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Abstract: The work shows that the evolution of the field of the free Klein—-Gordon equation (KGE),
in the hydrodynamic representation, can be represented by the motion of a mass density « |¢|?
subject to the Bohm-type quantum potential, whose equation can be derived by a minimum action
principle. Once the quantum hydrodynamic motion equations have been covariantly extended to the
curved space-time, the gravity equation (GE), determining the geometry of the space-time, is obtained
by minimizing the overall action comprehending the gravitational field. The derived Einstein-like
gravity for the KGE field shows an energy-impulse tensor density (EITD) that is a function of the
field with the spontaneous emergence of the “cosmological” pressure tensor density (CPTD) that in
the classical limit leads to the cosmological constant (CC). The energy-impulse tensor of the theory
shows analogies with the modified Brans-Dick gravity with an effective gravity constant G divided
by the field squared. Even if the classical cosmological constant is set to zero, the model shows the
emergence of a theory-derived quantum CPTD that, in principle, allows to have a stable quantum
vacuum (out of the collapsed branched polymer phase) without postulating a non-zero classical
CC. In the classical macroscopic limit, the gravity equation of the KGE field leads to the Einstein
equation. Moreover, if the boson field of the photon is considered, the EITD correctly leads to its
electromagnetic energy-impulse tensor density. The work shows that the cosmological constant can
be considered as a second order correction to the Newtonian gravity. The outputs of the theory show
that the expectation value of the CPTD is independent by the zero-point vacuum energy density
and that it takes contribution only from the space where the mass is localized (and the space-time
is curvilinear) while tending to zero as the space-time approaches to the flat vacuum, leading to an
overall cosmological effect on the motion of the galaxies that may possibly be compatible with the
astronomical observations.

Keywords: non-Minkowskian hydrodynamic representation of quantum equations; Einstein gravity
of classical fields; energy-impulse tensor of classical Klein-Gordon field; cosmological constant

1. Introduction

One of the serious problems of gravity physics nowadays [1] refers to the connection between
the quantum fields theory (QFT) and the gravity equation (GE). The problem has come to a partial
solution in the semi-classical approximation where the energy-impulse tensor density is substituted by
its expectation value [2-6].

Even if unable to give answers in a fully quantum regime, the semiclassical approximation has
brought successful results such as the explanation of the Hawking radiation and black hole (BH)
evaporation [7].

The difficulties about the integration of QFT and the GE become really evident in the so called
cosmological constant problem, a term that Einstein added to its equation to give stability to the
solution of universe evolution that in general relativity would lead to its final collapse. The introduction,

Symmetry 2019, 11, 322; d0i:10.3390/sym11030322 www.mdpi.com/journal /symmetry


http://www.mdpi.com/journal/symmetry
http://www.mdpi.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8388-4144
http://www.mdpi.com/2073-8994/11/3/322?type=check_update&version=1
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sym11030322
http://www.mdpi.com/journal/symmetry

Symmetry 2019, 11, 322 2 of 26

by hand, of the cosmological constant was then refused by Einstein himself who defined it as “the
biggest mistake of my life” [8]. Actually, the CC has been introduced [1] to explain the astronomical
observations about the motion of galaxies [9] and to give stability to the quantum vacuum bringing it
out from the unphysical collapsed branched polymer phase [10], being the physical vacuum of the
strong gravity phase related to a positive, not null, CC [11]. Moreover, the energy-impulse tensor
density (EITD) for classical bodies in the GE owns a point-dependence by the mass density (i.e., & [¢|2),
without any analytically complete connection with the field of matter i = |¢ |exp%S. As discussed by
Thiemann [12], this connection cannot be build up by simply replacing the EITD by its Minkowskian
vacuum expectation value. If we do so, we end up with a non-Minkowskian metric tensor solution
that has to feed back into the vacuum expectation value and so on with the iteration that does not
converge in general.

As a consequence of this fault, modifications to the Einstein equation have been proposed both
from the theoretical point of view, such as the Brans-Dicke modified gravity [13], and by using a
semi-empirical approach such as the covariant running G or the slip function QFT [14]; However,
the cosmological constant itself in the quantum pure gravity can be considered a modification of the
general relativity for defining a GE compatible with the needs of a quantum theory.

Due to the undefined connection between the GE and the particle fields, the integration between
the QFT and the GE is still an open question that is the object of intense theoretical investigation.
Generally speaking, the link between the matter fields and the GE can be obtained by:

1.  Defining an adequate GE for matter fields (as, for instance, happens for the photon field);
2. Defining the link between the GE and the QFT by quantizing the action of the new GE.

At glance with the first point, the paper shows that it is possible to obtain the GE with analytical
connection with the KGE field:

p=Iplexp S )

To this end, the hydrodynamic representation of the field equation as a function of the variables:
|y| and 0,,S = —py, ()

that leads to the classical-like description of a mass density ||> owing the hydrodynamic impulse py,
subject to the non-local quantum potential interaction) is utilized. Then, by using the minimum action
principle applied to the hydrodynamic model, the gravity generated by the KGE field 1 is derived.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 the Lagrangean version of the hydrodynamic KGE
is developed; in Section 3 the gravity equation is derived by the minimum action principle; in Section 4,
the perturbative approach to the GE-KGE system of evolutionary equations is derived; in Section 5,
the expectation value of the cosmological constant of the quantum KGE massive field is calculated;
in Section 6, some features of the GE as well as the check of the theory are discussed.

2. The Hydrodynamic Representation of the Klein—-Gordon Equation (KGE)

In this section we derive the hydrodynamic representation of the Klein-Gordon equation (KGE)
in the form of Lagrangean equations that allow to define the minimum action principle for the
hydrodynamic formalism.

Following the method firstly proposed by Madelung [15] and then generalized by other
authors [16-18], the hydrodynamic form of the KGE:

m?c?
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in the Minkowskian space, is given by the system of two differential Equations [19]: The Hamilton—Jacobi
type one:

0,0
3,S S — h* -1 ¥ —m?* =0 (4
[yl
coupled to the current conservation equation:
d ( 2 BS> C)
— — | =m =0 ®)
Iy i aq" Iy
where,
_ Ny
and where the 4-current reads,
B N ih o oY oypT
Ju= (o, =Ji) = 5 (¢ Fe 1/Jaq,1) @)
Moreover, being the 4-impulse in the hydrodynamic analogy:
E aS
Pu = (;,—Pi) g ®)
it follows that,
I = (cp,=Jp) =~y PEE ©)
m
where,
_ o _ #2095
P=0 ™ m2 ot (10)

Moreover, by using (8), Equation (4) reads:

dS aS E? v,
90 90 o (E 2\ _ 22(1_ Y
way ~mt = () =me(1-05) )

(where p? = p;p; is the modulus squared of the hydrodynamic spatial momentum (italic indexes run
from 1 to 3)) that, for k-th eigenstate y = |¢fx[expS k), leads to:

