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General relativistic entropic acceleration theory may explain the present cosmic acceleration from
first principles without the need of introducing a cosmological constant. Following the covariant formulation of non-equilibrium phenomena in the context of a homogeneous and isotropic FriedmannLemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric, we find that the growth of entropy associated with the
causal horizon of our universe (inside a finite bubble in eternal inflation) induces an acceleration
that is essentially indistinguishable from that of ΛCDM, except for a slightly larger present rate
of expansion compared to what would be expected from the CMB in ΛCDM, possibly solving the
so-called H0 tension. The matter content of the universe is unchanged and the coincidence problem
is resolved since it is the growth of the causal horizon of matter that introduces this new relativistic entropic force. The cosmological constant is made unnecessary and the future hypersurface is
Minkowsky rather than de Sitter.

I.

INTRODUCTION

Most of the evolution of the universe has occurred in a
state of local thermal equilibrium (i.e. without significant
particle production) as the universe expands. The generally covariant formulation of non-equilibrium phenomena
described in Ref. [1] (from now on paper I), predicts that
in those periods in the evolution of the universe in which
explosive particle production occurs, like in (p)reheating
after inflation, or strongly first order phase transitions, or
the formation of structures like galaxies and black holes,
there must be a new entropic force acting on the universe,
either locally or globally, depending on the phenomenon.
In this letter we will explore the period of inevitable
acceleration of the universe that ensues from the growth
of entropy associated with the causal (particle) horizon.
In the past, or on small scales, this acceleration is completely negligible and can be ignored. It is only in the
last 6 billion years that this acceleration has started to
dominate the expansion of the universe in a way that is
almost indistinguishable from a vacuum energy. However, such an acceleration will eventually get diluted and
the universe will end in empty flat space, not in de Sitter.
There is a neat separation between “bulk” and “boundary” entropic forces. The first one is due to out-ofequilibrium phenomena occurring locally, like particle
production or gravitational collapse, and generates a local entropic force. The second one is due to the growth
of the number of degrees of freedom in the causal boundary of space and generates a global entropic force. These
forces can be added to the corresponding equations of
motion, and some will be more important than others
over large distances.
The driving thought behind this formulation is a simple observation. We are used to the energy conservation
equation in FLRW, Dµ Tµν = 0, that gives rise to the
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continuity equation, ρ̇ + 3H(ρ + p) = 0 where H = ȧ/a
is the rate of expansion of the universe. However, it can
also be derived from the second law of thermodynamics,
in the context of the adiabatic expansion of the universe,
T dS = d(ρa3 ) + p d(a3 ) = 0. But what would happen if
entropy is not conserved, in special moments of the history of the universe where non-equilibrium phenomena
occurs, like the Big Bang (i.e. reheating after inflation,
in the modern formulation of the theory)? In that case,
T dS 6= 0, and we find
ρ̇ + 3H(ρ + p) =

T Ṡ
.
a3

(1.1)

This expression, plus the Hamiltonian constraint, which
links expansion, matter and spatial curvature,
ȧ2 + k =

8πG 2
ρa ,
3

(1.2)

gives rise to a new Friedmann/Raychaudhuri equation,
ä
4πG
4πG T Ṡ
=−
(ρ + 3p) +
,
a
3
3 a3 H

(1.3)

where the second term in the R.H.S. is an entropic cosmological force, which is positive for entropy production.
As shown below, it is this term that will drive the accelerated expansion of the universe without the need to
introduce any cosmological constant term.
The heuristic derivation of (1.3) is obtained rigorously
in the context of the generally-covariant formulation of
out-of-equilibrium entropic forces in General Relativity
presented in paper I, when applied to the expanding universe. In this second paper we will explore the cosmological consequences of such a formulation. In particular, we
will study the cosmic acceleration induced by the causal
cosmological horizon, reaching the conclusion that our
present observations of supernovae dimming and a larger
local rate of expansion than expected [2], are a natural
consequence of this general relativistic entropic acceleration (GREA) theory.
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II.

1.

