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A bstract

The existence of a positive and possbly varying Lambdatem opens a much wider eld
of possibilities for the future of our Universe than it was usually thought before. D e nite
predictions m ay be m ade for nie (though very large) Intervals of tin e only, as well as In
other branches of science. In particular, our Universe w ill continue to expand as far as the
Lambda-tem rem ains positive and does not decay to other fom s of m atter, even if the
Universe is closed. Two new e ects due to the presence of a constant Lambda-tem are
discussed: reversal of a sign of the redshift change wih time for su ciently close ob fcts
and inaccessbility of su ciently distant cb cts in the Universe for us. A number of m ore
distant and speculative possibilities for the future evolution ofthe U niverse is listed including
hitting a space-tin e sihgularity during an expansion phase. F inally, in fantastically rem ote
future, a part of our Universe surrounding us can becom e supercurved and superdense due
to various quantum gravitationale ects.

T his retumsus to the past, to the origin ofourU niverse from a superdense state about 14
Gy ago. A ccording to the In ationary soenario, this state was aln ost m axin ally sym m etric
(de Sitterdike) . Though this scenario seem s to be su cient for the explanation of observable
properties of the present Universe, and is predictions have been con m ed by cbservations,
the question of the origin of the niialde Sitter (In ationary) state itself rem ains open. A
num ber of con ectures regarding the very origin ofour U niverse, ranging from "creation from
nothing" to "creation from anything", are discussed.

1 Future of the U niverse

Tt is very popular In coan ology to m ake de nite predictions about in nitely rem ote future of
our Universe. Such predictions m ay be found in virtually any book on coan ology, popular
or sophisticated. U sually they have the ollow Ing fom :

1) ifthe spatial curvature of our Universe is zero or negative, i w ill expand etemally;

2) if the spatial curvature is positive, the Universe w ill stop expanding In future and begin
to reollhpse.

H owever, it is obvious that any prediction about dynam icalevolution ofa physical system
cannot ram ain reliablk at in nite tim e. In any branch of science, sure orecasts exist for nite
periods oftim e only, ranging from days In m eteorology tom illions ofyears In the Solar system
astronomy. So, how can cosn ology be an exception from this general ruk? Evidently, it
can’t. Therefore, the conviction that the In nie tin e prediction given above is reliable
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should be nom ore than an illusion. At present we begin to understand profound reasons for
this.

The i possbility to m ake exact predictions for in nie time evolution In cosn ology
resuls from the two reasons: 1) absence of precise know ledge of the present com position
of m atter in the Universe and future transform ations between di erent kinds of m atter;
and 2) in precise know ledge of present initial conditions for spatial inhom ogeneities in the
Universe. The 1rst reason isvialeven for an exactly hom ogeneous and isotropic Universe,
w hile the second one requires consideration of deviations from isotropy and hom ogeneity. It
was thought fora Iong tin e that the second reason is the m ain source of unpredictability in
rem ote future, but it seam s now that the st reason is the m ost in portant one.

R ecent observational data on supemova explosions at high redshifts z 1 obtained by
two groups independently [I;, 2], as well as num erous previous argum ents (see, eg. B, 4)),
strongly support the existence ofa new kind ofm atter in the Universe which energy density
ispositive and dom nates over energy densities ofallpreviously known form sofm atter. This
form ofm atter has a strongly negative pressure and rem ains unclustered at all scales where
gravitational clustering of baryons and cold non-baryonic dark m atter is seen. Its gravity
results In an acceleration of the expansion of the present Universe: af(y) > 0, where a (©)
is the scale factor of the Friedm ann-R ocbertson-W alker FRW ) isotropic coan ologicalm odel
wih time t measured from the cosn ological singularity (the Big Bang) in the past, ty is
the present m om ent. In the rst approxin ation, this kind of m atter m ay be described by
a constant Lam bda-tem in graviy equations which was introduced by E instein. H owever,
a Lambda-tem (@lso called quintessence som etin es) m ight be slow Iy varying with time.
If 0, this will be soon detemm ined from observational data. In particular, if we use the
sin plest m odel of a variabl Lambda-tem bormrowed from the in ationary scenario of the
early Universe, nam ely, an e ective scalar eld with som e selfinteraction potentialV ( )
m Inim ally coupled to gravity, then the finctional form ofV ( ) m ay be determ ned from
observational coam obgical functions: either from the lum inosity distance D |, (z) [, 6], or
from the linear density perturbation in the dust-like (cold dark m atter (CDM ) plus baryon)

