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T he old cosn ologicalconstant (CC) problem indicates an inconsistency of the usual form ulation
of sem iclassical gravity. T he usual form ulation of sem iclassical gravity also seem s to be inconsistent
w ith the conventionalinterpretation ofquantum m echanicsbased on the discontinuousw ave-function
collapse. By reform ulating sem iclassical gravity In temm s of Bohm ian detemm inistic particle tra pc—
tordes, the resulting sem iclassical theory avoids both the old CC problem and the discontinuous
collapse problem of the usual sem iclassical theory. The relevance to the new CC problem and to
particle creation by classical gravitational elds is also discussed.

PACS numbers: 04.62.+ v, 03.704+ k, 03.65.Ta

I. INTRODUCTION
A . Problem swith sem iclassical gravity

A s the correct theory of quantum gravity is not yet
known, there is som e hope that at last a sam iclassical
approxin ation could work. In this approxin ation, grav—
iy is treated classically, while all other form s of m atter
are quantized. T he sam iclassical theory is usually form u-
lated as a sam iclassicalE instein equation

G ®=8Gyhif ®7Ji @)

where G is the E Instein tensor, Gy is the New ton con—
stant, T isa quantum operator representing the sym —
m etric energy-m om entum tensorofm atter, and j iisthe

quantum state. H owever, as T iscaloulated from quan-—
tum eld theory QFT), it contains a huge contribution
from the vacuum energy of the eld, leading to a huge
contrbution to the coan ological constant, m any orders
of m agnitude larger than the m easured one. This rep—
resents the core of the coam ologicalconstant (CC) prob—
¥en . In the od formulation of the problem [1, 2] one
would lke to nd a theoretical m echanisn that m akes
this vacuum ocontribution to the cosm ological constant
vanishing, while in the new, m ore am biious, form ula-
tion of the problem [3, 14, |5] one would like to explain
why the sum of all possible contributions to the coam o-
logical constant, including that of the vacuum energy, is
of the sam e order of m agnitude as the m atter density of
the universe.

A nother, seem Ingly unrelated, problem w ith the sam i-
classical equation [I) concems the findam ental inter—
pretational problem s of quantum m echanics QM ) itself.
W hen jiin () is a superposition of two m acroscopi-
cally distinct states, then experin ents show that [I) is
wrong [6]; the m easured gravitational eld is not given
by the average value of the energy-m om entum in the su—
perposition j i, but rather by the actualm easured value
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ofthe energy-m om entum . O ne could take thise ect into
account by reform ulating [I) in temm s ofa quantum state
Jj ()1, n which the extra tim e dependence corresgoonds
to quantum \collapses" of j 1 lnduced by quantum m ea—
surem ents. However, according to the standard inter—
pretation of QM , the \collapses" are discontinuous pro—
cesses that change j i Instantaneously and nonlocally.
C onsequently, ow Ing to the extra tim e dependence, the
energy-m om entum in [I) ceases to be a sm ooth fiinction,
which in plies that it cannot satisfy the local conserva-—
tion equation r h (t)j"f ®)j (©)1i = 0. On the other
hand, the left-hand side is a classical quantity that sat—
isesr G ()= 0, suggesting an inconsistency of [I).
W e refer to this problem as the discontinuous collapse
probkm .

Both problem s w ith the sem iclassical equation [) in-
dicate that the sam iclassical approxin ation isnot an ap—
propriate fram ework to deal w ith interactions between
graviy and m atter. For that reason, it is very lkely
that, in order to have a consistent theory, graviyy must
also be quantized. N evertheless, we believe that it is too
early to com plktely give up the attem pts to construct a
satisfying sam iclassical theory that avoids the problem s
outlined above. The ain of this work is just to propose
such a reform ulated sam iclassicaltheory that avoidsthese
problem s.

