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A bstract

T he phenom enon of em ergent physics In condensed-m atter m any—
body system s has becom e the paradigm of m odem physics, and can
probably also be applied to high-energy physics and coan ology. T his
encouraging fact com es from the universal properties of the ground
state (the analog of the quantum wvacuum ) in ferm ionic m any-body
systam s, describbed in term s of the m om entum -space topology. In one
of the tw o generic universality classes of ferm ionic quantum vacua the
gauge elds, chiral ferm ions, Lorentz invariance, graviy, relativistic
soin, and other features of the Standard M odel gradually em erge at
low energy. T he condensed-m atter experience provides us w ith som e
criteria for selecting the proper theories in particle physics and graviy,
and even suggests soeci ¢ solutionsto di erent fundam entalproblem s.
In particular, i provides usw ith a plausble m echanian for the soli—
tion ofthe coam ological constant problem , which Tw illdiscuss In som e
detail
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1 Introduction

In condensed m atter physics we dealw ith m any di erent strongly correlated
and/or strongly interacting system s. T here are no an allparam eters in such a
system and we cannot treat it perturbatively. H owever, from our experience
we know that at length scales much larger than the interatom ic spacing,
rather sin ple behaviorem ergesw hich isdescrioed by an e ective theory. T his
theory is determ ined by the universality class to which the system belongs
and does not depend on m icroscopic details of the system . T here are several
types of e ective theories.

A typicalexam pl of an e ective theory is provided by the G inzburg—
Landau theory describing superconductivity in the vicinity ofthe tran—
sition tem perature T.. T his theory, extended to m ulticom ponent super-

uids, superconductors and B ose condensates, aswell as to the critical
phenom ena close to T, is detemm Ined by the symm etry of the system
above T, and describbes the symm etry breaking below T..

E ective theories of hydrodynam ic type deal w ith the low -frequency
collective m odes away from the crtical region. T hese are the two— uid
hydrodynam ics of super uid *He; the London theory of superconduc—
tivity; their extension to spin and orbital dynam ics of super uid *He;
elasticity theory in crystals, etc. This type ofe ective theories also de—
scribes topologically non-trivial con gurations (including the topologi-
caldefects { singularities of the collective elds protected by topology,
such as quantized vortices) and their dynam ics (see the book [1] for
review on the rol of the topological quantum num bers in physics).

Inthelmi T ! 0 an e ective quantum eld theory QFT) en erges.
Tt deals w ith the ground state of the system (the quantum vacuum ),
quasiparticlke excitations above the vacuum (analog of elem entary par-
ticles), and their interaction w ith low -energy collective m odes (posonic

elds). TheQFT kind ofe ective theories includes the Landau Ferm
liquid theory w ith its extension to non-Landau fem ionic system s; the
quantum Hall e ect; the theory of super uids and superconductors
at T T., etc. Here one encounters a phenom enon which is oppo-—
site to the sym m etry breaking: the sym m etry is enhanced in the lim it



T ! 0 R]. An exam pk is provided by high-tem perature superconduc—
tors w ith gap nodes: close to the nodes quasiparticles behave as 2+ 1
D irac fem ions, ie. their spectrum aocgquires the Lorentz Invarance.
In super uid *HeA other elem ents of the relativistic QFT RQFT)
emerge at T ! 0: chiral W eyl) form ions, gauge invariance, and even
som e features of e ective graviy [B].

In m ost cases e ective theories cannot be derived from rst principles,
ie. from the underlying m icroscopic theory [4]. Ifwe want to check that our
principles of construction ofe ective theories are correct and also to search for
other possibl universality classes, we use som e very sin ple m odels, which
either contain a am all param eter, or are exactly solvabl. Exampl is the
BCS theory of a weakly interacting Femm igas, from which all the types of
the e ective theories of superconductivity { G Inzburg-L.andau, London and
QFT { can be derived w ithin their regions of applicability.

