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A simple model of magnetic universe without singularity associated

with a quadratic equation of state
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A model of magnetic universe based on nonlinear electrodynamics has been introduced by Kruglov
[Phys. Rev. D 92, 123523 (2015)]. This model describes an early inflation era followed by a radiation
era. We show that this model is related to the model of universe based on a quadratic equation of
state introduced in our previous paper [P.H. Chavanis, Universe 1, 357 (2015)]. This correspondance
may provide a more fundamental justification of our equation of state. It may arise from quantum
corrections to linear electrodynamics when the electromagnetic field becomes very high. We discuss
two quantitatively different models of early universe. In Model I, the primordial density of the
universe is identified with the Planck density. At t = 0, the universe had the characteristics of
a Planck black hole (“planckion” particle). During the inflation, which takes place on a Planck
timescale, the size of the universe evolves from the Planck length to a size comparable to the
Compton wavelength of the neutrino. If we interpret the radius of the universe at the end of the
inflation (neutrino’s Compton wavelength) as a minimum length related to quantum gravity and
use Zeldovich’s first formula of the vacuum energy, we obtain the correct value of the cosmological
constant. In Model II, the primordial density of the universe is identified with the electron density
as a consequence of nonlinear electrodynamics. At t = 0, the universe had the characteristics of
an electron. This can be viewed as a refinement of the “primeval atom” of Lemâıtre. During
the inflation, which takes place on a gravitoelectronic timescale, the size of the universe evolves
from the electron’s classical radius to a size comparable to the size of a dark energy star of the
stellar mass. If we interpret the radius of the universe at the begining of the inflation (electron’s
classical radius) as a minimum length related to quantum gravity and use Zeldovich’s second formula
of the vacuum energy, we obtain the correct value of the cosmological constant. This provides
an accurate form of Eddington’s relation between the cosmological constant and the mass of the
electron. We use these arguments to show that the present universe contains about 1080 protons
(Eddington’s number). We also introduce a nonlinear electromagnetic Lagrangian that describes
simultaneously the early inflation, the radiation era, and the dark energy era. It may account for a
form of “generalized radiation” that is present from the begining to the end of the cosmic evolution.
Baryonic and dark matter are treated as independent noninteracting species. The dark energy era is
due to the electromagnetic vacuum energy (zero-point radiation). In this approach, both the early
inflation and the late acceleration of the universe (dark energy) arise as a consequence of nonlinear
electrodynamics. This leads to a simple model of magnetic universe without singularity (aioniotic
universe).

I. INTRODUCTION

In a series of papers [1–10], we have developed a simple model of universe based on a generalized equation of state
of the form

P/c2 = αρ+ kρ1+1/n, (1)

where P is the pressure and ρc2 is the energy density. This is the sum of a linear equation of state and a polytropic
equation of state. When n > 0 this equation of state describes the early universe. When k < 0 the energy density
interpolates between a phase of primordial inflation (de Sitter) where the scale factor increases exponentially rapidly
with time and an α-era where the scale factor increases algebraically. For α = 1/3, this period corresponds to the
radiation era. When n < 0 this equation of state describes the late universe. When k < 0 the energy density
interpolates between an α-era where the scale factor increases algebraically with time and a phase of late acceleration
(de Sitter) where the scale factor increases exponentially rapidly.1

We have also introduced the quadratic equation of state [1–10]

P = −(α+ 1)
ρ2

ρP
c2 + αρc2 − (α+ 1)ρΛc

2, (2)

1 The case k > 0 has been treated in [3, 4] and leads to singular or peculiar models of universe that we do not consider here. The case of
a phantom evolution where the density of the universe increases as the universe expands has been treated in [5]. We do not consider
this case here neither.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.00087v1
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which provides a simple model of nonsingular universe presenting an early inflation, an α-era, and a late acceleration
(dark energy era). The density starts at early times with the Planck density ρP = c5/G2

~ = 5.16 × 1099 gm−3,
decreases during the α-era, and tends to the cosmological density ρΛ = Λc2/8πG = 5.96× 10−24 gm−3 at late times
(see Fig. 16 in [6]).2 Accordingly, the universe experiences a first period of exponential acceleration (early inflation),
decelerates (when α > −1/3), and finally experiences a second period of exponential acceleration (late inflation), the
one that we observe at present. The two de Sitter eras are bridged by an α-era. Therefore, this equation of state
unifies the inflation in the early universe and the dark energy in the late universe. We argued that the equation of
state (2) with α = 1/3 describes a form of “generalized radiation”. In order to obtain the complete evolution of
the universe we have to introduce, in addition to this generalized radiation, baryonic and dark matter, and possibly
other components, treated as independent noninteracting species. The resulting cosmological model turns out to be
equivalent to the ΛCDM model except that it replaces the big bang singularity by a non singular (de Sitter) inflation
era with a “graceful” exit. A summary of our main results is given in the introduction of [10].
A weakness of our model, however, is that the equation of state (2) is introduced in a rather ad hoc manner,

without a “microscopic” derivation. Recently, we came accross the very interesting papers of Kruglov [11–13] who
introduced a similar model (valid in the early universe) from the viewpoint of “magnetic cosmology” based on nonlinear
electrodynamics. Following previous authors [14–20] he argued that electromagnetic fields play an important role
in cosmology and that the evolution of the early universe is fueled by a stochastic magnetic field due to plasma
fluctuations. In this sense, electromagnetic fields are the source of gravitational fields. When electromagnetic fields
are very strong during the early evolution of the universe one must use nonlinear electrodynamics. This may take into
account quantum gravity corrections to linear electrodynamics.3 The use of nonlinear electrodynamics can remove
the big bang singularity. Instead of prescribing an equation of state as we did, Kruglov [11–13] (see also [22–24])
introduced a nonlinear electromagnetic Lagrangian – a sort of generalized Born-Infeld [25, 26] Lagrangian – that
produces a phase of early inflation followed by a radiation era.4 In the present paper, we show that his nonlinear
electromagnetic Lagrangian leads precisely to the equation of state (1) introduced in [1–10]. We also consider the
inverse problem and explain how one can construct more general electromagnetic Lagrangians by prescribing an
equation of state such as Eq. (1). We stress, however, that some electromagnetic constraints reduce the possible type
of equations of state and select the indices n = ±1 among the whole polytropic family, leading in a natural manner
to Eq. (2).
We discuss two quantitatively different models regarding the early inflation.
In Model I, the density of the primordial universe is identified with the Planck density ρP = 5.16× 1099 gm−3 (or

a fraction of it). During the inflation, which takes place on a Planck timescale tP = 5.39 × 10−44 s, the size of the
universe increases by 30 orders of magnitude. It evolves from the Planck length lP = 1.62 × 10−35m to a size equal
to the Compton wavelength of the neutrino rν = 3.91× 10−5m with mass mν = 5.04× 10−3 eV/c2. This creates 1090

particles of the Planck mass MP = (~c/G)1/2 = 2.18× 10−5 g = 1.22× 1019GeV/c2 during the inflation. This implies
that, after the radiation era, the mass of the universe is equal to 1062MP . If we interpret the radius of the universe
at the end of the inflation (neutrino’s Compton wavelength) as a minimum length related to quantum gravity in the
sense of Amelino-Camelia [27] and use Zeldovich’s first formula of the vacuum energy [28, 29], we obtain the correct
value of the cosmological constant [30]:

Λ =
G~

r4νc
3
=

Gcm4
ν

~3
= 1.11× 10−52m−2. (3)

In Model II, the density of the primordial universe is identified with the electron density ρe = 4.07× 1016 gm−3 as
a consequence of nonlinear electrodynamics. During the inflation, which takes place on a gravitoelectronic timescale
t∗e = 0.0192 s, the size of the universe increase by 30 orders of magnitude. It evolves from the electron’s classical

radius re = 2.82× 10−15m to a size of the order of the radius R̃2 = 7.07× 1015m of a dark energy star of the stellar
mass. This creates 1090 particles of the electron mass me = 9.11× 10−28 g = 0.511MeV/c2 during the inflation. This
implies that, after the radiation era, the universe is made of 1083 electrons or 1080 protons (Eddington’s number).
If we interpret the radius of the universe at the begining of the inflation (electron’s classical radius) as a minimum
length related to quantum gravity in the sense of Karolyhazy [31] and use Zeldovich’s second formula of the vacuum

2 The empirical value of the cosmological constant is Λ = 1.11 × 10−52 m−2.
3 In addition, quantum mechanics could be a “classical” process arising from the stochastic fluctuations of the electromagnetic field
(zero-point radiation) as suggested by the theory of stochastic electrodynamics [21].

4 This Lagrangian is also introduced in an ad hoc manner. However, since it is connected to a physical mechanism – nonlinear electrody-
namics – this gives the hope to derive this model (or more general ones) from “microscopic” considerations. This is, however, beyond
the scope of the present paper.
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energy [28, 29], we obtain the correct value of the cosmological constant [30]:

Λ =
G2m6

e

α6~4
=

G2
~
2

r6ec
6

= 1.36× 10−52m−2, (4)

where α = e2/(~c) ≃ 1/137 is the fine-structure constant. This provides a justification of Eddington’s accurate
relation [30, 32]. We note that there is no free parameter in this relation.
At the primordial time t = 0 the universe had the characteristics of a Planck black hole (“planckion” particle) in

Model I and the characteristics of an electron in Model II. However, it is unstable and explodes, leading to a phase of
cosmological expansion. This can be viewed as a refinement of the “primeval atom” of Lemâıtre [33].
Finally, we introduce a nonlinear electromagnetic Lagrangian associated with the quadratic equation of state (2)

that describes simultaneously the early inflation, the radiation era, and the dark energy era. The dark energy era is
due to the electromagnetic vacuum energy (zero-point radiation). We suggest that nonlinear electrodynamics must
also be used when the magnetic field is very low. Therefore, in our approach, both the early inflation and the late
acceleration of the universe (dark energy) arise as a consequence of nonlinear electrodynamics. It may account for a
form of “generalized radiation” that is present from the begining to the end of the cosmic evolution. This leads to a
simple model of magnetic universe without singularity (aioniotic universe).
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we recall the basic equations of nonlinear electrodynamics and

gravitation (general relativity). In Sec. III, we recall the basic equations of cosmology and consider the case where
the evolution of the universe is due to a stochastic electromagnetic field. In Sec. IV, we recall the basic equations of
nonlinear electrostatics. In Sec. V, we consider the case of a purely magnetic universe. In Sec. VI, we consider the
nonlinear electrodynamics associated with a generalized polytropic equation of state and explain why the polytropic
indices n = ±1 and the equation of state parameter α = 1/3 are naturally selected by electrodynamics. In Secs. VII
and VIII, we discuss the evolution of the early and late universe in the context of nonlinear electrodynamics. In Sec.
IX, we introduce a nonlinear Lagrangian associated with a generalized form of radiation that accounts both for the
early inflation and for the late acceleration of the universe (dark energy). In Sec. X, we include baryonic and dark
matter as additional species and describe the complete evolution of the universe. In Sec. XI, we study the electric
field produced by a pointlike charge (electron) in the context of nonlinear electrodynamics. In Sec. XII, we point
out interesting heuristic connections between nonlinear electrodynamics, quantum gravity, vacuum energy and dark
energy.

II. NONLINEAR ELECTRODYNAMICS AND GRAVITATION

In this section, we recall the basic equations of (nonlinear) electrodynamics and general relativity [34, 35].

A. The total action

The geometry of spacetime in general relativity is specified by the metric tensor gµν which gives the spacetime
interval ds between two infinitesimally separated events, that is5

ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν . (5)

Here and below the Greek indices µ, ν etc run over the spacetime coordinates (ranging from 0 to 3) while the Latin
indices i, j etc run only over the space coordinates (ranging from 1 to 3). We assume summation over repeated indices.
We first discuss the Maxwell equations in a general curved spacetime and then focus on Friedmann-Lemâıtre-

Roberston-Walker (FLRW) models of cosmology. Electrodynamics in curved spacetime is most conveniently formu-
lated by giving the action for the electromagnetic fields and their interaction with charged particles. For the sake of
generality, we also include the contribution of a perfect fluid (or matter field). The total action of the system, which
is the sum of the Einstein-Hilbert action of general relativity + the action of the perfect fluid + the action of the
electromagnetic field + the action describing the interaction between the charges and the electromagnetic field can
be written as

S =
c4

16πG

∫

R
√−g d4x+

∫

Lm

√−g d4x+

∫

L(F)
√−g d4x−

∫

AµJ
µ√−g d4x, (6)

5 The gµν may also be viewed as gravitational potentials since the effect of gravity is to modify the curvature of spacetime.
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where R is the Ricci curvature scalar, g = det(gµν) is the determinant of the metric tensor, Aµ = (U/c,A) is the
electromagnetic quadripotential, and Jµ is the quadricurrent density. We have assumed that the Lagrangian density
L(F) of the electromagnetic field is an arbitrary function of the electromagnetic invariant

F =
1

4µ0
FµνF

µν , (7)

where Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ is the Faraday or electromagnetic field strength tensor (one can replace the covariant
derivative Dµ by the partial derivative ∂µ in this equation). In the above equation, µ0 denotes the magnetic perme-
ability in vacuum. The electric permittivity in vacuum is denoted by ǫ0. They are related by µ0ǫ0 = 1/c2. Ordinary
(linear) Maxwell electrodynamics corresponds to the Lagrangian

LMaxwell = −F . (8)

B. The Einstein equations

The Einstein equations of the gravitational field can be derived from the principle of least action δS = δ(Sg +
SM ) = 0, where Sg and SM are the actions of the gravitational field and all sources of mass-energy (including the
electromagnetic field), by performing variations with respect to the metric gµν . This yields

Rµν − 1

2
gµνR =

8πG

c4
Tµν , (9)

where Rµν is the Ricci tensor measuring the curvature of spacetime, R = Rµ
µ = gµνRµν is the scalar curvature of

spacetime, and Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor of the matter (or electromagnetic field) given by

Tµν =
2√−g

∂(
√−gL)
∂gµν

= 2
∂L
∂gµν

− gµνL. (10)

From this formulation, the energy-momentum tensor (10) is automatically symmetric. For a macroscopic body, the
energy-momentum tensor can be written as

Tµν = (ρc2 + P )uµuν − Pgµν , (11)

where ρc2 is the energy density, P is the pressure and uµ is the quadrivelocity such that uµu
µ = 1 (for a fluid at rest

T00 = ρc2 and Txx = Tyy = Tzz = P ).
The conservation of energy and momentum is expressed by

DνT
µν = 0, (12)

where Dν = 1√−g
∂ν

√−g is the covariant derivative in a curved spacetime. According to this equation, the divergence

of the left hand side of Eq. (9) must be zero. This is actually the case because of the contracted Bianchi identities.
As a result, the conservation of energy and momentum is contained in the Einstein equations (9). The equations
of the gravitational field contain the equations for the matter which produces this field. However, for a complete
determination of the distribution and motion of the matter (or electromagnetic field) one must still supplement to
the Einstein equations the equation of state of the matter (or electromagnetic field), i.e., an equation relating the
pressure P to the energy density ρc2. This equation must be given along with the gravitational field equations.

C. The nonlinear Maxwell equations

The fundamental equations of electromagnetism are the Maxwell equations. In a curved spacetime the first pair of
Maxwell equations reads (one can replace the covariant derivative Dµ by the partial derivative ∂µ in this equation)

∂λFµν + ∂νFλµ + ∂µFνλ = 0. (13)

The field equations determining the second pair of Maxwell equations can be obtained from the principe of least
action δS = 0 by varying the electromagnetic potential Aµ. This yields

Dν [L′(F)Fµν ] = µ0J
µ. (14)
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Equations (13) and (14) form the (nonlinear) Maxwell equations. We see that only the second pair of Maxwell
equations is affected by a possible nonlinearity of the Lagrangian.
The conservation of charge is expressed by the equation of continuity

DµJ
µ = 0. (15)

According to this equation, the divergence of the left hand side of Eq. (14) must be zero. This is actually the case
because of the antisymmetry of the Faraday tensor. The conservation of charge is therefore included in the Maxwell
equations.

D. Electromagnetic energy-momentum tensor

The electromagnetic energy-momentum tensor associated with the Lagrangian L(F) is

Tµν = − 1

µ0
L′(F)FµαF

α
ν − L(F)gµν . (16)

We note that

T µ
µ = 4FL′(F)− 4L(F). (17)

In linear electrodynamics (LMaxwell = −F) the energy-momentum tensor of the electromagnetic field has the property
that T = T µ

µ = 0. With the identity R = −(8πG/c4)T obtained from the Einstein equations (9) it follows that in
the presence of an electromagnetic field without any masses the scalar curvature of spacetime is zero: R = 0. On the
other hand, the identity T = ρc2 − 3P obtained from Eq. (11) implies that P = ρc2/3. These relations are no more
true for a nonlinear electrodynamics.

III. BASIC EQUATIONS OF COSMOLOGY

In this section, we recapitulate the basic equations of cosmology [35] and consider the case where the universe is
filled with a stochastic electromagnetic field.

