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A bstract

W e present a m ethod, which we shall call the probabilistic evolutionary process, based on
the probabilistic nature of quantum theory to o er a possible solution to the problem oftime in
quantum cosm ology. It 0 ers an altemative for perceiving an arrow of tim e which is com patible
w ith the themm odynam icalarrow oftim e and m akes a new interpretation ofthe FRW universe in
vacua w hich is consistent w ith creation ofa de Sitter space-tim e from nothing. T his isa com pltely
quantum resul with no correspondence In classical cosm ology.
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1 Introduction

In thiswork we show that the probabilistic nature of quantum m echanics can play an essential role
to suggest a possbl solution to the problem of tine In quantum cosn ology. W e have given the
acronym \P robabilistic Evolutionary P rocess" (PEP) to this method. In addition to the problem

of timn e m entioned above, PEP can account for the arrow of tim e too, which is com patible w ith
them odynam ical arrow of tine. PEP also opens a new wihdow to study quantum cosn ological
soenarios such as the \creation from nothing" scenario w hich hasbeen the focus of attention over the
past decades. Let us then start by focusing on the prcblem of tim e.

11 The problem oftime

O ne of the Intriguing notions In theoretical physics is the m eaning of tim e which plays a crucial
role In classical as well as quantum physics. O ver the past decades, a huge am ount of e ort has
been concentrated on de ning exactly what onem eans by tin e. In N ew tonian m echanics, tim e is an
externalparam eter upon w hich the evolution ofother ndependent param eters depends. So to describe
the evolution of a system , the param eters of the system are written In tem s of tim e. However, as
we now know , Newtonian m echanics is only correct when the speeds Involve are an all com pared to
the speed of light or the gravitational elds are weak. W e also know that the fundam ental theory is
GeneralRelativity (GR).In GR, tin e is a coordinate like the others. G eneral relativity is based on
the principl of general covariance w hich basically states that all cbserversm ust see the sam e physics.
Thisprinciple causes GR to becom e a gauge theory or, as is required of such theory, nvariant under
di eom orphisn transform ations. The di eom orphism invariance suppressesany m anifestation oftin e
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In the quantum version of such theordes. T his absence of tim e In di eom orphisn Invariant theories is
known astheproblem oftim e, m eaning that there isno evolution in such theordes, fora com prehensive
review see [L]. N ot surprisingly, to address thisproblem In GR and cosm ology, a considerable am ount
of work has been done over m any years [L]. In this work we shall o er a new prescription as an
altemative which m ay address the problem of tim e in such theories. Thism ethod is based on the
probabilistic nature of the wave functions in quantum m echanics.

The notion oftim e su ers from another problem as well and that is the problem of the direction
of evolution R]. A s is well known, all the fiindam ental theories are invariant under tin e reversal,
nam ely, t ! t. This of course m eans that going along a speci ¢ direction in tim e is the sam e as
going along the opposite direction. H owever, in retrogpect, nature seam s to take a preferred direction
for tin e. For exam ple, In them odynam ics the arrow of tim e is naturally de ned by the second law
of them odynam ics w hich states that entropy can only Increase. T he sam e is true in cbservational
coam ology in which observations show that the universe is expanding'. A m ore tangble exam ple is
the psychological arrow of tin g, that is the ordinary sense of tim e in every day life when we m ake a
distinction between the past and future. Am ong the above we concentrate on therm odynam ical and
cogm ological arrow s of tim e. A n in portant question to ask then is: are these di erent arrow s oftin e
com patdble with each other R]? W e will argue that using PEP, one can accom m odate an arrow of
tim e which is com patible w ith the findam ental thermm odynam ical concepts.

