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Abstract

We revisit the quantum cosmological constant problem and highlight the important
roles played by the dS horizon of zero point energy. We argue that fields which are light
enough to have dS horizon of zero point energy comparable to the FLRW Hubble radius
are the main contributor to dark energy. On the other hand, the zero point energy of
heavy fields develop nonlinearities on sub-Hubble scales and can not contribute to dark
energy. Our proposal provides a simple resolution for both the old and new cosmological
constant problems by noting that there exits a field, the (lightest) neutrino, which
happens to have a mass comparable to the present background photon temperature.
The natures of dark energy and dark matter are unified in this proposal in which the
zero point energy of light fields are the source of dark energy while dark matter is sourced
by the zero point energy of heavy fields. The proposal predicts multiple transient periods
of dark energy in early and late expansion history of the universe yielding to a higher
value of the current Hubble expansion rate which can resolve the H( tension problem.
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1 Introduction

The ACDM model has emerged as a successful phenomenological model, explaining the dy-
namics of the evolution of the cosmos with a handful of free parameters [1,2]. Among the
key unknown ingredients are dark matter and dark energy. There are hopes that the former
may be addressed one way or another by new physics beyond the Standard Model (SM) of
particle physics while the latter has proven more elusive.

There have been numerous attempts to address the nature of dark energy, for a review
see [3-5] and references therein. One simple and natural possibility is that the dark energy
is simply a cosmological constant term, like what Einstein initially introduced to construct
a seemingly static universe. As is well known, the cosmological constant is associated with
big problems in theoretical physics, for a classic review see [6]. As we shall review below, it
is expected that the cosmological constant receives contributions from the zero point energy
of all fields in SM. It is usually argued that the zero point energy density is at the order M*
in which M is the UV cutoff of theory. The old cosmological constant problem is why it is
not so large as expected from the typical energy scale of the high energy physics, like (TeV)?
or Mp in which Mp ~ 10"™GeV is the reduced Planck mass related to the Newton constant
G via M?% = 1/87G. The new cosmological constant problem is why it is comparable to the
energy density of matter at the current epoch in cosmic history, entering to the dynamics of
the expansion of the universe at redshift around z, ~ 0.3.

A number of approaches were proposed to address the cosmological constant problem(s).
One approach is to employ the fundamental symmetries, like supersymmetry. In supersym-
metric theories there is a one to one relation between the number of bosons and fermions
which keep the value of cosmological constant zero. Of course, the Nature is not seen to be
supersymmetric on energy scale below TeV so the supersymmetry can not explain the small-
ness of dark energy. The other approach is based on ideas like quintessence [7,8] in which
the dark energy is dynamically evolving to is attractor value which is zero. However, these
kind of models can not address the severe fine-tunings involved as one has to tune the model
parameters so carefully to obtain a tiny value of dark energy at the current epoch. Another
class of solutions are based on the self-tuning idea in the context of extra dimensions [9-13].
These solutions were not convincing either as the solutions either run into singularities or re-
quire fine-tuning of model parameters. A solution of different kind has been proposed based
on anthropic principle in which the cosmological constant should choose the range of values to
allow the gravitationally bound objects like galaxies to form to host star formation required
for the existence of intelligent observer [6, 14].

In this paper we revisit the quantum cosmological constant problem. We emphasize on
the important roles played by the scale of dS horizon associated with the zero point energy.
In particular we compare the scale of its Hubble radius with the Hubble radius of the FLRW
universe and argue that the conventional treatment of the quantum cosmological constant
problem misses this important effect.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review the cosmological
constant problem and gather some basic formulas. In Section 3 we highlight the important



roles that the horizon scale of the patch of zero point energy play while in Section 4 we show
why, unlike in conventional treatment, the heavy fields can not contribute to the cosmological
constant. In Section 5 we calculate the zero point energy in dS background while in Section
6 we present various cosmological implications of our proposal. In Sections 7, 8 and 9 we
study a toy model which can mimic the dynamics of the patches of zero point energy in a
cosmological background followed by the Summary and Discussions in Section 10. The reader
who is only interested in the main results of our proposal may skip Sections 7, 8 and 9.

2 The Cosmological Constant Problem

In this section we briefly review the cosmological constant problem. For more extensive review
see Refs. [6] and [15].

Numerous observations confirm the detection of dark energy at a level comparable to the
matter energy density today [2,16,17]. Therefore, the cosmological constant, if not exactly
zero by some symmetry considerations, is as small as p, ~ (1073eV)%. Now the big trouble
with the cosmological constant is what mechanism keeps it so small to be consistent with
cosmic evolution.

In its simplest form, the cosmological constant is associated with the problem that the
zero point energy of the fields has quartic divergence with the UV energy scale. To see it
more specifically, consider a real scalar field ¢ with the mass m described by the following
simple Lagrangian in flat spacetime,

S = /d%«[ - % GO — m;ﬂ . (2.1)

The energy momentum tensor T is given by

1 2
T;w = u¢au¢ = Nypv [§gaﬁaa¢aﬁ¢ + m7¢2:| : (22)

In particular, the energy density p is given by

1 ij m? 9
p="To=H= 5} + 55 0;90;¢ + 7925 ; (2.3)

in which H is the Hamiltonian density.
We expand the quantum field in terms of the creation and the annihilation operators in
Fourier space,

1 d*k
¢(X) - (271’)3/2 /2(,0(]{)

in which k* = (w(k), k), w(k) = VK> + m? and [ax, af)] = (27)36*(k — q).
The effective energy density contributing to the Einstein field equation is (0|p|0) = (p) in

[eik'xak + e_ik'IaL , (2.4)

which (0| X|0) means the quantum expectation value of the quantum operator X with respect
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to the vacuum. Using the form of the operator p from Eq. (2.3) we obtain

)= 5 [ et (2.5)

Performing the same calculation for the pressure p, we obtain [15]

o= (3 Ty =3 [ o (26)

in which 1*'= n* + u'u” is a projection operator and u* = (1,0) is the comoving four-

velocity.
To perform the above integrals, one usually imposes a hard UV momentum cutoff £k < M
and the integral in Eq. (2.5) is estimated as

M4
1672

(p) ~ (2.7)
This is the usual representation of the old cosmological constant problem. If one assumes
M ~ Mp then the above estimation yields a contribution to (p,) larger than the observed

0'29. Of course, if one chooses a smaller UV energy scale, say the

value by some factor of 1
scale of SM particle physics M ~ 102GeV, then the discrepancy becomes less severe but still
the theoretical estimation is larger by some 10°° orders of magnitude from the observed value.
The above analysis can be repeated for other fields, bosonic or fermionic, with the impor-
tant distinction that for fermionic fields one obtains a negative contribution in (p). This is
because the fermionic fields, unlike the bosonic fields, anti commute with each other.
However, as pointed out in [15,18-21], the hard momentum cutoff implemented above is
problematic as it does not respect the Lorentz invariance of the setup. In other words the
hard cutoff only respects the O(3) invariance over the three-dimensional momentum space
while breaking the four-dimensional O(1,3) Lorentz invariance. To see the fatal problem
with this naive hard momentum cutoff regularization, note that to leading order we obtain
(p) ~ M*/(3 x 167%) which means that (p)/(p) =~ 1/3. On the other hand, the Lorentz

invariance of the vacuum requires that

<Tuu> = —Pvac Ny » (2.8)

which immediately enforces (p) = —(p). To bypass this problem one has to employ a reg-
ularization scheme which respects the underlying Lorentz invariance. A good candidate is
the dimensional regularization approach which keeps the four dimensional Lorentz invariance
intact.

Performing the integral using dimensional regularization approach (or any Lorentz invari-
ant scheme) for the massive real scalar field one obtains [15,18-21]

(p)=—p) = 6?; 1n<%2) , (2.9)




in which p is the renormalization scale.

There are a few comments in order concerning Eq. (2.9). First, the requirement of Lorentz
invariance (p) = —(p) is explicit. Second, the massless fields such as gravitons, photons or
gluons do not contribute to the energy density of vacuum. This may be understood by noting
that for massless particles the equation of state is simply p = p/3 so the requirement of Lorentz
invariance (p) = —(p) can be met only if (p) = 0. Third, depending on the renormalization
scale, the vacuum energy density can be either positive (dS spacetime) or negative (AdS
spacetime). Again, this is unlike the conclusion based on hard momentum cutoff prescription
in which the bosonic (fermionic) fields always yield positive (negative) contributions to (p).
Finally, there is no quartic dependence on the cutoff scale. This can reduce the naive fine-
tuning of order 107'2° by many orders of magnitudes. As a rough estimate, for the heavy SM
fields with mass at the order 10? GeV we obtain |(p)| ~ 10* eV* which is much smaller than
the naive estimation (p) ~ M3. However, it is still vastly larger than the observed value of the
vacuum energy density. In addition, note that the contribution from the (lightest) neutrino
with m, ~ 1072V is (p) ~ m* ~ (1072eV)* which is at the same order as the observed value
of dark energy. As we shall see this is not an accident and will be part of our solution for the
cosmological constant problem!

Combining the contributions from all fields, bosonic and fermionic, the total contribution
in vacuum zero point energy is obtained to be [15,19]

mt (m?
(p) = Zni647r2 ln(ﬁ), (2.10)

in which n; represents the degree of freedom (polarizations) of each field. For example, for a
real scalar field n = 1, for a massive vector field n = 3 while for a Dirac fermion n = —4.

3 The Question of dS Horizon

To calculate the vacuum energy density we have assumed a flat background yielding to Eq.
(2.9). This is perfectly fine as the energy density is a local quantity and is not sensitive to the
large scale properties of the cosmological background. Indeed, the combination of Lorentz
invariance and the equivalence principle guarantee that the flat spacetime approximation to
calculate the vacuum energy density as given in (2.9) is valid. However, there is a subtle issue
that was not taken into account when applying the estimated zero point energy to cosmology.
In the presence of gravity, i.e. when the Newton constant G is turned on, associated to
each positive vacuum energy there is a horizon radius which controls the causal properties of
the corresponding dS spacetime. However, in the usual treatment of cosmological constant
problem, it is assumed that the entire observable universe with the current Hubble radius H*
is simultaneously endowed with a vacuum energy density p, given by (2.9). This is equivalent
to assuming that the quantum zero point energy fills the entire observable universe in a single
patch of size H;'. This is too much to ask!



