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Vacuum energy density from the form factor bootstrap.

André LeClair∗

Cornell University, Physics Department, Ithaca, NY 14850, USA

The form-factor bootstrap is incomplete until one normalizes the zero-particle form factor. For
the stress energy tensor we describe how to obtain the vacuum energy density ρvac, defined as
〈0|Tµν |0〉 = ρvac gµν , from the form-factor bootstrap. Even for integrable QFT’s in D=2 spacetime
dimensions, this prescription is new, although it reproduces previously known results obtained in
a different and more difficult thermodynamic Bethe ansatz computation. We propose a version of
this prescription in D=4 dimensions. For these even dimensions, the vacuum energy density has the
universal form ρvac ∝ mD/g where g is a dimensionless interaction coupling constant which can be
determined from the high energy behavior of the S-matrix. In the limit g → 0, ρvac diverges due
to well understood UV divergences in free quantum field theories. If we assume the the observed
Cosmological Constant originates from the vacuum energy density ρvac computed as proposed here,
then this suggests there must exist a particle which does not obtain its mass from spontaneous
symmetry breaking in the electro-weak sector, which we designate as the “zeron”. A strong candidate
for the zeron is a massive Majorana neutrino.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Bootstrap ideas, which originated in the 1960’s as an attempt to understand the strong interactions, have found
great success in D=2 spacetime dimensions, in particular for conformal field theory (CFT) [1] and integrable massive
theories [2]. In recent years the bootstrap has been developed in some detail in higher dimension D with surprising
success. For CFT’s see the review [3]. More recently the bootstrap has been studied for massive theories [4–6] and
the latter is more relevant to the present work.
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In this article we are primarily concerned with the vacuum energy density ρvac defined as a vacuum expectation
value of the stress-energy tensor Tµν :

〈0|Tµν |0〉 = ρvac gµν , (1)

with the convention {gµν} = diag{1,−1,−1,−1, . . .}. From this definition of the vacuum energy density ρvac one has

ρvac = 〈0|Θ|0〉/D, Θ = T µ
µ . (2)

We thus focus on form factors for the trace of the stress energy tensor Θ. For CFT’s, Θ = 0. The form factor bootstrap
in principle relates n-particle form factors to those with n−2 particles, thus we address the problem of determining ρvac
from the 2-particle form factor. For integrable theories in D = 2 the form-factor bootstrap is very well developed [7]
with many applications [8]. In any dimension, even in 2D, the form factor bootstrap for any operator O is incomplete
since the basic equations are linear in the form factor and are invariant under a rescaling by an arbitrary constant.
Thus the form factors for any operator O are incomplete until one specifies its vacuum expectation value 〈0|O|0〉.
This necessarily comes from additional ultra-violet (UV) data such as the thermodynamic Bethe ansatz (TBA). A
main result of this paper is a prescription for determining 〈0|Θ|0〉 from the 2-particle form factor. This prescription
is new, even in 2D, and as we will show it reproduces known results for ρvac previously obtained from the TBA, but
without introducing a finite temperature. More importantly it has a natural generalization to D=4.
In [10] a non-perturbative definition of ρvac was proposed based on thermodynamics. In the “Thermal” channel

euclidean time is compactified on a circle of circumference β = 1/T where T is the temperature. Thus states are the
usual scattering states in infinite d = D − 1 dimensional volume. This is in contrast to the spatially compactified
channel “SpC”, where states partially live on a circle of one compactified spatial dimension. We showed that these
two channels lead to the same result for free massive theories, however the Thermal channel is better behaved since
most integrals are already convergent. The results of this paper are implicitly based on the Thermal channel in the
limit β → 0. Let us summarize the non-perturbative definition of ρvac in the thermal channel proposed in [9, 10].
Let p denote the pressure and F the free energy density. Assuming the theory has a single mass scale m, such as the
mass of the lightest particle, we define the scaling variable r = mβ. Then one can write

p βD = −βDF ≡ χ(D) c(r), χ(D) ≡ π−D/2Γ(D/2)ζ(D). (3)

The function χ(D) is the famous combination discovered by Riemann that satisfies the functional equation χ(D) =
χ(1−D) which is essential for establishing Modularity for the Thermal verses SpC channels [10]. If the theory is UV
complete and a CFT then one expects

c(r) = cuv + cD rD + . . . (4)

where . . . =
∑

p
cp r

p refers to terms with different powers of r coming from perturbation theory about the CFT by
relevant operators. Then we proposed

ρvac = −cDχ(D)mD . (5)

The normalization of c(r) is such that cuv = 1 for a free massless boson for any D. In D = 4 dimensions one expects
the various powers p to be irrational and shouldn’t mix with cD, unlike in 2D where conformal perturbation theory can
lead to divergent terms with powers r2 due to the rationality of anomalous dimensions of the relevant perturbation
about the UV CFT. In the Thermal channel, the cD term is difficult to calculate even with the TBA, and this provides
the main motivation for this article, namely to determine ρvac without having to calculate the full free energy density
F at arbitrary temperature T . Our prescription below can thus be viewed as extracting ρvac from a proper β → 0,
i.e. high temperature (UV) limit. For integrable quantum field theories (QFT)’s with diagonal scattering, using the
TBA one can find a simple formula for ρvac originally due to Al. Zamolodchikov [15, 16]

ρvac =
m2

1

2g
, (6)

where m1 is the lightest particle and g is a finite dimensionless interaction coupling which can be extracted from
the S-matrix for the scattering of m1 with itself (see below for a review). Using D=4 Lattice QCD results for two
light quarks and one massive one (the strange quark) we used (5) to estimate ρvac and obtained the reasonable value
ρvac ≈ −(200MeV)4, and this calculation relied on asymptotic freedom [13, 14].
A main goal of this article is to obtain a formula analogous to (6) in higher dimensions directly from the S-matrix and

the form factor bootstrap. Towards this the following remark is important. For free particles there is an unavoidable
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divergence in the UV limit β → 0 for D even. Specifically, for free theories (g = 0) one finds [10]

