arXiv:1203.3382v3 [gr-qc] 18 Mar 2013

ON THE WEYL CURVATURE HYPOTHESIS

CRISTI STOICA

Abstract. The Weyl curvature hypothesis of Penrose attempts to explain the high homogeneity and isotropy, and the very low entropy of the early universe, by conjecturing the vanishing of the Weyl tensor at the Big-Bang singularity.

In previous papers it has been proposed an equivalent form of Einstein’s equation, which extends it and remains valid at an important class of singularities (including in particular the Schwarzschild, FLRW, and isotropic singularities). Here it is shown that if the Big-Bang singularity is from this class, it also satisfies the Weyl curvature hypothesis.

As an application, we study a very general example of cosmological model, which generalizes the FLRW model by dropping the isotropy and homogeneity constraints. This model generalizes both the FLRW model and the isotropic singularities. We show that the Big-Bang singularity of this model is of the type under consideration, and satisfies therefore the Weyl curvature hypothesis.

Contents

Introduction 1 0.1. The Weyl curvature hypothesis 1 0.2. Semi-regular spacetimes 3 0.3. Expanded Einstein equation and quasi-regular spacetimes 4 1. The Weyl curvature vanishes at quasi-regular singularities 5 2. Example: a general, non-isotropic and inhomogeneous cosmological model 6 3. Conclusion 9 Acknowledgements 9 References 9

Introduction

0.1. The Weyl curvature hypothesis. In his seminal paper [1], R. Penrose was interested in several distinct problems, including the search for an explanation of the second law of Thermodynamics, and of the high homogeneity and isotropy of the universe. His analysis of the flow of energy in the Universe led him to the idea that the second law of Thermodynamics is due to very high homogeneity around the Big-Bang. Penrose explains this homogeneity by the following argument ([1], p. 614):

In terms of spacetime curvature, the absence of clumping corresponds, very roughly, to the absence of Weyl conformal curvature (since absence of clumping implies spatial-isotropy, and hence no gravitational principal null-directions).

He further added “this restriction on the early geometry should be something like: the Weyl curvature C_{abcd} vanishes at any initial singularity” ([1], p. 630). This is the Weyl curvature hypothesis (WCH), and it makes the central point of interest in the present article.

Date: March 12, 2012.

In addition to Penrose’s motivations for the WCH, other reasons come from Quantum Gravity. We expect that, near the Big-Bang, the quantum effects of gravity take over, but we know that gravity is perturbatively nonrenormalizable at two loops [2, 3]. A vanishing Weyl tensor would mean a vanishing of local degrees of freedom, hence of gravitons, and this would remove some of the problems of Quantum Gravity, at least at the Big-Bang [4].

The Weyl tensor C_{abcd} is the traceless part of the Riemann curvature tensor R_{abcd}. From gravitational viewpoint, it is responsible for the tidal forces. The tensor C_{abc}^d is invariant at the conformal rescaling g_{ab} → Ω^2g_{ab}. If it vanishes, it indicates that the metric is conformally flat (in dimension ≥ 4; in lower dimension it vanishes trivially).

An important class of singularities which automatically satisfy a version of the WCH (stating that the Weyl curvature remains finite at singularity) are the isotropic singularities. They were researched by Tod [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10], Claudel & Newman [11], Anguige & Tod [12, 13]. The metric tensor in this case can be obtained by a conformal rescaling from a regular (i.e. non-singular) metric tensor, and presents nice behavior from conformal geometric viewpoint. Because the Weyl tensor C_{abc}^d is invariant at conformal rescaling, the main feature of the isotropic singularities is that the Weyl tensor equals that of a regular metric, hence remaining finite. If we apply a conformal rescaling to a metric tensor g_{ab}, the new metric ĝ_{ab} := Ω^2g_{ab} has the Weyl curvature tensor Ĉ_{abc}^d = C_{abc}^d, which is smooth, but not necessarily vanishing at Ω = 0. But Ĉ_{abcd} vanishes, since

(1) Ĉ_{abcd} = ĝ_{sd}Ĉ_{abc}^s = Ω^2g_{sd}C_{abc}^s = 0.

