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U sing the known resul that the nuclation of baby universes in correlated pairs is equivalent to
spacetin e squeezing, we show iIn this letter that there exists a T duality symm etry between two-
din ensionalwarp drives, which are physically expressible as localized de Sitter little universes, and
two din ensional Tolm an-H aw king and G idding-Strom inger baby universes respectively correlated
In pairs, so that the creation of warp drives is also equivalent to spacetin e squeezing. Perhaps
m ore im portantly, it has been also seen that the nucleation of warp drives entails a violation of
the Bell's inequalities, and hence the phenom ena of quantum entanglem ent, com plem entarity and
wave function collapse. These results are generalized to the case of any dynam ically accelerating
universe lled w ith dark orphantom energy whose creation is also physically equivalent to spacetin e
squeezing and to the violation of the Bell's nequalities, so that the universe we are living in should
be govemed by essential sharp quantum theory law s and m ust be a quantum entangled system .

PACS numbers: 04.60.m , 98.80.%, 03.67Bg

T here exist m any kinds of spacetin e entities which are denoted by the term universe. The so-called Friedm ann—
R obertson-W alker universes, the parallel universes, the D e Sitter universe or the baby universes W ick rotated from
Euclidean wom holes, to quote just a few . In this report we shall show however that all of such universes correspond
actually to a unigue scale-invariant quantum cosn ic scenario that has no classical counterpart. It w illbe also shown
that such a cogm ic scenario is equivalent to violating the Bell's inequalities [1] and, therefore, taking about any of
the conventionalm odels for quantum cosm ology is rather redundant and indeed m eaningless because quantum theory
and coam ology are actually equivalent descriptions of the sam e deep physical reality.

Severalyears ago the idea was advanced that the nucleation of correlated baby universes, taken to be the Lorentzian
sector of Euclidean wom holes, is equivalent to squeezing the spacetine R]. These baby universes can rst be
represented as Tolm an-H aw king closed spaces which are described by the m etric
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where = dt=a(t) isthe conformaltine, d %jstheunjtmetrjcon the three-sphere, and a( ) is the scale factor
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wih Ry them axinum radius of the baby universe and ay, (t) = Rg 2.
Now, i hasbeen m ore recently shown [3]that the two-din ensionalm etric ofa warp drive can be expressed in term s
of the conform altin e in the m anifestly cosm ological form

ay ()= i @3)

w here Rg is the m axinum radius of a gpatially closed de Sitter like local space. W e m ay be therefore uncovering
an a ! 1=a duality symm etry between two-din ensional warp drives and two-dim ensional baby universes which, if
con m ed to hold, would entitle us to accom plish the conclusion that the creation of warp drives is also equivalent
to spacetim e squeezing, such as it is currently believed #]. T hat this is actually the case can be checked by show ing
that the purely gravitationalpart of the H ibert-E instein tw o-dim ensionalaction corresponding to baby universes and
warp drives is the sam e. G enerally, or the relevant geom etric sector of the tw o-din ensional H ibert-E instein action
onem ay write
Z Z
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in which M , isthe P lanck m ass, R R @) isthe R iccicurvature scalar and K is the second findam ental form on the
one-din ensional boundary. Com puting this action sector for the scale factors (2) and (3) the result is inm ediately

derived that such an action is in fact the sam e for both m etrics and given by

Sp= Sy = 6M S, tan ; )
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w ih S, the proper surface of the given baby (or warp) universe. Ikt then follow s that, relative to the geom etric part
of the action, thea ! 1=a duality symm etry holds for two-dim ensionalbaby and warp universes having any relative
sizes, and therefore, since m ost of the physics of these two spacetin e constructs is concentrated on two din ensions,
all of their observable physical properties are undistinguishable from one another and hence they are both equivalent
to squeezing the spacetin e. Now , sihce squeezing is a quantum phenom enon devoid of any classical counterparts B,
i follow s that the baby universe spacetin e and the warp universe spacetin e also are both quantum in nature, such
as i must happen w ith the scale-factor duality symm etry between them .

The case for G iddings-Strom inger axionic baby universes [6] is a little m ore di cul to show but from the very
onset we know that it is at the end of the day transform able in the one for the Toln an-H aw king case [7] and hence
one would expect it to have the sam e properties. The m etric of a G dddings-Strom inger baby universe is given as in
Eqgq. 1), wih

aGs:RSSCOSlzz(Z ): (6)
T here would then exist a solution such that
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w hose tw o-din ensionalversion m ust be dualto the tw o-din ensionalversion ofm etric (6). T he corresponding geom etric
sectors of the H ibert-E instein actions are in fact the sam e and again given by expression (5). In tem s of the
R obertson-W alker tin e the scale factor (7) can be expressed as an elliptic function
!
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wih 0 < t< RgK (1= 2)= 2 and K (x) the com plte elliptic Integral of the rst kind. H owever, the m etric given
by Eg. (8) In term s of tin e t does no longer descrbe a Friedm ann-R obertson-W alkerm etric as it can be checked by
em bedding this tw o-dim ensional spacetin e as the three-hyperboloid
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w ith the Lorentzian m etric
ds® = dr?+ ds?+ dx ?: 10)

