (127

Since in our case the electric field is zero, we would have got a®' = 0 exactly.

Linearization around the EM background

Going back to the case of a scalar particle, expanding the equation of motion
(1.13a]) using ¢*** = 0 and keeping only terms which are linear in fluctuations,
we get

1 v V rex

0= (O+mi)(¢+¢™) = go(F" Fist + FiiFu + FEGFRY), (1.28a)
1 v ex’ 1 v ex’

0= (d+m3e — §goFe’itFW + (O 4+ md)p™* — ZgoFe’j(tFWt : (1.28D)

Using the equation of motion (1.21a)) for ¢***, the last two terms will go away.
Hence, we get the scalar equation of motion in the form

1 v
0= (0O+md)¢— 5goﬁ;f;tFW : (1.29)
Substituting the expansions into the photon equation of motion (|1.13b)) we get
0 = 9u(F"™ +Fii)— 90 (¢+¢e"t)8u(F£§+F"”)+(F£§+F“”)3u(¢e’“+¢)} - (1.30)

Subtracting the equation of motion satisfied by the background, we get

0= " — go(¢™* 0 F™ + O, F" + FEL0,b + F'0,0) (1.31)

and after we leave just the terms of first order in fluctuations, we get
0=0,F" — go(¢™* 0, F* + FL10,¢) (1.32a)
0= (1—go¢p™" )0 F" — goFlei0,th . (1.32b)

Finally, using the above-discussed assumption go¢®* < 1, we obtain
0=0,F" — go Pl O - (1.33)

To summarize, so far we have managed to put the linearized equations of motion
into the form

1
0= (D + mg)(b - igoFéj(l;szx ’ (134&)
0= 0" — goFeiOud - (1.34D)
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1.1.3 Plane-wave solution and gauge fixing

Far away from the source, the wave can be treated locally as a plane wave. So
from now on we will be searching for a solution of the equations (1.34)) in the
form of a plane wave with wave vector

k= (w(p),0,0,p), (1.35)

where p > 0 is some momentum and w(p) the corresponding energy. In particular,
we will write

Ayt z) = Au(p)e'@ =7 (1.36a)
o(t, 2) = p(p)e'“ 7). (1.36D)

In order to simplify the analysis, we would now like to completely fix the gauge
symmetry (|1.4) associated with the EM field. Let us start by fixing the Lorentz
gauge

0,A" =0. (1.37)
Using this condition, the equations of motion ((1.34) reduce to

0= (0 +mj)d — goFhidu A, , (1.38)
0 =0A” — goF"™ 0,6 . (1.38b)

In particular, since F*? = 0, we observe that

O0A° =0. (1.39)
This enables us to fix the residual gauge symmetry by putting

A’ =0. (1.40)

Indeed, the residual gauge symmetry is a transformation of the form ((1.4)), which
does not violate the Lorentz condition ([1.37)), i.e. the one given by a gauge pa-
rameter that satisfies

O\ = —9,A" =0. (1.41)
Hence, for a generic A° # 0, we can put

t
A= —/ dr A, (1.42)

so that after the gauge transformation, we indeed have

(AN =A°+ A =0 (1.43)
and, at the same time
0N = 92\ — 97 (1.44a)
t t
— / dr A° + / dr 92 A° (1.44D)
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: t ¢
=A%+ / dr 02 A° — / dr OA° (1.44c¢)
= A"+ A (1.44d)
=0, (1.44e)

where we have used (1.39)) in the process. Substituting the constraint ([1.40) into
the gauge condition (|1.37)) this yields

0=0,A"—0,A% = —0,A°. (1.45)
Therefore, for the plane-wave solution ([1.36)), we can simply put
AP =0. (1.46)
This is clearly consistent with the equation of motion for A3, namely
OA% =0, (1.47)

where we have noted that F2 = F33 = (0. Hence, the EM field will have only

two independent degrees of freedom, namely

Al = A|| y (1.48&)
Ay =A, . (1.48b)

Summarizing the discussion so far, the plane wave solution for both the EM field
and the scalar will be assumed to propagate along the z-axis. In the region
where the background EM field is turned on, we will assume pure magnetic field
B = (Br,0, Br) = (F&*, 0, F*). The two independent photon polarizations of
the EM field are then assembled into the 4-potential as A, = (0, A, A1, 0), where
A is the polarization parallel to Bt and A is the polarization perpendicular to
Br. See also figure [1.2]

z /N

x \V

Figure 1.2: The relative configuration of the magnetic field and the propagating
beam.

14



1.1.4 Ultrarelativistic approximation

In this chapter, we will be interested in considering mixing between the prop-
agating EM excitations (which are massless) and the excitations of the spin-0
field. Since flavour mixing can only efficiently take place when the two respective
particles have degenerate masses, we are motivated to focus on the regime where
the scalar excitations are ultrarelativistic and thus effectively massless. In such
a case, that is when the rest mass is negligible compared to the total energy, i.e.
when

2
my
— <1, 1.49
(where w(p) is the energy) we expect p ~ w, so that we can linearize the dif-
ferential operators appearing in the equations of motion. In particular, we can
linearize the operator —[J (in the frequency space) as

W+ 02 = (w+i0.)(w —i0.) = (w+ p)(w — i0.) ~ 2w(w — i0.) . (1.50)

Considering the conditions above, the field solutions to the equations of motion
will be plane waves with an energy dependence ¢! and a spatial dependence
e~*_ Isolating the time-dependence as

At z)
(1, 2)

and plugging the linearized operator above into the equations of motion, we have
for the scalar equation of motion

Au(z)e™ (1.51a)
(2)e™t. (1.51b)

I
<

[—2w(w —i0,) + m]¢ = ;gon’;ﬁ(aﬂA” — 9" AM) (1.52a)
( Wb + Zf)gb = L F0,4, - 0,4,) (1.52b)
< —w+id. + ;rf)gb - Q%thaufly (1.52c)
< — w0, + ;nj)qb - —g—z)BT{}ZAL , (1.52d)

(where, in the last step, we have used that 0;A; = 0 because there is no z-
dependence) that is

: mg 9o
0= (—w—i—z@z—l—)qb—l—BT@ZAL. (1.53)
2w 2w
For the photon equation of motion we have
0=0A4" — goF5:0,¢ (1.54a)
0 =0A4" — go(F0,0 + F>40.9) . (1.54b)

From this, we can get four equations, one for each v. With v = 0,3 as we have
extensively discussed in the previous section, there are no associated propagating
degrees of freedom. On the other hand, for v =1 (]|) we get

0= DA” (1.55&)
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0=2w(w-— iaz)A|| (1.55Db)
0= (w-— i&z)AH , (1.55¢)

while for the polarization v = 2 (that is, L), we similarly get

0=-0A, — g9 extaz¢ (1.56a)
0= QW(W — Z@Z)AJ_ + gOBT8z¢ (156b)
0= (w—10,)AL +—— OBT 0.0 . (1.56¢)

In summary, at this stage, the evolution of the coupled system of the EM and
scalar fluctuations is dictated by the equations

oz< W+ 0. +A0)¢>+ D p oA, (1.57a)
0= (w—1id)A + gOBT 0.0, (1.57b)

as well as by the equation
0= (w—10,)A (1.58)

for the (decoupled) polarization Aj. Note that we have introduced the notation

2
Mo

Ay = (1.59)

2w

for the mass term in the scalar equation of motion.

1.1.5 Environmental effects and vacuum polarization

In general, as we have already discussed above, we should allow for the medium,
in which the EM modes A and A, propagate, to have a non-trivial refractive
index due to interaction with matter. Moreover, upon turning on a background
magnetic field, it turns out, that the two modes A and A, will be subject to
slightly different values of this refractive index, which we will denote by n and
n,.

The contribution to this birefringence due to the interaction with matter is
called the Cotton-Mouton effect and is sensitive to a non-zero transverse external
magnetic field Br. Furthermore, even in the case, when we could completely
evacuate the region around the beam so that it does not interact with any ex-
ternal matter, the non-zero background magnetic field will polarize the vacuum
through the (1-loop effective) Euler-Heisenberg lagrangian so that one ob-
tains differing contributions to both n and n . In other words, in the presence
of an external magnetic field, the vacuum itself becomes a birefringent medium
[39, [41].

For the sake of completeness, let us also mention that a non-zero longitudinal
magnetic field By, would have given rise to off-diagonal terms mixing the two
transverse polarizations A and A, through the Faraday effect [42]. However,
we have to bear in mind the kind of applications we will consider later on: 1.
in laboratory experiments, we can always arrange for By, = 0 exactly, so that
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the Faraday effect does not contaminate the measurements, 2. in astrophysical
environments, we mostly consider propagation of high-energetic photons, where
one would have found this effect to contribute negligibly, as it is significantly
suppressed at high values of w. We will therefore neglect contributions due to the
Faraday effect from now on.

Let us now quantify the above-described effects. Assuming both n) and n
to be close to unity, it will be convenient to introduce the parametrization

Ay

n| = 1+ o (1.60&)
A

n, =1+ f : (1.60D)

where Ay < w, as well as A; < w. The A-parameters will then enter the EM
equations of motion in a similar manner as the mass parameter A in the scalar
equation of motion. In particular, we will end up with the coupled system of
equations of motion

6 0= (w—id. — Ng)p— %BT@AL , (1.61a)

|| : 0= (w — 10, + A”)AH , (1.61b)

L: 0=(w—id.+A)A + gozBT 0.0 (1.61c)
w

As suggested above, we will take into account two main contributions to the A-
parameters for the EM fluctuations: due to interactions with matter (typically a
near-vacuum gas) and due to vacuum birefringence. Namely, we will write

Ap = AEY + AN (1.62a)
AL = A 4 A (1.62D)

Mean refractive indices

First the interaction with matter will give rise to a mean refractive index, which
will of course depend on the precise nature and state of the gas the photons
interact with as they propagate through the magnetic field. For instance, in the
case of a laboratory experiment, where the beam passes through an evacuated
chamber with air at pressure 107 Pa, one would find [5] a mean refractive index
n with n) — 1 ~ 1077, In astrophysical environments, the refractive index
would arise due to the interaction of EM waves with free electrons. One would
then obtain [5]

w2

n(8s) _ 1 = —2752, (1.63)

[Ny €2
= —— 1.64
Wp €0 ( )

is the plasma frequency. (By N, we have denoted the number density of the free
electrons.) Note that for a plasma, one is faced with a refractive index which is
smaller than one, meaning A®) < 0 and a phase velocity of EM propagation
greater than c¢. The group velocity of course needs to be smaller then c.

where
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Cotton-Mouton effect

Introducing a constant transverse background magnetic field Bt will generally
give rise to a non-zero difference n‘(‘gas) — n®9 In the case of neutral gases, this

satisfies [5]

as as 2
nf®) —nE) = %CC’B%, (1.65)

where C' is the material-dependent Cotton-Mouton constant. For example, in
the case of air evacuated down to a pressure of 107 Pa, one would find [5] the
value C'= =5 x 1072 T=2m™~!. For a laser beam at energy hiw = 2.4¢eV (about

520nm) and a magnetic field By = 10T, one would obtain n‘(‘gas) — n&) of the

order 10724, a very small number indeed.

Birefringence in plasma

On the other hand, in media where the EM waves interact with free electrons,
one obtains [43] (in the limit w > w, and w > w,)

2,2
(gas) _ (gas) _ “p We

n e S
Il 1 2w2 w2’

(1.66)

where
€BT

M

(1.67)

We =
is the cyclotron frequency of the background transverse magnetic field.

Vacuum birefringence

Finally, as we have advertised, the refractive indices n) and n, receive non-zero
contributions even in pure vacuum. These are due to loop effects in QED. Let
us now discuss deriving these contributions starting from the Euler-Heisenberg
lagrangian (1.5)) [5], 40]. First, varying the corresponding term in the action with
respect to the EM potential A,, we obtain

(5/d4x£EH _ 0‘25/d4x
90m2

= o / d'z
90m2

(o F“”)Q + X(FWF"”)Q} (1.68a)

4F,, F" F*P5F, 5+

T e
+ 5FWF“ eaﬂpangaFaﬁ} (1.68b)

a2 4 (6%
= ~gom [atzéaso, {SFWF“ Fody

+ 7FWZ~7’WGQ’B’”FPU] (1.68c)

The Euler-Heisenberg lagrangian therefore contributes with a total divergence
term

Cl/2

v pos v 708
~Gomai O [SEw PV F + UE ' F } (1.69)
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into the EM equations of motion. We will now linearize this term around the
constant magnetic background (Fi ). First, we obtain

2

« 5 N o
_ mﬁa |:16Fuy(Fext)M (Fext) B +8(Fext) (Fext)u F 6_|_

4 28F (F o)™ (Fox)™® + 14(Fut) o (P F*| . (1.70)

We then recall that in the absence of the background electric field, we have already
shown in - ) that (Fext)uw(Fext)™ = 0. Substituting

(P )y Fot = 2(B + BY), (1.71)

and using the Lorentz gauge condition (|1.37)) we can further manipulate the
linearized Euler-Heisenberg contribution (1.70]) to the the EM equations of motion
into

Oé2

~ 90m! [(32(Fext) Y(Fust)®® + 56(F s (Fesa) ™ ) a0 Ayt

+16(B2 + B%)DA‘*} L (1LT2)

Since the Euler-Heisenberg contribution represents already a small effect, we can
safely put 0JA® ~ 0. The remaining two terms can be explicitly evaluated case
by case for f = 1 and § = 2 using the explicit form of (Fext)w and the
fact that there is no x and y dependence in the plane wave solution (|1.36f). For
B =1, we eventually obtain the contribution

2802
45m4

e

2802

_45m4 (Fext)(n( ext)018080A1

——(Br)*w’A (1.73)

into the A equation of motion. Similarly, for 3 = 2, one obtains that the EH
effective term contributes into the A, equation of motion with

1602 39 32 160 2 2
_M(Fm{t) (Fext) 8383142 = 45m§ (BT) w Al . (174)
Hence, we can identify
(vac) Aﬁvac) 1402 5o 7
I 1= w A5 (Br) if(BT) 5 (1.75a)
A=) 8a? 4
(vac) 1 2
1 B —£(B 1.75b
g L= 2 (Br) = (B, (1.75b)
where the parameter
(0% BT 2
B 1.76
5( T) 457T<Bcrit) ( )
is defined in terms of the critical magnetic field [5]
2.2
Boit = 2% ~ 442 x 10°T. (1.77)
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In particular, we confirm that vacuum “polarized” by an external transverse mag-
netic field Bt behaves as a birefringent medium, as the difference

(vac) . (vac) _ § B _ Oé( BT )2 L7
nH nJ_ 26( T) 307T Bcrit ( : )

is clearly non-zero. In a possibly-achievable laboratory setup with By ~ 10T,
one would obtain a very small refractive-index difference n‘(‘vac) —n(fac) of the order
10722, While this is still an extremely small number, we note that it represents
an effect which is about 100 times larger than the matter Cotton-Mouton effect
computed above for an evacuated air chamber and hw = 2.4eV. At the same time,

for neutron stars, whose magnetic fields are typically comparable with B, we
can see that the vacuum birefringence becomes a significant effect.

1.1.6 Equations of motion in momentum space

Let us finally substitute for the momentum dependence of the plane wave solution.
We will therefore substitute

Aj(2) = Ay(p)e™*, (1.79a)
AL(z) = AL(p)e ™, (1.79b)
¢(2) = d(p)eP*. (1.79¢)
We will first focus on the || photon equation of motion, which can be written as
0 = we Ay (p) — pe™ ™Ay (p) + Aje” Ay (p), (1.80a)
0=(w—p+APe™4(p), (1.80Db)

that is
0=(w—p+A)Ap). (1.81)

Let us now repeat the process also for the other two equations. The equation for
¢ gives

2
[ my oy G0Br
0= |(w+p+ 5 0)0(p) — i TpAL (p)] e, (152)
that is ) B
_( my _ -GobT
0= (—w+p+ 20 )olp) -2 TpAL(p). (1.83)
Finally, for A, we get
_ -goBr
0=(w—p+AL)AL(p) — ’lwﬂﬁ(ﬁ) : (1.84)

Note that the equations for 1 and ¢ can be written in matrix form as
0 w—p—~A¢  +iap o(p)
= : 1.
(O) ( —iap w—p+A, ) \Al(p) (1.85a)

<8> - (w Cw ™ o—p+ Al> <z';{b5189)> ) (1.85b)
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where we have denoted

B
a= gng . (1.86)

Relabelling 1A, — A, and recalling also the equation for A this finally gives
the mixing equations

0=(w—p+2A)4(p), (1.87a)
<8> - (w o ~ o-pt m) (ﬁ f@)) - (1.87b)

We observe that the parallel polarization Aj of the photon decouples and propa-
gates independently without getting mixed with the scalar and the perpendicular
photon polarization A .

1.2 Searching for mass eigenstates

To determine the possible values of p of the remaining mixture of ¢ and A, in
terms of the energy w, we use the condition that the determinant of the matrix

_ (WP =14 ap
M= (T ) (159)

appearing in ([1.87b|) has to be zero in order for the equation ([1.87b]) to have solu-

tions. This will give us some relations of the form p;(w) and py(w). These should
then be interpreted as the mass-shell (dispersion) relations for two independently-
propagating particle species which arise from the mixture of the scalar and the
perpendicular photon polarization A;. On the other hand the Aj polarization
already propagates as a mass eigenstate with dispersion relation

p(w) =w+ Ay, (1.89)

since it decouples from the rest and does not participate in the oscillations. As a
result, the evolution of the A mode as it propagates through the magnetic field,
is simply given as

A”(Z) = A“(O)e_i(w—’—A”)z = A”(O)e_iwn“’z . (190)

1.2.1 Diagonalization of M (p)

First, note that for the determinant of M (p), we can write

det M = (w—p—D¢)(w—p+AL) —a’p? (1.91a)
=(w—p)2+p(As—AL) — AgA; — a?p? (1.91Db)
=(1—a®)p? +p(Ag — AL —2w) — AgAL +w? +w(AL — Ag). (1.91c)

Let p;(w) and pe(w) be the two solutions of the equation

det M = 0. (1.92)
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These give the dispersion relations

21— a®)pr(w) =2w+ A, —Ag— VD, (1.93a)
201 — a*)py(w) = 2w+ AL — Ag+ VD, (1.93b)

where D is the discriminant. We will shortly see that it will prove useful to note
the corresponding Vieta’s formulae

(1 —a®)pips = w? + w(AL — Ag) — DoA L, (1.94a)
(1= a®)(p1 +p2) =20+ AL = Ap. (1.94b)

It is then straightforward to see that the solutions (¢!, A(j)) and (¢, A(f)) of
(1.87b)) which correspond to p; and py satisfy

A(f) —ap: —

o) o iA —tan O, (1.95a)
(2) —

o _ 2 — 4 tan O, . (1.95Db)

A(f) w—p2— A

The definition of the angles ©; and O, is such that they measure the angular
distance (in the ¢ — A, flavour space) of the solution 1 to the pure scalar state
(1,0) and of the solution 2 to the pure photon state (0,1). In other words, the
directions in the flavour space corresponding to the two mass eigenstates with
the dispersion relations are given by the normalized vectors

. 1 ( 1 > . 1 (tanG)Q) (1.96)
1= —F—— ; 2= . :
\/1+ tan?©, — tan ©, \/1+ tan? O, 1

The z-dependence of a generic plane-wave solution involving the scalar and -
photon polarization can then be written as a linear combination of the two mass-
eigenstates, namely

<sz2)> = Crere™ ™7 4 Chege 7, (1.97a)

Cl ]. —ip1z
T g \—taney )¢ T
1 + tan?©, an

CQ (tan @2
\/ 1+ tanQ ("‘)2 1

for some constants C, Cy. Assuming that the system was prepared in an initial

state
(ff?&) (1.98)

. Cl 4 Cg tan @2
\/1—|—tan2@1 \/1+tan2®27

n ) e (1.97D)

at z = 0, we obtain conditions

(0) (1.99a)
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Cl tan @1

Cy
S 4 7
\/1+tan?0; /14 tan? O,

AL (0) (1.99b)

that is

0 = Vittan®6 [6(0) — AL(0)tan®,] | (1.100)

T + tan ©; tan ©4

C 1+ tan® 6, [AL(0) + 6(0) tan 6, (1.101)

=+
1+ tan @1 tan @2

Altogether, we therefore find that the evolution of the ¢—A | system with generic
initial conditions ¢(0) and A, (0) is described by the solution

(!f f’fﬁ)) -

1 1 |
B —A —ip1(w)z
1 4 tan ©4 tan O, <— tan @1> [¢(0) 1(0) tan @2} e +
1 tan O9 o
+ 1 + tan ©4 tan O, ( 1 ) {AL(O) + ¢(0) tan @1}6 . (1.102)

At the same time, we recall that for the decoupled polarization A)(z), we simply
obtain

Aj(z) = Aj(0)e=™m=. (1.103)

1.2.2 Transfer matrix
We can notice that the evolution equations ((1.102) and ((1.103) can be recast

in a form familiar from quantum mechanics. Introducing a combined amplitude
(“wave function” or “state”) in the three-dimensional Aj—¢-A, flavour space as

A (2)
U(z) = (¢(z) ) , (1.104)
Ai(z)

the evolution of the system, as it propagates in the external magnetic field, can
be succinctly expressed as

U(z) = U(z,0)¥(0), (1.105)
where we have introduced the unitary transfer matriz (or operator)
U(2,0) = Uy(z,0)U_(2,0). (1.106)
The matrix Uj(2,0) acts only on the A subsystem and is simply identified as

e~ PIWz 0 0
U||(Z,O)= 0 10 5 (1.107)
0

0 1
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while for U, (z,0), we have to write

0 0

Ui(z,0)=| 0 U(2,0) : (1.108)

where the 2 by 2 submatrix U(z,0) reads

1
X
1+ tan ©; tan ©,
y eTP1Z | eTiP2% {30 O tan O, (€72 — e71%) tan Oy (1.109)
(e7P2% — e71%) tan O, e 4 e tan Oy tan O, ) T

U(z,0) =

The unitarity of U(z,0) (and hence the unitarity of U(z,0)) can be checked to
hold as the consequence of relations satisfied by p;(w), p2(w), as well as O, O,.

1.2.3 A, —¢ oscillations

It follows that given the system (beam) was prepared at z = 0 in a state U(0) =
U;, then the probability P(¥; — Wy), that we will measure a state W(z) = ¥ in
the beam after the beam has travelled over a distance z through the magnetic
field, can be computed as

P = W) = o (1.110)

For instance, one could be interested in the (transition) probability that one will

find a scalar mode
0
U, =1 (1.111)
0

in a beam, which was initially prepared in a (normalized) pure-photon state

! A”om) (1.112)
AR AP \ 4, o) |

We obtain

(W) U(z,0)0 4 =

! (1) U(z,0) A'éo) (1.113a)
“ Ao raor o) T iy o
1 1

- X

VIAIO)]2 + [AL(0)2 L + tan O, tan ©;

(0) T ( AH (O)Q*ip”(w)z(]_ + tan @1 tan @2)
X

1 A (0)(e™P2% — e~ P1%) tan O, (1.113b)
0 AL (0)(e7"P2% + e~ P17 tan O tan Oy)
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A, (0) tan O,

- e —e7?), (1113c
VIAIO)2 +[AL(0)]? 1 + tan ©, tan@2< ) )

that is, using the fact that the two states ¥4 and Wy defined in (1.112)) and
(1.111]) were already normalized, we get the transition probability

P(‘I’A — \I’qg; Z) =
= [(Uy)'U(2,0) 04 (1.114a)
_ (A1(0))? 4 tan® O, .o (p1 —Pp2)z
= A0 + (AP 0+ tan G angy 0 g - (11D

This can be directly interpreted as a (measurable) relative decrease in the in-
tensity of the photon component of the beam. We can see that P(V,4 — Wy; 2)
oscillates with length [,s. = pffpzz indeed, while the transition probability in-
creases from 0 as we increase z to reach a maximum at z = [y /2, it will again
fall to zero when z is an integer multiple of /... This behaviour is a direct con-
sequence of having initially prepared the system in a state which was not a pure
mass eigenstate of the system in a background magnetic field — situation which
is quite analogous to the well known case of neutrino oscillations. As expected,
the amplitude of these oscillations is maximized when Aj(0) = 0, because the
parallel polarization does not mix with the scalar. Also, since the transfer matrix
U(z,0) is unitary, the probability of measuring any photon state in the beam is
simply equal to 1 — P(¥4 — Wy).

1.2.4 Simplification of the transfer matrix

Our objective now will be to simplify the above derived expressions for the mix-
ing angles and the dispersion relations pj(w), pe(w) given that most efficient
mixing between the photon and the scalar should take place in the ultrarelativis-
tic regime. Based on the simplified formulae derived in this section, we will then
work through two interesting limits of the mixing angle.

