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Abstract The paper aims to provide an explanation for the tiny value of the cosmo-
logical constant and the low vacuum energy density to represent the dark energy. To
accomplish this, we will search for a fundamental principle of symmetry in space-
time by means of the elimination of the classical idea of rest, by including an invariant
minimum limit of speed in the subatomic world. Such a minimum speed, unattainable
by particles, represents a preferred reference frame associated with a background field
that breaks down the Lorentz symmetry. The metric of the flat space-time shall include
the presence of a uniform vacuum energy density, which leads to a negative pressure at
cosmological length scales. Thus, the equation of state for the cosmological constant
[p(pressure)= —e (energy density)] naturally emerges from such a space-time with
an energy barrier of a minimum speed. The tiny values of the cosmological constant
and the vacuum energy density will be successfully obtained, being in agreement with
the observational results of Perlmutter, Schmidt and Riess.

Keywords Cosmological constant - Vacuum energy density - Background field -
Minimum speed

1 Introduction

Driven by a search for new fundamental symmetries in Nature [1,2] the paper attempts
to implement a uniform background field into the flat space-time. Such a background
field connected to a uniform vacuum energy density represents a preferred reference
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frame, which leads us to postulate a universal minimum limit of speed for particles
with very large wavelengths (very low energies).

The idea that some symmetries of a fundamental theory of quantum gravity may
have non trivial consequences for cosmology and particle physics at very low energies
is interesting and indeed quite reasonable. So, it seems that the idea of a universal
minimum speed as one of the first attempts of Lorentz symmetry violation could have
the origin from a fundamental theory of quantum gravity at very low energies (very
large wavelengths).

The hypothesis of the lowest non-null limit of speed (V') for low energies (v << ¢)
in space-time results in the following physical reasoning:

- In non-relativistic quantum mechanics, the plane wave wave-function (Ae
which represents a free particle is an idealisation that is impossible to conceive under
physical reality. In the event of such an idealized plane wave, it would be possible
to find with certainty the reference frame that cancels its momentum (p = 0), so
that the uncertainty on its position would be Ax = oco. However, the presence of an
unattainable minimum (non-zero) limit of speed emerges in order to prevent the ideal
case of a plane wave wave-function (p = constant or Ap = 0 with Ax = 00). This
means that there is no perfect inertial motion (v = constant) such as a plane wave,
except the privileged reference frame of a universal background field connected to an
unattainable minimum limit of speed V, where p would vanish. However, since such
a minimum speed V (universal background frame Sy ) is unattainable for the particles
with low energies (large wavelengths), their momentum can actually never vanish
when one tries to be closer to such a preferred frame (V), as it will be shown that
there is an insuperable energy barrier when one tries to decelerate a particle very close
to the vacuum regime of the background frame Sy, which represents a fundamental
zero-point energy for v — V (see Sect. 5).

On the other hand, according to special relativity (SR), the momentum cannot be
infinite since the maximum speed c is also unattainable for a massive particle, except
the photon (v = c¢) as it is a massless particle.

This reasoning allows us to think that the electromagnetic radiation (photon:“c —
¢” = c) as well as the massive particle (“v —v” > V for v < ¢) are in equal-footing in
the sense that it is not possible to find a reference frame at rest (vy¢j4rive = 0) for both
through any speed transformation in a space-time with a maximum and a minimum
limit of speed. Thus such a doubly special relativity with an invariant minimum speed
will be denominated as symmetrical special relativity (SSR). We will look for new
speed transformations of SSR in the next section.

In a future paper, we will investigate the origin of the minimum speed V, which
could have a direct connection with the Planck length, i.e., the minimum length /p =
VG /c3(~10"%m) in a quantum gravity theory.

The dynamics of particles in the presence of a universal background reference frame
connected to V is within a context of the ideas of Sciama [3], Schrodinger [4] and
Mach [5], where there should be an “absolute” inertial reference frame in relation to
which we have the inertia of all moving bodies. However, we must emphasize that the
approach used here is not classical as machian ideas, since the lowest (unattainable)
limit of speed V' plays the role of a privileged (inertial) reference frame of background
field instead of the “inertial” frame of fixed stars.

iipx/h)
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It is very curious to notice that the idea of a universal background field was sought
in vain by Einstein [6,7] motivated firstly by Lorentz. It was Einstein who coined
the term ultra-referential as the fundamental aspect of reality to represent a universal
background field [8]. Based on such a concept, let us call ultra-referential Sy to be the
universal background field of a fundamental inertial reference frame connected to V.

The present doubly special relativity (SSR) is a kind of deformed special relativity
(DSR) with two invariant scales, namely the speed of light ¢ and a minimum speed V.
DSR theory was first investigated by Camelia et al. [9-12]. It contains two invariant
scales: the speed of light ¢ and a minimum length scale (Planck length /p of quantum
gravity). An alternative approach to DSR theory, inspired by that of Camelia, was
proposed later by Smolin and Magueijo [13-15].

Another extension of SR is known as triply special relativity, which is characterized
by three invariant scales, namely the speed of light ¢, a mass k and a length R [16]. Still
another generalization of SR is the quantizing of speeds [17], where Barrett-Crane spin
foam model for quantum gravity with positive cosmological constant was considered,
encouraging the authors to look for a discrete spectrum of velocities and the physical
implications of this effect, namely an effective deformed Poincaré symmetry.

2 Transformations of space-time and velocity in the presence of the
ultra-referential Sy

The classical notion we have about the inertial (galilean) reference frames, where the
system at rest exists, is eliminated in SSR where v > V(Sy) (Fig. 1). However, if
we consider classical systems composed of macroscopic bodies, the minimum speed
V is neglected (V = 0) and so we can reach a vanishing velocity (v = 0), i.e., in
the classical approximation (V — 0), the ultra-referential (background frame) Sy
is eliminated and simply replaced by the galilean reference frame S connected to a
classical system at rest.

Since we cannot consider a reference system made up of a set of infinite points at
rest in quantum space-time with an invariant minimum speed, then we should define
a new status of referentials, namely a non-galilean reference system, which is given
essentially as a set of all the particles having the same state of movement (speed v)
with respect to the ultra-referential Sy (preferred reference frame of the background
field), so that v > V, V being unapproachable and connected to Sy. So, a set of
particles with the same speed v with respect to the ultra-referential Sy provides a
given non-galilean framework. Hence, SSR should contain three postulates, namely:

Fig. 1 S’ moves with a speed Y vt
v(> V) with respect to the
background field of the y
covariant ultra-referential Sy . If —
V — 0, Sy is eliminated (empty
space) and, thus, the galilean X
frame S takes place, recovering 0o—— (1 DN

the Lorentz transformations X S
Sy :
Z N
Z
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(1) The non-equivalence (asymmetry) of the non-galilean reference frames due to
the presence of the background frame Sy that breaks down Lorentz symmetry,
i.e., we cannot exchange v for —v by means of inverse transformations, since we
cannot achieve a rest state (v = 0) for a certain non-galilean reference frame in
order to reverse the direction of its velocity only for one spatial dimension;

(2) the invariance of the speed of light (c);

(3) the covariance of the ultra-referential Sy (background framework) connected to
an invariant and unattainable minimum limit of speed V, i.e., all the non-galilean
reference frames with speeds V < v < c¢ experience the same background frame
Sy, in the sense that the background energy (vacuum energy) at Sy does not
produce a flow —v at any of these referentials. Thus, Sy does not work like
the newtonian absolute space filled by luminiferous (galilean) ether in the old
(classical) sense, in spite of Sy ’s being linked to a background energy that works
like a non-galilean “ether”, leading to the well-known vacuum energy density
(cosmological constant), as we will show later.

The third postulate is directly connected to the second one. Such a connection will
be clarified by investigating the new velocity transformations to be obtained soon.

Of course if we consider V = 0, we recover the well-known two postulates of SR,
i.e., we get the equivalence of inertial reference frames, where one can exchange v
for —v with appropriate transformations and, consequently, this leads to the absence
of such a background field (Sy); however, the constancy of the speed of light is still
preserved.

Let us assume the reference frame S’ with a speed v in relation to the ultra-referential
Sy according to Fig. 1.

So, to simplify, consider the motion only at one spatial dimension, namely (14-1) D
space-time with the background field Sy. So we write the following transformations:

dx' = W(dX — Bucdt) = W(dX — vdt + Vdi), (1)

where B, = e = B(l —w),being 8 = v/canda = V /v, so that B, — Oforv — V
ora — 1.

dX dX VdX
di' =W dt—ﬂ* —w(ar - 22 4 250, (2)
¢ 2 c?

being v = vyx. We have ¥ = —”*‘"22 If we make V — 0 (¢ — 0), we recover

the Lorentz transformations, where the ultra-referential Sy is eliminated and simply
replaced by the galilean frame § at rest for a classical observer.

