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The Ricci Flow and the Early Universe

M.J.Luo
Department of Physics, Jiangsu University, Zhenjiang 212013, People’s Republic of China∗

A framework of quantum spacetime reference frame is proposed and reviewed, in which the quan-
tum spacetime at the Gaussian approximation is deformed by the Ricci flow. At sufficient large
scale, the Ricci flow not only smooths out local small irregularities making the universe a homo-
geneous and isotropic Friedmann-Robertson-Walker metric, but also develops a local singularity at
the physical-time origin. Due to the phenomenological suppression of the non-Gaussian primordial
perturbations, we assume the validity of the Ricci flow applying to the high curvature region near
the local singularity of the early universe. The no-local-collapsing theorem of Perelman ensures the
existence of a canonical neighborhood around the large curvature pinching point, which resembles
a gradient shrinking Ricci soliton (GSRS) solution of the Ricci flow. Without any inflaton field,
the GSRS naturally reproduces an exact inflationary deSitter universe near the singularity at the
leading order. Without any rolling-down behavior of inflaton, the deviation from exact deSitter
described by the “slow roll parameters” can be calculated by a small deviation from the singular
flow-time via the Ricci flow, and the primordial perturbations can also be studied on the GSRS
background, the power spectrum of the scalar perturbation agrees with present observations, and
the one of the tensor perturbation is predicted too small to be detectable than the standard infla-
tion. The previous treatment of the cosmological constant and the effective gravity are also briefly
reviewed in the framework. So we argue that the Ricci flow provides us a possible unified view and
treatment of the late epoch accelerating expansion and early epoch inflation of the universe without
introducing dark energy or inflaton (dark energy of the second kind).

I. INTRODUCTION

Issues concerning the origin of the universe and its primordial structure are among the deepest and most fundamental
in physics. The textbook standard inflation theory, and a wide class of inflation paradigm or alternative theories
are motivated by solving the fundamental problems of the big-bang theory of the universe at the early epoch, for
instance, the homogeneous problem, the horizon problem and the flatness problem etc. On the one hand, the standard
prediction from the simplest inflationary picture is extremely consistent with recent observation from the Cosmic
Microwave Background (CMB) radiation [1], on the other hand, the inflationary paradigm is considered having its
own conceptual problems (e.g. see [2, 3] and references therein), certainly the statement itself is also controversial
[4]. At the fundamental level, in the absence of quantum description of gravity and spacetime, it is difficult to know
which of the problems of inflation are more serious and correct to ask in order to get a better description of physics
near the origin of the universe. However, it is no controversial that the basis of the inflation cosmology does not yet
have the status of an established theory, the mechanism of inflation is based on the speculative inflaton in the early
epoch (another unknown form of dark energy in the late epoch), the inflation theory (and other alternative theories)
of the early universe are not yet fully quantum, it is based on a semi-classical combination of the classical general
relativity and the quantum theory.

In the previous literature [5–12], a framework applying the quantum principle to a spacetime reference frame and
gravity is proposed, in which the equivalence principle and the general covariance are generalized to the quantum
level. It shows that the quantum behavior of the spacetime to a large extent is embodied in its Ricci flow. And
the renormalizability of the theory is mathematically related to the uniformization of the spacetime to be proved by
the Ricci flow approach. The Ricci flow was firstly introduced in 1980s by Friedan in d = 2 + ǫ non-linear sigma
model [13, 14] and also independently invented by Hamilton in mathematics [15, 16]. From the mathematical side,
the main motivation of the Ricci flow is to classify manifolds, especially, to prove the Poincare conjecture. Hamilton’s
program is to use the Ricci flow as a useful tool to gradually deform a manifold into a “simpler and nicer” manifold
whose topology can be readily recognized. But unfortunately, the program met some difficulties in treating generic
initial conditions, because in general the flow may develop local singularities. A general realization of the program is
achieved by Perelman at around 2003 [17–19], who introduced several monotonic functionals to successfully deal with
the local singularities. The monotonicity of the functionals are applied to prove the “no-local-collapsing theorem”, and
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to prove the existence of a regular subset of the manifolds around the local singularity called “canonical neighborhood
structure”. It is shown that the local singularity or the high curvature region around it belongs to finite number
of “singularity models” resembling the “gradient shrinking Ricci soliton” (GSRS) configurations. A surgery can be
performed in the canonical neighborhood around the singularity, and then the Ricci flow is able to continue, the
breakthrough of Perelman finally removed the stumbling block in Hamilton’s program. The existence of the canonical
neighborhood structure around a local singularity and the existence of the “singularity model” given in mathematics,
make the studying of the initial singularity of the big bang universe feasible. The Ricci flow approach is not only
powerful to study the compact geometry (as Hamilton’s and Perelman’s seminal works had shown) but also to the
non-compact geometry [20–22]. In fact, the classification of a manifold in mathematics is nothing but equivalent
to constructing the complete Hilbert space of the spacetime, and hence quantizing the spacetime in the language of
physics. We first lay the physics foundation to the Ricci flow of spacetime based on the notion of quantum reference
frame, and we consider the Ricci flow at least at the Gaussian approximation as a candidate quantum theory of
spacetime. As long as the equivalence principle of Einstein is consistently generalized to the quantum level, the
Ricci flow of the quantum spacetime can also be a candidate quantum theory for the gravity. The correctness of the
framework depends on its mathematical consistency and the validity of applying it to explain and predict observations.

This framework of quantum spacetime is capable to discuss several fundamental issues of quantum gravity, for in-
stance, the cosmological constant problem [5–8], the trace anomaly [9], the thermodynamics of the quantum spacetime
[11] and the modified gravity[12]. Thus the main motivation and goal of the paper is trying to apply the framework
to another important touchstone of a quantum gravity: the initial singularity of the universe and its possible early
inflationary epoch.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In section II, we briefly review and introduce the background of the Ricci
flow of spacetime based on the notion of quantum reference frame. In section III, we focus on the early universe within
framework of the Ricci flow limit of the quantum spacetime. The connection between a local singularity formation
of the Ricci flow and the early universe is discussed in III-A; in III-B, we show that, the vicinity of the early epoch
singularity can be modeled by a solution of a gradient shrinking Ricci soliton (GSRS) equation, the solution naturally
gives rise to an inflationary universe without any speculative inflaton fields; the slightly deviation from the exact
deSitter inflation metric is discussed in III-C where the slow roll parameters can be calculated by the Ricci flow; and
how the inflation comes to an end is discussed in III-D; the power spectrums of the scalar and tensor primordial
perturbations are calculated in III-E and be compared with the textbook standard inflation theory; in III-F, two
important quantities: the manifolds density u∗ and Hubble rate H∗ during the early universe in the primordial
perturbation power spectrum is estimated to give more practical predictions to the power spectrums. Finally, we
summarize and conclude the paper in section IV.

II. RICCI FLOW OF QUANTUM SPACETIME

A. Quantum Reference System

The quantum reference frame (see e.g. [23–27] and references therein) is the conceptual foundation of the theory.
In this theory, an under-study-system that is relative to the quantum reference system is described by a quantum
state |ψ〉, and the quantum reference system is also described by a quantum state |X〉. Then the whole system is
given by an entangled state

|ψ[X ]〉 =
∑

ij

αij |ψ〉i ⊗ |X〉j (1)

in the Hilbert space Hψ ⊗HX .
To explain the framework, let us first take a 1-dimensional quantum clock-time as a preliminary and simple example

of a reference system, and then the example can be easily generalized to 4-dimensional quantum spacetime reference
frame. In Newtonian mechanics, the under-study-system are the coordinates X of a particle, as functions of the
absolute time t, i.e. X(t), called the equation of motion of the particle. To keep the speed of light a constant in any
reference frame, Einstein pointed out that the coordinates of the particle in a moving frame are, instead, X(τ), T (τ),
including a physical clock-time T (τ) in each different moving frame, where τ is certain global parameter (e.g. proper
time). An observer sees the equations of motion of the particle being reference to the relative time T (τ) is then given
by functional X[T (τ)], which generalizes the functions X(t) in Newtonian mechanics. The functionals describe the
relation between the coordinate X and the physical clock-time T . For example, the action of the coordinate X of
the particle w.r.t. the proper time τ (a global parameter) is given by a standard particle action with mass mX and
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potential V (X)

SX =

∫

dτ

[

1

2
mX

(

dX

dτ

)2

− V (X)

]

. (2)

While time is imagined as an ideal and fiducial motion that other more complex motions are relative to. So we could
also consider the clock-time T as the coordinate of a pointer of a physical clock, which is considered uniformly moving
and hence free. Thus the action of the coordinate T of the pointer w.r.t. the proper time τ (global parameter) is
given by a standard free particle action without potential

ST =

∫

dτ

[

1

2
mT

(

dT

dτ

)2
]

(3)

where mT is the mass of the clock pointer. The global parameter τ can be interpreted as the proper time of the lab.
Since the under-study particle has no interaction with the clock after initial calibration between them, so the action
of the whole system is a sum of them without their interaction,

S[X, T ] = SX + ST . (4)

