arXiv:2209.00501v6 [gr-qc] 27 Nov 2023

On the cosmological constant in the deformed Einstein-Cartan gauge gravity in De Donder-Weyl Hamiltonian formulation

D. Vasak and J. Kirsch Frankfurt Institute for Advanced Studies (FIAS), Ruth-Moufang-Strasse 1, 60438 Frankfurt am Main, Germany

J. Struckmeier Frankfurt Institute for Advanced Studies (FIAS), Ruth-Moufang-Strasse 1, 60438 Frankfurt am Main, Germany and Goethe Universität, Max-von-Laue-Strasse 1, 60438 Frankfurt am Main, Germany

H. Stöcker Frankfurt Institute for Advanced Studies (FIAS), Ruth-Moufang-Strasse 1, 60438 Frankfurt am Main, Germany Goethe Universität, Max-von-Laue-Strasse 1, 60438 Frankfurt am Main, Germany and GSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung GmbH, Planckstrasse 1, 64291 Darmstadt, Germany (Dated: December 15, 2023)

Abstract

A modification of the Einstein-Hilbert theory, the Covariant Canonical Gauge Gravity (CCGG), leads to a cosmological constant that represents the energy of the space-time continuum when deformed from its (A)dS ground state to a flat geometry. CCGG is based on the canonical transformation theory in the De Donder-Weyl (DW) Hamiltonian formulation. That framework modifies the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian of the free gravitational field by a quadratic Riemann-Cartan concomitant. The theory predicts a total energy-momentum of the system of space-time and matter to vanish, in line with the conjecture of a “Zero-Energy-Universe” going back to Lorentz (1916) and Levi-Civita (1917). Consequently a flat geometry can only exist in presence of matter where the bulk vacuum energy of matter, regardless of its value, is eliminated by the vacuum energy of space-time. The observed cosmological constant Λ_{obs} is found to be merely a small correction attributable to deviations from a flat geometry and effects of complex dynamical geometry of space-time, namely torsion and possibly also vacuum fluctuations. That quadratic extension of General Relativity, anticipated already in 1918 by Einstein, thus provides a significant and natural contribution to resolving the “cosmological constant problem”.

INTRODUCTION

The assumption that Einstein’s cosmological constant represents vacuum energy fluctuations has caused what is called the “cosmological constant problem” [1, 2], or the worst theoretical estimate in the history of science. The reason is that the calculated value of the field-theoretical vacuum energy of matter differs from that deduced from astronomical observations by the huge factor of ∼ 10^{120}. In this paper we discuss a modification of the Einstein-Hilbert theory, based on a rigorous mathematical formalism, that provides a substantial contribution to resolving this “problem” within the realm of semiclassical gauge field theory of gravity.

THE COVARIANT CANONICAL GAUGE THEORY OF GRAVITY

The mathematical framework underlying CCGG is the covariant canonical transformation theory, a framework well known from classical Hamiltonian mechanics, extended to the realm of relativistic field theories. The underlying covariant, field-theoretical version of the canonical transformation theory in the De Donder-Weyl Hamiltonian formalism [3, 4] provides a stringent guidance for working out a gauge theory of gravity. This means promoting a global, i.e. Lorentz-invariant action of matter fields in a static spacetime background, to a local, i.e. Lorentz and diffeomorphism-invariant description in a dynamical space-time, thereby unambiguously fixing the coupling between gravitational and matter fields.

In the CCGG framework, the non-degenerate[5] “free” (vacuum) gravity and matter Lagrangians are the initial input, in conjunction with the physical postulates of diffeomorphism invariance (Einstein’s Principle of General Relativity [6]), and the Equivalence Principle, hence the existence of local inertial systems at any point of space-time. The covariant canonical transformation formalism then yields the coupling terms of matter and gravitational fields that render the total system diffeomorphism invariant [7, 8]. The components of the gauge field are thereby identified with the connection coefficients.

