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Abstract: We compare the standard Higgs mechanism corresponding to the scalar field, with the
dynamical origin of the graviton mass inside the scenario of the dRGT theory of massive gravity.
We demonstrate that the effective mass perceived locally by different observers depends on how
they define the local time with respect to the preferred notion of time defined by the Stiickelberg
function Ty(r, t).
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1. Introduction

In particle physics, for the linear o-model, the dynamical origin of the mass for a scalar
field is explained by the Higgs mechanism [1,2]. In the standard o-model, the vacuum can be
single or degenerate depending on the relation between the two free-parameters of the theory.
When we have degeneracy, then the multiplicity of vacuums are connected to the existence of gapless
particles (Nambu-Goldstone bosons) [3,4]. The gapless Nambu-Goldstone bosons move along the
degenerate vacuum without any effort at the infrared level. When we consider gauge symmetries,
the Nambu-Goldstone bosons are then eaten-up by the gauge fields which become massive. Since we
are considering the possibility of having a massive graviton field, then we expect a possible formulation
of a gravitational version of the Higgs mechanism. The possibility of having a gravitational version of
the Higgs mechanism has been explored in [5,6]. However, the way in which this mechanism must be
formulated for the case of gravity is not yet clear at all. Massive gravity is in essence a c-model [6-8];
then the vacuum solutions in massive gravity are also degenerate for a given combination of the two
free-parameters appearing inside the massive action [9]. This means that the symmetry of the theory
can be spontaneously broken for some combination of parameters. Then the theory has in principle
three Nambu-Goldstone bosons which are eaten-up by the dynamical metric in order to become
massive. Note that in a healthy theory, the number of degrees of freedom in massive gravity is always
five, namely, three Nambu-Goldstone bosons plus the two degrees of freedom for the mass-less spin-2
graviton field. After the graviton mass is generated dynamically, we have a single massive graviton
field with five degrees of freedom. The breaking of the symmetries of the theory spontaneously, cannot
be interpreted classically. If the results are interpreted classically from the perspective of Einstein
gravity, then the degeneracy of the vacuum solutions in massive gravity is equivalent to a loss of
predictability of the theory [9]. In massive gravity, however, we are simply talking about spontaneous
symmetry breaking with respect to the symmetries related to the definition of time. Then the theory of
massive gravity defines a preferred time-direction given by the Stiickelberg function Ty(7, t). In this
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way, any observer defining the local time-coordinate t # Ty(r, t) will perceive effectively a massive
graviton. However, observers defining their local time as t = To(r, t), will perceive effectively a
mass-less graviton. We can conclude that the effective mass in the non-linear formulations of massive
gravity is a relative concept since it depends on how the observers define their local time. Thus,
a possible Higgs mechanism at the graviton level requires the introduction of new concepts like the
definition of the relative effective mass for the graviton. The physics behind the dynamical origin
of the graviton mass without any doubt affects the way we define the particle creation process of
black-holes. In previous papers, it has been explained how the perception of particles depends on
how the observers define their local time with respect to a preferred time-coordinate [10-12]. Then the
same physics which reproduces a relative notion of particle due to the role of the graviton mass in
the analysis of the black-hole radiation in massive gravity, explains the origin of the graviton mass
dynamically. This is the case because the vacuum degeneracy is related to the preferred time-direction
of the theory defined by the Stiickelberg function (To(7, t)). Then if we define a positive frequency
with respect to one vacuum, it might become negative when the same mode is perceived in a different
vacuum [10-12]. The physics which we are considering here, suggests that any generator related to
the time-direction in massive gravity, is potentially broken at the vacuum level. If we consider the
decoupling limit of the theory [13-15], then the gauge transformations where the scalar degree of
freedom is involved, are spontaneously broken since they are the ones related to the effective definition
of the time-coordinate. Outside the decoupling limit, the consistency of the theory demands that the
diffeomorphism transformations involving the three degrees of freedom, namely, scalar and vector
components, are broken symmetries related to the existence of Nambu-Goldstone bosons. Again for
this case, the three degrees of freedom are related to the way in which the time is defined locally.
On the other hand, if we imagine a free-falling observer, then the Lorentz symmetry defined by
he/she, is also spontaneously broken with respect to the boost symmetries which become the broken
generators. From the perspective of the gauge/gravity duality, this is an interesting point because
inside the AdS/CFT correspondence, the diffeomorphism invariance in the bulk, is equivalent to
energy-momentum conservation on the boundary [16-20]. Then massive gravity, through the physics
analyzed in this paper, offers an interesting scenario for the future research around the AdS/CFT
correspondence. Note that at the decoupling limit of the theory, any diffeomorphism transformation
involving the Stiickelberg fields is of the form of a local U(1) transformation in the complex plane [15].
In this special case, the observers defining the time in different directions perceive a set of vacuums,
related to each other through rotations around the complex plane for the time coordinate. In massive
gravity, we then have a special class of observers, defining the time in agreement with the Stiickelberg
function (Ty(r,t)) as has been remarked before. Note that Ty(r,t) contains the information of the
extra-degrees of freedom of the theory. This function has a trivial component which can be gauged
away and a non-trivial component which contains the scales of the theory and the relevant information
related to the extra-degrees of freedom. In this paper we demonstrate that the dynamical origin of
the graviton mass, comes from the relation (or comparison) between the observers defining the time
in agreement with Ty(7, t) and the observers defining the time in a different direction (t # Ty(7, t)).
Important physics related to the function Ty(r, t) has been analyzed in [21,22]. We also demonstrate
that the dynamical origin of the graviton mass is analogous to the standard Higgs mechanism for the
scalar field for an ordinary o-model. At the end of our analysis, our demonstration of the dynamical
origin of the graviton mass shows that there is a fraction of the Christoffel connection which plays
the role analogous to the gauge field in a o-model since it contains terms depending explicitly on the
Stiickelberg function (preferred time-direction) at the perturbative level. This part does not vanish
for a free-falling frame of reference. The other fraction of the connections corresponds to the usual
GR contribution which vanishes for a free-falling frame of reference. The mathematical reason behind
the non-vanishing of the connections depending explicitly on the function Ty(r,t) is the fact that
the dynamical metric in a free-falling frame of reference is not necessarily conformal to Minkowski,
except when the Stiickelberg function Ty(r, t) corresponds trivially to the ordinary time-coordinate.
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It is interesting to notice that the Stiickelberg function has a double effect in this formulation: (1). It is
the mass parameter which determines the location of the physical vacuum. (2). It reproduces the
gauge portion of the connections, making them equivalent to gauge fields of the theory. The paper is
organized as follows: In Section 2, we describe briefly the massive gravity formulation used in this
paper. In Section 3, we explain briefly the Schwarzschild de-Sitter solution in dRGT massive gravity.
In Section 4, we explain the standard Nambu-Goldstone theorem. In Section 5, we explain the standard
Higgs mechanism for scalar fields. In Section 6, we analyze the massive action in a free-falling frame
at the background level. We divide the analysis in different cases, depending on the relation between
the free-parameters of the theory. In Section 7, we analyze the massive action, but this time at the
perturbative level. In this case, the vacuum definition reveals a degeneracy and then the physical
perturbations have to be expanded around the appropriate vacuum. In Section 8, we make a formal
definition of the dynamical origin of the graviton mass. This part of the paper shows the analogy with
respect to the standard Higgs mechanism for scalar fields. Finally, in Section 9, we conclude.

