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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” Γk[gµν ] [2, 3, 6, 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 p2 < k2 below a chosen cutoff k . This results in the exclusion of the modes with

p2 < k2, while the modes with p2 > k2 are integrated out. As a result of this Γk interpolates

between the classical action S = Γk→∞ that corresponds to ignoring all quantum modes,

and the standard quantum effective action Γ = Γk=0 that corresponds to the removal of the

IR cutoff. Hence Γk 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
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has the form

Γk[g, ḡ] =
1

16πG(k)

∫

ddx
√
g {−R(g) + 2Λ(k)}+ Sgf [g, ḡ] . (1.1)

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

gravitational constant and the cosmological constant,

G(k) = G0

[

1− ωG0k
2 +O(G2

0k
4)
]

, (1.2)

Λ(k) = νG0k
4 +O(G2

0k
6) (1.3)

where G0 is the Newton’s gravitational constant at k = 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-Lemâıtre-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
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divergence-free, the resulting consistency equation cannot be satisfied at late times [37].

Therefore we should demand conservation, not of the usual Tµν , 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. II, we write the RG improved Einstein

equation for FLRW cosmology. In Sec. III 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. IV, 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 Λ(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,

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)
[

dr2 + r2
(

dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2
)]

. (2.1)

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

reads

Tµν = (p+ ρ)vµvν + pgµν , (2.2)

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

which satisfies the relation vµvµ = −1 . The improved Einstein equations coming from
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asymptotically safe gravity can be written as

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν = 8πG(t)Tµν − Λ(t)gµν . (2.3)

In writing down these equations, a cutoff identification k = k(t) has been made characterized

by the cosmic time t. From these, we obtain a modified Friedmann equation and a modified

continuity equation,

H2 =
ȧ2

a2
=

8π

3
G(t)ρ+

Λ(t)

3
(2.4)

ρ̇+ 3H(p+ ρ) = −8πρĠ + Λ̇

8πG(t)
. (2.5)

While this is written for a perfect fluid, we note that Ġ and Λ̇ 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 Tµν ,

which holds when Newton’s constant and other coupling constants do not depend on time.

The vanishing of the right hand side of Eq. (2.5) was referred to as consistency equation.

As discussed above, the energy-momentum tensor will not satisfy ∇µTµν = 0 in general

if G,Λ 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 ∇µGµν = 0 . This leads to the modified conservation equation, Eq. (2.5).

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

8π∂t

[

G(t)ρ+
Λ(t)

8π

]

= −24π(1 + Ω)HG(t)ρ . (2.6)

Substituting G(t)ρ from Eq. (2.4) in the above equation, we obtain

Ḣ = −1

2
(3 + 3Ω)

[

H2 − 1

3
Λ(t)

]

. (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 Λ(k) as shown in

Eq. (1.2, 1.3), 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

5



to the problem under consideration. In the case of the FLRW universe, homogeneity and

isotropy of spacetime imply that k is a function of the cosmological time only. This in turn

implies that the constants G and Λ take the form

G(t) ≡ G(k = k(t)), Λ(t) ≡ Λ(k = k(t)) . (2.8)

The simplest such behaviour at late times is (we will consider some other possibilities later)

k =
ξ

t
. (2.9)

Inserting this expression for k in the series for G(k) and Λ(k) (Eqs. (A14, A15)) , the time

dependent Newton’s gravitational constant and cosmological constant in the perturbative

or low energy regime is found to be

G(t) = G0

[

1− ω̃G0

t2
+O

(

t4P l

t4

)]

, (2.10)

Λ(t) =
ν̃G0

t4
+O

(

t6P l

t6

)

, (2.11)

where ω̃ ≡ ωξ2, ν̃ ≡ νξ4 and tP l =
√
G0 is the Planck time in natural units. We see

that Newton’s constant increases to its classical value G0 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

this, we set u(t) = 1
H(t)

and rewrite Eq. (2.7) in terms of u(t) as

u̇ = A

[

1− Λ(t)u2(t)

3

]

