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Abstract

T he generaltherm odynam ic analysis ofthe quantum vacuum , which isbased
on our know ledge of the vacua in condensed-m atter system s, is consistent
w ith the E insteln earlier view on the cosn ological constant. In the equilbb—
rum U niverses the value of the coan ological constant is requlated by m atter.
In the em pty Universe, the vacuum energy is exactly zero, = 0. The huge
contribution of the zero point m otion of the quantum elds to the vacuum

energy is exactly cancelled by the higherenergy degrees of freedom of the
quantum vacuum . In the equilbrium Universes hom ogeneously lked by m at-
ter, the vacuum is disturbed, and the energy density of the vacuum becom es
proportionalto that ofm atter, = ac m atter - T his consideration applies
to any vacuum in equilbrium irrespective of whether the vacuum is false or
true, and is valid both In E instein’s general theory of relativity and w ithin

the special theory of relativiy, ie. in a world w ithout graviy.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In 1917, Ehstein proposed a m odel of our Universe [L]. To m ake the Universe static,
he introduced the fam ous coan ological constant which was counterbalancing the collapsing
tendency of the gravitating m atter. A s a static solution of the eld equations of general
relativity w ith added coan ological temm , he ocbtained the Universe w ith spatial geom etry of
a threedin ensional sphere. In Enstein treatm ent the coam ological constant is universal,
ie. Etmust be constant throughout the whole Universe. But it isnot findam ental: itsvalue
is detemm ined by the m atter density In the Universe. In Ref. R], E nstein noted that the

-term m ust be added to his equations if the density ofm atter in the U niverse isnon-zero In
average. In particular, thism eansthat = 0 ifm atter n the U niverse is so nhom ogeneously
distrdouted that its average overbig volum esV tendsto zero. In thistreatm ent, ressmbles
a Lagrange m ultiplier or an integration constant, rather than the fiindam ental constant (see
generaldiscussion in Ref. 3,4]).

W ih the developm ent of the quantum eld theory it was recognized that the -tem is
related to zero-point m otion of quantum elds. Tt describes the energy {m om entum tensor of
the quantum vacuum, T,,.= g .Thismeansthat isnothing but the energy density of
thevacuum, = 4, le.thevacuum can be considered asa m edium obeying the equation

of state:

vac — Rac - 1aQ)

Such view on the coan ological constant led to principle di culties. Them aln two problem s
are: (i) theenergy density ofthe zero-pointm otion ishighly divergent because ofthe form ally
In nite number ofm odes; (ii) the vacuum energy is detem ined by the high-energy degrees
of quantum elds, and thus at st glance must have a xed value which is not sensitive to
the low -density and low -energy m atter in the present U niverse, which isalso in disagreem ent
w Ith observations.

T he naive sum m ation over allthe known m odes ofthe quantum elds gives the follow ing

estin ate for the energy density of the quantum vacuum
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H ere the negative contribution com es from the negative energy levels occupied by ferm ionic
soecies £ In the D irac sea; the positive contribution com es from the zero-point energy of
quantum uctuations of bosonic elds b. Since the largest contrbution com es from the
quantum uctuationsw ith ultrarelativisticmomentap m ¢, them assesm ofparticles can
be neglected, and the energy spectrum of particles can be considered asm asskss, E, () =

Ef ) = . Then the energy density of the quantum vacuum is expressed in tem s of the
number , and : ofbosonic and ferm jonic species:
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Here Ep, is the P landk energy cut-o . This estin ate of the cosn ological constant exoeeds
by 120 orders of m agnitude the upper lim it posed by astronom ical cbservations. The m ore
elborated calculations of the vacuum energy, which take into acoount the interaction be-
tween di erent m odes in the vacuum , can som ew hat reduce the estim ate but not by m any
orders ofm agnitude. T he supersym m etry { the sym m etry between the ferm ions and bosons
which in posesthe relation = 2 ¢ { doesnot help too. In our world the supersymm etry is
not exact, and one obtains ac %E {}v , where the ultra~violt cuto E yy is provided by
the energy scale below which the supersym m etry is violated. If it exists, the supersym m etry
can substantially reduce this estin ate, but still a discrepancy ram ains of at least 60 orders
ofm agniude.