The correct way of thinking about this problem is to look at the Hubble radius associated
to Eq. (2.10) for each field. Let us denote p,(m) and H,) respectively as the vacuum energy
density and the Hubble rate of dS spacetime created from the zero point energy of each field
with the mass m. Then we have 3SMEH? ) = p,(m) ~ m?, yielding

m2

(3.1)
This is one important relation to keep in mind. For example, for electron field with m. ~ MeV,
we obtain H,,) ~ 107"%eV yielding the Hubble radius H(_mle) ~ 10%m. Logically, this is the
largest dS patch which the zero point energy associated with the electron field can cover
coherently. On the other hand the current Hubble radius is Hy' ~ Gpc ~ 10%m. From the
above simple estimation we conclude that the observable FLRW universe encompasses as may
as (Hy'/H (_Tie))g ~ 10°! independent patches with the size H (_n}e). Demanding that as many
as 10°! dS patches of the electron zero point energy to coherently cover the entire observable
universe is too strong a condition to be realistic. Considering fields heavier than electron, the
situation becomes even worse, i.e, the ratio H YH (’ml) becomes much larger.

The picture which emerges from the above discussions is as follows. For heavy fields, the
Hubble radius associated with a dS spacetime generated from the zero point energy is much
smaller than the Hubble radius of the observable universe, H (’771) < Hj'. Therefore, one needs
as many as

Himy \? m_\©
N atches ™ < ) ~ ( > 3.2
patch H, 10-2eV (3:2)

tiny dS patches to cover the current observable universe. As these tiny patches are created
quantum mechanically they are uncorrelated so they can not provide a coherent energy density
to be the origin of the observed cosmological constant (or dark energy). This also provides
an interesting resolution for the cosmological constant problem: considering the light fields.
Specifically, very light fields have much smaller zero point energy but at the same time they
have a very large Hubble radius which can encompass the entire observable universe in a single
dS patch. From equation (3.2) we see that the (lightest) neutrino with the mass m ~ 10~2eV
has just the right scale to address the cosmological constant problem in which Hy' ~ H (ﬁu)'
In this view the entire observable universe currently is within a single dS patch created by the
zero point energy of the light neutrino field with the vacuum energy density (1073eV)*, see
the left panel of Fig. 1 for a schematic view. Correspondingly, the observed vacuum energy
density today with the fractional energy density [2] Qg\?) ~ 0.7 is sourced by the zero point
energy of the lightest neutrino.

In the case of heavy fields, as the huge number of dS patches in Eq. (3.2) are uncorrelated,
one expects that the full volume between these regions to be highly inhomogeneous, for a
schematic view see the right panel of Fig. 1. Consequently one expects that the variance
in the energy density to be large, yielding to a large density contrast 6;:(—%) ~ 1, so the
spacetime within these regions will collapse to black holes. In the next Section we calculate
the variance and the density contrast of the vacuum zero point energy which confirm the
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Figure 1: A schematic view comparing the FLRW Hubble radius H;' with the dS horizon
of size H (;11) associated with the zero point energy of the field with the mass m. Left: this
is the case when the field is light so the FLRW horizon is within a single dS patch of zero
point energy. Right: this represents the case when the field is heavy so its dS horizon is much
smaller than the FLRW horizon such that a FLRW Hubble patch encompasses many small
patches of zero point energy.

above conclusion. In addition, we calculate the correlation length associated with the zero
point energy and show that the correlation length is at the order of Compton radius m ™.
However, before calculating the variance of the vacuum energy density, let us check the
accumulated energy associated with the modes which are outside the correlation length, i.e.
the modes which have crossed the quantum Compton radius with £ < m. Denoting this

accumulated energy by dpc(m) we obtain

1 ™ &Pk — mt 6m
Opc(m) = 5/0 (2m)3 Kt = 3272 [3\/_ a ln(l + \/ﬁ)} "~ 6dr2”

4

(3.3)

Now we can compare the above value of the accumulated energy density of the “long modes”
with the supposedly background vacuum energy density p,(m) given in Eq. (2.9). Assuming
that there is no exponential hierarchy between m and the renormalization scale y we obtain

dopc(m)
pu(m)

We conclude that the accumulated energy density of the modes which are outside the correla-
tion length m™! is comparable to the background vacuum energy density. This rings the bell

~1. (3.4)
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that the background space can be highly inhomogeneous. As such, one expects the nearby
dS patches to collapse into black holes so they can not provide a coherent background for the
large scale universe.

4 Density Contrast and Correlation Length

The quantum average of the vacuum zero point energy density (p,) = (H) for the real scalar
field is given in Eq. (2.9). Now for the moment suppose we neglect the contribution from
the FLRW matter and radiation energy density and assume that p, is the dominant energy
density in cosmic expansion. In order for (p,) to be viewed as a viable background energy
density for the cosmic evolution we have to make sure that the variance in energy density
is small, yielding to a small density contrast dp,/{p,) < 1. Otherwise, a region with large
density contrast dp,/(p,) ~ 1 develops inhomogeneities collapsing to black holes.

In this section we calculate explicitly the variance dp? = (p?) — (p,)? and the density
contrast dp,/(p,). First we present the analysis for the case of a real scale field and then go
to the case of a Dirac fermion field.

4.1 Real Scalar Field

First we consider the case of a real scalar field with the action (2.1). Let us denote the three
different contributions to energy density of the scalar field in Eq. (2.3) by p1, po and ps as
follows,

12
o
To calculate (p;) we go to Fourier space and expand the field in terms of the mode functions

as in Eq. (2.4). Performing the momentum integrals using the dimensional regularization
scheme to regularize the UV divergences (for a sample analysis of dimensional regularization

1 ... m?
p1 = P2 = §5Z]3i¢aj¢, p3 = 7¢2- (4-1)

see Section 5) we obtain

2

=3 [ ) = (). (12)

2) @r)F 2 12872 \ 2

(p2) = % / (621733 2(,:1((]) = 1_238777:2 I <%> : (43)

1 d®q m? 4m* m?
{ps) = —/ ; = o5 n (—2 ) : (4.4)
2) (2n)32w(q) 1287 i
Curiously, note that while all three operators p;, po and ps ps are positive definite and Her-

mitian operators but the expectation value of p, has opposite sign compared to those of p;
and p. Also note that (p1) = (p2) + (p3) so

(p) = (p1) + (p2) + (p3) = 2((p2) + {p3)) = 2(p1). (4.5)
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Now to calculate dp? we have

6p> = (pl) + (p5) + (p3) + (prp2) + (p2p1) + (p1ps) + (psp1) + (p2ps) + (p3p2)

= ()2 () + (ps)?) — 201 (p2) — 201 {ps) — 20pa){ps) (4.6)

Note that since ¢ and ¢ do not commute we have considered all possible orderings of the
operators. However, as we shall see, these orderings do not matter.

First we note that ¢ is a free Gaussian field so using the standard Wick theorem (or by
direct calculations) one can show that

(1) =3(p)*, i=1.3 (4.7)

However, the calculation of (p3) is somewhat tricky. Performing various contractions we

obtain
2 2 1 d3(l1 d3Q2 9
@ = 05 | G T
— (o + 2 ), (48)

in which the factor 1/3 originated from an integral of the form fjll d(cos 6) cos? 0.

For the mix correlations we calculate one case for illustration and the rest would be similar.
For this purpose let us calculate (p;ps). To simplify the analysis note that due to translation
invariance we can simply set x = 0, obtaining

(p1pa) = ZZ/ (Czl;;ii W(Ql)‘;iQ(Z)i?g B0l (—aq, + al)(—aq, +al,)(ag, — af,)(aq, — al,)|0)
— i/ (27?)%’2(2((]1) (27T)dg2qj(%) [200(611)&0((12)‘11 "2+ w(Ql)qu] . (4.9)

On the other hand, due to rotation invariance the integral over q; - q2 vanishes and we obtain

) =5 [ G e e — (i) o). (4.10)
Similarly, we obtain
(p2p3) = (p2)(ps) - (4.11)

Since ¢ and ¢ do not commute, the calculation for (p1p3) is a bit different, yielding

(prps) = (p1)(p3) — m;(/ éiglg)?. (4.12)

Regularizing the last term above which is UV divergent by absorbing into counter terms, we
obtain

(p1p3) = (p1)(p3) = (psp1) - (4.13)
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Combining all we obtain

50t = 2l + (o2 + (os)?) — o)
— {0~ 4l on) — e, (419

where to obtain the final result the relation (4.5) has been used.
Using the specific value of (p2) and (p3) from Eqs. (4.3) and (4.4) and taking both signs
after the square root we obtain

op. _ :|:<1 _4<P2><P3> B 4<PQ>2>§ — V10, (4.15)
(p) () 3(p)?

This is an interesting result. As argued before, the energy density of the background con-
structed from the zero point energy is very inhomogeneous and the system may collapse to
black holes. This is in agreement with the intuition that a large number of incoherent patches
of zero point energy can not cover the entire observable universe. Also note that both signs
are allowed so we can have either over-density or under-density. Specifically, the quantity

(p) 4+ 0p can take either signs so some regions of spacetime can be in dS-type and some other
parts AdS-type. The parts of the spacetime which are in AdS-type may collapse due to
instabilities.

The above conclusion that (p) + dp can be negative is based on the hidden assumption
that the statistical distributions of p is mostly symmetric around its average value (p) so a
large variance can yield to a negative local value of (p) + dp. This is certainly the case for a
Gaussian distribution while for other distribution like Poisson distribution it may not be the
case. Therefore, the nature of the distribution of p is an important question. In our setup
with a large uncorrelated dS patches of heavy fields created quantum mechanically from the
vacuum it may be reasonable to assume that p follows a Normal (i. e. Gaussian) distribution.
But it would be interesting to calculate the distribution of p from the first principle. In the
following analysis we assume a Gaussian-type distribution such that (p) + dp can be negative
for a large variance.

In the above analysis we have neglected the conventional matter and radiation energy
density of the FLRW universe, pr. Now, let us look at the total energy density from the
combination of the FLRW matter-radiation pr and the vacuum energy density, defined via
pr = pr + py in which p, is the vacuum energy density given in Eq. (2.9). Note that pg is
independent of the zero point energy so its quantum expectation is trivial, i.e. (pp) = pp.
Correspondingly, (pr) = pr + (p») and dp = dp, in which dp, is as given in Eq. (4.14).
Therefore, the total density contrast is given by

dopr  opy ﬂ
(pr)  pr+{po) i\/ﬁpF + (po) (4.16)

Demanding that the amplitude of the total density contrast to be small, |%] < 1, we obtain

(o) < (VID=1) "~ 2F (4.17)
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This means that in order for the background consisting of matter-radiation plus zero point
energy to be stable for cosmological expansion one requires that the vacuum energy should
be less than the FLRW matter-radiation energy density.