To this end, let us first denote

goBr
mo

. (1.115)

where we recall that for large enough mg (grater than 1/L), we need to assume

that € < 1 in order for go¢™* < 1 and hence in order for the perturbative

lagrangian description to be valid. On the other hand, in the regime mo < 1/L

(which is relevant for the limit my — 0), we would need to assume goBrL < 1.
Let us then consider the discriminant D of the quadratic equation

0=(1—-a)p*+p(Ag— AL —2w) — AgA, +w’ +w(AL —A)  (1.116)

resulting from the condition that the determinant of M (p) needs to vanish. We
can first manipulate it as

D= (Ag— AL —2w)* —4(1 — a®)(w(AL — Ag) +w? — AgA)) (1.117a)
= 4w + (Ao — A1) —4w(Dg — AL) — 4w® +4A0A L+
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—4w(A; — Ag) +4a* (W(AL — Ag) +w? — AgAy) (1.117b)

= (Ag — AL+ 400A L +4a*(w(AL — Ag) +w? — ApgAL) (1.117c)
= (Ao + AL+ 4w2a2<1 ;B8 AO%) . (1.117d)
w w

We will now analyze the magnitudes of the individual terms. In particular, we
have

A2
(Do + AL ~ —w?, (1.118a)
w
4a’w? ~ ezéuﬂ : (1.118Db)
w
Al —A A2
PR L —" — €w?, (1.118c)
w W
ApA A% A
12 ==~ PR (1.118d)
w w w

We can therefore see that in the ultrarelativistic limit (1.49)), which we now write
as

A

=<1, (1.119)

w
(where A can be any of Ag, A, A|) we can safely neglect the third and the fourth
term in ([1.118]) compared to the first two (whose relative size will depend on the
ratio of (A/w) and €% and will be discussed below). Hence, we can approximately
write

D~ (Ag+ A1) + 4w?a? (1.120a)
2
= 2 [4(12 + (M) : (1.120b)
w

that is

2
VD ~ w\/4a2 + (M) . (1.121)

w
Also note that

B
q= 2001 _ o (1.122)
2w 2w

meaning that we automatically get @ < 1 in the regime mgy > 1/L due to the
relativistic approximation and the consistency condition € < 1. In the regime
mo < 1/L, it is useful to note that

Byl — (1.123)

a= — .
goDT 2&][1’

where gy Bt L < 1 due to perturbative consistency of the lagrangian and 1/(wL) =
A/L < 1, so that a large number of waves can fit inside the region with non-zero
background magnetic field. Hence, in both regimes we get

a<1. (1.124)
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For the solutions p; and p,, we therefore have

A, —Ay—+D
p1%<w—|— = 20 )(1—|—a2) (1.125a)
A, —Ay—+D
~w+ — 20 +dw, (1.125h)

where we have neglected products of small quantities. Similarly we have

A — Ao+ VD
+J. O\/_+2

P2 =w 5 a‘w. (1.126)

Multiplying by a, we can therefore drop everything except for the leading contri-
bution, namely

ap; & aw , (1.127a)
apy = aw . (1.127b)
Finally, we can establish
A —Ay— VD
—(w—p+AL) =dtw+ = 20 \/_—AL (1.128a)
2y Dot AL vD (1.128b)
2 2
1 ANg+A1N\2 1A+ A
~w| — \/4a2 + <°+l) _ 20T AL L el (11280)
2 w 2 w
1 4aw? 2aw
=—(QAo+AL)|—\|1+ 7 " 1+a——
3 (% ”l J (Do + ALY “Aomj
(1.128d)
and similarly
( Ao~ Lag 4 A= 1 ATy 2 ) 9g)
w—ps— Do)~ = — = 1l—a——. (L
b RN . (Ao +AL)? Ao+ AL
Recalling that we have defined
apy
tan©®; = — , 1.130a
' —(w—=p1+AyL) ( )
ap2
tan @y = ————— 1.130b
? w—p2 — Ay ( )
we therefore obtain
2aw 1
tan 0 ~ — — : (1.131a)
Bot Bs—\l+ iy — 1+ x5
2aw 1
tan ©y ~ — — (1.131Db)
Aot AL -1+ (Aﬁmm —l—agix;
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Hence, denoting

20 goBr

= = , 1.132
Y= Mg+ AL Mgt AL (1.132)
we can rewrite (|1.131]) as
Y
tan O &~ , 1.133a
YTVl —ay ( )
Y
tan O, ~ ) 1.133b
T VIt R+l +ay ( )

1.2.5 Mixing limits

We will now distinguish two limits depending on the value of the parameter y:
the small mixing scenario, which arises for y < 1 and the large mixing scenario
y> 1.

Small mixing

Let us first assume y < 1, that is goBr < A¢ + A, . This gives

y 1 goBr

t @Rﬁt @%*—*7
AT AN S S T oA+ A

<1, (1.134)
meaning that this lands us at the regime of small mixing between the scalar and
the A, polarization of the photon. The square-root of the discriminant can now
be manipulated as

2
VD ~ w\/4a2 + (M) (1.135a)

= (A0+AL)\/1+y2 (1135}3)
~ (Ao + Al)(l + y;) . (1.135¢)

For the solution p;, we therefore obtain

+AL—AO—\/E

P =w i + a*w (1.136a)
AL —Dog— (Ag+A)(1+ 2
O St el ‘;+ DA+ |2, (1.136b)
2
:w—AO—Z(AO—f-AL)—i—aQw. (1.136¢)
Finally, substituting a? = gi’fﬁ and using the relativistic approximation ((1.119)),
we end up with
1 ¢2B2 1g2B2
=w—Ag— 2L 4 0T 1.137
Pr=w=207 YA A, "1 w (1.137a)
1 ¢2B2
Mw—Ay— - 1.137b
YT IA T AL (1.137b)
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Similarly, we have

Ay —Ag+ VD
Py = w =% 20 VP L (1.138a)
AL — Ao+ (Do +A)(1+ 2
~w ot 0+ ;Jr 1) +2)+a2w (1.138b)
2
:w+AL+yZ(AO+AL) + a’w (1.138¢)
1 g3B: | 1giBt
= A - 4 - 1.138d
WIS IR AL 1w ( )
1 ¢2B2
Nwt+ A+ 1.138
ST IR AL (1.158¢)
In total, in the small-mixing scenario we obtain the dispersion relations
1 ¢2B2
—w—Ng— -2 1.1
1 g3B%
= A - 1.139b
) =wt ALt R oA (1.139b)
for the scalar-like and the photon-like particles, with the mixing angle
1 goBr
0, ~0,~Q=__2"1 1.140
P 200+ A, (1.140)
Note that by introducing the mass parameter
b=Ag+ A, (1.141)

we can rewrite the dispersion relations (1.139)) using the refractive index n,

(which was defined by (1.60b))) as
pi(w) = wny —b(1+ 6%, (1.142a)
p2(w) = wny +bO?. (1.142b)

The directions in the flavour space corresponding to the two mass eigenstates are
specified by the normalized vectors

_ (1 L (® (1.143)
el = s €y = 5 .
LVirer\-e Covirer\l
respectively. These can be used to write down the general solution for the ¢p—A
oscillations in the small-mixing scenario

(1) - )0 - eg

- <@> [AL(0) + ¢(0)8]e ™% (1.144)

1+062\1

The corresponding sub-matrix U(z,0) of the full transfer matrix U(z,0) for the
combined Aj-¢-A, system (see (1.108) for definitions and discussion) therefore
reads

—ilwn z ib(14+02)z 2 —ibO?z —ib®2%z _ _ib(1+02?)z
U<Z7O):€ (e + O%¢ O(e e )

1+02 @(e—ib®2z _ e“’(H@Q)Z) O2b(14+67)z | e‘ib@22> , (1.145)
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whose unitarity can be explicitly checked. This enables to rewrite (|1.144])) as

(ﬂé)) = U(z,0) (ff?g» : (1.146)

Substituting this into the expressions ((1.108]) and ([1.106]) for the transition ma-
trix, one then obtains the transition probability P(¥4 — Wy; 2) as

Py — Uy 2) =
i
1 ! 0(=.0) 40) (1.147a)
_ 2, . a
A0+ [ALO) [\, AL (0)
1 1
_ X
[A)(0)2 + [AL(0)[? (1 + ©2)?
o\ @*iwnnZAH(O)(l + 6?) ’
% 1 e—Aiwnlz@(e—‘ib@2z2_ eib(1+§2)22)AJ_(O> (]_]_47b)
0) \e niz(@2b(1+6%)z | =ib0%z) 4 ()
L AP 2 g2 22
S TAOR+ AR <1 e

where we have kept only leading terms in the (small) mixing angle ©. (This also
corresponds to a relative decrease in the intensity of the photon component of
the beam.) Again, we observe that the probability P(¥4 — W, 2) (which is the
same as the relative intensity of the scalar component of the beam) oscillates with
length

21 2

lose = — = —7. 1.148
b Ao+ A ( )

The amplitude of these oscillations is maximized when Aj(0) = 0 (i.e. no admix-
ture of the parallel polarization which does not contribute to the mixing). This
maximal value first occurs for z = l,s./2 and is simply given by the mixing angle
as

B 2
P (W4 5 W) = 407 — ( o5t ) .

—_— 1.149
Ao+ A ( )

Focusing on the case when A4;(0) = 0, if our measurements are carried out over a
sufficiently large length scale z > [, one will find a mean transition probability
(relative decrease of photon intensity)

(1.150)

1/ goBr \?
<P(\IJAL—>\IJ¢;2)>:262:2( fo ) .

Ag+AL
On the other hand, for z < ., the transition probability can be well approxi-
mated as
1
P(Uy, — Uy 2) ~ ©%222 = ZggB%,z?. (1.151)

In this limit, the transition probability therefore becomes insensitive to the mass
mg of the scalar and the refractive index n . It only depends on the coupling go.
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Large mixing

We will now on the other hand assume y > 1, that is goBr > Ag + A ;. Note
that in principle, this could be achievable by experimentally tuning

2
my

AL%—AOZ %

(1.152)

in materials (such as plasma), where one can arrange for A; < 0. Alternatively,

one could arrange for separately having Ay < goBr, as well as |A | | < goBr.
Reflecting the limit ¥ > 1 on the mixing angles, we obtain

1
tan@ ~ —y——— =~ 1 1.153
an o y_y — 1+ ay ’ ( a)
1
tanOy ~ —y——— = 1, (1.153b)
—y—1—ay
meaning that we have
O, ~ 0, = g , (1.154)

namely the case of the maximum mixing. For y > 1, the ¢-A, mixing problem
therefore becomes precisely analogous to the resonant regime of the Mikheyev-
-Smirnov—Wolfenstein effect in the context of neutrino oscillations in matter.
[44], 45] We then also have

—~2a\/1—|—f~2a 1+>, (1.155)

so that the dispersion relations can be rewritten as

Al —Dy-VD

P =w+ 5 +a'w (1.156a)
Zw—f-ALQ_AO—aw—Fa?w (1.156b)
%w(l—i-ALQ;AO —a) (1.156¢)
~w(l—a), (1.156d)

and similarly
po~w(l+a). (1.157)

In total, the maximum mixing is therefore associated with the mass-shell (dis-
persion) relations

pi(w) =w(l —a), (1.158a)
p2(w) =w(l+a), (1.158D)

which correspond to the normalized states

o) = \}5 <_11> o ey— 12 G) , (1.159)
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in the ¢ — A, flavour space. As we have noted above, this large mixing scenario
arises as a consequence of the resonant condition

Ag+AL~0. (1.160)

One of the ways through which this may arise is when we take the separate limits
mo — 0 and A} — 0. We can actually check that performing these limits at
the level of the original momentum-space equations of motion ({1.87b|), one would

directly obtain the solutions (1.158) for p;(w) and pa(w).
Oscillations in the ¢—A | flavour space are therefore described by the solution

e (40) =5 (L) oo - aso]ebmores
+; G) [AL(0) + ¢(0)]e"2"0P= - (1.161)

which can be again conveniently rewritten as

(ﬂé)) =U(z0) (ﬁf%)) ’ (1.162)

where the unitary sub-matrix U(z,0) of the full transfer matrix U(z,0) reads

—isin goBrz  cosgoBrz (1.163)

U(z,0) = ¢ ( cos goBrz  —i singoBTz)

Similarly as in the case of large mixing, one can calculate the transition probabil-
ity P(W4 — U,; 2) as (assuming that the photon beam has no parallel component,
that is A(0) = 0, to maximize the transition probability)
2
0\ 0
P(Wa, —Uy2)=|[1] U(20)|0|| =sin®gyBrz. (1.164)
0 1

In contrast to the small-mixing scenario, this time the probability oscillates with
oscillation length

T
GoBr’

lose = (1.165)
with amplitude equal to 1 and is completely insensitive to the mass scale my and
the refractive indices of the medium. This means that after the beam travels
through the magnetic field a distance z = 102“, the photon component A, of the
beam should completely die out. Provided that the scale of [y is much less than
the extent of the magnetic field, we can average over the oscillations and find
that the mean transition probability is simply % However, note that one should
be cautious about this regime, as it fails to satisfy the perturbativity condition
goBrL < 1 on the validity of the lagrangian ((1.1)). On the other hand, for

2 K lose, We can approximate

P(U,, — Wy 2) ~ goBa2?, (1.166)

which is large by a factor of four than the corresponding result obtained for large
mixing.
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1.3 Observable effects

In this section we will use the results derived up to this point in order to discuss
certain (potentially) observable effects due to the mixing between photons and
ultrarelativistic massive spin-0 particles in an external EM field. We will focus
on the minimal-mixing scenario, as this should be (comparably) less difficult to
achieve in practice.

1.3.1 Effects on photon polarization

Let us start by considering the laboratory setup, where we take a source of linearly
polarized photons (laser beam) and shine them through a magnetic field. We will
now try to exploit the fact that the two photon polarizations A and A, are
affected differently by the mixing with the massive scalar field ¢.

Let us first recall the experimental configuration, which will be taken to be the
same as we have considered throughout this chapter: we consider a beam photons
propagating along the z axis with the magnetic field having components Br
perpendicular to the z-axis and By, parallel to it. The EM four-potential will have
spatial components lying in the plane perpendicular to the line of propagation:
Ay = A which is parallel to Bt and A, = A, which is perpendicular to By. We
will assume that the environment in which the photons propagate, has refractive
indices n and n, for the polarizations A and A, , respectively. These can be
thought of as arising due to both the presence of free electrons, as well as due to
the effect of vacuum birefringence.

Relative amplitude decrease 7(z) and phase delay ¢(z)

Clearly, in such a setup, the system is initially prepared in a pure photon state
A(0), A1 (0) and ¢(0) = 0. After entering the region with the magnetic field
at z = 0, the solution for the ¢—A, oscillations, as well as for the decoupled
propagation of the A polarization, will therefore read

A 1 , 2 02
ezwnLZAl(Z) — ey [@Qelb(“‘@ )z + e—sz Z} AJ_(O) , (1167b)

. @ —ibO2 2 3 2) 2
61@0an¢(2> _ _1+@2 [6 bO© —€b(l+® ) }AJ_(O) (1167C)

We observe that as a consequence of the mixing between the A polarization and
the scalar field ¢ in the magnetic field (as well as due to the refractive indices A,
A), the two EM polarizations behave differently as they propagate throught the
region with non-zero Br. In particular, for the ratio of the two EM modes we
obtain

AL(Z)

_ A,(0)
Ay(2) 1+ 02 A(0) -
Since we expect the change in this ratio as a function of z to be very small, let
us introduce the parametrization
AJ_(Z) _ AJ_ (0)
Aiz) - A4(0)

_ e*iw(nl*nu)z# [@2€ib(1+®2)z + efib@QZ} (1168)

[1=n(z)]e ), (1.169)
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where 7(z) measures the decrease in the amplitude of the A; mode relative to
the A mode while ¢(2) represents a phase delay. Assuming both 1 and ¢ to be
small this can be rewritten as

AL (2)/AL(0)

Ay(2)/A)(0) — L=m(2) —ie(2). (1.170)

In order for n, p < 1 to be indeed true, we will first assume that the experiment
is set up so that

wng —np)z < 1. (1.171)

This is crucial in order for the refractive indices of the environment not to cause
decoherence of the two EM polarizations which would obscure the effects due to
the mixing with the scalar field which are to be expected as very small, namely

bO?z < 1. (1.172)

In practice, assuming a conceivable laboratory setup as in section (with laser
frequency w = 2.4eV, transverse magnetic field 10T and a chamber evacuated
down to a pressure of 1079 Pa), where we have shown that the vacuum contribu-
tion to birefringence dominates over the matter Cotton-Mouton effect, we would
obtain

w

;(n“ —ny)~10""m™, (1.173)

so we are safe to assume that (1.171)) is valid for any practical value of z. Ex-
panding the r.h.s. of (|1.168]) using these assumptions, one obtains

AL (2)/AL(0)

bz
=1-20%sin® = —iw(n, —n))z +iO*(sinbz — bz), (1.174)
Aj(2)/4(0) g~ =) (

so that one can identify the relative decrease in the amplitude n(z) and the phase
delay o(z) to be
n(z) = 20%sin* &, (1.175a)
(z) =w(n, —ny)z+ Ck (bz — sin bz) ) (1.175b)

Moreover, one can also choose to focus on the case when bz < 1. That is to
say, we will assume that the length z is much smaller than the oscillation length
lose = 2m/b, so that the EM wave A, and the scalar wave ¢ remain coherent as
they propagate through the magnetic medium. Notice that these are stronger
conditions than the ones imposed by and . Substituting again
explicitly for our typical laboratory setup as above (recalling from section m
that n — 1 ~ 10717 for air at pressure 107% Pa), we would get

Yl —1)~10"0m !, (1.176)
C

so that one can safely assume A z < 1 for any values of z relevant for a labora-
tory. If, moreover, the mass of the scalar is small enough as well, so that we can
put bz < 1, the expressions ((1.175)) then simplify as
1
n(z) =~ 5@26222, (1.177a)
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1
o(z) mw(n, —n))z+ é@gb?’z?’ : (1.177b)

On the other hand, if the mass mq of the scalar were large enough, so that the
length 2z over which the beam propagates through the magnetic field is much larger
than the oscillation length l,., then harmonic contributions to the expressions

(1.175)) average out and we end up with
(n(2)) = €7, (1.178a)
(p(2)) = w(ni —ny)z + O%z. (1.178b)

Having non-zero n and ¢ results into two observable effects: 1. a rotation by an
angle 00 of the direction in which the linearly polarized EM wave oscillates in
the plane perpendicular to the line of propagation, and, 2. appearance of a small
ellipticity 91 in the linearly polarized EM wave. See also figure

y N\

x \V

Figure 1.3: Rotation of the polarization plane and induced ellipticity of an EM
wave due to mixing.

Rotation 660(z) and induced ellipticity 6 (z)

In order to quantify these effects, let # denote the angle which the direction in
which the EM field initially oscillates makes with the direction of the magnetic
field, that is

A (0)
Aj(0)

tanf = (1.179)

~—~

Then, due to the EM wave propagating a distance z in the magnetic field, we
obtain a change

1 B A1(0)
p— 9(59 = —n(2) = —n(z)tanf, (1.180)

d(tan @) =



that is
1
60(z) = —n(z) tanf cos® 0 = —577(2) sin 26 . (1.181)

Secondly, the induced phase delay ¢(z) between the two modes A, and A} will
cause EM polarization vector to trace out a very thin ellipse instead of being
linearly polarized (as it was before entering the magnetic field). This minor semi-
axis of this ellipse can be seen to satisfy

Ay~ —pA;(0)cost = —pA;(0)sinb, (1.182)

while the major semi-axis is simply

Ao~ \JIAL(0)]2 + A (0)]2. (1.183)

Defining the induced ellipticity ¢ as the ratio

Ay
o =1 (1.184)

of the shorter and the longer axis of the thin ellipse, we therefore obtain

A, (0) 1 )

0(z) = —p(z) cosb = ——p(2z)sin26. 1.185
e) = =l ond e 5 (1.185)
Summarizing, having propagated the EM wave a distance z through the region
with the magnetic field, one should observe a rotation d6(z) of the plane in which
the linearly polarized EM wave oscillates, as well as a small induced ellipticity
d1(z), which, in terms of the variables of our setup and fundamental constants,
satisfy (under the assumption that the EM waves and the scalar wave do not
decohere, that is z < % ~ losc)

1
00(z) ~ —1—6933%22 sin 26 , (1.186a)
1
0(z) = —§(nL — n|)wz sin 20+
1 ¢2B32°

6 [mg +2(ny — 1)w?| sin20 . (1.186b)
Notice that both of these measurable quantities are maximized when we set up
our experiment so that § = 7. Also note, that in the coherent limit 2 < o, the
rotation 06 is not contaminated by the refractive indices and is independent of the
mass myq of the scalar. It can therefore be used to directly measure the coupling
constant go. Also note that n; and w determine a mass scale (for n; > 1)

me =1/2(ny — 1w, (1.187)

which decides, whether mg effectively drops out from the ellipticity di¢(z): if
the mass myq of the scalar is significantly less then m., the ellipticity cannot be
used to find it out by measurement. Substituting again the values for our typical
laboratory setup (ny —1 = 10717, w = 2.4¢eV) one finds m. = 1078 eV.
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Similarly one could write down the averaged values of 660 and 4% in the case
2> loge, that is
1 geBaw?

(00(2)) = T3 2, — 1) sin 26 , (1.188a)

2 2
<(5w(z)> = _;(7% — n||)wz sin 20 — 1 90 Br

T2+ 2(n, — 1)w2wz sin26.  (1.188b)

Again, we note that if my < m,, it drops out from the measurement of both
(00(2)) and (d10(z)). Also note, that the average induced ellipticity (0¢)(z)) be-
comes linear in 2z, where the presence of the mixing with the scalar field is felt
through a small change in the slope of this dependence.

1.3.2 Light-shining-through-wall experiments

Another experimental setup which one could envisage is the following: a source of
EM waves (laser beam) is directed towards a concrete wall which stops all photons.
Before hitting the wall, the beam has to pass through a region with magnetic field
with components By, and Bt. As a consequence, part of the photons are converted
into the scalar particles which only interact very weakly with the matter the wall
is made of and thus pass through undisturbed to the other side. There the scalar
particles pass through another region of constant magnetic field so that some of
them are converted back to photons and may be detected. We will now quantify
the probability of making a positive measurement of an EM wave on the other
side of the wall.
Initially, let us prepare the system in a pure A, state

0
Ui=[0]|=w, . (1.189)
1

This is to maximize the fraction of photons converted to the massive scalar par-
ticles, as the A polarization does not participate in the oscillations. After the
beam propagates over a distance z; through a region with constant magnetic field
B, the beam will be in a state

U(z1,0)0;. (1.190)

When the beam hits the wall, the EM component will be stopped while the scalar
component passes through to the other side unimpeded. Hence, on the other side
of the wall, the system should find itself in the state

H¢U(Zl,0)\1/i, (1191)
where by IIy, we have denoted the projector on the one-dimensional subspace

spanned by the scalar fluctuations, namely

I, = (1.192)

o O O
o = O
o O O



After this pure-scalar beam enters the second region with the constant magnetic
field Br, a non-zero A; component should regenerate. Hence, in the final state
(assuming the thickness of this second region along the z axis to be z3)

\I’f = U(ZQ,O)H¢U<21,O)\IJ1 (1193)

one should be able to find an admixture of a pure A, state Uy = Uy, = (0,0,1),
namely

(U)W, = (W4, ) U(20,0)T45U(21,0) W4, #0. (1.194)

Since both the initial and the final states are normalized, the corresponding tran-

sition probability P(A; — ¢ — A}) (that is, the photon regeneration probability
in a light-shining-through-wall experiment) is then computed as

P(AL — ¢ — AL) = (T2 (1.195a)

= (A, )TU(20, 0)TT5U(21,0)W 4, |2 (1.195b)

Going through the intermediate steps of the beam evolution, we obtain

0
U(z1,0)W4, = 1 +1@2 g wnLz @(ef“’@%;— e"b(1+92):1) ; (1.196a)
(@2ezb(l+® )z1 4 6—1b9 zl)
1 . . 2 . 2 0
MU (21,0094, = 5 T 02 eTILAQ (MO — PO é , (1.196Db)

as well as

o 0
eib(1+®2)ZQ+@2€—ib@2zz >

U(ze,0)II4U(21,0)V 4, = —— =

o (e—z‘b®2z1 B eib(1+@2)21)e—iwnl(zl+z2)’ (1.197a)

@2 3 2 - 2
(‘IJAJ_)TU(ZQ,0)H¢U(21,0)\I]AJ_ _ m(eﬂb@ zo ezb(1+@ )z2)x

o (e—ib@22’1 _ 6ib(1+®2)Z1)e—ivﬂu(““ﬂ . (1.197b)

Incorporating the assumption ([1.172) for both regions and keeping only terms
quadratic in the mixing angle © (which needs to be very small in order for the
small-mixing scenario to take place), this simplifies as

(U)W, = (Wy,)TU(20,0)IT5U(21,0)W 4 (1.198)
= Q% wnL(zt2) (1 - einI) (1 — ei‘m) . (1.199)

Hence, we finally obtain the photon regeneration probability
P(AL = ¢ — AL) = |(p)Ty)? (1.200a)
= 40*(1 — cos bz1)(1 — cos bzy) (1.200b)
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— 160" sin? 2L g2 222 (1.200c)
2 2
In the case that bz; < 1 and bze < 1, that is, the sizes of both regions with
magnetic field are much less then the oscillation length [ (i.e. that the EM
waves and the scalars do not decohere as they propagate through the magnetic
regions) and substituting in terms of the physical parameters of the system and
fundamental constants, we finally obtain the regeneration probability

1
P(AL— ¢ = AL) ~ 1500Br21% - (1.201)

We can see that this is insensitive to the mass mq of the scalar. On the other
hand, if the opposite regime takes place, that is if we have both z; > [, and
29 > loge, the dependence on z; and 2, gets averaged out and we obtain the mean
regeneration probability

494 Biw*
[mé +2(n, — 1wt

(P(AL — ¢ — A))) =406* = (1.202)

For mg much greater or at least comparable to m. = y/2(n, — 1)w, this is sensitive
to both gg and my.

1.3.3 Relative intensity decrease

We have already noted above that, as a consequence of the mixing, one should
observe a relative decrease in the intensity of L-polarized photons in a laser beam
passing through the magnetic field. In particular, assuming that initially there
was no Aj component in the beam, we can write (based on the above result

(L147d))
ALO) — |AL(:)
AL(O)P

b
= P(W, — Uy 2) = 402 sin? ; (1.203)

in the small mixing scenario. Hence, the relative decrease of the A, intensity
oscillates with length [ s = 27” and has amplitude o = 402. Both [, and « are

(in principle) measurable quantities, which we can express as

drw
m3 +2(n; — 1)w?’
4g2 Biw?
— . 1.204b
T 20, — 1w ( )

(1.204a)

losc -

Thus, in the ideal case when one is able to measure both [ and « (and provided
that that myg is greater, or at least comparable to m,., so that it does not drop
out), we could in principle extract both parameters g and mg of the massive
scalar lagrangian.
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2. Mixing of photons with
massive spin-2 field

Let us now turn to describing the mixing of a massive spin-2 particle with photons
propagating in a constant magnetic background field. We will follow ideas of
[T0]. In contrast with the spin-0 case (which was discussed in the preceding
chapter), we will see that the massive spin-2 has five physical degrees of freedom
(polarizations). While a priori, one has to assume that all of these can mix with
the EM field, we will find that only three polarizations enter non-trivially and the
remaining two decouple from the dynamics. Also, this time both polarizations of
the EM field will participate in the oscillations.