M oreover, the cuto energy is the Intrinsic param eter of quantum eld theory. It is
detemm ined by the high energy degrees of freedom of the order of Eyy or Ep; and thus
cannot be sensitive to the density ofm atter n the present Universe. T he typical energies of
the present m atter are too low com pared to E gy , and thus them atter isunable to In uence
such a deep structure ofthe vacuum . T his contradicts to recent observations which actually
support the E instein prediction that the cosm ological constant is detemm ined by the energy

density ofm atter . ager- At them om ent the consensus has em erged about the experin ental



value ofthe coan ologicalconstant [B,4]. Tt ison the order ofm agnitude ofthem atter density,

vac 2 3patter- This is com parable to

vac — 5 m atter 14)

cbtained by E instein for the static cold Universe, and

vac —  m atter 1.5)

in the statichot Universe lked by ultra—relativisticm atter or radiation (seeEq. (7.5) below).

T he pressure of the vacuum was found to be negative, pyac = vac < 0, which m eans
that the vacuum does really oppose and partially counterbalance the collapsing tendency of
m atter. T his dem onstrates that, though our Universe is expanding (even w ith acoeleration)
and is spatially at, it isnot very far from the E instein’s static equilbbriim solution.

The problem ishow to reconcike the astronom ical cbservations w ith the estin ate of the
vacuum energy in posed by the relativistic Quantum Field Theory QFT).W hat isthe aw
In the argum ents which led us to Eq. (1.3) for the vacuum energy? The evident weak
point is that the summ ation over the m odes In the quantum vacuum is constrained by the
cauto : we are not abl to sum over all degrees of freedom of the quantum vacuum snce
we do not know the physics of the desp vacuum beyond the cuto . It is quite possible
that we sin ply are not aware of som e very sin ple principles of the transP lanckian physics
from whith i mmmediately follows that the correct summ ation over all the m odes of the
quantum vacuum gives zero or alm ost zero value for the vacuum energy density, ie. the
transP lanckian degrees of freedom e ectively cancel the contrbution of the sub-P lanckian
degrees irregpective of details of trans— and sub-P Janckian physics. Peopl nd it easier to
believe that such an unknown mechanisn of cancellation if it existed would reduce to
exactly zero rather than the cbserved very low value.

Sihce we are Jooking for the general principles governing the energy of the vacuum , it
should not be of In portance foruswhether the QF T is fundam ental or em ergent. M oreover,

we expect that these principles should not depend on whether or not the QFT obeys all



the symm etries of the relativistic QF T : these symm etrdes (Lorentz and gauge invarance,
supersym m etry, etc.) stilldid not help usto nullify the vacuum energy). That iswhy to nd
these principleswe can look at the quantum vacua whosem icroscopic structure iswellknow n
at least in principle. T hese are the ground states ofthe quantum condensed-m atter system s,
such as super uid liquids, BoseE instein condensates in ultra-cold gases, superconductors,
Insulators, system s experiencing the quantum Halle ect, etc. These system sprovide usw ith
abroad class ofQ uantum F ield T heordesw hich are not restricted by Lorentz invariance. This
allow s us to consider m any problam s in the relativistic Q uantum Field T heory of the weak,
strong and elctrom agnetic interactions and graviation from a m ore general persoective.
In particular, the coam ological constant problem s: W hy is not big? W hy is i non—zero?

W hy is i of the order of m agnitude of the m atter density? ...

II.EFFECTIVE QFT IN QUANTUM LIQUIDS

T he hom ogeneous ground state of a quantum system , even though it contains a large
am ount of particles (atom s or elctrons), does really play the rol of a quantum vacuum .
Q uasiparticks { the propagating low —frequency excitations above the ground state, that play
the role of elam entary particles in the e ective QF T { see the ground state as an em pty
soace. Forexam pl, phonons { the quanta ofthe sound waves in super uids { do not scatter
on the atom softhe liquid ifthe atom sare in their ground state. T he Interacting bosonic and
ferm Jonic quasiparticles are described by the bosonic and ferm ionic quantum elds, cbeying
the sam e principles of the QF T except that in general they are not relativistic and do not
obey the sym m etries of relativisticQ F T . T hey obey atm ost the G alilean Invariance and have
a preferred reference fram e where the liquid is at rest. Ik is known, however, that In som e
ofthese system s the e ective Lorentz sym m etry em erges for quasiparticles. M oreover, if the
system belongs to a special universality class, the Lorentz sym m etry em erges together w ith
e ective gauge and m etric elds [6]. This fact, though encouraging for other applications

of condensed m atter m ethods to rhtivistic QF T (see eg. [7]), is not in portant for our



consideration. The principle which lads to nulli cation of the vacuum energy is m ore
general,  com es from a them odynam ic analysis which is not constrained by symm etry or
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 liquidsbecause the spectrum of quasipartickes playing them a pr rok at low energy
is Yeltivistic!, ie. E ) = @, where c is som e param eter of the system . This allow s us
to m ake the connection to relativistic QF T . In super uid *He the rkvant quasiparticles
are phonons (quanta of sound waves), and c is the speed of sound. In super uid *HeA
the relevant quasiparticles are fem ions. The corresponding yeed of light’ ¢ (the slope
In the lnear spectrum of these ferm ions) is anisotropic; it depends on the direction of
their propagation: E? ) = &p; + <p] + &p.. But this detail is not in portant for our
consideration .