1.2 Creation from nothing

Tt would be very Interesting ifthe present universe w ith all its In m ense com plications could be shown
to have evolved from the sim plest of initial states, nam ely the vacuum . T his is the basic m otivation
behind the e orts of those who believe In a uni ed theory of everything. The concept of a uni ed
theory led to the construction of the electro-weak theory and later to the standard m odel in particle
physics which accounts for the strong interactions as well. N evertheless, the Intractable gravitational
force is still smubbomly di cult to accom m odate into this schem e. A huge am ount of work has been
done to com bine gravitational forces w ith others, but to no avail. T hem ost prom ising exam pl is the
string theory which hasm ade noticeable strides tow ards this goal, but is still ar from havinga mm
ground to stand on.

O ne of the approaches to uni cation is the geom etrization ofm atter elds. Thism eans that the
m atter elds are attrbuted to and em erge from the geom etry of the spacetin e. The K aluzaK lein
m odel [B] belongs to this category where the appearance of an extra dim ension can play the roke
of the electrom agnetic four vector potential. O n the other hand, In quantum eld theory in curved
spacetin e, it is shown that the expansion of the universe leads to the creation of m atter particles
A]. In these m odels it is often the case that the process of expansion is introduced by hand and is
therefore arti cially woven into the fabrics on which the m odel is based w ithout any fundam ental
reason as to the existence of such processes. Recently, Amb pm et al. B]lhave shown that the present
accekerating phase of the universe could have resulted from quantum dynam icalgravity as a resul of
the causaldynam ical triangulation CDT).

2 P robabilistic Evolutionary P rocess

To quantize a classical m odel, the follow Ing procedure is comm only ollowed. The classical Ham il
tonian is written in its corresponding operator form where, upon quantization, a Schrodinger type
equation, ie. jh@it = H ,becom esthe prevalent dynam icalequation from which the tin e evolution

of the quantum statesm ay be ascertained. However, n di eom orphisn invariant m odels the H am i~
tonian becom es a constraint, that is, H = 0. These m odels cannot then provide for the evolution
of the corresponding states and this m eans that in these m odels all the states are stationary. W ell

At kast we are presently in the era of an expanding universe.



known exam ples of such m odels are GR and cogn ology. In quantum cogn ology, Schrodinger equa—
tion becom es the W heelerdell itt equation W D), H = 0. The problem is then arises as to how

one can describe the evolution of the universe, since the universe is not In a stationary m ode as far
as the present observational data suggests. To provide an answer to the question of tin e, di erent
proposals have been introduced In di erent fom s, ranging from their im plem entation before or after
quantization or discarding tim e altogether [1]. H owever, i seam s as ifnone ofthese m echanisn s work
for simn ple m odels such as the FRW m etric In vacua. Since alm ost all of these proposals ntroduce a
param eter ( eld) to represent tim e, they need at least another param eter to describe its evolution.
In other approaches, one considers the Ham ittonian constraint itself to nd a relation between the
param eters ( elds), since one has H (@;b) = 0. Therefore, one can w rite one param eter in termm s of
the other, eg. a ) and b@), and interprets them as the relationalbehavior ofdi erent elds. These
tw o exam ples show that the above m echanisn s cannot work form odelsw ith only one free param eter.

In apreviouswork [6]we Introduced am echanisn based on the probabilistic structure of quantum
system s that can accom m odate system s w ith only one degree of freedom . In quantum system s the
square or the nom of a state represents the probability, that is, P, = j (@)j%. Now, PEP suggests
that the state . makes a transition to the state L4g4s if their distance, da, is iIn nitesim al and
continuous’. T he probability of transition® is higher if P, qa P4 is larger'. The mechanisn for
transition from one state to another is based on utilizing the e ects of a am all perturbation®®’ . To
grasp the features of the conocept of PEP described above In a m ore ckar fashion, we resort to a
sinple exam ple given In gure 1 which hasbeen borrowed from the com panion paper B]. N ote that
the gure is for a sin plem odelw ith one degree of freedom (@ scale factor) . For a m ore generalm odel
the horizontal axis should be Interpreted as the whole degrees of freedom ofthe universe such as scale
factors, m atter elds and so on.

