
Emergence of phantom cold dark matter from
spacetime diffusion

Jonathan Oppenheim, Emanuele Panella, and Andrew Pontzen
Department of Physics and Astronomy, University College London,
Gower Street, London, WC1E 6BT, United Kingdom
E-mail: j.oppenheim@ucl.ac.uk, emanuele.panella.21@ucl.ac.uk,
a.pontzen@ucl.ac.uk

Abstract: A way to reconcile general relativity and quantum field theory without quantising
the geometry is to demand the metric evolve stochastically. In this article, we explore the
consequences of such a proposal at early cosmological times. We find the stochastic evolution
results in the spatial metric diffusing away from its deterministic value, generating phantom
cold dark matter (CDM). It is produced primarily at the end of the inflationary phase of
the Universe’s evolution, with a statistical distribution that depends on the specifics of the
early-times cosmological model. We find the energy density of this phantom cold dark matter
is positive on average, a necessary condition to reproduce the cosmological phenomenology of
CDM, although further work is required to calculate its mean density and spatial distribution.
If the density is cosmologically significant, phantom dark matter acts on the geometry in
a way that is indistinguishable from conventional CDM. As such, it has the potential to
reproduce phenomenology such as structure formation, lensing, and galactic rotation curves.
We conclude by discussing the possibility of testing hybrid theories of gravity by combining
measurements of the Cosmic Microwave Background with tabletop experiments.
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1 Introduction

General relativity provides a dynamic background geometry in which matter fields evolve,
determining the causal structure essential to present formulations of quantum field theory.
Taking the geometric nature of gravity as fundamental, it is not certain that spacetime ge-
ometry must be quantised along with the rest of the Standard Model of particle physics. In
fact, a fundamentally classical theory of gravity has appeals of its own [1], possibly address-
ing gaps in our understanding of quantum mechanics, with the measurement problem being
the most evident [2]. Further, a theory in which a classical metric consistently interacts with
quantum matter manifestly avoids the problem of time [3–5] altogether, which arises when the
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Hamiltonian constraint is imposed quantum mechanically via the Wheeler-deWitt equation.
In fact, as we argue in this article, violation of the standard constraints of General Relativity
is a natural consequence of a hybrid theory of gravity, leading to interesting phenomenology.

Standard arguments in favour of the need to quantise the gravitational field [6, 7] can
be circumvented, enabling consistent models of classical gravity interacting with quantum
matter to be constructed [8–12]. Not only can a framework of classical-quantum interactions
be made consistent [13, 14], but the form of hybrid dynamics is highly constrained under
some physically motivated assumptions [15, 16]. A crucial prediction of the resulting classical-
quantum (CQ) theories is that the classical degrees of freedom need to evolve stochastically,
with the amount of noise indissolubly related to the typical rate of decoherence of the quantum
system to which it is coupled [8, 15, 17]. A version of this theory applied to general relativity,
known as “postquantum classical gravity” [16, 18–22], or, alternatively, CQ gravity, is the
natural choice for the null hypothesis against which quantum gravity should be tested. Indeed,
although the form of the dynamics can also provide an effective theory for two quantum
systems interacting with each other in the classical limit of one of the two [23], the relation
between the free parameters of the theory known as the “decoherence-diffusion trade-off” [17]
needs to hold only if the classical system is fundamentally so. Finding a violation of the
latter, would indirectly support the quantumness of gravity. The pure gravity theory of [19]
was also shown to be renormalisable in 3 + 1 dimensions [24], in contrast to perturbative
quantum gravity [25].

As mentioned, recent work proved that there exists a regime where this framework is
also the correct effective description of a fully quantum system when a part of it is treated
classically. Semiclassical gravity is usually studied through the semiclassical Einstein’s equa-
tions, which are famously valid only when quantum fluctuations are small [26, 27] and can be
exactly solved only in a handful of cases (e.g. [28–34]). CQ dynamics could provide insights
as an effective theory even if gravity is indeed quantum, extending the validity of semiclassical
gravity beyond the restricted regime where the semiclassical Einstein’s equations apply.

Earlier works explored the effects of stochastic fluctuations on classical spacetime, show-
ing that they can induce an effective cosmological constant and allow for modified gravita-
tional potentials which affect galactic rotation curves in a way that mimics the effect of dark
matter [35]. However, since cold dark matter’s effects are not restricted to galactic scales,
but leave imprints also on lensing, structure formation and cosmic microwave background
(CMB) statistics, it is important to explore whether theories akin to [15, 19] can satisfy such
cosmological constraints.

In this article, we study the stochastic Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW)
Universe, probing the cosmological consequences of such stochasticity when modelled as a
source in Einstein’s field equations. Other proposals in which the metric field is coupled
to a stochastic source have been put forward over the years, such as two different models
named “stochastic gravity” [36, 37], the everpresent Lambda [38] and models motivated by
unimodular gravity [39, 40]. We diverge from those approaches both in interpretation and
implementation, due to the hypothesis of the gravitational degrees of freedom being fun-
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damentally classical. This strongly constrains the form of the moments of the probability
distribution of the noise field. Our starting point is that the dynamics needs to be completely
positive and norm preserving, and linear in the probability density to preserve the statisti-
cal interpretation of the probability density. This forces the dynamics to be of the form of
[15, 16], where the statistics of the noise field cannot depend on the quantum states. We will
compare some of the stochastic gravity models which have been proposed over the years with
ours in Section 4.

In standard GR, the set of algebraic relations known as the constraint equations, which
the gravitational state has to satisfy at all times, arise as a consistency condition for diffeo-
morphism invariance. Further, the classical equations of motion guarantee that if the system
is initialised on the constraint surface, it remains on it. This is no longer necessarily true
in a stochastic theory. The generators of the diffeomorphisms become stochastic, and the
GR constraint can be violated without necessarily breaking diffeomorphism invariance [21],
a point we shall return to in Section 4.

In our model, the equations of motion evolve the Hamiltonian constraint CH off the
CH = 0 surface even on average, with a positive drift term. Violation of the constraint can
behave in an identical manner to cold (i.e. pressureless) dark matter, an effect previously
discussed (with a different motivation) by [41, 42] and further explored in [43, 44]. In general
however, the constraint violations can lead to the appearance of both positive and negative
energy density. The main result of the present paper is to show that cosmological diffusion
provides a natural mechanism to drive the system off the constraint surface positively on
average, a necessary condition for the constraint violation to appear as if it were cold dark
matter.

Following from this, we find several other results. Starting from plausible assumptions
about the dependence of diffusion rate on horizon scale, we calculate the amount of phantom
cold dark matter that is produced. We find that the resulting density depends only on the
dimensionless coupling constant of the theory, and the number of e-folds during radiation
domination, with the phantom cold dark matter being produced primarily at the end of the
inflationary phase. Next, we find that shortly after inflation production halts, a necessary
condition for reproducing the CMB power spectrum. We then highlight how the combination
of tabletop experiments and cosmological data can provide non-trivial tests for the model we
discuss. However, there are still a number of theoretical issues that need to be resolved before
such an analysis can be reliably performed. We therefore conclude with a summary of open
questions and a discussion of covariance of stochastic theories.

Unless explicitly stated otherwise, we take c = 1 and (−,+,+,+) as the metric signature.

2 Background

2.1 Stochastization of Einstein’s equations

The dynamics of any theory that describes a classical metric interacting with quantum matter
without quantising the gravitational theory must be irreversible as shown in [15, 17] (see
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[45] for an alternative argument). In particular, the coupling between quantum and classical
degrees of freedom requires stochasticity in order to support coherent quantum superpositions
in the basis of the interaction. In this work, we do not need the full formalism first presented
in [15, 16] (see [20, 22, 24, 35, 46] for recent applications to gravity), as we assume quantum
degrees of freedom to be fully decohered on cosmological scales. Rather, we look at a stochastic
modification of Einstein’s field equations (EFEs), motivated by the results in [47] which
show that the irreversibility of continuous and Markovian hybrid dynamics translates into
an equation of motion for the classical system sourced by a background white noise field ξ,
irrespective of the state of the quantum system. We wish to consider the noise generated by
a Gaussian stochastic scalar that satisfies:

E[ξ(x, t)] = 0 ,

E[ξ(x, t)ξ(x′, t′)] = D2√
hN

D(x, t, x′, t′) ,
(2.1)

where the expectation value is to be considered across realisations. Here, D2 is the diffusion
coefficient, and D is a function that encodes the correlation in the noise tensor between
spacetime points. N and h, the lapse function and the determinant of the spatial metric, will
be defined shortly, but their appearance is required for covariance. To preserve covariance,
we also adopt the local kernel:

D(x, t, x′, t′) = δ(x− x′, t− t′) (2.2)

as the natural choice. We give an explicit example of how ξ can be constructed using standard
tools from stochastic calculus in Appendix A.

