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Abstract

This work proposes a fundamental reformulation of time, not as a pre-existing geometric
dimension, but as a localized and emergent reaction of the quantum vacuum to the presence
of mass-energy. We argue that time arises only where and when the vacuum is causally
and entropically disturbed by matter, and is otherwise undefined. A scalar field x(z) is
introduced to represent the degree of temporal activation in spacetime, governed by a field
equation sourced by the trace of the energy-momentum tensor. This framework offers a
coherent reinterpretation of relativistic time dilation, entropy-driven temporal asymmetry,
and the quantum nature of vacuum. It provides a physically grounded mechanism for the
emergence of time during cosmogenesis and resolves classical paradoxes such as the ini-
tial singularity and the horizon problem. We discuss experimental predictions and propose
observable consequences in atomic clocks, black hole interiors, and cosmic microwave back-
ground signatures. Ultimately, the model shifts the paradigm from asking “What is time?”
to “Where and under what conditions does time emerge?”

1 Introduction

In classical and modern physics, time is usually regarded as a fundamental component of the
universe—either as an absolute parameter flowing uniformly and independently of all physical
processes, as in Newtonian mechanics, or as part of a unified spacetime manifold, as in Ein-
stein’s relativity. In both views, time is presupposed to exist everywhere and always, as a given
background upon which matter and energy evolve.

However, this assumption may be due for revision. In this work, we propose that time is
not a globally defined or ever-present feature of the cosmos, but rather a localized emergent phe-
nomenon—a physical reaction triggered by the presence of mass-energy. That is, time emerges
as a structural property of the vacuum when it is disturbed by energy-momentum configurations.

The central thesis is this: in the absence of matter or energy, time does not low—mnor
does it exist. There is no temporal order, no causal sequence, and no duration without the
presence of interacting physical content.

This idea is conceptually supported by three established domains of physics:

¢ Relativity, which teaches us that time is not absolute but depends on the observer’s
frame of reference and gravitational environment.

¢ Thermodynamics, where the arrow of time arises from entropy gradients and irreversible
processes.

e Quantum Field Theory, which treats the vacuum not as empty space but as a dynamic
field state filled with fluctuations and latent interactions.

Rather than discarding the geometric framework of spacetime in general relativity, we rein-
terpret the temporal component of spacetime geometry as a secondary effect—a measurable
consequence of the vacuum’s causal and entropic reactivity to mass-energy.



This reformulation opens the door to a new class of models where time is no longer funda-
mental but derivative—emerging only under certain physical conditions, and vanishing in their
absence. The implications of this shift are profound, both philosophically and experimentally:
it suggests that there can exist timeless regions of space, and that the origin of time itself is
coeval with the emergence of the first matter-energy fluctuations.

2 Foundational Principle

We postulate that time is not an independent axis or coordinate of the universe but a localized
emergent field, activated only in the presence of mass-energy. In this view, time does not preexist
physical processes—it is generated as a consequence of them.

Postulate: Time emerges as a causal, local response of the vacuum to the presence
of mass-energy. In the absence of such content, the vacuum remains temporally inert.

This principle redefines the vacuum not as a passive backdrop, but as a dynamic and respon-
sive substrate. While quantum field theory already treats the vacuum as filled with fluctuations
and virtual interactions, these features remain temporally unstructured in the absence of pertur-
bation. It is only when mass-energy enters a region—through the introduction of real particles,
fields, or irreversible interactions—that the vacuum organizes change into a temporally ordered
sequence.

In this framework, time is not an external container but an internal bookkeeping structure—a
measure of the correlation, interaction, and causal directionality of physical systems. Time is
therefore inherently relational: it has meaning only when there exists a system that can undergo
change, support complexity, and permit causal propagation.

This also has profound cosmological consequences. Under this hypothesis, the universe did
not begin in time—it began with time. The emergence of matter and energy is not merely the
beginning of evolution within an existing temporal axis, but the genesis of time itself. This
sidesteps the philosophical paradoxes associated with the question of “what came before time”
and provides a physical mechanism for the temporal asymmetry of cosmological evolution.

