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Abstract

We study FLRW cosmology, taking into account quantum gravitational corrections in the for-
malism of the exact renormalization group flow of the effective action for gravity. We calculate
the quantum corrected scale factor, energy density, and entropy production at late times, taking
different cut-off functions. Our approach differs from previous ones in the way energy-momentum
conservation is imposed — we include the running Newton constant G(k) in the definition of energy-
momentum tensor, keeping in mind the covariant conservation identity of the Einstein tensor. The
quantum corrections obtained in this approach are different from what are found by letting the
conservation equation remain the same as for a scale-independent Newton constant. We also find
that for a specific choice of the cut-off scale, the quantum corrected behaviour of the Newton

constant and the cosmological constant leads to a bouncing emergent universe solution.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A consistent quantization of general relativity in four dimensions is the holy grail of
theoretical high-energy and gravitational physics. Perturbative renormalization of Einstein
gravity fails because of the dimensionful nature of the gravitational coupling. An alternative
view is that general relativity cannot be quantized directly, but emerges as an effective low
energy theory from a quantum action which in principle includes all diffeomorphism-invariant
local functions of the metric not ruled out by other symmetries [1]. Over the last couple
of decades a new approach to quantum gravity based on this view has become popular.
This is the functional renormalization group (RG) approach for gravity in which a scale-
dependent RG equation is derived by including all possible diffeomorphism invariant local
functions of the metric [2-9]. The low energy effective action is obtained by solving the
exact functional RG flow equation in terms of a momentum scale parameter k. This results
in a running Newton’s constant as well as running cosmological constant. Einstein equation
is then “improved” by replacing the Newton’s constant and cosmological constant by their
scale-dependent versions. The theory that comes from this formulation has its bare action
corresponding to a non-trivial fixed point of the RG flow. The existence of a UV fixed point
also indicates that the theory is asymptotically safe [10-17).

We use a formulation of asymptotically safe gravity based on an (Euclidean) “effective
average action” I'y[g.] [2, 13,16, [7, 12, 18-29]. It is defined such that it correctly describes
all gravitational phenomena, taking into account the effect of all loops, at a momentum
scale k. The effective average action is based on a modified theory whose action includes, in
addition to the bare action of the theory, a regulator term which suppresses all IR modes with
momenta p? < k? below a chosen cutoff k. This results in the exclusion of the modes with
p? < k?, while the modes with p? > k? are integrated out. As a result of this I', interpolates
between the classical action S = I['y_, that corresponds to ignoring all quantum modes,
and the standard quantum effective action I' = I',—_g that corresponds to the removal of the
IR cutoff. Hence I'y describes a trajectory satisfying a renormalization group flow equation.
In order to solve the RG flow equation, a method of “truncation in theory space” is used to

keep only the /g and \/gR terms in the action. Then the truncated effective average action



has the form

o8] = gy | VIR0 = 200} + Slo. ). (1)

The RG flow equation obtained using this leads to scale dependent expressions for Newton’s

gravitational constant and the cosmological constant,

G(k) = Gy [1 — wGok® + O(G3k")] | (1.2)
A(k) = vGok* + O(GEE®) (1.3)

where Gy is the Newton’s gravitational constant at £ = 0. The constants appearing in Ein-
stein’s field equation are then replaced by the running constants to get the “RG-improved”
Einstein equation. An outline of obtaining the running Newton’s gravitational constant and
running cosmological constant is presented in an Appendix.

The Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) model of cosmology was investi-
gated in [30-35] using the “RG improved” Einstein equation. Bianchi I cosmology was also
studied recently in [36] in the same approach. The procedure leads to a set of ordinary
coupled differential equations involving the scale factor, density, Newton’s universal gravi-
tational constant, cosmological constant, and a cutoff function. An important input that
goes into the derivation of the coupled differential equations for the scale factor and density
is the covariant conservation of the energy-momentum tensor. Since the Einstein tensor is
divergence-free as a geometrical identity, the conservation of the energy-momentum tensor
leads to an additional equation involving the time derivatives of the Newton’s constant and
the cosmological constant. This leads to a consistency equation when we assume an equa-
tion of state for the matter; once the equation of state is used, we find a system of three
equations and two unknowns. The solution of the two unknowns from two of the equations
would necessarily need to satisfy the third equation for consistency of the solution.