A ccording to the naive estin ate In Eq. (1 .3) the density of the ground state energy In

the bosonic liquid “He com es from the zero-point m otion of the phonons
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where the ultraviolet cut-o is provided by the D ebye tem perature, Ep) = Epaye 1K;

vac

c 10 an/s; and we introduced the e ective acoustic m etric for phonons B]. T he ground
state energy of ferm ionic liquid must com e from the occupied negative energy levels of the
D irac sea:
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Here the Planck’ cuto is provided by the am plitude of the super uid order param eter,
Ep,= lmK;c, 10an/sic.=¢ 10an/s.

These estin ates were obtained by using the e ective QF T for the Yeltivistic! elds.
C om paring them w ith the resuls obtained by using the known m icroscopic physics of these
liquids one nds that these estin ates are not com pltely crazy: they do re ect some in—

portant part of m icroscopic physics. For exam ple, the Eq. (2 2) gives the correct order of



m agnitude for the di erence between the energy densities of the liquid *He in super uid
state, which represents the true vacuum , and the nom al (hon-super uid) state representing
the false vacuum :
4

tme ke c%; : 23)
However, i says nothing on the total energy density of the liquid. M oreover, as we shall
See below, it also gives a disparity of m any orders of m agniude between the estim ated
and m easured values of the analog of the coan ological constant In this liquid. Thus In
the condensed-m atter vacua we have the sam e paradox w ith the vacuum energy. But the

advantage is that we know the m icroscopic physics of the quantum vacuum in these system s

and thus are able to resolve the paradox there.

IIT.RELEVANT THERM ODYNAM IC POTENTIAL FOR QUANTUM VACUUM

W hen one discusses the energy of condensed m atter, one m ust specify what them ody—
nam ic potential is relevant for the particular problm which he or she considers. Here we are
Interested In the analog ofthe QF T am exging in condensed m atter. The m any-body system
of the collection of identical atom s (or electrons) obeying Schrodinger quantum m echanics
can be described In tem s ofthe QF T [P]whose Ham iltonian is

X
H N, 3d)

a

Here H isthe second-quantized H am iltonian of the m any-body system containing the xed
num bers of atom s ofdi erent sorts. Tt is expressed In tem s ofthe Ferm iand B ose quantum
elds , (;t). The operatorN , = 5 oo ¥, isthe particle num ber ocperator for atom s of sort
a. The Ham iltonian (3.1) rem oves the constraint in posed on the quantum elds , by the
conservation law forthe num ber ofatom sofsort a, and it corresponds to the therm odynam ic
potentialw ith xed chem ical potentials ,.The Ham iltonian (3.1) also serves as a starting
point for the construction ofthe e ective QF T for quasiparticks, and thus it is responsble

for their vacuum .



T hus the correct vacuum energy density forthe QF T em erging in them any-body system
is detem ned by the vacuum expectation value of fhe Ham ittonian (3.1) in the them ody-—

namiclmitVv ! 1 andN, ! 1 :
* +
1 X
vac — ; H X alN 4 : 32)
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O ne can check that this is the right choice forthe vacuum energy using the G bbbsD uhan
relation ofthem odynam ics. It states that ifthe condensed m atter is in equilbbrium it obeys
the follow ing relation between the energy E = IH i, and the other thermm odynam ic varaibles
{ the tem perature T , the entropy S, the particlke numbersN , = N . i, the chem icalpotentials
ar and the pressure p:

E TS N.= pv o 3.3)

a
A pplying this them odynam ic G bbsD uhem relation to the ground stateat T = 0 and usihg
Eqg. (32) one obtains
X
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Om iting the Intem ediate expression, the sscond tetmm In Eq. (34) which contains the
m icroscopic param eters ., one nds the fam iliar equation of state for the vacuum { the
equation (11). The vacuum is a mediim wih the equation of state (1.1), and such a
medim naturally em erges In any condensed-m atter QF T, relativistic or non-relativistic.
T his dem onstrates that the problem ofthe vacuum energy can be considered from them ore
general perspective not constrained by the relativistic H am iltonians. M oreover, it is not
In portant whether there is gravity or not. W e shall see below in Sec. V that the vacuum
plays an im portant rok even in the absence of gravity: it stabilizes the Universe llked with
hot non-gravitating m atter

