arXiv:astro-ph/0409451 v2 2 Sep 2005

Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 000, 000–000 (0000) Printed 2 September 2005 (MN L^ATEX style file v2.2)

Decay of the vacuum energy into CMB photons

Reuven Opher^⋆ and Ana Pelinson†

IAG, Universidade de São Paulo, Rua do Matão 1226, Cidade Universitária, CEP 05508-900 São Paulo, SP, Brazil

2005 June 3

ABSTRACT We examine the possibility of the decay of the vacuum energy into a homogeneous distribution of a thermalized cosmic microwave background (CMB), which is characteristic of an adiabatic vacuum energy decay into photons. It is shown that observations of the primordial density fluctuation spectrum, obtained from CMB and galaxy distribution data, restrict the possible decay rate. When photon creation due to an adiabatic vacuum energy decay takes place, the standard linear temperature dependence T (z) = T_0 (1+z) is modified, where T_0 is the present CMB temperature, and can be parameterized by a modified CMB temperature dependence T (z) = T_0 (1 + z)^{1−β}. From the observed CMB and galaxy distribution data, a strong limit on the maximum value of the decay rate is obtained by placing a maximum value β_{max} ≃ 3.4 × 10^{−3} on the β parameter.

Key words: galaxies: distances and redshifts – cosmic microwave background – cosmology: theory – cosmology: observations

1 INTRODUCTION

The present observed acceleration of the universe is due to a substance which we call dark energy, the nature of which is yet unknown. Bronstein (1933) was the first to introduce the idea of the possible decay of dark energy. A recent review of possible explanations for the nature of dark energy and its possible decay can be found, for example, in Peebles & Ratra (2003). As noted by Peebles & Ratra (2003), the evolution of the dark energy density and its related coupling to matter or radiation is, in general, assigned and not derived from an action principle. Discussions of this can be found in Pollock (1980); Kazanas (1980); Freese et al. (1987); Gasperini (1987); Sato, Terasawa & Yokoyama (1989); Bartlett & Silk (1990); Overduin et al. (1993); Matyjasek (1995); Birkel & Sarkar (1997).

In the present paper, we assume that the dark energy is the vacuum energy and investigate its possible decay. Some scalar field dark energy models, such as that of Peebles & Ratra (1988) and Ratra & Peebles (1988), were motivated, in part, by particle physics and used observational data to constrain the decay rate of dark energy. However, in general, almost all studies of the decay of the dark energy, assuming that it is the vacuum energy, as is done in this paper, are purely phenomenological and do not put strong limits on the decay from observational data (see, for example, Canuto et al. 1977;

⋆ E-mail: opher@astro.iag.usp.br † E-mail: anapel@astro.iag.usp.br

Endo & Fukui 1977; Bertolami 1986; Ozer & Taha 1986, 1987; Freese et al. 1987; Gott & Rees 1987; Kolb 1989; Chen & Wu 1990; Pavòn 1991; Carvalho, Lima & Waga 1992; Krauss & Schramm 1993; Overduin et al. 1993; Silveira & Waga 1994; Lima & Maia 1994; Maia & Silva 1994; Kalligas, Wesson & Everitt 1995; Lima & Trodden 1996; Garnavich et al. 1998; Shapiro & Solà 2000, 2004; Shapiro et al. 2003; Peebles & Ratra 2003; Overduin & Wesson 2004).

In a previous paper, we studied the limit put on the rate of a possible vacuum energy decay into cold dark matter (CDM) by the observed cosmic microwave background (CMB) and large galaxy survey data (Opher & Pelinson 2004). The observed temperature fluctuations of the CMB photons (δT/T )^2 are approximately proportional to CDM density fluctuations (δρ/ρ)^2 (Padmanabhan 1993). CDM density fluctuations derived from the CMB data can be compared with those derived from the 2dF Galaxy Redshift Survey (2dFGRS) (Lahav et al. 2002; Percival et al. 2002). It was found that the (δρ/ρ)^2 derived from the galaxy distribution data differs from the (δρ/ρ)^2 derived from the CMB data by no more than 10 per cent (see Cole et al. 2005, for the final data set of the 2dFGRS).

