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Abstract. We study the influence of running vacuum on the baryon-to-photon ratio in running vacuum models (RVMs). When there exists non-minimal coupling between photons and
other matter in the expanding universe, the energy-momentum tensor of photons is no longer
conserved, but the energy of photons could remain conserved. We discuss the conditions for
the energy conservation of photons in RVMs. The photon number density and baryon number density, from the epoch of photon decoupling to the present day, are obtained in the
context of RVMs by assuming that photons and baryons can be coupled to running vacuum,
respectively. Both cases cause the baryon-to-photon ratio to no longer be a constant. However the evolution of the baryon-to-photon ratio is strictly constrained by observations. It is
found that if the dynamic term of running vacuum is indeed coupled to photons or baryons,
the coefficient of the dynamic term must be extremely small, which is unnatural. Therefore,
our study basically rules out the possibility that running vacuum is coupled to photons or
baryons in RVMs.
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Introduction

The Big Bang theory is by far the most accepted theory explaining the birth, evolution
and future of the universe. Since the measurements of the hydrogen abundance and helium
abundance in the universe are exactly consistent with the predictions in the standard Big
Bang nucleosynthesis (BBN) model, many cosmologists regard it as one of the strongest
evidences 1 to support the Big Bang theory (see Refs. [1–6] for a review). One of the
ingenuities of the Big Bang theory is that it proposes that the abundance of light elements in
the universe is only related to one basic parameter, the baryon-to-photon ratio η. Therefore,
the photon and baryon number densities are of interest and significant for cosmology. In the
standard cosmological model (i.e., ΛCDM model), they dilute, as the universe expands, at
the same dilution rate after BBN, so the present-day value of the baryon-to-photon ratio is
a constant and was formed at the end of BBN [5, 7–9].
In different epochs of the universe, η can be determined independently from different
perspectives. For the BBN epoch one can derive η based on the observational data on the
abundance of primordial chemical elements [5–11], and for the primordial recombination
epoch one can get η by analysing the anisotropy of the cosmic microwave background (CMB)
radiation [12–15]. Whether these independent η’s evolving with the universe are in line with
the current observed η0 [6, 16–19], is the pivotal to judging the viability of the corresponding
hypotheses and calculations in the ΛCDM model. In practice, the photon and baryon number
densities are affected by many factors related to the model of the universe, especially modified
gravity theories and the components of the universe. If dark matter could annihilate or decay
(see Refs. [20–26] and references therein), then the baryon-to-photon ratio will deviate from
the constant predicted in the ΛCDM model. But from BBN to the present, the degree
−5
of the deviation is almost negligible ( ∆η
η ≤ 10 ) [27, 28]. The impact of dark energy on
η is mainly due to the possibility that dark energy could decay into CMB, but the decay
1

The other two evidences are the cosmic microwave background radiation and observed expansion of the
universe.
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rate of dark energy must be sufficiently small to be in accordance with observations [29–
33]. Considering low-amplitude and large-scale fluctuations, the evolution of η may change
with the region of the universe [34]. In addition, η is influenced by varying fundamental
“constants” as well [35–39]. The variation of Newton’s constant could modify nucleosynthesis
codes, which can be used for restraining Brans-Dicke theory and scalar-tensor theories [39, 40].
A time-varying cosmological “constant” is also able to effect the early universe and primordial
nucleosynthesis [2, 41, 42]. Although most of these works do not specify the extent of the
influence of varying fundamental “constants” on η, it is not hard to infer that, in these
universe models, either η is a constant different from the one in the ΛCDM model, or it
will inevitably evolve over time. Overall, the prediction of η is a powerful tool to verify the
feasibility of various universe models.
In this work, we study the effect of varying vacuum on η in a class of cosmological models,
which are so called running vacuum models (RVMs), see Refs. [43–46] and references therein.
There is a long history of investigations of dynamic vacuum [47–52], but most dynamic vacuum models lack theoretical support. The proposal of RVMs is mainly attempting to connect
the vacuum energy density with the quantum field theory in curved space-time [53–55]. In recent years, the research and development of RVMs have shown that running vacuum is better
than a single cosmological constant in cosmology global picture [45, 46, 56, 57], observational
data [51, 58–60], and alleviating tensions in cosmology [58, 61–64]. Recently, it is found
that RVMs, comparing with the ΛCDM model, even possess more superior thermodynamic
characteristic [65–67].
In RVMs, vacuum is actually non-minimally coupled to matter fields. According to the
νµ
regular definition of the energy-momentum tensor, it can be found that ∇µ Tm
6= 0, where
µν
Tm is the energy-momentum tensor of all matter fields in RVMs. According to Tiberiu
Harko et al. [68, 69], if the energy-momentum tensor of a matter field is not conserved, the
field equation can be in comparison with the first law of thermodynamics of open systems.
νµ
Therefore, ∇µ Tm
6= 0, at the macroscopic level, can be explained as the production (or
annihilation) of corresponding particles. If photons in RVMs are coupled to vacuum, the
redshift of a single photon in the expanding universe will be modified comparing with its
“free expansion” in the ΛCDM model. We wonder whether such expansion of photons in
RVMs could solve the problem of energy non-conservation in the ΛCDM model 2 [72–74].
Furthermore, the impact of running vacuum on CMB may lead to new estimations on the size
and age of the observable universe at certain epochs. Similarly, if running vacuum is coupled
to baryons and the decay (or absorption) of vacuum is a baryon non-conserving process, there
could be baryon production (or annihilation) even after the Hadron epoch. Since we have
no any experiments and observations implying that the baryon non-conserving process can
occur in the context of low energy and weak gravitational field, in order not to contradict the
existing experiments and observations, the occurrence rate of running vacuum decaying into
baryons (or the contrary process) must be very low. Therefore, it imposes strict constraints
on the dynamic terms in the energy density of running vacuum.
Finally, according to the current η0 [17–19], one can, in theory, derive the value of η
at any epochs through assuming that vacuum is coupled to photons or baryons. However,
Since the evolution of CMB radiation satisfies ∇µ Trνµ = 0 in the ΛCDM model (it is also known as blackbody radiation, see e.g. [70, 71] and references therein), the total energy of CMB decreases with the expansion
of the universe even though photons have no interaction with other matter fields. From this point of view, we
have to define subtly, with only one tiny cosmological constant, the energy of space-time to guarantee energy
conservation of the entire universe.
2
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before photon decoupling (which is closely related to the end of recombination), photons are
not only coupled to running vacuum, but also baryon nuclei, which makes our discussion
about the impact of running vacuum on the baryon-to-photon ratio complicated. So, in this
work we only discuss the evolution of the universe after photon decoupling. By estimating
the value of η at the epoch of photon decoupling in RVMs and comparing it with the latest
result from the anisotropy of CMB [12–15], new constraints on the dynamics term in RVMs
can be obtained, which is independent on previous research on RVMs [55, 60, 63, 75].
The paper is organized as follows: Sec. 2 is devoted to the review of RVMs. Next,
we analyse the energy-momentum tensor conservation and energy conservation of photons
in a toy universe model and then extend our analysis to a more realistic universe in Sec. 3.
In Sec. 4, we calculate the particle number density of photons in RVMs, and the similar
calculations on the particle number density of baryons are presented in Sec. 5. Then, based
on Secs. 4 and 5, we study the effect of running vacuum on the baryon-to-photon ratio in
Sec. 6. The last part, Sec. 7, is a summary and discussion on our results and possible future
work.

