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The first and second laws of thermodynamics should lead to a consistent scenario for discussing the
cosmological constant problem. In the present study, to establish such a thermodynamic scenario,
cosmological equations in a flat Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker universe were derived from
the first law, using an arbitrary entropy SH on a cosmological horizon. Then, the cosmological
equations were formulated based on a general formulation that includes two extra driving terms,
fΛ(t) and hB(t), which are usually used for, e.g., time-varying Λ(t) cosmology and bulk viscous
cosmology, respectively. In addition, thermodynamic constraints on the two terms are examined
using the second law of thermodynamics, extending a previous analysis [Phys. Rev. D 99, 043523
(2019)]. It is found that a deviation S∆ of SH from the Bekenstein–Hawking entropy plays important
roles in the two terms. The second law should constrain the upper limits of fΛ(t) and hB(t) in our
late Universe. The orders of the two terms are likely consistent with the order of the cosmological
constant Λobs measured by observations. In particular, when the deviation S∆ is close to zero,
hB(t) and fΛ(t) should reduce to zero and a constant value (consistent with the order of Λobs),
respectively, as if a consistent and viable scenario could be obtained from thermodynamics.

PACS numbers: 98.80.-k, 95.30.Tg

I. INTRODUCTION

Lambda cold dark matter (ΛCDM) models, which as-
sume a cosmological constant Λ and dark energy, can ex-
plain an accelerated expansion of the late Universe [1–3].
However, the ΛCDM model suffers from several theoret-
ical problems [4]. For example, it is well-known that Λ
measured by observations is approximately 60 ∼ 120 or-
ders of magnitude smaller than the theoretical value ob-
tained from quantum field theory [4–7]. To resolve those
problems, astrophysicists have proposed various cosmo-
logical models, such as time-varying Λ(t) cosmology [8–
11], bulk viscous cosmology [12–14], and creation of CDM
(CCDM) models [15–18]. In addition, thermodynamic
scenarios based on the holographic principle [19], such as
entropic cosmology [20–27] and holographic cosmology
[28–53], have been examined extensively [54–73].

In the thermodynamic scenarios, black hole thermody-
namics [74] is applied to a cosmological horizon, which is
assumed to have an associated entropy and an approxi-
mate temperature [20]. In those models [64–73], cosmo-
logical equations are derived from the first law of ther-
modynamics using a dynamical Kodama–Hayward tem-
perature [57, 58] and various forms of black hole entropy
(including Bekenstein–Hawking entropy [74]). For exam-
ple, modified cosmological equations, which include extra
driving terms, can be formulated by applying a power-
law-corrected entropy [75, 76], Tsallis–Cirto entropy [77],
Tsallis–Rényi entropy [78], Barrow entropy [79], and a
generalized six-parameter entropy [80]. In addition, an
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arbitrary entropy on the horizon can be used to derive
a generalized cosmological model from the first law, as
examined by Odintsov et al. [70]. We expect that the
second law of thermodynamics constrains driving terms
in the generalized model, as if the cosmological constant
problem could be discussed from a thermodynamics view-
point. (For the first law, see, e.g., the previous works of
Akbar and Cai [64, 65] and Cai et al. [66] and the recent
works of Sánchez and Quevedo [67], Nojiri et al. [68],
Odintsov et al. [69–71], and the present author [54]. See
also a recent review [72].)

In fact, the present author has examined thermody-
namic constraints on an extra driving term in holographic
equipartition models, similar to a time-varying Λ(t) cos-
mology [35, 36]. However, theoretical backgrounds and
cosmological equations for the model are different from
those for the generalized cosmological model derived from
the first law of thermodynamics. In addition, the gen-
eralized cosmological model should include two differ-
ent driving terms, such as fΛ(t) and hB(t), unlike for
the holographic equipartition model. (Usually, fΛ(t) and
hB(t) are used for, e.g., time-varying Λ(t) cosmology and
bulk viscous cosmology, respectively, based on a general
formulation [50, 54].) The two terms should be related
to a deviation of horizon entropy from the Bekenstein–
Hawking entropy. We expect that the generalized cos-
mological model provides a consistent thermodynamic
scenario; that is, the generalized model is derived from
the first law, whereas the second law constrains the two
terms in the model. The generalized cosmological model
and thermodynamic constraints on the two driving terms
have not yet been examined from those viewpoints. (Note
that the second law itself has been examined in, e.g.,
Refs. [70, 72].)

http://arxiv.org/abs/2412.19032v1


2

In this context, we examine thermodynamic con-
straints on the two terms in the generalized cosmolog-
ical model, extending previous work [35, 36]. In the
present study, cosmological equations are derived from
the first law of thermodynamics using an arbitrary en-
tropy on the cosmological horizon, in accordance with
Ref. [70]. The original cosmological equations implicitly
include extra driving terms. Therefore, the cosmological
equations are systematically formulated again, based on
a general formulation that explicitly includes two extra
driving terms, fΛ(t) and hB(t). In addition, we univer-
sally examine the thermodynamic constraints on the two
driving terms using the second law of thermodynamics.
The present study should contribute to a better under-
standing of thermodynamic scenarios and may provide
new insights into the discussion of the cosmological con-
stant problem. Inflation of the early universe is not dis-
cussed here because we focus on the late universe.
The remainder of the present article is organized as

follows. In Sec. II, a general formulation for cosmological
equations is reviewed. In Sec. III, an associated entropy
and an approximate temperature on a cosmological hori-
zon are introduced. In Sec. IV, cosmological equations
are derived from the first law of thermodynamics using an
arbitrary entropy on the horizon. In addition, based on
the general formulation, the cosmological equations are
systematically formulated. In Sec. V, thermodynamic
constraints on the two terms in the present model are
examined based on the second law of thermodynamics.
Finally, in Sec. VI, the conclusions of this study are pre-
sented.