B. M ain ideas for a solution

To avoid the discontinuous collapse problem , we rst
need to replace the usualnotion of Instantaneous discon—
tinuous wave-function collapse n QM wih som ething
an ooth and continuous. Fortunately, there already ex—
ists such a formulation of QM - the Bohm ian form u—
lation [i, 18,19, 110, [11]. For a com parison w ith other
form ulations, see also [L2].) In the case of a com pletely
quantum description of a physical system , the Bohm ian
form ulation ofQM , just as any other form ulation, leads
to the sam e statistical predictions as the usual form ula—
tion. N evertheless, in general, a theoretical concept of a
\sam iclassical approxin ation" is som ew hat am biguous,
so di erent approaches to a sam iclassical approxin ation
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m ay not be equivalent. In fact, am ong various form ula-
tions of QM [12], the Bohm ian form ulation is the m ost
sin ilar to classicalm echanics, so it seem s reasonable that
the Bohm ian approach could be the m ost suitable for a
satisfying form ulation of a sam iclassical approxin ation.
Besides, the Bohm ian interpretation of quantum gravity
[13,114,115,/1€] has already been found useful for certain
coan ological applications [17%,118,119,120,121]. T herefore,
w e base our sam iclassical form ulation of gravity nteract-
Ing wih matter on a Bohm ian description of quantum
m atter.

In the case of st quantization of particles, the
Bohm ian interpretation assum es that particles are point—
like ob gcts w ith continuous and determ inistic tra fcto—
ries. However, the force on the particle depends on the
wave function, which m akes these tra fctories di erent
from the classical ones. The particle positions at any
tin e are com pltely determm ined by the initial conditions.
However, if an observer is ignorant of the actual ni-
tial particle positions, one com pletely restores the e ec—
tive standard probabilistic rules of QM . A though this
hidden-variable formulation of QM is conceptually ap—
pealing and consistent w ith observations, m ost physicists
do not use the Bohm ian form ulation in practice, m ainly
because it is technically m ore com plicated than the stan—
dard form ulation, w ith the sam e m easurable statistical
predictions for purely quantum system s. However, the
application of the Bohm ian form ulation to a sem iclas—
sical approxin ation m ay lead to m easurable predictions
that cannot be obtained w ith other form ulations.

In the case of QF T, the Bohm ian form ulation is con—
structed in an analogous way, but w ith the crucial dif-
ference that now the fiindam ental ob fcts having a con—
tinuous and determm inistic dependence on tin e are not
pointlike particles, but continuous elds. Indeed, In high—
energy physics, the dom inating point of view is that
the fiindam ental quantized ob Fcts are not particles but

elds. Still, m any phenom enologically oriented particle
physicists view QFT m erely as a m athem atical tooluse-
fulonly or calculation of properties of particles. M ore—
over, it seem s that it ispossible to construct a consistent
particle-scattering form alism that com pltely avoids any
referring to elds 22]. In fact, there isno realproofthat

elds (or particles) are m ore findam ental ob gcts than
particles (or elds) [23]. In the Bohm ian formm ulation,
w here particles or elds are supposed to ob fctively exist
even when they are not m easured, the eld-orparticlke
dilemm a is even sharper than that in the standard for-
mulation. To reproduce all good results of both nonrel-
ativistic rst quantization and relativistic QF T, in the
Bohm ian form ulation it can be assum ed that both par-
ticles and elds exist separately, such that, In particle-
physics experim ents, particles are ob fcts that are really
observed, whereas eldsplay a role In govermming contin—
uous determm inistic processes of particle creation and de—
struction 24,125].

If both particles and elds exist sgparately, then, in
the Bohm ian formm ulation, both particlesand eldsgener-

ate separate continuously and determ inistically evolving
energy-m om entum tensors. However, the total energy—
mom entum tensor cannot be a sum of these two ten-
sors, because i would correspond to a double count-
Ing. Instead, eitheronly particlesoronly eldsdetem ine
the energy-m om entum tensor on the right-hand side of
a sem iclassical E instein equation. Is that the energy-
momentum of elds, or that of particles? W hik i is
di cukt to answer this question by using purely theoret—
ical argum ents, it is in portant to notice the follow ng
essential di erence between these two choices: W hereas
the el energy-m om entum containsan in nite (or huge)
vacuum contribution, the partick energy-m om entum does
not contain this vacuum oontribution at all. O f course,
particles in an extermalpotentialm ay also have a nonzero
ground-state energy, but such a particle ground-state en—
ergy is nieand usually sm all. T he huge vacuum energy-
momentum can be ramoved for elds as well, eg., by
nom alordering, but such a rem ovalis theoretically arti-
cial. O n the other hand, by assum ing that fundam ental
ob Ects that determm ine the energy-m om entum tensor are
not eldsbut particles, the vacuum contribution rem oves
autom atically. This is how the quantum theory fomu-—
lated in termm s ofB ohm ian particle tra ectories avoidstw o
fiilndam ental problem s of [Il) at the sam e tim e: the dis—
continuous collapse problem and the old CC problem .