Let the initial condition be, for example, a = 25, the point P n gure 1. Then PEP states
that the system (here the scale factor or a) m oves In nitesim ally close towards a state w ith higher
probability and consequently P m oves to the right to reach Q , a localm axin um and, therefore, stays
at Q . Tt m eans that the scale factor rem ains constant as the tin e passes® . W e denote this transition
by PEP :P ! Q orequivalently PPE!PQ . Now lt the iniial condition be the pont R. Then we
have RPE!PQ , and so on. Note that R"A%s is possble but it hasmuch an aller probability due to
RPE!PQ . W e also note that the transitions R* 175 and s°1° T can be Interpreted as a tunnelling
precess In ordinary quantum m echanics. Tt m eans that PEP can reproduce a tunnelling process but
w ith a very an all probability of occurrence.

The power of addressing tin e in this fashion is that it is based on the probabilistic nature of
quantum m echanicsw hich is nherent In the wave function and isdeduced here from theW D equation,
hence the notion of tim e is built on the concept of probability. In com parison with other m odels,
PEP doesnot need any extra treatm ent like reparam eterization by another eld or addition of other

’M ore precisely, the initial state is around , since theP, = j (a)j2 is the probability density.

3T his transition probability can play the role of the speed of transition, ie. the higher the probability of transition
the Jarger the speed of transition.

4Since there is no constraint on the positivity ofP.+4qa Pa,PEP can then describe tunnelling processes too. T his
feature of PEP was not Investigated in [6].

SCertainly, in quantum cosm ology, the universe is considered as one wholke [1, 7] and the introduction of an extermnal
force is irrelevant. H ow ever, because of the Jack of a full theory to describe the universe, these an all extemal forces are
m erely used to a ord a better understanding of the discussions presented here.

T his perturbation can be caused by the fact that, ©r exam ple, the scale factor operator, A , does not com m ute w ith
the Ham iltonian, H, BR;H 16 0. This physically m eans that when we restrict the wave function to an eigenfunction
of the Ham iltonian, H (@) = 0, i cannot be an eigenfunction of A simulaneously ie. A (@) %6 a (@). So the iniial
condition a = ap isnot a steady state and hence it cannot be at ap and m ust m ove away from its initialvalue. The rule
for such m oves are given by PEP.

"The origin of the perturbations m ay be rooted in the von Neum ann approach to quantum m echanics. The per—
turbation could naturally arise from the fact that In quantum m echanics one does not know the position of a state
precisely.

8A perturbation around localm axinum is acceptable asm entioned befre.
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Figure 1: Figure used to explain the idea of PEP.

elds to realize the desired behavior.

A san evidence PrPEP, we have shown that canonical quantization of coan ology W D equation)
together w ith PEP isphysically equivalent to the deform ed phase-gpace quantization of cosn ology, at
Jeast for the m odels discusses In B]. For m ore thorough understanding of the discussion at hand, we
note that along w ith the canonical and path integral approaches to quantization, another procedure
also exists, the socalled deform ed phase-gpace P]. This approach is well known and m uch work has
been done in this regard B, 10]. In this kind of quantization, the additional term s em anating from
the deform ation of phase space m odify the classical H am iltonian. T hese extra tem s can either be
Interpreted as quantum e ects P, 10] or as a quantum potential In the Bohm ian version of quantum
m echanics. An in portant question for these m odels is how does the deform ed phase—space quantum
coan ology relates to canonical quantum cosm ology or the path integral approach to quantum cos—
mology? In [B] it is shown that based on PEP, the canonical approach and phase-space deform ed
approach are physically equivalent, at least for the m odels currently under discussion.

3 The physics behind PEP

The basis of PEP are on the probabilistic interpretation of quantum m echanics and m ore speci —
cally on the probabilistic interpretation of j j?, where is the wave finction of the system under
consideration. Tn a few words, PEP m akes a duality between \grow ing in tin " and \increasing In
probability", where probability is read from the corresponding § 32. Tom ake a convenient description
of PEP, wemust Insist on a special feature of quantum coan ology which is nothing but the fact that
our system is the universe alone. To be m ore clear, we adopt the follow ing two di erent view points
for describing the universe.

