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This letter explores how a reinterpretation of the generalized uncertainty principle as an effective
variation of Planck’s constant provides a physical explanation for a number of fundamental quantities
and couplings. In this context, a running fine structure constant is naturally emergent and the
cosmological constant problem is solved, yielding a novel connection between gravitation and
quantum field theories. The model could potentially clarify the recent experimental observations
by the DESI Collaboration that could imply a fading of dark energy over time. When applied to
quantum systems and their characteristic length scales, a simple geometric relationship between
energy and entropy is disclosed. Lastly, a mass-radius relation for both quantum and classical
systems reveals a phase transition-like behaviour similar to thermodynamical systems, which we
speculate to be a consequence of topological defects in the universe.

I. INTRODUCTION

Various approaches to quantum gravity such as string
theory, loop quantum gravity, and quantum geometry
suggest a generalized form of the uncertainty principle
(GUP) that implies the existence of a minimal
measurable length. Several forms of the GUP that
include non-relativistic and relativistic forms have been
proposed [1–8], which can be collectively written in the
form :

∆x ∆p ≥ ℏ
2
f(p, x) . (1)

Phenomenological and experimental implications of the
GUP have been investigated in low and high-energy
regimes. These include atomic systems [9, 10], quantum
optical systems [11], gravitational bar detectors [12],
gravitational decoherence [13, 14], composite particles
[15], astrophysical systems [16], condensed matter
systems [17], and macroscopic harmonic oscillators
[18]. Reviews of the GUP, its phenomenology, and its
experimental implications can be found in Refs. [19, 20].

Recently, we proposed a reinterpretation of the GUP
using an effective Planck constant [21] by absorbing
the additional momentum uncertainty dependence, ℏ′ =
ℏf(p, x). This implies a generic GUP of the form:

∆x ∆p ≥ ℏ′

2
. (2)
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Previously, in Ref. [22], the GUP was conceptualized as
an effective variation of the Planck constant by isolating
an invariant phase space with minimal length in the
context of Liouville’s theorem. Planck constant was
proposed to vary with momentum in Ref. [23], where
the authors introduced a generalized picture of the
de Broglie relation and derived a form of generalized
uncertainty principle which is similar to the one obtained
in string theory. In Ref. [21], we argued that the charge
radii of hadrons/nuclei along with their corresponding
masses support the existence of an effective variation
of ℏ that suggests a universality of a minimal length
in the associated scattering process. We suggested
a relation that simulates the fundamental connection
between nature constants (ℓP MP c = ℏ,) by replacing
the Planck length ℓP by the charge radius (r) and the
Planck mass MP by the mass of the hadron/nuclei (m).
This relation reads :

r m c = ℏ′ , (3)

where r is the charge radius of the particle, m is the
particle’s relativistic mass 1, c is the speed of light and
ℏ′ is the effective Planck constant. Here, c is a constant to
maintain consistency with the theory of relativity. It was
further shown in [21] that applying Eq. (3) to a variety of
hadronic particles, as well as to larger nuclei, a clear trend
in the effective ℏ′ was apparent. It was suggested this
effective variation of Planck constant might be related to
the timeless state of the universe [24]. In this letter,
we propose a connection between Eq. (3) and the
universal Bekenstein bound [25] (Sec. II). Furthermore,

1 The particle’s relativistic mass m is given by m =
m0/

√
1− v2/c2, where m0 is the rest mass and v is the particle’s

speed.
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we demonstrate that in the case of the electron, a clear
connection arises with the value of fine structure constant
(Sec.III). In this sense, the effective variation of Planck
constant is interpreted as a running coupling. We explain
the value of the cosmological constant [26] (Sec. IV).
In addition, we investigate the conceptual connection
between the effective Planck constant and the second
law of thermodynamics (Sec. V). Next, we study the
conceptual connection between our formula and both
the de Broglie and Compton wavelengths (Sec. VI).
Lastly, we present a graphical study of the mass-radius
relation, which shows phase transition behavior that may
be a consequence of topological defects in the universe.
(Sec. VII).