2.1 Non-interacting massive graviton

A free massive spin-two particle is represented by a rank-2 symmetric tensor
which we will denote as x,,. Its free dynamics is described by the lagrangian
found by Fierz and Pauli [15]

1
Lrp = §(apqu)(apXW) - (auXW)(apoV) + (apxpy)(a’/XMM)Jr
1 2 ?

v m L m
- 7(8VXM/J,)(8 XM/J,) - 7XMVXI + =

; . S CCALRCEY

where m denotes the mass of the spin-2 particle. To derive the equations of
motion, let us consider directly varying the corresponding action and then setting
variation to zero, that is

3Spp = 6/d4m Lep=0. (2.2)
In detail, we have
0= 5 [ %[5 @) @X™) = (Bu™)(@x) + O™ B’ )+
@) - o+ ) (20)
= [ d'a @)@ x) = 20, )0(0X) + DX O",)+

- (OX™)Du0x™, — (DX OX", — M OX™ + m2(x“u)5x“u} . (2.3b)

Integrating by parts and throwing away the boundary terms (assuming suitable
boundary conditions at infinity, as usual) we thus obtain

0= /d4x — 00Xy OX™ + 2070, X" dX pp — 0,0, 0X" XV, +

— 00X 0x", + 0”0, X" ,0x", — m>X 0" + m2xl‘u(5x“# (2.4a)

— [d'a | = 09,0 + 2010\ — 0N, — D0\
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+ 0°0,x° " — m2y" + mQXUUn’“’] ox* . (2.4b)

Since we are varying the action with respect to the tensor x,, which is symmetric,
the variation dx*” only probes the symmetric part of the integrand. Hence, for
an arbitrary but symmetric variation o x*”, the least-action principle implies
that the symmetric part of the integrand in needs to vanish. This gives us
the (free) equations of motion

0= =070,x" + 0"Opx™ + 0"0p)x™ — 0" 0"X", — 0p0s X" 0"+
+ 070, " — m2Ax* + m2Ax7 . (2.5)

2.1.1 Dynamical constraints

We are now going to simplify the equation of motion (2.5) by noticing, that it
actually implies the constraints

0=0,x", (2.6a)
0=x,". (2.6b)

First, let us take the trace of the equation (2.5)), that is, we multiply it by 7,,.
This gives

0= —0"0,x", + 0.0,X™ + 0,0,X"" — "0, X", — 40,0, X"+
+4070,x°, — m2x"u + 4m*x°, (2.7)
so that after relabeling the summation indices, this reduces to
0 = —2070,x", + 20,0,x"" — 3m*x*, . (2.8)

We therefore obtain that the trace of the massive graviton field is algebraically
dependent on its derivatives as

2
XM/J = Wap(—a"x“p + aMXW) . (2.9)

Furthermore, we can calculate the divergence of the equation of motion ({22.5)).
Namely, let us apply on it the operator d,. We obtain

0= —070,0, X" + 0,0"0, X" + 0,0"0px"™ — 0"0,0"X", — 0" 0,05 X"+
+0"0°0,X°, — mgﬁux“” +m?0"x°, . (2.10)

After relabelling the indices, we can notice that the first and the second term
cancel, the third and the fifth term cancel and finally that the fourth and the
sixth term cancel as well. This means that only the mass-terms will survive to
give us the constraint

0= -0, X" +09"X°,. (2.11)
Substituting this back into (2.9)), we therefore obtain

Xt =0. (2.12)
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Plugging this in turn back into (2.11)), we finally have
X" =0. (2.13)

Substituting the constraints (2.12)) and (2.13]) back into the original equations of
motion ([2.5)), these simplify as

@O+ m*)x"™ =0. (2.14)

Note that the tensor field x*” is symmetric, meaning that it generally has 10 inde-
pendent degrees of freedom. However, the constraints encoded by the equations
and eliminate 5 of these, which leaves us with only 5 independent
elements. This means that a massive spin-2 particle has 5 degrees of freedom,
as appropriate for a spin-2 representation of the Poincare group with a non-zero
value of the 4-momentum Casimir invariant [46]. It will therefore be useful to
decompose the field y*” into a basis of the five spin-two polarizations with some
coefficients (amplitudes).

2.1.2 Warm-up: polarization of a massive vector

Just for the sake of illustrating how polarizations work, let us first focus on the
much simpler case of a massive vector (spin-1) boson A,. The free action for such
a “massive photon” can be written as [47]

1 1
/ 'z < = ZFuF* + 2m2AVA”> , (2.15)

where, as usual, F),, = 0,4, — 0,A,. By varying this action, one can derive the
corresponding equations of motion as

00" AY — 979, A" + mPAY = 0. (2.16)
Calculating their divergence

0= 0,0,0"A” — 0,0"0, A" + m?0, A” (2.17a)
= 0,04" — 09, A" + m?9,A” (2.17b)

we can note that the first two terms are actually zero, so that the mass-term
yields a dynamical (transversality) constraint

0,A” =0. (2.18)
Thanks to this, the equations of motion can be simplified as
(O+m*A” =0. (2.19)

Consider now a plane wave of momentum p, where as before, p is chosen to be
greater than zero so that the photon moves in the positive direction of the z-axis.
The four-momentum k can then be written as k* = (w(p),0,0,p). That is, we
will write

AP(t, x;p) = AP(p)e™n" (2.20)
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where

Al(p) = (A%(p), A'(p), A%(p), A%(p)) (2.21)

are the amplitudes of oscillation of A, in different directions. Now, let us sub-
stitute this plane-wave ansatz into both the equation of motion (2.19) and the

constraint (2.18)). First, we have

0= (O+m*A’ (2.22a)
= (=K +m*)A*(p) (2.22b)
=0, (2.22¢)
that is
E* = w(p)? — p* = m? (2.23)

and so the dispersion relation for the massive photon reads (fixing w > 0)

w(p) = /p* +m?, (2.24)

as expected. After plugging into the constraint (2.18)), we also have

0,A? = ik, A’ (p)e™ ™" =0 (2.25)
which implies that
k,A’(p) =0. (2.26)
In detail, this means that
0=k'A" — pA® = w(p)A® — pA® (2.27)
and so
w(p)A® = pA3. (2.28)

This gives a relation between two of the four polarizations. The polarizations
A' and A? are independent. Hence, the total number of independent degrees
of freedom is three. Introducing the usual pure right- and left-handed massless
photon polarization vectors

¢ = (0,—1,—i,0), (2.29a)
" = (0,41, —i,0), (2.29b)

it is therefore convenient to decompose (using ([2.28)))

Ap(p) - (O’ Al(p)7 A® (p)’ O) + (Ao(p)’ 0,0, A3(p)) (2.30&)
_ P M4 r w(p) '
—ag%(p) a+w(p)A (p)(£,0,0,%2), (2.30b)
where
) = A A (2:310)



_iA%(p) + A'(p)
2 )

7 (p) (2.31b)
and, in the case of a more generic dispersion relation than (2.24), m? should
be understood as w(p)? — p?>. Hence, denoting the amplitude of longitudinal
polarization ﬁA?’(p) as 7°(p) and introducing the corresponding longitudinal

basis vector

€ = (£,0,0,42), (2.32)
it is possible to rewrite
A(p)= > ' (ep)- (2.33)
a=+,0,—

Hence, in terms of the three polarization vectors (2.29) and ([2.32)), a generic plane
wave can be expanded in the form

AP(t,x;p) =

> )| 2.3)

ac{+,0,—}

with corresponding amplitudes 7" (p),7(p) and v~ (p). Notice that three polar-
ization vectors €? introduced above are orthonormal in the sense that

(€a)ulen)" = dap - (2.35)

They are also transverse, namely they satisfy
kueh =0, (2.36)

which is just a reflection of the fact that they implement the constraint 9, A" = 0.

2.1.3 Polarizations of a massive spin-2 field

The procedure of decomposing a generic massive spin-2 plane wave into basis
polarizations will be similar to the case of a massive vector considered in the
previous subsection, but a bit more complicated. Recall that from the Fierz-
Pauli action Sgp, we have inferred the equations of motion

O+m*)*™ =0 (2.37)
together with the transverse and traceless constraints

aux" =0, (2.38a)

X", =0. (2.38b)

Let us again consider a plane-wave solution with momentum p, where p is chosen
to be greater than zero so that the graviton moves in the positive direction of the

z-axis. The four-momentum k can be written as k* = (w(p),0,0,p). Then we
can put

X7 (a5 p) = X7 (p)e™ " . (2.39)
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The amplitudes of oscillation in different directions can be explicitly represented
by a 4 by 4 matrix

() = <x9°(p) X?f(p)) | (2.40)

xX°(p) x7(p)

where Y% = X and x% = y’'. Plugging the plane wave ansatz (2.39) into
equation of motion (2.37) would again give the condition

k* =m? (2.41)
and hence the expected mass-shell relation

w(p) = /p* + m?2. (2.42)

The constraints on the polarizations can then be obtained by substituting the
plane wave (2.39)) into the constraints (2.38)). Focusing first on the transversality
condition (2.38a), we obtain

0=0,x" = ikpxp”(p)eik““# , (2.43)
that is
kpx"(p) = 0. (2.44)
Second, the tracelessness condition ([2.38b|) gives
o _ ikyxh
0=x",=x",(p)e™", (2.45)
meaning that we have to require
pr(p) =0. (2.46)

Evaluating the transversality constraint ([2.44]) explicitly in coordinates, we have

0= kox"(p) (2.47a)
= kX" (p) — px* (p) (2.47b)
= w(P)X* () — px* (p) , (2.47¢)
that is
w(P)x” (p) = x> (p) - (2.48)

Hence, the individual elements of x*?(p) are constrained to satisfy

p b
XOO — 7X30 — 7X037 (249&)
w w
p b
XOl — XlO — 7X31 — 7X13 ’ (2 49b>
w w
p b
X2 =X = =X = P, (2.49¢)
w w
p
X03 — X30 — X33 (2 49d>



In particular, this gives
2 2 2
o0 _ P 33 p 33 ( m ) 33
XU =TT = X 3 )X
Expanding explicitly also the tracelessness condition ([2.46)), we obtain

0= 0 — 1l = (22 38

= (1= nx® = x = =y
2
_ %ng —x 2
that is
22 22 33

(2.50)

(2.51a)

(2.51D)

(2.51c)

(2.52)

It is therefore convenient to reparametrize x!! and x?? in terms of a single degree

of freedom as

11 1mT g

L— _ - ,
X X 2w2X
1m?
2 11+ 33
X =X QWQX

i X gXlS2 pX23 gXBS
=P VT Y
wX X =X T 52X X
5)( Y13 e 33

(2.53a)

(2.53D)

(2.54)

From this form, we can see that there are only five independent degrees of freedom,
specifically: ¥, x'2, ¥, x!* and x?*. Introducing the basis polarizationsﬂ

0 0 00
o _ L0 —1 00
2= 510 0 10|
0 0 0O
0000
o 10010)
2= B0 10 0f”
0000
00 p 0
s ~L 000 0
+1 mﬂPOOW’
0 0w O

(2.55a)

(2.55b)

(2.55¢)

LAgain, in the generic case where the spin-2 wave may not satisfy the exact dispersion

relation (2.42)), we should understand m? as being equal to w(p)? — p?.
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0
w

o1 /2
& :W\ﬁ
2

the matrix x”?(p) can therefore be decomposed as

o O O O

0
w
ol (2.55d)
0

)
[\
o
o
)
s
&

b 2
8 —ms 0 0 (2.55¢)

pw 0 0 2w

X7 = X+2(D)E5% + xx2(P)ens + x+1(P)eXT + xx1(p)eXt + xo(p)eg”,  (2.56)

where the amplitudes x,(p) can be expressed in terms of the original independent
parameters Y, x'2, ¥, x!3 and x?3. Overall, we can therefore rewrite the
massive spin-2 plane wave as

> Xa(p)ea” |eFren. (2.57)
a€{+2,%x2,4+1,x1,0}

X (t,z;p) =

Similarly to the case of the massive vector, the polarizations €2 were chosen to
be orthonormal, that is

(Ea)pa(eb)pa = 6ab' (258)
They also transverse and traceless, namely

0= ku(e)", (2.59a)
0= (&,)" (2.59b)

v

as they are implementing the constraints ([2.38)).

2.2 Interaction with the EM field

In this section we would like to consider coupling the massive spin-2 particle
to the electromagnetic fields (massless photons). That is, we generally want to
consider a lagragian of the form

L =Lrp+ Lem + Lint (2.60)

where Lgy is the (usual) free Maxwell lagrangian, Lpp is the Fierz-Pauli la-
grangian (2.1)) and Ly is some interaction term.

2.2.1 Coupling to the EM stress-energy tensor

In particular, we will couple the massive spin-2 field to the full electromagnetic
stress-energy tensor

1
(Tgm)"™” = F* F° + Zn‘“’FagFO‘B : (2.61)
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This can be motivated by considering the massless case, where this coupling arises
by expanding the Einstein-Hilbert action coupled to the covariantized Maxwell
action (see the following chapter for details). In chapter |4l we will also observe
that the coupling of ), to the EM stress energy tensor follows from the bimetric
action. Let us therefore consider the interaction lagrangian of the form

g g 1
£in = — =Xpo Ty P == o FPVFVU‘F* PO E VFMV . 2.62
t 2\/§Xp (Tem) \/§Xp ( 477 m ) ( )

Varying the corresponding action as before, one obtains the equations of motion
0= —=0"0,x"" + 0"0,x"" + 0"0px"" — 0"0" X", — 0,0,x" """+
+ 0P0,X° " — m*xM + mPx o + i(TEM)‘“’ ., (2.63a)

V2
0=0,F" —\/2g0,( \**F ¥ — \WF © 1 A 2.63b
= OuF" = V290, (X"F," = X" E, + 95X, : (2.63b)

Let us now see what kind of constraints on x*” these equations imply by cal-
culating the trace and the divergence of the graviton equation of motion. As a
preparation, let us first calculate trace and divergence of the EM stress-energy
tensor. For the trace we have

1
(Tem)", = FuaF™ + Z77@1@51?% (2.64a)
= —F o F" 4 F,3F*° (2.64b)
=0, (2.64c)

while for the divergence, we obtain
1
Ou(Ten)" = 0, (F*, F™ + En“”FaﬂFaﬂ) (2.65a)
1
= (0,F")F™ + F" 0,F* + 5nwzwﬁ(aﬂsz (2.65b)

We can substitute for the first term from (2.63b)) so that it is O(gF9(xF')). The

remaining two terms can be manipulated as

av 1 178 nle
Fﬂa auF + 577“ F ﬁa,uFaﬁ =

= ;FWWF“” + ;FW@“FW + ;Faﬁa”Faﬂ (2.66a)
= ;Fma“Fa” — ;ch‘?aF“” + ;F“aal’Fm (2.66h)
= —;Fw((‘?“F”a + OYF 4+ 9V FOr) (2.66¢)
=0, (2.66d)

where the final step holds due to the Bianchi identity. Hence, in total this gives

au(TEM)W = O(gFo(xF)) . (2.67)
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Calculating now the trace of the whole graviton equation of motion, the result
(2.64) implies that the entire interacting part drops out and we are therefore left
with
- 3
0, (0px™ — 0"X°,) = §m2x“u, (2.68)
as in the case of the free massive spin-2 particle. Secondly, for the divergence of
graviton equation of motion, we get

v V. o g 14
0= —m29, " +m*0"x%, + ﬁau(TEM)“ (2.69a)
0= —m29, X" +m?*3"x%, + O(¢g*FO(xF)) (2.69Db)
that is
X" — X%, = O(L, FO(xF)) . (2.70)

This means that upto higher-order terms (which have to be dropped if our analysis

is to be perturbatively consistent), we obtain
3
§m2x“u = 0, (0,x" —0"x7,) =0. (2.71)

Plugging this back into ([2.70f), we therefore recover the transverse-traceless con-
straints

X", =0, (2.72a)

X" =0. (2.72b)

Hence, we can conclude that the coupling of x,, to the EM stress-energy tensor

does not violate the transversality and tracelessness of x,,, so that it can be
expanded in the usual massive spin-2 polarizations as

X" = > Xa€l” . (2.73)
a€{+2,x2,+1,x1,0}
Substituting the constraints (2.72) into the equations of motion (2.63al) and
(2.63b)), we get

0= —(0+m2)y"™ + \%(TEM)W (2.74)

for the massive graviton, as well as
0= 0,F" — V29x"*0,F," — V2gF,"0,x"* + V2gx"" 0, F,° (2.75)

for the photon, where we note that the second term contains the divergence of
F and so is of higher order in g (by substituting from the photon equation of
motion into itself). In total, we therefore obtain the equations of motion

(O +m?*)x" = \%(TEM)W ; (2.76a)
0, F" = \/2g (F,/ Y — X‘“’&,Fua) . (2.76D)

Expanding around the usual magnetic background ((1.14)), these can be straight-
forwardly linearized as

1
(O + m2)y™ = \% [(Fext)“aFo‘” + PR 4 QWWFQBF;f] L (27Ta)

DA% — 9%(0,A") = V29(Fext) ./ Oux™™ . (2.77D)
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2.2.2 Gauge fixing

Recall that in the case of the scalar — photon mixing, we were able to fix for the EM
field the Lorentz gauge while also fixing the corresponding residual gauge
symmetry by putting A° = 0. However, we can easily observe that repeating
exactly this in the case of the massive spin-2 particle leads to an inconsistency.
Indeed, considering the @ = 0 component of the linearized equation of motion

(2.77Db)), we obtain
OA? — 0°(0,A4") = V2g(Fuxt), 0X"° . (2.78)

Assuming the usual ansatz of a plane wave propagating along the z-direction, we
can evaluate the RHS to obtain

OA° — 9°(0,A") = V2g(Fext)5 05X (2.79)
= V2gipBre® x 11 (2.79Db)

2

. p
= —ighr———; X (2.79¢)

where we have noticed that only for a = +1 do we obtain a non-zero 20 entry
in the polarization tensor. Hence, we obtain that we cannot possibly fix Lorentz

gauge and simultaneously fix AY = 0, because then the LHS of (2.79) would
vanish while the RHS is clearly non-zero. Instead we can

1. either fix a generalization of the Lorentz gauge which would be found so as
to enable setting A% = 0,

2. or, fix the usual Lorentz gauge but then allow for a non-zero A° (and,
consequently, a non-zero A?).

While we will focus only on the first method, we have checked that they both
lead to the same result. First, we can see that fixing the deformed Lorentz gaugeﬂ

t
9, A" = —/2g / dr (Fuss),* 0" (2.80)

and substituting back into the equation ([2.78)) cancels the RHS and leads to the

equation
0A° =0. (2.81)

Since the residual gauge symmetry of the gauge condition is the same as the
residual gauge symmetry of the undeformed Lorentz gauge (the RHS of
does not transform under the EM gauge transformation) we can use the same
analysis as in the previous chapter to check that in this case, A° can be gauged
away. Evaluating the gauge-constraint explicitly in coordinates for a plane
wave solution, we obtain

2

p
wm)@ﬂ .

2Since we are assuming a plane-wave form for both both the EM and the massive spin-2
field, the integral ft dr should be thought of as simply 1/(iw(p)).

i(wA® — pA®) = gBr (2.82)
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Substituting A°, we observe that contrary to the case of the scalar — photon
mixing, we are now getting

A= 4B (2.83)

T$X+1 #0.
iwy/w? — p?

As a quick consistency check, let us verify that A3 given by (2.83) satisfies the

equation of motion (2.77h)) for a = 3. Indeed, for the LHS we get

3 3 _ 2 2 p
0A4% = 0°(0,A") = —(—w” +p )QBTmX+1+

3

. p
— 9B ——F——m= 2.84
9B g X (2.84a)
. wp
= —ngTﬁXH ; (2.84b)
while the RHS evaluates to

\/ig(FGXt)MV I/Xug = \/ig(Fext)QSGSXQ?’ (285&)
= V2igBrp(e+1)* X1 (2.85b)
= —igBr——at (2.85¢)

ﬁx+l )

which verifies that the equation of motion holds. To summarize, in the explicit
evaluation of the equations of motion for the remaining (independent) degrees of
freedom A, A%, X x2, X2, Xx1, X+1, X0, We will use the gauge constraints

t
9, A" = —\/2g / dr (Fo),"00X", (2.864)

A’ =0, (2.86b)
(2.86¢)

2.2.3 Mixing equations

Substituting the expansion ([2.73|) of the massive spin-2 field y*” in terms of a
basis €, for the five polarizations and using the orthonormality relations (2.58)),
one can rewrite the massive graviton equation of motion (2.77a)) as

(O +m?)x; =

1
= j?(ei)lw |:(Fext)uo¢FaV + Fg(Fext)aV + 2nuyFaﬁ(Fext)a'B} (287&)

= V2g(€) o (Fos)" , ", (2.87h)

where we have used the symmetry in the indices u, v and also the fact that the
polarizations (¢;),, are traceless. Furthermore, assuming that both the EM field
and the massive spin-2 field are simple plane waves, we can use the transversality
(€;)wk” = 0 of the massive spin-2 polarization to simplify

(O +m*)xi = V29(Fuxt)"o (€)1 0" A” — (€:) ik A (2.88a)
= V2g(Fo)", () 0" A (2.88D)
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= V29(Fext)’s(€:)2,0° A” (2.88¢)
= —V2¢Br(€;)2ipA” . (2.88d)

Employing the relativistic approximation ([1.50]) for the Klein-Gordon operator
O + m?, one can recast the massive spin-2 equation of motion into the form

gBT 1
0= —p+A)y; +——
(w=p+ A+ 7

Furthermore, substituting for A% and A3 from the gauge constraints ([2.86)) and
recalling that A* = —A), A> = —A,, one obtains

(€)2vipA”. (2.89)

Br 1 .
0= (W —p -+ A>Xz _ gwiT 722]9 [(Ez)QlAH -+ (67;)22AJ_:| +
1 gBr\* p’
+ 25i,+1( o ) P X+1 - (2.90)

Before proceeding further, let us discuss the last term in (2.90): this has origi-
nated from substituting for A3 from the gauge constraints and clearly only
contributes to the equation of motion for x,;. However, this spin-2 polarization
will be shown to decouple from the mixing problem and will therefore repre-
sent a well-defined eigenstate with mass m. We are therefore safe to substitute

w? —p? = m?, so that the last term in (2.90]) becomes O(gzg) and one can there-
fore neglect it by the token of perturbative consistency of the initial lagrangian.
Substituting the different possible choices for the index i one by one, one obtains

five equations of motion for the five massive spin-2 polarizations

0= (w—p—A)xs. (2.91a)
0=(w—p—A)xx1, (2.91Db)
0= (w—p—A)xx2+ awid, (2.91c)
0=(w—p—A)xs2+aspiA, , (2.91d)
0= (w—p—A)xo+ apid,, (2.91e)

where we have introduced the parameters

gBr
=42 2.92
as + 2w s ( 9 )
B

ap = —2L (2.93)

a \/§w '
On the other hand, focusing on the a = 1,2 components of the EM equation

of motion (2.77b)) (and realizing that, as usual, we have ' = 0 = 9?), we first
obtain

0= 0A" — V2g(Fux )y 05X, (2.94a)
0 =0A% — V2g(Fux )y 05X > . (2.94b)

Substituting in terms of Ay, A, and decomposing the spin-2 field into the usual
basis of polarizations, we eventually obtain

0= (w—p)id| + apx>*, (2.95a)
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0= (w—p)idL + aopx®* + aopx” . (2.95b)

In total, expressing ag in terms of as and, as in the case of the massive scalar,
introducing effective photon mass terms Ay, A, for the EM polarizations Ay, Ay
(and relabelling iA — A, as with the scalar), we can write all equations of motion
in the matrix form as

0= (w—p—A)x11, (2.96a)
0=(w—p—A)xx1, (2.96h)
w—p—A a
0= ( aip . _pﬂi A) (’ff) : (2.96¢)
w—p—A 0 azp X+2
0= 0 w—p—A aop Xo | - (2.96d)
asp aop w—p+A) \AL

This form clearly emphasizes the mixing between various EM and spin-2 polar-
izations: the parallel EM polarization A mixes with the x 2 spin-2 polarization,
while the EM polarization A, which is transverse to the external magnetic field,
mixes with the x,o and x( spin-2 polarizations.

2.3 Searching for mass eigenstates

Similarly as in the scalar case, we use the condition that the determinant of the
matrices has to be zero in order for the equations to have solutions to determine
the possible values of p in terms of the energy w.