com ponent ofm atter n theUniverse — (z) [H] (provided the Lam bda-term satis esthe weak
energy condition " + p 0).

Should the Lambda-tem be always exactly constant, the prediction for the future of
the Universe is sin pl and boring: the Universe w ill expand forever, energy densities of all
kinds ofm atter apart from the Lambda-tem tend to zero exponentially, and the spacetin e
m etric locally approaches the de Sitter m etric (though globally it has a m uch m ore general
quaside Sitter form , see {1]) . Thus, In this case the U niverse becom es cold and empty  nally.
However, this is Just the point: we are not sure that the Lam bda-tem w ill rem ain exactly
the sam e at all tines. And if i changes w ith tim e, predictions for ram ote future of the
Universe m ay appear com pletely di erent.

On the other hand, sure forecasts for nite intervals of tin e are certainly possible in
coan ology. M oreover, it is the present high degree of order in the Universe that m akes the
Interval of predictability very Jarge —mucdch larger than in other branches of science. By
the way, ket us note that according to the in ationary scenario the present reqularity of the
Universe is a consequence of the fact that the Universe was even m ore regular — actually,
aln ost m axin ally symm etric — in the past, during a de Siter (n ationary) stage. The



curvature at that stage was very high, close to the P lanck curvature (though at kast ve
orders of m agnitude less near the end of the in ationary stage), in sharp contrast with a
very low curvature at the asym ptotic quaside Sitter stage In future discussed in the previous
paragraph. Let m e give you an exam ple of such kind ofpredictions. Ifwe m ake the follow Ing
three assum ptions: the present Hubble constant H 50 km s! Mpc !, the present age
of the Universe t 10 Gy and the energy density of the Lambda-tem is non-negative
(and will rem ain so for the period of tim e given below ), than the Universe w ill continue its
expansion fr at least 20 Gy irespective of the sign of its spatial curvature []. At present,
we are practically sure from existing ocbservationaldata that all these three assum ptions are
correct. Since this interval exceeds the tin e of active life of m ain sequence stars (and the
Sun, In particular), this estin ate ism ore than su cient for discussion of the future of the
Earth and hum an civilization.

D erivation of this result goes as ollows. If" 0, the m ost critical case w ith respect
to recollapse of the Universe in future occurs just when " 0 and the Universe is closed
K = 1, positive spatial curvature). The law of the evolution of a closed dust-dom inated
FRW oosan ologicalm odel has the follow ing param etric fom :

1 1
a= Eamax(l s ) ; t=§amax( sh ); O 2 @)

where a; 5y is the m axim al radius of the Universe (I put ¢ = 1 here and below). The
param eter isthe conformaltine = dt=a () actually.
T he corresponding H ubble param eter is

Sjrl .
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N ote that the Hubbl constant H g = H (). Then it follow s from the lnequalities for H ; and
ty given above that
sin 0 (O sin 0)

H = 051 ; 192 3
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where = (). The ram aining tin e of expansion before beginning of recollapse of the
Universe whith takesplaceat =  in thism odel is:
ot sin o
Texp = = 8n ax =t , 22% 22Gy : 4)
2 0 s o

G iven above was just the rounded fom of this nequality. Incidentally, it llows from @)
that the upper lim it on the present energy density of dust-like m atter in tem s of the critical
one ". = 3H §=8 Gis o ="2="¢ 15. O foourse, presently existing observational data,
especially the supemova data m entioned above and data on tem perature angular anisotropy
TT of the cosn ic m icrow ave background (CM B) restrict spatial curvature of the Universe
even better: j , + 13 03 (s, eg., the second reference In ! 2], and! P)).

