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Abstract: In this paper, we aim to interpret the background gravitational effects

appearing in quantum field theory on curved space-time by studying the Brownian motion

of quantum states along with the Hamilton-Perelman Ricci flow. It has been shown that the

Wiener measure automatically contains the Einstein-Hilbert action and the path-integral

formulation of the scalar quantum field theory on curved space-time at the first order

of local approximations. This provides a well-defined formulation of the path-integral

measure for quantum field theory in the presence of gravity. However, we establish that the

emergence of Einstein-Hilbert action is independent of the matter field interactions and is a

merely entropic/geometric effect stemming from the nature of the Ricci flow of the universe

geometry. We also extract an explicit formula for the cosmological constant in terms of

the Ricci flow and Hamilton’s theorem for 3-manifolds. Then, we discuss the cosmological

features of the FLRW solution in ΛCDM Model via the derived equations of the Ricci flow.

We also argue the correlation between our formulations and the entropic aspects of gravity.

Finally, we provide some theoretical evidence that proves the second law of thermodynamics

is the basic source of gravity and probably a more fundamental concept.

Keywords: Wiener Stochastic Process, Fractal Norm, Laplace-Beltrami Operator, Closed

Riemannian Manifold, Einstein-Hilbert Action, Hamilton’s Theorem, Ricci Flow, 3-Manifold,

Perelman’s Entropy Functional, Entropic Force, Cosmological Constant, ΛCDM Model, The

Second Law of Thermodynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

This paper tries to insert gravity into the measure-theoretic formulation of Feynman’s path-integral

measure we established recently in [79]. To have a self-contained perusal this introduction is devoted

to providing a brief description of the contents of [79] and expressing the idea of its generalization to

non-flat closed Riemannian manifolds. We remark that by employing the Wiener stochastic process

[92]1 in the Hilbert space of quantum states on a flat manifold via the framework of fractality to

∗Electronic address: ab.varshovi@sci.ui.ac.ir/amirabbassv@gmail.com/amirabbassv@ipm.ir
1 See [30] for a nice presentation of the Wiener stochastic process and its applications as a probability measure.
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renormalize the integration in infinite dimensions we have recently derived in [79] a mathematically

well-defined path-integral measure for scalar quantum field theory, the so-called Wiener fractal

measure. The mentioned consequence stands on a combined footing that consists of two basis:

i) The concept of fractality of continuous functions (quantum states).

ii) The Wiener path-integral formulation of Brownian motion.

Although the latter is a well-known topic in probability theory, the former needs more explanation.

In fact, the fractality as the most pivotal concept in Wilsonian renormalization settling in the core of

path-integral measure is an analytical property of continuous functions defined based on the Fourier-

Laplace expansions revealing the weight of their self-similarity and non-differentiability [79]. This

property is, indeed, figured out by studying the analytic features of Weierstrass-like functions which

we refer to as the fractal functions.

The fractal functions are continuous but non-differentiable in their domain except on a small

subset. We studied them according to the properties of the Weierstrass functions [89] and their

asymptotic behavior in Fourier coefficients. Following Hardy’s results [47] we obtained a non-linear

differential equation for such asymptotic behaviors of fractal functions whose solution establishes that

f : S → R is a fractal function if for each σ > 0, µ ≥ 0, and ℓ > 0 there exists some Fourier mode

n = (n1, · · · , nD) ∈ Z
D, so that

∫ |fn|

0
eσ(µ

2+n2)x2/2dx > ℓ, (I.1)

wherein S = [−L,L]D is a D-dimensional cube (or equivalently D-dimensional torus S = T
D), fn is

the n-th Fourier coefficient of f , and n2 =
∑D

i=1 n
2
i . Setting ∆ = −∑D

i=1 ∂
2
i , we can readily rewrite

(I.1) in terms of the spectrum of the Laplacian operator. Let {ψλ,i}i∈Dλ

λ∈spec∆ be the complete set of

orthonormal eigenfunctions of ∆ for eigenvalues λ ≥ 0 and some possible degeneracy space Dλ for

each λ labeled by i.2 Then, based on (I.1) f : S → R will be a fractal function if for each σ > 0,

µ ≥ 0, and ℓ > 0 there exists some Fourier mode (λ, i) so that

∫ |fλ,i|

0
eσ(µ

2+λ)x2/2dx > ℓ, (I.2)

wherein fλ,i =
∫

S ψλ,ifd
Dx. In principle, the mechanism of which we employed in [79] for working out

the fractality condition (I.2) on the space manifold S could be generalized to any compact Riemannian

manifold (M,g).3 Actually, here we may concentrate on manifolds without boundary.4 It is well-known

that if (M,g) is a closed D-dimensional Riemannian manifold then the spectrum of the Laplacian ∆ is

discrete and consists of an increasing sequence {λk}∞k=1 of eigenvalues (with degeneracies) with λ1 = 0

and λk → ∞ as k → ∞ [41].

On the other hand, the eigenfunctions of the Laplacian operator on Riemannian manifold (M,g)

provide a pure point spectrum, which means that L2(M) = L2(Λ0M) admits a complete orthonormal

2 Thus, we have:
∫

S
ψλ,iψλ′,i′d

Dx = δλλ′δii′ .
3 Along this paper, the Riemannian manifold M is always assumed connected and orientable.
4 So the Neumann and Dirichlet boundary conditions for extracting the eigenvalues and the eigenspaces of the Laplace-
Beltrami operator would be irrelevant.



basis consisting of eigenfunctions of ∆, say {ψλ,i}λ,i, with associated eigenvalues λ and the label of

degeneracy i.5 This leads to a Fourier expansion of continuous functions6 on compact Riemannian

manifolds. An extensive amount of investigations have been made concerning these eigenvalues and

their relationship to the background Riemannian geometry.7 These studies pertain to upper and

lower bounds for eigenvalues and their asymptotics which are of the most interest in our present

study. There is a major conclusion that is valid for all compact Riemannian geometry; the so-called

Weyl’s asymptotic law [90, 91], which asserts that λk asymptotically behaves as k2/D as k → ∞.

It is worth reminding that there are significant results for the first gap of the Laplacian eigenvalues:

i) Yau’s theorem [67, 94] which provides a lower bound for non-vanishing Laplacian eigenvalues on

Riemannian manifolds with non-negative Ricci curvature as λ1 ≥ π2

d2 , where d is the diameter of M .

ii) Lichnerowicz’s theorem [36] for positive definite Ricci curvature, which says that λ1 ≥ KD

whenever Ricµν ≥ (D − 1)Kgµν .

iii) Simon’s lower bound for an Einstein’s manifold of D ≥ 3 dimensions whose sectional curvature

is bounded from below by a constant K0, which states that M is either isometric to D-sphere SD or

else λ1 > 2DK0 [77].8

iv) And finally, Cheeger’s isoperimetric constant puts an important geometric lower bound for λ1,

mostly referred to as Cheeger’s inequality [14]. This inequality also gives rise to an upper bound for

λ1 [8] which is essentially given in terms of the Ricci curvature [62].9

However, Weyl’s asymptotic result guarantees that the asymptotic behavior of the Laplace-Beltrami

operator on each D-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold equals that of flat D-torus T
D, which

we essentially considered in [79]. Moreover, the fractality condition is in particular a local property

that can be studied by means of the harmonic analysis on Riemannian manifolds. Indeed, according

to Sobolev’s theorem [40] any element of the Sobolev space Ht, with t = [D/2] + s, for 0 ≤ s < 1, will

uniformly converge to a continuous function whose derivative fails to converge everywhere on M ,10

hence it could be a Weierstrass-like function. Here, the Sobolev class of a function is studied locally

on M and the constant s could be considered as the self-similarity scale of the fractal function, as was

pointed out by Hardy [47].

Since the main criteria for studying the fractality in [79] stem from the asymptotic behavior of

the Fourier-Laplace coefficients11 of Weierstrass-like functions, we readily obtain similar differential

equations for such coefficients on closed Riemannian manifold M . More precisely, we can restrict

functions on local charts by employing the partition of unity on M , and write down the Laplacian

operator ∆ as a second-order differential equation whose the leading symbol coincides with the

5 The same assertion holds for L2(ΛnM), n > 0, and the n-eigenforms of ∆.
6 And also of continuous n-forms.
7 See for example [3, 6, 8, 13, 14, 17, 22, 27, 36–39, 41, 49, 61, 62, 67, 69, 77, 90, 91, 94] and the references therein.
8 See [18, 76] for a more detailed review of the harmonic theory in Riemannian geometry and the lower bound of λ1 in
Einstein-like and constant scalar curvature manifolds.

9 See [61] for the generalization of Cheeger’s inequalities to the magnetic Laplacian ∆α defined for d 7→ d+α, α ∈ Ω1M ,
on closed Riemannian manifold M . See also [27] for more recent achievements about the eigenvalues of the magnetic
Laplacian ∆α.

10 See chapter 6 of [86] for detailed applications of Sobolev spaces on Riemannian manifolds.
11 The Fourier expansion coefficients in terms of the eigenfunctions of the Laplacian operator on S = [−L,L]D ∼= T

D.



Laplacian of RD or TD, as we considered in [79]. Therefore, we can similarly deduce the generalized

version of Theorem 2 of [79] on closed Riemannian manifolds:12

Theorem 1; Let (M,g) be a closed Riemannian manifold with Laplacian operator ∆ = dd† + d†d.

Let {ψλ,i}i∈Dλ

λ∈spec∆ be the complete set of orthonormal eigenfunctions of ∆ for eigenvalues λ ≥ 0 and

some possible degeneracy spaces Dλ labeled by i. That is,
∫

M ψλ,iψλ′,i′dΩg = δλλ′δii′ , for dΩg the

Riemannian volume form on M . Then, f :M → R is a fractal function if for each σ > 0, µ ≥ 0, and

ℓ > 0 there exists some Laplacian Fourier mode (λ, i) so that

∫ |fλ,i|

0
eσ(µ

2+λ)x2/2dx > ℓ, (I.3)

wherein fλ,i =
∫

M fψλ,idΩg is the corresponding Fourier-Laplace coefficient.