In the rstviewpoint, there isan extemalobserver w ho is outside the system underdiscussion. To
describe the thermm odynam ical properties of that system the observer needs a lJarge num ber of copies
of the system . These copies can be m ade by either of the two follow ing approaches: the observer
can m ake a large num ber of copies and cbserves them sin ulaneously or the cbserver has only one
copy of the system and observes it over a long period of tim e. These two approaches are standard
and equivalent in them odynam ics when describing a system . Here, the observer can see all the
possibilities w ith the appropriate w eights and therefore can, for exam ple, nom alize the results of the
observations to 1, and m ay thus predict the future of the system .

In the second view point, the observer is basically the system itself and can only change its initial
conditions as long as it rem ains close to the Initial state ofthe system . T he cbserver cannot see allthe
possbilities in the sam e way as the cbserverm entioned in the st viewpoint could, but can only see,
as it were, hin self and his neighbors. Now the notion of nom alization to 1 is not necessary and even



relevant since In this view point only the relation between the initial point and its neighbors becom es
In portant. Therefore, here the notion of probability could be replaced by a m ore m eaningfiil one,
nam ely the possibility.

The rstviewpoint discussed above is the comm only used m ethod for describing the behavior of
a system since, as an observer outside the system , we can produce asm any copies of the system aswe
want and calculate all the appropriate averages. H ow ever, this is not the case when the system under
consideration is the universe itself. T here is only one copy ofthis system and, m ore in portantly, the
observer is intermnal to the system and not extemal. T herefore, m athem atically, n assigning j j° to
the universe we do not need to nom alize the wave flinction since as m entioned above, the universe
or equivalently the cbserver can only see its neighbors. Therefore, it is m ore convenient to ignore
the notion of probability and change it to possbility in describing the second view point. It is worth
m entioning that in general, as is well known, because of the Inner product problem in quantum
coamn ology, the notion of probability is not wellde ned. Such a notion however, becom es redundant
In PEP and is replaced by the notion of possibility which, In soite of the Inner product problm , is
wellde ned in the present context and can be used unam biguously.

To m ake the discussion m ore clar, consider a particle m oving under the In uence of a potential
ofa certain eld. From the point of view of the particle, or an observer m oving w ith the particle, i
can, In principle, m ove In nitesim ally close to any of its physically allowed neighboring points, but
it chooses a point w ith a lJower potential since it experiences the oree ¥ / rV,whereFF and V
are the oroe and its corresponding potential respectively. In summ ary, a standard particle m oves
w ithout any prior know ledge of the properties of the far points (points except those that are in its
neighborhood) and as a resul, the particle would end up in a localm lnimum of the potential and
not necessarily n a globalm inimum . This ism uch the sam e as the behavior of the universe taken as
the system , discussed above. In quantum cosm ology, the degrees of freedom of the m inisuperspace
play the rok of position in the above exam ple and the fiinction j 32 plays the rok of the potential.
W e shallpresent an extended discussion on PEP In the Conclusions section.

4 Therm odynam ical arrow of timn e and PEP

T he root of them odynam ical arrow of tim e is In the second law of thermm odynam ics (SLT ), stating
that \entropy is not decreasing", or, putting in m athem atical form 4 S 0, where S is the entropy
of a closed system . Note that the entropy of a system , lke its energy, becom es m eaningfiil only
if com pared to a de ned standard or ancother system . The second law of them odynam ics opens
the door to an in portant physical controversy, nam ely tin e reversal since any m acroscopic system
would evolve to a m ore disordered state, starting from an initially ordered sate. To account for this
transition one can count all the possible m icro states of the system and calculate the corresponding
entropy as

S = kg logN 1)

where kg isthe Boltzm an constant and N is the num ber of all the possible di erent m icrostates for a
de nite m acrostate. E xplicitly, it m eans that for a given m acroscopic system w ith a nite number of
degrees of freedom , nite volum e and nite tem perature, the num ber of allowable m icrostates isN .
T his show s the high degree of correlation between therm odynam ics and com binatorial arithm etics of
m icro-structures. H ere the sin ilarity of SLT and PEP becom es clear since they have a com m on base,
the m icrostates possbilities.