ρvac = ±





m2

4π

(
log(4π/mβ) + 1

2 − γE
)

(D = 2)

m4

32π2

(
log(4π/mβ) + 3

4 − γE
)

(D = 4)

(7)

where +/− corresponds to bosons/fermions and γE is the Euler constant. Remarkably the result (6) shows that
interactions, i.e. g 6= 0, can regularize the divergence as β → 0 in the free theory. This implies that UV divergences

in the non-interacting theory can be absorbed into physical masses mphys in order obtain a physical ρvac. The zero
temperature S-matrix depends only on these physical masses and coupling g and should render a finite result for ρvac.
A main result of this article is such a formula for D = 4, and based on this discussion we expect that limg→0 ρvac = ∞.
Henceforth m refers to these physical masses.
One aspect of our analysis is the principle of a particular democracy. Namely since the vacuum |0〉 has no quantum

numbers and cannot be excited as a resonance in scattering, then in principle the scattering of any particle with it’s
anti-particle can probe ρvac, and they should all agree1. For D = 2 integrable theories we will show how this principle
follows from the S-matrix bootstrap in the specific example of Toda theories based on the affine extension of the the
Lie group SU(N + 1).
We present our results as follows. In the next section we describe very general properties of the 2-particle form

factors of the stress-energy tensor which apply to any dimension D and don’t rely on the bootstrap nor integrability.
This section mainly just serves to fix the normalization of the form factors in terms of physical masses. In Section
III we turn to D=2 integrable theories and propose a prescription for how to obtain ρvac from the 2-particle form
factor based on the bootstrap. Although the final result for ρvac is known to be of the form (6) by other methods
in particular the TBA, our derivation directly from the S-matrix without relying on the TBA is new and actually
simpler. We present the example of the affine Toda theories for SU(N+1) in order to explain how the particular

democracy originates from the S-matrix bootstrap. The SU(2) case is the sinh-Gordon model and we carry out a
detailed analysis in this case using the explicit formula for the 2-particle form-factor. In Section IV we take some steps
towards higher dimensions. There we first rewrite the D = 2 result using the Mandelstam variable s. This leads us to
propose a formula for ρvac in D = 4 based entirely on the high energy behavior of the S-matrix. Since ρvac is central to
any discussion of the Cosmological Constant Problem, in Section V we speculate on potential implications for physics
beyond the Standard Model. We argue that if ρvac is enough to explain the observed value of the cosmological constant
ρΛ, then this requires at least one stable massive particle in the deep UV above spontaneous symmetry breaking of
the electro-weak sector. With lack of a better name we refer to such a hypothetical particle as the “zero-on” , where
“zero” refers to the vacuum |0〉, with mass mz. In order to explain the measured value of ρΛ, it turns out that a
massive Majorana neutrino is a good candidate for the zeron, since it is thought that its mass cannot yet be explained
by the Higgs mechanism, and its proposed mass based on phenomenology is in the right ball-park to explain the
observed value of the Cosmological Constant.

II. GENERALITIES OF 2-PARTICLE FORM FACTORS OF THE STRESS-ENERGY TENSOR

Our primary interest is the zero particle form factor for the trace of the energy momentum tensor which determines
ρvac according to (2). We wish to obtain ρvac from 2 particle form factors. In this section we present some general,
i.e. model independent, properties of these 2-particle form factors in arbitrary spacetime dimension. As stated in the
Introduction, this serves to fix the normalization of form factors in terms of physical masses.
Consider a relativistic QFT in D = d+1 spacetime dimensions. For simplicity let us assume the theory consists of

a single particle of mass m. One particle asymptotic scattering states are denoted as |k〉, where k is the d-dimension
momentum, and are on the mass shell with associated energy momentum D-vector pk:

pk = (ωk,k), ωk =
√
k2 +m2, p2k = ω2

k − k2 = m2. (8)

Since ddk/ωk is Lorentz invariant, we define the resolution of the identity as follows:

1 =

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

∫
ddk1

(2π)dωk1

· · ·
∫

ddkn

(2π)dωkn

|k1,k2, . . .kn〉〈k1,k2, . . .kn| (9)

1 “Every particle is created equal when it comes to experiencing the void.”
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where

〈k′|k〉 = (2π)d ωk δ
(d)(k′ − k). (10)

The mass dimension2 of the states |k〉 is thus (1− d)/2. For any quantum field operator O(x) one can define its form
factors

FO(k1,k2, . . . ,kn) = 〈0|O|k1,k2, . . .kn〉 (11)

where in the above equation O = O(0). Labeling particle states as |pk〉, crossing symmetry reads

〈pk1
|O(0)|pk2

, . . . pkn
〉 = 〈0|O(0)| − pk1

, pk2
, . . . pkn

〉 (12)

Let us now consider the operator O = Tµν , the stress energy tensor. Since ∂µTµν = 0, one can define an operator
A(x) where:

Tµν(x) =
(
∂µ∂ν − gµν∂

2
)
A(x). (13)

Define the trace of stress-energy tensor Θ ≡ T µ
µ . Then (13) implies

〈0|Θ|k′,k〉 = −d
(pk′ + pk)

2

(k′ + k)2
〈0|T00|k′,k〉 (14)

Using crossing symmetry:

〈k′|Θ|k〉 = −d
(pk′ − pk)

2

(k′ − k)2
〈k′|T00|k〉. (15)

One can show that

lim
k′→k

(p′ − p)2

(k′ − k)2
= −1. (16)