If the matter energy-momentum tensor corresponds to a classical perfect fluid, one may
be able to justify the use of the usual conservation equation and thus of the consistency
condition. If however there is an underlying quantum theory of the matter, we should in
principle include the RG flow of that as well. For example, if electromagnetic radiation
appears as a source in the RG improved Einstein equations, its RG flow should also be
considered, resulting in the running fine structure constant appearing in Einstein equation.

In that case it turns out that if we demand that the energy-momentum tensor remain



divergence-free, the resulting consistency equation cannot be satisfied at late times [37].
Therefore we should demand conservation, not of the usual 7, but of the entire right hand
side of Einstein equation including the running gravitational and other coupling constants as
well as the running cosmological constant. We call this the “modified conservation equation”
and apply it to the FLRW cosmology in this paper. We will consider only perfect fluid here
as we are mainly interested in finding out how the resulting cosmology differs at late times
from the other approach; the problem of including radiation, and thus the running fine
structure constant, will be taken up elsewhere.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Sec. [[I, we write the RG improved Einstein
equation for FLRW cosmology. In Sec. we explain our procedure for a particular choice
of the relation between the momentum cutoff scale and cosmological time and present our
main results for the scale factor and the entropy production rate. In Sec. [Vl we consider
some other choices for the momentum cutoff scale. A summary of the results is given in
the last section. An outline of how the effective average action functional leads to the flow
equation for the scale dependent gravitational constant G/(k) and cosmological constant A(k)

is given in an Appendix.

II. IMPROVED FIELD EQUATIONS AND THE CUTOFF IDENTICATION

The idea of using the modified conservation law to study cosmology in the context of scale-
dependent (or time-dependent) Newton’s constant is fairly general and should be widely
applicable, even outside the context of asymptotically safe gravity, and for any kind of cos-
mological metric. In this paper we will restrict ourselves and apply the modified conservation

law to only the spatially flat FLRW metric,
ds* = —dt* + a*(t) [dr* 4 r* (d6* + sin® 6d¢?) | . (2.1)

We will take the cosmic matter to be a perfect fluid, for which the energy-momentum tensor

reads

T;w = (p + p)v/ﬂ)u + PAuv (22)

where p is the pressure, p is the energy density and v, is the four velocity of the fluid

which satisfies the relation v#v, = —1. The improved Einstein equations coming from



asymptotically safe gravity can be written as
1
R, — §ng, =81G(t) T — At) gy - (2.3)

In writing down these equations, a cutoff identification k = k(t) has been made characterized
by the cosmic time ¢. From these, we obtain a modified Friedmann equation and a modified

continuity equation,

12 8w A(t)
H? = a _°on 7 2.4
A
p+3H(p+p) :_M (2.5)

8rG(t)

While this is written for a perfect fluid, we note that G and A will appear in the continuity
equation for all types of cosmological matter. A similar equation was written in [38] in terms
of the scale k for the case where the matter is a scalar field and the cosmological constant
enters through the minimum of the scalar potential. In the consistency approach [30], it is
assumed that the left and right hand sides of Eq. (2.5]) vanish separately. The left hand side
of Eq. (2.5) vanishes due to covariant conservation of the energy-momentum tensor 7}, ,
which holds when Newton’s constant and other coupling constants do not depend on time.
The vanishing of the right hand side of Eq. (ZX]) was referred to as consistency equation.
As discussed above, the energy-momentum tensor will not satisfy V#T,,, = 0 in general
if G, A and any coupling constant for the matter are time-dependent. Instead we consider
the entire right hand side of Eq. (2.3]) to be divergence-free, as required by the contracted
Bianchi identity V#G,,, = 0. This leads to the modified conservation equation, Eq. (2.5]).

Using p(t) = Qp(t), the modified conservation equation can be written as

810, [G(t)p + %} =271+ Q)HG(t)p. (2.6)

Substituting G(t)p from Eq. (2.4) in the above equation, we obtain
1 , 1
1= —5(3+3Q) |I” = 2A()] - (2.7)

In this paper, we wish to solve the above differential equations at late times. To this end,
we shall use the long distance perturbative series expansions of G(k) and A(k) as shown in
Eq. (L2 [L3), suitably converted to a time-varying form. The identification of the infrared

cutoff for momentum scale k£ involves expressing k in terms of all scales that are relevant



to the problem under consideration. In the case of the FLRW universe, homogeneity and
isotropy of spacetime imply that & is a function of the cosmological time only. This in turn

implies that the constants G and A take the form
G(t) = G(k = k(1)), Aty = Ak =k(t)) . (2.8)
The simplest such behaviour at late times is (we will consider some other possibilities later)
k== (2.9)