2. Massive Gravity Formulation

The coming analysis is general in the sense that it does not depend on which theory of massive
gravity is used. However, for study purposes, we formulate the problem inside the dRGT formulation
of massive gravity, which is well known inside the community. The action in the dRGT non-linear
massive gravity formulation is defined as [9,13,14]

1
5= 53 | ry/=g(R+m3U(g,9)). 0

This action contains three free-parameter, namely, the graviton mass, and the two parameters
appearing inside the potential U(g, ¢)

U(g, ¢) = Uy + azUs + agUy, )
where
U, = Q% — Qy, 3)
Us = Q° —3Q0Q: +2Qs, 4)
Uy = Q* — 6Q%Q +8QQ5 +3Q3 — 6Q4, ®)
Q=Q1, Qu=Tr(Q"", 6)
Q" =d", — M", @)
(M), = g" fuy, ®)
fuv = Napdu 90" ©)

We can then compute the field equations as follows

Gyv = _mZX;u// (10)
where sU 1
Xy = w — EUgw,. (11)

Here £, is the fiducial metric and Q is the trace of the matrix Q.

3. The Schwarzschild de-Sitter Solution in dRGT

In [9], the S-dS solution was derived for two different cases. The first one corresponds to the family
of solutions satisfying the condition 8 = a2, where B and a correspond to the two free-parameters
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inside the potential U(g, ¢). In such a case, the Stiickelberg function Ty (r, t) becomes arbitrary. In other
words, the vacuum solution is degenerate. There is a second family of solutions. They correspond to
the case with two-free parameters satisfying the condition 8 < a? with the Stiickelberg function To(r, )
constrained to some specific dependence on the space-time. These results reflect the fact that massive
gravity behaves as a c-model as has been remarked in [7,8]. Any solution satisfying the spherically
symmetric condition, is expressed generically as

ds* = gudt? 4 g, dr? + g (drdt + dtdr) + r2dQ3, (12)

where

2
g1t = —f(Sor) e To(r,£))2, w—#%“MW”ﬂW&W

Sty = —f(Sor)atTo (7’, t)arTO (1’, t)/

(13)

with f(Sor) =1— 25601;4 - %AS(Z)rZ. Although the previous solution looks similar to the Schwarzschild-de
Sitter metric in Einstein’s gravity, it is not the same. In this case for example Ty(r, t) is not an ordinary
(time) coordinate, but it is rather a Stiickelberg function which contains the information of the
extra-degrees of freedom of the theory. We can visualize Ty(r,t) as the part of the metric which
generates the “weight” (mass) for the propagating degrees of freedom of the theory. The metric

components in Equation (13), for example, are obtained after using the non-linear version of the

Y™\ [oYP
Suv = <W> (axv) g;ﬁ, (14)

with the components of the Stiickelberg function given by

Stiickelberg trick expressed as

YO(r,t) = To(r,t), Y'(r,t) = Sgr. (15)

In Equation (13), all the degrees of freedom of the theory are inside the dynamical metric.
The fiducial metric in this case is just the Minkowskian one given explicitly as

wdxtdx¥ = —di? + dr® + r*(d0% + r2sin®6). (16)
H

The dynamical metric when it contains all the degrees of freedom, is diffeomorphism invariant
under the transformation [10-12,15]

® P
s L (£, ) f @) a7)

In addition, the full action defined in Equation (1) is invariant under these previous sets
of transformations.

4. The Nambu-Goldstone Theorem: The o Model

Here, as an example for the standard Nambu-Goldstone theorem and the subsequent Higgs
mechanism, we consider the the linear c-model. Consider this model for N scalar field ¢(x).
The Lagrangian is given by

1 . 1 ‘ .
£=2(0u9") + 512 (9")* = 719, (18)
2 2 4
which is invariant under the following transformation

¢ — RU¢l. (19)
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This transformation is just a representation of the O(N) group, namely, the group of orthogonal
matrices in N dimensions. The potential of the Lagrangian (18) is given by

. 1 ) A
V() = —512(¢") + Z (¢ (20)
This potential has a minimum when
. 2
(9)? = . @)

From this previous condition, we can determine the magnitude of ¢}, but not its direction.
Then the direction is in principle arbitrary. We can select some arbitrary direction, for example, we can
select 4)6 as

oh = (0,0,..,0,0), (22)

withov = p/ V/A. If we re-define the vacuum in agreement with the shift

P(x) = (7"(x),0 + o(x), (23)
with k = 1,..., N — 1. The Lagrangian in terms of the fields 77(x) ans o’(x) becomes

1 1 1 A A A
£= (0" + 5 (0p0)? — 5 (2u*)0? = VApe® — VAp(r*)e — Lot — () 20? — TP (29)
This Lagrangian clearly contains N — 1 massless 7t*-fields and one massive field ¢. Then there are
N — 1 broken generators and they correspond to the Nambu-Goldstone bosons which move along the

degenerate vacuum showed in the Figure 1.

Figure 1. The potential for the spontaneous breaking of symmetry of the O(N) symmetry, for the case
of N = 2. Taken from [23].

4.1. The Nambu-Goldstone Theorem

Here we will summarize the results due to the Nambu-Goldstone theorem. We have seen in the
previous explanations that the o-model provides a basic example of the theorem. In this example,
the symmetry O(N) is broken and then the symmetry O(N — 1) remains after selecting some vacuum.
Here we will explain how the Nambu-Goldstone theorem can be applied to the standard linear c-model.
Note that in general, the potential V(¢'), can be expanded as

— 1 a b >
V@)= Vi) + 3@ 00 (350 ) o @)
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where 0V /9¢* = 0, since we are expanding around a minimum. The mass matrix is symmetric and
given by the coefficient

(azv) =m?, >0 (26)
9Pt " ) o ab =

This previous condition is due to the fact that ¢y represents a minimum. At this point we will
assume that the full action given by

£ = (kinetic terms) — V(¢), (27)

is invariant under the action of the group G = O(N). In addition, we assume that the selected vacuum
state is invariant under the action of a subgroup of G, given by H = O(N — 1). The vacuum state is
not invariant under the action of the full group G. In summary, we have the following conditions

G: ¢f =U(g)Pl # ¢h (28)

H: ¢f = U(h)¢d = ¢, (29)

where U(g) and U(h) denote the representations of the groups G and H respectively. However,
the potential V/(¢) is still invariant under the action of the full group G. The action of this group on the
potential expansion (25) gives the result