At the quantum level, the description of the particle is replaced by a quantum state |X(τ)〉 given by the Hamiltonian
of the action SX, and the clock is also described by a quantum state |T 〉 from the Hamiltonian of the action ST .
Then the evolution functional X[T (τ)] in classical physics, which describes a correspondence between functions T (τ)
and X(τ), is now replaced by a quantum version of correspondence between the states |T (τ)〉 and |X(τ)〉, i.e. an
entangled state

|X[T ]〉 =
∑

τ

ατ |X(τ)〉 ⊗ |T (τ)〉 (5)

which is a simple example of (1). The state predicts the output of the joint measurements of the clock time |T (τ)〉 and
the coordinate |X(τ)〉 of the particle at the same “time” τ , in this sense the equation of motion of the particle X[T (τ)]
is measured at the quantum level. Different from that classical physics predicts a deterministic relation X[T (τ)], the
quantum mechanics predicts a probabilistic state |X[T ]〉 =∑τ ατ |X(τ)〉⊗|T (τ)〉. Following the standard Copenhagen
interpretation of the quantum state, |ατ |2 is a joint probability of the particle state |X(τ)〉 and the clock state |T (τ)〉
happening at the same “time” τ . The (conditional) probability of the particle at |X(τ)〉 in the condition when the
clock is at the state |T (τ)〉 can also be given by |ατ |2/|cτ |2, where |cτ |2 is the individual probability of the clock
at the state |T (τ)〉. And because the entangled state is inseparable, the joint probability |ατ |2 will not be a direct
product of the individual probability values of |X(τ)〉 and |T (τ)〉, so the conditional probability |ατ |2/|cτ |2 will not
be an individual probability of the particle state |X(τ)〉. In this sense, the entangled state (1) describes a “relational
state” between the under-study-system (e.g. the coordinate of the particle) and the quantum reference system (e.g.
the clock time), rather than an “absolute state” in textbook quantum mechanics.

In the semi-classical approximation, the quantum fluctuation 〈T 2〉− 〈T 〉2 = 〈δT 2〉 is ignored, so that the clock-time
T can be seen as a c-number parameter 〈T 〉, i.e. a delta wavefunction peaked at 〈T 〉, then the action is rewritten as

S[X, T ]
(1)≈ S[X (〈T 〉)] =

∫

dT

∥

∥

∥

∥

dτ

dT

∥

∥

∥

∥

{

(

dT

dτ

)2
[

1

2
mX

(

δX

δT

)2

+
1

2
mT

]

− V (X)

}

=

∫

dT

[

1

2
MX

(

δX

δT

)2

− V (X) + const

]

(6)

where
(1)≈ means the approximation is at the 1st order/semi-classical approximation compared with the 2nd or-

der/Gaussian approximation in the coming discussions,
∥

∥

dτ
dT

∥

∥ is a Jacobian determinant, andMX = mX

∥

∥

dτ
dT

∥

∥

(

dT
dτ

)2
=

mX

d〈T 〉
dτ is the effective mass of the particle. When the semi-classical clock time runs at exactly the same rate with

the proper time τ , then MX = mX, and hence the semi-classical action recovers the action (2) up to a constant, only
the lab’s parameter time τ is replaced by the mean value of the physical clock time 〈T 〉, and the derivative d

dτ is

replaced by the functional derivative δ
δ〈T 〉 , the entangled state |X[T ]〉 recovers the textbook quantum absolute state

|X(τ)〉.
An important observation is that T interpreted as the clock time is quadratic in the action (4), so its first functional

derivative of T vanishes, δS[X,T ]
δT = 〈E〉 = 0, and hence the Hamiltonian corresponding to the action is zero, that is
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to say that the Schrodinger equation of the whole system is in fact a timeless wave equation with zero Hamiltonian
(some literature call it Wheeler-DeWitt equation). There is no external time here, on the contrary, the equation is
used to defined time T which monitors the under-study particle system X. However, the second derivative of T is
not zero, so when the 2nd order fluctuation 〈δT 2〉 6= 0 of the clock time is taken into account, the energy fluctuation
√

〈δE2〉 6= 0 gives rise to a correct order of vacuum energy driving a late epoch acceleration expansion of the universe
[5].

B. Non-Linear Sigma Model (NLSM) for the Quantum Spacetime Frame Fields

In the subsection, we generalize the quantum clock time to the quantum spacetime reference frame. To locate the
coordinates of an event, the number of references must be generalized from 1 (one clock) to at least D = 4 (3 rods plus
one clock), i.e. Xµ = (X0, X1, X2, X3). To contain these 4 frame fields in a lab, the number of the global parameter
must be generalized from one (lab’s proper time τ) to d = 4 − ǫ (lab’s Minkowskian/Euclidean background), i.e.
x = (x0, x1, x2, x3). From the mathematical point of view, the D-dimensional frame fields is a manifold Xµ, which is a
non-linear differentiable mapping X(x) from a local coordinate patch x ∈ R

d to a D-manifolds X ∈MD. For the same
logic of the previous quantum reference system, we can also consider the frame fields X as the under-study-system
w.r.t. the lab’s coordinates x as the reference system, then the local mapping (i.e frame field) X(x) at the quantum
level is also given by an entangled state

∑

x αx|X〉 ⊗ |x〉, rather than a direct product state, describing their local
relation.

At the moment, the entanglement between the under-study-system (frame fields X) and a local reference system
(local lab frame x) has not directly related to the inflation (the main subject of the paper), the inflation comes from
the singularity developed by the local mapping and the entanglement in a indirect way, next we will introduce the
dynamical theory and corresponding RG-flow of such local mapping and the entanglement.

The mapping in physics is usually realized by a kind of fields theory, the non-linear sigma model (NLSM) [13, 14, 28–
30]

S[X(x)] =
1

2
λ

∫

ddxgµν
∂Xµ

∂xa

∂Xν

∂xa
, (7)

which is a generalization of the free clock time action (3). |X〉 in (1) is the eigenstate of the Hamiltonian of this action.
λ is the only input constant with dimension of energy density [L−d] taking the value (69), which is the generalization
of the clock mass. xa called the base space in NLSM, representing the lab’s wall and clock frame as the starting
reference, which are the generalization of the single proper time τ in (3). In our common sense, the lab’s spacetime
frame has dimension d = 4 − ǫ, and is considered fiducial, classical, flat and external with infinite precision. Note
that the NLSM is background signature independent, so without loss of generality, we consider the base space as an
Euclidean one, i.e. x ∈ R

d which is better defined when we use the functional method to quantize the theory in latter
section.

The differential mapping or the frame fields Xµ(x) with dimensional length [L], now is the physical coordinates of
a Riemannian or Lorentzian spacetime MD with generally curved metric gµν , called the target space in NLSM. When
quantizing the theory, we will promote the frame fields Xµ to D quantum fields, so in the language of quantum fields
theory, Xµ(x) or their duals Xµ(x) = gµνXν(x) are the real defined scalar frame fields.

The under-study-system, without loss of generality, can be generalized from X(τ) (in previous subsection) to a
standard scalar field ψ(x), which shares the lab’s background x with the frame fields X(x). The action is generalized
from (2) to

S[ψ(x)] =

∫

ddx

[

1

2

∂ψ

∂xa

∂ψ

∂xa
− V (ψ)

]

(8)

where V (ψ) is some potential of the scalar field. |ψ〉 in (1) is the eigenstate of the Hamiltonian of the action.
Then the total action of the scalar field and the frame fields is a sum of each system without interaction between

them

S[ψ,X ] =

∫

ddx

[

1

2

∂ψ

∂xa

∂ψ

∂xa
− V (ψ) +

1

2
λgµν

∂Xµ

∂xa

∂Xν

∂xa

]

, (9)

as the generalization of (4 or 6). The state of the whole state now gives the entangled state (1).
Because both ψ field and the frame fields X share the common lab’s background spacetime x, here they are described

w.r.t. the lab’s background spacetime as the starting reference. If ψ field is considered w.r.t. the physical frame fields
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X , the action can be rewritten by transforming from x to X . At the semi-classical level, when the fluctuation of the
frame fields 〈δX2〉 can be ignored, it is simply a coordinates transformation x→ 〈X〉,

S[ψ,X ]
(1)≈ S[ψ(〈X〉)] =

∫

dDX
√

| det g(1)|
[

1

4

〈

g(1)µν
∂Xµ

∂xa

∂Xν

∂xa

〉(

1

2
g(1)µν

δψ

δXµ

δψ

δXν
+ 2λ

)

− V (ψ)

]

=

∫

dDX
√

| det g(1)|
[

1

2
g(1)µν

δψ

δXµ

δψ

δXν
− V (ψ) + 2λ

]

, (10)

in which 1
4

〈

g
(1)
µν

∂Xµ

∂xa

∂Xν

∂xa

〉

= 1
4

〈

g
(1)
µν g(1)µν

〉

= 1
4D = 1 has been used. The semi-classical action is a generalization of

(6). It is easy to see, under the semi-classical treatment of frame fields X , the classical coordinates transformation
reproduces the scalar field action (8) in general spacetime reference frame coordinates X up to a constant 2λ, lab’s
parameter background x is replaced by 〈X〉, and the derivative ∂

∂xa
is replaced by the functional derivative δ

δXµ .
√

| det g(1)| =
∥

∥

dx
dX

∥

∥ is the Jacobian determinant of the coordinate transformation, which is the generalization of
∥

∥

dτ
dT

∥

∥ in previous subsection. Note that the coordinates transformation matrix must be a square matrix, so at semi-
classical level d should be close to D = 4, which is seem obviously that the dimension of the lab is 4. However, it is for
quantum and topological reasons that dmust not be exactly 4 but rather d = 4−ǫ. In fact, the value of d is very crucial
for the renormalizability of the theory at the quantum level. It is well known that d = 2 the NLSM is power counting
and perturbative renormalizable. Although 2 < d < 4 is not power counting and perturbative renormalizable, it is
evidence that the theory is non-perturbative renormalizable. From the topological point of view, NLSM is a fields
model of mapping from the base space x to the target space X , whether NLSM is well-defined at the quantum or
renormalization level depends on whether the mapping is free from intrinsic topological singularity. For simplicity,
we consider the target space topologically a 4-sphere (after properly Wick rotated), MD = S4, then the homotopy
group of the mapping X : Rd → S4 is πd(S

4). The homotopy group is trivial when d < 4, i.e. πd<4(S
4) = 0, which

means that all possible (in the path integral sense) differentiable mapping X(x) will not meet intrinsic topological
obstacles and hence the mapping is always well-defined and free from intrinsic singularities. That is the reason we
choose d = 4 − ǫ as the dimension of the base space, where ǫ can be considered as a small regularization parameter
to avoid mathematical singularity at the quantum level. In fact, d as an input parameter is not an observable of
the theory, at the quantum level, d can even be a fractal dimension due to the “dimension anomaly”. While at the
classical or semi-classical level, it is no problem if one roughly considers d = 4.

