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Observable vacuum energy is finite in expanding space
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Abstract

In this work I reason that in expanding space only those quantum modes contribute to the
measured vacuum energy that do not transcend the observable volume. Since all quantised field
modes have various observable consequences, when a gravitational horizon causally confines an
observer to a finite volume quantised modes should be restricted to the observable patch to
remain consistent with gravity.

Within the observable patch of Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) space the
vacuum expectation value of the energy-momentum tensor can be expressed as a sum over
discrete field modes. Friedmann’s first equation provides a straightforward ultraviolet cut-off
allowing only a finite number of modes in the sum. The finite volume acts as an infrared
regulator and the calculation of the vacuum energy density is tractable without regularisation
and renormalisation.

To test the validity of this idea I quantise a scalar field on an FLRW background and calculate
its vacuum energy density in the vacuum dominated, conformal, holographic limit. In this limit
I show that the quantum vacuum energy density scales with the square of the Hubble parameter,
consistently with gravity. In this example quantum vacuum expands space while the horizon of
the expanding space limits the energy density of the vacuum to the observed value.
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1 Introduction

In this brief note I posit that in expanding space-time the observable energy density of quantum
vacuum is limited to a finite value of the order of the Hubble parameter squared. I support this
argument by showing that when restricted to the observable patch, the vacuum energy density of
a quantised scalar field is proportional to the square of the Hubble parameter when it is calculated
in the vacuum dominated, conformal, holographic limit.

These statements are based on limiting quantised modes of the scalar field to the observable
patch of an expanding classical background space-time, and the subsequent calculation of the
vacuum expectation value of the diagonal components of its energy-momentum tensor. Restricting
quantisation to the observable patch is motivated by the fact that all modes included in the field
expansion lead to directly observable consequences. One of them is the energy density of the
vacuum state, but they contribute to other observables such as pressure, entropy, or temperature.
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Including and quantising modes in the field expansion that do not fit within the gravitational
horizon is inconsistent with observability dictated by gravity.

In this spirit, the finiteness of the vacuum expectation value of the energy-momentum tensor
components is the consequence of the presence of a cosmological horizon in expanding space and
of Friedmann’s first equation. The horizon encloses an observer in a finite volume where quantum
fields admit a discrete spectrum. After identifying the expectation value of the time-time component
of the energy momentum tensor with the observed average vacuum energy density, Friedmann’s
first equation restricts the energy of the sum of the modes within the volume to a finite value.
This implies a finite number of quantised modes within the observable volume, which yields a finite
vacuum energy density.

As a concrete demonstration of this generic argument, I quantise a spin zero field on the back-
ground of Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker space. For simplicity I assume that the energy
density of the field is dominated by that of the vacuum. In this case, for non-interacting and
massless fields, the system is scale and conformally invariant. Particle creation due to expansion is
negligible, the vacuum state is time independent, that is the initial vacuum state is the adiabatic
vacuum.

In the above scenario the observable vacuum energy density is determined by the number and
energy distribution of a finite number of quantum modes within the horizon. This distribution
becomes very simple in the holographic limit in which the number of degrees of freedom, that is
the number of quantum modes, is saturated. The number of modes can only be maximised if the
energy of each mode is minimal and they reside on the surface. These conditions render the vacuum
energy calculable. The calculation yields a quantum vacuum energy density proportional to the
square of the Hubble parameter, as expected from gravity.

2 Classical field equations

This section lays out the classical field theory framework underlying this work. Most of this
formulation is available in the literature [1H4]. I, however, reproduce some of it to clearly establish
the context, and expose details necessary to understand my results.

For the purpose of illustrating quantisation within the observable patch, I consider a generic,
real, spin zero field, ¢(x), and assume that this scalar field is coupled to gravity as described by
the widely used action:

1 1
S=[dsv/—g | —R— =R+ L(9) . (1)
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Here g is the determinant of the four dimensional space-time metric g,,,, (), the corresponding Ricci
scalar curvature is the trace of the Ricci curvature tensor, R = g, R" (g ), and £ is the coupling

strength between the Ricci curvature and the scalar field. The Lagrangian density,