II. GENERAL COSMOLOGICAL EQUATIONS

IN A FLAT FLRW UNIVERSE

The present study considers a flat Friedmann–
Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) universe. In addi-
tion, an expanding universe is assumed from observations
[1–3]. A general formulation for cosmological equations
was previously examined in Refs. [24, 25, 48–50] and re-
cently examined in Ref. [54]. In this section, we introduce
a general formulation using the scale factor a(t) at time
t, in accordance with those works.
The general Friedmann, acceleration, and continuity

equations are written as [54]

H(t)2 =
8πG

3
ρ(t) + fΛ(t), (1)

ä(t)

a(t)
= −

4πG

3

(

ρ(t) +
3p(t)

c2

)

+ fΛ(t) + hB(t), (2)

ρ̇+3H

(

ρ(t) +
p(t)

c2

)

= −
3

8πG
ḟΛ(t)+

3

4πG
HhB(t), (3)

with the Hubble parameter H(t) defined as

H(t) ≡
da/dt

a(t)
=
ȧ(t)

a(t)
, (4)

where G, c, ρ(t), and p(t) are the gravitational con-
stant, the speed of light, the mass density of cosmolog-
ical fluids, and the pressure of cosmological fluids, re-
spectively. Also, fΛ(t) and hB(t) are extra driving terms
[48, 54]. Usually, fΛ(t) is used for a Λ(t) model, sim-
ilar to Λ(t)CDM models, whereas hB(t) is used for a
bulk-viscous-cosmology-like model, similar to bulk vis-
cous models and CCDM models [48, 50, 54]. In this pa-
per, the two terms are phenomenologically assumed and
are considered to be related to an associated entropy on
a cosmological horizon, as examined later. The general
continuity given by Eq. (3) can be derived from Eqs. (1)
and (2), because only two of the three equations are inde-
pendent [81]. In addition, subtracting Eq. (1) from Eq.
(2) yields [54]

Ḣ = −4πG
(

ρ+
p

c2

)

+ hB(t). (5)

These equations are used in Sec. IV to examine cosmo-
logical equations derived from the first law of thermody-
namics.
Equation (3) indicates that the right side of the general

continuity equation is usually non-zero, as discussed in
Refs. [25, 53, 54]. However, when both fΛ(t) = Λ/3 and
hB(t) = 0 are considered, the continuity equation reduces
to the standard continuity equation, namely ρ̇+ 3H [ρ+
(p/c2)] = 0. Exactly speaking, Eq. (3) reduces to the
standard continuity equation when the following relation
is satisfied:

hB(t) =
ḟΛ(t)

2H
. (6)

In the present study, we derive a generalized cosmologi-
cal model from the first law of thermodynamics, by ap-
plying the standard continuity equation, as examined in
previous works [64–72]. That is, we assume that Eq. (6)
holds. We can confirm that substituting Eq. (6) into Eq.
(3) gives the standard continuity equation, written as

ρ̇+ 3H
(

ρ+
p

c2

)

= 0. (7)

The right side of this equation is zero but includes fΛ(t)
and hB(t) implicitly.
It should be noted that coupling Eq. (1) with Eq. (2)

yields the cosmological equation [48–50] given by

Ḣ = −
3

2
(1 + w)H2 +

3

2
(1 + w)fΛ(t) + hB(t)

= −
3

2
(1 + w)H2

(

1−
fΛ(t)

H2

)

+ hB(t), (8)

where w represents the equation of the state parame-
ter for a generic component of matter, which is given
as w = p/(ρc2) [54]. For a Λ-dominated universe and a
matter-dominated universe, the values of w are −1 and 0,
respectively. In this paper, w > −1 is considered because
fΛ(t) can behave as a varying cosmological-constant-like
term instead of w = −1. (Note that w is retained for
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generality.) For example, when both fΛ(t) = Λ/3 and
hB(t) = 0 are considered, the general formulation reduces
to that for ΛCDM models. The order of the density pa-
rameter ΩΛ for Λ is 1, based on the Planck 2018 results
[3]. Here ΩΛ is defined by Λ/(3H2

0 ), andH0 is the current
Hubble parameter. Therefore, the order of the cosmo-
logical constant term measured by observations, namely
O(Λobs/3) should be written as [34–36]

O

(
Λobs

3

)

≈ O
(
H2

0

)
. (9)

The orders of two extra driving terms are discussed later.

III. ENTROPY AND TEMPERATURE ON THE

COSMOLOGICAL HORIZON

In thermodynamic scenarios, a cosmological horizon is
assumed to have an associated entropy and an approxi-
mate temperature [20]. In this section, the entropy SH

and the temperature TH on the horizon are introduced
in accordance with previous works [35–37, 51–54].
First, we review a form of the Bekenstein–Hawking en-

tropy as an associated entropy on the cosmological hori-
zon because it is the most standard approach [52–54].
In fact, a deviation from the Bekenstein–Hawking en-
tropy plays an important role in extra driving terms, as
discussed later. In general, the cosmological horizon is
examined by replacing the event horizon of a black hole
with the cosmological horizon [28–37, 48–54, 82–84]. We
use this replacement method. In the present paper, the
Hubble horizon is equivalent to the apparent horizon of
the universe because a flat FLRW universe is considered.
Based on the form of the Bekenstein–Hawking entropy,

the entropy SBH is written as [74]

