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Abstract We show the analysis of a thin accretion disk
around a static and spherically symmetric black hole in dRGT
massive gravity. We present the accretion disk analysis in a
gravitational theory with a nonzero graviton mass. Also, we
study the event horizons of the black hole and we calculate the
equations of motion and effective potential. In the following,
we obtain the specific energy, specific angular momentum,
and angular velocity of the particles which move in circular
orbits. In addition, we plot the effective potentials for two
cases and we show the locations of stable circular orbits. At
last, we show the possibility of constraining the parameter
space of dRGT massive gravity by the astrophysical gamma-
ray bursts.

1 Introduction

Several observational evidences such as supernovas Ia [1,2],
CMB [3,4] and baryon acoustic oscillations [5,6] have indi-
cated that there exist accelerated expansion of the Universe.
It is obvious that general relativity can not explain the origin
of the current accelerated expansion of the Universe [7,8].
Therefore, it is noticeable that massive gravity theory can be
considered as a modification of general relativity for describ-
ing the current accelerated expansion of the Universe without
a dark energy component [9].

The massive gravity theory was introduced by Fierz and
Pauli in 1939 [10]. They introduced the unique Lorentz-
invariant linear theory without ghosts by providing consistent
interaction terms which are interpreted as a graviton mass.
Moreover, van Dam, Veltman, and Zakharov found that the
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Fierz and Pauli theory suffered from discontinuity in pre-
dictions in the limit of m → 0, which is called van Dam-
Veltman-Zakharov (vDVZ) discontinuity [11,12]. This way,
Vainshtein found that in order to avoid the vDVZ discontinu-
ity, the non-linear massive gravity should be considered and
it can be used for recovering the predictions made by general
relativity [13]. However, Boulware and Dieser claimed that
the non-linear theory has a ghost instability which is called
the Boulware-Dieser ghost [14]. Also, this issue was admit-
ted by Hamed Arkani et al. and Creminelli et al. [15,16].
Therefore, in 2010 de Rham, Gabadadze, and Tolley noted
that it can be possible to have a ghost-free non-linear massive
gravity theory [17].

It should be mentioned that the black holes are the ideal
objects for studying the modification theories of general rel-
ativity [18]. The significance of this issue lies in the fact that
there are differences between the predictions of general rela-
tivity and alternative theories. Some studies have been done
for finding the spherically symmetric black holes in various
massive gravity theories [19–28]. In particular, the spher-
ically symmetric solutions in de Rham–Gabadadze–Tolley
(dRGT) massive gravity were obtained in [24,25]. In addi-
tion, the charged black hole solution in dRGT was done by
[26], and recently the gravitational wave echoes from black
holes in massive gravity have been studied by [29].

In this stage, it is interesting to note that the study of accre-
tion disks around compact objects is one of the possible meth-
ods for showing the difference between general relativity and
alternative theories. We know that the mass of black holes
can grow by the accretion disks around them which means
that there exist gas clouds as an accretion disk [30]. Note that
several studies which are related to the accretion disks have
been done throughout the years. In this study [31], the mass
of the accretion disk around rotating black holes was investi-
gated. Moreover, the radiation properties of the thin accretion
disks and the general relativistic properties of thin accretion
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disks have been studied in these Refs. [31,32]. Meanwhile,
the physical properties and characteristics of matter form-
ing thin accretion disks in static and spherically symmetric
wormhole spacetime have been investigated in [33]. In this
research [34], the state of the properties of the electromag-
netic radiation emitted from the Kerr black hole has been
reviewed. The optical appearance of a thin accretion disk
around compact objects in the context of the Einstein–Gauss–
Bonnet gravity has been considered in this research [35]. The
other studies can be found in the Refs. [36–41]

This way, we look at different aspects of this issue. Gamma
ray bursts (GRBs) are outbursts of huge energy in order
of 1% of the solar mass, while this energy only lasts sec-
onds [42,43]. The central engine is generally believed to be
an accretion disk around a newly formed black hole. The
black hole accretion disk system powers a pair of highly rel-
ativistic speeding jets, which produces the GRB if the jet is
pointing to the observer. To power so much energy in such
short timescales, as well as to power the highly relativistic
jet, requires the high efficiency of the gravitational energy
of the progenitor star or binary. Consequently, the success-
ful launching of a pair of GRB jets can be used to test the
parameter space of the dRGT massive gravity.