0
T”(QD)WV@P) =0, (30)

where T%(¢) is the generator of the group transformation. In the U(g) representation, for example,
it would take the form

U(g) = e m~ T4+ aT® — U(h)¢f = ¢+ aT(¢y), (31)

where T*(¢) denotes the action of the operator T* on the function state ¢. If we introduce the result (30)
inside the expansion (25), then we get the condition

2

T (90) T (#0) 52555V (9) = T (90) T" (9o}, = 0. (32)

Note that if T%(¢9) = 0, namely, when the vacuum state selected is invariant under the action
of the the group, then the corresponding mass component m,;, is not necessarily zero. On the other
hand, when the symmetry generator is broken, namely, when the group element belonging to G
does not leave the vacuum invariant, then T?(¢y) # 0 and then the mass components related to
this condition are necessarily zero (m,, = 0). Then the number of broken generators are clearly
related to the existence of gapless particles. In standard conditions, and for internal symmetries,
the number of broken generators is equivalent to the number of Nambu-Goldstone bosons with
linear dispersion relation [23]. However, under some special circumstances, it is possible to have
more broken symmetries than Nambu-Goldstone bosons; in addition, under the same circumstances,
the Nambu-Goldstone bosons have quadratic dispersion relations. An interesting analysis about this

issue has been done in [24-33].

4.2. Charge Conservation

In quantum theory, the Goldstone theorem suggests that if there is a field operator ¢(x) with
non-vanishing vacuum expectation value < 0[¢(x)|0 > and in addition, the vacuum expectation value
is not a singlet under the transformations of some representation of a symmetry group, then some
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massless particles will appear in the spectrum states. It is well known that up to a total derivative term
in the action (Lagrangian £), the conserved charge is given by

2N 0L Op(x)
%) = 530g) gat

(33)

where d¢(x) /da corresponds to the field variations under symmetry transformations of the Lagrangian.
The previously defined current is divergence-less and the corresponding charges are given by

Q"(x) = / Prji(x). (34)

In the standard cases, these charges are conserved, dQ%/dt = 0, and they have a well defined
commutation relations given by

[Qa’ Qh] — CabCQC, (35)
where C** are the structure constants of the Lie algebra. We can define an unitary operator with the
charge being the generator of the group transformations

U = Q" (36)

If the vacuum is non-degenerate, then the previously defined charge annihilates the vacuum,
namely, U|0 >= |0 >, or equivalently
Q%10 >=0. (37)

When the vacuum is degenerate, then these previous conditions are not satisfied and in general
U+, Q%0 >+#0. (38)

This case is the interesting one for the purposes of this paper. It is not difficult to observe that
in dRGT massive gravity, for the black-hole solutions, the quantity related to the translation under
time-coordinates plays the role of the charge. In fact, the apparent non-conservation of the Komar
and ADM mass (energy) in the non-liner theory of massive gravity, is a consequence of the fact
that the vacuum is degenerate at scales where the extra-degrees of freedom of the theory become
relevant [34,35]. The effect of the extra-degrees of freedom is to create distortion of the notions of time
perceived by different observers located at scales where they become relevant. The distortions of time,
specifically in its periodicity in the complex plane after analytical extension is what generates the effect
of extra-particle creation process for a black-hole inside this theory [10-12]. As has been explained
before, this extra-component of radiation comes from the mismatch between the periodicity of the
function Ty(r, t) and the standard time-coordinates t. These previous effects are all consequences of
the fact that the time-like Killing vector does not point in the direction of the ordinary time-coordinate.
Under these arguments, we can perceive once again a connection between the mechanism behind the
dynamical origin of the graviton mass and the mechanism able to create deviations with respect to
GR when we analyze the Black-hole evaporation process. If the operator ¢(x) is not a singlet, then its
commutation with the charge Q“ is non-zero and given by

[Q% ¢/ (x)] = ¢p(x). (39)

The vacuum expectation value of this operator is given by

<0|Q%'(x) — ¢'(x)Q"[0 ># 0. (40)
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If we introduce the definition of charge given in Equation (34), then we get
Z/d3}/ [<0ljg(y)In >< nl¢'(x)]0 > — < 0[¢(x)|n ><n|jg(y)|0>] 0_,0 #0, (41)
n

where the equal-time condition has been imposed. After some trivial calculations, this previous
expression finally becomes

(2m)3 ¥, 6@ (By) [< 0/j2(0)|n >< n|¢' (x)[0 > eMnvo— < 0|¢' (x)|n >< n|j&(0)|0 > e—iMny"LO:yo, (42)

which must be different from zero in agreement with the previous results. Note that p) = M, and the
spatial integrals were evaluated. The current conservation guarantees that the previous expression is
independent of 1°. Then it is trivial to observe that M, = 0 and this proves the Goldstone theorem.
The proof elaborated in the previous way can be found in [36]. Note that the standard proof has to be
modified when we analyze non-relativistic systems [30-33].

5. The Standard Higgs Mechanism: Local Gauge Symmetry

In the previous section we observed that the Nambu-Goldstone theorem is formulated by
understanding the physics formulated in terms of group theory and the exact form of the potential
is not important at the moment of understanding how many Nambu-Goldstone bosons appear after
breaking the symmetry. Notice that in the previous section in order to get the Goldstone theorem
result, it was enough to consider global symmetries for the Lagrangian. In this section, we will explain
the Higgs mechanism. The Higgs mechanism appears when we consider local gauge symmetries.
Consider for example the Lagrangian

£= DH‘P*Dy(P - mz(l)*‘P - A(¢*¢)2 - }LF]WFHV/ (43)

where Dy, = d,, +ieA, is the corresponding covariant derivative, which transforms like the field ¢
under local gauge transformations. The potential for the previous Lagrangian is given by

V(g,9") = m*¢ 9+ M9" ). (44)
The action is invariant under the following transformations
p—e g, gt Wt AN AF %aye(x). (45)
The ground state is given by

N
] = <_2A> =a. (46)

Note that m cannot be interpreted at this point as the mass but rather as a parameter. In fact,
m? < 0 is necessary in this case. Since the vacuum breaks the symmetry, this means that we are
working around the wrong vacuum, then we can re-define it by using the following shift

(Pl (x) j/_il(PZ(x) ) (47)

In terms of this field redefinition, the Lagrangian (43) becomes

o(x)=a+

1 1 1
£=— FVEy +2a? Ay Al + 5 (0u1)* + 5 (0u2)® — 2A0%] + V2ea A" 3y + . (48)
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Note that there is a mix between the kinetic term of the field ¢, and the massless vector field A¥.
Then we can eliminate the ¢, field by doing the following transformations

¢ = ¢1— Ao,
Py = ¢+ Ay + V2Aa (49)

After introducing these sets of transformations, we get

1 1
£=— FuF" + e?a* A, AV + 5 @ud )2 —2Aa%¢p3 + ... (50)

We can observe that this Lagrangian has two fields, namely, one vector field A* which is massive
and a second scalar field ¢;, which is massless for a total of four degrees of freedom. The degrees
of freedom (one) represented by the field ¢, has been eaten up by the vector field. Then the
Nambu-Goldstone bosons produced after symmetry breaking, can be eaten up by other fields and
then such fields become massive. The gauge represented by the Lagrangian (50) is called unitary
gauge because it represents the gauge where physical particles will appear. The Higgs mechanism as
explained in this section, is taken from [36].