2

Running Vacuum Models

The background space-time of the homogeneous and isotropic universe can be described by
Friedmann-Robertson-Walker metric
ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2 (dx2 + dy 2 + dz 2 ),

(2.1)

where a(t) is the scale factor, the curvature of the universe has been set as zero, and we
employ natural units c = ~ = 1.
In the framework of RVMs, the Friedmann equations are similar to the ones in the
ΛCDM model:
3H 2 = κ2 ρt ,
2

2

3H + 2Ḣ = −κ pt ,

(2.2)
(2.3)

where H = ȧ/a is the Hubble rate. The parameters ρt and pt represent the total energy
density and pressure of all components of the universe, respectively. Since the dominant
component of the universe is unfixed and some of the components can be ignored at particular
epochs, the specific forms of ρt and pt rely on the accuracy requirement and the epoch of
the universe. The basic principles and discussions of RVMs can be referred to the literature
mentioned above (see Refs. [44, 46] for a review). In this work, we consider a class of well
described and extensively studied RVMs, in which the vacuum energy density ρΛ “runs” in
the form of a function of the Hubble rate based on a renormalization group equation:


3
H4
Λ(H)
2
= 2 c0 + νH + α 2 .
(2.4)
ρΛ (H) =
κ2
κ
HI
Note that c0 is a constant with the dimension of energy squared in natural units. Since
the current observed value of Hubble rate is so small, to be consistent with observations,
c0 should approximately equal 13 Λ0 (Λ0 is the value of the cosmological constant in the
ΛCDM model [18, 76]). The argument H1 can be chosen as the Planck scale or at least
below the Planck scale. The dimensionless coefficients ν and α have been confined to a
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very narrow range by considering various cosmological phenomena. According to previous
research [55, 60, 63, 75], ν and α should satisfy |ν| < 10−3 and α ≪ 1.
H4
It is believed that νH 2 has been already much larger than α H
2 after BBN [56]. In
1

practice, the dynamic characteristics of vacuum energy is mainly manifested in νH 2 after
4
without conflicting with observations when the
BBN, and therefore one can neglect α H
H12
problem to be studied has no connection with the early universe. Since our following study
does not involve inflation and prior epochs, it is reasonable to discard the subordinate term
4
αH
in Eq. (2.4). Hence it is easy to get analytical solutions of Eqs. (2.2) and (2.3) for
H12
the radiation-dominated universe by assuming that the main components of the universe are
photons and vacuum energy. For such simplified universe model, Eqs. (2.2) and (2.3) are
rewritten as
3H 2 = κ2 (ρΛ + ρr ),

(2.5)

2

(2.6)

2

3H + 2Ḣ = −κ (pΛ + pr ).

Since we have already reduced the vacuum energy density (2.4) as ρΛ = κ32 (c0 + νH 2 ), one
can find directly from Eq. (2.5) that the energy density of photons can be written as an
explicit function of the Hubble rate. And also if we express the energy density of photons as
a function of the scale factor, it is found that
ρr (a) =

3
(H 2 − νH 2 − c0 ) = ρr (t0 )a−4(1−ν) ,
κ2

(2.7)

where we have used the state equation of photons ρ = 1/3ρ and pΛ = −ρΛ . Note that the
integration constant ρr (t0 ) is not necessarily equal to the currently observed power density
of CMB radiation. This solution is only applicable to the radiation-dominated epoch, so
the value of ρr (t0 ) should be decided by other cosmological processes in the early universe.
Obviously, when ν = 0, Eq. (2.7) degenerates into the formula satisfied by photons expanding
freely with the universe in the ΛCDM model.
As for the matter-dominated epoch, one can assume the universe consists of dark matter,
ordinary (baryonic) matter, and running vacuum. So, the Friedmann equations (2.2) and
(2.3) are given as
3H 2 = κ2 (ρΛ + ρdm + ρb ),
2

2

3H + 2Ḣ = −κ (pΛ + pdm + pb ).

(2.8)
(2.9)

For the sake of simplicity, we set the state equations of baryonic matter and dark matter as
pb = pdm = 0. In view of the fact that baryonic matter and dark matter have the same state
equation and similar energy-momentum tensor (which has only one non-zero component, i.e.,
energy density), we can regard them as a whole when solving the equations above. From
Eqs. (2.8) and (2.9), it is clear that, the total energy density of baryonic matter and dark
matter satisfies
ρdm + ρb =

3
[H 2 − νH 2 − c0 ] = [ρdm (t0 ) + ρb (t0 )]a−3(1−ν) .
κ2

(2.10)

Here, ρdm (t0 ) + ρb (t0 ) is the current total energy density of baryonic matter and dark matter.
Apparently, Eq. (2.10) can also degenerate into the standard one in the ΛCDM model when
ν = 0.
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3

Energy-momentum tensor conservation and energy conservation

In the ΛCDM model, photons in the universe travel freely after photon decoupling and the
energy-momentum tensor of photons becomes conserved. Therefore, the total number of
photons approximately remains as a constant, which combined with baryon number conservation after BBN leads us to deem that the baryon-to-photon ratio is unchanged after photon
decoupling (some other views claim that it should be after BBN [5, 7–9]). The conservation
of photon number is also based on the requirement that CMB radiation could be regarded
as black-body radiation, which therefore results in non-conservation of the internal energy
of photons. In the ΛCDM model, we can not explain the energy loss of photons due to
the expansion of space-time [72–74] but baryons have no such problem. In this section, we
analyse whether the problem can be solved in RVMs.
The internal energy and the number of photons can be expressed as
π2 k4
V T 4,
15c3 ~3
2k3 ζ(3)
Nr = 2 3 3 V T 3 ,
π c ~
Ur = ρr V =

(3.1)
(3.2)

where k is Boltzmann’s constant and ζ(n) is the Riemann zeta function. In the ΛCDM model,
the energy density of CMB satisfies ρr ∼ a(t)−4 . Comparing ρr ∼ a(t)−4 with Eq. (3.1), it
is found that the temperature of CMB is proportional to the inverse of the scale factor
(T ∼ a(t)−1 ). Thus photon number density satisfies nr = Nr /V ∼ T 3 ∼ a(t)−3 . Because
of V ∼ a(t)3 , Nr is indeed a constant and Ur ∼ T ∼ a(t)−1 decreases with the expansion
of the universe. Note that ρr ∼ a(t)−4 is derived from the conservation of the energymomentum tensor (∇ν Trνµ = 0). Therefore, in the ΛCDM model, the energy-momentum
tensor conservation of photons ensures the conservation of photon number but leads to a
decrease in the internal energy of photons. The energy lost by photons is usually considered
to enter the gravitational field or background vacuum energy 3 .
Now let us analyse which factors are directly related to the energy loss of photons while
the total number of photons remains constant (ρr ∼ a(t)−4 ). We consider a specific period
of the universe from the scale factor a(t1 ) to a(t2 ) (the corresponding Hubble rate is H1 and
H2 , respectively). Supposing that the temperature of CMB is T1 at the moment a(t1 ), the
number density of photons satisfies
2k3 ζ(3) 3
T .
π 2 c3 ~3 1

nr (t1 ) =

(3.3)

The internal energy and entropy of photons per unit volume (not per comoving volume) are,
respectively,
π2 k4 4
T ,
15c3 ~3 1
4π 2 k4 3
sr (t1 ) =
T .
45c3 ~3 1

ρr (t1 ) =

3

(3.4)
(3.5)

For a single photon propagating in the expanding universe, both of its frequency and energy will be
reduced due to the expansion of space-time. There is still controversy about the explanation on the energy
loss of photons, because the definition of the energy conservation in general relativity is not complete. The
energy-momentum tensor conservation is not completely equivalent to the energy conservation.
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At the moment a(t2 ), the temperature of CMB drops to T2 . Since the number of photons
remains conserved, the number density can be written as
nr (t2 ) =

2k3 ζ(3) 3 2k3 ζ(3) a(t1 )3 3
T = 2 3 3
T ,
π 2 c3 ~3 2
π c ~ a(t2 )3 1

(3.6)

where the second equality is based on a(t2 )3 T23 = a(t1 )3 T13 = Const (conservation of photon
number). The energy lost by CMB per comoving volume is given by
∆ur = ρr (t2 )a(t2 )3 − ρr (t1 )a(t1 )3 =

π2 k4
[T 4 a(t2 )3 − T14 a(t1 )3 ].
15c3 ~3 2

(3.7)