A. Friedmann equations

If we consider an expanding homogeneous and isotropic cosmological spacetime (background) with a uniform cur-
vature, the line element is given by the Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Roberston-Walker (FLRW) metric

ds2 = c2dt2 − a(t)2
[

dr2

1− kr2
+ r2 (dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ2)

]

, (18)

where a(t) represents the radius of curvature of the 3-dimensional space, or the scale factor. By an abuse of language,
we shall sometimes call it the “radius of the universe”. On the other hand, k determines the curvature of space. The
universe is closed if k > 0, flat if k = 0, or open if k < 0.
If the universe is isotropic and homogeneous at all points in conformity with the line element (18), and contains a

uniform perfect fluid of energy density ρ(t)c2 and isotropic pressure P (t), the energy-momentum tensor Tµν is given
by Eq. (11) and we have

T 0
0 = ρc2, T 1

1 = T 2
2 = T 3

3 = −P. (19)

The Einstein equations

Rµ
ν − 1

2
gµνR− Λgµν = −8πG

c2
T µ
ν (20)

relate the geometrical structure of spacetime (gµν) to the material content of the universe (Tµν) including the elec-
tromagnetic field. For the sake of generality, we have included the cosmological constant Λ in the Einstein equations
(20). Given Eqs. (18) and (19), the Einstein equations reduce to

8πGρ+ Λ = 3
ȧ2 + kc2

a2
,

8πG

c2
P − Λ = −2aä+ ȧ2 + kc2

a2
, (21)
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where dots denote differentiation with respect to time. These are the well-known Friedmann [36, 37] cosmological
equations. The Friedmann equations are usually written under the form

H2 =
8πG

3
ρ− kc2

a2
+

Λ

3
, (22)

2Ḣ + 3H2 = −8πG

c2
P − kc2

a2
+ Λ, (23)

where H = ȧ/a is the Hubble parameter. From these equations, one can derive the acceleration equation

ä

a
= −4πG

3

(

ρ+
3P

c2

)

+
Λ

3
. (24)

The deceleration parameter is defined by

q = − äa

ȧ2
. (25)

The universe is decelerating when q > 0 and accelerating when q < 0.

B. Energy conservation equation

Combining Eqs. (22) and (23), we obtain the energy conservation equation

dρ

dt
+ 3H

(

ρ+
P

c2

)

= 0. (26)

This equation can be directly derived from the relation (12) which is included in the Einstein equations through the
contracted Bianchi identities. It can be written under the form

dρ+ 3
da

a
(ρ+ P/c2) = 0. (27)

For a given barotropic equation of state P = P (ρ), we can solve Eq. (27) to obtain

ln a = −1

3

∫

dρ

ρ+ P (ρ)/c2
. (28)

This equation determines the relation ρ(a) between the energy density and the scale factor. We can then solve the
Friedmann equation (22) with ρ = ρ(a) to obtain the temporal evolution of the scale factor a(t).
The energy conservation equation (27) can be rewritten as

d(ρc2a3) = −Pd(a3). (29)

Introducing the volume V ∝ a3 and the energy E = ρc2V , Eq. (29) becomes dE = −PdV . It can be interpreted as
the first principle of thermodynamics for an adiabatic evolution of the universe dS = 0 [3, 38, 39].
The equation of state parameter is defined by

w =
P

ρc2
. (30)

According to Eq. (26) the energy density decreases with the scale factor when w > −1 (null dominant energy
condition) and increases with the scale factor when w < −1. When w = −1 the energy density is constant. The case
where the energy density increases with the scale factor corresponds to a phantom universe [5, 40].
Remark: It is possible to develop a useful mechanical analogy to study the Friedmann equation (22). Indeed, it can

be cast in the suggestive form

E =
1

2
ȧ2 + V (a), (31)
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where

E = −1

2
kc2, V (a) = −4πG

3
ρ(a)a2 − Λ

6
a2. (32)

Eq. (31) has the structure of the first integral of motion for a particle of unit mass in a potential V (a). In that case,
E represents its conserved energy. The Friedmann equation (22) then has the solution

t =

∫

da
√

2[E − V (a)]
(33)

determining a(t) in reversed form.

C. Flat universe

In this paper, we consider a flat universe (k = 0) in agreement with the inflation paradigm [41] and the observations
of the cosmic microwave background (CMB) [42, 43]. On the other hand, we set the cosmological constant equal
to zero (Λ = 0) because dark energy will be taken into account in the nonlinear electrodynamics. The Friedmann
equations (22) and (23) then reduce to the form

H2 =

(

ȧ

a

)2

=
8πG

3
ρ, (34)

2Ḣ + 3H2 = −8πG

c2
P. (35)

The acceleration equation (24) becomes

ä

a
= −4πG

3

(

ρ+
3P

c2

)

. (36)

Using Eqs. (34) and (36) we see that the deceleration parameter (25) is related to the equation of state parameter
(30) by

q =
1 + 3w

2
. (37)

The universe is decelerating when w > −1/3 (strong energy condition) and accelerating when w < −1/3; when
w = −1/3 the scale factor increases linearly with time [3].

D. Tolman-Ehrenfest averaging procedure

Let us study some general properties of nonlinear electrodynamics in cosmology [11–20]. We assume that the
universe is filled with electromagnetic radiation. The electromagnetic field that is of cosmological interest is the
cosmic microwave background (CMB). It can be considered as a random field of short coherent radiation wavelength
as compared to the cosmological horizon scales. Due to the isotropy of the spatial sections of the FLRW model, an
average procedure is needed for compatibility reason if the electromagnetic field is to act as a source of gravity. Using
the usual Tolman-Ehrenfest [44] procedure, we assume that the averaged electromagnetic field obeys the equations

Ei = 0, Bi = 0, EiBj = 0, (38)

EiEj =
1

3
E2δij , BiBj =

1

3
B2δij , (39)

where X denotes an average over a volume that is large compared to the radiation wavelength but small compared
to the curvature of spacetime. In the following, we omit the averaging bars for notational simplicity.
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With these conditions, the average value of the energy-momentum tensor of the electromagnetic field associated
with the Lagrangian density L(F) [see Eq. (16)] can be written in the form of the energy-momentum tensor for a
perfect fluid [see Eq. (11)]. The energy density and the pressure of the radiation are given by [15, 17]

ρc2 = −L(F)− E2L′(F), (40)

P = L(F) +
E2 − 2B2

3
L′(F), (41)

where E2 and B2 are the averaged electric and magnetic fields squared, respectively. For convenience we have rescaled
E by 1/(ǫ0)

1/2 and B by (µ0)
1/2. The electromagnetic invariant takes the form

F =
1

4
FµνF

µν =
B2 − E2

2
. (42)

For Maxwell’s linear electrodynamics described by the Lagrangian (8) the foregoing equations reduce to

ρc2 =
1

2
(E2 +B2), P =

1

6
(E2 +B2), (43)

returning the usual equation of state of radiation

P =
1

3
ρc2. (44)

IV. ELECTROSTATICS

In electrostatics, in the absence of magnetic field (B = 0) and if we can neglect the expansion of the universe
(a = 1), the nonlinear Maxwell equations can be written as

∇×E = 0 (45)

and

∇ · [L′(F)E] = −ρe, (46)

where ρe is the charge density and

F = −1

2
E2. (47)

The electric field E is expressed in terms of the scalar potential U by the relation

E = −∇U. (48)

Substituting Eq. (48) into Eq. (46), we get

∇ · [L′(F)∇U ] = ρe. (49)

In particular, in vacuum (ρe = 0), the electric potential satisfies the equation

∇ · [L′(F)∇U ] = 0. (50)

For Maxwell’s linear electrodynamics, Eqs. (49) and (50) reduce to the usual Poisson and Laplace equations ∆U = −ρe
and ∆U = 0, respectively.
Using the Gauss law (46), the electric field produced by a point charge [ρe =

√
4πeδ(r)] satisfies the equation

−∇ · [L′(F)E] =
√
4πeδ(r). (51)

Its solution is

−L′(F)E(r) =
e√
4πr2

. (52)
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For Maxwell’s linear electrodynamics, we recover the Coulomb law E(r) = e/(
√
4πr2).

Finally, using Eq. (47), the electric energy density and the pressure [see Eqs. (40) and (41)] can be written as

ρc2 = −L(F) + 2FL′(F), (53)

P = L(F) − 2

3
FL′(F). (54)

For a given Lagrangian L(F), these equations define the equation of state P (ρ) in parametric form with parameter
F = −E2/2 < 0. For Maxwell’s linear electrodynamics, we get ρc2 = E2/2 and P = E2/6 leading to P = ρc2/3.

V. MAGNETIC UNIVERSE

We assume that the universe is filled with a magnetic fluid. We suppose that the magnetic field of nonlinear
electrodynamics is the main source of gravity. We consider the case E = 0 and B 6= 0 because only the magnetic
field is important in cosmology. Indeed, the electric field is screened by the charged primordial plasma, while the
magnetic field lines are frozen [45]. This leads to the concept of “magnetic universe” [17, 19]. In this model, the
cosmic dynamics is fueled by the magnetic fluid alone.
In a purely magnetic universe (E = 0), the energy density and the pressure are given by [see Eqs. (40) and (41)]

ρc2 = −L(F), (55)

P = L(F)− 4

3
FL′(F) (56)

with

F =
B2

2
. (57)

For a given Lagrangian L(F), these equations define the equation of state P (ρ) in parametric form with parameter
F = B2/2 > 0. Conversely, for a given equation of state P (ρ), we can obtain the Lagrangian L(F) as follows.
Combining Eqs. (55) and (56), we find that

P/c2 = −ρ+
4

3

dρ

d lnF . (58)

For a given equation of state P = P (ρ), Eq. (58) is a just first order differential equation. Its solution is

lnF =
4

3

∫

dρ

P (ρ)/c2 + ρ
, (59)

which determines F = F(ρ). If this relation can be inverted, the electromagnetic Lagrangian is given by L(F) =
−ρ(F)c2.
It is also possible to derive the electromagnetic Lagrangian from the equation of state (or the converse) in a more

direct manner by using a simple identity and exploiting the results obtained in cosmology. Combining Eq. (58) with
the energy conservation equation (27) we get

dF
F = −4

da

a
. (60)

Integrating this relation, we obtain the important identity (see, e.g. [46])

F =
F0

a4
i.e. B =

B0

a2
, (61)

where B0 is the present value of the magnetic field and F0 = B2
0/2. Therefore, there exists a simple general relation

[Eq. (61)] between the electromagnetic invariantF and the scale factor a. This identity is useful because, in cosmology,
we are used to prescribing an equation of state P = P (ρ) and, from the energy conservation equation (27), derive the
relation ρ(a)c2 between the energy density and the scale factor a. Many equations of state have been introduced and
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studied in cosmology. To each of these models, if we know ρ(a)c2 explicitly, then using Eqs. (55) and (61), we can
immediately associate an electromagnetic Lagrangian by simply writing

L(F) = −ρ[(F0/F)1/4]c2. (62)

Therefore, we can produce a great number of electromagnetic Lagrangians associated with cosmological models. Some
examples will be given below. Conversely, for a given electromagnetic Lagrangian L(F), we can immediately write
down the relation ρ(a)c2 between the energy density and the scale factor a without any calculation. Indeed, using
Eqs. (55) and (61), we have

ρ(a)c2 = −L(F0/a
4). (63)

Similarly, using Eqs. (56) and (61), the evolution of the pressure with the scale factor is immediately given by

P (a) = L(F0/a
4)− 4

3
(F0/a

4)L′(F0/a
4). (64)

Equations (63) and (64) define the equation of state P (ρ) in parametric form with parameter a.
Remark: For Maxwell’s linear electrodynamics, representing normal radiation,6 we have

L = −F , ρradc
2 = F , Prad =

1

3
F , Prad =

1

3
ρradc

2. (65)

Since

ρradc
2 = F =

F0

a4
, (66)

we find that

F0 = ρrad,0c
2 = Ωrad,0ρ0c

2, (67)

where ρrad,0c
2 is the present energy density of normal radiation and Ωrad,0 = ρrad,0/ρ0 is the present proportion of

normal radiation (ρ0c
2 is the present energy density of the universe). Therefore, F0 represents the present energy

density of normal radiation and B0 =
√
2F0 the present magnetic field. The dimensional magnetic field is

Bdim =
√
µ0B. (68)

The vacuum permeability has the value µ0 = 1.25663706212 × 10−9ms2 T2 g−1. From the observations we have
Ωrad,0 = 9.23765× 10−5 and ρ0 = 8.62× 10−24gm−3. This gives B0 = 4.23× 10−10T. More generally, we have the
relations

ρradc
2 =

B2

2
= F =

ρrad,0c
2

a4
. (69)

These relations have been established during the normal radiation era but, because of the a−4 law from Eq. (61)
which coincides with the a−4 law of normal radiation [3], they are actually valid for all times, even when ρ 6= ρrad. In
other words, F = B2/2 always represents the energy density of the normal radiation, even when the normal radiation
is subdominant.

VI. NONLINEAR ELECTRODYNAMICS CORRESPONDING TO A GENERALIZED POLYTROPIC
EQUATION OF STATE P/c2 = αρ+ kρ1+1/n IN COSMOLOGY

A. Generalized polytropic equation of state and the corresponding Lagrangian

We consider an equation of state of the form

P/c2 = αρ+ kρ1+1/n, (70)

6 We call it normal radiation in order to distinguish it from the generalized radiation introduced in Sec. IX.
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where ρc2 is the energy density. This is the sum of a linear equation of state and a polytropic equation of state. This
equation of state has been used in cosmology to describe the evolution of the early and late universe [3–5]. Solving
the energy conservation equation (27) with the equation of state (70), we obtain7

ρ =
ρ∗

[

(

a
a∗

)[3(1+α)]/n

∓ 1

]n , (71)

where a∗ is an integration constant and ρ∗ = [(α+ 1)/|k|]n. The upper sign corresponds to k > 0 and the lower sign
corresponds to k < 0. The equation of state (70) can be rewritten as

P/c2 = αρ± (α+ 1)ρ

(

ρ

ρ∗

)1/n

. (72)

Using ρc2 = −L [see Eq. (55)] and F = F0/a
4 [see Eq. (61)] yielding F/F∗ = (a∗/a)4 with F∗ = F0/a

4
∗, we find that

the Lagrangian associated with the equation of state (72) in cosmology reads

L =
−ρ∗c2

[

(F∗

F
)[3(1+α)]/(4n) ∓ 1

]n . (73)

B. Conditions of validity

It is important to note that the electromagnetic invariant F has not a constant sign depending whether the electric
or magnetic field dominates. If the magnetic field dominates, we have F = B2/2 > 0 while F = −E2/2 < 0 when
the electric field dominates. The Lagrangian (73) has been derived in a cosmological context where the magnetic
field dominates. In that case, F and F∗ are positive. Now, the same Lagrangian should also describe the case where
the electric field dominates. But in that case F is negative while F∗ has the same value as before, being a positive
constant. Therefore, F/F∗ > 0 in the magnetic regime while F/F∗ < 0 in the electric regime. If we want to describe

the two situations with the same Lagrangian, and since the Lagrangian (73) involves a power-law (F∗/F)
[3(1+α)]/(4n)

,
it is necessary that [3(1 + α)]/4n be an integer.8 For simplicity, we shall require that

3(1 + α)

4n
= ±1. (74)

On the other hand, in order to recover the Maxwell Lagrangian LMaxwell = −F when (F/F∗)[3(1+α)]/(4n) ≪ 1
(correspondence principle), we need

α =
1

3
and F∗ = ρ∗c

2. (75)

The two conditions (74) and (75) imply

n = ±1. (76)

Interestingly, we recover the two canonical models considered in [3–5]:
(i) The model α = 1/3 and n = 1 corresponds to

P/c2 =
1

3
ρ± 4

3

ρ2

ρ∗
, L =

−F
1∓ F

F∗

. (77)

It describes the early universe. In practice we shall consider the lower sign (k < 0) corresponding to a nonsingular
(inflationary) early universe [3]. Interestingly, the Lagrangian from Eq. (77) coincides with the one introduced by
Kruglov [11, 12] from other arguments.

7 Following [3, 4] we consider the case where the energy density decreases with the scale factor. The case of a phantom evolution where
the energy density increases with the scale factor is considered in [5].

8 Of course, we could put an absolute value |F∗/F|[3(1+α)]/(4n) in Eq. (73) but we find this procedure a bit artificial and prefer selecting
models where no absolute value arises.
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(ii) The model α = 1/3 and n = −1 corresponds to

P/c2 =
1

3
ρ± 4

3
ρ∗, L = −F ± F∗. (78)

It describes the late universe. In practice we shall consider the lower sign (k < 0) corresponding to a nonsingular
(inflationary) late universe [4].
Remark: More generally, in the foregoing discussion, 1/n could be any positive or negative integer. However, by

considering a polytropic equation of state with an arbitrary index n, we have shown in [10] that the values n = ±1 are
selected by an extremum principle: they turn out to minimize the mass of the real SF associated with the generalized
polytropic equation of state (70). This may give them a special status, in addition to the argument of simplicity
invoked above.

VII. NONLINEAR ELECTRODYNAMICS BASED ON THE LAGRANGIAN L = −F/(1 + F/FI):
COSMOLOGY IN THE EARLY UNIVERSE

In the early universe, we consider a nonlinear electrodynamics based on the Lagrangian

L =
−F

1 + F
FI

, (79)

where FI = ρIc
2. We shall discuss later the value of the characteristic density ρI appearing in Eq. (79). From Eqs.

(55) and (56) we find that the energy density and the pressure are given by

ρc2 =
F

1 + F
ρIc2

, (80)

P =
F
(

1
3 − F

ρIc2

)

(

1 + F
ρIc2

)2 . (81)

Eliminating F between these two expressions we obtain the quadratic equation of state

P = −4ρ2c2

3ρI
+

1

3
ρc2. (82)

This equation of state has been studied in [3, 6] to model the early universe. Below, we recall its main properties.

A. Generalized polytropic equation of state

For the sake of generality, we consider a generalized polytropic equation of state of the form

P = −(α+ 1)ρIc
2

(

ρ

ρI

)1+1/n

+ αρc2 (83)

with n > 0 and −1 < α ≤ 1 [3, 6], even if we shall finally take α = 1/3 and n = 1 for the reasons explained in Sec.
VIB. For ρ ≪ ρI , we obtain the linear equation of state P ∼ αρc2. For ρ → ρI , we get P → −ρIc

2 corresponding to
the equation of state of vacuum energy.