Before presenting details of such a Bohm ian form u-
lation, the ollow ng rem arks are in order. First, it is
often clain ed that the existence ofthe Casim ire ect isa
proofthat the vacuum energy is real, so that it isunphys-
ical to ignore it. However, the fact is that the Casin ir
e ect can be derived even w ithout referring to vacuum
energy [R€], so the existence ofthe Casin ire ect cannot
really be taken as a proof that vacuum energy is physi-
cal. Instead, the Casin ir force can be treated as a van
der W aals-lke force, the enegy-m om entum ofwhich can
be descrbed by a an all potential between real particles
that constitute the conductive plates.

Second, In curved spacetin e, which the sem iclassical
theory of gravity is supposed to describe, QF T particle
states cannot be de ned in a uniqueway [27], which isa
problem for a theory with an am bition to dealw ith par-
ticles as fundam ental ob ectively existing entities. H ow —
ever, this problem can be avoided by an introduction of
a preferred fram e that allows to de ne particles n an
ob fctive and localcovariant m anner [28]. M oreover, it
is possbk that a preferred fram e is generated dynam i-
cally In a covariantway (fora concrete proposalsee R9]),
w hich, at least, m akes the idea of a preferred fram e less
unpleasant.

In the next section we form ulate the theory with st
quantization of particles, while the e ects of QFT, in—
cluding the e ects of particle creation and destruction,
are studied In Sec.|ITl. Som e further physical in plica-
tions, ncliding the relevance to thenew CC problem and
to the problem ofbackreaction associated w ith H aw king
radiation, are qualitatively discussed in Sec.[IV].

In the paper, we use unis in which h = ¢= 1, whik



the signature of spacetin e m etric is (+ ).

II. BOHM IAN SEM ICLASSICAL GRAVITY IN
FIRST QUANTIZATION

A . Bohm ian particle traectories

Consider the K lkin-Gordon equation for a m assive
soin-0 particle n curved spacetin e

€ @ +m?) & =0; @)
where r is the covariant derivative, and the fact that
r =@ isused.Eq. [2) inplies the Jocal conserva—
tion law
i s
r - Q@ = 0; 3
> (3)
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whered = d’x P®n andn isa unit vector nor-
malto ) doesnot depend on the choice ofthe spacelike

hypersurface . W e consider a solution for which the
nom [4) is positive and equalto 1.

Bywritihg = Re®,whereR and S arerealfinctions,
the com plex K lein-G ordon equation [2) is equivalent to

tw o realequations
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is the quantum potential. Eq. [B) is the conservation

equation [3). Thus, the fact that [4) isunit can be w rit—
ten as

Z q
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where ! ®K) = n &)@ S &) is the \lcal frequency".
This showsthat R?! can be hnterpreted as a probability
density of particle positions, provided that R?! is non—
negative. Eor the case n which it is locally negative,
see B0].) Eq. [0) can be viewed as a quantum Ham ilton—
Jacobi equation, di ering from the classical relativistic
H am ilton-Jacobiequation in containing an additionalQ —
term . Indeed, in physical units with h € 1, the right-
hand side of [1) attains an additional factor h?, which
showsthat Q ! 0 in the classicallim it.

In the Bohm ian interpretation of relativistic QM ,
the particlke is a pointlke obfct having a continuous

trapctory X (s) satisfying the determ inistic equation
24,131,132]
dx (s) 1
— = —@s; ©)
ds m

where it is understood that the right-hand side is eval-
uated at x = X and s is an a ne param eter along the

tra pctory. U sing the identity
d dX
ds ds

@ ; 10)

aswellas Egs. [@) and [@), one nds the equation of
m otion

DX _ 4 g a1
m = ;
D s?
w here
D %X d?x dx
- = 4 : 12)
D s? ds? ds ds

T he right-hand side of [11l) describes the quantum force,
ie., the deviation ofthe particle tra gctory from am otion
along a geodesic.

