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Gibbons and Hawking [Phys. Rev. D 15, 2738 (1977)] have shown that the horizon of de Sitter space emits
radiation in the same way as the event horizon of the black hole. But actual cosmological horizons are not event
horizons, except in de Sitter space. Nevertheless, this paper proves Gibbons’ and Hawking’s radiation formula
as an exact result for any flat space expanding with strictly positive Hubble parameter. The paper gives visual
and intuitive insight into why this is the case. The paper also indicates how cosmological horizons are related to
the dynamical Casimir effect, which makes experimental tests with laboratory analogues possible.
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I.

INTRODUCTION

Horizons are known [1] to turn quantum fluctuations into
radiation. The event horizon [2] of a black hole radiates [3].
The causal horizon [2] of accelerated observers is predicted to
radiate [4]. What about cosmological horizons [5], will they
radiate as well? Gibbons and Hawking have shown [6] that
exponentially expanding flat space — de Sitter space [7] —
emits thermal radiation with temperature
kB T =

~H
2π

(1)

where kB denotes Boltzmann’s constant, ~ the reduced Planck
constant and H the Hubble parameter [8]
H=

ȧ
a

(2)

that is constant for an expansion factor a growing exponentially with cosmological time t. This regime of exponential
growth is believed to be the asymptotic limit of the expanding universe. The actual expansion [9] is non–exponential
with varying Hubble parameter H [10, 11]. Will Gibbons’
and Hawking’s result (1) remain valid?
This question appears far from being trivial if we consider
what cosmological horizons are and what they are not [11].
Imagine an arbitrary point co–moving with the universe. According to Hubble’s law [5] the rest of the universe appears to
withdraw from this point with a velocity that grows as H` with
proper distance `. At some distance `H the expansion velocity
H`H reaches the speed of light c. The sphere with radius `H
around the point we call the Hubble sphere and its surface the
cosmological horizon [12]. One would expect that no light
from beyond that sphere would ever enter it (and reach the
point in its center) but this is not true [11]. In fact, all galaxies
with redshifts z > 1.6 lie beyond our horizon, and yet they are
visible. Not to mention the Cosmic Microwave Background
that originates from z ∼ 103 . Figure 1 shows how this is possible. The figure also illustrates that the asymptotic de Sitter
horizon does prevent light from entering its Hubble sphere.
The de Sitter horizon is an event horizon [2] which justifies
Gibbons’ and Hawking’s theory [6], but the actual cosmological horizon is not. So will it radiate? And if it does what is
its temperature?

The answer to this question is not entirely academic, despite the temperature of Eq. (1) being in the range of 10−29 K
for the present Hubble parameter [13–15]. It turns out [16]
that the Gibbons–Hawking effect is essential for establishing
the correct order of magnitude of the cosmological constant
Λ from the Lifshitz theory of vacuum fluctuations [17, 18].
Furthermore, Λ responds to changes in the inverse Gibbons–
Hawking temperature with time, which may resolve [19] one
of the major puzzles in contemporary astrophysics [20], the
tension between the present Hubble parameter inferred from
the early [13] or the late [14, 15] cosmic evolution. The literature disagrees whether Eq. (1) holds in general with arguments in favor [2, 16, 21] or against [22]. Reference [16]
uses a fluid–mechanical analogue [23] to establish Eq. (1) for
arbitrary cosmic expansion. Here I prove Eq. (1) without analogues as an exact result for any H(t) > 0 (and Friedmann–
Lemaı̂tre–Robertson–Walker metric with zero spatial curvature).
II.

VISUALIZATION

For simplicity, and in agreement with astronomical observation [24], space is assumed to be flat with time–dependent
length scale, the expansion factor a(t) > 0. Space–time is not
flat; the space–time metric reads
ds2 = c2 dt2 − a2 dr 2

(3)

and has non–zero Riemann curvature for non–zero H [25]. In
conformal time
Z
Z
dt
dα
τ=
=
with α = ln a
(4)
a
eα H
the metric (3) reduces to ds2 = a2 (c2 dτ 2 − dr 2 ). Light rays
(ds = 0) thus propagate in conformal time τ and co–moving
space r like in flat Minkowski space — along the diagonals in
a (cτ, r) space–time diagram (Fig. 1).
Consider radially–incident rays. They encounter the cosmological horizon at the co–moving radius r where, from the
perspective of an observer at the origin, space appears to expand at the speed of light, i.e. where the proper distance ar
changes with c, which happens at r = c/ȧ = c/(aH). Picture
the horizon in a radial (cτ, r) space–time diagram (Fig. 1).
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with |c| = c and
u = Hx .