When the location of an event is at a long distance scale far beyond the lab’s size, for instance, to the galaxy or
cosmic scale, when the frame fields signal travels along such a long distance and be read by an observer, the broadening
or the variance (2nd order moment) fluctuation of the frame fields 〈δX2〉 become unignorable. More precisely, the
variance 〈δX2〉 inevitably modifies the quadratic form of distance of the Riemannian/Lorentzian spacetime

〈

(∆X)
2
〉

= 〈∆X〉2 + 〈δX2〉. (11)

Since a local distance element is usual attributed to the local metric tensor at the point, so it is also convenient to
think of the location point X being fixed, and the effect of the variance affects only the metric tensor gµν at the point.
As a consequence, the quantum expectation value of a metric tensor gµν is modified by the 2nd moment quantum
fluctuation of the frame fields

〈gµν〉 =
〈

∂Xµ

∂xa

∂Xν

∂xa

〉

=

〈

∂Xµ

∂xa

〉〈

∂Xν

∂xa

〉

+
1

2

∂2

∂x2a
〈δXµδXν〉 = gµν(1)(X) + δgµν(2)(X), (12)

where

gµν(1)(X) =

〈

∂Xµ

∂xa

〉〈

∂Xν

∂xa

〉

= 〈eµa〉〈eνa〉 (13)

is the 1st order moment (mean value) contribution, eµa is the vierbein. For correction from the 2nd order moment or
variance δgµν(2) deforms the metric and the geometry of the physical spacetime, especially at long distance or cosmic

scale. It is a renormalization or coarse-graining process of the quantum spacetime.

C. Metric deformation from Quantum Gaussian Fluctuations: Ricci Flow

To investigate the quantum correction δgµν(2)(X), we need to quantize the frame fields at the 2nd order moment or

Gaussian approximation level, if the higher order moments (non-Gaussian fluctuations) are less important compared
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to the Gaussian fluctuation. When δgµν(2) is relatively smaller than gµν(1), it can be given by a perturbative one-loop

calculation [29] of the NLSM

δgµν(2)(X) =
1

2

∂2

∂x2a
〈δXµδXν〉 = −

Rµν(1)(X)

32π2λ
δk2, (14)

where Rµν(1) is the Ricci curvature given by the 1st order metric gµν(1), k
2 is the cutoff energy scale of the Fourier

components of the frame fields Xµ. The validity of the perturbation calculation R(1)δk2 ≪ λ is actually the validity
of the Gaussian approximation. In fact, to recover the standard General Relativity, λ must take the value of the
critical density ρc of the universe (shown in (69)), i.e. λ ∼ O(H2

0/G), H0 the current Hubble’s constant, G the
Newton’s constant. For the case when the curvature is of order of H0, the condition R(1)δk2 ≪ λ is equivalent to
δk2 ≪ 1/G which is reliable. For the case when the curvature is large near a local singularity of a manifold, in
principle, contributions from non-Gaussian fluctuations depicted by higher powers of the curvature (Rµν/λ)

n>1 may
become important, the Gaussian approximation may be fail. In fact, depending on what is our interested physics
and how close the period producing our interested physics is to the local singularity, the validity of the Gaussian
approximation is a subtle issue in the early epoch of the universe which will be discussed in the next section. It is also
worth stressing that here the metric fluctuation δgµν(2) is not directly related to the observed tensor modes of metric

perturbation in inflation. It will give a RG-flow to the spacetime, and finally gives rise to the curvature pinching near
the singularity of the early universe (see section III).

The equation (14) is actually a RG equation of the target space, i.e. the physical spacetime, in mathematics it
called the Ricci flow equation (some reviews see e.g. [31–33])

∂gµν

∂t
= 2Rµν or

∂gµν
∂t

= −2Rµν. (15)

For the same convention in mathematics literature, we often use the latter to describe a continuous deformation of
the tangent spacetime metric driven by its Ricci curvature. The flow-time interval δt = − 1

64π2λδk
d−2 has dimension

of length square [L2] for any d, not restricted to Friedan’s original consideration of d = 2 + ǫ.
For the Ricci curvature is non-linear in metric, the Ricci flow equation is in analogy to a non-linear “heat equation”

for the metric, and flow along t introduces a renormalizing or coarse-graining process to a spacetime and gravitational
system which is highly non-trivial [34–38]. If it is free from local singularities during the flow, there exists a long
flow-time solution in t ∈ (−∞, 0), which is often called an ancient solution in mathematics. In this situation, the
range of the t-parameter corresponds to k ∈ (0,∞), from t = −∞, i.e. a short distance (high energy) UV scale k = ∞
forwardly to t = 0 i.e. a long distance (low energy) IR scale k = 0. The coarse-grained metric at scale t is given
by being averaged out the fine-grain or short distance fine structure of the metric. So along t, the manifolds loss its
fine-grain information, so that the flow is irreversible, that is it has no backwards solution. It is the underlying reason
for the existence of an entropy of a spacetime discussed in [11] and in later subsections.

Note that in (11), (12), the variance of the metric modifies the local quadratic form of spacetime distance, thus
the flow is essentially non-isometry. It is the underlying reason for the diffeomorphism anomaly of spacetime. The
non-isometry does not affect its topology, so the flow preserves the topology of the spacetime. However, its local
metric, shape and size (volume) changes during the flow. And there also exists a very special solution of the Ricci
flow called the Ricci Soliton [39] in mathematics, which is a generalization of the notion of quasi-Einstein metric
in physics [14]. The solution only deforms its local volume while keeps its local shape, the solution is self-similar.
The Ricci Soliton, and its more general version, the Gradient Ricci Soliton, plays the role of the flow limit, are the
generalization of the notion of fixed point in the RG flow and the deSitter metric. In the Gradient Ricci Soliton, the
Gradient Shrinking Ricci Soliton (GSRS) is a particularly important model in understanding the gravity at cosmic
scale and early epoch, we will see in the next section.

D. Density Matrix of the Frame Fields: induced Ricci-DeTurck Flow

Because the Ricci flow is a coarse-graining process of the spacetime, there exist irreversible entropy and diffeo-
morphism anomaly in the framework (see next subsection), so density matrix, rather pure state, is a more proper
fundamental notion. By using the density matrix u, the previous (2nd order) results e.g. (12), (14) and hence the
Ricci flow (15) can also be given by the expectation value

〈O〉 = 〈X |O|X〉 = λ

∫

d4XΨ∗(X)OΨ(X) = λ

∫

d4Xu(X)O (16)
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via writing down the wavefunction Ψ(X) or density matrix u of the frame fields explicitly at the Gaussian approxi-
mation, where

d4X =
√

| det gµν |dX0dX1dX2dX3 (17)

Remind that at the semi-classical approximation, the frame fields X is a delta density peaking at its mean value.
Thus at the Gaussian approximation level, finite Gaussian width/2nd moment fluctuation of X must be introduced
as the next order correction to the delta density. So at the Gaussian approximation, the fundamental solution of the
wave function takes the Gaussian form

Ψ[Xµ(x)] =
|detσµν |1/4√
λ(2π)D/4|g|1/4

exp

[

−1

4
|(Xµ(x)− xµ)σµν (X

ν(x) − xν)|
]

, (18)

where the covariant matrix σµν(x) measures the 2nd order moment fluctuations of the frame fields at the peaking
point x = 〈X〉

σµν(x) =
1

σµν(x)
=

1

〈δXµ(x)δXν(x)〉 . (19)

The absolute symbol in the exponential of the wavefunction is for keeping the Gaussian integral over X positive as a
probability, even in the Lorentzian (signature) spacetime.

The fundamental solution of the wavefunction gives rise to a dimensionless probability density matrix

u[Xµ(x)] = Ψ∗(X)Ψ(X) =
1

λ(2π)D/2
|detσµν |1/2

|det gµν |1/2
exp

[

−1

2
|(Xµ(x) − xµ)σµν (X

ν(x)− xν)|
]

, (20)

in which

√
|detσµν |

λ(2π)D/2
√

| det gµν |
is given by the normalization condition

λ

∫

dDXΨ∗(X)Ψ(X) = λ

∫

dDXu(X) = 1. (21)

There exists an arbitrariness in the density u(X) for different choices of a diffeomorphism/gauge. Under a diffeo-
morphism gµν → ĝµν , u(X) is transformed corresponding to a diffeomorphism of the covariant matrix

σµν → σ̂µν = σµν +∇µ∇νh. (22)

where h is certain transformation function.
Following the statistical interpretation of wavefunction with the normalization condition (21), density matrix

u(X0, X1, X2, X3) measures the probability density of finding the frame fields particles in the volume dDX . During
the Ricci flow along t, the volume ∆Vt in which the density is averaged also flows, so the density is coarse-grained in
the volume ∆Vt at the scale t. If we consider the volume of the lab is rigid and fixed by λ

∫

d4x = 1, so

u[X(x), t] =
d4x

dDXt
= lim

∆Vt→0

1

∆Vt

∫

∆V

1 · d4x = 〈1〉∆Vt→0. (23)

Thus the density u(X, t) can be interpreted as a coarse-grained density at the scale t w.r.t. a fine-grained unit density
in the lab at UV t→ −∞.