Still people are Interested In m ore and m ore ram ote future. P redictions for this period
can be m ade, of course, but they becom e Jess and less rwliable wih tin e grow th, because

we have to base on m ore and m ore assum ptions. So, speaking about very rem ote future,



we can at best present a list of som e possibilities for fiture evolution of the Universe. This
list, however incom plte it is, show s that real fiture evolution of the Universe is in niely
com plicated and has no boring sn ooth asym ptotic behaviouratt! 1 .

But before discussing these rem ote possibilities, et m e m ention two signi cantly new
e ects whith arise in the case of a constant termm (" > 0). From now on, I assume
that the Universe is spatially at K = 0) for the follow Ing reasons: a) no observational
data directly point to K € 0 at present; b) a spatial curvature of the Universe is strongly
bounded asm entioned above, and does not dom inate over m atter (hcluding both dust-like
matter and a -tem ); c) the simplest in ationary m odels of the early Universe predict
I+ 15 1;d) for s pliciy.

1. Reversalofa sign of z for su ciently close ob Fcts.

Let us consider the question how the redshift of a given cb ct changes w ith tine. The
present redshift z z () is given by the expression

a(o)

1+ z= ;
alen)

em = 0 ry ©)

w here r is the constant coordinate (com oving) distance to theocb et and o, = (n ) isthe
m om ent when the ob fct em itted light observing now . T he physical distance to the ob Ect
isR = ar. To nd z,onehasto di erentiate (B) with respecttoty. If = 0, then z< 0 for
allz. M oreover, z(t) m onotonically decreases with tine and tendsto O ast! 1 . On the
contrary, if > 0, z(t) stops decreasing at som e m om ent and then begin to ncrease due to
an accekration of the Universe In the -dom inated regine. Asa resul, z> 0 ifz < z. at
the present time. The value z. forwhich z. () = 0 (s0 z considered as a function of z for
given the t= ty; changes its sign) is detem ined from the equation:

alh) = alem (Z)) 7 e @)= o rz): ©)

Ifthe Universe is at, then this equation reduces to the algebraic equation
!
1 m

1+ z) m+m:11 (7)

In particular, z. = 209 if , = 03 which isthebest t to the supemova data [I, 2]. Note
that z. decreases w ith Increasing , . Thise ect m ay be even directly cbserved in future,
though not too soon because m easuring z represents a form idable task (see the discussion of
problem s arising .n fiQ]).

2. Loss of possibility to reach distant ob fcts.

The existence of a constant > 0 leads to the appearance of the fiture event horizon
(@s in the de Sitter spacetin €) . Thism eans that looking at su ciently rem ote galaxies w ith
z > Zg, at the present tim e, we can neither reach them physically In an arbirary long tine
period, nor even send a message to Intelligent beings In them (supposing that such exist
or will appear in future) saying \we are!". In other words, the coordhate volum e of space



which our civilization may a ect is nite. ksborder isgiven by rep = €= 1 ) 0: The
redshift zy, (L7 o) can found from the equation
Z 1+ Zen dx

P = P @)
1 1 m o x3 o 1 m X3

(ooth sides of this equation areequalto RgHo = alp)renHo). If , = 03, then zy, = 1:80
(note that zy, growswih L, raching In niy or , = 1). Thisisnotmuch, we see m any
galaxies and quasars w ith larger redshifts. So, all of them are unaccessible for us. Another
sin ilar e ect was recently considered in f11}].