Motivated by the above analysis, it would be instructive to calculate the fractional contrast
in 77 as well. This is a relevant question as T is a four-dimensional scalar which is related
to the curvature of spacetime. More specifically, from the Einstein field equation we obtain
MR = =T} in which R is the Ricci scalar. Therefore, a variance in T} is related to a variance
in the curvature of spacetime. Using the perfect fluid form of the stress energy tensor, we
have T = p + 3p. On the other hand, one can check that

Pv=p1 — % — pP3, (418)
so for the vacuum, we have
Th =4p; — 2p3. (4.19)
Now, repeating the same steps as in the case of p, one can show that <T[f> = —2(p,) and
((Tr)?) = 44(p,)*. Combining these two results we obtain
6T = ((T))?) — (T¥)* = 40(p,)?, (4.20)
and
or
=+v10. (4.21)
(T}%)

We see that the local curvature of the spacetime fluctuates rapidly in which some regions are
expected to become AdS type and collapse to form black holes.

Having calculated the variance and the density contrast, it is also instructive to calculate
the correlation length of the energy density. The correlation length is related to the connected
part of the correlation function as follows. The two point correlation function is given by
(p(x)p(y)). Due to translation invariance the correlation function depends only on x —y so
we simply set y = 0. The connected part of the two point correlation function is given by

(p(x)p(0))_ = (p(x)p(0)) — (p?). (4.22)

Performing the analysis similar to the case of variance one can calculated (p(x)p(0)).. The
analysis is somewhat involved. However, what we are interested in is the correlation length &
which controls the exponential fall off of the connected correlation function on large distance,

(p(x)p(0)) —e €,  (r—o0). (4.23)

To estimate & let us look at (p3(x)p3(0)). which is easier. Upon performing the various

contractions we obtain

m

(p3(x)p3(0)), = ;(/ (27T)dg3—2cl(q)€_iqx>2~ (4.24)
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The above integral is well-known in QFT which yields [22]

(@), = o (Falimr)y?, (4.25)

- 3274 mr

in which K (z) is the modified Bessel function. Using the asymptotic behaviour K;(z) ~ e~*
we obtain (p3(x)ps(0)), ~ e~ *™" yielding the correlation length § = 1/(2m). This is somewhat
expected as m is the only mass scale relevant for this free QFT. Calculating the two point
correlation functions for other components of the energy density yield the same exponential
behaviour for large r.

Now having the correlation length at hand, we can compare the Hubble radius of zero
point energy H (_Tr}) and &, obtaining

Hm
Hg_l ~2m o e (4.26)

(m)

This is inline with our intuitive argument in previous section. The correlation length of the
zero point energy density is much smaller than the Hubble radius of each dS patch so the dS
patches are practically uncorrelated. As such, one can not cover the entire FLRW horizon by
a vast number of uncorrelated dS patches (like the right panel of Fig. 1) which are created
quantum mechanically and yet expect them to behave as a uniform cosmological constant.

4.2 Dirac Fermion Field

Here we present the analysis of variance and density contrast for a Dirac fermion field . In
what follows we follow the notations of Weinberg [22].
Expressing the mode function in Fourier space, we have

dgq iq-x —1iq-T
U = / (27)% EU: [u(q, 0)e'a(q, o) + v(q, 0)e b (q, a)] , (4.27)

in which a(q, o) and b(q, o) are the annihilation operators for the “particle” and “antipar-
ticle”, o = :I:% are two spin polarizations while u(q,o) and v(q,o0) are the correspond-
ing mode functions. As usual, a(q,o) and b(q,0) are anti commuting operators in which
{a(q,0),a’(d',0")} = 0,0:0(q — ) and {b(q,),b'(q’,0")} = 6,,:6(q — q') while the rest of
anti commutators are zero.

The action of the field with the mass m is given by

S = —/d4x U ("9, +m)V, (4.28)

in which v* are the Dirac matrices satisfying the anti commutation relation

(=29, (4.29)

while ¥ = ¥4 in which the matrix /3 is given by = iv".
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The mode functions u(q, o) and v(q, o) satisfy the following relations

_ —iytg, +m
Z u,u(q7 U)Uu(q7 O') = <—2;0 >MV , (430)

and

> vda )ifano) = (=) (4.31)

in which ¢° = \/q? +m? is the energy of the particle. Furthermore, the following relation is
useful as well:

Zﬁ(q, o) v(q,0) = —2i. (4.32)

Finally, the energy density p = Tqg is given by
1- 1. -
p= —5%000\1/ + 500%0@. (4.33)

It is convenient to define the above two terms via p; = —%@7080111 and py = %60\1170\11 (these
values of p; should not be confused with p; in the case of a real scalar field studied in previous
subsection). One can check that p, = p‘i SO p=p; + pJ{. This shows, as expected, that p is a
Hermitian operator.

As a warm up, it is helpful to calculate {p) from Eq. (4.33). We obtain (p) = (p1) + (p1)*,
so we only need to calculate (p;). Using the decomposition of the field in terms of the mode
functions in Eq. (4.27), we have

1
() = —5(0[Ur 3 ¥|0)

i d? _ 0 0
- _5/ (2733 ;“(q, o)y v(a,0)q

_ —/%qo. (4.34)

As a result,

=20 = [ L8 o ()] a5

The above result confirms the factor 4 since we have four independent degrees of freedom in
the Dirac field. In addition, compared to the case of a real scalar field given in Eq. (2.5) we

have an overall minus sign which is the hallmark of the fermionic field.

To calculate (p*) note that (p2) = (p1)*, (p3) = (p7)" and (p1p2) = (p1p2)" = (p2p1) which
will be handy in the following analysis. Furthermore, in the analysis below we show that (p?)
and (p1p2) are real, so using the above mentioned relations, we obtain

(6%) = 2(0%) + 2prps) (4.36)
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We calculate each term in turn. Due to translation invariance we set 2* = 0 without loss of
generality.
Starting with (p?) we have

(p?) = 0\ (0 (9~°8p¥) (¥1°0,¥) |0) . (4.37)

Using the decomposition in terms of mode functions from Eq. (4.27) and performing all the
possible contractions involving the creation and annihilation operators, we end up with two
types of contributions in (p?). Denoting these contributions as term A and term B, we have
(p?) = A+ B in which

1 d? d
A= 4 Z/ (h q2 ¢ @5 v(aqy, 01)7 u(qs, 02) (g, 02)7 v(qr, 01), (4.38)
and
d®q, d?
Z/ Q1 q23 ) 45 v(ar, 01)7 v(ar, 01) (2, 92)7°0(qz, 02) - (4.39)

o102

Using the relations (4.30) and (4.31) we obtain
1 [ Pq d’qy
A= 1 G ("~ did)

- mr(/ (51?3)2{@& (4.40)

where to obtain the last result, Eq. (4.35) for (p;) has been used.
Similarly, using the relation (4.32), for the B term we obtain

B ([ gka) = . (4.41)

Combining the above two contributions, we obtain

<p§>:A+B=mT2(/%)2+§<pl>2. (4.42)

As promised, (p?) is real so we do not need to calculate (p3) since (p3) = (p3)* = (p?).

Furthermore, as in the case of scalar field, the first term above is UV divergent and has to be

absorbed into counter terms via regularization so after regularization we obtain (p}) = 3(p;)?.
Now we calculate (p;p2) which is

(ra) = — (0] (I°00) (30 °) [0} (4.43)

Like in the previous case, after performing all contractions involving the creation and the
annihilation operators we have two different contributions in (p;ps). Incidentally, one of this
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contribution is the B term above while the other contribution is new, denoted by the C' term
so (p1p2) = B + C in which

c=_1 Par P 0o 0 i 0 4.44
=71 Z (2m)3 (2m)3 (g2)” v(a1, 1)y u(qz, 02) (g2, 02)7 v(d1,01) - (4.44)

0102

Note that while the C' term looks very similar to the A term, but they are different as the
latter has the product ¢¢9 while the former has (¢J)? inside the double integrals.

Using the relations (4.30) and (4.31) we obtain

o )2 [ e

Combining the two contributions B and C', we obtain

o= o+ ([ LYo+ [0 [ SR @r )

The last term above is again UV divergent and has to be absorbed into counter terms so we
keep the first two terms above in the regularized (p;p2).

Having calculated (p?) and (p;ps) and discarding the two UV divergent terms as discussed
above, from Eq. (4.36) (p?) is calculated to be

2

(p?) = ;<p1>2 + %(/%q%)m). (4.47)

On the other hand, the integral in the second term above is already calculated in the case of
the real scalar field in Eq. (4.4) which, combined with Eq. (4.35), can be expressed in terms

of (p1) as
g(/%q—lo) = —2(p1). (4.48)

Now combining all the terms, we obtain

3

(p*) = §</)1>2 = g(ﬂ)Q- (4.49)

Finally, the variance dp? = (p?) — (p)? is obtained to be

o 10,

Surprisingly, the variance is negative! This may look absurd. However, we already encoun-
tered seemingly negative value for the expectation values of positive definite operators, such
as the expectation value of (p9) in Eq. (4.3) for the case of real scalar field. This phenomena
may be attributed to regularization which absorbs positive infinity terms leaving the finite
possible negative terms.
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The amplitude of the zero point density perturbation is obtained to be

dpy; _ V10
| " =7 (4.51)

in which by !%! we mean the amplitude with the minus sign absorbed. Curiously, the

factor /10 is common as in the case of a real scalar field, see Eq. (4.15). The factor }1 may

be attributed to the four degrees of freedom encoded in Dirac fermion field. Furthermore,
0T | = V10

(! — 4

As in the case of scalar field we see that the amplitude of density contrast associated to

calculating the variance of T} we obtain |

the zero point energy of the fermionic field is at the oder unity. As before, we conclude that
the vacuum zero point energy by itself can not be the dominant source of the cosmic energy
density. One requires a dominant (classical) source of energy density like the matter-radiation
energy density pp with pr > p, at each stage in cosmic expansion history to obtain a stable
cosmological background.

Finally, calculating the correlation length £ of the zero point energy, one can check that,
as in the case of real scalar field, £ ~ m™! as expected.

5 Zero Point Energy in dS Background

The vacuum zero point energy density Eq. (2.9) is calculated assuming a flat background. As
discussed before, one expects this result to hold true for a curved background as well. This
is because general relativity is a local theory and the combination of the Lorentz invariance
and the equivalence principle guarantees the validity of Eq. (2.9) even in a curved field space.
Having said this, it is a non-trivial exercise to see how this works in practice. Specifically, the
accumulated zero point energy yielding to Eq. (2.9) generate a dS background. At the same
time, one has to solve the mode function ¢(z*) in a dS spacetime and then construct (Tyo).
Technically speaking, it seems non-trivial how Eq. (2.9) emerges as the final result. This is
more intriguing for a dS spacetime noting that a dS spacetime is characterized by the size of
its horizon, H, (_ni) in our notation, while Eq. (2.9) is indifferent to this length scale.

