arXiv:2001.02347v3 [gr-qc] 17 May 2022

The Scalar Mode of Gravity

Metin Arık, Tarik Tok Department of Physics Bogazici University Bebek, Istanbul, Turkey

metin.arik@boun.edu.tr
tarik.tok@boun.edu.tr

May 18, 2022

Abstract

We consider the scalar mode of gravity as expressed by a conformal factor of the metric and present a model motivated by the Jordan- Brans-Dicke action. The reduced action provides a Lagrangian density in Minkowski space which exhibits a massive particle and an expanding space-time through a mechanism which is similar to the Higgs mechanism.

Einstein’s theory of gravity is perhaps the most extraordinary achievement of modern physics. General relativity^{1–3} not only explained the observed perihelion advance of Mercury and predicted the correct bending of a light ray passing through a nearby point on the surface of the Sun but also foreshadowed the expanding universe and gravitational waves. From a modern point of view Einstein’s equation in vacuum can be derived considering the Pauli-Fierz field theory^4 for a massless spin-2 graviton, coupling the canonical energy momentum tensor as a source of the graviton and iterating to all orders which is a lengthy derivation^{5, 6} as compared to the brilliant Einstein argument of covariance and conservation. Although gravitational waves have been detected by an experiment^7 which is the most sensitive to the spin-2 nature of the graviton, it cannot yet rule out spin-0 gravitational waves.

Although vacuum Einstein equations unquestionably describe a spin-2 massless particle as the carrier of the gravitational force, the FLRW model of cosmology^{8–13} includes only a scalar field which is the scale size of the universe and is only time dependent due to the idealization of isotropy and homogeneity. This paper concentrates on this scalar mode and investigates how much can be explained by neglecting the tensor mode of general relativity. Historically, first Einstein and then Nordstrom^{14–16} initially considered such theories, but they were later abandoned due to the successes of Einstein’s General Relativity. Scalar fields in physics have gained renewed importance due to the triupmh of the standard model^{17–19} of particle physics which says that the masses of all the massive elementary particles (the leptons, the quarks and the weak bosons) are given by a dimensionless coupling times the vacuum expectation value of the Higgs field. Although this value is time independent in the standard model, it is natural to consider that it may well depend on the cosmological time scale t, so that the trajectory of a particle in cosmic time scales is given by the geodesic action S = ∫ m_0

Φ(t) Φ_0 ( dt^2 − a^2_0 d⃗r^2 (1 +^{k⃗r2}_4 )^2

) 1_2 (1) where m_0 is the present mass of the particle, Φ(t) is the cosmological vacuum expectation value of the Higgs field and Φ_0 is its present value with a_0 being the present scale size of the universe. One immediate question which arises is what principle determines Φ(t). The most natural choice for determining this is the Einstein–Hilbert action^{20} with the reduced Lagrangian L = 1 2 Φ̇^2 − 1 2 k a^2_0

Φ^2. (2)

Without any source term for cosmology, this describes a scalar particle whose Compton wavelength is same as the size of the universe, a_0, for k = +1.

More generally the field Φ can also depend on the space variables and for a universe with k = 0, one can write a more general Lagrangian density which is motivated by scale invariant Jordan-Brans-Dicke theory.^{21–23} This Lagrangian density is given by L = ( 1 2 ζ^2χ^2R + 1 2 g^{μν} ∂_μχ∂_ν χ − 1 4 λχ^4 )√ − det g (3)

where g_{μν} = Φ^2(x)η_{μν} , χ is Jordan scalar field and ζ^2 is proportional to the inverse Brans-Dicke parameter.^{24–29} Quartic interaction term for the Jordan field has been added to the model without violating scale invariance. The Lagrangian density which is thus motivated by the conformally flat metric in (1) and the above equation is given by L = 1 2 ζ^2χ^2∂_μΦ∂^μΦ + 1 2 Φ^2∂_μχ∂^μχ − λ 4 χ^4Φ^4 (4) where, now the indices are lowered and raised by the Minkowski metric. Note that although (3) defines a field theory in curved spacetime with metric g_{μν} , (4) defines a field theory in Minkowski space.

We take the scalar fields to have scalar dimensions of (mass)^12 so that the parameter ζ and λ are dimensionless. The Minkowski metric is defined as η_{μν} = (+1, −1, −1, −1) and we use units where ℏ = c = 1.