6. Massive Gravity in a Free-Falling Frame Of Reference

Our analysis starts with the theory expanded around a free-falling frame of reference satisfying
the condition f(Sor) — 1 locally for any observer. The metric in a free-falling frame is not necessarily
Minkowski inside the massive gravity formulation. Only when the Stiickelberg function is trivially
defined to be the standard time-coordinate Ty(r,t) = Syt, then the free-falling metric is conformal to
Minkowski. The free-falling condition also constrains the behavior of the Stiickelberg function for the
case of two free-parameters for the massive action (without including the graviton mass), if we impose
the regularity condition at the future event horizon as has been explained in [9]. For the case of one
free-parameter with the Stiickelberg function arbitrary, the free-falling condition does not provide
any constraint on Ty(7, t). The explicit form of the Q-matrix appearing inside the massive action will
depend on the case under evaluation. Here we explore the two cases at the background level.

6.1. Case (i). Two Free-Parameters Satisfying the Condition «> > p
In such a case, the Stiickelberg function is given by [9]
Sor (1
To(r,t) = Stj:/ (f(u) —1). (51)

Note that in a free-falling frame, then T/ (r, t) = 0 since f(u) — 1. Then the Q-matrix given in
Equations (7) and (8) becomes

Q= < - 510> Iyva, (52)

in agreement with the notation given in [9]. If we introduce this result inside Equations (3)—(5), then
we obtain

12(—1+ S9)2
S3 ’

24(—1+ Sp)?

24(—1+ Sp)*
S3 )

5 (53)

U (g, ¢) = Us(g, ¢) = , Uy(g ) =

Note that for the case Sy = 1 the massive action vanishes independent of the time orientation
with respect to Ty(7, t). This is consistent with what has been already found in [9]. On the other hand,
for any value taken by the parameter Sy, at the background level, the massive action will behave as a
cosmological constant term. A different case is expected at the perturbative level, where the massive
action will have a non-trivial behavior (to be analyzed later). The previous results demonstrate that at
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the background level and for a free-falling frame of reference, the symmetry under time-translations is
not spontaneously broken. In other words, for this special case, there is no preferred time orientation
and the physics will be independent on the frame of reference selected by the observers.

6.2. Case (ii). One Free-Parameter Case: Parameters Satisfying the Condition «> = p

For the case of one free-parameter with the Stiickelberg function arbitrary, the behavior is not as
trivial as in the previous case. Here it is not possible to assume Tj(7,t) = 0 for a free-falling frame,
then the Q-matrix for this case becomes

27<T6(Sr,t)
T)(r,
1- 172 0(7/) 2 0 0
S<47(T[’)(H)> ) = <4_ O(Srt)> )
S
Q' = _ To(rt) _ 2 . (54)
! ) ) (r) \ 2 1 en\2) 2 0 0
; 4_< s ) S<47< b >
0 0 -3 0
0 0 0 1-3%

Note that if Té(r, t) = 0, we recover the previous case. Here if an observer defines the time in
agreement with Ty(7, t), such that he/she perceives the time as Ty(r,t) = t, then his/her Q-matrix
will be defined in agreement with Equation (52). On the other hand, if the observer in a free-falling
condition defines his/her time arbitrarily, such that Ty(r.t) # ¢, then his/her Q-matrix will be defined
in agreement with Equation (54). In any case, even if these observers define the Q-matrix in this way,
the terms related to Ty(r, t) will not appear inside the massive action (54). Indeed, for this case we get

_ 2+6a(l1+a)

o, (55)

u(g, ¢)
after introducing the result (54) inside Equations (3)—(5) and then using Equation (2). Note that here
B = a%and Sy = a/(1 + a). The result (55) is independent of Ty(r,t). This means that the massive
action again behaves as a standard cosmological constant term at the background level. Different
situation will appear at the perturbative level. We can conclude at this point that at the background
level in a free-falling frame of reference, the massive action operates as the standard cosmological
constant in GR, independent of the relation between the two free-parameters of the theory. This result
is evident because at this point we do not have degrees of freedom propagating through the vacuum.
The degrees of freedom propagating through the vacuum will appear when we analyze the physics at
the perturbative level.

7. Perturbation around a Free-Falling Frame

We will consider perturbations for the case where the observers are in a free-falling frame of
reference. We will see that in these situations, the symmetries related to the time-translations are
spontaneously broken for some specific combinations of the two free-parameters of the theory.

7.1. Case (i). Two Free-Parameters Satisfying the Condition «> > B

In this case, the perturbation of the Q-matrices is done following the method used in [9]

(0Q"0)(Q7 = %) + (Q"g = 85)8Q%, = —6(M2)!", = WYy (MP)F,, (56)
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Taking into account the result (52) at the background level and the generic perturbation
Equations (56), we obtain the following results for the potential

[(1 +20 4 B)?(—1+2a% —2a%\/a2 — B+ (=3 +2/a2 — B)B — 3a(1 + /5))} hlr, t]

ou(g, ¢) = . (57)
(& ¢) @t VBT p)
where h(r, t) is the trace defined in agreement with the metric
ds* = S3ds3,, (58)

with ds?, being the standard Minkowski metric as in the Special Relativistic case. From this result, it is
clear that the dynamical metric is trivially related to Minkowski through a conformal transformation
through a constant conformal factor. The trace is explicitly given by h(r,t) = (—hoo(r, ) + hyr(r,t)) / S3.
With these previous results, we can expand the massive action \/—gU(g, ¢) up to second order.
The perturbative expansion of the root square of the determinant for the dynamical metric is [37]

1 1 1
Vg 5 (1 g = i+ i) 59)
then the massive action is clearly given by

1 1 1
V=gU(s,¢) ~ S} (1 + 5= ghtphfe+ Shz) (U(R 9)sack +3U(2,9)), (60)

where U(g, §)pack corresponds to the background value of the potential and 6U g, ¢) is the perturbation
around the background. The relevant terms for the expansion up to second order in the graviton
field are

1 1 1 1
V—gu(g ¢) = S§ (1 t3h— Zh“,shﬁzx + 8h2> U(g, ¢)back + S5 (1 + Zh) ou(g, ). (61)