B. Evolution of the density, pressure and scale factor

Solving the energy conservation equation (27) with the equation of state (83) we find that the energy density evolves
with the scale factor as

ρ =
ρI

[

1 + (a/a1)
3(1+α)

n

]n , (84)
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where a1 is a constant of integration. The pressure depends on the scale factor as

P

ρIc2
=

α(a/a1)
3(α+1)

n − 1
[

(a/a1)
3(α+1)

n + 1
]n+1 . (85)

For a ≪ a1, the energy density is approximately constant

ρ ≃ ρI , (86)

and the pressure tends to P → −ρIc
2 corresponding to vacuum energy. The Hubble parameter is constant, with value

H = (8π/3)1/2t−1
I , where tI = 1/(GρI)

1/2 is a characteristic time associated with ρI . This leads to a phase of early

inflation during which the scale factor increases exponentially rapidly with time as e(8π/3)
1/2t/tI (early de Sitter era).

For a ≫ a1, the energy density decreases algebraically as

ρ ∼ ρIa
3(1+α)
1

a3(1+α)
. (87)

In that case, it behaves as an α-fluid with a linear equation of state P ∼ αρc2. This leads to an α-era during which the
scale factor increases algebraically rapidly with time as t2/[3(1+α)] and the density decreases as t−2. The expansion of
the universe is decelerating if α > −1/3 and accelerating if α < −1/3. We can write the energy density of the α-fluid
as

ρα =
Ωα,0ρ0
a3(1+α)

, (88)

where ρ0c
2 is the present energy density of the universe and Ωα,0 is the present fraction of the α-fluid (e.g. radiation

when α = 1/3). Comparing Eq. (87) with Eq. (88) and introducing the convenient notation ΩI,0 = ρI/ρ0, we get

a1 =

(

Ωα,0

ΩI,0

)
1

3(1+α)

. (89)

This relation determines the constant a1 (we note that its value is independent of n). We can then rewrite Eq. (84)
as

ρ

ρ0
=

Ωα,0
[

a
3(α+1)

n +
(

Ωα,0

ΩI,0

)1/n
]n . (90)

The equation of state (83) thus describes the smooth transition between a phase of inflation and an α-era in the
early universe. The characteristic scale a1 marks the transition between the vacuum energy (de Sitter) era and the
α-era. At a = a1, we have ρ1 = ρI/2

n and P1 = [(α− 1)/2n+1]ρIc
2. The equation of state (83) is studied in detail in

[3, 6]. The energy density decreases monotonically from ρI to 0. When α ≥ 0, the pressure increases from P = −ρIc
2

to a maximum positive value Pe/(ρIc
2) = αn+1nn/[(α + 1)n(n+ 1)n+1] at ae/a1 = [(α + n+ 1)/(nα)]n/[3(α+1)] and

ρe/ρI = [αn/(α + 1)(n + 1)]n then decreases to zero. The pressure vanishes when aw/a1 = (1/α)n/[3(α+1)] and
ρw/ρI = [α/(α + 1)]n. When α < 0, the pressure monotonically increases from P = −ρIc

2 to zero. It is always
negative. In this model, there is no initial singularity (no big bang). The universe exists from the infinite past and the
scale factor tends to zero when t → −∞. The temporal evolution of the scale factor a(t) can be obtained analytically
(in reversed form) in terms of hypergeometric functions [see Eq. (61) in [3]]. The evolution of the temperature is
discussed in [3]. We refer to Figs. 2, 4, 8 and 10 of [3] for an illustration of the previous results.

C. Equation of state parameter, deceleration parameter and squared speed of sound

The equation of state parameter w = P/(ρc2) is given by

w = −(α+ 1)

(

ρ

ρI

)1/n

+ α. (91)
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Using Eq. (84) we get

w =
α(a/a1)

3(α+1)
n − 1

(a/a1)
3(α+1)

n + 1
. (92)

The pressure vanishes (w = 0) when aw/a1 = (1/α)n/[3(α+1)] and ρw/ρI = [α/(α+ 1)]n (when α ≥ 0).
The deceleration parameter [see Eq. (37)] is given by

q =
1 + 3α

2
− 3

2
(α+ 1)

(

ρ

ρI

)1/n

. (93)

Using Eq. (84) we get

q =
(1 + 3α)(a/a1)

3(α+1)
n − 2

2
[

(a/a1)
3(α+1)

n + 1
] . (94)

The universe is accelerating (q < 0) when a < ac and decelerating (q > 0) when a > ac with ac/a1 = [2/(1 +
3α)]n/[3(α+1)] and ρc/ρI = (1 + 3α)n/[3(α+ 1)]n (provided that α > −1/3). Therefore, ac marks the end of the early
inflation.
The squared speed of sound c2s = dP/dρ is given by

c2s
c2

= −(α+ 1)

(

1 +
1

n

)(

ρ

ρI

)1/n

+ α. (95)

Using Eq. (84) we get

c2s
c2

=
α(a/a1)

3(α+1)
n − α+n+1

n

(a/a1)
3(α+1)

n + 1
. (96)

When α ≥ 0, the speed of sound is imaginary (c2s < 0) when a < ae and real (c2s > 0) when a > ae with ae/a1 =
[(α+n+1)/(nα)]n/[3(α+1)] and ρe/ρI = [αn/(α+1)(n+1)]n (this is the point where the pressure reaches its maximum
value Pe so that c2s = dP/dρ = 0). When α < 0, the speed of sound is always imaginary (c2s < 0). When it is real,
the speed of sound is always less than the speed of light.
As the universe expands from a = 0 to a = +∞, the equation of state parameter w increases from −1 to α, the

deceleration parameter q increases from −1 to (1 + 3α)/2 and the ratio (cs/c)
2 increases from −(α + n + 1)/n to α

(see Fig. 6 in [3]).

D. Application to the radiation

In this section, we specifically apply the preceding results to the case n = 1 and α = 1/3 (radiation). This
corresponds to the equation of state (82). For ρ ≪ ρI , we recover the equation of state of radiation P ∼ ρc2/3. For
ρ → ρI , we get P → −ρIc

2 corresponding to vacuum energy. The energy density and the pressure evolve with the
scale factor as

ρ =
ρI

1 + (a/a1)4
,

P

ρIc2
=

1
3 (a/a1)

4 − 1

[(a/a1)4 + 1]
2 . (97)

For a ≪ a1, the energy density is approximately constant with value ρ ≃ ρI , and the pressure tends to P → −ρIc
2

(vacuum energy). This leads to a phase of early inflation during which the scale factor increases exponentially rapidly

with time as e(8π/3)
1/2t/tI (early de Sitter era). For a ≫ a1, the energy density decreases algebraically as

ρ ∼ ρIa
4
1

a4
, (98)

corresponding to the radiation with a linear equation of state P ∼ ρc2/3. During the radiation era, the scale factor
increases algebraically rapidly with time as t1/2 and the density decreases as t−2. The expansion of the universe is
decelerating. We can write the energy density of radiation as

ρrad =
Ωrad,0ρ0

a4
, (99)
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where ρ0c
2 is the present energy density of the universe and Ωrad,0 is the present fraction of radiation.

The equation of state (82) describes the smooth transition between a phase of inflation and the radiation era in the
early universe. The transition between the vacuum energy (de Sitter) era and the radiation era takes place at

a1 =

(

Ωrad,0

ΩI,0

)1/4

. (100)

At a = a1, we have ρ1 = ρI/2 and P1 = −ρIc
2/6. The equation of state (82) is studied in detail in [3, 6]. The energy

density decreases monotonically from ρI to 0. The pressure increases from P = −ρIc
2 to a maximum positive value

Pe/(ρIc
2) = 1/48 at ae/a1 = 71/4 and ρe/ρI = 1/8 then decreases to zero. The pressure vanishes when aw/a1 = 31/4

and ρw/ρI = 1/4. There is no initial singularity (no big bang). The universe exists from the infinite past and the
scale factor tends to zero when t → −∞. The temporal evolution of the scale factor a(t) is given analytically (in
reversed form) by [1–3, 6, 9, 10]:

√

(a/a1)4 + 1− ln

(

1 +
√

(a/a1)4 + 1

(a/a1)2

)

= 2

(

8π

3

)1/2
t

tI
+ C. (101)

The constant is given by C ≃ 1 − ln 2 + 2 ln ǫ, where ǫ ≡ a(t = 0)/a1 ≪ 1. The value of ǫ will be determined in Sec.
VII E. The evolution of the temperature is discussed in [1–3, 9]. We refer to Figs. 11-17 of [3] for an illustration of
these results.
The equation of state parameter w = P/(ρc2) is given by

w = − 4ρ

3ρI
+

1

3
=

1
3 (a/a1)

4 − 1

(a/a1)4 + 1
. (102)

The pressure vanishes when aw/a1 = 31/4 and ρw/ρI = 1/4.
The deceleration parameter is given by

q = 1− 2ρ

ρI
=

(a/a1)
4 − 1

(a/a1)4 + 1
. (103)

The universe is accelerating when a < ac and decelerating when a > ac with ac/a1 = 1 and ρc/ρI = 1/2. Therefore,
ac marks the end of the early inflation. We note that ac = a1.
The squared speed of sound c2s = dP/dρ is given by

c2s
c2

= − 8ρ

3ρI
+

1

3
=

1
3 (a/a1)

4 − 7
3

(a/a1)4 + 1
. (104)

The speed of sound is imaginary (c2s < 0) when a < ae and real (c2s > 0) when a > ae with ae/a1 = 71/4 and
ρe/ρI = 1/8 (this is the point where the pressure reaches its maximum value Pe so that c2s = dP/dρ = 0). When it is
real, the speed of sound is always less than the speed of light.
As the universe expands from a = 0 to a = +∞, the equation of state parameter w increases from −1 to 1/3, the

deceleration parameter q increases from −1 to 1 and the ratio (cs/c)
2 increases from −7/3 to 1/3 (see Fig. 6 of [3]).

Remark: The foregoing results can be directly obtained from the Lagrangian (79). We have the relation

F =
B2

2
=

ρIc
2

(a/a1)4
, (105)

which can be obtained by comparing Eq. (97) with Eqs. (80) and (81) or by comparing Eq. (98) with Eq. (69) in
the radiation era. The results can be therefore expressed in terms of F/ρIc

2 or B2/2ρIc
2 instead of a/a1 by using

Eq. (105). Applying Eq. (105) at the present epoch (a = 1) we find that

a1 =

( F0

ρIc2

)1/4

, (106)

which is the same as Eq. (100) according to Eq. (67).
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E. e-folding number and duration of the inflation

The e-folding number before inflation ends is defined by

N = ln
(ac
a

)

, (107)

where ac is the scale factor at the end of the inflation. It corresponds to q = 0 or w = −1/3. In this section, we take
n = 1 and α = 1/3 (radiation) for the reasons given in Sec. VIB. In that case, using the results of Sec. VIIC, we
have ρc = ρI/2 and ac = a1, where a1 is given by Eq. (100). The scale factor ac at the end of the inflation coincides
with the scale factor a1 marking the transition between the inflation era and the radiation era. To determine a1 we
must specify the value of ρI . At that point we can have two positions:
(i) Model I: If we follow the arguments given in our previous papers [3, 6], we would identify ρI with the Planck

density ρP = c5/G2
~ = 5.16× 1099 gm−3 (or a fraction of the Planck density). In other words, we assume that the

maximum density of the universe (corresponding to the early inflation era) is the Planck density. In that case, taking
ρ0 = 8.62× 10−24gm−3 for the present density of the universe, we get ΩP,0 = 5.98× 10122 leading to

a1 = 1.98× 10−32. (108)

On the other hand, we have argued in [3, 6] (see also Appendix E) that

ǫ ≡ a(t = 0)

a1
= 1.71× 10−30. (109)

Therefore, a(t = 0) = 3.39× 10−62. From the above results, we obtain [10]

N0 = ln

[

ac
a(t = 0)

]

= ln

[

a1
a(t = 0)

]

= ln

(

1

ǫ

)

= 68.5. (110)

This value is consistent with the value N ≃ 65 deduced from the observations in order to solve the horizon and flatness
problems [47]. On the other hand, the duration tc of the inflation can be evaluated by substituting a = ac = a1 into
Eq. (101) giving

√
2− ln(1 +

√
2) = 2

(

8π

3

)1/2
tc
tP

+ C, (111)

where C = 1 − ln(2) + 2 ln ǫ = −137 and tP = 1/(GρP )
1/2 = (~G/c5)1/2 = 5.39 × 10−44 s is the Planck time. This

gives tc = 23.8 tP = 1.28 × 10−42 s. Therefore, in model I, the duration of the early inflation is of the order of the
Planck time tP .
(ii) Model II: If we follow the arguments based on nonlinear electrodynamics given by Kruglov [11] and in Sec.

XI, we should identify ρI with the electron density ρe = me/r
3
e = 4.07× 1016 gm−3 (a more precise value would be

ρ∗ = 0.0307ρe = 1.25× 1015 gm−3 but it is convenient for the discussion to take ρe). In other words, the maximum
density of the universe (corresponding to the early inflation era) is connected to the electron density, not to the Planck
density. In that case, we get Ωe,0 = 4.72× 1039 leading to

a1 = 1.18× 10−11. (112)

On the other hand, Kruglov [13] takes ǫ ≡ a(t = 0)/a1 = 6.5 × 10−28. This value is consistent with Eq. (109). As
discussed in Appendix E, it is convenient to determine a(t = 0) in model II such that ǫ has the value given by Eq.
(109). This gives a(t = 0) = 2.10×10−41. In this manner, N0 has the same value N0 = 68.5 in the two models and this
simplifies the comparison. Repeating the arguments given after Eq. (110), we find that the duration tc of the early
inflation in model II is given by tc = 23.8 t∗e = 0.457 s, where t∗e = 1/

√
Gρe = 0.0192 s is a timescale constructed with

the density of the electron (instead of the Planck density).9 It corresponds to the dynamical time of a self-gravitating
system of density ρe [48]. We shall call it the gravitoelectronic time. In model II, the duration of the early inflation
is of the order of t∗e.

9 With the value ǫ ≡ a(t = 0)/a1 = 6.5× 10−28, Kruglov [13] finds that the inflation lasts approximately 2 s with the reasonable e-folding
number N ≃ 63.
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In conclusion, in model II based on nonlinear electrodynamics where ρI ∼ ρe, the inflation is much longer (∼ 1 s)
than in model I where ρI ∼ ρP giving tc ∼ 1.28 × 10−42 s. This is because ρe ∼ 10−80ρP ≪ ρP [30]. It would be
interesting to know if cosmological constraints on the duration of the inflation (or on the density of the primordial
universe) are able to discriminate between the two models.
Remark: We can have a more direct estimate of the duration of the inflation by applying the very accurate

approximate formula a ≃ a(t = 0)e(8π/3)
1/2t/tI at a = a1 = ac [3, 6], giving

tc =

(

3

8π

)1/2

ln

(

1

ǫ

)

tI ≃ 23.7 tI. (113)

VIII. NONLINEAR ELECTRODYNAMICS BASED ON THE LAGRANGIAN L = −F − FΛ:
COSMOLOGY IN THE LATE UNIVERSE

In the late universe, we consider a nonlinear electrodynamics based on the Lagrangian

L = −F − FΛ, (114)

where FΛ = ρΛc
2. We suggest that DE corresponds to the zero-point radiation energy that manifests itself as a

constant term in the electromagnetic Lagrangian. We identify this constant with the cosmological density ρΛ =
Λc2/8πG = 5.96 × 10−24 gm−3. In this model, the late acceleration of the universe is due to the electromagnetic
energy of point zero. From Eqs. (55) and (56) we find that the energy density and the pressure are given by

ρc2 = F + ρΛc
2, (115)

P =
1

3
F − ρΛc

2. (116)

Eliminating F between these two expressions we obtain the affine equation of state

P =
1

3
ρc2 − 4

3
ρΛc

2. (117)

This equation of state has been studied in [4, 6] to model the late universe. Below, we recall its main properties.

A. Generalized polytropic equation of state

For the sake of generality, we consider a generalized polytropic equation of state of the form

P = αρc2 − (α+ 1)ρΛc
2

(

ρ

ρI

)1−1/|n|
(118)

with n < 0 and −1 < α ≤ 1 [4, 6], even if we shall finally take α = 1/3 and n = −1 for the reasons explained in Sec.
VIB. For ρ ≫ ρΛ, we obtain the linear equation of state P ∼ αρc2. For ρ → ρΛ, we get P → −ρΛc

2 corresponding
to the equation of state of dark energy.
Remark: The equation of state (118) in the late universe can be viewed as the “symmetric” version of the equation

of state (83) in the early universe. The symmetrical structure of the equation of state in the early (n > 0) and late
(n < 0) universe is developed in [1, 3, 4].

B. Evolution of the density, pressure and scale factor

Solving the energy conservation equation (27) with the equation of state (118) we find that the energy density
evolves with the scale factor as

ρ = ρΛ

[

1 +
1

(a/a2)
3(1+α)

|n|

]|n|

, (119)
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where a2 is a constant of integration. The pressure depends on the scale factor as

P

ρΛc2
=

[

α

(a/a2)
3(α+1)

|n|

− 1

][

1

(a/a2)
3(α+1)

|n|

+ 1

]|n|−1

. (120)

For a ≫ a2, the energy density is approximately constant

ρ ≃ ρΛ, (121)

and the pressure tends to P → −ρΛc
2 corresponding to DE. Here, ρΛ is unambiguously associated with the cos-

mological density ρΛ. The Hubble parameter is constant, with value H = (8π/3)1/2t−1
Λ , where tΛ = 1/(GρΛ)

1/2 =

(8π/Λc2)1/2 = 1.59× 1018 s is a characteristic time (cosmological time) associated with ρΛ. This leads to a phase of
late accelerating expansion (or late inflation) during which the scale factor increases exponentially rapidly with time

as e(8π/3)
1/2t/tΛ (late de Sitter era).