2.3.1 Decoupled spin-2 polarizations

Starting with the decoupled spin-2 polarizations y.; and x 1, we simply get the
(linearized) dispersion relations

pi(w) =w—A, (2.97a)
px1(w) =w— A, (2.97b)
which are telling us that both y.; and yx; propagate as eigenstates of definite

mass which is directly given by the parameter m entering the lagrangian (2.1J).
The modes would therefore propagate as

Xi1(2) = x11(0)e 87, (2.98a)
Xx1(2) = Xxl(O)e*i(w*A)z ) (2.98b)

2.3.2  xx2—A) mixing

Second, we note that the mixing problem of the EM polarization A with the
spin-2 polarization x«o is precisely isomorphic to the 2-state mixing considered
extensively in the previous chapter for the transverse EM polarization A; and the
massive scalar ¢, meaning that we can straightforwardly write down the results.
In particular, one obtains the dispersion relations

2(1 — ag)p(l) (W) = 2w + A” —A— Dy, (2.99a)

><27H

93



2(1 — ag)p(f%,u(w) = 2w + A” — A+ Dy, (2.99b)
where the discriminant D) can be expressed as
D” = (A — AH — 2(,0)2 — 4(1 — CL%) {W(A” — A) + w2 — AAH} . (2.100)

These dispersion relations descnbe the Propagatlon of two mass eigenstates. The
corresponding two directions (XXQ, and ( XXQ, A( ) in the xx2—A) flavour
space are specified by the relations

A(l) _a (1)

||1) _ g’xz,n = tanO") I (2.101a)
Xx2 W=Dy + 4

2) —a p(2)
A w — ’

I Poz

Assuming the relativistic approximation A, Aj < w, as well as the small-mixing

scenario @(Xl%,H o~ @(32)7” = O,y < 1 (which arises when gBr < A+ Aj), we
obtain the dispersion relations

2 P2
(1) _ 1 g°By
p><2||< w)=w-—A— ZAWLAH ; (2.102a)
1 ¢*°B2
PG W) =w+ A+ 22— (2.102b)

4A—|—AH

for the yyo-like and the Aj-like mode, respectively. The mixing angle O,y
becomes simply

O, = ;AngA” . (2.103)
If we furthermore introduce the mass parameter b, as
by = A+ Ay, (2.104)
we can rewrite
Plaa (@) = wny = by (14 0%5) (2.1052)
p%) (W) = wny + 5,02, . (2.105b)

This enables us to write down the general solution for the xo—A| oscillations in
the form

~(it)-

1 1 x (1462, )z
T 1te2,, «2(0) — Ay (0)O 2
1+@§<2,|| <_@x2,||> [X 2(0) 1(0) zll} +

b (O b0, s
+1+@X2( 1 )[AI(UHXw(O)@w,J (2.106)

As in the case of the massive spin-0 mixing with the photon (which was considered
in the previous chapter), the evolution equation (2.106)) can be recast in terms of
a unitary trasfer matrix Uyo/(2,0), see (2.142)) below.
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2.3.3 x.2—X0—A, mixing

Finally, let us address the problem of finding the mass eigenstates in the coupled
system of .o, xo and A, polarizations. Naively, it might seem as if we will have
to force ourselves to go through the tedious work of diagonalizing the Hamiltonian
in a coupled system of three particle flavours by sheer brute force. However,
introducing the notation

7gB 7
ay =\/ai+ a3 = \/;92; = \/;ag, (2.107)

one can conveniently observe that upon rotating the polarizations as

X+ X+2
Xy | =R xo |, (2.108)
Al Al

where the rotation matrix R is defined as

2 +2 0 L (V3 20
R=|-w « =7 2 V3 0], (2.109)
0 0 1 0 0 1

one can rotate the (hamiltonian) matrix entering the equation of motion (2.96d))
to obtain

w—p—A 0 asp
R 0 w—p—A aogp Rl =
azp aop w—p+A
w—p—A 0 ayp
= 0 w—p—A 0 . (2.110)
ayp 0 w—p+A,
The equation of motion (2.96d)) therefore becomes
0=(w-p—ANX,, (2.111a)
w—p—A atp X+
= . 2.111
( ayp w—p+ AJ.) (AJ_) ( b)

We conclude that the polarization x’, decouples and is described by the dispersion
relation

Plw)=w—A, (2.112)

so that it represents an eigenstate of definite mass which is equal to m. On
the other hand for the polarizations y, and A,, we again obtain a 2-flavour
mixing problem. Imposing the condition that the determinant of the matrix in
the equation of motion (2.111b), one obtains the dispersion relations

2(1—a2)p (w) =2w+ A, —A— /D], (2.113a)
2(1-a2)p? (w) =2w+ A, —A+/Dy, (2.113b)
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with the discriminant
Dy=(A-Ap—20)?-4(1-a?)[wAL - A)+w’ = AAL|. (2114

The two mass eigenstates described by these relations correspond to two directions
(XS:), A(f)) and (Xf), A(f)) in the y,—A, flavour space, which define the mixing
angles @(j? | and @Si) . These satisfy

AW CaipD
Lo _ Prl  —  tanel | (2.1152)
X w—pl Ay o
@ O
j&) _ g)’ﬂ L =+tan I (2.115b)
L W—=Pyr1—

Adopting the ultrarelativistic regime A, A | < w and focusing again on the small-
mixing scenario @Srl? R f,)L = 0O, < 1 (which arises when gBr < A+ A ),

we obtain the dispersion relations

2 22
(1) 7 g°Bp
= w—"QA———— 2.116
p+,L(w) w 12A +AL ) ( a)
2 2
(2) = A lﬁ 2.116b
pii(w) =w+ L+12A—|—AL' (2. )

The first one describes a x_-like mode, while the second one represents a A, -like
mode. The mixing angle ©, | becomes simply

O41 = \/zéﬂ' (2.117)
Introducing the mass parameter b, as
by =A+AL, (2.118)
we can rewrite
P(w) =wni —b (1467 ), (2.119a)
PP (w) =wny +b,0% . (2.119b)

This enables us to write down the general solution for the xy,—A, oscillations in
the form

eiwan X+(Z) _
AJ_(Z)
1 1 i -
“1r02 <_@+’L> [X+(O) - AL(O)@+7L}6 b+(1463 )z

I O41 —iby©% | 2
+1+%< 1 )[AJ-(O)""X+<O)@+,J_}€ 932 (2.120)

At the same time, the decoupled mode x/, evolves simply as
Ve (2) = X, ()7, (2.121)
See (|2.142)) for the unitary transfer matrix which compactly expresses the evolu-

tion given by (|2.120)).
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2.4 Observable effects

We will now consider performing the same experiments and observations as in the
previous chapter in the case of the massive scalar particle. We will again observe
various quantities to oscillate upon varying length of the path z over which the
beam travels through the magnetic field. In particular, we will find the oscillation
lengths

9
Lo = 2 (2.122a)
k] bX
9
losos = — | (2.122b)
by

due to Aj—xx mixing and the A, —x, mixing, respectively.

2.4.1 Effects on photon polarization

As in the scalar case, let prepare the system in a linearly polarized pure-EM

initial state (where x,,(0) = 0). Substituting into (2.120]) and (2.106]), we find
that the propagation of the EM fields in the region with the magnetic field turned

on is described by

iwn 2 1 iby (1402 )z —ibx©®2_ 2z
e I A”(Z) = 1-'—(922”|:@%<2’6 (1+ XQ’H) +e X2, :|A|(O), (2123&)
X2,
. 1 . .
AL = g 02 | MO 4 o= heOh A (0). (2.123b)
+1

Contrary to the massive scalar case, we observe that for massive spin-2, both the
Aj mode, as well as the A; mode evolve non-trivially, as they propagate through
the magnetic environment. Assuming as in the scalar case that we are in the
regime

wng —np)z K1, (2.124)

as well as
b3 O3z < 1, (2.125a)
biO7 2K 1, (2.125b)

the ratio A, (2)/A)(2) changes only by a small amount, namely

2 iby (1402 )z —iby©2 | 2
AJ_(Z) _ AJ_(O) 1+ @><2,H @i,Le + ) +e Tt e_iw(”i_n\l)z (2126&)
Ai(z)  AY(0) 1+ 05 @2, M)z 4 71Oy

AL(0) hes bz s
~ AL(O) (1 + @i,ﬂf bez zb+@i#z - ®2x2,||e bF (AL — Azt
I
+iby©%y 2+ 0%, — 0% ) (2.126b)
AL(0) 2 oo byz 2 oabxz
- 1-2 HHE 4 LN
4,(0) [ ©1 | sin 5 + 205, sin 5 i(AL 1)+

—i0% | (b+z — sin bJrz) + i@QXZ’” (bxz — sin bxzﬂ . (2.126¢)
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Given this, we can easily identify the relative change in the amplitude 7n(z), as

well as the phase delay ¢(z) (see (1.169) for their definitions) as

b b
n(z) = 202 | sin® %Z — 207, sin’ 7”’ , (2.127a)

o(z) = (by —by)z+ 07 | (b+z — sin b+z> — @sz,u (bxz — sin bxz) . (2.127Db)

where we have noted that A, — Ay = by — by. Furthermore, let us first assume
that the EM and the spin-2 wave do not decohere as they pass through the
region with the magnetic field. In other words, let us assume that 2z < losc x and
2 K loset (that is, byz < 1 and byz < 1). We can approximate the expressions
for n(z) and ¢(z) as

1
n(z) ~ cg"Brs", (2.128a)
1 02B23
o(2) = (nL —njwz + %g T 2 2(7“ — 1+ z(nL — n))wz} . (2.128b)

After the particle has passed through the magnetic field, one should measure that
the plane in which the electric field oscillates has rotated by an angle §6(z) and
that the linearly polarized wave has acquired a small ellipticity ¢ (z). Under the
assumption that z < losex and z < los+ (namely that coherence is retained),
these are given by

1
50(2) = —5923%22 sin 20, (2.129a)
1 1
(z) =~ —5(7“ - n”)wz(l + 24923%22> sin 260+
1 232 3
- 59 T% {mQ +2(n, — 1)&} sin 20 . (2.129b)
w

It is now in order to comment on the differences with respect to the expressions
which were obtained for the massive scalar. In particular one should be
interested in whether the massive spin-2 and massive spin-0 case could be told
apart by measuring d6(z) and 0¢(z) in the limit z < lose,x and z < loge 1. First,
we notice [I0] that by performing a redefinition g’ = $¢? of the coupling constant,
one finds that except for the factor of

1
1+ ﬁng%zQ : (2.130)

appearing in the first line in (2.129bf), one ends up with expressions for §60(z)
and 01 (z) which are identical to those for the massive scalar. So the problem
reduces to the question, in which regime the factor becomes important —
if its effect is negligible, this experiment is unable to distinguish between massive
spin-0 and massive spin-2. This will very much depend on the relative magnitude
of the terms

m?, (ng — 1)w? and (ni —nyw?. (2.131)

In particular, in order for (2.130)) to play any role, we need (n, — n||)w2 to be at
least comparable with (n, —1)w? and much greater then m?. E| In practice, for the

3The price one would have to pay for being able to distinguish the two particle species in
this regime would be the inability to measure the mass m, as it then completely drops out from
both §6(z) and 0v(z).
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typical laboratory setup we have considered in the previous chapter (hw = 2.4¢€V,
chamber with air pressure 10~? Pa and magnetic field Bt = 10 T), one would need
m < me >~ 10726V (see and below) in order for the m? to be suppressed
compared to the other two terms listed in . However, even if this were
satisfied, one would need to arrange for the difference nj —n, to be comparable
with n; — 1. In practice, substituting our typical laboratory values, one finds
that ny — n, ~ 107* (dominated by vacuum birefringence) is much smaller
than n;, — 1 ~ 10~'7. We can therefore conclude that it would be difficult to
distinguish the massive spin-2 from massive spin-0 by measuring 60(z) and 1 (z)
in the regime where z < lose.x and z < lose +.[10]

Let us also briefly discuss the regime z > los x and z > los 4, Where the
oscillations are averaged out. One then obtains the average relative decrease and
phase delay

(n(z)) = ¢ Biw? ;(m2 +2(ny — Dw?) 7% = (m* +2(n) — 1)w2)2} . (2.132a)

Tm? 4 2(nt — D)+

(p(2)) = (nL —njpwz + ;g2B%wz

3
—(m® +2(n) — 1)w2)_1} . (2.132h)
which in turn give
(86(:)) = 50 B m? + 20, — 1)) 2
= (m® +2(n) — 1)w2)2} sin20,  (2.133a)

(0Y(z)) = —;(nL — n|)wz sin 20+

1 7
— 4ng%wz{3(m2 +2(ng — Dw?) 4+

— (m® +2(n — 1)w2)1} sin 26 . (2.133b)

It is not difficult to see that analogous discussion applies as in the limit 2 < logc, x
and z < log4+: unless one can arrange for ny — n, to be at least comparable
with n, — 1 and, at the same time (n; — 1)w? to be much greater than m?, the
measurement of (§6(z)) and (d1)(z)) is unable to discern the massive spin-2 case
from the massive spin-0 case.

2.4.2 LSW experiments

Let us now calculate the photon regeneration probability in the light shining
through wall experiment. The experimental setup was described in detail in
the first chapter. This time, photon can be converted into massive graviton
instead of scalar particle, considered in previous chapter. However, the massive
graviton, like the scalar, does not interact with the wall material and can thus
pass through to the other side where it can be converted back into a photon in the
magnetic field. Notice that since in the massive spin-2 case, the A polarization
also participates in the oscillations, it may now regenerate on the other side of
the wall alongside the polarization A, . Recalling the formalism we introduced in
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the case of the scalar, the total probability of photon regeneration will therefore
be equal to

Wy )T I [(Wa)) 03[ :

P(A—x—A) = I T e

(2.134)

where ¥; denotes the initial state and W; denotes the final state and the individual
terms correspond to the regeneration probability of A and A, respectively given
the initial state W;.

Let us start with a general pure photon state of the form

0
T = A'O(O) . (2.135)

A1 (0)
Similar to the scalar case, the final state can be computed as
\ij = U(ZQ, O)HXU(Zl, 0)\111 s (2136)

where II,, is the projector on the subspace spanned by the massive graviton fluc-
tuations, namely

10000
00000

IM,=|0010 0 (2.137)
00000
0000 1

It remains to find the form of the transfer matrix U, given that now there are
two pairs of polarizations which separately undergo two-flavour mixing (xx2—A4|
and x;—A.), as well as one decoupled polarization x/,. That means that it will
be convenient to factorize (in an analogy with the first chapter)

U=U, U U, . (2.138)

where the constituent matrices Uys ), Uy 1 and U  can be parametrized as

Uaall g o

Uxoy(2,00=10 0 1 0 0 |, (2.139)
00 010
00 001

as well as

10 00 O
01 00 O

Uii(2,00=1]0 0 U 0 (2.140)
00 ™0
00 00 1



and

1000 0
0100 0

U,(00=[0 01 0 0 (2.141)
0001 0
0000 U,

As we can see that the mixing equations for each pair of polarizations take a form
very similar to what was encountered in the ¢-A, problem, it is not difficult to
write down the corresponding submatrices Uy, Uy 1, UL, namely

e—iwnuz
Uko(2,0) = ——5—x
1+ 6%, !
y ezb><(1+9><2 H)Z + @ | —iby ®><2 I @X2 ”< —ibx@iQ 7 _ sz(l—i-@)(z H) )
@XQ»H( bx@x2 1 — e' (1+@><2 H) ) @x2 ” sz 1+@X2 H)z te be@xz ! ,
(2.142a)
e—iwnJ_z
U+ J_(Z O) HT
elb+(1+@+ L)Z + @2 71b+9+ K 6+’J_(€ @b+@+ I eib+(1+@2 )Z)
* O, 1 (e +011% — e“’+(1+@+ D7) @2 e (4L )x it s
(2.142b)
and
Ul = e 787, (2.143)

Since x/, does not mix with any other mode, it will not affect our LSW setup.
This allows us to ignore the last row and column in all matrices throughout the
calculation. After some manipulations, we would have found

(W 4,)7U(z2, )IL U (2, 0) W2

|32
[ 4(0)[? A ) o
~ O%a | (1 — ™) (1 — ™) " (2.144
Ao Apoelt - - @ 1)
[A)(O)F 4 2bxz o by
N x1 2.144
[A(0)> + A L(0)[2 66y, sin” , (2.144D)
as well as
[(4,)U(z2, 0)ILU (21, 0) Wi
| W32
|AL(0) . ) .
~ 1—e™)(1— e 92.14
A (0)]* + |AJ_<O)‘2@+’J"( e (1 =€) (2.145a)
|AJ_<O)|2 4 . 9 b+zl .9 b+22
N 1 2.14
|A(0)]2 + |AL(0)]2 x 1607 | sin 5 sin (2.145h)
Thus, the overall regeneration probability can be expressed as
16 b~ b
A A A 204 .92 Ux<l . 9 Uxxk2
P(A—=x—A)= |A||( )2 4 |AL(0)]2 D ||(0>| @XZH sin 5 sin : +
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b+21 . 9 b+22
S1n

+]AL(0)]PO% | sin® (2.146a)

_ A (0)
141 (0)]? +[AL(0)]?
[AL(0)]?
141 (0)]? +[AL(0)]?

P(AH — Xx2 — AH)+

where we define

byz1 . 2 by 2o

P(A” — Xx2 — A”) = 16@127” Sin2 5 (21473)
b b
P(A; = xy = AL) = 1601 | sin® +2Z1 sin? *‘222 (2.147b)

These are the (elementary) probabilities of regenerating the polarization A (or
Ay ) given that we start with a pure A (or A, ) beam (noticing as well that the
mixed transition probabilities P(A; — xx2 — AL) and P(AL — Xxx2 — 4))
both vanish). As expected, since the two photon polarizations do not interact
with each other through mixing with the massive spin-2 field, we observe that
they could have been treated individually.

We can further simplify the results for the situation where the sizes of both
regions with the magnetic field are much smaller than the oscillation lengths
for the two independent 2-flavour mixing problems; i.e.

bX 21, b+21 <1 s (2148&)
byza,b120 < 1. (2.148Db)

In this case the massive spin-2 waves and EM waves will not decohere as they
propagate through the magnetic field. After substituting for the mixing angles
Oy2, and ©4 | and mass parameters b, and by, we arrive at the result

4p4 2 2’AH( )|2+4§9|AL(0)‘2
T | A (0)]2 + [AL(0)[?

P(A =y = A) ~ 116 (2.149)

As in the case of the massive scalar, this does not depend on the mass parameter
m. We can notice that in order to maximize the regeneration probability, one
should take the initial beam to consist purely of the A, polarization. On the
other hand, preparing the system in a pure A initial state would enable us to
distinguish between the massive graviton and the scalar through this experiment,
because, while in the massive spin-2 case, one should expect a positive measure-
ment on the other side of the wall, in the scalar particle case, no signal would be
obtained.

On the other hand, if the opposite regime takes place, that is if we have
both byxz1,by21 > 1 and by29,b, 20 > 1 (21 and z3 much greater than the two
oscillation lengths ), we obtain the mean regeneration probability

(P(A— x> A) =
- 1
T A(0))2 + [AL(0)P2

[IA(0)|2®i2,|| +lAL(0)P61 | (2.150a)

62



B A0
[A(O) + [ALO)2 [(m? + 2(n) — T)w?)?
49 [AL(0)?
9 (m2+2(n, — 1w?)?

(2.150b)

We observe that the dependence on z; and z has been traded for the dependence
on the mass m and the refractive indices n), n.

2.4.3 Relative intensity decrease

As a consequence of the mixing, one should again expect to observe a relative
decrease in the intensity of the photon beam propagating in an external magnetic
field. This time the problem becomes slightly more complicated, because both
photon polarizations undergo mixing. Let us start with a pure-photon state ¥, =
(0, 4;(0),0,A,(0)) and consider the small mixing scenario. The total relative
intensity decrease can then be computed as

AP — [A(Z)]* _
1A(0)[?

= 1 E [‘AII(O)

,2|A||(0)|2 —[4(2)

|41 (0)* + |AL(0) 14 (0)?
+]AL(0)) ‘AL(()')Z?O')T&(Z)'Q] (2.151a)
= 14,001 i RO [‘AII(O)PP(A = Xx2)+
FALOPPA | s
N \Au<o>|?'£0\)£<o>|2 a0yt (57 4
M@;ﬁiﬂi(o”z x 4073 | sin® (bgz) . (2.151¢)

namely as a weighted sum of the two partial relative intensity decreases which
one would measure for each of the two photon polarizations (we have realized
that |A(0)]> = |A;(0)]* +|AL(0)]* and then used the results for the two-flavour
mixing derived already for the massive spin-0). We observe that depending on
the initial polarization of the beam, the intensity will oscillate with two different
amplitudes

4g°* BAw*

= 2.152

T 2y — D (2.1522)
7 49* B3w?*
= - 2.152b
T3 [(m2 4+ 2(ny — 1)w?)?’ ( )
and oscillation lengths
4

losc,x = ™ (2153&)

m?2 + 2(71” — 1)0.12 ’
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drw
m2+2(ny; — Dw?

lose+ = (2.153b)
While one should generally expect the oscillation lengths to be roughly the same
(unless ny — ny is at least comparable to n, — 1 and m? is suppressed relative
to 2(ny — 1)w?), the two ampitudes, being proportional to the squares of the
corresponding mixing angles, will differ by a factor of 7/3.
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3. Mixing of photons in GR

Let us now carefully discuss the case of mixing a massless graviton with a pho-
ton, which also goes by the name of the Gertsenshtein-Zel’dovich effect.[48 49
Although one could naively think that the dynamics of the oscillations in the
massless spin-2 case could be recovered by simply taking the m — 0 limit of
the massive spin-2 results derived in the previous chapter, this turns out to be
incorrect due to the fact that in the massive case, there are additional degrees of
freedom which do not decouple even for arbitrarily small value of m (namely the
Xo mode). This is the famous van Dam-Veltman-Zakharov (vDVZ) discontinuity.
[16], 17] The massless spin-2 case therefore calls for a separate treatment.

Note that one has to be cautious about the signs because, unlike most of the
literature on Einstein gravity, in this thesis we are working with the mostly minus
(West Coast) convention for the metric signature.

3.1 The Einstein-Maxwell theory

We will start with an action derived by combining the standard general relativity
Lagrangian and the general-covariant electromagnetic Lagrangian Lgy;, namely
[50]

S:/&mfg(—iﬁ+cm>, (3.1)

where g = det g,,, denotes the determinant of the spacetime metric, R denotes

Ricci scalar and x = SZTG is the Einstein gravitational constant. In the natural
units ([2)), it is related to the Planck mass mp; ~ 2.4 x 10'® GeV as
1 2
— =Mmp. 3.2
=k (32)

In particular, for the EM-part of the action (3.1)) we have
SEM,int = /d4l‘ AV4 —gLEM (33&)

1
e, ow

where by denoting it as Sgm int, We have emphasized the fact that it contains not
only the Maxwell kinetic term, but also the interactions of the EM field with the
gravitational field. Rewriting F),, into covariant form and using the symmetry of
the Christoffel symbols in the lower indices, we have

F, =V,A, —V,A, (3.4a)
= 9,A, — T, A — (8,4, —T,,%A,) (3.4b)
= 9,A, — DA, (3.4c)

so that the EM field-strength tensor has the same form as in the flat space. It
is also straightforward to see that the Bianchi identity for the EM field-strength
tensor continues to hold in curved space. In particular, one has

vapﬁ’Y + vﬁF’Ya =+ v'yFaﬁ =
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5 5 5
= 0aFpy + 0pFa + 0y Fap — 1° g F5y — 1°, Fgs — 15, Fsat
— T Fys =10 Fog —T° 5Fus, (3.5)
where, since F,3 can be expressed in terms of ordinary partial derivatives as in
(3.4¢)), the first three terms vanish by the same argument as in the flat space,

while the remaining six terms vanish by recalling the symmetry of the Christoffel
symbols in its the lower indices. In total, one therefore has

VaolFsy +VgFEy +V, Fog=0. (3.6)
If we now vary the action (3.1)) with respect to the metric, we get the well-known
Einstein’s field equations of general relativity, namely

1

RMV - iguuR = /{(TEM)Mua (37>

where we define the Maxwell stress-energy tensor (Tgm), on a generic curved
background as

20
V=g 09"
Substituting the explicit form of Lgy from (3.3]), we obtain

(Tem) (\/ —gﬁEM> =2 dg G LEM - (3.8)

1
(TEM),uV = FuagaBFBV + Zg;wFpaFaﬁgpagoﬁ . (39)

It is straightforward to see that in the flat background g,, = 7., the expres-
sion coincides with the expression used in the previous chapter. On
the other hand, by varying the action with respect to A,, we would obtain the
equations of motion for the EM field, namely

1

V=9
We can note that for any anti-symmetric tensor field Q%% one can rewrite the
covariant divergence as

s

0 6a(\/—gFWg“°‘g”ﬁ). (3.10)

Vo = 9,0 417 _Q%% 4170 (3.11a)

\/1__985(\/—_9)955 (3.11b)

Do (/=907 , (3.11c)

= 9,0 +
1
v—9
where in the second equality, we have used the symmetry of the Christoffel symbol
in its lower indices and also noted that

1
NS

(e I
Foc5_

05(V=3). (3.12)
It follows that one can rewrite

1 o UV o UV
ﬁaa(\/ —QF;WLC]“ g ’8) = Va(FquM g ﬁ)’ (3'13)
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so that the equation of motion (3.10)) for the EM field can be equivalently restated
as

0=g""VoF, . (3.14)
Using the equation of motion (3.14)), as well as the Bianchi identity (3.6]), one can
then prove the covariant conservation of (Tgwm )., namely

9V (Tery) = 07V (Fuad**Fi) + 107V (g For Fasg®a™)  (3150)

= 0" F0g®’ Vo Fs, + ivy(FmFaﬁgngﬁ) (3.15b)
= Flog*"g°"V  F3, + ;FpTgﬂagfﬂvaaﬁ (3.15c¢)
= £ Fuog 0™ (VoFa + VsFon + Vo Fos) (3.15d)
=0. (3.15¢)

Finally, computing the trace of the EM stress energy tensor, one gets

1
g (TEM);W — Flmg,uuga/ﬁpﬂu + 1g;wglwFngoéﬂgpozgaﬁ (3.16&)
= —FF9" g + FouFapg™g” (3.16b)
=0, (3.16¢)

namely that the EM stress tensor is traceless. Hence, taking the trace of the field
equation (3.7)), one concludes that on any classical field configuration, the Ricci
scalar needs to vanish. The equation of motion ({3.7]) can therefore be equivalently
recast as

Rul/ = R(TEM)/LV . (317)

3.2 Linearization around a background

Let us start by considering the expansion of the Einstein-Hilbert-Maxwell action
around a classical background, that is around field configurations g, and
A,,, which satisfy the classical equations of motion and (the coupled
system of Einstein-Maxwell field equations). To achieve this goal, we will expand
the fields g,, and A, in fluctuations dg,,, 0A, around their background values
Gur Ay as

gMV = y}u/ + 69/,“/ 9 (318&)
A, = A, + 64, . (3.18b)

We would like to find the corresponding expansion of the action (3.1)) in powers
of dg,, and 0A,,. We therefore seek to write the action (3.1]) in the form

S[gu,, + 8, Ayl + 5A,J —
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= 8[Gur Au] + 008 (G, A, + 21!5(2)5[9#,,,/1“} +o, (3.19)

where the first variation 61 S automatically vanishes since the background fields
satisfy the equations of motion, while the second variation (1/2!)§®S provides
a quadratic action for the fluctuations 6g,,, 64, whose extremization yields the
linearized equations of motion. Higher-order variations (... in (3.19)) will provide
higher-order interactions between the fluctuations dg,, and 0A,. Finally, the on-
shell action S [yw,,zu] can be treated as a constant shift with no impact on the
dynamics of the fluctuations.

