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We show how a nonlocal gravitational interaction can circumvent the Weinberg no-go theorem
on cosmological constant, which forbids the existence of any solution to the cosmological constant
problem within the context of local field theories unless some fine-tuning is assumed. In particular,
Infinite Derivative Gravity theories hint at a possible understanding of the cosmological constant
as a nonlocal gravitational effect on very large scales. In this perspective, one can describe the
observed cosmic acceleration in terms of an effective field theory without relying on the fine-tuning

of parameters or additional matter fields.

* Introduction. The cosmological constant problem
refers to the discrepancy between the observed value of
the cosmological constant as a parameter of the Stan-
dard Cosmological Model and its predicted value corre-
sponding to the energy density of the vacuum in terms
of Quantum Field Theory [1]. Several solutions to this
problem have been proposed in the literature, with the
most popular being those invoking the dynamics of a
classical field to adjust the vacuum energy density to
the observed value; this class of models is essentially
dismissed by the Weinberg no-go theorem on the cos-
mological constant, which highlights that any such local
field theory has to resort to a fine-tuning of the value of
cosmological constant. Only recently, nonlocal gravity
has been put forward as a possible way out via a model
which hypothesizes the existence of an extra field that
achieves the cancellation of cosmological constant from
the equations of motion through a (nonlocal) spacetime
averaging procedure [2—1].

In this letter, we exhibit a possible solution to the cos-
mological constant problem based on a nonlocal gravi-
tational interaction with matter but not with any new
matter degrees of freedom. We perform this approach
by analysing the structure of a unitary subclass of non-
local theories of gravity, the so called Infinite Deriva-
tive Gravity (IDG) theories, see [5]. However, instead
of studying IDG ultraviolet properties [0, 7], we explore
the infrared aspects. Our main result is to show how
the Weinberg no-go theorem can be invalidated if the
crucial assumption of locality is lifted. This conclu-
sion hints at the possibility of solving the cosmological
constant problem by introducing nonlocal gravitational
terms in an effective field theory of gravity.
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The most familiar formulation of the cosmological
constant problem is simply “Why is the vacuum energy
so small?” [8]. This reflects the rationale of the most
common approach to the problem: to introduce some
dynamics, analogous to the Peccei-Quinn mechanism
for the strong CP problem, that is flexible enough to
adjust and cancel any value of vacuum energy density.
Furthermore, given the Einstein field equations of Gen-
eral Relativity (with ¢ = 1)

G;w + Aeﬁ"g,ul/ = 87TGT;LV7 (1)

the Weinberg no-go theorem can be stated as follows
[1]:

The appearance of an effective cosmo-
logical constant makes it impossible to find
any solutions of the Einstein field equations
in which g,,, is the constant Minkowski term
Nuv- That is, the original symmetry of gen-
eral covariance, which is always broken by
the appearance of any given metric g, can-
not, without fine-tuning, be broken in such
a way as to preserve the subgroup of space-
time translations.

* The Weinberg no-go theorem. To prove the in-
evitability of the Weinberg conclusion, i.e. that a fine-
tuning of the effective cosmological constant is neces-
sary, one can consider a hypothetical solution of the
field equations (1) preserving the symmetry of trans-
lational invariance or, in other words, a solution with
all the fields being constant. The Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions of the theory for matter and gravity must then be
given respectively by
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with i = 1,..., N. Therefore, there are N equations for
the matter fields ¢; and 6 equations for the indepen-
dent components of the metric g,,,, so in total there are
N + 6 independent equations for N 4+ 6 unknowns. As
a consequence, one might expect to be able to find a
solution to the above set of differential equations with-
out any fine-tunings. The problem is that if the Eq.
(2) is satisfied, then the dependence of the Lagrangian
L on the metric g, is too simple for the Eq. (3) to
be satisfied too and thus it is impossible to write down
a Lagrangian for the physical system. In that case, in
fact, diffeomorphism invariance requires [1] that

L=y, (4)

where g is the determinant of g, and C is a constant.
From the result (4), it follows that there are no solutions
of the Eq. (3) unless for some reason the coefficient C
vanishes when Eq. (2) is satisfied: under these assump-
tions, the alleged theory cannot exist. In the case of
General Relativity, the only constant appearing in the
Lagrangian of the Einstein-Hilbert action is €' = —g<&,
so the only way for the field equations (1) to admit a
solution with all the fields constant, including the con-
stant Minkowski metric, is for the value of Aeg to be
fine-tuned to vanish in this specific case: this conclu-
sion seems highly unnatural, given that the value of the
cosmological constant is otherwise completely uncon-
strained by the theory.