In partickephysicse ective theoriesarealsom aprtools B]. T he Standard
M odel of quark and Jptons and electroweak and strong interactions operat—
ing below 10°G eV is considered as an e ective low-energy RQFT em erging
wellbelow the "m icroscopic" P lanck energy scaleEp,  10°G eV . It is supple—
m ented by the G inZburg-Landau type theory ofelectrow eak phase transition,
and by the hydrodynam ic type theory of gravity { the E Instein general rela—
tiviy theory. The chiral sym m etry and nuclkar physics are the other exam —
pls ofe ective theories; they em erge In the low -energy lim it of the quantum
chrom odynam ics. In addition, the condensed m atter examples CHeA i
particular) suggest that not only these e ective theories, but even the funda—
m ental physical Jaw s on which they are based (relativistic mvariance, gauge
Invariance, general relativiy, relation between spin and statistics, etc.) can
be em ergent. A coording to this view the quantum vacuum { the m odem
ether { can be thought of as som e kind of condensed-m atter m edium . This
may ormay not be true, but In any case it is always instructive to treat
the elem entary particlke physics w ith the m ethods and experiences of the
condensed m atter physics.

2 Ferm ipoint and Standard M odel

The universality classes of QF T are based on the topology in m om entum
goace. A1l the Infom ation is encoded in the low-energy asym ptote of the
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Figure 1: Top: vortex loop in super uids and superconductors. T he phase

of the order parameter = j § * changesby 2 around the vortex line
and is not determ ined at the line. Bottom : a Fem i surface is a vortex
In momentum space. The G reen’s function near the Fem i surface s G =
@ ¥ &k k)) !.Letusoconsiderthetwo-dinensional (2D ) system , where
k? = ki + kZ. Thephase oftheGreen’sfunction G = $ ' changesby 2
around the lne situated at ! = 0 and k = ky in the 3D m om entum -frequency
gpace (! jky;ky). In the 3D system , where k? = kZ + k;‘; + kZ, the vortex line
becom es the surface in the 4D m om entum -frequency space (! ;jky;ky;k,) with
the sam e w lnding num ber.

G reen’s function for form ions G (k;i! ). The shgularties n the G reen’s func—
tion In m om entum space rem Ind the topological defects living in real space
B, 6]. Such a sngularity in the k-space as the Fem i surface is analogous
to a quantized vortex in the r-space. Ik is describbed by the sam e topolog—
ical nvariant { the winding number Fig. 1). Protected by topology, the
Fem isurface suxrvives In soite of the interaction between ferm ions. On the
em ergence of a Ferm i surface In string theory see Ref. [7].

A nother generic behavior em erges in super uid *HeA . The energy spec—



trum of the B ogolubov{N ambu ferm ionic quasiparticles in *HeA is

2
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where pr is the Fem im om entum , v is the Fem i velocity, and 1 is the
direction of the angularm om entum of the C ooper pairs.

A s distinct from conventional superconductors w ith s-wave pairing, the
gap In thisp-wave super uid is anisotropic and vanishes fork k 1 Fig.2).
As a resul the energy spectrum E (k) has zeroes at two points k = ]{/i.
Such point nodes in the quasiparticle spectrum are equivalent to point defects
In realspace { the hedgehogs { and thus are protected by topology. M oreover
the spectrum ofelem entary particles in the Standard M odelhasalso the sam e
kind oftopologically protected zeroes (Fig. 3). T he quarks and Jeptons above
the electroweak transition arem assless, and their spectrum E 2 k) = k? has
a zero atk = 0 descrlbbed by the sam e topological invariant as the point nodes
in *HeA .This is the reason why super uid *HeA sharesm any properties of
the vacuum of the Standard M odel.

C Jose to the zeroes the spectrum (1) acquires the \relativistic" fom :

E°k)=ck, k)P+IEk+Sk ;o ¥ @)

w here the z-axis is chosen along 1. Foran experin entalist working w ith *He-
A at low tem perature, quasipartickes in Eqg. (1) look like one-dim ensional:
they m ove only along the direction ofthe nodes (@long 1); otherw ise they are
Andreev re ected B]. A m ore accurate consideration in the vicinity of the
node In Eq. (2) reveals that they can m ove in the transverse direction too but
about thousand tin es slower: the velociy of propagation in the transverse
direction c, 10 3¢,.