£(8) = ~ 5000909 — V(6), 2

encapsulates the dynamics of the scalar field, having a potential V(¢) which contains the mass term
m?2¢?/2. 1 set the bare cosmological constant to zero and will rely on the negative pressure of the
quantum vacuum of the scalar field to expand space, as explained later. Throughout this work I



use Planck units with the reduced Planck constant, the speed of light in vacuum, and Newton’s
gravitational constant set to unity: h=c=G = 1.
Variation of the action with respect to ¢ and g, yields the equations of motion

v dy
(_g,uuvuv + éR) ¢+ % =0, (3)
and

G = 87T7L,,(<;5), (4)

describing the coupled dynamics of the gravitational and scalar fields. In the Klein-Fock-Gordon
equation V# denotes the covariant derivative: g, V#*VY¢ = 0*(\/—g 90" 9)/\/—g. On the left
hand side of Einstein’s equation the Einstein tensor is

1
g;u/ = R/u/ - 59#1/72' (5)

On its right hand side the energy-momentum tensor can be written as [5]

EV(QS) = OHQS&,(JS + g,uu£(¢) - gvuvzﬂﬁz + fgw,vaVQQSz + gguu¢2- (6)

I assume that the energy distribution of the scalar field is spatially homogeneous and isotropic on
large scales. Consequently, the metric takes the Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW)
form,

gudrtdz” = a*(—dn* + ds3), (7)

where the time dependent scale factor a relates conformal and comoving time: adn = dt. The
square of the line element of the three dimensional space with constant Gaussian curvature k is

dr?

1— kr?

ds3 = + 7% (d6? + sin” 0dyp?) . (8)

With the FLRW metric the Ricci tensor simplifies to [6]
R = —3 (H + H2> , (9)

Rij = (H + 3H2 + Qa%) 9ij- (10)

Here the Hubble parameter is the normalised expansion rate, H = a/a, and the dot denotes deriva-
tive with respect to comoving time ¢. The Hubble parameter can be also expressed in conformal
time: h = a’/a = aH, where the prime denotes derivative with respect to conformal time 7.

The equations of motion are consequently reduced to [4]:

dv
¢" + 2h¢’ — A3¢+6§R¢+a2% =0, (11)
and 3
Y K
H> = ?P T3 (12)
a 47
3= —?(p+3P). (13)



In the Klein-Fock-Gordon equation Ag is the 3-dimensional space-like Laplace operator.
When deriving Friedmann’s equations, it is assumed that the ensemble average of the energy-
momentum tensor is that of a perfect fluid,

<7;W> = (P + P)uuuu + g/wpa (14)

where p and P are the average observed energy density and pressure of the fluid, and u, = (1,0, 0,0)
is the comoving speed of the fluid. Combining Friedmann’s equations yields the continuity equation,

p+3H(p+P) =0, (15)

expressing conservation of energy for the fluid.

Since this work focuses on vacuum energy, I assume that vacuum dominates the energy density
with an equation of state p = —P. Due to the simple equation of state the energy-momentum
tensor is fully determined by its ¢¢ component which, for the FLRW metric, can be written as [6]:

1 /1 1
Too=— <§(¢’>2 — 58830 +a"V(9) + 3¢ (h* + 1) ¢ + 6£h¢¢/> : (16)
The continuity equation shows that for vacuum domination the vacuum energy density is unchanged
in time. As well known, this enables the vacuum to act as an effective cosmological constant,

Aeffective = 87TP- (17)

Thus, the negative pressure of the vacuum can, in principle, expand FLRW space [7,,8].
Vacuum dominated FLRW space expands exponentially in time. This follows by eliminating
the Hubble parameter from Friedmann’s equations applied to the vacuum dominated case:

a(t) = a(to) exp <\/ 8?ﬂpt) . (18)

Consequently, in vacuum dominated space the Hubble parameter is constant in comoving time,
H = 0, and the Gaussian curvature of the vacuum dominated FLRW space vanishes: x = 0. With
vanishing Gaussian curvature the FLRW metric is explicitly Lorentz invariant and conformally
flat. To preserve the conformal invariance of the action, that is to keep the calculation as simple as
possible, T choose to conformally couple the scalar field to gravity by setting £ = 1/6, and eventually
set the potential V(¢) to zero [9HIT]. Since the zero point energy problem is typically discussed in
the context of a free field, neglecting self interactions of the scalar field should not affect the main
conclusion of this work. Including the mass of the scalar field in this framework is left for later
investigation.