(3.1)

where A = (3+3Ω)
2

. Integrating this equation from t = t0 (present time) to some time t, we

obtain

u(t) = u0 + A(t− t0)−
A

3

∫ t

t0

Λ(t)u2(t)dt (3.2)
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where u0 ≡ u(t0). This is a Volterra integral equation of the second kind. We now solve this

integral equation iteratively since Λ(t) is small at large times (Eq.(2.11)). For this, we first

approximate our solution by taking

u(t) ≈ u(0)(t) = u0 + A(t− t0) ≡ At+B (3.3)

where B = u0 − At0. Substituting this in the integral on the right hand side of Eq. (3.2),

we obtain to the next approximation

u(1)(t) ≃ u(0)(t)− A

3

∫ t

t0

Λ(t)
(

u(0)(t)
)2

dt . (3.4)

Repeating this process by putting u(1)(t) in the integral in Eq. (3.2), we obtain to the next

approximation

u(2)(t) ≃ u(0)(t)− A

3

∫ t

t0

Λ(t)
(

u(1)(t)
)2

dt

= u(0)(t)− A

3

∫ t

t0

Λ(t)
(

u(0)(t)
)2

dt + 2

(

A

3

)2 ∫ t

t0

Λ(t1)

[
∫ t1

t0

Λ(t2)
(

u(0)(t2)
)2

dt2

]

dt1

+O(Λ3(t)) . (3.5)

Substituting Λ(t) from Eq. (2.11) in Eq. (3.5) and keeping terms up to O(G0), we get

u(1)(t) ≃ u(0)(t)− Aν̃G0

3

[

−A2

t
− AB

t2
− B2

3t3
+

A2

t0
+

AB

t20
+

B2

3t30

]

. (3.6)

Defining C = −Aν̃G0

3

[

A2

t0
+ AB

t20
+ B2

3t30

]

for convenience, we get

u(t) ≃ At +B +
Aν̃G0

3

[

A2

t
+

AB

t2
+

B2

3t3

]

+ C . (3.7)

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

H =
ȧ

a
=

1

At

[

1 +
D

At
+

ν̃G0

3t

(

A2

t
+

AB

t2
+

B2

3t3

)]−1

=
1

At

[

1− D

At
− ν̃G0

3t

(

A2

t
+

AB

t2
+

B2

3t3

)

+
D2

A2t2
+ · · ·

]

(3.8)

where D = B + C. Integrating the above equation, we get upto O(
t2
Pl

t2
)

ln a(t) =
1

A
ln t+

D

A2t
+

Aν̃G0

6t2
− D2

2A3t2
+ ln ã (3.9)
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where ln ã is a constant of integration. The final form of the scale factor a(t) now reads

a(t) = ãt
1
A exp

(

D

A2t
+

Aν̃G0

6t2
− D2

2A3t2

)

= ãt
1
A

(

1 +
D

A2t
+

Aν̃G0

6t2
+ (1− A)

D2

2A4t2
+ · · ·

)

. (3.10)

The constant of integration ã can be fixed by remembering that a(t0) = 1. This yields

ã =
1

t
1
A

0

(

1 +
D

A2t0
+

Aν̃G0

6t20
+ (1− A)

D2

2A4t20
+ · · ·

)−1

. (3.11)

Eq. (3.10) gives the quantum correction in the scale factor.

Substituting Λ(t) from Eq. (2.11) and the Hubble parameter from Eq. (3.8) in Eq. (2.4),

and putting A = (3+3Ω)
2

, we get the quantum corrected energy density to be

ρ =
3

8π

(

2

3 + 3Ω

)2
1

G0t2

[

1− 4D

(3 + 3Ω)t
+

ω̃G0

t2
− (3 + 3Ω)2ν̃G0

4t2
+

4D2

3(1 + Ω)2t2
+ · · ·

]

.

(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(
t2
Pl

t2
).