We work in the Arnowitt–Deser–Misner (ADM) formalism [48], a canonical description
of GR. We explicitly pick a foliation of spacetime, inducing the following 3+1 decomposition
of the metric:

g00 = −N2 + hijNiNj , g0i = Ni , gij = hij . (2.3)

Here, hij is the spatial metric on the chosen foliation, while N and N i (called the lapse
function and shift vector respectively) tell us how the three geometry is embedded in the 4-
dimensional manifold. The canonical equations of motion for gravity, with minimal coupling
to the noise process, are given by:

ḣij = {hij , HGR} + {hij , Hm} , (2.4)

π̇ij = {πij , HGR} + {πij , Hm} +N
√
hhijξ , (2.5)

where πij is the conjugate momentum of the 3-metric and an overhead dot means differenti-
ation with respect to coordinate time t. Moreover, HGR and Hm are the gravity and matter
Hamiltonian respectively, with {·, ·} being the Poisson brackets. We do not add a stochastic
term to the evolution equation for hij in order to yield a geometry that is differentiable. The
dimensionless coupling constant of the stochasticity is given by (reintroducing factors of c)
G
√
D2/c3.
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The third term in (2.5) is the simplest stochastic term we can add that has the right
transformation properties (i.e. it is a spatial 2-tensor density with weight −1 which also
transforms as a scalar density of weight −1 under time reparametrisations). Naturally, if
ξ = 0 we recover the standard ADM equations of motion. The same modification can be
obtained starting from the gravitational theory with action S = SEH + SM , made up of
an Einstein-Hilbert gravitational term and matter term respectively, by adding a term that
minimally couples the stochastic field to the metric:

SN =
∫

d4x
√
gξ . (2.6)

Then, deriving the equations of motion as usual, one arrives at (2.5). Integrals such as (2.6)
require careful treatment, since ξ is nowhere integrable in the standard sense. In this article
we adopt the Itô definition of stochastic integrals (and, consequently, stochastic differential
equations), since it is the natural one when interpreting the noise process as fundamental.
Further detail is given in Appendix B.

Due to covariance, in standard GR the equations of motion are supplemented by the
vanishing of the Hamiltonian and momentum constraints, CH and Ci

P respectively:

CH ≡ H +N2√
hT 00 ≈ 0 , (2.7)

Ci
P ≡ Hi −N

√
hhijT0j ≈ 0 , (2.8)

where ≈ indicates that such algebraic relations hold only on-shell. Here, H and Hi are
functionals of the gravitational phase space variables hij and πij only. The role of constraints
in CQ theory has been explored in detail in [21], and we will further explore the relation
between constraints and covariance in stochastic theories in Section 4.

2.2 Stochastic FLRW

We now focus on Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker universes. As usual, we impose
spatial isotropy and homogeneity, picking the gauge N i = 0 to have these symmetries manifest
in the 3-metric. The spatial metric hij must then be of the form:

dℓ2 = hijdxidxj

= a2(t)
( 1

1 − kr2 dr2 + r2dΩ2
)
,

(2.9)

where dΩ2 is the metric on S2, whilst k ∈ {−1, 0, 1} is a parameter that controls the sign
of the spatial curvature of the foliations, corresponding to a open, flat and closed geometry
respectively. Later, we consider early time cosmology with an inflationary phase. Since
inflation washes out any spatial curvature, we will later restrict our attention to flat spatial
slices (k = 0) for simplicity, but will treat the general case for as long as possible. Homogeneity
also requires that the lapse N has no spatial dependence. Up to the choice of lapse function,
the 4-metric has then the form:

ds2 = −N(t)2dt2 + a2(t)
( 1

1 − kr2 dr2 + r2dΩ2
)
. (2.10)

– 5 –



For comoving pressureless dust, the stress tensor is given by:

Tµν = (1 + w)ρ uµuν + wρ gµν

= N2(t)ρ δµ0δν0 + wρ gµν ,
(2.11)

where we have used the fact that the appropriately normalised 4-velocity uµ of a comoving
fluid is given by:

uµ = 1
N

(1, 0, 0, 0) . (2.12)

By plugging in the FLRW metric in the Einstein-Hilbert action, one can show that the mini-
superspace Hamiltonian is given by:

HGR = −
(
N

2πG
3

π2
a

a
+ 3

8πG
k

a

)
. (2.13)

Here, we have used the definition of πa as the conjugate momentum of a:

πa = ∂LEH
∂ȧ

= − 3
4πG

ȧa

N
, (2.14)

which is related to the conjugate momentum of the homogeneous 3-metric itself via πij =
δijπa/6a. Now, taking the trace of the ADM equations of motion in the presence of matter
with energy ρ and equations of state parameter w, we obtain the cosmological evolution
equations:

ȧ = −4πG
3 N

πa

a
(2.15)

π̇a = −2πG
3 N

π2
a

a2 +N3wa2ρ+N
3

8πGk +Na2ξ̄ , (2.16)

up to numerical prefactors in the coupling to the noise which can always be absorbed into
the diffusion coefficient. Here, we have also included the effect of curvature for completeness.
Moreover, we have forced the noise process to be homogeneous in space.

The global random field ξ̄ has to obey the following statistics:

E[ξ̄(t), ξ̄(t′)] = D̄2(a)
N

δ(t− t′) , (2.17)

where the renormalised diffusion coefficient D̄2(a) is, in principle, an arbitrary functional of
the scale factor which encodes how one translates the local theory into the homogeneous one,
as we explore in Section 2.3. The factor of inverse lapse is needed for time reparametrisation
invariance as discussed in Appendix A.

In GR, the Hamiltonian constraint provides an initial condition for the state:

CH = 2πG
3

π2
a

a
− ρa3 + 3

8πG
k

a
≈ 0 , (2.18)
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where we have made the effect of the curvature k explicit. In this article, we discuss the
consequences of a dynamical violation of the constraint. It is, therefore, natural to question
whether one is allowed at all to use the constraint as an initial condition. In fact, we show
that inflation washes out any initial deviation from the constraint, making the ambiguity in
the initial state essentially irrelevant. A point that will be important later is that comoving
pressureless dust enters the equations of the system only through the Hamiltonian constraint.
The set of relations given by (2.15) (without noise) and (2.18) is completely equivalent to
Friedmann’s equations.

Since we do not couple matter and the stochastic field directly, we leave the equations of
motion for dust unchanged with respect to the standard treatment. Fundamentally, one can
understand the system as being described by the following action:

S = SEH + SN + SBK , (2.19)

where SBK is the Brown-Kuchař action [49], which provides the Langrangian formulation of a
perfect fluid, whilst SEH is the Einstein-Hilbert action and SN is the stochastic term defined
by Eq. (2.6). Consequently, one finds that covariant conservation of the stress-energy tensor
associated with the fluid (∇µT

µ
ν = 0) still holds. Therefore, the energy density of the fluid

dilutes with the scale factor as usual:

ρ = ρ0a
−3(1+w) , (2.20)

with ρ0 being the value of the energy density for unit scale factor. The stochastic field pumps
energy only into the gravitational sector.

2.3 Renormalising the diffusion coefficient

In order to establish the relation between the local diffusion coefficient and the global pa-
rameter D̄2(a) a procedure to flow to the long-wavelength regime is needed. At present, we
do not have a rigorous procedure for performing this renormalisation. Differing procedures
could lead to a different scaling of the diffusion with the scale factor. Therefore, we will treat
D2 as a general function of a for as long as possible.