In order to get the transformations in Eqgs. (1) and (2) above, let us consider the
following more general transformations: x’ = 0y (X — €jvt) andt’ = 0y (t — #
where 0, €1 and €; are factors (functions) to be determined. We hope all these factors
depend on «, such that, for ¢ — 0 (V — 0), we recover Lorentz transformations
as a particular case (6 = 1, ) = 1 and €, = 1). By using those transformations to
perform [¢21? — x"?], we find the identity: [¢?1"? — x"*] = 0%y?[c?*1? — 2€jvtX +

2.2y2

esvX

2epvt X — efvzt2 + 220
C

bl

- X 2]. Since the metric tensor is diagonal, the crossed
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terms must vanish and so we assure that €; = €» = €. Due to this fact, the crossed
terms (2¢vt X) are cancelled between themselves and finally we obtain [¢?1'> — x2] =
62y2(1— fi—gz)[c%z—xz].Fora — 0(e = land @ = 1), we reinstate [c¢2t"2 —x"?] =
[¢2t% — x2] of SR. Now we write the following transformations: x’ = 0y (X — evt) =
Oy (X —vi+8)andt’ =0y (1 — <55) = Oy (1 — 25 + A), where we assume § = §(V)
and A = A(V),sothat § = A = 0 for V — 0, which implies ¢ = 1. So, from

such transformations we extract: —vt + §(V) = —evt and — + AV) = _eg_x’

from where we obtain € = (1 — ‘S(V)) =015 A(V)) As € is a dimensionaless
factor, we immediately conclude that §(V) = V¢ and A(V) = 5( , so that we find

e =(1— %) = (1 — ). On the other hand, we can determine 6 as follows: 6 is a
function of @ (6 (w)), such that & = 1 for « = 0, which also leads to € = 1 in order to
recover the Lorentz transformations. So, as € depends on «, we conclude that 6 can
also be expressed in terms of €, namely 6 = 0(¢) = 0[(1 — a)], where € = (1 — «).
Therefore we can write 8 = 0[(1 — )] = [ f(a)(1 — )], where the exponent k > 0.
The function f(«) and k will be estimated by satisfying the following conditions:

(i) as @ = 1 fora = 0 (V = 0), this implies f(0) = 1.
Lf @ (1—a))* [f(a)(l—a)]kl

1
, , (1-p)2 [(1+8)(1-4)]2 . )
behavior, that is to say it goes to zero closer to V (¢« — 1) in the same way it goes

to infinite closer to ¢ (8 — 1). In other words, this means that the numerator of the
function 6y, which depends on « should have the same shape of its denumerator,
which depends on . Due to such conditions, we naturally conclude thatk = 1/2
2 /02
and f () = (1 + ), so that §y = LAF0= “)] = U= “2” IV _ g,
[(+HU-p1T  (-p)? 123
where 6 = /1 — a2 = /1 — V2/v2.
The transformations shown in Egs. (1) and (2) are the direct transformations from
Sy [X* = (X, ct)]to S [x"V = (x, ct’)], where we have x"¥ = AL XH x' = AX),
so that we obtain the following matrix of transformation:

7 —B(1 —a)¥
=( B — ) ) 3
Bl —a)¥ W

such that A — L (Lorentz matrix of rotation) fora« — 0 (¥ — y).

We obtain detA = 8:—‘;2[1 — B%(1 — «)?], where 0 < detA < 1. Since V (Sy)
is unattainable (v > V), this assures that « = V /v < 1 and therefore the matrix A
admits inverse (detA # 0 (>0)). However, A is anon-orthogonal matrix (detA # +1)
and so it does not represent a rotation matrix (detA # 1) in such a space-time due to
the presence of the privileged frame of background field Sy that breaks strongly the
invariance of the norm of the 4-vector [(limit v — V in Egs. (30) or (31)]. Actually
such an effect (detA =~ 0 foro =~ 1 or v & V) emerges from a new relativistic physics
of SSR for treating much lower energies at ultra-infrared regime closer to Sy (very
large wavelengths).

We notice that detA is a function of the speed v with respect to Sy. In the approx-
imation for v >> V (¢ &~ 0), we obtain detA ~ 1 and so we practically reinstate

(ii) the function 6y =

should have a symmetrical
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the rotation behavior of Lorentz matrix L as a particular regime for higher energies.
If we make V — 0 (¢ — 0), we recover detA = detL = 1 (rotation condition). This
subject will be explored with more details in Sect. 3, where we will verify whether
Eq. (3) forms a group. We will explore deep physical implications of such a result that
will also lead to the tiny positive value of the cosmological constant (Sect. 6).

The inverse transformations (from S’ to Sy ) are

dX = V'(dx" + Bycdt’) = V' (dx" + vdt’ — Vdt'), @)

dx’ dx'  Vdy
dr =0 (ar + B~y (g 292 VXY 5)
c c? c?

In matrix form, we have the inverse transformation X* = Al x" (X = ALy ), SO
that the inverse matrix is

Al v’ B(l — o)W’ ©
A\ BA —a)V W '

where we can show that W/ = W1 /11— /32(1 —)?], so that we must satisfy ATIA =
1.

Indeed we have W' # W and therefore A~' # A(—v). This aspect of A has
an important physical implication. In order to understand such an implication, let
us first consider the rotation aspect of Lorentz matrix in SR. Under SR, we have
o =0(V =0),s0that ¥ — ' =y = (1 — 2)~V2. This symmetry (y' = y,
L~! = L(—v)) happens because the galilean reference frames allow us to exchange
the speed v (of S’) for —v (of S) when we are at rest at S’. However, under SSR,
since there is no rest at S’, we cannot exchange v (of S”) for —v (of Sy) due to that
asymmetry (W' # W, A~ £ A(—v)). Due to this fact, Sy must be covariant, namely
V remains invariant for any change of reference frame in such a space-time. Thus we
can notice that the paradox of twins, which appears due to that symmetry by exchange
of v for —v in SR should be naturally eliminated in SSR, where only the reference
frame S’ can move with respect to Sy. So, Sy remains covariant (invariant for any
change of reference frame). Such a covariance will be verified soon.

We have detA = W2[1 — g2(1 —)?] = [(detA)¥ 2] = [1 — B2(1 —a)?]. So we
can alternatively write W = W1 /[1—B2(1—a)?] = W1 /[(detA)W2] = W/detA.
By inserting this result in Eq. (6) to replace W', we obtain the relationship between
the inverse matrix A~! and A (—v), namely ATl = A(—v)/detA.

By dividing Eq. (1) by Eq. (2), we obtain the following speed transformation:

/
vV—v+V
Urel = o oV @)
-+
C C

where we have considered vy; = Vyelarive = dx’/dt’ and v/ = d X /dt. v/ and v are
given with respect to Sy, and v, is the relative velocity between v” and v. Let us
consider v > v (see Fig. 2).
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Y \
y — y -
v, . _v'
X 0 L] x
I / s
~ sV - /z S z
Z "7~ ~

~

Fig. 2 Sy is the covariant ultra-referential of background field related to the vacuum energy. S represents
the reference frame for a massive particle with speed v in relation to Sy, where V < v < c. S’ represents the
reference frame for a massive particle with speed v’ in relation to Sy . In this case, we consider V (Sy) <
v<iv <c¢

If V. — 0, the transformation in Eq. (7) recovers the Lorentz velocity transformation
where v' and v are given in relation to a certain galilean frame Sy at rest. Since
Eq. (7) implements the ultra-referential Sy, the speeds v’ and v are now given with
respect to the background frame Sy, which is covariant (absolute). Such a covariance
is verified if we assume that v = v = V in Eq. (7). Thus, for this case, we obtain
Vpel =V =V’=V.

Let us also consider the following cases in Eq. (7):

(@) v = cand v < ¢ = vy = c. This just verifies the well-known invariance of
c.
b)if v/ > v(= V) = v = “v' — V”=v'. For example, if v/ =2V andv = V
= Upe = “2V — V7= 2V. This means that V really has no influence on the
speed of the particles. So V' works as if it were an “absolute zero of movement”,
being invariant and having the same value in all directions of space of the isotropic
background field.

©if V' = v = v = v —V"(#0) = 1 i

T From (c) let us consider two
~5a-¥
specific cases, namely:

— (c1) assuming v =V = v, = “V — V” =V as verified before.

— (cp) if v = ¢ = vy, = ¢, where we have the interval V < v, < c for

V<v<ec

This last case (c) shows us in fact that it is impossible to find the rest for the particle
on its own reference frame S’, where v,.; (v) (=Av(v)) is a function that increases with
the increasing of v . However, if we make V' — 0, then we would have v,.; = Av =0
and therefore it would be possible to find the rest for S’, which would become simply
a galilean reference frame of SR.

By dividing Eq. (4) by Eq. (5), we obtain

= ; ®)

where we define the notation v* = ve = v(l —a) =v(l —V/v) =v—V.
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In Eq. 8),if v = v =V = “V 4+ V”’= V. Indeed V is invariant, working
like an absolute zero state in SSR. If v/ = ¢ and v < ¢, this implies v,,; = c. For
v > V and considering v = V, this leads to v, = v'. As a specific example, if
v/ = 2V and assuming v = V, we would have v,,; = “2V + V”= 2V. And if

V=0= 0 =“v+0v= % In newtonian regime (V << v << c), we
1+5 (1Y)
c v
recover vy = “v+v” = 2v. In relativistic (einsteinian) regime (v — c¢), we reinstate

Lorentz transformation for this case (v = v), i.e., Vye; = “v+ 0" = 2v/(1 + v2/c2).
By joining both transformations in Eq. (7) and in Eq. (8) into just one, we write the
following compact form:

v/:Fev_v’:Fv(l—a) VFuvkV

)
¥~ 1F ==

Urel =

vev_ vv(l —a) vv:th’

beinga = V/vande = (1 —a). Fora = 0 (V = 0) or ¢ = 1, we recover Lorentz
speed transformations.

Transformations for (34 1) D in SSR will be treated elsewhere. In the next section,
we will check whether the new transformations given by Eqgs. (1) and (2) form a group,
giving a physical explanation for such a result.

3 Do the space-time transformations with an invariant minimum speed
form a group? What are their deep implications?

It is well-known that the Lorentz transformations form a group (L = L(v)), since they
obey the following conditions, namely:a) Lo L1 = L(vy)L(v1) = L(v3) = L3 € L(v)
(Closure condition); b) L1(LyL3) = (L1L2)L3 (Associativity); ¢) LoL = LLo = L,
such that Ly = L(0) = I (Identity element); d) L™ 'L =LL7" = Ly, being Ll =
L(—v) (Inverse element).

