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Can graviton have a small mass”
s the m? — 0 limit smooth?
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e \/ainshtain mechanism

non-linearity removes the discontinuity
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the end point is special! Q-3 +0
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@ IS responsible for

e DV/ discontinuity
(it Is cured by Vainstein mechanism)

e Superluminality
(it Is not necessarily bad)

Does it decouples from Massive gravity / Bi-gravity
when m? — m??

maybe yes vs maybe no
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cubic interaction analysis & a little more




et us reformulate the task:

-ind out all possible interacting theories

for and @ |
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e \When o = 41, no solution for real .
= No PM limit of Bi-gravity

e \When o = —1, we recover Conformal Gravity