Since a(t2 )3 T23 = a(t1 )3 T13 and T2 < T1 , we have ∆ur < 0, which means that as photons
expand freely with the universe, the total internal energy of CMB decreases. In the ΛCDM
model, we do not completely figure out where the energy flows. In addition, Eq. (3.7)
manifests that if CMB stays in a state of freely expanding (∇ν Trνµ = 0), the energy loss
of CMB within a unit comoving volume is only related to its temperature gradient. Such
consequence is comprehensible because photon gas per unit (comoving) volume is completely
characterized by temperature [see Eqs. (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5)].
Next we study the expansion of photons in RVMs and the change in energy of photons in
a unit comoving volume. We focus on the unit comoving volume because it is more practical
than the unit volume. The variation of CMB within the observable universe over a period of
time can be reflected in photons per unit comoving volume.
3.1

Conservation in a toy universe

We first introduce two special types of conservation, from the point of view of photons, in
a toy universe model, which is only composed of photons and the aforementioned running
vacuum. The toy universe model is similar to the radiation-dominated universe and it has
pedagogical significance for our follow-up research on a realistic universe. The first case
corresponds ν = 0, and the second is a special value of ν guaranteeing that the total energy
of CMB is constant. These two special situations represent two types of conservation: energymomentum tensor conservation and energy conservation. We focus on the conditions for the
energy conservation of CMB.
We first calculate the energy loss ratio of CMB for ν = 0 in the context of the toy
universe. The special case of ν = 0 indicates that photons can “freely propagate” in the
universe and the corresponding energy-momentum tensor satisfies ∇ν Trνµ = 0. Such property
is similar to CMB in the ΛCDM model. Since a(t1 )3 T13 = a(t2 )3 T23 , Eqs. (3.3) and (3.5) imply
that the number and entropy of photons are constant. Supposing the temperature of CMB
evolves from T1 to T2 with respective scale factors a(t1 ) and a(t2 ), ∇ν Trνµ = 0 results in
a(t1 )3 T13 = a(t2 )3 T23 . Therefore, the energy loss ratio of CMB (per unit comoving volume)
from T1 to T2 is:
Γr =

T1 − T2
ρr (t1 )a(t1 )3 − ρr (t2 )a(t2 )3
=
.
3
ρr (t1 )a(t1 )
T1

(3.8)

It can be found that if the temperature differential of CMB from a(t1 ) to a(t2 ) is large
enough, the energy loss ratio could be close to 1. For example, photons started to “freely
propagate” after photon decoupling in the ΛCDM model. It is generally recognized that
photon decoupling occurred during recombination about 378,000 years after the Big Bang,
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at a redshift of z ∼ 1100, when the temperature of the universe was T1 ∼ 3000 K [6, 77]. If
we take T2 = 2.73 K, which is the current temperature of CMB [78–80], Γr is approximately
equal to 1. Moreover, for a volume equal to the observable universe, the total energy loss of
CMB from T1 ∼ 3000 K down to T2 = 2.73 K is
∆Ur = Γr

4π T1 − T2 3
π2 k4 4
4π 3
R1 ρr (t1 ) =
R1 ∗
T ∼ 1.6 ∗ 1070 J,
3
3
T1
15c3 ~3 1

(3.9)

where R1 ∼ 42 million light-years is the radius of the observable universe at the end of
recombination. In this work, we roughly assume that the epoch of photon decoupling is the
end of recombination. Note that to get the final consequence, we have recovered the real
values of all the physical quantities above.
Although ν = 0 inevitably leads to the energy loss of CMB, the total energy of the
toy universe can be conserved by choosing a proper c0 . We also let a(t1 ) correspond to
recombination and a(t2 ) be the current scale factor. The energy change of vacuum depends
on the density of vacuum and the change in volume of the universe:
∆UΛ =


4π
R23 − R13 ρΛ ,
3

where R2 the radius of the observable universe and ρΛ =
expressed as
ρΛ =

(3.10)
3
κ2 c0 .

If ∆UΛ = ∆Ur , ρΛ can be

T1 − T2 T23
π2 k4 3
π2 k4 4
T1 ∼
T T1 ∼ 4.6 ∗ 10−11 kg/(m · s2 ),
3
3
3
3
T1 T1 − T2 15c ~
15c3 ~3 2

(3.11)

which is less than the current density of vacuum (dark) energy ρΛ0 ∼ 6.3∗10−10 kg/(m·s2 ) [18]
in the ΛCDM model. Eq. (3.11) manifests that to keep the energy gained by vacuum always
equal to the energy lost by photons, vacuum can not be a constant. Regarding this, we will
continue to discuss it below.
Next, let us pay attention to another case, i.e., the energy conservation of CMB. First
we need to calculate the value of ν which could maintain the energy conservation of CMB. For
the universe composed of photons and vacuum, the Friedmann equation is given by Eqs. (2.5)
and (2.6). The energy density of photons satisfies (2.7). And the energy-momentum tensor
conservation of all components leads to
ρ̇Λ + ρ̇r + 3H(pΛ + pr + ρΛ + ρr ) = ρ̇Λ + ρ̇r + 4Hρr = 0.

(3.12)

With Eq. (2.7), we can get the value of ν directly from the point of view of photons.
Since the energy conservation of photons requires
ρr (t2 )V (t2 ) = ρr (t1 )V (t1 ),

(3.13)

it is found that the parameter ν should take a value of 14 , which can be also derived from
a(t2 )3 T24 = a(t1 )3 T14 .
In order to verify whether the value of ν also guarantees the energy conservation of
vacuum, we need to solve Eq. (3.17), obtain Hubble rate H as a function of a(t), and then
take it back to ρΛ (H) to get ρΛ (a(t)). Finally, if ρΛ (t2 )V (t2 ) = ρΛ (t1 )V (t1 ) is true for ν = 41 ,
it proves that ν = 14 can indeed ensure the energy conservation of photons and vacuum,

–7–

respectively, while their total energy-momentum tensor satisfies the conservation condition
(3.12). Combining Eq. (3.12) and ρr (a) = ρr (t0 )a−4(1−ν) , we have
dρΛ dρr
ρr
dρΛ
+
+4 =
+ 4νρr (t0 )a−5+4ν = 0.
da
da
a
da
ν
ρr (t0 )a−4(1−ν) +
The solution can be expressed as ρΛ (a) = 1−ν
ρΛ (a) into ρΛ (t2 )V (t2 ) = ρΛ (t1 )V (t1 ) yields

3c0
1−ν

=

(3.14)
ν
1−ν ρr

+

ν
3c0
ν
3c0
ρr (t2 )V (t2 ) +
V (t2 ) =
ρr (t1 )V (t1 ) +
V (t1 ).
1−ν
1−ν
1−ν
1−ν

3c0
1−ν .

Taking

(3.15)

Since ρr (t2 )V (t2 ) = ρr (t1 )V (t1 ) and V (t2 ) 6= V (t1 ), the premise of the above equation is
that the constant term c0 of vacuum energy is zero. Thereupon, the evolution of ρΛ =
ν
−4(1−ν) along with the scale factor is exactly the same as the situation of photons
1−ν ρr (t0 )a
[see Eq. (2.7)]. As far, we have proved that both of the energy conservation of photons and
vacuum can be guaranteed in the toy universe model as long as ν = 14 and c0 is vanishing.
Considering the temperature of CMB satisfies a(t2 )3 T24 = a(t1 )3 T14 , the entropy change
of CMB from recombination to the current day can be given as
∆S =

4π 2 k4
[V (t2 )T23 − V (t1 )T13 ] > 0,
45c3 ~3

(3.16)

which conforms with the second law of thermodynamics. The entropy of the current CMB has
increased by several orders of magnitude compared to its value at the end of recombination
on account of T1 ≫ T2 .
Finally, we summarize the characteristics of CMB with regard to the two special kinds
of conservation in above toy universe model. When CMB freely expands (ν = 0 and so
∇µν Trµ = 0), the corresponding photon number and entropy keep fixed. In this case, not
only is the energy of CMB non-conserved, but also the total energy of the universe can not
be conservative. So, in this toy universe model the energy-momentum tensor conservation of
CMB inevitably causes the non-conservation of the total energy of the universe. For another
special case that CMB maintains energy conservation, based on ρr (t2 )V (t2 ) = ρr (t1 )V (t1 ), it
can be found that the value of parameter ν must be 41 . The energy density of CMB evolves
with the scale factor in the same way as dust. And if the constant term c0 of vacuum energy
equals zero, vacuum energy is also conserved. Therefore, ρΛ = 4κ3 2 H 2 can guarantee both
of the energy conservation of photons and vacuum. As for the rest of ν and c0 , neither the
energy-momentum tensor conservation of photons nor the energy conservation of photons
can be guaranteed. And it can be seen from Eq. (3.15) that there is no other ν that keeps
the total energy of the universe conserved.
Next, let us study a more realistic universe model and discuss whether RVMs could
balance observational data and the energy conservation of the universe.
3.2

