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Abstract

The spacetime short-distance structure at the Planck scale is governed by the Planck length,
usually interpreted as a three-dimensional Euclidian length. As such, it is not Lorentz invari-
ant and clashes with Einstein’s special relativity, which is thus unable to describe the Planck
scale kinematics. The solution to this problem is twofold. First, one has to re-interpret the
Planck length as a Lorentz invariant four-dimensional pseudo-length. Second, to comply with a
non-vanishing cosmological term Λ, one has to replace the standard Poincaré-invariant special
relativity with the de Sitter-invariant special relativity. Since the Planck pseudo-length does not
clash with the de Sitter-invariant special relativity, it provides a consistent description of the
Planck scale kinematics in the presence of Λ. Under the above replacement, general relativity
changes to the de Sitter-invariant general relativity, in which Λ is constitutive. In this paper,
the ensuing Friedmann equations are derived, and some implications for cosmology are explored
and discussed.

1 Introduction

A fundamental issue of spacetime physics is the lack of a special relativity theory suitable for
describing the Planck scale kinematics. The problem is that the short-distance structure of spacetime
at the Planck scale is governed by the Planck length, usually interpreted as a three-dimensional
Euclidian length (i, j, k, · · · = 1, 2, 3)

l2P ∼ δij x
ixj . (1)

Since this definition of Planck length is not Lorentz invariant, it clashes with Einstein’s special
relativity, which is thus unable to describe the Planck scale kinematics. For this reason, there is a
widespread belief that Lorentz invariance should break down at the Planck scale.

However, such an interpretation of the Planck length has consistency problems. For example,
in terms of fundamental constants of nature, the Planck length reads

l2P =
Gh̄

c3
. (2)

As the fundamental constants are Lorentz invariant, the Planck length should also be Lorentz
invariant. To be Lorentz invariant, instead of being interpreted as a three-dimensional Euclidian
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length, the Planck length must be interpreted as a four-dimensional pseudo-length (α, β, γ, · · · =
0, 1, 2, 3)

l2P ∼ gαβ x
αxβ, (3)

with gαβ a pseudo-Euclidian (or Lorentzian) metric. As we will see, more than the introduction
of the Planck pseudo-length is needed to obtain the Planck scale kinematics in the presence of a
non-vanishing cosmological term Λ.

To begin with, we clarify that, whenever talking about locality, we mean the locality notion
inherent to the strong equivalence principle. According to this principle, at every spacetime point
in an arbitrary gravitational field, one can define a locally inertial frame in which inertial effects
precisely compensate for gravitation. Consequently, inertial effects and gravitation go out of sight,
and the laws of physics reduce locally to those of special relativity, as seen from an inertial frame [1].

Note that this notion of locality differs from the usual geometric notion, in which a curved
surface can be locally approximated by a flat surface. Although this approximation is correct, it
is not a physical principle and has nothing to do with the strong equivalence principle [2]. Note
also that since the cosmological term Λ represents neither gravitation nor inertial effect, it does not
interfere with the strong equivalence principle and, consequently, with the notion of locality.

Minkowski and de Sitter are fundamental spacetimes in the sense that they can be algebraically
constructed independently of Einstein’s equation. They constitute non-gravitational backgrounds
for constructing physical theories [3]. General relativity, for example, can be constructed on any of
them. In either case, gravitation will have the same dynamics: only the local kinematics will differ.

When general relativity is constructed on Minkowski, all solutions to the gravitational field
equation are spacetimes that reduce locally to Minkowski, where spacetime’s local kinematics occur.
Since the kinematic group of Minkowski is the Poincaré group, spacetime’s local kinematics will be
governed by the standard Poincaré-invariant special relativity. In this case, the absence of gravity
is represented by Minkowski spacetime.

When general relativity is constructed on de Sitter, all solutions to the gravitational field equa-
tion are spacetimes that reduce locally to de Sitter, where spacetime’s local kinematics occur.1 Since
the kinematic group of de Sitter is the de Sitter group, spacetime’s local kinematics will be governed
by the de Sitter-invariant special relativity [7, 8]. In this case, the absence of gravity is represented
by de Sitter spacetime.

Different from the standard Poincaré-invariant approach, where the cosmological term Λ must
be added by hand to the gravitational field equation, in the de Sitter-invariant approach, the
cosmological term Λ shows up encoded in the spacetime’s local kinematics and is defined as the
sectional curvature of the non-gravitational background spacetime,

Λ ∼ l−2, (4)

with l the de Sitter pseudo-radius.2 In the case of Poincaré-invariant general relativity, where space-
time reduces locally to the flat Minkowski spacetime, the cosmological term Λ vanishes. Therefore,
there is no room for a non-vanishing Λ in standard general relativity. On the other hand, in the case
of de Sitter-invariant general relativity, where spacetime reduces locally to de Sitter, the cosmological
term Λ is non-vanishing, and the pseudo-radius l is finite.