Similar to all gauge theories, the dynamics of the free gauge field—which means here the dynamics of the gravitational field in source-free regions—is an independent input deduced separately on the basis of physical reasoning and subsequent experimental confirmation. However, in contrast to other field theories, the current observational basis does not unambiguously determine the Lagrangian of the free gravitational field. Beyond the Hilbert Lagrangian also formulations with various quadratic contractions of the Riemann or Riemann-Cartan tensor admit the Schwarzschild-de Sitter and even the Kerr-de Sitter metric as the solution of the pertaining field equations [9]. Consequently, a combination of Einstein’s linear ansatz with the “Kretschmann Lagrangian”, the latter consisting of the complete contraction of two Riemann tensors, is equally a valid description of the dynamics of the free gravitational field even if torsion is admitted. Such a squared Riemann tensor invariant in the Lagrangian was even anticipated by Einstein already hundred years ago and suggested in his letter to Weyl [10]. And a free gravity Lagrangian with some quadratic concomitant of the Riemann tensor is in fact necessary [11] to ensure the existence of a corresponding covariant DW Hamiltonian [3] by means of a Legendre transformation.

THE COSMOLOGICAL CONSTANT

Here we review the relevant features of CCGG and show how a term with the properties of the cosmological constant emerges as a combination of two coupling constants of the theory.[12] This geometrical constant eliminates the bulk of vacuum energy of matter.

The properties of the theory and empirical insights combine to the following reasoning:

1. In CCGG with conventions as in [13], the combined action of matter fields that interact with gravitational fields is [8]:

S_0 = ∫ V L̃_{tot} d^4x ≡ ∫ V ( L̃_{Gr} + L̃_{matter} ) d^4x (1) = ∫ V ( k̃^{μν}_i S^i_{μν} +^1_2 q̃^{jμν}_i R^i_{jμν} − H̃_{Gr} + L̃_{matter} ) d^4x .

The integrand L̃_{tot} is the total Lagrangian consisting of the Lagrangians for the dynamical space-time coupled to matter, with the gravity Lagrangian expressed here as a Legendre transform of the corresponding DW Hamiltonian density H̃_{Gr} of free gravity. The Greek (Latin) letters denote holonomic (anholonomic) indices, respectively. The former are lifted or contracted with the general metric g_{μν} on the base manifold, the latter with the Minkowski metric η_{ij} = diag(1, −1, −1, −1) on the tangent space. The expressions displayed are the dynamical fields of space-time – torsion S^i_{μν} and Riemann-Cartan curvature tensor R^i_{jμν} – expressed in terms of the vierbein field, e^i_μ, and the spin connection coefficients (the gauge field), ω^i_{jν} :

S^i_{μν} =^1_2 ( ∂e^i_μ ∂x^ν − ∂e^i_ν ∂x^μ + ω^i_{jν} e^j_μ − ω^i_{jμ} e^j_ν ) , (2)

R^i_{jμν} = ∂ω^i_{jν} ∂x^μ − ∂ω^i_{jμ} ∂x^ν + ω^i_{nμ} ω^n_{jν} − ω^i_{nν} ω^n_{jμ} . (3) The metric is given by the contraction of the vierbein fields w.r.t. the anholonomous indices, g_{μν} ≡ η_{ij} e^i_μ e^j_ν , and we use

ε := det e^i_μ ≡ √ −g_{μν} , (4) the determinant of the vierbein, for the invariant volume element and for defining relative tensors. In the DW Hamiltonian formulation the “velocity” fields are

“traded” via the Legendre transformation for the respective (conjugate) momentum tensor densities, k̃^{μν}_i ≡ k^{μν}_i ε := ∂ L̃_{tot} ∂e^i_{μ,ν} , (5)

q̃^{jαβ}_i ≡ q^{jαβ}_i ε := ∂L̃_{tot} ∂ω^i_{jα,β} . (6)

with comma denoting partial derivative.[14]

2. By the necessity of the Legendre transformation between the Lagrangian and the DW Hamiltonian densities to exist, both must be non-degenerate. The free gravity DW Hamiltonian must then include at least the full quadratic tensor concomitant of the conjugate momenta [11]. Similarly to the free matter Hamiltonians that serve as the key input to any gauge theory of gravitation, also the free gravity Hamiltonian must be known in advance. The usual way to obtain this DW Hamiltonian is to postulate it based on analogies with other field theories, and to experimentally confirm the solutions of the emerging field equations thereafter. A reasonable choice for postulating H̃_{Gr}(q̃, k̃, e) is the quadratic-linear ansatz [8] H̃_{Gr} = 1 4g_1ε q̃^{jαβ}_i q̃^{iξλ}_j g_{αξ} g_{βλ} − g_2 q̃^{jαβ}_i e^i_α e^n_β η_{nj} + 1 4g_3ε k̃^{αβ}_i k̃^{ξλ}_j g_{αξ} g_{βλ} η^{ij}, (7) where g_1, g_2, and g_3 are fundamental coupling constants which must be adapted to observations. Notice that no (cosmological) constant term is included here.