The coarse-grained density u(X, t) not only has statistic meaning, playing a central role in analyzing the statistic
physics [11] of the frame fields, but also has profound geometric meaning, generalizing the Riemannian/Lorentzian
manifolds (MD, g) to a density manifolds (MD, g, u) [40–42], in which u also called a manifold density in mathematics.
u(X, t) associates a manifold density to each point 〈X〉 in a manifold. And it is worth stressing that u is not

equivalent to scaling the metric conformally by a factor, because in this case the integral measure of 4-volume or
3-volume in the expectation 〈O〉 = λ

∫

dDXuO would scale by different powers. Since Gaussian u density fuzzes the
coordinates of the manifolds and hence deforms the metric and curvature in the density manifolds. Thus an important
observation is that u density generalizes the notion of curvature in the density manifolds. Indeed, there are various
useful generalizations (e.g. see [43]) of the Ricci curvature to the density manifolds, a widely accepted version is the
Bakry-Emery generalization [44]

Rµν → Rµν −∇µ∇ν log u, (24)
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which is also used in Perelman’s seminal papers. Such generalization has many advantages in physics, for instance,
the 2nd moment fluctuation eq.(22) of spacetime encoded in the u density has more direct relation to curvature
and gravity at the quantum level. We will use the definition throughout the paper. By using the generalized Ricci
curvature, the Ricci flow for Riemannian manifolds (MD, g) is generalized to the Ricci-DeTurck flow [45] for the
density manifolds (MD, g, u)

∂gµν
∂t

= −2 (Rµν −∇µ∇ν log u) , (25)

which is nothing but actually equivalent to the Ricci flow equation (15) up to a diffeomorphism. Different from
the standard Ricci flow, the Ricci-DeTurck flow has the advantage that it turns out to be a gradient flow of some
monotonic functionals introduced by Perelman, so the Ricci-DeTurck flow equation, instead of the Ricci flow equation,
is a fundamental equation to the physical spacetime with density at the quantum level.

Remind that the eq.(23) also gives a volume constraint to the fiducial spacetime (the lab), the density u(X, t) in

this sense cancels the flow of
√

| det gµν |, so we have

∂

∂t

(

u
√

| det gµν |
)

= 0. (26)

The relation, together with the Ricci-DeTurck flow equation (25), directly gives rise to the flow equation of the density

∂u

∂t
= (R−∆) u, (27)

in which ∆ is the Laplacian of the 4-spacetime. And this equation is in analogy to the irreversible Boltzmann’s
equation for his distribution function of dilute gas. However, note the minus sign in front of the Laplacian operator,
it is a backwards heat-like equation of u. It seems that the solution of the backwards heat flow does not exist. But
we also note that if one flows the manifolds to certain IR scale ts, and at the scale ts one can certainly choose an
appropriate u(ts) = u0 arbitrarily (up to a diffeomorphism gauge) and flows it backwards in τ = ts − t, and hence
one obtains a solution u(τ) of the backwards equation. In the situation that if the flow is considered free from global
singularities for the trivialness of the homotopy group πd<4(S

4) = 0, we simply consider ts = 0, so

τ = −t = 1

64π2λ
k2 ∈ (0,∞). (28)

As a consequence, the density satisfies a heat-like equation in terms of the backwards flow time τ

∂u

∂τ
= (∆−R)u, (29)

which indeed admit a solution along τ , it is often called the conjugate heat equation in mathematics.
At this point, (29) together with (25), the mathematical problem of the Ricci flow of a Riemannian/Lorentzian

manifolds is generalized to a coupled equations










∂gµν

∂t = −2 (Rµν −∇µ∇ν log u)
∂u
∂τ = (∆−R)u
dτ
dt = −1

(30)

and hence the pure Riemannian/Lorentzian manifolds (MD, g) is generalized to a density manifolds (MD, g, u) with
the constraint (21).

E. Diffeomorphism Anomaly

As is shown in previous subsection, an important feature of the Ricci flow or the Ricci-DeTurck flow to the manifolds
is that the quantum fluctuation does not preserve the quadratic form of the distance of the manifolds. The non-
isometry feature induces a breakdown of diffeomorphism or general coordinate transformation at the quantum level,
namely the diffeomorphism anomaly [9].

We consider the functional quantization of the pure frame fields, the partition function is

Z(MD) =

∫

[DX ] exp (−S[X ]) =

∫

[DX ] exp

(

−1

2
λ

∫

d4xgµν∂aXµ∂aXν

)

, (31)
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in which,without loss of generality, the base spacetime is taken as Euclidean for it is better defined in path integral,
and the final result is independent to the signature, i.e. the same for Minkowskian.

We have seen that the behavior of the Ricci flow (15) for the tangent and cotangent spacetime is opposite, for the
same convention in mathematics, here we consider the general coordinate transformation of the tangent spacetime,

Xµ → X̂µ =
∂X̂µ

∂Xν
Xν = eνµXν . (32)

The coordinate transformation does not change the action S[X ] = S[X̂], but the measure of the functional integral
changes

DX̂ =
∏

x

D−1
∏

µ=0

dX̂µ(x) =
∏

x

ǫµνρσe
0
µe

1
νe

2
ρe

3
σdX0(x)dX1(x)dX2(x)dX3(x)

=
∏

x

|det e(x)|
∏

x

D−1
∏

a=0

dXa(x) =

(

∏

x

|det e(x)|
)

DX, (33)

where

ǫµνρσe
0
µe

1
νe

2
ρe

3
σ =

∣

∣det eaµ
∣

∣ =
√

|det gµν | (34)

is the Jacobian of the coordinate transformation. In fact, the Jacobian is a local relative volume element dµ(X̂µ)
w.r.t. the fiducial one dµ(Xa). Remind that the normalization condition (21) defines a fiducial volume element

ud4X ≡ udµ(X̂µ), thus the Jacobian actually measures the frame fields density matrix

u(X̂) =
dµ(Xa)

dµ(X̂µ)
= |det eµa | =

1
∣

∣det eaµ
∣

∣

. (35)

The absolute value symbol used in the determinant is to keep u and hence the volume element positive defined,
even in the Lorentzian signature spacetime. Otherwise, for the Lorentzian case, there must introduce extra imaginary
factor i into (36) to preserve the normalization condition (21). It is a natural generalization from a 3-space density of
Perelman to a 4-spacetime version with Lorentzian signature. It is such definition of the volume form for the Lorentzian
4-spacetime ensures the formalism of the framework formally identifies with Perelman’s standard formalism for the
3-space in Euclidean signature. From this observation, we can see that the manifolds density u encodes one of the
most important information of a manifold, i.e. the local volume ratio, including not only the classical volume ratio
(coming from the classical general coordinates transformation) but also the quantum counterpart (coming from the
Ricci flow).

We could parameterize the solution u in terms of

u(X̂) =
1

λ(4πτ)D/2
e−f(X̂,τ). (36)

Then by using it, the partition function Z(MD) under the coordinate transformation gives

Z(M̂D) =

∫

[DX̂] exp
(

−S[X̂]
)

=

∫

(

∏

x

|det e|
)

[DX ] exp (−S[X ])

=

∫

(

∏

x

ef+
D
2

log(λ2/D4πτ)

)

[DX ] exp (−S[X ])

= exp

(

λ

∫

d4x

[

f +
D

2
log(λ2/D4πτ)

])
∫

[DX ] exp (−S[X ])

= exp

(

λ

∫

M̂D

dDXu

[

f +
D

2
log(λ2/D4πτ)

])
∫

[DX ] exp (−S[X ]) (37)

Finally, we can see that the change of the partition function, known as the anomaly, is

Z(M̂D) = eλN(M̂D)Z(MD), (38)
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in which N(M̂D) is nothing but a Shannon entropy in terms of the manifolds density u

N(M̂D) =

∫

M̂D

dDXu

[

f +
D

2
log(λ2/D4πτ)

]

= −
∫

M̂D

dDXu logu. (39)

Because u in (35) is real defined, the Shannon entropy or the anomaly is real, even for the Lorentzian signature. It is
a general result of the Ricci flow of spacetime.