B . Energy-m om entum tensor

To construct the conserved energy-m om entum tensor
associated to the particle equation ofm otion [IIl), weuse
the m ethods developed in [33]. T he energy-m om entum
tensor written in a m anifestly covariant form tums out
to be

Z

fx X (s)
T &) = ds—p— "

P )]
dxX dxX
ds ds

g ®Q &) : (13)

For a tim elke tra fctory X (s), the physicalm eaning of

[I3) ism ore m anifest when coordinates are chosen such
that gp; = 0 and X © (s) = s=p%. In this case, [13) can
be w ritten as

Pk X ()
7O )73
dX dX
ds E g

T &) =

®x)Q &) ; (14)

w hich is nonvanishing only along the particle tra fctory
X (s). Using [I0) (see also B3]) one nds
Z

fx X () dX X
r ds—p

m
v P &) ds ds
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s m

= ds—p——
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T hus, when the equation ofm otion [I1l) is satis ed, then
the energy-m om entum tensor [13) is conserved:

r T &)= 0: a7)

T herefore, it is consistent to Introduce a sem iclassical
E instein equation as

G ®)=8 GyT &): 18)

N ote that the de nition of T as above in tem s of
pointlike particles is not in soirit of the usual form ula-
tion of QM . Nevertheless, assum Ing that one does not
know the actualposition of the particle, one m ay obtain
an expression m ore in goirit of the usual form ulation of
QM by averaging over allpossible particl positions. A s—
sum ing that is a wave packet localized within a small
3=olum e , one m akes the replacem ent

T ! ir i4; 19)

where HT i is the energy-m om entum averaged over the
unknown particle positions and attrbuted to the anall
region . The average energy-m omentum hT i is ob-
tained from T i [I4) by m aking a replacem ent

e ox) 10 T
pP——! - dx VR &!&); 0
j3(3) (X)] A\
R P
where v dx P jand dX =ds is replaced by
m '@ S, due to [@). Note, however, that the sem i
classicalk instein equation w ith such an averaged energy—
mom entum is not physically viable when  isnot a lo—
calized wave packet. For example, if is a superposi-
tion that corresponds to two m acroscopically separated
lum ps, then such a sam iclassical E instein equation w ith
an energy-m om entum averaged over both lum ps contra—
dicts experimn ents [€]. This indicates that the gravia—
tional eld responds to the actual (ot to the average)
particle position, so, in general, Eq. [18) seem sm ore vi-
able as a satisfying sam iclassical theory of gravity.

C . G eneralization to the m any-particle case

Let us also brie y generalize the results above to the
case of n particles wih mass m described by a wave
function , Xi1;:::;%Xn). The wave finction satis es the

T hus, all equations above generalize In a trivialway by
adding an additional labela. In particular, [1) general-
izes to

xn
r_ Q@ R,
0n = 2t ; @2)
" 2m Rn !
[I1) generalizes to
D’X: _e.q @3)
m = nr
D s? @
and [I3) generalizes to
Z
X0 4 X
T, ®) = ds—pi(x . a(ls))
a=1 ]_ZI(X)]
o K x)Qn ) (24)
—2 a ®) :
ds ds g

T hisprovidesa sem iclassicaltheory ofgravity forthe case
In which the number of particlesn is xed. However, to
consider the possbility of particle creation and destruc—
tion, st quantization is not su cient. The processes

of particle creation and destruction can be described by
QFT,which we do In the next setion.

III. BOHM IAN SEM ICLASSICAL GRAVITY IN
QFT

A . Particles from QFT

A san exam ple, considera real eld 1In curved space—
tim e w ith a selfdinteraction described by the Interaction
Lagrangian density ( =4!) *. In the Heisenbery pic—
ture, the eld operator A(x) satis es

r @ "®+m? T x)+ —'A3(x)= 0: ©25)

3
A's outlined in the Introduction and references cited
therein, we assum e that a preferred foliation of space—
tin e de nes a preferred notion of particles. T herefore,
an arbirary QF T state j i can be w ritten as a superpo—
sition of n-particle states as

®
CJ ndi (26)
n=0

where j , 1isa nom alized n-particle state. T he nom al-
ized n-particle w ave fiinction is then de ned as [24,134]

Sfxag A A . .
nX17::5%n) = —Prlhoj (1) ®n)J ni
n.
Sfxag A A s
—F=Hh0j 1) xn)J1; 27)

G, n!



where Pi  Jj oiand S¢,, 4 denotes the sym m etrization
operatorsdo not com m ute ornonequaltin es. For = 0,
Eq. [28) in plies that the wave fiinction [27) satis esthe
n-particle K lein-G ordon equation 2I). To see an e ect
ofthe self-interaction term in [25) on the wave fiinctions,
we consider an in m ediate consequence of [29):