For a ≪ a2, the energy density decreases algebraically as

ρ ∼ ρΛa
3(1+α)
2

a3(1+α)
. (122)

In that case, it behaves as an α-fluid with a linear equation of state P ∼ αρc2. This leads to an α-era during which the
scale factor increases algebraically rapidly with time as t2/[3(1+α)] and the density decreases as t−2. The expansion of
the universe is decelerating if α > −1/3 and accelerating if α < −1/3. We can write the energy density of the α-fluid
as

ρα =
Ωα,0ρ0
a3(1+α)

, (123)

where ρ0c
2 is the present energy density of the universe and Ωα,0 is the present fraction of the α-fluid (e.g. radiation

when α = 1/3). Comparing Eq. (122) with Eq. (123) and introducing the present fraction of DE ΩΛ,0 = ρΛ/ρ0, we
get

a2 =

(

Ωα,0

ΩΛ,0

)
1

3(1+α)

. (124)

This relation determines the constant a2 (we note that its value is independent of n). We have the relation a2 =

a1 (ρI/ρΛ)
1

3(1+α) . We can then rewrite Eq. (119) as

ρ

ρ0
= Ωα,0

[

1

a
3(α+1)

|n|

+

(

ΩΛ,0

Ωα,0

)1/|n|]|n|

. (125)

The equation of state (118) thus describes the smooth transition between an α-era and a phase of accelerating
expansion (DE or inflation) in the late universe. The characteristic scale a2 marks the transition between the α-era
and the dark energy (de Sitter) era. At a = a2, we have ρ2 = 2|n|ρΛ and P2 = (α − 1)2|n|−1ρΛc

2. The equation of
state (118) is studied in detail in [4, 6]. The energy density decreases monotonically from +∞ to ρΛ. The evolution
of the pressure depends on the sign of α. When α > 0, the pressure decreases from +∞ to P = −ρΛc

2. It vanishes
when a′w/a2 = α|n|/[3(α+1)] and ρ′w/ρΛ = [(α+1)/α]|n|. When α < 0, the pressure increases from −∞ to P = −ρΛc

2.
When α = 0, the evolution of the pressure depends on the value of |n|. When |n| > 1 the pressure increases from −∞
to P = −ρΛc

2, when |n| = 1 the pressure is constant P = −ρΛc
2, and when |n| < 1 the pressure decreases from zero

to P = −ρΛc
2. The pressure may present an extremum P ′

e/(ρΛc
2) = α−|n|+1(−|n|)−|n|/[(α + 1)−|n|(−|n|+ 1)−|n|+1]

at the point a′e/a2 = [−(α− |n|+ 1)/(|n|α)]−|n|/[3(α+1)] and ρ′e/ρΛ = [−α|n|/((α + 1)(−|n|+ 1))]−|n|. Its conditions
of existence are detailed in [4]. We refer to Figs. 1 and 2 of [4] for an illustration of the previous results.
Remark: The temporal evolution of the scale factor a(t) is given in [4] assuming that the late universe is described

by a single fluid with the equation of state (118). However, in general, there are other fluids that also contribute to
the density of the universe and therefore change the temporal evolution of the scale factor (see below). This is why
we have not given its expression here.
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C. Equation of state parameter and squared speed of sound

The equation of state parameter w = P/(ρc2) is given by

w = α− (α+ 1)

(

ρΛ
ρ

)1/|n|
. (126)

Using Eq. (119) we get

w =
α(a2/a)

3(α+1)
|n| − 1

(a2/a)
3(α+1)

|n| + 1
. (127)

The pressure vanishes (w = 0) when a′w/a2 = α|n|/[3(α+1)] and ρ′w/ρΛ = [(α+ 1)/α]|n| (assuming α > 0).
The squared speed of sound c2s = dP/dρ is given by

c2s
c2

= −(α+ 1)

(

1− 1

|n|

)(

ρΛ
ρ

)1/|n|
+ α. (128)

Using Eq. (119) we get

c2s
c2

=
α(a2/a)

3(α+1)
|n| + α−|n|+1

|n|

(a2/a)
3(α+1)

|n| + 1
. (129)

The speed of sound may vanish at the point a′e/a2 = [−(α − |n| + 1)/(|n|α)]−|n|/[3(α+1)] and ρ′e/ρΛ = [−α|n|/((α +
1)(−|n|+1))]−|n|. This is the point where the pressure is extremum. The speed of sound may equal the speed of light
at the point a′s/a2 = [(α − 2|n|+ 1)/(|n|(1 − α))]−|n|/[3(α+1)] and ρ′s/ρΛ = [(1 − α)|n|/((α + 1)(−|n|+ 1))]−|n|. The
conditions of existence of these two points are detailed in [4].
As the universe expands from a = 0 to a = +∞, the equation of state parameter w evolves from α to −1 and the

squared speed of sound c2s/c
2 evolves from α to (α− |n|+ 1)/|n| (see Fig. 5 of [4] for an illustration).

Remark: For the reason explained previously we have not given the deceleration parameter because its value may
be affected by other fluids.

D. Application to the radiation

In this section, we specifically apply the preceding results to the case n = −1 and α = 1/3 (radiation). This
corresponds to the equation of state (117). It can be viewed as the “symmetric” version of the equation of state (82)
in the early universe [1, 3, 4]. For ρ ≫ ρΛ, we recover the linear equation of state of radiation P ∼ ρc2/3. For ρ → ρΛ,
we get P → −ρΛc

2 corresponding to dark energy. The energy density and the pressure evolve with the scale factor as

ρ = ρΛ

[

1 +
1

(a/a2)4

]

,
P

ρΛc2
=

1

3(a/a2)4
− 1. (130)

For a ≫ a2, the energy density is approximately constant with value ρ ≃ ρΛ, and the pressure tends to P → −ρΛc
2

corresponding to DE. This leads to a phase of late accelerating expansion (or late inflation) during which the scale

factor increases exponentially rapidly with time as e(8π/3)
1/2t/tΛ (late de Sitter era). For a ≪ a2, the energy density

decreases algebraically as

ρ ∼ ρΛa
4
2

a4
, (131)

corresponding to the radiation with a linear equation of state P ∼ ρc2/3. During the radiation era, the scale factor
increases algebraically rapidly with time as t1/2 and the density decreases as t−2. The expansion of the universe is
decelerating. We can write the energy density of the radiation as

ρrad =
Ωrad,0ρ0

a4
, (132)
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where ρ0c
2 is the present energy density of the universe and Ωrad,0 is the present fraction of radiation.

The equation of state (117) describes the smooth transition between the radiation era and a phase of accelerating
expansion (DE or inflation) in the late universe. The transition between the radiation era and the the dark energy
(de Sitter) era takes place at

a2 =

(

Ωrad,0

ΩΛ,0

)1/4

. (133)

At a = a2, we have ρ2 = 2ρΛ and P2 = −(2/3)ρΛc
2. The equation of state (118) is studied in detail in [4, 6].

The energy density decreases monotonically from +∞ to ρΛ. The pressure decreases monotonically from +∞ to
P = −ρΛc

2. It vanishes when a′w/a2 = 1/81 and ρ′w/ρΛ = 4.
The equation of state parameter w = P/(ρc2) is given by

w =
1

3
− 4ρΛ

3ρ
=

1
3 (a2/a)

4 − 1

(a2/a)4 + 1
. (134)

The pressure vanishes when a′w/a2 = 1/81 and ρ′w/ρΛ = 4. As the universe expands from a = 0 to a = +∞, the
equation of state parameter w decreases from 1/3 to −1.
The squared speed of sound c2s = dP/dρ is given by

c2s
c2

=
1

3
. (135)

The speed of sound is constant and equal to cs/c = 1/
√
3. The speed of sound is less than the speed of light.

We will see in Sec. IX that ρ given by Eq. (130) represents the density of generalized radiation in the late universe.
For a ≪ a2 it corresponds to the ordinary radiation. For aeq ≪ a ≪ a2 (where aeq is the value of the scale factor
at radiation-matter equality) it is subdominant with respect to baryonic and dark matter viewed as different species.
This is why we have not given the temporal evolution of the scale factor a(t) nor the deceleration parameter q(t) in
this period because we have to take into account the contribution of matter. This is done in Sec. X where we present
the complete model. By contrast, for a1 ≪ a ≪ aeq we are in the radiation era and for a ≫ a′2 we are in the dark
energy era where the asymptotic results for a(t) given above are valid. In these limits, the deceleration parameter is
given by Eq. (37).
Remark: The foregoing results can be directly obtained from the Lagrangian (114). We have the relation

F =
B2

2
=

ρΛc
2

(a/a2)4
, (136)

which can be obtained by comparing Eq. (130) with Eqs. (115) and (116) or by comparing Eq. (131) with Eq. (69)
in the radiation era. The results can be therefore expressed in terms of F/ρΛc

2 or B2/2ρΛc
2 instead of a/a2 by using

Eq. (136). Applying Eq. (136) at the present epoch (a = 1) we find that

a2 =

( F0

ρΛc2

)1/4

, (137)

which is the same as Eq. (133) according to Eq. (67).

IX. THE LAGRANGIAN OF THE GENERALIZED RADIATION

In Sec. VII we have considered a nonlinear electrodynamics based on a Lagrangian of the form

L =
−F

1 + F
ρIc2

(138)

with ρI = ρP (model I) or ρI = ρe (model II). We have shown that this Lagrangian could describe the evolution of
the early universe. In Sec. VIII we have considered a nonlinear electrodynamics based on a Lagrangian of the form

L = −F − ρΛc
2. (139)
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We have shown that this Lagrangian could describe the evolution of the late universe. We now want to connect these
two Lagrangians in order to describe the complete evolution of the universe (see Sec. X). We see that there is a
common period corresponding to F ≪ FI = ρIc

2 in the early universe and F ≫ FΛ = ρΛc
2 in the late universe. In

this common period, corresponding to the normal radiation era, the Lagrangians (138) and (139) reduce to Maxwell’s
linear electrodynamics characterized by the Lagrangian

L = −F . (140)

The Lagrangian of the nonlinear electrodynamics valid during the whole evolution of the universe is therefore

L =
−F

1 + F
ρIc2

− ρΛc
2. (141)

In the early universe, it reduces to Eq. (138) and in the late universe it reduces to Eq. (139). In the intermediate
period (radiation era), it returns the ordinary Maxwell electrodynamics (140).
From Eqs. (55) and (56) we find that the energy density and the pressure are given by

ρc2 =
F

1 + F
ρIc2

+ ρΛc
2, (142)

P =
F
(

1
3 − F

ρIc2

)

(

1 + F
ρIc2

)2 − ρΛc
2. (143)

Eliminating F between these two expressions we obtain in excellent approximation the quadratic equation of state10

P = −4ρ2

3ρI
c2 +

1

3
ρc2 − 4

3
ρΛc

2. (144)

This equation of state (see Fig. 1) was introduced and studied in [1–10]. In the early universe, we recover the quadratic
equation of state (82) associated with the Lagrangian (138) and in the late universe we recover the affine equation of
state (117) associated with the Lagrangian (139). In the intermediate period, we recover the linear equation of state
P = 1

3ρc
2 of the ordinary radiation associated with Maxwell’s electrodynamics. Following the interpretation given in

our previous works [1–10], the equation of state (144) describes a form of generalized radiation which is responsible
for the early inflation, the normal radiation era and the present and late acceleration (dark energy) of the universe. In
the present paper, we have connected this “generalized radiation” to a form of nonlinear electrodynamics. Solving the
energy conservation equation (27) with the equation of state (144) we obtain in excellent approximation (see footnote
10) the following relation between the density of the generalized radiation and the scale factor [1–10]:

ρRad =
ρI

1 + (a/a1)
4 + ρΛ. (145)

This is also the exact relation obtained from the Lagrangian (141) with Eq. (105) and (142). In the early universe, we
recover the results of Sec. VII D. In the late universe we recover the results of Sec. VIIID. We stress that ρRad 6= ρrad
in general. It is only in the intermediate period corresponding to Maxwell’s linear electrodynamics that the energy
density of the generalized radiation ρRad reduces to the energy density of the normal radiation ρrad.
Remark: It is possible to find the exact relation ρRad(a) determined by the equation of state (144). It is given

in Appendix C of [6]. Then, using Eqs. (55) and (105) we can obtain the exact Lagrangian L(F) corresponding
to the equation of state (144). Conversely, eliminating F between Eqs. (142) and (143) it is possible to obtain the
exact equation of state corresponding to the Lagrangian (141). This equation of state exactly leads to the relation
ρRad(a) from Eq. (145). However, the approximate expressions given above are so accurate (see footnote 10) that
this refinement is not necessary.

10 To obtain this equation we have used the fact that ρP /ρΛ ∼ 10120 ≫ 1 and ρe/ρΛ ∼ 1040 ≫ 1. Since these dimensionless numbers are
huge [30], the approximation is quasi perfect.
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FIG. 1: Equation of state of the generalized radiation [see Eq. (144)] associated with the Lagrangian (141). The pressure P
and the energy density ρc2 are normalized by ρIc

2.

X. COMPLETE EVOLUTION OF THE UNIVERSE

The Lagrangian (141) describes the generalized radiation. It accounts for the early inflation, the radiation era and
the late acceleration of the universe. Baryonic matter and dark matter must be treated independently, as additional
components. As a result, the total Lagrangian describing the mass-energy content of the universe is

L = LRad + Lmatter, (146)

where LRad is the Lagrangian of the generalized radiation11 and Lmatter = Lb+Ldm is the Lagrangian of the baryonic
and dark matter. The energy density of the generalized radiation is given by Eq. (145) with a1 = (ρrad,0/ρI)

1/4 [see
Eq. (100)]. If we assume for simplicity that baryonic matter and dark matter are pressureless (Pb = Pdm = 0),12 we
find that their densities evolve with the scale factor as

ρb =
ρb,0
a3

, ρdm =
ρdm,0

a3
. (147)

Therefore, the total energy density of the universe is

ρ =
ρI

1 + (a/a1)4
+

ρb,0
a3

+
ρdm,0

a3
+ ρΛ. (148)

It can be rewritten as

ρ =
ρI

1 + ρIa4

ρrad,0

+
ρb,0
a3

+
ρdm,0

a3
+ ρΛ. (149)

This model can account for the whole evolution of the universe from the early inflation to its late accelerating
expansion. It exhibits two de Sitter eras connected by a radiation era and a matter era. We detail these different
periods below.
Remark: In this model there is no past singularity (no big bang) nor future singularity (no little or big rip).13 The

universe exists eternally in the past and in the future. The scale factor tends to zero when t → −∞ and to infinity
when t → +∞. It has been called the “aioniotic” universe [3, 4].

11 It is possible that there exist different forms of radiation. For example, a complex SF with a repulsive |ϕ|4 self-interaction can behave
like radiation [49]. In that case, we should describe each form of radiation by a specific Lagrangian. However, for simplicity, we shall
regroup all forms of radiation in the Lagrangian (141).

12 We could also consider a more general equation of state of the form P = αρc2 with α ≃ 0 [4, 6, 10].
13 We have assumed a non-phantom evolution. See Ref. [5] for cosmological models presenting a singular or peculiar late evolution

(phantom models).
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A. Early universe: inflation + radiation

In the inflation + radiation era (early universe), the energy density of the universe is given by

ρ =
ρI

1 + (a/a1)4
(150)

with a1 = (Ωrad,0/ΩP,0)
1/4 = 1.98× 10−32 if ρI = ρP and a1 = (Ωrad,0/Ωe,0)

1/4 = 1.18× 10−11 if ρI = ρe. It can be
rewritten as

ρ =
ρI

1 + ρIa4

ρrad,0

. (151)

We recover the results detailed in Sec. VII. When a ≪ a1, we are in the inflation era. The density is approximately
constant ρ ≃ ρI . This leads to a phase of early accelerating expansion (or early inflation) where the scale factor

increases exponentially rapidly with time as e(8π/3)
1/2t/tI (early de Sitter era). The universe is accelerating. The

transition between the radiation era and the matter era takes place at aeq = Ωrad,0/Ωm,0 = 3.00 × 10−4 (see Sec.
XB). When a1 ≪ a ≪ aeq, we are in the ordinary radiation era described by the linear equation of state Prad = ρc2/3.

The density decreases algebraically as ρ = ρrad,0/a
4. The scale factor increases algebraically with time as t1/2 and

the density decreases as t−2. The universe is decelerating. We thus have a transition between a phase of accelerating
expansion (vacuum energy/de Sitter) in the early universe and a phase of decelerating expansion in the radiation era.
The transition takes place at a ≃ a1. This transition between the inflation era and the radiation era is studied in
detail in [3, 6]. The temporal evolution of the scale factor a(t) is given analytically (in reversed form) by

√

(a/a1)4 + 1− ln

(

1 +
√

(a/a1)4 + 1

(a/a1)2

)

= 2

(

8π

3

)1/2
t

tI
+ C (152)

with C ≃ 1− ln 2 + 2 ln ǫ, where ǫ = a(t = 0)/a1 = 1.71× 10−30 (see Sec. VII E). In the inflation era (a ≪ a1):

a ∼ a(t = 0)e(8π/3)
1/2t/tI , ρ ≃ ρI . (153)

In the radiation era (a1 ≪ a ≪ aeq):

a ∼
(

2
√

Ωrad,0H0t
)1/2

,
ρ

ρ0
∼ 1

(2H0t)
2 , (154)

where H0 = (8πGρ0/3)
1/2 = 2.195× 10−18 s−1 is the present value of the Hubble parameter.