A simple example of vanishing Weyl tensor is provided by the Friedmann-Lemaître-Robertson- Walker (FLRW) cosmological model. This model implements the cosmological principle that the Universe is, at very large scales, homogeneous and isotropic. But the fact that the FLRW model has vanishing Weyl curvature is irrelevant for the WCH, because it is too symmetric, and its Weyl tensor vanishes identically.

In this paper we will prove that a much larger class of singularities, which includes among others the isotropic singularities and the FLRW ones, satisfies the Weyl curvature hypothesis. This larger class is not a random generalization of the isotropic singularities, but it appeared from our research on a different problem. Previous considerations led us to the idea that, for a singularity to be still manageable from mathematical viewpoint, some conditions are in order [14]. These conditions allowed the definition of the Riemann curvature R_{abcd} (but not of R_{abc}^d). This program successfully led to a better understanding of the black hole singularities (see e.g. [14, 15, 16]).

Further considerations suggested that the Ricci decomposition of the curvature tensor should be smooth, in order to allow the writing of an equation which extends Einstein’s at a large class of singularities, but is equivalent to it for non-degenerate metrics [17]. These singularities behave, mathematically, as if the metric loses one or more dimensions, and consequently as if the cotangent space loses one or more dimensions. They have, as a bonus, the property that C_{abcd} vanishes, as we will prove in §1. The proof is largely based on the idea that C_{abcd} = 0 in lower dimensions.

As an application, in §2 we will study a very general cosmological model, which does not assume, like the FLRW model, that the space slices have the metric constant in time, up to an overall scaling factor a(t) which depends on the time only and which vanishes at the Big-Bang. In our model we will keep the overall scaling factor a(t), but we will allow the space part of the metric to change in time freely. The physical motivation is that in the actual Universe there is no perfect isotropy and homogeneity, and in fact at small scales the inhomogeneity is important. Working in such general settings, we will not be concerned at this time with the matter content of this universe. Because the solution is very general, the possibilities of matter fields which can give this kind of metric are limitless. This metric has non-vanishing Weyl tensor in general, but we will show that at the Big-Bang singularities C_{abcd} vanishes.

0.2. Semi-regular spacetimes. We were initially interested in the general study of metrics which can become degenerate or change their signature. We arrived at a large class of metrics with singularities, for which the Riemann curvature tensor R_{abcd} can be defined and remains smooth. The main obstruction is, of course, the fact that when the metric g_{ab} → 0, its reciprocal g^{ab} → ∞. This prevents standard tensor operations like index raising, and the contraction between covariant indices. Consequently, we can’t define the Levi-Civita connection and its curvature. But we found a large class of singular semi-Riemannian manifolds on which we can define covariant contraction, and eventually construct directly the Riemann curvature tensor R_{abcd}, which turns out to be smooth (for this section, please refer to section §2 of [14], and references therein). To do this, we avoided working with ∇_X Y , which can’t be defined, and used instead as much as possible the Koszul form, defined (see e.g. [18], p. 263, and [14], p. 217, Definition 2.8) as the right side of the Koszul formula (see e.g. [19], p. 61): (2) K(X, Y, Z) := 1 2 {X⟨Y, Z⟩ + Y ⟨Z, X⟩ − Z⟨X, Y ⟩ − ⟨X, [Y, Z]⟩ + ⟨Y, [Z, X]⟩ + ⟨Z, [X, Y ]⟩} which helps, for a non-degenerate metric, defining the Levi-Civita connection implicitly by (3) ⟨∇_X Y, Z⟩ = K(X, Y, Z). When the metric becomes degenerate we can’t construct the Levi-Civita connection.

We define the Riemann curvature R_{abcd} even for non-degenerate metrics, in a way which avoids the undefined ∇_X Y , but relies on the defined and smooth K(X, Y, Z).