Inserting this expression for k in the series for G(k) and A(k) (Eqs. (A14l [A15), the time
dependent Newton’s gravitational constant and cosmological constant in the perturbative

or low energy regime is found to be

0 -af1- 2o (t)]. o0
A(t) = ”t—(f +0O (%) , (2.11)

where © = wé?, 7 = vé* and tp; = /Gy is the Planck time in natural units. We see
that Newton’s constant increases to its classical value Gy at late times, while the cosmo-
logical constant approaches zero, which may be appropriate for our universe. We will use
these expressions in the next section to investigate the cosmological expansion and entropy

generation in our universe.

III. COSMOLOGICAL EXPANSION AND ENTROPY GENERATION

We shall now solve the differential equation for the Hubble parameter (Eq.(2.7)). For
! 7 and rewrite Eq. 27) in terms of u(t) as

this, we set u(t) = V0]

3
where A = (3+239). Integrating this equation from ¢ = ¢, (present time) to some time ¢, we
obtain
A [ 9
u(t) = ug + A(t — to) — 3 A(t)u(t)dt (3.2)
to



where ug = u(tp). This is a Volterra integral equation of the second kind. We now solve this
integral equation iteratively since A(t) is small at large times (Eq.(2I1])). For this, we first

approximate our solution by taking
u(t) = u®(t) = uo + A(t —to) = At + B (3.3)

where B = ug — Aty. Substituting this in the integral on the right hand side of Eq. (3.2),

we obtain to the next approximation

A t
uV(t) ~ uO(t) — 3 / A(t) (u(o)(t))2dt. (3.4)
to
Repeating this process by putting u"(¢) in the integral in Eq. (3.2)), we obtain to the next
approximation
@) g A [ ()2
uP(t) ~uV(t) - 3 A(t) (u'V(2))" dt
t
A Ot 2 A\? f 2
= uO(t) — 5/ A(t) (u®(t))" dt + 2 (5) / A(ty) U A(ts) (u9(t)) dtg] dt,

to to to

+ O(A*()). (3.5)

Substituting A(¢) from Eq. (2.10) in Eq. (83) and keeping terms up to O(Gy), we get
_ AvGy [ A? AB B* A* AB Bz}

u(l)(t) ~ u©® () I —+ —+ — + (3.6)

t 2 33ty 12 33

] _ _AvGo | A2 | AB | B i
Defining C' = 3 [ W T 2 + 33 for convenience, we get

u(t) ~ At+ B+

AvG {A_2 AB B?

This now gives a differential equation for the scale factor a(t). This reads

H:—:—l —_— [ N
a At +At+ 3t t+t2 +3t3

—i 1_2_17_% A_2_|_A_B_|_B_2 _|_D2 + (38)
At At 3t t 2 33 A2¢2 ’

a 1{ D D_GO<A_2 AB 32)]—1

where D = B 4 C'. Integrating the above equation, we get upto (’)(t:%)

1(t)—11t+D+ADG° o
RO =T 4 T e T o4

+Ina (3.9)



where Ina is a constant of integration. The final form of the scale factor a(t) now reads
a(t) = at#e D AvG, D
= X  — J—
P A ™ 7o T oA

. D AiG, D2
— t_ 1 _— 1_A A . 1
“A< T e TNt ) (3.10)

The constant of integration @ can be fixed by remembering that a(ty) = 1. This yields

1 D AbG, D? -
— (14— 1—A)—— 4 .
/a ( +A2t0+ 6t2 * )2A4t§+ )

a =

(3.11)

Cn

Eq. (BI0) gives the quantum correction in the scale factor.
Substituting A(t) from Eq. (211 and the Hubble parameter from Eq. (3.8)) in Eq. (2.4),

and putting A = @, we get the quantum corrected energy density to be
3 2 \* 1 ) 4D @Gy (3+ 30)20G, N AD? N
P \3430) G2 |~ (3130 @ 2 AP 3(1+ Q)2

(3.12)

Note that the first term is exactly the classical result of energy density in FLRW cosmology.
The subsequent terms are the quantum corrections in the energy density up to O(tj%)

Now we proceed to discuss entropy generation in the above scenario in line with the
arguments in [39,40]. From the modified continuity equation (Z.X), we get