B. Intermediate universe: radiation + matter

In the radiation + matter era (intermediate universe), the energy density of the universe evolves with the scale
factor as

ρ =
ρrad,0
a4

+
ρm,0

a3
. (155)

If we normalize the density by its present value, we get

ρ

ρ0
=

Ωrad,0

a4
+

Ωm,0

a3
. (156)

When a ≪ aeq, we are in the ordinary radiation era described by a linear equation of state Prad = ρc2/3. The density

decreases algebraically as ρ = ρrad,0/a
4. The scale factor increases algebraically with time as t1/2 and the density

decreases as t−2. The universe is decelerating. When a ≫ aeq, we are in the matter era (Einstein-de Sitter) with a
vanishing pressure Pm = 0. The density decreases algebraically as ρ = ρm,0/a

3. The scale factor increases algebraically

with time as t2/3 and the density decreases as t−2. The universe is decelerating. We thus have a transition between
two phases of decelerating expansion (radiation and matter). The transition takes place at a ≃ aeq with

aeq =
Ωrad,0

Ωm,0
= 3.00× 10−4. (157)
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We have taken Ωrad,0 = 9.23765× 10−5 and Ωm,0 = 0.3075. This transition between the radiation era and the matter
era is studied in detail in [7]. The temporal evolution of the scale factor is given analytically (in reversed form) by

H0t = −2

3

1

(Ωm,0)1/2

(

2Ωrad,0

Ωm,0
− a

)

√

Ωrad,0

Ωm,0
+ a+

4

3

(Ωrad,0)
3/2

(Ωm,0)2
. (158)

It can also be written as

a3 − 3
Ωrad,0

Ωm,0
a2 =

9

4
Ωm,0H

2
0 t

2 − 6
Ω

3/2
rad,0

Ωm,0
H0t. (159)

This is a cubic equation for a which can be solved by standard methods. However, in order to plot the curve a(t), it
is simpler to compute t(a) and represent a versus t. In the radiation era we recover Eq. (154) and in the matter era
we recover Eq. (165) given below.

C. Late universe: matter + dark energy (ΛCDM)

In the matter + dark energy era (late universe), the energy density is given by

ρ =
ρm,0

a3
+ ρΛ. (160)

If we normalize the density by its present value, we get

ρ

ρ0
=

Ωm,0

a3
+ΩΛ,0. (161)

We recover the ΛCDM model. We note that, in the present model, dark energy comes from the generalized radiation
associated with nonlinear electrodynamics. It arises from the constant term in the Lagrangian (141) taking into account
the electromagnetic energy of point zero. Introducing a′2 = (Ωm,0/ΩΛ,0)

1/3 = 0.7634 (we have taken Ωm,0 = 0.3075
and ΩΛ,0 = 0.6911), the relation between the energy density and the scale factor can be rewritten as

ρ

ρΛ
=

1

(a/a′2)
3
+ 1. (162)

When aeq ≪ a ≪ a′2, we are in the matter era (Einstein-de Sitter) with a vanishing pressure Pm = 0. The density

decreases algebraically as ρ = ρm,0/a
3. The scale factor increases algebraically with time as t2/3 and the density

decreases as t−2. The universe is decelerating. When a ≫ a′2, we are in the dark energy era. The density is
approximately constant ρ ≃ ρΛ, equal to the cosmological density. This leads to a phase of late accelerating expansion

(or late inflation) where the scale factor increases exponentially rapidly with time as e(8π/3)
1/2t/tΛ (late de Sitter era).

The universe is accelerating. We thus have a transition between a phase of decelerating expansion in the matter
era (Einstein-de Sitter) and a phase of accelerating expansion (vacuum energy/de Sitter) in the late universe. The
transition takes place at a ≃ a′2. This transition between the matter era and the dark energy era is studied in detail
in [4, 6]. The temporal evolution of the scale factor a(t) and density ρ(t) is given analytically by

a

a′2
= sinh2/3

[

3

2

(

8π

3

)1/2
t

tΛ

]

,
ρ

ρΛ
=

1

tanh2
[

3
2

(

8π
3

)1/2 t
tΛ

] , (163)

with tΛ = 1/
√
GρΛ = (8π/Λc2)1/2 = 1.59× 1018 s (cosmological time). It can also be written as

a =

(

Ωm,0

ΩΛ,0

)1/3

sinh2/3

(

3

2

√

ΩΛ,0H0t

)

,
ρ

ρ0
=

ΩΛ,0

tanh2
(

3
2

√

ΩΛ,0H0t
) . (164)

In the matter era (aeq ≪ a ≪ a′2):

a ∼
(

3

2

√

Ωm,0H0t

)2/3

,
ρ

ρ0
∼ 1
(

3
2H0t

)2 . (165)

In the dark energy era (a ≫ a′2):

a ∼
(

Ωm,0

4ΩΛ,0

)1/3

e
√

ΩΛ,0H0t, ρ ≃ ρΛ. (166)
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D. Numerical applications

In order to describe quantitatively the physical evolution of the universe from the early inflation to the late ac-
celeration that we observe today we use the “radius of the universe” R(t) = a(t)RΛ with RΛ = ctΛ = (8π/Λ)1/2 =
4.77 × 1026m defined in Appendix B. We also use the results of Appendix E. We consider the two models of Sec.
VII E which differ from each other only in the early universe. The temporal evolution of the radius and density of the
universe in the two models are represented in Figs. 2 and 3.
Model I: In the first model, the density of the primordial universe (maximum density) is equal to the Planck density

ρI = ρP = 5.16 × 1099 gm−3. In that model, the universe starts at t = 0 (begining of the inflation) with a size
equal to the Planck length R(t = 0) = lP = 1.62 × 10−35 m (i.e. a(t = 0) = 3.39 × 10−62) and reaches a size
Rc = R1 ∼ λ∗

Λ = 3.91×10−5m of the order of the neutrino’s Compton wavelength (i.e. a1 = ac = 1.98×10−32) at the
end of the inflation which occurs on a timescale t1 = tc = 23.8 tP of the order of a few Planck times tP = 5.39×10−44 s.
The e-folding number is N0 = 68.5 (the size of the universe increases by a factor 1/ǫ ∼ 1030 during the inflation). At
t = 0 the density and the magnetic field are ρ(t = 0) ≃ ρP and B(t = 0) = 3.69× 10113T. At t = t1 = tc the density
and the magnetic field are ρ1 = ρc = ρP /2 and B1 = Bc = 1.08×1054T.14 We also note that the mass of the universe
at t = 0 is equal to the Planck mass MP = ρP l

3
P = 2.18× 10−5 g (the primordial universe has the same characteristics

as a Planck black hole or a planckion particle) while its mass at the end of the inflation is ρPR
3
c ∼ 1090MP . This

suggests that 1090 particles of mass MP have been created during the inflation, implying that, after the radiation era,
the mass of the universe is equal to 1062MP (see Appendix B).
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FIG. 2: Temporal evolution of the radius of the universe in logarithmic scales in Model I (black) and Model II (red). The
universe exists at all times in the past and in the future. There is no singularity (aioniotic universe). The early universe
undergoes a phase of exponential inflation. During the early inflation, the scale factor increases by ∼ 30 orders of magnitude
in ∼ 10−42 s (Model I) or in ∼ 1 s (Model II). This is followed by the radiation era (a ∝ t1/2), by the matter era (a ∝ t2/3), and
by the dark energy era responsible for the accelerated expansion of the universe observed at present. The universe exhibits two
types of inflation: An early inflation corresponding to the Planck density ρP (Model I) or to the electron density (Model II)
and a late inflation corresponding to the cosmological density ρΛ (dark energy or cosmological constant). The evolution of the
early and late universe is remarkably symmetric. In our model it is described by two polytropic equations of state with index
n = 1 and n = −1, respectively. The dashed line corresponds to the ΛCDM model which presents a big bang singularity at
t = 0. We have also represented the location of the present universe that is just at the transition between the matter era and
the dark energy era (cosmic coincidence).

Model II: In the second model, the density of the primordial universe (maximum density) is equal to the electron
density ρI = ρe = 4.07 × 1016 gm−3. This value is justified by applying the nonlinear electrodynamics with the
Lagrangian from Eq. (79) to the electron (see Sec. XI). In that model, the universe starts at t = 0 (begining of the
inflation) with a size of the order of the electron radius R(t = 0) ∼ re = 2.82× 10−15m (i.e. a(t = 0) ∼ 5.91× 10−42)

and reaches a size Rc = R1 ∼ R̃2 = 7.07 × 1015m of the order of the radius of a dark energy star of the stellar
mass (i.e. a1 = ac = 1.18 × 10−11) at the end of the inflation which occurs on a timescale t1 = tc = 23.8 t∗e
of the order of a few gravitoelectronic times t∗e = 0.0192 s. The e-folding number is N0 = 68.5 (the size of the
universe increases by a factor 1/ǫ ∼ 1030 during the inflation). At t = 0 the density and the magnetic field are

14 We have used Eqs. (68), (69) and (105) to compute the magnetic field.
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FIG. 3: Temporal evolution of the density of the universe in logarithmic scales in Model I (black) and Model II (red). The
density goes from a maximum value ρmax equal to the Planck density ρP (Model I) or to the electron density ρe (Model II) to
a minimum value ρmin = ρΛ equal to the cosmological density. These two bounds, which are fixed by fundamental constants of
physics, are responsible for the early and late inflation of the universe. In between, the density decreases as t−2. The dashed
line corresponds to the ΛCDM model with a big bang singularity at t = 0.

ρ(t = 0) ≃ ρe and B(t = 0) = 1.04 × 1072T. At t1 = tc the density and the magnetic field are ρ1 = ρc = ρe/2 and
Bc = 3.03 × 1012T (see footnote 14). We also note that the mass of the universe at t = 0 is equal to the electron
mass me = ρer

3
e = 9.11× 10−28 g (the primordial universe has the same characteristics as an electron) while its mass

at the end of the inflation is ρeR
3
c ∼ 1090me. This suggests that 10

90 particles of mass me have been created during
the inflation, implying that, after the radiation era, the universe is made of 1083 electrons or 1080 protons, which is
Eddington’s number (see Appendix B).
After the inflation, the evolution of the universe is the same in the two models. The universe undergoes a radiation

era, then enters in the matter era at teq = 5.25 × 104 yrs (i.e. aeq = 3.00 × 10−4) and in the dark energy era at

t′2 = 10.2Gyrs (i.e. a′2 = 0.7634). The age of the universe is t0 = 0.956H−1
0 = 13.8Gyrs (i.e. a0 = 1). Its size and

density are R0 = RΛ = 4.77× 1026m and ρ0 = 8.62× 10−24gm−3. The present magnetic field is B0 = 4.23× 10−10T
(see Sec. V).

XI. NONLINEAR ELECTRODYNAMICS BASED ON THE LAGRANGIAN L = −F/(1 + F/F∗):
ELECTROSTATICS

In this section, we apply the nonlinear electrodynamics considered previously to the electron in the spirit of the
Born-Infeld [25, 26] theory. A similar approach has been developed by Kruglov [11]. We consider a purely electrostatic

situation. We compute the electric field created by a pointlike charge
√
4πe and determine the total electric energy

that it carries. We then identify this electric energy with the mass-energy of the electron and obtain an estimate of
its classical radius and density.
We consider a nonlinear electrodynamics based on the Lagrangian

L =
−F

1 + F
F∗

. (167)

This is the Lagrangian (141) of the generalized radiation without the constant term (vacuum energy) that yields an
infinite total energy. We leave the constant F∗ = ρ∗c2 undetermined for the moment. It will be determined at the
end by applying this model to the electron. The linear (Maxwell) electrodynamics is recovered in the limit F∗ → +∞.
According to Eqs. (40), (41) and (167), the general expressions of the energy density and pressure are

ρc2 =
F

1 + F
F∗

+
E2

(

1 + F
F∗

)2 , (168)

P = − F
1 + F

F∗

− E2 − 2B2

3

1
(

1 + F
F∗

)2 . (169)
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A. Electric field

In electrostatics, using Eq. (47), the Lagrangian (167) takes the form

L =
E2

2
(

1− E2

2F∗

) . (170)

According to Eqs. (52) and Eq. (167) the electric field created by a pointlike charge
√
4πe is given by

E(r)
[

1− E2(r)
2F∗

]2 =
e√
4πr2

. (171)

In this nonlinear electrodynamics, the electric field is finite at the origin r = 0 (unlike in Maxwell’s electrodynamics)
with the maximum value E(0) = E∗ =

√
2F∗. It decreases monotonically with the distance. At small distances

(r ≪ r∗) it decreases as E(r)/
√
2F∗ = 1− r/2r∗ + ...,15 where

r∗ =

(

e√
8πF∗

)1/2

(172)

is a characteristic radius determined by the finite value of F∗ in the nonlinear electrodynamics based on Eq. (167).
It can be interpreted as the radius of the electron in this model. It reduces to zero in Maxwell’s electrodynanics
F∗ → +∞. At large distances (r ≫ r∗) we recover the Coulomb law E(r) ∼ e/(

√
4πr2). The electric field is plotted

as a function of r in Fig. 4.
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FIG. 4: Electric field E (normalized by
√
2F∗) as a function of the distance r (normalized by r∗).

Remark: Conversely, Eq. (172) can be written as

F∗ = ρ∗c
2 =

e2

8πr4∗
. (173)

Remark: Let us call ρ∗e the extended charge density in the usual (Maxwell) electrodynamics that produces the same
electric field as above. It can be determined by the usual Gauss law

∇ · E = ρ∗e, (174)

where E(r) is given by Eq. (171). Using the Gauss theorem, we have E(r) = Q(r)/(4πr2) where Q(r) =
∫ r

0
ρ∗e(r

′)4πr′2 dr′ is the charge contained within the sphere of radius r. Since E(r) ∼ e/(
√
4πr2) for r → +∞,

we have Q = limr→+∞ E(r)4πr2 =
√
4πe. Therefore, the total charge Q associated with the extended distribution ρ∗e

in linear electrodynamics coincides with the charge
√
4πe of the singular point-charge in nonlinear electrodynamics.

This is a general result that was first made in connection to the Born-Infeld model [25, 26].

15 By contrast, in the Born-Infeld [25, 26] model the electric field decreases as E(r)/
√
2F∗ = 1− 1

2
(r/r∗)4 + ....
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B. Energy density and pressure

The energy density and the pressure are given by Eqs. (53) and (54) with Eq. (167) yielding

ρc2 =
E2(r)

[

1 + E2(r)
2F∗

]

2
[

1− E2(r)
2F∗

]2 , (175)

P =
E2(r)

[

1− 3E2(r)
2F∗

]

6
[

1− E2(r)
2F∗

]2 . (176)

The energy density and the pressure diverge at the origin r = 0 as ρ/ρ∗ ∼ 2(r∗/r)2 and P/ρ∗c2 ∼ −(2/3)(r∗/r)2

respectively (this is the same behavior as in the Born-Infeld [25, 26] model). The energy density starts from +∞
at r = 0 and decreases to 0+ as ρ/ρ∗ ∼ (r∗/r)4 for r → +∞. The pressure starts from −∞ at r = 0, increases,

vanishes at r0/r∗ = 2/33/4 (corresponding to E0/
√
2F∗ = 1/

√
3 and ρ0/ρ∗ = 1), becomes positive, reaches a maximum

Pmax/ρ∗c2 = 1/24 at rm/r∗ = 4/53/4 (corresponding to Em/
√
2F∗ = 1/

√
5 and ρm/ρ∗ = 3/8) and decreases to 0+ as

P/ρ∗c2 ∼ (1/3)(r∗/r)4 for r → +∞. The energy density and the pressure are plotted as a function of r in Fig. 5.
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FIG. 5: Energy density ρc2 (normalized by ρ∗c
2) and pressure P (normalized by ρ∗c

2) as a function of the distance r (normalized
by r∗).

C. Equation of state

Eliminating the electric field E(r) between Eqs. (175) and (176) we obtain the equation of state

P

ρ∗c2
=

1

6

(

−1− 2
ρ

ρ∗
+

√

1 + 8
ρ

ρ∗

)

. (177)

For small energy densities ρc2 → 0 (large distances) we recover the usual equation of state of the radiation

P ∼ 1

3
ρc2, (178)

corresponding to Maxwell’s linear electrodynamics. For large energy densities ρc2 → +∞ (short distances) we obtain
the equation of state

P ∼ −1

3
ρc2. (179)
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This is a linear equation of state of the form P = αρc2 with α = −1/3. The same equation of state is obtained in the
Born-Infeld [25, 26] model at high densities (both for the electric field of the electron and for the magnetic universe).16

We note that the pressure in the core (r < r0) is negative. If we view the electron as an extended charge of typical
radius r∗ (see below), a negative pressure is necessary to counteract the ordinary electrostatic repulsion and ensure its
cohesion. This is similar to the Poincaré stress [51, 52] introduced in the Abraham-Lorentz [53, 54] electromagnetic
model of the electron to stabilize the particle (see Appendix F of [55]). The equation of state (177) is plotted in Fig.
6. We note that this “electric” equation of state differs from the “magnetic” equation of state (82) even though the
electromagnetic Lagrangian is the same.
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FIG. 6: Pressure P (normalized by ρ∗c
2) as a function of the energy density ρ (normalized by ρ∗). This is the electrostatic

equation of state associated with the Lagrangian (167).

D. Classical radius of the electron and value of F∗ = ρ∗c
2

The electric energy density ρ(r)c2 diverges at the origin r = 0 as r−2. However, the total electric energy

E =

∫ +∞

0

ρ(r)c24πr2 dr (180)

is finite. This is like in the Born-Infeld [25, 26] model. Following Born [25] we shall identify the electrostatic energy
with the mass of the electron via the relation17

E = mec
2. (181)

This relation gives an electromagnetic origin to the mass of the electron and allows one to determine F∗ (or ρ∗ or r∗).
Using Eq. (171), (172), (175) and (180) we find that the electrostatic energy of the electron is

E =
e2

r∗

∫ 1

0

(1 + y2)(3y2 + 1)

4
√
y

dy =
16

15

e2

r∗
, (182)

where y = E/
√
2F∗. Together with Eq. (181) this gives

mec
2 =

16

15

e2

r∗
. (183)

16 Interestingly, this equation of state occurs in cosmology in relation to the Milne model of the universe [50]. This is also the equation of
state of a gas of cosmic string. Therefore, it may describe a cosmic stringlike era (see, e.g., [49]).