Furthermore, this principle implies that time is spatially inhomogeneous: different regions of
the universe may exhibit different degrees of temporal activation depending on their local energy-
momentum content. Time is not globally uniform or ubiquitous—it is a granular, conditionally
emergent structure tied to the presence and distribution of matter.

In summary, we replace the traditional notion of time as a fixed background with a new
conception: time as a triggered field—a byproduct of the vacuum’s interaction with energy, one
that arises only where and when it is physically justified.

3 Relativity and Local Time

One of the earliest insights that hinted at the non-absoluteness of time comes from Einstein’s
theory of special relativity. There, time is shown to be frame-dependent: two observers in
relative motion will measure different durations between the same pair of events. This suggests
that time is not globally defined but locally experienced.

In our framework, this relativistic variability of time is reinterpreted through the lens of
temporal emergence. Rather than viewing time dilation as a distortion of a universal time
coordinate, we propose that it reflects a modulation in the local activation of the temporal field.
Specifically, the field x(x), which quantifies the degree of temporal activity, is not constant
across frames or energy conditions.

For instance, in the well-known twin paradox, one twin undergoes acceleration and high-
speed travel while the other remains at rest. Conventionally, this is described as the traveling



twin experiencing less proper time due to relativistic effects. In our view, the traveling twin
moves through a trajectory where the vacuum is differently perturbed—its energy-momentum
configuration alters the activation level of x(z). The time experienced by that twin is not simply
less—it is less emergent. The field x(x) is locally suppressed due to motion and altered vacuum
interaction.

Moreover, general relativity reveals that time is affected by gravitational potential: clocks
run slower in stronger gravitational fields. This, too, aligns with our model. Gravity, as encoded
by spacetime curvature, is linked to mass-energy content, and thus naturally modulates the
activation of time. Where the gravitational potential is deeper, the scalar curvature R is higher,
leading to modifications in x(z) and hence to observable changes in the rate of time.

We therefore interpret relativistic phenomena not as consequences of passive spacetime geom-
etry alone, but as dynamic interactions between energy, curvature, and the emergent temporal
field. Relativity does not just permit localized time—it demands it. The non-uniformity of
temporal experience across space and observers is a reflection of the physical conditions that
locally generate time.

In regions completely devoid of mass-energy—idealized, true vacua—there is no content to
disturb the vacuum, and thus no mechanism to activate x(z). Time, in such domains, becomes
undefined. No causal structure can emerge, and no evolution can occur. This supports the idea
that not only is time local, but also conditional: it exists only where it is physically required.

Hence, relativity provides both empirical precedent and theoretical justification for our con-
ception of time as an emergent, spatially inhomogeneous, and causally dependent field.

4 The Vacuum and the Triggering of Time

In quantum field theory (QFT), the vacuum is not an empty void but a highly structured
state—the lowest-energy configuration of all fields. It hosts incessant virtual fluctuations, en-
tanglement correlations, and nontrivial zero-point energy. However, in the absence of real inter-
actions or irreversible processes, this vacuum remains temporally inert. Its structure is physically
rich but temporally silent.

Within our framework, we interpret the vacuum as a latent substrate—a potentiality for time,
not time itself. It is a medium capable of supporting temporal order, but only when causally
disturbed. When a region of spacetime is perturbed by mass-energy, the vacuum reorganizes
itself in a way that gives rise to directionality, causality, and measurable change.

This disturbance activates the scalar field x(z), which serves as a quantitative index of
temporal excitation. The field is not activated spontaneously or globally, but only through causal
injection of mass-energy that initiates real physical change: decay, scattering, decoherence, or
entropy increase. In this view, time is triggered—mnot passively flowing, but dynamically
induced.