Nonetheless we can commute the spatial averaging and time evolution for a well-motivated
estimate of the background evolution of the universe (as is common in standard cosmological
calculations). Just as the mean energy density enters the equations of motion for a FLRW
Universe, we take the average value of the noise for its realisation at time t to be the stochastic
source in the global Einstein’s equations. Therefore, we interpret ξ̄ as the average of the local
random field given by (2.1) over a spatial domain on the spacelike constant t hypersurface.

Working in the separate-universe approximation [50], we imagine the scale factor as
assigned to a finite-sized patch of the Universe. To turn the noise field homogeneous, we
define:

ξ̄Σ(t) =
∫

Σ d
3x

√
gξ∫

Σ d
3x

√
g
, (2.21)
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where Σ is the spatial region over which we average the noise, introducing a long-distance
IR cutoff RIR over which we trust the homogeneous description. Trivially we still have
E[ξΣ(t)] = 0, whereas:

E[ξ̄Σ(t), ξ̄Σ(t′)] = D2

N
∫

Σ d
3x
√
g(x)

δ(t− t′) . (2.22)

We thus see that when flowing to a model in which local noise becomes averaged noise, D2
needs to be renormalised by the volume of the region over which we average. The renormali-
sation scheme then boils down to choosing the spatial domain over which to average; we now
present two natural options that lead to very different late-time behaviour.

One natural choice for RIR in FLRW cosmologies is the comoving Hubble radius RIR =
1/aH, i.e. averaging over the spatial region that is in causal contact over the current e-fold
of cosmological evolution. This leads to an effective variance that scales as the inverse of the
Hubble volume:

E[ξ̄Σ(t), ξ̄Σ(t′)] = 3
4π

D2
N
H3δ(t− t′) . (2.23)

Imagine now that we work in the low-noise limit, meaning that the stochastic trajectories
are well approximated to leading order by the deterministic evolution. In an inflationary
early-Universe phase the Hubble parameter is constant (H(t) = HI) and so the variance, too,
remains constant. During matter and radiation domination, however, the situation changes
radically as the Hubble parameter falls with time following H ∝ t−1 in both eras. Con-
sequently, the effective noise gets damped significantly as the Universe expands. This is,
effectively, a consequence of the causal horizon of the patch expanding after inflation. In-
deed, more and more modes re-enter the horizon and contribute to the effective cosmological
noise, which converges to the average value with vanishing variance by the central limit the-
orem. Of course, this is only true at the cosmological level, meaning that the inhomogeneous
perturbations still follow a stochastic evolution.

An alternative spatial averaging scheme in which the stochastic term remains relevant at
late times is to adopt the choice of RIR being some fixed comoving radius RIR = R/a. This
way, we obtain:

E[ξ̄Σ(t), ξ̄Σ(t′)] = 3
4πR3

D2
N
δ(t− t′) . (2.24)

This appears less motivated than the previous choice of averaging over a horizon volume, but
we include it as a possibility in the absence of a fully principled approach at present. From
now on, we drop the subscript Σ from the noise field.

3 Phantom CDM from constraint violation

3.1 Violation of the deterministic Hamiltonian constraint

In standard GR, the constraint equations are satisfied at all times. However, using Itô’s lemma
(the chain rule for stochastic processes), we can see how the constraint evolves on-shell once
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noise is introduced (see Appendix D for a step-by-step calculation):

ĊH = D2(a)2πG
3 Na3 + 4πG

3 Nπaaξ̄ . (3.1)

The Hamiltonian constraint CH ≈ 0 is therefore broken by the stochastic dynamics. Previous
work has considered the role of constraints in classical-quantum theories [21, 51], and whether
the constraints of the deterministic part of the dynamics can be violated without breaking
covariance. For now, we focus on the implications of such a result, but we do comment further
on it in Section 4. The second term causes diffusion of CH around zero, as expected. The
first term is an anomalous drift that can be understood via Itô’s lemma. This “second order
force” pushes the average value of the constraint away from zero, meaning that CH is not
conserved even on average. Equation (3.1) is the first result of this article. From it, we can
immediately see that the constraint violation will, on average, be positive.

3.2 Phantom CDM

Now we consider what effects departing from the Hamiltonian constraint has upon the ob-
servable properties of the Universe. Consider first a matter dominated Universe for simplicity.
When averaging over the Hubble horizon, the noise term drops out at late times from the
equations of motion and the system reduces to standard GR, since H → 0. During the
early phases of the cosmological evolution, however, the system might have accumulated a
non-trivial violation of the deterministic constraint δC.

In such a low-noise regime, a violation of the Hamiltonian constraint evolves as “phantom”
extra pressureless dust in the system. To see this, first note that the deterministic Friedmann
equations preserve the value of the constraint even when off-shell (Appendix D); consequently,
the constraint value CH is frozen in time once the noise becomes subdominant. The constraint
equation reads:

2πG
3

π2
a

a
− ρa3 = CH , (3.2)

where ρ is the total matter density. An observer who infers the expansion history in such a
universe assuming that it is governed by GR would attempt to absorb the non-zero value of
CH into this total matter density. For a multi-component fluid, ρ can be re-written as

ρa3 =
∑

i

ρia
−3wi , (3.3)

meaning that CH can be absorbed into an effective wi = 0 component. Therefore, the state
with violation of the constraint CH corresponds to a standard FLRW geometry with effective
dust energy density ρeff,0 = ρm,0 + CH , where ρm,0 is the energy density of the physical dust
when the scale factor a is unity.

A similar observation has been made in [41, 42] and studied in detail in [43, 44], motivated
by the classical limit of quantum gauge theories. In [42] a simple argument is presented for
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why constraint violations appear like dust, even in inhomogeneous spacetimes. To recap the
argument, consider Einstein’s equations in covariant form:

Gµ
ν = 8πGT̃µ

ν , (3.4)

where the (i, j) sector corresponds to the ADM equations of motion, whilst the (0, µ) is related
to constraints. Since we are considering the small-noise regime, the spatial part of Einstein’s
equations is to be satisfied exactly, whilst we allow for the constraints to be violated. This
corresponds to having:

Gi
j = 8πGT i

j , (3.5)

but
G0

µ = 8πGT 0
µ + 8πGC0

µ , (3.6)

where Tµ
ν is the visible matter stress tensor, whilst Cµ

ν is the constraint violation. This is the
situation we will encounter soon after inflation, when the state has diffused away from the
CH ≈ 0 surface on average in the positive direction, while Ci ≈ 0 is still guaranteed from
homogeneity and isotropy. For renormalisations scheme that lead to a Hn scaling for the
diffusion coefficient, the post-inflationary stochastic dynamics is suppressed due to averaging
the fluctuations over an increasingly larger spatial volume whenever n ≥ 3, as we show
shortly. This include the case we focus on, namely the one where the averaging happens over
the Hubble horizon.

A strong constraint on how Cµ
ν varies in spacetime now arises from the combination of

the Bianchi identities and the conservation of stress-energy of the true fluid source. Indeed,
by looking at the LHS of (3.4), we have

∇νG
ν
µ = 0 =⇒ ∇ν(T ν

µ + Cν
µ) = 0 . (3.7)

Imposing covariant conservation of the matter stress tensor, we end up with the requirement:

∇µC
µ
ν = 0 (3.8)

which, alongside Ci
j = 0, implies that the constraint violations evolve exactly like a matter

perturbation with w = 0, even in highly inhomogeneous limits. For completeness, we show in
Appendix C that the same exact statement can be derived by using the spatial components
of Einstein’s equations and covariant conservation of the visible matter in linear perturbation
theory, although the argument given above is more general.