Eg’ 2 2.0 Vou(k)
2 ~ P = m=y qu (1 ; ﬁ) . (12)
u '2 u
— 22 Cz(l _ rqncgc)) —m2q2 g (1_ 131;?)
where,
1 1
= (13)

T= P vk
\/1 _q \/8;lv'7 q
c? c2

Moreover, by denoting the negative-energy state by the minus subscript, so that E(y. = £E),
from (12) it follows that:

Vau()

Egy = myc*|[1—
(k) = mce me2

(14)

and more generally, by defining P, = £ Pk, the hydrodynamic impulse [19] reads:

\% E
_ : mu _ Ew.
=mY4) A\~ 2 = 2 1w, (15)
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where V,, k) = Vju(y,) is the quantum potential that reads:

Voo _ 12 90"y
qu(yp) m |y

(16)

2.1. The Lagrangean Form of the KGE

Equation (4) in the low velocity limit leads to the Madelung quantum hydrodynamic analogy
of Schrodinger equation [19] that in the classical limit (i.e., & = 0) leads to the classical Lagrangean
equation of motion [20]. For the purpose of this work, we generalize the Lagrangean formulation to
the hydrodynamic KGEs (4-5).

Since in curved space-time under the gravitational field we may have discrete energy values,

in the following we use the discrete formalism (i.e., || (5:53 — ﬁ kzZ_oo) that is also useful in the
numerical approach.
For the generic superposition of eigenstates
k:kmax IS k lS
v=") belprlep—7] = [plexpl] (17)
k=kmin
where -
—Kmax IS
In[ 3 bilyilexp(=52)]
5=t ty=2 i . (18)
CV I il dgdexp(- 5]

by using (6)—(8), it follows that the hydrodynamic momentum p,, and the Lagrangean function,
respectively, reads:

k=kmax iS -
() 1(n _
L bdyilespl J(Hautnlyil—pu), )

1 k=kmin
Pu = —BVS =3 7S
Y belyilexpl 7]
k=kmax —iS(k) n (19)
b elgelexpl— 2 (Faulnlil+p e, )
+1 k=Kmin e Tr (p )
2 —iS -
R0kl ixlexp| ey g
where the matrix p,, reads:
is
1 bellexpl =) (Haulnl - pyy), )
2 ()
L bjlpjlexp[—~] _
P, = (P ) = " is Sik =1p y‘s'k (20)
! " jk 1 U7 klelexp| ﬁ(k)](%allln|¢k‘+p(k)y> ! Wi
2

. ~5()
Lb*j|pjlexp[—5]
]
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and where j, k run from kpin and kmax;

ds as 9S - :
is T
= ullep( S (4l duinlyel L)

1
) iS
¥ bi|pelexp[ 2 (21)
k —iS
LB bpdespl = (Fafy dutnlyid ~Le))
—5 =S
Cb* [ elexp[—L]
k
where,
L= _pyqﬂ = _/ﬁ(h)i‘q?k)(shk = L(k)(shk (22)
where,
iS )
bie[elexp| ;(ik)](%quaz«ln\l/’kHL(k))
S
S X el loxpl ] 23
k=5 —is -
72 ripudexpl 50 (34l 2uinlyid Ly )

—iS
%b*kllﬁk\exp[ 8

q" = i, 0k (24)
Thence, by using the identities L, = — oand (=2;) = [ =2 )5, it follows that,
ence YUSIHg e 1dentiues (k) p(k)uq(k) an (M”)jh (aq?j) ]hl OlIOWS a
P) 9\~ oL
Po=\Pu), =\ 57| W=—|s7 |Lwdik=—57 (25)
u ( H)]k (aqﬂ>]h aq?]) (k)] aqH
iS JL
N , belydexpl 21 (4a,nlgel+ 240 )
Pk =32 7
() 2 %bk\llﬂﬂexp[ S;(,,k)]
—iS oL
b lpilexpl 722 (Sainlyil -2 (26)
+1 =
Ebilgelexpl Rl
_ gy
= -5

(k)
Moreover, given that, for stationary states of time-independent systems (i.e., eigenstates) [19] the
hydrodynamic Lagrangean function (21) does not explicitly depend on time, it holds that,

L = L 27)

Pr = P (28)

J%w 0 Bw (g 08w _ () dBw) _d( w)_, (29)
o~ ogh dr  \" oq dr )\ dtog ) dat\ agr ) P,

so that, for the eigenstates, the system of Lagrangean hydrodynamic motion equations read

oL
®)

Py, = — = (30)
LA

_ %L
p(k)}l - aq.u

(31)
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where, by using (29), it follows that,

o mc? un(k) o V’i”(k) _
Ly = _'Y(k)\/; = Lwciass\[1= 2 = Liweus T L 2

where, X
LK) ciass = —% (33)
where,
Lty = (Vo) Lkt = — (1 —/1- V,zzuc(zk) ) L)t (34)
where,
B, 0) = (1— 1- VZ{S?) (35)
and that,
(5)

For sake of accuracy, it must be observed that the solutions of (36) have to be submitted to
quantization (given by the irrotational property [17,19]) and to the current conservation condition (5).
As shown in [19] the stationary states of (36) obey to the current conservation (5) and are irrotational
solutions (i.e., the eigenstates) for the field of the KGE.

Equation (36) is the same both for positive and negative energy states since the Lagrangean

function L) for negative energy states reads L) = —Pk),_ é]?k) = P(k),ﬂ’(lk) = —Ly

It is useful to observe that the hydrodynamic equation of motion (36) depends by g, 13 and by the
mass distribution [|? (and its derivatives) contained in V.

For i — 0 (i.e.,, Vg, — 0) the classical motion of the mass distribution for the so-called dust
matter [17] are obtained just as a function of g, 1.1

Moreover, generally speaking, given the integrability of E(k), the motion equation of the generic
superposition of state (17) reads:

oLy _df oLy - Mo, - _ 9y,

(k)

that making the summation over k leads to:

. JdTr(L .
Tr(p,) = — 8q<V ) 1 (p,2u,) (38)
and to,
: oL _ M,
Py ="ogu ;va 3 (39)
where,

TV(L) =L = Lcpss + LQ + Linix (40)
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where,

iS(k>
. k:Xim bk‘lpklexp[T]L(k)CZuss

Class

N =

iS
;bkwuexp[%]

. 7i5(k)
kiZf b kllpk‘exp[T]L(k)Class

+
NI—

—iS
Ebclpelexpl )

where,
iS(k)
kzgmbk‘wk‘exp[ [3 ]a(un(k)>L(k)Class

L =

©
N—

iS
Y bilyilexp] ay

- =iS () L
k:\éoo kltpk‘exp[ h }“(un(kﬂ (k) Class

+
Nl—

—1S
Ebklpelexpl )

and where,

mix

 blplexpl “E L,
E k:—OO

Lyix = 2i

iS
gbkwklexp[%

. —iS(g)
ﬁk;_ b*k [yrlexp[—5= 1L

_Z —iS
L0 lyilexel ]

mix

where,

L(k)mix = q?k) ayh’l|l/}k|

2.2. The Hydrodynamic Energy-Impulse Tensor
By using the hydrodynamic energy-impulse tensor (EIT) T,"

v o__ .v8L<k) S » .
T(k)}l - (q aq}l - L(k)éyv) — (q(k)p(k)y - E](k)p(k)aé‘u )
mc? Vou
= BT = (i’ — e e’

where u, = %qy, with the help of (32), the quantum hydrodynamic motion equation (36) reads:

~ Vouw dup d ~ Vauw | | me* 9 Vauto

e Hat mc? % ogH mc2

leading to the equation of motion of the eigenstates:

1 Yaugo Maor _ 9T’

e medt aqr Tl
where we pose,
T(k)ﬂv = T(k)ClussHV + L(k)Cla555]4V + T(k)QyV
where,
2
me
T(k)ClussVV = %uyuv

and where,

7 of 26

(41)

(42)

(43)

(44)

(45)

(46)

(47)

(48)

(49)
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o — U u
(un(k))r),(k)( (kyu* (k)

For the generic quantum state (17), the energy-impulse tensor reads:

T == (QV% B L(SP,V) = —q py + Loy

iS )
(k)1 (n /(v s
lk=§wbk|¢k‘exp[ i ](%(Q(k)ay\lPk|+‘7<k)aa|l/Jk|5pV)—T(k)yv)

=72

+

7S
%bk\lPHGXP[ )

—iS(k)

kEm b klpelexp[—5 ] (? (‘7(Vk)a,¢ Wk\'irfﬁk)aa\llﬁkwyv) +T(k)yv)

NI—=

and it can be recast as:

=73
%b*k\llﬂﬂexp[ )

Tyv = TClassyv + LClasséyV =+ TQyV + Tmixyv

where,
L bilplexplof T,
) 1 K kIWEIEXPL—77 1 (k) s 1
TClass}t =2 1)
)%bk\lﬁk\eXP[T]
b* 7’.5(]() T v
1k:2_00 kwjk‘exp[ i ](k)aass;t
t2 ~B®)
%b*k|¢k|exp[ 7l
where,
S, 1k:§w k[P lexp[—1To g,
Qu — 2 is
Ebelgilexpl 7]
. () v
HEOOb klPrlexp[—7 1 Towu
t2 B
%b*k|¢k|exp[ 7]
and s
B GRS AN
Tmixy = 77 —

h
+a

7S
%bk\lliklexp[#]

—iS v ™
T blelexpl— ) (a2 9l +if a9

=7
%b*k\lPHEXP[ 0
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(50)

(51)

(52)

(53)

(54)

(55)

So far, since we want to covariantly generalize the theory in curvilinear space-time, we have
not introduced in the formulas above the explicit form of the Minkowskian KGE field (i.e., ¢y, 1) =
Aexp (iktq,) = Aexp|—i(kiq; — wt)]) with the consequential conditions 0" || = 0, kyin = —co and

kmax = co. Nevertheless, it is useful to derive such Minkowskian expressions that, by posing:

=
<
=
|
S O O
o]
\
—_

(56)
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reads,
Sk
1kZ bi|rlexp[—~ 1L
lim L=L[j= 5== y
Suv =My 0 2 75
Y bl pilexp (]
T e (57)
) kE b | grlexp[—5— 1Lk
*2 \ Bk
%h klYrlexp[—5—]
limgw_mw Lyix =0 (58)
is
- T blylexpl 12T,
lim T,V =Ty, = == .
gyv—”ﬁu/ u 0]1 2 S
Y belyelexpl 5]
o T (59)
”Em klxlexp[—5Togw)u
+3 =5
Lb*k|lexp[—7—]
X
where limg,, .., T, = Tor),"» and
hmgpv*ﬂvamix}lv =0 (60)

In the quantum case, due to the force generated by the quantum potential (e.g., responsible of the
ballistic expansion of an isolated Gaussian packet) for the gradient of the EITD, it follows that:

Tu'w = (1P Ty)  #0 (61)

Finally, it is worth noting that, since in the classical limit (whose resolution length is much
bigger than the De Broglie length) due to the quantum decoherence [21] (produced by fluctuations)
the superposition of states (17) undergo collapse to an eigenstate, the classical macroscopic limit is
obtained by the limiting procedure:

limyacro = limge limy_g = limy_,glim,, (62)

where the subscript “dec” stands for decoherence and where

. . k=kmax 1S
limgecp = limg,, x bk’¢k|exp[l fék)]
k=FKmin (63)

] iSe)
= bylyplexp[—-]

where k,,;, < k < kimax. The exchange of the order of the two limits it is possible since, by (36),
the limj_,o applied to the eigenstates motion equation leads to the classical limit.

Since the detailed stochastic hydrodynamic derivation of (62) shows that the quantum non-local
interactions can extend themselves beyond the De Broglie length in the case of strong coupling [21],
here we assume that (62) generally holds in a curved space-time taking into account the possibility
that the macroscopic scale may go very much beyond the De Broglie length.

Finally, it is useful to note that in the Minkowskian case, by using (35), (50) and (60), the identity
(52) reads:

limmacroTop" v = limp_yolimgec (TOClaSSHV:V + (LOCI”S“S”V);V *Toop"sn + Tomixyv;v)
 limy (T(k)OClassﬂV?V + (L(k)oclasséﬂv) , + TO(k)Qy”;V) (64)

- T(k)OClass}lV;V + L(k)OClass5}lU v =0
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2.3. The Minimum Action in the Hydrodynamic Formalism

Since the hydrodynamic Lagrangean depends also by the quantum potential and hence by
1| = fi(|gx]) and 9, |¢| = fo(|¢xl, 9u|¢k|), the problem of defining the equation of motion can be
generally carried out by using the set of variables: x ) = (9u, g D) ,|¥kl, 9 |k]). Thence, the variation
of the hydrodynamic action § = [ [[[ LdVdt (between the flxed starting and end points, g, a 9, 5,
respectively) where £ =|y|?L, reads [19]:

fffflthz(Zax(k Jortiorava
= fﬂf 1/122< 97 ‘5 F+ 2 z;)éqlz k) + aw,k‘ﬂlpk‘ + aauw, 58V1pk|)dth (65)

= 1y ivPe( (- o oo+ (St —onts ol Jao

Given that the quantum motion equations for eigenstates (30-31) satisfy the condition:

oL d oL JL d JL
(k) (k) (k) (k)
_4%wm ) _ "B ) —g (66)
M H M H

(that explicitly defines ¢, ;)) the variation of the action JS for the k-th eigenstates reads:

aL L
_ 2 k)
68 = 6(ASo) = / 1] 1l <a|wk| ’*aayw)wudo (67)

that is not null since it takes contribution from the quantum potential contained into the hydrodynamic
Lagrangean L.
Thence, for the quantum hydrodynamic evolution it follows that:

58 — 5(ASQ(k)) —0 (68)

that, since in the classical limit, for # — 0, V4, — 0, it holds that:

d (limﬁ_,OL(k))
——F = =0 (69)
0| x|
0 (llmﬁ_mL(k))
—= =0 (70)
o[y
the classical extremal principle,
limy,_0dS = limy,_,0d (ASQ(k)) =0 (71)

is recovered.
Moreover, generally speaking, by using (37), for the general superposition of state (17) the
variation of the action reads:

oL 9
f”fh” Z((P(k aqy )5‘7 - (aﬁ,ﬂi) —a”aaﬁwj >(5|l/)k|>d() 72)



Symmetry 2019, 11, 322 11 of 26

where
aL( k

ASg = /Hfltplzz (alp | agjll/) |>5l[)k’d0 (73)

and where
5(8g,) = — [ [If WP P "5|¢ 40 74)

is due to the quantum mixing of superposition of states.
Thence, the condition (72) can be generalized to:

58 —6(AS) =0 (75)

that, being:
limmucroé(ASQmix) = limﬁ_mlimdecé (ASQmix) =0 (76)

in the classical limit leads to:

limma57058 = 1immac705(AS) - hmﬁﬁohmdecé(ASQ + ASQmix)
. (77)
= limp_,¢d (ASQ<k)) =0

2.4. The Hydrodynamic KGE in Curvilinear Space-Time

As far as the motion Equations (30), (31) and (37) are concerned, there is no way to univocally
define them in the non-Minkowskian space-time without a postulate that fixes the criterion
of generalization.

In the classical general relativity this criterion is given by the equivalence of inertial and
gravitational mass that, in fact, is equivalent to postulate that the classical equation of motion is
covariant in general relativity [19].

Analogously, assuming the covariance of the KGE [19] that reads:

m22

¥ = ("ovy),, = ayf oup) = — = (78)

also the hydrodynamic motion Equations (4) and (5) own the covariant form [19]:

1
1 0 i 0S
V=g og" % _g<8y |¢|2aqy> =0 (80)

where the quantum potential reads:

hZ
IllJlW

where gy, is the metric tensor and where g = |gy,,| ™!
Moreover, given the covariance of (79) and (80) also the motion equation (36) or (37) as well as
T(k) uv and L(k), that read respectively:

Vou = =0V —8(8" u|¥]) (81)

— (5 2w
Tgw = (458 ~ L")

A K
8xAd,. .4 Vv

— 02 k) _(k u(k)

=mc 22) ® /1 - o (u U, — gpalt uﬁgw)

(82)
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where,

2 u glﬂ/q q u
L(k) = _% 1- 13102 = 62 \/ rizcz (83)
S
= =8yl Pl = ~8aC ( fs(k)) Pl Pl

are covariant.

Once the quantum equations are defined in non-Minkowskian space-time, their meaning is fully
determined when the metric of the space-time is determined by the GE based on additional condition
(e.g., on the hydrodynamic action covariantly generalized).

Moreover, it is useful to note that, due to the biunique relation between the quantum
hydrodynamic Equations (79) and (80), subject to the irrotational conditions, and the KGE (78) [17],
the system of Equations (79) and (80) coupled to the GE, are equivalent to the KGE-GE system.
Furthermore, since Equation (79) can be expressed in the Lagrangean form (36) or (37), by using the
relations (14), (15) and (45), both the energy-impulse tensor (EIT) (51) and the Lagrangean (21) can be
expressed as a function of the field ¢ with the help of the following relations

—1 -1
Ly = —Cz(atsac)) 8y Pl = ~(ASw)  9ud*S"S(i
2in (L] ! ln( % ] din[ & | (84)
=3 It 8ne 35, " ag,
S\~
T = 2(5) " (5 -0 ) .
aln[ 231n *]Bln[ - V.
) ()
and p
. P (k) ayS(k) 8 11’1[ k*]
_ 2 po__ 2 _ Pr
W, =C 7 =°° 9tS (k) ¢ 0 ln[,g;*] (86)

where the last identity has been obtained by inverting (15).
It is worth mentioning that the KGE-GE system of evolutionary equations has the advantage of
containing only the irrotational states that satisfy the current conservation condition.

3. The Minimum Action in Curved Space-Time and the Gravity Equation for the
Hydrodynamic KGE

In order to follow an analytical procedure we derive the gravity equation, by applying the
minimum action principle to the quantum hydrodynamic matter evolution associated to the field .

Given that the quantum hydrodynamic equations in Minkowskian space-time [19] satisfies the
minimum action principle (75), when we consider the covariant formulation in the curved space-time,
such variation takes a contribution from the variability of the metric tensor. When we consider the
gravity and we assume that the geometry of space-time is that one which makes null the overall
variation of the action (75), we define the condition that leads to the definition of the GE.

By considering the variation of the action due to the curvilinear coordinates [22] and the functional
dependence by 1, it follows that:

LVL
a

Q.:

( 1 (i’va—ii(k) 2 Wsly >>5gm
1 V=g 8" 9t %l
=< I wPy ’ Vg0 (87)

aq/\
JrP(k) Q(k) ogt + a\¢| azx|¢k| ||
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and,

58 — 5(AS) /JIJWJFZ(B\/*L d a\/7L d a\/jgi(k))égyvdg

g ogh %™ 9 ag™
8 AR || i

If we postulate that the variation of action of the gravitational field,

c 1
3¢ = g | JIJ (oo 3Rawn )57/ ~gi0

offsets that one produced by the KGE field so that:

65— s(a8)+8,= [ f[f (Rm, SR8uo — Sf—G

we obtain the gravitational equation,

)5g”0,/ gdQ =0

1 8nG
Ryv - Engv = |¢|2Tyv

where,

): bk‘lﬁkIEXp[ ]< k)’“’cluss+T(k)}‘VQ+T(k>VVmix)

I\.)\»A

iS
gbkwklexp[%n

; “S)
k727 b k|l[Jk‘eXp[ h ](T<k)l“/class +T(k)VVQ7T(k)VVmix>

_I_
NI—

—iS
Xty lexl w0y

+TVVCMrv
= Tﬂvclass + TI’”/Q + Tlu/mix + Tl’“’curv

where,

1 d J 0 )
T(k) Welass = Zig (agﬂu @ aaag;,v a|¢k| 55" ogh ) A\ (k )class
7t

3T
1 (a2 8 2 9
e =5 0=g (83’”” U AP ) V=8kwo
1 (a2 8 9 3 9
T = 2 =g (ag’” oo Alpdaen ) v/ =8L kymix
q k
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o _ 0 _0
agmv aq aa?pv
aq o}
2 F k)
9 ogh”
1 L(k)]/“/class wjil ‘a ]l il )\
Thipvers = 2 Zm FLkyug 92y Mn(Likyetoss) 3111( <k%c1ass) it
== 0r W
+L(k) HVmix & a;q % a5/\
E‘ aln( (k )class) aln( (k )clnsq) E(k)
IIJ 9 ol 2™
9 9
|1Pi\ 5 (9] (96)
g}lv aq,\ 5 gm
gt ok
9 = (k)
"9 ol
. L(k) HVclass |¢il | a i’(k)\
+jk L +L(k)VVQ oz k aln cluss aln( ()cluss) aE‘*(k)
=—00 ;n X iy
_L(k).uvmix ;Zq)l aq aagq/\
93" (k) aln( (k )class) + aln( (k)cluss) a‘E*(k)
ol | Erid ol x| 9
] |
where,
iS k)
- bi|elexp[ =]
= iS (k)
Zb [jlexp[ 5]