II. THE UNIVERSAL BEKENSTEIN BOUND

The Bekenstein bound is defined as the maximal amount
of information contained in a physical system. That is,
if a physical system has finite energy and is contained in
a finite space, it must be described by a finite amount of
information [25]. Formally, the bound can be written

S ≤ 2πkBrE

ℏc
, (4)

where S is the entropy of the physical system, kB is
the Boltzmann constant, r is the radius of a sphere
that encloses the physical system, and E is its energy.
Replacing E = mc2 2, this becomes

S ≤ 2π kB

(rmc

ℏ

)
. (5)

One may wonder what happens for the massless particles
such as photons. In this case, we get E = cp instead of
E = mc2. It is noteworthy that Eq. (3) is naturally
included in the above inequality. Therefore, the bound
can be rewritten as

S ≤ 2π kB
ℏ′

ℏ
. (6)

Replacing the thermodynamic entropy S with the
Shannon entropy H [27],

S = kBH ln 2 . (7)

where H signifies the Shannon entropy, calculated in
terms of the number of bits embedded in the quantum
states inside the sphere. The ln2 factor comes into play
because we interpret information as the base-2 logarithm
of the total number of quantum states [28]. We can

2 The quantity m is the relativistic mass as defined in footnote 1.

rewrite the bound as

H ≤ 2π

ln 2

ℏ′

ℏ
. (8)

This is the maximal amount of information required to
perfectly describe a physical object up to the quantum
level [25]. Effectively, Eq. (3) introduces a novel
way to merge the universal Bekenstein bound with
quantum field theory (QFT), through considering the
effective Planck constant ℏ′ for every physical object.
The relationship mrc = ℏ′ corresponds intriguingly
to Bekenstein’s bound, a universal limit applicable
to any physical system for its complete description
at the quantum level. Stemming from gravitational
insights, Bekenstein’s bound serves as a natural cutoff
that varies based on the specific physical system being
studied. The fact that it behaves like a natural limit
led us to propose a connection with renormalization
in QFT. Renormalization is a technique employed in
QFT to accurately describe physical systems at the
quantum level. This is commonly achieved by presuming
a cutoff or employing mathematical techniques that
provide a cutoff such as counter terms or dimensional
regularization that sets limits in order to get finite values
instead of infinities. Having uncovered Bekenstein’s
bound and its implications, we’re now seeing a new
original meaning for our equation. This overlap provides
compelling context to the interpretation of mrc = ℏ′ as
a potential gravitational explanation for renormalization
in physics. We expand on this connection in the following
sections.

III. A RUNNING FINE STRUCTURE
COUPLING

The fine structure constant α describes the fundamental
coupling between two electrically charged particles. It
is one of the most accurately measured quantities in
physics, with a current experimental value of α =
0.0072973525693 at a precision of 8.1 × 10−11 [29].
Originally conceived as a coupling that gauges the basic
electromagnetic interaction between the electron and
proton, the fine structure constant can be viewed as a
quantization of the energy distribution of electrons in the
atom. Fundamentally, atomic structure is an artifact of
quantum mechanics. As such, we posit that the effective
Planck constant for the electron should explain the value
of α. Using the electron mass me = 9.1093837×10−31 kg
and its classical radius re = 2.8179403262 × 10−15 [29],
we find that effective Planck constant to be

ℏ′e = merec = 0.007297352571 ℏ = α′
eℏ , (9)

where α′
e = 0.0072973525710 is the fine structure

constant for the electron obtained from our model. This
agrees with the experimentally measured value to 10
decimal places (α = 0.0072973525693). We infer this
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to imply an additional physical meaning for the effective
variation of Planck constant, i.e., as a running fine
structure coupling that varies with energy scale. In this
sense, an effective variation of Planck constant can be
interpreted as a running fine structure constant α′ for
every object based on its mass and its classical/charge
radius,