Thus

〈k|Θ|k〉 = d 〈k|T00|k〉. (17)

One also has
∫

ddx 〈k′|T00(x)|k〉 =
∫

ddx ei(k
′−k)·x 〈k′|T00(0)|k〉 = 〈k′|H |k〉 = ωk 〈k′|k〉 (18)

where H is the hamiltonian. This formally implies 〈k|T00(0)|k〉 = ω2
k
, however based on (17), since the LHS is Lorentz

invariant, ω2
k
should be replaced by m2. One thus finds simply

〈k|Θ|k〉 = dm2, (19)

which is independent of k. The above equation is what fixes the normalization of the 2-particle form factors, and this
normalization is implicit for all the higher n 6= 2 particle form factors in the bootstrap. The 1-particle form factors
are also non-zero in general and by Lorentz invariance are constant:

〈0|Θ|k〉 = constant. (20)

It is important to note that in obtaining (19) we fixed by hand k′ = k under crossing symmetry in (15) based on
Lorentz invariance. This kind of manipulation of limits will be necessary below. On the other hand the two-particle
form factor 〈0|Θ|k,k′〉 contains a great deal more information on the underlying dynamics, and the goal is to extract
ρvac from it. In the next section we propose a prescription for doing so in the case of integrable theories in D = 2.

2 Henceforth all scaling dimensions refer to mass units.



5

III. ρvac FROM THE 2-PARTICLE FORM FACTOR FOR D=2 INTEGRABLE QFT

Let us consider an integrable QFT in D = 2 spacetime dimensions where the particles are labeled by “a” with
physical mass ma. We assume that each particle a is its own anti-particle a for simplicity, otherwise the formulas
below involve charge conjugation matrices which do not affect our main results. Integrability implies no particle
production so that the scattering of 2 particles leads only to 2-particle asymptotic states. Also for simplicity, we
assume the S-matrix is diagonal, which is to say that scattering of particles a, b only produces particles of the same
type, thus one only need consider Sab = Sab

ab matrix elements.

A. Review of form factor axioms

In this subsection we give a brief review of the main formulas we will need. For a more comprehensive review see
for instance [7, 8].
The 2-particle form factors are functions of s ≡ (p1 + p2)

2 by Lorentz invariance. For D=2, analytic properties of
the S-matrix are more easily described in terms of the rapidity θ:

p = (ωk,k) = (m cosh θ,m sinh θ) (21)

which gives

s = (pa + pb)
2 = m2

a +m2
b + 2mamb cosh θab, θab ≡ θa − θb. (22)

One particle states are denoted as |θ〉a. In the resolution of the identity (23) one has
∫
dk/ωk =

∫
dθ, thus the

resolution of the identity is now

1 =

∞∑

n=0;{a}

1

n!

∫
dθ1
2π

· · ·
∫

dθn
2π

|θ1, θ2, . . . θn〉{a1a2...} {a1,a2...}〈θ1, θ2, . . . θn|, a〈θ′|θ〉b = δab2πδ(θ − θ′). (23)

For the remainder of this section F refers to the form factors of Θ:

Fa1a2a3...(θ1, θ2, θ3, . . .) = 〈0|Θ|θ1, θ2, θ3, . . .〉a1a2a3... (24)

Since the states |θ〉 have zero mass dimension, all multi-particle form factors F have the same mass dimension of 2.
Form factors for any operator O satisfy well-known axioms [7]. Although we are only interested in the 2-particle form
factors, for reasons that will be clear let us review these axioms for up to 4 particles.

Crossing symmetry. p → −p corresponds to θ → θ + iπ in (21). This implies

Fa1a2a3a4
(θ1 + iπ, θ2, θ3, θ4) = a1

〈θ1|Θ|θ2, θ3, θ4〉a2a3a4
. (25)

The Watson equation.

Fa1a2a3a4
(θ1, θ2, θ3, θ4) = Sa1a2

(θ12)Fa2a1a3a4
(θ2, θ1, θ3, θ4). (26)

Kinematic poles. There are generic poles from the annihilation of a particle with its anti-particle which relates the n
particle form factor to that for n− 2 particles:

−i lim
θ1→θ2

(θ1 − θ2) Faaa3a4
(θ1 + iπ, θ2, θ3, θ4) = (1− Saa3

(θ23)Saa4
(θ24)) Fa3a4

(θ3, θ4). (27)

Bound state poles. If particle c appears at a pole in Sab(θ) at θ = iuc
ab then there is a bound state with mass

m2
c = m2

a +m2
b + 2mamb cosu

c
ab. (28)
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The scattering of particle c with any other particle d satisfies the bootstrap equation

Scd(θ) = Sad(θ + iub
ac)Sbd(θ − iua

bc), (29)

and the form factor also has such poles. Starting with the S-matrix for the lightest particle m1 with itself, the
bootstrap can be closed, i.e. all other ma’s and Sab can be determined.

Since the above form factor axioms are linear in F , they are incomplete since they do not fix the normalization of
the F ’s for the operator Θ. Thus additional physical input is required. In particular

〈0|Θ|0〉 = ρvac/D, and 〈0|Θ|θ〉a ≡ Fa, are constant (30)

due to Lorentz invariance. Such input must come from the UV since the two point correlation function of the stress-
energy tensor 〈Θ(x)Θ(0)〉 can be expressed in terms of form factors using the resolution of the identity and if the
theory is UV complete this correlation function is fixed at high energies by the UV CFT. We henceforth assume the
QFT is UV complete.