At the Planck scale, the de Sitter pseudo-radius l coincides with the Planck length lP . In this
case, the Planck length lP represents the pseudo-radius of the background de Sitter spacetime, which

1Spacetimes that do not reduce locally to Minkowski has been known for a long time and come under the name
of Cartan geometry [4–6].

2We see from Eq. (7) ahead that the de Sitter length parameter l is a pseudo-length. Thus the name pseudo-radius.
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will be a de Sitter space with the Planck cosmological term

ΛP ∼ l−2
P . (5)

Since the Planck pseudo-length is Lorentz invariant, it does not clash with the de Sitter-invariant
special relativity, which provides a consistent description of the Planck scale kinematics.

Once one reinterprets the Planck length as a Lorentz-invariant four-dimensional pseudo-length,
the problem of the Planck scale kinematics and the problem of the universe’s large-scale kinematics
in the presence of Λ reduce to a single problem. The only difference is the value of the pseudo-radius:
at the Planck scale, it coincides with the Planck pseudo-length lP , whereas at the universe’s large
scale, it is much larger than lP . This picture points to a decaying huge primordial Λ, which could
drive inflation and then evolve to the small values we measure today. It is important to remark
that according to the de Sitter-invariant approach, physics remains Lorentz invariant at all energy
scales, including the Planck scale.

By construction, the de Sitter-invariant approach to gravitation and cosmology constitutes a
natural framework for the Planck scale physics and the universe’s cosmological scale. Using this
approach, we aim in this paper to obtain the de Sitter-invariant Friedmann equations and explore
some of their implications for cosmology.

2 Minkowski and de Sitter as quotient spaces

Spacetimes with constant sectional curvature are maximally symmetric because they carry the
maximum number of Killing vectors. Flat Minkowski spacetime M is the simplest one. Its kinematic
group is the Poincaré group P = L ⊘ T , the semi-direct product between Lorentz L and the
translation group T . Algebraically, it is defined as the quotient space

M = P/L.

The Lorentz subgroup is responsible for the isotropy around a given point of M , and the translation
symmetry enforces this isotropy around all other points. In this case, homogeneity means that all
points of Minkowski are equivalent under spacetime translations. One then says that Minkowski is
transitive under translations, whose generators are written as

Pν = δαν ∂α, (6)

with δαρ the Killing vectors of spacetime translations.
The de Sitter space dS is also maximally symmetric, with the de Sitter group SO(1, 4) as the

kinematic group. Algebraically, it is defined as the quotient space

dS = SO(1, 4)/L.

Like Minkowski, the Lorentz subgroup is responsible for the isotropy around a given point of dS.
The homogeneity, however, differs substantially. To find out the de Sitter homogeneity, let us recall
that the de Sitter spacetime can be viewed as a hyperboloid embedded in the (1 + 4)-dimensional
pseudo-Euclidean space with Cartesian coordinates χA (A,B,C · · · = 0, . . . 4) and metric

ηAB = diag (+1,−1,−1,−1,−1),

inclusion whose points satisfy [9]
ηAB χAχB = − l2. (7)
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In terms of the coordinates χA, the generators of infinitesimal de Sitter transformations are written
as

LAB ≡ ζ C
AB

∂

∂χC
(8)

where
ζ C
AB = ηADχ

D δCB − ηBDχ
D δCA (9)

are the associated Killing vectors.
Upon writing these generators in terms of the four-dimensional stereographic coordinates {xµ},

there are two possible parameterizations: one appropriate for small values of Λ and another ap-
propriate for large values of Λ, as compared with the Planck cosmological term [10]. Since our
interest in this paper is to study the present-day universe, we will consider only the parameteri-
zation appropriate for small values of Λ. In this case, the ten de Sitter generators (8) are written
as [11]

Lµν = ζ α
µν ∂α and Πν ≡ L4ν

l
= ξαν ∂α, (10)

where Lµν represent the Lorentz generators and Πν stand for the so-called de Sitter “translation”
generators, with ζ α

µν and ξαν the corresponding Killing vectors.3 In contrast to Minkowski, whose
points are equivalent under spacetime translations, all points of de Sitter are equivalent under de
Sitter “translations.” One then says that de Sitter is transitive under de Sitter “translations.”

In stereographic coordinates, the Killing vectors of the de Sitter “translations” split in the
form [12]

ξαν = δαν − 1

4l2
ϑα
ν , (11)

where
δαν and ϑα

ν = 2ηνρ x
ρxα − σ2δαν (12)

are, respectively, the Killing vectors of translations and proper conformal transformations. Conse-
quently, the de Sitter “translation” generators can be recast in the form

Πν = Pν −
1

4l2
Kν , (13)

where
Pν = δαν ∂α and Kν = ϑα

ν ∂α (14)

are, respectively, the translation and proper conformal generators [13]. Equations (6) and (13) show
that, whereas Minkowski is transitive under translations, the de Sitter spacetime is transitive under
a combination of translations and proper conformal transformations [14].