Our goal is to make an analysis of the new transformations in Egs. (1) and (2) with
regard to the conditions above in order to verify whether they form a group and discuss
deeply the results. So, to do that, we first rewrite the matrix A (Eq. 3), namely:

A= , (10)
—upt W

where & = Y1ZV/v Vi . We have defined the notation 8* = Be = (1 — a) =

1—v2/c?
w/o)[l = V/v].If V — 0or o — 0, we recover the Lorentz matrix, i.e., A(v) —
L(v), since ¥ — y and 8* — B.
Now, we have A1 = A(vy) as being

W B v, —p i
A= 1 ) 18] _ 1 * 17 (1
_q’lﬂl vy
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and Ay = A(v2) as being

vy —Unps v w2
Az = . )= . “) (12)
-85 2 —u,2 W,

so that Ap A is

| BB
_ ¥ 1+85 87
Ay Ay = [V (1 + B5B7))] Br8D) , (13)
R

where B} = Bre; = Bi1(1 —ay) = (vi/c)[1 = V/vi]and B} = frez = o(1 —a2) =
(v2/0)[1 = V/v2l.
We obtain that the multiplicative term of the matrix in Eq. (13) is written as

*, 0% .2
WLoW (1 + ﬁ;lgik) — \/(1 _ Vz/v%)(l _ Vz/v%) 1+(vivsy/c”)

\/l—(v%/cz—kv%/cz—va%/c“)
inserting this term into Eq. (13), we rewrite Eq. (13) in the following way:

2 2 v¥ux vk
1-5% - (1+—122) 1 ] P
) v ¢ C\ 142
Ay = <
* *
: ( L3 ) _z(vltvz*) I
—\ 2 2 T4 c vpu
& & & 1_;’_%

Now we should note that, if the Eq. (14) satisfies the closure condition, Eq. (14)
must be equivalent to

. Now by

(14)

| -
AN =A3 =3 " ., (15)
B

c

where, by comparing Eq. (14) with Eq. (15), we must verify whether the closure
e . . _ 2.2 2.2 1+(viv/c?)

condition is satisfied, i.e., W3 = \/(1 Va/v)(1 =V /vl)\/lf(v%/c2+vg/c271}%v%/04)
and v = (v; + v])/[1 + (v3v)) /c?]. However, we first realize that such speed
transformation, which should be obeyed in order to satisfy the closure condition,
differs from the correct speed transformation (Eq. 8) that has origin from the space-
time transformations with a minimum speed given in Egs. (4) and (5). So, according to
Fig. 2, if we simply redefine v = v, and v = vy, we rewrite the correct transformation
(Eq. 8) as being v, = v3 = (v2 +v])/[1 + (vw’f)/cz] with v] = v; — V. Now, we
see that the correct transformation for vz (Eq. 8) is not the same transformation given
in the matrix above (Eq. 14), i.e., we have v3 # (v + v])/[1 + (vi"vf)/cz].

One of the conditions for having the closure relation is that the components outside
the diagonal of the matrix in Egs. (14) or (15) must include v3 given by Eq. (8), which
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does not occur. Therefore, we are already able to conclude that such condition is not
obeyed in a spacetime with a minimum speed (a preferred reference frame) at the
subatomic level, i.e., we find Ay A| # A3, which does not generate a group. In order
to clarify further this question, we just make the approximation V = Qor also vy > V
and vz > V in Eq. (14), and thus we recover the closure relation of the Lorentz group,

as follows:
1 +
(1+—”;§2) 1 — (fi % )

2 2 2.2 L[ vitwv
- (% % _u% _E(Hvlvz) 1
2 T2 P 2

= L3, (16)

Ly = Lo 1
c

which is the closure condition of the Lorentz group, since now it is obvious that the

Lorentz transformation of speeds appears outside the diagonal of the matrix in Eq. (16),

i.e., wefind vz = (vi +v2)/[1+ (v; vz)/cz]. And, in order to complete the verification

of the closure condition above, it is easy to verify that the multiplicative term of the
. . U2 U2 U2U2

matrix (Eq. 16) is yay1 (1 + paf1) = (1 + l’%)/ - (—é + 3 - %) = V3

Cc C

(A2ADv=o = LoL; =

where

To do this, we have to consider v3 = (v1 + v2)/[1 + (v vz)/c2], so that we use this

transformation to be inserted into y3 = 1/,/1 — v% /c? and we finally show that y3 =

1/,/1— v% /c2 = yry1(1 + B2B1). However, now starting from this same procedure

J1=v2 /2

1-v3/c2

(Eq. 8), we verify that W3 # W W (1 + 85 B}) and thus we conclude definitively that
the closure condition does not apply to the new transformations, i.e., indeed we have
A2 A1 # As.

Although we already know that the new transformations do not form a group, it is
still important to provide a physical justification for such conclusion. To do this with
more clarity, we also should investigate whether the identity element and the inverse
element exist in such a spacetime with an invariant minimum speed, since these two
conditions are relevant to give us a clear comprehension of the conception of motion
in this spacetime.

for obtaining W3 = , where we have to use the correct transformation for v3

3.1 Identity element

For the case (1 4+ 1) D, the Lorentz group provides the identity element Lo = /2x2),

14 —fy), it is easy to

since LoL = LLy = L. As the Lorentz matrix is L2x2) = (7ﬁy
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see that, if we make v = 0 or 8 = 0 (rest condition), the Lorentz matrix recover the
é (1) , since yg = y(v = 0) = 1. This trivial condition of
rest plus the fact that det(L) = 1 (rotation matrix L) shows us the indistinguishability
of rest and inertial motion.
The new transformations are  represented by the  matrix
( v - —a)\l—'), where we have 8* = Be = B(1 — a), with
B —a)¥ v
o = V/v. Now, it is important to notice that there is no any speed v that gener-
ates the identity matrix from the new matrix. We would expect that the hypothesis
v = V could do that, but, if we make v = V (¢ = 1) inside the new matrix,

identity matrix /2x2) =

A =

00
we find the null matrix, i.e., A(V) = (O 0), since W(V) = 0. So, we obtain

00
AV)A = AyA = AAy = 0 0 # A, where we have A = A(v > V). Thus,

there is no identity element in this spacetime, which means that there should be a
distinction of motion and rest, since there is a preferred reference frame (an invariant
minimum speed) in respect to which, the motion v(> V) is given, in view of the
absence of the rest condition for particles in this spacetime.

3.2 Inverse element

It is well-known that the inverse element exists in Lorentz transformations that form
a group, i.e., we have L™!(v) = L(—v), which means that we can exchange the
observer in the reference frame S at rest by another observer in the reference frame S’
with speed v in respect to S, so that the other observer at S" simply observes S with
a speed —v. Such symmetry comes from the galilean relativity of motion, which it is
essentially due to the indistinguishability of rest and inertial motion. Here we must
stress that such indistinguishability is broken down in the new transformations, since
the invariant minimum speed related to a background reference frame introduces a
preferential motion v(> V') that cannot be exchanged by —v due to the distinction of
motion and rest, since rest does not exist in this spacetime, where we get A~!(v) #

1—
A(—v), such that we obtain A(—v)A(v) = 02 Y B( a)y »
B —a)y vy
y “B(1 — )y (1-%) o
= v Ioxa). F
(—ﬂ(l—a)y % ) 0 (1_%2) # Ipx2). For

V = 0(e¢ = 0), we recover the inverse element of the Lorentz group, that is a rotation
group.

In short, we have verified that the new transformations do not form a group and
we have provided a physical explanation for such Lorentz violation in view of the
existence of an invariant minimum speed that breaks down the indistinguishability of
rest and motion.
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We have also concluded that the new matrix A (Eq. 3) does not represent a rotation
matrix (Sect. 2). In view of this, we can realize that such transformations are not
related W1th the well-known rotation group SO (3) (Lle group), whose elements R(a)
and R(,B) should obey a closure condition R(a)R(ﬁ) = R(y),suchthaty = y(a, ,3)
with R(y) being a new rotation that belongs to the group, so that det(R) = +1 (rotation
condition), while we find det(A) = 622 [1 _ M] where 0 < det(A) < 1,
violating the rotation condition.

Although there could be a more complex mathematical structure in order to encom-
pass the new transformations, which should be deeply investigated, at least, here we
will make some interesting mathematical approximations on A in order to help us to
understand further the nature of the new transformations.

In a certain approximation, let us show that A is a combination of rotation and
deformation of the space-time interval ds, reminding the polar decomposition the-
orem in linear algebra for a “rigid” body that rotates and deforms. Intuitively, the
polar decomposition separates a certain matrix A into a component that stretches the
space along a set of orthogonal axes, represented by P, and a rotation (with possible
reflection) represented by U, i.e., A = U P. where U is a unitary matrix and P is a
Hermitian matrix.

When a rigid body rotates, its length remains invariant. This effect is analogous
to the invariance of the space-time interval ds under the Lorentz transformation L
(Lorentz group) due to a rotation.

When a “rigid” body deforms, such effect is analogous to a deformation (e.g:
stretching) of the spacetime interval ds that occurs close to the minimum speed (see
Egs. 30 and 31 for v — V). Thus, at a first sight, the new transformation A could
be written simply as a polar decomposition, so that A = LD, where L is a rotation
matrix (Lorentz matrix) as a special case of the unitary matrix U and D is a defor-
mation matrix (Symmetric matrix) as a special case of the Hermitian matrix P, since
Hermitian matrices can be understood as the complex extension of real symmetric
matrices. However, we can verify that such analogy fails quantitatively when one tries
to calculate an exact matrix D(2,7) that satisfies the linear decomposition LD = A for
any speed v (any energy scale), i.e., there is no D2,y that satisfies such decomposi-
tion, because it seems that we have a kind of non-linear or inseparable combination of
rotation and deformation. So, in order to accomplish a stronger analogy with the polar
decomposition, we need to make some mathematical approximations on the matrix A
in such a way that we can be able to separate both effects of rotation and deformation.
To do this, let us first write the matrix A in the following way:

A =

(-a)
NiEr=rg EREY) "
v(l—a) 1

N

Instead of making « = 0 (or V = 0) in order to recover the Lorentz matrix L, here
we make an alternative approximation, namely v >> V, which means that, for higher
energies, we recover practically the matrix L (rotation). On the other hand, for much
lower energies, i.e., fora =~ 1 (or v = V), we get
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1 0 1 0
A(vgv) %\/l—az( )29( ), (19)

01 01

(1-a) _
V1—-a?