0

0.0

The null–geodesics in the {t, x} coordinates thus move with
velocities
v=

on

2

riz

One obtains from the line element (3) the metric
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(5)
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For the horizon to separate the stream of incident light, the
horizon (r/c = e−α H −1 with α = ln a) must be light–like
as well (r/c = τ0 − τ with τ0 = const). This is the case if
the integrand of τ with respect to α [Eq. (4)] equals minus the
integral, which requires the integrand e−α H −1 to be proportional to e−α and hence H = const. Therefore, only in de
Sitter space the cosmological horizon separates light into the
inside and the outside of the Hubble sphere, only the de Sitter
horizon is an event horizon. Otherwise light is able to cross
the cosmological horizon. For light reaching us at present time
with a = 1 and τ0 = τ |α=0 of Eq. (4) we find for the parameters of the cosmological standard model [26] that the crossing
has occurred at redshift [10] z = e−α − 1 ≈ 1.6 mentioned
in Sec. I. The light from galaxies with larger redshifts and the
Cosmic Microwave Background reaches us from beyond the
cosmological horizon, because the horizon is not light–like.
Consider now the opposite situation: light or some other
particles emitted from a point taken as the coordinate origin. The surface they can reach is called the particle horizon
(Fig. 1). The particle horizon (r/c = τ − τ1 with τ1 = const)
coincides with the cosmological horizon (r/c = e−α H −1 ) if
the integrand of τ with respect to α [Eq. (4)] equals the integral, which requires H to be proportional to e−2α = a−2 .
This is the equation of state of the radiation–dominated universe [10]. So, fittingly, in the radiation–dominated era [10]
the particle horizon is also the cosmological horizon.
Figure 1 illustrates the horizons in a space–time diagram of
conformal time τ and co–moving radius r where light propagates as in Minkowski space. Alternatively, one can also
compensates for the spatial expansion factor a in a diagram
of cosmological time t and proper distance ` = ar (Fig. 2).
Consider the coordinates [16]

(8)

Consequently, in {t, x} coordinates light propagates with c,
but perceives the expanding universe as a moving medium
[27] with outward flow u growing in speed u with proper distance as H` (Hubble’s law) [16]. At the cosmological horizon the medium reaches the speed of light. Figure 2 shows
how incident light rays get to a momentary halt at the horizon.
For exponentially expanding space, the proper distance to the
horizon, c/H, remains constant, and so light is trapped there
forever. For the actual expansion of the universe, however, the
proper distance to the horizon increases — the cosmological
horizon appears to move outwards (Fig. 2). Light trapped for

FIG. 1: Horizons. Radial space–time diagram showing the entire
history of the universe [26] in (finite) conformal time τ and at co–
moving radius r from a point placed at the coordinate origin (length
unit: horizon at present time [26]). The cosmological horizon (red)
separates the inside (white) from the outside (gray) of the Hubble
sphere. Light propagates along the diagonals of the space–time diagram, as in Minkowski space, and freely crosses the cosmological
horizon, unless the horizon becomes light–like as in the final stage of
cosmic evolution when the universe approaches de Sitter space. In
the early stage the universe is radiation–dominated and the cosmological horizon coincides with the particle horizon.

a fleeting moment there gets released and moves on. Nevertheless, this moment of light standing still will suffice for
Gibbons–Hawking radiation.
To see this, consider a specific but arbitrary moment in time
labelled by the conformal time τ0 with the expansion factor
a0 and Hubble parameter H0 . Imagine a light wave of constant frequency ω 0 in frames co–moving with the Hubble flow

3

proper distance x

The frequency ω is related to the phase ϕ as ω = −∂t ϕ. As
the wave propagates in conformal time and co–moving radius
as in Minkowski space (Fig. 1) the phase of an incident radial
wave must depend on r + cτ . We thus obtain by integration
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FIG. 2: Moving medium. Viewed in the radial space–time diagram
of cosmological time t and proper distance x the universe appears to
light like a fluid expanding with velocity Hx in agreement with Hubble’s law (units as in Fig. 1). At the cosmological horizon (red) the
flow reaches the speed of light. The figure shows the same rays as in
Fig. 1. The rays are incident in the region (gray) outside the horizon,
but dragged outward by the medium until the Hubble parameter H
has fallen such that they may enter the Hubble sphere (white). At
the cosmological horizon the rays are vertical in the space–time diagram: light stands still, although only for a fleeting moment. In de
Sitter space, when H = const, this moment would last forever.