3 De Sitter-invariant general relativity

This section presents the schematic procedure to obtain the de Sitter-invariant Einstein’s equation.
For comparison, we first review how the standard Einstein’s equation is usually obtained.

3The generators Πν are not really translations but rotations in the planes (4, ν). Hence, the quotation marks.
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3.1 Poincaré-invariant Einstein’s equation

In the case of standard general relativity, all solutions to the gravitational field equations are space-
times that reduce locally to Minkowski. Since Minkowski is transitive under translations, a diffeo-
morphism in these spacetimes is defined as a local translation

δPx
µ = δµα ϵα(x), (15)

with δµα the Killing vectors of translations. From Noether’s theorem, the invariance of the source
Lagrangian under the diffeomorphism (15) yields the energy-momentum covariant conservation law

∇νT
µν = 0 with Tµν = δµα Tαν . (16)

Variation of the gravitational plus source actions under the diffeomorphism (15) yields the standard
Einstein’s equation

Gµν ≡ Rµν − 1
2g

µνR = −8πG

c4
Tµν . (17)

3.2 De Sitter-invariant Einstein’s equation

In the case of the de Sitter-invariant general relativity, all solutions to the gravitational field equa-
tion are spacetimes that reduce locally to de Sitter. Since de Sitter is transitive under de Sitter
“translations,” a diffeomorphism in these spacetimes is defined as [14]

δΠx
µ = ξµα ϵα(x), (18)

with ξµα the Killing vectors (11) of the de Sitter “translations.” From Noether’s theorem, the in-
variance of the source Lagrangian under the diffeomorphism (18) yields the covariant conservation
law

∇νΠ
µν = 0 with Πµν = ξµα Tαν . (19)

Variation of the gravitational plus source actions under the diffeomorphism (18) yields the de Sitter-
invariant Einstein’s equation [15]

Gµν ≡ Rµν − 1
2g

µνR = −8πG

c4
Πµν , (20)

with Rα
βµν the curvature Riemann tensor. In locally de Sitter spacetimes, the metric can be locally

decomposed in the form
gµν

.
= ĝµν + hµν ,

where ĝµν is the background de Sitter metric and hµν is a tensor that represents the gravitational
field. In this case, the Riemann tensor Rα

βµν computed out of the metric gµν includes both the
kinematic curvature of the background de Sitter spacetime and the dynamic curvature of general
relativity.

3.3 The source of the cosmological term

Substituting the Killing vectors (11) in the source current Πµν , it splits in the form

Πµν = Tµν − (1/4l2)Kµν , (21)
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where
Tµν = δµα Tαν and Kµν = ϑµ

α T
αν (22)

are, respectively, the energy-momentum and the proper conformal currents [16]. Analogously to the
source decomposition, the Einstein tensor Gµν splits in the form

Gµν = Gµν − Ĝµν , (23)

where Gµν is general relativity’s Einstein tensor and Ĝµν is the Einstein tensor of the local de Sitter
spacetime. In stereographic coordinates, therefore, the de Sitter-invariant Einstein’s equation (20)
assumes the form(

Rµν − 1
2g

µνR
)
−
(
R̂µν − 1

2g
µνR̂

)
= −8πG

c4

[
Tµν − (1/4l2)Kµν

]
. (24)

According to this equation, in spacetimes that reduce locally to de Sitter, any source gives rise to
an energy momentum and a proper conformal current. The energy-momentum current Tµν keeps
its role as the source of general relativity’s dynamic curvature. In contrast, the proper conformal
current Kµν appears as the source of the kinematic curvature of the local de Sitter spacetime [17].

Note that the energy-momentum current is no longer covariantly conserved. What is conserved
now is the combination of energy-momentum and proper conformal currents. Note also that whereas
the gravitational part of the equation is essentially dynamic, the conformal part is purely algebraic.
This difference stems from the non-propagating character of the cosmological term Λ. Taking the
trace of Eq. (24) and identifying Gµ

µ = −R and Ĝµ
µ = −Λ, it reduces to

R− Λ =
8πG

c4

[
Tµ

µ − (1/4l2)Kµ
µ

]
. (25)

3.4 Negative pressure from ordinary matter

We consider now a perfect fluid whose energy-momentum tensor in co-moving coordinates is written
as

Tµ
ν = diag (εm,−pm,−pm,−pm) , (26)

where εm and pm are the matter-energy density and pressure, respectively. Its trace has the form

Tµ
µ ≡ δµαT

α
µ = εm − 3pm. (27)

On the other hand, the trace of the proper conformal current is

Kµ
µ = ϑµ

αT
α
µ ≡

(
2ηαρx

ρxµ − σ2δµα
)
Tα

µ. (28)

Since the space section of the universe is assumed to be a homogeneous space in which all points
are equivalent, one can compute the trace at any point [18]. For the sake of simplicity, one usually
chooses the point xi = 0, which yields Kµ

µ = c2t2
(
εm + 3pm

)
. We can then write

Kµ
µ

4l2
= γ(t)