The Lagrangian density(4) has SO(1,1) symmetry acting on Φ and χ as Φ → aΦ , χ →^1_a χ, where a is constant. Due to this invariance the Lagrangian simplifies when new field variables α and γ are defined by

Φ = α^{12} e^{−γ} (5)

χ = α^{12} e^γ (6) so that α has the dimension of mass and γ is dimensionless. We will show that this Lagrangian leads to spontaneous symmetry breaking^{30} even though Lagrangian density does not contain any dimensional parameters.

Under the assumption that the fields depend only on time, the Lagrangian density (4) in terms of α and γ becomes L = 1 8 (1 + ζ^2)α̇^2 + 1 2 (1 + ζ^2)α^2γ̇^2 + 1 2 (1 − ζ^2)αα̇γ̇ − λ 4 α^4. (7)

Since L does not contain the field γ, but only its derivatives, it leads to the conserved momentum ∂L ∂γ̇ = 1 2 (1 − ζ^2)αα̇ + (1 + ζ^2)α^2γ̇ = μ^3 (8)

where the conserved momentum which has dimension of (mass)^3 has been equated to μ^3.

Since the observed space-time is expanding on the cosmological scale, we assume that the cosmological expectation values of α and γ may also depend on the time variable t.

The Hamiltonian density becomes H = 1 2 ζ^2 (1 + ζ^2) α̇^2 + μ^6 2(1 + ζ^2) 1 α^2 + λ 4 α^4. (9)

Thus, the effective potential for our dynamical system is given by

V_{eff} = μ^6 2(1 + ζ^2) 1 α^2 + λ 4 α^4. (10)

The minimum of effective potential is given by

α_0 = μ (λ(1 + ζ^2))^{16}

(11)

and, for α = α_0, γ is given from (8)

γ_0(t) = C + Dt (12) where C is an integration constant and D = μ^3 (1 + ζ^2)α^2_0

. (13)

Now, we expand α and γ about α_0 and γ_0(t) by

α = α_0(1 + ϵAe^{imt} + ϵA^∗e^{−imt}) + O(ϵ^2) (14)

γ = γ_0(t) + ϵEe^{imt} + ϵE^∗e^{−imt} + O(ϵ^2) (15) where, ϵ is a small dimensionless parameter.

After performing a perturbative calculation neglecting higher powers of ϵ, we find that for consistency the mass m and frequency in (14) and (15) should be given by m = √ 6 (1 + ζ^2)^13 ζ λ^{13} μ. (16)

Furthermore, we find that A and E are not independent but related by E = ( i 2 √ 6 ζ (1 + ζ^2) − 1 2 (1 − ζ^2) (1 + ζ^2) + O(ϵ) ) A (17)

in lowest order.

The part, C +Dt, in (15) which in quantum field theory would describe a massless particle, in classical physics corresponds to an expanding universe.

We note that the system can be quantized by imposing the commutation relation

[A, A^∗] = 1 (18) so that A and A^∗ become the creation and annihilation operators of the α-particle. On the other hand, E and E^∗ which are not independent of A and A^∗ can be interpreted as quantum corrections to γ_0(t) which governs the expansion of the universe. This expansion is obtained by taking the average value of γ(t) ⟨γ⟩ = C + Dt (19) which gives

⟨Φ⟩ = α^{12}_0 e^{−C−Dt} = Φ_0e^{−Dt} (20)

⟨χ⟩ = α^{12}_0 e^{C+Dt} = χ_0e^{Dt}. (21)

Equation (20) together with the metric(1) defines (for D < 0) a spacetime which is exponentially expanding in the conformal time variable t. When transformed to cosmological time, this gives a linearly expanding space. Thus we have been able to obtain a massive field with mass m and an effectively linearly expanding space(19) by using the Lagrangian density(4) in Minkowski space. Although building a realistic unified theory of cosmology and the standard model along the lines of this paper seems questionable, it is never the less a useful exercise to contemplate that the expanding universe and the Higgs mechanism can be considered as two faces of the same coin presented in this paper. Metin Arık would like to thank the Turkish Academy of Sciences for support and acknowledge numerous discussions with Tolga Yarman.

References

[1] A. Einstein. ”Grundgedanken der allgemeinen Relativitätstheorie und Anwendung dieser Theorie in der Astronomie” Preussische Akademie der Wissenschaften, Sitzungsberichte, (1915).

[2] A. Einstein. ”Erklärung der Perihelbewegung des Merkur aus der allgemeinen Relativitätstheorie” Preussische Akademie der Wissenschaften, Sitzungsberichte, 831–839 (1915).