3. The dynamics of the system is given by the set of canonical equations arising by the variation of the action integral. With the Hamiltonian (7) the variation w.r.t. the momentum field q̃^{jαβ}_i (conjugate to the connection) leads to q^{jαβ}_i = g_1 ( R^{jαβ}_i − R̄^{jαβ}_i ) , (8) where R̄^i_{jμν} := g_2 (e^i_μ e^k_ν − e^i_ν e^k_μ) η_{kj} (9)

is the Riemann curvature tensor of the maximally symmetric space-time, i.e. de Sitter (dS) for positive, and anti-de Sitter (AdS) for negative g_2. That momentum tensor thus describes deformations of the dynamical geometry w.r.t. (A)dS geometry, and the parameter g_1 has a similar effect as mass has in classical point mechanics. While it is defined in the denominator of the quadratic momentum term in the Hamiltonian, it multiplies the conjugate “velocity” in the field equation (see below), and also the corresponding quadratic “kinetic” term in the gravity Lagrangian. Greater values of g_1 indicate a more “inert” space-time with respect to deformation of the curvature tensor versus the (A)dS geometry, and vice versa.

Furthermore, the canonical equation arising from the variation of Eq. (7) with respect to the momentum field k̃^{ξλ}_j identifies it with the torsion tensor: k^{ξλ}_j = g_3 S^{ξλ}_j . (10) If we assume, for the sake of simplicity, that the Hamiltonian (7) does not depend on the momentum field k̃, then the resulting geometry is torsion free and metric compatible. The variation principle gives a set of canonical equations of motion, that can be combined to the so called “consistency equation” [7, 8], a generalization of Einstein’s field equation. Re-written in coordinate indices and affine connection coefficients, it reads:

g_1 ( R^{αβγμ}R^ν_{αβγ} −^1_4 g^{μν} R^{αβγξ} R_{αβγξ} ) + 1 8πG ( R^{(μν)}−^1_2 g^{μν}R−λ_0g^{μν} ) (11) − 2g_3 ( S^{ξαμ}S^ν_{ξα} −^1_2 S^{μαβ} S^ν_{αβ} −^1_4 g^{μν} S_{ξαβ}S^{ξαβ} ) =θ^{(μν)}. g_1 controls the degree of “deformation” [15] of the Einstein equation vs. General Relativity, and θ^{(μν)} on the r.h.s. of this equation is the symmetric portion of the canonical energy-momentum tensor of matter.[16]

4. A first crucial finding is that, if the torsion is neglected, Eq. (11) admits both, the de Sitter-Schwarzschild and the de Sitter-Kerr metrics, and is thus compatible with observations on the solar scale. While for pure quadratic gravity an integration constant λ_0 in the de Sitter-Schwarzschild solution assumes the role of an arbitrary cosmological constant, in quadratic-linear gravity, −3g_2 ≡ λ_0 , (12) is unambiguously fixed [17]. Moreover, in the non-relativistic limit the classical Newtonian gravitation is recovered if Newton’s gravitational constant G is related to the Einstein terms on the l.h.s. of Eq. (11). This gives [7, 18] a second relation for the yet unspecified fundamental CCGG constants in the Hamiltonian (7) to the empirical constants, −2g_1 g_2 ≡ 1 8πG ≡ M^2_p . (13)

M_p is the reduced Planck mass. Combining these two equations yields λ_0 ≡

3M^2_p 2g_1

. (14) It is important to realize that the relation of λ_0 to M_p emerges from the postulated quadratic-linear ansatz for semi-classical gauge gravity, and is thus a solely classical geometrical contribution to the cosmological constant.