3.3 Production during inflation

In order for the constraint violation to play the role of CDM, CH needs to be on average
positive and in agreement with the dark matter density inferred from observations. We find
that an inflationary phase of the early-Universe can drive the Universe to the desired state,
albeit with a density that is highly uncertain. To see why, we return to the homogeneous
model in the separate Universe approximation. Consider the ADM equations of motion for
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a FLRW Universe with Lambda domination instead (which is a good approximation to the
inflationary state):

ȧ = −4πG
3

πa

a
(3.9)

π̇a = −2πG
3

π2
a

a2 + 3
2πGa

2ΛI + a2ξ̄ , (3.10)

where it is now evident that the stochastic field acts as a random fluctuation to the dark
energy term. Note that we have chosen ΛI to have the geometric units of m−2 and picked
the renormalisation scheme for D2 where we average over the Hubble horizon:

D̄2(a) = 3
4πD2H

3. (3.11)

We can further rescale ξ̄ to make the dependence of the variance explicit:

ξ̄ =
√
D2H3ζ̄ (3.12)

This way, ζ̄ has units of m−1/2 and moments:

E[ζ̄(t)] = 0 , E[ζ̄(t), ζ̄(t′)] = 1
N
δ(t− t′) , (3.13)

with the units of the diffusion coefficient D2 being

[D2] = kg2 s m−3 = [G]−2 [c]3, (3.14)

where we have momentarily reintroduced factors of c for completeness.
If the standard deviation of the stochastic kicks is much smaller than the energy density

that drives inflation, then
√
D2G ≪ 1. One can accordingly approximate the inflationary

evolution as the deterministic exponential expansion:

a(t) = ãeHI t , (3.15)

with ã the initial value of the scale factor at inflation and HI =
√

ΛI/3 the value of the
Hubble parameter (which, in this approximation, remains constant during the inflationary
period). Then, the evolution of the constraint is given by:

ĊH = 3D2G

8π a3H3 + 4πG
3 πaa

√
D2H3ζ̄

= 3D2G

8π ã3e3HI tH3
I −HI ã

3e3HI t

√
3

4πD2H3
I ζ̄ .

(3.16)

We take inflation to last from t0 = 0 to reheating at tI , corresponding to NI = ln[a(tI)/a(0)]
e-folds of expansion. The evolution of the expectation value of CH from the beginning of
inflation can be readily integrated (recalling that ζ̄ has zero mean) to give:

C̄I = E[CH(tI)] = CH,0 + 3D2G

8π ã3H3
I

∫ tI

0
e3HI t′dt′

= CH,0 + D2G

8π ã3H2
I

(
e3HI tI − 1

)
∼ D2G

8π ã3H2
I e

3HI tI = D2G

8π a3
IH

2
I ,

(3.17)
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where CH,0 is an arbitrary initial violation of the constraint at the beginning of inflation,
aI is the value of the scale factor at the end of inflation and in the last line we have taken
the large NI limit. This shows that, if the inflationary phase lasts long enough, any initial
violation of the constraint becomes negligible and we would be left at reheating with a positive
average violation CH . Combined with the previous result, that constraint violations act as
pressureless dust, this shows that phantom cold dark matter can arise dynamically in a CQ
theory of gravity.

A natural question is what variation around the mean one can expect for CH under the
above assumptions. For this calculation, we take CH,0 = 0 since it is so easily swamped by
the dynamically-generated constraint violation. First, consider:

E[C2
H ] = C̄2

I + 3D2H
5
I

4π ã6
∫ tI

0

∫ tI

0
e3HI t′

e3HI t′′
E[ζ̄(t′)ζ̄(t′′)]dt′dt′′ . (3.18)

Imposing (2.23) one obtains:

σ2
I = E[C2

H(tI)] − C̄2
I ,

= D2ã
6H

4
I

8π
(
e6HI tI − 1

)
∼ 1

8πD2ã
6H4

I e
6HI tI = 1

8πD2a
6
IH

4
I ,

(3.19)

where again we have taken the large e-folds limit. Finally, one can evaluate the ratio between
the standard deviation and the mean to be:

σI

C̄I

=
√

8π√
D2G

, (3.20)

independent of the number of e-folds during or after inflation.
The above results are derived assuming renormalization via averaging over a Hubble

volume, such that the effective diffusion rate scales with H3. For generality, we also report
the result for a renormalisation procedure that leads to a polynomial scaling of arbitrary
degree n with the Hubble parameter H. From dimensional analysis, cosmic diffusion scaling
with Hn is related to the local diffusion coefficient by:

D̄2 = 3
4πD2H

nLn−3 , (3.21)

up to numerical factors, where L is some length scale needed for dimensional consistency.
Under this general scaling the average constraint violation accumulated during inflation in
the large e-fold limit is given by:

C̄I,n ≃ D2G

8π a3
IH

n−1
I Ln−3 . (3.22)

Similarly, the variance amounts to:

σ2
I,n ≃ D2

8π a
6
IH

n+1
I Ln−3 , (3.23)
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meaning that the normalised variations have typical size:

σI,n

C̄I,n

=
√

8π√
D2G

(HIL)
3−n

2 . (3.24)

For n = 3 we indeed recover our previous result.

3.4 Radiation domination and beyond

In standard cosmological models, once inflation ends, the universe reheats into a radiation
domination phase. During radiation domination, the violation of the Hamiltonian constraint
continues to accumulate. Since the comoving Hubble radius expands during radiation dom-
ination, one has the additional complication that patches which have different stochastic
realisations during inflation now enter causal contact, necessitating an inhomogeneous calcu-
lation.

However, the rate of change for CH depends cubically on H when averaging over a horizon
patch. H drops linearly with time during radiation domination, so phantom cold dark matter
is generated significantly only in the first few e-folds of radiation domination, where one can
still work in the separate Universe approximation. By the time significant inhomogeneities
enter the horizon, the noise has effectively decoupled from the evolution of the scale factor.
From there on, we can treat the Universe as satisfying the standard Friedmann equations,
with the density (and density fluctuations) of phantom cold dark matter already determined.
As the universe later evolves out of radiation domination and into matter domination, this
picture continues to hold since H continues to drop.

To evaluate the phantom cold dark matter produced during the early stages of radiation
domination, we can repeat the same calculation as before, now assuming that the zeroth order
evolution in the scale factor is given by:

a(t) = aI

√
2HIt+ 1 , (3.25)

where we have matched both the scale factor and the Hubble parameter at the end of inflation
with the respective quantities at the beginning of radiation domination. Also, we are re-
shifting time such that radiation domination runs from t = 0 to t = tR. We indicate with C̄R

the average violation of the Hamiltonian constraint accumulated during radiation domination:

C̄R = D2G

2 a3
I

∫ tR

0

(
H
√

2HIt′ + 1
)3

dt′

= D2G

2 a3
IH

3
I

∫ tR

0

(
2HIt

′ + 1
)−3/2 dt′

= D2G

2 a3
IH

2
I

(
1 − 1√

2HItR + 1

)
∼ D2G

2 a3
IH

2
I = 3C̄I .

(3.26)

Note that in the last line we have dropped the tR-dependent term since we have taken the
large NR limit for radiation domination as well. As expected, most of the phantom matter
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density is accumulated in the first few e-folds of radiation domination. That leads to a factor
of 3 enhancement with respect to what was generated during inflation, i.e.:

C̄R

C̄I

= 3 . (3.27)

We can similarly calculate the growth in the size of the fluctuations during radiation domi-
nation. The variance of the violation is given by:

σ2
R = a6

ID2H
2
I

∫ tR

0

∫ tR

0
H3E[ζ̄(t′)ζ̄(t′′)]×

×
√

2HIt′ + 1
√

2HIt′′ + 1dt′dt′′

= 3
4πa

6
IH

5
ID2

tR
2HItR + 1

∼ 3
8πa

6
IH

4
ID2 = 3σ2

I .

(3.28)

The total final variance is additive, since the noise is uncorrelated in time. Therefore:

σ2 = σ2
I + σ2

R (3.29)

Hence, at the end of radiation domination, the density contrast in C̄H is given by:

σ

C̄H

=

√
σ2

I + σ2
R

C̄I + C̄R

= 1
2
σI

C̄I

= 3√
8π

1√
D2G

. (3.30)

Since we have been working in the limit of
√
D2G ≪ 1, σI would be much greater than

the average violation; i.e. fluctuations in the density of phantom cold dark matter are larger
than the overall density, leading to negative densities in some regions. At first sight this is
a major problem, since measurement of the CMB temperature fluctuations show δT/T ≪ 1,
which, in standard cosmology, is a quantity related to the density contrast δρ/ρ of matter.
However, (3.30) is not the quantity that we expect to observe in the CMB itself, because
it is strongly dominated by fluctuations on microscopic scales (in the order of the comoving
horizon scale at the end of inflation). Indeed, there are even more extreme fluctuations
that have been averaged over to write down an effective homogeneous theory. The evolution
of these microscopic scales is beyond the scope of this article, but we continue to work on
the assumption that cosmological effects will see an effective density averaged over relevant
scales. If this is the case, the variance in the phantom dark matter density will be drastically
dampened by a factor given by the averaging volume, yielding a positive energy density with
very small perturbations around the mean.