. /1—_2 .
limg_s1 1=2" — (). In other words, this means that v/1 — a2|g~1 >> (1 — &) |g~1,

o
so that we can neglect (1 — «) with respect to +/1 — a2 in such an approximation
(v~ V),ie, we make € = (1 —a) = 0into A, keeping the factor § = +/1 — a2. We

obtain det[Ay~y)] = 0% = (1 —a?) = (1 — V2 /v?).
—1 .
WA V) 1S

= 1 1Oy _ 1o 0
s T Tz \o 1) 0o 1)

where det[A(vLV)] =0 2=(1-a®)'=(1-VZ?)l

Both the symmetric matrices in Eqgs. (19) and (20) represent deformations, where,
for instance, the matrix in Eq. (20) leads to a stretching of the space-time interval
ds when v is closer to V. We realize that such deformations given only for much
lower energies close to the background frame Sy, i.e., the matrices Ay~y = 61 and
Av_%lv = 0~ donot belong to the structure of the Lie group connected to the indentity
matrix /.

We conclude that the matrix A in Eq. (18) already contains effects of deformation
(ds’ # ds), which become completely evident for much lower energies (v ~ V),
where det(A) = 0, but, when the speed v increases drastically, i.e., v >> V, so,
now, the rotations of Lorentz group are pratically recovered (det(A) ~ det(L) = 1)
and, thus, we recover the invariance ds’ = ds. With such approximations, the polar
decomposition is practically valid by making D = A(,~v), so that we can verify the
product LD = LA@~y) = L(O1) = A, where A ,~y) is a symmetric matrix, which
is exactly the reason for the effects of deformation of ds close to V.

We finally conclude that the set formed by the matrices that appear above does not
have a group structure or cannot be considered as a Poincaré’s subgroup. This point
must be discussed in depth.

Our next step will be to make an investigation of the main effect obtained directly
from the violation of the rotation structure at much lower speeds (v =~ V). Such an
effect should naturally lead to other deep implications, which will be pointed out, so
that we will realize that the whole theory contains elements that are connected by a
same mathematical and physical structure.

When we make a Lorentz transformation L (v) from the frame S(v = 0) to S” with
speed v with regard to S, we have the well-known “boost”. As the boosts represent
rotations, the minimal boost is the identity matrix L(v = 0) = L(0) = I connected to
the rest state, such that L(0)X = X. However, as such minimal boost does not make
sense in this spacetime with a minimum speed that prevents the rest state, we must
stress that the component A (y~v)(=61) in the new transformation (A ~ LA ~v))
leads to a non-existence of boosts only in the approximation for much lower energies
(v > Vora — 1), due to the fact that we get 6 = V1 — a? << 1. So, only for

where we have considered the L’Hopital’s rule, by calculating limy_, 1

The inverse matrix A
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higher energies (v >> V or o ~ 0), we get 6 ~ 1 and, thus, Ap~y) = 01 ~ |
recovering the regime where the boosts take place (Lorentz group).

In short, the effects of “boosts” are generally weakened in this spacetime, mainly
in the regime when v ~ V, i.e., much closer to the background frame Sy. So, it is
important to stress that, in such special regime, there are no boosts and, therefore,
the transformation 67 has another meaning since it does not lead to the change of
reference frames. We will go deeper into this issue.

Actually, the symmetric matrix 61 (Eq. 19) is the reason of breaking the structure
of rotation group (boosts) and it should be interpreted just as a scale transformation
(0) that provides a variation of the usual space-time interval (ds) in function of speed
v, especially when v is close to V. The deep physical implication directly related to
the effect of variation of ds will be investigated below.

Since the matrix 67 just deforms the interval ds, this transformation does not act
for changing the reference frames. In view of this, we use the following notation to
represent such a scale transformation, namely:

X =01Ix", 21

where x** is the deformed vector, 6 being a scale factor, since A~y)x* = Ox* =
x*H*, so that we get

ds*? = ds*(v) = dx*"dx}, = 0°ds* = det[A ) )ds?, (22)

where ds? = dx"dx, is the usual squared space-time interval of SR and ds*? is the
deformed squared space-time interval due to new relativistic effects closer to V (no
boosts).

As the usual interval ds does not remain invariant in this spacetime, specially when
v & V; so according to Eq. (22), we realize that the deformed interval ds* should be
the new invariant interval under the change of reference frames in this flat spacetime
with the presence of the background frame Sy, such that ds* = ds*. In doing this,
we introduce a new invariance of deformed intervals in SSR, namely:

ds*? = ds*? = g, dx"dx", (23)

where ds*? = (1 — a?)dx"dx, = 6%ds* and ds** = (1 — a?)dx""dx], = 0%ds".
Of course if we make V — 0 or « — 0 in Eq. (23), we recover the invariance of the
usual (non-deformed) ds of SR, i.e., ds? = ds* = guvdxtdxY.

Indeed we realize that the deformed interval ds* = 0ds = /1 — V2/v2ds remains
finite (Eq. 23), since, in the limit of & — 0 (v — V), the usual interval ds undergoes
a very large stretching, i.e., ds — oo.

From Eq. (23), we obtain

s =ds* = /gudxtdx’ =~/ c2di* — dx?, (24)
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where, in this case, we have dy = dz = 0 and ds* = /(1 — az)dx’ﬂdx;b =

V(1 = a?)(c2di”? — dx?). Now, if we make dx’ = 0 (or x’ = 0, i.e., at the ori-
gin of the reference frame S§’), from Eq. (24) we obtain

ds* =cdt* =1 —a?cdt =1 —a2cdt’ =/ c2dt? — dx2, (25)

where we have considered dt’ = dt and so dt”™* = dt*, with dt*(=ds* /c =
V&uvdx*dxV /c) being the deformed proper time interval, where we have dt* =

0dt = /1 — a?dz. This result has a deep physical implication that has origin in the
breakdown of the structure of Lorentz group.

Now we are ready to investigate the physical implication from Eq. (25). So, by
simply making dx = wvdt in Eq. (25) and performing the calculations, we finally
obtain

dtv/1 — a2 =dt/1 - g2 (26)

V2 v2
AT I—FZAZ 1—6—2, 27

where At is the proper time interval and Ar is the improper one. Eq. (27) is the
immediate physical implication of the violation of Lorentz group by means of the
symmetric matrix 61 (Eq. 19) that deforms the proper time, so that we can also write
Eq. (27) as being /det(@) At = 0 AT = Aty/1 — v2/c2, where 6 = /1 — V2 /12

It is important to call attention to the fact that Eq. (27) shows us that the proper
time interval At depends on speed v and, thus, now it can also be deformed (dilated)
like the improper time interval. So, we realize that Eq. (27) reveals a perfect symmetry
in the sense that both intervals of time A¢ and At can dilate, namely A dilates for
v — c¢ and, on the other hand, At dilates for v — V. But, if we make V — 0,
we break down such new symmetry of SSR and so we recover the well-known time
equation of SR, where only At dilates and At remains invariant.

From Eq. (27) we notice that, if we make v = vy = +/cV (a geometric average
between ¢ and V), we find exactly the equality At (at S')= Ar (at S), namely this
is a newtonian result where the time intervals are the same. Thus we conclude that v
represents a special intermediary speed in SSR (V << vg << c) such that, if:

and, then

(&) v >> vg (orv — c), we get At << At. This is the well-known improper time
dilation.

(b) v << vg (or v — V), we get At >> At. Let us call such a new effect as
improper time contraction or dilation of the proper time interval At with respect
to the improper time interval At. This new effect becomes more evident only for
v (§') — V (Sy), so that, in this limit, we have At — oo for a certain At fixed
as being finite. In other words, this means that the proper time (S”) can now elapse
much faster than the improper one.
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It is interesting to notice that we restore the newtonian regime when V << v <<
¢, which represents a regime of intermediary speeds, so that we get the newtonian
approximation from Eq. (27), i.e., At =~ At.

Squaring both members of Eq. (27) (At = WAt = 0y At) and manipulating the
result, we write Eq. (27) as follows:

1
AA? = — [c2m2 — vaﬂ] (28)

By placing Eq. (28) in a differential form and manipulating it, we obtain

V2 dt?
2 2 _ 2
C(I_F)F—H} =cC (29)

Eq. (29) shows us that both speeds related to the marching of time (“temporal-speed”
v; = ¢y/1 — V2/v2dt/dt) and the spatial speed v form the vertical and horizontal
legs of a rectangular triangle respectively (Fig. 3). The hypotenuse of the triangle is
c= (vt2 +v2)1/2, which represents the spatio-temporal speed of any particle. If V — 0
in Eq. (29), we recover the time equation in SR, i.e., cz(dtz/dtz) + 02 =2
Looking at Fig. 3, now we see clearly three important cases, namely:

(a) If v & ¢, v; ~ 0 (the marching of proper time in S’ is much slower than in ),
such that At >> Ar, with ¥ & y >> 1, leading to the well-known dilation of
the improper time.