Now we retum to Jong-tin e predictions. T he standard one usually presented refers to the
case ofa constant > 0. Then, aswas already m entioned above, the Universe w ill expand
In nitely for anyqsiﬂ of its spatial curvature. It quikly approaches the de Sitter state
withH =H,; = =3=H, 1 o - S0, this scenario m ay be called \1n ation in future".
M atterdensity ", / a () ! 0whilk density perturbations ", =", ! const ifthey are still
in the linear regin e now . C ircum stantially, CM B m ultipole angular anisotropies ( T=T) i,
In particular the quadrupole one, freeze at som e constant values, too (see the st reference
in B)). On the other hand, gravitationally bound system s which physical size isR < 10h *
M pc at present (our G alaxy, in particular) will rem ain bound, at least as far as classical
gravity is concemed (hereh = H =100 km s ! Mpc !). So, islands of galaxies w ill rem ain
In the ever expanding and becom ng m ore and m ore vacuum —like on average U niverse.

However, this is not the only possbilty for a future fate of the Universe even at the
classical kevel, and probably not the correct one at all if quantum -gravitational e ects are
taken Into acoount. A number of possible altematives is presented below .

1.Decay of in future.

Ifa -tem is unstable and decays faster than a 2 ({e., " a? ! Oatt ! 1), then
recollapse of som e parts of the Universe becom es possible due to existing inhom ogeneities
even f K = 0. A -tem may decay with tine, eg., In the simplest scalar eld m odel
m entioned above ifV ( ) decreases su ciently fast with growth of a(t). At present, the

~term is changing rather slow k7, if at all. If we assum e for sin plicity that is pressure
p = k" ; k= oonst, then i follows from cbservationaldata thatk < 06 (see, eg., [2]).
Since " / a %% in this case, this corresponds to " decaying less rapidly than a '# at
present. H owever, this behaviourm ay change in future.

2. Collision w ith a null sihgularity.

T here exists a rather unpleasant possibility that our future world line will cross a real
Soacetin e shgularity w ith in nite values oftheR iam ann tensor (though its scalar nvariants
are less shgularand m ay even ram ain  nite som etin es) concentrated at a nullhypersurface.
So, this singularity m ay be called a gravitational shock wave w ith an in nie am plitude. It
was conctured that such singularities should arise along Cauchy horizons inside rotating
or charged black hoks {13], and it hasbeen shown that this really ocours in som e sin pli ed
cases (see [14] for the m ost recent treatm ent).

Tt not is clear at present if this collision is deadly to an Intelligent life. However, i is
certainly fatal for our ability to predict future of our Universe since any classical extension



of spacetim e beyond such a sihgularity is non-unique. The m ost unplasant is the fact
that an intelligent being cannot even forecast this event until the shock wave hits hin /her.
Fortunately, this possbbility seam s to be rather In probable since it requires a very soeci ¢
global spacetin e structure of the Universe (nam ely, the existence of a Caudchy horizon
Intersecting our future light cone). However, I cannot exclude it com plktely basing on our
present know ledge.

3. Fom ation of a classical spacelke curvature shgularity during expansion.

To hi a ral spacetinm e singularity with In nite Invariants of the R iam ann tensor, i is
not necessary to have an isotropic recolbpse rst. Such a sihgularty m ay also occur as a
result of sudden grow th of anisotropy and inhom ogeneity at som e m om ent during expansion,
or even as a result of in nite growth ofa() n a nite tine period. The fom er possbility
realizes, eg., In them odelofa variable -tem based on a scalar eld w ith a self-interaction
potentialV ( ) asbefore, but non-m inin ally coupled to gravity due to theterm R 2 i its
Lagrangian density. If > 0 and ifthe ed willreach the criticalvaluie = 1= 8 G at
som e niemoment oftine t,, In future, the e ective gravitational constant G ¢ becom es
In nite, an allsgpatial nhom ogeneities grow w ithout Iin it and a generic Inhom ogeneous space—
l]gke_ singularity (ot oscillating) form s fI5]. Very close to this singularity, the volum e factor

g stops grow ing and nally approaches zero / (&, tff; 0 < g< 1, but this recollapse
is strongly anisotropic.