A vacuum energy decaying into CDM increases its total density, diluting (δρ/ρ)^2 . In order to evaluate (δρ/ρ)^2 at the recombination era, when it created the δT/T of the CMB, its present measured value obtained from the galaxy distribution data must then be increased by a factor F . Since the (δρ/ρ)^2 derived from the CMB and galaxy distribution data agree to 10 per cent, the maximum value for F is Fmax = 1.1.

© 0000 RAS

2 Reuven Opher and Ana Pelinson

We found that the decay of the vacuum energy into CDM as a scale factor power law ρΛ ∝ (1 + z)^n, gives a maximum value for the exponent nmax ≈ 0.06. For a parametrized vacuum decay into a CDM model with the form ρΛ(z, ν) = ρΛ(z = 0)+ρ^0_c [ν/(1−ν)] [(1 + z)^{3(1−ν)} −1] , where ρ^0_c is the present critical density, an upper limit on the ν parameter was found to be νmax = 2.3 × 10^{−3} .

Here, we study the limit imposed on the rate of a possible decay of the vacuum energy into a homogeneous distribution of thermalized CMB photons. In this scenario, (δT/T )^2 at the recombination epoch were diluted by photons created by a vacuum energy decay. Thus, (δT/T )^2 at present are smaller than those existing at the recombination era. This implies larger (δρ/ρ)^2 at the recombination era than those derived from the observed CMB data.

We generally assume that the CMB temperature T is proportional to (1 + z) in a Friedmann-Robertson Walker (FRW) universe. There is, however, little direct observational evidence for this relation despite considerable observational efforts to verify it. Lima et al. (2000) summarized some of the observational studies which have been made up to a redshift z ∼ 4.5.

Although in the present paper, we investigate a possible decay of a homogeneous vacuum energy into a homogeneous distribution of photons, the vacuum energy may, in principle, not be homogeneous and its decay could then lead to an inhomogeneous distribution of photons. A vacuum energy depending on spatial position could be created, for example, by a Casimir effect, such as that described by Muller, Fagundes and Opher (2001,2002). The inhomogeneous distribution of decay photons produced might be able to be detected in high precision CMB data. This possibility will be investigated in a future study.

In Section II, we put strong limits on the possible decay of the vacuum energy into a homogeneous distribution of thermalized CMB photons and its effect on (δρ/ρ)^2 derived from the observed CMB data. Our conclusions are presented in Section III.

2 VACUUM ENERGY DECAY INTO CMB PHOTONS

According to the standard model, (δT/T )^2 were created at zrec ∼ 1100, the recombination epoch (Padmanabhan 1993). In the standard model, (δT/T ) observed today are given by the expression ( δT T ) | |_{z∼0} = K δρ ρ | | zrec

, (1)

where K is approximately constant and the temperature dependence of T (z) is

T (z) = T0 (1 + z) , (2)

where T0 ≃ 2.75 K is the present CMB temperature. The present value of (δρ/ρ)^2 is gotten from the relation ( δρ ρ ) | | |_{z∼0} = D (zrec → z = 0) δρ ρ | | |_{zrec} , (3)

where D (zrec → z = 0) is the growth factor from the recombination era until the present time.