(b) Ifv =0y = \/ﬁ, v =./c? — v(%, i.e., the marching of time in S’ is faster, but it
is still in an intermediary regime, such that At = A7, with W = Wy = W(vg) = 1
(newtonian regime).

(© Ifv = V(<< ), v; & v/c? — V2 = ¢y/1 — V2/c? (the marching of proper
time is even faster), such that At << At, with ¥ ~ 6 << 1 (dilation of the
proper time). To illustrate this new effect of proper time dilation, let us consider a

\

Fig. 3 We see that the horizontal leg represents the spatial-speed v, while the vertical leg represents the
temporal-speed v; (marching of time), where v, = V2 =2 = ey/1— v2/c? = c/1— V2 /v2dt/dt
(see Eq. 27), so that we always have v2 + v,2 =2 In SR, when v = 0, the horizontal leg vanishes (no
spatial speed) and so the vertical leg becomes maximum (v; = vspax = ¢). However, now according to
SSR, due to the existence of a minimum limit of spatial speed (V'), we can never nullify the horizontal leg,

so that the maximum temporal speed (maximum vertical leg) is vsmax = \/c2 —-V2= c\/l —V2/2 <.
On the other hand vy (the vertical leg) cannot be zero since v = c¢ is forbidden for massive particles. So we
conclude that the rectangular triangle is always preserved since both temporal and spatial speeds cannot
vanish and, thus, they always coexist. In this sense, we realize that there is a strong symmetry in SSR
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box that contains an ideal gas with N particles in the frame S of a laboratory. Since
the minimum speed V has a microscopic origin, then by considering an average
speed per particle of the gas (atom or molecule), we should have such average
speed v, (S7) close to V (Sy) only when the temperature of the gas is T — 0K

(Vrms = +/ (v)%v — V). Thus, an imaginary clock in thermal equilibrium with

such ultra-cold system should measure a dilated time interval with respect to the
time interval measured in the observer’s clock (laboratory §), or in other words,
we could say that ultra-cold systems “grow old” more rapidly, contrary to higher
energies when one grows old more slowly. A great experimental effort should be
made in order to detect the effect of proper time dilation, but, before this, we must
search for the origin of the invariant minimum speed.

3.2.1 Flat space-time metric with the background frame Sy

From Eq. (23), we obtain

= ————gudx'dx", (30)

where we have ds*> = 0%ds? = (1 — a?)ds?* = (1 — V?/v?)ds? = g udxtdx’
(Eq. 23).
Eq. (30) is written as

ds® = Og,udxtdx", (31)

where ® is a function of speed v given with respect to the background frame Sy,
namely:

O=0() = (32)

where we see that © = 672

The presence of the ultra-referential Sy deforms the Minkowsky metric (Eq. 31)
and works like a uniform background field that fills the whole flat space-time as a
perfect fluid, playing the role of a kind of de-Sitter (dS) space-time (A > 0) [18].

The function ® can be understood as being a scale factor that increases for very
large wavelengths (cosmological scales) governed by vacuum (dS), that is to say for
much lower energies (v — V') where we have ® — oo. Thus, the factor © (= 072)
breaks strongly the invariance of ds only for very large distances governed by vacuum
of the ultra-referential Sy, leading to the cosmological anti-gravity governed by the
tiny positive value of the cosmological constant (Sect. 6). In this regime of vacuum-Sy
(v — V or ® — 00), the interval ds diverges.

On the other hand, we have ® — 1 for smaller scales of length, namely for higher
energies (v >> V), where dS space-time approximates to the Minkowski metric as a
special case, restoring the Lorentz symmetry and the invariance of d's.
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We realize that the presence of the background frame Sy deforms the metric g, by
means of the scale factor ©, so that we define a deformed flat metric G, = ®gy,, that
remains a diagonal matrix, but now having ® in its diagonal, namely: G, = ©g,, =

1 0 0 0
G
0 ) 0 0 . . .
0 o' 1 0 . Therefore, we simply write Eq. (31) as being
(-%)
0 0 0 1

(%)
ds? = G vdxPdx” . If we make v >> V, this implies ® — 1 and, thus, we recover
the Minkowsky metric g, .

Now we are already able to conclude that there should be the same universal factor
0 = /det(81)(< 1) that deforms all the invariant scalars of SR as, for instance, the
space-time interval, i.e., 6ds = ds*, and the proper time interval, i.e., 0dt = d1*, so
that As*(=60As) and At*(=6 A7) are the invariant intervals in SSR.

In Sect. 4, we will see that the mass, energy and momentum are also deformed
by the same factor 6, i.e., m,q) = Omg, £ = Ome* = 9ym002 = Wmgoc? and
p = 0ymov = Wmgv. Thus, we already can conclude that all those invariant quantities
of SR and others like the rest mass (Sect. 4) are abandoned in SSR, since they are
modified by the factor 6 due to the presence of the ultra-referential Sy connected to
the own invariance of the minimum speed V.

In sum, we should understand that, as the invariance of ¢ leads us to break down
the newtonian invariance of the improper time interval (A7 = A7), by introducing the
dilation of the improper time interval (At = y A1), which still preserves the invariance
of the proper time and the space-time interval, now with a further step towards a new
invariance of a minimum speed V, we are led to break down such invariant quantities
of SR, since the proper time interval can also dilate by means of the new factor 6
(Eq. 27). So, the new invariant quantities in SSR are now the deformed intervals At*
and As*.

3.2.2 The alternative mathematical structure for the transformation A

Since the Lorentz matrix L represents a rotation in spacetime (detL = 1), it is known
that L can be alternatively written in the form, namely:

L :( y —,By) _ ( co.sh¢ —sinhd))’ (33)
—By y —sinh¢ cosh¢

where cosh¢ = y = 1/4/1 — B2, sinh¢p = By = B//1 — B2 tanh¢p = B and
detL = (cosh¢)? — (sinh ¢)? = 1.
From Eq. (33), we obtain the following transformations:

x' = (cosh ¢)x — (sinh ¢p)ct = y(x — vt) (34)
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and
ct’ = (cosh ¢p)ct — (sinh p)x = y (ct — Bx) (35)

Although we already know that the new matrix A is not a rotation matrix, even so
we will use the above hyperbolic representation for computing A, which will be given
in function of those hyperbolic functions and, after, we will interpret the results. In
order to do that, we make a factoration of 6 outside the matrix A, by writing it in the
following way:

Ao 14 B —a)y p cosh ¢ —sinh¢ (1 — a)
B B —-—a)y vy ~ "\ —sinh¢(1 —a) coshg ’

(36)

where 0y = Ocosh¢ = W, 98y = Osinh¢ and detA = 6%[(coshp)® — (1 —
o)2(sinh ¢)?] # 1.

From Eq. (36), we obtain the following new transformations:
/ . . V
x" =6 | (coshg)X — (sinh¢p)ct + (sinhp)—ct | = V(X —vt + Vi) (37)
v
and
/ . . \%4 v \%
ct' =0 | (coshg)ct — (sinhp)X + (sinh¢p)—X [=V | ct —-X+ —X]) (38)
v c c

We realize that, if we make V = 0, which implies 6 = 1, the rest state is recovered,
so that the background frame Sy (X, Y, Z) (Fig. 1) is eliminated and replaced by the
galilean reference frame S(x, y, z) at rest. Therefore, the new transformations in Egs.
(37) and (38) recover the well-known transformations of rotation given in Egs. (34)
and (35).

Since the angle ¢ in Egs. (37) and (38) cannot be understood as being simply a
rotation that preserves the norm of the usual 4-vector for the whole interval of speeds,
ie., V < v < ¢, let us deal with Egs. (37) and (38) by considering basically two
regimes, namely:

(a) Forv >> V, such that % ~ 0 (this is not necessarily a relativistic regime v ~ c),
we find & ~ 1 and we can also neglect the terms (sinh ¢>)%ct (Eq. 37) and
(sinh qb)%X (Eq. 38) with respect to the others, so that we recover the rotation
regime within a good approximation, i.e., Egs. (34) and (35) begin to take place.

(b) For v = V, such that % ~ 1 (this is a very low energy E =~ 0, which is
obtained by making v — V in Eq. (42), thus we can consider the following
approximations: the second and third terms in the right member of both equations
(Egs. 37 and 38) are cancelled between themselves, so that we immediately obtain
x" = 60(cosh¢)X and ct’ = O(cosh ¢)ct, with & << 1; however, as the rotations
(boosts) do not exist close to the background frame Sy, we still should make ¢ —
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0 (cosh¢ — 1) in such approximations, such that we finally get x** = 01x",
which is exactly Eq. (21), where we have replaced the index ' by the index *, since
the boosts do not make sense in this new regime, where 0 just plays the role of a
scale factor that deforms the interval ds.

4 Energy and momentum with the presence of a minimum speed

Let us firstly define the 4-velocity in the presence of the background frame Sy con-
nected to the invariant minimum speed V, as follows:

_ v“\/l_z_j,\/l_z_j :[U"‘,U4] (39)

whereu = 1,2,3,4ando = 1,2, 3. If V. — 0, we recover the well-known 4-velocity
of SR. From (39), it is interesting to observe that the 4-velocity of SSR vanishes in
the limit of v — V (Sy), i.e., U* = (0, 0, 0, 0), whereas in SR, for v = 0 we find
Ut =(1,0,0,0).

The 4-momentum is

UM

pH* = mocU", (40)

being U* given in Eq. (39). So we find

2 2
mova,/l—% moc,/l—% " 4
>, =t (41)
v _v

where p* = E/c, such that

2
E = cp4 =mc* = mocz—v, (42)

where E is the total energy of the particle with speed v in relation to the background
reference frame (ultra-referential Sy ). From Eq. (42), we observe that, if v — ¢ =
E— oo Ifv— V:E—>Oand,ifv=v0=«/W=>E=EQ=mocz(proper
energy in SSR), where we should stress that moc? requires a non-zero motion v(= vg)
in relation to Sy . Figure 4 shows us the graph for the energy E.

