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Abstract

To understand the fabric of spacetime we can search for inspiration in Wheeler’s layman's
analogy of the Quantum foam using an ocean surface observed from an aeroplane at different
heights. From a 3+1 spacetime perspective, the ocean surface represents the hypersurfaces of
spacetime at different times. Therefore, the ocean surface observed from a great height, when
it appears smooth, homogenous, isotropic and flat is like looking at the current universe.
When we get closer and see the waves, then we are moving backwards in time, and when we
start to see waves breaking and coarse foam-like structures emerge, then we are at the
boundary of the Planck scale. This foamy structure is called the Quantum foam and to
understand it - would it then not make sense to create a model that mimics Wheeler’s
analogy?

Here a 3+1 Quantum foam model is constructed with a dynamical shift vector. The shift
vector is a fundamental solution to a linearized wave equation. The existence of a sequence of
smooth and compactly supported shift vectors that converge to the fundamental solution as
distributions is used to define a Planck scale 3+1 Quantum foam as the formal limit of a
sequence of 3+1 smooth spacetimes, each with a smooth and compactly supported shift
vector.

Using basic topology and the existence of a partition of unity of test functions it is shown that
a ‘sum of sets’ Quantum foam spacetime can be constructed by glueing together the sequence
of smooth spacetimes.

It is proved that such Quantum foam spacetime necessarily has an inflation period.
It is shown, no matter how volatile the extrinsic curvature is in an early universe, that it will
be smeared as time goes on. This might provide support to Carlip’s view of an absorbed and

nearly invisible cosmological constant.

Keywords: Quantum foam, 3+1 spacetime, dynamic shift vector, cosmology, inflation, initial
data set gluing, cosmological constant
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Introduction

The standard cosmology models for the observable
universe presented in undergraduate or graduate textbooks on
General Relativity or Quantum Fields in Curved Spacetime
are homogeneous and isotropic solutions to Einstein’s field
equations, see e.g. [1],[2] or [3]. These are models where
spacetime is foliated by a one-parameter family of
hypersurfaces such that for each instant of time and for any
two points on the corresponding hypersurface there exist an
isometry of the metric field such that the points are
indistinguishable. Moreover, the property that the universe is
isotropic is a statement about rotational symmetry in the
hypersurfaces for the timelike observers whose tangents
necessarily —are orthogonal to each hypersurface.
Furthermore, the flow of time in any such model is
decomposed by a lapse function and shift vector that are not
considered dynamical since the view is that they only
provide information about the global time evolution and the
shift of the space coordinates between neighbouring
hypersurfaces in the foliated spacetime.

But is it really possible that the universe remains
homogeneous and isotropic as we trace time backwards into
the high frequency epoch of the early universe? Is it not more
likely that the early universe would be aligned with
Wheeler’s Quantum foam and its “wiggly business” [4]?

To understand the meaning of this question, let us use
Wheeler’s ocean surface analogy [4]. In this analogy the
ocean surface is observed from an aeroplane but at different
heights. An interpretation of this, from the perspective of a
3+1 cosmological model, is that the ocean, when seen from
different heights, represents hypersurfaces at different times
in the foliated universe. Therefore, the ocean surface seen
from a great height when it appears smooth, flat and
homogenous is like looking at the current hypersurface in our
universe. When we get closer to the ocean and see the waves
then we are moving backwards in time, and as we move even
further closer and start to see waves breaking and a wiggly
and coarse foam like structure, then we are getting closer to
the physics at the Planck scale and the beginning of time. It
is this foamy structure that is called the Quantum foam and
to understand it - would it then not make sense to create a
model that mimics Wheeler’s analogy?

Here this is attempted using a 3+1 spacetime with a
dynamic shift vector. The shift vector is taken to be a
fundamental solution to the linearized wave equation that is
zero at the beginning of time with a particle velocity that
equals the Dirac measure. The existence of a sequence of
smooth and compactly supported shift vector fields that
converge as distributions to a fundamental solution of the
linearized wave equation and hence a distribution in the

hypersurfaces suggests that the Quantum foam spacetime at
the Planck scale should be defined as a 3+1 spacetime that is
the formal limit of a sequence of spacetimes. Here each
spacetime in the sequence is a 3+1 spacetime with a smooth
and compactly supported test shift vector from the sequence
of smooth and compactly supported shift vector fields.