(
εm + 3pm

)
, (29)

where
γ(t) = c2t2/4l2 (30)
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is a time-dependent dimensionless parameter. Considering that the proper conformal current is the
source of dark energy, one can identify

εΛ ≡ γ(t) εm and pΛ ≡ γ(t) pm. (31)

In this case, the trace (29) of the proper conformal current reads
Kµ

µ

4l2
= εΛ + 3pΛ. (32)

Using Eqs. (27) and (32), the field equation (25) can be recast in the form

R− Λ =
8πG

c4

[(
εm − 3pm

)
−
(
εΛ + 3pΛ

)]
. (33)

On the other hand, as can be seen from (31), the energy densities εΛ and εm differ by the same
coefficient as pΛ differs from pm. Consequently, pm and pΛ satisfy the same equation of state,

pm = w εm and pΛ = w εΛ, (34)

with w a numerical constant. Considering that the same ordinary matter is the source of both
gravitation and dark energy, this is an expected result. Comparing the trace (27) of the energy-
momentum current with the trace (32) of the proper conformal current, we see that, even though pm
and pΛ satisfy the same equation of state, they naturally enter the field equation (33) with opposite
signs concerning εm and εΛ, respectively. This difference is due uniquely to the mathematical intri-
cacies of the proper conformal current, the source of the background de Sitter spacetime. Therefore,
in the de Sitter-invariant approach to cosmology, the source of dark energy does not need to satisfy
an exotic equation of state to produce a repulsive interaction.

In the usual case of Poincaré-invariant general relativity, because the cosmological term Λ is
constant, the dark energy density εΛ is uniformly distributed across space, independently of the
matter energy-density εm distribution. However, in the de Sitter-invariant general relativity, these
energy densities are not independent but satisfy the constraint (31), a property inherited from the
dependence of the proper conformal current Kµν on the energy-momentum current Tµν .

3.5 A hierarchy of kinematics and gravity theories

One can establish a natural hierarchy of kinematics by using the Inönü-Wigner process of Lie groups
expansion and contraction [19, 20]. At the bottom of the hierarchy stands the Galilei-invariant
special relativity, which governs Newtonian gravity kinematics. The Poincaré-invariant Einstein’s
special relativity represents a generalization of Galilei relativity for velocities near the velocity of
light.

Accordingly, this theory gives rise to deviations concerning Galilei’s relativity for velocities com-
parable to the velocity of light. Similarly, the de Sitter-invariant special relativity may be interpreted
as a generalization of Poincaré-invariant Einstein’s special relativity for energies comparable to the
Planck energy. Accordingly, this theory is expected to produce deviations concerning the Poincaré-
invariant special relativity for energies comparable to the Planck energy and at the universe’s large
scale.

Conversely, the contraction limit l → ∞ reduces the de Sitter-invariant special relativity to the
Poincaré-invariant Einstein’s special relativity. This theory reduces to the Galilei special relativity
under the further contraction limit c → ∞. Note that, to each special relativity, there corresponds
a gravitational theory whose spacetime’s local kinematics is governed by that special relativity.
Figure 1 shows a pictorial view of the hierarchy of kinematics and the corresponding gravitational
theories.
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Figure 1: Pictorial view of the hierarchy of kinematics and gravity theories.

4 De Sitter-invariant Friedmann equations

4.1 FLRW metric in locally de Sitter spacetimes

The FLRW metric is constructed to comply with the cosmological principle, according to which the
space section of the universe at large enough scales is assumed to be isotropic and homogeneous.
There are only three possibilities: the space section can be Euclidean, spheric, or hyperbolic. Using
the standard procedure, the FLRW metric is written as

ds2 = c2dt2 − a2 γij dx
idxj (35)

where a = a(t) is the cosmic scale factor, and

γij = δij +
k xixj

1− k(xlxl)
, (36)

with k the curvature parameter. For k = 0,+1,−1, the universe space section will be Euclidian,
spheric, or hyperbolic, respectively.

The non-vanishing components of the Levi-Civita connection of the metric (35) are

Γ0
ij = (aȧ/c) γij , Γi

0j = (ȧ/ac) δij , Γi
jk = −xiδjk, (37)

where a dot represents a derivative concerning the cosmic time t.