In this Section we solve the mode function for a real scalar field in a dS background
and calculate the vacuum zero point energy. To our knowledge the current analysis is new,
however see also Refs. [15,23,24] and [25] (Chapter 6) who studied the analysis of zero point
energy in a curved background.

To treat the regularization properly, we employ dimensional regularization for a free scalar
field in a curved field space with the spacetime dimension d, with the action

d 1 m’
S= [d x\/_—g[ — 50u00"6 — =¢%). (5.1)
The background metric is given by a FLRW type metric in d dimension,

ds® = —dt* + a(t)*dx?, (5.2)
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in which a(t) is the scale factor.
Using the conformal time d7 = dt/a(t) and defining the canonically normalized field o via
oc=a7 ¢, the action takes the following form

N\ 2 . "
S = %/ddaz [0’2 + W (a_) + u £ m*a’® ) (5'3)
a

in which a prime denotes the derivative with respect to the conformal time.
Going to the Fourier space and expanding the field ¢ in terms of the creation and annihi-
lation operators we have

dd_lk ik-x * —ik-x 1
0_(:[,‘“) = /m((}'k(T)e ayx + Uk(T) (& ak> . (54)
First we have to solve the mode function ox(7) in a dS spacetime. Considering a dS
spacetime with the Hubble expansion rate H, we have aHT = —1 where we have taken
—o00 < 7 < 0. Note that since there is no rolling scalar field (i.e. there is no inflaton field),
then the dS symmetry is exact and in particular H = 0, yielding to a’ = Ha? and o” = 2H?a?.

Then the equation of motion for the mode function oy (7) is given by

2 2
" 2 m (d _ 2) _

o, + [k + s T o ]ak =0. (5.5)
As a check note that if we set d = 4, then the last term in the bracket above yields the well
known contribution —2/72 which is the hallmark of gravitational particle production in a dS

background for the light scalar field perturbations.

If we expect Eq. (2.9) to hold true, then H ~ m?/Mp and therefore H/m ~ m/Mp < 1.
Therefore, we can safely ignore the last term in Eq. (5.5) compared to the mass term.
Imposing the Bunch-Davies (Minkowski) vacuum for the modes deep inside the dS horizon
kT — —o0,

e~k (5.6)

the solution of the mode function is given in terms of the Hankel function of the first type as

follows
Ou(t) = 0’ o = (~H7)'T () e FH) (—hr), (5.7)
where
m2 m
v= ﬁ_lgﬁ' (5.8)

Having calculated the mode function ¢ (7) we can calculate the vacuum energy density
as follows

4—d d—1
0) =5 [ g VAR + (7 miad o) (5.9
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in which p is a mass scale to properly take care of the energy dimension.
Defining the dimensionless variable x = —k7, and separating the angular and the radial
contributions of the integral, we obtain

4—d

(p) = #e_m’fld( / d'=2Q) /0 xd[ %H}ﬁ(z ‘ )H“) ‘ } . (5.10)
In deriving the above expression, we have neglected the time derivative of the prefactor
(—HT)(d /2 in the mode function Eq. (5.7). One can check that this is a very good approx-
imation in the limit of interest here where v > 1. The fractional errors induced in the final
result is smaller by a factor 1/v? < 1.

The integral over the azimuthal directions in Eq. (5.10) is given by [15]

or(d-1)/2
/d‘HQ - (5.11)
I'(§—3)

where I'(x) is the gamma function.
The final step is to perform the following integral

> d 2 v
I = dH—H?” ( 1+ 2
| #l|gre] +a+ s

Fortunately the above integral can be taken exactly yielding

H.(l)(a:)ﬂ . (5.12)

(1 —d+2iv) 1 d . 1 d _d 1 d
D(—iv— =+ 9T+ = + H1(&
475/2 sinh® (vr) (=iv 2 * 2> (i + 2 * 2

where C is given by

C = 2cosh(vm) COS(W) COS(W)

() () (T g

The singular limit of the integral I governing the UV divergence of the zero point energy is
controlled by the term I'(—£) in Eq. (5.13).
To perform the dimensional regularization, we expand d = 4 — € in (p), obtaining

1 4 H?
_ 2 2 _F
(p) = 50482 (4v* 4+ 1)(4v* + 9)[ c +2In (47w2) + A+ O(e)] , (5.15)
where
5 3 . (8y — 12)v* + 8iv + 18y — 15
A=2U(= U(- — 1
(2+w)+ (2 i)+ @7+ 9) , (5.16)

'We use Maple computational package to perform the integral.
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in which ¥U(z) is the Polygamma function and ~ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. One can
check that for large v limit (which is the case here) A — 4In(v). Finally, note that the 1
term in Eq. (5.15) originates from I'(—£) which is divergent near d = 4.

Now expanding (p) to leading order in € and taking the limit v ~ m/H > 1, we obtain

(= A F I (Hg”j) + ] , (5.17)

6472 | € dmp

where the terms in ... are at the order ¥=2 and smaller which are subleading compared to the
log term.

As expected, the divergent 1/e term in Eq. (5.17) represents the logarithmic divergence
of (p) with the UV scales. After regularizing this divergent term and absorbing the factor
47 into our renormalization scale and noting that v ~ m/H, we recover the desired formula
Eq. (2.9). It is intriguing that the factor H drops out non-trivially both in the prefactor and
inside the log term in Eq. (5.17). This analysis reassures the validity of Eq. (2.9) in the dS
spacetime.

Similar to the case of the flat background one can also calculate the correlation length
associated with the zero point energy density fluctuations in the dS background. The analysis
are somewhat complicated due to technicalities associated with the Hankel functions. Using
the approximate relations of the Hankel functions we have verified that the correlation length
of the zero point fluctuation in dS backgrounds is indeed & ~ 1/m as in flat background. This
is consistent with our notion that the intrinsic properties of the zero point energy density
fluctuation such as its amplitude and the correlation length are local phenomena and are
insensitive to the large scale structure of the spacetime.

Now equipped with the exact mode function in a dS background, we can calculate the
accumulated energy density on super Compton scale dpo and compare the result with its flat
counterpart Eq. (3.3). Setting simply d =4 in Eq. (5.10) and v ~ m/H, we obtain

e i/ T a @[ + 0+ )],

12

167
H* 4 m*

~ . 5.18
167 o 1672 ( )

Interestingly, we see that the above value of dp¢ is in good agreement with its flat counterpart
given in Eq. (3.3).

As we have mentioned above the correlation length of zero point energy density is £ ~ 1/m
so on length scale far beyond this correlation length the distribution of the zero point energy is
expected to be uncorrelated. On the other hand, from Eq. (5.18) we see that the accumulated
energy density on super Compton scales (i.e. for modes with wavelength larger than &) is
comparable to the total zero point energy, dpc/{(p,) ~ 1. This again confirms that the zero
point energy of the heavy fields can not be used to cover the entire spacetime as a background
energy density. In other words, one needs to impose (p,) < pr =~ pr in order to have a sensible
cosmological background.
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6 Cosmological Implications

The results from the previous three Sections excludes the heavy fields with (p,) > pr to
contribute to the observed dark energy today. Originally we came to this conclusion based
on the fact that one requires an enormous number Npatches > 1 of incoherent small patches
of size H (_W}) to cover the FLRW horizon today. This conclusion was specifically confirmed in

Section 4 by looking at the density contrast | fp’: 3 | ~ 1. A natural question now is if the heavy

fields do not contribute to the current dark energy (cosmological constant) then what role in
cosmology their vacuum energy density play?

To answer the above question we again employ the picture based on the scale of dS horizons
as presented in Fig. 1. Consider the early stage in cosmic expansion history when pr > p,
so Hp' < H (_W}) as in left panel of Fig. 1. In this situation the observable universe is inside
the horizon of zero point energy but at the same time since p, < pp, then the contribution
of p, in expansion rate is too small to be important. As time proceeds and pr decreases
further we approach the epoch when pgr ~ p, and the zero point energy becomes relevant and
we notice the effects of the vacuum energy. As time goes by further, pp falls off rapidly so
we end up with the situation p, > pr as in right panel of Fig. 1. In this case the regions
filled with the zero point energy develop strong inhomogeneities while falling into the FLRW
Hubble horizon. The time scale for the dS patches to create inhomogeneities is about 2/H,,
as it takes time of about 1/H(y,) for each dS horizon to enter the FLRW horizon. Once the
FLRW horizon grows large enough (or equivalently when pp < p, ) more and more of dS
patches enter the FLRW Hubble radius. The variance condition (4.16) indicates that the
mass inside the dS patches inside the FLRW Hubble radius collapse to form black holes. The
time scale for the duration of collapse is expected to be t., ~ 1/m. On the other hand we
have t.,/ H(_T;) ~ m/Mp < 1. Therefore, for our purpose we can assume that the masses
inside the patches of the zero point energy shrink to black holes instantaneously. The crucial
point is that once the masses inside these patches collapse into black holes, their contribution
in background cosmological dynamics is expected to be in the form of matter. This indicates
that the resulting mass behaves like dark matter or the seeds of dark matter.

Despite the above qualitative discussions, at this stage we can not be more specific about
the mechanism of collapse for the regions filled with the zero point energy of heavy fields after
the time when H;l > H (:71)‘ Depending on the mechanism of collapse, different scenarios are
possible which we study below using a phenomenological fluid description.

6.1 Phenomenological Fluid Description

As mentioned above we do not know the detail mechanism which governs the collapse of
the masses enclosed inside patches of zero point energy into the FLRW horizon. Here, we
consider a phenomenological approach and treat the effects of heavy fields like a fluid with
an undetermined equation of state.

To be more specific, let us denote the energy density of massive fields after the time when
pr is diluted enough and pp < p,, by p,,. We also assume that each components of effective
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energy density to evolve separately by their own energy conservation: pp + 3H (pr + pr) =0
and p,, +3H (Pm~+Dm) = 0 in which p,, represents the effective pressure of the new matter-like
energy component. On the physical ground we may expect p,, ~ 0 but for sake of generality
we kept it undetermined. Defining the equation of states via pr = wrpr and P, = WP,
the total energy density now is pr = pp + ppm, yielding

pr(t) = [,om(aﬁfj))g““”’") + or(tn) (aﬁ:))g(”w’] | (6.1)

in which ¢, is the time when pp(t,,) ~ pm, i.e. when the two Hubble radius H;l and H (_ml)
nearly coincide. Considering the numerical uncertainties, we set pp,(t,) = £'pp(ty,) in which

k' is a numerical constant which may depend on m. Then, the total energy density is given
by

—3(1+wr) 3(wp—wm)
it = (DY () e

The above is a phenomenological description of the contribution of the heavy fields after
the time when pr < p,,. As mentioned we have introduced the effective equation of state
wp, to capture the uncertain behaviour of the zero point energy associated with the massive
fields after the time of collapse. If the mechanism of collapse is efficient then physically
we expect w,, = 0 and p,, to be dark matter. Of course this is a good news in which the
nature of dark matter and dark energy is unified in this proposal as both being generated
dynamically from the zero point energy. However, the difficulty with w,, ~ 0 is that at
the early time in cosmic history, the produced dark matter from the zero point energy of
electron and heavier fields rapidly dominate over radiation energy density, long before the
time of matter radiation equality at the temperature T, ~ 3 eV, altering the hot big bang
cosmology in various unwanted ways. One way out may be to consider a situation in which
the phenomenological parameter " in Eq. (6.2) is (exponentially) small so it will take a long
time for the seed of dark matter to take over the radiation energy density. On the other hand,
if w,, ~ % then p,, may behave like dark radiation. Considering the uncertainties involved
in the process, w,, may take different values for various fields so p,, may behave differently
during cosmic history so we may have dark radiation, dark matter or stiff fluid with w,, = 1.