An illustrative example is provided by light. Photons, being massless, follow null geodesics
and do not experience proper time. From the photon’s perspective—if such a frame were formally
definable—the moment of emission and the moment of absorption occur simultaneously. No
interval separates the two events. In our interpretation, this is because the photon, having
no rest mass and no capacity to induce irreversible change in isolation, does not activate the
temporal field x(z). It traverses spacetime along a path of minimal temporal excitation.

By contrast, when a massive particle enters a region of vacuum, it disturbs the field con-
figuration, alters local entropy flow, and introduces an arrow of causality. The vacuum, in
response, activates time. Thus, the presence of time becomes a measure of the degree to which
a system diverges from equilibrium—how much it is capable of supporting irreversible physical
transformation.

This leads us to a reinterpretation of the vacuum itself as an informational medium, capable
of storing causal history and supporting structure. The vacuum is not simply the absence of



matter but a dynamic participant in the emergence of time. It reacts, records, and evolves—but
only when it is perturbed.

In summary, time does not exist ¢n the vacuum by default. It is elicited by physical events.
The triggering of time is thus a localized, causal process rooted in the interaction between mass-
energy and the responsive structure of quantum fields. The scalar field y(x) is the mathematical
manifestation of this activation.

5 Mathematical Formulation: Emergent Time Field

To formalize the emergence of time as a physical response of the vacuum to matter, we introduce
a real scalar field x(z) defined on the spacetime manifold. This field encodes the local degree of
temporal activation, as induced by the surrounding energy-momentum content.

We postulate that y(z) obeys a field equation derived from an action principle. Specifically,
the total action functional for the scalar field is given by:

Sy = [t V=g |3V - V00 + X, 1)

where:

e g is the determinant of the spacetime metric g,,,,

V. denotes the covariant derivative compatible with g,,,,,

V(x) is a scalar potential, encoding self-interaction or vacuum structure,

1%, is the trace of the energy-momentum tensor of matter and fields,

e [ is a coupling constant of appropriate dimension.

The term § x 1"}, represents a minimal but physically motivated coupling between the scalar
field y and the material content of spacetime. It ensures that y is sourced only where real
mass-energy is present.

To obtain the equation of motion for x(z), we perform a variation of the action S, with
respect to x:

av
68y = /d% V—g [—vﬂv”x “ i +BTH | ox. (2)
Setting 0.5, = 0 for arbitrary variations dy, we obtain the Euler-Lagrange field equation:
av
Oy — T =0 3
Xt BTH =0, (3)

where [0 = V,V# is the generally covariant d’Alembertian operator.

This is a Klein-Gordon-type equation with an external source T%,. The presence of matter
(non-zero trace) perturbs the vacuum and drives the evolution of y, thus inducing local temporal
activation. In vacuum, where T%, = 0, the field relaxes to a background configuration determined
solely by its potential V' (x), which can be chosen to ensure y = 0 in undisturbed regions.

Temporal Rate as a Function of ()

To connect the scalar field to physical observables, we postulate that the local rate of proper
time flow dr/dt for an ideal clock is proportional to y(x):

T~ axt@) (1)
where « is a dimensional scaling factor. Thus, regions with higher activation of x correspond to
stronger temporal evolution, while in regions where x(z) — 0, clocks effectively “freeze.”

This formulation allows for a spatially varying and physically grounded definition of local

time, tied directly to mass-energy distribution and vacuum response.



Connection with General Relativity

Taking the trace of the Einstein field equations,
R=—"FT*H (5)

we note that the source term in Equation is directly proportional to the Ricci scalar R.
Therefore, the field x(x) can also be viewed as a smoothed, causal, and dynamical measure of
scalar curvature—filtered through the vacuum’s capacity to support causal order.

In summary, Equation provides a dynamical and testable foundation for the emergent
time hypothesis, enabling the scalar field y(x) to encode how and where time becomes physically
meaningful.

6 Implications and Predictions

The introduction of a dynamic, matter-coupled scalar field x(z) as a mediator of temporal
activation leads to a series of physical and testable consequences. This section outlines key
implications of the model, ranging from laboratory-scale predictions to cosmological and gravi-
tational scenarios.