Now we proceed to discuss entropy generation in the above scenario in line with the

arguments in [39, 40]. From the modified continuity equation (2.5), we get

[ρ̇+ 3H(p+ ρ)]
4π

3
R3

0a
3 =

4π

3
R3

0P̃(t) , (3.13)

where we have written

P̃(t) = −
[

Λ̇ + 8πρĠ

8πG

]

a3 , (3.14)

with R0 being the radius of the universe at the present time t0. Note that the scale factor

here is dimensionless with a(t) = R(t)
R0

. We can rewrite the above equation as

d(4π
3
ρR3

0a
3)

dt
+ p

d(4π
3
R3

0a
3)

dt
=

4π

3
R3

0P̃(t) . (3.15)

In terms of energy U = 4π
3
ρR3

0a
3 and proper volume V = 4π

3
R3

0a
3, the above equation takes

the form

dU

dt
+ p

dV

dt
=

4π

3
R3

0P̃(t) . (3.16)
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In classical cosmology, P̃(t) = 0 as Λ and G do not depend on time. Therefore we can

conclude using the standard thermodynamic relation dU + pdV = TdS and P̃ (t) = 0, that

the entropy does not change during the expansion of the universe.

Here P̃(t) is non-zero because Λ and G are functions of time, hence in this case, we have

T
dS

dt
=

4π

3
R3

0P̃(t) , (3.17)

where S is the entropy carried by the perfect fluid inside the comoving volume V = 4π
3
R3

0a
3.

From Eqs. (3.16),(3.17), the change in entropy reads

dS

dt
=

4π

3
R3

0

P̃(t)

T
=

4π

3
R3

0 [ρ̇+ 3H(ρ+ p)]
a3

T
. (3.18)

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

a function of time which is in principle unknown. We also require the relation between p

and ρ which we have taken to be p = Ωρ in our analysis. Assuming radiation dominance,

the energy density is taken to be ρ(t) = σ4T 4, where σ ≡
(

π2neff

30

)
1
4
, with neff being given by

neff = nb +
7
8
nf , where nb and nf 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, ρ and T are still valid in the

non-equilibrium cosmological scenario with entropy production [41, 42].

Using the equation of state p = ρ
3
, the entropy production rate in terms of the scale factor

and energy density is given by

dS

dt
=

d

dt

[

16π

9
σR3

0a
3ρ3/4

]

. (3.19)

Integrating Eq. (3.19), the final entropy carried by proper volume V reads

S(t) =
16π

9
σR3

0a
3ρ3/4 + Sc , (3.20)

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

radiation energy density obeys a3ρ3/4 = constant and hence the entropy S is a constant.

However, if G and Λ are time dependent, the quantity a3ρ3/4 is a function of time and hence

the entropy S is time dependent.

Substituting the expression for the scale factor a(t) and the energy density ρ(t) from

Eqs. (3.10, 3.12) in the above equation, we obtain the entropy for Ω = 1
3
to be

S(t) =
16π

9
σR3

0ã
3

[

3

32πG0

]
3
4
[

1 + (3ω̃ − 8ν̃)
G0

4t2
+ · · ·

]

+ Sc . (3.21)
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From the above result, we observe that the leading quantum correction to the entropy for

the radiation dominated universe vanishes if (3ω̃−8ν̃) = 0 , i.e. for ξ2 = 3ω
8ν
. This is the same

value of ξ 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 Λ. 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 ξ from the

positivity of the entropy at all times which imposes (3ω̃ − 8ν̃) ≥ 0 leading to ξ ≤
√

3ω
8ν
.

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 = ζH
1
4

In the first instance we choose the cut-off to be k = ζH
1
4 , where ζ is a dimensionful

constant. Substituting this choice of the cut-off k in Eq. (A15) we get

Λ(t) = ν̌G0H + · · · (4.1)

where ν̌ = ζ4ν. Putting Eq. (4.1) in Eq. (2.7), we obtain a differential equation for H(t) ,

Ḣ

H2
= −3

2
(1 + Ω)

[

1− ν̌G0

3H

]

. (4.2)

Solving this equation, we get the Hubble parameter as

H =
ν̌G0 exp

(

(1+Ω)ν̌G0

2
t
)

cν̌G0 + 3 exp
(

(1+Ω)ν̌G0

2
t
) (4.3)

where c is an integration constant. Writing H(t0) = H0 at present time t0, the constant of

integration c comes out to be

c =
1

H0

(

1− 3H0

ν̌G0

)

exp

(

(1 + Ω)ν̌G0

2
t0

)

. (4.4)
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Substituting the value of c in Eq. (4.3) yields

H =
ν̌G0 exp

(

(1+Ω)ν̌G0

2
(t− t0)

)