O n the otherhand, Iow -energy inner observers living in the *HeA vacuum
would not notice this huge anisotropy. They would nd that their m assless
elem entary particlesm ove In alldirectionsw ith the sam e speed, which isalso
the soeed of light. The reason for this is that for their m easuram ents of dis-
tance they would use rodsm ade of quasiparticks: this is theirm atter. Such
rods are not rigid and their lengths depend on the orientation. A Iso, the Inner
observers would not notice the \ether drift", ie. the m otion of the super—

uid vacuum : M ichelson {M orlkey-type m easuram ents of the soeed of \light"
n moving \ether" would give a negative resul. This resembles the physi-
cal Lorentz{F itzgerald contraction of length rods and the physical Lorentz
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Figure 2: Top: isotropic gap In an s-wave superconductor. Bottom kft: in
pwave super uid *HeA the gap is anisotropic and vanishes rk k 1. The
energy goectrum (1) hastwo point nodes { Fem ipoints. Bottom right: close
to the node the spectrum (2) is sin ilar to the conical spectrum of right-
handed or keft-handed ferm ions of the Standard M odel.



Figure 3: Fem ipoint isthe hedgehog in m om entum space. T he H am iltonian
of the ferm ionic quadiparticles living close to the Fem ipoint is the sam e as
either the Ham iltonian for right-handed partickes H = hc k or that for
the left-handed particlkesH = hc k.Foreach momentum k we draw the
direction of the particle spin , which for right-handed particles is oriented
along the momentum k. The spin distrbution in m om entum space looks
like a hedgehog, whose spines are represented by spins. The soines point
outw ard for the right-handed particls, whike for the left-handed particles for
which soin is antiparallel to m om entum the spines of the hedgehog point
Inward. D irection of soin is not detem ined at shgular point k = 0 In
the m om entum space. T he topological stability of the hedgehog singularity
under deform ations provides the generic behavior of the system w ith Fem i
points In the lim it of Jow energy. T his is the reason why the chiral particles
are protected in the Standard M odeland why super uid *HeA sharesm any
properties of the vacuum of the Standard M odel.



slow Ing down ofclocks. T hus the Inner observerswould nally rediscover the
findam ental E instein principle of special relativity in their Universe, whik
we know that this Lorentz invariance is the phenom enon em erging at low
energy only.

T he physics em erging in the vicinity ofthe point nodes is ram arkabl. In
addition to the Lorentz nvariance, the other phenom ena of the RQFT are
reproduced. T he collective m otion of *HeA cannot destroy the topologically
protected nodes, it can only shift the position of the nodes and the slopes of
the \light cone". T he resulting general deform ation of the energy spectrum
near the nodes can be w ritten in the fom

g k )k e®)=0: 3)

Here the PurwvectorA describes the degrees of freedom ofthe *HeA vacuum
which Jead to the chift ofthe nodes. T his is the dynam ical \electrom agnetic"

eld em erging at low energy, and e= 1 is the \electric" charge of particles
Iiving In the vicinity ofnorth and south poles correspondingly. T he elem ents
ofthematrix g come from the other collective degrees of freedom which
form thee ectivem etric and thusplay the rok ofem erging dynam icalgravity.
T hese em ergent phenom ena are background independent, ifthe system stays
w ithin the Fem ipoint universality class. Background independence is the
m aln criterion for the correct quantum theory of gravigy. [10]

Onem ay try to construct a condensed m atter system w ith a large num —
ber of poInt nodes in the spectrum which would reproduce all the elem ents
of the Standard M odel: 16 chiral ferm ions per generation; U (1), SU 2) and
SU (3) gauge elds; and graviy. T here are m any open problem s on thisway
especially with graviy: in >HeA the equations for the \gravitational eld"
(ie. forthemetricg ) only rem otely resemble E instein’s equations; whik
the equation for the \electrom agnetic" eld A oconncides with M axwell’s
equation only In a logarithm ic approxin ation. However, even in the ab-—
sence of exact corresoondence between the condensed m atter systam and the
Standard M odel, there arem any comm on pointswhich allow ustom ake con—
clusions conceming som e unsolved problem s in particle physics and gravity.
One oftham is the problm of the weight of the vacuum { the coam ological
constant problem [11, 12].



