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Abstract

We present a few exact solutions of the Euclidean field equations in R? gravity in spatial homoge-
neous and isotropic background in 4-dimension. Wormbhole configuration, as well as oscillatory scale
factors are obtained as a function of Euclidean time 7 for k = 0, £1. Each of the oscillatory solution
in 7 reduces to the Lorentzian wormhole using analytic continuation from Euclidean space to Lorentz
spacetime by 7 = it. The Lorentzian wormhole leads to an exponential expanding era asymptotically.
An Euclidean wormhole in the very early universe could evolve to an inflationary era at later epoch
for k = 1.

PACS: 98.80.-k, 04.50.+h
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1 Introduction

Inflationary expansion is necessary [IHG] in the early vacuum dominated universe to resolve some of the
problems of standard cosmology, like horizon problem, structure formation problem, etc. However, the
initial singularity problem prevails in the cosmological model before the Planck era of strong curvature
regime. In the strong curvature regime quantum gravity is necessary, however it revealed that Einstein’s
gravity is not renormalizable.

In this endeavour the quadratic curvature (i.e. R?) correction was introduced from the fundamental
of Physics to improve the renormalizability of general relativity [7]. Subsequently, other higher order
curvature terms appear naturally as renormalization terms in quantum theory in curved space time
[8]. In this venture modified theory of gravity [9HII] appears as an alternative theory of gravitation.
Starobinsky [6] first proposed inflationary model based on R? term. The modified theory of gravitation can
accommodate not only inflation, but it can explain late time acceleration of the universe [12H14]. On due
course of development low energy effective Heterotic string theory [I5l[16], Kaluza Klein gravity [IT7HI9],
etc., appear as an alternative theory of gravitation.

The problem of cosmological singularity prevails irrespective of the success of aforesaid gravity theories,
whose resolution has not yet been settled. A few proposals have been advocated to alleviate the singularity
problem [20,21]. First of all, the wave function of the universe [22] in quantum cosmology is finite even
at classical singularity. Further, the Euclidean wormhole that appears in the context of quantum gravity,
can alleviate cosmic singularity problem by introducing tunnelling of the universe through the classical
singularity. Hawking and Page [23] proposed that the wave function is finite even at classical singularity
and die away at large three space for the existence of quantum wormhole.

Wormbhole solutions [24H31] and their consequences [32H39] are explored with different fields after the
discovery of wormhole [40] as a solution of the Euclidean field equations invoking the axionic field in
Einstein’s gravity. In this context we specify the wormhole as a configuration governed by the Euclidean
field equations, wherein two asymptotic regions of Robertson walker spacetimes are connected by a tube
of minimum radius of scale factor a(7y) at some time 79. The axionic field in [40] acts as an exotic
field, which gives rise to violation of null energy condition. The wormhole solution demands violation of
null energy condition [4I]. The violation can be minimised by introducing some geometric contribution
instead of exotic fields in some theories, like the modified theory of gravity with higher order curvature
terms [OHIT], the low energy heterotic string effective theory [I5L[16], Kaluza Klein gravity [I7HI9], etc.
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Physics onward GUT era is well understood and evolution of the universe from the inflationary era
to the radiation dominated era, subsequent re-ionization, structure formation, etc are well known in the
literature. Physics of the pre-inflationary era, or the Planck era is not well understood in the literature
and the chronological scenario of subsequent physical configuration is not known; however, the wormhole,
if it exits at the Planck era, subsequent cosmic evolution should reproduce a regime of inflation at later
stage. Though the cosmological wormholes are considered [42], [43], yet the viability of an inflationary
era from an early wormhole configuration has not yet been clear in the literature. The evolution from an
initial wormhole configuration at the Planck era to the subsequent inflationary scenario at later era may
not be a smooth process, since the Planck era is determined by the quantum gravity, while the inflationary
era can be described by the field theory and the Physics at these eras are completely different from the
Planck era. Specifically, the term “evolution” in cosmology is specified with respect to proper time ¢ and
it is unique in the classical allowed domain, while the “ time” in the quantum field theory in the pre-
inflationary era is specified by the Euclidean time 7 and the corresponding background is the Euclidean
space. The Lorentz time or the cosmic time “¢” in the classically allowed domain cannot probe the
events or evolutionary scenario in the classical forbidden domain in general, as well as the time “7” in the
Euclidean domain cannot probe the Lorentz domain. So to probe the scenario outside its domain we need
analytic continuation of the function from the Euclidean domain to the Lorentzian domain, vice versa
(or the change of geometry) and the Wicks rotation 7 = it serves its purpose. Thus to study evolution
from an Euclidean wormhole to an inflationary scenario the transformation 7 = it acts as an important
tool.