ℏ′ = mrc = α′ℏ . (10)

Interpreted as a running interaction coupling, this
may also set a connection between our model and
renormalization theories [30]. In fact, it has previously
been noted by Adler and Santiago in Ref. [23] that a
running coupling can be conceptualized as a varying
Planck constant in a modified vertex term. Our model is
consistent with these findings. Additionally, Bekenstein
proposed that the fine structure constant should vary
based on general principles such as covariance, gauge
invariance, causality, and time-reversal invariance of
electromagnetism [31]. A further simple cosmological
model was proposed based on the variation of the fine
structure in Ref. [32], and observations that the fine
structure varies with gravity were recently reported in
Ref. [33].

IV. THE COSMOLOGICAL CONSTANT
PROBLEM

The cosmological constant Λ represents the energy
density of the vacuum ρvac [34] through the relation

ρvacc
2 =

c4Λ

8πG
. (11)

Current astrophysical data [29] reports a measured value
Λ ≈ 1.1× 10−52 m−2, which yields an observed vacuum
energy density of

ρobsvvac c2 = 5.3× 10−10 Joules/m3 . (12)

In QFT, the vacuum energy density ρQFT
vac is calculated

as the integration of the vacuum fluctuation energies of
all momentum states [34]. For massless particles, this is:

ρQFT
vac c2 ≈ 1

(2πℏ)3

∫ PPl

0

d3p
ℏωp

2
(13)

=
1

(2πℏ)3

∫ PPl

0

d3p
c p

2

=
c7

16π2ℏG2

= 2.944× 10111 Joules/m3 . (14)

Comparing the theoretical QFT value of the
cosmological constant given in Eq. (14) with the
observed value Eq. (12), one finds an outrageous order

of magnitude discrepancy

ρobsvvac

ρQFT
vac

= 1.8× 10−121 . (15)

This is known as the cosmological constant problem.

Let us now define an effective Planck constant for the
universe using Eq. (3),

runiv muniv c = ℏ′univ . (16)

Using the respective measurements runiv = 1.37×1026 m
and muniv = 2 × 1052 kg [35–37], the above expression
evaluates to

ℏ′univ = 8.2× 1086 J·s = 7.82× 10120ℏ . (17)

The effective Planck constant of the universe may
indicate an increase in quantum probabilities with space
expansion [38], and may be related to causal non-linear
modifications of quantum mechanics [39]. It may also
be interpreted as a relation between the energy density
and the count of spacetime degrees of freedom that is
accessible to each particle which has been used to solve
a cosmological constant problem [40].

Returning to the basic definition of vacuum energy
density in QFT, we replace the Planck constant in Eq.
(13) with the effective Planck constant ℏ′univ calculated
in Eq. (17). In this sense, the vacuum energy density
ρQFT
vac is replaced by the effective vacuum energy density

ρeffvac, and we find

ρeffvacc
2 ≈ 1

(2πℏ′univ)3

∫ P ′
Pl

0

d3p (
1

2
ℏ′univωp) (18)

=
1

(2πℏ′univ)3

∫ P ′
Pl

0

d3p
1

2
(c p)

=
c7

16π2ℏ′univG2
=

c7

16π2 × 2.514× 10121ℏ G2

= 3.76× 10−10 Joules/m3 , (19)

where we used the effective Planck momentum P ′
Pl =√

ℏ′univc3/G as the cutoff of the integration. Comparing

the predicted value of the effective energy density ρeffvac
with the observed value ρobsvvac , we find [26]:

ρobsvvac

ρeffvac
= 1.41 , (20)

which is close to unity. This removes the huge
discrepancy in the order of magnitude found in Eq. (15),
and thus resolves the cosmological constant problem.
The corresponding Hubble constant for our computed
vacuum energy density Eq. (19) can be calculated as
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3(Heff
0 )2

c2
ΩΛ =

8πGρeffvacc
2

c4
, (21)

where ΩΛ = 0.685 [29]. This yields

Heff
0 = 1.85× 10−18s−1 , (22)

which again agrees to the same order of magnitude
with the observed value of Hubble’s constant, Hobs