This definition is motivated by two reasons besides that
the ‘kinematics’ of a shift vector field that is a distribution
should be sufficient to generate the coarse and wiggly foam-
like structure in the hypersurfaces. The first reason, that has
been mentioned but is repeated here, is the basic result from
distribution theory; that for a given distribution there exists a
sequence of compactly supported test functions such that the
sequence converges to the given distribution as distributions.
Therefore, a class of smooth spacetimes can be defined
where each class element is a 3+1 spacetime with a shift
vector field from the corresponding element in the sequence
of compactly supported shift vector fields that converge to
the fundamental solution. Consequently, there exists, at least
formally, a good motivation for a Planck scale definition of a
Quantum foam as a limit of a sequence of smooth spacetimes
where the limit is in the sense of distributions.

Each class member is also a spacetime with a constant
propagation phase number. This leads us to the second
reason, that each class member represents a given period in
time and thus an epoch of the universe. In conjunction with
this and since each class member in the sequence of
spacetimes is a globally hyperbolic smooth 3+1 spacetime,
then it is reasonable that the class can be said to be a single
globally hyperbolic spacetime in some well-defined
meaning, provided that we can use some ‘initial data
engineering procedure’ to glue together each class member to
a single spacetime. It will be shown that this is possible and
hence that a spacetime that is a ‘sum of sets’ can be
constructed by glueing together the topological spaces in the
sequence by forming a cover and use the existence of
partition of unity in test functions to extend the shift vector
field to the cover with a support that essentially is the sum of
supports for each shift vector field in the sequence.

It should here be mentioned that there exists a well-
defined theoretical framework for glueing initial data sets in
General Relativity developed by Chrusiel, Pollack and
Isenberg [5]. However, here their framework is not used.
Instead, the methodology outlined above where basic
topology and the theory for test functions is applied to do the
engineering of a representation of a 3+1 Quantum foam
based cosmology.

With this ‘set of sums’ Quantum foam cosmology in
place, it will be shown that it necessarily has an inflation
period. It will also be shown that even if the spacetime in a
neighbourhood of the Planck scale exhibits volatile extrinsic
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curvature, will it be smeared out as the universe becomes
homogeneous, isotropic and flat as time goes on.

These are two interesting ‘observations’ since the first
provides a path forward to a generic and ad-hoc free
resolution to the horizon problem while the latter a resolution
to the problem with the prediction of a cosmological constant
that is some 120 orders of magnitude too large at the Planck
scale to be aligned with the currently observed accelerating
universe [6]. The latter is also similar to the one proposed by
Carlip [7]. That is, if the universe is really a ‘set of sums’ of
smooth 3+1 proxy spacetimes that are glued together
continuously, in the sense of initial data sets, then it provides
for a mechanism where the Planck scale cosmological
constant gets absorbed as time goes on.

Before we close this section we need to address “the
elephant in the room” namely that the class of spacetimes
converges to a linear distribution and hence that the metric
field that is depending on such a shift vector is inconsistent
with Einstein’s field equations. Or to put it precisely, the
existence of a smooth sequence that converges to the
fundamental solution as distributions is restricted to a linear
theory but General relativity is inherently a non-linear theory
where the curvature requires the connection to have a weak
derivative and also to be locally square integrable [8]. To
handle this we would perhaps be forced to use a non-linear
distribution theory based on e.g. Colombeau algebra, see e.g.
[8].