ω0
r
.
ln 1 + a0 H0 τ0 − τ −
H0
c

(11)

Consider now the wavenumber k = ∂r ϕ. Inside the region
with r/c + τ − τ0 < (a0 H0 )−1 that coincides with the Hubble sphere at τ = τ0 the wavenumber k is negative, whereas
outside this region k > 0. Purely incident waves must have
entirely negative spatial Fourier components and hence negative wavenumbers. Therefore we must require that the wave
vanishes for r/c + τ − τ0 > (a0 H0 )−1 . This does not mean
that the wave ends at the cosmological horizon throughout its
history (Fig. 3). The edge of the wave coincides with the horizon only at τ = τ0 . As we can decompose all radially incident
waves inside the temporary horizon at τ0 in terms of waves
of constant but different co–moving frequencies ω 0 , all waves
reaching the origin are superpositions of waves with an edge.
The quantum vacuum, however, is not confined by such
edges, for the following simple reason [16]: The universe is
homogeneous and isotropic on cosmological scales [29] and
so must be the vacuum. One can move the coordinate origin to
any spatial point, but the vacuum must remain invariant. This
would be impossible if the quantum vacuum were confined
by wave edges around a given point. From this follows that
the radiation incident on any point must not be in the vacuum
state. Cosmological horizons radiate. To work out the details
takes a calculation.

III.

CALCULATION
A.

The model

Consider a simple model for massless bosons such as the
photons of the electromagnetic field: a conformally–coupled,
massless scalar field [30] described by the mode decomposition

X
Â =
Ak âk + A∗k â†k
(12)
k

(8). Such waves may exist as mathematical objects, regardless
whether one subscribes to their fluid–mechanical interpretation, and we may regard all incident light waves as superpositions of them. The co–moving frequency ω 0 is related to ω, the
frequency with respect to cosmological time, by the Doppler
formula [28]


H|x|
ω0 = 1 −
ω.
(9)
c
Expressed in terms of the co–moving radius r we thus require
ω|τ0 =

ω0
,
1 − a0 H0 r/c

ω 0 = const.

(10)

where the mode functions Ak obey the wave equation [30]
√
1
R
√ ∂µ −g g µν ∂ν A + A = 0
−g
6

(13)

in terms of the metric tensor gαβ , its determinant g and inverse g µν , while R denotes the curvature scalar [8]. The mode
operators â and â† shall obey the Bose commutation relations. This simple model captures the essence of conformally–
invariant bosonic fields experiencing the Gibbons–Hawking
effect while avoiding technicalities associated with their polarization and internal structure.
For the Bose commutation relation to hold for the mode operators, the mode functions are required [31] to be orthonor-
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co-moving r

nates:
ds2 = c2 dt2 − a2 (dr2 + r2 dθ2 + r2 sin2 θ dφ2 )

1

(15)

with curvature scalar [8]
R=−


6 
2
Ḣ
+
2H
c2

(16)

√
and −g = a3 r2 sin θ. We express the mode functions in
terms of the spherical harmonics Ylm as
0

conformal cτ

A = a(t) Al (t, r) Ylm (θ, φ)

-1

-2

(17)

and arrive from Eqs. (13) and (15-17) at the equation of the
partial waves Al :


2
c2
2
2
2
(18)
∂τ Al = c ∂r + ∂r Al − 2 l(l + 1)Al
r
r
expressed in terms of conformal time τ defined in Eq. (4). In
flat Minkowski space one gets exactly the same wave equation. So not only do null geodesics propagate in conformal
time and co–moving space as in Minkowski space, the full
quantum field Â does it as well. This is a consequence of its
conformal invariance [30]. For guidance and intuition, consider first the case l = 0 of purely radial propagation, before
proceeding to the general l ≥ 0.
B.