47 47

[p+3H(p+p)] 5 Roa® = S RIP(#), (3.13)
where we have written
< A+ 87rpG 3
P(t) = o | % (3.14)

with Ry being the radius of the universe at the present time t,. Note that the scale factor

here is dimensionless with a(t) = %?. We can rewrite the above equation as

A(FpRYc’)  A(FRIY)  4r
= ) 1
LA pSa - TR (3.15)

In terms of energy U = 4FpRja® and proper volume V = 4F R3a®, the above equation takes

the form

dU dV. 4w s~
E +p$ = ?ROP(T,) . (316)



In classical cosmology, P(t) = 0 as A and G do not depend on time. Therefore we can
conclude using the standard thermodynamic relation dU + pdV = T'dS and P(t) = 0, that
the entropy does not change during the expansion of the universe.

Here P(t) is non-zero because A and G are functions of time, hence in this case, we have
dS Am 4~
— = —RyP(t 3.17
= = TRP), (317)

where S is the entropy carried by the perfect fluid inside the comoving volume V = 4%Ji’ga?’ .

From Egs. (8.16),(317), the change in entropy reads

E = 4_7TR50’)75(t) = 4_7T a’

To calculate the entropy or the change in entropy, we need to know the temperature 71" as

(3.18)

a function of time which is in principle unknown. We also require the relation between p
and p which we have taken to be p = Qp in our analysis. Assuming radiation dominance,
1

) Z, with neg being given by

ﬂzneﬂ‘

the energy density is taken to be p(t) = o¥T*, where o = ( -

Neg = Np + %n ¢, where n;, and ny are the bosonic and fermionic massless degrees of freedom
respectively. This is in line with the argument in [39] which mentions that significant entropy
production takes place only in the radiation dominated universe. Furthermore, since the non-
adiabaticity is small, the Stefan-Boltzmann relation among p, p and T are still valid in the
non-equilibrium cosmological scenario with entropy production [41,42].

Using the equation of state p = £, the entropy production rate in terms of the scale factor

and energy density is given by

dsS d [167
E = & {TURSG3P3/4:| . (319)
Integrating Eq. (819, the final entropy carried by proper volume V reads
16
S(t) = T%Rga?)p?)/‘* + 8., (3.20)

where S, is a constant of integration. Note that if G and A are independent of time, the

3/4

radiation energy density obeys a®p®* = constant and hence the entropy S is a constant.

3/4 is a function of time and hence

However, if G and A are time dependent, the quantity a®p
the entropy S is time dependent.
Substituting the expression for the scale factor a(t) and the energy density p(t) from

Egs. (310, B12) in the above equation, we obtain the entropy for Q = 3 to be

lw

167

S(t) = 297 5 g [ 5

327TGO

3 G
5 } {1+(3w—81/)@+--- +S.. (3.21)



From the above result, we observe that the leading quantum correction to the entropy for
the radiation dominated universe vanishes if (30 —8) =0, i.e. for 2 = 2—‘;. This is the same
value of ¢ that one gets from the consistency approach [30] in which the energy momentum
tensor is taken to be covariantly conserved, independent of the scale(time)-dependence of G
and A. In such a scenario the entropy production rate is zero and hence the expansion of
the universe is adiabatic. We can also obtain an upper bound for the parameter £ from the

o . . . . . ~ ~ . 3w
positivity of the entropy at all times which imposes (3@ — 87) > 0 leading to { < /52,

IV. MORE CHOICES OF CUT-OFF

In the analysis of the previous section, we chose the energy scale to be inversely propor-
tional to time. However, there can be other choices. An interesting possibility that was
considered in [39] is to take the energy scale as a function of the Hubble parameter instead
of cosmological time. In this section, we obtain solutions for the scale factor for some power

law relations between the energy scale and the Hubble parameter.