However, and this is a crucial remark, the manifold of the
spacetime is countable; it then follows that every coordinate
system has measure zero. This measure zero can thus be
given an observer-independent notion in the manifold.
Moreover, the universe is essentially the measure zero at the
beginning of time. Expressed slightly differently; the sum of
volumes of the open cubes that the image of any local
coordinate system is a subset of can be made arbitrarily small
and this is the measure zero. Practically this means that the
less than Planck scale universe can be viewed as the measure
zero set and hence a set with zero support. Perhaps and
somewhat remarkable, this signifies that the potential
problem of having a metric field where the shift vector in the
limit is a distribution likely is not a problem since the limit
has support zero and is not directly (and simultaneously)
measurable but we should still be able to measure the
‘immeasurable’ with a smooth sequence of spacetimes. This
also captures the essence of applied distribution theory. That
is, to measure any physical quantity we must necessarily use
a class of measurement devices where each class member has
a well-defined size and hence non-zero support. In
consequence, since any measurement device occupies a non-
zero volume element it follows that any measurement
necessarily is a functional (average) over the volume
element. Particularly, and in the context of the Quantum

foam, no other choice exists than using test functions to
understand the Planck scale Quantum foam ‘hidden’ in the
measure zero set and the later evolution of the universe as
time goes on.

It should be mentioned that there is an ongoing change in
the perception that the lapse function and the shift vector in
the 3+1 spacetimes should not be considered dynamical. In
fact, there exist a growing number of studies e.g. work on
binary black evolution and merger, see [9], [10] or [11] for
models and a summary of models where the view is that the
shift vector is dynamical. Also, I am working on a semi-
classical analysis for a massless scalar field on an explicit
class of spacetimes with a dynamic shift vector field [12].

Finally, this work is concluded with a short summary and
discussion.

Constructing a Quantum foam Cosmology - measuring the
immeasurable

In this section the construction of the Quantum foam
cosmology is presented. Informally, a Planck scale Quantum
foam cosmology is a 3+1 spacetime with a linear shift vector
field that is a fundamental solution to the linearized wave
equation and hence a distribution on the hypersurfaces such
that it is zero at the beginning of time and with a Quantum
foam particle velocity that equals the Dirac measure.

To be more precise, any given linear distribution can be
approximated by a sequence of smooth and compactly
supported test functions that converge to the distribution as
distributions. Thus, if a vector field is a fundamental solution
to the linearized wave equation then the solution is the
convergence limit of a sequence of smooth and compactly
supported vector fields. It then suggests, that a Planck scale
Quantum foam spacetime with a dynamic shift vector that is
a fundamental solution to the linearized wave equation can
be defined as a 3+1 spacetime that is the formal limit of a
sequence of smooth 3+1 spacetimes, each with a metric field
that depends on a smooth and compactly supported shift
vector field that is a solution to the linearized wave equation.

This is the definition that will be applied here. It is also
shown directly, and as an example of initial data engineering,
that a ‘sum of sets’ cosmology can be constructed from the
sequence of spacetimes. Given this it will be proved that
such a cosmology is an inflation model.

Finally, it is shown that even if the Quantum foam in a
neighbourhood of the Planck region has a highly volatile
extrinsic curvature it will be smeared as time goes on.

Before | start the construction of the model let us recall
some basic preliminaries from topology, differential
geometry and distribution theory that will be needed in the
construction. Here I will follow standard texts on General
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Relativity and distribution theory in [1], [2], [3] and [13] and
[14].

To start, any manifold M in a spacetime, that is a pair
(M, g) where g is a metric field on M, is a 4-dimensional
Hausdorff topological space with a C* structure. This means
that M is covered by countable basis {0;} (that generates the
topology) and that for each point p € M in the countable
basis there exists a neighbourhood of p that is homeomorphic
to some open set in R*. That is, for each open subset 0; in
the cover there exists a homeomorphism

k;:0; > U; c R* @
where U; is open in R*. Moreover, if the intersection of any
two homeomorphisms k; and k; is not empty then the
transformation between k; and x; is homeomorphic and
infinitely  and continuously differentiable. The
homeomorphism is interchangeable in the literature called a
chart or local coordinate system, see e.g., [2], [14]. Here the
homeomorphism will be called a local coordinate system.

The 3+1 spacetime model that will be used throughout the
article is a globally hyperbolic spacetime that hence can be
sliced or foliated by a one-parameter family of
hypersurfaces. Recall that a hypersurface in a manifold M is
the image X = ¢(£) of a homeomorphic embedding
¢: 2 — M where £ is a 3-dimensional manifold, see e.g. [1],
[2] or [11].