Moreover, given that [22]

where,

og = g g
for the infinitesimal transformation of coordinates

qﬂ”l — q.u —+ gy
around the Minkowskian case (97) leads to,

35S — 5(AS) =

o[ [ (wP=y) &g =o

and, in the classical limit, to,

Lim geconerencelimy—o — %f JTJ (|l[)|21’;/) W‘:’l V —gdQ) =
_1
c

f JZU‘ (hmdecoherencelimhﬁo (|7~/J|ZT:);U) cH \/jng =0

and thence, for the arbitrariness of ¢#, to,

limgeclimy 0 (|¢|ZT:) o 0

limgge limy; o (WJ‘ZTZ) b

Iy sin = L [ 2o

97)

(98)

(99)

(100)

(101)

(102)
Furthermore, given that from (35), (50), (52)—(55) in the classical (Minkowskian) limit it holds that

(timgeclimy o 92T}
(hmdec‘l/}‘ ( Ueclass + LCZ’ZSS&Z + Tmix%))

|1le|2T(k)1;/¢;vdasS |7~/Jk| ( classéz)

’

(103)
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from (92) it follows that:

limgeclimy, o 121" = |l T "

class

= |9l Ty e + 16 Lk classS + |lPk\2C(qP)5uV

and, that:

. . 1 871G
limg, limy_q <RW — 2Rg;w) =
where,
T(k)VVclass = IlPk|2T(k)VVclass
Moreover, by posing:

A =-—-L .. —C.
class (k)cluss(q}l) (i)

the Einstein equation (where the k variable is needless),

_ 811G

— RmﬂCTO lRmﬂCTO

. . 1
limgeconerence im0 <Ryv - zngv) w9 Suv & (T(k) WVelass Agyv)

where,
A= |¢k |2Aclass

is recovered in the classical limit.
3.1. The Gravity Equation (GE) for the KGE Eigenstates
Moreover, by using the identity,
T(k)yvclass = T(k)yvcluss B Adasséﬂv
obtained from (104) and (107), and by using (35) and (94) it follows that:
Trvg = (Vi) \ T pvirass T L(k)classA;w(k))
= 0V \ Ttk pveess — Aelass8uv + L(k)clussAuv<k))

where,

9 _ 9 9 _ 90 9 |,
T T 9% BT Ay | (Vo)
oq

|
A _ 2 a“(vqu(k)) aln(L(k)class) aln(L(k)class) aD‘(un(k))
i) = 5 3t W T T agh i
(un(k) ) _ agh agh
aD‘(un(k)) alr‘(L(k)class) aln(L(k)class) a%(un(k))
9] ogi 9| og
| |

and, being both 7,,,,,, = 0 and 1y,,,, = 0, that:

1 8nG 8nG Ty pvgss (1 — & Vo
Ruw = SR + == Agw = —— P ( v (k))>
2 c c
qu

Finally, by separating A, in the isotropic and stress part A, as follows:

- c4 (T(k)]'“/class + |¢|2L(k)classgl’w + |¢|2ngv)

_HX(V *) (Aglﬂf - |¢k|2L(k)clussAyv(k))
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Ay = %g;w + Asyv, the GE, for eigenstates, reads:

T
( )P‘Vclu‘:s ( u( )
1 871G 871G K
R zRgl’“/ + Agl’“’ = A t+a ) ( ( |lpk| L classL)gyv > (114)
7 |1Pk| L classAs;w(k)

3.2. The GE of the General KGE Field
Finally, by using (92)—(96) the GE as a function of the general KGE field (17) reads:

1 8nG 8nG
Ry = 5 Ry + o Agur = = [T (T, = Aoy + ATy ) (115)
where,
TMVCI“SS - g(k) (1 - “(un(k))) T(k)yvflusséhk (116)
where,
iS
1%
Zb 9ylexpl 2]
Sk) = . (117)
+%M
Zblyylexp! iy
A
; _ ki (k)
belypelexpl ] | (Vo) (Aclas; Eclass =5 )
_|’_ (k)KKml)(
% 1S, - 4
£ bl lexp[ ] -
Ag =~ ! Ao + e gy (118)
* “Sw, [ &V, )(Acluss - L(k)cluss ) ’)
b* [ plexp—5~] qu(k) e
+3 i
Lt o] ey
and,
bkmexp["s;w( (3000 Litytas i) )
1 Ts(k)]“/mlx
2 iS
Sbylvylexpl ]
AT}‘Vstress = L A + TSHVCWU 5hk (119)
b*k|l/1k\exp[7l;(k)] (N(un@) (k)class syv(k))
1 +Ts< ) v,
+, HWVmnix
2 )
Zb* ) lexp|—

where both 7y, and T, have been split into the isotropic and stress parts as in the following:

T(k)}‘/\ mix
Tlk) Wiy = Tg;w + Ts(k)}wmix (120)
T
Tuveuro = Mium Suv + Tspveur (121)

Equations (113)—(115) can be expressed as a function of the KGE field by using the relations (48),
(84)—(86). Actually, the hydrodynamic approach has been used as a “Trojan horse” to find the GE
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where the non-physical states are implicitly excluded by writing it as a function of the KGE field (i.e.,
we do not need to impose the irrotational condition).

The main difference with the Einstein equation is given by the terms X (V) ATy Tiv,y, @Nd
Tvenr, Whose quantum-mechanical origin can be noticed by passing to the macroscopic classical scale
being limhﬁoa(vqu) = 0, liMmacro B Tyvgyyess = 0, liMmacro Ty, = 0 and limmacro Ty, = 0.

Finally, it must be noted that Equation (114) represents the decoherent limit of (115).

4. Perturbative Approach to the GE-KGE System

it is possible to solve the system

For particles very far from the Planckian mass density % = ﬁC—GSZ,

of the equation:

1 871G 871G o

R"{V B ERgHV + C4 Ag]ﬂ/ = |lp| ( chlass(lp) B AQg],{l/(l/)) + ATlﬂ/stress(lp)) (122)
m2c?