SBH =
kBc

3

~G

AH

4
, (10)

where kB and ~ are the Boltzmann constant and the re-
duced Planck constant, respectively. The reduced Planck
constant is defined by ~ ≡ h/(2π), where h is the Planck
constant [35, 36]. AH is the surface area of the sphere
with a Hubble horizon (radius) rH given by

rH =
c

H
. (11)

Substituting AH = 4πr2H into Eq. (10) and applying Eq.
(11) yields

SBH =
kBc

3

~G

AH

4
=

(
πkBc

5

~G

)
1

H2
=

K

H2
, (12)

where K is a positive constant given by

K =
πkBc

5

~G
. (13)

Differentiating Eq. (12) with regard to t yields [35, 36]

ṠBH =
d

dt

(
K

H2

)

=
−2KḢ

H3
. (14)

Cosmological observations indicate that H > 0 and Ḣ <
0 (see, e.g., Ref. [2]). Accordingly, in our Universe, ṠBH

should be positive as follows [35, 36]:

ṠBH =
−2KḢ

H3
> 0. (15)

Of course, various forms of black hole entropy have been
proposed [77–80], as described in Refs. [37, 52, 53]. These
entropies can be interpreted as an extended version of
SBH. In this study, we consider an arbitrary form of en-
tropy SH on the Hubble horizon and derive a generalized
cosmological model from the first law of thermodynam-
ics, as examined in Sec. IV.
Next, we introduce an approximate temperature TH on

the Hubble horizon, in accordance with previous works
[52–54]. We first review the Gibbons–Hawking tem-
perature TGH because a dynamical Kodama–Hayward
temperature is interpreted as an extended version of
TGH. The Gibbons–Hawking temperature [85] is given
by TGH = ~H

2πkB

. Accordingly, TGH is constant during

the evolution of de Sitter universes [51, 52]. In fact,
TGH is obtained from field theory in the de Sitter space
[85]. However, most universes (including our Universe)
are not pure de Sitter universes in that their horizons are
dynamic [52–54]. Therefore, we introduce a dynamical
Kodama–Hayward temperature [86, 87]. The Kodama–
Hayward temperature for an FLRW universe has been
proposed [57, 58] based on the works of Hayward et al.
[86, 87].
The Kodama–Hayward temperature TKH for a flat

FLRW universe can be written as [39, 40]

TKH =
~H

2πkB

(

1 +
Ḣ

2H2

)

. (16)

Here H > 0 and Ḣ ≥ −2H2 are assumed for a non-
negative temperature in an expanding universe [52–54].
When de Sitter universes are considered, TKH reduces to
the Gibbons–Hawking temperature TGH. In the present
paper, the Kodama–Hayward temperature TKH is used
for the temperature TH on the horizon, to discuss the first
law of thermodynamics in accordance with Refs. [64–72].

IV. FIRST LAW OF THERMODYNAMICS AND

COSMOLOGICAL EQUATIONS

In this section, we review the first law of thermo-
dynamics and introduce cosmological equations derived
from the first law, in accordance with Refs. [68, 70].
Then, we reformulate the cosmological equations and de-
termine the two extra driving terms, fΛ(t) and hB(t),
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based on the general formulation introduced in Sec. II.
The first law of thermodynamics [64–72] was recently ex-
amined in a previous work [54] and, therefore, the first
law is reviewed based on that work and the references
therein. Note that the Hubble horizon is equivalent to
an apparent horizon because a flat FLRW universe is
considered.
The first law of thermodynamics is written as [64–72]

−dEbulk +WdV = THdSH , (17)

where Ebulk is the total internal energy of the matter
fields inside the horizon, given by

Ebulk = ρc2V. (18)

W represents the work density done by the matter fields
[68], which is written as

W =
ρc2 − p

2
, (19)

and V is the Hubble volume, written as

V =
4π

3
r3H =

4π

3

( c

H

)3

, (20)

where rH = c/H is given by Eq. (11) [54]. Equation (17)
indicates that the entropy on the horizon is generated
based on both the decreasing total internal energy of the
bulk (−dEbulk) and the work done by the matter fields
(WdV ) [68].
In addition, Eq. (17) can be written as [54]

−
dEbulk

dt
+W

dV

dt
= TH

dSH

dt
, (21)

or equivalently,

−Ėbulk +WV̇ = TH ṠH . (22)

Here the Kodama–Hayward temperature TKH is used for
the temperature TH on the horizon [64–72]. In this study,
an arbitrary entropy SH on the horizon is considered,
as examined in Ref. [70]. Note that a general form of
entropy is discussed in Ref. [68].
To examine Eq. (22), we calculate the left side of

this equation [54]. Substituting Eqs. (18) and (19) into

−Ėbulk +WV̇ yields [68]

−Ėbulk +WV̇ = −
d(ρc2V )

dt
+

(
ρc2 − p

2

)

V̇

= −ρ̇c2V −

(
ρc2 + p

2

)

V̇ . (23)

Equation (23) corresponds to the left side of Eq. (22).
Therefore, Eq. (22) can be written as [70]

−ρ̇c2V −

(
ρc2 + p

2

)

V̇ = TH ṠH . (24)

To derive cosmological equations, the standard continu-
ity equation is applied [64–72]. From Eq. (7), the conti-
nuity equation is written as

ρ̇+ 3H
(

ρ+
p

c2

)

= 0, (25)

and hB(t) given by Eq. (6) is written as

hB(t) =
ḟΛ(t)