A. Cut-off k= CH1

In the first instance we choose the cut-off to be k = (H i, where ( is a dimensionful

constant. Substituting this choice of the cut-off k in Eq. (AI5]) we get
A(t) =vGoH + - - (4.1)

where 7 = ('v. Putting Eq. (1)) in Eq. (Z7), we obtain a differential equation for H(t),

%:-%(HQ) [1—2—6;[0] : (4.2)

Solving this equation, we get the Hubble parameter as
VG exp (%t)

H= -
cvGoy + 3 exp <%t>

(4.3)

where ¢ is an integration constant. Writing H (ty) = Hy at present time to, the constant of

integration ¢ comes out to be

1 3H, (1+Q)wGo
c= 27 (1 DGO) exp ( 5 to) . (4.4)

10




Substituting the value of ¢ in Eq. (£3) yields

Gy exp <%(t - t0)>

(”TGOO — 3) + 3exp (%(t - t0)>

The scale factor a(t) can now be obtained from the above equation and reads (setting

H =

(4.5)

a(ty) = 1 at present time ty)

2
3Hy, 3H, (1+Q)vGy 3(1+9)
t) =11 — t—1 4.6
olt) = 1= 20 4 S ey (L0 (46)
Note that in the classical limit v — 0, the scale factor in Eq. (£6]) reduces to
2
3(1 + @) 3(1+Q)

Since Eq. (24)) implies that (1 — %) < 0 as a consequence of the energy density p being
positive at all times, we find that the scale factor a(t) has some interesting features. It is
finite and slowly varying in the infinite past ¢ — —oo provided (1 + €2) > 0, so at late
times an expanding universe emerges out of what was a nearly static universe at very early
times. Such a universe is called an emergent universe [43-49]. It is known that one can
get an emergent universe if one uses an equation of state of the form p = Ap — Bp% , with
A, B > 0. However, such an equation of state corresponds to exotic matter. On the other
hand, it was shown in [50] that it is possible to get an emergent universe using ordinary
matter obeying the standard equation of state p = {p, provided matter creation [51] is
assumed. Here we have found yet another example where matter with the usual equation
of state p = Q2p can lead to an emergent universe. This universe has yet another interesting
feature. Since (1 — %) < 0, the scale factor becomes zero at some point of time and then
start increasing again exponentially. Thus we can call this a bouncing emergent universe.
At the bounce the scale factor a(t) vanishes, and therefore H — oo, hence it is necessary

to include higher quantum corrections in order to fully understand the behaviour there. We

shall not attempt to do that in this paper.

3Ho

We can put a bound on ¢ by noting that away from the classical limit, (* < G -

At the critical value (. = (%)i, the universe does not have a bounce since the scale
factor a(t) — 0 in the infinite past. The bouncing emergent universe scenario appears

whenever ( is below its critical value. Using the observed values Hy ~ 1.45 x 107*? GeV

11



FIG. 1: Scale factor versus time for a radiation dominated universe. Solid curve: classical scale

factor. Dashed curve: quantum corrected scale factor.

and Gy ~ 0.67 x 107 GeV~2 [52], we find ¢! = 3.39 x 107® GeV?. If we use these values
for Hy, Gy, and also the cosmological constant Ay ~ 4.30 x 107%* GeV? [53], we find from

Eq. (A1) that for our universe ¢* ~ 2.32 x 1072 GeV®. We have plotted the quantum

corrected scale factor a(t) against Ho(t — o) for a radiation dominated universe (Q = 3)

using this value of ¢ in Fig. ().
It is useful to express H as a function of the scale factor a(t). For this we note that

L (4) = (48) (4¢) L = ¢ (¢2) and rewrite Eq. ([@2) as
dH 3+ 3Q {H DGO} '

“do T 2 3

(4.8)

Integrating this equation from present time t; to some time ¢, we obtain H in terms of a as

_ 3430 DGO 3430
H= Hy |1 —< —1) , 4.9
a 2 0[ +3H0 a 2 } (4.9)

where Hy = H(to) and a(ty) = 1.
In order to calculate the entropy production in this cosmology, we first calculate the

energy density p(a) using Eq. (Z4). Inserting the cut-off k = (H1 into Eq. (AI4) we get
G(t) = Gy [1 — OGoH + - (4.10)

where we have defined @ = (%*w. Substituting Eq. (£I0) in Eq. (24) and keeping terms up
to O(Gy) inside the parenthesis, we get the energy density in terms of the Hubble parameter
as

_3H
N 87TGO

pla) (4.11)

VG
5|

[1+@G0H%+---] {H——

12



Using the expression for H in terms of a, we can recast the energy density in the form

1
3H? G0 UGy [ 3430 . 1 3430 UGy [ 3130 2
p(a):87rG00a 2 {l—l—s—%(a 2 —1)] 1+wGoHia™ 4 (1—|—3—Ho<a 2 —1)) ]
_ (3439) vGo [ 3430 vGo
L 70 (e q)) K]
x[a 2 <+3H0a2 ) SHJ
(4.12)

Now to calculate the entropy produced, we use Eq. (320) and set Q = % (for radiation
dominated universe). This gives

_16r o [3HF (. 0Go Go [ 5
S(a) = 90R0 {SWGQ (1 BHO)] [(1+3H0(a 1)

< (142Gt 1+V—G°(a2—1) B R NRE)
3H,

a

W

]

From the above expression, we observe that the entropy diverges at late times for the bounc-

ing emergent universe.