Space-like hypersurfaces of FLRW space with positive Gaussian curvature have closed geometry
with finite circumferential radius and finite volume. With negative or vanishing Gaussian curvature
the space is open, extending to infinity, and its space-like volume is infinite [12]. Embedded in an
expanding FLRW geometry however, regardless of the value of the Gaussian curvature, an observer
has causal access only to a finite patch of the full spatial volume due to the presence of the
gravitational horizon [13]. Beyond this horizon physical processes are unobservable at a given
time [14H17).



There are various choices of the horizon which might quantitatively affect the calculated value
of observables, but do not affect the fact that these observables have to be calculated with the
existence of the horizon taken into account [I8]. In a spatially flat FLRW space the Hubble radius,
R = 1/H, coincides with the apparent horizon which is interpreted as the causal horizon of the
observer [19]. For this reason in this work I refer to the comoving spatial region within the Hubble
radius, V = 47 R3/3, as the observable volume.

3 Quantising the scalar field

After establishing the classical field context, in this section I quantise the scalar field on the ob-
servable patch of the FLRW background. To simplify expressions, I treat in detail the vacuum
dominated conformal case and focus on the calculation of the time-time component of the energy
momentum tensor. The methodology proposed here, however, is independent of the special case
and should be valid in general.
During canonical quantisation the field and its conjugate momentum are prescribed commuta-
tion relations. After the field is expanded in orthonormal modes,
3
@) = [ 5z (smpla) + afug(a)). (19)

these commutators imply commutation relations on the coefficients of the linearly independent
modes, ap, each labelled by its comoving three-momentum p. Expansion (I9) is valid for open
spaces, such as the FLRW space with zero or negative Gaussian curvature, or a static space with
vanishing expansion rate. For closed FLRW space, with finite spatial volume, a discrete form of

this expansion is used.
For vanishing Gaussian curvature the momentum dependence of the mode functions is harmonic:

et
up(2) = ——=<xp(1)- (20)
AP

These mode functions satisfy the Klein-Fock-Gordon equation of motion implying

Xy + €xxp =0, (21)

with 1 qv 1
2 _ 2 2+ 4V _Z . 22
€p p—l—a2¢d¢—|—<£ 6>R (22)

Equations (2]I]) and (22) show that, for the conformal case with a vanishing potential, the time
dependence of the mode functions is also harmonic,

Xp\N \/E

with a time independent energy 612, = p?. The phase and normalisation of the time dependent
part of the mode functions follows from the Wornskian condition: x,x;," — XX, = ¢ The simple
harmonic spatial and temporal dependence is not surprising, since a scalar field coupled to gravity
via ER¢? in FLRW space is equivalent with a scalar field over Minkowski space with a(n) dependent

mass and couplings [20].

e ", (23)



It is well known that on a time dependent background space positive and negative frequency
field modes defined at a given time will later mix [2IH27]. The mixing of equal time creation and
annihilation operators leads to a time dependent number operator. This effect implies a changing
particle number, creation of particles, during time evolution of the quantum system and renders
the definition of vacuum state time dependent. In more technical terms, creation and annihilation
operators at a later time become linear combinations of creation and annihilation operators at an
earlier time, that is they become connected by a time-dependent Bogoliubov transformation [28]29].

In isotropically and smoothly extending space however, such as the vacuum dominated FLRW
space, there is no particle production of massless particles satisfying a conformal field equation
[B0LB3I]. In the conformally symmetric case the mode equation admits harmonic solutions and
the Bogoliubov coefficients are time independent. This means that the adiabatic number basis
coincides with the initial basis spanned by ap, that is the initial vacuum remains the adiabatic
vacuum during expansion [6,30]. Consequently, the vacuum can be defined time independently as
the state annihilated by all ap: ap|0) = 0 for all p.

Substituting the field expansion (I9) into the expression of the energy-momentum tensor (L6l),
in the conformal and massless case, leads to an undefined average vacuum energy density of the
form [6}32] \

p = (0] T50/0) :/(;lT’;?éep. (24)

Here, I identified the time independent part of the vacuum expectation value of the time-time
component of the energy momentum tensor ([I6) with the average comoving vacuum energy density
p. The result in equation (24]) coincides with the one calculated in static (a = 1) and spatially flat
FLRW (Minkowski) space, as expected [20].