From Eq. (41) we also obtain the 3(spatial)-momentum, namely:

B =moo Yt —", (43)

where v = (v1, v, v3).
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Fig.4 vg=+/cVisa speed
such that we get the proper
energy of the particle

(Eg = mgc?) in SSR, where
Vo = WY (yg) = 1. Forv << vg
or closer to Sy (v — V), anew
relativistic correction on energy
arises, so that £ — 0. On the
other hand, for v >> vg, being
v— c,sowefind E - o0

VvV Vosv© c

From Eq. (41), performing the quantity p* p,, we obtain the energy-momentum
relation of SSR, as follows:

E? V2
Pl =—5 — P =mpc (1 - —2) : (44)

where p? = p? + p3 + p3.
From Eq. (44), we obtain

V2
E? = czp2 + m(z)c492 = czp2 + m%c4 (1 — —2) (45)
v

In SR theory, that is represented by the Lorentz group, some elements are preserved
under rotations, as for instance, the 4-interval dsz(zgm,dx“dxv) and also the rest
mass by means of the inner product p*p, = m%cz, that is the dispersion relation,
where the rest mass is conserved. This means that the rest condition and the rest
mass are fundamental in SR, since they are independent of the state of motion, i.e.,
we have the well-known indistinguishability of motion and rest. However, the new
dispersion relation given in Eq. (44) (or Eq. 45) shows us that the rest condition does
not exist, since now the mass depends on its preferred state of motion v with respect
to the background frame connected to an invariant minimum speed V, i.e., the ultra-
referential Sy . This is the reason why we find the massive term as a function of , i.e.,
we get mjc*(1 — @?) in Egs. (44) and (45).

In Eq. (44), when, @ — 1 (v — V), we find p*p, — 0, however, we can never
nullify p* p,, since the minimum speed V is unattainable (see Sect. 5).

In the present work, as we are focusing our attention on some dynamical implica-
tions of a minimum speed, let us leave a more detailed development of the physical
consequences of SSR in terms of field-theory actions to be explored elsewhere. How-
ever, here it would be interesting to mention that the wave operator is covariant under
the new transformations.

In order to obtain the new dispersion relation in an alternative and simple way, being
consistent with the result obtained from the formalism of 4-momentum, we have to
consider p = WYmgv, E = Wmoc? and Eg = moc?, such that, we first calculate the
quantity ¢ p? and we obtain
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cpt = (46)

On the other hand, we find

2 .4 2 2
mgc \%4
E2—E3=mzc4—m%c4=# v—2——2 (47)
R
C

It is easy to verify that, if we make V = 0 in Eq. (46) and in Eq. (47), we recover
the well-known dispersion relation of SR, i.e., c2p2 = E? — Eé = m2c* — m%c4.
However, according to Eqs. (46) and (47), we see that (E? — m%c4) £ ¢2p?. So, in
order to obtain a new energy-momentum relation (new dispersion relation) with the
presence of the minimum speed V, we should compare Eq. (46) with Eq. (47) by
introducing a certain correction function A(v), so that now we write the following

identity:

e e + A) = 2p* + A(v),

(1)

where A (v) should be found in order to satisfy the identity in Eq. (48). After performing
some calculations we find A(v) = —m%a2c4 = —m%c4(V2/v2). Now by inserting
A(v) into Eq. (48), we finally obtain the relation, namely E?— m(z)c4 = c2p2 +A(v) =

2p? — m%c4(V2/v2), from where we get

24 m(z)c4 |:v2 V2:| m(z)cz(v2 —-V?

(48)

V2 V2
E? =2 p? + mic* — mict (—2) =2 p* 4+ mic? (1 — —2) , (49)
v v

that is the same relation in Eq. (45). Therefore, we can conclude that a certain massive
term in this spacetime has always connection with the state of motion with respect to
the preferred frame-Sy, where, according to Eq. (49), we can write the effective mass
as m,q) = Omo = mo/1 — V2 /v2, which does not represent a rest mass my, since
v > V. In view of this, we can also write the total energy, as follows:

-
E = m(o’a)6‘2 + K = )/I’I’l((),o[)c2 = —U2 mocz, (50)
-z
C

where K is the knetic energy and E = )/m(o,o,)c2 = yOmoc* = Wmoc?. So, from
Eqg. (50) we obtain K, namely:

K=m@ouc*(y — 1) =moc?,[1 = — | —— - 1], (51)
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where K — Oif v - V.If V — 01in Eq. (51), we recover the relativistic knetic
energy, i.e., K = moc?(y — 1).
Making an expansion in Eq. (51) and consider the approximation v << ¢, we find

K = moc? 1—V2 1+v2+ —1 "‘1 m l—V2 vz—lm 2
- v2 2¢2 2 0 v2 =0

(52)

where m g, o) = mof (v) = mo,/1 — ‘;—22

Now, also making the approximation v >> V (a ~ 0) in Eq. (52), i.e., m(,o) &
m,0) = mo, we finally obtain the approximation V << v << ¢, so that we simply
find

1
K~ 5mouz, (53)

which is the newtonian knetic energy, that is recovered only for intermediary speeds
in such a spacetime with an invariant minimum speed.

The de-Broglie wavelength of a particle is due to its motion v with respect to Sy,
namely:

2
s hNlTa 1)
p  WYmov  mgu 1_\/2’

from where we have used the momentum p = Wmov = Oymgv given with respect to
Sy (Eq. 43).

If v - ¢ = A — 0 (spatial contraction) and p — oco. If v — V(Sy) = 1 — o0
(spatial dilation by breaking down Lorentz symmetry), which means that we have very
large wavelengths. This leads to ® — oo (see Eqs. 30 and 31) and p — 0, since we
can alternatively write p = 8ymov = @1/ 2ymov, where ® = 672 = 1/(1 — a?).

4.1 Transformations of momentum-energy in the presence of the
ultra-referential Sy

By considering the quadri-vector of momentum-energy given in Eq. (41), we have
p* = [p¥, E/c]. Since we already have considered the motion in only one dimension
(e.g: x), we obtain the vector [p', E/c], where p' = p,.

Now, as we want to investigate how p/* transforms in such a spacetime with the
presence of the ultra-referential Sy, we have to make those two transformations by
using the matrix A (Eq. 3) and its inverse A~! (Eq. 6). So, by first considering A, we

rewrite
A:(xy —,B(l—oz)ll!)’ (55)
—B(l —a)¥ ¥
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such that the direct matricial transformation p’’ = Al‘i pH* (Sy — §') leads to the new
momentum-energy transformations, as follows:

, v(l —a)E vE VE
py=VY Px—c—2 =V Px—c—2+c—2 ) (56)

being p; = pyand p. = p..
E'=WV[E—v(l—a)p] =V (E—vpx+ Vpy) 57)

We know that the inverse matrix (Eq. 6) that transforms S" — Sy is

(v Bl — )W/
A _(,B(I—a)\IJ’ % ) %)

where we find W = W1 /[1— B2(1 —«)?]. Thus, the inverse matricial transformation
%

p’ = A;“ p'"* (S — Sy) leads to the following momentum-energy transformations,
namely:
v(l —a)E’ vE'  VE’
Px=\lf/|:p;+c—2 =y p;-i—c—z—c—z ) (59)

being p, = p;, and p, = p..
E=V[E +v(l-a)p,]=V (E +vp, - Vp,) (60)

The Lorentz transformations of the energy-momentum p* are simply recovered if
we make V = 0 (Fig. 5).

Fig. 5 The external and internal 4
conical surfaces represent

respectively the speed of light ¢

and the unattainable minimum

speed V, where V is represented

by the dashed line, namely a

definitely prohibited boundary P

for any particle. For a point P in v, V
the world line of a particle, in
the interior of the two conical
surfaces, we obtain a
corresponding internal conical ‘\ 45°
surface, such that we must have

V<vp=c

v
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5 Power of an applied force: the energy barrier of a minimum speed
connected to the vacuum energy

Let us consider a force applied to a particle, in the same direction of its motion. More
general cases where the force is not necessarily parallel to velocity will be treated
elsewhere. In our specific case (F||v), the relativistic power P, (= vdp/dt) of SSR
is given as follows:

d V2 % U2 %
Pow = UE nmov (l — F) (l — C—z) s (61)

where we have used the momentum p given in Eq. (43).
After performing the calculations in Eq. (61), we find

1
(1 - V—zz) i V2 dE
Py = 4 1 =k (62)

] ] T
2\2 2\ 2 2\2

where E; = %movz.

If we make V — 0 and ¢ — oo in Eq. (62), we simply recover the power obtained
in newtonian mechanics, namely P,,, = dEy/dt. Now, if we just consider V — 0
in Eq. (62), we recover the well-known relativistic power of SR, namely P,, =
(1 — v?/c*)™3/2dEy /dt. We notice that such a relativistic power tends to infinite
(P,y — 00) in the limit v — ¢. We explain this result as an effect of the drastic
increase of an effective inertial mass close to ¢, namely m.rr = mo(1 — v? /cz)k”,
where k” = —3/2. We must stress that such an effective inertial mass is the response
to an applied force parallel to the motion according to Newton second law, and it
increases faster than the relativistic mass m = m, = mo(1 — v?/c?)~1/2.

The effective inertial mass m, sy we have obtained is a longitudinal mass m , i.e., it
is a response to the force applied in the direction of motion. In SR, for the case where
the force is perpendicular to velocity, we can show that the transversal mass increases
like the relativistic mass, i.e., m = mp = mg(l — vz/cz)_l/z, which differs from the
longitudinal mass m; = mo(1 — v2/c?)~3/2. So, in this sense, there is anisotropy of
the effective inertial mass to be also investigated in more details by SSR in a further
work.