2H
. (26)

Based on the above preparations, we are able to derive
cosmological equations from the first law of thermody-
namics. In fact, Odintsov et al. derived cosmological
equations from the first law using an arbitrary entropy
SH on the horizon [70]. The cosmological equations are
considered to be a generalized cosmological model. The
derivation is summarized in Appendix A, and the results
are used here. From Eq. (A9), the Friedmann equation
from the first law is written as

∫ (
∂SH

∂SBH

)

d(H2) =
8πG

3
ρ+ C, (27)

where C is an integral constant and should be given by
Λ/3. The above equation corresponds to the Friedmann
equation given by Eq. (1). In accordance with Ref. [70],
we use a symbol with brackets, (∂SH/∂SBH). Note that
the integral constant C is retained here, to avoid confu-
sion with Λ measured by observations. In addition, from
Eq. (A5), a cosmological equation corresponding to Eq.
(5) is written as

Ḣ

(
∂SH

∂SBH

)

= −4πG
(

ρ+
p

c2

)

. (28)

The acceleration equation is obtained from Eqs. (27) and
(28), as examined later. In fact, Eqs. (27) and (28) im-
plicitly include two extra driving terms, namely fΛ(t)
and hB(t), which are used for the general formulation
introduced in Sec. II. However, it is difficult to find the
two terms from the above two equations directly. There-
fore, in the next subsection, the cosmological equations
are systematically formulated again, based on the general
formulation.

A. Reformulation of cosmological equations

In this subsection, we reformulate the cosmological
equations derived from the first law so that we can sys-
tematically determine fΛ(t) and hB(t) based on the gen-
eral formulation. To this end, the horizon entropy SH is
reformulated in accordance with the work of Nojiri et al.
[68]. The horizon entropy SH can be written as

SH = SBH + S∆, (29)
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where S∆ represents a deviation from the Bekenstein–
Hawking entropy SBH. Using this equation, (∂SH/∂SBH)
is written as

(
∂SH

∂SBH

)

= 1 +

(
∂S∆

∂SBH

)

. (30)

Substituting Eq. (30) into the left side of Eq. (27) yields

∫ (
∂SH

∂SBH

)

d(H2) =

∫ [

1 +

(
∂S∆

∂SBH

)]

d(H2)

= H2 +

∫ (
∂S∆

∂SBH

)

d(H2). (31)

Substituting the above equation into Eq. (27) yields

H2 =
8πG

3
ρ+ C −

∫ (
∂S∆

∂SBH

)

d(H2)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

fΛ(t)

. (32)

Equation (32) is the Friedmann equation and is equiv-
alent to Eq. (27) derived by Odintsov et al. [70]. The

second and third terms on the right side of Eq. (32) corre-
spond to fΛ(t) in Eq. (1). When S∆ = 0 (namely, SH =
SBH) is considered, Eq. (32) reduces to H

2 = 8πG
3 ρ+C.

Next, we formulate the acceleration equation. Substi-
tuting Eq. (29) into Eq. (28) yields

Ḣ

(
∂SH

∂SBH

)

= Ḣ

[

1 +

(
∂S∆

∂SBH

)]

= −4πG
(

ρ+
p

c2

)

.

(33)

This equation can be written as

Ḣ = −4πG
(

ρ+
p

c2

)

−Ḣ

(
∂S∆

∂SBH

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

hB(t)

. (34)

The second term on the right side of Eq. (34) corresponds
to hB(t) in Eq. (5). Substituting Eqs. (34) and (32) into

ä/a = Ḣ +H2 yields

ä

a
= Ḣ +H2 = −

4πG

3

(

ρ+
3p

c2

)

+ C −

∫ (
∂S∆

∂SBH

)

d(H2)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

fΛ(t)

−Ḣ

(
∂S∆

∂SBH

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

hB(t)

. (35)

Equation (35) is the acceleration equation derived from
the first law of thermodynamics. When S∆ = 0 (i.e.,
SH = SBH), Eq. (35) reduces to

ä
a
= − 4πG

3

(
ρ+ 3p

c2

)
+C.

From Eqs. (32), (35), and (25), the Friedmann, accel-
eration, and continuity equations for the present model
are written as

H(t)2 =
8πG

3
ρ(t) + fΛ(t), (36)

ä

a
= −

4πG

3

(

ρ+
3p

c2

)

+ fΛ(t) + hB(t), (37)

ρ̇+ 3H
(

ρ+
p

c2

)

= 0, (38)

where the two extra driving terms, fΛ(t) and hB(t), are
given by

fΛ(t) = C −

∫ (
∂S∆

∂SBH

)

d(H2), (39)

hB(t) = −Ḣ

(
∂S∆

∂SBH

)

. (40)

The two terms include (∂S∆/∂SBH). Using d(H2) =
2HdH , we can confirm that Eqs. (39) and (40) satisfy

Eq. (26), namely hB(t) = ḟΛ(t)/(2H). When S∆ = 0,
the two terms reduce to fΛ(t) = C and hB(t) = 0, re-
spectively. Accordingly, the cosmological equations for
the present model for S∆ = 0 are equivalent to those
for the ΛCDM models, although the theoretical back-
grounds are different. Various forms of entropy [75–80]
can be applied to the present model because an arbitrary
entropy SH is considered. (In Appendix B, a power-law-
corrected entropy [75, 76] is applied to the present model.
For applications of other forms of entropy, see, e.g., Refs.
[70, 72].)
In this section, we derive cosmological equations from

the first law of thermodynamics using an arbitrary en-
tropy SH on the horizon, in accordance with Refs.
[68, 70]. In addition, we formulate the cosmological equa-
tions again and determine the two extra driving terms,
fΛ(t) and hB(t), based on the general formulation. That
is, we formulate a generalized cosmological model derived
from the first law. Of course, the cosmological equations
for the present model are equivalent to those examined in
Ref. [70]. However, the present model expresses the two
driving terms explicitly. We expect that (∂S∆/∂SBH)
included in the two terms plays important roles in the
discussion of thermodynamic constraints. In the next
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section, the thermodynamic constraints are universally
examined.