The goal of this paper is analysing the accretion disk
around the black hole in dRGT massive gravity theory. We
indicate the parameters of the accretion disk of the black
hole and the possibility of GRB emission. The outline of
this paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we present and
review the non-linear dRGT massive gravity theory and a
static and spherically symmetric black hole solution in this
theory. In addition, we perform the analysis of the horizon
of this black hole. In the following, we show the calcula-
tion of equations of motion and effective potential. In Sect. 3
we calculate all parameters of the accretion disk of the black
hole in dRGT massive gravity. Moreover, we demonstrate the
numerical analysis which consists of the location of stable
circular orbits for two cases. Also, we discuss the emission of
the GRB from the accretion disk of the black hole in dRGT
massive gravity. Finally, in Sect. 4 we conclude with a dis-
cussion. There have been used units which fix the speed of
light and the gravitational constant (i.e. 8πG = c4 = 1).

2 Space-time

In this stage, we review the non-linear dRGT massive gravity
theory. It should be mentioned that this theory is free from
BD ghost at the fully non-linear level and it can be described
by a physical metric gμν and four scalar fields which called
stuckelberg fields, φa(a = 0, 1, 2, 3). The action includes the
Ricci scalar R, a dynamical metric gμν and its determinant√−g. This theory consists of Einstein-Hilbert action and
non-linear interaction terms as follows [17,44]

S =
∫

d4x
√−g

1

2k2

[
R + m2

gU (g, φa)

]
, (1)

where the potential U (g, φa) is the part of the action that
provides the mass to the graviton and consists of three parts

U (g, φa) = U2 + α3U3 + α4U4, (2)

here α3 and α4 are dimensionless free parameters of the the-
ory. Ui (i = 2, 3, 4) is given by,

U2 = [K]2 − [K2]
U3 = [K]3 − 3[K][K2] + 2[K3],
U4 = [K]4 − 6[K]2[K2] + 8[K][K3] + 3[K2]2

− 6[K4], (3)

we know that the building block tensor K is defined as

Kμ
ν = δμ

ν −
√
gμσ fab∂σ φa∂νφb, (4)

where the square brackets denote a trace and fab is the fidu-
cial metric.

As it has been mentioned in [20], new parameters of α

and β are introduced by dimensionless free parameters of
the theory α3 and α4.

α3 = α − 1

3
, α4 = β

4
+ 1 − α

12
. (5)

Note that there are some problems in the class of the black
hole solutions in dRGT massive gravity such as superlumi-
nality, the Cauchy problem, and strong coupling [45–49].

It is worth mentioning that there exist two types of black
hole solutions in dRGT massive gravity. On the first one, the
dynamical and fiducial metrics are not simultaneously diag-
onal which shows no Yukawa suppression at large distances.
Thus, it should be encountered with strongly coupled. On the
second one, the dynamical and fiducial metrics are simulta-
neously diagonal. These solutions demonstrate coordinate-
invariant singularities at the horizon [50].

To avoid these problems, we follow another approach. We
can consider an appropriate form to simplify the calculation.
In this paper, we follow [19–23] by considering the fiducial
metric as follows

fμν = diag(0, 0, c2, c2sin2θ), (6)

here c is a constant.
We consider a static and spherically symmetric black hole

solution in dRGT massive gravity theory [20].

ds2 = − f (r)dt2 + dr2

f (r)
+ r2(dθ2 + sin2θdϕ2), (7)
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where

f (r) = 1 − 2M

r
+ Λ

3
r2 + γ r + ς, (8)

Λ = 3m2
g(1 + α + β),

γ = −cm2
g(1 + 2α + 3β),

ς = c2m2
g(α + 3β). (9)

It should be pointed out that M is an integration constant and,
related to the mass of the black hole. Also, the Λ is cosmo-
logical constant and the mg is a graviton mass. It is worth
mentioning that the graviton mass can be considered as the
cosmological constant in the self-expanding cosmological
solution in massive gravity.