Radial propagation

Put l = 0. In this case the general solution of the radial
wave equation (18) takes the familiar d’Alembert form
-3

A0 =
0.0
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(19)

with the functions f± describing incoming (+) and outgoing
(-) waves. Consider in particular

2.0

FIG. 3: Wave of constant co–moving frequency. Contour lines of
the phase [Eq. (11) for τ − τ0 + r/c < (a0 H0 )−1 ] shown in the
space–time diagram of conformal time and co–moving radius for
τ0 = −0.5 (units as in Fig. 1). The contour lines represent light
rays incident from outside (gray) the Hubble sphere and crossing to
the inside (white) at the cosmological horizon (red). For τ ≥ τ0
they are confined within the Hubble sphere. At τ = τ0 + (a0 H0 )−1
the last ray reaches the origin. All incident radiation confined within
the Hubble sphere at τ0 can be represented as superposition of these
waves with different constant co–moving frequencies.

mal with respect to the scalar product [30]
Z
√
ic
A∗1 ∂ 0 A2 − A2 ∂ 0 A∗1
−g dV
(A1 , A2 ) =
~

1
[f+ (r + cτ ) + f− (r − cτ )]
r

(14)

that, as a consequence of the wave equation (13), does not
depend on time.
Specifically, the quantum field Â shall evolve in a space–
time geometry with metric (3) expressed in spherical coordi-

A0 =

A
iν+1
(η ∓ ρ)
r

(20)

with constant A, the dimensionless variables
η = 1 + H0 a0 (τ0 − τ ) ,

ρ=

H0 a0
r
c

(21)

and the dimensionless constant
ν=

ω0
.
H0

(22)

The radial wave given by Eqs. (20-22) with the minus sign in
Eq. (20) has the phase profile (11) of a wave with constant co–
moving frequency discussed in Sec. II and illustrated in Fig. 3.
There we argued that for being strictly ingoing the wave needs
to be confined in the region ρ < η (Fig. 3).
After the incident wave focuses at the origin it is reflected
there and leaves as an outgoing wave. We thus write for the
propagation of the incident mode:

A
iν+1
iν+1
A+ =
Θ(η − ρ) (η − ρ)
− (η + ρ)
. (23)
r
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A+ = −

A
iν+1
Θ(η + ρ) (η + ρ)
.
r

(24)

Now imagine a wave A− of constant co–moving frequency
that stays outside ρ > η (Fig. 4). Here, according to Eq. (10),
the co–moving frequency ω 0 has the opposite sign of the frequency with respect to cosmological time, ω. For having a
wave oscillating with positive frequencies ω the co–moving
frequency needs to be negative, and so does the parameter ν in
Eq. (22). We thus complex–conjugate the solution of Eq. (20)
and define A− as
A− =

A
−iν+1
Θ(ρ − η) (ρ − η)
.
r

(25)

for ν1 ∼ ν2 ∼ ν (the scalar product vanishes if ν1 6= ν2
for otherwise it would be time–dependent). We substitute
exp(−ξ) for ρ and obtain the standard integral of the delta
function:
(4π)2 A2 H0 ν
δ(ν1 − ν2 ) .
~

1.0
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0.0

-0.5

-1.0

-1.5
0.0

As Eq. (23) this equation is only valid for η > 0 and hence
τ − τ0 < (a0 H0 )−1 . At later times A− reaches the origin and
is reflected there:

A
−iν+1
A− =
(ρ − η)−iν+1 − Θ(−η − ρ) (−η − ρ)
r
(26)
for η < 0. The need for complex conjugation in the definition
of A− also becomes evident from normalizing A− with respect to the scalar product defined in Eq. (14). We recall that
the scalar product does not depend on time and evaluate it at
η = 0 where we get
Z
8πA2 H0 ν ∞ i(ν1 −ν2 )+1
(A1 , A2 ) =
ρ
dρ
(27)
~
0