B. A prescription for ρvac

Suppose we are given the 2-particle form factors Fab(θ1, θ2) = Fab(θ12). The kinematic pole equation (27) in general
relates n-particle form factors the the n−2 ones. However this equation makes no sense for n = 2 as written. However
some version of it should be valid with some prescription, and this is what we will present.
Consider the formal crossing relation

a〈θ1|Θ|θ2〉b = Fab(θ1 + iπ, θ2). (31)

The form factors are assumed to be normalized such that (19) is satisfied, which requires setting θ1 = θ2 = θ by hand
and then using Lorentz invariance to conclude the result should be independent of θ:

a〈θ|Θ|θ〉a = lim
θ1→θ2

Faa(θ1 + iπ, θ2) = m2
a. (32)

This properly normalizes the form factor with no additonal freedom to change it. This kind of treatment of the
rapidities will play an essential role for ρvac and the one point form factors Fa below. An important point is that if
one does not directly set θ1 = θ2 in (31), there is still a lot of dynamical information in the form factor. The second
point is that one does not expect any kinematic poles as resonances for the vacuum |0〉, precisely because it is the
vacuum. We will show this explicitly below for the case of the sinh-Gordon model. Thus one does not need to cancel
the pole in (27). This leads us to propose the following. The order of limits is important. We first consider the high
energy limit θ1 → ∞ first, then subsequently set θ1 = θ2. We denote this order of limits as limθ1→∞|θ1=θ2 . We now
propose the prescription:

−i lim
θ1→∞|θ1=θ2

Faa(θ1 + iπ, θ2) = lim
θ1→∞|θ1=θ2

(1− Saa(θ12)) 〈0|Θ|0〉. (33)

The above equation is a dramatic example of the mingling between the UV and the infra-red, since the LHS is
essentially fixed by masses that are measured at low energy, whereas the RHS involves the extremely high energy
limit of the S-matrix.
The above formula (33) leads to a simple formula for ρvac. In general the basic building blocks of the two-body

S-matrices Sab(θ) are factors of fα(θ):

Sab(θ) =
∏

α∈Aab

fα(θ), fα(θ) ≡
sinh 1

2 (θ + iπα)

sinh 1
2 (θ − iπα)

, (34)

where Aab is a finite set of α’s. One has

lim
θ→±∞

fα(θ) = e±iπα
(
1± 2i sin(πα) e−|θ| +O(e−2|θ|)

)
. (35)

Thus

lim
θ→∞

Sab(θ) = 1 + igabe
−θ +O(e−2θ), gab =

∑

α∈Aab

2 sinπα, (36)
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where we have used
∑

α∈Aab
α = 0. The prescription (33) combined with (32) then leads to

m2
a = gaa 〈0|Θ|0〉. (37)

Since the vacuum has no quantum numbers, the equation (37) must lead to the same result for 〈0|Θ|0〉 for any
particle of type a. Namely any particle a is able to probe 〈0|Θ|0〉, and this property was referred to as particular

democracy in the Introduction. This is where the bootstap comes in. Using that the energy and momentum operators
are conserved quantities, combined with the bootstrap equation (29), one can show:3

gab = m̂am̂b g11, m̂a ≡ ma/m1, (38)

where g11 is for the lightest particle m1. Then (37) leads to, for any particle a:

〈0|Θ|0〉 = m2
1

g11
, =⇒ ρvac =

m2
1

2g11
. (39)

The above result agrees with what is obtained from a thermodynamic approach, namely the TBA [15]. This new
derivation of ρvac is considerably simpler and doesn’t depend on a finite temperature treatment. As we will see, this
has its advantages, especially for its generalization to higher dimensions where a TBA treatment is not possible.
A related but slightly different limit constrains the one-particle form factors. Even for the stress-energy tensor,

these one-particle form factors are constants and are not necessarily zero. For instance for the magnetic perturbation
of the Ising model, Θ is the spin field σ and has non-zero 1-particle form factors [17–19]. It was conjectured in these
works that when a subset of the rapidities are taken to infinity, the form factors should factorize as a result of a kind
of cluster decomposition. Let us assume this conjecture. In (33) if one only takes the θ1 → ∞ limit without also the
subsequent limit θ1 → θ2 the form factors should factorize into 1-particle form factors. We thus propose:

lim
θ1→∞

Fab(θ1, θ2) =
Fa Fb

〈0|Θ|0〉 , Fa ≡ 〈0|Θ|θ〉a = constant. (40)

The above formula only makes sense if the LHS is finite and independent of rapidities. The latter follows from

lim
θ→∞

S(θ) = 1, (41)

which can be verified for the examples below.

C. Example: Affine Toda theories

The affine Toda theories provide a nice illustrative example since they have multiple particles of mass ma and the
scattering is diagonal (for real coupling b below). They also have a coupling constant b such that the exact result for
ρvac can be compared with perturbation theory. We consider only the simply laced Lie algebras G, the ADE series,
in particular G = AN = SU(N + 1). Although the final result is known from the TBA, we present it here as an
illustration of the prescription (33) and particular democracy.

Denote the simple roots of SU(N + 1) as αi, i = 1, 2, . . .N :

αi = (α1
i , α

2
i , . . . , α

N
i ) ≡ {αa

i , a = 1, 2, . . .N}. (42)

Introduce N real scalar fields φ:

φ = (φ1, φ2, . . . , φN ) ≡ {φa, a = 1, 2, . . . , N} (43)

The untwisted affine Lie algebra has one additional root α0 = −∑N
i=1 αi. With these definitions one can define the

2D Euclidean action

S =

∫
d2x

(
1

8π
∂φ · ∂φ+ V (φ)

)
, V (φ) = µ

N∑

i=0

ebαi·φ. (44)

3 See for instance [16].
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The 1/8π normalization corresponds to standard 2D conformal field theory conventions where 〈φa(x)φb(0)〉 =
−δab log x

2 which fixes the convention for the coupling b. With this convention V (φ) is a strongly relevant per-
turbation of anomalous scaling dimension −2b2 if the all roots are conventionally normalized as α2

i = 2. The masses
satisfy the relation

m̂a =
ma

m1
=

sin(aπ/(N + 1))

sin(π/(N + 1)
. (45)