To be able to define the Riemann curvature in terms of the Koszul form only, the differential 1-form K(X, Y, ) has to admit covariant derivative, which has to be smooth. This is equivalent to requiring that

(1) K(X, Y, W ) = 0 whenever W satisfies ⟨W, X⟩ = 0 for any X (2) the contraction K(X, Y,_•)K(Z, T,_•) is smooth for any local vector fields X, Y, Z, T . A semi-regular manifold is defined as a singular semi-Riemannian manifold satisfying the above conditions. Its metric is called semi-regular metric. A semi-regular spacetime is a 4-dimensional semi-regular manifold M with metric g which

(1) has the signature at each point (r, s, t), s ≤ 3, t ≤ 1 (in other words, the metric can be diagonalized at each point to a matrix of the form diag(0, . . . , 0

r times , 1, . . . , 1 s times , −1, . . . , −1 t times )). (2) and is non-degenerate on a dense subset of M. In fact, for the purpose of black hole and big-bang singularities, this condition is too general. The known singularities are submanifolds of dimension < 4, so we can safely replace this condition with the stronger condition that the metric is regular on the entire manifold, with the exception of a finite (or at most countable) union of lower-dimensional manifolds.

We defined the Riemann curvature R_{abcd} by (4) R_{abcd} = ∂_aΓ_{bcd} − ∂_bΓ_{acd} + Γ_{ac•} Γ_{bd•} − Γ_{bc•} Γ_{ad•} where Γ_{abc} = K(∂_a, ∂_b, ∂_c) are the Christoffel’s symbols of the first kind. This is smooth for semiregular manifolds.

It is easy to see that from the smoothness of R_{abcd} follows the smoothness of the Einstein tensor density G_{ab} det g, leading to the possibility of writing a densitized version of Einstein’s equation, which remains smooth at semi-regular singularities.

But there is another way to write an equivalent form of Einstein’s equation, which we introduced in [17]. It leads to an expanded Einstein equation, obtained from Einstein’s equation by taking the Kulkarni-Nomizu product (section §0.3, eqn. (10)). This leads to a special class of semi-regular spacetimes, named quasi-regular spacetimes, which allow the formulation of the expanded Einstein equation. As it turned out, important classes of singularities are quasi-regular: the isotropic singularities, the Schwarzschild singularity, 1 + 3 degenerate warped products, in particular the FLRW Big-Bang singularity. As we will see, the quasiregular singularities satisfy the WCH.

0.3. Expanded Einstein equation and quasi-regular spacetimes. The standard Einstein equation is (5) G_{ab} + Λg_{ab} = κT_{ab}

where Λ is the cosmological constant, and κ := 8πG c^4

, G and c being the gravitational constant and the speed of light. By

(6) G_{ab} := R_{ab} − 1 2 Rg_{ab}, we denoted the Einstein tensor, obtained from the Ricci curvature R_{ab} := g^{st}R_{asbt} and the scalar curvature R := g^{st}R_{st}. Einstein’s equation (5) makes sense so long as the metric is not singular.

One situation when the metric becomes singular is by becoming degenerate – i.e. its determinant becomes 0. Then, the inverse g^{ab} can’t be constructed, and Einstein’s equation can no longer be written.

In [17] we introduced a new version of Einstein’s equation, called the expanded Einstein equation: (7) (G ∘ g)_{abcd} + Λ(g ∘ g)_{abcd} = κ(T ∘ g)_{abcd} The new equation is equivalent to the standard Einstein equation so long as the metric is not singular, but it can be written, and remains smooth, even in cases when the metric becomes degenerate. The reason is that the expanded equation contains additional factors g_{ab} which cancel the singularities and the Kulkarni-Nomizu product G ∘ g remains smooth.