It should be noted that holographic equipartition mod-
els similar to a Λ(t) cosmology were examined in Ref.
[36], where an extra driving term for the model was
given by −H2[(SH −SBH)/SBH]. The extra driving term
is different from fΛ(t) given by Eq. (39) but includes
S∆(= SH−SBH). Those results imply that the deviation
S∆ from the Bekenstein–Hawking entropy plays impor-
tant roles in thermodynamic cosmological scenarios.

V. SECOND LAW OF THERMODYNAMICS

AND THERMODYNAMIC CONSTRAINTS ON

THE PRESENT MODEL

In the previous section, we formulated a generalized
cosmological model from the first law of thermodynamics
and determined two extra driving terms, fΛ(t) and hB(t).
From Eqs. (39) and (40), the two terms for the present
model are written as

fΛ(t) = C −

∫ (
∂S∆

∂SBH

)

d(H2), (41)

hB(t) = −Ḣ

(
∂S∆

∂SBH

)

, (42)

where the deviation S∆ is SH − SBH, which is given by
Eq. (29). Note that SH is an arbitrary entropy on the
horizon and SBH is the Bekenstein–Hawking entropy.

In this section, based on the second law of thermo-
dynamics, we universally examine thermodynamic con-
straints on the two terms in the present model, extending
the method used in previous works [34–36]. Similar con-
straints are discussed in those works, using holographic
equipartition models that are different from the present
model. (The second law itself has been examined: for
example, to discuss the second law, the total entropy,
namely the sum of the horizon entropy and the entropy
of the matter fields, was considered [70].) In our Uni-
verse, the horizon entropy is extremely larger than the
sum of the other entropies [88]. In addition, the horizon
entropy is included in the two terms. Therefore, we focus
on the horizon entropy. Consequently, the second law of
thermodynamics is written as

ṠH ≥ 0. (43)

As examined in Sec. III, we consider ṠBH > 0 given by
Eq. (15), because H > 0 and Ḣ < 0 in our Universe

[2]. Also, Ḣ ≥ −2H2 is assumed because the horizon
temperature given by Eq. (16) is considered to be non-
negative. In addition, S∆ 6= 0 is considered. Note that
various nonextensive entropies satisfy S∆ 6= 0, except
when SH = SBH [75–80].

We now examine thermodynamic constraints on the
present model. Substituting Eq. (30) into Eq. (42) yields

hB(t) = −Ḣ

(
∂S∆

∂SBH

)

= Ḣ

[

1−

(
∂SH

∂SBH

)]

= Ḣ

(

1−
ṠH

ṠBH

)

, (44)

where (∂SH/∂SBH) = ṠH/ṠBH is used from Eq. (A3).

Solving Eq. (44) with regard to ṠH gives

ṠH = ṠBH

(

1−
hB(t)

Ḣ

)

. (45)

From Eq. (45), to satisfy ṠH ≥ 0, we require

hB(t)

Ḣ
≤ 1, (46)

where ṠBH > 0 is used. This inequality corresponds to
the thermodynamic constraint on hB(t). Applying Ḣ < 0
to Eq. (46) gives

hB(t) ≥ Ḣ (for Ḣ < 0). (47)

The above inequality implies a lower limit of hB(t). The

lower limit is negative because Ḣ < 0. Substituting Eq.
(5) into Eq. (47) yields

Ḣ + 4πG
(

ρ+
p

c2

)

≥ Ḣ (for Ḣ < 0). (48)

In addition, substituting w = p/(ρc2) into Eq. (48) gives

1 + w ≥ 0 (for Ḣ < 0), (49)

where ρ is positive. In this way, the constraint on w can
be obtained from the constraint on hB(t). We note that
w > −1 considered in Sec. II satisfies Eq. (49). An upper
limit of hB(t) and the order of hB(t) are discussed later.
In the present study, hB(t) is given by Eq. (26), namely

ḟΛ(t)/(2H), because the standard continuity equation is
considered. Substituting Eq. (26) into Eq. (46) yields a

constraint on ḟΛ(t):

ḟΛ(t)/(2H)

Ḣ
=
ḟΛ(t)

2HḢ
≤ 1. (50)

Also, from Eq. (41), we can obtain a similar constraint
on dfΛ(t):

dfΛ(t)

d(H2)
≤ 1. (51)

The two inequalities correspond to the constraints on
ḟΛ(t) and dfΛ(t). However, the two inequalities do not
constrain the extent of fΛ(t), although the two should
help to examine cosmological models from a thermody-
namics viewpoint.
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In fact, thermodynamic constraints on fΛ(t) can be
discussed using Eq. (8), which is written as

Ḣ = −
3

2
(1 + w)H2

(

1−
fΛ(t)

H2

)

+ hB(t), (52)

where w > −1 is considered, as examined in Sec. II.
Solving Eq. (52) with regard to hB(t) and substituting
the resultant equation into Eq. (45) yields

ṠH = ṠBH

(

1−
hB(t)

Ḣ

)

= ṠBH



1−
Ḣ + 3

2 (1 + w)H2
(

1− fΛ(t)
H2

)

Ḣ





= ṠBH

[
3

2
(1 + w)

(

−
H2

Ḣ

)(

1−
fΛ(t)

H2

)]

. (53)

Using ṠBH > 0, Ḣ < 0, and w > −1 to satisfy ṠH ≥ 0,
we require

1−
fΛ(t)

H2
≥ 0, (54)

or equivalently,

fΛ(t) ≤ H2. (55)

Equations (54) and (55) imply an upper limit of fΛ(t).