We should pay attention that if we consider mg = 0, we
have the Schwarzschild black hole. Furthermore, in the case
of c = 0 (i.e. γ = ς = 0), if we have (1 + α + β) < 0,
the solution is in the form of Schwarzschild-de-Sitter. On
the other hand, if we have (1 + α + β) > 0, the solution
is Schwarzschild-Anti-de Sitter. Note that ς is the constant
potential which is related to the global monopole solution
[51].

2.1 Horizons

For analyzing the accretion disk around the black hole in
dRGT massive gravity theory we analyze the horizons of
this black hole by considering grr = 0 as follows

f (r) = 1 − 2M

r
+ Λ

3
r2 + γ r + ς = 0. (10)

Note that in Fig. 1, the number of event horizons can be
found; by the number of zeros of each curve which means
that the curve cross over from the r axis, and the number of
crossing shows the number of zeros. As it is obvious that
there are three curves with the colors green, blue, and red for
three cases, respectively. In the case of the green curve, the
parameters are considered as M = 1,mg = 1, c = 1, α =
10 andβ = 0.5, which is related to event horizons of the black
hole in dRGT massive gravity. In the second case which is the
blue curve, the parameters are considered as M = 1,mg =
1, c = 1, α = −3 and β = 2.1, this case is completely
similar to the first case, but, it is only shifted in comparison
with the first case. Both cases show the existence of three
event horizons of the back hole in dRGT massive gravity
which is admitted in [20]. However, it is interesting to note
that the red curve corresponds to the case mg = 0 which
means that the graviton mass is zero. This case recovers the
Schwarzschild black hole that has only one event horizon and
it has a zero in r = 2 which is the Schwarzschild radius.

Fig. 1 The graph illustrates the profile of f (r). The green and blue
curves show three event horizons of the black hole in dRGT massive
gravity. Also, the red curve is related to the Schwarzschild black hole

2.2 Equations of motion

In this step, we calculate the equations of motion and effective
potential for evaluating the dynamics of the system. There-
fore, we consider the LagrangianL for a point particle around
the black hole in dRGT massive gravity and this metric is
given by Eq. (7). The Lagrangian is

L = 1

2
gμν

dxμ

ds

dxν

ds
= 1

2
ε. (11)

It should be mentioned that ε = 1 represents the massive
particle and ε = 0 should be considered for the photon. We
should consider this issue in the equatorial plane, E con-
served energy and L angular momentum can be calculated
as follows

E = gtt
dt

ds
=

(
1 − 2M

r
+ Λ

3
r2 + γ r + ς

)
dt

ds
, (12)

L = gϕϕ

dϕ

ds
= r2 dϕ

ds
. (13)

Here, the geodesic equations of a massive particle can be
calculated
(
dr

ds

)2

= E2 −
(

1 − 2M

r
+ Λ

3
r2 + γ r + ς

)(
1 + L2

r2

)
,

(14)(
dr

dϕ

)2

= r4

L2

{
E2 −

(
1 − 2M

r
+ Λ

3
r2 + γ r + ς

)

×
(

1 + L2

r2

)}
, (15)
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(
dr

dt

)2

= 1

E2

(
1 − 2M

r
+ Λ

3
r2 + γ r + ς

)2

×
{
E2 −

(
1 − 2M

r
+ Λ

3
r2 + γ r + ς

)

×
(

1 + L2

r2

)}
. (16)

It is interesting to note that using Eqs. (14–16), we can
describe the dynamics of the system completely. Moreover,
the effective potential can be obtained by Eq. (14) as follows

Vef f =
(

1 − 2M

r
+ Λ

3
r2 + γ r + ς

)(
1 + L2

r2

)
. (17)

Here, by considering Eq. (19) we have

Vef f = (
1 − 2

r̄
+ Λ̄r̄2 + γ̄ r̄ + ς

)(
1 + L̄2

r̄2

)
, (18)

where, there are the dimensionless quantities.

r̄ = r

M
, Λ̄ = Λ

3M2 ,

γ̄ = γ M, L̄ = L

M
. (19)

3 Thin accretion disk

In this step, we can calculate all parameters of the accretion
disk of the black hole in dRGT massive gravity.