17 This relation has a long history in physics even before Einstein’s theory of relativity (see Appendix F of [55]). It appeared in relation
to the Abraham-Lorentz model of the electron where it was believed that the mass of a particle had an electromagnetic origin [56]. The
Born-Infeld [25, 26] theory of the electron can be considered as a revival of the old idea of the electromagnetic origin of mass; namely,
that the electron is a singularity in the electromagnetic field and that its mass is purely electromagnetic. By contrast, it is not possible
to identify E = mec2 in Maxwell’s electrodynamics because the electromagnetic energy E is infinite whereas me is finite.
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Comparing Eq. (183) with Eq. (C1) we get

r∗ =
16

15
re = 3.00× 10−15 m, (184)

which may be interpreted as the electron radius in the present model (it turns out that r∗ is very close to re since
16/15 ≃ 1.07). In this sense, the present model (similarly to the Born-Infeld [25, 26] model) justifies the relation
from Eq. (C1) defining the classical radius of the electron. In the present model (as in the Born-Infeld [25, 26]
electrodynamics), the electron has a finite effective radius because the electric field and the electrostatic energy of a
point charge are finite. This is basically due to the finite value of F∗ in the Lagrangian. According to Eqs. (C1),
(173) and (184) we have

F∗ =
e2

8πr4∗
=

1

8π(1615 )
4

e2

r4e
=

1

8π(1615 )
4

mec
2

r3e
. (185)

Using Eqs. (75) and (C5), this gives

ρ∗ =
1

8π(1615 )
4

me

r3e
=

1

8π(1615 )
4
ρe = 1.25× 1015 gm−3. (186)

Therefore, as could have been expected, we find that ρ∗ is of the order of the density of the electron ρe (up to a
factor 0.0307). This is much smaller than the Planck density ρP . These densities differ by 80 orders of magnitude
(see Appendix C).
Remark: We must, however, point out a difficulty with this model. If we assume that F∗ is a universal constant

and if we apply the same argument to the proton (which has a charge opposite to that of the electron) we would find
the same radius and the same mass as the electron, which is obviously incorrect. This suggests that the mass of the
proton has not an electromagnetic origin, even in a context of nonlinear electrodynamics.

E. Heisenberg-Euler Lagrangian

Following Kruglov [13] we can compare the previous Lagrangian model at the weak field limit with the Heisenberg-
Euler [57] Lagrangian, which is the QED Lagrangian with one loop correction. The Heisenberg-Euler Lagrangian
reads

LHE ≃ −F + λF2 + ... (187)

with

λ =
8α2

45

~
3

m4
ec

5
, (188)

where α = e2/~c is the fine-structure constant. When F/F∗ ≪ 1, we can expand Eq. (167) to first order and we
obtain

L ≃ −F +
F2

F∗
. (189)

Comparing this expression with the Heisenberg-Euler Lagrangian (187) we get

F∗ =
45

8α2

m4
ec

5

~3
. (190)

Recalling that F∗ = ρ∗c2 [see Eq. (75)] we find that

ρ∗ =
45

8α2

m4
ec

3

~3
=

45

8
αρe = 1.67× 1015 gm−3, (191)

where ρe is the electron density from Eq. (C6). Therefore, this argument confirms that ρ∗ is of the order of the
electronic density (up to a factor 0.0410). The comparison between Eqs. (186) and (191) gives α = 1/[45π(16/15)4] =
1/183.



31

F. Fundamental length

In the present model of nonlinear electrodynamics, the electric field created by a point like charge (electron) is
nonsingular at the origin and the electrostatic energy is finite even though the central energy density diverges. On the
other hand, the mass of a charged particle like the electron has a purely electromagnetic nature as in the Abraham-
Lorentz model [53, 54]. If we identify the electromagnetic energy E with the mass-energy mec

2 of the electron we can
define the classical radius re of the electron and its density ρe.
These results are similar to the Born-Infeld [25, 26] electrodynamics and very different from Maxwell’s electrody-

namics where the electric field created by a point like charge is singular at the origin and the electrostatic energy is
infinite. In that case, the electron has a vanishing radius and an infinite density. Therefore, its mass (which is finite)
cannot have an electromagnetic origin.
The regularization of the divergences (infinities) is due to the finite value of F∗ which plays a role similar to the

speed of light c in the theory of relativity (this analogy is at the basis of the Born-Infeld [25, 26] model who adopted
a Lagrangian of nonlinear electrodynamics similar to the Lagrangian of a relativistic particle). The finiteness of F∗
prevents the electric field to be larger than E(0) = E∗ =

√
2F∗. It gives an upper bound on the possible electric field.

Similarly, the finiteness of the speed of light c imposes v < c in relativistic mechanics. When F∗ → +∞ we recover
Maxwell’s electrodynamics. Similarly, when c → +∞, we recover Newton’s mechanics.
If we assume that the nonlinear Lagrangian (167) applies both to the magnetic universe like in Sec. VII and to the

electron like in the present section we come to the conclusion that ρI in Sec. VII should be identified to the electron
density ρe, not to the Planck density ρP . This argument selects Model II with respect to Model I in Sec. VII E.
Therefore, in this model, the primordial density of the universe (maximum density) is equal to the electron density,
not to the Planck density. This implies (see Sec. VII E) that the duration of the inflation (∼ 1 s) is much longer than
usually believed (∼ 10−42 s).
Following Kruglov [11], one can interprete the quantity r∗ ∼ re as a fundamental length due to quantum gravity

effects. Indeed, for strong electromagnetic fields, nonlinear electrodynamics may arise from possible quantum gravity
corrections to linear electrodynamics. This is how a new parameter r∗ with the dimension of a length is introduced in
the model [see Eq. (172)]. We can substantiate this claim with the following arguments. We have already mentioned
that re represents in Model II the initial size of the universe at time t = 0 (see Appendix E and Sec. XD). On the
other hand, we will show in Sec. XII that the electron classical radius determines the correct value of the cosmological
constant (vacuum energy) through Zeldovich’s second formula [28, 29]. This justifies the Eddington formula relating
the cosmological constant to the radius (or to the mass) of the electron and the other fundamental constants of
physics [30, 32]. The electron radius can also be interpreted as a minimum scale in quantum gravity in the sense of
Karolyhazy [31]. All these arguments suggest that re should be interpreted as a fundamental minimum length. Since
this minimum length is much larger than the Planck length (re ≫ lP ) this shows that quantum gravity is not a Planck
scale phenomenon. This is very different from the results obtained in Model I where the initial size of the universe at
t = 0 is the Planck length lP .

XII. HEURISTIC CONNECTIONS BETWEEN NONLINEAR ELECTRODYNAMICS, QUANTUM
GRAVITY, VACUUM ENERGY AND DARK ENERGY

In this section we relate the two cosmological models discussed in Sec. VII E to the two models of vacuum energy
introduced by Zeldovich [28, 29] and to the two models of minimum length introduced in quantum gravity by Karoly-
hazy [31] and Amelino-Camelia [27]. We show striking heuristic connections between these apparently disconnected
topics.

A. Model I

Lemâıtre [58] was the first to understand that the effect of the cosmological constant Λ is equivalent to that of a
fluid with a constant density ρΛ = Λc2/8πG described by an equation of state P = −ρc2. He interpreted ρΛc

2 as the
vacuum energy density. However, he did not connect his interpretation with the zero-point energy, nor relate it to
quantum mechanics. The origin of the vacuum energy was first discussed by Zeldovich [28, 29] and Sakharov [59] in
relation to quantum field theory. When one tries to compute the vacuum energy density ρΛ from first principles, one
encounters a severe problem of divergence at small scales (UV divergence). However, following the seminal study of
Zeldovich [29], several procedures have been devised to deal with these divergences (see [60] for a review). Zeldovich
[28, 29] introduced two models of vacuum energy, each depending on a fundamental mass scale m. In his first model,
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the regularized, finite, energy density of the vacuum which leads to the equation of state of vacuum P = −ρc2 as a
consequence of relativistic Lorentz invariance reads18

ρΛc
2 ∼ m4c5

~3
∼ ~c

λ4
C

, (192)

where we have introduced the Compton wavelength λC = ~/mc of the elementary particle of mass m. It represents
the relevant small scale cut-off λmin in Zeldovich’s model I. The expression (192) of the vacuum energy density is
commonly adopted in the literature [60]. We note that this expression of the vacuum energy density does not involve
the gravitational constant G. This may unveil a problem with this approach if vacuum energy arises from quantum
gravity (see below). In his original paper, Zeldovich [29] used Eq. (192) with the proton mass and obtained a
discrepency of 40 orders of magnitude with the empirical cosmological density. If we use the Planck mass and the
Planck length in Eq. (192), we find that ρΛ ∼ ρP , yielding a discrepency of 120 orders of magnitude with the empirical
value. This is the usual formulation of the cosmological constant problem [62]. Alternatively, if we adopt the measured
value of the cosmological constant and reverse the relation from Eq. (192) we get

m∗
Λ =

(

Λ~3

Gc

)1/4

=
√

mΛMP = 5.04× 10−3 eV/c2, (193)

λ∗
Λ =

(

G~

Λc3

)1/4

=
√

R∗
ΛlP = 3.91× 10−5m, (194)

where mΛ = ~
√
Λ/c = 2.08× 10−33 eV/c2 is the cosmon mass and R∗

Λ = 1/
√
Λ = 9.49 × 1025m is the cosmological

length [30]. In Ref. [30] we arrived at the mass and length scales (193) and (194) by different considerations and we
identified them with the mass and Compton wavelength of the neutrino. We conclude therefore that the mass m and
the length λC leading to the observed value of the cosmological constant in Zeldovich’s model I correspond to the
mass and Compton wavelength of the neutrino.
Some authors have tried to determine the limit on the measurability of spacetime distances in quantum gravity or

the minimum uncertainty of spacetime geodesics [27]. It arises when taking into account the quantum properties of
the devices used for measurement. According to Amelino-Camelia [27] the minimum uncertainty of the measure of
the length of an object of size l due to quantum fluctuations is given by

δl ∼ (llP )
1/2. (195)

When applied to the Universe as a whole (l ∼ R∗
Λ) this gives

λmin =
√

R∗
ΛlP = 3.91× 10−5m, (196)

which corresponds to Eq. (194). This minimum length is larger than the Planck length lP = 1.62× 10−35m showing
that quantum gravity is not a Planck scale phenomenon.
In Model I of Sec. VII E we have identified the primordial (maximum) density of the universe with the Planck

density ρP . Then, we have shown that the universe starts with a size R(0) = lP equal to the Planck length at t = 0
and reaches a size R1 = λ∗

Λ equal to the neutrino’s Compton wavelength at the end of the inflation of duration
tc = 23.8 tP (see Sec. VII E, Sec. XD and Appendix E).
Combining the above results, we conclude that the minimum length λmin in Zeldovich’s model I leading to the

correct value of the cosmological constant corresponds to:
(i) the Compton wavelength of the neutrino [Eq. (194)].
(ii) the limit on the measurability of spacetime distances [Eq. (196)] in quantum gravity according to Amelino-

Camelia [27].19

(iii) The radius of the universe at the end of the inflation in model I of Sec. VII E [Eq. (E4)]. This radius defines an
effective or physical “minimum” length λ∗

Λ = 3.91×10−5m which could replace the Planck length lP = 1.62×10−35m
and yield the correct value of the vacuum energy density when substituted into Eq. (192).
In conclusion, if we identify λmin to the Compton wavelength of the neutrino in Zeldovich’s model I, we can express

the Compton wavelength λ∗
Λ and the mass m∗

Λ of the neutrino as a function of the cosmological constant [see Eqs.
(193) and (194)]. Conversely, assuming that the neutrino has these characteristic parameters, we can explain the
measured value of Λ [see Eq. (3)].

18 The energy density of vacuum fluctuations can be related to the Casimir effect [61] and is given qualitatively by ρΛc
2 ∼ (e2/r)/r3 ∼ ~c/r4

where e2/r is the electrostatic energy and we have used e2 ∼ ~c in order of magnitude [30].
19 This lengthscale can also be related to the radius of a fifth extra dimension [63].
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B. Model II

By considering the gravitational interaction energy between virtual pairs of the quantum electrodynamic vacuum,
Zeldovich [28, 29] obtained another formula for the vacuum energy density20

ρΛc
2 ∼ Gm6c4

~4
∼ G~

2

c2λ6
C

, (198)

where we have introduced the Compton wavelength λC = ~/mc of the particle of mass m. It represents the relevant
minimum length λmin in Zeldovich’s model II. We note that this expression of the vacuum density explicitly involves
the gravitational constant G. Therefore, it may be related to a theory of quantum gravity. In his original papers,
Zeldovich [28, 29] used Eq. (198) with the proton mass and obtained a discrepency of 7 orders of magnitude with
the empirical cosmological density. If we use the Planck mass and the Planck length in Eq. (198), we find that
ρΛ ∼ ρP , yielding a discrepency of 120 orders of magnitude with the empirical value (cosmological constant problem).
Alternatively, if we adopt the measured value of the cosmological constant and reverse the relation from Eq. (198)
we get

me ∼
(

Λ~4

G2

)1/6

∼ (mΛM
2
P )

1/3 = 6.77× 107 eV/c2, (199)

λe ∼
(

G2
~
2

Λc6

)1/6

∼ (R∗
Λl

2
P )

1/3 = 2.92× 10−15m. (200)

In Ref. [30] we arrived at the mass and length scales (199) and (200) by different considerations and we identified
them with the mass and Compton wavelength of the electron (in order of magnitude). Actually, we obtained accurate
expressions of the electron mass and electron Compton wavelength under the form [30, 64, 65]

me ≃ α

(

Λ~4

G2

)1/6

, λe =
re
α

≃ 1

α

(

G2
~
2

Λc6

)1/6

, (201)

where α = e2/(~c) ≃ 1/137 is the fine-structure constant (see Appendix C). We see that Eq. (200) corresponds more
closely to the classical electron radius re than to the electron Compton wavelength λe (we note that the classical
electron radius does not depend explicitly on α). The formula (201) provides an accurate form of the Eddington
formula [30, 32] relating the mass of the electron to the cosmological constant (or the converse).21 It can be written
me ≃ α(mΛM

2
P )

1/3 and re = αλe ≃ (R∗
Λl

2
P )

1/3. We conclude therefore that the mass m and the length λC leading
to the observed value of the cosmological constant in Zeldovich’s model II correspond to the typical mass and typical
Compton wavelength of the electron (more precisely to me/α and αλe = re).
Another formula has been obtained for the minimum uncertainty in the measure of the length of an object of size

l due to quantum fluctuations. According to Karolyhazy [31] it is given by

δl ∼ (ll2P )
1/3. (202)

This is the condition that the device used to make the measurement does not turn into a black hole. This expression was
later related to the holographic principle and to the theory of quantum information. The minimum total uncertainty
in the measurement of a length equal to the size of the universe (l ∼ R∗

Λ), which is a consequence of combining the
principles of quantum mechanics and general relativity, is given by

λmin = (R∗
Λl

2
P )

1/3 = 2.92× 10−15m, (203)

20 He wrote the vacuum energy density under the form

ρΛc
2 ∼ Gm2

λC
× 1

λ3
C

. (197)

This expression assumes that the vacuum contains virtual pairs of particles with effective density n ∼ 1/λ3
C and that these pairs have

a gravitational energy of interaction Gm2/λC .
21 It would be desirable to know if this formula is exact or just a good approximate relation (possibly the leading term in an expansion in

powers of α).
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which corresponds to Eq. (200). This minimum length is larger than the Planck length lP = 1.62× 10−35m showing
that quantum gravity is not a Planck scale phenomenon.
In Model II of Sec. VII E we have identified the primordial (maximum) density of the universe with the electron

density ρe. This was justified by applying the same Lagrangian (79) of nonlinear electrodynamics both to the magnetic
universe (see Sec. VII E) and to the electron (see Sec. XI). Then, we have shown that the universe starts with a size

R(0) = re equal to the classical radius of the electron at t = 0 and reaches a size R1 = R̃2 of the order of the radius
of a dark energy star of the stellar mass at the end of the inflation of duration tc = 23.8 t∗e (see Sec. VII E, Sec. XD
and Appendix E).
Combining the above results, we conclude that the minimum length λmin in Zeldovich’s model II leading to the

correct value of the cosmological constant corresponds to:
(i) the classical radius of the electron [Eqs. (200) and (201)].
(ii) the limit on the measurability of spacetime distances [Eq. (203)] in quantum gravity according to Karolyhazy

[31].
(iii) The radius of the universe at the begining of the inflation in model II of Sec. VII E [Eq. (E18)]. This radius

defines an absolute “minimum” length re = 2.82×10−15m which could replace the Planck length lP = 1.62×10−35m
and yield the correct value of the vacuum energy density when substituted into Eq. (198).
In conclusion, if we identify λmin to the classical radius of the electron in Zeldovich’s model II, we can express the

radius re, the Compton wavelength λe and the mass me of the electron as a function of the cosmological constant
[see Eqs. (199)-(201)] and we justify the mysterious Eddington relation [30, 32]. Conversely, we can express the
cosmological constant in terms of re, λe or me and, by using the empirical value of the mass of the electron, we
can explain the measured value of Λ [see Eq. (4)]. The physical reason to identify λmin to the classical radius of
the electron is that it corresponds to the initial radius of the universe at t = 0 according to the model of nonlinear
electrodynamics based on the Lagrangian (79) provided that this model applies both to the early magnetic universe
and to the electron.