"®)+m? &)+ — " (x) Ji= 0: ©28)

Wjr @ 3

Egs. 28) and 27) then mmply
alk @ +m?] 5 &) + PG 3 &ix;x) = 0: (29)

T hus the nonlinear equation [25) for the eld operator
In plies a linear equation for the wave functions, such
that the nonlinearity transform s into a linear interaction
betw een w ave fnctions fordi erent num bers ofparticles.
Eq. 29) also show s under which conditions the particle
described by 1 behaves as a free particle satisfying the
free K lein-G ordon equation [2); the interaction is non-—
negligble only when all 4 particles (1 particle described
by 1 (x) and 3 particlesdescrbed by 3 (X1;X2;X3)) are
\close to each other", In the sense that the wave packets
descrbbed by 1 and 3 have a signi cant overlap. T his
is, indeed, consistent w ith the phenom enological picture
according to which particles need to com e close to each
other n order to Interact by an interaction such as the

( =4") * theory.

By w riting

1 ®) = R (k) ®);
3 (KjX;x) = R3 x)e3 ®); (30)
and, for sim plicity, by assum ing that cz=c¢; is real, the

com plex equation [29) is equivalent to a set of two real
equations

@ S;1)@ S;) m
—  — + —+Q=0; 31
o > Q (31)
r R7@ s1)=J; (32)
w here
1 r @ R]_ C3R3
—_— 4+ p= S S ; 33
Q om R, 3!ClRloOS( 1 3) (33)
G .
J P=—R1R3sin(S: S3): (34)
31

The Bohm ian particle trapctory associated with the
wave finction ; (x) can be introduced in the sam e way
asin @) with S ! S;, but now with a modi ed quan-—
tum potential [33). C onsequently, the associated energy-
mom entum tensorT; isgiven by the expression [3), n

which Q isgiven by [33). In a sin ilar way, i is straight—
forward to derive a m odi ed expression or T, i [24)
for an n-particle wave finction [27). (The expression
orQ, in [22) attains additional term s proportional to

sin ilar to that In [33), but we do not w rite them ex—
plicitly as the explicit expression for generaln is rather
cumbersom e.)) In this way one can de ne T, for any
n 1,butnotforn= 0.Theabsence ofthen = 0 tem
isa sin ple consequence ofthe fact that, by de nition, the
energy-m om entum is that of particles (not of elds), so
the no-particle-state (the vacuum ) doesnot contribute to
the energy-m om entum . Perhaps a vacuum contribution
to the energy-m om entum ocould be introduced by hand,
but here it would be a rather arti cial procedure. This
should be contrasted with the usual eld-theoretic ap—
proach where the elds (not the particles) are regarded
as fundam ental ob fcts, so that the vacuum contribution
appears naturally in the eld energy-m om entum tensor,
lading to the old CC problem . Here, in our approach
w ith particles regarded asm ore fundam entalthan elds,
the old CC problem sinply does not appear. Tuming
this argum ent round, the fact that the m easured cos—
m ological constant is m any orders ofm agniude sm aller
than the one predicted by the eld energy-m om entum
Indicates that the particles (ot the elds) m ight be the
fiundam ental ob Ects existing in nature. In this picture,
quantum elds arem erely auxiliarm athem atical ob ects
useful or calculation of certain particle processes, such
as particle creation and destruction. For a som ewhat
sin ilar view of QF T, see also [35].)

Note also that Eq. [32) indicates that R?!; isnot the
probability density for the particle describbed by ; when
theoverbp wih 3 issigni cant. N evertheless, the prob—
ability density can be calculated in principle by explic-
itly calculating the tra ectordies for a large sam ple of ini-
tialparticle positions, provided that the nitial overlap is
negligble, so that the initial probability density is given
by R% ! 1.