(A1 , A2 ) =

co-moving r

conformal cτ

The minus sign between the incoming and the outgoing term
ensures that A+ does not diverge at the origin. Instead, it
forms there a diffraction–limited spot [32]. There is one more
subtlety to consider: Eq. (23) holds only for η ≥ 0. At η = 0
the incident wave runs out and vanishes for η < 0 (Fig. 3).
No further light can by reflected; the edge of the last reflected
wave moves as ρ = −η with falling η given by Eq. (21). We
indicate this by writing a Θ(η + ρ) in front of the reflected
wave for η < 0:

(28)

The norm is positive, as required, and it were negative without
the complex conjugation in the definition of A− . For A+ we
also evaluate the scalar product at η = 0 and obtain exactly
the same norm.
We have thus established two sets of modes with parameter
ν, one (A+ ) describing radiation incident from inside ρ < η
and the other (A− ) incident radiation staying outside. Similar
to the closely–related Rindler modes [1] these modes form a
complete orthonormal set for incident radiation.
Next we follow Damour’s and Ruffini’s elegant argument
[33] and note that the quantum vacuum occupies modes that
are analytic in ρ − η (or ρ + η). In particular, they must not
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FIG. 4: Partner of the wave with constant co–moving frequency
shown in Fig. 3. Contour lines of the phase [Eq. (11) for τ − τ0 +
r/c > (a0 H0 )−1 ] with units as in Fig. 3. As there the contour
lines represent light rays. One sees that the partner wave reaches
the origin at τ > τ0 + (a0 H0 )−1 . The quantum vacuum entangles
the partners in an Einstein–Podolski–Rosen state. Reduced to one of
the partners, this state appears as thermal radiation with Gibbons–
Hawking temperature (1).

vanish for ρ < η or ρ > η. It is easy to construct analytic
Avac± from the A± of Eqs. (23) and (25):
Avac± = A± cosh ζ + A∗∓ sinh ζ

(29)

tanh ζ = e−πν .

(30)

with

The Bogoliubov transformation (29) preserves the orthonormality of the mode functions and the Bose commutation relations of the associated mode operators [31]
âvac± = â± cosh ζ − â†∓ sinh ζ .

(31)

Defining the vacuum state |0i as the eigenstate of the âvac±
with eigenvalue zero gives [31]
∞
1 X −nπν
|0i = √
e
|ni+ |ni−
Z n=0

(32)

in terms of the particle–number states |ni± of the modes A±
and with Z −1 = 1 − e−2πν . The state described in Eq. (32)
is an Einstein–Podolski–Rosen state (a two–mode squeezed

6
vacuum) [31], the strongest entangled state with given mean
energy [34]. The A± modes are thus strongly correlated: a
particle of frequency ω 0 detected at τ0 at the origin is accompanied by a partner particle in mode A− . The partner may
also appear at the origin after the A− mode comes in when
the conformal time τ0 + (a0 H0 )−1 has elapsed, which may
take a rather long cosmological time.
The reduced quantum state for the A+ mode is a thermal
state [31] with temperature T given by
2πν =

~ω
kK T

(33)

From definition (22) and Eq. (10) at r = 0 follows Gibbons’
and Hawking’s formula (1) for any H0 and hence for any
H(t) > 0.

C.

General propagation

Radial propagation is sufficient for describing the field captured by a single point (with coordinate origin set to this
point). Yet the field energy at this point depends on derivatives of the field amplitudes and hence on multipole momenta,
and so do other correlation functions. It is therefore necessary
to consider the general case of arbitrary angular momentum l.
Inspired by the radial case of l = 0, we seek the solution of
the wave equation (18) as
Al =

Al
(η ∓ ρ)iν+1 pl (±z)
r

(34)

η
ρ

(35)

with
z=−



(iν)!
1−z
F
−l,
l
+
1,
−iν,
2 1
(iν − l)!
2

(36)

in terms of Gauss’ hypergeometric function [35]. The prefactor is chosen for later convenience. From the hypergeometric
series follows that the Pl (z) are polynomials of order l in z,
with the first two given by
p0 (z) = 1 ,

p1 (z) = 1 + iν − z .

pl+2 (z)+(2l +3)z pl+1 (z)+(l −iν)(l +2+iν) pl (z) . (38)
Applying this relation with the initial values of Eq. (37) we
can easily compute the pl (z). In particular, we obtain for the
constant term in the polynomials
l
Y