The specific energy E , the specific angular momentum L ,
the angular velocity Ω and the flux of the radiant energy F ,
over the disk of the particles which move in circular orbits,
can be calculated for all cases.

Note that the physical properties of the accretion disk fol-
low from certain structure equations which are related to the
conservation of the mass, the energy, and the angular momen-
tum. It is noticeable that the kinematic quantities depend on
the radius of the orbit and they can be obtained using the gen-
eral expressions which are introduced by [52,53]. Note that
we calculate all parameters using dimensionless quantities
which were introduced in Eq. (19).

Ω =
√

− gtt,r
gφφ,r

=
√

1

r̄3 + γ̄

2r̄
+ Λ̄, (20)

Ē = − gtt√−gtt − gφφΩ2
= r̄

(
1 + r̄(γ̄ + r̄Λ̄) + ς

) − 2

r̄
√

1 − 3
r̄ + r̄ γ̄

2 + ς

,

(21)

L̄ = gφφΩ√−gtt − gφφΩ2
= r̄2Ω√

1 − 3
r̄ + r̄ γ̄

2 + ς

. (22)

We can consider Vef f = 0 and
dVef f
dr = 0 which means that

we impose the conditions on the effective potential for the

particle to move in circular orbits. Thus, using Eqs. (18) and
(22), we have

d2Vef f
dr2 = 1

r̄3
(
r̄(2 + r̄ γ̄ + 2ς) − 6

)
{

2r̄

(
2(1 + ς)

+ r̄
(
r̄2γ̄ 2 + 3γ̄ (r̄3Λ̄ + r̄ς + r̄ − 4)

)

+ 2r̄Λ̄
(
4r̄(1 + ς) − 15

)) − 24

}
. (23)

Innermost circular orbits occur at the local minimum of
the effective potential, thus the dimensionless radius of the
innermost stable circular geodesic orbit is obtained from
d2Vef f
dr2 = 0.
Here, we know that the flux of the radiant energy over the

disk could be obtained from the following relation [31].

F(r) = −Ṁ0

4π
√−g

Ω,r

(Ē − Ω L̄)2

∫ r

rms

(Ē − Ω L̄)L̄ ,r dr, (24)

which should follow Stefan–Boltzmann law when the disk is
supposed to be in thermal equilibrium. Here, the Ṁ0 is the
mass accretion rate.

It should be noted that using the conservation laws the
flux of the radiant energy over the disk spanning between the
ISCO and a certain radial distance can be achieved [31,53].

In Fig. 2, we have shown the angular velocity Ω with
respect of r̄ . In fact, we have demonstrated the angular veloc-
ity in terms of different values of γ̄ and Λ̄ which are dimen-
sionless quantities. Meanwhile, it can be seen that the angular
velocity increase slightly by increasing the values of γ̄ and
Λ̄. In fact, the changes of the angular velocity are very little.
As it is obvious that in all cases the graph of angular veloc-
ity reaches a pick between r̄ = 0.5 and r̄ = 1 and, in the
following, it is a plateau.

In Fig. 3, the specific energy Ē of the particles of the thin
accretion disk to r̄ is indicated for different values of ς , γ̄ and
Λ̄. From an overall perspective, the most striking feature of
the Fig. 3 is that the specific energy witnessed three phases.
In the first phase, the energy dropped sharply between r̄ = 1
and r̄ = 1.5. The second phase is the lowest level of energy
in all cases of values which is around r̄ = 1.5. In the third
phase, the specific energy increases sharply.

