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Standard general coordinate invariance is extended to general coordinate transformations that
have a negative jacobian. This is possible by introducing a non Riemannian Measure of integration,
which transforms according to the jacobian of the coordinate transformation, not the absolute value
of the jacobian of the coordinate transformation as it is the case with y/—g. This analysis can
be applied to give a framework where in certain scenarios 1). It can give something similar to the
Linde “s Universe multiplication from first principles, Linde assumes that together with the observed
universe there is an additional one with analogous matter and gravity content but with opposite
action. The Linde model also has a (restricted) version of the signed general coordinate invariance .
We consistently formulate the non Riemannian measure theory extension of General Relativity, that
could be related to Linde’s model, although there are some fundamental differences with Linde’s
scenario. like there is here a local formulation. 2). The formalism may also provide a framework for
baby universe creation if one follows the approach proposed by Farhi, Guven and Guven. For both
1) and 2) there is the need of regions of space time with negative measure and it is also of use that
the coordinate space can be mapped in a multivalued fashion to a bigger four dimensional space,
here provided by 4 scalars that define the modified measure.

I. INTRODUCTION

In an interesting paper, Linde formulated a model that claims to resolve the cosmological constant problem [1].
This requires the existence of two universes, each with its own set of coordinates z* and y* containing matter and
gravity components that mirror each other, but with the corresponding actions having opposite signs, as in

2 2

S = [ dtadtyy/ =9l (G- (@) + L) ~ 152 R - L(G) (1)
R(z) is defined in terms of a g, metric, while R(y) is defined in terms of a g,,, metric and where L(x) and L(y) have
exactly the same functional form with respect to their corresponding mirror fields, like for a scalar field ¢(z), there
will be a potential V(¢(z)), same with kinetic terms, etc. that are appearing in L(x) , while in L(y) there will be
corresponding field ¢(y) with a potential V(¢(y)), then in L(y) the metric g,, appears instead of the metric g, then
the theory is obviously invariant under V' — V + constant [1]. . As we will see , we can think of this as having regions
where the measure of integration can change sign, an effect that must take place at the same time as we double the
space time, to realize Linde “s ideas. The model by Linde is however non local, so this is an aspect that is no desirable,
we will explore how models inspired by modified measures (non Riemannian) avoids this.

Another area where our formalism can help is the more complicated process of quantum creation of inflationary
bubbles. In the most popular paradigm for the early universe, it is postulated that the universe suffers a period of
exponential expansion called “inflation” introduced by Guth [2] , Starobinsky [3] , Linde 4] , 5], (see also the books
|6, [7] and references therein). The possibility of a "local” version of inflation, that is an inflationary bubble, was
studied in [8] a process which was later generalized so as to include the quantum creation of such bubbles in [9], for an
alternative treatment of creation of baby universes see [10]. For a popular review on the subject of Baby Universes and
further references see [11] . An outstanding feature of [9] is that in their euclidean tunneling solution there are regions
where the measure defining the volume element must be negative. However this seems hard to understand standard
Riemannian measure y/—g cannot behave in this way, nevertheless [9] gives very good reasons that this should be the
correct behavior of the measure in the euclidean tunneling solution. For other approaches to the quantum creation of
a baby universe see [10].
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Here we will address both Linde “s scenario and the baby universe creation in the framework of the metric indepen-
dent non Riemannian measures, which has been used for the construction of modified gravity theories Refs.|12]-[14]
(see also Refs.|15]-|19]), in some instances we have included the standard measure as well, where the standard Rieman-
nian integration measure might also contain a Weyl-scale symmetry preserving R?-term [14]. Some applications have
been, (i) D = 4-dimensional models of gravity and matter fields containing the new measure of integration appear to
be promising candidates for resolution of the dark energy and dark matter problems, the fifth force problem, and a
natural mechanism for spontaneous breakdown of global Weyl-scale symmetry [12]-[19], (ii) To study in Ref.|20] of
modified supergravity models with an alternative non-Riemannian volume form on the space-time manifold, non sin-
gular emergent models leading to inflation and then decaying into a dark enery and dark matter phase [21)] - [25],(iv)
Gravity-Assisted Emergent Higgs Mechanism in the Post-Inflationary Epoch, [26], (v) To study of reparametrization
invariant theories of extended objects (strings and branes) based on employing of a modified non-Riemannian world-
sheet /world-volume integration measure [27], [28], leads to dynamically induced variable string/brane tension and to
string models of non-abelian confinement, interesting consequences from the modified measures spectrum [29], and
construction of new braneworld scenarios [30], . Modifed Measures Theories have been discussed as effective theories
for causal fermion theories [31].