The work [44] is worthy to achieve an evolution of the Euclidean wormhole to a deSitter universe
through a tube with oscillating radius invoking R, R? and A terms in the action in Robertson Walker
metric for closed three space section, however it depends on approximation. A reconstruction of the
scalar tensor f(R) function corresponding to evolving wormhole is considered in [45] in an inhomogeneous
spacetime generalizing Morris-Thorn metric, while in [46] Darabi presents the form of f(R) in Palatini
f(R) cosmology as f(R) ~ R — ¢;R? + ¢ for small R from an Euclidean wormhole in O’Hanlon theory.
Though the works [45], [46] are reconstruction of f(R) for evolving wormhole, however, they could not
reproduce inflation from a wormhole configuration. Kehagias et al [47] outlined the solutions of pure
R? gravity in two distinct classes of solutions, namely class (i), the solution satisfying R = 0, but
R, # 0 and class (ii), the solution satisfying R,, = 3Ag,.,, where X is an arbitrary constant. The
solution corresponding to class (i)is one of our Euclidean wormholes. Further, the solutions for the
“00”-component of R, = 3Ag,, are relevant to our solutions both for positive and negative values of A,
but the “space-space” components of the equations of class (ii) do not belong to our class of solutions.
Interestmgly, power law inflation [48] is obtained asymptotically from an Euclidean wormhole in gravity
with R? term using Noether symmetry. In a recent work [49] it is shown that an Euclidean wormbhole in
the early universe evolved to an inflationary era away from the throat of the wormhole using 7 = it in
5-dimensional Kaluza Klein spacetime minimally coupled with a scalar field.

Our motivation is to study the viability of transition of an Euclidean wormhole configuration in
the early era to the inflationary scenario invoking analytic continuation by 7 = it in R? gravity. It is
important to note that all the gravitational theories contain at least linear R-term apart from higher
order curvature contribution. However, pure R? gravity in the context of supergravity and superstring
theory possess two important features [50], namely it is the only ghost free theory in quadratic curvature
tensor and one can show it is a scale invariant gravitational theory. Under conformal transformation, [47]
the action of R? gravity is equivalent to Einstein action coupled minimally with a mass-less scalar field
and a non-zero cosmological constant. Interestingly, traversable Lorentzian wormhole [51] solutions have
been considered in the framework of R? gravity in time dependent inhomogeneous spacetime assuming
constant Ricci scalar and trace-less energy momentum tensor. However, our work on wormhole is based
on Robertson Walker background.

We investigate the Euclidean field equations with a view to obtain possible wormhole solution in the
very early era and consequence of them in the later epoch in Lorentz time ¢ using the modified theory
of gravity in the spatially homogeneous and isotropic Euclidean background in 4-dimension. In a toy
model, we consider R? term in the Einstein-Hilbert action since such term alone (without any matter
field) admits inflationary solution [5] in cosmic time ¢. The field equations contains fourth derivative
terms in the standard variational principle. Thus to get an alternative form of the field equations in
second order we consider Boulware et al [52] proposal. In this proposal one can introduce a new variable,
which is the first derivative of the action with respect to the highest derivative of the field variable that
appears in the action after removing the total derivative terms in the action following the works [52H55].

Some exact solutions of the Euclidean field equations are obtained in R? gravity. Euclidean wormholes,
as well as oscillatory solution of a?(7), are obtained as a function of Euclidean time 7 for all 3-space



curvature parameter k (0,41). Oscillatory solution of a?(7) reduces to a Lorentzian wormhole under
analytic continuation 7 = it and asymptotically it leads to an exponential expansion. A polynomial
solution of a?(7) leads to a Lorentzian wormhole with 7 = it and asymptotically it reduces to power law
inflation. Further, an Euclidean wormhole is allowed in the very early universe for x = 1, while at later
era (i.e. asymptotic region) inflationary expansion is realized naturally using 7 = it. All the solutions in
this work satisfy the null energy condition, which are being discussed in the Appendix.

We present the field equations considering R? term in the Einstein-Hilbert action in section 2. In
section 3 we present the solution of the field equations for R? case. Finally, we present a brief discussion
in section 4 and an Appendix in section 5.