3 Vacuum energy and cosm ological constant

3.1 Cosmological Temm and Zero Point Energy

In 1917, Einstein proposed the m odel of our Universe wih geom etry of a
three-din ensional sphere P]. To cbtain this perfect Universe, static and
hom ogeneous, as a solution of equations of general relativity, he added the
fam ous coam ological constant term { the -temn . At that tine the -tem
was som ew hat strange, since it described the gravity ofthe em pty space: the

an pty space graviatesasamedium with energy density =  and pressure
p= ,where isthe coan ological constant. Thism edium has an equation
of state

p= = : @)

W hen it becam e clear that ourUniverse was not static, E lnstein rem oved the
-temm from his equations.
H owever, laterw ith developm ent ofquantum elds it was recognized that
even In the absence of real particles the space is not em pty: the vacuum is
lled with zero point motion which has energy, and according to general
relativity, the energy m ust gravitate. For exam ple, each m ode of electrom ag—
netic eld wih m om entum k contrbutes to the vacuum energy the am ount
zh! k) = Zhck. Summ ing up all the photon m odes and taking into acoount
tw o polarizations of photons one ocbtains the follow ing contribution to the

energy density of the em pty space and thus to
2 Pk
@)

hck ©)

zero point —

Now it is non-zero, but i is too big, because it diverges at lJarge k. The
naturalcuto isprovided by the P lanck length scak ap, since the e ective
theory of gravity { the Einstein general relativity { is only applicable at
k > 1=ap. Then the estin ate of the coam ological constant, hcg
exceeds by 120 orders of m agnitude the upper lin it posed by astronom ical
observations.

There are also contrbutions to the vacuum energy from the zero point
m otion of other bosonic elds, and a contrbution from the occupied nega—
tive energy states of fermm ions Fig. 4). If there is a supersymm etry { the
symm etry between fermm ions and bosons { the contribution of bosons would



Figure 4: O ccupied negative energy levels in the D irac vacuum produce a
huge negative contribution to the vacuum energy and thusto the cosn ological

constant. Summ ation of all negative energies E (k) = hck in the nterval
O0<E < Ep,wherrE; istheP lanck energy scale, gives the energy density
of the D irac vacuum :  p imc vacuum = @k=@ )’)hck hc=g, where

ap = hc=Ep isthe P lanck length.

be canceled by the negative contribution of ferm ions. However, since the
supersymm etry is not exact in our Universe, it can reduce the discrepancy
between theory and experin ent only by about 60 orders ofm agnitude. The
physical vacuum rem ains too heavy, and this poses the m ain cosn ological
constant problam .

One may argue that there must exist som e unknown but very sinpl
principle, which Jeads to nulli cation of the coan ological constant. Indeed,
In theories n which graviy em erges from the quantum m atter elds, the at
gacewih = 0appearsasa classicalequilbrium solution ofthe underlying
m icroscopic equations [14]. But what to do w ith our estin ation of the zero
point energy of quantum elds and the energy of the D irac vacuum , which
are huge irrespective of whether the vacuum is n equilbriim or not?

R ecently the experin entalevidence fornon-zero wasestablished: it ison
the order ofm agnitude of the energy density ofm atter, 2 3natter 131
People nd it easier to believe that the unknown m echanism of cancellation,
if existed, would reduce to exactly zero rather than the observed very
low value. So, why is non-zero? And also, why is it on the order of
m agnitude of the m atter density? None of these questions has an answver
wihin the e ective quantum eld theory, and that is why our condens=d
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m atter experience is instructive, sihce we know both the e ective theory and
the underlying m icroscopic physics, and are abl to connect them .