We will see here how in this framework one can construct a General coordinate invariant which has extended
general coordinate transformations that includes also transformations with a negative jacobian, this is possible by
introducing a non Riemannian Measure of integration, which transforms according to the jacobian of the coordinate
transformation, not the absolute value of the jacobian of the coordinate transformation as it is the case with \/—g.
This analysis can be applied to give a framework for the Farhi, Guven and Guth treatment of the Quantum creation
of a baby Universe, since here the new theory certainly allows for negative measures of integration required by Linde “s
universe multiplication and the Farhi, Guth, Guven tunneling solutions where the measure of integration also can be
negative.

II. LOCAL GENERAL RELATIVITY AND OTHER LOCAL THEORIES THAT USE THE STANDARD
RIEMANNIAN VOLUME ELEMENT ARE NOT INVARIANT UNDER SIGNED GENERAL
COORDINATE TRANSFORMATIONS

The action of GR, and other theories that use the standard Riemannian volume element d*x\/—g is of the form,

S = /d4z\/fgL (2)
where L is a generally coordinate invariant lagrangian. Now notice that under a general coordinate transformation,
d'z — Jd'z
, while
V=g—=J|" V=g

where J is the jacobian of the transformation and | J | is the absolute value of the transformation. Therefore
d*zy/—g — ﬁd‘lx\/—_ , 80 invariance is achieved only for J =| J |, that is if J > 0, that is signed general coordinate
transformations are excluded.

One could argue that when taking the square root of the determinant of the metric one may choose the negative
solution when it suit us, but this would be an arbitrary procedure if no specific rule is given to choose the positive
or the negative root. We choose instead to declare that /—g is always positive and replace it in the measure
by something else whose sign is well defined, as we discuss in the next sections, where we will discuss a possible
realization of the invariance under signed general coordinate transformations in the context of the non local Linde
Universe multiplication model and then in the following section a return to a local theory by the use of the modified
measure formalism.

III. INVARIANCE OF SIGNED GENERAL COORDINATE TRANSFORMATIONS IN THE CONTEXT
OF THE NON LOCAL LINDE UNIVERSE MULTIPLICATION MODEL

The Linde non local model can offer a limited way out to obtain signed general coordinate invariance, so we can
allow general coordinate transformations where the jacobian of the transformation, say in the x space , is negative,
but still we do not consider the possibility that it could change from positive to negative.



Indeed, considering a general coordinate transformation with negative jacobian J all over = space, we then have
that, according to our previous finding, d*z\/—¢g — ﬁd‘lx\/— = —d*z\/—g, that then

S — -5

3

This change in sign in the action can be compensated by an antipodal transformation

¢— ¢

¢— ¢
Guv = Guv

Guv = Guv

This then produces an additional change in sign of the action that compensates the change in sign obtained from
the signed coordinate transformation.

This invariance of a signed general coordinate transformation, combined with the Linde “s antipodal transformation
works as long as the jacobian is uniformly negative over all space.

Also as long as the jacobian is uniformly negative over all space, invariance will be achieved if the same transfor-
mation is performed both in the x and y coordinates

As we will see in the next section, the use of Metric Independent Non-Riemannian Volume-Forms and Volume
elements allows us to resolve this issue with no such restrictions on possible changes of signs of the jacobian of the
coordinate transformation in different regions of space time and without invoking non local actions.

