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With this note we want to point out that already in the earlysdaf cosmology it was understood that
negative pressure could eliminate gravitational singti#grin a natural way e.g. E.B. Gliner, Sov. Phys. JETP
22(1966)378 and M.A. Markov, Pis’'ma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz.186,6, 214-216 (20 Sept. 1982). Today, with the
discovery of dark energy and the strong evidence in favonah#iationary start of the Big Bang, the existence
of negative pressure is widely accepted. In fundamentasiphyphase transitions are generally thought to be
reversible (Cf. Ellis, New Astronomy Reviews Volume 46 usd.1, October 2002, P. 645). It seems likely then
that if inflation has occurred, the process should be rdviersl.e. when the increasing density in a collapsing
universe or star reaches a certain limit it should go thraughase transition to a medium with an equation of
state of the typ@ = wp, where-1 < w < —1/3. If this phase transition is fundamental, i.e. occurs flerergy
densities, a collapse will always reach a minimum radiustemdhce. If the phase transition is symmetric, the
result will lead to oscillating universes. If however theagh transition is associated with an hysterefece
a collapsing star may, succeeding the bounce inflate intoraumiverse with a subsequent phase transition
becomes dominated by ordinary relativistic matter. The afrthis note is study the time development of a
model which mimics this process.

PACS numbers: 98.80.-k, 98.80.Cq, 95:36.98.80.Bp

I. INTRODUCTION gin [2004 a)).
Since media withv ~ -1 is now widely accepted, the exis-

If atheory contains singularities, it seems likely thattthe ~ tence of a medium with a phase transformation as suggested
ory is inconsistent or incomplete (cf Brandenberger [2p06] above seems both likely and appealing. We shall therefore,
The singularities which appear in gravitational theorisutt ~ @S Gliner did, hypothesize that something opposite to wacuu
if densities become infinite. It seems possible and natheai t €Xists, @ maximum density limit. It is often claimed that the
that at some high densiy = oy limit, all energy densities elimination of gravitational singularities requires a nba in

[2008]). As is shown here however, an upper density limit
P = W Plim (1) gets rid of gravitational singularities in a way which leatkee
“1<w<-1/3 equations of general relativity unchanged, equations nbyc

now have been tested to quite a high accuracy (cf. e.g. van
The idea is not new. It was proposed by Sakharov [1966Ktraten et. al [2001], Bertotti et. al [2003], and Krameragt.
and Gliner suggested in the same year that there could H2006]). The high curvature modifications referred to above
a_high density limit (cf 1. Dymnikova and E. Galaktionov are of course beyond direct observational tests. Since trer
[2007]).The idea was again discussed by Markov [1982] andhdications that the cosmological constant has really lseen
further by Frolov et al. [[1990]. A similar route to eliminate stant (cf Opher and Pelinson [2005]), it seems that the there
singularities is to introduce high curvature modifications  might as well be a lower limit to the total energy density of
Einsteins equations (cf Mukhanov and Brandenbetger [1992%pace.
and Brandenberger et al.[1993]). The possibility that guanCalculations based on present candidates for fundamental
tum efects may cause a collapsing space to bounce as field theories such as string or M theory and quantum loop
reaches extreme curvatures has been discussed for masy yegtteory appear extremely complex. Yet the correspondirgg cla
(Cf Smolin [1994], Martinec [1994], Vereshchagin [2004 b], sical(i.e. non-quantum) theories, e.g. Newtons law of igrav
Singh et al. [[2006], Vereshchagin [2007] and Easson angation, are usually quite simple. One could therefore ekpec
Brandenberger [2008]). that the "classical physics version” of the birth of our erise
It appears more or less proven that dark energy with —1  may be describable in terms of a "classical” model equatfon o
exists. It is thought that inflation was driven by a mediumstate containing a "simple” transition from relativistinexgy
also withw ~ -1 but with much higher density. What is not density to "inflationary like” energy-density where thertsi
so appealing is the notion that inflation was preceded by byion is accompanied by a "hysteresigfect (sectiofi V).
a singularity (Turner [2008]). The singularity arises matly ~ Since a model with a transition to "soft” inflation i.e. with a
if it is assumed that that the inflationary medium is of 'falsew > —1 produces to small universes the model transition is
vacuum’ type, since radiative excitations again becomes-do limited to case where approaches -1 for high densities.
inant as the scale factor continues to decrease as we gorback i
time or becomes dominantin a collapse phase (cf .\Vereshcha-
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II. THE FRIEDMANN EQUATION III. THE DE SITTER UNIVERSE WITH POSITIVE
CURVATURE
In general the pressui® of the mediuni is related to its
densityp; by the equation of state The density components are in this case limited to a con-
) stant inflation driving parp;, and a negative curvature part
pi = wpic (2)  p.. so that the Friedmann equation becomes
If we Slssume that a volumié is related to a scale factaras & = G(pie0 @ + Peuo al) 8)
V ~ a° and that the density is related to the volume as
Vo\t/3 o\ The solution to eqri.]8 is
,0=Po(—) =,00(—) 3)
14 a a(t) = ao/2 (expg/to) + exp(-t/to)) 9)