Another possibility is that the mechanism of collapse for the mass enclosed inside the dS
horizon of zero point energy is such that w,, = wr $0 P (t) x pr(t), i.e.

P () = BMEHE = rpr (6.3)

in which k is a numerical constant. This corresponds to a tracking scenario in which the
energy density of the heavy fields at each stage in cosmic history tracks the background
FLRW energy density. During the radiation dominated era their energy densities follow that
of a radiation energy density while during the matter dominated era they behave like matter.
This is an interesting case so below we concentrate on this scenario more closely.

The tracking scenario has interesting implications for the current energy density of dark
matter. To see this, let us assume that pp = p, + pp in which p, and p, represent the energy
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density of radiation and baryon. Specifically, we assume that there is no conventional (say
WIMPs-like) dark matter in our setup. Let us define the time of matter-radiation equality
at the redshift z., as when py(zeq) = py(2eq). Now observe that what we mean by dark
matter in ACDM model is the zero point energy density given by the heavy field in Eq. (6.3).
Specifically, the current would-be dark matter energy density is actually p% = pm(to) =
/ﬁp(ﬁ?) = /ipéo) + /-ep(vo). Taking into account that the energy density of radiation and baryon
falls off like a=* and a=3 respectively we obtain

1 00

in which Qg\(/)[) ~ 0.31 (Q,(YO) ~ 107%) is the fractional total matter (radiation ) energy density

today as inferred from ACDM model. Now defining zé‘qCD M

equality in ACDM model and assuming x ~ O(1) we obtain

as the time of matter-radiation

ZACDM

e 6.5
“eq 1+k (6.5)

This means that in the current setup the time of matter-radiation equality is shifted towards
later epoch in cosmic history. This is because we have assumed that the time of matter-
radiation equality happens when py(zeq) = py(2eg). Taking x < 1 we may have z., ~ few X
1000. However, note that shifting z., close to the time of CMB last scattering can be dangerous
for the CMB observations. But we also note that shifting the time of matter-radiation equality
towards later epoch can play important roles to solve the H, tension problem.

The above conclusion about the roles of the heavy fields may seem in conflict with our
starting point that the vacuum energy should be locally Lorentz invariant and (p) = —(p)
which is trivially violated for both radiation and matter. The answer is that the relation
(p) = —(p) is enforced locally, say deep inside each dS patch. However, what we have in Eqgs.
(6.3) or (6.2) is the collective energy density of a large number of patches of zero point energy
inside the FLRW horizon which may not be in conflict with the local requirement (p) = —(p)
deep inside each dS patch.

6.2 Selection Rules

Based on the results from the previous Sections, we end up with an interesting “selection
rule” which works as follows. At each stage in cosmic epoch, only field with H,,) ~ Hr and
energy density (p,) ~ pr can be relevant as the source of the dark energy. Fields which are
much lighter (H,y < Hp) are irrelevant in cosmic expansion. This is simply because their
contributions in (p,) as given in Eq. (2.9) is exceedingly smaller than pp to be noticeable.
Finally, heavy fields with H,,) > Hp can not be the source of dark energy and depending on
the mechanism of collapse they may form the seeds of dark matter from the start or to track
the background FLRW energy density pr and be the source of dark matter after the time of
matter-radiation equality.
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The above selection rule can easily address both the old and the new cosmological constant
problems. Recall that the old cosmological constant problem is why p, is not large i.e. why it
is so small as (1073eV)%. The new cosmological constant problem is why the vacuum energy
density becomes comparable to the matter energy density at the current stage of the cosmic
history. The resolution is that there is a field in the SM field content, the lightest neutrino?,
with the vacuum zero point energy p(,) ~ m; which happens to have a mass at the same
order as p};/; o~ pi/ * in which pe ~ (1073eV)* is the critical energy density. The entire FLRW
universe is currently within a single patch of the lightest neutrino with the horizon radius
H » ; As the universe expands, there will be a time in future when the dS horizon of the
neutrino becomes smaller than the FLRW horizon and the effective mass (energy) enclosed
inside the patches of the neutrino field will collapse into the FLRW horizon. The current dark
energy survives in future for another period of roughly 1/H,) ~ 1/Hy ~ 10'° years before
the universe enters a matter dominated era (note that by that time the energy density of
radiation is much smaller than that of matter). Of course, this conclusion about the future
dynamics of the universe is based on the assumption that there is no light field in beyond SM
sector (say like light axion) with mass lighter than 1073eV to contribute to the future dark
energy. We comment that the relations between the zero point energy of neutrino and the
observed dark energy (cosmological constant) have been studied in different contexts in the
past in [29-33]

An immediate corollary of our selection rule is that at early stage in cosmic history (i.e.
for all time prior to the time of matter-radiation equality) only fields with the masses at the
order of the FLRW photon temperature could contribute to dark energy at that epoch. This
is because the energy density of the FLRW background during the radiation dominated era
is related to the photon temperature via

7T2

in which g, is the effective relativistic degrees of freedom at the temperature 7. Now com-
paring the above equation with Eq. (2.9) for the vacuum energy density, and noting that for
the field of interest H,,y ~ Hp, we conclude that

m~T. (6.7)

If a field is much lighter than 7', then its vacuum energy density oc m* is much smaller than
T* and can not be important in cosmic energy density. On the other hand, if a field is much
heavier than 7', then based on the arguments mentioned in previous Sections the dS horizon
radius associated with its vacuum energy density is much smaller than the Hubble radius
H' and they collapse into FLRW horizon behaving like dark radiation or dark matter. Note
that while formula (6.7) works well for the time prior to matter-radiation equality, but it also

2While the differences in neutrino mass squared are known, but the absolute masses and the mass of
lightest neutrino are not exactly known, see [26]. Here we adopt the simple assumption that the lightest
neutrino has the mass at the order 10~2eV [27,28].
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gives a reasonable estimation for the relation between the mass of the lightest neutrino and
the energy scale of the current dark energy. To see this note that 7., ~ 10~*eV which is only
about two orders of magnitude below the expected mass of lightest neutrino. Of course, this
is easily understandable since after the time of matter-radiation equality the energy density
of radiation falls off by an additional factor of 1/a compared to the matter energy density.
This is why we had to use the critical mass density p. instead of T;‘O to correctly estimate the
magnitude of the current dark energy density.

Since only fields with m # 0 contribute to the vacuum energy we conclude that before
the electroweak symmetry breaking at the temperature Tgry ~ 160 GeV, all SM fields were
massless and they did not contribute to dark energy. Immediately after the electroweak phase
transition the relevant fields are the top quark m; ~ 170 GeV, the Higgs field my ~ 125 GeV
and the three gauge bosons my ~ 91 GeV,my+ ~ 80GeV. The top quark and the Higgs
field are somewhat heavy so they are at the threshold of being able to contribute into dark
energy at that time, while the three gauge bosons have good chances to play important roles
as the source of dark energy. Of course, as the temperature of the universe falls below the
mass of vector bosons, their contribution in dark energy expires and they may contribute to
dark radiation or dark matter depending on the mechanism of collapse of their zero point
energy.

This story is repeated when the background temperature approaches the mass of other
fundamental particles such as m, ~ 1.7GeV, m, ~ 105MeV and m, ~ 0.5 MeV. Specially
important is the time when the temperature is around MeV when the big bang nucleosynthesis
(BBN) is at work. Changing the Hubble expansion rate of the universe at this epoch, either
by contribution from dark energy of the electron field or its contributions in the form of dark
radiation, can affect the dynamics of BBN. This issue requires careful investigation which can
provide a non-trivial check for the consistency of the whole picture presented here. Another
important time to look for is when the heavier neutrino fields (i.e. not the lightest neutrino)
with the mass m ~ 0.1eV become relevant to contribute into dark energy. This is somewhat
around T' ~ 1072 eV and redshifts of z ~ 102.

Based from the above discussions, we have transient periods of dark energy for a few
e-folds anytime in cosmic history when the condition m ~ T is met during which the Hubble
expansion rate stays nearly constant and then it falls off as in conventional big bang cosmology.
These can happen in cosmic history both after the surface of last scattering (for heavier
neutrinos) at redshift z ~ 10? and before the surface of last scattering (for e, p and 7 fields)
at much higher redshifts. The curious conclusion is that since the energy density is nearly
constant for a few e-folds then the value of the Hubble expansion rate today (and at the time
of last scattering) would be larger than what the standard ACDM model predicts. Multiple
transient periods of dark energy both at early and intermediate cosmic expansion history
is a non-trivial prediction of the model that has good potentials to solve the H, tension
problem [34-36]. In this view, our proposal can incorporate the early dark energy (EDE)
mechanism [37,38] which is proposed to solve the Hy tension problem.

We have presented the main picture of our proposal by now. In the next three Sections
we consider a toy model studying the dynamics of bubbles of zero point energy expanding in
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cosmological backgrounds which may shed some light on our proposal concerning the roles
played by the dS horizon of zero point energy. The reader who is not interested in these
technicalities may skip them and jump to Section 10.

7 Expansion of Bubble of Zero Point Energy

In the previous discussions we did not specify how patches of zero point energy with the size
H (_W}) are created from the vacuum. Obviously this is a non-trivial quantum process which is
far beyond the scope of this work. However, here we simplify this picture by assuming that
bubbles of zero point energy with the initial size R; < H (_ni) are continuously created from
the vacuum fluctuations and then expand outwards. As before, the vacuum energy for each
field of mass m is p,(m) ~ m* yielding to a local Hubble radius Hy,) ~ m?/Mp. Now the
question is how these bubbles evolve in a given cosmological background? Can each bubble of
the size H (_ni) evolve to become as big as the observable universe before encountering another
bubble of zero point energy? If not, then we end up with the picture where the bubbles of
zero point energy merge with each other quickly and generate complicated inhomogeneities.