When 0 < H and H0 ≤ H (obtained from Ḣ < 0), the
strictest constraint from the past to the present is given
by

fΛ(t) ≤ H2
0 ≤ H2, (56)

and the order of fΛ(t) can be written as

O(fΛ(t)) / O(H2
0 ). (57)

In addition, we can examine an upper limit of hB(t).

Applying Ḣ < 0 to Eq. (52) and using Eq. (55) yields

hB(t) = Ḣ +
3

2
(1 + w)H2

(

1−
fΛ(t)

H2

)

≤
3

2
(1 + w)H2, (58)

where fΛ(t) ≥ 0 is also used. (Such a non-negative fΛ(t)
can be obtained from, e.g., a power-law-corrected en-
tropy, as examined in Appendix B.) Equation (58) im-
plies the upper limit of hB(t). Coupling Eq. (47) with

Eq. (58) and applying Ḣ ≥ −2H2 yields

−2H2 ≤ Ḣ ≤ hB(t) ≤
3

2
(1+w)H2 (for Ḣ < 0). (59)

This inequality corresponds to an extended thermody-
namic constraint on hB(t). Applying 0 < H0 ≤ H to Eq.
(59) gives the order of hB(t), written as

O(−H2
0 ) / O(hB(t)) / O(H2

0 ). (60)

1090106010301
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101201
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2
0H× 2

0H×1060 2
0H×
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10120

FIG. 1: Thermodynamic constraints on the two driving terms
for the present model. The constraints on fΛ(t) and hB(t) are
given by Eqs. (57) and (60), respectively. An arrow represents
an allowed region for the upper limits of the two terms. In
Refs. [34–36], similar constraints on an extra driving term are
discussed using holographic equipartition models.

These results indicate that the second law of thermo-
dynamics should constrain fΛ(t) and hB(t). From Eqs.
(57) and (60), the orders of the upper limits of fΛ(t) and
hB(t) are likely consistent with the order of the cosmo-
logical constant measured by observations, namely Λobs.
We note that O(Λobs/3) ≈ O(H2

0 ) is given by Eq. (9),
which is based on the Planck 2018 results [3]. Also, from
Eq. (60), the absolute value of the order of the lower limit
of hB(t) is the same as the order of the upper limit.

Figure 1 shows the orders of the upper limits of the
two terms, the order of Λobs [3], and the order of the the-
oretical value from quantum field theory [4–7]. A region
for the lower limit of hB(t) is not shown in this figure
because the lower limit is negative and the order is the
same as the order of the upper limit. We can confirm
that the orders of the upper limits of the two terms are
consistent with the order of Λobs. The discrepancy of
60 ∼ 120 orders of magnitude appears to be avoided, as
if a consistent scenario could be obtained from thermo-
dynamics.

Finally, we use the present model to discuss an im-
portant model similar to the ΛCDM models (fΛ(t) → C
and hB(t) → 0). To this end, a deviation S∆ from the
Bekenstein–Hawking entropy is considered to be close to
zero but not zero. Accordingly, Eqs. (41) and (42) should
reduce to fΛ(t) ≈ C + ǫ1 and hB(t) ≈ ǫ2, respectively.
Here, two parameters, ǫ1 and ǫ2, should be close to zero
because S∆ is close to zero. Therefore, the constraint on
hB(t) given by Eq. (46) should be satisfied, and the order
of hB(t) can be given by

O[hB(t)] ≈ O(ǫ2) ≈ 0. (61)

In addition, the constraint on fΛ(t) given by Eq. (57) can
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be written as

O(C) ≈ O(C + ǫ1) ≈ O[fΛ(t)] / O(H2
0 ). (62)

Equation (62) implies that the order of C is consistent
with the order of Λobs. In this sense, we can use the
present model to discuss the cosmological constant prob-
lem from a thermodynamic viewpoint when S∆ is close
to zero but not zero. The small deviation S∆ from the
Bekenstein–Hawking entropy may play an important role
in the accelerated expansion of our late Universe.
An arbitrary entropy SH on the horizon is considered

here and, therefore, we can use various forms of entropy
on the horizon; see, for example, Appendix B and Refs.
[70, 72]. Before fine-tuning, we should be able to discuss
thermodynamic constraints on driving terms calculated
from those entropies. We expect that effective entropies,
which deviate slightly from the Bekenstein–Hawking en-
tropy, are favored in our Universe. Further studies are
needed, and those tasks are left for future research.
It should be noted that, in this section, we consider