Without a cut-off the momentum integral in equation (24)) is divergent at its upper limit. It is
generally expected that gravity cuts off the ultraviolet end of this integral, but it is unclear how this
might happen. If, for example, the cut-off scale is chosen to be the Planck scale then equation (24])
yields an energy density over 120 orders of magnitude higher than the observed average cosmological
energy density. This mismatch is known as the zero point energy problem, which is an essential
part of the vacuum energy and cosmological constant problems (for some reviews see [33H43]).

According to equation (24]), the quantum vacuum carries the energy of an infinite number
of modes, highlighting the fact that the presence of each mode in the field expansion leads to
observable consequences. The integral in equation (24]) diverges because it is over an infinite range of
continuous momenta which, in the quantum context, corresponds to infinite volume. In expanding
space, however, the observable volume is finite. Consequently, when calculating observables only
those modes should be included in the expansion that do not transcend the observable volume.
Populating unobserved regions of space with observable quantum modes is inconsistent with the
observability limit set by gravity.

Quantum modes could causally connect an observer beyond the horizon to another within via
entanglement [44]. This mode of information transfer, however, quickly degrades with an increasing
expansion rate of space [45]. Since vacuum dominated space expands exponentially, I assume a
sharp cut-off of all observable modes at the horizon. Operationally, I quantise the field restricted
to the observable patch, rather than allowing it to propagate in the full volume. This is a simple
approximation which could certainly be refined.

In finite observable volume only a countable number of Fourier modes fit, and the field admits



a discrete expansion [46]:

N
1
6(@) =Y ——— (aptp. (@) + a1, (@) (25)
— V 2Vep,
The three-momenta p;, carrying an integer index, label the quantum modes which are allowed in
the observable volume. The operators creating and annihilating these modes satisfy the equal time
commutation relations,

{api,a;,j] = 0ij, [ap;; ap; ] = {a;f,i,a;,j] =0, (26)

valid for any quantum system with countable modes. The volume V' contained within the gravita-
tional horizon is causally accessible to an observer. In the rest of this work I identify V' with the
Hubble volume, although this choice can be altered. The total number of modes within the volume
is given by N which is unspecified at this stage.

Crucially, with the discrete field expansion, the average comoving vacuum energy density within
the observable volume becomes

N
— 2 0[Taol0) = = 3 2 (27)
pP= wlb) =77 5pi-
=1

The discrete field expansion qualitatively transforms the mathematical form of the vacuum energy
density. It is no longer an integral to be cut off by an upper limit, rather a sum over discrete energy
values.

The vacuum expectation value of the energy density on the left hand side of (27]) is expected
to match the average energy density in Friedmann’s first equation (I2)). After making that identifi-
cation, equations (I2)) and (27) require the energy of each mode to be less than the Hubble radius
in natural units: ¢, < R. In other words, Friedmann’s first equation acts as a straightforward
ultraviolet regulator on the individual modes. The finiteness of the volume further demands that
the energy of each mode be higher than the order of the inverse of the Hubble radius: 1/R S €p,.
Expressed differently, the finiteness of the volume acts as an infrared cut-off on the modes. Con-
sequently, the energy of all modes in the discrete sum in question has to be finite and within the
1/R < ep, < R window. Under such conditions the sum in equation (27) is finite provided its
number of terms, N, is a finite integer.

A finite number of observable quantised modes allowed in the vacuum, that is quantum vacuum
having structure, is in sharp contrast to the notion of the ground state in infinite space where
all modes are always present in the vacuum and contribute to its observable properties, such as
its energy. Nevertheless, in the presented framework, gravity is limiting the quantum vacuum
energy via observability by restricting the number of degrees of freedom to a finite value inside
the horizon [47]. Since the gravitational horizon acts as an ultraviolet and infrared regulator,
further regulation and renormalisation is unnecessary in this framework, which has far reaching
consequences both for quantum field theory and for the quantum theory of gravity.

4 The holographic limit

Having found a regular, finite expression for the vacuum energy density, in this section I evaluate it
in the holographic limit in which the number of modes over the volume is maximised. In this case



the number and energy distribution of the modes becomes trivial and the vacuum energy density
can easily be calculated.