The above question is very similar to the question of bubble expansion in false vacuum de-
cay which is vastly studied in the literature [39-49]. Below we follow the analysis of [49] which
studied the evolution of bubble of true vacuum in an inflationary false vacuum background.

The initial size R; of the bubble of zero point energy is undetermined. However, based on
quantum consideration one may expect that the bubbles are pupped up from the vacuum with
the radius of the Compton length, R; = m~t. We would like to study how the bubble universe
expands in this background and in particular what is the time scale for it to encounter another
bubble of zero point energy.

We consider two FLRW-types cosmologies for the bubble of zero point energy and our ob-
servable FLRW universe, separated at the surface which is expanding outwards. The metrics
of the interior and the exterior geometries are given by

ds’ = dty + ax(te)*(dri +rid0?), (7.1)

in which the —(+) stands for the interior (exterior) cosmology equipped with their corre-
sponding cosmic time ¢ and the scale factor a;. We have allowed for the cosmic times and
the spatial radial coordinate r4 to be different. The azimuthal directions are covered by the
coordinates (6, ¢) with the usual line element dQ? = df? + sin® §d¢?*. Because of the spherical
symmetry the azimuthal geometries are the same for both backgrounds.

The two geometries are glued at the surface R = R(7) in which 7 is the time coordinate
defined on the three-surface R = constant. The induced line element of the expanding three-
surface is given by

ds® = —dr* + R(1)%dQ? . (7.2)

Our goal is to find the dynamics of R(7) in terms of the properties of the bubble of zero
energy and Hr. We solve the dynamics of the system by expressing various coordinates such
as t+ and 71 on the surface of wall as functions of 7, i.e. 7 = r.(7) and so on.
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The normal four-vector to the surface of wall is directed outward, given by
nff = (—axr, ,axt’,0,0). (7.3)

In order for the two solutions to consistently match to each other one needs a distribution of
local energy density on the surface of the expanding wall. Assuming local Lorentz invariance,
a natural choice of the energy momentum tensor of the surface is in the form

S = gUPUY + (W™ + UUY) (7.4)

in which U* = (1,0,0,0) is the comoving four-velocity of the expanding wall. In addition,

h* = g — nFn” is the induced metric on the surface of wall. In this view, ¢ is the surface

energy density of the wall and ( is its surface tension. In general, ¢ and ( are function of time,

o =o(7),( = ((7), satisfying the local energy conservation on the wall, c’+2(R'/R)(c+() = 0

in which a prime here and below indicates the derivative with respect to 7. A simple possibility

is that ¢ = —o yielding to a constant value of ¢ which will be assumed in the following analysis.
The continuity of the metric on the surface r = R(7) requires that

R(r) =R, (1) = R_(r), (75)
in which Ry = ax(t4+)ry. Furthermore,
dr? = dt2 — ay(ty)?dry = dt* —a_(ty)*dr? . (7.6)

This equation can be simplified further to

2

v —ar(t)r =1, (7.7)

where a prime denotes the derivative with respect to 7.
From the above relations one can solve for ¢/, obtaining

v —RR'Hy +/1+ R?— R?H2
s 1— R?H2 ’

(7.8)

in which Hy represents the Hubble expansion rate on each side.

The other junction condition is related to the discontinuity of the extrinsic curvature
across the wall. With the extrinsic curvature K, given by K,, = n,, the other junction
condition is given by [50]

frap 9), (7.9)

[Kab} = —SWG(Sab — 7

in which the notation | ] indicates the discontinuity across 3 and the indices a, b runs across
(r,0,¢) on each side. From the # — 6 component we have

Ky = R(t\ + RHyasr,), (7.10)
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which after plugging into Eq. (7.9) yields

[ty + RHyar' | = —4nGo . (7.11)
After some manipulations this yields to our desired relation for the dynamics of R(7) [49]
1+ R? = A’R? | (7.12)
in which
2
-t Py | P+ P2
a2 = 2 P
1603 6MB (&5,
o? H?> + HY M} 2
= - H — H?)". 7.13
16M;§ + 92 + o2 ( + —) ( )

Note that either p, or p_ represents the value of energy density in our FLRW universe so in
general it may not be easy to solve Eq. (7.12) analytically as Hp is a function of time. Below,
we consider the cases p_ = p,(m) and p. = p,(m) separately.

8 Case Where H(_ﬂ,}) < Hﬁ?l

First consider the case where H (_Wi) < H,' and the bubble of zero point energy furnishes the
interior region, p_ = p,(m) = 3M2H, (Qm), so the exterior region represents the FLRW universe
with p, = pp = 3M2H%. The bubble at the moment of formation has the size R; and then
it grows. We may assume R; ~ 1/m, i.e. the bubble is created quantum mechanically from
the vacuum with the Compton length and at the timescale 1/m. Because of the causality,
we always assume R;H(,) < 1 which means that the bubble formation happens deep inside
the Hubble radius H (771) associated with the zero point energy. Also, as times goes by and the
radius of the bubble increases, the energy density of the exterior region falls off rapidly (like
1/a3 or 1/a% for MD and RD era respectively) and we eventually end up with the situation
where H (:i) < H;' and the picture in the right panel in Fig. 1 becomes the natural outcome.

In order to solve Eq. (7.12) we need to estimate the surface energy density o. Since the
bubble is created from zero pointed energy and o is the quantum vacuum energy density of
the wall then one naturally expects that ¢ = em? where c is a coefficient, like the prefactor
in Eq. (2.9). Therefore, in the following analysis we simply estimate o ~ m3.

Before presenting the general analysis, first we consider the extreme case where p, > pg
corresponding to H(,,) > Hp. This is the case if the zero point energy is created from very
massive fields. In this case, one can check that the third term in Eq. (7.13) dominates and
A ~ m. In this limit one can easily solve Eq. (7.12), obtaining

R(r) = %cosh(AT). (8.1)

We have neglected a phase term by assuming that at the time of formation R(0) = 1/A ~ m™L.
This is consistent with the intuition that the bubble of zero point energy are pupped out from
the vacuum with the Compton length m ™.
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Once the bubble is formed from the vacuum it will expand. The important question is
what is the timescale when a bubble of zero point energy meets another bubble created in
different regions. If this timescale is much less than H,', then the corresponding bubble can
not be a seed of our observed universe. In this case we end up with many small bubbles
which have percolated throughout the observable universe as in the picture in the right panel
of Fig. 1. They subsequently merge with each other generating complicated small scales
inhomogeneities or collapse to form mini black holes.

Let us define 7 = 7y as the time when a given bubble approaches another nearby bubble,
i.e. the timescale of bubble collision. A conservative estimation is the time when the radius
of the bubble becomes comparable to the Hubble radius of its dS spacetime. This is because
the Hubble radius is the boundary of another bubbles seated nearby. From Eq. (7.13) we
obtain

1 1 A
Z COSh(ATH) = H(_Tri) — Tg ~ Z h’l(%) s (82)
which for A ~ m™!, yields
1 M
Ty ~ —1In <—P> : (8.3)
m m

This indicates that the timescale of collision, as measured by a comoving observer on the
surface of bubble, is simply m ™!
typically expects that bubble of zero point energy from massive fields collide more rapidly

which is very short for the massive fields. Therefore, one

with each other and can not be relevant for the cosmological constant problem.

However, the above timescale is measured by the observer confined to the surface of the
bubble. For a proper cosmological interpretation we have to measure the timescale of bubble
collision from the point of view of the cosmological observer, i.e. the outside observer. Using
Eq. (7.8) we obtain

dty /A’ HpR—- RR'Hp (8.4)
dr 1 — R2H?Z ' '

We expect that RHr < 1 since due to causality the created bubble can not be large compared
to the FLRW Hubble radius. With A ~ m™!, one approximately obtains

.

L.
o= RA — t, ~ Zsmh(ATH). (8.5)

Using the value of 74 in Egs. (8.2) or (8.3) we obtain

1
to(Th) ~ ——. (8.6)
Hm)
This is an interesting result. It mans that from the clock of an outside observer (i.e. the
cosmological observer) the timescale of bubble collision is at the order 1/H,, < 1/Hp.

Consequently, once the bubble of vacuum energy is pupped out of vacuum, it expands and
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very quickly collides with nearby bubbles. Therefore, as mentioned before, we end up with a
configuration of many bubble collisions with complicated small structure inhomogeneities.

Also, using the solution for ¢, in Eq. (8.5) and the evolution of the bubble in Eq. (8.1) we
obtain R(7) ~ 1/ty o< 1/Hp. So as the bubble expands it keeps track of the Hubble radius
of the FLRW region. However, this does not happen in practice as the bubble has collided
with nearby bubbles before approaching the asymptotic solution R ~ 1/Hp.

After presenting the above special case, now let us consider the general case with no
hierarchy assumed between p, and pr. The goal is to solve R(7). The dynamics of evolution
of R(7) is given by Eq. (7.12) while the rate of change of the external observer’s clock with
respect to 7 is given by Eq. (8.4). Combining Eqgs. (7.12) and (8.4) one can eliminate d7 and
calculate the rate jt—]i as measured by the cosmological observer,

iR JAERE 1 -1
; _ %(1 - ReH3) (|4 - - HeV PR T) (8.7)
+

The above differential equation can not be solved analytically, except in some limiting
cases of interests. The full numerical solution for the evolution of R is presented in Fig. 2
where the dimensionless variables are defined via

zZ = H(m)t+ s y(z) = RH(m). (88)
H(m)
Hp
the energy density of the exterior region is diluted quickly. In this limit, one can check that
AR > 1 and the differential equation (8.7) simplifies to
dy y(2)

o + ot (8.9)

Initially z; ~ > 1 while as the bubble expands and z increases towards larger values

where the parameter A = 2/(3(1 + wp)) is defined via Hp = ﬁ In particular, for a radiation
dominated universe A = 1/2 while for a matter dominated universe A = 2/3. For the physically
motivated matter fields we expect 0 < A < 1.

The above differential equation with the initial condition y(z;) = z; can be solved as

ve) = g+ (O e ) (3.10)

Zi

We have checked that the above analytic solution is in excellent agreement with the full
numerical solution as can be seen in Fig. 2.

As time goes by z increases and the first term in Eq. (8.10) is the attractor solution for
z — oo yielding y(z) ~ %
the limiting case p, > pr studied at the start of this Section. However, the second term in
Eq. (8.10) is important for early stage when z 2 z;. Also note that for the physically relevant
configurations we expect y;/z; ~ R(z;)HFp(z;) < 1. This is because we expect the bubble to
form initially deep inside the dS horizon, i.e R(2) < Hpny ' < Hp(z) .