Let us examine a possible vacuum decay into photons. Assuming that the decay is adiabatic, the vacuum energy decays into a homogeneous distribution of thermalized black body CMB photons. This was shown by Lima et al. (2000), as follows. The conservation equation for the photon number density n is ṅ + 3nH = ψ , where H is the Hubble parameter and ψ is the photon source term. Taking Gibbs law into account, we have n T dσ = dρ − ρ + P n dn ,

where σ is the specific entropy. Since dσ is an exact differential, we obtain the thermodynamic identity T ( ∂P ∂T ) n = ρ + P − n ( ∂ρ ∂n ) T . Using T and n as independent thermodynamic variables, we obtain Ṫ T = ( ∂P ∂T ) n ṅ n − ψ n T (∂ρ/∂T )_n [ ρ + P − n ρ̇V ψ ] ,

σ̇ = ψ n T (_{∂ρ} ∂T ) n [ ρ + P − n ρ̇V ψ ] , where ρ̇V is the decay rate of the vacuum energy density (Lima & Trodden 1996). For photons, we have P = ρ/3. In order to have homogeneous equilibrium black body radiation, n ∝ T^3 , we must have ρ + P − n ρ̇V ψ = 0 or ρ̇V = 4ρ 3n ψ . We then have

σ̇ = 0 .

Thus, when the decay of the vacuum energy is adiabatic and the specific entropy does not change, we obtain a homogeneous thermal distribution of black-body radiation. From the conservation equation for the photon density, ṅ + 3nH = ψ , and the above relation between ρ̇V and ψ, we have Ṫ T = −H + ψ 3n . For ψ = 0 (no photon creation), we obtain the standard FRW law relation, [Eq.(2)].

It is to be noted that previous studies of the decay of the vacuum energy assumed that the decay rate into photons ψ is proportional to some power of H and/or the cosmic scale factor a (i.e., ψ ∝ H^α a^γ , where α and γ are constants). The combination of the values α = 1 and γ = −3, is especially interesting as it indicates an adiabatic decay of the vacuum energy into a homogeneous distribution of thermalized CMB photons. Since n is inversely proportional to a^{−3} , we have ψ ∝ H n. Defining β = ψ/3 n H, we obtain

T (z) = T0 (1 + z)^{1−β} . (4)

According to Lima et al. (2000), the possible range of β is β ∈ [0, 1]. The aim of the present article is to put a strong upper limit on the possible value of β.

Decay of the vacuum energy into CMB photons 3

Two effects are produced by the decay of the vacuum energy into CMB photons:

1) There is a decrease in the observed (δT/T )^2 due to the increase of the homogeneous distribution of black body photons from the vacuum decay; and

2) When there is a vacuum energy decay into CMB photons, the value of the recombination redshift z̄rec is higher than that of the standard model zrec since the universe is cooler at any given redshift. The recombination temperature thus occurs at a higher z.

Due to the dilution of (δT /T ), instead of Eq.(1) of the standard model, we must use the relation F1 ( δT T ) | |_{zrec} = K δρ ρ | |_{zrec} . (5)

We define F1(z) ≡ [ T (z) T (z) − ΔT (z) ] | | |_{zrec} . (6)

The difference between the recombination temperature T (zrec) predicted by the standard model and that of the model in which the vacuum energy decays into photons at temperature T (zrec) is

ΔT (zrec) = T (zrec) − T (zrec) . (7)

Using Eqs.(4), (6), and (7), we have

F1 = (1 + zrec)^β . (8)

From Eqs (4) and (7), T (z) was lower than T (z) by ΔT at zrec. Thus, the resultant recombination redshift z̄rec was higher than that of the standard model zrec. Instead of Eq.(3), (δρ/ρ) at z ∼ 0 is now given by ( δρ ρ ) | | |_{z∼0} = D (z̄rec → z = 0) δρ ρ | | |_{z=z̄rec} , (9)

where D (z̄rec → z = 0) is the density fluctuation growth factor from the recombination era at z̄rec until the present epoch, due to the decay of the vacuum energy into photons. Therefore, instead of Eq.(1), we have ( δT T ) | |_{z∼0} = K δρ ρ | | |_{z=z̄rec} . (10)

Using Eqs.(3) and (5), we have ( δρ ρ ) | | |_{z∼0} = F1 K D(zrec → z = 0) (δT T ) | |_{zrec} (11)

and from Eqs.(9) and (10), ( δρ ρ ) | | |_{z∼0} = F1 K D(z̄rec → z = 0) ( δT T ) | |_{zrec} . (12)

Equations (11) and (12) give the correction factor F2 due to the change in the value of the recombination redshift,

F2 =

D(z̄rec → z = 0) D(zrec → z = 0)

. (13)

The growth of a perturbation in a matter-dominated Einstein-de Sitter universe is δρ/ρ ∝ a = (1 + z)^{−1}, where a is the cosmic scale factor (see e.g., Coles & Lucchin 1996). Thus, the growth factor D is

D ≃ (1 + z) .