3.2.1 First variation

Let us warm up by reviewing first the calculation of the first variation. One can
first find

59" = —g"*¢"%6gus , (3.20a)
1
oN/—g = 5\/—99"559&5. (3.20Db)

Using these results, one can derive the variation of the Christoffel symbols

« 1 (o7
or By = 559 (089py + 04908 — OpGrp)+

1
+ §gap<aﬁégp’7 + a'yégpﬂ - 8p5gryfj) (321&)

o 14 1 (6%
= =91 3,09, + 29 ?(0509py + 010908 — 0y09-5) (3.21Db)
1
= igap (aﬁdgp'y - Fyﬁfyégpy - Fyﬂpégayy“l—
+ 040908 — IV 509 — I ,098,+
— 0p09y5 + 175,09, + waj5gg,,) (3.21c¢)

1
= §gap(vﬁ5gm + V'Y(;gpﬂ - vp(;g'yﬂ) ) (3'21d)

(where based on (3.21d)), we note that as opposed to I'“s_, the variation oI, is
a rank (1,2) tensor field), the variation of the Riemann tensor

SR?,,, = 0,01, — 0,017 ,+
+ TV 00, + T4, 017\ = T7 6T, — T, 6T7, (3.22a)
= 0,017, + 17,0, =T 617\ — T, 617+
— 9,00, — I 6T, + T, 617, +T7, 617, (3.22D)
= V0%, — V017, (3.22¢)

the variation of the Ricci tensor
OR,, =V ,017,, — Vl,éTppU (3.23a)

1 1 1
- igp/\vpvu(sg)\a + igp)\vpvaég/\u - igp)\vpvkégua‘{'
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1 1 1
- 59”%%5% — 5gf’*vyvgcsgxp + igpAVVV,\égpg (3.23D)
1 1 1 1
= ig”vpvyégm + Egp*vpvgégM - §V25g,,0 — §v(,vychAA (3.23¢)

and, finally, the variation of the Ricci scalar

OR = 06(g""Ryo ) (3.24a)
— —ng”aggﬁégag + g 0R,4 (3.24Db)
= —R5g05 + g7 9"V V.05 — V359, (3.24¢)

Hence, the lagrangian density of the pure-gravitational Einstein-Hilbert action is
varied as

1
6(vV—=9gR) = —v—yg (RO‘B - 2R9a5)59a5+
-+ vaa [\/ _g(égpa - gpaég)\)\)} ) (325)

where the second term is a total derivative and will therefore give vanishing
contribution upon assuming suitable boundary conditions. On the other hand,
varying the EM part of the lagrangian density with respect to the metric gives

0
6g(vV/—9LEM) = Dg (V—9Len)0g" (3.26a)
R o
=3 ﬁagw(v _gﬁEMﬂ V=399""9"%5gas (3.26h)
1
= _i(TEM)aB\/ —909ap » (3.26¢)

where we have recognized the definition (3.8) of the EM stress-energy tensor.
Varying the EM lagrangian density with respect to A, gives (up to a total deriva-
tive which will result into a boundary term that can be made to vanish)

514( \% _g‘CEM) = aa(v —QFWQWQV’B)(SAg (327&)
= V=9Va(Fug"g"")0 A, (3.27b)

where we have made use of the result (3.13]). The first variation of the action
(3.1) can therefore be computed as

1 1
oS = o / d*z \/—g (Raﬁ — 5Rgaﬁ — K(TEM)Q'B>5QQ5+
—|—/d4x V=9V ulF,g"*g"")0As, (3.28)

which indeed manifestly vanishes upon substituting the background fields g,
A, satisfying the equations of motion (3.7) and (3.14).

3.2.2 Second variation

Let us continue with computing the second variation. When evaluated at some
classical field configurations g,,,,, A, it will give us the kinetic part of the action for
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the small fluctuations around such a background. It will be useful to decompose
the second variation as

0089, Au| = 02 8[G, Au] + 0545 (G Au] +20%5)S[G,0 Au] . (3.29)

that is into a term quadratic in dg, quadratic in dA and a mixing term which
is proportional to dgdA. In order to simplify the ensuing analysis, from now on
we will assume that the background configuration g, A, is just the flat-space
vacuum, namely

g/,tl/ = 77;w ) A,u, = O . (330)

For this choice we simply have ¢ A295 [gw, A } = 0: indeed, one should expect that
in the flat-space vacuum, the metric and EM fluctuations should propagate as
mass eigenstates with no mixing. At the same time the kinetic term 8 P AS [gW, XH}
for the EM field A, in the linearized action around the flat-space configuration
(13.30) clearly has to come out as the usual flat-space Maxwell action, that is

3ehS Gy = N A = 0] Sem|A / d'z F,, F" (3.31)

(Indeed, this immediately follows from the fact, that we are taking second varia-
tion of a term which was already quadratic in the fluctuations.) We are therefore

left with determining the metric-metric contribution 5513)5 {gﬂy, Zu} to the kinetic
part of the linearized action.

Metric-metric part

In calculating (5;235 [EW,ZH], it is useful to first note that we can write
1
O [\/—_9<R°‘5 - 5390‘6 - H(TEM)aﬂ)] =
1
= (2v=909" 9uo + 3,0/ ~9) (R“ - 5R9% H(TEM)“"> +

1 1
N (5RW — S0Rg — 5 R0g - m§g(TEM)W) . (3.32)

2

Substituting for classical field configuration g, = 7., A, = 0, the first term and
the term proportional to R both vanish. We also have

1
R, — fnuyéR =

(&fnfﬂa Dy + 0510,0, — 5105 0%+

— 10,8y — Nt 00,0, + WMW) Sor. (3.33)
QDW”"égm : (3.33h)
where we have used the flat-space equation of motion R?” = 0 and we have

introduced the background wave operator

0, = 67070,0, + 0517 0,0,, — 53050+
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— 77’\"0,@” — an“’npAapaT + nw,n’\082 ) (3.34)

Calculating 04(TEm ) and evaluating on a classical background field configura-
tion, we would have found that all terms contain at least two powers of the back-
ground EM field which we are setting to 0. Hence, we conclude that d,(Tgm),.m
when evaluated on a flat-space background. In total, varying the first term in
(13.28]) with respect to the metric and substituting for the flat-space background,
one obtains

1 1
Sy l\/_—g (Raﬁ — §Rga5 — H(TEM)QB)] ’ = §n““n5”mwf’”5gpg. (3.35)
g=n,A=0

Denoting the metric fluctuations as dg,, = h,, one therefore obtains the action
1 v (oa g (o
Sgrav - 87% /d4l’ h* (5,unp)\apal/ + 51/77/)/\8;78# - 5;}61/82_'—
— n’\(’@,ﬁy — nwn”np’\ap& + nuynA”(?Q)hpa (3.36)
1
- = / d'z (W 0*Ouhay + K" 07Dy by — W™ 0,0, b, +
— " Ohy, — hu“ao‘aﬁhag + hM“Dhao‘) . (3.37)

Using the symmetry in indices p and v and integrating by parts assuming the
boundary terms to vanish, we finally end up with the expression

1 1 5 1 o
S = 1= / d'z [2(9,,;# Oy, = 50ph, 0B, "+
+ 0,0, h, " — (0,h")(0%har)| . (3.38)
Hence, rescaling the metric fluctuation as

H

1
py _2\/Eh;u/7 (339)

we obtain
4 1 v 9p 1 HAP T
Sgrav[H] - /d Zz §apH 0 HHV_ §3pHM 0 Ha +
+0,H"™0,H,* — (0,H"™)(0"Hy,)| . (3.40)

The integrand then clearly agrees with the m — 0 limit of the Fierz-Pauli la-
grangian (2.1)) for a massive spin-2 particle.

3.2.3 Interactions

Higher-order interactions between the gravity fluctuations dg,s and the EM fluc-
tuations d A, can be worked out by computing higher-order variations of the ac-
tion . This procedure of course becomes increasingly cumbersome with the
increasing order. We will therefore only explicitly derive the interaction which
we will need for later applications.
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In the previous chapters, the mixing problem between the photon and other
particles (scalar and massive spin 2) was considered from the perspective of an
interacting action linearized around an empty flat spacetime. Starting with such
an action, we expanded the fields around a classical solution corresponding to a
constant magnetic field and observed how the cubic interaction vertices of the
type photon—photon—(scalar/massive spin 2) gave rise to the mixing. In order to
be able to perform an analogous derivation in the case of the massless graviton,
let us therefore focus on deriving this interaction from the action by varying
it once with respect to the metric and twice with respect to the EM field (in
arbitrary order). Calculating the second variation with respect to the EM field is
straightforward, as the Einstein-Hilbert-Maxwell action is quadratic in the EM
fields: one can simply replace the field-strength tensor F),, with its fluctuation
0F,,, to obtain

1 1
S0 =~ / e /=GO F 0 Fa5g"g" . (3.41)

Varying once more with respect to the metric, one can see (as a direct consequence
of the definition (3.8))) that the metric fluctuation dg,s will couple to the EM
stress-energy tensor for the fluctuations A,. In an empty flat background g, =
Mg, Ao = 0, this becomes (denoting dgas = hap and relabelling §A4, — A,)

1 1
Sim =~ / d*z (FWF”V + 477WF'”"FPJ> B (3.42)
After the rescaling (3.39) and a redefinition
1
g=V2k=—, (3.43)
mp)
of the coupling constant, we therefore obtain

1
Sint[H, A] = \%/d“x (FM,FPV + 477uyFP"Fpo> H* . (3.44)

This we recognize as the same form of interaction which we eventually considered
for the massive spin-2 particle in the previous chapter.

3.2.4 Summary

In total, specializing to the case of a flat empty spacetime g,5 = 743, A, =0, we
can combine the results (3.40)), (3.31)) and (3.44]) to obtain the action
S[H, A] = Sgrav + SEM + Sint (345&)

1
~ [ l MO H,y, = S0, H, MO H,+

+0,H"0,H,” — (8MH“”)(8O‘HM)1 +
- f/d‘lmF Py

1
+ g / d'z (F#pr; + 47;WFP0FPU> H"™ . (3.45D)

This can be directly compared with the action for the massive spin-2 particle
considered in the previous chapter (setting m — 0).
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3.3 Derivation of the mixing equations

We will now discuss in detail how the mixing between the EM modes and the
metric modes on a constant magnetic background arises.

3.3.1 Linearized gauge symmetries

Action ({3.45) is invariant under the gravity gauge transformation (order by order
in the coupling constant ¢)

SqH,y = O,d,, + 0,d,, (3.46a)

SaA, = —\%(Aaaud“ +d*0,A,), (3.46D)
(where we have introduced a gauge parameter d,), which originates from in-
finitesimal diffeomorphisms. We could derive this transformation by considering
the infintesimal change of coordinates (2)" = 2# 4 “5ed" and investigating how
the linearized metric and the vector field A, transform. While it can be proved,
that the action is invariant under the transformation by directly
substituting the transformation in the action, we can argue for the invariance by
just noting that comes from the original action ({3.1)), which is manifestly
generally-covariant. The gauge symmetry will later be used to fix two
physical polarizations x2, +2 for graviton.
It is also easy to prove that the action (3.45)) is invariant under the electro-
magnetic gauge transformation

nH, =0, (3.47a)

WA, = O\, (3.47b)

We simply note that this transformation does not affect the graviton at all and
that the rest of S depends only on F),,, which is a gauge-invariant quantity by

itself. As usual, the EM gauge symmetry (3.47) will allow us to fix the two
physical polarizations for the photon.

3.3.2 Linearized equations of motion

The equations of motion corresponding to the action ([3.45)) can be obtained by the
standard procedure, namely by varying the action we have found. We can already
predict that they will come out the same as in the case of the massive graviton,
only that the mass terms will vanish. The variation of Sgy,, With respect to H,,,
after integrating by parts, throwing away the boundary terms and symmetrizing

the integrand (since we are varying with respect to a symmetric tensor) gives
0 Serav = /d4x (5HW( — 0"0,H" + 0*0,H" + 0"0,H™ — 0"O"H" ,+

9,0, HP i + 9°0, HC nW) . (3.48)

which would indeed reproduce the free part of the equation of motion for a mass-
less graviton. Variation of Sga + Sine With respect to H,,, only receives contribu-
tions from the interacting part, namely

1
Su1(Sent + Sint) = \%5 [ dte Hy, <F’”a Fov 4 4n“”F5aFﬁa) (3.49a)
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1
- \% / d*zv6H,, <F"a Fov 4n“”F5aFﬁa> . (3.49b)

Since the integrand of (3.49b)) is already symmetric in the indices u, v, we can
immediately write down the corresponding interacting equation of motion

0= —0P0,H" + "0, H" + 8"9,H" — 80" H", — 9,0, H* 0"+

g 1
0°0,H % n" (F“ F + ~p"F, aFﬁa). 3.50
To obtain the equation of motion for the EM field, let us vary the action with
respect to A,,. We already know what the variation of Sgy looks like from (|1.13bj).
Furthermore, the variation of Sg,, Will be zero and finally, for the variation of
Sint We can write

g (0 14 1 14 «
(5ASint = \/§6A/d4x H;u/ <F'u Fa + ZT]# FﬁaF'B ) (35la>
1
— /2y / d'a H,, F" (5Fa” + 477“”F505Fﬂa) (3.51b)

1
= Vg [z i {FMO‘(&X&A,, _0,64,) + 2nwFﬁaaﬁ5Aa} (3.51¢)
(0% v v (e 1 rvoa
=V [ {(Hﬂ F,’ — H"F,) + SH/F ]8,,5Aa. (3.51d)
Integrating by parts, one can then read of the EM equation of motion as
0= 8, F" — \ago,( H*F,” — H™F,* + L1 ppve 2
= Ou — Vg o po T 9t : (3.52)

In order to make contact with the standard treatment of gravitational waves, let
us rewrite the equations of motion (3.50)) and (3.52)) in terms of the trace-reversed
metric perturbation

o v 1 v
H" = H"™ — S H (3.53)

This clearly satisfies
HY=-H,/. (3.54)
First, we can rewrite the graviton equation of motion as
| - - 1 - .
0=-0Oa" + S OH," + "o,H” — SO0 H, + "0,H" +
1 - - 1 . - o
- 0" H," — o"orH", + 00" (4H ") — 0,0, H 1l +-
1_ -~ - g 1
SO — DR + S (FLF 4 o FpuF™) (355
+3 " —n T B\ B A s (3.55a)

= -Oa" +or0,0” +0"9,H™" — 0,0, H" n" +

1
+ 55 (F“a Fo 477WFBQF50‘> (3.55b)
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while the EM equation of motion can be recast as
e 1 -
0=0,F" — /290, (H" Py = SH
o 1 - 1.
~ HYF,~ + S F = 2H,,PFW> (3.56a)
~ Qo ~ Y 1-
= 0,F"* — \/§gay<H“ F, - H"F,+ 2prF”a> . (3.56h)
Altogether, we therefore end up with the pair of equations
0=—-0H" + 8“@,)1{[[)” + 0"0,,?[[)“ — 0,0, H n+
1
+ = <F# v + —
V2 4
~ o ~ UV 1 -
0 =8, F" —\/2gd, (H“ F.— H"F+ 2H,fFW> (3.57b)

n“”FBaFﬂa> (3.57a)

for the fields H w and A,

3.3.3 Propagation on a magnetic EM background

As in the previous chapters we would like to expand the fields in small fluctuations
around a weak magnetic background to simplify the analysis of the equations of
motion. In this case, let us expand

Frv — Rl 4 v (3.58)

H" — "+ HY (3.58b)

where the background fields denoted by the subscript “ext” satisfy the above
derived equations of motion . Specifically, the field-strength tensor FL has
the already well-known form (1.14)), so it is assumed to be constant in a region
of space |r| < L and to vanish otherwise. It satisfies

O, =0 (3.59)

everywhere. As we have mentioned, we, strictly speaking, also have to turn on
H .« which would satisfy
-0,

ext

+ aua Hext + aua Hext 8 a Hg:t W = \/ETefcha (360)

that is, schematically, 62 H oy; ~ ng This would imply that Hey ~ ¢B2r? inside
the region |r| < L and Hey ~ 9B°L% utside. Hence gHuyq < < ¢?B%L?, 5o in order
to ensure that Spy < Sgm (so that it can be treated as a perturbation) and
neglect Hqy, we need the external magnetic field to be weak in the sense that

@B < 1. (3.61)

Note that this is the same condition which we have found for the massless limit
of the scalar particle. Also note that restoring SI units, we can express

167G B\? L\’
@B = 22 033 % 107 (T> () . (3.62)

poct m
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Hence, the assumption ¢?B?L* < 1 will certainly be valid in any conceivable
laboratory setup (L ~ 1m, B ~ 107T), as well as in known astrophysical envi-
ronments, such as around a pulsar (L ~ 10km, B ~ 10 T).

From now on, we will therefore assume that we can neglect Hey and write
the equations of motion linearized around Fi as

oa" —oro,H” — 0¥ 0,H™ + 0,0, H” n =

—g @ v 1 178 nle
- \/5[ i Fa” + F (Fa)a” + o0 FSG F ] (3.63)
and
@ Sy 1
Flwé \/_g {( ext) H'u - (Fext)uaauHu + 2Feyx(za Hp ] (364)

3.3.4 Gauge fixing

We will now use the gravity gauge transformation (3.46), as well as the EM gauge
transformation (3.47)) to isolate the physical propagating degrees of freedom. Tak-
ing the trace of the gravity gauge transformation, we obtain

0¢H ,f = 20,d", (3.65)
which gives the gauge transformation for the trace-reversed perturbation as
i aid v 1 v
ogH" = 5H" — 1" 0aH (3.66a)
= o'd" 4+ 0"d" +n""0,d" . (3.66b)

We now want to fix a gauge so that

OH =0, (3.67a)
Oa” =o, (3.67b)
0i” =o, (3.67¢)
0, =0, (3.67d)
0A% = 0. (3.67e)
This will then allow us to consistently set
B =H"=H" =H,=A"=0, (3.68)

as it is typically done in the case of freely propagating gravitational and EM
waves. Introducing the shorthand notation

1
(0Ton)" = Fit Fo” + F* (Fest)o! + 50" i Fas (3.69)

the equations of motion (3.63) and (3.64)) can be expanded in the respective

components as

Oa" — 9%,8" = —(5TEM) , (3.70a)

S
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Oa” — 9°0,H” = 7(5TEM) , (3.70b)
¥ _o00,H” — 90,0 = 7(5TEM) , (3.70c)
OH," + 20,0, H" = ﬁ(aTEM)pp, (3.70d)
g v ] 0
0A% — 9°9, A" = E(Fext)u o,H" (3.70e)

where the second term on the left hand side of the equation can be
written as 28p8(,]:]p“ = 2000, H% + 2050, H*" and on the right hand side of the
same equation, we obtain (07w ) . = 0. We have also used the fact that Fe’f?t =0,
since there is no background electric field. Hence, we need to fix a gauge such
that

0°0, 1" = 7(5TEM) , (3.71a)
0°0,H"” = 7((sTEM) , (3.71b)
0°0,H” + 0%0,H" = 7(5:/’EM) , (3.71c)
000, H' 4 030, H* =0, (3.71d)
009, A" = —%(ng;aﬁ“(’. (3.71e)

Having in mind a plane-wave solution for both the graviton and the EM field,
the first two equations in (3.71]) can be solved as (for a plane wave)

~ 1

0,H" = —j%w(éTEM)Ol, (3.72a)
Fro2 g 1 02

0, H” = — L = (5T 2. (3.72b)

At the same time, denoting d,H P = 10 and 0,H " = f3, we can rewrite the
second pair of equations in (3.71)) as

Oof? — 050 = =L (6Tmn)™ , 3.73
o.f 5/ \/5( EM) ( a)
Oof° +05f*=0. (3.73b)
These can therefore be solved for f° and f2 by putting
0= —05¢ (3.74a)
[P = 4000, (3.74b)

where the scalar function ¢ solves the Poisson equation

(05 + 95)Y = 7(csTEM) : (3.75)
The solution then has the form
_ 9 ) 03
= 75 [ Arde Gt 57 (0 Ten)® (3.76)
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where Poisson kernel G(t,z;7,€) is given by the Fourier transform of —ﬁ

+p?°
Thus, for a plane wave solution, we may simply write
g 1 03

= ————— (0T ) 3.77

(0 oA +p2( EM) (3.77)

Hence, in total, we will be fixing de Donder gauge deformed by the interaction

N 1
0,H" = —\%Z,w((STEM)Ol, (3.78a)
P2 g 1 02
~ 0o 7
8, 0" = —jﬁuﬂpﬁ(aTEM)Oi”, (3.78¢)
0,0 = _%M((STEM)%, (3.78d)

which we will accompany with the constraints
g =g =" =H,=0. (3.79)

Those can be shown to fix all residual gauge symmetry. Combining (3.78)) together
with ([3.79)), we can realize that also the polarizations H 00, H 33, i’  H 2 and A3

are now fixed. In particular, for a plane wave solution it follows that

" = _jg;,u(éTEM)m’ (3.80a)
i’ = _jggiu(aTEM)O27 (3.80D)
7 - +%;M(6TEM)O3, (3.80¢)
a7’ = —\%zCﬂiPQwTEM)O?’. (3.80d)

From the trace constraint H ", we can also fix the polarization H 2 in terms of

p

H 11, namely

~ 22

g2 =—g'+5g” - g (3.81a)

~ 11 g 1 03
=-H — == (T ) 3.81b
\/§wp< BM) ( )

Finally, for the photon, we note that we can actually fix
1 _
0 A = —\/2g—(Fu), 0, H" =0, (3.82)
iw

where in the second step, we have recalled that (Fe)o, = 0 and used the con-
straints (3.79). This means that we can consistently impose

A' =A% =0. (3.83)
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We are now in a position to write down the equations of motion for the remaining
four degrees of freedom, namely A, = A, Ay = A as well asﬂ

1
H'=H W _—_H.,, 3.84a
+2(€+2) \/5 +2 ( )

1
H"™ = Hyp(exn)? = +—=Hys . (3.84b)

3.3.5 Mixing equations

Employing the gauge constraints derived in the previous section in the equation
(3.63)), it becomes straightforward to write down the equations of motion for the
two graviton polarizations Hyo and H,5, namely

OHyo = 4+9(6Tem) ", (3.85a)
OH 5 = —g(6Tem)" (3.85b)

Recalling the expression (3.69)) for (6Tgm)", it is straightforward to evaluate

(5TEM)11 = +BT83AJ_ s (386&)
(0Tem)" = —BrosAy, (3.86b)

which, in turn, yields the equations

DHXQ = —gBngAH s (387&)
OH, = —gBrdsA, . (3.87b)

As usual, assuming plane wave solutions in the ultrarelativistic regime, where
wapand 0= —w? + p* ~ —2w(w — p) and substituting 93 = —ip, we therefore
obtain

(w—=p)Hys + asp(iA)) =0, (3.88a)
(w—p)His +agp(iAL) =0, (3.88b)
where we have introduced the notation
gBr
= — 3.89
42 2w ( )

Similarly, substituting the gauge constraints into the EM equation of motion
(3.64) for Ay = Aj and Ay = A, and neglecting O(¢*B*L?) terms, one obtains

equations of motion

OAy = +gBrdsHys, (3.90a)
DAL == +gBT83H+2 s (390b>

that is
(w— p)iAH + agpHyo =0, (3.91a)

1From now on, since we are imposing the constraint that the trace H pp vanishes, we will
lose the distinction between H pv and Hy,,.
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(w—p)iA; +apH, o =0. (3.91b)

In total, including also refractive indices for the propagating EM modes and
relabelling as usual 1A — A, we get mixing equations

w—p azp Hyo
0= , 3.92a
(“210 w—P+A||><A||> (3:92)
W—=p azp Hip
= . 92b
0 (an w—p—i—AL) (AL> (3.92b)
On a magnetic background Br, one should therefore observe oscillations between
the H,, polarization of the graviton and the A polarization of the photon, as

well as oscillations between the H, s polarization of the graviton and the A,
polarization of the photon. This is the Gertsenshtein-Zeldovich effect.

3.4 Identifying mass eigenstates

Since we are dealing with two separate systems exhibiting 2-flavour mixing (the
H,o-A) pair, as well as the H oA, pair) we can directly apply the machinery
of 2-flavour mixing, which was discussed in great detail in chapter [I As usual,
the dispersion relations will greatly simplify by assuming the relativistic approx-
imation A, A} < w. On top of that, we will also assume that the parameters

9Bt
Y= —~— > (3.93&)
A
gBr
=2 - .93b
v="5 (3.93b)

are kept small, namely y,y, < 1. This in turn will guarantee that we stay in
the small-mixing regime.

3.4.1 H,y—A) mixing

Adapting the results obtained for the mixing of a massive scalar with the A
polarization of the EM field for the case of a massless spin-2 polarization H»
(thus setting the mass terms A to zero), we end up with the dispersion relations

2(1-a3)ply (W) = 2w+ Ay — /Dy, (3.94a)
2(1-a3)p$) (W) = 2w+ A + /Dy, (3.94b)

as well as the discriminant
Dy = (&) +2w)? — 4w (1 - a3) (&) +w). (3.95)

The two directions (H ] Al(ll)) and (H @ A|(|2)) in the H,o-A) flavour space cor-
respondin% to the respective mass eigenstates are specified by the mixing angles
@S;’”, @(><22,H7 which are given by the relations

AW —@210(1)
= o = —tan©) (3.96a)
Hys  w =D+ 4

X
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(2) (2)

H —Q

2 ZOPRl o) (3.96b)
e © 2|

I YT P

Assuming the ultrarelativistic and small-mixing approximations then yields sim-
plified dispersion relations

1 19232
Plgy(w) = w— 1 AHT (3.97a)
1¢°B2
p% W) =w+ Ay + 221 (3.97b)

4 A” ’

for the H,s-like and the Aj-like mode, respectively. The mixing angles then
satisfy
1 2
0l =0 =0 <1. (3.98)

where ©,, | is given simply by

Oy = 5 2. (3.99)
Finally, introducing the parameter b, as
by = A, (3.100)
we can rewrite
p(xlg,”(w) = wny — by (1+0%,), (3.101a)
p(f;"'(w) = wn) + by @2”7” ) (3.101Db)

This enables us to write down the general solution for the H,,—A oscillations in
the form

(i) -

1 1 iby (1402 )z
- Hyea(0) — A(0)O a1 0%
1+ 6%, <_@X27||> [ 2(0) = 4(0) 27”}6 T

1 Oxa)| —ibx©2, 1z
+1+@2Xm< 1 [A)(0) + H2(0)O 2 e 17, (3.102)

Altogether we observe that the H,,—A| oscillations can be obtained by simply
taking the m — 0 limit of the massive spin-2 case.