As before, the important question is what is the timescale when the bubble grows to the

In particular we obtain R ~ m which is consistent with

size 1/H ), corresponding to the time z = 2. when y(2.) = 1. Since y(z) grows quickly, one
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Figure 2: The evolution of y(z) = RH(y,) vs. 2 = Hy,ty for the setup where p_ = p, with
z; > 1. Initially, the bubble is formed deep inside the Hubble radius H (_W}) with y; < 1 but
as time goes by and Hp — 0 the bubble grows like R ~ A/((1 — A\)Hp). The solid red curve
represents the full numerical solution while the blue dots represent the analytic solution Eq.
(8.10).

expects that z. is not far from z;. Using the approximation z. = z;(1 + ) with 6 < 1 and
plugging this into Eq. (8.10) we obtain 0 ~ 1/x;, yielding

Ze~zi+ 1. (8.11)

From the above expression we easily see that from the point of view of the external FLRW
observer it takes timescale of order At ~ 1/H,, for the bubble to grow from the initial size
R; to the dS horizon size 1/H (). This is consistent with the result obtained in Eq. (8.6)
where p, > ph..

Similarly, after another time of Aty ~ 1/H(y), the size of the bubble increases from
1/H 4y to 2/H () and so on. In other words, after time n/H,, has elapsed, n dS patches of
size 1/H ) enter the bubble. This is well supported from the linear growth of the first term
in Eq. (8.10) as also seen in Fig. 2. Therefore, one quickly ends up with a picture like the
right panel of Fig 1.

9 Case Where H (_ml) > Hﬁil

Now we consider the interesting case where the FLRW universe is encompassed by the dS
horizon of zero point energy as in the left panel of Fig. 1. This happens when initially
H _1) > H.' which is naturally the case where the field is very light. Our goal here is to

(m
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estimate the timescale of starting from the left panel of Fig. 1 and ending to a configuration
like the right panel of Fig. 1.
In this case, we also have the additional requirement that

p— = po(m) + pr, (9.1)

where p,(m) = p, = 3M3H (Qm) and pp represents the energy density of the FLRW universe in
the absence of dark energy (i.e. radiation and matter contributions). Defining Hz = pr/3M3,
from Eq. (9.1) we have H? = Hz + Hfm) so H_ # Hp.

Note that the condition (9.1) is the requirement that the vacuum energy fills not only
the exterior region but also the interior region. This is not in conflict with causality as we
imagine that the FLRW bubble is inside the horizon of the dS spacetime generated from the
zero point energy, i.e. H (_ni) > H;l. The bubble is an FLRW universe filled with matter,
radiation and dark energy which is pushing towards the exterior region filled with the zero
point energy. The equations are the same as before except that now we would like to measure
the rate of the expansion of R(7) as viewed from the internal observer with the clock ¢_ which
is the cosmological observer.

The evolution of R(7) is given by Eq. (7.12) while the rate of change of clock of the
internal observer with respect to 7 is given by

dt_  /AZ—H2R-RRH. 02)

dr 1— R2H?

Combining Eqs. (7.12) and (9.2) one can eliminate d7 and calculate the rate 2% as measured
by the cosmological observer,

dR VA2R? -1 -1
%:T(l—R2H3)(\/A2—H3—H_\/A2R2—1> . (9.3)
Needless to say the above equation can not be solved analytically. However, in the limit of
interest where AR > 1 and A > H_, the above equation simplifies significantly into

dR
— ~ 14+ RH_. 9.4

On the other hand, since p_ = p; + pr and pp is evolving, the relation between ¢t_ and H_
is not a simple power law form. However, we can find an analytic relation between H_ and
t_ as follows.

Using the energy conservation p_ + 3H_(p_ + p_) = 0, we obtain

1 dp_ 1 dp_
dt_ = — = — . 9.5
S (U wnpr 3 (5o —p1) (9:5)

Note that in obtaining the above expression the relations p_ = pr + ps, p— = pr + p5 and

p+ + pr = 0 have been used. Furthermore, wr = ppr/pp. Finally, using the Friedmann
equation p_ = 3MZH? we can trade dp_ in terms of dH_, obtaining

dH _
- (m)
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where as before, A = 2/(3(1 4+ wr)). The above equation can be solved, yielding

t = In ( ). 9.7
2Hiwy  \H- = Hin 0
Alternatively, the above equation can be inverted to solve H_ in term of ¢_
Hyt_
H_ = Hy coth (— ; ). (9.8)

The above solution is easy to understand. As time proceeds, the FLRW energy density inside
the bubble is diluted rapidly so asymptotically the interior of the bubble approaches a dS
background.

Now we go back to look for the solution of Eq. (9.4). At the onset of formation the bubble
is deep inside the dS horizon, R;H,,) < 1, so at the early stage when H,,t; < 1 the bubble
grows linearly with time R ~ R; +{_. However, as time proceeds and H,,)t_ > 1 the bubble
grows exponentially and

eH(m)t,
Himy

R~ (H(m)t_ > 1) . (99)

Alternatively, from the above equation one can express t_ in term of R as follows

1

t_.~——In(RH,) . 9.10
Hom (RH(m)) (9.10)
As the bubble grows, more and more of dS patches of size 1/H,,) enters into the bubble.
The above formula indicates that the timescale for the first few successive entrance of the
patches is approximately 1/H,,. In other words, it takes time of roughly 1/H,) for the
bubble size to grow from 1/H,, to 2/Hy). However, the above ideal picture of indefinite
expansion of the bubble is not trusted after time of roughly ¢ ~ 2/H(,,). This is because
after this timescale the FLRW energy density has fallen significantly below p,(m) and based
on the variance analysis in Section 4 the density contrast of zero point energy develops non-
linearities. After that, the dS patches are expected to collapse into black holes and the above

idealized picture can not be trusted.

Having said this, it would be insightful to calculate Hr and pgr as the bubble expands.
As we mentioned, originally p_ ~ pp. Beyond the time ¢t_ ~ 1/H,,) we have Hp < H ().
Using p— = p,(m) + pr and H? = H{, ) + H} we obtain Hp ~ 2H ) (H- — Hp). Using Eq.
(9.8) to express H_ in terms of H,,), we obtain

Hp ~ 2H(ne xHeo'= (1> HG)). (9.11)

Now, combining the above equation with the solution of R(t_) in Eq. (9.9) we obtain

! ( Hr )_”‘”F’ (9.12)

2H(m)
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Interestingly we see that the radius of the bubble evolves like the scale factor of the FLRW
2

: : : G
universe in the absence of the cosmological constant, R oc ap oc Hy """

The conclusion is that starting as in the left panel of Fig. 1, the energy density inside the
bubble keeps track of the vacuum energy for time scale of roughly 1/H ) to 2/H ., before
the bubble is filled with numerous patches of size 1/H,,) ending to a configuration like in the
right panel of Fig. 1.

10 Summary and Discussions

In this work we have revisited the quantum cosmological constant problem. As already known
in the literature, the conventional approach of imposing a hard UV momentum cutoff vio-
lates the underlying Lorentz invariance of the vacuum. Employing a regularization scheme
which respects the underlying Lorentz invariance of the theory, such as the dimensional reg-
ularization method, one obtains that the energy density of each field scales like p, ~ m?.
Furthermore, the condition of Lorentz invariance of the vacuum, (p) = —(p) is manifest.
Some noticeable conclusions are that the massless fields such as gravitons, photons and glu-
ons do not contribute to the vacuum energy density. Furthermore, (p) runs logarithmically
with the renormalization scale p and depending on the ratio m/u the value of cosmological
constant can be either positive (dS) or negative (AdS).

We have highlighted that the dS horizon associated with the zero point energy plays

important roles. For a field with mass m the associated dS space has a horizon radius H (

1
m) ~
Mp/m? which was not taken into account in previous studies of the cosmological constant
problems. In the conventional approach, it is naively assumed that the entire observable
FLRW patch is covered by the vacuum energy density (p) ~ m* irrespective of the vast

hierarchy between the two Hubble radii H' and H, (_Ti). For the heavy fields with the large

hierarchy H,,) > Hp this requires as many as (Hf}—z)f > 1 independent patches of zero point
energy to fill the FLRW patch. However, since the patches of zero point energy are created
quantum mechanically they are uncorrelated. Therefore, one expects that the space filled
with as many as (HH(—F))3 uncorrelated patches of zero point energy to be highly chaotic and
prone to collapse into small scale inhomogeneities and possibly to black holes. To support
this picture, we have calculated the variance of the zero point energy for both the real scalar
field and the Dirac fermion field. In both cases we have found that |0p,/(py)| ~ 1 supporting
the above intuitive picture. Furthermore, the correlation length of the fluctuations of the
zero point energy is calculated to be at the order & ~ m™!. This results in the vast hierarchy
§ K H (_Wi) < Hz'. Tt is shown that the accumulated energy density on super Compton
scales, i.e. scales which are far beyond the correlation length, is comparable to the would-be
background vacuum energy density. This conclusion, in conjunction with the above hierarchies
amongst the three scales &, H (_ni) and H', is another sign that one can not use the vacuum
energy density (p,) as the dominant background energy density. To have a viable cosmological
background, we have to impose (p,) < pr at each stage in cosmic expansion history in which

pr is the non-vacuum energy density (i.e. classical energy density) of the background FLRW
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cosmology.

We have established a “selection rule” stating that at each stage in cosmic expansion
history, only fields with mass m satisfying the condition H,,) ~ Hp can contribute to dark
energy at that epoch. Specifically, only fields with the mass at the order of the background
photon temperature, m ~ T, are relevant as the source for dark energy. Lighter fields carry
so little energy (m? < T*) to be important in cosmic energy budget. On the other hand,
heavy fields with H,,) > Hp (or m > T') can not be the source of dark energy while they
can be the seeds of dark matter. Our proposal provides a unifying platform for the nature of
both dark energy and dark matter in which the zero point energy of light fields are the source
of dark energy while dark matter is sourced by the zero point energy of heavy fields. As both
dark energy and dark matter emerge dynamically from the competition of the horizon radius
of zero point energy and the FLRW Hubble radius, we may call this scenario as the “emergent
ACDM” or eACDM for short.