2 The Field equations in R? gravity

Let the Einstein Hilbert action including quadratic curvature term as

S = /d4x\/§ [aR + %RQ], (1)

where o and 8 are constants. The Ricci scalar in the Euclidean background of Robertson-Walker space-
time

d 2
ds* = dr* + a*(7) [1 7:7"2 + 7% (d6* + sin® 9dq§2)}
is R = 76(%/ + ‘2—22 — Z%), where the Euclidean time 7 and the Lorentz time ¢ are related by 7 = it.

The scale factor is a(7), an overhead prime stands derivative with respect to 7 and & is the three space
curvature parameter and it can take 0, + 1. Action () leads to

S=m / dr [a(aa’Q + ka) + p{aa”? + %(fa’2 + H)Q}] + S (2)

where m = 1272 is a constant and S,,, = fm[de{aaQa’ +2Bd'(k — a’?) + %a“} ] The integrand

in the action S in () contains a term quadratic in a”, so the Lagrangian cannot be obtained in terms
of usual canonical variables. To remove this problem and to reduce the fourth order gravity theory to
a second order theory without changing degrees of freedom of the system we introduce new variable @
following [52] as

mp Q= — which gives Q = —2aa”. (3)

da"’
Now replacing aa? by Q using @) as aa? = —a"Q — %j =—(ad'Q) +d'Q — ff—; in equation (2)) we can
reduce following [521[54] as

Q2

g Rt

S = m/dr[a(aa’2 + Ha) + ﬁ{a'Q' -
where S, = Sy, —mp [ dr(Qa’)’. The term S, is a surface term (or boundary term ) and extraction of
the surface term from the action is necessary to get well defined action principle. This term is analogous to
the Gibbons-Hawking-York surface term of general relativity. Now with proper choice S, the Lagrangian
can be written as

2 1
L=m {a (aa’2 + Iia) + ﬂ(a’Q/ - Ef— + =(=a? + H)Q)}. (4)
a a
The field equations are
>k dQ Q2 (k—d?)(k+3d7)
() (G - ot )=o )
2 " /2 12\2 2
" 2 " a’"a 12\ Q@ (’i_ a ) Q _
a(2ad” + a —Ii)-i—ﬁ[@ +12 - —45;—1—4(&—@ )¥+T_@ =0. (6)
Now @ variation in (@) gives @ = —2aa”, which is just the definition of @ in @). Now using above

Q in @) and (@) we have usual fourth order gravity theory in terms of a, however the field equations
in terms of a and @ represent the second order equations. Solution of the field equations needs special
care as they are coupled non linear equations. In [44] evolution of wormhole is considered assuming



a’? =1+ f(a) in @) for k = 1, where f(a) is arbitrary function of a and the authors [44] extract solution
when (f(a) — fo) is very small, where f(a) = fo at the extreme regime of a. In our presentation, we
consider exact solution of evolving wormhole using all the field equations in R? gravity. It is important
to mention that a wormhole has two asymptotic regions connected by a tube with a minimum radius, so
a() should have o’ = 0 and a” > 0 at some 7 = 7y at the minimum, otherwise a(7) is finite.

3 Solution of the field equations:

Now multiplying (&) by a® and (@) by a and taking sum of them gives

I
20(a®a” + aa’® — ka) + ﬂ(aQ’ +4a" — 4/-@(1/) =0. (7)

The solution of a(r) from () is not possible in closed form for o # 0 and 8 # 0. Thus considering R?
term only in the action ( @ =0 and 8 # 0) with @ = —2aa” in (@) we have

d
aQ' +4a”® — 4kd' = M = —2d’ [an—

- (a") 4 aa” —2a"* + 2&} , (8)

where M is an integration constant, further (8) can be simplified as

M
(a/2)mm — 4a” +4K = - (9)
a
where z = In a and subscript  denotes derivative with respect to . The constants are usually determined
by the initial condition on the variable and its derivative, however, one may have a prior information
depending on the configuration of the physical system. Since we are seeking wormhole configuration, one
should have @’ = 0 and a” > 0 at some 7 for existence of non-vanishing minimum of a(7) at the throat
of the wormhole. Now in view of the wormhole configuration a’ = 0, a” > 0 at the throat, so equation
@) yields M = 0 without loss of generality. So integration of (@) for M = 0 yields
2 2, O
ad”=k+ca +¥, (10)
where ¢ and ¢y are constants. It is important to note that Z—; term in ([0) is dominant in the very early
universe, while the term ca? has a large contribution in the late epoch when a(7) is sufficiently large.
Further the signature of ¢ and ¢; are also important in determining the solution. So the different terms
lead to distinct configurations at different epoch in the cosmic evolution. Without specifying any of them
a priori, we consider solution of (I0). Now an integration of (I0) leads to