Thus the topology of the manifold M is R x X where X is
any Cauchy surface. In more details, since a globally
hyperbolic spacetime is causally stable, meaning that no
closed time-like curves exists, there exist a regular function
f:M — R such that each level surface of constant f is a
Cauchy surface:

So={peM:f(p) =1t} 2)
This generates a one-parameter family of Cauchy surfaces as
time t goes on. Therefore,

M = Uter 2t 3)
This notation will be abused and for the union we will
instead write

2t = Ueer 2t 4)

Now let us endow the manifold M with a structure of
distributions by making use of the local coordinate systems
and convolution as follows. For each coordinate system
K;: 0; = U; let C5°(U;) be the set of infinitely differentiable
compactly supported test functions compactly supported on
U;. This space is denoted D(U;) going forward. If for each
such coordinate system x; we have a local distribution w,; €
D'(U;) such that
Uy, = (i © G * ®)

in

then we say that uy,is a distribution u; in 0; © M. The set of
all such distributions is denoted D'(M).

Next, we will make use of the notion of 'cut-off functions’
from distribution theory as they are defined implicitly in
Theorem 1 below:

Theorem 1 If U is in an open set in R™ and K is a compact
subset of U then there exists a compactly supported positive
cut-off test function ¢ in U such that 0 < ¢ <1 and where
¢ =1 in a neighbourhood of K. For a proof see [13] or
theorem 1.4.1 in [14].

This theorem can be used to prove that a test function with
compact support on a union of open sets can be written as a
sum of test functions, each with support in the open sets of
the union. Moreover, this and the cut-off test functions prove
that a partition of unity exists, for proofs of these statements
see [13].

The following theorem will turn out to be crucial in the
construction of the proxy for the Quantum foam Cosmology:

Theorem 2 For any distribution u € D'(U), there exists a
sequence of {¢,} of test functions in D(U) such that ¢, = u
as distributions. See theorem 2.2.1 in [13] or 4.1.5 in [14] for
a proof.

We are now ready to construct a 3+1 Quantum foam
cosmology with a dynamical shift vector field and will start
with the notion of a Quantum foam shift vector field.

Definition 1 Quantum foam shift vector field g
Let B be shift vector on any hypersurface X, with
components B¢ where i = 1,2,3 with 8¢ € D'(Z,) for each i
and such that each B° is a fundamental solution to the
linearized wave equation on X;. That is

AR — =02 =0 )
with the initial conditions B(x,0) = 0 and 3.8(x,t)|i=¢ =
6(x), x € X, and where N is the lapse function. Then g is
said to be a Quantum foam shift vector field.

Remark 1:
In local Cartesian coordinates is (7) expressed as
2B | 9%Bi | *Bi _ 1 9%B . _
2 Va2 T oz “wi o2 L =0V ®)

Furthermore and to reinforce, with a fundamental solution to
the linearized wave equation we mean any distribution 8 on
any hyper surface X, that is parametrized by time and is a
solution to the linearized wave equation (7). The
linearization of the wave equation is clearly an
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approximation but required to avoid any problems having
products of distributions that are not well-defined.

Example 1 Opposite Moving Heaviside disturbances
In one dimension we have that a fundamental solution is

Bt,x) = S(H(x +1t) — H((x - 1) 9)
with N = 1 and where H is the Heaviside function. Clearly
B0, x) =0 (10)

and since the derivative of the Heaviside function is a Dirac
measure
0:B(t, X)|e=0 = 6(x) (11)

Given the Quantum foam shift vector field then there exist a
smooth and a compactly supported sequence of shift vector
fields that converge as distributions to the Quantum foam
shift vector, see theorem 2. This sequence will now be
introduced.

Definition 2 Smooth Quantum foam shift vector field g,
Let {f,} be a sequence of compactly supported vector fields
Br € D(2) where k € N such that 8, = (BL, B BZ) is a
smooth solution to the linearized wave equation (7)

ABy — ;—ﬁaz e =0 (12)

If the sequence converge as distributions to the Quantum
foam vector field g in definition 1 then it is said to be a
sequence of Quantum foam shift vector fields and an element
By is said to be a smooth Quantum foam shift vector field
with a lapse N, and a propagation phase number k.