IV. METRIC INDEPENDENT NON-RIEMANNIAN VOLUME-FORMS AND VOLUME ELEMENTS
INVARIANT UNDER SIGNED GENERAL COORDINATE TRANSFORMATIONS

One can define a metric independent measure from a totally anti symmetric tensor gauge field, for example

1
(I)(A) — § Hun/\aﬂAW{)\ 7 (3)

Then , under a general coordinate transformation
B(A) — JID(A)

. . Therefore d*z®(A) — d*xz®(A), so invariance is achieved regardless of the sign of .J.

V. THEORY USING METRIC INDEPENDENT NON-RIEMANNIAN VOLUME-FORMS

First we review our previous papers where we have considered the action of the general form involving two inde-
pendent non-metric integration measure densities generalizing the model analyzed in [22] is given by

O(H)
fg} :

S = /d4x o, (A) [R + L<1>} + /d% ®,(B) [L@) +eR? + (4)

Here the following definitions are used:

e The quantities ®1(A) and $o(B) are two densities and these are independent non-metric volume-forms defined
in terms of field-strengths of two auxiliary 3-index antisymmetric tensor gauge fields

1 VK 1 VK
Py(A) = ggu A0uAuey , ®o(B) = ggﬂ 20, Bux - (5)
The density ®(H) denotes the dual field strength of a third auxiliary 3-index antisymmetric tensor
1 VKA
O(H) = =" 9, Hypy . (6)
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e The scalar curvature R = ¢g"”R,,,(I') and the Ricci tensor R, (I') are defined in the first-order (Palatini)
formalism, in which the affine connection I'”y is a priori independent of the metric g,,. Let us recall that
R + R? gravity within the second order formalism was originally developed in [3].

e The two different Lagrangians L(}?) correspond to two matter field Lagrangians
On the other hand, the variation of @) w.r.t. auxiliary tensors A, Buyx and H,,\ becomes
(H)

u[R+LM] =0, 6H[L(2)+6R2+% =0 , au(@;(%))zo, (7)

whose solutions are

2(B) =2 =const , R+LW = —M; =const , L® +eR?+ % = — My = const . (8)
V=g V=9
Here the parameters M; and My are arbitrary dimensionful and the quantity xo corresponds to an arbitrary dimen-
sionless integration constant.

The resulting theory is called a Two Measure Theory, due to the presence of the Two measures ®1(A) and $o(A).
But for the purpose of this paper this is two general, since we want to restrict to a theory that will give us ordinary
General Relativity, and we want to keep the general coordinate invariance under signed general coordinate invariance.

For obtaining GR dynamics, we can restrict to one measure, so let us take

B1(A) = By(B) = Q

also to make some contact for example with [|9] , where an additional set of four fields is introduced, we express ®
in terms of four scalar fields

1 .
Q= 56“”“6““‘1%%@sobc'?wc@wd 9)

(one has to point out that in the earlier formulations of modified measures theories we used the 4 scalar field repre-
sentation for the measure, see [12] , ) The mapping of the four scalars to the coordinates z# may be topologically non
trivial, as in [9] and this multivaluedness could be of use to obtain Linde s Universe multiplication as well. Finally,
we have to correct the equation

= x2 = const. (10)

for another equation the will be invariant under signed general coordinate invariant transformations, which will be
QQ
(—9)
without loss of generality we define K to be positive. The resulting action that replaces (B is,
O(H
S:/d4xQ[R+L}+/d4xQQ[L}. (12)
(—9)
the density ®(H) remains defined eq. (@) so the integration obtained from the variation of the H gauge field is eq.
() now. The solution of eq. (1) are

=x = K? = const > 0. (11)

= +K. (13)

where the sign in (I3]) will be dynamically determined, as opposed to the Linde scenario, where the negative measure,
associated with the y universe always exists. The non locality in the Linde’s scenario could be replaced by the
introduction of a new set of coordinates in a way such that the ¢, scalars have a relation to the coordinates x to
these scalars may be multi valued, What is no doubt is similar is the existence of positive and negative measures of
integration in both theories. In both cases it is related to signed general coordinate transformation, although in the
Linde model the sign has to be uniform over space time and in the modified measure case this restriction does not
exist, in fact the sign of the jacobian of the transformation can vary from one region of space time to the other in the
non Riemannian measure formulation,