(2m − l + iν)

m=1

Al 
iν+1
Θ(η − ρ) (η − ρ)
pl (z)
r
−(−1)l Θ(η + ρ) (η + ρ)

for l > 0

iν+1


pl (−z) . (40)

The incoming wave is reflected with coefficient (−1)l for the
following reason. The highest singularity in pl (z) for r → 0 is
given by the highest term in z = −η/ρ, which is proportional
to z l in the l–th order polynomial pl (z). Subtracting the ingoing and outgoing term with the difference (−1)l thus removes
the leading singularity. It also removes all other singularities,
as there must exist a regular solution as linear combination of
the two fundamental solutions (34). The so–constructed mode
function describes light that reaches the origin at η > 0 when
τ − τ0 < (a0 H0 )−1 .
The light outside the cosmological horizon at τ0 propagates
inwards as well. but reaches the origin at τ − τ0 > (a0 H0 )−1
when η < 0. We describe the corresponding mode function as
A− =

Al 
−iν+1
Θ(−η + ρ) (η + ρ)
pl (z)
r
−iν+1

−(−1)l Θ(−η − ρ) (−η − ρ)


pl (−z) (41)

where we took the complex conjugates of the fundamental solutions (34) for having a positive norm. The normalization is
best done at the time when η = 0 and hence z = 0. We obtain
for both A+ and A− :
(4π)2 Al 2 |pl (0)|2 H0 ν
δ(ν1 − ν2 )
~

(42)

with the pl (0) given by Eq. (39). We can thus proceed exactly
as in Sec. IIIB (without the need to consider gray–body factors [1] as for the Hawking radiation of black holes). We obtain also for general wave propagation the Einstein–Podolski–
Rosen state of Eq. (32) as the vacuum state seen by the observer modes A± . An observer co–moving with the universe
would perceive the vacuum as a thermal state with Gibbons–
Hawking temperature (1).

(37)

We use Eq. 3.4.(6) of Ref. [35] to express Eq. (36) in terms of
Legendre functions and deduce from Eq. 3.8.(12) of Ref. [35]
the recurrence relation

pl (0) =

A+ =

(A1 , A2 ) =

and find
pl (z) =

and p0 = 1. These are all the mathematical preparations
needed for constructing and normalizing the mode functions
of the incident radiation.
In analogy to Eqs. (23) and (24) we write for the mode incident inside ρ < η the compact expression

(39)

IV.

OUTLOOK

Cosmological horizons radiate with Gibbons–Hawking
temperature (1) in a spatially–flat expanding universe with
H(t) > 0. This paper has proven this statement as an exact result for a Friedmann–Lemaı̂tre–Robertson–Walker metric with zero spatial curvature [10]. We may also imagine a
contracting universe with H(t) < 0 where the Hubble flow of
Eq. (8) points inwards and grows in magnitude with growing
proper distance. Also in this case a cosmological horizon is
established when the Hubble flow reaches the speed of light.
We can run the entire argument of the paper with H replaced
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by |H|. and arrive at Eq. (1) with |H|. An interesting — and
different — scenario occurs when H changes sign, in particular when H is oscillating (as in anti de Sitter space [36]).
In this case light may cross the cosmological horizon multiple times. Similar to black–hole lasing [37] each interaction
with the horizon may create radiation, but it depends on the
phase acquired between the interactions whether the radiation
is amplified or de–amplified.
While the “oscillating universe” is a purely theoretical case
in astrophysics, it is in fact the most realistic case for laboratory analogues of cosmological horizons and their radiation, complementing and generalizing the analogue of de Sitter space with a Bose–Einstein condensate [38]. The reason
is that one can create periodic modulations of the refractive
index [39–42] that act like a periodically–modulated expansion factor in the space–time metric (3). The Hubble constant
is proportional to the modulation frequency ω0 . When ω0 is
comparable with the radiation frequency ω the effective temperature (1) becomes significant and detectable radiation is

generated. This process is closely related to the dynamical
Casimir effect [40–42] where a boundary or the optical length
to a boundary is modulated. The radiation of de Sitter space
has been mapped to the radiation produced by an accelerated
mirror [43]. The Gibbons–Hawking radiation of cosmological
horizons may be regarded as a pure and intriguing case within
the wider area of the dynamical Casimir effect [44].