The latter possbility takes place In an even sinplr case (though not justi ed by a
reasonabl eld-theoretic m odel) of the lnhear equation of statep = k" ; k = const wih
k < 1, so that the weak energy condition p + " 0 is violated at the classical level.
Then a ) becom es In nite (@nd the curvature singularity is reached) In a nite interval of
tin e (measured from the present m om ent)

o2 % dx
Ts=H, =i : 9)

. ~ 2%3
B+kjo

A s was discussed above, the -tem is changing su ciently slow ly, if at all. Usihg the
supemova data, it can be shown that k should be certainly m ore than 1:5. Then, taking

n =03andHy= 70km s!Mpc?!, we dbtain T, > 22 Gy. So, even for this very
soeculative m odel, we get practically the sam e lower bound on the period of safe expansion
of Universe in fiture as was given before in Eq. ).

M ore justi ed and r= ned eld-theoretic m odels having such a regin e which is called
\superin ation", or \pole n ation" do exist. In particular, this regin e was already present
am ong possible solutions of the higher-derivative gravity m odelused in {1§] to construct the

rst viable coan ologicalm odel of the early Universe w ith the niialde Sitter (In ationary)
stage (though, of course, ancother solution of this m odel having the \gracefiil exit" from
In ation to the FRW radiation-dom Inated stage was used in this paper). Another m odel
where pole In ation occurs is the \P reB iIg-Bang" soenario of the early Universe [I'7]. So,
oould a \PostB igBang" In fiture be possible? O ncem ore, I cannot exclude this possibility
now .

4. H tting a spacelike sngularty in future due to quantum gravitationale ects.



F inally, ifnone ofthe classicale ects listed above (and other onesnot known now ) occurs,
there always exist quantum gravitational uctuations. They are non-trivial (ot coinciding
wih vacuum uctuations In the M inkow ski spacetime) if 6 0. There are two kinds of
them .

A .Fluctuations of an e ective scalar eld producinga -tem .

During future expansion of the Universe at the -dom nated stage, these uctuations
m ay occasionally result in jum ps to a higher energy (@nd a higher curvature) state (\false
vacuum "), In particular, even to an initial In ationary state. D epending on an e ective
m ass of this scalar eld, this transition m ay occur either in one jmp [1§], see also recent
papers [19] where this process was called \recycling of the Universe") and [R0], or as a
result of a Jong serdes of am all jum ps, as it occurred during stochastic n ation in the early
Universe PRI, 22]. So, In the latter case we have \stochastic in ation in future".

In both cases, it isnecessary that the whole part ofthe U niverse inside the de Sitter event
horizon (or even a little bit larger) m akes this transition. It is clear that the probability of
this process is fantastically an all. T don’t think that one can really grasp how sn all it isby
his/her senses. Still it is non—zero, so this event w ill occur nally. This probability m ainly
depends on the future asym ptotic value ofa tem | = 3H 12 :

; 10
GH? GHZ a0
whereH 2 = ;=3 isthe curvature of a false vacuum state. T he second temm in the exponent
is  10%?, so it is practically in possible to in agihe how large is a typical tin e required for
thistransition. However, it is nite. Thus, In this case fiiture curvature space-like sngularity
is reached during continuous expansion of the Universe.

B.Quantum uctuations of the gravitational eld.

However, it appears that it ismud sinpler to reach future curvature sihgularity due
to quantum uctuations of the gravitational eld itself. These uctuations can produce a
signi cant anisotropy described by a non—zero value ofthe conform alW eyltensor com parable
to that ofthe R iem ann tensor. T he corresponding quantum transition m ay be described by
the 3, S Instanton:

ds=d ?+ H,%snH; &€+ H,%d 2= (1 HZ%)d~*+ +H, *d ?; 1)

HZx?
d?=d?*+sn” d&?; Hi= ; =3H;
Here ~ is a cyclic variabk with the period 2 =H;. The second, \them al" form of the
nstanton suggests that the transition occurs in a \local" part of the Universe with a size
slightly JargerthanHll.The resulting space-tin e m etric after the transition is:
dXZ

ds®= 1 H?%*)d¥ ——
( 1%7) 1 HiIx?