Let C be the set of the continuous functions on M that admit Fourier-Laplace expansion, i.e., C

consists of functions that satisfy the following equality almost everywhere on M ;13

f =
∑

λ,i

fλ,iψλ,i. (I.4)

Obviously, we have C1(M) ⊂ C, but, however, there are Sobolev’s functions in Ht, with t = [D/2]+s,

0 ≤ s < 1, that fall outside C1(M). Such elements are, in fact, fractal or Weierstrass-like functions.

The fractal metric dµ,σ with the definition

dµ,σ(f, g) = Supλ,i

∣

∣

∣

∫ fλ,i

gλ,i

eσ(µ
2+λ)x2/2dx

∣

∣

∣, f, g ∈ C (I.5)

turns (C, dµ,σ) into a metric space whose topology puts the fractal functions in far distant regions of

C [79]. Actually, we can easily see that:

a) dµ,σ(f, g) <∞ if f and g are both non-fractal;

b) dµ,σ(f, g) = ∞ if only one of the two functions f and g is fractal.

The fractal metric dµ,σ provides a quantitative criterion for evaluating the fractality of continuous

functions in C. In fact, if f0 ∈ C is the zero function, then the fractality of f ∈ C is defined as

Fractality of f := dµ,σ(f, f0). (I.6)

In principle, if we define the (massive) fractal norm ℓσ,µ on the phase space of C as

ℓσ,µ(fλ,i) =
∣

∣

∣

∫ fλ,i

0
eσ(µ

2+λ)x2/2dx
∣

∣

∣
, (I.7)

12 We omit the detailed arguments of the issue here and refer the reader to sections II and III of [79] for a more
comprehensive discussion.

13 As we assume for L2(M), we consider two functions to define the same element of C when they are equal almost
everywhere on M .



and replace the Lebesgue measure of the phase space with the product measure induced by the fractal

norm ℓσ,µ, then we could easily apply the fractality (I.6) in studying the stochastic properties of

continuous functions in C. Actually, this would happen when we let ℓσ,µ(fλ,i) grow up as far as

possible. This idea is the most technical approach to Wilsonian renormalization in the path-integral

formulation and is the main mechanism that we followed in [79] to work out a mathematically well-

defined reformulation of Feynman’s path-integral measure for formulating the theory of scalar quantum

fields. In this way, our main motivation for defining the metric space (C, dµ,σ) and the fractal norm

ℓσ,µ becomes clearer. In other words, as we have shown in [79], if M is flat, then the Brownian motion

in the Hilbert space of quantum states on M will provide a mathematically well-defined path-integral

measure for Feynman’s path-integral of scalar quantum fields provided the measure of C is induced

by the fractal norm ℓσ,µ. Here, L2(M), the standard Hilbert space of the quantum states on M , is

indeed the closure of C within the L2 topology.

Employing Theorem 1 we can accomplish the Wiener stochastic process for the fractality of the

quantum states (as continuous functions) on the general closed Riemannian manifold (M,g). Through

the next section, we follow the strategy of [79] on a given closed Riemannian manifold (as the manifold

of space) and extract the generalized result on curved spaces. Actually, we will establish that an

immediate generalization of the Wiener Brownian process for propagating the continuous functions

(quantum states) on M along the time direction will lead to Feynman’s path-integral formulation of

scalar quantum field theory on a static curved space-time. Thus, considering the fractality via the

Wilsonian RG flow within the functional measure of the Wiener path-integral will result in Feynman’s

path-integral formulation of scalar quantum field theory with a static background gravity.

However, the main objective of this paper is accomplished in section III. In this section, the Wiener

fractal measure is implemented for dynamical space-time with some time-dependent metric gij(t). We

will establish that the Einstein-Hilbert action can be rigorously worked out from an entropic evolution

of the space geometry due to the Hamilton-Perelman Ricci flow. Moreover, we will establish that the

emergence of gravity in this path-integral formulation is independent of the quantum field theory and

is merely an entropic effect. Therefore, although the expectation value of the stress-energy tensor of

the involved quantum matter fields will affect the metric of space M via Einstein’s field equation,

the time evolution of the metric is imposed by an entropic law that stems from the second law of

thermodynamics. Hence, the Ricci flow could be assumed as a natural gauge fixing term for Einstein’s

field equation.

Actually, the Brownian motion is intrinsically an entropic effect that is subject to the second

law of thermodynamics. Hence, if we consider the Brownian motion of quantum states, we must be

concerned about an underlying entropic force that causes the evolution of the background geometry.

This entropic evolution of the geometry of manifolds is best understood via the Hamilton-Perelman

Ricci flow of the Riemannian metric [43, 75]. Thus, the Wiener stochastic process of fractality must

address the Ricci flow of the metric of the Riemannian manifold M . Consequently, we will see in

section III that:

To study the Brownian motion of the quantum states on a closed Riemannian manifold, one has

to consider the Ricci flow of the underlying Riemannian geometry within the Wiener fractal measure,

and this consideration will result in the appearance of Einstein-Hilbert action in the Feynman’s



path-integral measure for formulating scalar quantum fields on the curved space-time manifold.

Therefore, the underlying gravitational effects are the most natural expected background phenomena

when one aims to study the Brownian motion of quantum states on an entropic evolving curved closed

Riemannian manifold.

The entropic description of gravitational effects studied in section III leads to a semi-classical theory

of gravity, which we refer to as the Wiener fractal gravity. In section IV we study the cosmological

results of this extracted stochastic-entropic theory of gravity and extract an exact entropic/geometric

formula for the cosmological constant via Hamilton’s theorem for 3-manifolds [43]. Next, we will

give an entropic interpretation of inflation and the dark energy. Comparison with the ΛCDM Model

and the admitted FLRW solution in cosmology is concerned due in this section. Finally, in section

V we will study the entropic features of the Ricci flow according to Perelman’s seminal paper [75],

and will conclude that the second law of thermodynamics could be regarded as the basic source of

gravitational effects in nature. We then compare the Wiener fractal gravity with Verlinde’s entropic

gravity, stochastic gravity and Horava-Lifshitz gravity.

II. WIENER FRACTAL MEASURE AND QUANTUM FIELDS ON CURVED SPACE-TIME

As mentioned above, Theorem 1 lets us define the (massive) fractal norm on Riemannian manifold

(M,g) as;

ℓσ,µ(fλ,i) =

∫ |fλ,i|

0
eσ(µ

2+λ)x2/2dx. (II.1)

Let N ∈ N and define CN to be the collection of real functions f : M → R in C which are finite

linear combinations of Laplacian eigenfunctions ψλ,i with eigenvalues 0 ≤ λ ≤ N . Each individual

element of CN is conventionally called an N -bounded function (on M). Then, the fractal norm (II.1)

leads to a Lebesgue fractal measure dµLF on CN as:

dµLF =

DN
∏

dxλ,i, dxλ,i = eσ(µ
2+λ)f2

λ,i
/2dfλ,i, (II.2)

wherein DN is the dimension of CN . Since M is compact CN is finite-dimensional (i.e. DN < ∞),

hence dµLF is well-defined. Now, we are ready to study the Brownian motion of N -bounded functions

by means of the Wiener stochastic process and the background Lebesgue fractal measure dµLF . This

Brownian motion is defined by means of an appropriate Wiener measure on CN for Riemannian

manifold (M,g). Actually, the definition is straightforward and is given upon what we have obtained

in [79]. We remember that the symmetric Wiener measure for a stochastic process in target space RD

from the initial point xI at t0 = −T to the final destination xF at tN+1 = T , within the time slicing

−T = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN < tN+1 = T is:

dW (tN , · · · , t1) = (4πT )DN /2 exp
(

|xF − xI |2/4T
)

× 1

(2πτN+1)
DN /2

e−|xF−xN |2/2τN+1dDxN
1

(2πτN )DN /2
e−|xN−xN−1|2/2τN × · · ·

× · · · × 1

(2πτ2)
DN /2

e−|x2−x1|2/2τ2dDx1
1

(2πτ1)
DN /2

e−|x1−xI |2/2τ1 ,

(II.3)



for xi = x(ti), τi = ti − ti−1, and |xi − xi−1|2 =
∑D

j=1(x
j
i − xji−1)

2. Therefore, the symmetric Wiener

measure for the Brownian motion of the fractality of continuous functions on M restricted to CN

would be (assuming xI = xF = 0):

dW (tN , · · · , t1) = (4πT )DN /2

(

N+1
∏

k=1

Ξk

)

×
(

N
∏

k=1

dDN fλ,i(tk)

)

, (II.4)

for

Ξk =
1

(2πτk)
DN /2

× exp



−τk
2

∑

λ∈spec∆ , λ≤N

∑

i∈Dλ

(

1

τk

∫ fλ,i(tk)

fλ,i(tk−1)
eσ(λ+µ2)x2/2dx

)2




× exp

(

σ

2

∫

M

(

gij∂if(tk−1)∂jf(tk−1) + µ2f2(tk−1)
)

dΩg

)

.

(II.5)

We refer to (II.4) as the Wiener fractal measure. Being of a non-local formula, this probability

measure could be turned into a local structure by employing the following approximation as N → ∞:

Strategy A: When τk → 0 (i.e. N → ∞) we can simply apply the following replacement within

the Wiener fractal measure:

1

τk

∫ fλ,i(tk)

fλ,i(tk−1)
eσ(λ+µ2)x2/2dx 7→ ∂tfλ,i(tk−1), (II.6)

which leads to:

Ξk =
1

(2πτk)
DN /2

exp

(

−τk
∫

M

1

2

{

(∂tf(tk−1))
2 − σ

τk

(

gij∂if(tk−1)∂jf(tk−1) + µ2f2(tk−1)
)

}

dΩg

)

.