4.2 Noether continuity equations

Recalling that Πµ
ν denotes the symmetric part of the tensor, the zero-component of the covariant

conservation law (19) reads

∇µΠ
µ
0 ≡ ∂µΠ

µ
0 + Γµ

ρµΠ
ρ
0 − Γρ

0µΠ
µ
ρ = 0. (38)

Separating the time and space components and noting that Πj
0 = Π0

j vanishes due to the homo-
geneity of the universe space-section, we obtain

∂0Π
0
0 + Γj

0jΠ
0
0 − Γi

0jΠ
j
i = 0. (39)
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Substituting the connections (37) computed at xi = 0, we get

∂0Π
0
0 + 3

ȧ

ac
Π0

0 −
ȧ

ac
Πj

j = 0. (40)

Using Eqs. (21) and (22), the components of the source current, computed at xi = 0, are found to
be

Π0
0 = (εm − εΛ) (41)

and
Πj

j = −3 (pm + pΛ) . (42)

Using the identifications (31), the conservation law (40) can be rewritten in the form

d

dt

(
εm − εΛ

)
+ 3

ȧ

a

(
εm − εΛ

)
+ 3

ȧ

a

(
pm + pΛ

)
= 0. (43)

Assuming that the energy densities depend on the cosmic time t through the scale factor a = a(t),
and using the equations of state (34), the conservation law (43) becomes

d

da

[
a3
(
εm − εΛ

)]
+ 3a2w(εm + εΛ) = 0. (44)

Its solution is
εm − εΛ = β

(
a−3−3w − a−3+3w

)
(45)

with β an integration constant. In the contraction limit l → ∞, the continuity equation (44) reduces
to the usual expression of locally-Minkowski spacetimes

d

da

(
a3εm

)
+ 3a2w εm = 0, (46)

whose solution is
εm = β a−3−3w. (47)

4.3 Friedmann equations

Using the Levi-Civita components (37), the non-vanishing components of the Ricci tensor computed
at xi = 0 are found to be

R00 = 3
ä

ac2
(48)

Rij = − 1

c2
(
äa+ 2ȧ2 − 2c2

)
δij . (49)

The corresponding scalar curvature is

R =
6

c2

(
ä

a
+

ȧ2

a2
− c2

a2

)
. (50)

Using these tensors in the de Sitter-invariant Einstein equation (20), we obtain the de Sitter-invariant
Friedmann equations

H2 =
8πG

3c2
(εm − εΛ)−

kc2

a2
(51)
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and
ä

a
= −4πG

3c2

[
(εm − εΛ) + 3 (pm + pΛ)

]
, (52)

with H = ȧ/a the Hubble parameter. Similarly to the ordinary Friedmann equations, taking the
time derivative of equation (51), and using (52) to eliminate ä, one obtains the conservation law (43).

The opposed signs of εm and εΛ come from their different physical effects: whereas the matter’s
energy density represents an attractive effect, the dark energy density represents a repulsive effect.
Since the Friedmann equations are dynamic, it is natural that εm and εΛ enter the equations with
opposite signs. In the de Sitter-invariant approach to cosmology, the difference εm − εΛ is the
fundamental variable for describing the universe dynamics. In other words, the balance between
εm and εΛ determines how the universe evolves along with the cosmic time.4 Note that despite εm
and εΛ can evolve along with the cosmic time, they do it in such a way that the difference εm − εΛ
satisfies the Noether continuity equation (43).

5 Some physical implications

5.1 The topology of the universe

Considering the critical energy density 3H2c2/8πG = εc, the Friedmann equation (51) can be
rewritten in the form

1 = Ωm − ΩΛ − kc2

H2a2
, (53)

where
Ωm ≡ εm

εc
=

8πG

3H2c2
εm and ΩΛ ≡ εΛ

εc
=

8πG

3H2c2
εΛ (54)

are, respectively, the matter and the dark-energy density parameters.
An essential feature of the de Sitter-invariant approach is that the energy densities εm and εΛ

are not independent, a property inherited from the dependence of the proper conformal current Kµν

on the energy-momentum tensor Tµν , as can be seen from Eq. (22). This dependence establishes
the constraint

εΛ = γ(t) εm, (55)

with γ(t) given by Eq. (30). Of course, the density parameters ΩΛ and Ωm are also related through

ΩΛ = γ(t) Ωm. (56)

Using the Planck Collaboration values [21]

ΩΛ ≃ 0.69 and Ωm ≃ 0.31, (57)

the present-day value of γ(t) is

γ(t0) ≡
ΩΛ

Ωm
≃ 2.2. (58)

Consequently, the present-day value of the last term on the right-hand side of Eq. (53), which
represents effects coming from the universe topology, is

− kc2

H2a2
≃ 1.38. (59)

4The negative sign of εΛ is inherent to the de Sitter group. If the spacetime’s local kinematics were governed by
the anti-de Sitter group, the sign of εΛ would be positive, leading to an unstable universe.
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This relation implies that k = −1, pointing to a universe with hyperbolic space sections.
Note that the values (57) yields the relation

Ωm +ΩΛ = 1. (60)

According to the Poincaré-invariant ΛCDM model, the above relation represents a dynamic equation
and hints at a universe with a flat (k = 0) space section. Unlike the density parameters Ωm and
ΩΛ, which represent natural constituents of the universe, the last term on the right-hand side of
Eq. (53) does not represent a constituent of the universe. Even though it contributes to the universe
dynamics, as far as the universe’s inventory is concerned, only Ωm and ΩΛ must be considered. Since
it is irrelevant to the universe’s inventory whether their effects are attractive or repulsive, in the de
Sitter-invariant approach, equation (60) is just an algebraic description of the universe’s inventory
without any dynamical meaning.