(8" 0vyp)y = — =9 (123)

by a perturbative iteration,

~ p(0 1 2
RVV(S}W) =~ R )’W(S/w) + R )}‘V(Syv) + R )P‘V(S;w) RN (124)
p=vo+9 +¢ +..... (125)
1 0 0 0
0 -1 0 0
Su=Mptew=|o o 4 o |THV+rD+... (126)
0 0 0o -1
(epel” = E |2 << 1) where Now satisfies the static solution R( )(,7 )= =0,R(® )('/w) = 0, of the zero
order GE .
R,ES) _ ER(O) =0 (127)
1y is the solution of the zero order KGE,
m2c?
90" o = — 2 Yo (128)
' the solution of the first order KGE,
m2C2 / (Dpv ~ 1) pv
0 8”1,0 + —5 ¢ = —duh Mo, p = —a,h' 19, (129)

(at first order ¢, = hﬁ) ) and h,(ﬁ,) is the solution of the first order GE,

8nG 8nG
Rp(ﬂlf)(h(l)# ) 2 lgllf)(h(l)w)gw/ + ct A = W)‘ Tr ( Wilass AT )gW +4 Fglos)tresa) (130)
where the Christoffel symbol reads [22]:
1
I—'ffy = Eiytxﬂ (aysﬁv + avelg}, — aﬁ€vy> (131)

leading to [22]:
Ryu(iny) = (a,riw 8T, +T!, I — i) ) (132)
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. . - B o B
Moreover, by using the zero-order relations uno( n =0 a(uno(kﬂ =0, ( )(k)ﬂvm,x 0,
the components T( )l ATPEV)[ and A(QO) Suv respectively read:
0 o 2
T = S0 SO
0k 0k
ot a]n[a‘/’Ok*] din [atPo *
= Go(k)C" T Qua———= o Onk (133)
un n[¢ *]
O
kﬂ(k mc
= Go(k)C*8pn "o Onk
where,
S0(k) = S(k) (yor) (134)
and, being Ty, o) = 0,
bk|¢0k|eXP[isf(Lk>]( (w(vwo(b)(ﬁ(k)d”SSASW(k)) )
1 +7 S(k) HVinix
2 P
L byl lexp[ )
At® = _ j + Topveuro | Ok =0 (135)
Wstress . L A
* zi/(k) ( (IX(VWO(")) (k)classBspv (k)) )
’ 0
+l -7 S(k).uvmix
z . )
Lb%jl9; il
j
Ay
Acluss I wz lzhga
n[ Y0k 1 g Y0k
is(k)] x g0, g,
% Vo) |+ 2 2%
! o Y0k
2):;7|¢]‘e[ hk ] 17%‘702(}()31 [ﬁ’?’f*]
©) +% T
AV = — A . + =g Sy =0 (136)
¢ Aclass - Kz(k) Cz%hgtxﬁ
; aln[ POk} a1n[ YOk
[7%] « Yo" Yo *
+M Vaug ) &
2k
Z)Zb*]‘([)/‘e[iigwi)] 1— z]uOZ( ) [zp k*]
] mc:
_M
3
leading to the first-order GE:
1 8G 811G <0
R'uv(h/(!lv)) B ER(h](dlv))ng Ag'lw o 7’1—' ( ’”%lass) (137)
By making the macroscopic limit of (137) (with A = 0) we obtain:
lim R SnG 2m Y
macro( Hv(h;(}v)) (h )gyv> |l[)~| ’y g " 139)
macro 1 _ 2m
R’” (h}(lll’)) B ER (h;lv))gw - |l[J| 7 gl”"uclass class

from which we can readily see that the weak gravity limit, on macroscopic scale at the first-order,
leads to the Newtonian potential of gravity. The first contribution to the cosmological constant comes
from the second order of approximation:

2 1 2 _ 2 1
R’(W)(sm/) B ER( )(gw/)g]lv - |lP| ( ?’Vcluss ( )g +4 l‘(”s)tres‘:> (139)
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where ¢, = hﬁ) + hl(j) and the EITD is calculated by using ¢/ obtained by (129), where,

JAY
2ih
A — 4() 1g

[ ‘lfz “p
; P ) g Pk
LT aIn[ 3] ain{ gk |
el T ) | T
Pt ain| Tk |
[ ] Vu 41
22b|¢,le -+ 1 'mez) 7
ROV -
A(l) p— A + curv (5hk (140)
Q _ A 2ih 4
A ¢4 ngzxﬁ
: [P ) oy Vi
s |, o[ % ] o gk |
SRRINUACUR B . .
) In[ Pk, |
27 b [yjlel T W o
j T mc2
(K)Ar,,
— M i

where o = o + P/
Moreover, being limgeconerence Tuver, = 0, the decoherent (macroscopic) limit (with A = 0) of the
GE at the second order reads

1 871G
R@dec _ Lp@dece 7;4 wz(( (1>> M et + A(l)dec(w) G+ AT ()dec) (141)

nv(epv) 2 (8141/) () Vvstres‘:
where,
i Yk
mcz . Blna[ l/’k*] alna[ lﬁk*} mCZ
w, v _ 2 qu ‘71/ _ o v o v
—wut = = — (Ul esUbipss + AU Au") (142)
Y Vo) [¢ ] Y
1— Vqu(k)
mc2 ot
where,
Yok
oln[ -0k ] 9ln[ -0k |
. Yok lPOk
me v _ i T = 2K (143)
UclassUclass = € 2 BIH[M] =c w
_ VW()(") Yok k
mc2 ot

where, at first order,

(1)

v * kau
m’;Z AutAu? =2 o2k k2 3 (:ﬁ]”k llllj/k*) + z;inc(;/”k)
Wi 0k 0k (144)

e (335 -7 (3 - B

and where,
Yk i
al E[,‘P <] oin[ k]
A(kl)dec _ (1) A(l) gaﬁCZﬁ#
Vau(k) [ ]
- t

(145)

class“class

_ 1 0 @(a B P 5)
= TR, g & 8By Melasslhclass T AU AU

(1 B

v, 0% classYclass
(1) (1) 2 kkP
(VQul(k))AKK(k) 8apC Wi
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1
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and . lp
n nik
VRN i
(Ndec _ _ (1 1 2@#
AT}“’stress lx(Vq“l(k))Asm,(k)g“/gC 5 [ ]
1 i
— _,0 (1) me ., p
“g‘ﬁul(k))AZ;wgw e 5 (146)
= mc n o
N _“(unl(k)>As%‘V(k)g“ﬁT (uclﬂssuclass +Au Auﬁ)
= 7“(1) (1 g 1/l /3
((‘lltsul(kﬂ ?{‘;(k) "‘/5 ’Y ;luss Uelass
— 2 k*kP
= “(unl(k))As}tl/(k)g‘xﬁC Wk

If the macroscopic GE (138) and the Einstein equation of the general relativity coincide themselves
at first order and the Newtonian gravity is purely classic, the second order GE (141) contains
contributions (among those the cosmological isotropic pressure A((kl)) o) that go to zero if 72 is set to zero

so that A(l) o actually is the macroscopic quantum-mechanical contribution to the Newtonian gravity.
Itis worth mentioning that the macroscopic GE shows the additional contribution AT( )d“ to the

cosmological isotropic pressure. The dependence of such term by both zx((v) ) and Ag} ) . that become
quy .

relevant in very high-curvature space-time, suggests that this term gives detectable effects near the big

black holes at the center of the galaxies.