The affine Toda theories have many applications. For real coupling b the S-matrices were first obtained in [20].
For SU(2) the model is the sinh-Gordon model. The more interesting physical applications are for purely imaginary
coupling b, where for SU(2) this is the sine-Gordon model. For the latter the scattering is not diagonal except at
the so-called reflectionless points. For other Lie groups G, the affine Toda theories have solitons in the spectrum and
the scattering is not diagonal and satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation [22, 23]. The quantum theory for imaginary b

has a quantum affine symmetry Uq(Ĝ) where Ĝ is the affine extension of G [22]. For q a root of unity, some RSOS
restrictions of these theories describe integrable perturbations of minimal CFT’s [25]. The RSOS restricted SU(3)
theory describes the 3-state Potts model. Restriction of the G = E8 theory describes magnetic perturbations of
the Ising model and one can reproduce the results of Zamolodchikov [24], where the theory is diagonal under RSOS
restriction. For the present article we only consider real coupling b since the theory is diagonal for arbitrary b. A
comprehensive review of such theories can be found in [21].
The S-matrix bootstrap can be completed starting with the just the lightest mass particle of mass m1. Let S11(θ)

denote the S-matrix for this particle with itself:

S11 =
∏

α∈A11

fα = f 2
h
f
−

2γ
h

f 2(γ−1)
h

, h = N + 1, γ ≡ b2

1 + b2
. (46)

(h is the dual Coxeter number.) Then

g11 = 2
∑

α∈A11

sinπα = −8 sin(π/h) sin(πγ/h) sin(π(1− γ)/h). (47)

Based on equation (39), one then finds

ρvac = − m2
1

16 sin(π/h) sin(πγ/h) sin(π(1 − γ)/h)
. (48)

Expanding ρvac for N = 1 (the sinh-Gordon model) one finds

lim
b→0

ρvac = −m2

(
1

8πb2
− 1

8π
− πb2

48
+

πb4

48
− (60 + 7π2)πb6

2880
+ . . .

)
(N = 1). (49)

Rescaling m → b2m the above defines a well-defined perturbative expansion that can be compared with Feynman
diagram perturbation theory, which was understood by Destri-deVega by summing over all tadpole Feynman diagrams
in a rather complicated calculation [26].

D. Analytical details for the sinh-Gordon model

The detailed analysis of this section is not essential for our purposes since we obtained (39) without knowing the
exact 2-particle form factor function, but it’s useful to analyze an example where the 2-particle form factors are
explicitly known so as to verify some of the above properties. The affine Toda theory for SU(2) is the sinh-Gordon
model with the action

S =

∫
d2x

(
1

8π
(∂µφ∂µφ) + 2µ cosh(

√
2 b φ)

)
. (50)

The spectrum consists of a single particle of physical mass m. From (46) one has

S(θ) = −f−γ(θ)fγ−1(θ) =
sinh θ − i sinπγ

sinh θ + i sinπγ
, γ ≡ b2/(1 + b2). (51)
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This already implies

g = −4 sinπγ, =⇒ 〈0|Θ|0〉 = − m2

4 sinπγ
= 2ρvac. (52)

and ρvac is negative.
Form factors for the sinh-Gordon model were studied in great detail by Fring, Mussardo and Simonetti [27].

Henceforth F (θ1, θ2) = F (θ12) is the two particle form factor for Θ. From the Watson equation we define a minimal
solution Fmin:

Fmin(θ) = S(θ)Fmin(−θ). (53)

Form factors for O for n > 2 numbers of particles factorize into a product of Fmin(θij) times a polynomial in eθi ,
where the polynomial depends on the operator O. Fmin has the integral representation4:

logFmin(θ) = −4

∫ ∞

0

dx

x

sinh(xγ/2) sinh(x(1 − γ)/2) sinh(x/2)

sinh2(x)
· cos(θ̃x/π), θ̃ ≡ iπ − θ. (54)

Note that Fmin(θ + iπ) is real if θ is real. The properly normalized form factor is

F (θ12) = 〈0|Θ|θ1, θ2〉 = m2 Fmin(θ12)

Fmin(iπ)
. (55)

With this normalization

〈θ|Θ|θ〉 = lim
θ→0

Fmin(θ + iπ)

Fmin(iπ)
= m2. (56)

Let us first show that there is no kinematic resonance poles in F (θ1 + iπ, θ2) = F (θ12 + iπ), as anticipated above,
such that the residue axiom (27) makes no sense for the 2-particle form factor. For this purpose the following identity,
which is specific to the sinh-Gordon model, is very useful:

Fmin(θ + iπ)Fmin(θ) =
sinh θ

sinh θ + i sinπγ
. (57)

Using this

F (θ + iπ) =
1

Fmin(θ)Fmin(iπ)

sinh θ

sinh θ + i sinπγ
. (58)

From S(0) = −1 one has limθ→0 Fmin(θ) = 0. In order to obtain a series in powers of θ we consider

∂θ log

(
Fmin(θ)

Fmin(−θ)

)
= ∂θ logS(θ). (59)

From this one can show

lim
θ→0

Fmin(θ) =
1

Fmin(iπ) sin(πγ)

(
−iθ +

θ2

sin(πγ)
+ . . .