Sihce we are Jooking for the general principles goveming the energy of
the vacuum , it should not be of in portance for us whether the QF T is fun-
dam ental or em ergent. M oreover, we expect that these principles should not
depend on whether ornot the QF T obeys allthe symm etrdes of the RQFT :
these symm etries (Lorentz and gauge Invariance, supersym m etry, etc.) still
did not help us to nullify the vacuum energy. That is why, to nd these
principles, we can look at the quantum vacua whose m icroscopic structure is
wellknown at least in principle. T hese are the ground states of the quantum
condensaed-m atter system s such as super uid liquids, B oseE instein conden—
sates n ultra-cold gases, superconductors, insulators, system s experiencing
the quantum Hall e ect, etc. These system s provide us w ith a broad class
of Quantum Field Theories which are not restricted by Lorentz invariance.
This allow s us to consider the cosn ological constant problem s from a m ore
general perspective.

32 Zero Point Energy in Condensed M atter

The principle which leads to the cancellation of zero-point energy is m ore
general; i com es from a them odynam ic analysis which is not constrained
by symm etry or a universality class. To see it, ket us consider two quantum
vacua: the ground states of two quantum liquids, super uid “He and one
of the two super uid phases of °He, the A-phase. W e have chosen these
two liquids because the spectrum of quasiparticles playing the m a pr rolke
at Iow energy is \relativistic". This allow s us to m ake the connection to
the RQFT . In super uid ‘He the relevant quasiparticles are phonons (the
quanta of sound waves), and their spectrum isE (k) = hdk, where c is the
speed of sound. In super uid *HeA the relevant quasiparticles are ferm ions.
The corregponding \gpeed of Iight" ¢ (the slope In the linear spectrum of
these ferm ions n Eqg. (2)) is anisotropic; it depends on the direction of their
propagation.

Lets us start w ith super uid *He and apply the sam e reasoning aswe did
In the case ofthe electrom agnetic eld, ie. we assum e that the energy of the
ground state of the liquid com es from the zero point m otion of the phonon

11



eld. Then according to Eg. (5) one has for the energy density

Z

1% &k hc E}

— th .
2 @ )3 ai nc’

zero point = (6)
w here the roke of the P Janck length ap is played by the interatom ic spacing,
and the rok ofthe P landk energy scake Ep = hc=ap isprovided by the D ebye
temperature, Ep = Epaye 1Kjc 10an/s.

T he sam e reasoning for the form jonic liquid *HeA suggests that the vac—
uum energy com es from the D irac sea of \elam entary particles" w ith spec-
trum (2), ie. from the occupied levels w ith negative energy (see Fig. 4):

2 &’k 5 ) ES
(2 )3 h3q<c;2) .

(7

D irac vacuum 2

Here the P lJanck energy cuto isprovided by the gap am plitude, Ep =
G Pr 1mK;qg 10 an/s;c, 10 an /s.

T he above estin ates were obtained by using the e ective QFT for the
\relativistic" elds in the two liquids in the sam e m anner as we did for the
quantum vacuum ofthe Standard M odel. Now ket us considerwhat the exact
m icroscopic theory tells us about the vacuum energy.

3.3 RealVacuum Energy in Condensed M atter

T he underlying m icroscopic physics of these two liquids is the physics of a
system of N atom s cbeying the conventional quantum m echanics and de-
scribed by the N body Schrodinger wave function (ri;1; 050050y ) -
T he corresponding m any-body Ham iltonian is

2 A @2 A W
H: JR—

™) U@ 1); 8
2mi=1@lf+ (LT <) ®)

=19=i+1

wherem isthebaremassoftheatom,and U (r; x) isthe pair nteraction
of the bare atom s i and j. In the them odynam ic lin i where the volum e
ofthe system V ! 1 and N ism acroscopically large, there em erges an
equivalent description ofthe system in tem sofquantum elds, in a procedure
known as second quantization. The quantum eld in the ‘“He (He) system
is presented by the bosonic (femm ionic) annihilation operator ). The