1. Temporal Inactivity in Absolute Vacuum

In regions where T#, = 0, the source term in the field equation for x(z) vanishes. Assuming
V(x) admits a stable minimum at x = 0, the field remains unexcited. This implies that:

e No causal ordering emerges,
e No local proper time flows,

e The region is effectively timeless.

Such an “absolute vacuum” may not exist naturally, but could approximate early-universe
or artificially isolated conditions.

Scenario A — Deep Space Void Imagine a spacecraft sent to the most matter-depleted re-
gion of intergalactic space. The ambient energy-momentum tensor is essentially null. According
to our model, time for an idealized test clock onboard would slow drastically as it crosses into
this region, with d7/dt — 0, reflecting the vanishing of x(x).

2. Non-Uniform Temporal Flow Across Space

Since x(x) is sourced by local energy distributions, it naturally varies across space. This leads
to spatially dependent rates of temporal evolution—even between nearby regions.

Scenario B — Mountain vs. Valley Clocks Consider two high-precision atomic clocks:
one placed at sea level and another at the top of a mountain. General relativity already predicts
a small but measurable time dilation due to gravitational potential differences. In our model,
this effect is reinterpreted as a change in the local temporal field y(z): greater mass-energy
concentration in lower altitudes results in stronger activation, hence a faster ticking rate.

3. High-Energy Residual Effects (Gravitational Memory)

Violent astrophysical events, such as neutron star mergers or gamma-ray bursts, can induce
transient but intense variations in the energy-momentum structure of spacetime. These may
temporarily excite x(z) and leave behind residual temporal activation patterns—a form of “grav-
itational memory,” but associated with time rather than geometry.



Scenario C — Temporal Echoes from Mergers Instruments measuring clock synchroniza-
tion near the site of a recent neutron star collision might observe small deviations from standard
relativistic predictions. These could be interpreted as residual variations in x(x), persisting after
the geometric gravitational wave has passed.

4. Quantum Clock Shifts and Laboratory Tests

Since x(x) modulates the rate of proper time, ultra-sensitive atomic clocks may detect local
gradients of the temporal field in controlled laboratory settings. If matter configurations are
carefully varied in proximity to such clocks, deviations in ticking rate—beyond what is expected
from standard gravity—may arise.

Scenario D — Controlled Matter Injection In a vacuum chamber with a clock at its
center, gradually introducing a dense sphere of matter could lead to measurable deviations in
timekeeping. If x(z) is coupled to T#, as described, the activation of local time should increase
as mass is introduced.

5. Temporal Breakdown Near Black Hole Singularities

In black hole interiors, general relativity predicts curvature singularities where the known laws of
physics break down. In our model, this corresponds to an extreme disruption or even vanishing
of the temporal field.

Scenario E — Time Dissolution at the Core As T%, — oo or becomes ill-defined near
the singularity, the field x(z) may either diverge or collapse to zero, depending on the potential
V(x). Both cases signal a breakdown of temporal structure: time ceases to exist in any physically
meaningful way. This supports the idea that singularities are not just geometric artifacts but
true temporal endpoints.

6. Cosmological Footprints in the CMB

If x(z) underwent quantum fluctuations during the inflationary epoch, it may have left im-
prints on the cosmic microwave background (CMB). These would manifest as anisotropies or
correlations distinct from density perturbations.

Scenario F — Temporal Inflation Spectrum Observational signatures could include scale-
dependent shifts in temperature correlations or polarization angles in the CMB, especially if y(x)
was dynamically active during or just after inflation. This may allow us to infer the temporal
structure of the early vacuum.

Summary

These scenarios offer not only philosophical and theoretical reinterpretations of time but also
concrete experimental possibilities. From precision clocks and laboratory tests to gravitational
wave detectors and cosmological surveys, the scalar field x(z) opens a new domain of measurable,
dynamic temporal physics.