)
. (60)

Thus as expected

lim
θ→0

F (θ + iπ) = m2. (61)

One can also show for large |θ|:

lim
θ→±∞

Fmin(θ) ≈ 1 +
ig

4 sinh θ
. (62)

4 For numerical evaluation of this integral, the hybrid formula eq. 4.36 in [27] is very useful. See also [28] for some more recent analysis
of Fmin.
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It is also interesting to to study the coupling constant dependence of the basic constant Fmin(iπ). From the integral
representation (54) one can show

logFmin(iπ) = −γ +
γ2π2

8
− γ3π2

18
+

γ4π4

192
+O(γ5). (63)

At self-dual point b = 1:

logFmin(iπ)γ=1/2 = −2G
π

+ arccoth(3), =⇒ Fmin(iπ)γ=1/2 = 0.789348..... (64)

where G = 0.915966 is the Catalan constant5.
Finally let us mention that ρvac can also be determined from a 4-particle form factor. Define the kernel G(θ) which

appears in the TBA:

G(θ) = −i∂θ logS(θ) =
2 cosh θ sinπγ

cosh2 θ − cos2 πγ
. (65)

Then one can show [29]

〈θ2, θ1|Θ|θ1, θ2〉 = 2m2 G(θ12) cosh(θ12). (66)

Thus one has

lim
θ1→θ2

〈θ2, θ1|Θ|θ1, θ2〉 =
4m2

sin(πγ)
= −32 ρvac. (67)

E. Summary

Before turning to higher dimensions D in the next section, it’s useful to summarize the main points of this section.
The main new result is the formula (33) which is a prescription for obtaining ρvac from the 2-particle form factor
using the bootstrap, and involves a delicate limit where the order of limits matters. Due to the required properties
of the crossed form factor, the LHS of this equation is simply m2 and this leads to the formula (39). The check of
this prescription is that it reproduces the previously known formula from the TBA. Although the formula (39) was
derived for diagonal theories, it also applies to non-diagonal scattering, as illustrated for the sine-Gordon model in
[9]. In obtaining (39) it’s important to note that the detailed formula for the 2-particle form factor was not necessary
and the final result only depends on S-matrix parameters. We also proposed the principle of particular democracy and
showed how it follows from consistency of the S-matrix bootstrap. For the sinh-Gordon model we provided additional
analytical details supporting the prescription (33). These results imply that UV divergences in ρvac for free theories
can be cured with interactions, where the free field theory limit is g → 0.

IV. ρvac FROM THE FORM FACTOR BOOTSTRAP IN HIGHER DIMENSIONS

In this section we will propose a prescription for determining ρvac from the 2-particle form factors of Θ in D=4
spacetime dimensions. The D=2 result in the last section relied on integrability, which is not available in higher
dimensions. In particular for the D=2 theories integrability implies that there is no particle production, the S-matrix
factorizes, and this leads to a kind of factorization for n > 2 particle form factors. Integrability also entails the TBA
where our prescription (33) for ρvac can be checked by comparison with the Thermal definition of ρvac proposed in [10].
None of these integrability features exist for D=4. However bootstrap ideas for massive theories in principle apply to
higher dimensions, though in a much more complicated fashion [4–6]. Moreover, since our prescription is based only
on the 2-particle form factor, one does not necessarily need factorization of the S-matrix nor the factorization of the
form factor. This opens the possibility that ρvac can be determined from a form factor bootstrap equation based on
the 2-particle form factor, and this is the primary focus of this section. In the next subsection we review the basic
constraints on the 2-particle form factor for Θ, which only depends on the Mandelstam variable s. We then re-write
the D=2 result (33) in terms of s. The latter result has a natural generalization for ρvac in D = 4 which we present
below.

5 G = i(Li2(−i) − Li2(i))/2, where Li2 is a poly-logarithm.



11

A. Generalities

For simplicity we assume the theory consists of a single particle of massm which is its own anti-particle. Throughout
this section F (k1,k2) refers to the 2-particle form factor for the trace of the stress energy tensor Θ and and F1 the
1-particle form factor which is constant:

F (k1,k2) ≡ 〈0|Θ|k1,k2〉, F1 = 〈0|Θ|k〉 = constant. (68)

Since Θ is Lorentz invariant F (k1,k2) = F (s) where s = (p1 + p2)
2:

s = (p1 + p2)
2 = 2m2 + 2 (ωk1

ωk2
− k1k2 cosφ) , k̂1 · k̂2 = cosφ. (69)

where φ is the angle between k1 and k2. In the center of mass frame, cosφ = −1 and |k1| = |k2| = |k|, thus
s = 4m2 + 2k2.
In any dimension D one still has the Watson equation:

F (s) = S(s)F ∗(s) + . . . , (70)

where S(s) is the S-matrix for the angular momentum ℓ = 0 partial wave. The additional terms . . . refer to con-
tributions from thresholds for the production of more than 2 particles, starting at s > (3m)2. These are absent for
integrable theories in D=2 since there is no particle production, and (70) is equivalent to (26) since F ∗(θ) = F (−θ)
and S∗(θ)S(θ) = S(−θ)S(θ) = 1 due to unitarity. For the remainder of this work we neglect the effect of higher terms
in (70). One justification for this is that in 2D our prescription for ρvac did not depend on detailed knowledge of the
2-particle form factor. The optical theorem can relate ℑF (s) to the 1 particle form factors, and this implies generic
poles at s = m2. See for instance the arguments in [6]. However we are interested in bootstrapping F (s) down to the
zero-particle form factor 〈0|Θ|0〉, skipping over the intermediate 1-particle form factor, although we will return to it
below6.