H,%d ?; (12)

which covers a part of the BondiN ariai spacetine P3]with a nite range of x:

df=dff d@®d&x* B@®d*; ah=H, 'coshH t; b= H, = const; 13)



(s=e !-2:4] for discussion of quantum gravitational e ects in the m etric ({13)) . Note that the
choice a(t) = a; expH it is also possble. Ik corresoonds to covering of another part of the
BondiN ariai space-tin e.

T he probability of this quantum jim p is given by the di erence of actions forthe S, and
S, S Instantons w ith the sam e value of

Wy  exp (14)

GH?
N ote that the exponent in Eq. {14) is 3 tin es Jess by m odulus than that in Eq. 1). Thus,
this second process due to purely quantum -gravitational uctuations ismuch m ore probable,
ws W, (though, of course, wy is fantastically sm all, too).

W hat happens w ith the considered region of space-tin e after the 1im p? The spacetin e
(13) is classically unstable w ith respect to Iong-w ave gravitationalperturbations ( = const).
W ih the probability 05, b grow s up and then this region retums to the locally de Sitter
behaviour at) / bt) / expH, t) att! 1 (o that the whole spacetin e approaches a
speci ¢ form ofthe generalquaside Sitter asym ptote [1]) . O n the otherhand, w ith the other
05 probability, b goes down, the region begins to recollapse soon, and the K asner singularity
at) / @ ;b)) / @ tf° Pms. Thus, this region of the Universe retums to a

supercurved state.

So, oneway or another, localparts ofthe Universe retum to a singular supercurved state,
though it m ight require a very huge am ount of tin e. Thus, it seem s at present that \cold
death" isnot a viabl possbility for the future of our Universe. Let m e en phasize that this
retum to a future singularity occurs in a very Inhom ogeneous fashion in allexam ples consid—
ered above. T herefore, any nite coordinate volum e of the U niverse becom esm ore and m ore
Inhom ogeneous w ith tin e growth, In accordance w ith the Second Law of themm odynam ics
(understood In a very broad and in precise sense). T he sam e refers to the global structure
of the Universe: it becom esm ore and m ore com plicated In future, too. O n the other hand,
characteristic tin es for signi cant growth of com plexity of our Universe are very large. As
a resul, the Universe will certainly ram aln very ordered for periods of the order of a few
tenths of Gy that signi cantly exceeds its present age.

W hat happens after the retum to a singular state? W e don’t know it at the present
state of the art. Still it is possible to concture that at least a very an all part of the region
which hits a singularity w ill bounce badck and retum to a low -curvature state. E specially
Interesting and ram arkable would be if, during the process, this part spend som e tin e at an
In ationary stage. Then in niely m any low curvature and ordered universes sim ilar to our
present Universe m ay be created from this part in future. Repeating all this hypothetical,
butnot m ly prohibited processm ore and m ore, we see that the future of our U niverse m ay
be not sin ply very com plicated but even in nitely com plicated.

2 Past ofthe Universe

W e see that discussion ofthe future of ourU niverse hasnaturally led usto the question ofthe
origin of our Universe in the past, about 14 Gy ago. T he preferred and very well developed



theory of a period of the evolution of the Universe preceding the hot radiation-dom nated
FRW stage is given by the in ationary soenario of the early Universe. A coording to this
soenario, our Universe was In an aln ost m axin ally symm etric (de Sitter, or in ationary)
state during som e period oftin e in the past. Ithink that them ain attractive features ofthe
In ationary soenario are the follow Ing: 1) is extrem e aesthetic elegance and beauty, and 2)
com plete predictability ofproperties ofthe observed part of the U niverse after the end ofthe
In ationary stage (in particular, at the present tim e). T hus, any concrete realization of the
In ationary scenario m ay be falsi ed by cbservations, and m any of them had been falsi ed
already.