B. Cut-off k = cH3

Of course, for a general cut-off function it is not possible to find closed-form solutions
for the scale factor. Let us consider another special case for which a solution can be found,

k=¢ecH %, with € being a dimensionful constant. We use this cut-off to find an expression

for A from Eq. (ATH),
A(t) = vGoH? + - - - (4.14)

where 7 = vel. Putting A(t) from Eq. (AI4) up to order O(Gy) in Eq. 2.71), we get the

differential equation for the Hubble parameter to be

. Q vGoH?
g B3 [ PGH] (4.15)
2 3
Using % (%) =a (%) as before, we can recast the above equation in the form
dH (3+3Q) vGoH
— )= H |1 — ——| . 4.16
() - -S (@19
Integrating the above equation from the present time ¢y, to some time ¢, we obtain
_ ?Go
H (1 3 H()) _ _(3+239) (4.17)

Hy (1 - %52 H)

13



where we have set a(ty) = 1 and written H (ty) = Hy for the value of the Hubble parameter

at the present time. Solving for H, we obtain

, _ , -1
H = Hya™ 2" [1 + ”GgHo (a_—(3+23m . 1)} . (4.18)
Solving this equation gives the scale factor a(t) as
vGoH, 0) vGyH, Q
<1 . ”Gg 0) (a@ . 1) L@ +23 )”G; Olng = @Ho (t—to),  (4.19)

where the constant of integration has been fixed from the condition a(ty) = 1 and we have
assumed that 2 # —1. The functional dependence of the scale factor a in terms of the

cosmological time ¢ can be obtained iteratively, and up to first order in G reads

ot = [+ 8y
+IJG§H0 ((3 +23Q)H0(t ) —In <(3+273Q)H()(t —to) + 1))} o .(4.20)

Note that at late times, i.e. as t — oo, we find the usual behaviour of classical cosmology,
a — oo and H — 0.

To get an idea about the energy scale of the cut-off k, we estimate the dimensionful
constant ¢ appearing in the cut-off using Eq. (4.14)). Using the values of Ay, Gy, and H, at
the present time, we find e* ~ 11.01 x 10%© GeV. It is interesting to note that this energy
scale is of the same order of magnitude as the total mass of the universe. For these values,
'7G°TH° turns out to be a number of order unity. We use this to make a plot of the scale factor
a(t) vs. Ho(t — to) for radiation dominated universe ( = #) which is displayed in Fig.(2).

For the calculation of entropy, we note that using the cut-off k = c¢H 1 in Eq. (A14), we
get

G(t) = Go |1~ 2GoHE + - (4.21)

where @ = we?. Tt is clear that G — G at late times. Using this form of G(t), we get the

energy density in terms of the Hubble parameter to be

3H? _ 3 I?GO
pla) = ey [1+wG0H +} [1—TH} :

Using the expression for H in Eq. (£.22), we obtain the energy density in terms of the scale

(4.22)

factor a(t) as

3H? 3 s vGoH,
pla) = 220 =6+ |1 4 GG HZ o 5 - 200 (2a—¥ - 1) +oo| . (4.23)
87TGO 3

14



FIG. 2: Scale factor versus time for a radiation dominated universe. Solid line : classical scale

factor. Dashed line : quantum corrected scale factor.

The entropy produced can now be calculated in case of the radiation dominated universe by

setting () = % We find

2\ i
Sa) = 17 g < 3H: )

1
9 8 GO +

+5,. (4.29)

3

3wGoHE  ©vGoHy [ 2

_ Z 1 e
4a3 4 +

a?

The entropy approaches a constant value at late times.

C. Cut-off k=~H

A cut-off identification suggested in [39] was k(t) = vH . For the sake of completeness, we
shall now calculate the Hubble parameter and the entropy production for this case. We now
have A(t) = VGoH* + -+ and G(t) = Gy [1 — WGoH? + - - -] where ¥ = vy* and & = wy?.
The differential equation (2.7)) for H(t) for this cut-off reads

a (%) — —@H {1 - DG;)HQ] : (4.25)

This has the solution

1
2

o 2
vGoly oy _ a_(3+39))] . (4.26)

H = Hoa—(3+3ﬂ)/2 |:1 .