Note that as in the massive spin-0 case, the evolution equation may be
expressed in terms a unitary transfer matrix Uy, (2,0) acting on an initial state

(A}(0), Hy2(0)). See (3.147a)) below. One would then find a transition probability

z

b
P(Aj — Hyy) = 467, sin® 7 : (3.103)
which can be seen to oscillate with length los. x = Z—: and amplitude o, = 4@12’”.
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3.4.2 H,,—A, mixing

In the case of the interacting system of the graviton polarization H,s and the
photon polarization A, we analogously obtain dispersion relations

2(1-a3)p) () =20+ A, — /Dy, (3.104a)
2(1-a3)p}) | (w) = 2w+ AL+ /Dy, (3.104b)

as well as the discriminant
Dy = (AL +2w)? — dw(1—a}) (AL +w). (3.105)

The mixing angles @g L @(f% |, which specify the departure of the corresponding
two mass eigenstates from the graviton-like and the photon-like state in the H o—

A, flavour space, are given by the formulae

A(l) —a (1)
o 2P 2,1 = _tan @(1% L, (3.106a)
) 1) =
HJ%) —anf%,L (2)
@ ~ @ =ttanOn,. (3-1000)
AJ_ W — p+2,J_

In the ultrarelativistic regime A < w and small-mixing regime y, < 1, the
dispersion relations simplify as

1 1 g232
Psr%,L(W) w7 ALT ) (3.107a)
1 ¢g>B?
P (@) =w AL+ T2 (3.107b)
’ 4 Ay
while the mixing angle becomes
1gB
@E&}%,L ~ @(f%,L =04, = ?QAJ < 1. (3.108)
i
Introducing the mass parameter b, as
by =A, (3.109)
we can rewrite
pg%,J_(W) =wn, — b (1+0%,,), (3.110a)
P8 (w) =wny +0,02, . (3.110D)

This enables us to write down the general solution for the H,o—A, oscillations
in the form

gLz <H+2(Z)> _

AJ_(Z)
1 1 i .
Tive,, (-@+2 ) [H12(0) = AL(0)O5,1 |1 TF0)2
+2,1 )
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b (B4 ez, -
" 1+02%, ( 1 ) [AL(0) + H 2(0)0 5,1 |e 207 (3.111)

Again, one can re-express the evolution equation (3.111]) in terms a unitary trans-
fer matrix Uio | (2,0), as in (3.147b)) below. It is then possible to calculate the
transition probability

5 b
P(A) — Hyy) = 462, | sin %’Z , (3.112)
which can be seen to oscillate with length l,sc x = & and amplitude a = 402 Gol-

We point out that in contrast with the case of the H,,-A| oscillations, the
H,o—A, oscillations cannot be obtained as a simple m — 0 limit of the massive
spin-2 story: taking the massless limit, we would have predicted a mixing angle
which is larger by a factor of \/%! This can be seen as a direct (and, as we will
see below, hypothetically observable) manifestation of the vDVZ discontinuity
16, 17).

3.5 Observable effects

Let us again consider performing the measurements and observations of the kind
considered in previous chapters. We will compare our results with the predictions
which were made for the massive spin-2 and spin-0 particles. Moreover, this time
we will have an advantage of (in principle) knowing all parameters of the problem
numerically so we will be to make explicit predictions.

3.5.1 Mixing angles, oscillation lengths and conversion
probabilities

Let us first try and explicitly evaluate the mixing angles and oscillation lengths
in a number of experimentally / observationally relevant setups. Since both
the mixing angles and oscillation lengths differ between the x2 case and the
+2 case by a factor of Aj/AL = (n —1)/(n. — 1) = O(1) and we will be
interested in orders of magnitude only, we can focus on just one of the two angles
/ lengths, without loosing generality. Reinstating units and substituting for the
A parameters in terms of the refractive index n, the corresponding mixing angle
can be expressed as

167G c¢Br eV B
0= 1/ — 1) =57 %1070 (-1 —= 3.113
2 ,LLOC4 w (n ) X (n ) m} T Y ( )
while for the associated small-mixing oscillation length, we can write
V
lose = 1.24 x 1079 (n — 1)~ :M m. (3.114)
Laboratory

Considering first the laboratory setup of the previous chapters (hw = 2.4¢V,
np—1lm=n —1~ 10717, By ~ 10T), we would have obtained

O~10°%<1, (3.115a)

83



lose ~ 10 m . (3.115b)

While the mixing angle clearly comes out to be quite small a number, the oscil-
lation length is comparable to one astronomical unit (Sun-to-Earth distance). In
usual laboratory conditions, one should be therefore safe to assume that z < lygc.

Neutron stars

Second, let us consider the environment around a neutron star (see also [51],[52, [53]
for recent discussions of the Gertsenshtein-Zeldovich effect and its realisation near
pulsars as a possible explanation of the fast radio bursts). For this kind of a
system, the actual magnetic field is of course far from constant (both in space
and time), but at the very least, we should be able to get to correct ballpark
estimates. We will take the magnetic fields around a neutron star to be as large
as Br ~ 10°T (which we fix). The nature and magnitude of the dominant
contribution to the refractive index will then strongly depend on w. While for
the vacuum contribution, we obtain

n() —1~107° (3.116)

independently of w, the free electrons will contribute (taking the typical electron
density as N, ~ 10" m™3 [5] and recalling the formula (1.63) which gives the
plasma frequency hw, = 4 x 107°eV)

(69 1~ L
" 2

Hence, we can conclude that for photons with energies higher than ~ 1072V,
the vacuum contribution will dominate and one obtains

1 /4% 1075 6V 2
<><Oe\/> . (3.117)

W

©~10"" ZX (3.118a)
lose = 1071 ;Z m. (3.118b)

Since the typical size of a neutron star is at most 10* m, we will be well within the
regime z > [,e.. One would therefore obtain photon-graviton transition probabil-
ity P(A — H) ~ 20% ~ 1072 (££)?. We can sce that since the vacuum refractive
indices are proportional to the square of the magnetic field, one can achieve
larger values for the mixing angle by taking smaller Br. For instance, for mag-
netic white dwarfs with By = 10* T and taking fuw = 10eV then, assuming that
the refractive indices are still dominated by the vacuum contribution, we would
have obtained © ~ 107% and I, ~ 1km [5], giving the transition probability
P(A — H) ~1071,

On the other hand, we notice that for the value of w around 1072 eV to 1073 eV
(microwaves), the plasma contribution to the refractive index (for the above-given
electron number density around neutron stars) may actually balance the vacuum
contribution so that a MSW-like resonance is achieved [5]. In such a case, one
would observe mazimum miring between the photons and gravitons (© =~ 7) so
that the transition probability P(A — H) would oscillate with amplitude equal
to 1 with large-mixing oscillation length (recalling the result (1.167))

lose = — ~10%m. (3.119)
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Given the typical dimensions of neutron stars, we will clearly have z < [ys
and so the full conversion of photons into gravitons will not be achieved (for
that we would need to maintain stronger magnetic fields over larger distances).
Recalling and setting z = 10* m, the corresponding conversion probability
of photons into gravitons (or vice versa) will roughly go as

P(A— H;z)~ P(H — A;2) = ¢°B}z* ~ 10711, (3.120)

Hence, given an energetic enough emission of gravitational waves (of the ap-
propriate frequency) passing around a neutron star, substantial power may be
converted into photons.

Galactic fields

Finally, let us consider conversion in galactic magnetic fields. For ordinary spiral
galaxies, we can take By ~ 2 x 107°T as well as N, ~ 10°m~3 and z ~ 20 kpc,
while for starburst galaxies, we will assume the values By ~ 7x 1078 T (dominated
by the large scale anisotropic component) as well as N, ~ 10°m™2 and 2z ~ 1kpc
[3]. This yields the plasma frequencies (orders of magnitude)

10711eV  (spiral)
e _{ 107%eV  (starburst) ’ (3.121)

while the vacuum refractive indices are given by the formulae ((1.75)) as

10~%  (spiral)
(vac) 1 ~ p
! = { 10738 (starburst) (3.122)

Hence, we see that in both spiral and starburst galaxies, the plasma refractive
index would dominate over the vacuum one for w < 10GeV. One would then
obtain mixing angle

1071 & (gpiral)
~Y V
OucroGey = { 10713 % (starburst) (3.123)

The corresponding small-mixing oscillation length would be

1073 % kpc  (spiral)

losc,w<10GeV = { 1077e%kpc (starburst) s (3124)

so given the above values of z, one can achieve both the coherent regime z < lyq.
(for high enough w) with conversion probability

1
P(A— H) =~ 1923%22 ~ 107" (3.125)

(valid for both spiral and starburst), as well as the averaged-oscillation regime
2 > lose (for small-enough w) with conversion probabilities

0@ 102t (@)2 (spiral)
(P(A = H)) % 207 = { 10726 (%)2 (starburst) ’ (3.126)
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which will always be less than the coherent probability (3.125)). Around w =~
10 GeV, one could obtain a resonant regime with strong mixing Ou~10qev =~ 7
and large-mixing oscillation length

10°kpc  (spiral)

10" kpc (starburst) ’ (3.127)

losc,w:lo GevV = {

so that clearly z < l.. Total conversion is therefore not achieved and one ends
up again with the probability (3.12F]). Finally, for w > 10GeV, the vacuum
refractive indices dominate over the plasma ones, so that one obtains mixing a
small angle

107X (spiral)

6w>1OGeV = { 106 % (starburst) (3128)
with small-mixing oscillation length
10" & kpc  (spiral)
losc { 10" € kpe  (starburst) (3.129)

meaning that even for the most energetic photons w ~ 10 — 100 TeV, one has
z ™ lose and otherwise z < los (namely the coherent regime). The transition
probability is therefore again given by .

Remarkably, we therefore conclude that the result P(A — H) ~ 1072 holds
over quite a universal range of values of w for both spiral and starburst galaxies.
This is a similar value as the one obtained in for the resonant regime in
the case of conversion near a neutron star. However, for the galactic conversion,
we did not have to fine-tune w so as to achieve such a (relatively) high conversion
probability.

3.5.2 Effects on photon polarization

We will consider a linearly polarized beam of photons and let it propagate through
a region of constant magnetic field Bt of thickness z along the line of propagation.
For the sake of brevity, we will focus on the small mixing scenario. See also [54]
for a similar analysis of the imprints on the photon polarization due to photon-
graviton mixing.

The two polarizations A and A, then evolve as

1 iy (1402, )z | —iby©2 2| _iwny =
AH(Z) = 1_’_7(_)22” |:®%<2’|€ 1+ ><2,H) +e x2,]| :|€ I AH(O) s (3130&)
X2,
AJ_(Z) = m @3_27L62b+(1+@?"2’L)Z + ezb+®?"24z] €7lwnJ‘ZAJ_(0) . (3130b)

Notice that now the relation
bxO%q 2z < 1 (3.131)

already follows (in the small mixing case) from the previous assumptions: we can
write

bx@2x2,\|z = @x2,||gBT27 (3.132)
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where O, < 1 as a consequence of the small-mixing assumption, while, as it
was argued above, we need to take gBrz < 1 so as to guarantee perturbative
consistency of the action on the constant magnetic background. Similarly,
we can obtain b+®2+27 1z < 1. In particular, as we have numerically checked
above, these should be valid assumptions both in laboratory experiments, as well
as for environments around neutron stars.

Let us also briefly discuss validity of the second assumption needed to show
that the ratio A, /A only changes by a very small amount, namely w(n, —nj)z <
1. We have already checked that this is true in our model laboratory setup.
For a neutron star, we have seen above that for photons hAw > 1072V and for
B = 10°T, the difference n, — n will be independent of w as it is dominated
by the vacuum birefringence. Using the formula , it can be evaluated as
n; —nj =~ 107° We then obtain

w hw
—(ni.—mn)) ~20—m™". 3.133
(L —ny) v (3.133)
that is, considering typical dimensions of neutron stars z = 10*m, one always
ends up having w(n, —ny)z > 1, so that it is no longer true that the change in
the ratio A, /A will be small.

Assuming both b0z < 1, w(n, — nj)z < 1 (such as in a laboratory), it
follows that the evolution of the ratio A, /A can be approximated as

AJ_(Z) A (O) 1 _|_ (,_)22 H (__)2 Zb+(1+®i2,1_)z ‘l’ e_ib+®iZ,J_Z

—iw(ng—n))z

A(z) ~ A (0) 1462, @XQ g€ 0TS 4Oy ‘
(3.134a)
~ iﬁ(((()))) 1—- 03, +60%, —iw(n, —ny)z+
— b, ©%, 2 +1b,0%, 2+ 0%, € — O ”eibxﬂ (3.134b)
j” 8)) 1—207%, | sin’ b2 + 203, sin b;Z iw(ny —ny)z+
— 0%, | (byz —sinb,z) + i@sz,n(bXZ — sin bxz)] : (3.134c)

This gives the relative change n(z) in the A, amplitude, as well as the phase
delay p(z) as

5 byz 5 b
n(z) =207, | sin® 5 - 202, Jsin %Z, (3.135a)

o(z) =w(nL —ny)z+ 0%, (byz —sinb,z) — G)ZXQ’”(sz —sinbyz). (3.135b)

Furthermore, let us again consider working in the regime when b, 2 < 1, as well

as byz < 1 so that the EM wave and the massless spin-2 wave remain coherent.

Recall that for our model experimental setup, we found that % (n—1)z ~ %(n.—

1)z ~ 10719 m~! so assuming coherence is justified in this case. We can then first
approximate 7(z) as

b2 2 b2 2

n(z) =~ 2@+2L 1 2@X2” 4 (3.136a)
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1
= —¢’°B32% — égQB%zQ (3.136b)

8
=0. (3.136¢)

Hence, in the coherent regime, contrary to all the previously considered cases, at
order O(g®B?z?) there is no relative change in the A amplitude (and therefore no
rotation d6(z) of the polarization plane) due to the mixing of the photon with the
graviton in an external magnetic field. However, note that n(z) and consequently
d0(z) receive non-zero (higher order) contributions upon considering loop effects
in QED [55]. See [54] for a detailed calculation.

Second, the phase delay can be approximated as

1 1
o(2) mwng —ny)z + 6912413123 — 6612"‘@23 (3.137a)
1
=w(n, —ny)z+ ﬂQZB%(b+ —by)2? (3.137Db)
1
=w(n, — n)z(l + 24923%2’2) (3.137¢c)

where we have noted that
b+—b>< :AJ__AH :(nL—n”)w. (3.138)

This yields the corresponding induced ellipticity

Q

1 1
—§w(nl — n”)z(l + gQB%22> sin 26 . (3.139)

e ”

We can therefore conclude, that as a result of the photon-graviton mixing, one
can find an increase of the induced ellipticity by a factor of

1
1+ ﬂng%f (3.140)
compared to a situation when there were no mixing, that is dio(z) = —sw(n, —

ny)z. That is, the corresponding relative increase in ellipticity can be expressed
as

M(Z(S)w;(i;%(z) = 214923@2 ~ 1.4 x 107 (?)2 (;)2 (3.141)

which, in our laboratory setup, comes out as an extremely small number. We can
therefore conclude that although it was found in section that the mixing an-
gles in our laboratory setup is not so small, the fact that the two polarizations A
and A, are influenced by the mixing comparably means that this effect becomes
(most probably) unobservable through the measurement of §6(z) and i (z).

Finally, note that as it is typically the case, due to the vDVZ discontinuity,
the results for the massless spin-2 particle cannot be derived by simply taking
the m — 0 of the massive spin-2 computation.
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3.5.3 LSW experiments

As in the previous chapters, we will now be interested in the probability of pho-
ton regeneration when passing through a wall, where on each side we turn on a
background transverse magnetic field. In contrast to the considerations in Chap-
ters [I] and [2| note that now we are dealing with a channel in which an LSW
experiment could yield a signal even with the Standard Model framework. In-
terestingly the only other such channel is mediated by the conversion of photons
into neutrino-antineutrino pairs [54, 56]. At leading order, this proceeds via an
electron triangle and a Z-boson exchange, or a mixed loop of an electron and a
W-boson. Nevertheless, this second channel appears to be strongly suppressed
with respect to the graviton channel, so the calculation which we are about to
embark on, would provide for the only significant LSW mechanism within the
boundaries of the Standard Model.

The experimental setup and the idea is the same as before. Photons can
only be measured on the other side of the wall if they are converted before they
reach the wall, this time into gravitons (which practically do not interact with
the medium). Once these are transformed back into photons in the magnetic field
on the other side of the wall, the beam becomes detectable again. Initially, let
us generally prepare the system in a pure photon state with general mixture of
parallel and perpendicular polarization

T, = 10 | (3.142)

Following the ideas from the first chapter, we could then write for the final state
measured on the other side of the wall

\ij = U(ZQ,O)HHU(Zl,O)\I/i, (3143)

where by Ily, we have denoted the projector on the subspace spanned by both
graviton fluctuations, namely

I = (3.144)

SO O
o O OO
o = O O
o O OO

The transfer matrix U may be expressed as a product of two matrices Uy, and
U2, acting on the subspaces spanned by the H,,, A flavours and the H 5, A,
flavours, respectively. In particular, we can write

U= UX27HU+2’J_ , (3.145)
where
0 0
UXQ,H 0 0
U><27||(Z,O) = 0 0 1 0 s (3.146&)
00 01
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10 00
Uto,1(2,0) = g (1) 00 (3.146b)
0 0 Uso 1
The submatrices Uys,|(2,0) and then read U, 1 (2,0)
o—iwn 2
Usz,(2,0) = irez,,
. ( eibx(l—‘r@?zu)z + 6127“6—1'@@2;2’”2 @XZ"(?—z‘bX@’iMz _ eibx(1'+@i2yl)z))
@XQ’H(e*lbx@iZHz _ 61b><(1+@§<27”)2) 9127“6sz(1+912"‘)z +671bX9§<2’HZ )
(3.147a)
e wnLz
Uta,1(2,0) = mx

e+ (1403, 1)z + 6)12 Lefil”@izﬁ‘ O, J_(efil”@iziz — eib+(1+@iz,i)z)
X . [ ’ . .
@+2 J_(efzbJrQﬁ_Q,Lz . €1b+(1+®ﬁ_2’L)2) @2+2 L€Zb+(1+63—2’L)Z + e*ZbJr@iz,Lz

(3.147b)

We can notice that the LSW experiment for photon-graviton mixing does not mix
the two photon polarizations: the A mode is converted by the magnetic field into
the H,o mode of the graviton, which passes through the wall and converts back
into the A mode on the other side. Analogously for the A; mode. Hence, the
total regeneration probability P(A — H — A) can be expressed in terms of
elementary regeneration probabilities for the two photon polarizations P(A; —
H— A”) and P(AJ_ — H_>AJ_) as

P(A— H— A) = |A||(0)|\/;1|—(k0|),‘41L(0)|2P<A” — H — A))+
[AL(0)]

| A (0)]2 + |AL(0)]

while we have

P(Aj— H— Ay) =0, (3.149a)
P(AL - H— A))=0. (3.149b)

We can therefore simplify our analysis by computing P(4; — H — Aj) and
P(A; — H — A)) first. To this end, let us first consider performing two separate
measurements: in the first, the system is initially prepared in the (normalized)
pure-A| state

0

Uy, = 1 3.150

A~ 1ol (3.150)
0

while in the second, we prepared the system to be in the pure-A, state

0
0

Uy, = 0 (3.151)
1
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We can then simply write (recalling that both ©,, ) and ©,, | are small angles)

P(Ay = H — A)) = [(W4,)TU(22, 0)T5U(21,0) ¥ 4, | (3.152a)
~ Oy |1 — e m)(1 - e2) ? (3.152b)

b b
= 1607, ! sin? 2L gi? 2X 72 : (3.152¢)

: 2 2
as well as

P(AL = H— Ay) = |(V4,)U(2,0)TT5U(21,0)0 4 |? (3.153a)
~ 0, [(1— ety (1 - et (3.153b)

b b
— 160, | sin? £ gin? 72 (3.153c¢)

2
In total, substituting (3.152¢) and (3.153¢|) into (3.148]), we obtain the overall

photon regeneration probability

4,OF 4 abxz 9 byzo
PA=H=4)= 160 Ix=1
( — — ) |AII<O)‘2+|AL(O)|2 x 16 x2,]| S 5 sin 5 +
2
+ |AL(0)] X 16@1%_ sin? by sin? by zo (3.154)

141 (0)* + [AL(0)]

We notice that this can be maximized by a pure-Aj beam if P(Aj — H — A4)) >
P(A, — H — A}) and vice versa if P(A) — H — A)) < P(AL - H— A}).

Again, if by 21,b. 21 < 1 and by 29, by 29 < 1, that is, the sizes of both regions
with magnetic field are very small compared to the oscillation length, we can
simplify the above derived relation (using the definitions of the mixing angles ©
and parameters b) as

1
PA—H— A~ Eg‘*B%zfzg. (3.155)
Notice that unlike for the previously considered particles, all dependence on the
initial photon polarizations A and A, has dropped out in this limit. On the
other hand, in the opposite regime, where b, 21,b,21 > 1 and by 29,b120 > 1, we
could average over the oscillations and get the probability

(P(A— H — A)) =

1 2p4 204
A 0)]2 + [AL(0)? [’A(O)‘ Oz T [AL(0)[O%s (3.156a)
dwt (A1 (0)2 + [AL(0)[? [(n” 1y =1 (3.156b)

where the dependence on z; and 29 has completely dropped out.

Laser experiments

Let us evaluate the photon regeneration probability P(A — H — A) for our
typical laboratory setup with hw = 2.4eV and njy — 1 ~ n; — 1 ~ 107'7 (see
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Chapter [I| for introduction). For these values, note that since we have already
found the mixing length o ~ 10! m (see above), in a laboratory we can safely
put 21, 29 K loee. Substituting into (3.155]), we obtain

4 2 2

P(A— H— A) ~68x 107 (BT) (z1> <22> , (3.157)

T m m

so that considering a (quite optimistic) laboratory experiment with By ~ 10T
and z; ~ 10m ~ 2, we would obtain P(A — H — A) ~ 107, Assuming
our laser has a power of 100 W (the actual power of the laser used in the ALPS
experiment at DESY was 35 W [57]), so that every second, it is emitting 2.6 x 10%°
photons with energy hw = 2.4¢eV, we can see that it would take about 10%¢ years
(on average) for a single photon to be measured on the other side of the wall.
This is more than the current age of the universe (by many orders of magnitude).

Cosmic double-conversion

Let us perform one final piece of calculation. As we have discussed in the in-
troduction, one possible explanation for the recent observations of the ultra-high
energy photons coming from a GRB would be an LSW-type scenario but on cos-
mic scales: in the GRB host galaxy, the photons would be converted into weakly
interacting particles (such as gravitons) and then regenerated back in a magnetic
field near to the observer at Earth, thus avoiding the energy loss through the in-
teraction with CMB and EBL. We can therefore estimate the significance of such
a phenomenon happening in the graviton channel by calculating the regeneration
probability P(A — H — A). As we have discussed above, graviton would be the
only viable channel for this double conversion within the framework of the Stan-
dard Model (the neutrino-antineutrino channel being suppressed). Since we will
be interested into an order-of-magnitude estimate only, we will not be considering
effects due to expansion of the universe.

Let us take hw = 100 TeV and assume that the two conversions were mediated
by the magnetic fields in the GRB host galaxy and the Milky Way. Since we are
making just an estimate, we will simply take these two magnetic fields to have
the same magnitude and extent. We will also assume same free-electron densities
in both galaxies. Recalling the result which, in particular, was valid for
w =~ 100 TeV, we can then approximately write

P(A— H — A) ~ 116g4B$z4 ~ 1072, (3.158)
Also note, that the total energy emitted by GRB221009A was estimated as
107 erg ~ 1057 eV [58]. Assuming for the sake of simplicity, that all of this energy
was radiated through the 100 TeV photons (very optimistic to say the least), that
would translate to 105 high-energy photons emitted during the event. Were it
not for the interaction with CMB and EBL, the number of photons hitting the
cross-section of the Earth would then have been

6370 km
10 (
“\ 0.6 Gpe

where for the distance to the progenitor of GRB221009A, we have substituted
0.6 Gpc (based on its redshift z ~ 0.15). Combining the results (3.158)) and

2
) ~ 1016, (3.159)
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(3.159) (and assuming that no photon would have made it to the Earth without
undergoing the double conversion), we can therefore conclude that on average,
one photon would make it once in every 10° GRB221009A-like events. Hence,
the oscillations between photons and massless gravitons alone do not seem to be
strong enough an effect to explain the observations of 100 TeV photons, meaning
that one should consider physics beyond the standard model (see [3] for the study
which is based on an axion-mediated conversion).
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4. Mixing of photons in bigravity

Finally, let us discuss the mixing of both massless and massive spin-2 particles
with the EM fluctuations. We will do so in the consistent framework of the
bimetric theory of gravity.[20] 21, (59]

4.1 Linearized bigravity

We will first see how the linearized action for spin-2 (massive and massless) and
EM fluctuations arises from the full bimetric theory.

4.1.1 The bimetric action

Let us consider an action for two symmetric tensor fields g,,, f.. of the form

Slg. £. A1 = Solg, f1+ [ d*ev/=gLeu, (4.1

where the pure spin-2 part is given as [21], 22]

Sulg. ) =~ [ e [VEaR(0) +aPV TR + vV (sia] . (42)

Here K, is a coupling constant which will later be related to the Einstein gravita-
tional constant, while « is a dimensionless parameter which measures the relative
interaction strength of the two spin-2 fields. Also, Lgy is the usual Maxwell
lagrangian, which is covariantized with respect to the metric g,,,, namely

1
Lem = —Zg““g”ﬂFaﬁﬂw, (4.3)

where F,, = (V,), A, — (Vy), A, = 0,A, — 0, A,. Finally, the interaction term
between the spin-2 fields g and f is given in terms of the potential V' (S; ,) which
is defined so as to ensure the absence of the Boulware-Deser ghost. First, let us
introduce the square-root matrix S through the relation

57557 = 9" fuv - (4.4)

Then, in terms of S, the potential V' can be expressed as

V(S;8) = 3 Buen(S)., (4.5)

where (3, are five dimensionless parameters and the symmetric polynomials e, (.5)
are defined as

en(S) = Sy, ... S

1 ,U'n} ’

(4.6)
More explicitly, these read
eo(S) =1, (4.7a)
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e1(S) = tr(S), (4.7b)

es(S) = ;[tr(S)z ~ (7). (4.7)
es(S) = é[tr(S)S ~ 3er(S)tx(S?) + 24r(5%)] (4.7d)
es(S) = 214 [tr(S)" = 6tr(S?)tr(S)? + Btr(S%)? + 8tr(S)tr(5%) — 6tx(S)], (4.7¢)

where, since we work in four dimensions, we can note that e4(.S) can be identified
with the determinant of S, namely

eq(S) = det S. (4.8)

Also, attempting to continue the expansion of V' in terms of symmetric polyno-
mials e,(S5) beyond n = 4 using the definition , we would have identically
found 0 at each n > 4 because we would have been antisymmetrizing over more
indices than there are dimensions.
Notice that By and 4 give cosmological constant terms for the tensors g and
f respectively: indeed, noting that
det f

det(S)? = det(S?) = Tots (4.9)

one can see that §y and f4 contribute into the action with the following terms
o?
— —2/d4x {\/—_g(ﬁo + By det S)] =
2K;
o2 o2
= [dev=gm - o [dev=ia. (@10)
Ky 2K5
On the other hand, the couplings (31, B2, (83 give non-linear interactions between
G and f,.