XIII. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have discussed the connection between the model of magnetic universe based on nonlinear elec-
trodynamics introduced by Kruglov [11–13] and our model of universe based on a quadratic (or polytropic) equation
of state [1–10]. These models both predict a period of early inflation followed by a radiation era. These models are
essentially equivalent since the equation of state introduced in [1–10] can be deduced from the nonlinear electromag-
netic Lagrangian introduced in [11–13] and vice versa. However, nonlinear electrodynamics might give a physical
interpretation to our quadratic equation of state. It may arise from possible quantum gravity corrections to linear
electrodynamics.
We have also generalized the nonlinear electromagnetic Lagrangian (79) by including a zero-point energy [see Eq.

(141)] so that it describes a form of “generalized radiation” [1–10] that accounts simultaneously for the early inflation,
the ordinary radiation, and the dark energy. Baryonic matter and dark matter are added as independent species.
This leads to a complete model of universe (see Sec. X). This model essentially coincides with the ΛCDM model
but it includes a period of early inflation. The density decreases from a maximum density ρI equal to the Planck
density ρP or to the electron density ρe up to a minimum density ρΛ equal to the cosmological density (see Fig. 3).
In this sense, it connects two de Sitter eras of accelerating expansion separated by a radiation era and a matter era
of decelerated expansion (see Fig. 2).22

By applying the nonlinear electrodynamics to the electron in the spirit of the Born-Infeld model [25, 26], following
Kruglov [11], we have obtained an extended model of electron and justified the fact that the electron may have a
finite radius and a finite density like in the Abraham-Lorentz model [53, 54]. Indeed, in this model, the electric field
is nonsingular at the origin and the electric energy is finite.23 By identifying the electrostatic energy with the mass
of the electron we can obtain the electron radius and the electron density. This determines the fundamental density
ρ∗, or the fundamental length r∗, in the nonlinear electromagnetic Lagrangian (see Sec. XI). Then, by applying the
same nonlinear electromagnetic Lagrangian to cosmology we have shown that the initial density of the universe is

22 In this paper, we have considered a model similar to the ΛCDM model where the dark energy density is constant (n = −1) but, following
[4, 5], we could consider more general models where the dark energy density varies with time (see Secs. VI and VIII with n < 0 and
n 6= −1). There is, however, a difficulty with such models when interpreted in terms of nonlinear electrodynamics as pointed out in Sec.
VIB.

23 When the Lagrangian (167) is applied to the electron, we find that the electric field E(r) is finite at r = 0. By contrast, in cosmology,
the magnetic field B ∼ 1/a2 diverges when a → 0.
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equal to the electron density ρe, its initial radius is equal to the electron radius re and its initial mass is equal to
the electron mass me. We have then interpreted the radius of the electron as a fundamental minimum length and we
have mentioned the connection with the result of Karolyhazy [31] in quantum gravity. By introducing this minimum
length in the second Zeldovich [28, 29] formula of vacuum energy [see Eq. (198)] we have obtained a refined Eddington
relation between the cosmological constant and the mass of the electron [see Eq. (4)]. This relation provides the exact
(or almost exact) value of the cosmological constant. We have thus justified the Eddington relation [30, 32] and
the value of the cosmological constant from nonlinear electrodynamics. This is a true prediction of the cosmological
constant without free parameter since the mass of the electron is experimentally known. We have also shown that this
cosmological model produces 1083 electrons or 1080 protons in the present universe, which is precisely the Eddington
number [30, 32].
We have considered another model in which the initial density of the universe is equal to the Planck density ρP , its

initial radius is equal to the Planck length lP and its initial mass is equal to the Planck mass MP . We have shown
that the radius of the universe at the end of the inflation is equal to the Compton wavelength of the neutrino rν
introduced in [30]. We have then interpreted this radius as an effective fundamental minimum length and we have
mentioned the connection with the result of Amelino-Camelia [27] in quantum gravity. Then, by introducing this
minimum length in the first Zeldovich [28, 29] formula of vacuum energy [see Eq. (192)] we have obtained the correct
value of the cosmological constant [see Eq. (3)]. However, this is not a true prediction of Λ since the mass of the
neutrino is not firmly known. Indeed, in [30] it has been precisely determined in terms of the cosmological constant.
In the two models of inflation described above the e-folding number is the same, N0 = 68.5, corresponding to an

increase of the size of the universe by 30 orders of magnitude between the begining and the end of the inflation.
However, the duration of the inflation is very different. In Model I (where the initial density is equal to the Planck
density ρP = 5.16× 1099 gm−3) the size of the universe increases from the Planck length lP = 1.62× 10−35m to the
Compton wavelength of the neutrino rν = 3.91 × 10−5m on a timescale tc = 23.8 tP = 1.28 × 10−42 s. In Model II
(where the initial density is equal to the electron density ρe = 4.07 × 1016 gm−3) the size of the universe increases

from the classical electron radius re = 2.82 × 10−15m to the radius R̃2 = 7.07× 1015m of a dark energy star of the
stellar mass on a timescale tc = 23.8 t∗e = 0.457 s. We also note that the fundamental minimum length, which gives
the correct value of the cosmological constant when introduced in the Zeldovich formula of vacuum energy, is different
in the two models. In Model I it corresponds to the Compton wavelength of the neutrino which is equal to the size of
the universe at the end of the inflation and in Model II it corresponds to the classical radius of the electron which is
equal to the size of the universe at the begining of the inflation. In the two cases, the fundamental minimum length
is much larger than the Planck length suggesting that quantum gravity is not a Planck scale phenomenon. It would
be interesting to know if observations favor one model over the other.

Appendix A: The logotropic model

In a series of papers [64–70] we have developed a model of unified dark matter and dark energy based on the
logotropic equation of state

P = A ln

(

ρ

ρP

)

, (A1)

where A is a new fundamental constant of physics and ρP = c5/G2
~ = 5.16× 1099 gm−3 is the Planck density. The

constant A can be interpreted as a sort of “logotropic temperature” in a generalized thermodynamical framework
[66–68]. This model leads to dark matter halos with a density profile that is flat at the center (thereby solving the
core-cusp problem of the CDM model) and that decreases at large distances as

ρ ∼
(

A

8πG

)1/2
1

r
. (A2)

At even larger distances the density falls like r−2 (isothermal profile) or like r−3 (NFW and Burkert profiles), or even
more rapidly in order to have a finite mass. This confinement may result from an incomplete relaxation [65, 70]. The
logotropic model implies that the dark matter halos (“small” scales) have a universal surface density given by

Σ0 = ρ0rh = 5.85

(

A

4πG

)1/2

, (A3)

where the prefactor is deduced from the theory (here ρ0 is the central density and rh is the halo radius where
the central density is divided by 4). By applying the logotropic equation of state (A1) to the universe as a whole
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(“large” scales) we found that the universal constant A is related to the present value of the dark energy density
ρΛ ≡ ρde,0 = 5.96× 10−24 gm−3 by

A/c2 =
ρΛ

ln
(

ρP

ρΛ

) = 2.10× 10−26 gm−3. (A4)

Using ρΛ = Λc2/8πG with Λ = 1.11× 10−52m−2, we can rewrite the foregoing equation as

A = 1.40× 10−4 c4Λ

G
. (A5)

This allows us to express the universal surface density of dark matter halos in terms of the cosmological constant Λ
of the ΛCDM model by

Σ0 = 0.01955
c2
√
Λ

G
= 133M⊙/pc

2. (A6)

This value turns out to be in good agreement with the observational value Σobs
0 = 141+83

−52M⊙/pc2 [71]. The average

surface density of dark matter halos is 〈Σ〉 = Mh/(πr
2
h) = 0.474Σ0 = 63.1M⊙/pc2 where the prefactor in the second

equality is deduced from the theory. It is in good agreement with the observational value 〈Σ〉obs = 0.51Σobs
0 =

72+42
−27M⊙/pc2 [72]. The logotropic model therefore implies a universal gravitational acceleration

g =
GMh

r2h
= πG〈Σ〉 = 1.49GΣ0. (A7)

Using Eq. (A6) the universal gravitational acceleration can be expressed in terms of the cosmological constant as

g = 0.0291 c2
√
Λ = 2.76× 10−11 ms−2. (A8)

This value is in good agreement with the observational value gobs = πG〈Σ〉obs = 3.2+1.8
−1.2 × 10−11m/s2 [72].

Using the foregoing relations, the asymptotic behavior of the logotropic density can be rewritten as

ρ ∼ 0.121
Σ0

r
∼ 0.0811

g

Gr
∼ 0.00236

c2
√
Λ

Gr
. (A9)

As noted in [70] this r−1 behavior is similar to the density cusp in the NFW model ρ = ρsrs/[r(1 + r/rs)
2] ∼ ρsrs/r.

We find that

ρsrs = 0.121Σ0 = 0.0811
g

G
= 0.00236

c2
√
Λ

G
= 16.0M⊙/pc

2. (A10)

We also noticed [64, 65] that the surface density Σ0 = 133M⊙/pc2 of dark matter halos (and the surface density

of the universe ΣΛ = c2
√
Λ/G = 6800M⊙/pc2) is of the same order as the surface density of the electron

Σe =
me

r2e
= 54.9M⊙/pc

2. (A11)

Using the accurate Eddington relation (C9) we find that

Σe ≃ α
c2
√
Λ

G
≃ αΣΛ ≃ 0.373Σ0. (A12)

This relation may be interpreted in terms of the holographic principle [30, 64].
The circular velocity at the halo radius is

v2h =
GMh

rh
. (A13)

Combining the foregoing relations, we find that

v4h
Mh

= Gg = π〈Σ〉G2 = 1.49Σ0G
2. (A14)
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This relation is connected to the Tully-Fisher relation [73, 74] which involves the baryon mass Mb instead of the
DM halo mass Mh. Introducing the baryon fraction fb = Mb/Mh ∼ 0.17, we obtain (Mb/v

4
h)

th = fb/(1.49Σ0G
2) =

46.4M⊙km
−4s4 which is close to the observed value (Mb/v

4
h)

obs = 47± 6M⊙km
−4s4 [75].

More generally, the rotation curve is given by

v2(r) =
GM(r)

r
. (A15)

For r → +∞, we have

M(r) ∼ 2π

(

A

8πG

)1/2

r2 ∼ 0.760Σ0r
2 ∼ 0.510

gr2

G
∼ 0.0148

c2
√
Λr2

G
(A16)

and

v2(r) ∼ 2πG

(

A

8πG

)1/2

r ∼ 0.760GΣ0r ∼ 0.510 gr ∼ 0.0148 c2
√
Λr. (A17)

Asymptotically, the gravitational acceleration (the gravitational force F (r) = mg(r) by unit of mass) produced by
the logotropic distribution tends to a constant

g(r) =
dΦ

dr
=

GM(r)

r2
→ 0.510 g = g∞. (A18)

The gravitational potential behaves as Φ(r) ∼ g∞r. We find M(r)/M⊙ ∼ 101 (r/pc)2, log( v
kms−1 ) = 1.32+ 1

2 log(
r

kpc)

and g∞ = 1.41 × 10−11ms−2 to be compared with the observational expressions M(r)obs/M⊙ = 200+200
−120 (r/pc)

2,

log( vobs
km s−1 ) = 1.47+0.15

−0.19 + 0.5 log( r
kpc) and gobs∞ = 3+3

−2 × 10−11ms−2 [76].

When the logotropic model is applied in a cosmological framework, the evolution of the density of the generalized
radiation is given by [64–70]

ρRad =
ρI

1 +
(

a
a1

)4 + ρΛ(1 + 3B ln a), (A19)

where B = A/(ρΛc
2) = 1/ ln(ρP /ρΛ) = 3.53 × 10−3. In the logotropic model, the density of dark energy increases

slowly (logarithmically) with the scale factor. This corresponds to a phantom [5, 40] behavior leading to a little rip
[77] (the energy density and the scale factor become infinite in infinite time). The model of Sec. IX, where the dark
energy density is constant, is recovered for B = 0. Using Eqs. (55) and (61) the nonlinear electromagnetic Lagrangian
inspired by the logotropic model is

L =
−F

1 + F
ρIc2

− ρΛc
2 − 3

4
BρΛc

2 ln

(F∗
F

)

. (A20)

Remark: The above results can be expressed in terms of the present value of the Hubble parameter H0 =
(8πGρ0/3)

1/2 = 2.195 × 10−18 s−1 instead of the cosmological constant by using the relation ρΛ = ΩΛ,0ρ0 with
ΩΛ,0 = 0.6911 giving

Λc2 = 3ΩΛ,0H
2
0 = 2.07H2

0 . (A21)

For example, the universal surface density can be written as Σ0 = 0.02815H0c/G and the universal gravitational
acceleration can be written as g = 0.0419H0c. This relation explains why the fundamental constant a0 = g/fb that
appears in the MOND (modification of Newtonian dynamics) theory [78] is of order a0 ≃ H0c/4 = 1.65× 10−10m/s2

in good agreement with the observational value aobs0 = (1.3 ± 0.3) × 10−10m/s2. Note, however, that our model is
completely different from the MOND theory.

Appendix B: The mass of the universe

1. Cosmological scales

The empirical value of the cosmological constant deduced from the observation of the accelerated expansion of the
universe is Λ = 1.11 × 10−52m−2. By using general arguments based on physical considerations and dimensional
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analysis, we can introduce cosmological scales. The cosmological density ρ∗Λ = Λc2/G = 1.50 × 10−22 gm−3 is of

the order of the density of the universe, the cosmological time t∗Λ = 1/(Gρ∗Λ)
1/2 = 1/(c

√
Λ) = 3.16 × 1017 s is of

the order of the age of the universe, the cosmological length R∗
Λ = ct∗Λ = 1/

√
Λ = 9.49 × 1025m is of the order of

the size of the visible universe (the distance travelled by a photon on a timescale t∗Λ), and the cosmological mass

M∗
Λ = ρ∗ΛR

∗
Λ
3 = c2/(G

√
Λ) = 1.28 × 1056 g is of the order of the mass of the universe.24 In astronomical units,

t∗Λ = 10.0Gyrs, R∗
Λ = 3.07Gpc and M∗

Λ = 6.42 × 1022M⊙. The typical number of electrons in the universe is
Ne ∼ M∗

Λ/me ∼ 1083 and the typical number of protons (Eddington’s number) is Np ∼ M∗
Λ/mp ∼ 1080.25 These

quantities play an important role in the theory of large numbers [30].

2. Evolution of the mass of the universe during the different epochs

We define the radius and the mass of the of the universe at time t by

R(t) = a(t)RΛ, M(t) = ρ(t)R(t)3. (B1)

During the inflation era, the density of the universe is constant (ρ = ρI) and the mass of the universe increases as

M(t) = ρIR(t)3. (B2)

During the radiation era, the density of the universe decreases as ρ ∼ R−4 and the mass of the universe decreases as

M(t) ∼ 1

R(t)
. (B3)

During the matter era, the density of the universe decreases as ρ ∼ R−3 and the mass of the universe is constant

M(t) = cst. (B4)

During the dark energy era, the density of the universe is constant (ρ = ρΛ) and the mass of the universe increases as

M(t) = ρΛR(t)3. (B5)

The evolution of the mass of the universe as a function of the radius in Models I and II of Sec. VII E is plotted in
Fig. 7.
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FIG. 7: Evolution of the mass of the universe as a function of the radius in Model I (black) and Model II (red).

24 These quantities are just orders of magnitude. They are given without any prefactor, and this is why they have been written with the
symbol ∗ (we have ρ∗Λ = 8πρΛ, t

∗

Λ = tΛ/
√
8π, R∗

Λ = RΛ/
√
8π, and M∗

Λ = MΛ/
√
8π). These relations can be derived from the Friedmann

equations by using the fact that the present density of the universe is of the order of the cosmological density on account of the cosmic
coincidence [30].

25 These estimates assume that the Universe is made only of electrons or protons, which is of course not correct. We should also take into
account dark matter and dark energy. But, because of the cosmic coincidence, the density of baryonic matter, dark matter and dark
energy is of the same order of magnitude at present so our estimates are meaningful.
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3. Model II

In Model II, the initial density of the universe is equal to the density of the electron: ρI = ρe. The initial radius
of the universe is equal to the radius of the electron (R(0) = re) and its initial mass is equal to the mass me of the
electron (see Appendix E). At t = 0, the primordial universe has the same characteristics as the electron but it is
“unstable” and “explodes”. This picture can be viewed as a refinement of the “primeval atom” of Lemâıtre [33]. Let
us follow its expansion accross the ages. Between the begining and the end of the inflation, its radius increases by 30
orders of magnitude (see Appendix E). Therefore, at the end of the inflation, its radius is R1 ∼ 1030re and its volume
is R3

1 ∼ 1090r3e . Since its density is constant (ρ ∼ ρe) its mass at the end of the inflation (or at the begining of the
radiation era) is M1 ∼ 1090me.
Between the end of the inflation (or the begining of the radiation era) and the time of radiation-matter equality, the

radius of the universe passes from R1 to Req = aeqRΛ. Using Eqs. (112) and (157), we find that Req/R1 = aeq/a1 ∼
107. Therefore, its radius increases by 7 orders of magnitude. Using Eq. (B3), we find that its mass at the time of
radiation-matter equality is Meq ∼ 10−7M1 ∼ 1083me.
This mass remains constant during the matter era (see Eq. (B4)) and may be identified with the present mass of

the universe: MΛ ∼ 1083me. This shows that the mass of the universe is equal to Ne ∼ 1083 electrons of mass me.
Since mp/me = 1836, we find that the mass of the universe is equal to Np ∼ 1080 protons of mass mp. This justifies
the Eddington number [30, 32]. These results are in good agreement with the observations.