Here the first term on the right-hand side behaves as a cosmological constant one expanded up to
second order in perturbation theory. For simplicity, we can express the perturbation of the potential
U(g,¢) as 6U(g,¢) = F(a, B)h, with « and B representing the two-free parameters in addition to the
graviton mass. Here F(a, ) is defined in agreement with Equation (57). Note that Sy is a function of
the same set of parameters. Then Equation (61), is equivalent to

s2 s2
\/jgu(g/ (P) ~ S%u(g/‘p)buck +h <20u(g/¢)back + S%F(‘x/ﬁ)> - Zohaﬁhﬁau(gfcp)buck

2

S3 S
+h (;Wg,cp)bmk + ;Fm,ﬁ)) SN (%)

If we define the potential in agreement with \/—gU(g, ¢) = V(g, ¢), then we can find the vacuum

solutions if we solve V(,9)
$P)

which in this case is equivalent to

1 s2 1
S (2U(3r¢)back + F(“rﬁ)) - 70U(g/ @) packhpvoac + My (4U(g/ ®)back + F(“/ﬁ)) hoac = 0, (64)
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where Ny is just the standard Minkowski metric which is conformally related to the real metric
(see Equation (58)) and the subindex vac makes reference to the vacuum solutions. Solving for this
previous expression, we get

hoovac = —Nrroac = A(D‘r ﬁ)/ horvae =0, (65)

where A(a, B) is a function of « and B. Figure 2 shows the behavior for each vacuum component.
Note that for the case &« = 0 or = 0, the vacuum field vanishes. This behavior can be better visualized
in Figure 3. We can notice that even if the vacuum field does not vanish for different values of the
parameters satisfying the condition a> > B, the Stiickelberg function Ty(r, t) does not appear for this
case. This means that we have a unique vacuum for a fixed combination of the parameters « and .
Then the symmetry is not spontaneously broken and the observers cannot perceive Nambu-Goldstone
bosons and there is no way to see any dynamical origin of the graviton mass at this level. For example,
here we can evaluate the mass matrix for the present potential by obtaining the second derivatives
with respect to graviton fields in Equation (62). The parameter-dependent matrix mass is given by

2
mgb = 7%ubackéytxévﬁ + 5(2)77}41/77065 <[1Luback + F(D(, ,B)> ’ (66)
where the subindex ab represents the matrix components after doing the tensorial product in this
previous expression. From this result, we can find the eigenvalues, which would correspond the
parameter-dependent mass for some specific modes. Here, however, the eigenvalues would not
correspond to a dynamical graviton mass because there is no gauge-field associated to the masses and
the Stiickelberg function is absent as has just been mentioned. This means that for this case, even at the
perturbative level, the massive action behaves as an ordinary cosmological constant (unique vacuum).

Figure 2. The vacuum state representative for the potential (62) as a function of the parameters « and .
The yellow color plot corresponds to the vacuum component for hgy and the blue color corresponds to
the component /. It is easy to visualize the symmetry between both components.
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i 4\ f

Figure 3. The plane a-p corresponding to the vacuum state of Figure 2. Here we can perceive a
parabolic behavior between both parameters in some regions of the plane. This portion of the figure
corresponds to the vacuum state for /1gg. The vacuum state for },, is the mirror image of this figure.

7.2. Case (ii). One Free-Parameter Case: Parameters Satisfying the Condition a> = B

For this case, the condition Té (r,t) = 01is not necessarily satisfied for a free-falling reference frame
and then the structure of the perturbation for the Q-matrices is not as trivial as in the previous case.
By using the same procedures based in the generic formulation developed in [9], then we can divide
the analysis in two cases.

7.2.1. Vanishing Spatial Dependence of the Stiickelberg Function: Tj(r,t) = 0

More generically, this case would correspond to the situations where dTy(r,t) = Sy. This is the
case because in general, Ty(r,t) = Sot + A(r,t). Then

dTo(r,t) = To(r, t)dt + Ty(r, t)dr = Sodt + (A(r, t)dt + A’ (r,t)dr) . (67)

Then if Ty(r, t) is supposed to represent the ordinary time-coordinate, the condition A(r, t)dt +
A'(r,t)dr = 0 has to be satisfied. This does not necessarily mean Tj(r,t) = A’(r,t) = 0; however,
for the sake of simplicity, in this section we will work under such special condition (T (r, t) = 0), since
we will take A(r,t) = 0 which is equivalent to the stationary condition assumption. Note that the
present case is reduced to the one with two free-parameters if we just take into account the condition
a = B? in Equation (62). It is trivial to demonstrate that

2+ 6a(1
V=8U(& ®)back = m (68)

and

V=gdU(g,9) =~ 5 h(r ). ©9)
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Then the total action, expanded up to second order in perturbation theory, is defined with the
help of the generic result (61) as

1,1 1 2+ 6a(1 1.\ (1
V—gU(g, ¢) = (1 + - Eh"‘ﬁhﬁa + 8h2> (W) -~ (1 - zh) ( ;;”‘) h.  (70)

In this case, it can be demonstrated that it is impossible to find a vanishing coefficient for the trace
h(r,t) and at the same time obtain the Fierz-Pauli tuning, unless we accept divergent values. In fact,
if & = 0, then the linear term in the trace is absent and the Fierz-Pauli tuning appears but the graviton
becomes strongly coupled and its massive modes cannot propagate. If we evaluate the condition (63),
then we obtain for the potential (70) the following result

_ 1 1 1 /1+a« 1 14+« 1
My Euback + Eubackh —5 ( 22 ) h— (1 + 2h> (“zﬂ - Ehwuback =0, (71)

where 7], is the background metric which is trivially related to Minkowski through the conformal
transformation due to the factor Sp as in Equation (58). Solving for the graviton field, we find that the
vacuum is represented by the following set of solutions

(a® 4 3a% 4 2a* — 245 — a%) o (&% 4 3a3 4 2a* — 2% — %)
2(1 +“)5 7 rroac — 2(1 +“)5 7
hOrvuc =0, (72)

hOOvac = -

where the subindex vac makes reference to the vacuum state. From Figure 4, we can observe the
behavior for the vacuum state as a function of the free-parameter «. Note that in general the trace of
graviton field is non-zero, except for two well defined values of the parameter a. Although the plot
covers a large range of values, it is understood that the condition || << 1 must be satisfied. Note that
the vacuum satisfies the relation /gy /h, = —1. Then the vacuum state represented by the potential (70)
is given by a straight line with negative slope, where the axes are represented by the components 1
and h,; as it is illustrated in Figure 5. The determinant for the vacuum solution given in eq. (72) can be
seen graphically in the Figure 6. The same logic presented here applies to the previously analyzed
case. If we compute the matrix of second derivatives for the potential (70), then we will discover that
the eigenvalues for the mass matrix is parameter-dependent and equivalent to

PV(g ¢) 1 1 1 "
m = (4Vback - <1+1X>> NuvTapg — EVback‘s a‘svﬁ- (73)