5. As shown earlier [7], the l.h.s. of Eq. (11) is the negative canonical energy-momentum tensor, −ϑ^{μν} , of space-time as derived from the Noether theorem in analogy to that of matter [19]. Energy and momentum of matter and space-time appear to cancel each other (“Zero-Energy Universe”, see e.g. [20–27]), in analogy to the stress-strain relation in elastic media: ϑ^{μν} + θ^{μν} = 0 .

In absence of matter with even the vacuum energy of matter vanishing, we have θ^{μν} = 0 .

We expect space-time to sit in its static ground state where the momentum fields of gravity vanish. For vanishing momenta of space-time the canonical equations yield q^{jαβ}_i = 0 =⇒ R^i_{jαβ} = R̄^i_{jαβ} ; (15a) k^{αβ}_i = 0 =⇒ S^{jαβ}_i = 0 , (15b) where R̄^{jαβ}_i is defined in Eq. (9). By substituting R̄^{jαβ}_i for R^{jαβ}_i on the l.h.s. of Eq. (11) all terms built from the curvature tensor add up to 6g_1g^2 g^{μν} , giving indeed ϑ^{μν}_{vac} = 0. This holds for both, positive and negative values of g_2, i.e. for the dS and AdS space-times, respectively.

6. If, on the other hand, matter exists but is globally in its (quantum) vacuum state, or infinitely far away from any real matter distribution, the stress-energy tensor reduces to θ^{μν} = g^{μν} θ_{vac} .

Now the second crucial point is the observation that space-time is flat (Minkowski) and static in such a configuration, i.e. R^{jαβ}_i = 0 and S^{αβ}_i = 0, yielding from Eq. (11) −ϑ^{μν}_{flat} = λ_0 8πG g^{μν} = g^{μν} θ_{vac} , (16) or with Eq. (14) − 3M^2_p 2g_1 = θ_{vac} M^2_p

. (17)

This fixes, with the naive estimate θ_{vac} ≈ M^4_p of the quantum zero-point energy of matter based on a Planck-scale ultra-violet cutoff [1], the value of the coupling constant g_1 ≈ −^3/2. Since g_1 and g_2 must be constants and by Eq. (13) have the same sign, the ground state of the Universe is the AdS geometry in this case. In general we infer that observing the physical geometry of space-time to be Minkowskian in absence of real matter allows to fix the physical value of the constant g_1 by the given value of the vacuum energy of matter [18, 28].

7. In the following we consider the general situation of a system of real matter embedded in a dynamical space-time with torsion. The total stress-energy tensor in Eq. (11) consists now of real particular matter and radiation and of the related bulk vacuum energy:

θ^{μν} ≡ θ^{μν}_{tot} = θ^{μν}_{real} + g^{μν} θ_{vac} . (18)

Then with the relations (12) and (13) the trace of Eq. (11) reduces to R − g_3 M^2_p

S^2 + 4λ_0 = − 1 M^2_p θ_0 , (19)

as the quadratic gravity is trace-free, θ_0 := g_{μν} T^{μν}_0 , and S^2 := S_{αβγ} S^{αβγ} .

Now in this general case we also have to take into account effects of the more complex dynamical geometry and of graviton vacuum fluctuation, giving

R − g_3 M^2_p

S^2+ 4λ_0 = R_{LC} + R_{geom} + R_{quant} − g_3 M^2_p

S^2+ 4λ_0 = − 1 M^2_p

(4θ_{vac} + θ_{real}) . (20)

Here R_{LC} is the “classical”, Levi-Civita version of the Ricci tensor as known from General Relativity, R_{geom} denotes contribution from dynamical space-time geometry, in the first place from torsion dynamics which is determined by the canonical equations with the full gravity Hamiltonian including the last term in Eq. (7). R_{quant} stands for graviton vacuum fluctuations. This compares directly with the trace of Einstein’s field equation with the observed cosmological constant Λ_{obs} and the stress-energy tensor θ^{μν}_{real} that is void of vacuum energy: R_{LC} + 4Λ_{obs} = − 1 M^2_p θ_{real}. (21) Combining now Eqs. (17), (20) and (21) implies 1 4 ( R_{geom} + R_{quant} − 8πG g_3 S^2 ) ≡ Λ_{obs}. (22)

The concluding statement is thus that in the linear-quadratic gravity ansatz the vacuum energy of matter is eliminated, due to the law of Zero-Energy Universe, by the space-time vacuum λ_0 constructed from the fundamental coupling constants of the theory.