Another possibility for a measure that would transform like the the jacobian of the coordinate transformation, not
the absolute value of the jacobian, would be the determinant of the vierbein. This will detroy however (up to a sign)
the invariance of the theory under signed local Lorentz transformation of the vierbeins. that is Lorentz transformations
with negative determinants, so, it is not a solution, rather we trade one asymmetry for another.



VI. GRAVITATIONAL EQUATIONS OF MOTION

We start by considering the equation that results from the variation of the degrees of freedom that define the
measure (), that is the scalar fields ¢,, these are,

O(H
Agau(R-i-L-i-?QL) =0 14
(—9)
where
1
Ana — §€Muﬁ)\€ab6dau90ban§0ca)\@d (15)

Notice that the determinant of A*% is proportional to 03, so if the measure is not vanishing, the matrix A*® is non
singular and therefore 0,(R+ L + QQ%) =0, so that,

d(H
R+L+ QQH = M = constant (16)
-9

The variation with respect to the metric g*¥, we obtain.

o () _
QR + W) + 9§ ) 0 (17)

solving Q?EZ)) from (I6]) and inserting into (I7)), we obtain,

oL 1
= 59l =0 (18)

1 1
v 5 v a v a ..,
B = 59w R+ Mg + 5205 = 3

which gives exactly the form of Einstein equation with the canonical energy momentum defined from L

0
TF“’ = gHVL — 2@[/ . (19)

The equations of motion of the connection (in the first order formalism) implies that the connection is the Levi
Civita connection. L can describe a scalar field with the potential and the term %M can be interpreted as a shift of
the scalar field potential by a constant or a floating contribution to the cosmological constant- In 9] the tunneling
solution is described by considering another embedding space in addition to the standard z* space, the mapping
between the two set of coordinates is multi valued , so that for each point in the z* space there are many points in
the embedding space. In the modified measure approach to this problem is best to consider the embedding space as
the one defined by the four scalar fields ¢, that define the measure 2 [@). Therefore the most fundamental space is
the ¢, , since only in this space we can formulate the full description and solution of the problem. The calculations
in [9] are consistent with GR, just extended to allow for negative measures of integration, which is exactly what we
have formulated here in the context of a modified measure theory.

One issue that should be addressed is that of the gauge fixing in the ¢, space. Indeed, we notice that the only
thing where these fields appear in the equations of motion is €2, but this quantity is invariant under volume preserving
diffeomorphisms of the fields ¢,, ¢, = ¢, (pa) which satisfy

&Plbl &Plbg &Plbg &Plb4 _
€a1a2a3a4 - 6b1b2b3b4
Opa, 0pay Opa; Opa,

so the study of the best gauge for the ¢, fields for further comparison with the xz* space could be a very important
subject. Of course when we say that the mapping between the ¢, and the z* spaces, we want to exclude multi
valuedness due to volume preserving diffeomorphisms of the fields ¢,, if for example different signs for {2 are associated
to the same point in x# space, it is clear that there are at least two points in ¢, space associated to one point in
" space, and these two points in the ¢, are not related through a volume preserving diff. This could be an effect
analogous to the Universe Multiplication of Linde.



VII. LINDE’S UNIVERSE MULTIPLICATION AND RELATION TO A BRANE ANTI BRANE
SYSTEM AND MEASURE FIELD MULTIVALUEDNESS INSTEAD OF NON LOCALITY

We can immediately see some similar features between the Linde universe multiplication as described by eq. (I
and the modified measure theory, with the measure assuming a positive or a negative value, as expressed by eq,
(@), instead of the obvious non locality of the Linde approch, the modified measure approach can offer instead multi
valued feature of the ¢, space with respect to the z* space. The double solution for the measure (I3)) can be valid
for the same coordinate x* , which may correspond however to non unique values in the ¢, space. The doubling of
the measure ([I3) has its correspondence in the signed reparametrization invariant formulation of modified measure
[32] and the corresponding existence of strings and antistrings as well as branes and anti branes in such fromulation.