Solving this equation and keeping terms up to first order in Gq gives the scale factor a(t) as

(for Q # —1)

. G HE [ ' 2
<a¥ B 1) _ vGoHj (a@ L 2) — MHO (t—to) . (4.27)

6 2
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FIG. 3: Scale factor versus time for a radiation dominated universe. Solid line : classical scale

factor. Dashed line : quantum corrected scale factor.

We perturbatively calculate the functional dependence of the scale factor a in terms of the

cosmological time ¢, and up to first order in Gy we find

v 2
a(t) = {wﬂo(t—towur PGty
2 6
(3+3Q) 1 ©rEm
s | S G (E— 1) + —1 . (4.28)
( 2 O TG )+ 1

Once again we find that a — oo as t — oo, and therefore H — 0. We can estimate the
dimensionless constant v appearing in the cut-off using Eq. (AI3). As before, we use the
observed values of the constants Ay, Hy and Gy at the present time, and thus calculate
4 ~ 7.59 x 10?2, This in turn makes %H‘% a number of order unity. Using these numbers,
we have plotted the scale factor a(t) against Hy(t —to) for the radiation dominated universe,
which is displayed in Fig.(3).

Using the expression for H obtained in Eq. (£.26]) we calculate the energy density as a
function of the scale factor

3H; 20GoHE (1
pla) = —9q=BY 11 4 200 (2 B ) WG HZa BT | (4.29)
87TGO 3 2

From this result, we get the entropy in the radiation dominated universe as

3
167 3 3Hg 4 3(:]GOHg IjGng 1
_ 1 :
Sta) = =50k (87TG0 T T2 g

The entropy is again a constant at late times.

—a_4) +} +S..  (4.30)
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V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The asymptotic safety approach to quantum gravity results in the running of Newton’s
gravitational constant GG and the cosmological constant A. In this paper we have studied
the consequence of this scale dependence on the FLRW universe, specifically, the late time
behaviour of the scale factor using different choices of the infrared cut-off scale k. Our
approach is different from an earlier one in that we have considered the conservation of the
entire right hand side of Einstein equation.

We consider different interpretations of the cut-off scale k in terms of the cosmological
time parameter, as is typically done in relating the scale dependent results to cosmological
solutions. The first choice of the cut-off scale we take is k = % Incorporating this into
the late time relations for the running of G' and A, we solve the differential equations for
the Hubble parameter and the energy density using an iterative approach. The solutions
give the quantum corrections for the scale factor and the energy density. We observe that
an O(1/t) term appears in the quantum correction of the scale factor. This term did not
appear in [30] where the covariant conservation of the energy momentum tensor was imposed
separately. Clearly, this behaviour is captured only if the scale (time) dependence of the
gravitational and cosmological “constants” is taken into account for the conservation of the
energy-momentum tensor.

We have also calculated the entropy production rate at late times. For this we have
assumed a radiation dominated universe and also that the non-adiabaticity is small. Here,
we observe that the entropy gets a time dependent quantum correction at O(1/t*). We
conclude that the consistency approach of [30] the vanishing entropy production rate is an
artifact of the requirement that 7},, should be conserved independently of the scale (time)-
dependence of G and A.

Considering the possibility that the cut-off scale may have a simpler functional rela-
tionship with the Hubble parameter than with the cosmological time, we looked at three
other choices of the cut-off scale, namely, k = (H i, k=¢e¢H %, and k = yH . For these
also, we have calculated the quantum corrected energy density and entropy in terms of the
scale factor for these choices of the cut-off scale. Interestingly, we find that for £k = (H %,

we get a solution for the scale factor which corresponds to a bouncing emergent universe.

An emergent universe solution have been obtained earlier in FLRW cosmology using exotic
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equation of state as well as in cosmologies admitting matter creation. However, in this case
the emergent universe like behaviour at the infinite past owes its origin to the running of
the constants G and A as well as the choice of the cut-off scale.