20y _ " T aver (k? — 4cca) —2/cr

a*(r) = 2c * 4c c * der c ’ (11)
where r is an integration constant. The constant r can be obtained imposing a’(7 = 0) = 0 as one
of the conditions applied for obtaining minimum of wormhole at the throat. The equation () allows
class of solutions depending on the sign of k, ¢, r and ¢;. In the forthcoming section, we classify them
according to the values of k (0 and +1), further, we specify the details of the solutions depending on ¢,
c1 and r. To get a clear view and difference among the solutions depending on different signs of above
constants we invoke separate symbols for ¢, ¢; and 7 in each case. So we consider the piece-wise solutions
of (10) according to the weightage of individual terms in the right hand side of (10). Finally, we consider
interpretation of the solutions relevant to cosmic evolution invoking idea of the change of geometry from
the Euclidean space to the Lorentz space by using 7 = it.

3.1 Possible solutions and cosmic scenario for x = 0:

Now we consider possible solution from equation ([l with a few restriction on ¢, ¢; and r for k = 0.

3.1.1 Solution with ¢; <0, ¢c>0and r >0 :

The term % in (I0) dominates over other terms in the very early universe, however it does not yield an
interesting solution for kK = 0. A wormbhole configuration follows from (Il for x = 0 when the constants
are restricted to satisfy ¢; = —H2 < 0, ¢ = h% > 0 and r > 0. The extremum of a(7) (i.e. a’ = 0) occurs
at 7 = 0 for r = 2hgHy. The scale factor is a?(7) = a3 cosh(2ho7), where the radius of the wormhole at

the throat is ap = (f—(‘;)% Now analytic continuation with 7 = it does not yield a valid a?(¢) for all ¢.



3.1.2 Solution with ¢y >0, c<0and r <0 :

The scale factor (1)) satisfying restriction ¢; = H? > 0, ¢ = —h? < 0 and r = —r; < 0 leads to
2
20y _ U oinyr BT _oin,r
a“ (1) =—5 ¢ —e ,
( ) 4h% + T1

which is an oscillating function in Euclidean time 7, and the () is not acceptable for some values of
7. One may avoid the problem by introducing analytic continuation with 7 = it which gives

2
T1 _ H
a2(t) e 2h1t + _1€2h1t

_ 12
4h% T1 ’ ( )

so it can be interpreted as a wormhole solution, not in Euclidean time, rather a wormhole configuration
in Lorentz time ¢ for kK = 0. The non-vanishing minimum of a(t) occurs at t = 0 for vy = 2hyH; and

the scale factor reduces to a?(t) = ./g—i cosh(2h;t). In this configuration with time ¢ the radius at the
1

throat is ag = (Z—ll)l/ 2. Further, the solution also shows an exponential expanding era asymptotically
at 2h1t >> 1 emanating from an early Lorentzian wormhole configuration, so a Lorentzian wormhole
evolves to an inflationary scenario.

3.2 Possible solutions and cosmic scenario for x = —1:

Now we consider possible solutions of (I0]) and other solutions from (I with a few restriction on ¢, ¢;
and r for k = —1.

3.2.1 Solution of (I0) when % >> ca? for ¢; >0 :

The term £ in (I0) is dominating compared to the term ca? in the very early universe, thus neglecting
it in the early era we can find approximate solution of (I0) for &% >> ca® as

a*(1) = Hi — 72, under analytic continuation 7 = it = a*(t) = Hf + t%, (13)

where ¢; = HZ. In ([3), the scale factor a(r) encounter singularity at 7 = +H; and the Euclidean
solution is valid in the domain —H; < 7 < H;. Thus considering analytic continuation 7 = it, we get a
wormhole solution, not in the Euclidean time, rather in the Lorentz time. The solution (I3) is symmetric
with ¢ and the radius of the wormhole at the throat is Hy at ¢ = 0. Further a(t) =~ ¢, at t >> Hj, so
we have a power law expansion. Thus a Lorentzian wormhole evolves to power law expanding phase at
t >> H;. Further the effect of ca? term in ([I0) will be more pronounced with expansion and one should
consider the contribution of other terms in ([I0) at later epoch.