On top of these perturbations, one must consider the effect of quantum fluctuations in
the scalar field that drives inflation, to obtain a full picture of the inhomogeneities during
radiation domination. This calculation will require use of the local theory rather than the
averaged one, since one expects concentration of measure effects which may depend on the
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density of states in the local theory. We therefore leave the important question of observable
density fluctuations to future work.

Returning to the mean density, we should consider the effect of our renormalisation
choice on the result. For general polynomial scaling with H, the average constraint violation
accumulated during radiation domination is:

C̄R = D2GH
n−1
I Ln−3

2
(2HItr + 1)

5−2n
2 − 1

5 − 2n a3
I . (3.31)

Whilst for inflation different n trivially translated into different scaling of the final result
with HI , in radiation domination the situation is more complex, due to the dynamical nature
of the Hubble parameter. Indeed, the accumulation of constraint violation continues long
into radiation domination unless n ≥ 3. This would pose severe issues for interpreting the
stochastic effects as phantom cold dark matter, since the gravitating density would vary
while baryon acoustic waves propagated through the early universe, likely violating CMB
constraints [52].

3.5 Estimating the amount of phantom dark matter

The energy scale of inflation, the e-folds of inflationary expansion and the averaged diffusion
coefficient of the theory determine the amount of phantom dark matter generated. To check
whether observational bounds on the cosmological density parameters can rule out such a
mechanism for dark matter generation, we compute the density parameter of phantom dark
matter today given that we generate phantom dark matter with average energy density C̄H

in the early stages of radiation domination. As usual, we define the density parameter of an
energy species i as:

Ωi = ρi

ρc
, (3.32)

where ρc = 3H2
0/8πG is the critical energy density. Then:

Ωc(a) = 8πGC̄Ha
−3

3H2
0

= 4π
9 D2G

2H
2
I

H2
0

a3
I

a3 , (3.33)

which, assumingN , P andM e-folds of inflation, radiation domination and matter domination
respectively, reduces to:

Ωc(a) = 4πD2G
2

9c3
H2

I

H2
0
e−3(M+P ) , (3.34)

where we have momentarily reintroduced factors of c. The e-folds of inflation naturally drop
from the expression since the generation of dark matter and its dilution due to the expansion
of the Universe have opposite scaling with the scale factor a. However, HI/H0 is completely
determined once M and P are known. Indeed, at the end of radiation domination we have:

HR = HIe
−2P , (3.35)
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whilst from the beginning of matter domination to today the Hubble parameter evolves to:

H0 = HRe
−3M/2 = HIe

− 4P +3M
2 . (3.36)

Plugging this back into (3.34) we have that the e-folds of matter domination also drop from
the expression, leaving:

Ωc(a) = 4πD2G
2

9c3 eP . (3.37)

The phantom cold dark matter density thus depends only on the dimensionless coupling
constant D2G

2/c3 and P , the number of e-folds of radiation domination, meaning that it is in
principle determined by existing cosmological constraints and laboratory limits on diffusion.
P is constrained by the ratio of the temperature at matter-radiation equality (zeq = 3400) and
at the temperature after reheating, which in turn is related to the inflationary energy (often
taken to be GUT scale). Minimal models of inflation usually constrain P ≈ 55, following
from bounds on the inflation energy scale given by CMB data [52].

Table-top experiments bound the value of the local diffusion coefficient D2. Relating the
diffusion at the energy scales of table-top experiments, to the higher energy scale of inflation
requires, other than the averaging procedure already described and the renormalisation of D2
that accompanies it, a careful consideration of the RG flow of the stochastic theory at different
energy scales [24]. Since the theory can be related to quadratic gravity which is asymptotically
free, the coupling constant D2G

2 is expected to run [24, 53–56]. The stochastic fluctuations
may also have an effective mass [24], which can also suppress fluctuations at lower energy
scales. These topics are still active area of research, and most of the questions are still open,
meaning that we cannot currently perform that mapping reliably. The best we can do at
the moment is to use current bounds on the diffusion coefficient from table-top experiments
and assume that they trivially apply in (3.34), in order to showcase how the combination of
cosmological observations and table-top experiments can provide a powerful stress-test for
classical-quantum theories of gravity.

With some assumptions, recent table-top experiments could bound the value of D2G
2 ⪅

10−43 (in natural units) in the case the fluctuations have no effective mass [35]. Assuming
P = 55 e-folds of radiation domination, we obtain Ωc ≈ 10−19 as the density parameter of
phantom dark matter today. In order to obtain an Ωc of order unity, one would require, still
with P = 55, a diffusion coefficient of D2G

2 ≈ 10−25, several orders of magnitudes above
this bound. Saturating the experimental bounds on D2, instead, one would require P = 100
e-folds of radiation domination.

This back-of-the-envelope calculation has to be taken lightly since, as discussed above,
flowing the local theory to the IR cosmology consistently is a non-trivial step, currently a
work in progress. Still, if, like in the case we have discussed, C̄H turns out to be very small,
then one cannot rule out hybrid gravity since CDM can always be included as a bona fide
matter component in the Universe. The upshot would be that the cosmological departure
from the constraint would be very hard to detect, and the cosmology is well approximated
by deterministic GR models even if spacetime is indeed fundamentally classical. If instead
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precise measurement of HI , P and D2 lead to a larger-than-observed amount of phantom
CDM, one would rule out CQ theories that do not preserve the deterministic constraints of
GR. Indeed, even though the GR constraint violation is a natural consequence of the model
we have considered, one can expect that non-minimal models exist in which the constraints
are satisfied exactly at the level of trajectories. We describe such an option in Section 4 and,
more in detail, in Appendix D. In general, however, the expectation is that such dynamics
require a modification of the equations of motion even at the level of the deterministic drift,
which makes them less desirable. In the middle of these two extremes is the possibility
that phantom CDM is produced with the correct density to account for cosmological CDM;
however, the calculations above show that this would imply a fine-tuned relationship between
P and D2.

4 Discussion

4.1 Summary

Theories of gravity that aim to reconcile quantum mechanics and general relativity without
quantising spacetime must necessarily be stochastic in the gravitational degrees of freedom.
We now briefly review our results, before highlighting the open questions, discussing future
research directions and similarities with other stochastic models of gravity.

We have shown that a natural consequence of the stochasticity is the violation of the
deterministic constraints of GR. We argued why in the low-noise limit, such a constraint
violation acts as an effective pressureless dust both in the homogeneous and inhomogeneous
treatment. Then, we presented a mechanism by which, during inflation, the integrated effect of
the stochasticity leads to a constraint violation that is, on average, positive. This provides one
of the missing ingredients needed to show that such an effect could imitate the cosmological
fingerprint of cold dark matter.

We discussed how, for a natural choice of renormalisation scheme in which the homo-
geneous global noise is related to the local one by averaging across the Hubble horizon, the
phantom matter generation stops a few e-folds after inflation, since the effective diffusion co-
efficient drops as H3. This is a necessary condition for this mechanism to produce phantom
cold dark matter that is consistent with CMB constraints. Shortly after the beginning of ra-
diation domination, the cosmological noise becomes negligible and the evolution is adequately
captured by the standard Friedmann’s equations with phantom CDM on cosmological scales.
The average density of the phantom matter follows a simple relation that depends on the
horizon-scale diffusion coefficient, the energy scale of inflation and the number of e-folds of
expansion of the Universe. Improving existing constraints on HI , the number of e-folds of
inflation and the inferred CDM density will in turn put tight constraints on D2. If details of
the renormalization procedure can be worked out, one could test for consistency between the
horizon-scale D2 implied by cosmological observations and constraints coming from table-top
experiments of the local D2 [17].
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4.2 Comparison with other models

The motivation behind our approach is that stochasticity in the classical gravitational degrees
of freedom is a necessary consequence of a theory that describes classical and quantum systems
with non-trivial interaction in a consistent manner. In particular, it follows once the physical
requirements of complete positivity, trace preservation and linearity are imposed at the level
of the master equation, which is the evolution equation of the hybrid state [15, 16]. While
this specific motivation has emerged over the past few years, having some randomness in the
evolution equations for the gravitational field is not a new proposal, with stochastic evolution
equations put forward mainly as effective theories. Here we give a brief overview of some of
these approaches and how they differ from our analysis.