(II.7)

Actually, upon the strategy A we readily find:

N+1
∏

k=1

Ξk =

(

1

(2πθ)DN /2

)N+1

exp

(

−
∫

M

1

2

{

(∂tf)
2 − σ

θ

(

gij∂if∂jf + µ2f2
)

}

dt ∧ dΩg

)

, (II.8)

wherein M = [−T, T ] ×M is the space-time continuum,14 and θ = dt = 2T/N (→ 0) is the unit of

the uniform time slicing. Set c =
√

σ/θ to be the speed of light in vacuum, then we obtain:

N+1
∏

k=1

Ξk =

(

1

(2πθ)DN /2

)N+1

exp

(

−c
∫

M

1

2

{

gµν∂µf∂νf − µ2f2
}

dΩ

)

, (II.9)

where dΩ = dx0∧dΩg is the Riemannian volume form on the space-time continuum M for the induced

time-independent metric

g = gµνdx
µ ⊗ dxν = dx0 ⊗ dx0 − gijdx

i ⊗ dxj

14 Indeed, as we pointed out in [79] we distinguish between terminologies spacetime and space-time, for which the former
is realized to admit space and time dimensions substantially as an identical essence, whereas the latter embraces an
inherent difference between them.



with x0 = ct. Note that g is a Lorentzian metric with signature (+,−,−,−), hence the theory is

locally Lorentz invariant. If one defines f = γ−1φ for normalization factor γ =
√
~c we read:

N+1
∏

k=1

Ξk =

(

1

(2πθ)DN /2

)N+1

exp

(

−1

~

∫

M

1

2

{

gµν∂µφ∂νφ− m2c2

~2
φ2
}

dΩ

)

, (II.10)

for m = ~µ/c to be the physical mass.15 Hence, for the Feynman measure

Dφ = (4πT )DN /2

(

1

(2πθ)DN /2

)N+1

γ−NDN

(

N
∏

k=1

dDNφλ,i(tk)

)

, (II.11)

the Wiener fractal measure with strategy A becomes:

dWA(tN , · · · , t1) = exp

(

−1

~

∫

M

1

2

{

gµν∂µφ∂νφ− m2c2

~2
φ2
}

dΩ

)

Dφ. (II.12)

However, as we discussed in [79] the replacement (II.6) causes the heat kernel of the Gaussian

term of the Wiener measure to be replaced with a quadratic function which is not always dominating.

Therefore, the Wiener fractal measure (II.12) is not well-defined over CN . To handle this subtlety,

we should transfer to complex analysis. As we pointed out in [79] incorporating an infinitesimal heat

kernel term after analytic continuation of the Wiener fractal measure would compensate some of the

pathologies emerging from the replacement (II.6). This complexification is conducted via the following

equality:

lim
ε→0

∣

∣

∣

∫

R

e(ia−ε)x2
dx
∣

∣

∣
=

∫

R

e−|a|x2
dx. (II.13)

Then, the next strategy is:

Strategy B: To compensate for the pathology of strategy A we should employ the complex version

of the Wiener fractal measure with an augmented heat kernel iε-term due to (II.13). Hence, we must

obtain:

dW (tN , · · · , t1) ≈ dWA,B(tN , · · · , t1)

= exp

(

i

~

∫

M

1

2

{

gµν∂µφ∂νφ− (m2 − iε)c2

~2
φ2
}

dΩ

)

Dφ,

= exp

(

i

~

∫

M

1

2

√

|det g|
{

gµν∂µφ∂νφ− (m2 − iε)c2

~2
φ2
}

dD+1x

)

Dφ,

(II.14)

within the assumption of ε→ 0.

In particular, after employing strategies A and B we have effectively worked out the path-integral

formulation of the scalar quantum fields on a static curved space-time. However, we must insist that

the only mathematically well-defined path-integral measure that thoroughly describes the Brownian

motion of quantum states on the Riemannian manifold M is the probability measure of (II.4). Hence,

15 For more detailed discussion about the relations between fractal parameters σ and µ2 and the physical constants ~

and c see [79].



dWA,B, although is a finite measure, lacks the effect of non-local terms we omitted in strategy A and

gives a partly true explanation of the Brownian motion in the Hilbert space of quantum states up to

the first local approximation.

We should remind that a well-defined (i.e. renormalizable) quantum field theory on the static

curved space-time M is defined for a sequence of Wiener integrable functionals, say F (N )(tN , · · · , t1) =
∏N

k=1 exp
(

τk
∫

M V (N )(φ(tk−1))dΩ
)

, usually referred to as the interaction terms with (local) potentials

V (N )(φ(t)), each of which is defined on CN , so that the Wiener path-integral

IN =

∫

CN

F (N )(tN , · · · , t1)
{

φ(ti1) · · · φ(tin)
}

dW (tN , · · · , t1)

≈
∫

CN

F
(N )
B (tN , · · · , t1)

{

φ(ti1) · · ·φ(tin)
}

dWA,B(tN , · · · , t1)
(II.15)

results in a finite amplitude as N → ∞ (while N grows up as an appropriate monotone increasing

function ofN ) for each {ik}nk=1, wherein F
(N )
B (tN , · · · , t1) =

∏N
k=1 exp

(

−iτk
∫

M V (N )(φ(tk−1))dΩ
)

. As

we discussed in [79] negative renormalizable potential terms V (N ) always lead to finite and predictable

expectation values IN as N(N ) → ∞. Indeed, the negativity ensures that the energy levels are

bounded from below, and the renormalizability puts forward a reasonable correlation between V (N )s

(and the corresponding coupling constants) at different regimes of energy due to N .16

In particular, a similar approach to the above mechanism could be employed to work out the

Maxwell and the Yang-Mills actions on curved space-time M [80]. Actually, for such gauge theories,

one should replace the Fourier expansion of the Laplacian operator with that of the generalized Bochner

Laplacian defined on principal bundles over the space manifold M . Therefore, one may claim that

the Standard Model, as the admitted prescription for the fundamental forces of nature, including

gauge fields, fermions, and the scalar Higgs boson, could be described and interpreted fascinatingly

as a Brownian process of geometric structures over the space manifold (i.e. the universe). In the

next section, we will show that the gravitation effect, within the framework of general relativity, is

spectacularly explained by evolving the cosmos geometry via an entropic equation.

III. EINSTEIN-HILBERT ACTION AND THE RICCI FLOW OF THE SPACE METRIC

Let us revisit the symmetric Wiener measure (II.3) once again. Suppose that we need to perform a

linear transformation Fi : R
D → R

D at each intermediate time section ti, 1 ≤ i ≤ N . Then, we have:

dW (tN , · · · , t1) = CN
1

(2πτN )D/2
e−|∆x′

N
|2/2τN dD∆x′N × · · · × 1

(2πτ1)
D/2

e−|∆x′
1|

2/2τ1dD∆x′1

= CN
1

(2πτN )D/2
e−|FN (∆xN )|2/2τNdDFN (∆xN )× · · · × 1

(2πτ1)
D/2

e−|F1(∆x1)|2/2τ1dDF1(∆x1)

= CN
1

(2πτN )D/2
e−|FN (∆xN )|2/2τNJNd

D∆xN × · · · × 1

(2πτ1)
D/2

e−|F1(∆x1)|2/2τ1J1d
D∆x1,

(III.1)

16 For more details about the renormalizability of a scalar quantum field theory within the Wiener fractal mechanism
see [79]. Also see [20, 51, 84, 85] for more discussions about quantization, regularization, renormalization, Casimir
effect, Bogoliubov transformation, and the S-matrix components of such theories in the presence of classical gravity.
Moreover, we refer the readers to [55] for an interesting review on the topic.



for ∆xi = xi − xi−1, and CN =
(

2T
τN+1

)D/2
exp

(

|x′F − x′I |2/4T − |x′F − x′N |2/2τN+1

)

,17 where Ji is

the Jacobian determinant of transformation Fi, and ∆x′i = Fi(∆xi). Here, we have assumed that {x′i}
and {xi} are respectively the static and the dynamic coordinate systems on R

D.

We can simply employ (III.1) for a dynamical geometry of the space manifold M . Indeed,

this geometric evolution is assumed to be absolutely independent of the topology of M , but

rather it would have been related to the differential geometric structures, such as the Riemannian

metric g.18 Therefore, since the Wiener fractal measure was worked out for the Fourier expansion

in terms of the Laplacian eigenfunctions on (M,g), the time evolution of g would cause some

change of basis within the measure as we explained and established in (III.1). The next theorem

provides a consistent framework for such transformations versus infinitesimal variation of the metric.19

Theorem 2 (ref. [4]); Let g(t) = g+th, |t| ≪ 1, be a small variation of the metric on Riemannian

manifold (M,g), for h a symmetric (0, 2)-tensor field on M . Set ∆g(t) and dΩg(t) to be respectively

the Laplacian operator and the Riemann volume form due to the metric g(t). Let λ be an eigenvalue

of ∆ = ∆g(0) with degeneracy space Dλ labeled by i. Then, there exists a unique ψλ,i(t) ∈ C∞(M) for

each λ ∈ spec∆ and i ∈ Dλ such that;

a) ∆g(t)ψλ,i(t) = λi(t)ψλ,i(t), λi(t) ≥ 0.

b) λi(t) and ψλ,i(t) depend analytically on t with λi(0) = λ for each i ∈ Dλ.

c) {ψλ,i(t)}i∈Dλ

λ∈spec∆ is an orthonormal basis with respect to integration on M with dΩg(t).

As we explained above, the Wiener Brownian motion is actually an entropic force whose origin

stems from the second law of thermodynamics. On the other hand, according to Perelman [75] the

second law of thermodynamics causes the geometric evolution of the underlying manifold via the

Hamilton-Perelman Ricci flow. Therefore, to consider the whole features of the Wiener Brownian

motion of the quantum states onM one must incorporate the Ricci flow in the calculations to produce

a dynamical background geometry. Actually, we should assume that the space metric would evolve

with the Ricci flow. By definition the Ricci flow is:

∂

∂t
gij(t) = −2Ricij(t), (III.2)

for Ric(t) the Ricci curvature of evolving metric g(t). In fact, as we will argue in the following, we

regard the Ricci flow as an imposed natural entropic gauge fixing term for Einstein’s field equation.