In Fig. 4, the graphs illustrated the specific angular
momentum L̄ to r̄ for different values of ς , γ̄ and Λ̄. We
can immediately see that the specific angular momentum
rises totally for all cases in little values of r̄ which is around
r̄ = 1. Furthermore, by increasing the values of ς , γ̄ and Λ̄

the specific angular momentum increase.
Therefore, we have obtained all parameters of the accre-

tion disk of the black hole in dRGT massive gravity. More-
over, we have analyzed the changes of those parameters in
terms of the different values of the components of the theory.
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(a) (b)

Fig. 2 The graphs show the angular velocity Ω to r̄ for the particles moving around the black hole and make the thin accretion disk. a Different
values of γ̄ with considering Λ̄ = 2. b Different values of Λ̄ with considering γ̄ = 2

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 3 The graphs show the specific energy Ē to r̄ for the particles moving around the black hole and making the thin accretion disk. a Different
values of ς with considering γ̄ = 2 and Λ̄ = 2. b Different values of γ̄ with considering ς = 1 and Λ̄ = 2. c Different values of Λ̄ with considering
ς = 1 and γ̄ = 2

3.1 Numerical analysis

In this stage, we consider the two cases that were used by
Ghosh and et al. [20], also we have used those values in Sect.
2.1. In the next subsection, we will discuss the emission of
the gamma-ray burst for these cases. Therefore, we plot the
effective potentials and the location of stable circular orbits
for these cases.

– In the first case, we consider M = 1,mg = 1, c = 1, α =
10 and β = 0.5.

– In the second case, we consider M = 1,mg = 1, c =
1, α = −3 and β = 2.1.

It is worth mentioning that in general relativity a test particle
can move around the Schwarzschild black hole and make the
smallest marginally stable circular orbit. This orbit is known
as an innermost stable circular orbit (ISCO). As ISCO is the
inner edge of the disk, it has an essential role in black hole
accretion disks [54].

As we have shown in Fig. 1, in the case of mg = 0, we
recover the Schwarzschild black hole and the Schwarzschild
radius which is r = 2 (i.e. red curve in Fig. 1). Meanwhile in
Fig. 5, in the case ofmg = 0, we have indicated the innermost
stable circular orbit for the Schwarzschild black hole which
is rI SCO = 6. In fact, we have illustrated it by a black dot
in Fig. 5. Furthermore, it is possible to have circular orbits
between the Schwarzschild radius and ISCO, but they are not
stable. In Table 1, we have demonstrated the event horizon
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(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 4 The graphs show the specific angular momentum L̄ to r̄ for the particles moving around the black hole and making the thin accretion disk.
a Different values of ς with considering γ̄ = 2 and Λ̄ = 2. b Different values of γ̄ with considering ς = 1 and Λ̄ = 2. c Different values of Λ̄

with considering ς = 1 and γ̄ = 2

Fig. 5 Effective potential for the Schwarzschild black hole in the case
ofmg = 0. The dot indicates the location of the innermost stable circular
orbit, rI SCO = 6

Table 1 Location of the event horizon and the innermost stable circular
orbit for the case of (mg = 0) which recovers Schwarzschild black hole

mg Event horizon Innermost stable circular orbit

0 2 6

and the innermost stable circular orbit for the case of mg = 0
which recovers Schwarzschild black hole.

The effective potentials are plotted using Eq. (17) for both
cases which have been mentioned in the first of this subsec-
tion. Note that by considering

d2Vef f
dr2 = 0, we indicate the

Fig. 6 Effective potential for the first case with L = 1. The dots indi-
cate the location of the stable circular orbits for the black hole in dRGT
massive gravity, rSCO = 0.44 and rSCO = 1.15

locations of the stable circular orbits for the two cases and
we show those points using the black dots in Figs. 6 and 7.

It is interesting to note that we have achieved two stable
circular orbits for any of those cases. While in the case of
mg = 0 there is an innermost stable circular orbit, there are
two stable circular orbits for the black hole in dRGT massive
gravity. Also, we showed that there are three event horizons
around the black hole in dRGT massive gravity. In these two
cases, the location of one of the stable circular orbits is always
between the inner event horizon and the middle event horizon
and the other one is bigger than the outer event horizon. From
a realistic perspective, the stable circular orbits which are
between the inner event horizon and middle event horizon
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Fig. 7 Effective potential for the second case with L = 1. The dots
indicate the location of the stable circular orbits for the black hole in
dRGT massive gravity, rSCO = 1.70 and rSCO = 8.33

can not be observed. However, there are several researchers
have admitted the existence of extra event horizons and the
bounds orbits among them [55–60]. In the Tables 2 and 3,
we have performed the details of event horizons and stable
circular orbits in terms of different values of β and α for two
cases that have been mentioned.