It is noteworthy that the EIT stress component AT, e , that leads to a non-zero slip function [23,24],

is specific of the (microscopic) quantum-coherent curved space-time but it decays to AT( )d“ for the
decoherence at the macroscopic scale.

5. The “‘Cosmological’ Pressure Tensor Density (CPTD) Expectation-Value of the Quantum
KGE Field

Generally speaking, when the KGE field is quantized, the EITD on the right side of the GE becomes
a quantum operator, and thence also the Ricci’s tensor (as well as the metric tensor) of the GE, on the
left side, become quantum operators. As can be easily shown for pure gravity [25], the commutating
rules for the KGE field quantization fixes the commuting relations for the metric tensor.

At zero order, the GE equation leads to a Minkowskian KGE field and, hence, when the KGE field
is quantized, the standard QFT outputs are obtained.

If at zero order the GE is decoupled by the field of the massive KGE, at higher order it is not.

The quantization of the GE-KGE system of equations is not the goal of this work, nevertheless,
it is interesting to evaluate the “cosmological” pressure tensor density (CPTD) expectation value
of the vacuum in order to evaluate if it can lead to the lowering of the theoretical value of the CC
on cosmological scale and can help to solve the problem of the disagreement of the QFT with the
experimental observations.

In order to evaluate the macroscopic cosmological constant of the quantum KGE field (i.e., at the

zero order Minkowskian limit of the GE-KGE system of equations for the ordinary QFT) we need

to calculate the expectation value < Og[lim,, ;... Ao |0k >=< O] Al )gcgyvm’f >. To this end,

we need to express the quantum potential as a function of the anmhﬂatlon and creation operators 4y,
and a+( x) of the Fourier decomposition of the free KGE quantum field:

Pk 1 , ,
= jj () 2k ( a g explikeq®] + a+(k)exp[—zk,xq“]) (147)
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that, by using the discrete form of field Fourier decomposition (i.e., ﬂ dsk ﬁ Y. ) reads:
k=0
1 1 ipag” ipag* )
=—) — | apex ex 148
¥ W};)Zwk((k) pl-] +a exp[— ] (148)
where %" = ky, where the identities,
a(k) = 2wib (k) || (149)
and,
a* (k) = 2cb(—k) [ (150)

can be established with notation in (17) (where for k < 0 = both a(k) — a* (k) and a* (k) — a(k)) and
leads to: ,
Viuo(k>0) =~ w;k\lr uy/—88" 9y |a(k)expikuq"]|

= _fma o*la(k )exp[lkw Il (151)

= **Wayay\/ ﬂ ﬂ+ q”l) k<0

where, now, a(k),a’ (k) are quantum operators obeying to the commutation relations:

[a(k), a" (k1)] = S (152)

However, even if the squared root of operators in the quantum potential (151) can be defined
by making use of the Taylor expansion series, the higher order terms of such expansion possess the
ordering problem of the quantum operators. In order to remark this freedom in the definition of the
quantum potential operator, we name it as Vunford and reads:

h? 1 —ord
Vg = 3/ =88 v (Il )97 (153)
qu —or " v

m (|ge))9" /=8

leading to the Minkowskian limit:

Q—ord
VunOO’d %2 : Q—ord aﬂ —gg;w&,( a(k)a+(k)> (154)
(Vata ®)~ =g

Moreover, by using (11) and the identities p, = —9,S = (po, —p;) and p* = p;p;, it follows that:

2.2 2.4 yRQ-ord
2_¢Cp m-c qu
_ 1— 155
“r h? * h? ( mc? ) (155)
and, by using (118), being limg.conerence Tuvyy = 0 and limgeconerence Tuver, = 0, the macroscopic
decoherent CPTD reads:
~ ~ Ak kqyk

I A=A, = iy | = =) 2 P 1

1Mecoherence 0 ®o (Vq%O d) 1 " 8ap 70 o (156)
1= 5%

whose expectation value reads:

wkmax
~ 1 ~(0)dec ﬁzwkz
A = A 1/ — m2c2d 157
< Ok| (k)Q|0k > (27T)2ﬁC / g 2 msceawy (157)
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where |0; > represents the k-indexed harmonic oscillators of the field in the fundamental state [19].

Q—ord
Moreover, being in the Minkowskian limit o* ( a(k)at (k)) " 0, it follows that:

Vq%g‘”d =0 (158)
gty = 0 (159)

To
A(k) =0 (160)

To
7\% =0 (161)

To
< op\fx(k)Q 0, >=0 (162)

and, finally, from (155), to,

w2 = 62—’272 + m;f — 2124 ;4. (163)

From the last identity, the standard QFT outputs are warranted at the zero order of approximation.

6. Discussion

The hydrodynamic representation of the KGE field makes it equivalent to a mass distribution ||
submitted to the non-local quantum potential that leads to the GE (115).

The basic assumption of the presented theory is that such hydrodynamic representation of the KGE
field (restricted to irrotational states) owns a physical reality since, as shown by the Aharonov—Bohm
effect, the quantum potential can be detected experimentally. Therefore, for the basic principle
of general relativity, the (kinetic) energy of the quantum potential contributes to the curvature of
space-time. On the basis of this postulate, the quantum-mechanical non-local effects come into the
gravity leading to the theoretical appearance of the CPTD AQ in the GE.

In the classical treatment, the Einstein equation for massive particles is not coupled to any field,
but just to the energy impulse tensor of classical bodies and does not contain any information about
how fields couple with it.

The GE (115) is analytically coupled to the KGE field. The GE-KGE system can be
further quantized leading to a quantum gravity theory derived by an analytically field-defined
Einstein—-Hilbert action.

6.1. Analogy with Brans-Dicke Gravity

The output the work highlights an interesting analogy with Brans-Dicke [13] gravity that solves
the problem of the cosmological constant [26] as well as those of the inflaction [27] and dark energy [28].
If we look in detail to the EITD |1[J|2‘L'WdaSs of (115), the macroscopic limit,

hmmacro|¢|zryvcl,,ss = T(%)F“/class (164)
leads to: 1
SZSTTGTVVCIHSS - 87TG|1/J|2 2 as g}‘ﬁaaiﬁaai)
_ 87'(G|lp|2h up aﬁ %4’ Wy (165)
[ [
(o2 -5 ()

iffzhﬂzﬁ <gyﬁaﬁlpavlp+ ........ (%) gPagyp o,y )
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showing it to be composed by terms that are of the form of those contained in Brans-Dicke gravity [13]
in the absence of external potentials.