T his m onotonic behavior of entropy is very convenient for a de nition of tine. It m eans that
tin e is a m onotonic function of the entropy which can m athem atically be stated as 4 t= tr t =
f@S =S¢ S;) Inwhith £ isa m onotonically ncreasing function and S¢ and S; are the entropy
of the naland iniial states at tim es tr and t; regpectively. N ote that the function f is free of any
constraint except the m onotonically increasing behavior and so its form is unknown at least up to
the uncertainty in our know ledge at present.



An inportant problem here is that when we soeak of the universe as a whole what becom es
of the m eaning of m icrostates? W e have only one m acrostate, the universe! Here, we jist assum e
a duality between PEP and SLT due to their comm on sensitive regoonses to possbilities. One
suggestion is that we can interpret isotropicity and hom ogeneity constraints In quantum cogan ology,
as m acroscopic constraints’. So we can interpret the constraints as de ning the m acroscopic states
ie. them acroscopic structure is xed by the constraints like tem perature, pressure and the num ber of
particles In the thermm odynam ical system which would de ne them acroscopic structure of the system .
The resulting wave function that satis es the m acroscopic constraint then show s the possibilities
of m icrostates which satisfy the m acroscopic constraints and also the weight of any one of these
possbilities w ith respect to the others. In this view the relation between PEP and SLT becom es
m ore clear.

5 Creation from nothing

Herewe study a sin pe FRW m odelto show how PEP can predict non-trivial (non-vacuum ) solutions
from trivial (vacuum ) ones. Let us take the FRW m etric w ith zero curvature

ds’ = N?2@df+ a’ ) @x? + dy? + dz?); @)

where N (t) and a (t) are the lapse function and scale factor respectively. T he corresponding action
becom es

p

=
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where V (@) is related to an arbitrary m atter eld and the total derivative temm s are ignored In the
second line. T he corresponding H am ittonian becom es

1
Ho = —Nalpf1 NaBV(a): @)
24
Since the m om entum conjigate to N (t) does not appear in the above Ham iltonian it is a prim ary
constraint. T herefore, to cbtain the fillequations ofm otion we shallw ork w ith the D irac H am iltonian
which ism ore appropriate

H—iN12N3v+- 5
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where isthem omentum conjugate to N (t) which is added through a Lagrange multiplier, ,asa
prim ary constraint. T he corresponding equations ofm otion are

a = fa;Hg= 1—12Nalpa;

e = fpa;Hg= 2—14N a 2p§+ 3N a%v @+ N a3V0(a);

N = fN;Hg= ;

_ = f ;Hg= 2—l4a1p§+ a’v @); ©)

where a prim e represents di erentiation with respect to the argum ent. To preserve the prin ary
constraint, = 0, at alltin es the secondary constraint m ust be satis ed naturally ie. _ = 0.Dueto

°A Iso, weaker or stronger constraints. T his view point is not all that strange since really the isotropicity and hom o—
geneity are m acroscopic sym m etries but are broken in m icroscopic regin es, eg. in the M iky way.
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Figure 2: The left gure show s the trivial case and the right one the non trivial (quantum ) case.

the Jatter constraint and the above equations, the equation ofm otion in the com oving gauge N (t) = 1
becom es

1 2
a= gav(a); (7)

which is the fam iliar Friedm an equation. The above equation has been solved for di erent kinds
of m atter which are represented by V (@), such as radiation, dust and the cosn ological constant.
It is obvious that the above equation for vacuum , V @) = 0, reduces to the trivial M inkow skian
m etric. Tt m eans that classical general relativity predicts only the trivial solution for an isotropic and
hom ogeneous space-tim e.