In general, finding NV and a set of €, that determines the number and energy distribution of
modes within the volume is non-trivial. But in the holographic limit this task is relatively easy.
Following reference [48], I consider the case when the number of quantum modes, N, is saturated
within the Hubble volume. Holography postulates that the maximal number of degrees of freedom
within certain gravitational horizons equals the area surrounding the volume measured in Planck
units [49H55]. In case of vacuum dominated, conformal FLRW space, gravitational holography fixes
the maximal value of the degrees of freedom in terms of the Hubble radius [54]:

Nax = 47R2. (28)

Since for such a holographic system the number of degrees of freedom is saturated, with a fixed
energy density and volume in equation (27) the energy of the individual modes, €p,, has to be as
small as possible. The minimal energy value of the field modes is easily calculated by observing
that harmonic modes saturate Heisenberg’s uncertainty relation AxzAp > 1/2 [56]. The maximal
spatial variance in a spherical configuration, Az = 27 R, is achieved if the mode is localised near
the surface [48]. This is consistent with the holographic expectation that the degrees of freedom
reside on the surface. For a massless mode the uncertainty relation implies:

1
€min — m (29)
Substituting N = Npax and €p, = emin into equation (27) yields:
3
P = _H27 (30)
8

where I also used the definition of the Hubble volume. Notably, the calculation of the quantum
vacuum energy density in the holographic scenario yields Friedmann’s first equation, despite the
fact that Friedmann’s equations were only used to establish the finiteness of N and ¢,,, but not
their value. Consequently, in this context, vacuum energy expands space while expanding space
limits the energy of the vacuum to the observed value.

Based on the above insight in a fictitious, vacuum dominated, conformal, holographic universe
where the Hubble radius is the Plank length, R = 1, the number of maximal degrees of freedom is
the Planck area, Npa.x = 47, and the corresponding minimal energy is its inverse, €y, = 1/(4m).
In such a universe the ultraviolet and infrared cut-offs are both the Planck scale, and the vacuum
energy density is pictitious = 3/(8m). If we confuse our universe with the fictitious one and apply the
Planck scale as an ultraviolet cut-off to our universe, instead of the actual ultraviolet regulator (the
present Hubble radius, Ry = 1/Hy), we will arrive at a discrepancy of pfictitious/Pobserved = 1/ H(z)
when calculating the vacuum energy density. The value of 1/ Hg is 7.2 x 10! in Planck units.

5 Conclusions

In this work I argued that fields should be quantised on the observable patch of space to remain
consistent with gravity. In expanding space gravity renders the observable volume finite via a causal
horizon. Quantum modes that do not fit within the horizon cannot be observable and should not



be included in the field expansion. In finite volume the field admits a discrete spectrum and Fried-
mann’s first equation, which sets an upper limit on the energy density within the volume, requires
the spectrum to contain only a finite number of quantum modes. Consequently, in expanding space
the quantum vacuum energy is finite.

According to the above argument the horizon filters out unobservable quantum modes. Gravity
limits the number of degrees of freedom within the observable volume to a finite value, cutting
off the energy density of quantum vacuum. The energy and momenta of quantum modes are also
regulated in the infrared by the finiteness of the observable volume in expanding space. Notably,
the infrared regulator, H, is the inverse of the ultraviolet regulator, R, suggesting self-duality. Thus,
in this scenario the vacuum energy density is rendered small by natural environmental regulators,
the Hubble scale and its inverse, without introducing any fine-tuning.

Intriguingly, a finite number of of observable modes within the horizon implies that the vacuum
within the observable volume acquires structure. While in infinite space vacuum contains all Fourier
modes, in an expanding universe the vacuum may only contain a finite number of observable field
modes with a particular number and energy distribution. The potentially tractable structure of the
vacuum in finite observable volume profoundly affects the fundamentals of quantum field theory
and quantisation of gravity.

The presented framework has similarities to recently proposed solutions of the vacuum energy
problem [57H60]. Especially, the idea of a finite number of quantised degrees of freedom attracted
recent attention in the context of holography [61H65]. In this work the same idea is applied to the
cosmological vacuum energy, successfully generating an effective cosmological constant. While the
idea that quantisation should respect observability set by gravity is quite general, various details
of the presented calculation could certainly be improved. Including mass and self interactions,
including fermions, or more precisely determining how the modes are cut off at the horizon are
challenges left for future work.
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