S∆ 6= 0 and discuss the thermodynamic constraints.
When S∆ = 0 (i.e., SH = SBH), the two terms reduce
to fΛ(t) = C and hB(t) = 0, respectively, as for ΛCDM

models. In this case, Eq. (45) reduces to ṠH = ṠBH.
In fact, Eq. (45) is used in the calculation of the con-
straint on fΛ(t), through Eq. (53). Accordingly, when
S∆ = 0, it is difficult to discuss the thermodynamic con-
straints. To avoid this difficulty, we consider S∆ 6= 0.
Various nonextensive entropies satisfy S∆ 6= 0, except
when SH = SBH. Note that we also consider ṠBH > 0,
H > 0, −2H2 ≤ Ḣ < 0, and w > −1.
In this paper, we examine the thermodynamic con-

straints on the two driving terms in a generalized cos-
mological model derived from the first law of thermody-
namics, using an arbitrary entropy on the horizon. The
thermodynamic constraints imply that the orders of the
two terms are consistent with the order of the cosmo-
logical constant measured by observations. Of course,
we cannot exclude all the other contributions, such as
quantum field theory, because these contributions have
not been examined in this study. In addition, the as-
sumptions used here have not yet been established but
are considered to be viable. The present study should
contribute to a better understanding of thermodynamic
scenarios, which may provide new insights into the dis-
cussion of the cosmological constant problem.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The first and second laws of thermodynamics should
lead to a consistent scenario for discussing the cosmo-
logical constant problem. To establish such a thermo-
dynamic scenario, we have derived cosmological equa-
tions in a flat FLRW universe from the first law, using
an arbitrary entropy SH on the horizon. The derived
cosmological equations implicitly include extra driving
terms. Therefore, we have systematically reformulated

the cosmological equations using a general formulation
that includes two extra driving terms, fΛ(t) and hB(t),
explicitly. The present model is essentially equivalent to
that derived in Ref. [70], but is suitable for the discussion
of thermodynamic constraints.
Based on the second law of thermodynamics, we have

universally examined the thermodynamic constraints on
the two terms in the present model. It is found that a
variation in the deviation S∆ of SH from the Bekenstein–
Hawking entropy plays an important role in the thermo-
dynamic constraints. In our late Universe, the second
law should constrain both the upper limit of fΛ(t) and
the upper and lower limits of hB(t). The upper limits
imply that the orders of the two terms are consistent
with the order of the cosmological constant Λobs mea-
sured by observations. The lower limit of hB(t) leads to
a constraint on w, and the absolute value of the order
of the lower limit is likely consistent with the order of
Λobs as well. In particular, when the deviation S∆ is
close to zero but not zero, hB(t) and fΛ(t) should re-
duce to zero and a constant (consistent with the order of
Λobs), respectively, as if a consistent and viable scenario
could be obtained from thermodynamics. The thermody-
namic scenario may imply that the accelerated expansion
of our Universe is related to the small deviation from the
Bekenstein–Hawking entropy.

Appendix A: Derivation of cosmological equations

In this appendix, we derive cosmological equations
from the first law of thermodynamics based on the
work of Odintsov et al. [70]. The cosmological equa-
tions are considered to constitute a generalized cosmo-
logical model derived from the first law. Substituting
ρ̇ = −3H

(
ρ+ p

c2

)
given by Eq. (25) into Eq. (24) yields

TH ṠH = −ρ̇c2V −

(
ρc2 + p

2

)

V̇

= 3H
(

ρ+
p

c2

)

c2V −

(
ρc2 + p

2

)

V̇

= (ρc2 + p)

(

3HV −
V̇

2

)

. (A1)

Solving Eq. (A1) with regard to ṠH , substituting V =

(4π/3)(c/H)3 given by Eq. (20) and V̇ = −4πc3H−4Ḣ
into the resultant equation, and performing several oper-
ations yields [70]

ṠH =
(ρc2 + p)

(

3HV − V̇
2

)

TH

=
(ρc2 + p)

(

3H 4π
3

(
c
H

)3
− (−4πc3H−4Ḣ)

2

)

~H
2πkB

(

1 + Ḣ
2H2

)

=
(

ρ+
p

c2

) 8π2

H3

kBc
5

~
, (A2)
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where TKH given by Eq. (16) is used for TH . Conversely,
using the form of the Bekenstein–Hawking entropy SBH

allows us to write ṠH as

ṠH =

(
∂SH

∂SBH

)
∂SBH

∂t
=

(
∂SH

∂SBH

)
−2KḢ

H3

=

(
∂SH

∂SBH

)
−2πkBc5

~G
Ḣ

H3
, (A3)

where ṠBH = −2KḢ
H3 given by Eq. (14) and K = πkBc5

~G

given by Eq. (13) are applied. Based on Ref. [70], we
use a symbol with brackets, namely (∂SH/∂SBH). To

this end, in the above calculation, ṠH = ∂SH/∂t and

ṠBH = ∂SBH/∂t are applied and, therefore, (∂SH/∂SBH)

corresponds to ṠH/ṠBH.
Substituting Eq. (A2) into Eq. (A3) yields

(

ρ+
p

c2

) 8π2

H3

kBc
5

~
=

(
∂SH

∂SBH

)
−2πkBc5

~G
Ḣ

H3
. (A4)

Calculating this equation gives [70]

Ḣ

(
∂SH

∂SBH

)

= −4πG
(

ρ+
p

c2

)

. (A5)

The above equation corresponds to Eq. (5). Substituting
ρ̇+3H

(
ρ+ p

c2

)
= 0 given by Eq. (25) into Eq. (A5) yields

Ḣ

(
∂SH

∂SBH

)

= −4πG
(

ρ+
p

c2

)

= 4πG

(
ρ̇

3H

)

. (A6)

We can rearrange Eq. (A6) as

(
∂SH

∂SBH

)

HḢ =
4πG

3
ρ̇, (A7)

or equivalently,
(
∂SH

∂SBH

)

HdH =
4πG

3
dρ. (A8)

Integrating Eq. (A8) and applyingHdH = 1
2d(H

2) yields

∫ (
∂SH

∂SBH

)

d(H2) =
8πG

3
ρ+ C, (A9)

where C is an integral constant and should be given by
C = Λ/3. Equation (A9) is the Friedmann equation
derived from the first law of thermodynamics, which is
examined in Ref. [70]. In Sec. IV, we reformulate those
cosmological equations, based on the general formulation
introduced in Sec. II.