ENTROPIC CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE
COSMIC EXPANSION

We described in paper I how the introduction of the
entropic constraint leads to the modification of the Friedmann equations by an entropic force, and we linked this
constraint to the second law of thermodynamics.
Here we summarize our findings in paper I about the
two main contributions to the thermodynamic constraint.
On the one hand, one can consider the thermodynamic
“bulk” entropy as a property of the fluid that fills the
universe, whose Lagrangian is purely given by internal
energy and so the matter action is written as [3]
Z
Z
Sm = dt L = − dt N a3 ρ(a, S) ,
(2.1)
From this action one can compute also the pressure p,
see paper I. Hence, hydrodynamic matter has also a well
defined notion of temperature:
T =−

∂ρ
∂L
=−
,
∂S
∂s

(2.2)

First we consider the event horizon of a Schwarzschild
black hole of mass M , whose space-time is described by
the metric:



−1
2GM
2GM
ds2 = 1 −
dt2 − 1 −
dr2 − r2 dΩ22 .
r
r
(2.5)
The normal vector to a 2-sphere of radius r around the
origin of coordinates is
r
2GM
∂r .
(2.6)
n=− 1−
r
And so the GHY term (2.13) for the event horizon, i.e.
the 2-surface at r = 2GM/c2 , is
Z
Z
1
2
SGHY = −
dt M c = − dt TBH SBH ,
(2.7)
2
where TBH is the Hawking temperature and SBH [6] is
the Bekenstein entropy [7] of the Schwarzschild black hole
(restoring natural constants):

where s is the entropy density. The cosmological entropic
force for an expanding FLRW universe is then [1]
F =−

T Ṡ
dS
= −T
< 0.
ȧ
da

(2.3)

Since F < 0, this entropic force will tend, in general,
to accelerate the expansion of the universe. The various
“bulk” entropy components could have different physical
origins, like e.g. first order cosmological phase transitions
or the explosive particle production during (p)reheating
after inflation, which must have induced a second burst of
accelerated expansion before the local fundamental interactions drive the fluid to thermodynamical equilibrium.
We leave the discussion of this fascinating phenomenon
for a separate publication.
On the other hand, one could also consider the effect of
the “boundary” entropy associated to space-time itself,
in particular to causal horizons. It can be incorporated
in a natural way by extending the Einstein-Hilbert action
with a surface term, the Gibbons-Hawking-York (GHY)
term [1, 4, 5]. From the thermodynamic point of view,
the GHY term also contributes to the internal energy of
the system. Hence, it can be related to the temperature
and entropy of the horizon as
Z
Z
√
1
SGHY =
d3 y hK = − dt N (t) T S , (2.4)
8πG H
where we have kept the lapse function N (t), to indicate
that the variation of the total action with respect to it
will generate a Hamiltonian constraint with an entropy
term together with the ordinary matter/energy terms.
In order to illustrate this, let us now compute the
GHY for two horizons of interest: the event horizon of
a Schwarzschild black hole and the causal horizon of a
FLRW universe.

Schwarzschild black hole

TBH =

~c3
,
8πGM

SBH =

4πGM 2
.
~c

(2.8)

Let us then consider the inevitable black hole component of dark matter (independently of whether primordial
black holes contribute or not with a significant fraction
to cold dark matter, there is always the black hole component from stellar evolution). These black holes have
a horizon embedded with a temperature and an entropy
given by (2.8). Assuming their total comoving number
is conserved, their contribution to the total energy and
entropy density is given by (~ = c = 1)
ρBH = nBH M ,

sBH = nBH 4πGM 2 ,

(2.9)

and therefore Eq. (1.1) becomes
a3

d
d
(ρBH a3 ) = TBH (sBH a3 ) = 0 ,
dt
dt

(2.10)

since the number density of black holes dilutes with the
volume. Therefore, the contribution of black holes of
the same mass to the entropic force of the universe is
negligible. Unless there are multiple black hole mergers
or significant matter accretion, which change the mass
or the number density of black holes, we don’t expect a
significant contribution to the expansion of the universe.
2.

Apparent cosmological horizon

Let us consider here a different kind of causal horizon.
A natural choice of boundary hypersurface in FLRW metric is the apparent cosmological horizon [8]. We can consider a comoving sphere around the origin of coordinates
r = 0 with unit normal vector
p
n = g rr ∂r = a−1 1 − kr2 ∂r .
(2.11)

3
Then the trace of its extrinsic curvature is
p
√
hK = 2N (t) r a 1 − kr2 sin θ

(2.12)

−1
the GHY term (2.13) for the apparent horizon, rAH
=
p
H 2 − k/a2 , is
Z
1
2
dt N (t) H rAH
SGHY = −
2G
Z
= − dt N (t) TAH SAH ,
(2.13)

where TAH is the temperature and SAH the entropy associated with the apparent horizon:
TAH =