[3] A. Einstein. ”Formale Beziehung des Riemannschen Krümmungstensors zu den Feldgleichungen der Gravitation”. Mathematische Annalen, 97, 99–103, (1927).

[4] M. Fierz, and W. Pauli. ”Relativistic wave equations for particles of arbitrary spin in electromagnetic field”. Proceedings of Royal Society of London A, 173, 211-232 (1939).

[5] N. S. Gupta. ”Gravitation and electromagnetism”. Physical Review, 96, 1683-1685.

[6] R. Feynmann. ”Feynman Lectures On Gravitation”. Westview Press; 1 edition (June 22, 2002).

[7] B. C. Barish, and R. Weiss. ”LIGO and the Detection of Gravitational Waves”. Physics Today. 52 (10): 44 (1999).

[8] A. Friedmann. ”Über die Krümmung des Raumes”. Zeitschrift für Physik A, 10 (1): 377-386, (1922).

[9] A. Friedmann. ”Über die Möglichkeit einer Welt mit konstanter negativer Krümmung des Raumes” Zeitschrift für Physik A, 21 (1): 326–332 (1924).

[10] G. Lemaître. ”Expansion of the universe, A homogeneous universe of constant mass and increasing radius accounting for the radial velocity of extra-galactic nebulæ”, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 91 (5): 483–490 (1931)

[11] G. Lemaître. ”l’Univers en expansion”, Annales de la Société Scientifique de Bruxelles Annales de la Société Scientifique de Bruxelles, A53: 51–85 (1933)

[12] H. P. Robertson. ”Kinematics and world structure” Astrophysical Journal, 82: 284-301, 284-301 (1935); 83: 187-201 (1936).

[13] A. G. Walker. ”On Milne’s theory of world-structure” Proceedings of the London Mathematical Society, Series 2, 42 (1): 90-127 (1937).

[14] G. Nordström. Relativitätsprinzip und gravitation Physikalische Zeitschrift, (1912).

[15] G. Nordström. ”Zur Theorie der Gravitation vom Standpunkt des Relativitätsprinzips”. Ann. Physik 42, 533-544 (1913).

[16] G. Nordström. ”On the Energy of the Gravitational Field in Einstein’s Theory”. Koninklijke Nederlandsche Akademie van Wetenschappen Proceedings, vol. 20, iss. 2, p.1238-1245 (1918).

[17] S. Weinberg ”Conceptual foundations of the unified theory of weak and electromagnetic interactions” Rev. Mod. Phys. 52, 515 (1980).

[18] M. Abdusselam. ”Gauge unification of fundamental forces” Rev. Mod.

Phys. 52, 525 (1980).

[19] S. L. Glashow. ”Towards a unified theory: Threads in tapestry” Rev.

Mod. Phys. 52, 539 (1980).

[20] D. Hilbert. ” Die Grundlagen der Physik” Konigl. Gesell. d. Wiss.

Göttingen, Nachr. Math.-Phys. Kl. 395-407 (1915).

[21] P. Jordan. ”Zur empirischen Kosmologie”. Naturwiss 26 (1938) 417.

[22] P. Jordan. ”The present state of Dirac’s cosmological hypothesis” Z.

Phys. 157 (1959) 112.

[23] Brans C. and Dicke R. Mach’s Principle and a Relativistic Theory of Gravitation Phys. Rev. 124, 925. (1961).

[24] M. Kurkov. ”Emergent spontaneous symmetry breaking and emergent symmetry restoration in rippling gravitational background” Eur.Phys.J.C 76 (2016) 6, 329.

[25] K. Kondo. ”Gauge-independent Brout–Englert–Higgs mechanism and Yang–Mills theory with a gauge-invariant gluon mass term. ” Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 577 (2018).

[26] I. Kirsch. ”A Higgs Mechanism for Gravity” Phys.Rev. D72 (2005).

[27] F. Bauer and D. A. Demir. ”Higgs–Palatini inflation and unitarity” Phys.Rev. D72 (2005).

[28] K. Horne. ”Conformal Gravity rotation curves with a conformal Higgs halo” Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, Volume 458, Issue 4, 01 June 2016, Pages 4122–4128.

[29] C. Germani and A. Kehagias. ”New Model of Inflation with Nonminimal Derivative Coupling of Standard Model Higgs Boson to Gravity” Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 (2010).

[30] M. Srednicki ”Quantum Field Theory” Cambridge University Press (2007).