7 Cosmological Implications for the Big Bang

Traditional cosmological models describe the Big Bang as a singular event occurring in time—marking
the beginning of the universe’s temporal evolution. However, this framing presumes the preex-
istence of time as an organizing dimension. If time itself is emergent, this assumption collapses.



In the context of our model, the Big Bang is not the start of time within an existing backdrop.
Rather, it is the physical transition through which time itself becomes possible. The scalar field
x(z), responsible for encoding temporal activity, is initially zero throughout the early vacuum.
As mass-energy fluctuations arise—driven perhaps by symmetry breaking, quantum tunneling,
or vacuum instability—y/(x) is locally triggered, giving rise to the first temporal gradients and
the inception of causality.

7.1 Time as a Phase Transition

This perspective implies that time emerged in a manner analogous to other cosmological order
parameters. Just as the Higgs field acquired a nonzero vacuum expectation value during elec-
troweak symmetry breaking, the temporal field x(x) acquired nonzero support during the onset
of structured mass-energy.

Thus, we reinterpret the cosmological timeline as follows:

 Pre-causal vacuum: T¥ = 0= x(z) = 0. No time, no causality, no entropy flow.

« Temporal ignition: Spontaneous appearance of mass-energy locally perturbs the vac-
uum. y(z) becomes positive.

o Temporal expansion: The growth and diffusion of x(z) allows time to percolate outward
as structure propagates.

This suggests that the origin of the observable universe coincides with the percolation of
time across space—a causalization process rather than a simple metric expansion.

7.2 Resolution of Cosmological Paradoxes

This reframing of time’s origin provides a natural resolution to several long-standing cosmological
paradoxes:

The Singularity Problem If time emerges only when y(x) > 0, then there is no meaningful
t = 0 in a timeless pre-structured vacuum. The singularity becomes not a real point in spacetime
but a limit of applicability of geometric description. The universe did not begin in time—time
began with the universe.

The Horizon Problem In standard cosmology, widely separated regions of the cosmic mi-
crowave background (CMB) appear in thermal equilibrium despite never being in causal contact.
If time emerges progressively via x(z), then early regions may have shared a common vacuum
state before temporal boundaries solidified. The absence of early temporal gradients means
causal contact was not required to establish equilibrium.

The Flatness and Entropy Problems In a pre-temporal phase, no entropy increase is
meaningful. The initial state can be maximally uniform and still natural. Temporal direc-
tionality—and thus the increase of entropy—only arises when the universe transitions into the
x(z) > 0 regime. This defers the onset of the second law to the moment of temporal genesis,
removing the need to fine-tune early conditions.

7.3 Time-Matter Co-Emergence

The hypothesis that time and matter co-emerge also alters our interpretation of cosmogenesis.
Instead of assuming a background of spacetime in which matter appears, we envision a relational
genesis: time, space, and energy arise simultaneously through the activation of vacuum structure.
This echoes certain approaches in quantum gravity (e.g., causal sets, group field theory), but
places the emphasis on temporal activation rather than geometric discreteness.



Summary

Under the emergent time framework, the Big Bang is reinterpreted not as a temporal event but
as a transition into temporality. The scalar field x(x) provides a natural dynamical vehicle to
describe this transition, and its coupling to matter allows us to unify the origin of time with the
physical processes that make it meaningful. In this view, the cosmos begins not with a bang,
but with a whisper: the first activation of time in an otherwise silent vacuum.

8 Conclusion

We have proposed a foundational reformulation of the nature of time, wherein time is not an a
priori dimension of the universe but a localized, emergent phenomenon—a reactive response of
the quantum vacuum to the presence of mass-energy.

In this framework, the scalar field y(x) plays the central role: it quantifies the degree to
which a given region of spacetime is capable of supporting temporally ordered, causal evolution.
The dynamics of x(x) are governed by a field equation derived from an action principle, with
a source term directly coupled to the trace of the energy-momentum tensor, 7%,. In this way,
time is not globally imposed but causally induced.