Conservation in a realistic universe

In this section, we study the energy-momentum tensor conservation and energy conservation
of CMB in a realistic universe with running vacuum. We suppose that vacuum is only coupled
to photons and the other components of universe satisfy their own energy-momentum tensor
conservation and also energy conservation.
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In the realistic universe model, if there is interaction 4 between photons and vacuum, it
should start when photons emerged in the universe (the temperature of the universe was about
Te ∼ 1016 K at the end of electroweak epoch). There should also be a cutoff temperature
Tc , at which photons and vacuum are decoupled. At present, we can not evaluate Tc from
the first principle or existing knowledge, so we temporarily deem that Tc just need satisfy
0 < Tc < Te . Here, we suppose that the cutoff temperature satisfies 0 < Tc < T0 = 2.73 K,
which indicates there is still interaction between photons and vacuum.
We have already mentioned that photons “freely propagate” after the recombination
epoch. Therefore, when studying the properties of the interaction between photons and
running vacuum, we only consider the period of the universe after recombination, which
helps to exclude the interaction between photons and other substances. From the end of
recombination to the current day, the realistic universe is no longer dominated by radiation
but by dust (or baryonic matter), dark matter and vacuum energy (or dark energy). All the
components of the universe are not negligible except for neutrinos, so the proper Friedmann
equation should be given as
3H 2 = κ2 (ρΛ + ρdm + ρb + ρr ),
2

(3.17)

2

3H + 2Ḣ = −κ (pΛ + pdm + pb + pr ).

(3.18)

Hereafter, we just set κ2 = 1 for simplicity. For the dust and dark matter with a vanishing pressure, energy conservation is equivalent to energy-momentum tensor conservation
ν
(∇µν T(b,dm)
= 0 −→ ρ̇(b,dm) + 3Hρ(b,dm) = 0 −→ V ρ(b,dm) ≡ Const). Therefore, the total
energy-momentum tensor conservation of photons and vacuum is still Eq. (3.12), which yields
the energy density of photons as
3ν[ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 )] −3
a
1 − 4ν
3[ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 )] −3
ρr (a) = ρr (t0 )a−3 +
a log a
4

ρr (a) = ρr0 a−4(1−ν) +

1
)
4
1
(ν = ).
4

(ν 6=

(3.19)

Note that ρb (t0 ) and ρdm (t0 ) are the current values of baryon density and dark matter density,
respectively. ρr (t0 ) is the current energy density of CMB, but ρr0 6= ρr (t0 ), which is decided
by ρr (t0 ):
ρr0 = ρr (t0 ) −

3ν[ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 )]
.
1 − 4ν

(3.20)

Combining Eqs. (3.12) and (3.19), we have
ρr
dρΛ
3ν[ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 )] −4
dρΛ dρr
+
+4 =
+ 4νρr0 a−4(1−ν)−1 +
a = 0.
da
da
a
da
1 − 4ν
4

(3.21)

The energy density of vacuum being a cosmological constant does not mean that vacuum can not interact
with photons or other components of the universe. With the expansion of space-time, the total energy of
vacuum within the observable universe is increasing although the energy density of vacuum is a constant.
Therefore, it is entirely reasonable to believe that the increased energy of vacuum is caused by the interaction
between vacuum and other substances.
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The solution of vacuum density can be expressed as
ν
ν[ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 )] −3
3
1
ρr0 a−4(1−ν) +
a +
c0 (ν 6=
and ν 6= 1)
1−ν
1 − 4ν
1−ν
4
1
1
ρΛ (a) = H02 a−3 + [ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 )]a−3 log a + 4c0 (ν = )
4
4
ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 ) −3
ρΛ (a) = −
a − 4ρr0 log a (ν = 1),
(3.22)
3
ρΛ (a) =

where H02 = 13 [ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 ) + ρr (t0 )]. For the solution with ν = 1, we have ρr0 = −3c0 .
With the solutions, we can study the two special types of conservation of photons in
the realistic universe. When ν = 0 (the energy-momentum tensor conservation of photons),
RVMs revert to the ΛCDM model and photons could “freely expand” after photon decoupling.
The scale factor a(tre ) of the universe at the end of recombination can be estimated by the
fact that freely propagating photons satisfy a(t)3 T 3 = Const. Since Tre is about 3000 K and
3 = a(t )3 T 3 , according to the current radius of the observable universe (R ∼ 46
a(tre )3 Tre
0
0
0
billion light-years), the radius of the universe corresponding to the observable universe at the
end of recombination epoch is Rre ∼ 42 million light-years. The radius is independent on
the components of the universe and so is consistent with the result (see R1 in the previous
section) obtained in the toy universe model. Although the estimation on Rre is rough, it is
still pretty much the same as the result obtained in the ΛCDM model, and such precision
has no impact on our subsequent discussions. Setting the scale factor of the current universe
as a(t0 ) = 1 yields a(tre ) ∼ 9.1 ∗ 10−4 .
Note that when ν = 0, the solution of ρr is consistent with the one in the ΛCDM model
and also the one in the toy universe model, so we can use directly the previous calculations
and results. It is shown that for the process that the temperature of CMB drops from 3000
K to 2.73 K, the energy loss of the observable universe is still Eq. (3.9). In the same process,
take into account the current value of vacuum (ρΛ0 ∼ 6.3 ∗ 10−10 kg/(m · s2 ) [18]), the energy
change of vacuum is
∆UΛ =


4π
3
R03 − Rre
ρΛ0 ∼ 2.2 ∗ 1071 J.
3

(3.23)

Comparing Eqs. (3.9) and (3.23), one can find that these two values are not accordant and
the gap is more than tenfold, that is to say, the energy lost by photons is only about onetenfold of the energy obtained by vacuum. The previous toy universe model indicates that
when photons expand freely, the total energy of the universe can not be maintained. It now
appears that the conclusion also applies to the ΛCDM model. Moreover, since the energymomentum tensor conservation of photons also is equivalent to photon number conservation,
the entropy of CMB is also unchanging, which is about 1089 k [81, 82]. In the ΛCDM model,
we can not explain why the entropy of CMB is so large [81].
In the toy universe model, we found that RVMs with ν = 41 and c0 = 0 can conserve
both of photon energy and vacuum energy, so the total energy of the universe is conserved.
In the realistic universe, let us check if there are such ν and c0 . The energy conservation
of CMB signifies a(t2 )3 T24 = a(t1 )3 T14 , with which the radius of the observable universe at
the end of recombination can be obtained as Rre ∼ 4.1 million light years. And then the
corresponding scale factor is a(tre ) ∼ 8.8 ∗ 10−5 . Note that the influence of running vacuum
on the scale factor is still within the acceptable range [83, 84].
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Following the steps above, one may get the value of ν directly from Eq. (3.19). Taking
Eqs. (3.19) and (3.22) into ρr (tre )V (tre ) = ρr (t0 )V (t0 ), we have
a(tre )−1+4ν = a(t0 )−1+4ν
log[a(tre )] = log[a(t0 )]

1
(ν 6= )
4
1
(ν = ).
4

(3.24)

Unfortunately, for the solution with ν 6= 14 [see Eq. (3.19)], the condition guaranteeing the
energy conservation of photons is exactly ν = 14 , while the solution with ν = 14 requires the
scale factor is constant. Therefore, for both solutions of photon density in the realistic universe, there is no ν that could render Eq. (3.24) true due to the existence of other substances,
i.e., ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 ) 6= 0.
Although there is no ν keeping photon energy conserved, it is likely that there exists
a special ν sustaining the total energy conservation of the universe, which means [ρr (tre ) +
ρΛ (tre )]V (tre ) = [ρr (t0 )+ρΛ (t0 )]V (t0 ). It is found that the energy conservation of the universe
is valid only when ν = 1 and ρr0 = −3c0 = 0. Reviewing Eq. (3.19), the energy density of
photons is negative in case of ν = 1 and ρr0 = −3c0 = 0, which is obviously unacceptable.
So far, we have discussed two special couplings between running vacuum and CMB
in the context of a realistic universe model. Our research shows that it is impossible for
CMB to satisfy energy conservation in RVMs due to ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 ) 6= 0. Even replacing the
independent energy conservation of CMB with the energy conservation of the whole universe,
it can not be achieved by choosing special values of ν and c0 .
Next, we discuss the impact of running vacuum on the baryon-to-photon ratio. We first
study the properties of photons and baryons in RVMs, respectively.