Cosmetically, the closest approach to our own comes from the formalism of “stochastic
gravity” [36]. Its objective is to include quantum fluctuations when calculating backreaction
effects in semiclassical gravity. In stochastic gravity, the stochastic tensor ξµν represents the
quantum fluctuations of the field that sources the metric and is therefore not a fundamental
white noise process. Indeed, the moments of the random field match those of the stress energy
tensor of the QFT. Stochastic gravity is governed by the Einstein-Langevin equations

Gµν = 8πG (⟨Tµν⟩ + ξµν) , (4.1)

and aims to include corrections to the semiclassical Einstein’s equations, with which it par-
tially shares the regime of validity (i.e. when the fluctuation in the stress-energy tensor of the
quantum system are small with respect to the mean). This condition is commonly probed
by the Kuo-Ford criterion [26]. Indeed, even though stochastic gravity can improve on the
semiclassical Einstein’s equation by including both the quantum fluctuations of the matter
fields and the induced one of the gravitational field [27], the expectation value in Eq. (4.1)
leads to a breakdown in causality unless the theory is modified in some way [57, 58] due to
the non-linearity in the density matrix, much like in the standard semiclassical Einstein’s
equations. As such, stochastic gravity can only be treated as an effective theory. This is also
true for the other proposals of stochastic theories of gravity that modify Einstein’s equations
by adding a random gravitational constant G instead [37, 59]. Stochastic gravity and these
proposals share the feature that their starting point is the full set of Einstein’s equations,
with the constraints and dynamical part fluctuating in the same way as is clear from (4.1).

A virtue of CQ gravity, both in its covariant path integral formulation and the 3 + 1
master equation approach, is that the dynamics is linear in the hybrid classical-quantum
state. This allows for encoding correlations between gravitational and matter degrees of
freedom, meaning that the formalism can be applied beyond effective regimes, much in the
same way that studying quantum mechanics at the level of density matrices allows for the
support of both classical and quantum correlations. Indeed, the CQ framework can be seen as
a generalisation of the continuous measurement-and-feedback formalism. The gravitational
field acts as a measurement device and, conditional on the “outcome”, the quantum state
consequently decoheres, correlating the classical and quantum fields with each other.
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Causal set theory and unimodular gravity also motivate some models of effective space-
time diffusion. In the everpresent Lambda proposal [38], the stochasticity in the cosmological
constant comes from the causal set interpretation of Λ being the conjugate variable to the local
spacetime volume, a stochastic variable. In unimodular gravity (often considered the contin-
uum limit of causal set theory) the motivation of having a stochastic evolution of spacetime
comes from violation of the conservation of the matter stress-energy tensor instead, which is
allowed by the theory [39, 40].

4.3 Open questions

The scheme in this work allows for the violation of the constraints of general relativity.
As mentioned in the introduction, constraints are a necessary condition for covariance in
the deterministic theory. In the Hamiltonian ADM formulation, they are required for the
series of three-dimensional spatial geometries to be embeddable into a (3+1)-dimensional
spacetime. However, in a stochastic theory the role of constraints is more subtle and their
violation should not be taken to indicate loss of covariance, but rather that the constraint
was formulated ignoring the existence of the stochastic field. Indeed, the two approaches
typically used to derive constraints [60, 61] in the deterministic theory fail here. The Dirac
procedure is not applicable as the Hamiltonian is not the generator of the dynamics, a point
already made in [51]. The expectation is that the concept of the constraint needs modifying
for random systems, similarly to what happens for Noether’s theorem [62–64]. Moreover,
deriving the constraints by demanding that the hypersurface deformation algebra closes [61],
yields no constraints in minisuperspace since the algebra is trivial. Of course, the situation
is more complex when considering the full local theory, as discussed in [51]. Diffeomorphism
invariance then hinges on the closure of the constraint algebra, here generated by stochastic
operators. Alternatively, it has been shown that stochastic theories of gravity, as well as
classical-quantum theories of gravity, can indeed be covariant via the path-integral formulation
[19], for example, in the context of Nordstrom gravity [20]. However it is harder to confirm
whether this formulation is completely positive and trace-preserving (CPTP). Conversely,
the continuous master-equation of [15] is CPTP, but it is not yet known if it is covariant or
equivalent to the path integral approach. It has been shown that models with discrete jumps
in the classical degrees of freedom cannot be covariant [51], since there the hybrid constraints
cannot be satisfied.

Our construction is indeed valid only as a description within a preferred frame, the
cosmological one, since spacetime looks homogeneous and isotropic only within a specific set
of coordinates. These, adapted to the symmetries of the problem, are effectively provided by
the perfect fluid sourcing the geometry. It is only in these coordinates that we can identify
a consistent low-noise regime on late-time spatial hypersurfaces. On a different, arbitrary,
foliation of spacetime, the homogeneous description breaks down and a more refined analysis
is needed.

For completeness, we note that it is possible to construct stochastic dynamics that sat-
isfy the GR constraint exactly, although we expect such a theory to violate diffeomorphism
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invariance. To construct it, it is necessary to incorporate noise into the evolution law for ρ as
well as πa, as we show in Appendix D. This requires a nontrivial coupling of the noise field
with matter, which goes beyond the scope of this study. We also show that the GR constraint
cannot be enforced by making stochastic the equation of motion of the scale factor instead.

This work sets the basis for the study of the cosmological consequences of theories where
gravity is classical and, therefore, fundamentally stochastic. The main objective of this line
of work is to try to establish predictions that may help test such theories in the near future,
possibly proving observationally the necessity of quantising the gravitational theory. CQ
theories of gravity predict that the amount of diffusion in the gravitational system is lower-
bounded by the typical decoherence rate of superposition in the quantum matter degrees of
freedom. As explored in detail in [17], table-top experiments can lower-bound the diffusion
in the metric and squeeze the theory from both sides.

Here, we find that cosmological measurements can also provide easily accessible data
that can also constrain the amount of diffusion allowed, on a very different scale. Indeed, as
showcased in this article, when integrated over long times, the stochastic force can cause the
gravitational system to diverge significantly from its deterministic trajectory. In particular,
we have seen that if CDM can be understood by the mechanism presented in its article, its
abundance would be entirely fixed by the parameters of the early-Universe model.

It is possible in principle to relate table-top precision tests of gravity to cosmological data.
However, in order to do that, we need a better understanding of a number of theoretical issues.
One important ingredient towards this analysis will be to understand how the global diffusion
in the evolution of the scale factor in an FLRW model and at high energies, is related to the
local one measured in the lab at low energies. This requires a deeper understanding of the
renormalisation group flow of the stochastic theory, a task initiated in [24]. In particular, we
want to understand how to flow the diffusion coefficients to high energy, such that it is possible
to relate the D2 appearing in (3.34) to the one that is measured in table-top experiments.
In addition to the running of the coupling constant D2G

2, we also need to understand if the
fluctuations have mass, which would suppress fluctuations at low energy. We would also like
to relate this dynamical mechanism which generates phantom cold dark matter, to the static
case considered in [35]. There, it was found that we should expect anomalous contributions to
the deterministic weak field solution, which could act like dark matter. If the phantom CDM
generated is cosmologically significant, the system would be driven locally to metrics that
reproduce galactic Dark Matter phenomenology. Conditioned on this fact, the path integral
representation of CQ gravity would favour (on galactic scales) a cosmological constant term
that agrees with current estimates of Λ [35].