One should note that although the Einstein equation is scale invariant, i.e. is symmetric with respect

to transformation gij → cgij for some c > 0, the Ricci flow disobeys this property. Hence, once the

scale of time dimension t is fixed20 the Ricci flow fixes the scale of gij and consequently the space

volume. Here we should point out that the Ricci flow has recently attracted an immense amount

17 The contribution of xN in CN will ingage it in the integration on the last time section, however, as N → ∞, x′
N would

be actually equal to x′
F . In fact, at the first approximation, |x′

F − x′
N |2/2τN+1 can be easily removed from CN in the

calculations. Consequently, CN is considered as a constant in the Wiener measure (III.1).
18 To see the corresponding topological dependence see [31–33].
19 For the variation of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the Laplacian (and its generalized versions such as (p, q)-Laplacian

and the Witten Laplacian) versus the metric evolution see [1, 4–6, 10, 21, 28, 29, 53, 58, 66] and the references therein.
20 See Eq. (III.3) in below where the time scale ζ is introduced.



of attention in building a well-defined model of (topological) quantum gravity and several research

papers have shown some theoretical evidence for an intimate correlation between gravity and the Ricci

flow.21

Actually, the Ricci flow has been established to be a very fruitful mechanism to improve metrics

in Riemannian geometry whenever M is compact. Indeed, it has been shown that in some specific

conditions, the Ricci flow converges to a canonical metric [43–45, 57]. For instance, in his seminal

work, Hamilton has established that on each closed 3-manifold with positive Ricci curvature the Ricci

flow converges to a canonical metric of positive constant sectional curvature [43]. In this sense, the

Ricci flow may be regarded as a natural homotopy between a given metric of positive Ricci curvature

and a canonical metric of constant sectional curvature. Moreover, Hamilton demonstrated that in this

case the Ricci flow could be resolved within a normalized version of which the volume of the manifold

is preserved along with the metric evolution. In principle, whenever the Ricci flow holds and admits a

unique solution on (a, b) ⊂ R, it converges to the canonical metric gc as t→ b, where gc is necessarily

an Einstein metric, i.e., limt→bRicij(t) = Kgcij for some constant K.22

Without loss of generality we may assume that the Ricci flow exists on (−a, a) ⊂ R, for some

a > 0. Hence, by rescaling t 7→ t/n, n ∈ N, the domain of the solution changes to (−na, na), whereas
in its turn on the right-hand side of (III.3) one must replace −2 with −2/n. In principle, since we are

concerned about the stochastic process in (−T, T ) for T → ∞, the integer n must be chosen as large

as we need. Generally, the Ricci flow could be rescaled as

∂

∂t
gij(t) = −2ζRicij(t), (III.3)

for some small positive constant ζ. In the following, we will see that as a very tiny amplitude, ζ

couples to negligible terms inserted in the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian density. More precisely, it is

seen that the Ricci flow scaling factor could be compared with the cosmological constant Λ.

In addition, it can be easily seen that the variation of the Riemannian volume form dΩg(t) with

respect to t is given in terms of the scalar curvature R(t):

∂

∂t
dΩg(t) = −ζR(t)dΩg(t). (III.4)

The above equation lets us work out the explicit formulation of the Wiener fractal measure (III.1)

along with the Ricci flow evolution of the space geometry. Initially, one should note that we have

already considered a normalization condition as:
∫

M
ψλ,i(t)ψλ′,j(t)dΩg(t) = δλλ′δij , (III.5)

where ψλ,i(t) has been introduced in Theorem 2. Hence, by variation of (III.5) with respect to t,

0 < t≪ 1, we obtain:

ǫλ,ii(t) = 1− tζ

2

∫

M
R(t)ψ2

λ,i(t)dΩg(t),

ǫλ,ij(t) + ǫλ,ji(t) = −tζ
∫

M
R(t)ψλ,i(t)ψλ,j(t)dΩg(t), (i 6= j)

(III.6)

21 See for example [23–26, 31–33, 42, 59, 68, 71, 93].
22 For K = 1

D

(

∫

M
limt→bR(t)dΩgc/

∫

M
dΩgc

)

, where R is the Ricci scalar.



wherein

ǫλ,ij(t) =

∫

M
ψλ,i(0)ψλ,j(t)dΩg(t). (III.7)

Hence, we would readily set;

ǫλ,ij(t) = δij −
tζ

2

∫

M
R(t)ψλ,i(t)ψλ,j(t)dΩg(t). (III.8)

Consequently, along the variation of g the basis of CN moves linearly by the matrix ǫ = ⊕λǫλ, for

all λ ≤ N , which means that the Fourier-Laplace coefficients fλ,is in (II.2) must be transformed via

ǫ−1. Therefore, in (III.1) we must consider Fi to be block diagonal for the spectrum of the Laplacian

operator ∆g(ti−1) as Fi = ⊕λ(Fi)λ, wherein

(Fi)λ,mn = δmn +
τiζ

2

∫

M
R(ti)ψλ,m(τi)ψλ,n(τi)dΩg(t), (1 ≤ i ≤ N) (III.9)

for m and n running through the degenerate eigenfunctions of ∆g(ti−1) with common eigenvalue λ and

{ψλ,m(0)} is the basis of eigenfunctions of the Riemannian metric g(ti−1). Indeed, one can simply

consider (III.9) as Fi = 1 + ri, i = 1, · · · , N , where we easily gain;

Ji = detFi = exp
(

tr
{

ln(1 + ri)
})

≈ exp (tr{ri})

= exp





∑

λ∈spec∆g(ti−1)

∑

m∈Dλ

τiζ

2

∫

M
R(ti)ψ

2
λ,m(τi)dΩg(ti)



 ,
(III.10)

which is a local formula.

Incorporating the full expression of the Jacobian determinant (III.10) in the Wiener fractal

measure (III.1) leads to a highly complicated formulation for Brownian motion of quantum states in

CN . Therefore, we have to consider our first approximation of the Wiener fractal measure as:

Approximation I: The double summation
∑

λ∈spec∆g(ti−1)

∑

m∈Dλ
in the exponent of Ji would be

replaced by the dominating leading term
∑

λ=0

∑

m∈D0
. On the other hand, since M is connected we

have dimH0
dR(M,R) = 1. Hence, there is no degeneracy, i.e., dimD0 = 1, and the only normalized

eigenfunction of ∆g(ti−1) is a constant function. In fact, upon the normalization condition (III.5)

we obtain: ψ0 = 1/
√
Vi, wherein Vi is the volume of M for the metric g(ti), i.e. Vi =

∫

M dΩg(ti).

Therefore, we readily obtain:

Ji = exp

(

τiζ

2Vi

∫

M
R(ti)dΩg(ti)

)

. (III.11)

The second approximation concerns about the volume of the space manifold M . According to

(III.4) one can simply compute the derivation of this volume with respect to t as:

dV (t)

dt
= −ζ

∫

M
R(t)dΩg(t). (III.12)

In fact, for any ti ∈ [−T, T ], we compute:

V (ti) = V − ζ

∫

Mti

R(t)dt ∧ dΩg(t), (III.13)



wherein V = V (−T ) is the initial volume of the universe and Mti = [ti,−T ] ×M is the truncated

space-time continuum. Since ζ ≈ 0 we could assume that V (t) evolves slightly, provided the integral

of the scalar curvature of the space manifoldM is not too huge. As we see from (III.13) the coefficient

1/Vi is itself given by an integration over the truncated space-time continuum Mti . Therefore,

inserting (III.13) in (III.11) results in a highly non-local formula for the gravity effects. Thus, the

next approximation is reasonable:

Approximation II: To avoid the non-local contributions we must ignor the variation of Vi along

with the Ricci flow. Consequently, we would simply set Vi = V , 1 ≤ i ≤ N , and write the Jacobian

determinant (III.11) as:23

Ji = exp

(

τiζ

2V

∫

M
R(ti)dΩg(ti)

)

. (III.14)

In particular, upon approximations I and II one can easily extract the contribution of the Jacobian

determinants Jis, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , within the Wiener fractal measure (III.1) as

N
∏

i=1

Ji = exp

(

1

2ξ

∑

τi

∫

M
R(ti)dΩg(ti)

)

(III.15)

for ξ = V/ζ, which in the limit of N → ∞ (i.e. τi = 2T/N → 0) leads to:

N
∏

i=1

Ji = exp

(

1

2ξc

∫

M
R dΩ

)

, (III.16)

wherein M = [−T, T ]×M is the space-time continuum introduced above, and dΩ = cdt∧dΩg(t) is the

Riemannian volume form for the Lorentzian metric g = gµνdx
µ⊗dxν = dx0⊗dx0⊕

(

−gij(t)dxi ⊗ dxj
)

on M. We should note that according to the rescaled Ricci flow (III.3) the scalar curvature R of g

is essentially equal to the scalar curvature R of g with an overall minus sign and some additional

negligible terms of order O(ζ). In fact, upon to (III.3) we see:

R = −R+
ζ

c2

{

gij
∂Ricij
∂t

+
∂R

∂t

}

− ζ2

c2
RicijRic

ij +
ζ2

c2
R2 = −R+O(ζ). (III.17)

Here, we may set our third approximation law:

Approximation III:We would simply replace R by −R in the Jacobian determinant Ji and ignore

the remaining terms of order O(ζ). Thus, we obtain:

N
∏

i=1

Ji = exp

(

− 1

2ξc

∫

M
R dΩ

)

. (III.18)

23 Indeed, as we see in the following the space volume V is effectively equivalent to the Newton’s gravitation constant
G. In principle, upon (III.13) the dynamics of the space volume is formulated by a double integral on M ×M within
the Einstein-Hilbert action, hence produces a non-local contribution of the scalar curvature of M into the theory.
Therefore, the small variation in the volume of the universe V , and consequently in the gravitational constant G,
is the only mandatory choice we have to consider in the first order approximations of the Wiener fractal measure.
However, the slight variation of G has already been formulated by means of a local interacting scalar field theory (i.e.
dilaton) via the Brans-Dicke theory [7]. See also [87] for more discussions.