Example 2 The logistic representation

In 1+1 dimension we have that one representation of a
Quantum foam shift vector field sequence can be constructed
from a sigmoid with suitable support:

Br(x,t) = %(tanh(vk (x + 1)) — tanh(v,(x —t))) (13)
v = kv (14)
where v, is the indexed frequency and v is said to be the
background frequency.

Remark 2:
Here it is worthwhile to notice the resemblance of the shift
vector in (13) with Alcubierre’s warp drive shift vector [8].

Furthermore, to get some insight into the indexed
frequency, v, in (14),

v = kv,

we introduce a regular function K;: X; » R and choose a
coordinate system k. Then a local level surface for each
hypersurface X, can be defined using the map

K, =K, ox™! (15)
Hence, in local coordinates we have
K. (t,x) = C; (16)

where C; is the height at a given time t. Consequently we
have the local level surface

loc(Zy) =K~1(C) a7
To continue for a period dt/k when the shift has completed a
period, then the height C, has decreased with one unit and as
a plane wave approximation we define the indexed frequency
by

vy = 0K = k/dt = kv (18)
where

v=1/dt
is said to be the background frequency.

(19)

Next, the class of smooth Quantum foam spacetimes is given
by definition 3.

Definition 3 Class of smooth Quantum foam Cosmologies
Let {B} be a sequence of Quantum foam shift vector field
and {gp, } a sequence of metric fields such that

9p, = —NZdt? +n;;(dx" + Bpdt)(dx’ + Bldt) (20)
n = diag(1,1,1) (21)
Ne=q1, k2 =k} + k3 +k3, ki ko ks €N (22)
where N, is the lapse function. Then the sequence
{(Ze. 950} (23)
of smooth 3+1 spacetimes is said to be a class of smooth
Quantum foam cosmologies and an element (X, , gg, ) is said

to be an Quantum foam Cosmology with a propagation phase
number k.

Remark 3:

Here any expansion factor or scale factor a as a function of
the global time has been left out from the metric field. Also,
any discussion about the initial hypersurface has been
deliberately left out until definition 4 below has been given.

Example 3 A 1+1 toy Heaviside Universe

In 1+1 dimension we can use the sigmoid sequence {Blk} in
Example 2 to construct a Quantum foam spacetime with an
early inflation period but that becomes flat as time goes on:

g = — 7 dt? + (dx + Brdt) (dx + pide) (24)
where

ﬂlk(x, t) = %(tanh(vk(x +t)) — tanh(v,(x — t)))

(25)
v =kv,k €N (26)
We are now ready for the definition of a 3+1 Quantum
foam cosmology at the Planck scale and hence to provide
meaning to the notion of the initial hypersurface.

Definition 4 Planck scale 3+1 Quantum foam spacetime

Given the class of Quantum foam spacetimes, then we
define an initial Planck scale Quantum foam spacetime as the
formal limit


https://docs.google.com/document/u/0/d/10FUstHM8LyI1srSNsGXBTd6LCuaCX1WoPqrm5IHcNcw/edit
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Cogp) = ;fllﬁi 1k 98) (27) e>0

Remark 4: since if we take

. ’ . . g1/4 el/4
It |s_ important here to notice t_hat there do exist man_y aj = xij — W'bﬁ =Xij + e (34)
possible classes of smooth spacetimes that converge to this o5
initial hypersu_rfa_ce and metric f|elq. In terms of Vol(C) = £ < ¢ (35)
measurement this is a statement of the existence of different 2

measurement devices that can be used to measure a physical
quantity. Nevertheless, observations in our current universe
should uniquely determine a class of spacetimes that fits the
observations.

Remark 5:

In definition 4 it is not a requirement that the metric field
should satisfy the nonlinear field equations of General
relativity even if every single member of the sequence will,
since the limit is the measure zero. However, the notion of
measure zero on a manifold needs to be given a precise
meaning and it needs to be shown that it is observer
independent for this statement to make sense. Thus let us use
the standard definition of measure zero on a manifold and
show that it is observer independent.