This approach preserves and reinterprets the insights of relativity, thermodynamics, and
quantum field theory:

e From relativity, we retain the observer-dependence and locality of time but reinterpret
these not as geometric distortions, but as modulations of temporal activation.

e From thermodynamics, we link the emergence of time to the onset of irreversibility and
entropy flow, grounding temporality in informational and statistical processes.

e From quantum theory, we embrace the vacuum as a dynamic, responsive entity that
acquires temporal structure only upon interaction.

The implications of this theory are wide-ranging. Time ceases to be a global scaffold and
becomes a contextual feature of physical systems. Singularities and cosmological paradoxes are
softened or reinterpreted. The birth of the universe becomes synonymous with the birth of
time—mnot as a point on a timeline, but as a transition into a causally active state.

Outlook and Open Questions

This emergent perspective on time invites a host of theoretical and experimental investigations:

o Experimental: Can local gradients in x(x) be detected via high-precision clocks, gravi-
tational memory effects, or cosmological observations?

o Theoretical: Can x(z) be derived from a more fundamental quantum gravity frame-
work—perhaps as a composite field, order parameter, or entanglement-based construct?

e Mathematical: What are the stability conditions, propagation characteristics, and asymp-
totic behaviors of the x(x) field under realistic matter configurations?

e Cosmological: Can the early universe’s transition into temporality leave observable traces
in the CMB, large-scale structure, or entropy distribution?

Ultimately, this proposal shifts the question from “What is time?” to “ When and where is
time?”—a question grounded not in abstraction but in physical interaction. By placing time on
the same footing as other emergent phenomena in nature, we may approach a more coherent
and experimentally accessible understanding of the universe’s temporal structure.



Appendix A — Extended Action Formulation

While the main text introduced the scalar field x(z) as a mechanism for encoding local temporal
activation, the formulation was incomplete with respect to its integration into the full dynamical
structure of spacetime. In this appendix, we present a complete action-based framework that
unifies gravity, matter, and the temporal field .

A.1 Full Action
We define the total action as:

1 1
S = [ ds =g |5 R+ 597X = V) + BX T+ Lot (©
where k = 87 G, and the remaining terms carry their standard meanings as defined in Section 5.

A.2 Variational Field Equations

The scalar field y satisfies:

dv
Ox— — + BTH =
X dx+ﬁ 5 =0, (7)

while variation with respect to the metric g, leads to:

5T
dghv’

1
LG =79 + 18 4 3
with T,Sif) defined analogously to the stress-energy of a scalar field.

A.3 Remarks on Conservation Laws

Consistency of the theory requires that the total energy-momentum tensor be covariantly con-
served. This constrains the functional form of the coupling and the compatibility between y and
Linatter- Further development may require a dynamical coupling or a composite interpretation
of x.

Summary

This extended formulation embeds the emergent time hypothesis within a fully variational field-
theoretic setting, allowing future exploration of its consistency, quantization, and coupling to
alternative cosmological models.



Appendix B — Interpretation and Dimensional Analysis of y(x)

The scalar field x(z), introduced as a measure of local temporal activation, plays a central
conceptual and dynamical role in our framework. However, its physical nature requires further
clarification. In this appendix, we explore its interpretation, dimensional characteristics, and
potential origins.

B.1 Nature of the Field

We leave open the question of whether x(z) is a fundamental dynamical field or an emergent
effective quantity derived from deeper microphysical variables. Two possibilities are contem-
plated:

o Fundamental field: x(z) is a new scalar degree of freedom, akin to a dilaton or inflaton,
directly sourced by energy-momentum.

o Effective/Informational field: x(x) arises from statistical correlations in entanglement
entropy, causal set connectivity, or vacuum information density. It may reflect a coarse-
grained ordering parameter over quantum geometry.