4

Photons in RVMs

Undoubtedly, CMB has crucial significance in cosmology and it is also a significant tool
and indicator for studying the evolution of the universe. In different universe models, the
properties of CMB may be completely different. Combining observations and reasonable
inferences, one can put forward effective constraints on universe models and even eliminate
fallacious universe models. In RVMs, running vacuum can influence the evolution of certain
components of the universe by non-minimal coupling. If running vacuum could be coupled
to CMB, after photons are decoupled from other matter, CMB is mainly controlled by the
expansion of the universe (scale factor) and running vacuum.
According to the current observation of CMB and the temperature estimation of CMB
at the end of recombination from the anisotropy of CMB, the effective parameter space of
running vacuum may be limited to a narrow range. Considering the value of ν in RVMs has
been limited to |ν| < 10−3 in related research [55, 60, 63, 75], our following research is only
relevant to the solution for ν < 14 in Eqs. (3.19) and (3.22).
In order to make our discussion more clear and reasonable, let us sort out the known
facts about CMB and the observable universe in advance. First of all, the current temperature
of CMB (T0 = 2.73 K) and the radius of the observable universe (R0 ∼ 46 billion light-years)
are given by precise observations, which can not be violated in any model of the universe.
Secondly, according to the theory of scattering describing the collision between photons and
atoms (electrons), the decoupling temperature of CMB is determined around 3000 K [6, 77].
Finally, the size of the observable universe at the moment of photon decoupling is indistinct
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Figure 1. Both of the upper panels are the temperature of CMB evolving with the scale factor.
The under left panel is the number of photons per unit comoving volume. The under right panel
is the energy density of running vacuum, which has been plotted in a dimensionless manner. For
Figs. (1(a)), (1(c)), and (1(d)), seven cases of parameter ν are presented: ν = −10−3 (orange-solid),
ν = −10−4 (green-solid), ν = −10−5 (blue-solid), ν = 0 (red-solid), ν = 8 ∗ 10−6 (blue-dashed),
ν = 4 ∗ 10−5 (green-dashed), and ν = 5.2 ∗ 10−5 (orange-dashed). For Fig. (1(b)), three cases of
parameter ν are presented: ν = 10−3 (red), ν = 10−4 (green), ν = 5.3 ∗ 10−5 (orange). For all plots,
the proportions of each component in the current universe are: 26.8% (DM), 4.9% (Baryon), 0.005%
(CMB), and 68.295% (Vacuum).

(i.e., the value of the scale factor), which affects our evaluation on the age and the baryonto-photon ratio of the universe at the epoch of photon decoupling (generally it is considered
as 378,000 years in the ΛCDM model). Based on these facts, we can calculate and analyze
reasonably the impact of running vacuum on CMB in RVMs. The number of photons per
unit comoving volume (not unit volume) is the most concerned issue in this section.
Taking ρr0 [see Eq. (3.20)] into Eq. (3.19), since the energy of photons per unit volume
satisfies Eq. (3.4), the relation between the temperature of CMB and the scale factor is given
as


3ν[ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 )]
π2 k4 4
3ν[ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 )] −3
ρr (t0 ) −
a =
T . (4.1)
a−4(1−ν) +
1 − 4ν
1 − 4ν
15c3 ~3
When T = T0 = 2.73 K and a(t0 ) = 1, ρr (t0 ) ∼ 4.0 ∗ 10−14 J/m3 is not related to the value
of ν. When ν = 0, a(tre ) is approximately given as 9.1 ∗ 10−4 (with redshift z ∼ 1100).
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With Eq. (4.1), it is found that the sign of ν has decisive influence on the value of the
scale factor [see Fig. (1(a))]. All the temperature lines in Fig. (1(a)) converge to the point
(a = 1, T = 2.73 K), and the intersections of the temperature lines with the horizontal line
T = 3000 K are the values of the scale factor at the end of recombination for different ν (see
Table 1 for detail). When ν > 0, the scale factor at the end of recombination is less than the
estimated value in the ΛCDM model, and the scale factors resulted from ν < 0 have exactly
reverse effects. Overall, the scale factor of recombination increases with ν.
Our research shows that within the reference range of |ν| < 10−3 , the evolution of CMB
can indeed provide extra strict constraints on the the range of ν if vacuum is coupled to
photons. When ν > 0, we find that the upper limit of ν is about 5.25 ∗ 10−5 , and the larger
ν would result in non-physical results of CMB [see Fig. (1(b))]. But when 10−3 < ν < 0, the
energy density of photons is always normal.
The number of photons per unit comoving volume is given as
Nrc = ρr (a) a3 = rA



T04 [a4ν (1 − 19024ν) + 19020νa]
a4 (1 − 4ν)

3/4

a3 ,

(4.2)

3

ζ(3)
7
−3
where rA = 2k
π 2 c3 ~3 ∼ 2.02 ∗ 10 (K· m) . For some special values of parameter ν, the
evolution of Nrc is shown in Fig. (1(c)). Only when ν = 0, Nrc does not evolve with the
temperature change of CMB [the red-solid line in Fig. (1(c))], which is exactly what happens
in the ΛCDM model. Since parameter ν does not change the temperature of CMB at present
and also the energy density of photons, when a = 1, all cases correspond to the current
number density of photons in the universe: 4.1 ∗ 108 m−3 [see Fig. (1(c))]. We also noticed
that although the number density of photons at recombination is the same (it is a function
of temperature, independent of ν and the scale factor), the number of photons per unit
comoving volume can differ more than two orders of magnitude due to parameter ν. Even
for the case of ν ∼ −10−5 , the gap, comparing with the ΛCDM model, could be close to 15%
(see more detail in Table 1).
Finally, the energy density of running vacuum is shown in Fig. (1(d)), which evolves
monotonously with the scale factor (monotone decreasing for ν > 0 and monotone increasing
for ν < 0).

Table 1. Scale factor and photon number per unit comoving volume at the end of recombination

5

ν

−10−3

−10−4

−10−5

0

8 ∗ 10−6

4 ∗ 10−5

5.2 ∗ 10−5

a(tre )

0.00193

0.00118

0.00095

0.00091

0.00087

0.00064

0.00029

Nrc (tre )

3.9 ∗ 109

9.1 ∗ 108

4.7 ∗ 108

4.1 ∗ 108

3.6 ∗ 108

1.4 ∗ 108

1.4 ∗ 107

Baryons in RVMs

Since the number of baryons in the Universe is a billion times less than the number of photons,
the variation of baryon-to-photon ratio is more sensitive to the variation of the number density
of baryons. In this section, we discuss the possible impact of running vacuum on baryons
in the universe. Similar to the previous approach, when baryons are coupled to vacuum, we
assume that the energy-momentum tensor of CMB maintains independently conservation.
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For the coupling between running vacuum and baryons, the corresponding Friedmann
equations are still Eqs. (3.17) and (3.18). Since the solutions for photons and running vacuum
with respect to the scale factor are as with the ones in the ΛCDM model, we can immediately
get the energy density of baryons being satisfied with


ρb
3ν 4
dρb
ρb
dρΛ dρb
+
+3 =−
ρr (t0 )a−4 + ρdm (t0 )a−3 + ρb +
+ 3 = 0.
(5.1)
da
da
a
a 3
da
a
The solution is given as
4νρr (t0 ) −4
a
1 + 3ν
4ρr (t0 ) −4
a log a
ρb (a) = ρb1 a−4 − ρdm (t0 )a−3 −
3