(

ν̌G0

H0
− 3
)

+ 3 exp
(

(1+Ω)ν̌G0

2
(t− t0)

) . (4.5)

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

a(t0) = 1 at present time t0)

a(t) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

1− 3H0

ν̌G0
+

3H0

ν̌G0
exp

(

(1 + Ω)ν̌G0

2
(t− t0)

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
3(1+Ω)

. (4.6)

Note that in the classical limit ν → 0, the scale factor in Eq. (4.6) reduces to

a(t) =

[

3(1 + Ω)

2
H0(t− t0) + 1

]
2

3(1+Ω)

. (4.7)

Since Eq. (2.4) implies that
(

1− 3H0

ν̌G0

)

< 0 as a consequence of the energy density ρ 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 t → −∞ provided (1 + Ω) > 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 = Aρ − Bρ
1
2 , 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 = Ωρ , provided matter creation [51] is

assumed. Here we have found yet another example where matter with the usual equation

of state p = Ωρ can lead to an emergent universe. This universe has yet another interesting

feature. Since
(

1− 3H0

ν̌G0

)

< 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 → ∞, 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.

We can put a bound on ζ by noting that away from the classical limit, ζ4 6
3H0

νG0
.

At the critical value ζc = (3H0

νG0
)
1
4 , 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 ζ is below its critical value. Using the observed values H0 ≃ 1.45 × 10−42 GeV
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FIG. 1: Scale factor versus time for a radiation dominated universe. Solid curve: classical scale

factor. Dashed curve: quantum corrected scale factor.

and G0 ≃ 0.67 × 10−38 GeV−2 [52], we find ζ4c = 3.39× 10−3 GeV3 . If we use these values

for H0 , G0 , and also the cosmological constant Λ0 ≃ 4.30 × 10−84 GeV2 [53], we find from

Eq. (4.1) that for our universe ζ4 ≃ 2.32 × 10−3 GeV3 . We have plotted the quantum

corrected scale factor a(t) against H0(t − t0) for a radiation dominated universe (Ω = 1
3
)

using this value of ζ in Fig. (1).

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

1
H

(

dH
dt

)

=
(

dH
da

) (

da
dt

)

1
H

= a
(

dH
da

)

and rewrite Eq. (4.2) as

a
dH

da
= −3 + 3Ω

2

[

H − ν̌G0

3

]

. (4.8)

Integrating this equation from present time t0 to some time t, we obtain H in terms of a as

H = a−
3+3Ω

2 H0

[

1 +
ν̌G0

3H0

(

a
3+3Ω

2 − 1
)

]

, (4.9)

where H0 = H(t0) and a(t0) = 1 .

In order to calculate the entropy production in this cosmology, we first calculate the

energy density ρ(a) using Eq. (2.4). Inserting the cut-off k = ζH
1
4 into Eq. (A14) we get

G(t) = G0

[

1− ω̌G0H
1
2 + · · ·

]

(4.10)

where we have defined ω̌ = ζ2ω. Substituting Eq. (4.10) in Eq. (2.4) and keeping terms up

to O(G0) inside the parenthesis, we get the energy density in terms of the Hubble parameter

as

ρ(a) =
3H

8πG0

[

1 + ω̌G0H
1
2 + · · ·

]

[

H − ν̌G0

3

]

. (4.11)
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Using the expression for H in terms of a, we can recast the energy density in the form

ρ(a) =
3H2

0

8πG0
a−

(3+3Ω)
2

[

1 +
ν̌G0

3H0

(

a
3+3Ω

2 − 1
)

]

[

1 + ω̌G0H
1
2
0 a

− 3+3Ω
4

(

1 +
ν̌G0

3H0

(

a
3+3Ω

2 − 1
)

)
1
2

]

×
[

a−
(3+3Ω)

2

(

1 +
ν̌G0

3H0

(

a
3+3Ω

2 − 1
)

)

− ν̌G0

3H0

]

.

(4.12)

Now to calculate the entropy produced, we use Eq. (3.20) and set Ω = 1
3
(for radiation

dominated universe). This gives

S(a) =
16π

9
σR3

0

[

3H2
0

8πG0

(

1− ν̌G0

3H0

)]
3
4
[(

1 +
ν̌G0

3H0

(

a2 − 1
)

)

×
(

1 +
ω̌G0H

1
2
0

a

(

1 +
ν̌G0

3H0

(

a2 − 1
)

)
1
2

)]

3
4

+ Sc. (4.13)

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

ing emergent universe.