Now let usstudy the above sin plem odeln the quantum regin e. To quantize them odelwe follow
the D irac approach to get the W heelerb &l it equation as H @) = 0 which frourm odel is

_ 1 3 A
@) = SgPad "Pa @ V@ (@=0; @)
where a certain ordering is assumed and R;pa]l = 1 G = 1). In the a-representation, the above
equation transform s to the ©llow ng di erential equation

€2 @) a '@ @+ 24a’V @) (@) = 0: )

To com pare quantum solutions w ith the classical ones, we restrict ourselves to the vacuum case
V @) = 0. The solution becom es
8
2 aj
@ / (10)
z 2
@a™;
where ¢ and ¢ are Integration constants. Here we m ake our interpretation using PEP to describe
the above solutions.

5.1 First case

For the rst solution if one chooses an initial condition for the scale factor, it rem ains in this initial

condition since the nom of the scak factor is a constant ie. P~ 1" P , as the ft pot n gure 2
show s. It m eans that the scale factor is a constant which is the trivial M inkow skian solution sin ilar
to the classical solution.

5.2 Second case

This case isourm ain result and has no counterpart in the classical case, noting that all the results
here are of quantum nature. The nom of the scale factor predicts an un nished expansion for the



scale factordue to PEP ie. P’ 1" Q ,therightplot in gure 2. Note that thisbehaviordoesnot have a
classical counterpart. P hysically, it m eans that quantum e ects cause an expansion even for vacuum .
T his prediction is im portant for the uni cation of all forces. Tt also m eans that if the iniial state is
the vacuum , the quantum e ects cause the expansion and the expansion in tum creates particles. In
sum m ary, the present state of the universe w th allm atter elds is a result of the vacuum state. T his
isonly a result of the dynam ical interpretation of quantum cosn ological solutionsby PEP.

Such interpretation of the wave function m akes the usualW D equation com parabl w ith other,
m ore com plicated m odels lke the Causal D ynam ical Triangulation m ethod (CDT) for quantizing
general relativity. In [B] it is shown that the present de Sitter phase of the universe can be reached
from a vacuum initial condition due to the evolution rules laid down by CD T . If one believes In
the results of [B], som e approxin ation can then be presented using the PEP . For exam ple, In [B] the
resulting universe has an exponential behavior In tin €, so a rough calculation show s, using (10)

8 P —
2 a=e 3
s ) tine= £ Iog (=po); 1)
p= ga’
q
where L = —— and py is an arbitrary constant. Note that in the PEP viewpoint we do not have

16
any cosn ological constant, and therefore to m ake it consistent we m ust rew rite the m ultiplier w ith

an appropriate constant which is de ned in the m odel. Since in quantum cosm ology ¢, G and h are
de ned, onemust write L as a function of these constants in a such a way that L has the din ension
of1/tim e. So i isnaturalto choose L = tp1 and therefore'?

s

hG
t= = logp=py: 12)

Is the above result exact? Not really, even if we believe that the quantum vacuum will lead to an
exponential behavior for the universe. Since In the present epoch the behavior of the scale factor is
believed to be of a power law type, having a di erent type for earlier tim es, it then m akes sense to
regard it as possbl that the form of the relation between tin e and probability m ust be changed at
Jeast for sm all scale factors.

N ote that as was m entioned, the above results are direct consequences of quantum geom etry. In
sum m ary, the vacuum state of quantum geom etry m ay lad to a non-vacuum state in a classical
fram ework. T his resul is the goal of all physicists w ho pursue the notion of uni cation.

Now, suppose the initial scale factor is zero, a(0) = 0, pont P in gure 2. In this case the
3-geom etry beocom es the 0-geom etry and is in an unstabl equilbrium . T he universe exits from this
point due to PEP and the above discussions becom e relevant. T he point here is that one can m ake
a sin ilarity between the Initial 0-geom etry, point P , and the V ilenkin’s creation from nothing such
that \nothing refers to the absence of not only m atter but also space and tim e" [11]. W e note that in
our sim plem odel, for the nitialpoint P we have neither space, since it is the O-geom etry, norm atter,
as assum ed by in posing the condiion V @) = 0.