Compare this result with Equation (66). This matrix only represents two independent equations
after developing the tensorial product. The result (73) represents the graviton masses for the different
modes. However, again we have a single vacuum state (once we fix the parameters) since there is
no path of the extra-degrees of freedom (Nambu-Goldstone bosons) appearing through a non-trivial
function Ty(r, t). In other words, there is no gauge field associated to the graviton mass in this case
and since the vacuum is unique, in this special situation we do not have any dynamical origin for the
graviton mass. There are two different eigenvalues for the matrix Equation (73). They are represented
in Figures 7 and 8. Note that both eigenvalues can be zero for some specific values taken by the
parameter «.
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ho0 vae . Frrvac

151

Figure 4. The vacuum state representative for the potential (70) as a function of the free-parameter a.
The blue line corresponds to the component hyg,, of the graviton field. The yellow line corresponds to
the component #ypqc. Note that in general the trace is non-zero. It becomes zero for the case (hggpac = 0
and Myyyqc = 0)obtained for two different values of the parameter a. The condition |h| << 1 is assumed
even if in the figure this constraint does not appear explicitly.

g vac

10 |

o,
T

: . . — Firryac
-10 -5 ]

Figure 5. The same vacuum state represented by Figure 4. Note that there is a fixed relation between
the vacuum components hgopac (7, 1) and hrroac (7, £). All the line represents the possible vacuum states
depending on the parameter a.

‘ ~20}

‘ -30F

|

Figure 6. The determinant of the vacuum matrix corresponding to the graviton field / and the

solutions (72). Note that the determinant vanishes for some specific values of «, consistent with the
vanishing values of hgyyse and Hyroqc.
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Figure 7. The parametric behavior of one of the eigenvalues for the matrix Equation (73). We can
observe that the parametric mass becomes zero for some specific value of « for this case.

Z

m

Figure 8. The parametric behavior of one of the eigenvalues for the matrix Equation (73). This case
corresponds to a different eigenvalue with respect to the case illustrated in Figure 7. We can observe
that the parametric mass becomes zero for some specific value of « for this case as in the previous case.

7.2.2. Non-Vanishing Spatial Dependence of the Stiickelberg Function: Tj(r,t) # 0

More generically, this case corresponds to the one where dTy(r,t) # So, since A(r,t)dt +
A’(r,t)dr # 0. Here once again for simplicity we will take A(r,t) = 0. However, there is no loss of
generality in the arguments of this section by using this assumption. The extension to the general case
is direct. The condition A(r,t = 0 is equivalent to the stationary condition for the dynamical metric.
This is the case because the stationary condition suggests that To(r,t) = Sp, with Sy being defined
such that the dynamical metric is conformally trivial when the spatial dependence of the Stiickelberg
function vanishes and in addition, gravity effects are absent at all (free-falling condition). In this small
section, we take T(’)(r, t) # 0. This is possible given the arbitrariness of the Stiickelberg function for
this case. Then the symmetry is now spontaneously broken and we do not have a single vacuum.
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This situation is the most interesting for this paper. The potential expanded up to second order in
perturbations becomes

I~ ~ 1 1,6 15\ (2+6a(1+a)
U8, 9) ~ (1+ 2h 4h 5h ot 8h ) ( a?(1+4a)?

1 1+a),  2T(r,t)(1+a)* T)(r,£)2(1 4 a)>
<1+2h) <( w2 )h+ : a5 hor = = ob o 7

We will consider that Tj(r,t) =& M << 1 in order to include the effect of the extra-degrees of
freedom through perturbation. In other words, we only consider infinitesimal departures from the
trivial result T)(r,t) = 0. Then here we consider T)(r, t)? as a second order term in the expansion of
the action.

Here we can also calculate the vacuum condition by using Equation (63). The result is

1 1 1+w T(r, 1) (1 + a)* 1 1+a
Ev(grgb)back"'zvbuckh'f' h — 0( )( )h0y+<1+2h>< 2 )

My

202 od

/ 2 5 ! 4
iy (TH)(H)) ~ UiVi— (1 20) <2T<t><l+>) 050, 09

206 oS

where 77, corresponds to the dynamical metric in the absence of gravity. However, in this case, due
to the presence of the Stiickelberg function, the metric is not conformal to Minkowski under the
free-falling condition. In this case, it is given by

’ 2 !
1— (TO(S”)> ] -2 To(sr’ D drar + r2d02> . (76)

ds? = fjdxt'dx’ = S§ (—dt2 +dr? NS A
0 0

Note that for the case Tj(r, t) = 0, we recover the previous results. By replacing the metric (76)
inside Equation (75) and then solving the system of equations involved, we obtain

W2+ a(6+a(6+a))

hoovac = 2(1 T DL)S + 2T6(7’, t)zA(tX),
hyroac = 7“2[2 ha ;Efiz)(g - 06))] +2T(/)(7’, t)zB(IX)r (77)
L T )21+ &) 4 a1+ 3a(1 +a)][2+ a(6 + a(6+a))]]
Orvac = 2(1 4+ a)4(1 +3a(1 +a)) '

where A(«) and B(«) are two functions depending on the parameter «. Note that the corrections due
to the Stiickelberg function presence are quadratic at the lowest order for hoppac and hyrpae. They are
also of linear order at the lowest order for ligyac. If we work for an infinitesimal value of T(r, ), then
the relation between the vacuum components hoppac and hyp0c would be exactly of the same form as
in Figures 4 and 5. Only the higher order contributions of the Stiickelberg function break this mirror
symmetry between these two components. The non-diagonal component hgyy, is linear in Tj(r, t) and
it does not exist for a vanishing value of the Stiickelberg function. The Figures 9 and 10 represent the
behavior of the vacuum solutions (77). Note that in the region around T}(r,t) — 0 (M in the figure),
there is a multiplicity of values taken by «, for which we have absence of gravitons at the vacuum level.
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Figure 9. The behavior of the vacuum when the Sttickelberg function is non-zero for the solutions (77).
The components hgy (yellow color) and i, (green color) are mirror images of each other. The blue
color corresponds to the vacuum solution for the hg,. Here the Stiickelberg function is parametrized in
agreement with M. The Stiickelberg function has been expanded up to second order.

200

200 a8

1 a

5 w0 5

Figure 10. The same Figure 9 but observed from a different angle. From this perspective, the symmetry
between the g and &, components of the graviton field in its vacuum state is clear. The symmetry
disappears at the quadratic order in the Stiickelberg function expansion.

We can calculate the determinant for the vacuum solution (77). It becomes a complicated solution
in terms of « and T|(r, t). Here we express the result as

Iy |oac = C(a) + Tj(r, t)*D(a) = 0. (78)

The vacuum is then degenerate and the behavior of this determinant can be observed from
the Figure 11. The constant C(«a) represents the trivial part representing the ordinary cosmological
constant. The non-trivial contribution comes from the Stiickelberg function T(')(r, t), which makes the
vacuum degenerate.
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Figure 11. The determinant of the vacuum solution given in Equation (77). Note that around the region
Té (r,t) — 0, there exists an extremal condition for the value of the determinant. On the other hand,
other extremal conditions appears with respect to a.