5.2 The current value of Λ

Let us pick up the conformal part of the field equation (25), which gives Λ in terms of the trace of
the proper conformal current:

Λ =
8πG

c4
Kµ

µ

4l2
. (61)

Considering that the energy content of the present-day universe can be assumed to be preponderantly
in the form of dust (pm = 0), the trace of the proper conformal current computed at xi = 0 is

Kµ
µ = γ(t) εm, (62)

where γ(t) is a dimensionless parameter relating the dark and matter energy densities: γ(t) = εΛ/εm.
Equation (61) can then be rewritten in the form

Λ =
8πG

c4
γ(t) εm. (63)

Since γ(t) = εΛ/εm is currently of order unity,5 γ(t) ∼ 1, we can write

Λ ∼ 8πG

c4
εm. (64)

Furthermore, as seen in Section 5.1, the critical energy density is also the same as εm and εΛ.
Substituting

εm ∼ εc =
3H2c2

8πG
(65)

in Eq. (64), it yields a relation between Λ and the Hubble parameter H:

Λ ∼ 3H2

c2
. (66)

Using the value H ≃ 67.4 Km/s/Mpc, the cosmological term is found to be

Λ ∼ 10−52 m−2, (67)
5In the Poincaré-invariant approach, since εΛ is constant and εm changes along the cosmic time, the condition

εΛ/εm ∼ 1 can only be interpreted as a coincidence [22]. However, in the de Sitter-invariant approach, where both εΛ
and εm change along the cosmic time, that condition is not a coincidence but a characteristic of the de Sitter-invariant
approach to cosmology.
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which is of the order of magnitude of the present-day observed value.6 Besides providing an origin for
Λ, the de Sitter-invariant approach to cosmology correctly determines its current order of magnitude.

5.3 The deceleration parameter

The deceleration parameter and the Hubble parameter make up the fundamental parameters to
describe the universe’s evolution. It is defined as

q ≡ − ä

a

1

H2
= − äa

ȧ2
. (68)

In the ordinary case of locally Minkowski spacetimes with a cosmological constant Λ, the deceleration
parameter has the form

qM = 1
2

(
1 + 3w

)
Ωm − ΩΛ. (69)

On the other hand, using the Friedmann equations (51) and (52), the deceleration parameter in
locally-de Sitter spacetimes is found to be

qdS = 1
2

[
Ωm

(
1 + 3w

)
− ΩΛ

(
1− 3w

)]
. (70)

Assuming that the present-day universe’s content can be fairly described by dust (w = 0), and using
the values (57), the deceleration parameters are found to be

qM ≡ 1
2Ωm − ΩΛ ≃ −0.54 (71)

and
qdS ≡ 1

2

(
Ωm − ΩΛ

)
≃ −0.19. (72)

One should remark that, although qM and qdS are formally and numerically similar, since Λ is
constant in the expression for qM and a function of the cosmic time in the expression for qdS , the
physical outcome of the two cases differ substantially.

5.4 Dimensionless coupling constants

Upon including a positive cosmological term Λ into gravitation, one adds a new repulsive interac-
tion to spacetime physics besides the usual attractive interaction described by general relativity.
Although the same field equation describes both interactions, their coupling constants differ sub-
stantially. For example, the dimensionless gravitational coupling constant for a particle of mass m
is [23]

αG ≡ m2

m2
P

=
Gm2

h̄c
, (73)

with mP the Planck mass. According to this expression, the strength of the gravitational interaction
depends on how different the particle’s mass m is concerning the Planck mass. Analogously, the
dimensionless coupling constant of the interaction produced by the cosmological term Λ is

αΛ ≡
l2P
l2

≡ Λ

ΛP
=

Gh̄

l2c3
. (74)

6Alternatively, we can use the currently observed value of the cosmological term Λ to determine the Hubble
parameter H.
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According to this expression, the strength of the Λ interaction depends on how different the parti-
cle’s de Sitter pseudo-length is concerning the Planck pseudo-length. Even though both coupling
constants depend on Newton’s gravitational constant, their nature differs substantially. For ex-
ample, whereas the gravitational coupling constant αG depends on the squared mass m2, the dark
energy coupling constant αΛ depends on the squared pseudolength l−2. For comparison, let us recall
that the electromagnetic fine-structure constant for a particle with electric charge q is defined as

αE ≡ q2

q2P
=

q2

h̄c
, (75)

with qP =
√
h̄c the Planck charge. Similarly to the other interactions, the strength of the elec-

tromagnetic interaction depends on how different the particle’s electric charge q is concerning the
Planck charge.

5.5 Rescuing the local conformal transformations

Local (or proper) conformal symmetry is a broken symmetry of nature, which is expected to become
an exact symmetry at the Planck scale [13]. However, as the Poincaré-invariant Einstein’s special
relativity does not include local conformal transformations in the spacetime kinematics, it is unclear
how it could become relevant at the Planck scale. For this reason, local conformal transformation
is sometimes considered the missing component of spacetime physics [24].