VIII. DISCUSSION

We have discussed how general coordinate invariance is extended to general coordinate transformations that have
a negative jacobian, one way to achieve this invariance is in the case the coordinate has a negative jacobian in
all spacetime. in this case we have to accompany this coordinate transformation with a antipodal transformation
between the fields of the two universes in Linde’s scenario or as long as the jacobian is uniformly negative over all
space, invariance will be achieved if the same transformation is performed both in the z and y coordinates.

A local realization of signed general coordinate transformation invariance is possible by introducing a non Rieman-
nian Measure of integration, which transforms according to the jacobian of the coordinate transformation, not the
absolute value of the jacobian of the coordinate transformation as it is the case with /—g. The theory studied here
could provide a way to achieve similar similar effects to that of Linde s universe multiplication scenario, but without
non localities.

This analysis may also be applied to give a framework for the Farhi, Guven and Guth treatment of the Quantum
creation of a baby Universe, which just use Einstein 's equations, as we have also, for a false vacuum bubble and find
that the self consistent solution must have regions where the measure of integration becomes negative, although GR
itself does not provide for a well defined mechanism to produce negative measures of integration, but the modified
measure theory we have described here does and where the sign in ([3)) will be dynamically determined, matching the
solutions of Farhi, Guven and Guth. The Farhi, Guven and Guth also require an additional space which is multivalued
with respect to the x space and regions with negative measure to be able to describe the tunneling solutions and the
modified measure and a non trivial mapping from the measure fields to the x space can serve this purpose.

The Linde universe multiplication, with one universe associated with a negative measure is a simpler application
of these ideas, since it can be formulated already at the classical level. Again we would rely on multivaluedness of
the mappigng of the coordinate space to the 4 scalars measure space and of course the possibility of a positive and a
negative measure for space time.

One could also go beyond General Relativity like theories, and generalize the modified measure theory () in the
following way,

S = /d4x ®(A) [R + L<1>} + /d% ®,(B) [L(Q) +eR%+ @2(3)% : (20)
this will be now also a signed general coordinate invariant theory. One can again explore a representation of modified
measures in terms of 4 scalar fields, etc. This case will be more involved, requiring solving for two measures, defining
an Einstein frame, etc, following for example the work done in [22]. This will be done in a future publication.

Going back to what we have already done in this paper, in the negative ) measure case, as defined in (@), this
represents a different orientation of the ¢, space with respect to the x* space, it is reminiscent to the interpretation
by Feynman of antiparticles as negative energy particles traveling backwards in time, which he also described as a
situation where laboratory time and the proper time of the particle run in different direction, so one could think of
Q) negative as anti space. In this context the Farhi, Guth and Guven [9] , which is a creation of a baby universe that
seems to be associated to pair creation of spaces and anti spaces. It is interesting to note the analogous observations
in Linde s universe multiplication scenario |1] concerning the particle and antiparticles.

The non locality in the universe multiplication scenario shows in the equations of motion in the form of space
time averages of field variables over the complete history of the Universe which appear in the equations of motion as
effective coupling constants. These integrals could be infrared divergences, depending on the assumed history of the
universe [1]. And assuming complete symmetry between the negative measure universe and the positive measure it
is possible to argue for a zero effective cosmological constant . The modified measures approach in contrast is local ,
however if the set of four scalars that define the measure is introduced, and the mapping of the coordinates to the four



scalars is multi valued, this could give rise then to the appearance of non locality , although there would be no reason
for complete symmetry between positive and negative measure regions and therefore unlike in Linde’s scenario, for
an exact cancellation of an exactly zero effective cosmological constant. Alternatively, to get similar effects to the
Linde model with our local theory, one could assume entanglement between positive and negative measure regions of
space,
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