0 =
2.18 × 10−18s−1 [29]. As far as we know, this is
the only solution of the cosmological constant problem
based on observational data, i.e., the mass and radius
of the universe, without assuming any additional free
parameters or extra dimensions. At this point, it is worth
to note that comparing the effective value of the Hubble
constant Heff

0 with the observed value Hobs
0 , we find

Hobs
0

Heff
0

= 1.18 , (23)

which is close to unity as anticipated. It is worth
mentioning that previous works [41, 42] established a
connection between the accelerated expansion of the
Universe and its large-scale Hawking-like temperature in
order to derive a robust estimate for the Hubble constant
and other cosmological parameters. Our model proposes
that the vacuum energy density is contingent on the
radius of the universe and indicates that an increase in
the universe’s radius would lead to a decrease in vacuum
energy density. This may align with recent experimental
results suggesting a fading of dark energy over time, as
observed by the DESI Collaboration [43].

V. THE SECOND LAW OF
THERMODYNAMICS

In Ref. [21], a relation was derived between the effective
Planck constant, the area-entropy law [44], and the von
Neumann entropy SN [45], i.e.,

ℏ G

(
1− SN

S

)
= ℏ′G =

c3A

4S
, (24)

from which we can define the effective Planck constant
as

ℏ′ = ℏ
(
1− SN

S

)
. (25)

Here, S is the entropy of a black hole. The area-entropy
law has been applied to several physical systems in
condensed matter physics [46] as well as cosmology [47].
Combining the Hawking temperature for a Schwarzschild
black hole [48]

TH =
ℏc3

8πGkB m
(26)

with Eq. (10), we find that

α′ =
rc4

8πGkBTH
. (27)

This gives a new connection between the Hawking
temperature and the running fine structure coupling
that explains why it is varying with energy. It
can thus be understood that every physical object
has a corresponding Hawking temperature. We note
that the fine structure coupling decreases as the
temperature/energy increases, which is consistent with
asymptotic freedom [49]. In comparing our derived
formula with the one presented by Peskin and Schroeder
in Quantum Field Theory [50], we find a correlation
in certain distance regions. However, differences do
appear at extremely short distances, where quantum
gravity effects become significant, and at large distances
where gravity has a dominating influence over Quantum
Field Theory. While these disparities are noteworthy,
they could suggest that our derived formula may
have the potential to provide additional information
or perspective. We can combine Eq. (3) with both
equations Eq. (25) and Eq. (26) to obtain the relation

(S − SN )TH =
rc4

8πGkB
S , (28)

which can be re-written in the form

∆S TH = ∆Q . (29)

This is clearly reminiscent of the second law of
thermodynamics, provided we associate the change in
energy with

∆Q =
rc4

8πGkB
S . (30)

This is a further indication that Eq. (3) is robust
and universally applicable. In addition, it establishes a
relation between the change in energy, radius and entropy
that reveals the link between information and energy to
be purely geometric. It is known that the second law
of thermodynamics along with the universal Bekenstein
bound can reproduce Einstein’s field equations [51, 52].
It thus appears that our approach introduces one more
step, in addition to the thermodynamic realization of
gravity. That is, our model provides an explicit link
between gravitation and the effective variation of the
Planck constant. We may also conclude that effective
variation of Planck constant could be a reinterpretation
of effective field theory at finite temperature [53].
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VI. THE DE BROGLIE AND COMPTON
WAVELENGTHS

The Compton wavelength of a quantum object is defined
as

λC =
ℏ
mc

. (31)

Comparing Eq. (31) with Eq. (3), or Eq. (10), we find

λC =
r

α′ , (32)

which sets a relation between the Compton wavelength,
charge/classical radius, and running fine structure
coupling of physical objects. Similarly, the de Broglie
wavelength for any physical object moving with velocity
v is

λdB =
ℏ

γ m v
, (33)

where γ = 1/
√
1− v2/c2 is the usual Lorentz factor.