One of the most common approaches to solve the cos-
mological constant problem is to invoke the presence of
some new matter fields whose dynamics can be modeled
in such a way as to (exactly or almost) cancel the value
of the vacuum energy density. Given a weakly coupled
scalar field ¢ and a value ¢ for which the Lagrangian
L of a local field theory is stationary with respect to
¢, if the stress-energy tensor T depends on ¢ in such
a way as to vanish for the value ¢q, then ¢ will evolve
until it reaches the equilibrium value ¢g, where T" = 0,
and the Einstein field equations will admit a flat space-
time solution like the Minkowski metric, providing that
the definition of 7}, this time includes the contribu-
tion fﬁgw of the cosmological constant term. A
weak coupling implies that the equilibrium value ¢q is
very large. However, it is still possible that the field
¢ could have important effects because it must have a
very small mass mg, since it should be my < 10712 GeV
— corresponding to a field with macroscopic range, as its
Compton wavelength would be m; 2107 m [1]. In
any case, the Weinberg no-go theorem shows that it is
impossible to construct a local field theory with one or
more scalar fields having these desired properties.

* The geometric construction. To see why this is the
case, one can consider the trace of the field Egs. (1),

which for constant fields is

oL
L= — 87GT.
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In a local field theory, this trace equation is a linear
combination of the field equations for the matter fields,
ie.

oL & oL
QW@ = ;fz(l/}z)a—wz (6)

As an example, let us consider the Brans—Dicke scalar-
tensor theory, where the equation of motion for the
scalar field ¢ is proportional to the trace of the field
equations, that is O¢ o T" o< R.

Eq. (6) can be restated as a symmetry condition,
because, for constant fields, the Lagrangian must be
invariant under the transformations [1]

by = —efi(i). (7)

Once the condition (7) is known, it follows that a solu-
tion of Eq. (2) automatically satisfies Eq. (6) too. In
order to prove the validity of this claim and justify the
form of transformations (7), one can tae into account a
simple version of the proof of Weinberg no-go theorem
as follows, leading to the conclusion that it is impossi-
ble to find a solution of field Eqgs. (2) for matter fields
without fine-tuning £. To prove this, the N fields v;
can be replaced with N — 1 fields o; (not necessarily
scalars) and one scalar field ¢, in such a way that the
symmetry transformations (7) become

5g,ul/ = 259#1/,

50']' = 0, 5¢) = —¢&. (8)
These symmetry conditions ensure that, for constant
fields, the Lagrangian can depend on g, and ¢ only in
the combination eQd’gW. As discussed before (see Eq.
(4)), when the field equations for the N —1 fields o; are
satisfied, the Lagrangian must assume the general form

L= €4¢\/Tg£0 (O’j) (9)

with L£o(0;) constant. Therefore, in this case, the source
of scalar field ¢ in its field Eq. (2) is the trace of stress-
energy tensor:

59;“/ = 2€g,uua
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with

Ty = guye4¢£0(0j).

(1)

If there exists a value ¢ of ¢ for which £ were stationary
with respect to ¢, then the trace of the Einstein field
equations (i.e. Eq. (5)) would automatically be satisfied



at this point of field space, because of condition (6).
Still, there is no such stationary field value as can be
seen from expression (11) — unless Lo is fine-tuned so
that it vanishes for this stationary point of £. In this
sense, the scalar field ¢ can always be absorbed in a
redefinition of the metric, e.g. g, = €2?g,,, and so
it cannot help with cosmological constant problem (for
it could appear in the Lagrangian only with derivative
couplings), unless some fine-tuning is considered.

* The locality assumption in field theory. The key
assumption of locality behind the Weinberg no-go the-
orem manifests in the form of symmetry transforma-
tions (8), which lie at the heart of the proof summa-
rized above. Such transformations can only be realized
if a “transverse” hypersurface S in field space can be
defined: this (IV —1)-dimensional hypersurface must be
perpendicular to the direction of the scalar field ¢ in
field space so that any point on S is specified by the
values of the other NV — 1 fields o;. If the field ¢ is
the k-th of the N matter fields, that is ¢, = ¢, then
comparing the symmetry transformations (8) with the
more general expression (7) shows that f;(¢;) = dix. As
a consequence, the Weinberg geometric construction in
field space can be comprehensively stated as follows.

Let the hypersurface S be specified by the equa-
tion T'(1;) = 0, where T'(1);) is any function on which

Zizil f&?/}ﬂ%ﬁi) does not vanish. Since f;(¢;) = ik,

the last condition can be rewritten as %jﬁi) # 0, which

ensures that 7'(¢);) must depend on ¢; in particular, the
choice T'(¢;) = ¢ explicitly shows that S is perpendic-
ular to the direction of ¢ in field space, as its analytic
expression becomes ¢ = 0.