B. D=2 case in terms of Mandelstam variable s

In this sub-section we express our prescription (33) in terms of the Mandelstam variable s:

F (s) ≡ 〈0|Θ|k1,k2〉, s = (p1 + p2)
2 = 2m2 (1 + cosh θ12) . (71)

Crossing symmetry p1 → −p1 implies

s → 4m2 − s. (72)

Thus (39) implies

〈k|Θ|k〉 = lim
s→4m2

F (4m2 − s) = m2. (73)

The high energy limit of the S-matrix in terms of s is

lim
θ→∞

S(θ) = 1 + i
g

2 sinh θ
= 1 + i

gm2

√
s(s− 4m2)

. (74)

As expected, it has square-root branch cuts originating at s = 0 and 4m2. This gives

lim
s→∞

(1 − S(s)) = −i
gm2

s
. (75)

Now one has

lim
θ1→∞|θ1=θ2

s = m2. (76)

6 The work [6] focussed mainly on 2 and 1-particle form factors but not the 0-particle form factor considered here.
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Thus the prescription (33) reads

−im2 = −i lim
s→∞|s=4m2

F (4m2 − s) = lim
s→∞|s=m2

(1− S(s)) 〈0|Θ|0〉. (77)

This leads to the result in Section III:

〈0|Θ|0〉 = m2

g
. (78)

C. Prescription for ρvac in D=4 spacetime dimensions

Here one has to work with standard kinematic variables rather than the rapidity, in particular s. In the complex
s-plane, it is known that there are two square-root branch cuts along the real axis, one along the negative axis
s < 0 and another above the 2-particle threshold s > 4m2. Written in terms of s, the equation (77) has a natural
generalization to higher dimensions which we propose below. In D=4 dimensions, the states |k〉 have dimension −1.
Since the operator Θ has dimension 4, 〈0|Θ|0〉 has dimension 4, the two-particle form factor F (s) has dimension 2
and the 1-particle form factors F1 have dimension 3.
As operators

S = 1 + iT (79)

where T contains the interactions. The D=2 result (33) involves 1 − S, thus we consider the diagonal T operator
matrix element:

T (s) ≡ 〈k1,k2|T |k1,k2〉. (80)

Since T is dimensionless, T (s) has dimension −4. In the center of mass frame, the above matrix element is independent
of the angle φ in (69) since the momentum in the 〈bra| and |ket〉 are the same. Thus for the matrix element T (s)
one can consider both the incoming and outgoing particles along the same line in the center of mass frame. The fact
that the 〈bra| and |ket〉 states in (80) are the same is to be expected: In the Thermal approach, Tre−βH involves
integrating over matrix elements such as in (80). In D=2 dimensions, one-point correlation functions of fields at
finite temperature involves such matrix elements [29]. These diagonal matrix elements are also central to quantum
statistical mechanics formulated completely in terms of the S-matrix [30].

Z = Z0 +
1

2π

∫ ∞

0

dE e−βE Trℑ
(
∂E log Ŝ(E)

)
. (81)

Returning to our problem, based on the correct D=2 result (77) we propose

lim
s→∞|s=4m2

F (4m2 − s) = m2

(
lim

s→∞|s=m2

T (s)

)
〈0|Θ|0〉. (82)

The extra factor of m2 on the RHS will serve to define a dimensionless coupling constant g below. Now the LHS of
the above equation equals 3m2 by (39). Since T (s) has dimension −4, let us assume

lim
s→∞

T (s) =
1

m2

g

s
. (83)

Then (82) implies

〈0|Θ|0〉 = 3m4

g
=⇒ ρvac =

3

4

m4

g
. (84)

As for the D=2 case, the explicit function F (s) was not needed in order to obtain the above result.
Let us turn now to the 1-point functions, and as before label the particle type as “a”. Then the formula (40), which

was based on a cluster decomposition and didn’t rely on integrability, is still expected to hold:

lim
s→∞

Fab(s) =
Fa Fb

〈0|Θ|0〉 , Fa ≡ 〈0|Θ|θ〉a = constant. (85)
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The above equation is dimensionally correct, however it can only be valid if lims→∞ Fab(s) is finite. In 2D this is
ultimately a consequence of (41).
Interestingly, the result (84) is close in spirit to a bound on ρvac which was obtained by very different considerations

involving Swampland ideas in connection with electrically charged black holes [31, 32]. There it was proposed that

ρvac <
m4

2e2
(86)

where m is the mass of a charged particle, and α = e2/4π is the electromagnetic fine structure constant. Whereas
the power m4 is expected just based on dimensional analysis, the interesting observation is that it is also inversely
proportional to an interaction coupling g. Let us add that for our proposal for ρvac we did not need to assume the
particle is electrically charged.
In closing this section, we wish to emphasize that we have not rigorously derived our prescription (82), nor have we

have completely justified the high energy limit (83). Rather we based (82) on generalizing the D=2 result (33) in the
most natural manner under certain assumptions that we stated. Nevertheless (82) should be viewed as conjectural.

V. POTENTIAL APPLICATIONS TO BEYOND THE STANDARD MODEL PHYSICS

Considering the results of the last section, we ask the reader to allow us to take the liberty to speculate on potential
implications for physics beyond the Standard Model of particle physics, despite our lack of expertise in its voluminous
detailed intricacies. A major open question is the origin of the cosmological constant ρΛ, i.e. Dark Energy, which has
been measured to be positive and unexplainably small [33–36]. There is not yet a consensus on the origins of ρΛ nor
its likely resolution. However one prominent idea [33], which is at the origin of the cosmological constant problem,
is that it arises from the zero point energy of quantized fields, namely ρvac considered in this paper.7 There actually
has not been much serious effort toward a proper calculation of ρvac in the past literature, and one still encounters
the incorrect statement that the Standard Model predicts that it is proportional to a cut-off equal to the Planck scale
to the 4-th power.8 Let us suppose then that ρvac is the only source for ρΛ. Then our understanding of ρvac gained
in this article has some potential implications for physics beyond the Standard Model.
The Standard Model of particle physics is based on the SU(3)⊗SU(2)⊗U(1) Yang-Mills theory, where the SU(3)

is QCD. At the electroweak scale, on the order of MHiggs ≈ 125GeV, the SU(2)⊗U(1) is spontaneously broken (SSB)
by the Higgs mechanism and this is the standard proposed origin of all particle masses, both for the the quarks and
leptons. Simplifying matters, neutrinos only have a left-handed handed helicity, which protects them from obtaining
a mass from the Higgs mechanism.