In principle, the above three approximations would provide a sufficient set of assumptions to work

out the original formulation of general relativity via the Einstein-Hilbert action. Actually, in a local

coordinate system on the space-time continuum M, say (t, xi), we would obtain the following formula

for the Jacobian term (III.18):

N
∏

i=1

Ji = exp

(

− 1

2ξc

∫

M

√

|detg| R dx0 ∧ dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxD
)

. (III.19)

Hence, the Wiener stochastic process of quantum states on the Riemannian manifoldM along with the

Hamilton-Perelman Ricci flow automatically involves the Einstein-Hilbert action of general relativity

via the approximations I, II, and III. In fact, in the above formulations, the emergence of general

relativity is merely due to the evolution of the cosmos geometry, hence having nothing to do with

possible background interactions of the included matter fields. However, one should note that the

analytic structure of the spatial metric gij fulfills Einstein’s field equation via the Euler-Lagrange

equations. In other words, although gµν is affected by the energy-momentum tensor of the matter

fields via the optimization of the total action, it must obey the Ricci flow as the imposed gauge fixing

term that determines the intrinsic evolution of the space-time geometry.

Following the machinery of the previous section, it can be easily seen that the rest parts of the

Wiener fractal measure on the dynamical Riemannian manifold (M,g(t)) would be

exp

(

−1

~

∫

M

1

2

{

gµν∂µφ∂νφ− m2c2

~2
φ2
}

dΩ

)

Dφ, (III.20)

wherein the strategy A is considered accordingly. One should note that there is an essential difference

between Wiener measures (II.14) and (III.20). In the former, the space-time metric g is a static

tensor and produces no gravitational effect, but for the latter, it evolves via the Ricci flow and admits

Einstein’s field equation. Moreover, in the latter, the Feynman measure Dφ is given in terms of the

Fourier expansion of the Laplacian operator ∆g(ti−1) at the i-th time section, whereas in the former

the Feynman measure is inherently static. All in all, the Wiener fractal measure along with the Ricci

flow and after implementing the mentioned three approximations and the strategy A becomes

dW (tN , · · · , t1) ≈ exp

(

−1

~

∫

M

{ 1

2κ

√

|detg| R+ LK−G(φ)
}

dxD+1

)

Dφ, (III.21)

with LK−G(φ) =

√
|det g|
2

{

gµν∂µφ∂νφ− m2c2

~2
φ2
}

the Klein-Gordon Lagrangian density, and κ = ξc/~.

Hence, we readily obtain Newton’s gravitational constant in terms of fractal, geometric and physical

parameters in D = 3 dimensions: G = ξc4/8π~. Therefore, if we use the standard values of G, ~ and

c we compute: ξ = V/ζ = 2.1899700× 10−77 (m.s). This shows that the initial volume of the universe

V (i.e. the cosmos volume at the initial point at which the gravitational effects have emerged) has

been extremely small. Indeed, the smallness of the cosmos’ initial volume V is, in fact, equivalent to

a large amount of the Einstein-Hilbert coefficient (i.e. 1/2κ = c4/16πG) in the SI units. Thus, the

extremely small amount of the cosmos’ initial volume V , as we will explain later, could be regarded

as the main reason for the hierarchy problem.24

24 See [34] and the references therein for interesting discussions about the relation of the hierarchy problem and the



To work out a well-defined theory from the Wiener fractal measure (III.21) we must employ the

strategy B once again. We readily obtain:

dW (tN , · · · , t1) ≈ exp

(

i

~

∫

M

{ 1

2κ

√

|det g| R+ LK−G(φ) +
√

|det g| iε
2
φ2
}

dxD+1

)

Dφ, (III.22)

for ε→ 0. Therefore, one can consider the Wiener fractal measure (III.22) obtained by implementing

the Wiener stochastic process (III.1) of the Lebesgue fractal measure (II.2) through with the Ricci

flow as the best local approximation of the more fundamental formulation of quantum field theory in

dynamical curved spacetime, i.e., in the presence of semi-classical gravity. Hence, based on the above

results it seems that the basic source of Einstein’s theory of gravity stems from the dynamical Wiener

fractal measure via the Ricci flow. We refer to this stochastic derivation of gravitational effects as the

Wiener fractal gravity. As we discussed in the last section, although including non-local terms the

Wiener fractal gravity leads to finite predictable expectation values such as

lim
N ,N→∞

∫

CN

F (N )(tN , · · · , t1)
{

φ(ti1) · · ·φ(tin)
}

dW (tN , · · · , t1) (III.23)

for F (N )(tN , · · · , t1) =
∏N

k=1 exp
(

τk
∫

M V (N )(φ(tk−1))dΩg(tk−1)

)

with negative (or bounded from

above) and renormlizable interaction terms V (N )(φ(ti)). This ensures the significance of the Wiener

fractal gravity as the fundamental and genuine formulation of Feynman’s path-integral measure for

quantum field theory in the presence of semi-classical gravitational effects. In principle, considering

the Wiener process of propagating quantum states onM and the involved entropic/geometric features

of the second law of thermodynamics via the Hamilton-Perelman Ricci flow will automatically lead

us to the Wiener fractal gravity. Through the next two sections, we try to study the theoretical and

empirical properties of the Wiener fractal gravity.

IV. RICCI FLOW, COSMOLOGICAL CONSTANT AND ΛCDM MODEL

Upon Hamilton’s celebrated theorem we may consider the metric of the universe to be almost

Einstein with Ricij(t) = Kgij(t) + εij , for some infinitesimal symmetric matrix εij ≪ Kgij and the

cosmological time t ≥ t0, where t0 could be considered as the current age of the universe.25 With this

assumption, the Ricci flow is;

∂gij(t)

∂t
= −2ζKgij(t)− 2ζεij , (t ≥ t0) (IV.1)

which has a unique solution as26

gij(t) = e−2ζK(t−t0)
(

gij(t0) +
εij
K

)

− εij
K
, Ricij(t) = Ke−2ζk(t−t0)

(

gij(t0) +
εij
K

)

. (IV.2)

Bayesian statistics. It should be noted that in this article we also have practically found a relationship between the
hierarchy problem and the Bayesian statistics.

25 In fact, according to experimental achievements, K has a very tiny amplitude; i.e. K ≈ 0. Indeed, the experimental
data from different laboratories (for example WMAP, BOOMERanG, and Planck) confirm that the universe manifold
M is flat with about 0.4 percent margin of deviation [95]. See also [16, 63].

26 We may temporarily assume that εij is constant.



Hence, the higher order terms of (III.17) would become;

ζ

c2

{

gij
∂Ricij
∂t

+
∂R

∂t

}

− ζ2

c2
RicijRic

ij +
ζ2

c2
R2

= (D − 3)Dc−2ζ2K2 + 2(D − 3)ζ2c−2Ke−2ζk(t−t0)
(

tr{εg0}+ tr{ε2/K}
)

+ 2Λ,

(IV.3)

for g0 = g(t0), and the cosmological constant Λ:27

Λ =
1

2
ζ2c−2e−4ζK(t−t0)

{

tr{εg0}2 − tr{(εg0)2}
}

+O(ε3), (IV.4)

with

O(ε3) =
1

2
ζ2c−2e−4ζK(t−t0)

{

2
(

tr{εg0}tr{ε2/K} − tr{g0ε3/K}
)

+
(

tr{ε2/K}2 − tr{
(

ε2/K
)2}
)

}

,

(IV.5)

which could be neglected at first glance in our calculations.

Actually, upon Hamilton’s theorem [43], the deviation matrix ε is positive definite for D = 3

dimensions, hence we conclude that the cosmological constant Λ is positive on closed 3-manifolds. To

see this, we may ignore the contribution of (IV.5) in Λ and rewrite it as

Λ =
1

2
ζ2c−2e−4ζK(t−t0)

{

tr{ε}2 − tr{(ε)2}
}

, (IV.6)

for ε = g
1/2
0 εg

1/2
0 . Here we must note that the matrix product and tr in (IV.6) are respectively

the algebraic matrix product and the algebraic trace without the intervention of the metric or the

contraction of the lower and upper indices, i.e. we have:

(εg0)ij =

D
∑

k=1

εikg0kj, tr{εg0} =

D
∑

i=1

(εg0)ii, (εg0)
2
ij =

D
∑

k=1

(εg0)ik(εg0)kj, tr{(εg0)2} =

D
∑

i=1

(εg0)
2
ii .

(IV.7)

Hence, to prove the positivity of Λ we may avoid employing coordinate transformations. Nevertheless,

since ε is positive definite in D = 3 dimensions and ε and g
1/2
0 are both symmetric, then ε is itself a

diagonalizable positive definite matrix with three positive eigenvalues λ1, λ2, and λ3. Thus, we obtain:

Λ = ζ2c−2e−4ζK(t−t0) (λ1λ2 + λ1λ3 + λ2λ3) , (IV.8)

which is obviously positive.

On the other hand, we see surprisingly that in D = 3 dimensions the two first leading terms

of (IV.3) vanish and we only obtain the constant term 2Λ on the right-hand side of the equation.

Thus, on the three-dimensional space M we readily find R = −R + 2Λ. Consequently, the Jacobian

term (III.19) must be revised via this precision, and the cosmological constant term −2Λ has to be

simply inserted beside the scalar curvature R within the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian density. Strictly

speaking, we will obtain:

N
∏

i=1

Ji = exp

(

− 1

2ξc

∫

M

√

|detg| (R− 2Λ) dt ∧ dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxD
)

. (IV.9)

27 Actually, Λ is not a constant in general, but upon to Hamilton’s theorem [43] for some appropriate interval of time it
evolve slightly on M , hence could be considered as a constant at the first order of approximation.