The mysterious discrepancy between the relativistic mass m (m, ) and the longitudi-
nal inertial mass m , from Newton second law (Eq. 62) is a controversial issue [ 19-25].
Actually the newtonian notion about inertia as the resistance to acceleration (mp) is
not compatible with the relativistic dynamics (m,) in the sense that we generally can-
not consider F = m,a. The dynamics of SSR aims to give us a new interpretation
for the inertia of the newtonian point of view in order to make it compatible with the
relativistic mass. This compatibility will be possible just due to the influence of the
background field that couples to the particle and “dresses” its relativistic mass in order
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to generate an effective (dressed) mass in accordance with the newtonian notion about
inertia from Eqgs. (61) and (62). This issue will be clarified in this section.

From Eq. (62), it is important to observe that, when we are closer to V, there
emerges a completely new result (correction) for power, namely:

1

P 1 VEY P (L e (63)
~ - — — | =mov~ |,
o v2 dr \2"°

given in the approximation v &~ V. So, we notice that P,, — oo when v ~ V. We
can also make the limit v — V for the general case (Eq. 62) and so we obtain an
infinite power (P,,, — 00). Such a new relativistic effect deserves the following very
important comment: Although we are in the limit of very low energies close to V,
where the energy of the particle (mc?) tends to zero according to the approximation
E = mc?* ~ moc?(1 — V*/v®)* with k = 1/2 (e.g.: make the approximation v ~ V
in Eq. (42), on the other hand the power given in Eq. (63) shows us that there is an
effective inertial mass that increases to infinite in the limit v — V, that is to say,
from Eq. (63) we get the effective mass mrr ~ mo(1 — Vz/vz)k/, where k'=—1/2.
Therefore, from a dynamical point of view, the negative exponent k¥’ (= — 1/2) for
the power at very low speeds (Eq. 63) is responsible for the inferior barrier of the
minimum speed V, as well as the exponent k" = —3/2 of the well-known relativistic
power is responsible for the top barrier of the speed of light ¢ according to Newton
second law. Actually, due to the drastic increase of m,.ss of a particle moving closer
to Sy, leading to its strong coupling to the vacuum field in the background frame Sy,
thus, in view of this, the dynamics of SSR states that it is impossible to decelerate a
subatomic particle until reaching the rest.

In order to see clearly both exponents k' = —1/2 (inferior inertial barrier V') and
k" = —3/2 (top inertial barrier c), let us write the general formula of power (Eq. 62)
in the following alternative way after some algebraic manipulations on it, namely:

k/ k//
V2 v? VZ\ dE;
p=(1-7%) (-5) (%)% ©9
where K’ = —1/2 and k" = —3/2. Now it is easy to see that, if v &~ V or even
v << c, Eq. (64) recovers the approximation in Eq. (63). As V << c, the ratio V2 /c?

in Eq. (64) is a very small dimensionless constant. So it could be neglected.
From Eq. (64) we get the effective inertial mass m.ss of SSR, namely:
_3
2

V2 % U2 V2
Meff = Mo (1 — ?) (1 — c_2> (l — C—z) (65)

We must stress that m.¢y in Eq. (65) is a longitudinal mass m . The problem of
mass anisotropy will be treated elsewhere, where we will intend to show that, just for
the approximation v ~ V, the effective inertial mass becomes practically isotropic,

. 2\~ 1/2 .. .
that is to say my &~ mr ~ my (l — %) . This important result will show us the
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isotropic aspect of the vacuum-Sy, so that the inferior barrier V has the same behavior
of response (k" = —1/2) of a force applied at any direction in the space, namely for
any angle between the applied force and the velocity of the particle.

We must point out the fact that m. s has nothing to do with the “relativistic mass”
(relativistic energy E in Eq. 42) in the sense that m, sy is dynamically responsible for
both barriers V and c¢. The discrepancy between the “relativistic mass” (energy mc? of
the particle) and such an effective inertial mass (m.yr) can be interpreted under SSR
theory, as follows: m. sy is a dressed inertial mass given in response to the presence of
the vacuum-Sy that works like a kind of “fluid” in which the particle mq is immersed,
while the “relativistic mass” in SSR (Eq. 42) works like a bare inertial mass in the sense
that it is not considered to be under the dynamical influence of the “fluid” connected
to the vacuum-Sy . That is the reason why the exponent k = 1/2 in Eq. (42) cannot be
used to explain the existence of an infinite barrier at V, namely the vacuum-Sy barrier
is governed by the exponent K’ = —1/2 as shown in Egs. (63), (64) and (65), which
prevents v.(=v — V) < 0.

The difference betweeen the dressed (effective) mass and the relativistic (bare)
mass, i.e., m,yy — m represents an interactive increment of mass Am; that has purely
origin from the vacuum energy of Sy, mamely:

2 2\ 2
(-5) (=% (66)
(-%) (-5) (-5)

We have Am; = mepy — m, being merr = Myressea given in Eq. (65) and m (m,)
given in Eq. (42).

From Eq. (66), we consider the following special cases:
(a) for v &~ ¢ we have

3 1
2 2 2 2
Am; ~ mg (1 - ”—2) - (1 = ”—2) (67)
C c

As the effective inertial mass m.sy (mp) increases much faster than the bare
(relativistic) mass m (m,) close to the speed c, there is an increment of inertial
mass Am; that dresses m in direction of its motion and it tends to be infinite when
v — ¢, l.e., Am; — o0.

(b) for V << v << ¢ (newtonian or intermediary regime) we find Am; & 0, where
we simply have merr (maressea)~ m ~ myg. This is the classical approximation.

(c) for v & V (close to the vacuum-Sy regime), we have the following approxima-
tion:

Ami =my

Am; = (Mgressed — M) X Mressed ¥ ———=, (68)

where m ~ 0 when v & V (see Eq. 42).
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dress

mo--

v c v

Fig. 6 The graph shows us two infinite barriers at V and ¢, providing an aspect of symmetry of SSR. The
first barrier (V) is exclusively due to the vacuum- Sy, being interpreted as a barrier of pure vacuum energy.
In this regime we have the following approximations: mff = Mmgressea ~ Am; ~ mo(1 — Vz/uz)*l/2
and m, ~ mg(l — Vz/vz)l/2 (see Fig. 4), so that mgyes5eq — 00 and m = my = mpqr, — 0 when
v — V. The second barrier (c) is a sum (mixture) of two contributions, namely the own bare (relativistic)
mass m that increases with the factor y = (1 — v? / 212 (see Fig. 4) plus the interactive increment Am;
due to the vacuum energy-Sy, so that mgresseq = mp = m + Am; ~ mo(1 — vz/cz)_3/2. This is a
longitudinal effect. For the transversal effect, Am; = 0 since we get m7 = m. This result will be shown
elsewhere

The approximation in Eq. (68) shows that the whole dressed mass has purely origin
from the energy of vacuum-Sy, with m4ye550q4 being the pure increment Am;, since
the bare (relativistic) mass m of the own particle almost vanishes in such a regime
(v & V), and thus an inertial effect only due to the vacuum (“fluid”)-Sy remains. We
see that Am; — oo when v — V. In other words, we can interpret this infinite barrier
of vacuum-Sy by considering the particle to be strongly coupled to the background
field-Sy in all directions of the space. The isotropy of m.ss in this regime will be
shown in detail elsewhere, being m,rr = mp = mgy ~ mo(1 — V2/v2)_1/2. In such a
regime, the particle practically loses its locality (‘“identity”) in the sense that it is spread
out isotropically in the whole space and it becomes strongly coupled to the vacuum
field-Sy, leading to an infinite value of Am;. Such a divergence of the dressed mass
has origin from the dilation factor ®,(— o0) for this regime when v & V, so that
we can rewrite Eq. (68) in the following way: Am; & mgressed =~ mo® (v)/%. That
is essentially the dynamical explanation why the particle cannot reach the rest in SSR
theory so that the background frame of the vacuum-Sy becomes unattainable for any
particle at quantum level. However, in the macroscopic (classical) level, the minimum
speed V as well as the Planck constant 7 are negligible as a good approximation,
such that the rest state is naturally recovered in spite of the subatomic particles that
constitute a body at rest are always moving, since its temperature can never reach the
absolute zero, as well as their constituent subatomic particles can never reach V.

Figure 6 shows the graph for the longitudinal effective inertial mass meryr = my
(Maressea) as a function of the speed v with respect to the ultra-referential Sy .

Now it is important to notice that a particle moving in one spatial dimension (x) goes
only to right or to left, since the unattainable minimum limit of speed V prevents it to
reach the rest in view of the rapid increase of its dressed mass (Eq. 68). So we cannot
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stop the motion and return in the same spatial dimension x. On the other hand, in a
complementary and symmetric way to V, the limit ¢, which represents the temporal
aspect of the space-time, prevents to stop the marching of the time (v; = 0), and so
avoiding to come back to the past. In short, we perceive that the basic ingredient of
the space-time structure in SSR, namely the (1 4 1) D space-time, presents x and ¢ in
equal-footing in the sense that both of them are irreversible once the particle is moving
only to right or to left. Such an equal-footing “x¢” in SSR theory does not occurs in SR
theory since we can stop the spatial motion in SR (v, = 0) and after come back in x,
but not in the time 7. However, if we take into account more than one spatial dimension
in SSR theory, at least two spatial dimensions (xy), thus the particle could return by
moving in the additional dimension(s) y (and/or z). So, SSR theory is able to provide
the reason why we must have more than one (1) spatial dimension for representing
movement in reality (3 + 1) D, although we could have only one (1) spatial dimension
just as a good practical approximation for the case of classical space-time as in SR
theory (e.g.:a ball moving in a rectilinear path).