3.2.2 Solution with ¢ <0, r <0 and ¢; >0 :
The equation () allows extrema of a(7) at 7 = 0, wherein a’ = 0 with restriction ¢ = —h? < 0, r < 0,

but ¢; = H? > 0, which gives r3 = /1 +4h?H? > 1. The scale factor then reduces to

a?(7) [ —1+4+r; cos(2h17)} , (14)

2R3

where r = —r3 < 0. Apparently it shows an oscillating universe in 7, but it faces problem with a?(7) < 0
at the minima of (7). Thus to avoid it we introduce 7 = it, then ([4) gives

1
() = — [ — 1473 cosh(2h1t)] . (15)
T
The scale factor ([I3]) represents a Lorentzian wormhole with the radius Ts};l at the throat. In the very
1
early universe when ¢ is small (2h1t < 1) (IF) reduces to a form similar to ([3) as a*(t) ~ =4 + rat?
1

with a lowest order contribution and with a re-definition ¢. Further in the asymptotic regime 2ht >> 1,
(I3 gives an exponential expansion. So one can obtain inflation from an early Lorentzian wormhole.
Further continuation of (I8 from (I4]) using analytic continuation 7 = it can be interpreted as an early
oscillating universe (except a?(7) < 0 domain) with Euclidean time 7 which eventually evolves to an
exponential expanding era.



3.2.3 Solution with ¢ >0, r > 0 and 4cc; < 1

The equation () also allows a minimum of a(r) at 7 = 0, wherein o’ = 0 with restriction ¢ = h3 > 0,
r >0 and 4h(2)cl < 1, which gives r = /1 — 4h%cl < 1. The scale factor then reduces to

1
(1) = = [1 + TCOSh(2h07)1| , (16)
2hG
which gives a wormhole with a radius ag = 12',';; at the throat. The scale factor is quite large at greater
0

7 and a(7) increases exponentially with 7 at 2hgT >> 1, eventually the term ca? in ([]) dominates
C1

over o4 at later era. Further analytic continuation of the solution with 7 = it also yields an oscillating
universe in time ¢ with the period 5, where non-vanishing lower bound and upper maximum of a(t) are

2ho
respectively , /% and %, provided r < 1. Thus an oscillatory universe in time ’t’ for k = —1 may
0 0

be obtained from an Euclidean wormhole with suitable choice of constants.

3.2.4 Solution of (I0) when ca® >> & :

The solution of ([I0) when the scale factor is sufficiently large, or with the condition ca® >> < in (I0)
for k = —1 gives
7'2 h()T 1 —ho‘l’
a(t) = —5e —e , 17
(7) 2h% * 279 (17)
where 75 is constant and ¢ = h2. Now the extremum of a(7) in (7)) at 7 = 0 gives ro = ho. So (I7) leads
to

a(t) = hiocosh(hm'), (18)

which is also a wormhole solution. So all the solutions ([I3)-([I7) for x = —1 yield wormhole configura-
tion. The solution (I3) and (I5) yield wormhole in the early era with respect to Lorentz time ¢, while
the wormhole solutions (I0) and (I8) are with respect to Euclidean timer, however, evolution from an
Euclidean wormhole to an exponential expanding era has not been observed for Kk = —1.

3.3 Possible solutions and cosmic scenario for K =1 :

In this section we consider all possible solutions of (I0) and other results from (II]) with a few restriction
on ¢, ¢; and r for Kk = 1.

3.3.1 Solution of ([0) with ¢ =0, but ¢; = —H¢ :

In the early universe when a(7) is very small the contribution of ca® term is not significant compared to

% in ([I0), so we can neglect the contribution of ca® in the early epoch of evolution. The equation (I0)

with ¢; = —HZ leads to
a*(t) = 7% + H, (19)

which represents a wormhole solution and the radius at the throat of the wormhole is Hy. The scale factor
is symmetric with 7 and it is increasing with 7. Now at sufficiently large scale factor the contribution of
ca? also dominates in (I0). However, at some intermediate stage the contribution of all the terms in (I0)
play an important role in evolution.