~c H
,
2π

SAH =

2
c3 π rAH
~ G

Causal cosmological horizon

We turn now to the causal cosmological horizon of
a FLRW universe. Let us start by considering an arbitrary comoving 2-sphere around the origin of coordinates. Then the trace of its extrinsic curvature is given by
Eq. (2.12) and the GHY term (2.13) for the causal
cosmo√
√
logical horizon, dH = a η, with r = sinh(η −k)/ −k,
where η is conformal time, can be written as
Z
√
1
a
SGHY = −
dt N (t) √
sinh(2η −k) (2.15)
2G
−k
Z
Z
= − dt N (t) TH SH = − dt N a3 ρH ,
where TH is the temperature and SH the entropy associated with the causal cosmological horizon:
√
~c sinh(2η −k)
πc3 a2 η 2
√
TH =
,
S
=
. (2.16)
H
2π
~ G
aη 2 −k
The fact that we can naturally assign a temperature and
an entropy to a hypersurface is a signal of the existence of
an underlying quantum description of gravity and thermodynamics. This is made explicit by the appearance
of ~ in both quantities. Their product, however, does
not depend on ~ and leads to a classical emergent phenomenon, the acceleration of the universe.

III.

H2 + k =

ACCELERATED EXPANSION FROM
ENTROPIC COSMOLOGY

Let us consider a universe filled with ordinary radiation (high temperature photons and neutrinos), matter

8πG 2
ρa ,
3

(3.1)

where ρ = ρR +ρM +ρH and H = a0 /a = aH is the rate of
expansion in conformal time. The first two components
of ρ come from the matter Lagrangian Lm , and satisfy
(0)
(0)
the usual dilution, ρR = ρR (a40 /a4 ) , ρM = ρM (a30 /a3 ),
while the entropic horizon, ρH = TH SH /a3 , arising from
the GHY surface term (2.15), satisfies the second law of
thermodynamics
ρ̇H + 3H(ρH + pH ) =

(2.14)

This type of ccosmological horizon does not contribute
with a sufficient amount of entropy growth to affect the
expansion of the universe.

3.

(baryons and dark matter) and entropy from the expanding horizon. This induces a rate of expansion that can
be deduced from the Hamiltonian constraint,

TH ṠH
,
a3

as expected for a growing entropic horizon.
Let us then consider a causal horizon satisfying
TH SH
x0
=
sinh(2a0 H0 η) ,
(3.2)
a
2G

2
Trh
1 − Ω0
x0 ≡
= e−2N
(1 + zeq ) . (3.3)
Ω0
Teq

ρH a2 =

A possible realization of this scenario arises in the context
of eternal inflation, when an open universe is nucleated in
de Sitter space. If we then have enough number of e-folds
of inflation (N ≥ 70) inside the true vacuum bubble, we
can render the local space-time (as seen by a comoving
observer) to be essentially flat (ΩK ' 0), although the
bubble walls, and thus the true causal horizon, is at a
finite coordinate distance, see Fig. 1. Such an open inflation scenario is consistent with the cosmic microwave
background (CMB) observations [9].
We can then solve the dynamical Friedmann equations
for the accelerated universe in the context of an entropic
force arising from the causal horizon (3.2). We write the
Hamiltonian constraint (3.1) in conformal time (where
primes denote derivatives w.r.t. τ = a0 H0 η) as


a0
a0

2


 2
a
a
= ΩM
+ ΩK
a0
a0
 2
4π
a
+
ΩK
sinh(2τ ) .
3
a0


(3.4)

By solving this first order differential equation, with all
cosmological parameters consistent with the CMB values (Planck 2018: ΩM ' 0.31, ΩK ' 0.0006, h0 ' 0.68)
and initial conditions deep in the matter era, ai (τ ) =
a0 ΩM τ 2 /4, we find generic accelerating behaviour beyond the scale factor a ∼ 1/2 (i.e. z ∼ 1).
In Fig. 2 we show the time evolution of the inverse comoving horizon (aH/a0 H0 ) as a function of redshift z, for
both ΛCDM and the predictions of the general relativistic entropic acceleration (GREA) theory. At large z, the
two evolutions coincide and we recover the standard Big
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FIG. 1: The Penrose diagram of the scenario of open inflation
described in the text. A vacuum bubble nucleated in eternal
de Sitter (dark gray) has an open universe slicing inside the
bubble. If enough number of e-folds occur inside the bubble,
the spatial hypersurfaces are approximately flat in the past
lightcone of a comoving observer (red dot). Reheating occurs at a fixed-time hypersurface (separating light-gray from
white) and a FLRW universe ensues. The universe ends in
Minkowsky in the far future.