Without loss of generality, if we simply consider the under-transformed coordinates Xa to be the coordinates of
the fiducial lab xa, so they can be treated as classical parameter coordinates. In this situation the classical action of
NLSM is simply D

2 , a topological invariant, i.e.

exp (−Scl) = exp

(

−1

2
λ

∫

d4xgµν∂axµ∂axν

)

= exp

(

−1

2
λ

∫

d4xgµνgµν

)

= e−
D
2 . (40)

Thus the total partition function (38) takes a simple form

Z(M̂D) = eλN(M̂D)−D
2 . (41)

In the Ricci flow limit, i.e. the Gradient Shrinking Ricci Soliton (GSRS) configuration

Rµν +∇µ∇νf =
1

2τ
gµν , (42)

the covariance matrix σµν as the 2nd order moment of the frame fields with a IR cutoff k is simply proportional to
the metric

1

2
σµν⋆ =

1

2
〈δXµδXν〉 = 1

2λ
gµν

∫ |p|=k

0

d4p

(2π)4
1

p2
=

k2

64π2λ
gµν = τgµν , (43)

and then

σ⋆µν = (σµν⋆ )−1 =
1

2τ
gµν , (44)

which means a uniform Gaussian broadening is achieved, i.e. its covariant gradient vanishes ∇ρσ⋆µν = 0. The
subscript “⋆” represents the Ricci flow limit at which the Shannon entropy N approaches to its maximum value N⋆,
and the density matrix

u(X) =
|detσµν |1/2

λ(2π)D/2| det gµν |1/2
exp

(

−1

2
|XµσµνX

ν |
)

, (45)

becomes a Maxwell-Boltzmann form of density

u⋆(X) =
1

λ(4πτ)D/2
exp

(

− 1

4τ
|gµνXµXν |

)

(46)

in the limit, in analogy to a “thermoequilibrium” state of spacetime [11]. We can also define a relative density ũ as
the general density u(X) w.r.t. the “thermoequilibrium” density u⋆(X) in the limit

ũ(X) =
u(X)

u⋆(X)
. (47)

By using the relative density, a relative Shannon entropy Ñ can also be defined by

Ñ(MD) = −
∫

dDXu log ũ = −
∫

dDXu logu+

∫

dDXu⋆ log u⋆ = N −N⋆ = − logZP ≤ 0, (48)

where ZP is Perelman’s partition function

logZP =

∫

MD

dDXu

(

D

2
− f

)

≥ 0, (49)
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and N⋆ is the maximum Shannon entropy

N⋆ = −
∫

dDXu⋆ log u⋆ =

∫

dDXu⋆
D

2

[

1 + log(λ2/D4πτ)
]

=
D

2λ

[

1 + log(λ2/D4πτ)
]

. (50)

For the reason that the relative Shannon entropy is real, the change of the partition function under diffeomorphism
is in general non-unitary. Perelman defined the F-functional

F =
dN

dτ
= −dN

dt
=

∫

MD

dDXu
(

R+ |∇f |2
)

(51)

with its maximum value at GSRS limit

F⋆ ≡ F(u⋆) =
dN⋆
dτ

=
D

2λτ
. (52)

It is easy to show that F is monotonic non-decreasing along t, because

dF
dt

= 2

∫

dDXu |Rµν −∇µ∇ν log u|2 ≥ 2

D

∫

dDXu |R −∆ log u|2

≥ 2

D
λ

[
∫

dDXu (R−∆ log u)

]2

=
2

D
λF2 ≥ 0. (53)

Thus the relative Shannon entropy is monotonic non-decreasing along the Ricci flow (along t),

dÑ(M̂D)

dt
= −F̃ ≥ 0, (54)

where F̃ = F − F⋆ ≤ 0 is the GSRS-normalized F-functional.

F. Effective Action of Gravity and Non-Singular Ricci Flow

If the equivalence principle is generalized to the quantum level, the quantum fluctuation of the frame fields should
not only be a property of frame fields themselves but also be interpreted as universal property of the spacetime. In the
interpretation, the mean value of the frame fields 〈X〉 measures the classical coordinate of the spacetime, the quantum
fluctuation 〈δX2〉 of the frame fields measures the variance or fuzziness of the coordinates, and hence gravity as a
relational phenomenon between different frames emerges from the frame fields system at the quantum level.

By using Ñ(MD), the total partition function (41) now is written as

Z(MD) =
eλN−D

2

eλN⋆
= eλÑ−D

2 = Z−λ
P e−

D
2 = exp

[

λ

∫

MD

dDXu (f −D)

]

. (55)

The relative Shannon entropy Ñ playing the role of the anomaly vanishes at GSRS limit at IR scale, but in general
it is non-zero at lab scale up to UV. Since the lab’s volume is considered fiducial and fixed by λ

∫

d4x = 1, so the
anomaly must be canceled at the lab scale up to UV. The physical requirement leads to the counter term ν(MD

τ=∞)

which finally appears as the cosmological constant. The monotonicity of Ñ implies

ν(MD
τ=∞) = lim

τ→∞
λÑ(MD, u, τ) = λ

[

ÑUV (M̂
D
UV )− ÑIR(M̂

D
IR)
]

< 0. (56)

in which limτ→0 Ñ(MD) = ÑIR(M̂
D
IR) = 0 is used.

The exponential of the counter term, eν < 1, which is usually called the Gaussian density [46, 47] in mathematics, is

a relative volume or the reduced volume Ṽ (MD
τ=∞) of the backwards limit manifolds introduced by Perelman. And eν

is also the inverse of the initial condition of the manifolds density u−1
τ=0. A finite value of the counter term ν(MD

τ=∞)
makes an initial spacetime with unit fiducial volume at UV scale flow and converge to a finite uτ=0 at IR. Thus the
manifolds finally converge to a finite relative volume instead of shrinking to a singular point at IR τ = 0.

As an example, i.e. a homogeneous and isotropic late epoch universe, with a positive curvature, its size in spatial
and temporal parts are on an equal footing (with a “ball B4” radius a(τ)) , i.e.

ds2 = a2(τ)
(

dX2
0 − dX2

1 − dX2
2 − dX2

3

)

, (57)
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which is nothing but a (Lorentzian) Shrinking Ricci Soliton configuration. The solution tends to globally shrink B4

to a singular point. Note that the metric satisfies the shrinking soliton equation Rµν = 1
2τ gµν , and its volume form

(35) are independent to the signature, the counter term can be approximately given by a 4-ball value ν(B4
∞) ≈ −0.8

[8, 9].
Taken into account the counter term, the partition function (55) changes to

Z(MD) = eλÑ−D
2
−ν(B4

∞
), (58)

which is anomaly canceled at UV and hence having a fixed fiducial volume lab.
Considering limτ→0 Ñ(MD) = 0 and λ

∫

dDXuτ |∇fτ→0|2 = D
2 , at low energy or small τ , Ñ(MD) can be expanded

in powers of τ

Ñ(MD) =
∂Ñ

∂τ
τ +O(τ2) = τF̃ +O(τ2)

=

∫

MD

dDXu0

[(

Rτ=0 + |∇fτ=0|2 −
D

2τ

)

τ

]

+O(τ2)

=

∫

MD

dDXu0R0τ +O(τ2). (59)

In this expansion, the effective action of Z(M4) can be obtained for D = 4,

− logZ(M4) = Seff ≈
∫

M4

d4Xu0 (2λ− λR0τ + λν) (small τ) (60)

Considering u0d
4X now recovers the classical invariant volume element (17),

√

|g|dV , and by using (28) to change
the flow time τ to the cutoff k, we have

Seff =

∫

M4

dV
√

|g|
(

2λ− R0

64π2
k2 + λν

)

(small k). (61)

As the cutoff scale k ranges from the lab scale to at least the well-tested solar system scale (k > 0), the action
must recover the Einstein-Hilbert (EH) action. However, at the cosmic scale (k → 0), we know that the EH action
deviates from observations and the cosmological constant becomes important. Following the requirement, as k → 0,
the action leaving 2λ + λν should play the role of the standard EH action with a limit constant background scalar
curvature R0 plus the cosmological constant Λ, so

2λ+ λν =
R0 − 2Λ

16πG
. (62)

While at k → ∞, λÑ → ν, the action leaving only the action D
2 λ = 2λ for the fiducial lab, when it should be

interpreted as a constant EH action without the cosmological constant

2λ =
R0

16πG
. (63)

So we have the cosmological term

λν =
−2Λ

16πG
= −ρΛ. (64)

As a result, the action can be rewritten as an effective EH action plus a cosmological term

Seff =

∫

M4

dV
√

|g|
(

Rk
16πG

+ λν

)

(small k), (65)

where

Rk
16πG

= 2λ− R0

64π2
k2, (66)

which is in fact the solution of the flow equation of the scalar curvature ∂R
∂τ = − 2

DR
2, i.e.

Rk =
R0

1 + 1
4πGk

2
, or Rτ =

R0

1 + 2
DR0τ

. (67)
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The flow equation of the scalar curvature is a homogeneous and isotropic version of a more exact flow equation
∂R
∂τ = −∆R − 2RµνR

µν , if we consider the scalar curvature is nearly homogeneous and isotropic at IR i.e. ∆R = 0

and Rµν = 1
DRgµν .

Note that the effective scalar curvature is bounded by R0 at the cosmic scale k → 0, which can be measured by the
“Hubble’s constant” H0 at the cosmic scale,

R0 = D(D − 1)H2
0 = 12H2

0 . (68)

As a consequence, to recover the standard Einstein’s gravity, λ must be identical with the critical density of the
universe

λ =
3H2

0

8πG
= ρc, (69)

so the cosmological constant here is predicted of order of the critical density with a “dark energy” fraction

ΩΛ =
ρΛ
ρc

= −ν ≈ 0.8, (70)

which is close to the observations. The detail discussions about the cosmological constant problem and the cosmological
effects, especially the modification of the distance-redshift relation at the second order by a deceleration parameter
q0 ≈ −0.68, can be found in [8, 9].