thenw = n/3-1. If ais the scale-factor in an isotropic and ho-
mogeneous universe then the time developmentisfgiven
by the Friedmann equation

a2 = Go a? (4) o= (g pie,0)71/2 (10)
o= Z i Further

where an arbitrary time constant is chosen so &dthas the
minimuma(z) for t=0.

. . . Pie,0 = Pie,1 (11)
whereG = 87G/3 and G is the gravitational constapt.are

the various energy densities. The densities in the equat®sn Pie0 = ~Peud
the curvature energy densjty, , the cold matter energy den-
sity p,,, the radiative or relativistic energy density the dark
energy density,, and "inflationary” energy density;.. Of
these densities it is generally thought that only the cumeat _ 2

energy density can be negative. The densities may be related R= (12)
to a given times = 1, wherea; = a(t;). For the well-known G Peuo

densities we have that

wherep,, o is the curvature density at= 0.0. The radius of
curvature at+0 is

This de Sitter Universe with a finite positive curvature term
Peu = Pent(ara)? has the advantage that it does not start from a singularity bu
_ ’ (a1/a)? 5) has it's origin in a previous collapse and it describes aminfl
Pm = Pm1\01 . tionary origin which is how we think our universe started.
Pre = pre,l(al/a)
The curvature density,, 1 is related to the curvaturg by IV. A MODEL FOR THE CREATION OF A UNIVERSE
2 2 FROM A COLLAPSING STAR
C°K1 c
Pcul = _? = _ﬁ (6)
1 We shall now give a simple model of the process we have
If peur = po = pp, the planck density then the correspondingdiscussed above. The majoiférence between the previous

dius s, = \/?l herel. is the planck | h proposals discussed in the introduction and ours is the-intr
curvature radius igo = /g, [, wherel, is the planck length. 4, +ion of "friction”, i.e. a term which depends on the expan

As already mentioned (cf Opher and Belinsky[2005]), recenkijon velocity. The term introduces true time evolution te th
observational results indicate thaf. = -1, i.e. that the den-  model, which without this term would just oscillate eteipal
sity Consider a collapsing star where the central region is amifo
and isotropic. The time evolution of the metric of this cen-

Pde = Pdel () ter can then be described by the Friedmann equation (MTW
is constant. The right hand side of e@i. 4 may be considerdd973], page 852 eqn. 32.11). The iterative form of the very
as a negative gravitational potential energy. It is obvibes  Simple model equation of state for matter at high densitguse
thatifn > 2 orw > —1/3 the corresponding potential ap- IN OUr computer code is
proaches minus infinity ag — 0, i.e. if the corresponding

density is dominant, the universe will "fall” to a point simg ar 4(1‘%)(1‘7%)

larity. If n < 2, the potential approaches minus infinity as Phd 2 =Phd,1(a_2) (13)

a — oo, i.e. if the corresponding density is dominant the uni-

verse will "fall” or inflate towards larger scales. #f < 0,  wherep,, is the density of the relativistic high density medium

the energy density will increase with This energy is called andp;;, the high density limity, is the velocity at the event
phantom energy. One might further note thatik 2 and  horizon distance;, of the limit density. Note that the event
the curvature energy density is negative, the scale-factsr horizon distance at the density, is larger, i.e. 2z < 1 if
always positive so a singularity cannot develop. Ora < pum- a1 anday are supposed to beftérentially close,
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FIG. 1: Our model curvature radius at the homogeneous andlG. 2: The density as a function of time with model paranseter

isotropic and center of a star as a function of time. As thesiien identical to those of figurgl 1. The "sharp” corners at the ieigig

reaches a maximum the radius will bounce at a minimum valige af and end of inflation are in fact "soft” in a magnified plot.