ρb (a) = ρb0 a−3(1−ν) − ρdm (t0 )a−3 −

1
(ν 6= − )
3
1
(ν = − ).
3

(5.2)

r (t0 )
Noth that ρb0 = ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 ) + 4νρ
1+3ν and ρb1 = ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 ), which insure that when
ν = 0, ρb (a) could revert to the solution in the ΛCDM model. And the solution of running
vacuum is

νρb0 −3(1−ν)
3
1
νρr (t0 ) −4
a +
a
+
c0 (ν 6= − and ν 6= 1)
1 + 3ν
1−ν
1−ν
3
1
1
9
1
ρΛ (a) = − [ρr (t0 ) + ρb1 ]a−4 + ρr (t0 )a−4 log a + c0 (ν = − )
4
3
4
3
ρΛ (a) = 4ρr (t0 )a−4 − 3ρb0 log a (ν = 1),
ρΛ (a) =

(5.3)

where ρb0 = −3c0 and the corresponding integration constant has been set to 0. With these
solutions, we can study the evolution of baryons after recombination. Also since Joan Solà
et al. have pointed out, with multiple observations in cosmology, |ν| < 10−3 [55, 60, 63, 75],
we will still only discuss the impact caused by running vacuum on the number density of
baryons within the scope of |ν| < 10−3 .
Suppose there exists a baryon-generation (annihilation) process in the universe and the
energy source (sink) is running vacuum 5 . According to the above analysis on the freely
expanding photons, it can be known that the approximate value of the scale factor is 0.00091
at the end of recombination. The baryon density of the current universe is approximately
4.2∗10−28 kg/m3 . Therefore, the baryons density at the end of recombination can be obtained
from Eq. (5.2), which is plotted in Fig. (2(a)) with five sets of ν’s. When |ν| < 10−5 , the
baryon density is almost hard to deviate from the result (ν = 0) in the ΛCDM model.
Even if |ν| takes the maximum and minimum values of the feasible range |ν| < 10−3 , the
deviation of the baryon density from the result in ΛCDM model is still negligible. At the end
of recombination, the maximum deviation is about 15% (see Table 2). As ν < 0, running
vacuum presents obviously a state of negative energy, which actually should also appear in
Fig. (1(d)) when ν < 0 and a(t) ≪ 1. Unlike baryons, running vacuum is sensitive to the
value of ν at the end of recombination. Even a tiny deviation of ν from 0 can cause an order
of magnitude difference in vacuum energy density [see Fig. (2(c))]. When ν = 0, see the
red-solid in Fig. (2(c)), ρΛ = 3c0 is the current vacuum energy density.
5

It seems that such a process is unlikely to exist in the late universe, but it could be possible in the
early universe with high energy and strong gravitational field. Since any interaction process generally has
a truncation, the known possible baryon number non-conservation processes are basically ruled out in the
low-energy late universe. However we do not rule out the possibility that the interaction between running
vacuum and baryons, which could be extremely weak and hardly be detected. Later we will simply estimate
the incidence of the interaction in RVMs.
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Figure 2. The upper left panel is the energy density of baryons. The upper right panel is the number
of baryons per unit comoving volume. The under panel is the energy density of running vacuum. All
plots have been plotted in a dimensionless manner. Five cases of parameter ν are presented in all
plots: ν = −10−3 (orange-solid), ν = 10−4 (green-solid), ν = 0 (red-solid), ν = 10−3 (orange-dashed),
and ν = 10−4 (green-dashed). The current number of baryons per unit comoving volume is about 0.2.
The proportions of each component in the current universe are: 26.8% (DM), 4.9% (Baryon), 0.005%
(CMB), and 68.295% (Vacuum).
Table 2. Baryon density and baryon number per unit comoving volume at the end of recombination

ν

−10−3

−10−4

−10−5

0

10−5

10−4

10−3

10−9 ρb (tre )/ρb (t0 )

1.143

1.308

1.325

1.327

1.329

1.346

1.515

nb (t0 )−1 Nbc (tre )

0.86113

0.98599

0.99860

1

1.00140

1.01404

1.14175

Now we analyse the number density of baryons, which can be expressed as
ρb (a) = nb (a)m0 c2 ,

(5.4)

where m0 is the mass of a single baryon, nb (a) is the number density of baryons, and c is
the speed of light. According to the current observations, nb (t0 ) ∼ 2.5 ∗ 10−7 atoms·cm−3
is a relatively accurate value 6 . If m0 is a constant, nb (tre ) = ρρbb(t(tre0 )) nb (t0 ). The number of
6

The estimated value of nb (t0 ) from BBN is in the range of (2.4 ∗ 10−7 ∼ 2.7 ∗ 10−7 ) atoms·cm−3 (95%
CL) [17].
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baryons per unit comoving volume satisfies
Nbc (a) = nb (a)a3 =

ρb (a)
nb (t0 )a3 ,
ρb (t0 )

(5.5)

where ρb (a) refers to Eq. (5.2). The evolution of Nbc (a) with the scale factor is given by
Fig. (2(c)). When ν = 0, it is a constant and consistent with the ΛCDM model. The value
of ν has no significant impact on the estimation of the baryon number per comoving volume
at the end of recombination if the ΛCDM model is regarded as a standard (see Table 2).

6

The effect of running vacuum on the baryon-to-photon ratio

From the previous sections, it is found that running vacuum can indeed influence the particle
number densities of photons and baryons by assuming vacuum is non-minimally coupled
to them. In this section, we estimate the possible baryon-to-photon ratio at the end of
recombination in RVMs. In cosmology, the baryon-to-photon ratio at different epochs is
directly related to our understanding of some processes in the earlier universe. In the ΛCDM
model, the ratio is close to a constant after recombination, and it can even be traced back
to the BBN epoch. However, as we saw earlier, in RVMs the particle number densities of
photons and baryons could possess different modes of evolution due to running vacuum.
Therefore, the baryon-to-photon ratio in RVMs is not a constant even after recombination.
Since we do not figure out whether running vacuum is coupled to photons or baryons, we
will study the impact of the two situations on the baryon-to-photon ratio.
It is worth noting that when ν < 0, vacuum energy may be negative when the scale
factor is small enough [see Figs. (1(d)) and (2(c))], which can be also speculated from the
definition of vacuum energy [see Ref. (2.4)]. In general, as we discuss RVMs with ν < 0, we
must be very careful and insure that vacuum energy is positive in the early universe. In view
of this, we only consider the baryon-to-photon ratio in the RVMs with ν ≥ 0.
If running vacuum is only coupled to photons, the range of ν is about 5.25∗10−5 > ν ≥ 0
to keep the energy density of CMB normal. So, the baryon-to-photon ratio is given by
nb (a)a3
Nbc (a)
nb (a)
=
=
η(a) =
nr (a)
Nrc (a)
rA



T04 [a4ν (1 − 19024ν) + 19020νa]
a4 (1 − 4ν)

−3/4

a−3 ,

(6.1)

where Nrc (a) [see Eq. (4.2)] is the number of photons per unit comoving volume and Nbc (a) =
nb (a)a3 is the number of baryons per unit comoving volume, respectively. Since running
vacuum is only coupled to photons, the total number of baryons inside the observable universe
is a constant after BBN, i.e., nb (a)a3 = nb (t0 ) ∼ 2.5 ∗ 10−7 atoms·cm−3 . From Fig. (3(a))
and Table 3, one can find that when photons are coupled to running vacuum, the baryonto-photon ratio at the end of recombination, η(are ), increases with ν, but the deviation is
limited by the upper limit of ν. When ν = 5.2 ∗ 10−5 , η(are ) ∼ 1.80 ∗ 10−8 , which is almost
30 times the result in the ΛCDM model (when ν = 0, η(are ) ∼ 6.11 ∗ 10−10 ). Some other
results are also presented in Table 3.
As we know that η can be obtained independently from different epochs of the universe
and here are four of the most common epochs: BBN (η BBN , z ∼ 109 ), recombination (η re ,
z ∼ 1100), the period of time associated with the Lyα forest (η Lyα , z ∼ 2 − 3) [85], and
the present epoch (η0 , z = 0). If we are clear about the values of η at any two epochs of
the universe, we can use them to constrain the universe models to which η is sensitive (see
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Figure 3. Plots of the baryon-to-photon ratio from recombination to the present day. The upper
panel is for the case of running vacuum coupled to photons [ν = 5.2 ∗ 10−5 (orange), ν = 4 ∗ 10−5
(green), ν = 8 ∗ 10−6 (blue), and ν = 0 (red)]. The upper right panel is for running vacuum coupled
to baryons [ν = 10−3 (orange), ν = 10−4 (green), ν = 10−5 (blue), and ν = 0 (red)]. The current
baryon-to-photon ratio is η0 ∼ 6.11 ∗ 10−10 .
Table 3. The baryon-to-photon ratio at the end of recombination with photons coupled to vacuum