B. Cut-off k = εH
3
4

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 = εH
3
4 , with ε being a dimensionful constant. We use this cut-off to find an expression

for Λ from Eq. (A15),

Λ(t) = ν̄G0H
3 + · · · (4.14)

where ν̄ = νε4. Putting Λ(t) from Eq. (4.14) up to order O(G0) in Eq. (2.7), we get the

differential equation for the Hubble parameter to be

Ḣ = −(3 + 3Ω)

2

[

H2 − ν̄G0H
3

3

]

. (4.15)

Using 1
H

(

dH
dt

)

= a
(

dH
da

)

as before, we can recast the above equation in the form

a

(

dH

da

)

= −(3 + 3Ω)

2
H

[

1− ν̄G0H

3

]

. (4.16)

Integrating the above equation from the present time t0 to some time t, we obtain

H
(

1− ν̄G0

3
H0

)

H0

(

1− ν̄G0

3
H
) = a−

(3+3Ω)
2 (4.17)
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where we have set a(t0) = 1 and written H(t0) = H0 for the value of the Hubble parameter

at the present time. Solving for H , we obtain

H = H0a
−

(3+3Ω)
2

[

1 +
ν̄G0H0

3

(

a−
(3+3Ω)

2 − 1
)

]−1

. (4.18)

Solving this equation gives the scale factor a(t) as
(

1− ν̄G0H0

3

)

(

a
3+3Ω

2 − 1
)

+
(3 + 3Ω)

2

ν̄G0H0

3
ln a =

(3 + 3Ω)

2
H0 (t− t0) , (4.19)

where the constant of integration has been fixed from the condition a(t0) = 1 and we have

assumed that Ω 6= −1 . The functional dependence of the scale factor a in terms of the

cosmological time t can be obtained iteratively, and up to first order in G0 reads

a(t) =

[

1 +
(3 + 3Ω)

2
H0(t− t0)

+
ν̄G0H0

3

(

(3 + 3Ω)

2
H0(t− t0)− ln

(

(3 + 3Ω)

2
H0(t− t0) + 1

))]
2

(3+3Ω)

.(4.20)

Note that at late times, i.e. as t → ∞ , we find the usual behaviour of classical cosmology,

a → ∞ and H → 0.

To get an idea about the energy scale of the cut-off k, we estimate the dimensionful

constant ε appearing in the cut-off using Eq. (4.14). Using the values of Λ0 , G0 , and H0 at

the present time, we find ε4 ≃ 11.01 × 1080 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,

ν̄G0H0

3
turns out to be a number of order unity. We use this to make a plot of the scale factor

a(t) vs. H0(t− t0) for radiation dominated universe (Ω = 1
3
) which is displayed in Fig.(2).

For the calculation of entropy, we note that using the cut-off k = εH
3
4 in Eq. (A14), we

get

G(t) = G0

[

1− ω̄G0H
3
2 + · · ·

]

(4.21)

where ω̄ = ωε2. It is clear that G → G0 at late times. Using this form of G(t), we get the

energy density in terms of the Hubble parameter to be

ρ(a) =
3H2

8πG0

[

1 + ω̄G0H
3
2 + · · ·

]

[

1− ν̄G0

3
H

]

. (4.22)

Using the expression for H in Eq. (4.22), we obtain the energy density in terms of the scale

factor a(t) as

ρ(a) =
3H2

0

8πG0

a−(3+3Ω)

[

1 + ω̄G0H
3
2
0 a

−
3(3+3Ω)

4 − ν̄G0H0

3

(

2a−
3+3Ω

2 − 1
)

+ · · ·
]

. (4.23)
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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 Ω = 1
3
. We find

S(a) =
16π

9
σR3

0

(

3H2
0

8πG0

)
3
4

[

1 +
3ω̄G0H

3
2
0

4a3
− ν̄G0H0

4

(

2

a2
− 1

)

+ · · ·
]

+ Sc . (4.24)

The entropy approaches a constant value at late times.