T his em bedding can be achieved by exhbiing the new coordinates In temm s of the elliptic fiinctions sc and nc in the
form
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dc being still another elliptic finction. A Friedm ann-R obertson-W alker m etric can then be obtained by rede ning
the tim e so that
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w ith which the m etric becom es nally
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where 0< < 1 .M etric (14) can then be again interpreted as that for a two-dim ensionalwarp drive and hence we
again derive the sam e resul as for a Tolm an-H aw king baby universe.

Let us now consider the possible connection between baby universes and warp drives w ith the essential property
behind quantum entanglem ent, com plem entarity and w ave fiinction collapse, that is the B ell’s inequalities [L]. Starting
w ith a detailed com parison ofthe originalintentions of B ohr and E Instein in their developm ent of quantum m echanics
and general relativity, Sachs showed [B] that the goals of general relativity are m ore insightfiil and subsum e those of
quantum m echanics, w ith "general relativity playing the role ofa forest and quantum m echanics that of its trees". In
w hat ollow swe shalluse the properties discovered above in order to investigate w hether localized w arp drives cropped
up in the universe are also connected to a violation of the Bell's inequalities [L]. If such a task led to that connection
then the very m uch dism issed E instein’s dream that it is general relativity w here the deepest roots of quantum theory
reside B]would be re-opened and m ark one m ore exam pl of the trem endous E instein insight, leading thistine to a
new avenue to unity quantum m echanics and gravitation.

V iolation ofBell's inequalities is attained when the follow ing nequality holds [B]
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w here the a’s are Fock anniilation and creation quantum operators.
Now, from inequality (15) and the de nition
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where use has been m ade of the condition n?i=lni 1, we get
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W e com pute then the m aster equation for the second-order correlation function from the m atrix elem ents In the
baby universe Fock space ofthem atter eld num ber states 2], in the diagonal representation
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In which N = 0;2;4; ::: denotes the initial num ber of baby universes, 2k is the proper distance on the wom hole
nner,3-m anifold between the two correlated points at which two baby universes are created or anniilated, and
kg = 2k=CR§ k), with Ry is the sm allest value of the scale factor in the connected m anifold, to obtain 2]
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w here gf) and g:” are the third- and fourth-order coherence fiunctions, respectively, and P NN ;ky) =

8 N + % sinh @kg) . For the vacuum case, Eq. (19) adm its the exact solution géZ) ©O;ko) = exp %P 0;ko)t ,

so that
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T hus, for the vacuum case there w illalwaysbe a large enough tin e for which Bell's nequalities are violated. Such
a tim e is an aller than orasmost equalto t, = 2In2:37=(7P (0;kp)). This conclusion is still valid for sn all, nonzero
values of mi and even in the lm it of Jarge ni where

) r 1
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Tt llow s that, though In this lim it the right hand side of expression (20) is In this case de ned to be an aller
than 0.707 even ort= 0, the inequality relating it with C can lave still a residual room for the violation ofBell's
nequalities In the situation where we usually expect the classical 1im it to hold, so allow ing m ultiverse descriptions
to call for a pint quantum treatm ent. The conclusion can then be drawn that warp drives entail the phenom ena
of quantum entanglem ent, com plem entarity and wave function collapse. W hether other special kinds of spacetin e
hvolving exotic m atter w ith negative energy would also give rise to violations of the Bell's nequalities is a m atter
which deserves fiirther consideration.

Thepoint now is, provided a de Sitter space by itself In plies the very essentialphenom ena of quantum entanglem ent,
com plem entarity and w ave function collapse, would any dynam icalgeneralizationsofa coan ologicalconstant described
by a quintessential or k-essential dark or phantom energy eld also entail the deepest essentials of quantum theory
by them selves?.

Let us rst assum e from the onset that the nucleation ofbaby universes in pairs can be equivalently described by
m eans of a duality sym m etry transform ation in tem s of closed universes lled w ith an hom ogeneous and isotropic

uid, w ith equation ofstatep= w ,pand being the pressure and the energy density, respectively, and w a param eter
which for the sake of sin plicity we take here to be constant. From the equation of the coan ic energy conservation,

da
d = 3@+ );; (21)

the solutions to the equation ofm otion can be com puted for such closed universes. In conform altine , they are
given by []

Z
da 1 1
0= = — arccos 7 (22)
a a® 3 1 0a

wih g aoonstant, = 1+ w and =1 37 € 0. Then, the considered baby universes resulting from the coan ic
solutions when the duality symm etry holds can be taken as those descrbed by the m etric (1),

ds? = a*()( d?+d 3);
w ith the scale factor given by
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Let us then be concemed w ith the two din ensionalversion ofthis type ofbaby universes, forwhich we take the slice
that results at constant angular variables. A s it hasbeen pointed out previously, it w illbe now assum ed that m ost of
the relevant physics involved is concentrated on that slice. In such a case, the duality symm etry a ! i correspoonds in
Eqg. 23) jist to a change of sign in the value ofthe param eter . T he action given by Eq. (4) becom es thus invariant
under the transform ation, ! .