The tensor S_{abcd} is the scalar part of the Riemann curvature, and E_{abcd} the semi-traceless part of the Riemann curvature. They are defined (see e.g. [20, 21, 22]), for a semi-Riemannian manifold of dimension n, by: (8) S_{abcd} = 1 n(n − 1) R(g ∘ g)_{abcd},

(9) E_{abcd} = 1 n − 2 (S ∘ g)_{abcd}, where (10) (h ∘ k)_{abcd} := h_{ac}k_{bd} − h_{ad}k_{bc} + h_{bd}k_{ac} − h_{bc}k_{ad} denotes the Kulkarni-Nomizu product of two symmetric bilinear forms h and k, and

(11) S_{ab} := R_{ab} − 1 n Rg_{ab}. The Weyl curvature tensor is defined by (12) C_{abcd} = R_{abcd} − S_{abcd} − E_{abcd}. The expanded Einstein equation can be rewritten in terms of E_{abcd} and S_{abcd}: (13) 2E_{abcd} − 3S_{abcd} + Λ(g ∘ g)_{abcd} = κ(T ∘ g)_{abcd}.

In [17] we saw that our version of Einstein’s equation remains smooth at the FLRW Big-Bang singularity, isotropic singularities, 1 + 3 warped products with degenerate warping function, and at the Schwarzschild black hole singularity [15, 14].

This motivated the introduction of quasi-regular spacetimes in [17]:

Definition 0.1. We say that a semi-regular manifold (M, g_{ab}) is quasi-regular, and that g_{ab} is a quasi-regular metric, if:

(1) g_{ab} is non-degenerate on a subset M_0 ⊂ M dense in M (so that M_0 = M) (2) the tensors S_{abcd} and E_{abcd} defined at the points p ∈ M_0 where the metric is non-degenerate extend smoothly to the entire manifold M.

If a semi-regular spacetime is also a quasi-regular manifold, we call it quasi-regular spacetime.

From mathematical viewpoint, the condition that M_0 = M is required to allow the extension by continuity of the tensors S_{abcd} and E_{abcd} at the points where the metric is non-degenerate. From physical viewpoint this condition is not limiting, because we don’t expect the metric to be degenerate on four-dimensional volumes. We don’t know of examples (even in theory) of a metric which is degenerate on a four-dimensional volume, and in fact, such a degeneracy would extend to the entire spacetime, because of the field equations.

The central result of this paper is that the quasi-regular singularities satisfy the Weyl curvature hypothesis.

1. The Weyl curvature vanishes at quasi-regular singularities

Theorem 1.1. The Weyl curvature tensor C_{abcd} vanishes at quasi-regular singularities. Proof. From the smoothness of R_{abcd}, E_{abcd}, S_{abcd}, and from equation (12), follows the smoothness of C_{abcd}. The following considerations use objects described in [14], but we try to make the proof as self-contained as possible. Since the metric g is a bilinear form on the tangent vector space T_pM, it defines, at the points p where is degenerate, the totally degenerate space T_{∘p}M := T_pM^⊥, named the radical of T_pM. We construct its annihilator

(14) T^•_pM := { ω ∈ T^∗_p M; ω|_{T ∘pM} = 0 } , named the radical annihilator. The radical annihilator is the image of the index lowering morphism ♭ : T_pM → T^∗_p M, X^♭(Y ) := ⟨X, Y ⟩, ∀X, Y ∈ T_pM: (15) T^•_pM = im ♭ ≤ T^∗_p M.

The dual of the radical annihilator, (T^•_pM)^∗, is isomorphic with the quotient T_pM/T_{∘p}M. On T^•_pM, g induces a canonical non-degenerate metric defined by (16) g_•(ω, τ) := ⟨X, Y ⟩ where X^♭ = ω and Y^♭ = τ. This metric is used for covariant contractions, so long as the contracted tensor components live in T^•_pM.

As it is shown in [14], the Riemann curvature tensor R_{abcd} of a semi-regular semi-Riemannian manifold satisfies at each p ∈ M

(17) (R_{abcd})_p ∈ ⊗^4T^•_pM.