Another key step towards using cosmological data to constrain the value of the diffusion
coefficient in stochastic theories of gravity is studying the inhomogeneous evolution. This is
key to reconstruct clear predictions for the observed Universe and especially the CMB; we
know the separate-universe approximation is not really self-consistent, since the shrinking
horizon during inflation partitions the universe into multiple causally-disconnected regions.
The resulting inhomogeneous modes will re-enter the horizon following reheating, and their
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subsequent evolution can only be handled via an inhomogeneous calculation. Furthermore,
whilst the homogeneous noise at late times goes to zero, locally the dynamics is still stochastic,
meaning that late-time evolution might still differ from standard deterministic calculations.
Altogether, moving away from the homogeneous model is fundamental in order to extract
the power spectrum of the perturbations imprinted on the CMB that the stochastic theory
predicts. This will ultimately provide a powerful stress-test for CQ theories of gravity, since
there is a plethora of strong observational constraints that the stochastic theory will have to
reproduce [65].
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A Noise and time reparametrisation

To study the evolution of the constraint under the modified equations of motion, we need
to specify the white noise ξ in terms of Wiener processes. A Wiener process (or, equiva-
lently, Brownian motion) Wt is an almost surely continuous stochastic process with Gaussian
increments distributed as:

∆W = Wt −Wt′ ∼ N (0, t− t′) . (A.1)

Schematically, the infinitesimal difference of a Wiener process dWt is of order O(
√

dt), a
statement made precise via Itô’s lemma (see Appendix B and D for more detail). In the
physics community, it is standard to define the white noise field as the distributional derivative
of Brownian motion [66], i.e:

ξ ∼ dWt

dt . (A.2)

However, ξ so defined fails to be a scalar under time reparametrisation (it is a density of weight
1/2), which can be seen from dimensional analysis. The generalisation needed is readily given
by:

ξ ≡ dWt

dt → ξ ≡ 1
N

dW∫ Ndt

dt = 1√
N

dWt

dt (A.3)

which has the required transformation properties and inherits from the Wiener process the
statistics postulated in (2.17) as we now show.

After a monotonic redefinition of time u = g(t), we have that dWt can be expressed in
terms of a Wiener process with respect to the new time u as:

dWu=g(t) =
√
ġ dWt . (A.4)

This can be understood both from the scaling property of a Wiener process and from Itô’s
lemma (dWt ∼

√
dt). Therefore, the stochastic integral:∫

Σ[N ]dWt (A.5)

is left invariant under such a transformation if Σ to transforms under time reparametrisation
as:

Σ′ = 1√
ġ

Σ . (A.6)

Hence, we need Σ to be a scalar density in time of weight w = 1/2. In this form, it is
immediate to see that the choice Σ[N ] =

√
N gives the desired transformation property. The

invariant stochastic integral takes the form:∫ √
NtdWt =

∫
ξNdt , (A.7)

where the derivative of the Wiener process has to be understood in a distributional sense.
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We can now trivially extract the moments that the stochastic field inherits from the
following properties of the Wiener process:

⟨Wt⟩ = 0 , ⟨WtWs⟩ = min(s, t) , (A.8)

which, as we now show, lead to:

E[ξ(t)] = 0 , E[ξ(t)ξ(t′)] = 1
N(t)δ(t, t

′). (A.9)

First, consider the definition of ξ as a distributional derivative of the Wiener process acting
on some test function ϕ:

ξ[ϕ] =
∫ ∞

0
ξ(t)ϕ(t)N(t)dt

= −
∫ ∞

0
W (t) d

dt

(√
N(t)ϕ(t)

)
dt .

(A.10)

Then:

E[ξ[ϕ]] = −
∫ ∞

0
E[W (t)] d

dt

(√
N(t)ϕ(t)

)
dt = 0

=
∫ ∞

0
E[ξ(t)]ϕ(t)N(t)dt ,

(A.11)

yielding E[ξ] = 0. For the variance, start from:

E[ξ[ϕ]2] =
∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
E[W (t)W (t′)] d

dt

(√
N(t)ϕ(t)

)
dt d

dt′
(√

N(t′)ϕ(t′)
)

dt′

=
∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
min(t, t′) d

dt

(√
N(t)ϕ(t)

)
dt d

dt′
(√

N(t′)ϕ(t′)
)

dt′

=
∫ ∞

0

d
dt

(√
N(t)ϕ(t)

)[∫ t

0

√
N(t′)ϕ(t′)dt′

]
dt

=
∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
δ(t, t′)

√
N(t)ϕ(t)

√
N(t′)ϕ(t′) dt′dt

.

(A.12)

However, we also have:

E[ξ[ϕ]2] =
∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
E[ξ(t)ξ(t′)] ϕ(t)ϕ(t′)N(t)N(t′) dtdt′, (A.13)

and comparing the two we obtain the claimed variance for the noise process, up to an arbitrary
scale D2.

B Itô vs Stratonovich

Whilst this is by no means intended to be a comprehensive review on stochastic calculus (for
one without too much mathematical baggage, see [67]), here we discuss briefly the difference
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between Itô and Stratonovich integration to motivate our choice of the former over the latter
in interpreting (2.15).

When it comes to stochastic differential equations, their interpretation is not unique. The
reason is that, unlike Riemann integrals, stochastic integrals give different results for different
discretisations. That is, Riemann integrals:∫ t

0
fdt = lim

n→∞

∑
[ti+1,ti]∈πn

f(αZti + (1 − α)Zti+1)(ti+1 − ti) , (B.1)

where πn is a sequence of partition of [0, t] with mesh going to zero, are equivalent for every
α ∈ [0, 1] as δt → 0. In contrast, a stochastic integral defined similarly as:∫ t

0
fdWt = lim

n→∞

∑
[ti+1,ti]∈πn

f(αZti + (1 − α)Zti+1)(Wi+1 −Wi) , (B.2)

where Wt is a Wiener process, gives different results for different choices of α. Consider the
following stochastic differential equation:

dZ = µ(Z)dt+ σ(Z)dWt , (B.3)

with σ and µ being related to the variance and the average drift of the stochastic process
respectively. Different definitions of stochastic integration lead to different interpretation of
the differential equation. Choosing α = 0, the update of the state Zt from t to t+ ∆t is given
by:

Zt+∆t = Zt + µ(Zt)∆t+ σ(Zt)∆Wt . (B.4)

This is known as Itô integration. It is non-anticipative (i.e. the increment is evaluated with
information of the functions µ and σ at the current time-step only) and it is easier to handle
numerically, but it does not obey the standard chain rule. Instead, the total derivative of a
function of a stochastic variable Zt (evolving under (B.3)) obeys Itô’s lemma instead:

df(Zt, t) =
(
∂f

∂t
+ ∂f

∂z
µ

)
dt+ ∂f

∂z
σdWt + 1

2
∂2f

∂z2 σ
2dt . (B.5)

The usual interpretation of the extra dt term appearing in the formula for the total derivative
is that the Wiener process is of fractional order in time. In particular, dW 2

t ∼ dt.
On the other hand, α = 1/2 leads to:

∆Zt = f

(
Zt + Zt+∆t

2

)
∆t+ σ

(
Zt + Zt+∆t

2

)
∆Wt . (B.6)

This has an obvious generalisation to higher dimensional degrees of freedom. This choice is
known as Stratonovich interpretation and does respect the usual chain rule, but the back-
ground noise is anticipative. Stratonovich definition appears naturally when deriving stochas-
tic differential equations through coarse-graining. Therefore, the latter is commonly used in
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stochastic physical systems, where the noise is introduced as the effective description of some
environment [68].

Whilst Stratonovich and Itô calculus counterintuitively yield different result for the same
differential equation, they only differ by a drift term. Indeed, one can move between an Itô
and a Stratonovich intepretation by correcting the drift term µ in the equations of motion
in such a way to cancel the spurious extra O(dt) contribution in Itô’s lemma. Hence, if a
system is described by a Stratonovich equation, it can be translated into an Itô system and,
therefore, easily simulated on a computer.