There is one lesson from the m icroscopic consideration of the vacuum energy, which
we can lam Inmediately and which is very in portant for one of the problem s related to

the coan ological constant. The problem is that whilke on the one hand the physical law s



do not change if we add a constant to the Ham iltonian, ie. they are Invariant under the
transform ation H ! H + C, on the other hand gravity responds to the whole energy and
thus is sensitive to the choice of C . O ur condensed-m atter QF T show s how this problam
can be resolved. Let us shift the energy of each atom of the m any-body system by the
sam e am ount . This certainly changes the originalm any-oody H am iltonian H forthe xed
num ber of atom s: after the shift tbecomesH + F 2 N, . But the properH am iltonian (3.1),

P
which is relevant forthe Q F T, ram ains invariant under this transform ation, H 2 aNga !
P

a

H aN 5. This isbecause the cham ical potentials are also shifted: ! 4+

T his dem onstrates that when the proper them odynam ic potential is used, the vacuum
energy becom es independent of the choice of the reference for the energy. T his isthe general
them odynam ic property which does not depend on details of the m any-body system . This
suggests that one of the puzzles of the coam ological constant { that depends on the choice
of zero energy level { could sim ply result from our very lim ited know ledge of the quantum
vacuum . W e are unablk to see the robustmess of the vacuum energy from our low -energy
comer, we need a deeper them odynam ic analysis. But the result of this analysis does not
depend on the details of the structure of the quantum vacuum . In particular, it does not
depend on how m any di erent chem ical potentials . are at the m icroscopic kevel: one,

several or none. That is why we expect that this general them odynam ic analysis could be

applied to our vacuum too.

IV.NULLIFICATION OF VACUUM ENERGY IN THE EQUILIBRIUM

VACUUM

Now Jet us retum to our two m onoatom ic quantum liquids, *He and ‘He, each wih a
single chem icalpotential , and calculate the relkevant ground-state energy (32) in each of
them . Let us consider the sim plest situation, when our liquids are com pletely isolated from
the environm ent. For exam ple, one can consider the quantum liquid in space where it form s

a dropkt. Let us assum e that the radius R of the dropkt is s0 big that we can neglect the



contrbution ofthe surface e ects to the energy density. T he evaporation at T = 0 isabsent,
that is why the ground state exists and we can calculate isenergy from the rstprinciples.
Though both liquids are collections of strongly interacting and strongly correlated atom s,
num erical sim ulations of the ground state energy have been done w ith a very sin ple resut.
InthelmitR ! 1 and T = 0 the energy density ofboth liquids s ! 0. The zero result
is in apparent contradiction w ith Egs. 21) and 2). But it isnot totally unexpected since
it is In complete agreement wih Eq. (34) which ollows from the G bbsD uhem relation:
in the absence of extemal environm ent the extemal pressure is zero, and thus the pressure
of the liquid :n is equilbriim ground state pyac = 0. Therefore .. = Rac = 0, and this
nulli cation occurs irrespective of whether the liquid ism ade of ferm ionic or bosonic atom s.

If the observers living w ithin the droplet m easure the vacuum energy (or the vacuum
pressure) and com pare it wih their estin ate, Eq. (1) or Eq. (2) depending on in
which liquid they live, they w illbe surprised by the digparity ofm any orders of m agnitude
between the estin ate and observation. But we can easily explain to these observers where
the m istake is. The equations (2.1) and 2 2) take into acoount only the degrees of freedom
below the cuto energy. If one takes into acoount all the degrees of freedom , not only the
Jow -energy m odes ofthe e ective QF T, but the realm icroscopic energy of Interacting atom s
(W hat the low -energy observer is unable to do), the zero resul willbe cbtained. T he exact
cancellation occurs w ithout any special ne-tuning: the m icroscopic degrees of freedom of
the system perfectly neutralize the huge contribution ofthe sub-P Janckian m odes due to the
them odynam ic relation applied to the whole equillbbriuim ground state.

The above them odynam ic analysis does not depend on the m icroscopic structure of
the vacuum and thus can be applied to any quantum vacuum , including the vacuum of
relativistic QF T . This is another lesson from condensed m atter which we m ay orm ay not
acoept: the energy density of the hom ogeneous equilbrium state of the quantum vacuum is
zero In the absence of extermal environm ent. T he higherenergy (transP lJanckian) degrees
of freedom of the quantum vacuum perfectly cancel the huge contribution of the zero-point

m otion ofthe quantum eldsto thevacuum energy. T hisoccursw ithout netuningbecause

10



of the underlying general thermm odynam ic law s.