At the points p where the metric g is degenerate, dim (T^•_pM) < 4. Since in dimension ≤ 3 any tensor having the symmetries of the Weyl tensor vanishes (see e.g. [21]), it follows that (18) (C_{abcd})_p = 0

whenever g is degenerate at p. This concludes the proof. □

2. Example: a general, non-isotropic and inhomogeneous cosmological model

The FLRW model is very good for very large scales, where we can completely ignore any inhomogeneity and anisotropy in the distribution of matter. But in reality the universe is not homogeneous at all scales. This is why we are motivated in studying a spacetime (M, g) which is allowed to be inhomogeneous and anisotropic.

We assume that M has the form M = I × Σ, where I ⊆ R is an interval, and Σ a threedimensional manifold. We consider a global time coordinate τ : M → I, defined by τ(t, x) = t. We consider on each slice Σ_t = τ^{−1}(t) a Riemannian (non-degenerate) metric h_{ij} (t, x) (where 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3), which depends smoothly on (t, x) ∈ I × Σ. We also represent the metric h(t) as an arc element by dσ_t. We assume further that the metric g on the manifold M has the form (19) g_{ij} (t, x) := a(t)h_{ij} (t, x), where a : I → R is a smooth function. While h(t, x) is Riemannian (and non-degenerate) for any (t, x) ∈ I × Σ, a(t) is allowed to vanish. The Big-Bang singularity is therefore obtained for a(t) = 0.

On short, we consider that the spacetime is M = I × Σ, with the following metric:

(20) ds^2 = −dt^2 + a^2(t)dσ^2_t .

If we take h_{ij} (t) to be independent on time, and of constant curvature, we obtain the FLRW model (which is not interesting from this viewpoint, because in this case C_{abcd} = 0 trivially, for all times t.). But if we allow dσ^2_t to depend freely on time, the solution is much more general. The Big-Bang singularity obtained when a(t) = 0 is much more general than the FLRW Big-Bang singularity, because we allow the geometry of space slices (Σ_t, h(t)) to be inhomogeneous and to vary with time.

We will actually prefer to be a bit more general and allow the metric on I to become degenerate too:

(21) ds^2 = −N^2(t)dt^2 + a^2(t)dσ^2_t ,

where N : I → R is a smooth function. If N(t) ≠ 0 for any t ∈ I, then a reparametrization of I allows the metric to be of the form (20), so this generalization is important only when N(t) vanishes together with a(t). For reasons which will become apparent, we will require that

(22) f(t) := a(t) N(t) is not singular. For example, if f(t) = 1 (hence N(t) = a(t)), the resulting singularities are just isotropic singularities, as those studied by Tod & al.. But allowing f(t) to vanish together with a(t) leads to more general, anisotropic singularities.

We are here interested in the most general case.

Theorem 2.1. The metric (21) is quasi-regular.

Proof. The plan is to prove that the metric is semi-regular, by showing that the terms in the Riemann curvature tensor (4) are smooth. Then we show that the Ricci decomposition (23) R_{abcd} = E_{abcd} + S_{abcd} + C_{abcd}. is smooth.

The metric components are:

(24) g(t, x) = ( −N^2(t) 0 0 a^2(t)h_{ij} (t, x) )

The reciprocal metric components are:

(25) g^{−1}(t, x) = ( −N^{−2}(t) 0 0 a^{−2}(t)h^{ij} (t, x) )

The partial derivatives of the metric tensor are therefore:

(26) g_{00,0} = −2NṄ g_{00,k} = 0 g_{ij,0} = a(2ȧh_{ij} + aḣ_{ij} ) g_{ij,k} = a^2∂_kh_{ij} The second order partial derivatives of the metric tensor are:

(27) g_{00,00} = −2 ( Ṅ 2 + NN̈ ) g_{00,k0} = g_{00,0k} = g_{00,kl} = 0 g_{ij,00} = 2ȧ^2h_{ij} + 2aäh_{ij} + 4aȧḣ_{ij} + a^2ḧ_{ij} g_{ij,k0} = a ( 2ȧ∂_kh_{ij} + a∂_kḣ_{ij} ) g_{ij,kl} = a^2∂_k∂_lh_{ij} To check that g is semi-regular, it is enough to check that the terms of the form g_{ab,•} g_{cd,•} are smooth. By using the equations (26) we find that

(28) g_{00,•} g_{00,•} = −N^{−2}g_{00,0}g_{00,0} + a^{−2}h^{cd}g_{00,c}g_{00,d} = −4Ṅ^2

(29) g_{00,•} g_{ij,•} = −N^{−2}g_{00,0}g_{ij,0} + a^{−2}h^{cd}g_{00,c}g_{ij,d} = 2 Ṅa N ( 2ȧh_{ij} + aḣ_{ij} )

(30) g_{ij,•} g_{kl,•} = −N^{−2}g_{ij,0}g_{kl,0} + a^{−2}h^{cd}g_{ij,c}g_{kl,d} = − a^2 N^2 (2ȧh_{ij} + aḣ_{ij} )(2ȧh_{kl} + aḣ_{kl}) + a^2h^{cd}∂_ch_{ij} ∂_dh_{kl} But since for a smooth function f(t, x) (31) a(t, x) = f(t, x)N(t), the terms calculated above become now manifestly smooth:

(32) g_{00,•} g_{00,•} = −4Ṅ^2 g_{00,•} g_{ij,•} = 2Ṅf ( 2ȧh_{ij} + aḣ_{ij} ) g_{ij,•} g_{kl,•} = f^2 ( −(2ȧh_{ij} + aḣ_{ij} )(2ȧh_{kl} + aḣ_{kl}) + N^2h^{cd}∂_ch_{ij} ∂_dh_{kl} ) Therefore the metric g is semi-regular.

We are now interested in proving that Ric ∘ g and Rg ∘ g are smooth. For this, we have to contract the terms from (27) and (32), and see what happens when taking Kulkarni-Nomizu products with g. The tensor Ric ∘ g is a sum of products between g_{ab,cd} or g_{ab,•} g_{cd,•} , and g^{ef} , and g_{gh}. The tensor Rg ∘ g is a sum of products between g_{ab,cd} or g_{ab,•} g_{cd,•} , g^{ef} g_{gh}, and g ∘ g, which is of the form N^4(t)f^2(t)q_{abcd}. These products are resumed in the tables 1 and 2, where we can see that they are smooth. In writing the tables, we made use of the following facts:

• only some particular combinations of indices are allowed when contracting, and in the Kulkarni-Nomizu products, • g ∘ g is of the form N^4f^2q_{abcd}, with q_{abcd} smooth, • g_{ab} = N^2g̃_{ab}, where g̃_{ab} is smooth; g^{ab} = N^{−2}f^{−2}ĝ^{ab}, with ĝ^{ab} smooth • g_{ij} = a^2h_{ij} = f^2N^2h_{ij} ; g^{ij} = a^{−2}h^{ij} = f^{−2}N^{−2}h^{ij} .

Table 1. Terms from Ric ∘ g.

Term Multiply with Term from Ric ∘ g u_{abcd} g^{ef} g_{pq} u_{abcd}g^{ef} g_{pq} {e,f}⊂{a,b,c,d} {p,q}≠{a,b,c,d}−{e,f} g_{00,00} or g_{00,•} g_{00,•} −N^{−2} a^2h_{ij} −u_{0000}f^2h_{ij} g_{ij,kl} = a^2∂_k∂_lh_{ij} a^{−2}h^{ef} g_{pq} h^{ef} ∂_k∂_lh_{ij} g_{pq} g_{ij,•} g_{kl,•} = f^2ũ_{ijkl} f^{−2}N^{−2}h^{ef} N^2g̃_{pq} ũ_{ijkl}h^{ef} g̃_{pq} g_{ij,00} or g_{ij,•} g_{00,•} g^{i0} = 0 g_{pq} 0 g_{ij,00} or g_{ij,•} g_{00,•} g^{00} = N^{−2} N^2g̃_{pq} g̃_{pq}u_{abcd} g_{ij,00} or g_{ij,•} g_{00,•} g^{ij} = a^{−2}h^{ij} a^2h_{pq} (p, q ≠ 0) h^{ik}h_{pq}u_{abcd} g_{ij,k0} = av_{ijk} g^{ef} = a^{−2}h^{ef} a^2h_{pq} (p, q ≠ 0) ah^{ef} h_{pq}v_{ijk}