On the other hand, the de Sitter-invariant special relativity naturally includes the proper con-
formal transformations in the spacetime kinematics. Such inclusion occurs because the de Sitter
group is obtained from Poincaré’s by replacing translations with a combination of translations and
proper conformal transformations — known as de Sitter “translations.”

Note that the above inclusion does not change the dimension of the spacetime’s local kinematics
as Poincaré and de Sitter are ten-dimensional groups. Its unique effect is to change the local
transitivity of spacetime from translations to a combination of translations and proper conformal
transformations. Due to the inclusion of proper conformal transformations into the spacetime’s
local kinematics, it is now possible to probe its role at the Planck scale [12].

According to the de Sitter-invariant approach to physics, all Poincaré-invariant relativistic theo-
ries are incomplete because they lack the conformal sector brought about by the de Sitter-invariant
approach. In particular, standard quantum mechanics is incomplete and must be supplemented
with the conformal sector. The completeness of standard quantum mechanics has already been
questioned by Einstein, Podolsky, and Rosen [25], with their arguments known today as the EPR
paradox. One may wonder if the de Sitter-invariant quantum mechanics, which includes the con-
formal sector, could somehow contribute to elucidating the EPR paradox.7

6 Final remarks

Cosmological observations in the last decades have shown that the universe’s expansion is accel-
erating [26–29]. Since general relativity does not have a solution for a universe with accelerated
expansion, it is necessary to incorporate external elements into the theory to drive the observed
accelerated expansion.

The ΛCDM model has two procedures for performing such inclusion. The first is to suppose the
existence of a (perfect) fluid permeating the whole universe, whose energy-momentum tensor is the

7This question lies outside the scope of the present paper and will be considered elsewhere.
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source of Λ. However, there are some difficulties with this procedure. To produce a repulsive effect,
the fluid must satisfy an exotic equation of state not seen in any existing fluid. Furthermore, what-
ever is sourced by an energy-momentum current will couple to matter with the (mass-dependent)
dimensionless gravitational coupling constant (73). The problem is that, due to its non-gravitational
nature, dark energy should couple to matter with the conformal (Λ-dependent) dimensionless cou-
pling constant (74). As discussed in Section 3.3, such a coupling can only be achieved if the proper
conformal current sources dark energy. Additionally, no exotic fluid is necessary because the proper
conformal current gives rise to repulsive interaction independently of the equation of state satisfied
by the fluid.

The second procedure consists of adding a positive cosmological constant Λ to the left-hand side
of Einstein’s equation, which is then interpreted as a fundamental constant of nature. However, this
procedure is not free of problems either. Owing to the strong equivalence principle, all solutions to
the standard Einstein’s equations are spacetimes that reduce locally to Minkowski. Since Minkowski
has vanishing sectional curvature, one is adding a vanishing Λ to general relativity. This means that
the usual course of adding Λ to the left-hand side of Einstein’s equation while keeping the spacetime’s
local kinematics governed by the Poincaré-invariant special relativity is unjustified.

Conversely, in the de Sitter-invariant general relativity, where all solutions to the gravitational
field equations are spacetimes that reduce locally to the Sitter, the cosmological term Λ is non-
vanishing. Since it is encoded in the spacetime’s local kinematics [30], it is constitutive and does
not need to be added to the left-hand side of Einstein’s equation. In this case, the de Sitter-invariant
Einstein’s equation naturally has a solution for a universe with accelerated expansion. Furthermore,
as Λ does not appear explicitly in the gravitational field equation, it is no longer required to be
constant by the second Bianchi identity. This theory allows an entirely new view of the universe
and offers new tools to explore it.

There is a growing feeling today that solving the current problems of quantum gravity and
cosmology will require new physics. By construction, the de Sitter-invariant approach to cosmology
gives rise to deviations concerning the Poincaré-invariant approach, precisely for energies comparable
to the Planck energy and at the universe’s large scale. Accordingly, this approach may eventually
provide the necessary new physics to tackle those problems.

Acknowledgments

DFL thanks Dalhousie University, Canada, for a Ph.D. scholarship. JGP thanks Conselho Nacional
de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico, Brazil, for a research grant (Contract 312094/2021-3).
JRS thanks Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico, Brazil, for a Ph.D.
scholarship (Contract 166193/2018-6).

References

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

[2] J. L. Synge, Relativity: The General Theory (Wiley, New York, 1960); in the Preface.

[3] R. Aldrovandi and J. G. Pereira, An Introduction to Geometrical Physics, 2nd edition (World
Scientific, Singapore, 2016).

14



[4] R. Sharpe, Differential Geometry: Cartan’s Generalization of Klein’s Erlangen Program
(Springer, Berlin, 1997).

[5] D. K. Wise, MacDowell-Mansouri gravity and Cartan geometry, Class. Quantum Grav. 27,
155010 (2010); arXiv:gr-qc/0611154.