The observed cosmological constant Λ_{obs} is merely the current value of a residual correction of geometrical origin based on the dynamics of torsion [29] with possible contributions from quantum fluctuations of gravitons. It is a dynamical entity that might be called the dark-energy function.

DISCUSSION

The above reasoning shows that the “cosmological constant problem” can be explained by an elimination mechanism of the bulk vacuum energies of space-time and matter. At the first sight that appears as another “fine tuning” exercise for g_1 of O(10^{−120}). At a second sight it is quite natural, though, to assign values to fundamental constants in order to reproduce empirical findings. Here fixing the pair g_1, g_2 vs. G, θ_{vac} goes back to alignment with the weak gravity limit, and to ensuring that static space-time in absence of, or in infinite distance from, any real matter is inertial.

The observed value of the cosmological constant then emerges as a snapshot of a dynamical dark-energy term based on the dynamics of torsion[30], and potentially also with contributions from residual quantum fluctuations.

However, uncertainties about the actual value of the constants g_1 and g_2 remain due to the yet unknown value of the vacuum energy of matter. Albeit the naive estimate of θ_{vac} ≈ M^4_p is at the heart of the cosmological constant problem, it is not supported by all field- or string-theoretical calculations, and can vary in value and sign almost arbitrarily. Assuming for example the extreme case supported by the string theory, θ_{vac} → 0, then according to Eq. (17) we find [18] g_1 → ∞. A vacuum energy density of matter in the meV range, a value discussed previously for example in Ref. [31], leads to g_1 ∼ −10^{119}.

CONCLUSION

The motivation for this paper was to shed new light on the cosmological constant problem derived originally by Weinberg [1] from the naive assessment of the vacuum energy of matter, θ_{vac} ∼ M^4_p , based on the Planck energy cutoff.

The facts collected here stand to reason that the combination of linear (Einstein-Cartan) and (trace-free) quadratic gravity in the classical gauge-field theory of gravity, and the empirical knowledge of Newton’s constant and astronomical observations, can explain both the existence and to a significant extent also the magnitude of the cosmological constant. In fact, the above reasoning is valid regardless of the actual value of θ_{vac}, for a compensating value of g_1 can always be found as the solution of Eq. (17).

This is accomplished by applying a rigorous mathematical framework in a consistently designed gauge field theory of gravity to derive a geometrical term eliminating the bulk of quantum vacuum energy of matter. The residual, physical cosmological constant turns out to be just a snapshot of an underlying dynamical entity, a dark-energy function built from torsion of space-time and quantum fluctuations of gravitons.

However, ambiguities remain in the value of the vacuum energy of matter and the exact form of the geometrical and matter related vacuum corrections. Designing independent measurements of g_1 and analyzing a wider variety of dynamical torsion models furnishing the dynamics of the cosmological dark energy will thus be the next key steps to resolving those remaining ambiguities.

Work along these lines is in progress.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The authors are indebted to the “Walter Greiner-Gesellschaft zur Förderung der physikalischen Grundlagenforschung e.V.” (WGG) in Frankfurt for their support. H.St. acknowledges the Judah M. Eisenberg Laureatus Professur of the WGG at the Fachbereich Physik at Goethe Universität Frankfurt. DV and JK especially thank the Fueck Stiftung for support.

The authors also wish to thank Armin van de Venn, David Benisty, Stefan Hofmann, Eduardo Guendelman and Peter Hess for valuable discussions.

REFERENCES

[1] S. Weinberg, The cosmological constant problem, Rev. Mod. Phys. 61, 1 (1989). [2] S. M. Carroll, The cosmological constant, Living Rev. Rel. 4, 1 (2001). [3] T. De Donder, Théorie Invariantive Du Calcul des Variations (Gaulthier-Villars & Cie., Paris, 1930).

[4] J. Struckmeier and A. Redelbach, Covariant Hamiltonian Field Theory, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 17, 435 (2008), arXiv:0811.0508.