An interesting value, is the one for which the determinant vanishes. In fact, v = 0 in Equation (78)
when

1/2
) (79)

Ty(r,t) = + (_D(oc)

Here we can also calculate the eigenvalues for the mass matrix given by the second derivative of
the potential (74). However, what is interesting to notice at this point is that the dynamical mass of the
graviton comes from the spatial dependence of the Stiickelberg function Tj(r, t). In the next section,
we will make a formal definition of the dynamical origin of the graviton mass. We will see that T}(r, t)
has a double role, namely, not only does it appear as the mass parameter of the theory, but in addition,
it provides the gauge-part for the Christoffel connections to behave as gauge-fields able to provide the
graviton mass dynamically.

8. Symmetry Breaking Pattern and the Dynamical Origin of the Graviton Mass

From the previous analysis, it is clear that there is a degeneracy in the vacuum solution and that
the Sttickelberg function has two roles. It is related to the mass parameter of the theory, analogous to
the y-parameter in the case of a scalar field (see Equation (21)). This can be observed explicitly for the
case where the condition 8 = a? is satisfied. The mass parameter determines the position of the false
vacuum of the theory. In general, the action is invariant under the full dipheomorphism transformation
defined as in Equation (17). The vacuum represented by Equation (78) is in general non-zero and
then any physical perturbation has to be expanded around it. The Stiickelberg function behaves as a
preferred time direction for the vacuum field. In this case, its variation dTy(r, ) represents the order
parameter of the theory. If an observer in a free-falling defines the Lorentz symmetry as SO(3,1) (G),
then after selecting some specific frame of reference, the preferred time-direction at the vacuum level
will break the symmetry toward an ordinary rotation SO(3) (H). The remaining U(1) transformations
related to the time-coordinate, correspond to the different frames of reference taken by the observers.
They define the coset G/ H space. Due to the preferred time-direction Ty(r, t), the observers defining
the time in agreement with this Sttickelberg function will not perceive the dynamical part of the
graviton mass. This means that they will not perceive locally the spatial (temporal) variations of
the Stiickelberg function. At this level, any symmetry transformation involving the time should be
considered as a potential broken generator depending on how the observers define their notion of
time (frame of reference). If the symmetry under consideration is the Lorentz one, then we have three
potential broken generators corresponding to the three boost directions. This is precisely the number
of Nambu-Goldstone bosons that massive gravity theories contain (one degree of freedom for the
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scalar and other two for vectors). When the observers select their frame of reference, the symmetry
breaking pattern is given by

50(3,1) (G) —SO(3) (H), G/H=U(1). (80)

Here the generators of the SO(3) symmetry are the different components of the angular
momentum. The previous expression then suggests that the symmetry under spatial rotations is
still valid after the observers make the selection of frame of reference. In other words, the angular
momentum is still well defined after the symmetry is broken. The symmetry breaking patter illustrated
in Equation (80) explains why in [10-12], it was discovered that under the spherically symmetric
assumption, as far as the time coordinate is excluded, everything in dRGT massive gravity is exactly
the same as in the GR case. Only when dynamical processes are considered, the departures with
respect to GR are evident. In the Hawking radiation analysis, for example, from the path integral
formulation analyzed in [10-12], it is evident that an extra-component or radiation will appear due
to the distortions of the periodicity patterns of the propagators produced by the extra-degrees of
freedom. The periodicity of the propagator is related to the U(1) symmetry, which corresponds to
the group of broken generators (coset space). Then the results of the present manuscript can also be
perceived as a connection between the usual spontaneous symmetry breaking mechanism and the
conformal symmetry breaking mechanism which is the responsible for the Hawking radiation effect.
If the vacuum values for the graviton field are non-zero as has been found in Equations (77) and in the
vacuum determinant given by Equation (78), then the physical perturbations have to be expanded
around this degenerate vacuum. By repeating the standard techniques, we can shift the solution such
that we work around the real vacuum. Then we define

h;,{]/ = hpn/ + hyvvuc; (81)

where hwvac is defined in agreement with the vacuum components (77). Then the action has to take
the corresponding shift. If we take the Riemmann tensor to be

1 < a2g)\1/ azg}w a2g2\K azgﬂK (82)

== _ _ N yo _ 11 10
RMWK 2\ 9x*9xH Ix*ox axg/\vxy axvax/\> Jrgmr (rvAFMK FK/\FW> .

With the appropriate contractions, we can then find the Ricci scalar as g/\v 8" Rk At the linear
level, if we want to compute the kinetic term for the action, we can ignore the power expansion for
v/—g in Equation (1). This expansion, however, cannot be ignored when we consider the potential
(massive action). At the background level, then we can use \/—¢ = S3. By taking into account the
dynamical metric components given in Equation (76), some terms of the form

02 02

Soei 8 = Foeal 2(TY (r,1))28",6%, — 2T4 (r, )Ty (1, £) 67,55,
82 aZ 11!

Sl S = 3rrgh hoy — SoT§ (r, £)o",5%,, (83)

will appear at the end of the calculations for the first term on the right hand-side of Equation (82).
Note that in Equation (83) we have not yet introduced the physical perturbation (81). However, this is
a trivial part and it will only introduce new terms depending on the derivatives of Ty(r, t). We only
have to take into account that in general

9 Y g O
dx*dxP hP‘V = " h}w + 650 rmhyvvac-

(84)
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Then we can easily calculate the derivatives around the physical vacuum defined in Equation (77)
for the different components if we use the results

aZ
SxraB 100uac = A()[A(TY (r, £))2 + ATY (r, O T (r, £)]6%, 6P,
82
x*oxH Hrroac = B(’X) [4(T(/)/ (1’, t))z + 4T6(1’, f)T(SN(T, t)]éyr(SKrr
i _ T(’)”(r,t)[—2(1+u¢)7+0<[1+3zx(1+1x)][2+0<(6+1x(6+1x))]] (85)
dx*<oxt Orvac 2(1+a)*(1 +3a(1 +a)) '

For these previous terms, all the other expressions are standard. Regarding the linear-order
approximation for the second term for the Riemmann tensor, we have to calculate the connections
as follows

1T)(r,t)? 0
A ’ A
Fﬂvextral - 2 . 0 05p0 (axv gPﬂ)