B. The e ects ofparticle creation and destruction

To explicitly take into account the e ects of particle
creation and destruction, it is m ore convenient to work
In the Schrodinger picture R4,13¢]. In this picture, the
QFT state is denoted as [ ;t), which is a functional
wih respect to (x) and a function with respect to t.
Eq. 28) isnow written as

®
“nlit); (35)

n=0

w here the tilde above ™, denotesthat thenom ofitm ay
be an allerthan unit. In the processes ofparticle creation
and destruction this nomn changeswih tine. The eld

may also be interpreted In a Bohm ian detem inistic
manner [10,[11]. By writihg = Re®, one nds an



expression analogous to [d)

@ ;b _ S ; 36)
Qt (x)

where it is understood that the right-hand side is eval-
uated at = . The Bohm ian e ectivity e, of the n—
particle sector of [33) is 4]

0P

e[ iD= 2

37)
ol 583

n%=0

The ePect'jyji:y e, Isanumberbetween 0 and 1 and sat-
ises __,& = l.Asshown In R4], when the number
of particles ism easured, then e, becomese, = 1 orone
n and eyo = 0 for all other n®. This corresponds to an
e ective collapse of (38) to one of ,’s, which is induced
by the quantum m easurem ent. T he probability for such
an e ective collapse is exactly equalto the corresponding
probability predicted by the standard probabilistic rules
of QFT R4]. However, when the number of particles
is not m easured, ie., when m ore than one e, is di er-
ent from O, then all T, forwhich ¢, § 0 contrbute
to the total energy-m om entum . T hus, the total energy—
mom entum is

+U (38)

The additional term U is a com pensating temm that
provides the conservation of T  even when the e ectivi-
tiese, changewih tine. Sincer T, = 0 by construc-
tion, the requirem ent

r T =0 39)
Jeads to the equation
r U =73j; (40)
where
*®
J @ e,)T, : 41)

n=1

W e see that § can be viewed as a collection of pointlike
sources nonvanishing only along the particle tra ctories.
However, in [38) we do not want U to be nonvanish—
Ing only along the particle tra fctories, because then U

would sin ply cancel the pointlike energy-m om entum of
new created particles described by the rstterm in (38),
so that the new created particles would not In uence
the gravitational eld. Thstead, we want equation ({4Q)
to describe a continuous eld U (%) produced by the
pointlike sources § . ThismakesU in [40) sin ilar to
the electrom agnetic eld descrbed by the M axwellequa—
tions, but w ith an im portant di erence consisting in the

fact that U is a sym m etric tensor, w hereas the electro—
m agnetic eld is an antisym m etric tensor. T herefore, we
assum e

U =r V +r V ; 42)

where V (x) is a vector eld analogous to the electro-
m agnetic potential. Now [40) becom es

rrV +r r V =73; 43)

which descrbes the propagation of the eld V , the
source of which is a collection of pointlike sources de—

scribed by j . Eq. [@3) represents a set of 4 equations
for 4 unknowns V , which further justi es the ansatz
(42) .

In som e cases, the solution of [43) can be Hund ex—
plicitly. For example, assume (i) that spacetin e can
be approxin ated by a at spacetine and (@) that @ e,
changes slow Iy, so that one can use the approxin ation
@ @ e ’ 0. In thiscase, [43) can be w ritten as

@RV +@@V =3 44)

while j is approxin ately conserved:

%
@3

@ @ e,)T, ' O: @5)

n=1

Introducing the welkknown retarded G reen function
G (x x% satisfying

eecx x)= ‘& x9; 46)

the explicit solution of [44) is
Z
Vo ®= d'x%6&x x93 &): @7

Tndeed, [45) in plies that [47) satis es the Lorentz con—
dition

Z

eV k= d'x%6&x xH° &)’ 0; 48)

so [44) reducesto @ @ V
ed by (4.

Now the nalsem iclassicalkE Instein equation reads

= j , which, indeed, is satis-

G ®=8GyT ) 49)

where the quantum m atter energy-m om entum tensor
T (k) is given by [B8). O f course, we have explicitly
analyzed only the contributions from m assive soinlessun-—
charged particles corresponding to the hem itian eld A,
but the contrbutions from other types of particles can
be Introduced in a sim ilarway. Som e additionalphysical
features of the resulting sam iclassical theory are qualita—
tively discussed in the next section.



IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

A s we have seen, by regarding particles as m ore fun—
dam ental ob gcts than elds, the usual eld energy—
momentum tensor no longer represents the physical
energy-m om entum , which autom atically solves (or at
Jeast avoids) the old CC problem , sin ply because only
particles contribute to the physical energy-m om entum .
However, it is in portant to em phasize that, by discard—
Ing the eld ground-state energy, we do not discard the
particke ground-state energy. The Q FT ground state con—
taining no particles is physically very di erent from the
particle ground state. The best known exam pl of the
latter is a single particle in a one-din ensionalham onic—
oscillator potential V (x) = m ! ?x?=2, where the ground
state having the nonrelativistic energy ! =2 is stilla one—
particke (ot zero-particle) state. Indeed, such a particle
ground-state energy is included in the particle energy-—
momentum [[3). In fact, the second term i [13) pro-
portionalto g Q isexactly of the form of a cosn olog-—
icaltem . M oreover, in a nonrelativistic 1im it one m ay
expect that @ @ R m?R, so [I) inplies

P m: (50)

T hism eans that particlesw ith am assm m ay contrbute
to the coam ological constant by a contribution ofthe or-
der ofm ny, where n;, is the num ber ofparticles per unit
volum e. Tt is tem pting to goeculate that this could have
som ething to do w ith the coincidence problem , ie., w ith

the new CC problm . Note, however, that a plane wave
e ¥ ¥ hasa constant R , so [) vanishes ora plne wave.
N evertheless, it is conceivable that the so—called dark en—
ergy m ight consist of particles described by a nontrivial
wave function that leads to a nontrivial quantum poten—
tial Q, so that (1) the energy-m om entum of these par-
ticles is dom inated by a cosm ologicalterm / g Q and
(i) the quantum force described by [1l) prevents these
particles from form ing structures. Such a wave function

should be a wave packet w th a w idth larger than typical
scales associated to coan ologicalstructures. (T he needed
large w idth m ight be a naturalconsequence of In ation.)

H owever, a m ore serious investigation of such a possibil-
iy would require a further theoretical nput, w hich would
go beyond the scope of the present paper.

Conceming the issue of the new CC problm , we re—
call that a term proportionalto also survives in 3.
T his dem onstrates that a nontrivial eld potentialm ay
also in uence the coan ologicalconstant. In particular, it
m eans that the quintessence m odels of dark energy m ay
also play a rok for the new CC problem , provided that
they are reinterpreted in tem s ofparticle w ave fiinctions,
analogously to that in [29). A sin ilar rem ark applies also
to scalar- eld potentials supposed to drive the early cos-

m ologicalin ation.

Another new physical ingredient that we want to dis—
cuss is the physical meaning of U  in [38). Unlke
the rst termn in (38), U represents a continuously
distributed contrdbution to the total energy-m om entum .
Thus, it is a nonparticle contrbution to the energy-
m om entum , but the particles are the source for . M ore
precisely, from [40) and [4I) we see that U is created
only when the e ectivities e, change wih tine. Physi-
cally, thism eans that a particle that gets destroyed com —
pensates it by em iting positive U -energy, w hile a parti-
cle that gets created com pensates it by em itting negative
U -energy. In fact, In m ost physical processes w ith par—
ticle creation and destruction (usually described by the
S-m atrix form alisn in elem entary-particle physics) the
energy-m om entum ofthe nitialparticles is exactly equal
to the energy-m om entum of the nal particles. This
m eans that U averaged over a large volum e vanishes
In the initial as wellas In the nal state of such a pro—
cess. The creation of U as described by [@Q) is only
a transient phenom enon, not directly cbservable in typ-—
ical particle collision and decay processes. O n the other
hand, when particles are created from an unstable vac-
uum , then the conservation of T  in plies that average
U mustbe nonzero even in the nalstate. In particu-
lar, this provides a backreaction m echanism for the pro—
cess of H aw king radiation, in which particles are created
from the vacuum in a background ofa classicalblack-hole
R7]. Thus, Eq. [49) m ay be applied to a new analysis
of the process of H aw king radiation w ith backreaction,
but a detailed analysis of such a process is beyond the
scope of the present paper. It isalso fair to note that the
ansatz [42)) is not necessarily the only possibility.

To conclude, the form ulation of sem iclassicalgravity in
term s ofB ohm ian particle tra fctories has severaladvan—
tages over the usual form ulation. F irst, regarding parti-
cles (rather than elds) asthe fundam ental physical ob—
“Bcts autom atically avoids the old CC problem . Second,
the use of the Bohm ian form ulation of quantum theory
avoids the discontinuous collapse problem . Besides, this
form ulation suggests new approaches to the solution of
the new CC problem and of the backreaction problem
associated to particle creation by classical gravitational

elds. T hus, we believe that our new approach to sem i-
classical gravity is worthw hile of fiirther investigation.
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