Appendix B: Present model for a

power-law-corrected entropy Spl

In this appendix, as a specific entropy, we apply a
power-law-corrected entropy to the present model. The

power-law-corrected entropy suggested by Das et al. [75]
is based on the entanglement of quantum fields between
the inside and outside of the horizon and has been ap-
plied to holographic equipartition models [35, 36, 48]. As
far as we know, the power-law-corrected entropy has not
yet been applied to the present model. Note that several
forms of entropy have been examined in, for example,
the recent review by Nojiri et al. [72] and the references
therein.
The power-law-corrected entropy Spl [76] can be writ-

ten as

Spl = SBH

[

1− ψα

(
H0

H

)2−α
]

, (B1)

where ψα is a dimensionless parameter given by

ψα =
α

4− α

(
rH0

rc

)2−α

, (B2)

and α and ψα are considered to be dimensionless constant
parameters. The crossover scale rc is likely identified
with rH0 [76]. When α = 0, Spl reduces to SBH. In this
study, ψα is assumed to be positive for an accelerating
universe [35] and, therefore, 0 < α < 4 is obtained from
Eq. (B2). We note that α and ψα may be independent
free parameters [48].
Differentiating Eq. (B1) with regard to t and applying

Eqs. (12) and (14) gives [35]

Ṡpl = ṠBH

[

1−
ψαH

2−α
0

H2−α

]

+ SBH

[

(2− α)ψαH
2−α
0 Ḣ

H3−α

]

=
−2KḢ

H3

[

1−
ψαH

2−α
0

H2−α

]

+
K

H2

2(1− α
2 )ψαH

2−α
0 Ḣ

H3−α

=
−2KḢ

H3

[

1−
(2− α

2 )ψαH
2−α
0

H2−α

]

= ṠBH

[

1−

(
4− α

2

)

ψα

(
H0

H

)2−α
]

. (B3)

We now apply Spl to the present model and calculate
two extra driving terms, fΛ,pl(t) and hB,pl(t). For this,
we first calculate (∂S∆/∂SBH). Using Eq. (30), replacing
SH by Spl, and applying Eq. (B3) yields

(
∂S∆

∂SBH

)

=

(
∂SH

∂SBH

)

− 1 =
ṠH

ṠBH

− 1 =
Ṡpl

ṠBH

− 1

= −

(
(4− α)ψα

2

)(
H0

H

)2−α

= −

(
αΨα

2

)(
H

H0

)α−2

. (B4)

Here (4−α)ψα has been replaced by αΨα, using a dimen-
sionless positive constant Ψα, to obtain a simple formula-
tion equivalent to a power-law term examined in previous
work [35, 36, 48].
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Integrating Eq. (B4) with regard to H2 and applying
d(H2) = 2HdH yields

∫ (
∂S∆

∂SBH

)

d(H2) = −

∫ (
αΨα

2

)(
H

H0

)α−2

2HdH

= −ΨαH
2
0

(
H

H0

)α

+ C0, (B5)

where C0 is an integral constant. Substituting Eq. (B5)
into Eq. (41) yields

fΛ,pl(t) = C1 +ΨαH
2
0

(
H

H0

)α

, (B6)

where C1 is C−C0 and is considered to be non-negative.
The second term on the right side is a power-law term
proportional to Hα. Similarly, using Spl, we calculate
hB,pl(t). Substituting Eq. (B4) into Eq. (42) yields

hB,pl(t) = −Ḣ

(
∂S∆

∂SBH

)

= Ḣ

(
αΨα

2

)(
H

H0

)α−2

.

(B7)

The hB,pl(t) term includes Ḣ . Equations (B6) and (B7)
imply that fΛ,pl(t) is non-negative, whereas hB,pl(t) is

non-positive when H > 0 and Ḣ < 0 are considered from
observations [2], where Ψα > 0 and 0 < α < 4 are also
used.

Finally, we discuss the ratio of the two terms. Dividing
Eq. (B7) by Eq. (B6) and setting C1 = 0 for simplicity
yields

hB,pl(t)

fΛ,pl(t)
=
Ḣ
(
αΨα

2

) (
H
H0

)α−2

C1 +ΨαH2
0

(
H
H0

)α =
α

2

Ḣ

H2
. (B8)

The solution to Eq. (B8) is negative when Ḣ < 0. In this

case, applying Ḣ ≥ −2H2 to Eq. (B8) gives

−α ≤
hB,pl(t)

fΛ,pl(t)
≤ 0. (B9)

Here Ḣ ≥ −2H2 is assumed for a non-negative hori-
zon temperature, as examined in Sec. III. Equation (B9)
indicates that |fΛ,pl(t)| is larger than |hB,pl(t)| when
0 < α < 1. In particular, the fΛ,pl(t) term tends to
be dominant when a small positive α is considered.

In this way, we can study the two terms in the present
model for a power-law-corrected entropy. Of course, the
thermodynamic constraints on the two terms can be ex-
amined by applying results in Sec. V. In addition, we can
discuss the background evolutions of the universe in this
specific model from a thermodynamic viewpoint. These
tasks are left for future research.
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