12



Schrodinger m any-body Ham iltonian (8) becom es the Ham iltonian of the
QFT [5]:

Z " 2 #
A A A r
Horr = H N = dx Y&) P x)
lZ
+§ dxdyU & vy) &) ') ) &): ©)

HereN = 5 Fx Yx) () isthe operator of the particle num ber (hum ber of
atom s);  is the chem ical potential { the Lagrange m ultiplier introduced to
take Into acoount the conservation ofthe num ber ofatom s. P utting aside the
philosophical question ofwhat is prim ary { quantum m echanics or quantum
eld theory { Xt us discuss the vacuum energy.
The energy density of the vacuum in the above QFT is given by the
vacuum expectation value of the H am iltonian I_fQ rr I (9):

Hopr : @0)

In this them odynam ic 1im it one can apply the G bbbsD uhen relation, E

N TS= pV,whithatT = 0 states:
D E D E
H N = pv; 11)
vac vac

where p is the pressure. Using Egs. (9) and (10) one obtains the rlation
between the pressure and energy density in the vacuum state:

p= : (12)

Tt is a general property, which follow s from them odynam ics, that the vac-
uum behaves as a m edium w ith the above equation of state. T hus it is not
surprising that the equation of state (12) is applicable also to the particular
case of the vacuum of the RQFT in Eq. (4). This dam onstrates that the
problem of the vacuum energy can be considered from a m ore general per-
Soective not constrained by the relativistic H am iltonians. M oreover, it isnot
In portant whether gravity em erges or not in the system .

13



liquid 4He
01‘3
liquid “He

Figure 5: D roplt of quantum liquid. N aive estin ation ofthe vacuum energy
density In super uid *He as the zero point energy of the phonon eld gives

zero point Ei=h’c’, where E; is the D ebye energy. Naive estin ation of
the vacuum energy in super uid ’HeA as the energy of the D irac vacuum
giVesS 1 irac vacuum E=h’g.d, where E; is the am plitude of the super-

uid gap. But the real energy density of the vacuum in the droplets ism uch
an aller: for both Iiquids it is ac = 2 =R, where isthe surface tension
and R is the radius of the dropkt. It vanishes in the them odynam ic Iin it:

vac® ! 1 )= 0. Inner observers living w ithin the droplet would be sur-
prised by the disparity ofm any orders ofm agnitude between their estin ates
and observations. For them it would be a great paradox, which is sin ilar to
our cosm ological constant problem .

34 Nulli cation of Vacuum Energy

Let us consider a situation in which the quantum liquid is com pletely isolated

from the environm ent. For exam ple, we Jaunch the liquid in space where it
form s a droplt. The evaporation at T = 0 is absent In the liquid, that is
why the ground state of the droplkt exists. In the absence of extemal envi-
ronm ent the extemal pressure is zero, and thus the pressure of the liquid in

s vacuum state isp= 2 =R,where isthe surface tension and R the ra-
dius of the droplt. In the them odynam ic limn t whereR ! 1 , the pressure

vanishes. Then according to the equation of state (12) for the vacuum , one

has = p= 0. Thisnulli cation of the vacuum energy occurs irrespective
of whether the liquid ism ade of ferm ionic or bosonic atom s.

If observers living w ithin the droplt m easure the vacuum energy (or the
vacuum pressure) and com pare it with their estimate, Eq. (6) or Egq. (7)
depending on In which liquid they live, they w illbe surprised by the dispariy
of m any orders of m agniude between the estin ates and cbservations (see
Fig. 5). Butwe can easily explain to these cbservers where their theory goes
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vacuum
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Figure 6: If the vacuum energy is positive, the vacuum tries to reduce its
volum e by m oving the piston to the keft. To reach an equilbrium , the extemal
force m ust be apllied which pulls the piston to the right and com pensates for
the negative vacuum pressure. In the sam e m anner, if the vacuum energy is
negative, the applied force must push the piston to the left to com pensate
for the positive vacuum pressure. If there is no extemal force from the
environm ent, the selfsustained vacuum m ust have zero energy.