C. Cut-off k = γH

A cut-off identification suggested in [39] was k(t) = γH . For the sake of completeness, we

shall now calculate the Hubble parameter and the entropy production for this case. We now

have Λ(t) = ν̆G0H
4 + · · · and G(t) = G0 [1− ω̆G0H

2 + · · · ] where ν̆ = νγ4 and ω̆ = ωγ2.

The differential equation (2.7) for H(t) for this cut-off reads

a

(

dH

da

)

= −(3 + 3Ω)

2
H

[

1− ν̆G0H
2

3

]

. (4.25)

This has the solution

H = H0a
−(3+3Ω)/2

[

1− ν̆G0H
2
0

3
(1− a−(3+3Ω))

]− 1
2

. (4.26)

Solving this equation and keeping terms up to first order in G0 gives the scale factor a(t) as

(for Ω 6= −1)

(

a
3+3Ω

2 − 1
)

− ν̆G0H
2
0

6

(

a
3+3Ω

2 + a−
3+3Ω

2 − 2
)

=
(3 + 3Ω)

2
H0 (t− t0) . (4.27)
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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 t, and up to first order in G0 we find

a(t) =

[

(3 + 3Ω)

2
H0(t− t0) + 1 +

ν̆G0H
2
0

6

×
(

(3 + 3Ω)

2
H0(t− t0) +

1
(3+3Ω)

2
H0(t− t0) + 1

− 1

)]
2

(3+3Ω)

. (4.28)

Once again we find that a → ∞ as t → ∞, and therefore H → 0. We can estimate the

dimensionless constant γ appearing in the cut-off using Eq. (A15). As before, we use the

observed values of the constants Λ0, H0 and G0 at the present time, and thus calculate

γ4 ≃ 7.59× 10122. This in turn makes
ν̆G0H2

0

6
a number of order unity. Using these numbers,

we have plotted the scale factor a(t) against H0(t− t0) for the radiation dominated universe,

which is displayed in Fig.(3).

Using the expression for H obtained in Eq. (4.26) we calculate the energy density as a

function of the scale factor

ρ(a) =
3H2

0

8πG0
a−(3+3Ω)

[

1 +
2ν̆G0H

2
0

3

(

1

2
− a−(3+3Ω)

)

+ ω̆G0H
2
0a

−(3+3Ω) + · · ·
]

. (4.29)

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

S(a) =
16π

9
σR3

0

(

3H2
0

8πG0

)
3
4
[

1 +
3ω̆G0H

2
0

4a4
+

ν̆G0H
2
0

2

(

1

2
− a−4

)

+ · · ·
]

+ Sc . (4.30)

The entropy is again a constant at late times.
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V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The asymptotic safety approach to quantum gravity results in the running of Newton’s

gravitational constant G and the cosmological constant Λ . 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 = ξ
t
. Incorporating this into

the late time relations for the running of G and Λ, 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/t2). We

conclude that the consistency approach of [30] the vanishing entropy production rate is an

artifact of the requirement that Tµν should be conserved independently of the scale (time)-

dependence of G and Λ.

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 = ζH
1
4 , k = εH

3
4 , and k = γH . 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 = ζH
1
4 ,

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 Λ 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 G and Λ 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 Λ

The starting point is to work with an effective Euclidean action truncated to include only
√
g and

√
gR at momentum scale k ,

Γk[g, ḡ] =
1

16πG(k)

∫

ddx
√
g {−R(g) + 2Λ(k)}+ Sgf [g, ḡ] , (A1)

where ḡµν is a background metric and Sgf [g, ḡ] 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, 30, 62–65].