Bang theory at photon decoupling. However, at low redshift, z < 1, the two differ significantly. Both evolve from
matter domination, with decelerated expansion, into cosmic acceleration, going through their respective coasting
points at z = (2ΩΛ /ΩM )1/3 − 1 ' 0.65 and z ' 0.83.
The difference is still unresolved by cosmological observations [10, 11].
Moreover, the causal horizon today is essentially identical to that in ΛCDM, i.e. τ0 = a0 H0 η0 ' 3.26, which
(0)
gives ΩH = ρH /ρc = (4π/3)ΩK sinh(2τ0 ) ' 0.71, thus
providing a reason for both the inferred value of this alternative “dark entropy” today, and a natural resolution
of the coincidence problem: in the past such an entropic
acceleration would be negligible.
Furthermore, while the rate of expansion in ΛCDM
tends to H0 = 68 km/s/Mpc, in the GREA theory the
value is approximately H0 = 74 km/s/Mpc, see Fig. 2,
which could explain why recent local measurements have
indicated a larger rate of expansion today than expected
by the Standard Model of Cosmology based on ΛCDM.
This could solve the so-called H0 tension [2].
Note that in ΛCDM one imposes the asymptotic value
of the rate of expansion at recombination and this automatically
determines its present value H(a = 1) =
√
H0 ΩM + ΩΛ = H0 . On the other hand, in GREA we
impose the same value at the CMB, but its propagationpto the present time depends on ΩK , H(a = 1) =
H0 ΩM + ΩK + 4π/3 ΩK sinh[2τ0 ] = 1.088 H0 . For a
different ΩK parameter one obtains a different value for
H(z = 0), thus ΩK is a free parameter that can be chosen
to solve the Hubble tension.
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FIG. 2: The upper plot shows the evolution of the inverse
comoving horizon with the coasting point for each model,
at z ' 0.65 for ΛCDM (in green) and z ' 0.83 for GREA
(in red). The lower plot shows the evolution of the rate
of expansion. For GREA the present rate of expansion is
approximately 74 km/s/Mpc, compared with the value of
68 km/s/Mpc predicted by ΛCDM, in agreement with the
asymptotic value at the CMB.

In Fig. 3 we show the effective potential derived from
the Hamiltonian constraint, ȧ2 /2 + V (a) = const., both
for ΛCDM, with V (a) = −GM/a−Λa2 /6 and for GREA
theory, with V (a) = −GM/a − (4πG/3) T S(a)/a. It
is worth pointing out that the asymptotic evolution of
the GREA theory is very different from that of ΛCDM.
While in the latter there is a constant vacuum energy that
will inevitably dominate any future dynamics, in GREA
the entropic energy associated with the causal cosmological horizon will eventually be diluted, ending in empty
Minkowsky space, rather than de Sitter, see Fig. 1.

IV.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have applied the relativistic covariant formulation
of non-equilibrium phenomena developed in paper I to
the late expansion of the universe. By considering the
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FIG. 3: The effective potential for the scale factor a in ΛCDM
and in GREA. Note that the maximum of the potential (defining the coasting point, in vertical gray lines) occurs almost at
the same time in both theories. However, the asymptotic behaviour at large scale factors is very different.
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FIG. 4: The effective equation of state, w(a) = w0 +wa (1−a),
for this new entropic component responsible for the present
acceleration, as a function of the scale factor.

 2
 a 2 
 a 3
H (a)
−1 d
0
0
− ΩK
− ΩM
.
1 + w(a) =
3 d ln a
H02
a
a
(4.1)
While at present it is consistent with all observational
constraints [10, 11], in the future a precise determination
of this parameter [12] may be used to test the GREA
theory. 1
Let us stress that we have derived this entropic force
from first principles, by combining the Lagrangian formulation of non-equilibrium phenomena with the requirement of general covariance. In the context of a homogeneous and isotropic universe, this has provided a natural extension of the Friedmann/Raychaudhuri equation
(1.3), see also paper I. When applied to the causal cosmological horizon, with Hawking-Gibbons entropy and
temperature, it generated an extra entropic term to the