3.3.2 Solution with ¢ >0, » >0 and ¢; <0 :

The solution () with the restrictions ¢ = h3 > 0, r > 0 and ¢; = —H < 0 shows an extremum of a(7)
at 7 =0 for r = \/1+ 4h2HZ > 1 and the value of a(r) at the extremum at 7 = 0 is ag = , /;;21 Then
0

the scale factor reads as

a2(r) = 2_;2 [~ 1+ rcosh(2hor)], (20)

0
so we have a wormhole solution for HZ > 0. Again the scale factor is large enough with 7, and a(7)
increases exponentially with 7 at 2k >> 1, however, at small 7, @0) leads a®(7) ~ Lz + r7° for
2hoT < 1 with lowest order contribution, which agrees with the scenario of the early universe given in
(@) with re-definition of 7. At large scale factor the contribution £ is very small and ca® plays a crucial

role in evolution. Before considering it we present another solution with different sign of ¢, ¢; and r.




3.3.3 Solution with ¢ <0, » <0 and ¢; < 0:

The equation () with the conditions ¢ < 0, r < 0 and (1 — 4cc1) > 0 or ¢; < 0 reduces to

1 7 . (1 —4h3HZ) _,,
2 0 2ihyT 1°°0/ —2ihiT

= — —_— 1 —_—— 1 . 21
O =gt et T, ¢ (1)
The solution (2] leads to an oscillating universe in 7 with a period ﬁ, where ¢ = —h? < 0, ¢; =
—HZ < 0and r = —rg < 0. The function a?(7) attains one of the extrema at 7 = 0, which yields
ro = /1 —4hiHZ < 1, and it leads to

1
a®(1) = = [1 + ro cos(2h17)], (22)
2h7

the solution (22 represents an oscillating universe with 7 satisfying a?(7) > 0 at the minima of the
function a?(7) as ro < 1. So introducing analytic continuation 7 = it in ([22)) we get

1
2

a (t) = 2_]1% [1 —+ To COSh(2h1t)} . (23)
The solution (23]) represents a Lorentzian wormhole like earlier (IH), and the radius at the throat is

ro+1
2h2

early oscillating wormhole (22)) in Euclidean time 7 evolves to an exponential expansion from (23]

. This solution also leads to an exponential expanding universe with ¢ at an era 2ht >> 1. So an

3.3.4 Solution of ([0) with ¢; =0, but ¢ = —h3:

In course of evolution when the scale factor is sufficiently large at later epoch of 7, we can assume &4 ~ 0,
or we can put ¢; = 0. The scale factor from (I0) reduces to

a’(t) = % sin® (hy7), (24)
1
apart from integration constant. The solution of the scale factor is valid as long as a(7)h; < 1, which
represents an oscillating universe with 7 within a maxima 1/hy (deSitter radius) and vanishing minima
radii. Now in the era when a(7)h; > 1 the solution from (I0) reduces to

a(t) = hi cosh (ih17), and it reduces to a(t) = hicosh(hlt), (25)
1 1
under analytic continuation with 7 = ¢¢, which yields an expanding universe with the Lorentz time.
Further in the asymptotic domain ¢ >> h%’ the universe expands exponentially with ¢. In this case at
large t we have an exponential expansion. The universe before crossing deSitter radius is oscillating with
Euclidean time 7 and after crossing the deSitter radius it enters an era of exponential expansion. This
agrees with the idea of [44], however, our results are independent of approximation. Thus to sum up
the results for kK = 1 we have both the configuration of Euclidean and Lorentzian wormholes in the very
early universe, eventually the cosmic scenario evolves to an inflationary era in the asymptotic regime of
Lorentz time t.

3.4 Interpretation of the solutions:

Interpretation of the piece-wise solutions {(19), (20), (22), (24), (25)} and {(13), (15), (16), (18)} respec-

tively for Kk = 1 and Kk = —1 are given in the following way. In a nutshell, we can interpret and bring
together these piece-wise solutions of (10) for k = 1 representing cosmic scenario of the universe. Be-
ginning with the solution (19) in the very early era, the subsequent evolution passes through an era
described by (20) and approaches to an oscillating universe with 7 in solution (22) and then (23). Fi-
nally, the universe after crossing the deSitter radius enters to an era of faster expansion, given by (25)
and asymptotically one can realize an exponential expansion with Lorentz time.