4. Model I

In Model I, the initial density of the universe is equal to the Planck density: ρI = ρP . The initial radius of the
universe is equal to the Planck length (R(0) = lP ) and its initial mass is equal to the Planck mass MP (see Appendix
E). At t = 0, the primordial universe has the same characteristics as a Planck black hole (or a “planckion” particle)
but it is “unstable” and “explodes”. Let us follow its expansion accross the ages. Between the begining and the
end of the inflation, its radius increases by 30 orders of magnitude (see Appendix E). Therefore, at the end of the
inflation, its radius is R1 ∼ 1030lP , which is of the order of the Compton wavelength of the neutrino, and its volume
is R3

1 ∼ 1090l3P . Since its density is constant (ρ ∼ ρP ) its mass at the end of the inflation (or at the begining of the
radiation era) is M1 ∼ 1090MP .
Between the end of the inflation (or the begining of the radiation era) and the time of radiation-matter equality, the

radius of the universe passes from R1 to Req = aeqRΛ. Using Eqs. (108) and (157), we find that Req/R1 = aeq/a1 ∼
1028. Therefore, its radius increases by 28 orders of magnitude. Using Eq. (B3), we find that its mass at the time of
radiation-matter equality is Meq ∼ 10−28M1 ∼ 1062MP .
This mass remains constant during the matter era (see Eq. (B4)) and may be identified with the present mass

of the universe: MΛ ∼ 1062MP . This shows that the mass of the universe is equal to NP ∼ 1062 particles of mass
MP . Although this result is quantitatively correct, no such particles of mass MP exist in abundance in the universe.
Therefore, this picture is not in agreement with the observations. This suggests that Model II may be more relevant
than Model I.

Appendix C: The electron

The classical radius re of the electron is defined through the relation

E = mec
2 =

e2

re
. (C1)

This equation expresses the equality (in order of magnitude) between the rest-mass energy of the electron and its
electrostatic energy, assuming that the electron has a certain size. This is a convenient manner to define the “radius”
of the electron. This relation first appeared in the Abraham-Lorentz [53, 54] model of the extended electron with an
electromagnetic mass and later in the Born-Infeld [25, 26] theory of nonlinear electrodynamics (see Appendix F of [55]
for a short review of these old theories). Recalling the value of the charge of the electron e = 4.80×10−13 g1/2 m3/2 s−1

and its mass me = 9.11× 10−28 g = 0.511MeV/c2, we obtain

re =
e2

mec2
= 2.82× 10−15m. (C2)
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The Compton wavelength of the electron is λe = ~/(mec) = 3.86× 10−13m. It is related to the classical radius of the
electron by

λe =
re
α

≃ 137 re, (C3)

where

α =
e2

~c
≃ 1

137
≃ 7.30× 10−3 (C4)

is Sommerfeld’s fine-structure constant.26 The typical electron density is

ρe =
me

r3e
= 4.07× 1016 gm−3. (C5)

It can also be written as

ρe =
m4

ec
6

e6
=

m4
ec

3

α3~3
(C6)

or as

ρe =
α~

cr4e
. (C7)

The characteristic (dynamical) time associated with the electron is

te =

(

mer
3
e

e2

)1/2

=
e2

mec3
=

re
c

= 9.40× 10−24 s. (C8)

This is the time it takes for a light wave to travel accross the “size” of an electron. This timescale first appeared in the
Abraham-Lorentz [53, 54] theory of the extended electron when they tried to calculate the recoil force on an accelerated
charged particle caused by the particle emitting electromagnetic radiation. It can be written as te = α~/(mec

2). It
is connected to the flight time in the relativistic extension of Nelson’s stochastic quantum mechanics [79] developed
by Lehr and Park [80]. This is what Caldirola [81] called the “chronon”, which is a sort of “quantum of time”. This
is also the unit of time provided by the atomic constants that Dirac used in his cosmological theory based on a large
number hypothesis [30, 82, 83].
In [30] we have obtained an accurate formula that relates the mass of the electron to the cosmological constant:

me ≃ α

(

Λ~4

G2

)1/6

. (C9)

This equation can be viewed as an accurate form of Eddington formula [30, 32]. The classical radius of the electron
is then given in good approximation by

re ≃
(

G2
~
2

Λc6

)1/6

. (C10)

With the empirical value Λ = 1.11 × 10−52m−2 of the cosmological constant deduced from the observations of the
accelerated expansion of the universe we obtain the approximate value 8.80 × 10−28 g for the mass of the electron
which is very close to the measured value me = 9.11× 10−28 g (similarly we get 2.92× 10−15m for the classical radius
of the electron which is very close to re = 2.82× 10−15m). Using Eq. (C9) we find that

λe ≃
1

α

(

G2
~
2

Λc6

)1/6

, ρe ≃ α

(

Λ2c9

G4~

)1/3

, te ≃
(

G2
~
2

Λc12

)1/6

. (C11)

26 Since quantum effects enter at a distance of the order λe which is much larger than re, a purely classical electromagnetic model of the
electron is not relevant.
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In [30] we have developed the theory of large numbers pioneered by Weyl, Eddington and Dirac. We have introduced
the “largest large number” [30]

χ =
ρP
ρ∗Λ

=
c3

G~Λ
= 3.44× 10121 ∼ 10120, (C12)

which is the ratio between the Planck density and the cosmological density. In terms of this number, we have

me

MP
∼ χ−1/6 ∼ 10−20,

re
lP

∼ χ1/6 ∼ 1020,
ρe
ρP

∼ χ−2/3 ∼ 10−80,
te
tP

∼ χ1/6 ∼ 1020. (C13)

Remark: If we assume that Eqs. (C9) and (C10) are exact (see footnote 21), then the “theoretical” values of the
cosmological constant and of the “largest large number” are

Λth =
G2m6

e

α6~4
= 1.36× 10−52m−2, χth =

(

c~α2

Gm2
e

)3

= 2.81× 10121. (C14)

Appendix D: The neutrino

In [30] we have suggested that the mass of the neutrino is related to the cosmological constant by the relation

m∗
Λ =

(

Λ~3

Gc

)1/4

= 5.04× 10−3 eV/c2. (D1)

The Compton wavelength λC = ~/mc of the neutrino is then given by

λ∗
Λ =

(

G~

Λc3

)1/4

= 3.91× 10−5m. (D2)

To make the numerical applications we have used the empirical value Λ = 1.11 × 10−52m−2 of the cosmological
constant. In terms of the “largest large number” defined by Eq. (C12) we have

m∗
Λ

MP
∼ χ−1/4 ∼ 10−30,

λ∗
Λ

lP
∼ χ1/4 ∼ 1030. (D3)

Remark: Eliminating the cosmological constant between Eqs. (C9) and (D1) we obtain the following relation

m6
e

(m∗
Λ)

4
= α6M2

P (D4)

between the mass of the neutrino and the mass of the electron. This allows us to determine the “exact” value of
the neutrino mass, independently of the uncertainty on the value of the cosmological constant. We find (m∗

Λ)th =
5.30× 10−3 eV/c2.

Appendix E: Transition between the inflation era and the radiation era

As discussed in Sec. VII the transition between the inflation era and the radiation era corresponds to a value of
the scale factor a1 given by Eq. (100).27 We want to determine the quantity

ǫ =
a(t = 0)

a1
, (E1)

27 Basically, this relation can be obtained as follows. The density of radiation evolves with the scale factor as ρrad = ρrad,0/a
4. Owing

to the fact that ρrad ∼ ρI at the end of the inflation, we get a1 ∼ (ρrad,0/ρI)
1/4. If we make the additional rough approximation

ρrad,0 ∼ ρΛ on account of the cosmic coincidence we obtain a1 ∼ (ρΛ/ρI )
1/4 in order of magnitude.
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where a(t = 0) is the value of the scale factor at the “initial” time t = 0.28 We recall that the scale factor a is
dimensionless and normalized such that a = 1 at the present epoch. In order to have dimensional lengthscales, we
introduce the cosmological length RΛ = ctΛ = c/

√
GρΛ = (8π/Λ)1/2 = 4.77× 1026m as a reference [30]. It is of the

order of the present radius of the visible universe on account of the cosmic coincidence. We then define the “radius
of the universe” by R(t) = a(t)RΛ.
(i) Model I: We first assume that the initial density of the universe (upper bound) is of the order of the Planck

density: ρI = ρP = c5/G2
~ = 5.16× 1099 gm−3. According to Eq. (100) we have

a1 =

(

Ωrad,0

ΩΛ,0

)1/4 (
ρΛ
ρP

)1/4

= 1.98× 10−32 ∼ χ−1/4 ∼ 10−30, (E2)

where χ is the “largest large number” defined by Eq. (C12). Therefore, the radius of the universe at the end of the
inflation (i.e. at the transition between the inflation era and the radiation era) is

R1 = a1RΛ =

(

Ωrad,0

ΩΛ,0

)1/4(
8πG~

Λc3

)1/4

= 9.42× 10−6m. (E3)

Comparing Eq. (E3) with Eq. (D2) we see that the radius of the universe at the end of the inflation is of the order
of the Compton wavelength of the neutrino:

R1 ∼ λ∗
Λ. (E4)

On the other hand, it is natural to identify R(0) with the Planck length:

R(0) = lP = ctP =

(

G~

c3

)1/2

= 1.62× 10−35m. (E5)

Therefore

a(t = 0) =
R(0)

RΛ
=

lP
RΛ

=

(

G~Λ

8πc3

)1/2

= 3.39× 10−62 ∼ χ−1/2, (E6)

where we have used

lP
RΛ

=
tP
tΛ

=

(

ρΛ
ρP

)1/2

=

(

1

8πχ

)1/2

∼ χ−1/2 ∼ 10−60 (E7)

to get the last estimates. We then get

ǫ =
R(0)

R1
=

lP
R1

=
lP

a1RΛ
. (E8)

Using Eq. (E2), we can write Eq. (E8) as

ǫ =

(

ΩΛ,0

Ωrad,0

)1/4 (
ρP
ρΛ

)1/4
lP
RΛ

. (E9)

Substituting Eqs. (C12) and (E7) into Eq. (E9) we obtain

ǫ =

(

ΩΛ,0

Ωrad,0

)1/4

(8πχ)−1/4 = 1.71× 10−30 ∼ χ−1/4 ∼ 10−30. (E10)

The increase in size of the universe during the inflation is

R1

lP
=

1

ǫ
=

(

Ωrad,0

ΩΛ,0

)1/4

(8πχ)1/4 = 5.83× 1029 ∼ χ1/4 ∼ 1030. (E11)

28 This time corresponds to the moment of the big bang singularity (ρ = ∞ and a = 0) in the case of a purely radiative early universe.
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Therefore, during the inflation, the size of the universe increases by about 30 orders of magnitude. We note that the
value of ǫ gives an e-folding number N0 = 68.5 which is fully consistent with the observations (see Sec. VII E). This
value has been obtained by assuming R(0) = lP . Conversely, assuming N ≃ 60 − 70 from the observations implies
that R(0) ∼ lP .
(ii) Model II: We now assume that the initial density of the universe is of the order of the density of the electron:

ρI = ρe = 4.07× 1016 gm−3. According to Eq. (100) we have

a1 =

(

Ωrad,0

ΩΛ,0

)1/4(
ρΛ
ρe

)1/4

= 1.18× 10−11 ∼ χ−1/12 ∼ 10−10, (E12)

where we have used Eqs. (C12) and (C13) to get the last estimates. Therefore, the radius of the universe at the end
of the inflation (i.e. at the transition between the inflation era and the radiation era) is

R1 = a1RΛ ≃ 1

α1/4

(

Ωrad,0

ΩΛ,0

)1/4 (
512π3G~

c3Λ5

)1/12

= 5.82× 1015m, (E13)

where we have used Eq. (C11). In Ref. [30] we have introduced the lengthscale

R̃2 =

(

~G

c3Λ5

)1/12

= χ5/12 lP = 7.07× 1015m (E14)

that we have interpreted as being the radius of a dark energy star of the stellar mass. Therefore, we see that the
radius of the universe at the end of the inflation is of the order of the radius of a dark energy star of the stellar mass:

R1 ∼ R̃2. (E15)

We note that this radius is gigantic as compared to the Compton wavelength of the neutrino obtained when we take
ρI = ρP [see Eqs. (D2) and (E4)]. They differ by 20 orders of magnitude (χ1/6 ∼ 1020). On the other hand, we shall
determine R(0) in order to get the same value of ǫ as above (see Sec. VII E). First, we note that

ǫ =
R(0)

R1
=

R(0)

a1RΛ
=

(

ΩΛ,0

Ωrad,0

)1/4(
ρe
ρΛ

)1/4
R(0)

RΛ
, (E16)

where we have used Eq. (E12). Equating Eqs. (E16) and (E9) we find that

R(0) =

(

ρP
ρe

)1/4

lP . (E17)

Using Eq. (C7), we get

R(0) =
re

α1/4
= 9.65× 10−15m. (E18)

In this model, the initial radius of the universe is of the order of the size of the electron instead of being of the order
of the Planck length [see Eq. (E5)]. This ensures that ǫ is given by Eq. (E10) in agreement with the observations (the
size of the universe increases by about 30 orders of magnitude during the inflation). Conversely, assuming that the
initial radius of the universe is of the order of the size of the electron, we find that ǫ is given by Eq. (E10). Finally,
we find that

a(t = 0) =
R(0)

RΛ
=

1

α1/4

re
RΛ

= 2.10× 10−41 ∼ χ−1/3 ∼ 10−40, (E19)

where we have used Eqs. (C13) and (E7) to get the last estimates. The increase in size of the universe during the
inflation is

R1

R(0)
=

α1/4R1

re
=

1

ǫ
=

(

Ωrad,0

ΩΛ,0

)1/4

(8πχ)1/4 = 5.83× 1029 ∼ χ1/4 ∼ 1030. (E20)
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[58] G. Lemâıtre, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. 20, 12 (1934)
[59] A.D. Sakharov, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 177, 70 (1967)
[60] J. Martin, Comptes Rendus Physique 13, 566 (2012)
[61] H.B.G. Casimir, Proc. Kon. Ned. Akad. Wet. 51, 793 (1948)
[62] S. Weinberg, Rev. Mod. Phys. 61, 1 (1989)
[63] A. Dupays, B. Lamine, A. Blanchard, Astron. Astrophys. 554, A60 (2013)
[64] P.H. Chavanis, Phys. Dark Univ. 24, 100271 (2019)
[65] P.H. Chavanis, Phys. Dark Univ. 37, 101098 (2022)
[66] P.H. Chavanis, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 130, 130 (2015)
[67] P.H. Chavanis, Phys. Lett. B 758, 59 (2016)
[68] P.H. Chavanis, S. Kumar, J. Cosmol. Astropart. Phys. 5, 018 (2017)
[69] P.H. Chavanis, Astronomy 1, 126 (2022)
[70] P.H. Chavanis, Phys. Rev. D 106, 063525 (2022)
[71] F. Donato et al., Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 397, 1169 (2009)
[72] G. Gentile, B. Famaey, H. Zhao, P. Salucci, Nature 461, 627 (2009)
[73] R.B. Tully, J.R. Fisher, Astron. Astrophys. 54, 661 (1977)
[74] S.S. McGaugh, J.M. Schombert, G.D. Bothun, W.J.G. de Blok, Astrophys. J. 533, L99 (2000)
[75] S.S. McGaugh, Astron. J. 143, 40 (2012)
[76] M.G. Walker, S.S. McGaugh, M. Mateo, E.W. Olszewski, R. Kuzio de Naray, Astrophys. J. 717, L87 (2010)
[77] P.H. Frampton, K.J. Ludwick, R.J. Scherrer, Phys. Rev. D 84, 063003 (2011)
[78] M. Milgrom, Astrophys. J. 270, 365 (1983)
[79] E. Nelson, Phys. Rev. 150, 1079 (1966)
[80] W.J. Lehr, J.L. Park, J. Math. Phys. 18, 1235 (1977)
[81] P. Caldirola, Nuovo Cimento 45, 549 (1978)
[82] P.A.M. Dirac, Nature 139, 323 (1937)
[83] P.A.M. Dirac, Proc. Roy. Soc. A 165, 199 (1938)


	Introduction
	Nonlinear electrodynamics and gravitation
	The total action
	The Einstein equations
	The nonlinear Maxwell equations
	Electromagnetic energy-momentum tensor

	Basic equations of cosmology
	Friedmann equations
	Energy conservation equation
	Flat universe
	Tolman-Ehrenfest averaging procedure

	Electrostatics
	Magnetic universe
	Nonlinear electrodynamics corresponding to a generalized polytropic equation of state P/c2=+k1+1/n in cosmology
	Generalized polytropic equation of state and the corresponding Lagrangian
	Conditions of validity

	Nonlinear electrodynamics based on the Lagrangian L=-F/(1+F/FI): Cosmology in the early universe
	Generalized polytropic equation of state
	Evolution of the density, pressure and scale factor
	Equation of state parameter, deceleration parameter and squared speed of sound
	Application to the radiation
	e-folding number and duration of the inflation

	Nonlinear electrodynamics based on the Lagrangian L=-F- F: Cosmology in the late universe
	Generalized polytropic equation of state
	Evolution of the density, pressure and scale factor
	Equation of state parameter and squared speed of sound
	Application to the radiation

	The Lagrangian of the generalized radiation
	Complete evolution of the universe
	Early universe: inflation + radiation
	Intermediate universe: radiation + matter
	Late universe: matter + dark energy (CDM)
	Numerical applications

	Nonlinear electrodynamics based on the Lagrangian L=-F/(1+F/F*): Electrostatics
	Electric field
	Energy density and pressure
	Equation of state
	Classical radius of the electron and value of F*=* c2
	Heisenberg-Euler Lagrangian
	Fundamental length

	Heuristic connections between nonlinear electrodynamics, quantum gravity, vacuum energy and dark energy
	Model I
	Model II

	Conclusion
	The logotropic model
	The mass of the universe
	Cosmological scales
	Evolution of the mass of the universe during the different epochs
	Model II
	Model I

	The electron
	The neutrino
	Transition between the inflation era and the radiation era
	References
	References