3.2 Gamma Ray Burst

In this subsection, the emission of the gamma-ray burst will
be discussed for the black hole.

We can consider GRB from the accretion disk of the black
hole. In fact, we investigate the possibility of GRB in the
accretion disk of the black hole in the dRGT massive gravity.

Notice from Tables 2 and 3, the outer stable circular orbit
is always bigger than the outer event horizon. Consequently,
the energy that can be extracted from the gravitational energy
should be ended at that stable circular orbit. Given an effi-
ciency η for converting the gravitational energy to energy
of the gamma-rays, one can constrain the parameters of the
dRGT massive gravity.

The total energy of a typical gamma-ray burst is ∼ 1052

erg, the typical mass of the progenitor is M ∼ 10M�, the
outer stable circular orbit x , one gets the released energy

Eγ = η
M

x
, (25)

suppose η < 0.1, which gives

x <
ηM

Eγ

∼ 18η−1M1E
−1
γ,52, (26)

where the notation is used

Q = 10k × Qk, M1 = M/10M�. (27)

M1 is a unit of a solar mass. With more realistic observational
data, we can put more stringent constraints on the stable cir-
cular orbit, and consequently on the allowed parameters of
the dRGT massive gravity.

4 Conclusion

In this work, we have studied the thin accretion disk around
the static and spherically symmetric black hole in dRGT mas-
sive gravity. In fact, we would like to get some insights into
the differences in dRGT massive gravity in comparison with
general relativity. To further studies, we have analyzed the
event horizons of the black hole in dRGT massive gravity.
Meanwhile, we have presented the equations of motion and
effective potential. In the following stage, we have calcu-
lated the specific energy, the specific angular momentum,
and the angular velocity of the particles which move in cir-
cular orbits around the black hole in dRGT massive gravity
and we showed the relation of the flux of the radiant energy
over the disk. As the necessary condition for the existence of

the marginally stable orbit is
d2Vef f
dr2 = 0, we have obtained

the second derivative of effective potential to radial coordi-
nate. Moreover, we have illustrated the changes of the spe-
cific energy, the specific angular momentum, and the angular
velocity in terms of the different values of the components
of the theory.

Furthermore, we have plotted the effective potentials for
two cases and we have indicated the locations of stable cir-
cular orbits. Also, we have demonstrated the locations of the
event horizons and the stable circular orbits, in the tables
for different values of β and α. Note we have shown that
in the case of mg = 0 the Schwarzschild black hole and
Schwarzschild radius have been recovered.

Finally, we have discussed the possibility of constraining
the parameter space of dRGT massive gravity with observa-
tions. With the typical values of gamma-ray bursts, we got
the stable circular orbit should be smaller than 18 times the
gravitational radius, which is a kind of loose constraint com-
pared with the tables shown in the text. However, with more
individual extreme events and more reliable efficiency η from
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Table 2 Location of the event horizons and the stable circular orbits for the first case (α = 10) and different values of β around the black hole in
dRGT massive gravity

β Inner event horizon Middle event horizon Outer event horizon Stable circular orbits

0.5 0.28 0.539 1.13 0.44, 1.15

0.7 0.246 0.634 1.09 0.42, 1.21

1 0.211 0.78 1 0.39, 1.30

3 0.12 – – 0.30, 1.67

Table 3 Location of the event horizons and the stable circular orbits for the second case (β = 2.1) and different values of α around the black hole
in dRGT massive gravity

α Inner event horizon Middle event horizon Outer event horizon Stable circular orbits

−3.2 – 0.56 2.87 12.04

−3 0.55 4.60 7.84 1.70, 8.33

−2.5 0.534 – – 1.05, 4.97

−2 0.51 – – 0.96, 3.65

simulations, one may get more stringent constraints on α and
β.

Data Availability Statement This manuscript has no associated data
or the data will not be deposited. [Authors’ comment: There is not any
data which are related to the paper.]
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