S5
1 T)(r,t) 9
A _ o\"~ A P
rﬂvextraz - _i Sg 0 05 r (axvhpﬂ>
19t [ 0 T (r, )T (1, 1) TV (r,t)
A _ 17 o\ 1) Lo \y 0 50 o \" 0
ryvextrtﬁ ) S% (axvh"” +2 S% ) ,05 [T 58 0,0 pér’l , (86)

with all the other terms standard. Again in this case, we still have to expand the graviton field
around the physical vacuum, such that we can work with the physical fields defined by f;,, in
Equation (81). This is possible again by using analogous results as those reported in Equations (84)
and (85). The explicit result is

d 82
Wh()()yac = 4A(0€)T6(1’, t)T(/)/(svr, Whrrvac = 4B(0€)T6(7’, t)Télé‘vr,
02 Ty (r, ) [—2(1 + )" + a[l +3a(l+a)]2+a(6+ a(6+a))]] ,
Sxrpn torvac = 1 8"y (87)
ox*oxH 21+ a)*(1+3a(1+a))

Note that by considering Tj(r, ) infinitesimally close to zero, it is possible to ignore some of the
previous contributions. What is important to notice at this level is that the terms I'T for the second part
of the Riemann tensor definition in Equation (82) can be considered to vanish for a free-falling frame in
GR. However, in massive gravity, at the perturbative level, we have to retain the contributions coming
from the Stiickelberg functions when we consider the case § = «2. In this case, it is evident that the
term I'T will be equivalent to the gauge-field which provides the graviton mass dynamically. It is
analogous to the photon field term (A, )? in Equation (48). The connection I' is an explicit function of
the derivatives of the Stiickelberg function. The contractions in order to derive the Ricci scalar, for the
kinetic term given in Equation (83), can be done with the conformal Minkowski metric ds?> = S3ds3,
given by Equation (58) without considering the Sttickelberg function. This is correct since here we
are assuming T} (r, t) to be infinitesimally close to zero. For the case of the connection terms, if we
make the relevant contractions and after expanding for small values of Tj(r, ), the final form of the
Lagrangian is

£= £EH + F(U/ “) (Fr)gauge + V(g, 47)/ (88)

where £ is the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian, F(v, «) is a function of the vacuum parameter defined in
Equation (78). This term represents the expansion around the false vacuum and it is responsible for the
appearance of the massive term. The I' matrices correspond to the portion of the Christoffel connection
which depends explicitly on the Stiickelberg functions at the perturbative level. Here we can see that
the graviton mass comes dynamically from the gauge fields I'. For a vanishing spatial dependence of
To(r, t), this term vanishes in a free-falling frame. This term will only appear for observers defining
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the time arbitrarily with respect to Ty(r, t) (connected to the case B = a?). The observers defining
frame of references in agreement with Ty(r, ), will not be able to detect the dynamical massive term
neither. This situation is analogous to a spontaneous magnetization below certain temperature in the
ferromagnetism phenomena. Note that in addition, the spatial variation of Ty(r, t) is the responsible
for the appearance of the function depending on v. V(g,¢) = \/—gU(g, ¢) is the potential expanded
up to second order in perturbations and it might contain some mix terms that can be absorbed after
some trivial transformations.

Generic Character of the Dynamical Origin of the Graviton Mass

Although all the derivations in this paper were done inside the scenario of the dRGT theory of
massive gravity, it can be demonstrated that the result obtained in (88) is a generic one. We can explore,
for example, the model proposed by Chamseddine and Mukhanov and its extensions formulated by
Oda in [38,39]. The extensions in [39] model suggest an action of the form

5= ﬁ /de\/Tg (R-v(H®)), (89)

which is analogous to the Equation (1) if we identify the potential term U(g, ¢) with V(H*B) in the
previous equation. V(H4®) is a non-derivative interaction term in the action. Here H4® is defined as

HAB — }’]AB _ hAB + aA(PB _ an)A. (90)

Here 78 is a Minkowski metric with the internal index notation. Furthermore, ¢* are the
fluctuations of the Stiickelberg fields ¢ = xP‘éAH + @, This notation is standard in any theory of
massive gravity. If we translate the Stiickelberg fields inside the dynamical metric, then we would
obtain definitions analogous to those found in Equation (15). The vacuum condition for the previous
potential term, suggests that [39]

oV (HAB 1
BE—IAB ) = iUABV(H*) =0. 91)

By applying the Euler-Lagrange equations, it is not difficult to find the equations of motion

1%
v (5w Vue”) =0

2
Ry — %gWR = %V(H*) (;WV - hw> - %. (92)

Here the first equation represents the energy-momentum conservation in analogy with the work
developed in [9]. The second equation represents an extension of Einstein’s equations. We can
perceive from this second equation that the left-hand side is the result of the variation of the standard
Einstein-Hilbert action. This result would correspond to the variation of the term £gp in Equation (88).
The first term on the right-hand side in Equation (92) would naturally vanish in a well-defined vacuum
and it would correspond to the term V (g, ¢) in Equation (88). Finally, the second term on the right-hand
side of Equation (92) corresponds to the term F(v, &) (IT) ¢auge in Equation (88). This demonstrates the
generic character of the formulation developed in this paper. In any formulation of massive gravity,
we can repeat the same steps and find similar conclusions. This is the case because the massive
terms in general contain a potential term containing non-derivative-terms interactions in the action
and normally, these additional terms enter inside the action as a pair (of terms) introducing two
free-parameters in the theory. Interestingly, whether the vacuum is degenerate or not will depend on
the relation between the two free-parameters introduced in this way [6].
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9. Conclusions

In this paper we have explained the dynamical origin of the graviton mass. We have explained
the analogy between the massive gravity case with the standard formulation of the Higgs mechanism
in particle physics. Our formulation suggests that for some combination of the free-parameters of the
theory, the vacuum has a preferred time direction and then it becomes degenerate. Then the symmetry
is spontaneously broken and any generator related to the time-direction is broken. In this paper we
have worked under the stationary condition assumption but an extension to more general situations is
trivial. For purposes of analysis we have also assumed that the deviations of the Stiickelberg function
with respect to the ordinary time-coordinate are small. We have worked on a free-falling frame of
reference such that the effects of the gravitational sources can be ignored locally. We have demonstrated
that the symmetry is spontaneously broken for the combination of parameters satisfying the condition
B = a?. The order parameter corresponds in general to the total derivative dA(r, t), which under the
stationary condition assumption, becomes equivalent to Tj(r, t). In massive gravity we have three
Nambu-Goldstone bosons, which are eaten-up by the dynamical metric, becoming then massive. When
we analyze this scenario by expanding the action up to second order, we find that a fraction of the
gravitational connections correspond to the gauge-fields of the theory absorbing the extra-degrees
of freedom. It is not strange to see the coincidence between a mechanism generating the mass
dynamically in massive gravity and the standard Higgs mechanism of particle physics since it has been
demonstrated that massive gravity behaves as a gravitational c-model [5,7,8]. Alternative formulations
for the dynamical origin of the graviton mass has been done in [40]. In [38,39], the graviton Higgs
mechanism was analyzed by using a theory different from the dRGT massive gravity. Here we have
demonstrated that our formulation is generic and it can be applied to any formulation of massive
gravity, including the formulations done in [38,39].
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