B.2 Dimensional Analysis

To ensure consistency, we assign physical dimensions to y(x) by examining its role in the local
proper time relation:

d
d—; = ax(z).
Assuming dr/dt is dimensionless (ratio of durations), then: - [a] - [x] = 1 = [x] = [o] .

If « ~ 1/time, then x is dimensionless. Alternatively, if x has dimensions of energy
density/2, then o must carry units to compensate. To match the kinetic term in the action:

1
Ly ~ ivuxV“x = [x] = mass,

assuming natural units A = ¢ = 1. Thus, we adopt:

[x] = GeV, [B] = GeV™L

B.3 Choice of Potential

The potential V(x) governs the vacuum structure and self-interaction of the field. Several
natural forms include:

+ Massive free field: V(y) = 3m?%y?
o Higgs-like: V(x) = A(x? — v?)?
« Plateau models: V() = V(1 — e%X), inspired by inflationary dynamics

The form of V(x) influences the stability, decay, and spatial structure of time in early- or
low-matter environments.

Summary

This analysis strengthens the physical foundation of the field x (), offering dimensional coher-
ence and interpretational flexibility. Whether y is viewed as fundamental or emergent, it encodes
temporal order in a measurable and causally consistent manner.

10



Appendix C — Curvature—Field Coupling via f(R, x)

The original formulation of the theory posits that the scalar field x(z) is sourced by matter (via
T‘L), but exerts no dynamical influence on the background spacetime. To address this asymmetry
and include full backreaction, we extend the model by introducing a coupling between the field
x and the Ricci scalar R.

C.1 Modified Gravitational Sector
We replace the Einstein-Hilbert term with a function f(R,x) in the action:

S = /d% V=g {f(R, X) + %VMXV“X — V(X) + Lmatter | » 9)

where f(R,x) is a smooth function jointly dependent on spacetime curvature and the temporal
field. Natural choices include:

e f(R,x) = iR +&xR  (non-minimal coupling),
e f(R,x) =R+ aR?+vyx>R (quadratic curvature corrections),
e f(R,x)=R-F(x), with F(x) =1+ ex?, etc.

Such couplings are inspired by scalar—tensor theories and quantum gravity effective actions.

C.2 Dynamical Consequences

The variation of the action with respect to g,, now produces modified gravitational field equa-
tions of the form:
of (R, x)

g + (kinetic & matter terms) = 0,
which include derivative couplings such as V,V,x, 0f/0R, and terms like xR, leading to rich
geometric feedback.
Meanwhile, the equation of motion for y(z) becomes:

Oy ——+—=0.
XA T oy
Thus, the scalar field and the geometry co-determine each other’s evolution, reflecting the
principle that time and spacetime structure are jointly emergent.

C.3 Motivation and Interpretation

This extension realizes the philosophical aim of the theory: that time (via x) and spacetime
geometry (via R) are not independent structures but are dynamically intertwined. In regions
where x grows, curvature may respond, and conversely, spacetime curvature can modulate the
conditions under which time emerges.

Summary

The f(R, x) generalization resolves the limitation of unidirectional coupling and enables a two-
way dynamical relationship between geometry and temporal structure. It opens new possibilities
for cosmological dynamics, gravitational wave physics, and early-universe scenarios where the
geometry itself participates in the emergence of time.

11



Appendix D — Relation to Existing Frameworks

While our formulation introduces the scalar field x(z) as a localized trigger for the emergence
of time, similar conceptual structures have appeared independently across various theoretical
frameworks. This appendix outlines key parallels and distinctions.

D.1 Timeless Cosmologies and the Configuration Space Approach

In the work of Julian Barbour, time is not fundamental but an illusion arising from correlations
between configurations in an abstract space of possible states. His approach defines change
without reference to a temporal parameter. While our model remains in a spacetime setting,
it shares with Barbour the core idea that time emerges only in the presence of distinguishable
structure and relational change.