∂tΓk[g, ḡ] =
1

2
Tr

[

(

κ−2Γ
(2)
k [g, ḡ] +Rgrav

k [ḡ]
)−1

∂tRgrav
k [ḡ]

]

− Tr

[

(

−M [g, ḡ] +Rgh
k [ḡ]

)−1

∂tRgh
k [ḡ]

]

. (A2)

In this equation Γ
(2)
k [g, ḡ] is the Hessian of Γk[g, ḡ] with respect to gµν , M is the Faddeev-

Popov ghost operator, whileRgrav
k [ḡ] andRgh

k [ḡ] are the infrared regulator functions for grav-

ity and the ghost operator, respectively. We have also written t = ln k and κ = (32πḠ)−
1
2 ,

where Ḡ is the value of G(k) as k → ∞ .
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The infrared regulator function Rk is chosen so as to suppress modes with momentum

below k inside loops. We will take Rk for both gravity and ghosts to be of the formRk(p
2) ∝

k2R(0) (p2/k2) where the function R(0)(z) is smooth and satisfies the conditions R(0)(0) = 1

and R(0)(z) → 0 for z → ∞ , but is otherwise arbitrary [3, 66]. When calculating Γk , we

replace p2 by the quadratic kinetic operator for gravitons or ghosts. Following [2, 30, 67],

we will take R(0)(z) to be of the form

R(0)(z) = z [exp(z)− 1]−1 . (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 g̃(k) = k2G(k) and λ(k) = k−2Λ(k) ,

read

k∂k g̃ = (2 + ηN)g̃ , (A4)

k∂kλ = −(2 − ηN )λ+
g̃

2π

[

10Φ1
2(−2λ)− 8Φ1

2(0)− 5ηN Φ̃
1
2(−2λ)

]

, (A5)

where

ηN(g̃, λ) =
g̃B1(λ)

1− g̃B2(λ)
(A6)

is the anomalous dimension of the operator
√
gR . The functions B1(λ) and B2(λ) are

dependent on the regulator function, given by the expressions

B1(λ) ≡ − 1

3π

[

18Φ2
2(−2λ)− 5Φ1

1(−2λ) + 4Φ1
1(0) + 6Φ2

2(0)
]

, (A7)

B2(λ) ≡
1

6π

[

18Φ̃2
2(−2λ)− 5Φ̃1

1(−2λ)
]

, (A8)

where functions Φp
n(w) and Φ̃p

n(w) are defined as

Φp
n(w) =

1

Γ(n)

∫ ∞

0

dzzn−1R
(0)(z)− zR(0) ′(z)

[z +R(0)(z) + w]
p , (A9)

Φ̃p
n(w) =

1

Γ(n)

∫ ∞

0

dzzn−1 R(0)(z)

[z +R(0)(z) + w]
p . (A10)

Recasting Eqs. (A4, A5) in terms of G(k), Λ(k), we finally get

k∂kG(k) = ηNG(k) , (A11)

k∂kΛ(k) = ηNΛ(k) +
1

2π
k4G(k)

[

10Φ1
2(−2Λ(k)/k2)− 8Φ1

2(0)− 5ηN Φ̃
1
2(−2Λ(k)/k2)

]

.

(A12)
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Using the expressions for B1 and B2, we can expand the anomalous dimension of the operator
√
gR for d = 4 in powers of k2 ,

ηN = k2G(k)B1(Λ(k)/k
2)
[

1 + k2G(k)B2(Λ(k)/k
2) + k4G2(k)B2

2(Λ(k)/k
2) + · · ·

]

. (A13)

Eqs. (A11) and (A12) cannot be solved exactly. An iterative procedure is used to find the

expressions for Λ and G at small k , starting with Λ = 0 and ηN = 0 . Then both the

functions Φp
n(Λ/k

2) and Φ̃p
n(Λ/k

2) are even functions of k and vanish for k → 0 if p ≥ 1 .

It follows that both the functions B1(λ) and B2(λ) and thus also ηN 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 Λ(k) and G(k) can be written as power series of only even

powers of k ,

G(k) = G0

[

1− ωG0k
2 +O(G2

0k
4)
]

, (A14)

Λ(k) = νG0k
4 +O(G2

0k
6) (A15)

where the constants ω and ν, ω1 are given by

ω = −1

2
B1(0) =

1

6π

[

24Φ2
2(0)− Φ1

1(0)
]

=
4

π

(

1− π2

144

)

, (A16)

ν =
1

4π
Φ1

2(0) =
ζ(3)

2π
, (A17)

since Φ1
1(0) = π2

6
,Φ1

2(0) = 2ζ(3) , and Φ2
2(0) = 1 for R0 as in Eq. (A3). We note that a

different choice of the regulator function R(0) results in a modification of the values of the

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