If is worth noting that the hydrodynamic gravity, gives theoretical support to the Brans-Dicke
effective gravitational constant G, = %

6.2. The GE and Quantum Gravity

Even if the quantization of the KGE field in the curved space defined by the GE (115) is not treated
in this work, the inspection of some features of quantum gravity to the light of the GE (115) deserves
a mention.

Since the action of the GE (115) is basically given by the standard Einstein—-Hilbert action plus
terms stemming from the energy of the non-local quantum potential of massive KGE, the outputs of
the quantum “pure gravity” practically remains almost valid.

As shown in [10], one interesting aspect of quantum pure gravity is that the vacuum does not
make a transition to the collapsed branched polymer phase, if an even small cosmological constant (i.e.,
Aclass 7 0) is present. With respect to this fact, the presence of the term Ag in the GE (115), in principle,
allows to work with the assumption A, = A = 0 with the GE that reads:

1 87G

Ryw = 5 Rguv + =3 Tr(AQ)gVV =

Moreover, since matter itself makes space-time curved and, hence, X (V) #0, ATW t # 0 and,
stress

8ntG
C4 Tr(T]‘Vdass + AT}‘Vstress) (166)

—ord
< sz(k) C2gu¢,5 Q—or
k
AL ey 35 (1) 91
W \,a,‘g ® 0 g
5 iS5 B
(k) + (—kr) V. (k 9S
Y Z'Lk,/ [—% ]+%e[7h 1— :;2) a(t)
k=0 + T(k) KK mix
X Q—ord _ 1 Ak
A~ 0 keony) = T2 i5 — 2l 20 o (167)
Q - ( )] B
T Sy 35 (k) 31y
+ @k Naf 118 e g
iS S v s
2 aty - 4y -~ 1 Lt %0
kr=0 “kt Wkt z me
_ (k)’Z;rxix
_'_TA/\Aiurv

it follows that matter itself stabilizes the vacuum in the physical strong gravity phase [10] as we
perceive it.

On the other hand, under this hypothesis, a perfect Minkowskian vacuum (i.e., without matter)
will make transition to the unphysical collapsed branched polymer phase with no sensible continuum
limit [10,11], leading to no-space and no-time as we experience.

6.3. Check of the Hydrodynamic GE

If in general relativity the energy-impulse tensor density for classical bodies [22] is defined only
with a point-dependence by the mass density, for the electromagnetic (EM) field, the EITD is defined
as a function of the EM field itself [22].

On this basis, since the photon is a boson (obeying the a KGE), we can make a direct check of the
theory by comparing the known EITD EM expression:

1 1
Tou o = i1 <_Fy/\FvA + 4F/\7F)Wgyv) (168)

with the EITD (3.6) for a boson field given by the quantum hydrodynamic gravity.
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In fact, given the plane wave of the vector potential, in the Minkowskian case, for the photon (e.g.,

linearly polarized):
S()

]
being | |? the number of particles (i.e., photons) per volume, the KGE field ¢ reads:

P i"\/g[lﬂ (170)

=0,and L = —g,k*k" = 0, we obtain,

Ay = Agexp|—ik,q"] = Ag expli (169)

and, being Vy, 1) = 0, &y, )

Tﬂvclass = T(%) HVelass (171)
2 T k) KK i T k) KK i
Ay = — W’;I ( Ll )gw(;hk —0 172)
2
ATjvgpess = —@ (Ts<k> L) M,.x)éhk =0 (173)

from which the EITD for the photon reads:

T]”’V = T(k),l”/class = |lpk|2T(k)‘uVClﬂ55

i 22w (w3 9S(x) Sk 2 (174)
= |¢’k| ¢ (T) (aqzl g *gaﬁW " gw) o« |A] kyky
that, compared to the output of (168) for the photon [22],
|E* ¢ |AJ?
VU em — Eﬁ “I/lkll — Hkyky (175)
leads to:
Ty < 4Ty (176)

6.4. Experimental Tests

The results (161) and (162) basically show that in Minkowskian space-time (i.e., a vacuum very
far from particles) the CPTD expectation value is null regardless its zero-point energy density.

The non-zero contribution to the CC will appear at second order in the GE deriving from the
first order ¢’ of the quantized KGE field. In a qualitative way, the CPTD macroscopic expectation
value is vanishing in the region of space-time with Newtonian gravity and it increases at higher
gravity as quantum-mechanical corrections. This fact agrees well [19] with the very small value of
the observed CC and leads to a scenario where the major contribution to the CC comes from black
holes (this is due to the high mass density of a black hole where the matter is so squeezed that the
quantum potential energy becomes comparable with the mass energy itself so that V;;, ~ mc? [29] and

X (Vo) max{zx(vqu ( k))} ~ 1, the decoherent quantum-mechanical corrections to Newtonian gravity

qu
(1) mc? o v (1)dec _ 1)dec
uallergssterasss A (k) Env and AT;EVs)tress

k) 7
o§ étars around the big black holes at the center of the galaxies., in the rotation of twin neutron stars
and in the inter-galactic interaction.

Finally, it is worth mentioning that the interferometric detection of the gravitational waves
represents an experimental technique whose angular and frequency-dependent response functions
can discriminate among the existing theories of gravity [30].

in (141) must be primarily detectable in the motion
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7. Conclusions

The quantum hydrodynamic representation of the Klein-Gordon equation, describing the
evolution of mass density |¢|? owing to the hydrodynamic moment 9,S = —p;, and subject to
the quantum potential, has been used to derive the correspondent gravity equation, defining the
geometry of space-time, by using the minimum action principle. The gravity equation associated to the
KGE field takes into account the gravitational effects of the energy of the non-local quantum potential.

The hydrodynamic approach has three main properties:

1.  The energy-impulse tensor of the GE is written as a function of the KGE field;

2.  In the classical limit, the GE leads to that of Einstein;

3. If we apply the EITD of the GE to the photon field (that is a boson described by the KGE) we
obtain the EITD of the EM theory.

The self-generation of the CPTD Tr (AQ> leads to the attractive hypothesis that the matter itself
generates the physical stable vacuum phase in which it is embedded.
The paper shows that the macroscopic CPTD A is not null if, and only if, space-time is

curvilinear (due to the presence of localized mass) and it tends to zero in the very far flat vacuum
regardless the zero-point energy of the vacuum.

The depletion of the CPTD in the vacuum, far from material bodies, lowers its mean value on a
cosmological scale so that it can possibly agree with the astronomical observations on the motion of
the galaxies.

The GE of the classical KGE field shows that the CPTD A ®g and other out-diagonal components

of the EITD can be considered as “decoherent quantum-mechanical” gravitational effects generated in
highly curved space-time near dense matter such as black holes and neutron stars.

The hydrodynamic gravity model defines a coupling between the boson field of the free KGE and
the GE in a form that, to some degree, mimics Brans-Dicke gravity leading to an effective gravitational
constant inversely proportional to the field squared.
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