T here exists a rather broad beliefthat the problem ofthe vacuum energy can be avoided
sin ply by the proper choice ofthe ordering ofthe QF T operators , and . However, this
doesnot work in situationswhen the vacuum isnot unigque or isperturbed, which we discuss
below . In our quantum liquids, the zero result hasbeen ocbtained using the originalpreQFT
m icroscopic theory { the Schrodinger quantum m echanics of interacting atom s, from which
the QFT em erges as a seocondary (second-quantized) theory. In this approach the problem

of the ordering of the operators iIn the em ergent QF T is resolved on the m icroscopic level.

V. COINCIDENCE PROBLEM

Let ustum to the second coan ologicalproblem { the concidence problem : W hy is in the
present U niverse the energy density ofthe quantum vacuum ofthe sam e order ofm agnitude
as the m atter density? To answer this question let us again exploit our quantum liquids
as a guide. Till now we discussed the pure vacuum state, ie. the state without m atter.
In QFT of quantum liquids the m atter is represented by excitations above the vacuum {
quasiparticles. W e can introduce themm al quasiparticles by applying a non-zero tem perature
T to the liquid droplets. The quasipartcles in both liquids are Yelativistic’ and m asslkess.
T he pressure of the dilute gas of quasiparticles as a function of T has the sam e form in two

super uids if one again uses the e ective m etric:

p_
Pratter= T g: 5.1)

For quasipartcles in ‘He, P g = c? is the squareroot of detem inant of the e ective
acoustic m etric as before, and the param eter = 2=90; for the form ionic quasiparticles in
SHeA, one has P T g=g'g'g' and = 7 ?=360. Such Yeltivistic’ gas of quasiparticles

cbeys the ultra-relativistic equation of state for radiation:

natter = 3P atter (52)

11



Let us consider again the droplkt of a quantum liquid which is isolated from the envi-
ronm ent, but now at nie T . The new factorwhich is im portant is the Yadiation’ pressure
producad by the gas of Yelativistic’ quasiparticles. In the absence of environm ent and for
a su ciently big dropkt, when we can neglect the surface tension, the total pressure In
the droplkt must be zero. This m eans that In equilbrium , the partial pressure of m atter
(quasiparticles) m ust be necessarily com pensated by the negative pressure of the quantum

vacuum (super uid condensate):

Pratter ¥ Prac = 0 : (53)

The vacuum pressure leads to vacuum energy density according the equation of state (1.1)
for the vacuum , and one cbtains the follow Ing relation between the energy density of the

vacuum and that of the ultra-relativistic m atter in the them odynam ic equilborium :

1
vac — Rac = Pmatter = 5 m atter - 64)

T his is actually what occurs In quantum liquids, but the resulting equation, i = % m atters
does not depend on the details of the system . It is com pletely determm ined by the them o—
dynam ic law s and equation of state for m atter and is equally applicable to both quantum
system s: (i) super uid condensate + quasiparticles w ith lnear Yelativistic’ spectrum ; and
({) vacuum of relativistic quantum elds + ultra-relativistic m atter. That is why we can
leam som e m ore lessons from the condensed-m atter exam ples.

Let uscompare Eq. G4) wih Egq. (1.5) whith expresses the cosn ological constant in
tem s of the m atter density in the Enstein Universe also lked with the ultra-relativistic
m atter. The di erence between them isby a factor 3. The rason is that in the e ective
QFT of liquids the Newtonian gravity is absent; the e ective m atter living in these liquids
is non-gravitating: quasiparticles do not experience the attracting gravitational interaction.
O ur condensed m atter reproduces the Universe w ithout gravity, ie. obeying E nstein’s
goecial theory of relativity. T hus we obtained that even w ithout graviy, the Universe lked

w ith hot m atter can be stabilized by the vacuum , In this case the negative vacuum pressure

12



counterbalances the expanding tendency of the hot gas (see also Eg. (71) In Sec. VIIL and
Ref. [L0]). Forboth worlds, w ith and w ithout graviy, the E instein prediction in Ref. R] is
correct: the m atter hom ogeneously distrdouted In space induces the non—zero coan ological
constant.

