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H . Is the cosmological constant related
A-G 2
to Newtons constant? (C;, C;)

Seemingly independent, but
we argue that one leads naturally to the other...
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Continue with a “minimal version” that

e General covariance

e Small deviation from classical GR
e [ ocal

e 2nd order eom
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B. A(k) has very weak RG coupling to G(k)

C. Effective Einstein equations have additional fields,
contributions, stuff, leading to cancellations...

For each interpretation many possible subcategories, e.g.
: B 1. Aisnota coupling but a field

2. G isnot a coupling but a field
. RG group is not universal
. Hierarchy in QG parameters: C; > C,
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