D.2 Relational Quantum Mechanics

Carlo Rovelli’s relational interpretation of quantum mechanics views physical reality as com-
posed of interactions, not observer-independent states. In his view, time is not absolute but
internal to the relational dynamics of quantum systems. Our model resonates with this by
treating time as a property of interaction between matter and the vacuum.

D.3 Causal Set Theory and Discrete Emergence

In causal set theory, spacetime itself is emergent from a discrete set of elements ordered by
causal relations. Time arises naturally as the partial ordering of these events. Our field x(x)
could be interpreted as a continuous effective parameter encoding the density of causal relations
in a coarse-grained limit.

D.4 Tensor Networks and Entanglement Geometry

In holography and AdS/CFT studies, tensor network models (e.g. MERA) suggest that
spacetime geometry may emerge from entanglement patterns. Time, in this context, corresponds
to the causal structure of quantum entanglement. While our theory does not rely on a specific
entanglement formalism, it is compatible with this view if x(z) reflects informational flux or
decoherence intensity.

D.5 Entropic Gravity and Verlinde’s Hypothesis

Erik Verlinde’s theory proposes that gravity arises from entropic forces due to changes in in-
formation content. Similarly, one could interpret x(x) as being proportional to the local entropy
gradient, connecting the emergence of time to thermodynamic evolution. Our proposal thus
parallels Verlinde’s in treating time and geometry as derivative from statistical/informational
underpinnings.

Summary

Although our model is based on a scalar field in a semiclassical setting, it conceptually intersects
with several foundational theories that aim to derive time and space from deeper, pre-geometric
or informational structures. Recognizing these relations strengthens the interpretative depth
and provides a pathway for future unification with quantum gravity approaches.
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Appendix E — Estimating Observable Effects of y(x)

Although several phenomenological scenarios were proposed in Section 6, a major challenge
remains: connecting the abstract scalar field x(z) to specific, measurable quantities. In this ap-
pendix, we sketch possible strategies to extract approximate numerical predictions for laboratory
and astrophysical tests.

E.1 Defining a Physical Normalization

To make x(z) observable, we link it to the local proper time rate:

dr

i ax(z).

We choose to normalize x such that in Earth conditions xg = 1. All deviations are then defined
relative to this standard.

E.2 Laboratory Estimate: Vacuum Chamber Test

Consider a vacuum chamber with an atomic clock suspended at the center. A spherical mass
M ~ 103 kg is slowly brought to a distance 7 ~ 0.5 m.
Using the trace of the energy-momentum tensor:

T ~=p = Ax~f-p
where p ~ 103kg/ m?®. For a reasonable coupling B ~ 1071 m3 /kg, we estimate:

dr
Ay~107", = A ) ~ 1077,
X~ 1077, (5

This implies a fractional change in clock rate of 0.1 parts per million — within reach of
modern atomic clock sensitivity (e.g., optical lattice clocks reaching 10~ precision).

E.3 Gravitational Well Variation: Earth—-ISS Comparison

Between sea level and the International Space Station ( 400 km altitude), the gravitational

potential difference is:
A® ~ 6 x 10° J /kg.

If x(x) oc R ~ V2®, then expected change is:

AD
Ax~B-AR~B-—5 ~107%,

leading again to potentially observable clock drift over long baselines.

E.4 Cosmological Imprint in the CMB

Let us assume that during inflation, x(z) experienced quantum fluctuations dx ~ H /27w, where

H ~ 103 GeV. Then:
ox H

Xo  2mXo

which is comparable to the amplitude of scalar perturbations seen in the CMB (6T /T ~ 107?).
This suggests that y-induced fluctuations may contribute or correlate with CMB anisotropies.

~ 1075,
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Summary

These order-of-magnitude estimates demonstrate that the emergent temporal field y(z) could
produce measurable effects in high-precision timekeeping, low-gravity environments, and cosmo-
logical observations — provided that its coupling constant £ lies within a certain range. Future
work should aim to constrain § experimentally and explore signatures distinguishable from those
predicted by general relativity alone.
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