This foliation of field space, which is assumed to be
valid for all possible values of matter fields, allows one
to take the NV — 1 fields o; as a set of coordinates on
S. Furthermore, in general, any point ¢;(o;; ¢) of field
space can be defined as the solution of the ordinary
differential equation ‘Z/g = fi(¢;) subject to the condi-
tion that, for ¢ = 0, v; is at the point of S specified
by the coordinates o;. Note that the differential equa-
tion % = fi(1;) is correctly satisfied by the condition
fi(ti) = 6 assumed for the specific transformations
(8).

The condition that S be a transverse hypersurface
ensures that, at least within a finite region of field space,
any N-dimensional point ¢; corresponds to one point on
a trajectory of S, i.e. it can be mapped on the (N —1)-
dimensional hypersurface S simply by calculating its
orthogonal projection given by ¢ = 0. Therefore, the
whole construction can be summed up by saying that it
is possible to pick at least one field, ¢, whose value in
field space is independent of remaining o; fields so that
the former can be varied as required by the symmetry
transformations (8) while the latter can be assumed to

be constant (in agreement with the expressions (8) and
(9))-

* A monlocal solution. Nonlocality can come into
play at this point. Consider, for instance, the gravi-
tational Lagrangian of nonlocal IDG theories as in Ref.
[5], which contains the series

RY fi,0°"R, (12)
n=1

where f; , are dimensional constants and O-! is the
inverse of d’Alembert operator. In IDG theories, we
do not need to introduce any cosmological constant to
dynamically explain dark energy since nonlocal terms
provide infrared gravitational corrections. See e.g. [5,
8-19].
The main idea is that geometric quantities ™" R can
be recast as N — oo scalar fields, that is
O "R = ¢y, (13)
with appropriate boundary conditions chosen for the
nonlocal operator J~!'. Therefore, the model can be
considered as equivalent to an effective scalar-tensor
theory with N — oo scalar fields non-minimally cou-
pled to gravity. See also Ref.[14]. These auxiliary fields
do not represent further degrees of freedom for nonlocal
theories at quantum level, because there are no quanta
associated with them [5, 20]. It is worth noticing that
these theories are ghost-free [21] and the fields ¢, at
any given point of spacetime, requires the knowledge of
the value of Ricci scalar R throughout spacetime, as a
feature for nonlocality.
Not only the fields ¢,, are nonlocal, they are also re-
lated to each other by the recurrence relation
bn = Dild)nflv (14)
so that it is impossible to select even only one of these
fields as being independent of the others.! As a re-
sult, in the present IDG models, it is impossible to
write down the transformations (8) because the N — oo
scalar fields cannot be varied independently.? The same
conclusion holds for IDG theories that use the generally
covariant d’Alembert operator instead of its inverse.

I In this case, if one wants to consider the projection with ¢, = 0
of an N-dimensional point ; in field space on a hypothetical
(N — 1)-dimensional transverse hypersurface S, for the sake
of argument, then that would automatically imply that also all
the other N —1 fields vanish (because of the recurrence relation
between them), hence all points of the infinite-dimensional field
space would be projected at the origin of S.

2 Weinberg himself pointed out the possibility of this loophole in
his original work [1].



In light of the peculiar field space structure of IDG
theories, a possible solution to the cosmological con-
stant problem is provided by the replacement, in the
gravitational Lagrangian containing the cosmological
constant term, of nonlocal geometric terms like that
of Eq. (12). This outcome can ultimately be ascribed
to two insights. First of all, nonlocal geometric terms
automatically solve the issue with the spontaneous sym-
metry breaking of general covariance in the theory be-
cause they vanish for a flat spacetime solution like the
Minkowski metric. Secondly, a growing amount of ev-
idence hints at the fact that such nonlocal terms can
actually give rise to the presently observed acceleration
in the expansion of spacetime. In Ref. [14], it was shown
that nonlocal gravitational effects of IDG are compati-
ble with the accelerated expansion of the late Universe
on very large scales without the need to postulate the
existence of the cosmological constant or extra matter
fields. In other words, this result could suggest a physi-
cal interpretation of the effective cosmological constant
appearing in the Einstein field Egs. (1) as the manifes-
tation of the nonlocal features of gravitational field in
the far-infrared regime.

* Conclusions. In conclusion, the Weinberg no-go
theorem relies on the key assumption of the validity of
locality principle. This feature does not hold for non-
local extensions of General Relativity, such as IDG, be-
cause the global geometric construction to probe local-
ity and construct local Lagrangian do not work. There-
fore, at least at the level of an effective field theory
for gravitational interaction, nonlocal gravity allows to
derive an effective cosmological constant avoiding fine-
tuning issues. It is interesting to develop this insight
further, either by investigating more general nonlocal
theories of gravity or by combining them with adjust-
ment mechanisms such as those exploiting spacetime
averages of the gravitational effective action. This will
be the topic of a forthcoming paper.
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