To clarify our reasoning, let us itemize our assumptions, since they certainly require more scrutiny.

Assumption 1. We assume that the Standard Model is UV complete and in the deep UV it is a CFT. It helps to
assume the UV theory is asymptotically free like QCD, which would imply lims→∞ S(s) = 1, however it’s possible
this could be relaxed.

Assumption 2. Since ρvac is fixed by the deep UV, we assume any Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking (SSB) far below
the higher energy scale that determines ρvac, such as electroweak symmetry breaking or the de-confinement transition
in QCD, does not play a role in determining ρvac since the latter is determined at potentially much higher energies.
On the contrary, if such SSB scales were important to ρvac, then it is already known that these energy scales are
much too high to explain the measured cosmological constant ρΛ. To justify this, let us mention that we provided an
estimate of ρvac for QCD with 3 massive quarks based on lattice calculations without assuming the de-confinement
transition.

Assumption 3. We assume that in the very deep UV, way above the SSB Higgs scale MHiggs, all particles which are
thought to obtain their mass from the Higgs mechanism are massless. We mention that our calculation of ρvac for
QCD already assumed non-zero quark masses from the Higgs mechanism, and this gave a value of ρvac this is finite
and well-defined, but much too high to explain ρΛ.

7 For our perspective on the Cosmological Constant Problem, which is not original, see the short discussion in [10] and references therein.
8 The latter is the origin of the still often quoted statement that the prediction is off by 120 orders of magnitude, which is incorrect even
in theory.
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Assumption 4. In the deep UV, since 〈0|Θ|0〉 = 0 for a CFT, a non-zero ρvac must arise from at least one non-zero
mass particle of mass mz which cannot be explained by the Higgs mechanism. It must then arise from a relevant
perturbation of the UV CFT which sets a mass scale. This perturbed theory should not be supersymmetric otherwise
ρvac = 0 by the usual arguments. This does not rule out that the UV CFT is supersymmetric, since the relevant
perturbation could break it explicitly. Then the above results of this paper would lead us to propose

ρvac ≈
3

4

m4
z

g
, (87)

where g is a dimensionless interaction coupling. For lack of a better name, let us refer to this hypothetical particle
as the zero-on, where “zero” refers to the vacuum, or simply the zeron. This particle is presumed stable, otherwise
there would be imaginary parts to poles in s signifying a decay rate which we have not considered.

The measured value of the cosmological constant is 9

ρΛ ≈ 10−9Joule/meter3 ≈ (0.003 eV)4. (88)

Interestingly, there already exists very good candidate for the zeron, which is the neutrinos. In the Standard Model
they only occur with left-handed helicity, thus it is thought that a non-zero neutrino mass cannot arise from the
Higgs mechanism. On the other hand, if the neutrino is its own anti-particle, namely a Majorana fermion, since the
anti-particle is right-handed, it can pair with the left-handed ones to accommodate a mass term in the action. If
this is the case, one expects g to be on the order of the fine structure constant e2/~c ≈ 1/137 for the electro-weak
sector. Neglecting overall constants of order 1, one sees from (88) that if mz ∼ 0.001 eV then this could account for
the cosmological constant, and mz is close to proposed Majorana neutrino masses [37].
If the zeron is indeed a massive Majorana fermion, then the formula (84) implies that the Cosmological Constant

can be measured from co-linear neutrino-anti-neutrino scattering by measuring g based on (83), but only at energies
much higher than the electro-weak SSB scale MHiggs. The principle of particular democracy implies ρvac can be
measured from the scattering of any of such neutrinos.10

VI. CONCLUSIONS

A main results of this article are the prescription (33) for completing the form factor bootstrap for the trace of
the stress-energy tensor, in particular how to obtain the zero particle form factor which determines ρvac from the 2-
particle one, and the proposal (82) for its generalization to D=4. This completion requires additional physical input at
very high energies which can be determined from the S-matrix. For integrable QFT’s in D=2 spacetime dimensions,
our prescription reproduces previously known exact results from the thermodynamic Bethe ansatz. In these even
dimensions one finds the simple expression ρvac ∝ mD/g where m is a physical mass and g a dimensionless interaction
coup ing which can be inferred from the high energy behavior of the S-matrix. The density ρvac diverges as the
interaction g → 0 due to known and well-understood UV divergences in free theories. This implies that interactions
can potentially cure the known UV divergences in free QFT’s.
With the understanding we obtained from these considerations, we speculated on potential applications to the

Standard Model of particle physics. Assuming that the cosmological constant ρΛ comes solely from the vacuum
energy density studied in this article, then this would seem to imply the existence of a massive particle that does not
obtain its mass from SSB of the electro-weak sector, which we termed the zeron. Massive Majorana neutrinos are a
strong candidate for the zeron, since previously proposed neutrino masses approximately have the correct magnitude
to account for the astronomically observed ρΛ if g is of order 1.

9 See for instance [36].
10 Incidentally, massive Majorana neutrinos are a leading candidate to explain the matter/anti-matter asymmetry in the current Universe

since it can lead to CP violation [38]. Roughly speaking, a massive Dirac fermion can be viewed as two CP conjugate Majorana pairs.
It would be quite remarkable if Majorana neutrinos could both explain CP-violation and the Cosmological Constant. Clearly more
scrutiny of this idea is worthy of consideration.
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[38] A De Gouvêa, B Kayser, and R.N. Mohapatra, Manifest CP violation from Majorana phases, Phys. Rev. D 66 (2003)

053004; arXiv:hep-ph/0211394.


