arXiv:0908.1764v1 [hep-ph] 12 Aug 2009

BU-HEPP-09-04 Jun., 2009

On the Running of the Cosmological Constant in Quantum General Relativity

B.F.L. Ward

Department of Physics, Baylor University, Waco, Texas, USA

Abstract

We present arguments that show what the running of the cosmological constant means when quantum general relativity is formulated following the prescription developed by Feynman.

Recently [1–3] there has been some controversy about the meaning of a running cosmological constant in quantum field theory. In sum in Ref. [1], it is argued that the invariance of the physical vacuum energy density under renormalization group action means that the total response of this quantity to a change in the renormalization scale, μ, is in fact zero, so that it does not actually run. This has been addressed in Ref. [2] by arguing that, while the total response of the vacuum energy density to a change in such a scale is zero, this still allows for that part of Einstein’s theory that we “see” at low energy to contribute to the implicitly running part of the vacuum energy density, which is then compensated by the dependence on the running scale due to both known contributions and unknown contributions from the possible UV completion of Einstein’s theory. Here, following Feynman’s formulation [4] of Einstein’s theory, which we have recently extended to a UV finite approach [5] to quantum general relativity, we will present arguments that generally agree with this latter view. Ref. [3] has also an equivalent view to this latter one.

Before proceeding any further, we need to clarify already one important point of definition. We reference here Einstein’s equation R_{μν} − 1 2 Rg_{μν} + Λg_{μν} = −8πG_N T_{μν} (1)

where R_{μν} is the contracted Riemann tensor, R is the curvature scalar, g_{μν} is the metric of space-time, G_N is Newton’s constant, T_{μν} is the matter energy-momentum tensor and Λ is the cosmological constant as we will define it in our discussion. If we take the vacuum expectation value of this equation, and follow Feynman and expand about flat Minkowski space with the metric representation

g_{μν} = η_{μν} + 2κh_{μν} (2)

where κ = √ 8πG_N , η_{μν} = diag(1, −1, −1, −1), so that h_{μν} is the quantum fluctuating field of the graviton here, then we can move the purely gravitational contribution to the VEV, which arises from the nonlinear part of the “geometric” side of Einstein’s equation, to the right-hand side to get Λη_{μν} = −8πG_N < 0|t_{μν} |0 > (3) where now we have defined < 0|t_{μν} |0 >=< 0| ( T_{μν} + 1 κ^2 (R_{μν} − 1 2 Rg_{μν} )|_{nonlinear} ) |0 > . (4)

From (3), we see that, to any finite order in κ, as the tensor t_{μν} inside the VEV operation in (4) is conserved in the “flat space” sense [6], it has zero anomalous dimension and this proves that Λ runs because G_N runs. Indeed, that G_N runs can be inferred immediately from the Dyson resummation of the graviton propagator and the conservation of t_{μν} : in complete analogy with QED, the “invariant charge” then obtains

κ^2(q^2) = κ^2 1 + κ^2Π(q^2, μ^2, κ^2) (5) when κ is renormalized at the point μ^2 and Π(q^2, μ^2, κ^2)is the respective transverse traceless renormalized proper graviton self-energy function.

The discussion in Ref. [1] seems to equate the discussion of the running of the cosmological constant Λ and the discussion of the running of the vacuum energy density. As defined in Einstein’s equation (1), the two attendant quantities are in fact related by a factor of −8πG_N . Since the arguments in Ref [1] would show as well that the vacuum energy density does not run, it would follow again that Λ as defined here runs with G_N .

Let us then agree to call the object analyzed in Ref. [1] by its proper name the vacuum energy density V_{vac}. From (3), we do see that the relation

Λ = −8πG_N V_{vac} (6)

holds. It seems that the arguments in Ref. [2, 3] are also concerned with V_{vac} rather than Λ as defined in (1). Accordingly, we now comment somewhat further with emphasis regarding the running physics of V_{vac}.

Specifically, so far, we are working with the entire set of degrees of freedom in Einstein’s theory as formulated by Feynman, that is to say, we are working with the entire set of degrees of freedom in h_{μν} for example. As Wilson has shown [7], by isolating the physics on a given scale, it is possible to formulate the solution of the theory in the form of scale transformations which evolve the theory from one scale to the next, Wilsonian renormalization group transformations. This has been pursued in Refs. [8] in realizing Weinberg’s asymptotic safety approach [9] to Einstein’s theory. If we thin the degrees of freedom a la Wilson to those relevant to a given scale μ, as it is done in Ref. [8] for example, then the effective action at this scale will give the equation such as Einstein’s (1), with perhaps some higher dimensional operators added for a given level of accuracy, but for the theory with the thinned degrees of freedom relevant for the scale μ , with the attendant effective couplings at the scale μ, and this will mean that only that part of the vacuum energy density relevant to the physics on the scale μ will enter into relations such as (3), (6). This means that we have

Λ(μ) = −8πG_N (μ)V_{vac}(μ) (7)

following the general development of Wilson’s renormalization group theory and dropping possible irrelevant operator terms. We conclude that both Λ and V_{vac} run when the theory is solved a la Wilson. This is borne out by the results in Refs. [8]. It also supports the arguments in Ref. [2, 3].