Our approach will be useful in situations where the RG flow of the matter sector is
included with that of gravity. For example, for electromagnetic radiation one should also
include the scale dependence of the fine structure constant which in this picture translates to
a time dependence. Time-varying GG and A have been considered even outside asymptotically
safe gravity [54]-[56], while cosmologies in which the fine structure constant varies with time
have been considered in [57]-[60]. We expect our approach will be useful in dealing with the

time variations of the “constants” in such models.
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Appendix A: Flow of G and A

The starting point is to work with an effective Euclidean action truncated to include only
V9 and \/gR at momentum scale & ,

Tlo. 6] = T | €V {—R() + 200 + Sylo.d], (A1)

where g, is a background metric and S,¢[g, g] is a classical background gauge fixing term
(see [61] for a discussion of the gauge dependence of the effective action). The flow equation

then reads [2, 130, 62-65].
]. TAV [ — -1 rTavii—
orils. 5] = 3 | (+0{la.g + RE™6)  ORY™1d)
-1
-1 | (~Mlg.gl + RElA) 0Pl (A2)

In this equation Fl(f) [9, 9] is the Hessian of I';[g, g] with respect to g, , M is the Faddeev-

Popov ghost operator, while RY"*’[g] and RY"[g] are the infrared regulator functions for grav-
ity and the ghost operator, respectively. We have also written ¢t = Ink and k = (32%@)_% ,

where G is the value of G(k) as k — oo .
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The infrared regulator function R, is chosen so as to suppress modes with momentum
below k inside loops. We will take R}, for both gravity and ghosts to be of the form Ry (p?) oc
k2RO (p? /k?) where the function R()(z) is smooth and satisfies the conditions R (0) = 1
and R©(z) — 0 for z — oo, but is otherwise arbitrary [3, 66]. When calculating ', we
replace p? by the quadratic kinetic operator for gravitons or ghosts. Following [2, 130, [67],
we will take R(®(2) to be of the form

RO(2) = z[exp(z) —1]7" . (A3)

While other choices for the regulator function are possible, a different choice does not qual-
itatively change the results [3, [68, |69].
Then for d = 4, the individual flow equations for g(k) = k*G(k) and (k) = k—2A(k),

read
korg = (2+nn)7, (A4)
KA = —(2 = ) A+ 5= |L0D)(—2)) — 8D3(0) — By dy(—2)) | | (A5)
where
N GBi(\)
)= 210 A6

is the anomalous dimension of the operator /gR. The functions B;(A) and By(\) are

dependent on the regulator function, given by the expressions
1
—3- [18D3(—2)) — 5®1(—2A) + 401(0) + 603(0)] , (A7)

! [18@3(—%)—5&}(—%)] , (A8)

=~ 6r

Bi(\) =
By(A)

where functions ®” (w) and ®? (w) are defined as

% O)(5) — RO
B (1) — L)/O don1 BG) = 2R (2) (A9)

I'(n [z 4+ RO(2) +w]”’
~ 1 *° RO)(2)
D — n—1
#w) = /0 R eyt e (A10)
Recasting Eqs. (A4l [A3)) in terms of G(k), A(k), we finally get
kOpG(k) = nnG (k) , (A11)

kORA (k) = mA (k) + %kAG(k) [1003(~2A () /1) — 8B(0) — 5B (~2A(8)/47)]
(A12)
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Using the expressions for By and B, we can expand the anomalous dimension of the operator

VIR for d =4 in powers of k?,
nn = kK*G(k)Bi(A(k)/k?) [1 + K°G(k)Ba(A(k)/K?) + k*G? (k) B3 (A(k) /K*) +---] . (A13)

Egs. and cannot be solved exactly. An iterative procedure is used to find the
expressions for A and G at small k, starting with A = 0 and ny = 0. Then both the
functions ®? (A/k?) and ®F (A/k?) are even functions of k and vanish for k — 0 if p > 1.
It follows that both the functions Bj(\) and By(\) and thus also ny are even functions of
k at this order of iteration. Looking at the equations we see that it follows easily from the
iterative procedure that both A(k) and G(k) can be written as power series of only even

powers of k,

G(k) = Gy [1 — wGok? + O(G3k4)] : (A14)
A(k) = vGok* + O(GEE®) (A15)
where the constants w and v, w; are given by
W= —%Bl(()) = 6% [2493(0) — ©1(0)] = % (1 — %24) : (A16)
= %@5(0) = % (A17)

2

since ®1(0) = &, ®3(0) = 2¢(3), and ®3(0) = 1 for Ry as in Eq. (A3). We note that a
different choice of the regulator function R® results in a modification of the values of the

constants and does not change the form of the power series expansions of G' and A .
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