[6] H. Jennen, Cartan geometry of spacetimes with a nonconstant cosmological function Λ, Phys.
Rev.D 90, 084046 (2014); arXiv:1406.2621.

[7] R. Aldrovandi, J. P. Beltrán Almeida and J. G. Pereira, de Sitter special relativity, Class.
Quantum Grav. 24, 1385 (2007); arXiv:gr-qc/0606122.

[8] S. Cacciatori, V. Gorini and A. Kamenshchik, Special Relativity in the 21st Century, Ann.
Phys. (Berlin) 17, 728 (2008); arXiv:gr-qc/0807.3009.

[9] S. W. Hawking and G. F. R. Ellis, The Large Scale Structure of Space-Time (Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, 1973).

[10] R. Aldrovandi, J. P. Beltrán Almeida and J. G. Pereira, A Singular Conformal Spacetime, J.
Geom. Phys 56, 1042 (2006); gr-qc/0403099.

[11] F. Gürsey, in Group Theoretical Concepts and Methods in Elementary Particle Physics, ed. F.
Gürsey (Gordon and Breach, New York, 1962).

[12] A. Araujo, H. Jennen, J. G. Pereira, A. C. Sampson and L. L. Savi, On the spacetime connecting
two aeons in conformal cyclic cosmology, Gen. Rel. Grav. 47, 151 (2015); arXiv:1503.05005.

[13] S. Coleman, Aspects of Symmetry (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1985), Chapter 3.

[14] J. G. Pereira and A. C. Sampson, de Sitter geodesics: reappraising the notion of motion, Gen.
Rel. Grav. 44, 1299 (2012); arXiv:1110.0965.

[15] A. Araujo, D. F. López, J. G. Pereira, De Sitter invariant special relativity and the dark energy
problem, Class. Quantum Grav. 34, 115014 (2017); arXiv:1704.02120.

[16] C. G. Callan, S. Coleman and R. Jackiw, A New Improved Energy-Momentum Tensor, Ann.
Phys. (NY) 59, 42 (1970).

[17] R. Aldrovandi and J. G. Pereira, de Sitter Relativity: a New Road to Quantum Gravity?, Found.
Phys. 39, 1 (2009); arXiv:0711.2274.

[18] S. Weinberg, Cosmology (Oxford Univ. Press, New York, 2008), page 6.

[19] R. Gilmore, Lie Groups, Lie Algebras, and Some of Their Applications (Wiley, New York,
1974).

[20] E. Inönü and E. P. Wigner, On the Contraction of Groups and Their Representations, Proc.
Natl. Acad. Scien. 39, 510 (1953).

[21] Planck Collaboration, Planck 2018 results, A&A 641, A6 (2020).

[22] P. J. Steinhardt, in Critical Problems in Physics, edited by V. L. Fitch and R. Marlow (Prince-
ton University Press, Princeton, 1997).

15



[23] J. D. Barrow and F. J. Tipler, The Anthropic Cosmological Principle (Oxford University Press,
Oxford, 1988), page 293.

[24] G. ’t Hooft, Local conformal symmetry: The missing symmetry component for space and time,
Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 24, 1543001 (2015); arXiv:1410.6675.

[25] A. Einstein, B. Podolsky, and Rosen, Can Quantum-Mechanical Description of Physical Reality
Be Considered Complete?, Phys. Rev. 47, 777 (1935).

[26] A. G. Riess et al., Observational Evidence from Supernovae for an Accelerating Universe and
a Cosmological Constant, ApJ 116, 1009 (1998); arXiv:astro-ph/9805201.

[27] S. Perlmutter, et al, Measurements of Omega and Lambda from 42 High-Redshift Supernovae,
ApJ 517, 565 (1999); arXiv:astro-ph/9812133.

[28] P. de Bernardis, et al., A Flat Universe from High-Resolution Maps of the Cosmic Microwave
Background Radiation, Nature, 404, 955 (2000); arXiv:astro-ph/0004404.

[29] I. Sevilla-Noarbe, et al, Dark Energy Survey Year 3 Results: Photometric Data Set for Cos-
mology, ApJS 254, 24 (2021); arXiv:2012.12825.

[30] H. Jennen and J. G. Pereira, Dark energy as a kinematic effect, Phys. Dark Univ. 11, 49 (2015);
arXiv:1506.02012.

16


	Introduction
	Minkowski and de Sitter as quotient spaces
	De Sitter-invariant general relativity
	Poincaré-invariant Einstein's equation
	De Sitter-invariant Einstein's equation
	The source of the cosmological term
	Negative pressure from ordinary matter
	A hierarchy of kinematics and gravity theories

	De Sitter-invariant Friedmann equations
	FLRW metric in locally de Sitter spacetimes
	Noether continuity equations
	Friedmann equations

	Some physical implications
	The topology of the universe
	The current value of 
	The deceleration parameter
	Dimensionless coupling constants
	Rescuing the local conformal transformations

	Final remarks