w rong. Equations (6) and (7) take into acoount only the degrees of freedom
below the \P lJandk" cuto energy, which are described by an e ective theory.
At higher energies, the m icroscopic energy of interacting atom s in Eg. (9)
m ust be taken into acoount, which the low -energy cbservers are unable to do.
W hen one sum sup allthe contrdbutions to the vacuum energy, sub-P lanckian
and transP lJanckian, one obtains the zero resulk. The exact nulli cation
occurs w ithout any special ne-tuning, due to the them odynam ic relation
applied to the whole equilbrium vacuum .

T his them odynam ic analysis does not depend on the m icroscopic struc—
ture of the vacuum and thus can be applied to any quantum vacuum F ig.
6), ncluding the vacuum of the RQFT . The main lesson from condensed
m atter, which the particle physicists m ay or m ay not acospt, is this: the
energy density of the hom ogeneous equilbriuim state of the quantum vac—
uum is zero In the absence of an extemal environm ent. T he higherenergy
(transP lanckian) degrees of freedom ofthe quantum vacuum , w hatever they
are, perfectly cancel the huge positive contribution of the zeropoint m otion
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of the quantum elds as well as the huge negative contrbution of the D irac
vacuum .

This conclusion is supported by the rlativistic m odel, In which our
world represents the (3+ 1)-din ensionalm em brane embedded in the @+ 1)—
din ensional antide Sitter space. Huge contributions to the cosn ological
constant com Ing from di erent sources cancel each otherw ithout netuning
[L6]. This is the consequence of the vacuum stability.

3.5 W hy the Vacuum Energy is N on—Zero

Let us now try to answer the question why, in the present Universe, the
energy density of the quantum vacuum is on the sam e order of m agniude
as the energy density of m atter. For that lt us again exploi our quantum

liquids as a guide. Till now we discussed the pure vacuum state, ie. the
state w ithout a m atter. In the QF T of quantum liquids the m atter is repre-
sented by excitations above the vacuum { quasiparticles. W e can introduce
quasiparticlkes to the liquid droplkts by raising their tem perature T a non-—
zero value. T he quasipartcles n both liquids are \relativistic" and m assless.
T he pressure of the dilute gas of quasiparticles as a function of T has the
sam e form as the pressure of ultra—relativistic m atter (or radiation) In the
hot Universe, if one uses the determm inant of the e ectire (acoustic) m etric:

P

Prawer= T% g (13)

For the quasipartcles n “He, one has P T g=c?and = ?2=90; Por the

form jonic quasiparticks in *HedA,”  g= g°c ' and = 7 ?=360. The gas
of quasiparticles obeys the ulra—relativistic equation of state:

matter = 3P atter (14)

Let us consider again the droplkt of a quantum liquid which is isolated
from the environm ent, but now at a nite T. In the absence of an envi-
ronm ent and for a su ciently big droplkt, where we can neglect the surface
tension, the total pressure in the droplkt m ust be zero. Thism eans, that in
equilbbrium , the partial pressure of the m atter (quasiparticks) n Eqg. (13)
m ust be necessarily com pensated by the negative pressure of the quantum
vacuum (super uid condensate):

pmatter+ Bvac = 0: (15)
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T he Induced negative vacuum pressure leads to the positive vacuum energy
density according the equation of state (12) for the vacuum , and one obtains
the follow ng relation between the energy density of the vacuum and that of
the ultra—relativistic m atter (or radiation) in them odynam ic equillbbrium :

1

vac — Rac = Prnatter = = matter 1e)

3

This is actually what occurs n quantum liquids, but the resulting equation,

vac — m atter 7 @7

wih = %, does not depend on the details ofthe system . It isdeterm ined by
the equation of state for them atter and is equally applicable to: (i) a super-

uid condensate + quasiparticles w ith a lnear \relativistic" spectrum ; and
(i) the vacuum of relativistic quantum elds + an ultra-relativistic m atter
(out still in the absence of gravity).