T his and the other exam ples lead us to the m ore general conclusion: when the vacuum
is disturbed, it responds to perturbation, and the vacuum energy density becom es non-zero.
A pplying this to the general relativiyy, we conclude that the hom ogeneous equilbrium state
of the quantum vacuum w ithout m atter is not gravitating, but deviations of the quantum
vacuum from such states have weight: they are gravitating. In the above quantum —liquid
exam ples the vacuum is perturbed by the non-gravitating m atter and also by the surface
tension of the curved 2D surface of the droplkt which adds is own partial pressure (see
Sec. VII). In the Einstein Universes it is perturbed by the gravitating m atter and also by
the gravitational eld (the 3D space curvature, see Sec. VII). In the expanding or rotating
U niverse the vacuum is perturbed by expansion or rotation, etc. In allthese cases, the value
of the vacuum energy density is proportional to the m agnitude of perturbations. Since all
the perturbations of the vacuum are an all in the present Universe, the present coam ological
constant m ust be an all.

The special case is when the perturbation (say, m atter) occupies a nite region of the
In nite Universe. In this case the pressure far outside this region is zero which gives = 0.
This is In a full agreem ent w ith the statem ent of Enstein in Ref. R] that the -tem must

be added to his equations when the average density ofm atter in the Universe is non-zero.

VI.ENERGY OF FALSE AND TRUE VACUA

Let us tum to som e other problem s related to the coan ological constant. For exam ple,
what is the energy of the false vacuum and what is the coam ological constant in such a
vacuum ? This is In portant for the phencm enon ofin ation { the exponential super-um inal

expansion ofthe Universe. In som e theordes, the In ation is caused by a false vacuum . Ik is

13



usually assum ed that the energy of the true vacuum is zero, and thus the energy ofthe false
vacuum m ust be positive. Though the false vacuum can be locally stable at the beginning,

In this vacuum must be a big positive constant, which causes the exponential de-Sitter
expansion. Let us ook at this scenario using our know ledge of the general them odynam ic
properties of the quantum vacuum .

Analyzing the G bbsD uhan rwlation we nd that In ourderivation ofthe vacuum energy,
we never used the fact that our system is In the true ground state. W e used only the fact that
our system is in the them odynam ic equilbrium . But this is applicable to the m etastable
state too if we neglect the tiny transition processes between the false and true vacua, such
asquantum tunneling and them alactivation. T huswe com e to the follow ing, at rst glance
paradoxical, conclusion : the coam ological constant in allhom ogeneous vacua in equiliorium
is zero, irresgpective of w hether the vacuum is true or false. This poses constraints on som e

scenarios of in ation.
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FIG .1. The condensed-m atter scenario of the evolution of the energy density yac 0fthe quan-—
tum vacuum in the process ofthe rst order phase transition from the equilbbrium false vacuum to
the equilbbrium true vacuum . Before the phase transiton, ie. In the false but equilbriuim vacuum ,
one has yac = 0. During the transient period the m icroscopic param eters of the vacuum readjust

them selves to new equilbrium state, where the equilbrium condition 5= 0 is restored.

If the vacuum energy is zero both in the false and true vacuum , then how and why
does the phase transition occur? The them odynam ic analysis for quantum liquids gives
us the answer to this question too. Let us consider the typical exam ple of the rst-order
phase transition which occurs between the m etastable quantum liquid *HeA and the stablk
quantum liquid *HeB, Fig. 1. I the initial m etastable but equilbriim phase A, the
them odynam ic potential for this m onoatom ic liquid is zero, E aN = 0. The same
them odynam ic potential calculated for the phase B at the same = , isnegative: Eg

aN < 0, and thus the liquid prefers the phase transition from the phasse A to phase
B .W hen the transition to the B-phase occurs, the vacuum energy becom es negative, which
corresoonds to the non-equillbbrium state. D uring som e transient period of relaxation tow ards
the them odynam ic equilbbrium , the param eter is readjisted to a new equilbbriuim state.
Afterthat Eg s N = 0, ie. the vacuum energy density ac In the true vacuum B also

becom es zero.
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W e can readily apply this consideration to the quantum vacuum in our Universe. This
condensed-m atter exam ple suggests that the coan ological constant is zero before the cos—
m ological phase transition. D uring the non-equilbbrium transient period oftim e, the m icro—
soopic P lanckian) param eters of our vacuum are adjusted to a new equilbrium state in a
new vacuum , and after that the coan ological constant becom es zero again. O foourse, we do
not know what are these m icrosoopic param eters and how they relax in the new vacuum to
establish the new equilbrium . T his already depends on the details ofthe system and cannot
be extracted from the analogy w ith quantum vacua In liquids. H owever, using our experi-
ence w ith quantum liquids we can try to estin ate the range of change of the m icroscopic
param eters during the phase transition.