W e next notice that there are two special values of the param eter w, which are equivalent to the baby universes
which were considered before. First, the valuew = 1 which corresponds to the case of a positive coan ological
constant), ie.,, = 1, isassociated by the duality sym m etry to the closed Toln an-H aw king baby universe considered
In Egq. 2). The second case, fora valuew = % (which fallswell inside the phantom energy regin e [L0]), ie., = 2,

corresponds to the G iddings-Strom inger baby universe, given by Eq. (6). There is still another special value which

the param eterw m ay takeon, w = % (W hich describbes an accelerating universe dom inated by dark energy [11]), ie
= 1=2, am ounting to a third kind of Euclidean womm holes characterized by a scale factor which in its Lorentzian

sector is given by
a()=M co ( =2): 4)

An Euclidean wom hole solution ofthe orm a / cosh ( g =2) can be derived from the E uclidean Friedm ann-R cbertson—
W alkerE instein equationsby sim ply adding an extra quantum tem arising from the insertion ofam ininum resolution
distance in the background theory, In the case that no cosn ological constant be incluided [12]. Now, sin ilarly to how

we have shown that the two two-din ensional coan ological solutions respectively associated w ith Toln an-H aw king
and G dddings-Strom inger tw o-din ensional baby universes are both convertible into the two-din ensional warp drive
space-tin e, one would expect the two-dim ensionalversion ofthe cosn ic scale factor associated w ith a two-dim ensional
baby universe given by Eq. (24) to be convertble into that for the two-din ensionalwarp drive, too. T his expectation

arises from the result [L3] that the three kinds of baby universe considered above correspond to the only three
existing Euclidean wom hole solutions and it was shown that they are physically equivalent to each other. In fact, the



tw o-din ensionalcoan ic solution forthe scale factora( ) = =2 (= isonce again physically equivalent to that ofa two—

din ensionalwarp drive as it can be readily shown that such a m etric is conform alto the one associated w ith a closed
de Sitter space whgn the om er m etric is expressed In tem s of a Friedm ann-R obertson-W aker tin e. Thus, de ning
rstthetinet= —S9— and hence,alt) = M + £2=(4M ), and then a new tine through t= 2M sinh( =4M ?),

w e have the wellde ned two-din ensional conform ally Friedm ann-R obertson-W alker line elem ent
ds’ = cosh” (=4M ?) d %+ M ?cosh? ( =4M ?) ; @5)

wih O 1.

W hen combined with the above discussion on the violation of Bells inequalities, if we take into account the
restriction that > 0 which is required in order to obtain baby universe solutions, then the previous resuls leads
hexorably to the conclusion that always we have a universe which expands in an accelrated fashion, no m atter
w hether it is phantom , de Sitter or dark energy dom inated, it entails the deepest essentials of quantum theory,
m eaning that such a universe, by iself, is a quantum , entangled system which has no classical analog whatsoever.
T he rather bizarre in plication that the universe where we live In is of necessity a quantum universe appears to be
m ade less surprising, at kast when phantom energy is considered. In fact, the very essential featuresofa universe llked
w ith such a kind of vacuum energy m ark rather quantum footprints, which m anifests in the fact that the param eter
of is equation of state m ust be quantized and that the phantom energy density increases with tine to tend to a
classical singularity (which lkely be sm oothed out by quantum e ects) In a nite tim e in the future. The feature that
all accelerating ways to expand are at the end ofthe day physically equivalent m akes then the above conclusion quite
less bizarre.

Indeed, if the ultim ate cause for the current speeding-up of the universe is a universal quantum entanglem ent,
then one would expect that the very existence of the universe in plied the violation of the Bell's nequalities and
hence the collapse of the superposed cosn ic quantum state into the universe we are able to ocbserve, or is associated
com plem entarity betw een coan ologicaland m icroscopic law s, and any ofallother aspects that characterize a quantum
system aswell. The current dom inance of the resulting quantum repulsion over attractive graviy started at a given
coincidence tin e would then m ark the onset of a new quantum region along the coam ic evolution, other than that
prevailed at the big bang and early prin eval universe, this tin e referring to the quite m acroscopic, large universe
w hich we live In. T hus, quite the contrary to w hat isusually believed, quantum physics not just govem them icroscopic
aspect of nature but also the m ost m acroscopic description of it In such a way that we can say that current live is
form Ing part of a true quantum system .
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