6 Cosmological implications
6.1 Energy-momentum tensor in the presence of the ultra-referential-Sy

Let us rewrite the 4-velocity (Eq. 39) in the following alternative way:

V2 v V2
v o -7
Ut = T == v v, (69)
v? v2
v iT ez
where now we have © = 0,1,2,3 and ¢« = 1,2,3. If V — 0, we recover the

4-velocity of SR.
The well-known energy-momentum tensor to deal with perfect fluid is of the form

T" = (p+eU"U" — pgh”, (70

where U* is given in Eq. (69). p represents a pressure and € an energy density.

From Egs. (69) and (70), by performing the new component 7%, we obtain
V2 v _ V2
7o _ 0=+ rla — ) an

2
(1-5

If V. — 0, we recover the old component 79,

Now, as we are interested only in obtaining 7% in absence of matter, i.c., the
vacuum limit connected to the ultra-referential Sy, we perform the limit of Eq. (71)
as follows:
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2
o

—p. 72
(1_‘6,_22) p (72)

From Eq. (71), we notice that the term ey % (1 — V2 /v?) for representing matter nat-
urally vanishes in the limit of vacuum-Sy (v — V), and therefore just the contribution
of vacuum prevails. As we always must have 7% > 0, we get p < 0 in Eq. (72). This
implies a negative pressure for vacuum energy density of the ultra-referential Sy. So
we verify that a negative pressure emerges naturally from such a new tensor in the
limit of Sy.

We can obtain T uum by calculating the limit of vacuum-Sy for Eq. (70), by
considering Eq. (69), as follows:

Tvyc’z‘éuum =limyyT"" = —pgh”, (73)
where we conclude that e = —p. In Eq. (69), we see that the new 4-velocity vanishes
in the limit of the vacuum-Sy (v — V), namely Ul = (0, 0). So, T/ is in fact a
diagonalized tensor as we hope to be. The vacuum-Sy that is inherent to such a space-
time with an invariant minimum speed works like a sui generis fluid in equilibrium
with negative pressure, leading to a cosmological anti-gravity, i.e., the invariant mini-
mum speed connected to a universal background field in the preferred frame Sy leads
naturally to the well-known equation of state of the cosmological constant p = we,
with w = —1 [34-37].

6.2 The cosmological constant A and the vacuum energy density p

The well-known relation [34-37] between the cosmological constant A and the vac-
uum energy density p(a) is

Ac?
871G

o) = (74)

Let us consider a spherical universe with Hubble radius filled by a uniform vacuum
energy density. On the surface of such a sphere (frontier of the observable universe),
the bodies (galaxies) experience an accelerated expansion (anti-gravity) due to the
whole “dark mass (energy)” of vacuum inside the sphere. So we could think that
each galaxy is a proof body interacting with that big sphere like in the simple case of
two bodies interaction. However, we need to show that there is an anti-gravitational
interaction between the ordinary proof mass m and the big sphere with a “dark mass”
of vacuum (M, ), but let us first start from the well-known simple model of a massive
proof particle m that escapes from a classical gravitational potential ¢ on the surface
of a big sphere of matter, namely E = moc?(1 — v?/c?)"? = moc?(1 + ¢/c?),
where E is its relativistic energy. Here the interval of escape velocity 0 < v < c is
associated with the interval of potential 0 < ¢ < oo, where we stipulate ¢ > 0 to be
the attractive (classical) gravitational potential.
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Now we can show that the influence of the background field (vacuum energy inside
the sphere) connected to the ultra-referential Sy (see Eq. 72) leads to a strong repulsive
(negative) gravitational potential (¢ << 0) for very low energies (E — 0). In order to
see this non-classical aspect of gravitation [26], we use Eq. (42) just taking into account
the new approximation given for very low energies (v(~ V) << c¢), as follows:

V2
E ~ Omoc? = mocz‘l 1- 2= moc? (1 + %) , (75)

where ¢ < 0 (repulsive). For v — V, this implies E — 0, which leads to ¢ — —c?.

So, the non-classical (most repulsive) minimum potential ¢ (V) (= —c2) connected to
vacuum-Sy is responsible for the cosmological anti-gravity (see also Egs. 72 and 73).
We interpret this result assuming that only an exotic “particle” of the vacuum energy
at Sy could escape from the anti-gravity (¢ = —c?) generated by the vacuum energy
inside the sphere (consider v = V in Eq. 75). Therefore, ordinary bodies like galaxies
and any matter on the surface of such a sphere cannot escape from its anti-gravity,
being accelerated far away.

According to Eq. (75), we should note that such an exotic “particle” of vacuum (at
Sy ) has an infinite mass m since we should consider v = V (8 = 0) in order to have a
finite value of E, other than the photon (v = c¢), that is a massless particle (see Eq. 42).
So we conclude that an exotic “particle” of vacuum works like a counterparty of the
photon, namely an infinitely massive boson.

We consider that the most negative (repulsive) potential (¢ = —c? for v = V, in
Eq. 75) is related to the cosmological constant (vacuum energy density), since we have
shown in Egs. (72) and (73) that the background reference frame Sy plays the role of
the vacuum energy density with a negative pressure, working like the cosmological
constant A (p = —e = —p(a))- So we write

dor = p(A) = (V) = —¢? (76)

Let us consider the simple model of spherical universe with a radius R,, being
filled by a uniform vacuum energy density p(a), so that the total vacuum energy inside
the sphere EA = p\\Vy = —pViu = Mac?. V, is its volume and M, is the total
dark mass associated with the dark energy for A (vacuum energy: w = —1 [34-37]).
Therefore the repulsive gravitational potential on the surface of such a sphere is

GMy GonVu  4mGpR?
- = = , 77
2 R, R, c? 3c2 7

where p = —p(a), with w = —1 [34-37].
By introducing Eq. (74) into Eq. (77), we find

AR?

¢a =¢(A) = — ;

(78)
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Finally, by comparing Eq. (78) with Eq. (76), we extract

A=—, (79)

where A S, = 2472, S, = 471R5.
And, by comparing Eq. (77) with Eq. (76), we have

3¢t

- 80
4rGR2’ 0

P =P

where pa)S, = 3¢t /G. We can verify that Egs. (80) and (79) satisfy Eq. (74).

In Eq. (79), A is a kind of cosmological scalar field, extending the old con-
cept of Einstein about the cosmological constant for stationary universe. From
Eq. (79), by considering the Hubble radius, with R, = Rp, ~ 10%°m, we obtain
A = Ag ~ (10""m2572/102m?) ~ 10352, To be more accurate, we know
the age of the universe Ty = 13.7 Gyr, being Ry, = cTy ~ 1.3 x 10*m,
which leads to Ag &~ 3 x 10733572, It is interesting to notice that this tiny posi-
tive value is in agreement with the observational data [27-31]. The vacuum energy
density [32,33] given in Eq. (80) for Ry, is prg) =~ 2 X 10_29g/cm3, which
is also in agreement with observations. For the scale of the Planck length, where
R, = lp = (Gh/c3)'/?, from Eq. (79) we find A = Ap = 6¢7/Gh ~ 1087572,
and from Eq. (80), p(a) = pa, = TR , = Apc?/87G = 3¢ /4nG*h ~
101837 /m3 (= 3c¢*/4nl5G ~ 10%kgf/Sp ~ 10'%Barm ~ 10%g/cm?). So, just
at that past time, A p or p(a ) played the role of an inflationary vacuum field with 122
orders of magnitude [34-37] beyond the ones (Ag and p(a)) for the present time.

It must be stressed that our assumption for obtaining the tiny value of A starts
from first principles related to a new symmetry in spacetime, i.e., we have introduced
the idea of a background reference frame Sy for representing the vacuum energy
connected to an invariant minimum speed V, leading to the cosmological constant.

Here it should be also emphasized that both the cosmological constant and the
minimum speed have non-zero values due to the same cause, which is essentially the
existence of a fundamental state of vacuum with non-zero (very low) energy density,
given by the potential —c? in Eq. (76). This means that the non-zero value of the
cosmological constant Ag(~ 10733572) has origin in the fact that there must be also a
non-zero value of a minimum speed V at subatomic level; however this does not mean
that the value of V should be obtained directly as a function of A, since we just know
that V(> 0) and A(> 0) are different aspects of the same reality, i.e., the existence of
a non-null energy density of vacuum. In any way, a deeper investigation of the origin
of the minimum speed V by obtaining its value should be important in order to clarify
further this question.

7 Conclusion and prospects

The very high values obtained for the cosmological constant and the vacuum energy
density by means of the quantum field theory for the quantum vacuum have a discrep-
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ancy of about 120 orders of magnitude beyond their observational values. This puzzle
is well-known as the “Cosmological Constant Problem”, [34-37]. The idea of an
invariant minimum speed V connected to a background field for the ultra-referential
Sy, within an extended structure of spacetime by breaking down Lorentz symmetry,
has led to low values of the vacuum energy density and the cosmological constant in
agreement with observational results of Perlmutter, Schmidt and Riess.

After investigating the origin of the minimum speed V and a possible connection
between V and the zero-point energy of the quantum mechanics (the uncertainty
principle), we should thoroughly explore many interesting consequences of SSR and
its new dispersion relation in quantum field theories (QFT), since the existence of a
mimimum speed for lower energies with the same status of the speed of light for higher
energies leads to a new metric for describing such deformed (symmetric) spacetime,
allowing us to build a modified QFT, where the Lorentz symmetry is broken down.
This kind of metric ®(v)g,, in Eq. (31) is a special case of metric that has already
been explored in the literature and it seems to lead to the Finsler’s geometry, namely a
Finslerian space with a metric that depends on the position and also the velocity, i.e.,
G (x, x) [38-40].
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