Similarly, we can bring together the piece-wise solutions of (10) for k = —1 as representing the cosmic
scenario of an universe beginning with (13) as a Lorentzian wormhole evolving towards the solution (15),
which could initiate an exponential expansion in Lorentz time depending on constant hy. Thereafter,
the evolution pushes in the form of (16) to an Euclidean wormhole depending on the parameter hy and
finally the evolution continues with (18) at very large scale factor. So the evolution from an Euclidean
wormhole to an exponential expanding era can be achieved in k = 1, which is different from the scenario
obtained with kK = —1. The new feature of our solution is that we can achieve exponential expansion
naturally in the later epoch beginning from a Euclidean wormhole in the very early universe for x = 1.



4 Discussion

Physics of the pre-inflationary universe is not well understood, as the regime is beyond the realm of
Einstein’s gravity, rather it is determined by the quantum gravity. The initial cosmic singularity, or
other relevant configuration of the universe or the wormhole in the Planck era is thus determined by the
quantum theory, wherein the spacetime is assumed to be Euclidean. However, the field theory in the
Hyperbolic spacetime with time ¢ can explain the inflationary scenario at the GUT era. Thus to explore
Physics one may seek viability of evolution from a wormhole configuration to the inflationary scenario.
So we consider a toy model of R? gravity to study such evolution or possible transition. We consider R?
term since the term has a huge contribution in the very early universe as well as it reveals inflation.

We simplify the fourth order Euclidean field equations to a second order field equations introducing
a new variable following [52,/54] proposal. Exact solution of the field equations in R? gravity allows
Euclidean wormhole as well as oscillatory solution of a?(7) depending on three constants and the curvature
parameter k. The oscillatory solutions of a?(7) are singular with 7, however by analytic continuation
T = it , the a?(7)-function reduces to the Lorentzian wormhole with time ¢. The Lorentzian wormhole
gives rise to an exponential expansion asymptotically. A polynomial solution of a?(7) also reduces to
Lorentzian wormhole for kK = —1 with use of 7 = it and expands as a power law inflation in the asymptotic
domain. The Euclidean wormhole does not evolve to an era of inflationary solution for all k using 7 = it.
However, the piece-wise solutions can be brought together to trace the evolution in chronological sequence
depending on the relative values of the scale factor. In this context an interesting case appears, wherein
an Euclidean wormhole (9] in the very early universe could evolve to an inflationary solution (23] with
t at large scale factor only for k = 1.

Finally, we can state that an Euclidean wormhole (given in (I9))) or an oscillating Euclidean wormhole
(given in ([22) and (24) in the very early era can evolve to an inflationary era at later epoch under
analytic continuation with 7 = it for kK = 1. In fact the Lorentzian wormhole solutions are able to
produce exponential expansion asymptotically in some cases, while in another case power law inflation is
followed asymptotically. Thus introduction of wormhole configuration in the very early universe is well
justified with onset of inflation at later epoch.

5 Appendix
Null energy condition in our solutions:

In general relativity, wormholes are supported by the exotic matter, which leads to a stress energy
tensor (i.e. T},,) that violates null energy condition (NEC). The NEC is given by T),, k*k” > 0, where k*
is any null vector. The violation of NEC can be minimised by introducing some geometric contribution
[9HTT], [I5L16], etc. instead of exotic field. In our study of R? gravity, no such energy momentum tensor
exist, however the condition R, k"*k” > 0 acts as an alternative to the NEC from the Raychaudhuri
equation, which is also consistent following the Hawking-Penrose theorem “a space-time is not timelike
and null geodesically complete if R, X*X" > 0 for every non-spacelike vector X*”. So we evaluate
R, k*k” by contracting the field equation of R? gravity with the null vector k* as

2

R .
RRyy = =g = Ry + 5, gw} ik = 0,

where k#k, = 0 and a semi-colon stands for covariant derivative, which gives R, k*k" = %R;U;uk”k“ =

%(Rﬁyyu —I'y, R o)k"E", since the term containing g,,, k*k” vanishes. The evaluation of R, k"k" using

the metric gives
kOQ l
Rk =2 (" — LR,
H R ( a )
where we assume k* = (k°, k', 0,0) satisfying (k°)? + g11(k')? =0, goo = 1 and g11 = (1) Now using

1—kr2”

(10) and the expression of Ricci scalar R we get a?R” — aa’ R’ = 0, which yields
Ry kMK = 0.

So our solutions satisfies NEC, hence the spacetime is not null geodesically complete, i.e., we cannot
extend null lines arbitrarily and focusing of null geodesics are possible.
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