The basic physics underlying this running of both Λ and V_{vac} is as follows. If we do not thin the degrees of freedom, we can identify a scale [2] μ = 0 parameter that corresponds to the vacuum energy density of the universe at arbitrarily long wavelengths and call that V_{vac−phys} and we can then use Einstein’s equation to identify Λ_{phys} = −8πG_N (0)V_{vac−phys}, where G_N (0) is Newton’s constant at zero momentum transfer. These quantities V_{vac−phys}, Λ_{phys} would then be invariant under renormalization and they would not run with changes in the renormalization scale μ. On the other hand, following what is done in Ref. [8] or following Ref. [10] and implementing Wilsonian renormalization group theory, we are naturally led to effective actions in which degrees of freedom have been thinned on a scale μ and the corresponding values of Λ and V_{vac}, Λ(μ), V_{vac}(μ), respectively, for the attendant effective action will run with μ. If a degree of freedom is integrated out of the path integral for the theory, all of its quanta are replaced by their effects on the remaining degrees of freedom. This means that in general V_{vac} runs.

We conclude that the standard methods of the operator field do not support the arguments in Ref. [1] when they are used to argue that Λ and V_{vac} do not run. The arguments in Ref. [1] regarding the renormalization invariance of Λ_{phys} and V_{vac-phys}, defined appropriately, are of course correct.

Acknowledgments

We thank Prof. J. Sola for helpful discussion. Work partly supported by US DOE grant DE-FG02-05ER41399 and by NATO Grant PST.CLG.980342.

References

[1] R. Foot et al., Phys. Lett.B664 (2008) 199.

[2] I.L. Shapiro and J. Sola, preprint arXiv:0808.0315; J. Grande, A. Pelinson and J. Sola, Phys. Rev. D79 (2009) 043006; I.L. Shapiro and J. Sola, Phys. Lett. B475(2000) 236; J. High Energy Phys. 0202 (2002) 006; J. Sola, J. Phys. A41 (2008) 164066; J. Sola and H. Stefancic, J. Cos. Astropart. Phys. 0501 (2005) 012; S. Basilakos, M. PLionis and J. Sola, arXiv:0907.4555 and references therein.

[3] F. Bauer and L. Schrempp, J. Cos. Astropart. Phys. 0804 (2008) 006.

[4] R. P. Feynman, Acta Phys. Pol. 24 (1963) 697; Feynman Lectures on Gravitation, eds. F.B. Moringo and W.G. Wagner (Caltech, Pasadena, 1971).

[5] B.F.L. Ward, Mod. Phys. Lett. A17 (2002) 2371; ibid.19 (2004) 143; J. Cos. Astropart. Phys.0402 (2004) 011; Mod. Phys. Lett. A23 (2008) 3299; The Open Nucl.& Part. Phys. J 2 (2009) 1, and rfereneces therein.

[6] S. Weinberg, The Quantum Theory of Fields, Vol. II,(Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1996) pp. 13-14, and references therein.

[7] K. G. Wilson, Phys. Rev. B4(1971) 3174, 3184; Rev. Mod. Phys. 47 (1975) 773.

[8] A. Bonanno and M. Reuter, Phys. Rev. D65 (2002) 043508; arXiv:0803.2546; O.

Lauscher and M. Reuter, hep-th/0205062; A. Bonanno and M. Reuter, Phys. Rev. D 62 (2000) 043008; M. Reuter, Phys. Rev. D 57 (1998) 971; see also D. Litim, Phys. Rev. Lett.92(2004) 201301; R. Percacci and D. Perini, Phys. Rev. D68 (2003) 044018, and references therein.

[9] S. Weinberg, in General Relativity, eds. S.W. Hawking and W. Israel,( Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1979) p.790.

[10] J. Polchinski, Nucl. Phys. B 231 (1984) 269; in Proc. 1992 TASI Conference, ed. J.

Harvey and J. Polchinski(World Sci. Publ. Co., Singapore, 1993) p. 235.