Definition 5 Measure zero on a Hausdorff manifold M with a
C*structure
Let O be a subset of M then O is said to be a measure zero in
M if for any local coordinate system

K;: 0; = U;
the image of O n O, is a measure zero in U;.

(28)

The following result should be a standard (graduate) result,
but will be proved here for clarity.

Theorem 3 Let M be a countable Hausdorff manifold with a
C* structure then M has a measure zero for any coordinate
system.

Proof
The manifold M is generated by a countable basis {0;}
such that for each 0; a homeomorphism exists in the family
3 = {K;} (29)
of coordinate systems where
k;:0; > U; c R0, c M (30)
To each local coordinate system and hence U; we can define
an open cube, C;;, using an open interval (a;;, b;;) where j is
an index for the interval. That is
Cij = (ayj, bj) X (aij, bij) % (ayj, bij) % (ay, by;) (31)
and form a union of cubes so that,

Ui C CL' = U;ozlcij (32)
The volume of this can be made arbitrarily small,
Vol(C;) = X7=1(bij — aij)(bi; — a;;) (b —
a;;)(byj —a;j) <¢ (33)

for every

Thus for each local coordinate system k; there is a measure
zero (in M) that is observer independent.

From an ‘engineering perspective’ the universe at scales
less than a cube with sides equal or less than the Planck
length can be identified with measure zero and hence
represent a physical quantity with zero support and as such
necessarily is a distribution that can only be measured by
measurement devices with a well-defined size, that is test
functions. In this context it means a sequence of smooth
Quantum foam spacetimes or for that matter a ‘sum of sets’
spacetime that will be introduced next:

Theorem 4 A globally hyperbolic Quantum foam spacetime
can be constructed by glueing together the elements in the
class of smooth Quantum foam spacetimes
Proof

Each member in the class of smooth Quantum foam
cosmologies in definition 3 is a smooth 3+1 spacetime and
hence globally hyperbolic. Use the sequence to create a
cover. This cover is a countable union of manifolds since the
class is countable. Create a partition of unity in test functions
for the cover that extends the shift vector field to the cover.
This forms a sum of sets in the sense of the support of the
shift vector fields with support in the union. Construct the
metric field from this sum of sets shift vector field with the
lapse function already given. This completes the initial data
engineering

I will now prove that the Quantum foam cosmology
inherently has a period of inflation.

Theorem 5 The Quantum foam cosmology necessarily has
an inflation period

Proof

Let B, be a Quantum foam shift vector field for a
propagation propagation phase number number k then since
By is constructed from cut-off functions (see theorem 1) and
converge as distributions to a linear distribution it follows
that supp(B;) — {0} as k — oo but since S, is smooth and
compactly supported, that is 8, € C*,, there exist a N, € N
such that for all k > N, B, increases from 0 to 1 (or
decreases from 1 to 0) faster than any polynomial. Finally,
this change applied to any scale factor a shows the existence
of an inflation period.
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It will now be proved that the cosmology is homogeneous
and isotropic in the low wavenumber limit

Theorem 6 The Quantum foam cosmology is homogeneous,
isotropic in the propagation phase number limit k; — 1 for
all i.

Proof

This follows immediately from that it is always possible to
choose the shift such that g, - 0 as k; » 1,i = 1,23 and
hence that

1 S , ,
g = iz dt? + ni;(dxt + Bi'de)(dx! + B/ dt) -

_ 1 2 i garj
g= —§dt + n;jdxtdx
Remark 6:
A consequence of this is that independently of whatever
volatility that is exhibited in the extrinsic curvature of the
spacetime and in a neighbourhood of the Planck region, it
follows that the volatility will average out as time goes on.

Discussion

In this final section | will summarise the developed
‘engineering’ framework for the Quantum foam cosmology
that has been introduced. | would also like to take the
opportunity to comment on Carlip’s view of the Quantum
foam in his discussion of whether the cosmological constant
is hidden [7]. Finally, I would also like to point out future
directions of research.