[5] This means the regular Legendre transformation exists.

[6] A. Einstein, The Meaning of Relativity (Princeton University Press, Princeton, 1955). [7] J. Struckmeier, J. Muench, D. Vasak, J. Kirsch, M. Hanauske, and H. Stoecker, Canonical transformation path to gauge theories of gravity, Phys. Rev. D 95, 124048 (2017), arXiv:1704.07246.

[8] J. Struckmeier and D. Vasak, Covariant canonical gauge theory of gravitation for fermions, Astron. Nachr. 10.1002/asna.202113991 (2021).

[9] G. Stephenson, Quadratic Lagrangians and General Relativity, Nuovo Cimento 9, 263 (1958). [10] A. Einstein, Private letter to Hermann Weyl, ETH Zürich Library, Archives and Estates (1918).

[11] D. Benisty, E. I. Guendelman, D. Vasak, J. Struckmeier, and H. Stoecker, Quadratic curvature theories formulated as covariant canonical gauge theories of gravity, Phys. Rev. D 98, 106021 (2018).

[12] The contribution of geometry to dark energy in CCGG has been discussed in [18, 28, 33], see also [34] for a related ansatz.

[13] C. W. Misner, K. S. Thorne, and J. A. Wheeler, Gravitation (W. H. Freeman and Company, New York, 1973).

[14] The formulation of Ref. [8] is by construction metric compatible as the affine connection is a dependent field and can be designed to ensure metric compatibility. In the metric formulation [7] the affine connection is the independent field rather than the spin connection, and the momentum field k̃_{ανμ} is the conjugate of non-metricity. Which formulation is used is irrelevant for the key message of this paper, though.

[15] F. J. Herranz and M. Santander, (anti)de sitter/poincare symmetries and representations from poincare/galilei through a classical deformation approach, J. Phys. 41, 015204 (2008).

[16] Notice that the symmetrization arises from the mathematical formalism. In presence of torsion, i.e. if g_3 in the last term in the Hamiltonian (7) does not vanish, a further trace-free torsion concomitant is added to Eq. (11). Then the skew-symmetric portions of the Ricci tensor and, if present, the stress-energy tensor, determine the dynamics of torsion.

[17] D. Kehm, J. Kirsch, J. Struckmeier, D. Vasak, and M. Hanauske, Violation of Birkhoff’s theorem for pure quadratic gravity action, Astron. Nachr./AN 338, 1015 (2017).

[18] D. Vasak, Covariant canonical gauge gravitation and dark energy – dark energy explained as geometry effect, in Proceedings of the 32nd International Colloquium on Group Theoretical Methods in Physics (Group32) (2019).

[19] J. Struckmeier, D. Vasak, and J. Kirsch, Generic Theory of Geometrodynamics from Noether’s Theorem for the Diff(M) Symmetry Group, in Discoveries at the Frontiers of Science: From Nuclear Astrophysics to Relativistic Heavy Ion Collisions, edited by J. Kirsch, J. Steinheimer-Froschauer, S. Schramm, and H. Stöcker (Springer Nature Switzerland AG, 2020) pp. 143–181, arXiv:1807.03000 [gr-qc].

[20] H. Lorentz, Over Einstein’s theorie der zwaartekracht (iii), Koninklikje Akademie van Wetenschappen the Amsterdam. Verslangen van de Gewone Vergaderingen der Wisen Natuurkundige Afdeeling 25, 468 (1916).

[21] T. Levi-Civita, On the analytic expression that must be given to the gravitational tensor in Einstein’s theory, Atti della Accademia Nazionale dei Lincei, Rendiconti Lincei, Scienze Fisiche e Naturali. 26 (1917).

[22] P. Jordan, Bemerkungen zur kosmologie, Annalen der Physik 428, 64 (1939). [23] R. Feynman, W. Morinigo, and W. Wagner, Feynman Lectures On Gravitation (Frontiers in Physics) (Westview Press, Boulder, Colorado, 2002).

[24] N. Rosen, The energy of the universe, Gen. Rel. Grav. 26, 319 (1994).

[25] F. I. Cooperstock and M. Israelit, The Energy of the Universe, Foundations of Physics, Vol.