Finally, if matter is incorporated in the pure gravity action. 2λ term in eq.(10) should be renormalized by the Ricci
flow, by using eq.(61) and eq.(66), the effective action eq.(10) at the 2nd order moment or Gaussian approximation
recovers the standard gravity+matter action

S[ψ,X ]
(2)≈
∫

dV
√

|g|
[

1

2
gµν

δψ

δXµ

δψ

δXν
− V (ψ) + 2λ− R0

64π2
k2 + λν

]

=

∫

dV
√

|g|
[

1

2
gµν

δψ

δXµ

δψ

δXν
− V (ψ) +

Rk
16πG

+ λν

]

. (71)

III. THE EARLY UNIVERSE

A. Local Singularity Formation and Gradient Shrinking Ricci Soliton Model

In the previous section, by the cancellation effect of the cosmological constant in the effective action of gravity, we
have a non-singular flow ts = 0 starting from a special metric (57), i.e. an initial spacetime where space and time
are on an equal footing at late epoch, homogeneous and with a positive curvature, however, when starting from a
more general initial spacetime manifolds, (e.g. an early epoch Friedmann-Robertson-Walker metric (72) where time
is treated different from space), the Ricci (15) or the generalized Ricci-DeTurck flow (25) may develop local curvature
pinching or local singularities in some subset of spacetime at finite scale ts 6= 0 [48], for instance, the early epoch
singularity of the universe. The local singularity can not be canceled as the global cosmological constant did.

For physical consideration, near the local singularity, the curvature becomes larger and larger, the Ricci flow as the
Gaussian approximation of the RG-flow of NLSM may not be valid, because non-Gaussian terms being composed of
higher power of curvature may come into the flow equation and become more and more important. However, it in
fact depends on how close the period producing our interested physics is to the local singularity, we note that the
observed primordial perturbations produced from the early universe is highly Gaussian, while the non-Gaussian parts
are suppressed [1], which is a hint that it is possible that the Ricci flow as a Gaussian approximation may still be a
good approximation in that period when the primordial perturbations are produced, the non-Gaussian contributions
to the RG-flow of the NLSM could be safely ignored at least at the phenomenological level.

Thus if we still assume the validity of the Ricci flow when dealing with the local curvature pinching, the no-local-
collapsing theorem [10, 17] of Perelman indicates the local volume collapsing in the neighborhood of the singularity
can not actually occur at scale O(

√
ts − t) and hence existing a “canonical neighborhood” structure with a positive

curvature around the large curvature point at finite scale, the blow-up limit of the canonical neighborhood around
the local curvature pinching point should resemble an ancient and self-similar configurations [49–51] satisfying the
Gradient Shrinking Ricci Soliton (GSRS) equation. The mathematical theorem provides us a possible way to study
the early universe where the curvature is highly pinched. In the following subsections we will study the canonical and
regular metric of the curvature pinched region in the early universe and the primordial perturbations produced from
it.
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B. Curvature Pinching of the FRW Metric at early Epoch: Inflation

At sufficient large scale, if local irregularities (e.g. inhomogeneous, shear [52] etc) of the universe are not large, the
Ricci flow gradually smooths out them making the universe seen spatially more and more uniform as the cosmological
principle asserts. So we could always start from a spatially homogeneous isotropic Friedmann-Robertson-Walker
(FRW) metric S

3 × R

ds2 = dT 2 − a2(T, τ)dXidXi, (72)

where the spatial metric, with K the spatial curvature, i.e. Ric(3) = 2Kg(3), has the form

dXidXi =
dr2

1−Kr2
+ r2dΩ2. (73)

The Ricci-DeTurck flow (25) not only smooths out the large scale universe to be FRW, but also tends to shrink the
spatial part S3 rather than the temporal part R, so it develops an early epoch singularity at certain singular scale ts.
We consider the FRW ansartz at the vicinity of physical-time origin T = 0 (early epoch), and near the singular scale
ts, i.e. τ = ts − t → 0, when the Ricci curvature pinches to very large value, the spacetime local region around the
singularity is modeled by the GSRS equation (42) as the flow limit for the local spacetime with positive curvature
[17, 18]

Ric(4) +∇∇f =
1

2τ
g(4), (74)

where Ric(4) is the Ricci curvature of 4-spacetime

Ric(4) +∇∇f =

(

3
ä

a
+ f̈

)

dT 2 +
(

2K − 2ȧ2 − aä+ aȧḟ
)

dXidXi, (75)

and dot denotes the physical-time derivative Ȯ ≡ dO
dT . At leading order, to extend a(T ) and f(T ) smoothly to the

origin we naturally set the initial condition

lim
T→0

a(T ) ≈ 0, lim
T→0

ḟ(T ) ≈ 0. (76)

So we could first ignore the contribution from f at leading order, obtaining

3ä− 1

2τ
a = 0, (77)

and

2ȧ2 + aä− 2K − 1

2τ
a2 = 0. (78)

The solution of the (77) is an exponential expanding scale factor, i.e. an inflation universe at early universe

a(T ) = a(0)eH∗T , (79)

where the Hubble rate is given by

H∗ ≡ ȧ

a
=

√

1

6τ∗
. (80)

The subscript “∗” in the following paper represents quantities related to the particular physical-time and scale of the
inflation very near the singular scale ts. At small τ∗ ≡ ts − t → 0, i.e. t slightly deviating from ts (τ = 0), we have
a large expanding Hubble rate at early epoch. How close τ∗ is to the singular limit τ = 0 are effectively described by
the input parameter: the e-folding number N , see next subsection.

As a(T ) is exponentially expanding, the spatial curvature term in (78) becomes more and more unimportant, the
observed universe is seen more and more spatially flat, then the solution of (78) finally also tends to the exponential
expanding profile (79) as the common inflation solution of (77) and (78).

In the framework, first, we see that a deSitter like configuration (74) (up to a diffeomorphism (24)) and hence a
spatially inflationary universe is naturally obtained from the Ricci flow limit, so a Bunch-Davies vacuum as a common
choice of vacuum state of inflation and nearly scale-invariant spectrum are naturally obtained at the leading order.
Second, we note that the inflation behavior at early epoch is not driven by any speculative inflaton fields, but caused
by a completely different mechanism, i.e. the shrinking behavior of the GSRS (42) or (74), which is also closely related
to the conformal instability of the system. The above simple result shows, at the classical solution level, the early
epoch inflation is a natural consequence when the spacetime is driven by the Ricci flow to form local singularity at
the vicinity of the physical-time origin.
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C. Small Deviation from Exact deSitter: Slow Roll Parameters

The small deviation of τ from zero not only gives a large and finite Hubble rate H∗ at early epoch, but also causes
a small deviation from the exact deSitter configuration. Here we consider the scale factor a(T, 0) at τ = 0 is an exact
deSitter configuration, i.e. the Hubble rate Hτ=0 is exactly a constant independent to the physical-time T , and we
calculate the physical-time dependence of the Hubble rate H(T, τ∗) when τ∗ slightly deviates from exact 0. Since τ∗
is a small, we can expand the scale factor in powers of τ ,

a(T, τ∗) = a(T, 0) (1 + b1τ∗ + ...) , (τ∗ → 0, T → 0). (81)

Substituting it into the Ricci flow equation (15),

∂a2(T, τ)

∂τ
= 2

(

2ȧ2 + aä
)

. (82)

By using ȧ
a = Hτ=0 and Ḣτ=0 ≪ H2

τ=0, we have the expansion coefficient

b1 = 3H2
τ=0, (83)

so the Ricci flow gives rise to a rescaling to the scale factor, which can also approximately interpreted as a physical-time
varying of the Hubble rate, meaning a deviation from exact deSitter, i.e.

a(T, τ∗) = a(T = 0)eHτ=0T
(

1 + 3H2
τ=0τ∗ + ...

)

≈ a(T = 0)eH∗T , (84)

where

H∗(T ) ≡ H∗(T, τ∗) ≈ Hτ=0 +
3H2

τ=0τ∗
T

. (85)

In the standard terminology of inflation, the “slow roll parameter” as an approximate constant parameter is given
by the physical-time derivative of the Hubble rate during the inflation, but in the case (85), the slow roll parameter is
also change with T , so a typical-time T∗ is needed to approximately gives a frozen value or typical value of the slow
roll parameter

ǫ∗ ≡ ǫ(T∗) ≡ − Ḣ∗(T∗)

H2∗(T∗)
=

3H2
τ=0τ∗

H2∗T 2∗
, (86)

where T∗ = γ−1Tend < Tend is a typical-time of the inflation when the Hubble rate can be considered as constant
Hτ=0 ≈ H∗ and hence we could takes ǫ(T∗) as its typical value during the inflation. The typical-time T∗ is expected
several times earlier than the end-time Tend of the inflation, for instance,

γ =
Tend
T∗

> O(1). (87)

Therefore, if we consider the Hubble rate Hτ=0 ≈ H∗ = 1√
6τ∗

and the typical-time T∗ are both constants during

the inflation, then we have a constant slow roll parameter during the inflation

ǫ∗ ≃ γ2

2N 2
, (88)

where the e-folding number N is defined as

N = ln
a(Tend, τ∗)

a(0, 0)
≈ H∗Tend ≫ 1. (89)

The condition |ǫ∗| ≪ 1 is called the slow roll approximation, resulting
√
τ∗ ≪ T∗ < Tend, leading to a small deviation

of the inflation background from deSitter.
In the framework, we also note that the term “slow roll parameters” is just for historical convention, it does not

relate to any scalar fields rolling down a potential. The small but finite value of the parameter are completely due to
a small deviation of τ∗ from the singular flow-time τ = 0 governed by short flow-time evolution of the Ricci flow.
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D. End of the Inflation

The GSRS configuration mimics the local spacetime near the curvature pinching point T = 0. As the physical-time
T evolves or varies away from the local point T = 0, the local GSRS part should smoothly connect to the non-deSitter
rest part of the spacetime manifolds. These two parts are connected at about Tend when the inflation comes to an end,
satisfying ǫ(Tend) ≃ 1. If we consider that Hτ=0 in the local GSRS part is much larger than Hend in the non-deSitter
rest part, as H∗ in (86) gradually decreases to Hend, we have |ǫ∗| ≪ 1 gradually increase to be of order one,

ǫ(Tend) ≃
3H2

τ=0τ∗
H2
endT

2
end

≃ 1. (90)

It leads to the estimate that Tend is much larger than
√
τ∗ ∼ O(H−1

∗ ),

Tend ≃
Hτ=0

Hend

√
τ∗, (91)

which is much longer than H−1
∗ consistent with general expectations in the standard inflation theories.