But it is ram arkable that there exist a large class of the so called sin plest in ationary
m odels (W ith one slow Iy rolling e ective scalar eld producing the In ationary stage) whose
predictions, just the opposite, were con m ed by observations. This especially refers to
resultsofa COBE satellite experim ent w here low m ultipolesoftheCM B angulartem perature
anisotropy ( T=T) ; wih lup to 20 were m easured, and to resuls of num erous recent
m edim —and an allangke m easuram ents of T=T which con m the in ationary prediction
about the location and the approxin ate height ofthe so called rst acoustic O oppler) peak.
So, the in ationary soenario really has a large predictive pow er!

Still it isclarthat shoeany in ationary stage isnot stable, but only m etastable, it cannot
be the very beginning of our Universe. Som ething was before, that was the origin of the
In ationary stage. The m ost well known proposal, put forward long before the in ationary
scenario was introduced in 1979-1982, was the \creation of the Universe from nothing" R3].
Here nothing m eans literally nothing, In particular, that were no space-tin e before our
Universe was created. This idea doesnot work w ithout som e In ationary state follow ing the
creation, so it was forgotten for som e tin e and was revived R4] only after the developm ent
of the In ationary soenario. In that case the creation is m atheam atically described by the
S, (de Sitter) instanton. In the papers 5, 24] the creation of a closed FRW universe was
considered, however, i was recently shown that an open FRW universe m ay be produced
\from nothing", too, using approxin ately the sam e (though already singular) instanton R7].

However, at the sam e m om ent the idea of \creation from nothing" was renewed, it was
pointed that this is not the only possbility to create an in ationary stage R8]. Let me
present an incom plete list of other altematives.
1.Quasitclassicalm otion of space-tim e from a generic inhom ogeneous anisotropic singularity
to the de Sitter attractor solution.
2.Decay of lss symm etric, higher curvature selfconsistent solutions of graviy equations
w ith all quantum corrections included (eg., the BondiN ariai solution {13)).

3. Stochastic drift from a singularty w ith the P Janckian value of curvature along a sequence
of de Sitterdike solutions (this is what actually occurs in the so called etemal chaotic in a—
tion R9)).

4. Quantum nuclkation of our Universe from som e other \Superuniverse", in particular,
even from som e asym ptotically at spacetime (the latter possbility ncludes \creation of
the Universe in a laboratory", see 30]).

5.C reation ofthe Universe from a higherdin ensional spacetin e.

Evidently, m any m ore possibilities rem ain not m entioned. It seam s that they are all In—
distinguishabl from observations. That is why, In order to tackle this great am biguiy, a
com pletely di erent principle of \creation of the Universe from anything" was put forward



in BL]. Nam ely, it states that:

\loal" observations cannot help distinguish between di erent ways of form ation ofan in a-
tionary stage.

By \local" Imean all observations nside the presently observed Universe, and even all ob—
servations m ade along our fiture world line in arbitrary rem ote fiture. \Creation from

anything" intrinsically includes all ways of creating the de Sitter (In ationary) stage, with
the \creation from nothing" beihg only one (and therefore, scarcely probable) way am ong
them .

Tt is am using that the m athem atical description of \creation from anything” isbased on
the sam e S, nstanton as \creation from nothing", but now written in a static, \therm al"
form : o

ds’ = (@ H212)d2+71 HZIZ+r2d 5 (15)
where isperiodic w ith the period 2 =H { the inverse G bbonsH aw king tem perature [32]
(Tassumehere = const= 3H 2 for sin plicity).

Now, usihg the them al interpretation of the S, Instanton, we may ascribe the total

entropy

S (entropy) = B jlaction) =

GH? 1)

to the Universe at the in ationary stage. T his entropy Just re ects the absence ofknow ledge
of a given cbserver about a spacetin e structurepbgyond the de Sitter horizon and about a
way how this de Sitter stage was ormed. Since” GH < 10 ° at the end ofan in ationary
stage, S > 10%° there.

O foourse, thisprincipl (@sallprinciples Introduced by hand) m ay be a little bit extrem e.
I cannot exclude the possbility that we shall be abl to get som e know ledge about a pre-
In ationary history of our Universe. Then a value of the entropy of the Universe at the end
ofan In ationary stage w illbe less than that given by Eq. (L6).
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