Furthermore, observe that the pure spin-2 action (4.2)) is symmetric under the
simultaneous replacements

g;w — a2f,uua (411&)
fuw = g, (4.11Db)
B — a® 4By, . (4.11c)

Finally, note that we have minimally coupled the Maxwell action to the spin-2
field g,, only: again, in order to ensure the absence of ghost instabilities, one can
only couple matter to either g,, or f,,. Since the action otherwise treats g and
f symmetrically, we have chosen to couple the EM field to g,, without loss of
generality.

4.1.2 Equations of motion

Varying the action (4.1) with respect to the spin-2 fields g,,, one obtains the
equations of motion

2

1 o)
Ry (g) — §R(9)guu + ﬁvw(g, ) = kg(Tem) uw (4.12a)
9
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Ruld) = R+ 5 Vnlo ) =0, (4.12b)

where we have defined

= —— V- 4.1
V,UV \/_—g ag/“,( gV) ) ( 3a>
~ 2 0
= ——— (/- 4.1
Viw === 57w (V=9V), (4.13D)
and
(oo =+ = (V) (.14)
EM)puv = /=g Ogi 9LEM) - :
It is possible to explicitly evaluate
3
V,uzz = Gup Z<_1)nﬁn(y’(n)>pu(8) ) (4153)
n=0
3
V,uu = fup Z(_l)nﬁll—n(}/(n))py(s_l) . (415b)
n=0
where, for n = 0,...,3, we have defined tensors
(Y)",(S) = D (=1 ex(S)[S" 7P, . (4.16)
k=0

Finally, for the EM field A,,, we get the (curved) Maxwell equations

0= g"*VoF,,. (4.17)

4.1.3 Proportional solutions

Studying the classical solutions of the coupled set of equations of motion (4.12))
and for g, fu and A, in full generality seems like a formidable task. Let
us therefore restrict ourselves on considering the so-called proportional solutions,
where the classical field configurations take the form

fw =G (4.18)

with AM = 0. Note that without losing any generality, we can always rescale the
spin-2 field f,, and suitably redefine the couplings a and (3, so as to be able to
set ¢ = 1. This is facilitated by the fact that f,, is not coupled to any matter.
Given this choice, we have g~'f = 1 and so we can put S = 1. This gives

eo(S) =1, e(S)=4, e(S)=6, e3(S)=4, eqS)=1, (4.19)

which in turn yields

(Y0)’,(S) = +0", , (4.20a)
(Y, (S) = =367, , (4.20b)
(Y(2)",(S) = +30°, , (4.20¢)



(Yie))",(5) = 3, (4.20d)

v

Substituting into (4.15)), the equations of motion (4.12)) therefore become (recall
that we are restricting A, = 0)

1 _

Ry (9) = 58(9)7u + A9 = 0, (4.21a)
_ 1 _

Ry (9) = 5R(9)9u + A9, =0, (4.21b)

where we have introduced the cosmological constants

2

Ag= %(ﬁo + 361 + 362+ B3) , (4.22a)
Ap = 21(54 +303+ 3582+ B), (4.22D)
g

for the two spin-2 fields g,, and f,,. Hence, in order for the theory to actu-

ally admit such proportional solutions, we have to ensure that Ay = A,, which

corresponds to fixing one of the parameters 3,. We will actually make an even
stronger restriction of the S-parameter space by requiring that

Ap=A,=0, (4.23)
so that the theory admits flat spacetimes
Do = F o = Nvr - (4.24)
This means that we will have to require that the linear constraints

0= 0o+ 3061+ 352+ B3, (4.25&)
0=L04+3083+ 382+ 1, (4.25D)

on the [ parameters are satisfied.

4.1.4 Expanding in fluctuations

Assuming that appropriate restrictions in the 5 parameter space have been made,
we would now like to expand the bimetric theory in fluctuations around the flat
proportional background, namely

Guv = Nuv + h,uu ) (426&)
fuu = N + g,uu ) (426b)
A, =A,. (4.26¢)

Expanding the action in powers of the fluctuations, one would have found
an interacting action for h,, ¢,, and A,, which couples h,, and ¢,, already at
quadratic order. As we have already gone through a similar derivation in great
detail for the massless spin-2 field in section [3.2] let us just summarize the results.
See for instance [22] for more details.
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Spin-2 part
In particular, the quadratic part of the expanded pure spin-2 part (4.2)) of the

full action reads
SPh, 0 = / d'y [ Oh P h,, — fa h 0P, +
2K,

1
+ §8Mh””8,,haa - 2(8uh“”)(8°‘ha,,)] +

a2

1 1
4. | 29 pHv AP _ rAPY @
+2Hg/da:[48p€ Ol — 0pl, 07"+

+ lauewa,,eaa - ;(8%“”)(8“&»] +

d' [ — D 4 (04)% — 0,0
2/19 / + “> K *
T 2oy 7 — h”ué”l,)} L (427)

where we have introduced a mass scale

~2 2

M= ;gwl 1285+ By). (4.28)

In other words, due to the presence of the term
2(hy, 01 — h“”f”y) (4.29)

in the last line of , the fluctuations h,,, and £, are not true mass eigenstates
of the theory, as they do not diagonalize the kinetic term of the action. Hence,
one has to perform a rotation in the space of the fluctuations in order to obtain
true mass eigenstates. Denoting these by H,, and x,.,, it turns out that one can
write

1

1
H, = 5—2(% +a?l,,), (4.30a)
Kg(1+ a2)
1
X,LLI/ = 5 a (Ey,l/ - h#y) , (430b)
2.\ /ky(14a?)
or, vice versa,
K
huy =2 ?9062(}?,[“, — OKXNV) 5 (431&)

[ R _
Eul/ =2 ?22(17’,“/ + IXMV) . (431b)

In terms of the new variables H,, and x,,, the quadratic part of the action then
becomes diagonal and reads

1 1
@1,y = / d'a [QapHWaPHW — SO, 0P H "+
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+0,H"0,H " — (8MH“”)(8"‘HW)1 +

1
+ / & l28px“”6”xw + 0, X" 0" — (0uX™ ) (0" Xaw )+

(m®))? (m®))?
2 2

1
-3 X 0PN —

XX +

(xmﬂ (4.32)

where we notice that for the fluctuation x,,, one has obtained precisely the Fierz-
Pauli lagrangian (2.1) with spin-2 mass

B+ 205 + Bs)(1 + o)
2k, '

(m)? = ( (4.33)

We can therefore conclude that the bimetric theory with action , expanded
around a flat proportional background, can be understood in terms of two mass
eigenstates: a massless spin-2 field H*”, as well as a massive spin-2.

It is interesting to note that since only the metric g,, couples to ordinary
matter, one should expect astrophysical objects to source waves which initially
excite only the g, field. However, since this is not a mass eigenstate, then,
as the wave propagates, a non-zero f,, amplitude will regenerate. This again
leads to an oscillation phenomenon. Combined with the observational data from
the LIGO experiment, this can be used to derive interesting constraints on the

bimetric parameter space [60]. These oscillations will not be important for our
considerations as we will directly work with the mass eigenstates H,, and x,..

Coupling to the EM field

Let us now analyze, how the new degrees of freedom H,, and Y, couple to the
EM field A,. This we will do by linearizing the EM term in (which only
depends on g,,) by substituting the expansion . Keeping the kinetic term
for A,, as well as the cubic coupling AAh, we first obtain

1
/d4x V—9Lgm = —i/d‘lx F F*"+
1 1
-3 / d'z (Fup o 477WF””FM) hu (4.34a)
= Sem + Sint (4.34b)

where the kinetic part Sgy of the action for A, is just the flat-space Maxwell
action. In the interaction term Si,;, we can substitute for the field redefinition

([#-31) to obtain]
g(H) 4 v 1 v o
Sint:\/g/dx FMpr +Z77MFpra HMV“‘

x) 1
+ gi/é/d% <F“p FrY 4+ 477’“’FWFPU> Xuw 5 (4.35)

IFor the sake of convenience, we also rescale the fluctuation H w — —H,, so that the two
couplings ¢*1) and ¢*) have same sign. This has no effect on the kinetic part of the action.

99



where we have identified

[ 2K
(H) _ g 4
g 1 042 Y ( 368‘)

2K
) — I . 4.36b
g 1+ oz2a ( )

Hence, comparing with the HAA coupling obtained for the massless spin-2 field in
the preceding chapter (in particular the interaction term (3.44)) and the rescaling
(13.39)), we conclude what we can identify

Ry

= , 4.37

1+ a2 (4.37)
where k = 87G/c* is the Einstein gravitational constant.

Total linearized action

We can summarize by saying that the bimetric theory yields the action
4 1 (07
S[H, x, A / d*z [ O, H" 0 Hy, — 50, H,"0H,+
OO, — (OO o)+

/d4 [ DX 0 X + Ou X" 00X " (auXW)(aaXow)"'

1 N m ()2 , m ()2
_5 pX,ﬂa”Xa - ( 9 ) X;UJXM +< 9 ) (XMM)Q +
1
- / d'x F F

Q(H) 4 1
H O [t (P o E Ry ) ot
g(X) 4 v 1 v e
+\/§/dl' Fﬂpr +Z77M Fp Fpg X,,W (438)

for the massless spin-2 fluctuation H,,, massive spin-2 fluctuation x,, and the
EM fluctuation A,. Moreover, we have learned that the coupling constants g,
g™ and the mass m™ of the spin-2 field X are given in terms of the parameters
of the bimetric theory and the Einstein gravitational constant as

1
M = o= — (4.39a)
mpp

g% = Vora = & — agtM (4.39D)
mpy

and

m) = W =/ B1 + 282 + Bsmpr, (4.40)

where mp; ~ 2.4 x 10'® GeV is the Planck mass.
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4.1.5 Mixing equations in a magnetic background

We observe that the action (4.38)) is just a combination of the actions considered in
chapters[2 and [3|with precisely the same forms of the couplings of the massive and
massless spin-2 fields to the EM field. We can therefore spare ourselves a detailed
derivation of the mixing equations for the bimetric fluctuations in a background
magnetic field and just simply write down the result based on what we obtained
in previous chapters. In particular, including also vacuum birefringence for the
propagating EM modes, we get mixing equations

0=(w—p—A%)x4, (4.41a)
0=(w—p—AN)y,q, (4.41Db)
w—p 0 agH)p Hyo
0= 0 w—-p—A gy Xx2 |, (4.41c)
asp a9 w-p+A)\ 4
w—=p 0 0 g )p Hy,
o A ( )
o_| 0 w-p-A 0 ) )P e (4414
0 0 w—p—AX p X0
aip atMp a$p -p+AL) \ A
where we have defined
HRB
(H) g T
= 4.42
as + 2% ) ( a)
> B
o 49 o1 4.42h
CL2 + 2w ) ( . )
0B
o 47T (4.42¢)
V3w
as well as
(x))2
Ak — (M 4.43
" (4.43)

Using the above identifications (4.39)) and (4.40)), the quantities a$™ 0 ol and
A® can, in turn, be expressed in terms of the parameters «, f3; of the bimetric
theory and the Einstein gravitational constant k.

4.2 Searching for mass eigenstates

As in the previous chapters, we will now identify the mass eigenstates of the
system propagating in a background magnetic field by setting the determinants
of the matrices appearing in to zero and solving for p in terms of w to find
the corresponding dispersion relations.

4.2.1 Decoupled massive spin-2 polarizations

In as the case of the isolated system of an EM field interacting with a massive
spin-2 field, we find that the spin-2 polarizations +1 and x1 decouple from the
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rest and satisfy the massive dispersion relations

— AW (4.44a)
— AW (4.44b)

pri(w) =
pxl(w) =

thus representing two freely propagating particles, each of them with mass m,.
Their propagation is described simply as

X+1(2) = xq1(0)e 7@ 7A= (4.45a)
Xx1(2) = Xxl(O)e_i(“’_A(X))z . (4.45b)

4.2.2  H.o—xx2—A| mixing

We will now consider the problem of identifying the mass eigenstates in the system
of coupled polarizations Hya, xx2 and Aj. Although the corresponding equation
of motion looks very similar to the one considered in the case of 3-flavour
mixing for the photon-massive spin 2 system (equation (2.96d])), there is a crucial
difference which prevents us from using the same method to deal with the system:
the two flavours (Hys, Xx2) coupled to the EM polarization A have different
masses. As a result, there is no apparent way of performing a rotation in the
flavour space to decouple one of the polarizations and convert the problem to a
simple 2-flavour mixing. Instead, we will make use of the fact as a consequence of
perturbative consistency of the lagrangian, as well as due to the ultrarelativistic

approximation, the numbers agH) and aéX) need to be very small, namely
af" o) <« 1. (4.46)
Hence, writing
aéH) = aagH) ) (4.47)
aéX) = aagX) : (4.48)

where a < 1 is some characteristic scale of the couplings a§H>, a(QX) we can search

for the mass eigenstates perturbatively in powers a. This should definitely be an
admissible treatment in the case when small mixing occurs between all flavours,
namely when the directions in the Hyo—xx2—A) flavour space corresponding to
the new mass eigenstates depart not too much from the three axes. Since, at the
same time, the small-mixing assumption is justified experimentally, we will focus
on this from now on.

To this end, let us start by expressing the matrix appearing in as

(H)

w—0p 0 as 'p
Mcp)=| 0 w—p—A® oy | =MIp)+aMl(p), (4.49)
as™p ap  w—ptA

where we have introduced matrices

w—0p 0 0
MY =] 0 w—p-—AW 0 , (4.50a)
0 0 w—p+ AH
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0 0
MIpy=1 0 0 of|p. (4.50D)
ORISR

In this way, one can set up perturbation theory in a around the system of decou-
pled polarizations Hs, Aj, xx2 and observe how the mixing arises through O(a)
perturbations. Considering the smallness of a, we will be content with keeping
only leading terms in the expansion in the powers of a.

First we note, that expanding the determinant of M, (p) in powers of a, we
can write (still exactly in a at this point)

det My (p) =
= det MY (p) + a*p* [(a59)2(p — w) + (a§™)2(AW —w +p) |, (451)
where we simply have
det MY (p) = (w = p)w—p— A¥)(w —p+A)). (4.52)
Clearly, the O(a") condition
det M (p) =0 (4.53)

yields the O(a®) dispersion relations

PO ) = o, (4.54a)
p(Xx2)7[0} (W) =w— AN (4.54b)
pﬁA)’[O} (W) =w+ Ay, (4.54c¢)

which correspond to three propagating mass eigenstates, which, in the H,o—A)~
X x2 flavour space, are associated with the directions

1 0 0
S Y o £ P L ) B
0 0 1

We will now treat the full dispersion relations, which are the solution of the
condition

det M (p) =0, (4.56)

as a-deformations of the O(a®) dispersion relations (4.54). In particular, let us
parametrize these full dispersion relations as

px2 N(w) = pU (W) + PP (W) + O(a?), (4.57a)
9 (w) =py [°<w>+apx (w) + 0", (4.57b)
pfV () = p{ " w) + ?p VP (w) + O(at) (4.57¢)

and the full normalized mass eigenstates as

D _ DI oI L o 2). (4.58)
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e = 0P 1 e 1 0(42) (4.58b)
€|(|A) _ eﬁA) 0] aeﬁ‘“’[” +0(a?). (4.58c¢)

We can then substitute the a-expansions into the full equations and
then (using the fact that at O(a®), these are solved as a consequence of the fact
that the undeformed dispersion relations solve the O(a") condition (4.53)))
obtain at O(a?) linear conditions for the subleading contributions

paPw), P8P, P W)

into the full dispersion relations. This procedure yields O(a?) linear conditions
0 = pD P ()ANA| + w?(a8)2A% (4.59)
0=l (W) AV (AN £ A)) + (w — AW (afV)? AW, (4.59b)
0= pf P w) Ay (A + AN)+
— (= 09)° | (878 + (a5)*(AN + A (4.59)

In the ultrarelativistic limit A®), A < w, these can be solved to give

1(g"™)* B}

a P(x2) (2 (W) = _ZTH ’ (4.60a)
a2p00 ) (1) — _im, (4.60D)
220 = +i (9”1)”23% i égl(’i)ll?’i (4.60¢)
Similarly we can also compute the corrections
e(j?’[” ’ 6(Xx2)7[1] 7 |(lA) (1] (4.61)

to the corresponding directions e(g), e(XX2), e‘(‘A) in the H,o—xx2-A) flavour space.

We will do so by solving the equations

M (pls)els =0, (4.62a)
M (p9)el) =0, (4.62b)
M (pf)ef? =0, (4.62¢)

order by order in a. At order O(a") these conditions read

0 0 0
0= MU = [0 A o | D (4.63a)
0 0  +4
AN 0 0
0= MO XN _ [ o g 0 el (4.63b)
0 0 AW A
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N 0 0
0=MI PN = 0 —A - A% o], (4.63c)
0 0 0

which are clearly solved by the eigenvectors (4.55)). At order O(a'), we obtain
conditions?]

0= M (e + Ml (plE el (4.64a)
0 = M (el + Ml (plg e (4.64b)
0= M[XO] (pl(lA)»[O})e‘(‘A)v[ll + M[Xl] (pl(lA)JU])e‘(‘AL[O}’ (4.64c¢)

or, after substituting,

0 0 0 0
0={0 —A® o |BDMWiw] 0 |, (4.65a)
0 0 44 adh
AN 0 0 0
o=[ 0 o0 0 M 4 (w—nAY [ 0 |, (4.65b)
0 0 AKX + AH Ong)
—AH 0 0 Ong)
0={ 0 A —A® 0"+ (w+a)|af]. (4.65¢)
0 0 0

This leads to the solutions (assuming, as usual, that Ay, AN « w)

0 1
ae™W — o g | 448 |0 (4.66a)
1 0
0 0
ae(XXQ):[l] _ _@(XXz) ol + aB(H) 1|, (4.66b)
1 0
el 0
ae™ = | 00 | +ap9 [0] | (4.66¢)
0 1

where we have introduced the mixing angles

HRB
(Hy _ 9 T
Oy = oA, (4.67a)
B
(x) 9 T
= 4.

which, consistent with the weak-mixing scenario, we assume to be small, that is

e o « 1. (4.68)

2Note that here we can continue substituting the O(a®) results for the momenta, because
momenta receive first corrections only at second order in a.
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Observe that we did not forget to add elements from the kernel of the M[XO]
matrices in (4.66). However, the apparently arbitrary coefficients g, s
B can be all set to zero by demanding that the perturbed eigenstates remain
normalized.

Altogether, we can summarize that after diagonalization, the 3-flavour system
Hyo—xx2~A) gives rise to mass eigenstates whose propagation is, in the ultrarel-
ativistic and weak-mixing limit, described by the dispersion relations

1( (H))2BQ
Hey ., ~\Y T
p><2 ( ) =W 4 A”

1 (¢™)*B}

+ (’)(a4) , (4.69&)

(x) — A _ ) PT 4
1(g"™)2Bt 1 (g™W)*B3
(A) — A - T - T 4 4
P (W) =w+ A+ 1A + IAN A + O(a%), (4.69¢)

giving, in turn, a graviton-like state, a massive spin-2 like state and a photon-like
state. In the H,yxx2-Aj flavour space, these are represented by the directions

1 1
6(Xlg) _ — 0 ’ (4.70a)
L+ ()2 \—e
0
X) 1
eyy = —F——— 1 , (4.70b)
()2 x)
1 + <@><2) @32
o 0Ly
€ @(XXQ) : (4.70c)

\/1+@<H> + %2 |

where the mixing angles are given by (4.67). If we furthermore introduce the
parameters b%) and b %5 as

0y = A, (4.71a)
b9 = Ay + AN (4.71b)

we can rewrite the dispersion relations (4.69) as

Pl (@) = wny — by [1+ (05 + O(a?), (4.72a)
PR9(w) = wny = b3 |1+ (009 + O(a?), (4.72b)
i (W) = wny + b5 (08)2 + 14(0%9)* + O(a*) . (4.72¢)

This enables us to write down the general solution for the H, ) x2—A) oscillations
in the form

HXQ(Z)

ezwnHz
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1
1 Zb(H> 1+(9(H)) }
= 0 | [Hyea(0) = A (0)0'D) [
el [Ha(0) — Ay(0)0]
X2
0
1 %) [1+(@<X)) }z
+ 1 Yx2(0) — 4;(0)0%Y e +
1+ (0992 | _g e 10)6%%]
X2
(H)
. 1 g@?) y
1+ (052 +(©%)2 | )

x [A4(0) + Hua(0)01) + xoa(0)0X]e . (4.73)

4.2.3 H+2_X+2_XO_AJ_ mixing

Finally, we are faced with the problem of finding mass eigenstates in a system
of 4-flavour mixing. We will now demonstrate that this can be reduced to the
simple case of 2-flavour mixing in two steps. First, defining a new parameter

ol = V(@ + (a2, (4.74)
let us perform a rotation
His Hiy
X+ X+2
=R , 4.75
v v (4.75)
1AL 1AL
using a matrix
1 0 0 O
0 o) +aéx> 0 1 0 0 O
o o 1
Ry = f(x) a(;;( = = 8 \ég \/% 8 (4.76)
0 -us oo VT
24 o 0 0 0 1
0 O 0 1

The four by four matrix which enters the equation of motion (4.41d|) then becomes

(H)

w—0p 0 0 as 'p
p | 0 w-p-aW 0 ap | p
XX o AN (x) Xx T
0 0 w—p—A ag’p
ay’p  ap a’p w—p+A
w—7p 0 0 agH)p
0 w—p—AW 0 agi()p
_ 4.77
0 0 w—p—AX 0 , (477)
asp  ap 0 w—p+AL
so that the equation of motion can be recast as
0=(w—p—AN), (4.78a)
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w—p 0 ap Hio
0= 0 w—p— AX) aEﬁ()p X+ | . (4.78b)
agH)p a(ﬁ‘)p w—p+A;) \ZA,

The polarization x’, therefore decouples from the rest and satisfies the dispersion
relation

Po(w) =w— AN (4.79)

so that it propagates as a mode with definite mass m,. We are then still left
with the coupled system of the three polarizations H,o, x4 and A, which will
be dealt with using perturbation theory, as in the case of the H,o—xx2-A oscil-
lations. Directly applying the results of the previous subsection, we obtain that
in the ultrarelativistic and weak-mixing limit, the propagation of the three mass
eigenstates is described by the dispersion relations

1(¢")* B}

7 (gW))2B2
) —w— A _ Al 4 4.80b
P (w)=w—A BA, 1 AW + O(a"), (4.80b)
(H)\2 R2 x)\2 R2
(A) 1 (g"")* By 7 (gW)°B 4
pi (W) w+AL+4 AL 12A(X)+AL+O(G) (4.80c)

These give, in turn, a graviton-like state, a massive spin-2 like state and a photon-
like state. In the H,o—x,—A, flavour space, these are represented by the direc-
tions

1
(H) 1
1+(635)? —@Sg)
. 0
(00 — 1 7 (4.81b)
L+ (09)2 \—el
H
(4) 1 @(ﬂ) (4.81¢)
eV = oW | | 4.81¢
Vi @+ e ]

where the mixing angles @g), @&X) are given by the expressions

HRB
H g T
ol = A (4.82a)
7 ¢WBp
o = \/7 4.82b
+ 3 Q(AJ_ + A(X)) ) ( )
In line with the small-mixing assumption, one needs to assume that
ol e «1. (4.83)
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If we furthermore introduce the parameters bg) and bgﬁ‘)

b =A, (4.84a)
b = A + AN (4.84b)

we can rewrite the dispersion relations (4.80) as

P (w) = wny — b5 [1+ (015)?] + 0(a?), (4.85a)
psr)(w) =wn, — b(x {1 + (@ N } + O(a%), (4.85Db)
PP (W) = wny + 6D (O + (002 + 0(a?). (4.85¢)

This enables us to write down the general solution for the H,s—x,—A, oscillations
in the form

His(2)

eiwnj_z ( ) —

AL(2)

} zb(g) {1—&-(@33))2} z

=— | 0 [H+2( ) — AL(0)0) +

|:X+(O) B AJ_(O)@S?()}QMY) |:1+(@$<))2}z+

1+ (©)2 _oW

(H)
1 @ﬁ
+ 7 o | x
1+ (032 + @M { ]

[ )@ 450 ()2 }Z

X [AL(0) + H2(0)05 + x. (000 ]e” (4.86)
At the same time, the decoupled mode x/, evolves simply as
—ilw—A))
X4 (2) = X (0)e (w=aR)z (4.87)

4.3 Observable effects

Let us now discuss implications of the mixing between an EM wave, a massive
spin-2 wave and a massless spin-2 wave in various experimental and observational
setups.

Of course, since the realization of the massive bigravity in nature remains
hypothetical, we do not have the luxury of being able to substitute precise nu-
merical values for the parameters a and m™). However, it turns out [22] that one
can severely constrain the ranges of o and m® by demanding that, at the same
time, the massive spin-2 particle explains the observed abundance of Dark Matter
in the present-day universe. We will therefore evaluate some of the observables
which we consider below for the most optimistic values of o and m® (that is,
smallest allowed m®) and largest allowed Planck mass ratio o) which are still
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permitted by the requirement that the massive graviton is the elusive DM par-
ticle. We will consider two different scenarios following two different paradigms
for modelling dark matter in cosmology: the heavy spin-2 DM and the ultra-light
spin-2 DM.

For the first case, the corresponding bounds on the bimetric parameters are
displayed in figure which was adapted from [ZZ]EHﬂ In particular, the DM hy-
pothesis restricts the bigravity parameter space by three requirements: 1. ability
to treat the bigravity theory perturbatively, 2. stability of the massive spin-2 par-
ticle, so that it is a viable DM candidate, 3. high-enough production rate in the
early universe, so that the abundance of the massive spin-2 particles can match
the observed DM content in our universe. Thus, for the purposes of explicit
evaluation of some of the observables considered below, we shall adopt the most
optimistic values

mX¥ ~1TeV,  a~1071. (4.88)

At the same time, such a small value of o ensures compatibility of the predic-
tions of the bimetric theory with standard GR and explains why massive spin-2
particles have not been observed in colliders. The coupling constant ¢ can be
correspondingly evaluated as

g = ag) ~ 4.2 x 10730 GeV L. (4.89)

As a consequence, if the massive spin-2 particle with such a high value of m®™ is to

participate in the mixing with photons, we will have to take roughly w > 10TeV,
such as in the case of the ultra-high energetic photons observed by the Carpet-
2 experiment [2]. In fact, mixing of such photons with the bimetric massive
spin-2 particles could in principle explain, why we were able to observe these
photons in the first place. Indeed, assuming that such photons were, in their host
galaxy, converted into massive spin-2 particles and then regenerated back in our
Galaxy, they would in fact avoid losing their energy through the interaction with
the cosmic microwave background and extragalactic background light (with the
subsequent production of e*e™ pairs) and thus allow themselves to be detected
upon arriving to Earth through what is effectively a light-shining-through-wall
mechanism. In particular, in the numerical evaluations of various observable
quantities below, we will be often taking

w =~ 100 TeV, (4.90)

which ensures that the ultrarelativistic condition m™ < w holds.