6 Conclisions

W e have introduced a m ethod to Interpret the evolution ofthe wave function ofthe universe using the
probabilistic evolutionary process PEP ).PEP isbased on the probabilistic interpretation of quantum

m echanics. The PEP ‘s ruk is that the universe can evolve to a state In its neighborhood if the Jatter
ism ore probable. W e have shown that this kind of Interpretation of the wave function, In addition
to suggesting a possibl solution to the problem of tin e In quantum cosn ology, m akes a de nition

0% would be Interesting to observe that if one believes In the relation between entropy (1) and tine (11), then a
relation between the Bolzm ann constant and P lanck scale becom es natural.



of an arrow of tim e possibl. The PEP ’'s arrow of tim e coincides w ith the them odynam ical one due
to the representation of the latter by m icrostate possbilities (probabilities). In a com panion paper
B] we have shown that the prediction of canonical quantum cosm ology with PEP is equivalent to
deform ed phase space quantum cosn ology. This feature can be interpreted as an evidence for PEP
even if this correspondence is true only for som e m odels. F nally, we have shown that PEP predicts
a nontrivial (eg. de Sitter) solution from a trivial (vacuum ) quantum state, that is, creation from
nothing. O nem ay extend thism ethod to m ore com plicated m odels, but even an exam pl as sinple
as the one presented in this paper resuls in interesting and non trivial features, nam ely a possible
resolution of question of tin e In quantum coam ology and a m echanian for creation from nothing.
Let us present a quote from [B] which is particularly relevant to our discussion here, \to show that
the physical space tin e surrounding us can be derived from som e fundam ental, quantum -dynam ical
principl is, a holy grail of theoretical physics".

Sihcethe PEP isin its rst stepsofdevelopm ent, there naturally arises som e questions, eg. what
are the equations goveming the dynam ics of transition from a low probability states to a higher one,
or what is the correspondence between PEP and sam iclassical wave finctions etc. As for the st
question, since such a transition is related to a change in the entropy, the natural choice to describe
the dynam ics of the transition resides in the dynam ics of the increasing entropy in non-equilbrium
statisticalm echanics. Now, it is comm only known that the evolution of the entropy depends on the
m icroscopic structure of the m acroscopic system under consideration. A s was m entioned above, we
m ay in agihe the scale factor as being a m acroscopic quantity so that its evolution would depend on
the m icrosocopic degrees of freedom of the system , nam ely the universe. T he coarse graining structure
of the space tin e considered in the literature [12] is an iIn portant exam pl relevant to the present
discussion. A ny further discussion relating to thism atter should naturally await the em ergence of a
full quantum theory ofgraviy. A s far as the second question is concemed, nam ely the sem classical
wave function, we w ill see that the approach is not relkevant to our exam ple and results. The rst
step In establishing the classicalquantum correspondence is the decom position of the wave function
according to, = Re . I hasbeen m entioned that in this approach if S = 0 then one cannot work
In an appropriate m anner since the m ethod breaksdown [L3]. T his is exactly what we encounter here
since In our toy m odel the absence of any potential term in the Lagrangian causes the vanishing of
S . Thisposes no contradiction to our Interpretation of the second equation in (10) since we interpret
it as a pure quantum resul without any counterpart in classical cosm ology.

Finally, an interesting point to note is that the tin e variablk in the previous sections (specially
In section 5) is a coordinate (gauge) variable whereas the entropy seem s to be a quantity which is
Independent of the observer. T he question then arises as to how such a gauge dependent variable,
that is tin e, can be related to entropy. This should cause no alam here since the relation between
the tin e coordinate and num ber of possibilities has som e roots in the notion of entropy and SLT . In
section 4, we introduced a function £ which establishes the correspondence betw een tin e and entropy
In such a way as to m ake the form er a m onotonically lncreasing function of the latter w ithout any
further constraint. H ow ever, the above discussion resuls in an additional constraint on this finction.
Since such a function relates the num ber of possibilities (entropy) to tin e or, a gauge independent
quantity to a gauge dependent quantity, it has to be a gauge dependent fiinction.
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