ν

0

5 ∗ 10−7

8 ∗ 10−6

4 ∗ 10−5

5.2 ∗ 10−5

ηνre

6.11 ∗ 10−10

6.15 ∗ 10−10

6.92 ∗ 10−10

1.79 ∗ 10−9

1.80 ∗ 10−8

references mentioned in Introduction). It also applies to the RVMs in which photons are
coupled to running vacuum. Considering the following aspects, it is more reasonable to use
η re and η0 to constrain such RVMs:
1.First of all, η0 must be considered because it is given directly by observations, which
therefore is the most credible. Moreover, η0 is also more accurate than other speculation
results: η0 ∼ 6.11 ∗ 10−10 [17, 18].
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2.Since η0 has been chosen, η Lyα will be eliminated. The reason is that these two epochs
are too close and so it is hard to inspect the influence of the universe model on η.
3.According to the latest research, the error of η re from the anisotropy of CMB is small:
η re ∼ (6.090 ± 0.060) ∗ 10−10 [19], and the estimation result of η BBN from the abundance of
light elements has a large error: η BBN ∼ (6.084 ± 0.230) ∗ 10−10 [19].
4.The lithium problem in BBN has been unresolved [87, 88], so the estimation of η BBN
is questionable. There may be new physics beyond the Standard Model.
5.During the period from BBN to recombination, the collision of photons with electrons
and atomic nuclei may lead to a change in photon number density. Therefore, the change in
η after BBN may not only depend on running vacuum.
Reviewing η re and η0 , we notice that η0 ∼ 6.11 ∗ 10−10 is almost in the middle of the
range of η re ∼ (6.090 ± 0.060) ∗ 10−10 , that is to say, from the end of recombination to the
present day, the value of η can be reduced or increased. We set the baryon-to-photon ratio
in RVMs to equal η0 at present, and ηνre presents the baryon-to-photon ratio in RVMs at the
end of recombination. Since the error of η re ∼ (6.090 ± 0.060) ∗ 10−10 is small, the dynamic
term in RVMs must evolve very slowly to ensure that the value of ηνre in RVMs is not in
contradiction with η re obtained by the anisotropy of CMB.
We list some results of ηνre corresponding to several sets of positive ν in Table 3. It is
seen that when ν ≥ 0, ηνre is always larger than the current η0 and ηνre increases with the
parameter ν. We also found that in order not to contradict with η re ∼ (6.090± 0.060)∗10−10 ,
ν must be at least less than 5 ∗ 10−7 . In fact, from the perspective of baryon-to-photon ratio,
it is difficult to distinguish RVMs from the ΛCDM model (ν = 0) when 0 ≤ ν < 5 ∗ 10−7 .
Even if ν = 8 ∗ 10−6 , we can find from Fig. (3(a)) that it almost overlaps with the result in
the ΛCDM model. Therefore, if there exits coupling between photons and running vacuum,
according to the data on the baryon-to-photon ratio, the coefficient ν of the dynamic term
of vacuum must be extremely small (0 ≤ ν < 5 ∗ 10−7 ). Although we do get a new constraint
on ν by consider the coupling between photons and running vacuum, the new constraint,
comparing with |ν| < 10−3 , is too strong and seems unnatural.
Next, we study the second case, that is, running vacuum is only coupled to baryons, in
which the appropriate range of parameter ν is 0 ≤ ν < 10−3 . The baryon-to-photon ratio is
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, (6.2)
a −
η̂(a) =
3
nr (a)a
49
245(1 + 3ν)
49
245(1 + 3ν)
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(t0 )
−10 is the current
where Nbc (a) is given by Eq. (5.5). Note that nnrb(a)a
3 = n (t ) ∼ 6.11 ∗ 10
r 0
baryon-to-photon ratio for nb (t0 ) ∼ 2.5 ∗ 10−7 atoms·cm−3 and nr (t0 ) ∼ 4.1 ∗ 108 m−3 .
The evolutionary trend of η̂(a) with the scale factor is shown in Fig. 3(b). As parameter
ν increases, η̂νre will be smaller (see Table 4). Comparing these sets of data in Table 4,
one finds that for 0 ≤ ν < 10−3 , η̂νre does not change much. Compare η̂νre with η re ∼
(6.090 ± 0.060) ∗ 10−10 , the constraint range of parameter ν is reduced to 0 ≤ ν < 10−4 ,
which is slightly stronger than 0 ≤ ν < 10−3 and seems to be a satisfactory result.

Table 4. The baryon-to-photon ratio at the end of recombination with baryons coupled to vacuum

ν

0

10−5

10−4

10−3

η̂νre

6.11 ∗ 10−10

6.10 ∗ 10−10

6.02 ∗ 10−10

5.26 ∗ 10−10
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Unfortunately, here the baryon decay rate 7 is, in fact, rather fast if ν is not extreme
small. One can simply make a following estimation. From recombination to the present day,
the average particle number of decaying baryons per year within the observable universe can
be estimated as
N̄ =

N0 − Nre
,
T

(6.3)

where N0 is total number of baryons inside the observable universe at present and Nre
indicates the corresponding value at the end of recombination. Here, T ∼ 1.38 ∗ 1010 years
is the age of the universe (the period before recombination is negligible). If baryon decay
is equally likely to occur everywhere in the universe, with such decay rate, the number of
baryons decaying into running vacuum on the entire earth per year (for the present day)
should be
N̄earth = N̄

Nearth
,
N0

(6.4)

where Nearth is the total number of baryons on the earth. In rough, we take the mass of the
earth as 6∗1024 kg and the average mass of baryon as 2∗10−27 kg, so Nearth ∼ 1051 . The total
number of baryons in the current observable universe can be given by the current baryon
number density nb (t0 ) ∼ 2.5 ∗ 10−7 atoms·cm−3 and the current volume of the observable
universe (∼ 4∗1080 m3 ). Given any value of ν, we can obtain a corresponding Nre and N̄earth .
The final results are present at Table 5.
Even if ν = 10−5 , N̄earth ∼ 1038 ∼ 10−13 Nearth is still a huge number, in other words, the
earth will lose 1011 kg due to the decay of baryons into running vacuum each year. Such mass
is insignificant compared to the total mass of earth, but with the current observation accuracy,
humans may have observed the phenomenon that baryons decay into running vacuum in the
laboratory. Obviously, in order not to contradict observations and experiments (such as the
half-life of a proton is at least 1.67 ∗ 1034 years [86]), the value of ν needs to be unnaturally
small.
Table 5. The baryon-to-photon ratio at the end of recombination with baryons coupled to vacuum

7

ν

0

10−5

10−4

10−3

N̄earth

0

∼ 1038

∼ 1039

∼ 1040

Discussions and conclusions

The energy-momentum tensor conservation of photons is not compatible with the energy
conservation of photons in the ΛCDM model, and the latter is usually not satisfied because
of the expansion of space-time. In RVMs, it is found that if ρΛ = 4κ3 2 H 2 + c0 , the energy
conservation of photons can be satisfied in the context of a toy universe model. And if
c0 = 0, the total energy of the universe can be conserved. However, these conditions can not
be implemented for a realistic universe due to ρb (t0 ) + ρdm (t0 ) 6= 0. Therefore, for a realistic
7