The above eACDM proposal has far reaching cosmological implications. In this proposal
both the old and new cosmological constant problems can be addressed readily. Specifically,
these puzzled are solved by noting that there is a field in SM spectrum, the lightest neutrino,
which happens to have a mass at the order of ,03}/ 1~ 1072eV. Another important implication is
that at various stages in cosmic history the energy density experiences loitering stages of dark
energy in which the Hubble expansion rate stays nearly constant for about one or two e-folds
in expansion rate and then the energy density falls off as in ACDM model. As a consequence,
the Hubble expansion rate at the time of CMB last scattering is expected to be higher than
what is inferred from ACDM model. Currently we are at the last transient stage associated
with the lightest neutrino. However, prior to this stage there were two transient phases of
dark energy happening at around the mass scale of the heavier neutrinos at T ~ 1072eV
corresponding to the redshift z ~ 102. This period will be sometime after the time of CMB
decoupling. Multiple transient phases of dark energy, both before and after the surface of last
scattering, yield to a higher values of the current Hubble expansion rate compared to what is
inferred from the ACDM model. In this view our proposal can incorporate the EDE proposal
and has the potential to solve the Hy tension problem. Another interesting prediction of the
model (as mentioned above) is that there may be no dark matter. All matter are in the
form of known baryonic matter while the roles of dark matter are played by the heavy fields
which may track the background FLRW energy density. As such, the time of matter-radiation
equality is shifted towards later time in cosmic history.

There are a number of open questions in this study. The immediate one is how the collapse
for the patches of zero point energy associated to heavy fields happen. We provided only a
rough phenomenological picture of this mechanism. This is an important question which
controls whether or not we have the tracking energy or a fluid with the equation of state
wy, ~ 0. Another open question is what is the natural value of the renormalization scale u?
Note that the vacuum energy runs logarithmically with p. Furthermore, depending on the
statistics of the field (i.e. being a boson or a fermion) and on the ratio m/u, the vacuum
energy can be either positive (dS) or negative (AdS). To solve the cosmological constant
problems we have implicitly assumed that the resulting vacuum energy is positive so taking
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the neutrinos as the relevant fields for this purpose, we require p > eV. If we take u to be the
scale of electroweak symmetry breaking, say u = 102GeV, then all fermionic (bosonic) fields
add positive (negative) contribution to the vacuum energy. If the energy density is AdS-type,
then there maybe a fall off period (instead of loitering phase) in Hubble expansion rate at
the corresponding stage in cosmic history. This will modify the inferred value of the Hubble
expansion rate at the time of CMB last scattering. Therefore, the dS and AdS contributions
for all SM degrees of freedom from the mass scale 102GeV after the electroweak symmetry
breaking down to the neutrino scale should be carefully included to see how dark energy and
dark matter behave at each stage in cosmic history.

In Sections 7, 8 and 9 we have presented a dynamical toy model involving bubbles of
zero point energy which may mimic the setup studied here. It is assumed that the bubbles

L are created quantum

of zero point energy with the typical radius of Compton length m™
mechanically from the vacuum and then expand in the surrounding cosmological background.
We have seen that this simple toy model can capture the main properties of our proposal
concerning the roles of the dS horizon associated with the zero point energy. In particular,
we have verified that it takes time of order 1/H,,) for a dS patch to enter FLRW patch and
roughly another time of 1/H,,y for two dS patches to enter the FLRW patch.

Finally, it is important to examine the implications of the eACDM scenario for other
aspects of early universe cosmology. Specifically, the interplay between this proposal and
cosmic inflation is an open and interesting question. However, we comment that our proposal
is not in conflict with an early stage of inflation. More specifically, during the slow-roll
inflation driven by an inflaton field of mass m and the potential V', the dominant energy is
given by the inflaton classical potential V. while the vacuum zero point energy is at the order
m*. Since for a rolling inflaton V. ~ 3M2 H? >> m* the induced energy density from the zero
point fluctuations during inflation is negligible. Therefore, the quantum cosmological constant
is not an issue during inflation and a large enough classical vacuum energy during inflation is
stable against quantum zero point corrections. As a result, a period of slow-roll inflation can
take place at early universe followed by e ACDM setup after electroweak symmetry breaking.

Note added: After the completion of this work we have became aware® of a series
of papers in [51-54] who questioned the assumption of the homogeneity of the spacetime
in the presence of the vacuum zero point energy. It was concluded, among other things,
that a uniform cosmological constant can not cover the large scale spacetime and the local
spacetime is very inhomogeneous as in Wheeler’s spacetime foam. Using the semiclassical
GR, they have studied the cosmological implications of their proposal such as in resolving the
old cosmological constant problem. Our analysis in Section 4 for the fluctuations in the zero
point energy density and large density contrast is conceptually in line with their investigation.

3We are grateful to Jerome Martin for bringing to our attention the papers by Unruh and his collaborators
[51-54].

35



Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Xingang Chen, Jerome Martin, Shinji Mukohyama, Mohammad
Hossein Namjoo and Misao Sasaki for insightful comments about the draft. We also thank
Hossein Moshafi for the preliminary investigations of the predictions of the proposal for the
Hj tension problem and Omid Sameie for useful discussions.

References

[1] S. Weinberg, “Cosmology,” Oxford University Press, 2008.

[2] N. Aghanim et al. [Planck], Astron. Astrophys. 641, A6 (2020) [erratum: Astron. As-
trophys. 652, C4 (2021)].

[3] V. Sahni and A. A. Starobinsky, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 9, 373-444 (2000).

[4] P. J. E. Peebles and B. Ratra, Rev. Mod. Phys. 75, 559-606 (2003).

[5] E. J. Copeland, M. Sami and S. Tsujikawa, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 15, 1753-1936 (2006).
[6] S. Weinberg, “The Cosmological Constant Problem,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 61, 1-23 (1989).

[7] C. Armendariz-Picon, V. F. Mukhanov and P. J. Steinhardt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 4438-
4441 (2000).

[8] 1. Zlatev, L. M. Wang and P. J. Steinhardt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 896-899 (1999).

[9] N. Arkani-Hamed, S. Dimopoulos, N. Kaloper and R. Sundrum, Phys. Lett. B 480,
193-199 (2000).

[10] S. Kachru, M. B. Schulz and E. Silverstein, Phys. Rev. D 62, 045021 (2000).
[11] C. Csaki, J. Erlich and C. Grojean, Nucl. Phys. B 604, 312-342 (2001).

[12] J. M. Cline and H. Firouzjahi, Phys. Lett. B 514, 205-212 (2001).

[13] J. M. Cline and H. Firouzjahi, Phys. Rev. D 65, 043501 (2002).

[14] S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Lett. 59, 2607 (1987).

[15] J. Martin, Comptes Rendus Physique 13, 566-665 (2012), [arXiv:1205.3365 [astro-
ph.CO]l.

[16] S. Perlmutter et al. [Supernova Cosmology Project|, Astrophys. J. 517, 565-586 (1999).

[17] A. G. Riess et al. [Supernova Search Team|, Astron. J. 116, 1009-1038 (1998).

36



[18] E. K. Akhmedov, [arXiv:hep-th/0204048 [hep-th]].

[19] J. F. Koksma and T. Prokopec, [arXiv:1105.6296 [gr-qc||.

[20] G. Ossola and A. Sirlin, Eur. Phys. J. C 31, 165-175 (2003).

[21] M. Visser, Particles 1, no.1, 138-154 (2018).

[22] S. Weinberg, “The Quantum theory of fields. Vol. 1: Foundations.”

(23] C. Moreno-Pulido and J. Sola, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, no.8, 692 (2020).

[24] C. Moreno-Pulido and J. S. Peracaula, [arXiv:2110.08070 [gr-qc]].

[25] N. D. Birrell and P. C. W. Davies, “Quantum Fields in Curved Space,”
[26] P.A. Zyla et al. [Particle Data Group], PTEP 2020, no.8, 083C01 (2020).
[27] A. Loureiro, et al. Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, no.8, 081301 (2019).

28] P. Stocker et al., Phys. Rev. D 103, no.12, 123508 (2021).

[29] I. L. Shapiro and J. Sola, JHEP 02, 006 (2002).

[30] I. L. Shapiro and J. Sola, Phys. Lett. B 475, 236-246 (2000).

[31] D. Glavan and T. Prokopec, [arXiv:1504.00842 [gr-qc]].

[32] L. E. Ibanez, V. Martin-Lozano and I. Valenzuela, JHEP 11, 066 (2017).

[33] M. Blasone, A. Capolupo, S. Capozziello, S. Carloni and G. Vitiello, Braz. J. Phys. 35,
455-461 (2005).

[34] A. G. Riess, S. Casertano, W. Yuan, L. M. Macri and D. Scolnic, Astrophys. J. 876,
no.1, 85 (2019).

[35] A. G. Riess, et al., [arXiv:2112.04510 [astro-ph.CO]].
[36] E. Di Valentino et al, Class. Quant. Grav. 38, no.15, 153001 (2021).

[37] V. Poulin, T. L. Smith, T. Karwal and M. Kamionkowski, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, no.22,
221301 (2019).

[38] T. L. Smith, V. Poulin and M. A. Amin, Phys. Rev. D 101, no.6, 063523 (2020).
[39] S. K. Blau, E. I. Guendelman and A. H. Guth, Phys. Rev. D 35, 1747 (1987).
[40] V. A. Berezin, V. A. Kuzmin and I. I. Tkachev, Phys. Rev. D 36, 2919 (1987).

[41] V. A. Berezin, V. A. Kuzmin and I. I. Tkachev, Phys. Lett. 120B, 91 (1983).

37



[42] A. Aguirre and M. C. Johnson, Phys. Rev. D 72, 103525 (2005).

[43] K. Lake, Phys. Rev. D 29, 1861 (1984).

[44] J. Garriga, A. Vilenkin and J. Zhang, JCAP 1602, no. 02, 064 (2016).

[45] H. Deng, J. Garriga and A. Vilenkin, JCAP 1704, no. 04, 050 (2017).

[46] J. Garriga, A. H. Guth and A. Vilenkin, Phys. Rev. D 76, 123512 (2007).
[47] S. Ansoldi and T. Tanaka, J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 120, no. 3, 460 (2015).

(48] P. Chen, Y. C. Hu and D. h. Yeom, Phys. Rev. D 94, 024044 (2016).

[49] H. Firouzjahi, S. Jazayeri, A. Karami and T. Rostami, JCAP 12, 029 (2017).

[50] W. Israel, Nuovo Cim. B 44510, 1 (1966) [Nuovo Cim. B 44, 1 (1966)] Erratum: [Nuovo
Cim. B 48, 463 (1967)].

[51] Q. Wang, Z. Zhu and W. G. Unruh, Phys. Rev. D 95, no.10, 103504 (2017).

[52] S. S. Cree, T. M. Davis, T. C. Ralph, Q. Wang, Z. Zhu and W. G. Unruh, Phys. Rev. D
98, 1no.6, 063506 (2018).

(53] Q. Wang and W. G. Unruh, Phys. Rev. D 102, no.2, 023537 (2020).

[54] Q. Wang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, no.5, 051301 (2020).

38