When we combine de Broglie-relation with Eq. (3), we
find

v

c
γ =

r

α′ λdB
, (34)

which ascribes a geometric interpretation to the ratio
v
c . A geometric origin of the Compton wavelength was
derived in Ref. [54] by solving the semiclassical equations
of motion for a propagating wavepacket. It was found
that the Compton wavelength is equivalent to the square
root of the quantum spacetime metric gkk, i.e.,

√
gkk = λC . (35)

Combining Eq. (35) with Eq. (32), we find:

√
gkk =

ℏ
ℏ′

r =
r

α′ , (36)

or, alternatively, as

m
√
gkk = m

r

α′ =
ℏ
c
. (37)

and so the running fine structure coupling is completely
determined by the quantum metric and charge radius.
This potentially sheds light on the nature of spacetime
foam [55, 56].

VII. THE MASS-RADIUS RELATION AND
TOPOLOGICAL DEFECTS

This implies that the quantum metric is fully determined
by the mass of the physical object, which is consistent
with general relativity. One can conclude based on Eqs.
(34, and 37) that the ratio between v and c can be

FIG. 1: Logarithmic plot of mass and radius for (A)
main sequence stars and the Universe [57], and (B)
periodic table element [58] normalized by the proton
mass and the Compton wavelength of the proton.

FIG. 2: Logarithmic plot of mass and radius for
fundamental particles [29, 59, 60] and periodic table
elements [58], normalized by the proton mass and the

Compton wavelength of the proton.

explained by geometric origin. This agrees with timeless
state of gravity [24]. Now we explore aspects of the
mass-radius relation discussed in the previous sections
for a wide range of objects. Figure 1 (A) and (B) [35–
37, 57, 58] shows this for main sequence stars and the
Universe (A) and for periodic table elements (B). For
these systems, there is a near linear relation between
mass and radius. When we look closer at the relation
between M and R for fundamental particles, in Figure 2,
we find a fluctuation occuring around the linear relation.
It is found that some objects have ℏ′/ℏ < 1, as for
the electron, π± and Z-Bosons [29, 59, 60], while other
objects have ℏ′/ℏ > 1, like protons and kaons [29].
The behavior of M -R thus gives information on how
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the running coupling changes from one physical object
to another. The phase transition in the relation, seen
around the pion and kaon cases, could be a result of the
existence of topological defects at short distance [61, 62]
and should be further investigated. Several studies have
tackled the relation between the topological defects and
the variation of the fine structure [63]. We notice that the
phase transition we obtained in Figure 2 is quite similar
to the phase transition of the quark-gluon plasma (QGP)
[64]. We speculate the topological defects that describe
the QGP [65, 66] can be similarly used to describe that
of the M -R relation. Related to these results, we note
that the implications of the mass-radius relation have
previously been discussed in the context of dark matter
[67].

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this letter, we have expanded our analysis of the
effective Planck constant derived in Ref. [21] to include
more fundamental connections and observational tests.
We have shown a conceptual connection between our
relation and the universal Bekenstein bound. When we
computed the effective Planck constant for the universe
ℏ′univ and considered it in the QFT definition of the
vacuum energy density, we obtained a value of effective
vacuum energy density that agrees to the same order of
magnitude with the observed value. This resolves the
cosmological constant problem. We reproduced the fine
structure constant when considering the electron case.
The effective variation of Planck constant can also be
reinterpreted as a running fine structure coupling for

every physical object, which may replace renormalization
techniques in QFT. The running fine structure coupling
is also found to obey asymptotic freedom. We connect
our equation with the Hawking temperature and entropy-
area law to reproduce the second law of thermodynamics.
Furthermore, we established a connection between
charge radius and de Broglie wavelength to introduce
a geometric interpretation of the special relativity ratio
v
c . This facilitates a description of the quantum metric,
which is equivalent to the charge radius divided by the
running coupling.
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