This framework has been truly inspired by the interview
with the late Professor Wheeler [4] and his use of the ocean
surface analogy to describe the Quantum foam. A description
| have interpreted from the perspective of a foliated universe
with the ocean surface as the hypersurfaces. | then concluded
that it would be reasonable to assume that the shift vector,
tangent to the hypersurfaces, should not be an unchanging
and static quantity but rather a dynamic entity with wavelike
properties and not necessarily smooth. If this is true then
assuming that the shift vector is a fundamental solution to the
linearized wave equation is reasonable since not only do we
allow for wigglyness and coarse hypersurfaces but we also
maintain time as a parameter. In this study | have avoided
working directly with this fundamental solution since it is a
distribution with zero support. Instead | have used the
existence of a sequence of well-behaved smooth test
functions that converge to the solution as distributions to
define a class of smooth spacetimes. This means that each
spacetime in the class is a globally hyperbolic spacetime, but
it could well be that these spacetimes will stack up and
generate a Cauchy horizon as we move closer to the
beginning of time. But it is not clear if this really is a
problem given the distributional limit and hence that the
Planck scale spacetime will be the measure zero.

To continue, the framework that has been introduced here,
in order to create a model of the Quantum foam, can clearly
be criticised to be coordinate dependent given the explicit
form of the metric field in the definition of the Quantum
foam as the formal limit of the class of smooth spacetimes.
Nevertheless, the classic theorem that any globally
hyperbolic spacetime can be foliated by the hyper surfaces of
a regular function with a height that is the time, see e.g. [2]
for a proof, suggests that the model as such is not void of
observable physics. Or to express it slightly differently -
even if a choice of coordinates may lead straight into the
abyss if we are not careful, we can still make sense of results
in coordinates if we choose to interpret the result in the
frames that shares some property e.g. that the frequency is
very high as we typically do when we construct and interpret
the frequency four vector (wave vector) that is the derivative
of a scalar function in the hypersurfaces parameterized by
time.

Consequently, | believe one needs to be somewhat
cautious with statements of void physics because a selection
of a coordinate system is made. Further to this, we need to
remember that the existence of a measure zero is a coordinate
system independent statement and thus in the convergence
limit of the Planck scale Quantum foam there do not exist
any coordinate system selection problem; particularly the
class of smooth spacetimes presented here should be
perfectly valid approximations to the Quantum foam.

Furthermore, | should mention that since having a
dynamic shift vector that model’s Wheeler’s Quantum foam
where the dynamic shift cause volatile curvature on the
hypersurfaces suggests that Carlip’s high level analysis [7]
that relies on a zero a shift vector most likely is not sufficient
to support a highly volatile cosmological constant at the
Planck scale that is smeared as time goes on. Instead, | would
argue that his model should be changed to allow for a highly
dynamic shift vector that in the beginning and in the
direction of time is represented by a Dirac measure. The
class of spacetimes that approximates the Planck scale
Quantum foam spacetime then provides a resolution to the
dilemma with a cosmological constant that is out of range by
an order of 120 since if the curvature is highly volatile for
phases in the neighbourhood of the Planck scale, it will be
smeared as time goes on and the propagation phase number
goes to zero.

In summary, this work has hence shown that it is possible
to construct a self-consistent Planck scale Quantum foam
cosmology where the metric field is wiggly in the sense that
the linear vector shift field is a fundamental solution to the
linearized wave equation but that linear distribution theory
can be used to create a class of spacetimes and hence a sum
of sets glued spacetime that represent all the different epochs
of the universe. Using this spacetime, it has been proved
from distribution theory that the spacetime has an inflation
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period. It has also been shown that no matter how volatile the
extrinsic curvature is in an early universe, it will be averaged
out as time goes on. Finally, I am working on the analysis for
a quantum field theory for a massless scalar field on an
explicit 3+1 model where the fundamental solution is a time-
scaled Dirac measure. The motivation behind that study is to
understand the effects the volatility has on the scalar field in
relation to regions that would be causally disconnected if it
were not for the inflation mechanism inherent in the
Quantum foam cosmology [12].
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