Therefore, according to the above calculations, the cosmological constant emerges only upon the metric

evolution on the space manifold. In other words, the source of the cosmological constant in the Wiener

fractal gravity is purely geometric/entropic and independent from the matter fields or the zero-point

energy fluctuations of the quantum field theory. That is, the cosmological constant Λ has an entropic

source due to the Ricci flow of the three-dimensional geometry of the universe and is not an inevitable

consequence of the matter fields and their interactions. In addition, since Λ ∝ e−4ζKtζ2O(ε2), the

cosmological constant has essentially an extremely small amplitude.28 Consequently, it seems that the

Wiener fractal gravity would provide a new insight to the cosmological constant problem [50, 88] and

the nature of dark energy.29

Moreover, for almost canonical asymptotic Einstein metric gc of the Hamilton-Perelman Ricci flow,

i.e. Ricij ≈ Kgcij, we readily obtain an inflating universeM . To see this one has to employ the Jacobi

field equation for Einstein metric gc. Let γs(t) be a continuous family of geodesics on M labeled by

s ∈ R, each of which with initial condition γ̇s(0) = ∂/∂t. Then, according to the Jacobi field equation

we read for small enough t:

D2

dt2
J(t) = R (γ̇s(t), J(t)) γ̇s(t) ≈ R0i0

jJ i(t)
∂

∂xj
, (IV.10)

wherein J(t) = ∂γs(t)
∂s and D/dt is the covariant derivative along t, while Rµνσ

λ is the space-time

Riemann curvature tensor computed for the metric g = c2dt⊗dt⊕(−gc).30 Let us compute the relative

acceleration of inertial celestial bodies due to the space-time metric g. We simply set J(0) = r ∂
∂xi ,

for some fixed i ∈ {1, · · · ,D}, assuming the observed galaxies are located along the i-th direction of

the local coordinate system (xµ) = (x0 = t, x1, · · · , xD) with γs(0) = (0, · · · , 0, sr, 0, · · · , 0) for some

r = r(0) > 0 and s ∈ [0, 1]. Moreover, upon the Ricci flow (III.3) we have:

Γ0
ij = ζRicij , Γi

0j = Γi
j0 = −ζgimRicmj , Γ0

0i = Γ0
i0 = Γi

00 = Γ0
00 = 0. (IV.11)

However, by assuming the asymptotic Einstein metric gc we have: Ricij ≈ Kgcij . Thus, we obtain:

Γ0
ij = ζKgcij, Γi

0j = Γi
j0 = −ζKδij, Γ0

0i = Γ0
i0 = Γi

00 = Γ0
00 = 0. (IV.12)

Therefore, we compute the relative acceleration as

ar = aµr
∂

∂xµ
= R0i0

µ ∂

∂xµ
= r

{

∂

∂t
Γµ
0i −

∂

∂xi
Γµ
00 + Γµ

0νΓ
ν
i0 − Γµ

iνΓ
ν
00

}

∂

∂xµ
= ζ2K2r

∂

∂xi
, (IV.13)

which is, in fact, equal to:

r̈(t) = H2
∞r(t), (t ≥ 0) (IV.14)

28 In principle, here Λ is itself a field on space-time manifold. Nevertheless, to align the Wiener fractal gravity with
the standard formulation in the literature, we should make an approximation and insert the mean value of Λ in the
Enstein-Hilbert action in (IV.9).

29 See [9] for another entropic interpretation of the cosmological constant via the holographic approach in quantum
gravity.

30 Here the coordinate index µ varies among {0, 1, · · · , D}, where µ = 0 corresponds to the cosmological time t.



for radial distance r(t) and ultimate Hubble’s constant :31

H∞ = ζ|K|. (IV.15)

In principle, (IV.14) has a unique dominating solution in terms of the cosmological time t as

r(t) = r0e
H∞(t−t′), (t ≥ t′) (IV.16)

wherein we assume the initial time t′ to be close enough to the ultimate time for the Ricci flow to

reach the promised Einstein’s metric gc.

These conclusions could be slightly modified via the assumption of (IV.1) for the present age of the

universe t0 and the upcoming future of the cosmological time t > t0. In fact, for this general case, we

consider the two following equations:

∂

∂t
gij(t) = −2ζRicij(t), and Ricij(t) = Kgij(t) + εij(t), (IV.17)

for t ≥ t0 and εij(t)/K ≪ gij(t). We can obtain the metric gij(t) and its inverse gij(t) accordingly:

gij(t) = e−2Kζ(t−t0)
(

gij(t0) + ǫij(t)
)

gij(t) = e2Kζ(t−t0)
(

gij(t0)− ǫij(t)
)

, (IV.18)

wherein

ǫij(t) = −2ζ

∫ t

t0

e2Kζ(t′−t0)εij(t
′)dt′ (IV.19)

and ǫij(t) = gim(t0)ǫmn(t)g
nj(t0). Hence, we readily find:

Γi
0j = Γi

j0 = −ζKδij − ζe2Kζ(t−t0)
(

Aj
0i(t)− ǫim(t)εmj(t)

)

. (IV.20)

for Aj
0i(t) = gjm(t0)εmi(t). Therefore, in this case, we obtain the accurate form of (IV.13) as32

ar = aµr
∂

∂xµ
=

ζ2K2r
∂

∂xi
− ζ2re4Kζ(t−t0)Ai

0k(t)A
k
0j(t)

∂

∂xj
− ζe2Kζ(t−t0)Aj

i (t)r
∂

∂xj
+O(ε3),

(IV.21)

with

Aj
i (t) =

(

ǫim(t)− gim(t0)
)

ε̇mj(t). (IV.22)

The dominating diagonal term of (IV.22) (for εij(t) ≈ ε(t)δij and gij0 ≈ δij) is:

ar = aµr
∂

∂xµ
= r

{

ζ2K2 − ζ2ε2(t)e4Kζ(t−t0) − ζε̇(t)e2Kζ(t−t0)(ǫ(t)− 1)

}

∂

∂xi
, (IV.23)

31 According to Hamilton’s theorem [43] K is considered to be a positive number. However, here we may also consider
negative K to involve Einstein manifolds with negative curvature. We need this generalization in the FLRW metric.
Hence, in (IV.15) we use the absolute value of K.

32 As we see once again the ε-linear term cancels out automatically.



for

ǫ(t) = −2ζ

∫ t

t0

e2Kζ(t′−t0)ε(t′)dt′. (IV.24)

The above calculation leads to a time-dependent Hubble’s parameter H(t) as

H(t) = H∞

√

1− ε2(t)

K2
e4Kζ(t−t0) − ε̇(t)

ζK2
e2Kζ(t−t0)

(

ǫ(t)− 1
)

. (IV.25)

Upon Hamilton’s theorem [43] the integral of (IV.19) is convergent, hence e2Kζ(t−t0)ε(t) must be a

decreasing function. Therefore, the time-dependent function − ε2(t)
K2 e

4Kζ(t−t0) is increasing and ε̇(t) <

−2Kζε(t) < 0. Thus, according to (IV.24) the time-dependent function − ε̇(t)
ζK2e

2Kζ(t−t0)(ǫ(t) − 1) is

increasing too. Set

Ω1(t) = −ε
2(t)

K2
e4Kζ(t−t0) and Ω2(t) = − ε̇(t)

ζK2
e2Kζ(t−t0)

(

ǫ(t)− 1
)

. (IV.26)

Therefore, we gain approximately33

H(t) = H0

√

1 + ∆Ω1(t) + ∆Ω2(t), (IV.27)

for positive functions ∆Ωi(t) = Ωi(t)− Ωi(t0), i = 1, 2, and the Hubble’s constant H0 as

H0 = H∞

√

1 + Ω1(t0) + Ω2(t0). (IV.28)

All in all, we consequently find out the following major results:

a) The universe is expanding radially, hence radial velocities must be observed among extra-galactic

nebulae and the amplitudes of these velocities must be proportional to distances from the fiducial

observer, just as Hubble pointed out in his seminal 1929 paper [56].

b) The acceleration is positive, hence galaxies flee from each other and the universe is inflating

with an increasing rate of 34

ȧ

a
= H0

√

1 + ∆Ω1(t) + ∆Ω2(t), (IV.29)

where a(t) = (1 + z)−1 is the scale factor for observed redshift z.35

c) According to the arguments of the next section for similarities between the second law of

thermodynamics and the Wiener fractal gravity, hereby we conclude that the dark energy (and the

33 We are working in a period of time [t0, T ] in which Ωi(t0)∆Ωj(t) ≪ 1, with t0 ≤ t ≤ T , for i, j = 1, 2.
34 One should note that the inflation of the universe does not geometrically mean that the volume V (t) ofM is increasing

along the Ricci flow. Indeed, according to (III.4) the volume of M for Einstein metric gc changes with the rate of
dV (t)/dt = −ζKDV (t) < 0. Hence, for positive K the volume is decreasing along with the Ricci flow, while practically
the galaxies flee from each other.

35 See [70] as an intersting research which shows that the root-mean-square distance of two density volume terms ω1(t) ≥ 0
and ω2(t) ≥ 0 evolving with the heat (diffusion) equation ∂

∂t
ωi = ∆g(t)ωi, i = 1, 2, is non-increasing along the backward

Ricci flow ∂
∂t
gij = 2Ricij . Indeed, the inverse of this claim via the transformations t→ −t would lead to an expansion

theorem along the Ricci flow for density fields. We regard this conclusion as an entropic force, which obviously includes
the ordinary pressure in thermodynamics. This result, in principle, demonstrates the entropic root of the Ricci flow
in its own turn.



negative pressure due) stems from an entropic/geometric source due to the Ricci flow.36

Indeed, the fundamental geometric assumptions of the Wiener fractal gravity resemble the well-

understood Friedmann-Lamitre-Robertson-Walker solution, where Einstein’s field equation is actually

used to work out the scale factor a(t) of the spatial metric

gijdx
i ⊗ dxj = a2(t)

(

dr ⊗ dr

1− kr2
+ r2

(

dθ ⊗ dθ + sin2 θ dφ⊗ dφ
)

)

(IV.30)

as a function of cosmological time t. This provides more common results between the ΛCDM model

and the background geometric assumptions of the Wiener fractal gravity that includes the separation

of space and time in the space-time continuum and the assumption of the Hamilton-Perelman Ricci

flow for the spatial metric. In fact, for the spatial part of the FLRW solution in reduced-circumference

polar coordinates (IV.30) we readily find: Ricij = −2kgij . Hence, gij in (IV.30) is in its own turn an

Einstein metric that is the promised asymptotic solution gcij of the Ricci flow (for K = −2k):

Ricij = Kgcij. (IV.31)

Thus, upon the above arguments, the FLRW metric would describe the geometric aspects of the

universe in an admissible agreement with the background geometry of the Wiener fractal gravity.