Table 2. Terms from Rg ∘ g.

Term Multiply with Term from R(g ∘ g) u_{abcd} g^{ef} g^{gh} (g ∘ g)_{pqrs} u_{abcd}g^{ef} g^{gh}(g ∘ g)_{pqrs} {e,f,g,h}={a,b,c,d} g_{00,00} or g_{00,•} g_{00,•} −N^{−4} N^4f^2q_{abcd} −u_{0000}f^2q_{abcd} g_{ij,kl} = a^2∂_k∂_lh_{ij} a^{−4}h^{ef} h^{gh} N^4f^2q_{abcd} N^2q_{abcd}h^{ef} h^{gh}∂_k∂_lh_{ij} g_{ij,•} g_{kl,•} = f^2ũ_{ijkl} f^{−4}N^{−4}h^{ef} h^{gh} N^4f^2q_{abcd} ũ_{ijkl}h^{ef} h^{gh}q_{abcd} g_{ij,00} or g_{ij,•} g_{00,•} g^{00}g^{ij} = N^{−4}f^{−2}h^{ij} N^4f^2q_{abcd} h^{ij} u_{abcd}q_{abcd} g_{ij,k0} = av_{ijk} 0 N^4f^2q_{abcd} 0 This concludes the proof that all terms contained in R_{abcd}, E_{abcd}, and S_{abcd} are smooth. Hence, the metric (21) is quasi-regular. □ This model can be connected with a cosmological model proposed by P. Fiziev and D. V.

Shirkov [23], which consists in a dimensional reduction of spacetime (in topology and geometry) at the Big-Bang. When a(t) vanishes, the space can be considered, in a way, to shrink to a point, so that one remains only with the time dimension. There are several properties of our model which seem to support that, at least, the universe behaves “as if” the dimensionality is reduced: the reduction of the rank of the metric, of the dimension of the cotangent space at such singular points, and by a certain independence of fields with the degenerate directions. In fact, if N(t) = 0 as well, it appears that the Universe emerged from a dimensionless point. Yet, the conditions in which such a dimensional reduction can be considered are not clear. Moreover, for our quasiregular singularities it seems to be, at least at this time, better to maintain four topological dimensions, because such a reduction may, in general, lose initial data.

3. Conclusion

The semi-regular singularities are well-behaved from many viewpoints, allowing us to perform the most important operations which are allowed by semi-Riemannian manifolds with regular metric tensor. When they are in addition quasi-regular, we can write a smooth expanded version of Einstein’s equation (§0.3).

The quasi-regular singularities offer a nice surprise, since they have vanishing Weyl curvature C_{abcd}. It follows that any quasi-regular Big-Bang singularity also satisfies the Weyl curvature hypothesis (§1).

As a main application, we studied in §2 a cosmological model which extends FLRW, by dropping the isotropy and homogeneity conditions. This generality is more realistic from physical viewpoint, since our Universe appears homogeneous and isotropic only at very large scales. This model contains as particular cases, in addition to FLRW, also the isotropic singularities.

Acknowledgements

The author thanks P. Fiziev and D. V. Shirkov from Bogoliubov Laboratory of Theoretical Physics, JINR, Dubna, for helpful discussions and advice concerning the form and the content of this paper.