Hamiltonian constraint and a net positive acceleration,
without the need to introduce a cosmological constant
nor other exotic matter. We also note that, while the
temperature and entropy of the Hawking-Gibbons surface term is intrinsically quantum (there is an explicit
~ dependence), the actual entropic force is classical, it
remains when we tend ~ → 0, and therefore, we can argue that this basic result can be regarded as an emergent
gravitational phenomenon.
Moreover, while the inclusion of a cosmological constant, or something very similar to it, seemed to be
needed by the observation of cosmic acceleration, it had
always been challenging to explain the tiny value it had
to have, in order to agree with observations. In our
case, the small value is directly related to the size of
the causal horizon at present and the local spatial curvature.2 Without the need of a cosmological constant
having physical effects, one can simply put it to zero and
postulate it to be protected by a more fundamental, yet
unknown symmetry. We make no claim regarding the
nature of this symmetry. However, the GREA theory
makes this problem independent of the explanation of
the accelerated expansion of the universe.
Furthermore, the coincidence problem is eliminated
since it is precisely the growth of the causal horizon during the matter era that drives the relativistic entropic
force responsible for the late acceleration. In the past,
the entropy of the horizon was so small that the induced
acceleration was negligible in practice. The coincidence
problem for the value of ΩΛ is somewhat replaced by another coincidence problem for the value of ΩK . There
does not seem to be any dynamical attractor that brings
it to the value required to explain the accelerated expan-

1

2

GHY entropy associated with the causal cosmological
horizon we have found a non-trivial cosmic acceleration
that behaves until today very similarly to a constant vacuum energy. The relativistic entropy gradients generate
a force that could be responsible for the observed cosmic
acceleration. Rather than having a constant driving accelerated expansion, we recover the variational-principle
concept of force arising from spatio-temporal gradients,
in this case of entropy rather than energy. This fundamental difference provides a very simple way of testing
this theory, by searching for variations in time of such a
new component.
We show in Fig. 4 the effective equation of state parameter for this new entropic component, defined as

There are some proposals in the literature for late cosmology
models trying to address the present tensions, but non of them
are satisfactory from the observational point of view [13].

A connection between the causal horizon and the actual value
of the effective cosmic acceleration today was also obtained by
E. Gaztañaga, in a completely different scenario [14].

6
sion of the universe. Its smallness, however, can be fully
justified within the open inflation paradigm. We argue
this to be a less concerning coincidence problem. Moreover, for an appropriate size of the causal horizon, one
finds a value of the local rate of expansion compatible
with local measurements while at the same time consistent with the measured value at the CMB, thus resolving
the so-called H0 tension [2].
Let us remark, however, that this may not be the only
entropic force at play in the late universe. In particular,
the formation of large structures like galaxies inevitably
bring with it a local ordering of matter in the form of
spiral arms, etc. This “bulk” entropy production may
be responsible for a local acceleration that could complement that of dark matter in generating the flat rotation curves of galaxies. Furthermore, in the case of
the largest structures of the cosmic web, superclusters
and supervoids, the associated entropy production from
gravitational collapse should also be responsible for a local acceleration which could make large voids even deeper
and emptier, thus explaining some recent observations of
the ISW effect along the line of sight of supervoids [15].
One may even consider the possibility that local entropic
forces may add up and have a non-negligible effect on
the background metric. Should that be the case, the dynamics of the accelerated expansion of the universe as
described in this paper may be modified.
A full analysis of the perturbation theory associated
with these entropic forces and their connection with large
scale structure is left for a future publication.
Moreover, a direct consequence of entropic forces during the evolution of the universe, acting whenever there is
significant entropy production, may have occurred at the
moment when all the particles in the universe were produced. In the standard cosmological model, this occurs
right at the end of inflation, when the inflaton potential
energy decays into radiation, reheating the universe in
the form of a gas of relativistic particles at high temperatures. Such a process is responsible for a fantastic
growth in entropy from zero (at the end of inflation we

only have the homogeneous zero-mode of the inflaton) to
an entropy of the order of 1012 particles per Hubble patch
at reheating. Today’s universe encompasses 1077 of those
patches and contains 1089 particles. Such a tremendous
growth in just a few e-folds (or oscillations of the inflaton)
necessarily must be accompanied by a correspondingly
large entropic force, which could be responsible for a second burst of inflation. Note, however, that this second
period may be very short, since the moment the particle content thermalizes through their mutual fundamental interactions, the entropy becomes maximal and those
particles reach local thermal equilibrium, shutting down
the entropic forces driving the acceleration in the first
place. How many e-folds of entropic inflation happen
during reheating is still unknown. We leave the analysis
of this fascinating phenomenon to another publication.
Finally, just as an afterthought, we may consider the
consequences that this relativistic entropic force provides
for the Holographic principle [16, 17]. Up to now, the
correspondence between bulk gravity and thermodynamical degrees of freedom at the boundary were done in the
context of static configurations. The generally covariant
formulation of non-equilibrium phenomena (described in
paper I) open the possibility to study the holographic
correspondence in dynamical systems.
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