From Fig. 2(b), when ν ≥ 0, the number of baryons per unit comoving volume is monotonically decreasing,
which means baryons can only actually annihilate into vacuum.
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universe, the energy of photons (and also the universe) is not conserved even considering
running vacuum.
The baryon-to-photon ratio, which is approximately a constant in the ΛCDM model, at
different epochs indicates the characteristics of the cosmological processes. One can estimate
the baryon-to-photon ratio of the universe at various epochs based on particle physics, which
is independent on the model of the universe and also is the crucial tool to check the availability
of universe models. The study on the baryon-to-photon ratio in the standard model explains
the relationship between the abundance of most light elements in the universe and BBN [1–6],
which is recognized by many people. However, the difference between the estimation and
observation on Lithium abundance is like a dark cloud hanging over BBN and the ΛCDM
model [87, 88]. A time-evolving baryon-to-photon ratio may bring about a turning point to
the problem of Lithium abundance.
Since there exists non-minimal coupling between matter fields and running vacuum
in RVMs, the density of certain substances will be affected by running vacuum. If the
substances are photons or baryons, the baryon-to-photon ratio must evolve with running
vacuum. Considering that the photon density may be affected by a variety of factors before
the end of the recombination, in order to analyze and study the influence of running vacuum
on the baryon-photon ratio without other distractions, we consider the period from the end
of the recombination to the current universe. For photons coupling with running vacuum,
the temperature of CMB at the end of recombination, still needs to meet the requirement
of photon decoupling, and it is independent on the model of universe. According to the
currently observed temperature of CMB, we can inversely deduce the size of the scale factor
at recombination, which changes with the coefficient ν in running vacuum (Table 1). The
total number of photons in the observable universe also changes with ν at recombination, see
Fig. 1(c). Similarly, we obtain the baryon density, see Fig. 2(a), and baryon number density,
see Fig. 2(c), for different values of ν, when running vacuum is coupled to baryons. In order
to ensure that vacuum energy is positive in the early universe, the parameter ν must be be
equal or greater than 0. When photons are coupled to running vacuum, the upper limit of
ν is approximately equal to 5.25 ∗ 10−5 , which does not appear for the coupling between
baryons and vacuum.
Combining the current observations of the baryon-to-photon ratio and the corresponding
value at recombination predicted by the anisotropy of CMB, we can get constraints on RVMs
by considering that running vacuum is coupled to photons or baryons. When photons are
coupled to running vacuum, in order to ensure that the baryon-photon ratio in RVMs does
not conflict with the anisotropy of CMB, parameter ν must be abnormally small. Such a new
constraint on ν is unnatural. When baryons are coupled to vacuum, we find that the value
of ν just needs to be 0 ≤ ν < 10−4 to satisfy the same requirement. However, the decay rate
of baryons into vacuum is too fast, unless ν is extremely small. Otherwise we should be able
to observe the decay process of non-conservation of baryon number on the earth.
In summary, it can be concluded that the possibility of running vacuum coupling with
photons or baryons is very low. At present, we do not figure out whether the running vacuum
can be coupled with dark matter and how to determine the possibility of such coupling. It is
a question worthy of further discussion. Our research on constraining RVMs is also applicable
to other universe models in which the baryon-to-photon ratio may evolve over time.

– 20 –

Acknowledgments
This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant Nos. 11873001 and 12005174. K. Yang acknowledges the support of Natural Science Foundation of Chongqing, China under Grant No. cstc2020jcyj-msxmX0370.
J. Li acknowledges the support of Natural Science Foundation of Chongqing (Grant No.
cstc2018jcyjAX0767).

References
[1] R. A. Malaney and G. J. Mathews, Phys. Rept. 229, 145 (1993).
[2] S. Sarkar, Rept. Prog. Phys. 59, 1493 (1996).
[3] D. Tytler, J. M. O’Meara, N. Suzuki, and D. Lubin, Phys. Scripta T 85, 12 (2000).
[4] B. D. Fields, P. Molaro, and S. Sarkar, Chin. Phys. C 38, 339 (2014).
[5] G. J. Mathews, M. Kusakabe, and T. Kajino, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 26, 1741001 (2017).
[6] P. A. Zyla et al. [Particle Data Group], PTEP 2020, 083C01 (2020).
[7] A. M. Boesgaard and G. Steigman, Ann. Rev. Astron. Astrophys. 23, 319 (1985).
[8] G. Steigman, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 57, 463 (2007).
[9] R. H. Cyburt, B. D. Fields, K. A. Olive, and T. H. Yeh, Rev. Mod. Phys. 88, 015004 (2016).
[10] S. Sarkar, astro-ph/0205116 (2002).
[11] C. J. Copi, D. N. Schramm, and M. S. Turner, Science 267, 192 (1995).
[12] J. R. Bond, R. Crittenden, R. L. Davis, G. Efstathiou, and P. J. Steinhardt, Phys. Rev. Lett.
72, 13 (1994).
[13] W. Hu and N. Sugiyama, Phys. Rev. D 51, 2599 (1995).
[14] G. Jungman, M. Kamionkowski, A. Kosowsky, and D. N. Spergel, Phys. Rev. D 54, 1332
(1996).
[15] W. Hu and S. Dodelson, Ann. Rev. Astron. Astrophys. 40, 171 (2002).
[16] M. Fukugita and P. J. E. Peebles, Astrophys. J. 616, 643 (2004).
[17] M. Tanabashi et al. [Particle Data Group], Phys. Rev. D 98, 030001 (2018).
[18] N. Aghanim et al. [Planck Collaboration], Astron. Astrophys. 641, A6 (2020).
[19] B. D. Fields, K. A. Olive, T. H. Yeh, and C. Young, JCAP 2003, 010 (2020); Erratum: [JCAP
2011, E02 (2020)].
[20] P. Ullio, L. Bergstrom, J. Edsjo, and C. G. Lacey, Phys. Rev. D 66, 123502 (2002).
[21] X. L. Chen and M. Kamionkowski, Phys. Rev. D 70, 043502 (2004).
[22] N. Padmanabhan and D. P. Finkbeiner, Phys. Rev. D 72, 023508 (2005).
[23] S. Ando and E. Komatsu, Phys. Rev. D 73, 023521 (2006).
[24] G. Bertone, W. Buchmuller, L. Covi, and A. Ibarra, JCAP 0711, 003 (2007).
[25] S. Galli, F. Iocco, G. Bertone, and A. Melchiorri, Phys. Rev. D 80, 023505 (2009).
[26] S. Galli, F. Iocco, G. Bertone, and A. Melchiorri, Phys. Rev. D 84, 027302 (2011).
[27] E. O. Zavarygin and A. V. Ivanchik, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 661, 012016 (2015).
[28] E. O. Zavarygin and A. V. Ivanchik, Astron. Lett. 41, 383 (2015).

– 21 –

[29] P. J. E. Peebles and B. Ratra, Rev. Mod. Phys. 75, 559 (2003).
[30] R. Opher and A. Pelinson, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 362, 167 (2005).
[31] R. Opher and A. Pelinson, Braz. J. Phys. 35, 1206 (2005).
[32] S. Kumar, R. C. Nunes, and S. K. Yadav, Phys. Rev. D 98, 043521 (2018).
[33] S. K. Yadav, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 35, 1950358 (2019).
[34] J. D. Barrow and R. J. Scherrer, Phys. Rev. D 98, 043534 (2018).
[35] B. A. Campbell and K. A. Olive, Phys. Lett. B 345, 429 (1995).
[36] T. Dent and M. Fairbairn, Nucl. Phys. B 653, 256 (2003).
[37] C. J. Copi, A. N. Davis, and L. M. Krauss, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 171301 (2004).
[38] B. Li and M. C. Chu, Phys. Rev. D 73, 025004 (2006).
[39] J. Alvey, N. Sabti, M. Escudero, and M. Fairbairn, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 148 (2020).
[40] T. Clifton, J. D. Barrow, and R. J. Scherrer, Phys. Rev. D 71, 123526 (2005).
[41] K. Freese, F. C. Adams, J. A. Frieman, and E. Mottola, Nucl. Phys. B 287, 797 (1987).
[42] M. Birkel and S. Sarkar, Astropart. Phys. 6, 197 (1997).
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