We then find from Eq.(13) F2 ≃ ( 1 + z̄_{rec}

1 + zrec ) . (14)

The temperature at zrec in the standard model is

T (zrec) = T0 (1 + zrec) . (15)

In order for the temperature at the recombination epoch z̄rec, when the vacuum energy is decaying into CMB photons, to be T (zrec), we must have, from Eq.(4),

z̄rec = (1 + zrec)^{1/(1−β)} − 1 . (16)

From Eq.(14), we then have

F2 ≃ (1 + zrec)^{β/(1−β)} . (17)

The total factor F is composed of F1, due to the dilution of the CMB as a result of vacuum energy decay, and F2, due to the change in the redshift of the recombination epoch. Assuming that the effects described by F^2_1 and F^2_2 are independent and that the total factor F is the product of F^2_1 and F^2_2 , we have

F = F^2_1 F^2_2 . (18)

Thus, from Eqs.(8), (17) and (18), the condition for the maximum value of β ∈ [0, 1] is

βmax = α [ 1 − √ 1 − ln (Fmax) 2α^2 ln (1 + zrec) ] , (19)

where

α = 1 + ln (Fmax) 4 ln (1 + zrec)

. (20)

As noted above, the maximum value of F from observations is Fmax = 1.1. A plot of β vs zrec in the standard model is shown in Fig. 1 for F = Fmax = 1.1 from Eqs.(19) and (20). For zrec ≃ 1100, we find a very small maximum value of the β parameter, βmax ≃ 3.4 × 10^{−3} .

3 CONCLUSIONS

We show that the CMB data, together with the large galaxy survey data, put strong limits on the rate of a possible decay of the vacuum energy into a homogeneous distribution of thermalized CMB photons, between the recombination era and the present. Using the fact that the (δρ/ρ)^2 derived from the CMB and galaxy distribution data do not differ by more than 10 per cent, we can place an upper limit on the β parameter for the decay of the vacuum energy into CMB photons, parametrized by a change in the CMB temperature at a given redshift z: T (z) = T0 (1 + z)^{1−β} . We find that βmax ≃ 3.4 × 10^{−3} .

In the above analysis, we assumed an Einstein-de Sitter CDM universe with a growth factor D(z) ≃ 1 + z to obtain βmax. This is true in a pressureless universe with an equation of state P/ρ ≡ w ≃ 0, where P is the pressure and ρ is the energy density. D(z) will change at small redshifts if w(z) becomes less than zero due to a vacuum energy contribution (wV = −1), a quintessence energy contribution (−1 < wQ < 0), or a phantom energy contribution (wP < −1). As a result, βmax will change somewhat. An investigation of these contributions is left for a future article.

4 Reuven Opher and Ana Pelinson

Figure 1. The dependence of the β parameter on z_{rec} for F = F_{max} = 1.1 from Eqs.(19) and (20).

Our results indicate that the rate of the decay of the vacuum energy into CMB photons is extremely small. They are consistent with a zero vacuum energy decay, β = 0.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

R.O. thanks the Brazilian agencies FAPESP (00/06770-2) and CNPq (300414/82-0) for partial support. A. P. thanks FAPESP for financial support (03/04516-0 and 00/06770- 2). The authors would like to thank J.M. Overduin for his comment on a preliminary version of the manuscript.