We note that since T∗ and Tend are both much larger than the local non-collapsing scale O(
√
ts − t∗ =

√
τ∗) of

the Ricci flow. Thus the “canonical neighborhood” structure is indeed well-defined during the inflation, which is the
self-consistent reason why we could model the inflation period in the early universe by a GSRS metric.

E. Primordial Perturbations

We have proved that at leading order the Ricci flow limit (GSRS) gives rise to an inflationary universe at early
epoch. Important phenomenology of the early universe come from the primordial perturbations at the next leading
order. In this section, we consider the scalar and tensor primordial perturbations produced during the inflation period.

Note that there are two kinds of scalar perturbations in the theory, first is the scalar (Newtonian potential)
perturbation ϕ around the inflation background,

ds2 = (1 + 2ϕ) dT 2 − a2(T, τ∗) (1− 2ϕ) dxidxi, (0 <
√
τ∗ < T < Tend) (92)

and the second is the scalar perturbation δu around the density u∗(T ) ≡ u(T, τ∗)

u(k, T ) = u∗(T ) + δu(k, T ), (93)

where k is the Fourier modes of the fluctuation. In fact, the additional scalar “field” u appearing in the effective action
(95) is inevitable, and plays a fundamental role in the framework, already introduced in the subsection D of section
II. It not only leads to the conformal instability and hence inflation due to the "wrong sign" in its kinetic term (see
later), but also has direct statistic and geometric meanings [11].

These two kinds of scalar fluctuations can be mixed up into a gauge invariant scalar perturbation

δφ ≡ −δu+
u̇∗
H∗

ϕ. (94)

By using the new variable δφ, the fixed point action Ñ in (58) (up to constants) can be expanded to the quadratic
order of δφ,

Ñ = τ∗F̃ + ... = λτ∗

∫

MD

dDX

[

uR+
1

u
|∇u|2 − D

2τ
u

]

= τ∗ [I0(H∗, u∗) + I2(δφ) + ...] , (τ∗ → 0). (95)

The action seems belong to a wide class of scalar-tensor theory of gravity [53] with the density u playing the role
of a “scalar field”. Note that the kinetic term of u has a “wrong sign” which gives rise to a conformal instability [10]
to the gravitational system. Such instability is the essential reason for the singularity formation and inflation. Since
u can also be seen as a “conformal factor” of gravity, in a proper gauge, the instability of u can also be transformed
to and interpreted as the instability of the metric leading to the inflation background eq.(79), leaving u∗ does not

directly feel the instability and mildly changes under the gauge. More precisely, note R∗ = 6(2H2
∗ + Ḣ∗) being the

scalar curvature in inflation, the lowest order fixed point action is given by

I0(H∗, u∗) = λ

∫

M4

d3XdT
1

u∗

{

u̇2∗ +

[

6
(

2H2
∗ + Ḣ∗

)

− 2

τ∗

]

u2∗

}

, (96)
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and by using (80) and 1/u∗ = a3, its Euler-Lagrangian equation for u∗ gives rise to the conjugate heat equation (29)
taking the form

ü∗ + 3H∗u̇∗ − 6Ḣ∗u∗ = 0, (97)

in which u∗ does not feel instability and mildly changes under the gauge. If ü∗ compared with other terms can be
ignored then we have

u̇∗
u∗

=
2Ḣ∗
H∗

= −2ǫ∗H∗. (98)

I0 = 0 as the fixed point equation of the gradient flow of Ñ also gives rise to the classical GSRS equation (74) and

hence gives the deSitter spacetime (79) near T = 0. By considering Ḣ∗ ∼ O(ǫ∗H2
∗ ) and u̇∗/u∗ ∼ O(ǫ∗H∗) proportional

to ǫ∗ are both small, so at leading order, extremizing I0(H∗, u∗) = 0 recovers the result (80).
At the next leading order, the fixed point action at the quadratic order of δφ is [54–56]

I2(δφ) =
1

2
λ

∫

M4

d3XdTZ

{

δφ̇2 − 1

a2
|∇δφ|2 + 1

a3Z

H∗
u̇∗

[

a3Z

(

u̇∗
H∗

)

�

]

�

δφ2

}

(99)

with

Z =
1

u∗

1
(

1 + 1
2H∗

u̇∗

u∗

)2 ≈ 1

u∗
(1 + 2ǫ∗), (100)

where (98) has been used. The action is the starting point for studying the spectrum of the primordial scalar
perturbation on the inflationary background given by I0(H∗, u∗).

When u∗ = 1 and ǫ∗ = 0, we have Z = 1, then I2(δφ) recovers the action of standard minimally coupled scalar
inflation action that induces the standard Mukhanov-Sasaki equation. In this theory, the Euler-Lagrangian equation
of I2(δφ) gives rise to a Z-modified Mukhanov-Sasaki equation

δφ̈+
(a3Z)·

a3Z
δφ̇+

{

k
2

a2
− 1

a3Z

H∗
u̇∗

[

a3Z

(

u̇∗
H∗

)

�

]

�

}

δφ = 0. (101)

Similar with the standard treatment, we introduce

v(k, T ) =
√
Zaδφ, z =

a

H∗

√

Zu̇2∗, (102)

then the Z-modified Mukhanov-Sasaki equation becomes [56]

v′′ +

(

k
2 − z′′

z

)

v = 0, (103)

in which prime denotes the conformal physical-time dη = a−1dT derivative.

By standard consideration, in the subhorizon limit k
2 ≫ z′′

z , the v is fast oscillating inside the horizon, while in

the superhorizon limit, k2 ≪ z′′

z , the solution can be written as a Hankel functions H
(1)
ν in terms of the conformal

physical-time η [56],

vk(η) =

√

π|η|
2

ei(1+2ν)π/4H(1)
ν (k|η|), (104)

where

ν2 =
1

4
+
z′′

z
η2.

If the slow roll parameters are considered constant (not vary with conformal physical-time), then we have

ν2 =
1

4
+

(1 + ǫ∗ + δ∗ + α∗)(2 + δ∗ + α∗)
(1− ǫ∗)2

, (105)
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where the slow roll parameters are defined as

ǫ∗ ≡ − Ḣ∗
H2∗

, δ∗ ≡ − ü∗
H∗u̇∗

, α∗ ≡ − u̇∗
2H∗u∗

= ǫ∗, (106)

in which (98) have been used in the 3rd parameter.
Thus the scalar power spectrum is

Pδφ ≡ 16πG
k
3

2π2
|δφk|2, (107)

where G is Newton’s constant. We finally have

Pδφ =
16πG

Q

[

(1− ǫ∗)
Γ(ν)

Γ(3/2)

H∗
2π

]2( |kη|
2

)3−2ν

, (108)

where Γ is the Gamma function. The power spectrum of scalar perturbation is frozen when they cross to the outside
of the horizon for which k = aH∗, in the slow roll approximation the power spectrum of the scalar perturbation can
be given by [56]

Pδφ =
16πG

Q

(

H∗
2π

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k=aH∗

≈ 4πG

ǫ2∗u∗

(

H∗
2π

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k=aH∗

, (109)

where

Q = Z

(

u̇∗
H∗

)2

≈ 1

u∗
(1 + 2ǫ∗)

(

u̇∗
H∗

)2

≈ 4ǫ2∗u∗. (110)

The spectral index for the scalar perturbation is given by

ns − 1 ≡ d lnPδφ
d lnk

≈ −4ǫ∗ − 2δ∗ − 2α∗. (111)

Tensor perturbations hij in gij = a2(T, τ∗)(δij + hij) have two polarization states hp where p = +,×. By using the
polarization tensors bases e+ij and e×ij , we have

hij = h+e
+
ij + h×e

×
ij . (112)

For a similar consideration followed by the scalar perturbations, and in the slow roll approximation, the power
spectrum of each polarization component hp (p = +,×) is given by [56]

Ph ≈ 128πG

u∗

(

H∗
2π

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k=aH∗

, (113)

with a much smaller spectral index beyond the order of slow roll approximation,

nt ≡
d lnPh
d lnk

≈ −2ǫ∗ + 2α∗ = −2ǫ∗ + 2ǫ∗ = 0. (114)

The power spectrum of the tensor perturbation is much smaller and more scale-invariant than the prediction of the
standard inflation.