References

[1] R. Penrose. Singularities and time-asymmetry. In General relativity: an Einstein centenary survey, volume 1, pages 581–638, 1979.

[2] G. ’t Hooft and M. Veltman. One loop divergencies in the theory of gravitation. Annales de l’Institut Henri Poincaré: Section A, Physique théorique, 20(1):69–94, 1974.

[3] M.H. Goroff and A. Sagnotti. The ultraviolet behavior of Einstein gravity. Nuclear Physics B, 266(3-4):709–736, 1986.

[4] S. Carlip. Lectures in (2+ 1)-dimensional gravity. J.Korean Phys.Soc, 28:S447–S467, 1995. arXiv:gr-qc/9503024. [5] K.P. Tod. Quasi-local Mass and Cosmological Singularities. Classical and Quantum Gravity, 4:1457, 1987. [6] K.P. Tod. Isotropic Singularities and the γ = 2 Equation of State. Classical and Quantum Gravity, 7:L13–L16, 1990.

[7] K.P. Tod. Isotropic Singularities and the Polytropic Equation of State. Classical and Quantum Gravity, 8:L77, 1991.

[8] K.P. Tod. Isotropic Singularities. Rend. Sem. Mat. Univ. Politec. Torino, 50:69–93, 1992. [9] K.P. Tod. Isotropic Cosmological Singularities. The Conformal Structure of Space-Time, pages 123–134, 2002. [10] K.P. Tod. Isotropic Cosmological Singularities: Other Matter Models. Classical and Quantum Gravity, 20:521, 2003.

[11] C.M. Claudel and K.P. Newman. The Cauchy problem for quasi–linear hyperbolic evolution problems with a singularity in the time. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. Series A: Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences, 454(1972):1073, 1998.

[12] K. Anguige and K.P. Tod. Isotropic Cosmological Singularities: 1. Polytropic Perfect Fluid Spacetimes. Annals of Physics, 276(2):257–293, 1999.

[13] K. Anguige and K.P. Tod. Isotropic cosmological singularities: Ii. the einstein-vlasov system. Annals of Physics, 276(2):294–320, 1999.

[14] C. Stoica. Spacetimes with Singularities. An. Şt. Univ. Ovidius Constanţa, 20(2):213–238, July 2012. [15] C. Stoica. Schwarzschild Singularity is Semi-Regularizable. Eur. Phys. J. Plus, 127(83):1–8, 2012.

arXiv:gr-qc/1111.4837.

[16] C. Stoica. Analytic Reissner-Nordstrom Singularity. Phys. Scr., 85(5):055004, 2012. arXiv:gr-qc/1111.4332.

[17] C. Stoica. Beyond the Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker Big Bang singularity. Commun. Theor. Phys., 58(4):613–616, March 2012. arXiv:gr-qc/1203.1819.

[18] D. Kupeli. Degenerate Manifolds. Geom. Dedicata, 23(3):259–290, 1987.

[19] B. O’Neill. Semi-Riemannian Geometry with Applications to Relativity. Number 103 in Pure Appl. Math.

Academic Press, 1983.

[20] J.A. Singer, I.M.; Thorpe. The curvature of 4-dimensional Einstein spaces. In Global Analysis (Papers in Honor of K. Kodaira), pages 355–365. Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, and Univ. Tokyo Press, Tokyo, 1969.

[21] Arthur L. Besse. Einstein Manifolds, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete (3) [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas (3)], vol. 10. Berlin, New York: Springer-Verlag, 1987.

[22] S. Gallot, D. Hullin, and J. Lafontaine. Riemannian Geometry. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, New York, 3rd edition, 2004.

[23] P.P. Fiziev and D.V. Shirkov. The (2+1)-dim Axial Universes – Solutions to the Einstein Equations, Dimensional Reduction Points, and Klein–Fock–Gordon Waves. J. Phys. A, 45(055205):1–15, 2012. arXiv:gr-qc/arXiv:1104.0903.