REFERENCES

Bartlett, J. G., Silk J., 1990, Astrophys. J. , 353, 399 Bertolami O., 1986, Il Nuovo Cimento, 93B, 36 Birkel, M., Sarkar S., 1997, Astropart. Phys. 6, 197. Bronstein M., 1933, Phys. Z. Sowjetunion, 3, 73 Canuto V., Hsieh S.H., Adams P.J., 1977, Phys. Rev. Lett., 39, 429 Carvalho J. C., Lima J. A. S., Waga I., 1992, Phys. Rev. D, 46, 2404 Chen W., Wu Y. S., 1990, Phys. Rev. D, 41, 695 Cole S. et al., 2005, preprint (astro-ph/0501174) Coles P., Lucchin F., 1996, Cosmology, The Origin and Evolution of Cosmic Structure, John Wiley & Sons Ltd, New York Endo M., Fukui T., 1977, Gen. Rel. Grav., 8, 833 Freese K., Adams F. C., Frieman J. A., Mottola E., 1987, Nucl. Phys. B, 287, 797 Garnavich P. M. et al., 1998, ApJ, 509, 74 Gasperini, M., 1987, Phys. Lett. B 194, 347 Gott J. R., Rees M. J., 1987, MNRAS, 227, 453

Kalligas D., Wesson P. S., Everitt C. W. F., 1995, Gen. Rel. Grav., 27, 645 Kazanas, D., 1980, ApJ, 241, L59 Kolb E. W., 1989, ApJ, 344, 543 Krauss L. M., Schramm D. N., 1993, ApJ, 405, L43 Lahav O. et al., 2002, MNRAS, 333, 961 Lima J. A. S., Maia J. M. F., 1994, Phys. Rev. D, 49, 5597 Lima J. A. S., Silva A. I., Viegas S. M., 2000, MNRAS, 312, 747 Lima J.A.S., Trodden M., 1996, Phys. Rev. D, 53, 4280 Maia M. D., Silva G.S., 1994, Phys. Rev D, 50, 7233 Matyjasek, J., 1995, Phys. Rev. D, 51, 4154 Muller D., Fagundes H.V., Opher R., 2001, Phys. Rev. D, 63, 12358 Muller D., Fagundes H.V., Opher R., 2002, Phys. Rev. D, 2002, 66, 083507 Opher R., Pelinson A., 2004, Phys. Rev. D, 70, 063529 Overduin J. M., Wesson P. S., 2004, Phys. Rept., 402, 267 Overduin J. M., Wesson P. S., Bowyer S., 1993, ApJ, 404, 1 Ozer M., Taha M. O., 1986, Phys. Lett. B, 171, 363 Ozer M., Taha M. O., 1987, Nucl. Phys. B, 287, 776 Padmanabhan T., 1993, Structure Formation in the Universe, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge Pavòn D., 1991, Phys. Rev. D, 43, 375 Peebles P. J. E., Ratra B., ApJ Lett., 1988, 325, L17 Peebles P. J. E., Ratra B., 2003, Rev. Mod. Phys., 75, 559 Percival W.J. et al.,2002, MNRAS, 337, 1068 Pollock, M. D., 1980, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 193, 825 Ratra B., Peebles P. J. E., Phys. Rev. D, 1988, 37, 3406 Sato, K., N. Terasawa, and J. Yokoyama, 1989, in The Quest for the Fundamental Constants in Cosmology, edited by J. Audouze and J. Tran Thanh Van (Editions Frontie‘ res, Gif-sur- Yvette), p. 193.

Shapiro I. L., Solà J., 2000, Phys. Lett. B, 475, 236

Decay of the vacuum energy into CMB photons 5

Shapiro I. L., Solà J., 2004, Nucl. Phys. B Proc. Suppl.,127, 71 Shapiro I. L., Solà J., España-Bonet C., Ruiz-Lapuente P., 2003, Phys. Lett. B, 574, 149 Silveira V., Waga I., 1994, Phys. Rev. D, 50, 4890