F. Estimate of u∗ and H∗

To predict the power spectrums of the scalar and tensor perturbations (109) (111) and (113) more precisely, several
parameters are needed to further estimate in this framework, the most important ones are the u∗ ≡ u(T, τ∗) and
H∗ ≡ H(T∗, τ∗).
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Since u∗ represents the volume ratio (23) between the fiducial 3-volume (standard scale factor a = 1) and the local
3-volume of early universe, by using (26) and (79), the physical-time derivative of u is volume changing rate during
the inflation is

lim
T→0

u̇∗ = −3H∗. (115)

By using (98), so we have

lim
T→0

u∗ =
3

2ǫ∗
∼ 1

a3(T∗, τ∗)
, (116)

so

u∗(T ) =
3

2ǫ∗
− 3H∗T ≈ 3

2ǫ∗
e−2ǫ∗H∗T , (T → 0), (117)

which is obviously also an approximate solution of (97). The estimate of u∗ make small corrections of order O(ǫ∗) to
the unperturbed conditions (76) at the slow roll approximation.

From the estimate of u∗, we can directly have the second slow roll parameter δ∗ in (106)

δ∗ ≡ − ü∗
H∗u̇∗

= − Ḣ∗
H2∗

= ǫ∗. (118)

In this situation, if we take N ≃ 60, the spectral index of the scalar perturbation (111) is in the range

ns = 1− 8ǫ∗ ≃ 1− 4γ2

N 2
≃ (0.91 ∼ 0.99), (119)

if taking 1 < γ > 9, describing how close the typical-time T∗ to the end-time Tend of inflation. The favored value of
observations ns ≃ 0.96 can be obtained if one takes γ ≈ 6, which is consistent with the pre-assumption (87).

In terms of Perelman’s seminal introduction of his monotonic functionals and reduced volume, the Ricci flow
spacetime admits a remarkable comparison geometry picture. From the geometric point of view, one of the most
crucial information of the geometry is coded in the local volume comparison. Remind in the subsection II-F that
the fraction of the “dark energy” w.r.t. the critical density is related to the relative volume or reduced volume
u−1
τ=0 = Ṽ (MD

τ=∞) = eν < 1 of order one, and the estimate of H∗ in the local curvature pinching region also belongs
to such kind of question in the framework. The value of H∗ ≡ H(T∗, τ∗) not only depends on the typical-time T∗, but
also on the scale τ∗, and its rough order of magnitude at fixed T∗ is almost given by τ∗ and hence the e-folding N .
The theory has the critical density λ = ρc ∼ (10−3eV )4 (69) as the only dimensional input of the theory, and together
with the scale factor a(0) ∼ e−N . So by dilating the current critical energy scale λ1/4 by the scale factor a(0) of the
inflation period, we have a natural estimate to the energy scale and Hubble rate at the typical-time of the inflation if
taking 60 > N > 70

H∗ ≃ λ1/4a−1(0) ≃ (1014 ∼ 1018)GeV, (120)

which is within a generally accepted range of inflation scale. The estimate of H∗ near the local singularity has direct
relation to the estimate (e.g. Harnack estimate) of a local curvature and hence the local volume comparison in
the Ricci flow. This estimate also suggests a possible picture for the mysterious large orders of magnitude between
the energy scales of the early epoch accelerating inflation (of order of H∗) and the late epoch accelerating expansion
(corresponding to the cosmological constant of order of λ1/4): the high energy scale of H∗ is because the local pinching
curvature is almost unbounded given by the large e-folding number a−1(0) ∼ eN ≫ 1 at the early epoch, while the
cosmological constant is of order of λ at late epoch, with fraction of order one, i.e. (70).

By using (116), (120) and (88) the scalar power spectrum (109)

Pδφ ≈ 4πG

ǫ2∗u∗

(

H∗
2π

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k=aH∗

=
8πG

3ǫ∗

(

H∗
2π

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k=aH∗

≃ 10−5 (121)

is within the range of observations when taking N ≃ 60 with γ ≃ 6.
The tensor power spectrum (113) is predicted as

Ph ≈ 128πG

u∗

(

H∗
2π

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k=aH∗

=
256πG

3
ǫ∗

(

H∗
2π

)2
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

k=aH∗

≃ 10−8, (122)
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which is more difficult to be detected than the standard prediction. And the tensor-scalar ratio is given by

r ≡ Ph
Pδφ

≃ 32ǫ2∗ ≃ 8γ4

N 4
≃ 0.0008, (123)

when taking N ≃ 60 with γ ≃ 6, which compared with the standard prediction is more difficult to be observed and
hence is certainly consistent with current observations.

And similar with standard consideration, (119) and (123) can be combined to give a relation,

r =
1

2
(1 − ns)

2. (124)

This relation implies that the prediction in r − ns plane is independent of the parameters N and γ, which is inside
the allowed range of the observations.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The paper reviews the quantum fields theory of spacetime reference frame. The theory is described by a non-linear
sigma model in d = 4 − ǫ base space, and the target space is interpreted as the quantum reference frame fields. The
2nd order central moment quantum fluctuation of the frame fields introduces the Ricci flow to the spacetime manifolds
(M, g) at Gaussian approximation. The normalized density matrix u of the theory can also be written explicitly at
the Gaussian approximation, which induces the Ricci-DeTurck flow to the spacetime manifolds with density (M, g, u).
We use the functional integral method to deduce the diffeomorphism anomaly and the effective action of gravity based
on the quantum spacetime theory.

When we apply the Ricci flow to the late epoch of the universe when the space and time are on an equal footing
(57), B4, homogeneous and with positive curvature, the Ricci flow globally shrinks the spacetime B4 isotropically.
Since the base space interpreted as the fiducial lab is considered rigid, the diffeomorphism anomaly must be canceled
in the fiducial lab up to UV scale, as a consequence, a cosmological constant emerging into the effective action can be
calculated by the anomaly cancellation, which also normalizes the spacetime and prevents the Ricci flow shrinking the
spacetime into a singular point but to a limit spacetime with finite relative volume (w.r.t. the fiducial lab volume).

When applying the Ricci flow to the early universe when time and space are treated differently (72), S
3 × R,

the Ricci flow locally shrinks S
3 rather than R, and hence develops local curvature pinching near the origin of the

physical-time. In this case, the local singularity can no longer be “normalized out” as the global cosmological constant
does in the case of equal-footing-spacetime. The closeness of the early epoch producing the primordial perturbations
to the singularity is effectively described by a finite e-folding number N , due to the highly suppressed non-Gaussian
primordial fluctuations in the cosmic observations, if we still assume the validity of the Ricci flow (being a Gaussian
approximate) applying to the early epoch, the high curvature region of a manifold resembles a rescaled ancient non-
collapse solution, the local non-collapsing theorem and the Gradient Shrinking Ricci Soliton (GSRS) model of the
local singularity provide us possible approach to the quantum treatment of the early universe.

The paper shows that the Ricci flow limit configuration (GSRS) resembling the large curvature region of the space-
time is a promising model for the early universe because the following results are obtained: (i) the Ricci flow deforms
a spatial homogeneous and isotropic FRW ansartz to the GSRS flow limit, which mimics a spatially inflationary (de-
Sitter) universe at the leading order; (ii) the self-similarity of the GSRS configuration provides a natural explanation
of nearly scale invariant and Gaussian spectrum of the primordial perturbations in cosmic observations; (iii) a finite
scale τ∗ slightly deviating from the singular flow-time τ = 0 not only at leading order gives rise to a large inflation
Hubble rate H∗ but also at the next leading order gives a small deviation from exact deSitter and hence gives rise to
small slow roll parameters and small deviation of the primordial perturbation spectrum from exact scale invariant.

The slow roll parameters and the related inflation ending are also discussed within the framework. Because during
the inflation, the geometric quantities such as the scale factor a(T, τ), the Hubble rate H(T, τ), and the manifolds
density u(T, τ) are functions of both the flow-time τ and the physical-time T , so we need to further estimate the scale
τ∗ and typical-time T∗ of the inflation, to evaluate their typical values during the inflation. It leads to 3 inputs in
the calculating of the slow roll parameters and the power spectrum of the primordial perturbations: (a) the e-folding
number N describing how close the scale τ∗ of the inflation producing our interested physics is to the singular scale
τ = 0, (b) γ = Tend/T∗ describing how close between the end-time and the typical-time of the inflation, when the
typical values of the slow roll parameters are taken and the Hubble rate H∗ can be considered as a constant, and
beside those we also have (c) λ = ρc ≃ (10−3eV )4 being the fundamental dimensional input of the frame fields theory.
λ is fixed from the first principle of the theory, while N and γ can be tuned in some ranges: e.g. the e-folding
is taken within 60 > N > 70, and γ as the ratio between Tend and T∗ must only be several times larger than 1.
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If we take N ≃ 60 with γ ≃ 6, first, the energy scale of the local curvature pinching of the early epoch (120) is
estimated consistent with generally accepted range of the standard inflation scale; and second, the predicted power
spectrum and index of the primordial scalar perturbation could be consistent with observations, and the ones of
the tensor perturbation are much smaller than the standard inflation theory, which are even more difficult to be
detectable. Thus it seems that the tensor perturbation is too small to be used to distinguish this theory and the
standard inflation theory.

The Ricci flow is a very powerful tool to study the geometry especially its short distance as well as long distance
structure, and provide us a framework to ask meaningful questions to the geometry and physics. So if the approach
really hits certain core of the geometry and physics in the early universe, we hope, beside the observables studied in
the paper (taking the standard inflationary paradigm as the reference), our future investigations of the theory will
provide us more possible predictions and insights to the early universe.
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