25, No. 4, 1995 (1995).

[26] K. Hamada, Revealing A Trans-Planckian World Solves The Cosmological Constant Problem. [27] F. Melia, Initial energy of a spatially flat universe: A hint of its possible origin, Astron. Nachr.

343, e224010 (2022).

[28] D. Vasak, J. Kirsch, and J. Struckmeier, Dark energy and inflation invoked in covariant canonical gauge theory of gravity (ccgg) by locally contorted space-time, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 135, 404 (2020).

[29] The impact of the torsion-related corrections of the Einstein equation on cosmology has been discussed in [28, 35–40].

[30] The impact of the torsion-related corrections of the Einstein equation on cosmology has been discussed in [28, 35–40]. Cosmology with a homogeneous spin density (aka Weyssenhoff fluid) were addressed in Refs. [41–46] A time dependent cosmological constant has been also derived from a naive estimate of vacuum fluctuations [47], string theory [48], and by the renormalization group method [49].

[31] J. Prat, C. Hogan, C. Chang, and J. Frieman, Vacuum energy density measured from cosmological data, JCAP 06 (06), 015.

[32] D. Vasak, J. Struckmeier, and J. Kirsch, Covariant Canonical Gauge Gravity (Springer Nature, 2023) Chap. 4.

[33] D. Benisty, D. Vasak, J. Kirsch, and J. Struckmeier, Low-redshift constraints on covariant canonical gauge theory of gravity, Eur. Phys. J. C 81, 125 (2021).

[34] P. Chen, Gauge theory of gravity with de Sitter symmetry as a solution to the cosmological constant problem and the dark energy puzzle, arXiv: 1002.4275v2 [gr-qc] (2010).

[35] P. Minkowski, On the cosmological equations in the presence of a spatially homogeneous torsion field., Phys. Lett. 173, 247 (1986).

[36] S. Capozziello, G. Lambiase, and C. Stornaiolo, Geometric classification of the torsion tensor in space-time, Annalen Phys. 10, 713 (2001), arXiv:gr-qc/0101038.

[37] S. Capozziello and C. Stornaiolo, Torsion tensor and its geometric interpretation, Annales Fond. Broglie 32, 196 (2007).

[38] N. J. Popławski, Cosmology with torsion: An alternative to cosmic inflation, Phys. Lett. B 694, 181 (2010), [Erratum: Phys.Lett.B 701, 672–672 (2011)].

[39] D. Kranas, C. G. Tsagas, J. D. Barrow, and D. Iosifidis, Friedmann-like universes with torsion, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 341 (2019).

[40] M. Tsamparlis, Methods for Deriving Solutions in Generalized Theories of Gravitation: The Einstein-Cartan Theory, Phys. Rev. D 24, 1451 (1981).

[41] Y. N. Obukhov and V. A. Korotkii, The Weyssenhoff fluid in Einstein-Cartan theory, Class.

Quant. Grav. 4, 1633 (1987).

[42] Y. N. Obukhov and R. Tresguerres, Hyperfluid: A Model of classical matter with hypermomentum, Phys. Lett. A 184, 17 (1993).

[43] C. G. Böhmer and P. Bronowski, The homogeneous and isotropic Weyssenhoff fluid., Ukr. J.

Phys. 55, 607 (2010).

[44] S. D. Brechet, M. P. Hobson, and A. N. Lasenby, Weyssenhoff fluid dynamics in a 1+3 covariant approach, Class. Quant. Grav. 24, 6329 (2007).

[45] N. Popławski, The simplest origin of the big bounce and inflation, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 27, 1847020 (2018).

[46] G. Unger and N. Popławski, Big bounce and closed universe from spin and torsion, Astrophys. J. 870, 78 (2019).

[47] E. Santos, Space-time curvature due to quantum vacuum fluctuations: An alternative to dark energy?, Phys. Lett. A 374, 709 (2010).

[48] S. Basilakos, N. Mavromatos, and J. Sola, Gravitational and chiral anomalies in the running vacuum universe and matter-antimatter asymmetry, .

[49] R. Myrzakulov, S. Odintsov, and L. Sebastiani, Inflationary universe from higher-derivative quantum gravity, Phys. Rev. D 91, 083529 (2015).