W hat is the in plication of this resul to our Universe? Tt dem onstrates
that when the vacuum is disturbed, the vacuum pressure regoonds to the
perturbation; as a result the vacuum energy densiy becom es non—zero. In
the above quantum —liquid exam ples the vacuum is perturbed by a \relativis-
tic m atter". The vacuum is also perturbed by the surface tension of the
curved 2D surface of the droplkt which adds its own partial pressure. The
correspoonding response of the vacuum pressure is2 =R.

Applying this to the general relativity, we can conclude that the hom o—
geneous equilbbriim state of the quantum vacuum w ithout a m atter is not
gravitating, but the disturbed quantum vacuum hasaweight. In the E Instein
U niverse the vacuum isperturoed by them atter and also by the gravitational

eld (the 3D space curvature). T hese perturbations induce the non—zero cos—
m ological constant, which was st caloulated by E instein who found that
= % for the cold static Universe O] (for the hot static Universe lled with
ultrarelativistic m atter, = 1). In the expanding or rotating Universe the
vacuum is perturbed by expansion or rotation, etc. In all these cases, the
value of the vacuum energy density is proportionalto the m agnitude of per—
turbations. Since allthe perturbations ofthe vacuum are an allin the present
U niverse, the present coan ological constant m ust be an all.
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4 Conclusion

W hat is the condensed m atter experience good for? It providesusw ith som e
criteria for selecting the proper theories in particle physics and graviy, For
exam ple, som e scenarios of In ation are prohibited, sihce according to the
G bbsD uhem relation them etastabl false vacuum also has zero energy [17].
T he condensed m atter experience suggests its speci ¢ solutions to di erent
fundam ental problm s, such as coan ological constant problem . Tt dem on—
strates how the symm etry and physical law s em erge In di erent comers of
param eters, including the zero energy comer. It also provides usw ith a vari-
ety of universality classes and corresponding e ective theories, which are not
restricted by Lorentz invariance and by other im posed sym m etries.

The e ective eld theory isthem aprtoolin condensed m atter and par-
ticle physics. But it is not appropriate for the calculation of the vacuum
energy in tem s of the zeropoint energy of e ective quantum elds. Both
In condensed m atter and particle physics, the contribution of the zero-point
energy to the vacuum energy exoeeds, by m any orders of m agnitude, the
m easured vacuum energy. The condensed m atter, however, gives a clue to
this apparent paradox: it dem onstrates that this huge contrlbution is can-
celled by the m icrosoopic (transP Janckian) degrees of freedom that are be-
yond the e ective theory. W em ay know nothing about the transP lanckian
physics, but the cancellation does not depend on the m icroscopic details,
being determm Ined by the general law s of them odynam ics. This allow s us to
understand, in particular, what happens after the coan ological phase tran-
sition, when the vacuum energy decreases and thus becom es negative. The
m icroscopic degrees of freedom w ill dynam ically read-just them selves to the
new vacuum state, relaxing the vacuum energy badk to zero [17]. A ctually,
the observed com pensation of zero-point energy suggests that there exists an
underlying m icroscopic background and the general relativity is an e ective
theory rather than a fundam ental one.

In the disturbed vacuum , the com pensation is not com plte, and this
gives rise to the non-zero vacuum energy proportional to disturbances. The
coan ological constant is an all sin ply because in the present Universe all the
disturbances are an all: the m atter is very dilute, and the expansion is very
slow , ie. the vacuum of the Universe is very close to its equilbrium state.
O ne of the disturbing factors in our Universe is the gravitating m atter, this
iswhy it isnaturalthat the m easured coan ological constant is on the order
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of the energy density of the m atter: 3nEqgq. 17).

Thus, from the condensed m atter point of view , there are no great para—
doxes related to the vacuum energy and coam ological constant. Instead we
have the practical problm to be solved: how to calculate and itstin e de-
pendence. O foourss, thisproblm isnot sin ple, since it requires the physics
beyond the E instein equations, and there are too m any routes on the way
badck from the e ective theory to the m icroscopic physics.
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