Let us consider, for exam pl, the electrow eak phase transition, assum ing that it is ofthe

rst order and thus can occur at low tem perature, so that we can discuss the transition in
temm s of the vacuum energy. In this transition, the vacuum energy density changes from

zero In the hitially equilbrium false vacuum to the negative value on the order of

p -
e gEZ, ©6.1)

In the true vacuum , where E , is the electroweak energy scale. To restore the equilibbrium ,
this negative energy must be com pensated by the adjustm ent of the m icroscopic (trans—
P lanckian) param eters. A s such a param eter we can use the value of P lanck energy scale
Ep,. It detem ines the natural scale for the vacuum energy density P —gE,_fl. This
is the contrdbution to the vacuum energy from the m odes with the P lanck energy scale.
W hen the coam ological constant is concemed, this contrlbbution ise ectively cancelled by the
m icroscopic (transplanckian) degrees of freedom In the equilborim vacuum , but otherw ise it
plays an in portant role in the energy balance and also In the quantum and therm odynam ic

uctuations of the vacuum energy density about zero [11]. Actually the sam e happens
wih the estinate In Eq. (22) of the vacuum energy in quantum liquids: the Eq. (22)
highly overestin ates the m agnitude of the coan ological constant, but it gives us the correct

estin ate of the condensation energy, which is an im portant part of the vacuum energy.
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N ow , using the sam e argum entation as in quantum liquids, we can say that the variation

Ep; ofthism icroscopic param eter E p ; leads to the follow Ing variation ofthe vacuum energy:

p_
e 9Es, Epi: 62)

In anew equilbbrium vacuum , the density ofthe vacuum energymustbezero & + El =,

vac vac
and thus the relative change ofthem icroscopic param eter E p; which com pensates the change
of the electrow eak energy after the transition is

Ep1 ng .
Epy  Eg

©63)

T he response of the desp vacuum appears to be extram ely an all: the energy at the P lanck
scale is so high that a tiny varation of the m icroscopic param eters is enough to restore the
equilbbriim violated by the coan ological transition. T he sam e actually occurs at the rst—
order phase transition between *HeA and *HeB :the change in the energy of the super uid
vacuum after transition is com pensated by a tiny change of the m icroscopic param eter { the
num ber density of >He atom s in the Iiquid: n=n  10°.

T his ram arkable fact m ay have som e consequences for the dynam ics of the coan ological
constant after the phase transition. Probably this inplies that mwlaxes rapidly. But at
the m om ent we have no reliable theory describing the processes of relaxation of [12{14]:
the dynam ics of violates the Biandhi identity, and this requires the m odi cation of the
E Insteln equations. There arem any ways ofhow tom odify the E Insteln equations, and who

know s, m aybe the them odynam ic principles can show us the correct one.

VII.STATIC UNIVERSESW ITH AND W ITHOUT GRAVITY

A s iswell known there is a desp connection between E instein’s general relativity and
the them odynam ic laws. It is esgpoecially spectacular in application to the physics of the
quantum vacuum In the presence of an event horizon [15,16] both in the fundam ental and

Induced graviy [L7]. This connection also allows us to obtain the equilbbriim E instein
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Universes from the therm odynam ic principles w thout solving the E instein equations. U sing
this derivation we can clarify how resoonds to m atter In special and general relativity.
Let us start with the Universe without graviy, ie. In the world obeying the laws of
goecial relativity. For the static Universe, the relation between the m atter and the vacuum
energy is obtained from a single condition: the pressure in the equilbbrium Universe must

be zero if there is no extemal environm ent, Peota1 = Puatter T Pvac = 0. This gives

vac Rac = Puatter = Wmatter m atter 7 (7.1)

where Py atter = W atter m ater 1S the equation of state form atter. In Sec. V this resul was
cbtained for the condensed-m atter analogs of vacuum (super uid condensate) and radiation
(gas of quasiparticles w th wy seeer = 1=3).

In the Universe cbeying the law s of general relativity, the new player intervenes { the
gravitational eld which contrdbutes to pressure and energy. But it also brings w ith it the
additional condition { the gravineutrality, which states that the total energy density In
equilbriim Universe (ncluding the energy of gravitational eld) must vanish, a1 = O.
This is the analog of the electroneutrality condition, which states that both the spatially
hom ogeneous condensed m atter and U niverse m ust be electrically neutral, otherw ise due to
the long-range forces the energy of the system is diverging faster than the volum e. In the
sam e way the energy density, which for the gravitational eld plays the role of the density
of the electric charge, m ust be zero In equilbrium . A ctually the gravineutrality m eans the
equation ioa1t 3Prorar = 0, SNce  + 3p serves as a source of the gravitational eld in the
Newtonian lin i, but we have already im posed the condition on pressure: Peorar = 0. Thus

we have two equilbbrium conditions:

Prota1 = pmatter+pvac+pgr=0; total = matter T vac T gr=0: (72)