C Inhomogeneous evolution

Consider a homogeneous cosmology with small perturbations. Expanding the metric to linear
order as gµν = g

(0)
µν +ϵhµν , where ϵ is a small parameter and g(0)

µν satisfies the background Fried-
mann’s equations sourced by a homogeneous perfect fluid T (0) with density ρ and equation of
state parameter w. For simplicity, we consider a single background fluid, but the argument
is insensitive to this assumption. The homogeneous background evolution can also be off the
constraint surface by CH . The metric perturbations solve the standard linearised equations
for cosmological perturbations. For simplicity, consider the cosmological perturbations in
Newtonian gauge:

ds2 = a2(τ)
[

−
(
1 + 2ϵϕ(k, τ)eikixj

)
dτ2

+
(
1 − 2ϵψ(k, τ)eikixj

)
δijdxidxj

]
,

(C.1)

where we have expanded the metric functions in Fourier modes, since their equations of
motion will be linear, and have assumed k = 0 for the background solution. These metric
perturbations are sourced by small inhomogeneous perturbations in the matter density. For
a comoving perfect fluid, these are given by:

δT 0
0 = ϵδρ ,

δT 0
i = ϵ

a
(1 + w)ρδUi ,

δT i
j = −ϵwδρ δi

j ,

(C.2)

where δρ is the perturbation in energy density in the matter field, whilst δU i is the rela-
tive velocity of the fluid perturbations with respect to the comoving frame. Similarly, the
inhomogeneous perturbations to the global constraint violation read:

δC0
0 = ϵδC ,

δT 0
i = ϵ

a
CHδCi ,

δCi
j = 0 δi

j ,

(C.3)

i.e. they cosmetically appear as pressureless matter violation (w = 0). To make the analogy
precise, however, one needs to check that the evolution itself is identical to that of matter. As
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we now show, this can be derived just by using the spatial components of Einstein’s equations
and covariant conservation of the visible matter.

By computing the variation of the Einstein’s tensor to linear order in ϵ and matching
terms order by order in an ϵ expansion, one obtains on top of the background Friedmann
equations the linearised equations for the perturbations:

4πGa2(δρ+ δCH) = −k2ψ − 3H(ψ′ + Hϕ) (C.4)
4πGa(1 + w)ρ(δUi + δCi = −iki(ψ′ + Hϕ) (C.5)

4πGa2wδρ δi
j =

[
ψ′′ + H(2ψ + ϕ)′ + (2H′ + H2)ϕ− 1

2k
2(ϕ− ψ)

]
δj

j − 1
2(ϕ− ψ)kikj , (C.6)

where k2 is the squared euclidean norm of k, H = a′/a and we indicate differentiation with
respect of conformal time with a prime. The absence of anisotropic stress, as in standard
cosmological perturbation theory, forces the two scalar metric functions to be equal to each
other (ψ = ϕ), reducing the equations of motion to:

4πGa2(δρ+ δCH) = −k2ϕ− 3H(ϕ′ + Hϕ) (C.7)
4πGa [(1 + w)ρδUi + CHδCi] = −iki(ϕ′ + Hϕ) (C.8)

4πGa2wδρ =
[
ϕ′′ + H(2ϕ+ ϕ)′ + (2H′ + H2)ϕ

]
, (C.9)

from which we see that δC acts as a matter perturbation and δCi as the velocity of the
effective fluid. Since we minimally couple the noise of gravity, we can take the stress-tensor
of visible matter to be covariantly conserved, which implies:

δρ′ = −3H(1 + w)δρ− (1 + w)ρ(ikiδUi − 3ϕ′) (C.10)
1
a4

(
a5(1 + w)ρ ikiδU

i
)′

= wk2δρ+ (1 + w)k2ρϕ. (C.11)

It is now a matter of simple algebra to show that also δC and δCi, on shell, obey identical
relations with w = 0. It will be useful to use Friedmann equations, which correspond to:

H2 − H′ = 4πGa2 [(1 + w)ρ+ CH ] . (C.12)

To derive the induced evolution equation for δC, we simply differentiate (C.7) with respect
to conformal time and substitute back (C.8), (C.9), (C.10) and (C.12) to obtain:

δC ′ = −3H2δC − CH

(
ikiδC

i − 3ϕ′
)
. (C.13)

This indeed matches (C.10) with w = 0. Similarly, taking both the time and spatial derivative
of (C.8) and using the field equations of motion (C.9) and (C.11) together with Friedmann’s
equation (C.12), we obtain for the momentum constraint violation

1
a4

(
a5CH ikiδC

i
)′

= k2CHϕ . (C.14)
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Therefore, we see explicitly that, even at the inhomogeneous level, small constraint violations
in the zero-noise limit behave exactly as pressureless dust perturbations with average energy
density CH . Indeed, the linearised inhomogeneous Hamiltonian constraint violation δC acts
as energy density perturbations, whilst the violation to the momentum constraint δCi plays
the role of the peculiar velocity of the phantom fluid.

D Stochastic constraint

We derive here the evolution of the constraint

CH = 2πG
3

π2
a

a
− ρa3 . (D.1)

on the stochastic trajectories given by

ȧ = −4πG
3 N

πa

a
(D.2)

π̇a = −2πG
3 N

π2
a

a2 +N3wa2ρ+N
3

8πGk +Na2ξ̄ , (D.3)

ρ = ρ0a
−3(1+w) , (D.4)

i.e. with conservation of energy enforced in the matter sector. We allow:

E[ξ(t)] = 0 , E[ξ(t), ξ(t′)] = D2(a)
N

δ(t, t′) , (D.5)

i.e. the diffusion having a general dependence on the scale factor. It is always possible to
rescale ξ̄ as:

ξ̄ =
√
D2(a, πa)ζ̄ =

√
D2(a) 1√

N

dWt

dt (D.6)

such that we make the scaling of the noise with the fundamental degree of freedom a manifest
in the equations of motion (keeping, however, ζ̄ a scalar under time-parametrisation since
we have not extracted the dependence on N). We later explore whether one can modify the
equations of motion to preserve the value of the constraint at the level of the trajectories.

Using Itô’s lemma, is then immediate to check that up to O(dt):

dCH = ∂CH

∂a
da+ ∂CH

∂πa
dπa + 1

2
∂2CH

∂π2
a

dπ2
a

= −2πG
3

π2
a

a2 da+ 4πG
3

πa

a
dπa + 2πG

3
1
a

dπ2
a

= 4πG
3 aπa

√
ND2(a, πa)dWt +D2(a, πa)2πG

3 a3Ndt ,

(D.7)

which is indeed (3.1) once the definition of the reparametrisation invariant white noise field
is used and we declare D2(a, πa) = 3D2H

3/4π. Only terms proportional to D2 appear since
the deterministic equations preserve the constraint, meaning that all the drift terms cancel
each others in the algebra from the second to the third line of (D.7)
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As argued in the main body, the deviation from the deterministic constraint is not neces-
sarily a sign that the stochastic theory is inconsistent. Still, a natural question is whether one
can come up with any modification to the evolution process that conserves the deterministic
constraint. It turns out that, for this simple system, there are two possible modifications that
will lead to that result. The first one is coupling the noise to the matter system, breaking
covariant conservation of energy-momentum for matter. We can see this with a bottom-up
approach. Assume that the energy density is allowed to evolve via under a general SDE:

dρ = µ(a, πa, ρ)dt+ σ(a, πa, ρ)dWt . (D.8)

We can then require that the constraint is satisfied and work out what the evolution law for
ρ needs to be. Using Itô’s lemma once more, we get:

dCH = ∂CH

∂a
da+ ∂CH

∂πa
dπa + 1

2
∂2CH

∂π2
a

dπ2
a + ∂CH

∂ρ
dρ

= −
(

2πG
3

π2
a

a2 + 3ρa2
)

da+ 4πG
3

πa

a
dπa − a3dρ+ 4πG

3
1
a

dπ2
a

= −a3dρ+ 4πGρaπaNdt+ 4πG
3 aπa

√
ND2dWt +D2

2πG
3 a3Ndt+ O(dt dWt) .

(D.9)

Requiring this to vanish amounts to setting:

µ(a, πa, ρ) = −4πG
3

(
3πa

a2N + D2
2 N

)
(D.10)

σ(a, πa, ρ) = −4πG
3

πa

a2

√
ND2 , (D.11)

meaning
dρ = 4πG

3

(
3πa

a2 ρ+ D2
2

)
Ndt+ 4πG

3
πa

a2

√
ND2dWt . (D.12)

Of course, for D2 = 0 this recovers the deterministic evolution for matter.
The other approach is to make the evolution of a stochastic instead. Here, we work

under the assumption that the deterministic drift should not be changed as we still want the
canonical gravitational equations of motion to be satisfied on average for every value of D2.
Therefore, we allow only for a diffusion term in a:

da = −4πG
3 N

πa

a
dt+ σa(a,N)dWt . (D.13)

By repeating the same procedure as above we find that by picking:

σa = a3

πa

√
N (D.14)

the induced drift term in the evolution of the constraint cancels, meaning that the constraint
is satisfied on average (but not at the level of trajectories).
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