On the other hand, one can obtain different bounds on the bimetric parameters
by assuming that the massive spin-2 field is to provide the ultra-light dark matter.
Such bounds were indeed obtained [24] from constraints given by pulsar timing.
For the mass range

1072 eV < m™ < 107176V, (4.91)

3In that paper, the Fierz-Pauli mass of the massive spin-2 field y is denoted by mpp, whereas
here we denote it by m(X).

4The lower bound on the spin-2 particle mass can be reduced somewhat below the TeV scale
by considering self-interactions of x [61].
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Figure 4.1: Bounds on the massive bigravity parameters a and mpp = m®.
Figure taken from [22].

it turns out that one can constrain
a~107". (4.92)

Thus, one gets a significantly stronger relative coupling of the two spin two fields
than in the heavy spin-2 case. Moreover, the massive spin-2 field will be ultra-
relativistic for all practically conceivable values of w. In fact, in this scenario,
the mass m(X) is so small that in most experimental / observational setups we
have up to now considered, the term A will be completely negligible compared
to Ay and A). Hence, for the massive spin-2 contribution to the mixing in this
regime, one should mostly obtain qualitatively similar results as for the massless,
except for having the coupling rescaled by « and, of course a relative factor of
\/% between the two mixing angles @(XXQ) and @&X).

Finally, while it would be very elegant if DM and high-energy photons shared
the same explanation, one should bear in mind that nothing prevents the bimetric
massive spin-2 from providing a good explanation for the observations of 100 TeV
photons while, at the same time, failing to account for the observed DM abun-
dance (by, for instance, violating the bounds coming from production in the early
universe and stability). Thus, even if one finds that the bimetric massive spin-2
field with the DM-consistent parameters does not yield large enough LSW
regeneration probabilities, there could still be allowed regions in the bimetric pa-
rameter space where it does so. It would only come at a price of having to search
for another explanation for DM.
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4.3.1 Mixing angles, oscillation lengths and conversion
probabilities

To get some idea about evolution of the coupled system of the photon with the
massive and massless spin-2 in an external magnetic field, let us first briefly
discuss evaluating the various mixing angles and oscillation lengths appearing in
the problem. Recall from the previous chapter that for the massless spin-2 mixing
angles, one obtains

1 [167G cB V B
ST )T e 57 x 1070 (n— 1)

0 ~ —.
2\ poct w hw T

(4.93)
On the other hand, for the massive spin-2 mixing angles one obtains (forgetting
about the relative factor of 1/7/3 between the two massive spin-2 mixing angles
as we are interested in order of magnitude only)

O ~
im0 1 2(n — 1)w?

(4.94)

Similarly, for the small-mixing oscillation length of the massive spin-2, one obtains

2(n — 1)w?
) — (H)
losc - (m(X))2 + 2(” _ 1)w2 losc ) (495)

™

—57-would have been enhanced
gX) By

while the large-mixing scenario oscillation length
by a factor of 1/a.

ULDM case

First, we note that the massive spin-2 mixing angles will be suppressed relative to
the massless ones by a factor of a which, for both of the above mentioned scenaria
(heavy spin-2 DM and ULDM), is very small. Furthermore, in the ULDM regime,
the mass term will be mostly negligible with respect to the refractive indices so
we may approximately write

W ~ a0 10~ ) (ULDM). (4.96)

osc osc

This means that the conversion probabilities P(A — x) and P(y — A) will be
suppressed with respect to P(A — H) and P(H — A) by a factor of o2, while
the double-conversion probability P(A — y — A) will be suppressed by «a*.

Heavy spin-2 DM case

On the other hand, in the heavy spin-2 scenario with 100 TeV > w > 10TeV, for
small-enough n — 1 one will typically have (m())? comparable with or dominating
over 2(n — 1)w?, thus causing further suppressionE] In that case we can write

2(n — 1w? 2 — 1)w?
W@(H) 1) ~ ul(m (heavy spin-2) . (4.97)

@(X) ~ ) 0sc (m(x))2 0sc

5There could be a small window where 2(n — 1)w? dominates over (m())2. This would give
relations analogous to the ULDM case (4.96) and therefore similar suppression of transition
probabilities.
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In the incoherent case z > (), the massive spin-2 will also oscillate incoherently

(since ([.97) gives 109 < 1)) and the transition probabilities P(A — y) will
be suppressed relative to P(A — H) by a factor of 4a2 (n — 1)%w?/(m®™)%. In
the coherent case z < [{1)| we have to distinguish between two cases: 1. the

suppression of Iy is mild so that we also have z < [ (the massive as well
as massless spin-2 oscillate coherently), or, 2. the suppression of lu. is strong so
that the massive spin-2 oscillation becomes incoherent, that is z > [ (while
the massless spin-2 continues to oscillate coherently). For scenario no. 1, the
transition probabilities P(A — x) will be suppressed by a factor of o while for

scenario number 2, they will be suppressed even more strongly by a factor of
a?(18/2)%.

Resonant enhancement?

Notice that in principle, one could think about achieving a relative enhancement
of the massive spin-2 mixing angle and oscillation length with respect to the
massless case by resonantly tuning

m;) ~\/2(1—n). (4.98)

This can only be possible when the refractive index is dominated by the free
electrons so that Ay, A; < 0. In such cases, the resonance condition (4.98) could
be solved for quite a wide range of w by tuning the plasma frequency

wp = mW (4.99)

in media with n < 1. In the ULDM case, this would require the free electron
number density from the range N, ~ 1075 — 107 m=3. Such low values seem
to be impossible to achieve in our universe (even in intergalactic space, one has
N, ~ 10 m ™3, see for instance [62]). Similarly, in the heavy spin-2 regime, one
would have to arrange for a plasma frequency w, ~ 1TeV. This would correspond
to Ne ~ 10°Y m™3, which in turn gives a mass density (due to electrons and the
same number of protons so as to balance the total charge) of about 10** kgm™3.
Since this is significantly larger than density of a typical neutron star (by a factor
of 107), we conclude that such w, is unphysical. Hence, we have to conclude that
for the two massive spin-2 paradigms (ULDM and heavy spin-2), the resonant
enhancement of @™ relative to O seems not likely to be achievable.

We have found that within the two regions of the bimetric parameter space
specified by the ULDM and heavy spin-2 DM paradigms, there does not seem
to be an opportunity for the effects due to the massive spin-2 to be comparable
with the effects due to massless spin-2 (which were extensively discussed in the
preceding chapter), let alone be enhanced relative to them. However, as we have
remarked above, it may be possible for the theory of bigravity to be realized in
nature in a setting which is different from the above two candidate descriptions of
Dark Matter (possibly with some intermediate value of the Fierz-Pauli mass m®)
or higher values of o). With this in mind, as well as for the sake of completeness,
let us now derive a number of general results for various observable quantities.
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4.3.2 Effects on photon polarization

Letting a linearly-polarized laser beam propagate over a distance z through a
region with constant magnetic field By (that is, taking the solutions and
(4.86]) with the initial conditions x,,(0) = H,,(0) = 0), one obtains that the EM
polarizations A and A, evolve as

A 1 (D) (M2,
ezwn“z ||(Z) _ @ (@&%))2617 |:1+(9><2 ) :| +
A0) 14+ (0}
1 zb(X) 1+(@(X>)
+ (x) 2<®(X2))2 [ } +
1+ (G)XQ)
~ilptD (@2 100 (000y2]
) : 00g € [b” (O +bs (GXXQ)} , (4.100a)
+ <@><2 )2 (@xXQ)2
‘ A 1 D) (H)y2
plwn .z i<z> _ 7 (@S_fg))er [1+(@ ):| +
AL0) 14 (6}3))?
1 b 14002,
+ g (0% [
1+ (1Y)
1 (H) (o(H)y2 4 1 () (g (x)y2
+ - e —ipa el e (4.100b)
1+ (0352) + (657)?
Making the usual set of assumptions
b2, « 1, (4.101a)
b (0)22 <« 1, (4.101b)
e <« 1, (4.101c)
b)Y <« 1, (4.101d)
as well as
wng —np)z <1, (4.102)

we can obtain the relative decrease n(z) in the A, amplitude, as well as the phase
delay (z) as

(2 o 2 B3 2 ()2 o 2 B9 2
n(z) =2(0% )" sin +T —2(0©55)*sin XT+

b(X) b(X)
+ 2(@53‘2))2 sin? %Z — 2(0%))?sin %Z , (4.103a)

p(z) =w(ny —ny)z+
+ (08?05 2 — sin b5 z) — (O55)2 (b5 2 — sin b3 2)+
+ (920X 2 —sinb¥2) — (©X)2(6% 2 — sinb0Y2).  (4.103b)

Further approximating these expressions by assuming that coherence between the
EM wave and the massive and massless spin-2 waves is retained, namely

<1, <1, Wi<1, Wi, (4.104)
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one obtains

1
n(z) ~ o (g™)*Br2?, (4.105a)
1 (H)\2 p2 .2 1 (x)\2 P2 .2
0(z) ®w(ng — n”)z(l + ﬂ@ )°Bpz® + ﬂ@ )°Biz )—i—
1 x) QBQ 3
+ 36(9)TZ (m)? £ 2(ny — 1)&] . (4.105Db)
w

These then give rise to the rotation 66(z) of the photon polarization plane, as
well as to the induced ellipticity 01(z) of the beam, which can be expressed as

1

66(2) ~ —E(g(X))QB%ZQ sin 26, (4.106a)
1 1(H)222 1()222-
o)(2) =~ —iw(nl — n”)z(l + ﬂ(g )’ Bz + ﬂ(g X)) Btz ) sin 20+
1 (x) 2R2 .3
_ 72<g)TZ (m™)? 4 2(n, — 1)04 sin 20 .
w

(4.106b)

Note that regarding the distinguishability of the massive spin-2 particle from a
massive spin-0 particle through this measurement, the same discussion applies as
we have made at the end of section In addition to this, we can see that
in order for the measurement to tell the difference between spin-2 and spin-2,
the (g"))2B222 term in the first line of must not be dominated by the
(gU)2B22? term. That is to say, the massive spin-2 coupling ¢") has to be
at least comparable to the gravitational coupling ¢g#) (which, for instance, does
not happen neither for the heavy spin-2 DM regime, nor the ULDM regime).
Otherwise, as we have pointed out in section [2.4.1] one can perform a rescalling
of g™ and the expressions for 66(z) and d¢(z) will become identical to those one
would have obtained for a massive spin-0 field.

4.3.3 LSW experiments

Following the same ideas as in the previous three chapters, we can calculate the
regeneration probability of photon when the beam is passing through a wall with
magnetic fields on both sides. The total regeneration probability P(A — x+H —
A) can be again expressed in terms of elementary regeneration probabilities for
the two photon polarizations P(Aj — xxe+Hxe — Aj) and P(A; — x4 +H o —
A)) as

P(A—=x+H— A) =

- O P - Hyo — A+
A 0)2 + [AL(0)]2 (A = Xuz + Huz — A
A (0)]2
+ [AL(0)] P(AL = x4 +Hip— Ar). (4.107)

|A(0)[2 +[AL(0)]2

Thus let us first consider doing two measurements, in the first one the system will
be initially prepared in pure A state ¥4, = (0,0,0,0,1,0,0,0,0), while in the sec-
ond one, the system will be initially in pure A, state ¥4, = (0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1)
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in the full 9-flavour space. The projector II,z on the spin-2 flavours will hence
be represented by a 9 by 9 matrix

(4.108)

>i:l
&y
|
SO OO OO OO
S OO OO o oo
SO O OO o+~ OoOOo
SO OO oo RO oo
DO DD DD oo oo
SO O OO o oo
SO OoOHH OO oo oo
SO = O OO o o oo
OO OO OO o oo

However, since the polarizations x11, Xx1 and x’. do not mix with the rest,
we can just ignore the rows and columns 1, 2 and 8 in the matrix, as well as
corresponding components in the initial state vector. While, formally speaking,
the transfer matrix U will also be 9 by 9, due to the three decoupled polarizations,
we can limit ourselves to a 6 by 6 matrix U which can be factorized as

U=0,,0,., (4.109)

where the matrices U x| and lNJ+, 1 act non-trivially only on the H,s-X x2-A) flavour
space and the H,o-y,-A, flavour space, respectively. They take on a familiar
form

) 000
Uey 000

- 000

0i=1000 10 0 (4.110)
000 010
000 001

and

100 000
010 000

. 001 000

Uii=1y o o , (4.111)
000 Uiy
000

while the exact form of the submatrices U x| and U +,1 (this time quite compli-
cated) can be deduced from the evolution equations and derived
above. Performing all the steps of a (by now surely familiar) calculation, we can
arrive at the probabilities (considering all ©s to be small)

P(A) = Xx2 + Hya = A)) =
‘2

= (W) (22,0010 (21, 0) W 4, (4.112a)

. (H) . (H)
~ (@) (e 1) (e n 4 1)+
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+ (009 (e 4 1)(=eH 4 1) (4.112b)
(H)
=16(0%)* sin? (1&2221) sin? (

b(x) b(x)
+ 16(@(XX2))4 sin? (ngl> sin? ( X;Z2)+

and

P(AL —>X++H+2—>AL) =
= (W4, )10z, 0)TL, 1 50 (21,0) W4, (4.113a)

~[© (== 4 1y (—ee 1)

+ (O (== 1) (=™ 4 1) (4.113D)

H
) e
b(X)
+ 16(@5?)4 sin? ( +221> sin? ( +222>—|—

bW—¢%%+@§x

— 16(0/))" sin? (

+ 32(@1@)2(9@)2 cos ((

(x) ) (H)
X sin <b+2z1> sin <b+222) sin (b+22 Zl) sin ( ) . (4.113c)

We can notice that in the case of both elementary regeneration probabilities
P(A = xx2+ Hyo = A)) and P(A; — x4+ + Hyy — Ay), the result is given
by not just a plain sum of the regeneration probabilities derived earlier for the
massive and massless spin-2 field individualy. Instead, it also contains a new
interference term. This is caused by having two independent particle species
(H and x) propagating through the wall which are then separately converted
back into EM waves upon passing through the second region with magnetic field.
These two regenerated EM waves are then superposed (summed) at the level of
wavefunctions but not at the level of probabilities. There is indeed some level of
analogy with the famous double-slit experiment: the two EM waves which have
regenerated from the massive spin-2 and the massless spin-2 wave, respectively,
can be identified with the two wavefronts propagating from each slit towards the
screen.

Finally, substituting from (4.112c|) and (4.113c) into (4.107), the overall re-

generation probability will therefore read
PA—x+H—A)=
_ 14, (0)?
A1 (0)2 +[AL0)?

bg_g)ZQ
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2

(x) (x) (H)
X sin (b+ z1> sin <b+ ZQ) sin <b+221> sin <b+2 2) . (4.114)
2 2 2 2

In the case that bf)zl, b(XXQ)zl, bg)zl, b(g)zl < 1 as well as bgf)z'g, b 9 29, bg)zQ,

1 32(00)y2 (@$<>)2cos<

b(xg)ZQ < 1, that is, the sizes of both regions with magnetic field are much less
then the oscillation lengths (i.e. the coherent regime) and after substituting for
Os and zs, we finally get

PA - x+H—=A)=

1 1
i X 4.115
~ 6P R L O AL O] (4.115)

2 2 2 2 7 2 2
x [lAu(on?(g““ + g%+ AL O (4 +3g<x>)]. (1.116)

Again, this is not sensitive to the masses of the particles.

Analysis in the opposite mode, when the sizes of the regions with the magnetic
field are larger than the oscillation lengths, would be complicated in this case.
This is due to the appearance of the interference term, whose averaging would
depend on the hierarchy of magnitudes of the b parameters.
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Conclusion

In this thesis we have studied the mixing of EM fluctuations with nearly massless
particles in an external magnetic field, focusing mainly on the spin-2 case. The
first three chapters were devoted to a discussion of the mixing phenomena for the
photon-scalar system, photon-massive spin-2 system and photon-massless spin-2
system, respectively. In each particular case, we started from the corresponding
lagrangian and linearized around a constant magnetic background in order to
obtain the corresponding mixing equations in the ultrarelativistic regime. In the
process, we have also made a detailed analysis of the possible refractive indices
which one may have to deal with in various environments and which may in gen-
eral differ for different polarizations, thus giving rise to birefringence. Diagonal-
izing the mixing equations, we have identified the corresponding mass eigenstates
and wrote down general expressions for the evolution of the given states in time
and space. For this purpose, we introduced mixing angles that measure the dis-
tance of the mass eigenstates to the pure-flavour states. As it is conventional in
the literature, we also introduced the formalism of transfer matrices that enabled
us to continue working in terms of more compact expressions. While discussing
the observational aspects, we have mostly focused on the small mixing scenario as
it generally appears to be more relevant for real setups, although we have made
a number of comments on the occurrence of the resonant large-mixing regime
for certain fine-tuned conditions. The possibly observable effects we have ana-
lyzed include the effects the mixing may have on photon polarization (rotation
and induced ellipticity), transition probabilities and the light-shining-through-
wall experiments.

The simplest case we started with in chapter[I] the scalar, was mainly intended
for illustrative purposes. We used it to demonstrate the entire procedure in detail,
which then later helped us to somewhat streamline the discussion in the following
chapters. In particular, in chapter [1| we have discussed in detail the effects due to
the environment in which our particle beam propagates. We have seen that these
manifest themselves mainly through effective refractive indices and include the
Cotton-Mouton effect, plasma birefringence, as well as the vacuum birefringence
which we have derived in detail starting from the Euler-Heisenberg lagrangian. In
addition to small mixing, we have also analyzed in quite some detail the opposite
case, namely the strong (Mikheyev-Smirnov-Wolfenstein-like) mixing, which oc-
curs whenever the refractive index exactly balances the scalar mass term (for this
to be possible, we saw that we need n < 1). In general, the mixing equations we
have derived taught us that the field ¢ can only oscillate into the perpendicular
component of the photon polarization, while the parallel polarization decouples
and evolves independently of the rest. In the final section on observational as-
pects, we have first discussed the relative amplitude decrease and phase delay of
the two EM polarizations in a linearly polarized wave, which were induced by
the oscillations with the scalar. These were seen to result in the polarization
plane rotation, as well as into an induced ellipticity. In writing down our results
for these observables, we have distinguished between two possible cases: 1. when
the scalar and EM wave remain coherent, namely when the dimensions of the
magnetic region are much smaller than the oscillation length, and 2. when, on
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the contrary, the oscillation length is much smaller than the magnetic region,
which causes the oscillations to average out. We derived general expressions for
the probability of photon regeneration in the "light-shining-through-wall” exper-
iments, as well as for the relative decrease in the total intensity of a laser beam
propagating through the magnetic field in response to the oscillations.

We subsequently repeated the analysis for the case of the massive graviton in
chapter 2l Motivated by the following chapters discussing the Einstein-Maxwell
theory and the bimetric theory coupled to electromagnetism, we wrote down
a cubic interaction lagrangian coupling the EM and massive spin-2 fields in a
way that preserves the transversality and tracelessness of the graviton. Having
arrived at the mixing equations for the 7 polarizations (five for the massive spin-
2 field x and two for the EM field A) in a background magnetic field, we have
observed that not all of these can interact through mixing. In particular, the
two polarizations y«; and y,;; of the massive spin-2 have decoupled, while the
remaining three polarizations x 2, x12 and xo participate in the oscillations with
the photon polarizations in such a way so that A can oscillate into xx2 only,
while A, can oscillate into both x 2 and xo. Moreover, performing a suitable
rotation in the xio-xo flavour subspace (following the idea of [I0]), we have
defined new flavours x4 and its orthogonal complement X/, , such that only x4
remains coupled to the A, photon, thus ending up with two pairs of flavours,
each separately undergoing 2-flavour mixing with coupling related by a factor of
\/%. When discussing the observational aspects, we have focused on describing
the differences and similarities with the scalar case with the goal of determining
whether the photon oscillations mediated by massive spin-0 and massive spin-2
can be told apart by experiment. In particular, we have found that from the point
of view of measuring the polarization rotation and induced ellipticity, the spin-0
and spin-2 (after performing a suitable coupling redefinition) can only differ by
contributions of negligible magnitude under typical laboratory conditions. On
the other hand, in the case of the light shining through wall experiments, we
have seen that one is able to fully exploit the fact that massless spin-2 mixes
with both EM polarizations to arrange for experimental conditions which can
unambiguously tell the difference between spin-2 and spin-0. Finally, we have
explicitly observed that no matter how small the mass of the spin-2 particle is
taken to be, the expressions we have derived for various observables continue to be
affected by the presence of the scalar polarization yg through the aforementioned

relative factor of \/% between the A and A, mixing angles, in line with the
spirit of the vDVZ discontinuity.

The treatment of the ezactly massless spin-2 particle (a.k.a. massless gravi-
ton) mixing with the photon in a background magnetic field (the Gertsenshtein-
Zeldovich effect) therefore necessitated a separate chapter. Before repeating the
by-now-standard procedure leading up to the derivation of the mixing equations,
we have first focused on rigorously deriving the correct form of the cubic inter-
action between two photons and one graviton starting from the Einstein-Hilbert-
Maxwell action for GR coupled to electromagnetism. Seeing that due to the
presence of both the EM gauge symmetry and the GR gauge (diffeomorphism)
symmetry the system will now propagate only four degrees of freedom, we have
went find that these pairwise oscillate into one another: Aj into Hy, and A
into H,5. Inspecting the obtained formulae for various quantities (such as the
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mixing angles) we were able to convince ourselves that these do not agree with
the m — 0 limit of the results from chapter In discussing the observational
aspects of photon oscillations mediated by massless gravitons, we have taken
advantage of the (in-principle) numerical knowledge of all parameters entering
the problem, as the coupling constant g relates very simply to the Planck mass
and the refractive indices may be evaluated given that we specify a particular
experimental / observational setup. This enabled us to estimate the magnitude
of the mixing angles and oscillation lengths: first in laboratory environment and
then also for photons passing in the vicinity of neutron star, as well as for pho-
tons propagating through galactic magnetic fields. Interestingly, in both of these
two astrophysical configurations, we were able to identify regimes which allowed
for not-so-negligible photon-graviton transition probabilities (of the order 10~
for the neutron star and 1072 for the galactic fields). What is more, while we
found that the photon energy in the neutron star case had to be finely tuned to
a MSW-like resonance, the conversion probability for the galactic fields we were
able to maintain for a large range of w. Going on to study the corresponding
double conversion in an LSW experiment, we confirmed that the photon-graviton
oscillations would yield signals so weak, that they could not be measured in a
present-day laboratory. Applying the double-conversion results to the problem of
having observed high-energy photons emitted by GRBs, we have found that the
photon-graviton mixing does not appear to provide a conversion channel strong
enough to explain these observations. Since this already was the most signifi-
cant channel within the framework of Standard Model, we have concluded that
the situation possibly calls for a beyond-standard-model explanation. Finally, we
have also seen that the photon-graviton oscillations would not contribute at the
leading order to the rotation of the polarization plane and would only have a very
weak effect on the induced ellipticity.

Finally, in the last chapter we have, for the first time, considered the combined
mixing of and EM wave, a massive spin-2 wave and a massless spin-2 wave. Work-
ing within the self-consistent framework of the bimetric theory of gravity, we have
verified that the linearized action for the fluctuations of the aforementioned three
fields consists of the exact same interactions as the ones considered in chapters
and 3] In the process, we were also able to express all coupling constants in terms
of the Einstein’s constant (which, in turn, can be expressed using Planck mass)
and the parameters of bimetric theory. Identifying the structure of the relevant
cubic interactions to be already familiar from the preceding chapters, we were
able to immediately write down the corresponding mixing equations for the 9 po-
larizations involved. Seeing three of these polarizations to decouple straight away,
we have recognized that the remaining modes can be organized into two oscil-
lating triplets (each containing one EM polarization, one massive spin-2 and one
massless spin-2 polarization). Diagonalizing each of these perturbatively order
by order in the couplings, we have identified the corresponding mass eigenstates
together with their disperion relations. This allowed us to write down the evolu-
tion equations describing oscillations in each triplet. We then went on to describe
the parameter space of the bimetric theory, focusing on two regions which have
been discussed in the literature from the perspective of providing Dark Matter
candidates: the heavy spin-2 DM region and the ULDM region. Comparing the
massive spin-2 mixing angles, oscillation lengths an conversion probabilities with
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the massless ones within each of these two parameter regions, we have found
there there appears to be no setting in which the massive conversion probabilities
P(A — x) would not be suppressed relative to the massless conversion probabil-
ities P(A — H). In other words, tuning the parameters of the bimetric theory so
as to explain use it to explain DM appears to be disqualifying it from simultane-
ously explaining the high-energy GRB photon observations (recall the massless
conversion probabilities were already claimed not to be high enough so as to pro-
vide explanation to the GRB photon observations). Finally, we have provided
general results for a number of observables with no reference to particular values
of the couplng o and FP mass m® | in particular finding new interference terms
for the LSW regeneration probabilities, which were not present in the 2-flavour
mixing dynamics.

Having seen that the bimetric theory does not seem to able to provide simulta-
neous explanation to both Dark Matter and high-energy photon observations (at
least for the two considered DM paradigms), one has to consider the possibility
that either one of these phenomena (or both) are in need for a different explana-
tion. As we have already mentioned, an alternative candidate has been proposed
as the mediating particle in the kind of double-conversion process which saves the
high-energy photons from having been lost along the way from the GRB to the
Earth, namely the axion. In particular, promising results on the photon survival
rate have been reported in [3] for the range of axion masses m, ~ (10711 —10"7) eV
and pseudoscalar coupling g, ~ (3 — 5) x 1072 GeV ', Notice that this coupling
is greater than the gravitational coupling ¢ = m%)l by about seven orders of
magnitude. Trying to adopt such a coupling strength for the massive spin-2 field
X in the bimetric theory at these values of the FP mass would not only make it
an invalid DM candidate (a possibility which we are in principle happy to allow
for) but one would also immediately run into a clash with local gravity tests. In
the future, it would be interesting to investigate whether there exists a healthy
regime within the bimetric parameter space which would be consistent with the
massive and massless spin-2 particles mediating the processes which could explain
the high-energy photon observations from GRBs.
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