However, if we readily impose the Ricci flow (III.3) on the FLRW metric (IV.30), then we simply

obtain a first order differential equation for the scale factor a(t) as

a(t)ȧ(t) = 2ζka2(t) → ȧ(t) = 2ζka(t) = H∞a(t), (k = 1) (IV.32)

with the immediate solution

a(t) = a0e
H∞(t−t0). (IV.33)

Nevertheless, based on Hamilton’s theorem for 3-manifolds [43], the Einstein metric is the ultimate

solution of the Ricci flow, hence the FLRW metric is indeed an asymptotic solution for the Wiener

fractal gravity. Anyway, when the Ricci flow is employed this asymptotic solution leads to simple

equalities of

ȧ

a
= H∞ and

ä

a
= H2

∞. (IV.34)

Based on (IV.34) the Friedmann equations turn to:

H2
∞ +

kc2

a2
− Λc2

3
=

8πG

3
ρ and H2

∞ +
kc2

3a2
− Λc2

3
= −8πG

3c2
p, (IV.35)

which result in immediate asymptotic solutions;

ρ(t) =
1

8πG

{

3H2
∞ + c2

(

3k

a20
e−2H∞(t−t0) − Λ

)

}

,

p(t) =
c2

8πG

{

c2
(

Λ− k

a20
e−2H∞(t−t0)

)

− 3H2
∞

}

.

(IV.36)

36 See [9, 12] for more discussions about the entropic source of inflation.



Before closing this section we prefer to return to (IV.27) to have a brief look at the Hubble’s

parameter H(t). It is well-known that the Friedmann equation is rewritten in terms of the density

parameters as

H(t) = H0

√

Ωmata−3 +Ωrada−4 +Ωka−2 +ΩΛa−3(1+ω), (IV.37)

wherein Ωmat is the matter density including baryons and the cold dark matter, Ωrad is for radiation

including neutrinos,37 Ωk is due to the curvature, and ΩΛ is the contribution of dark energy with the

equation of the state parameter ω. By imposing the Ricci flow on the Friedmann equations for positive

curvature k (i.e. K < 0 in (IV.31)), one simply reads from (IV.26); ∆Ω1 ∝ ε2a−4 and ∆Ω2 ∝ ε̇a−2.

We should note that the matter (including the cold dark matter) and the radiation contributions are

encoded in ε due to Einstein’s field equation. Therefore, the above argument could be considered as a

theoretical agreement between the ΛCDM model formula (IV.37) and the equation (IV.27) which we

obtained from the fundamental geometric assumptions of the Wiener fractal gravity.

V. DISCUSSION AND REVIEW: RICCI FLOW, THERMODYNAMICS AND GRAVITY

According to Perelman’s seminal paper [75] the Ricci flow is an entropic based differential equation.

In fact, it can be seen that the Ricci flow is the gradient of Perelman’s F-entropy

F(gij(t), f(t)) =

∫

M

(

R+ |∇f |2
)

e−fdΩg(t) (V.1)

via a volume preserving variation of the metric gij(t).
38 However, from the prospects of theoretical

physics, F and its first variation describes the low energy effective action in the string theory, wherein

f is the dilaton field.39 On the other hand, Perelman’s generalized entropy functional, the so-called

Perelman’s W-entropy

W(gij(t), f(t), τ) =
1

(4πτ)n/2

∫

M

(

τ
(

R+ |∇f |2
)

+ f −D
)

e−fdΩg(t), (V.2)

as the fundamental generator of the Ricci flow has a specific interpretation as the entropy of a canonical

ensemble in statistical mechanics [75].40

On the other hand, as we explained above, the Wiener fractal measure is based on the Brownian

motion which is in its own turn subject to an entropic force [72]. All in all, the emergence of the

Einstein-Hilbert action in the genuine formulation of the Wiener fractal gravity as a theory of (semi-

classical) gravity which combines the Hamilton-Perelman Ricci flow and the Brownian motion could be

considered as the theoretical evidence for the entropic source of the gravity effects in nature. In other

words, considering the Ricci flow for the evolution of the space geometry and assuming the Brownian

37 Actually, the radiation has a negligible amplitude [35]. See also [74] as a nice presentation of the issue.
38 This can be proven by employing an appropriate diffeomorphism ϕ : M → M . For more discussion about the

appropriate diffeomorphism see [19] and [46].
39 See for example [78], where the author shows that the generalization of Perelman’s F-entropy to all loop orders

produces the central charge (with an extra minus sign) at the fixed points, which is in full agreement with the general
claim of Zamolodchikov’s c-theorem.

40 Perelman’s W-entropy also describes the RG flow in quantum field theories. See also [64, 65] for more discussions due.



motion of quantum states as a background framework for the dynamics of the quantum fields in

the formulation of Wiener fractal gravity confirm the thermodynamical interpretation of gravity at

quantum levels of nature. Moreover, we should remark that nowadays there is no doubt that classical

(and semi-classical) general relativity is intimately correlated to thermodynamics. In principle, there

are already enough theoretical reasons that bring up thermodynamical interpretations for Einstein’s

theory of gravity.41

Thus, one may speculate that the Wiener fractal gravity has a lot of properties in common with

Verlinde’s entropic gravity [81, 82]. However, there is a profound distinction between these two

approaches to gravitational force. In particular, the entropic source of the Wiener fractal gravity is

due to the evolution of the space geometry via the Ricci flow, regardless of the existence and the

interaction of matter fields on the space-time continuum M, whereas the entropic source of Verlinde’s

theory is solely due to the (quantum) matter fields interactions. Actually, the latter is based on a

combination of Jacobson’s thermodynamical viewpoint to gravity with ’t Hooft’s holographic principle

and interprets gravity as a consequence of the information associated with the positions of material

bodies.

In other words, Verlinde’s theory claims that gravity is not in fact a fundamental interaction, but

an emergent phenomenon. Although this conclusion is confirmed by the Wiener fractal gravity, this

theory secures a fundamental geometric source for the entropic root of gravity. Actually, although the

space metric gij (or the space-time metric gµν) fits with the distribution of matter fields and their

interactions via the semi-classical solution of Einstein’s field equation, its time evolution, which is the

main reason for the emergence of the Einstein-Hilbert action in the Wiener fractal gravity has an

entropic essence due to the Ricci flow. Therefore, despite their seemingly similar interpretations based

on entropic origin, the Wiener fractal gravity in its current formulation is fundamentally different from

Verlinde’s theory of entropic gravity.

However, we may ask: Is the difference between Wiener fractal gravity and Verlinde’s theory really

fundamental? In fact, one may enquire what is meant by the second law of thermodynamics for the

geometry of space and not physical matter fields. It must be emphasized that in our formulations

the second law of thermodynamics is, in fact, a geometric equation describing the law just as pointed

out by Perelmean [75] rather than a physical law for interacting matters. The distinction between

Wiener fractal gravity and Verlinde’s gravity stems actually from this discrepancy. However, we are

not aware of the physical reason for the emergence of the geometric equation of the Ricci flow, if any,

but if we could find a consistent theoretical correlation between the matter fields interactions and the

Ricci flow (or Perelman’s F- or W- entropy), then the Wiener fractal gravity could be identified with

the Verlinde’s theory of gravity.42

41 The correlation between thermodynamics and general relativity was first put forward by Bekenstein and Hawking via
studying the black hole entropy in the early years of the 1970s [2, 48]. See [60, 73, 83] and the references therein for
more recent discussions.

42 Here, we must insist that the Wiener fractal gravity is inherently a non-local formulation of gravitation and this can be
regarded as a fundamental distinction between our formulations and any local theory of gravity. Actually, almost the
whole strategies we employed above were aimed to work out the Einstein-Hilbert action in the Wiener fractal measure
as a local formulation. For instance, Approximation I helped us to derive a local formulation of the Jacobian terms
by restricting the trace of the Ricci transformations Fis in (III.10) to the lowest eigenvalue of the Laplacian. As we
will show in [80], this is the main idea to obtain the same result for Yang-Mills fields in the presence of gravity.



Any way, based on the current formulation of Wiener fractal gravity, the emergence of the Einstein-

Hilbert action is a mere consequence of evolving the geometric structure on M and has nothing to do

with the quantum field theory (i.e. the interaction terms and their low and high energy scenarios)

involved in the space-time continuum M. The only fundamental law that we imposed on the Wiener

process of the Brownian motion of quantum states was the Ricci flow of the universe geometry.

Therefore, as we emphasized above, one may conclude that the second law of thermodynamics (in its

geometric formulation) is a fundamental law of nature, either more fundamental than gravitation or

coming from the same basic source together with gravity, i.e, the source of the Ricci flow itself.

Moreover, including squared terms of time derivation, the Wiener fractal measure is essentially

symmetric with respect to time-reversal transformation t → −t, but, however, imposed for evolving

the geometry of the background manifold M , the Ricci flow is, in fact, asymmetric versus reversing

the time direction. Hence, Hamilton-Perelman Ricci flow is the only time’s arrow-dependent equation

(i.e. an entropic source) that is included in the geometric foundations of the Wiener fractal gravity.