[1] R. Brout, S. Massar, R. Parentani, and P. Spindel, A primer for
black hole quantum physics, Phys. Rep. 260, 329 (1995).
[2] T. Jacobson1 and R. Parentani, Horizon Entropy, Found. Phys.
33, 323 (2003).
[3] S. W. Hawking, Black–hole explosions? Nature (London) 248,
30 (1974); Particle creation by black holes, Commun. Math.
Phys. 43, 199 (1975).
[4] S. A. Fulling, Nonuniqueness of Canonical Field Quantization
in Riemannian Space-Time, Phys. Rev. D 7, 2850 (1973); P.
C. W. Davies, Scalar production in Schwarzschild and Rindler
metrics, J. Phys. A 8, 609 (1975); W. G. Unruh, Notes on
black–hole evaporation, Phys. Rev. D 14, 870 (1976); S. Takagi, Vacuum Noise and Stress Induced by Uniform Acceleration: Hawking–Unruh Effect in Rindler Manifold of Arbitrary
Dimension, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 88, 1 (1986).
[5] E. Harrison, Cosmology: the science of the universe (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2000).
[6] G. W. Gibbons and S. W. Hawking, Cosmological event horizons, thermodynamics, and particle creation, Phys. Rev. D 15,
2738 (1977).
[7] W. de Sitter, On Einstein’s Theory of Gravitation and its Astronomical Consequences. Third Paper, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc.
78, 3 (1917).
[8] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, The Classical Theory of Fields
(Butterworth-Heinemann, Amsterdam, 2003).
[9] A. Riess et al. New Hubble Space Telescope discoveries of type
Ia supernovae at z ≥ 1: Narrowing constraints on the early
behavior of dark energy, Astrophys. J. 659, 98 (2007).
[10] S. Weinberg, Cosmology (Oxford University Press, Oxford,
2008).
[11] T. M. Davis and C. H. Lineweaver, Expanding Confusion:
Common Misconceptions of Cosmological Horizons and the
Superluminal Expansion of the Universe, Publ. Astron. Soc.
Australia 21, 97 (2004).
[12] Frequently the cosmological horizon is called the Hubble
sphere, although it is not a sphere but the surface of a sphere.
[13] Planck Collaboration, http://pla.esac.esa.int/pla/#home.
[14] A. G. Riess, S. Casertano, W. Yuan, L. M. Macri, and D. Scolnic, Large Magellanic Cloud Cepheid standards provide a 1%

foundation for the determination of the Hubble constant and
stronger evidence for physics beyond ΛCDM. Astrophys. J.
876, 85 (2019).
K. C. Wong et al. H0LiCOW XIII. A 2.4% measurement of
H0 from lensed quasars: 5.3σ tension between early and lateUniverse probes, Monthly Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 498, 1420
(2020).
U. Leonhardt, Lifshitz theory of the cosmological constant,
Ann. Phys. (New York) 411, 167973 (2019).
A. W. Rodriguez, F. Capasso, and S. G. Johnson, The Casimir
effect in microstructured geometries, Nat. Photon. 5, 211
(2011).
W. M. R. Simpson and U. Leonhardt (eds.) Forces of the quantum vacuum (World Scientific, Singapore, 2015).
U. Leonhardt and D. Berechya, Observed Hubble constant is consistent with physics of the quantum vacuum,
arXiv:2008.04789.
L. Verde, T. Treu, and A. G. Riess, Tensions between the early
and late Universe, Nat. Astron. 3, 891 (2019).
P. C. W. Davies and T. M. Davies, How Far Can the Generalized
Second Law Be Generalized ? Found. Phys. 32, 1877 (2002).
R.-G. Cai and S. P. Kim, First law of thermodynamics and
Friedmann equations of Friedmann–Robertson–Walker universe, J. High. E. Phys. 2, 50 (2005).
W. G. Unruh, Experimental Black–Hole Evaporation? Phys.
Rev. Lett. 46, 1351 (1981); G. Volovik, The Universe in a
Helium Droplet (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2003); C.
Barcelo, S. Liberati and M. Visser, Analogue Gravity, Living
Rev. Relativity 8, 12 (2005); W. G. Unruh and R. Schützhold
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