A s Pollow s from the E instein action for the gravitational eld, the energy density of the
graviational eld stored In the spatial curvature is proportional to

1
GR2 °

gr / (73)
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Here G is the Newton oconstant; R the radius of the closed Universe; the exact fac-
tor is 81, but this is not inportant for our consideration. The contrlbution of the
graviational eld to pressure is obtained from the conventional thermm odynam ic equation
Per= d(4R?)=dR?) . Thisgives the equation of state for the energy and partial pressure

Induced by the gravitational eld in the Universe w ith a constant curvature:

gr © (7.4)

wl K

Bgr =

This e ect of the 3D curvature of the Universe can be com pared to the e ect of the
2D spatial curvature of the surface of a liquid drop. D ue to the surface tension the curved
boundary ofthe liquid gives rise to the Laplace pressurep = 2 =R ,where isthe surface
tension. T he corresponding energy density is the surface energy divided by the volum e of
the droplt, = S=V = 3 =R . This energy density and the Laplace pressure obey the
equation of statep = (2=3) . Ifthere isno m atter (quasiparticles), then the Laplace
pressure m ust be com pensated by the positive vacuum pressure. A s a result the negative
vacuum energy density arises in the quantum liquid when its vacuum is disturbed by the
curvature of the boundary: (ac= Rac=P = 2 =R . This in uence of the boundaries
on the vacuum energy is the analog of Casin ire ect [18] in quantum liquids.

Retuming to the Universe wih m atter and graviyy, we must solve the two equations
(72) by usihg the equations of state for each of the three com ponents p, = W, ., where
Wyac = 1 forthe vacuum contribution; wy, = 1=3 forthe contribution ofthe gravitational

eld; and W ater Ormatter Wy arer = 0 Pr the cold m atter and Wy ater = 1=3 for the
ultra-relativistic m atter and radiation eld). The sin plest solution of these equations is,
of course, the Universe w ithout m atter. This Universe is at, 1=R? = 0, and the vacuum
energy density n such a Universe iszero, = 0. Thevacuum isnot perturbed, and thus is
energy density is identically zero.

T he solution of the equations (72) w ith m atter gives the follow Ing value of the vacuum

energy density in tem s of m atter density :
1
vac — 5 matter (L + 3Wr aeeer) ¢ (7.5)

19



Tt does not depend on the N ew ton’s constant G , and thus in principl itm ust be valid in the
Iimi G ! 0.However, in the world w thout graviy, ie. in the world govemed by E instein’s
goecial theory of relativity where G = 0 exactly, the vacuum regponsstomattern Eq. (7.1)
is di erent. This dem onstrates that the soecial relativity is not the lin iting case of general

In the considered sinpl case with three ingredients (vacuum , gravitational eld, and
m atter ofone kind) the two conditions (7 2) are enough to nd the equilbbrium con guration.
In a situation w ith m ore ingredients we can also use the them odynam ic analysis, but now in
tem s of the free energy which must bem inin ized In order to nd the equilbriim Universe

(sse eg. Ref. [19]).

VIIT.CONCLUSION

T he general them odynam ic analysis of the quantum vacuum , which is based on our
know ledge of the vacua in condensed-m atter system s, is consistent w ith E Instein’s earlier
view on the coan ologicalconstant. In the equilbrium U niverses the value ofthe coan ological
constant is requlated by m atter. In the em pty Universe, the vacuum energy is exactly zero,

= 0. The huge contribution ofthe zero point m otion of the quantum elds to the vacuum
energy isexactly cancelled by the transP landkian degrees of freedom ofthe quantum vacuum
w ithout any netuning. In the equilbriuim Universes hom ogeneously lled with m atter,
the vacuum is disturbed, and the density ofthe vacuum energy becom es proportional to the
energy density ofm atter, = ac m atter - T Nis takes place even w ithin E nstein’s theory
of pecial relativity, ie. n a world w ithout graviy, even though the response of the vacuum
to m atter w ithout graviy is di erent.

So, Instead ofbeing "m ein grosster Fehler", appeared to be one of the brilliant inven—
tions ofE instein. Itwas reinforoed by the quantum  eld theory and passed allthe testsposed
by it. The them odynam ic Jaw s hidden In E instein’s general theory of relativity proved to

be m ore general than relativistic quantum eld theory. Now we must m ove further { out
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of the them odynam ic equillboriim . Introducing , E instein left usw ith the problem ofhow
to relax . This is a challenge for us to nd the principles which govem the dynam ics of

. W hat can the quantum liquids, w ith their quantum vacuum and e ective QF T, say on
that? Shallwe listen to them ?
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