Therefore, one may readily regard the Ricci flow of the cosmos geometry as an immediate aspect of

the second law of thermodynamics. This argument and what we worked out in section III also show

that gravity, despite its theoretical appearance, which is time-reversal, is inherently derived from a

time-asymmetric equation.

The stochastic base of the Wiener fractal gravity puts forward the idea of the existence of an

intimate correlation between our path-integral formulation of general relativity and the theory of

stochastic gravity [54, 55]. In fact, stochastic gravity is based on the same foundations as the Wiener

fractal gravity. Actually, in stochastic gravity, the semi-classical solutions are effectively modified

by including background noise from quantum fields via the Langevin equation. For instance, the

familiar moving charge quantum field system in the framework of stochastic gravity leads to the so-

called Abraham-Lorentz-Dirac-Langevine equation (a generalized version of the ALD equation) which

describes the stochastic dynamics of the moving charge within a correct and pathology-free setting

[55].

Historically, stochastic (semi-classical) gravity commenced in the 1990s as the third step of a

theoretical evolution of quantum gravity which its two first development stages were quantum field

theory in curved spacetime (accomplished in the 1970s) and semi-classical gravity (established in the

1980s). Actually, the best introduction to stochastic gravity is found in [55] where the authors explain:

”While semi-classical gravity is based on the semi-classical Einstein equation with the source given by

the expectation value of the stress-energy tensor of quantum fields, stochastic semi-classical gravity

includes also its fluctuations in a new stochastic semi-classical Einstein-Langevin equation. If the

centerpiece of semi-classical gravity is the vacuum expectation value of the stress-energy tensor of

a quantum field, the centerpiece in stochastic semi-classical gravity is the symmetrized stress-energy

bi-tensor and its expectation value known as the noise kernel. The mathematical properties of this

quantity, its physical contents in relation to the behavior of fluctuations of quantum fields in curved

spacetimes, and their backreaction in the spacetime dynamics engendering induced metric fluctuations

are the main focus of this theory.”

Indeed, stochastic gravity could be simply regarded as a rigorous mathematical technique to work

out the solution of the semi-classical Einstein’s field equation that is extracted from the localized (i.e

approximated) version of the genuine formula of Wiener fractal gravity. In fact, as we established



above, according to the original formulation of the Wiener fractal measure with the dynamics of

the space geometry due to the Ricci flow, both the quantum field fluctuations and the gravitational

features are basically non-local effects, admitting no definite Lagrangian density in a genuine path-

integral formulation of the Wiener fractal gravity. However, as we showed in section III, an explicit

action formula for the quantum field theory on a curved space-time continuum could be extracted at

the first approximation of the Wiener fractal gravity. In other words, stochastic gravity is in principle

one of the best-understood frameworks to work out the solutions of the approximated version of the

Wiener fractal gravity described in (III.23).

The substantial distinguishing between space and time dimensions and considering the space-time

continuum as a product manifold M = [−T, T ] × M (or considering the space manifolds as the

foliation leaves of M), may also resemble the main ideas of Horava-Lifshitz gravity [52]. In other

words, the separation of space and time dimensions, hence breaking the background local Lorentz

symmetry in its general formulation is presupposed in both Horava-Lifshitz and the Wiener fractal

gravity. In principle, in both theories, we witness the violation of the substantial symmetry between

spacial dimensions and time at high energy levels. This symmetry-breaking is fundamental in both

theories of gravity and could not be removed at all.43

However, we should stress that this similarity only includes a part of fundamental viewpoints in

the Wiener fractal gravity. In fact, there is a vast distinction between Horava’s theory and the Wiener

fractal gravity in their basic theoretical strategies and the mathematics of the formulation; The Wiener

fractal gravity extracts the Einstein-Hilbert action as an approximate consequence of the Ricci flow,

but it is fundamentally supposed in the Horava-Lifshitz gravity. In addition, the former includes

non-local terms at high energy levels, but the latter is a local theory. Apart from all these differences,

the Wiener fractal gravity is a semi-classical theory and does not contain quantum fluctuations of the

metric components in its present form, while the Horava-Lifshitz gravity is essentially a theory for

quantum gravity.

Actually, Horava’s theory respects some significant admitted properties for quantum field theory

such as the necessity for the Lagrangian density to only consist of local terms and to maintain the

renormalizability of the theory by power-counting at the Lifshitz point z = 3, but the Wiener fractal

gravity is a highly non-local theory at high energy levels which does not even admit a definite form

of the Lagrangian density in its original expression. Although both try to achieve a consistent theory

of (quantum) gravity within the path-integral formulation and also both address the breaking of

the (local) Lorentz symmetry and general diffeomorphism invariance of the theory, Horava’s strategy

to overcome the renormalizability problem is somehow active. He breaks the Lorentz invariance

(and diffeomorphism invariance) by hand, puts forward the fixed Lifshitz point z = 3 according

to some evidence coming from condensed matter, and introduces and incorporates some foliation-

preserving diffeomorphism invariant terms for bringing gravity into the quantum field theory in some

renormalizable manner.

On the other hand, in Wiener fractal gravity we behave as passive. We do not impose any preferred

geometric structure (such as some definite symmetries) and theoretical/geometric constraints into

43 Even modified versions of Horava-Lifshitz gravity give rise to dynamical mechanisms for breaking the Lorentz symmetry
in the UV contribution at quantum levels. See for example [11, 15].



the theory except the Ricci flow. We also assume that the quantum field propagation along time is

fundamentally a stochastic process that is partly subject to the fractal structure of the field and partly

to some dominating entropic force due to the Ricci flow. Therefore, the most geometric structures

and theoretical constraints of the theory emerge naturally from the essential properties of the Wiener

Brownian process and the entropic effect of the Ricci flow. In fact, the theory basically respects

Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle of quantum mechanics (due to its intrinsic stochastic property) and

is fundamentally entropic (i.e. breaks the time-reversal symmetry).

Furthermore, in the Wiener fractal gravity, we surprisingly showed that the source of gravity

is intrinsically different from that of the three fundamental forces of nature which have been already

formulated in the Standard Model, i.e. the electromagnetic and the weak and the strong nuclear forces.

Thus, the viewpoint of the Wiener fractal gravity to quantum interactions of nature may resolve or

interpret the question of: ”Why we cannot unify gravity with other fundamental forces of nature?”

Indeed, based on the current formulation of Wiener fractal gravity and upon what we have done above

the answer is: Because the quantum fundamental forces of nature stem from Brownian propagation

of fractal quantum fields along time, whereas gravity is basically rooted in entropic evolution of the

geometry of the universe. Obviously, they address two fiercely distinct scales of nature, as we expected

before.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In this paper, we established a well-defined path-integral formulation for quantum field theory in

the presence of gravity by employing three basic theoretical/mathematical mechanisms:

a) The asymptotic properties of Fourier-Laplace coefficients of the Weierstrass-like fractal functions

via the fractal norm on closed Riemannian manifolds.

b) The Wiener stochastic process for Brownian motion of quantum states on a closed Riemannian

manifold by employing the Wiener fractal measure.

c) The entropic-based Hamilton-Perelman Ricci flow of the Riemannian metric on a closed

Riemannian manifold.

We proved that the stochastic process of Brownian motion of quantum states on a closed Riemannian

manifold with dynamical geometry due to the Ricci flow causes the emergence of the Einstein-Hilbert

action in the path-integral formulation of the corresponding quantum field theory on the curved space-

time continuum within a generalized well-defined Wiener probability measure. The resulting theory,

the so-called Wiener fractal gravity, could be regarded as a fundamental formulation of quantum field

theory in the presence of semi-classical gravity. We also established that the emergence of the Einstein-

Hilbert Lagrangian density has nothing to do with the background interactions of the quantum field

theory and has a merely entropic source due to the Ricci flow.

We discussed the different sources of gravity and the other fundamental forces of nature based on

the mentioned stochastic framework on dynamical Riemannian manifolds. Also, by computing the

coupling constant of the Einstein-Hilbert action we interpreted the hierarchy problem in terms of the

background geometric structure of the Ricci flow. Then, we worked out the cosmological constant



according to Hamilton’s theorem for 3-manifolds and showed that in D = 3 dimensions this constant

is positive and extremely small. We also argued that in the Wiener fractal gravity the cosmological

constant is a pure entropic/geometric term and is allegedly independent of the zero-point energy of

the involved quantum field theories.

The correlation of the solutions of the corresponding Ricci flow and the achievements of the ΛCDM

Model was discussed and we found some specific similarities to the FLRW metric and its cosmological

features. Hubble’s law and the acceleration of the universe expansion were worked out due to the Ricci

flow and it was argued that the dark energy (hence the inflation) has an entropic source. Afterward, we

compared our achievements with three important theories of gravity; 1) Verlinde’s entropic gravity, 2)

Stochastic gravity, and 3) Horava-Lifshitz gravity. We found both basic similarities and fundamental

differences between these theories and the Wiener fractal gravity.

Based upon the above results, we are optimistic that the above formulation could pave the way to

produce a well-defined framework of quantum gravity. Indeed, within the present form of the Wiener

fractal gravity, the gravitational fields have no quantum (fractal) fluctuations, and their physical effects

in Einstein’s field equation are regarded in terms of the expectation values of the involved quantum

fields via a semi-classical viewpoint. Actually, to obtain a well-defined theory of quantum gravity

within the framework of Wiener fractal gravity one should first consider the Brownian motion of the

metric via some fractal norm for positive-definite symmetric (0, 2)-tensor fields on M . Then, one has

to localize the non-local fluctuations of the metric appearing in the formulation. This strategy, as we

have shown in [80], will give rise to the appearance of some specific numbers of Grassmannian spinor

fields, hence causing the emergence of fermionic Majorana quantum fields accompanying the bosonic

gravitational fields within the genuine formulation of the Wiener path-integral. The approach faces

a number of theoretical problems due to the fractality of the gravitational fields and the correspond-

ing Laplacian operator but it could be regarded as a possible procedure to produce a path-integral

formulation of supergravity in terms of a Wiener fractal probability measure.
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