which it starts an inflationary expansion. The initial cutwa radius

is 3- 1071 m corresponding to a curvature density-df.8 - 10* kg

m~3. The initial densities for the red and black curve asel®” and (4 (
p =

x10°° kg m~3 respectively. Five hundred times greater input density 3

at the same input curvature radius leads to abofittih@es greater

output curvature radius, but virtually noffiirence in density at later . o o .
times & 1000 Planck times). Assuming that the limit density is the Planck density, the

above equation leads to a cosmology described by figurel
and2. We have here chosgn= 0.8. Our model only treats

i.e.as = a1 +da andpyg2 = pras +dppa. The tern(l - lel_(a)) the (_:entral part of the collapsing star. The geometry and
assures that density stops increasing;ads approached The the time-evolution of the space away from the center where
term(l—y%), where ¢ is the speed of light is a hysteresisthe density is not isotropic and homogeneous_r_nay foll_ow
term, i.e. an expansion velocity dependent "friction” term a complex evolution which depends on transition region
This term may cause enormous inflation and entropyincreasCPnSt.ramts' If we assume _however that Fhe central region 1
The "natural” value for they constant would be one. This gwﬁmently_large then denS|_ty or rargfactlon waves will not
would cause the inflation to be truly enormous ( thé Hubbl have _had time to reach th_e nner region b_efore the expansion
time would be tiny in comparison to the duration of the infla- sgf:éti?ii;hﬁ C(\),\r/rfastpﬁgS;)negnzcglf;;gg%i'ss ilrc’:]lrr]geerrrgﬂgici)nne then
tion ) so we have introduced theparameter to limit inflation, :

> e . ; . ) . ; becomes unimportant to the expanding cosmological space.
buty = 1.0 is still possible. Turok’s string driven inflation (cf It would of course be interesting to know how it connects to

TUFOk [1988]) does_ lead to a density Ilmlt,_but_QOes not S€€Mhe center of the collapsed star, appearing like a black hole
to include a velocity dependence, while intuitively | would from the outside

ng\?pﬁg\tﬁiiiﬂf;?irerghann equafidn 4 to replécen Although our model concerns a special case, we think that any
y q PR collapsing star or "small” universe will necessarily cortve

eqn.[I3B by+ (l%)l/z, wherez is negative under contraction to a contracting "near de Sitter space” which then inflates to
and positive under expansion. large scales approximately as described by the model.
It is interesting that for dferent input densities;; 1 andpyq2
. 4(17;2,[,,’;11 )(1: (ﬂ%)”z) at th_e same input radius, the output d_ensity be_comes the same
Phd2 = phd’l(_l) ‘ (14)  for times larger than- 1000 Planck times while the output

az radii are approximately related Iik;w‘@1 = %. The reason for
this is that an increased input density makes the univeaye st
slightly longer in the inflationary mode while it leaves this

mode withp,, ~ py,. It would thus appear that our model

1- pﬂ)(l:yi) - 1)phdc2 (16)
Plim Plim

Note that ifp,; << pum the usual equation of state for rela-
tivistic densities is obtained. Theftirential form of eqn[_14

IS produces extreme large and very homogeneous and isotropic
dpna da expanding universes.
~ U2\ 4 (15)  curvature fluctuations of quantum mechanical origin can be
Phd 4(1 - %) (1 ¥ Y(ﬁ) ) produced and inflated to astronomical scales in the "stahdar

way” (cf e.g. Taylor and Rowan-Robinsan [1992] or Lyth and
The pressure becomes Riotto[1998]).
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"de-excited” and should perhaps be thought of as a large
cosmological constant. Note that this does not imply any
limits to curvature fluctuations which would then be the sole
V. DISCUSSION information propagator.
Particle physics would concern excitations between anmuppe
It has been suggested that the total energy density of spaé@d a lower density limit. Markov [1982] in fact suggests
may have an upper and a lower bound, and that the approa¢hat such limits should be a guiding principle in the search
to the upper limit depends on the expansion velocity. Thdor the fundamental field theory. Both string theory (cf
upper bound and the velocity dependence would removédurok [1988]) and quantum loop theory (cf Singh [2006] and
future singularities from collapsing stars, and insteadile®o ~ Vereshchagin[2007]) do seem to contain upper densitydimit
the formation of an exponentially, or probably many, expand but may lead to other problems (Cailleteau et &l.[2008])
ing homogeneous and isotropic spaces, i.e. inflationagy likand are both far from settled theories. Will they also lead to
situations. Seen from outside the collapsing star a blat ho @ "friction” term?, the term that induces "life” to spaceg.i.
would still form. It is only in the microscopic center of the a space that eternally renews itself by the creation of new
black hole that things would befierent. How this inflating  inflating universes in the centers of collapsing stars.
center connects to the surrounding space would requirblany others have employed negative pressure to avoid
detailed physical calculations which are beyond the scop#e formation of the central singularity in a black hole eg.
of this note. Our Universe could be one result from suchMbonye and Kazanas [2005].
a collapse. Unfortunately the possibility to experimegtal
or observationally prove our suggestion seems exceedingly
small.
If the initial collapsing star is small, the ensuing univers VL. SUMMARY
might not expand diiciently for the dark energy density
to overtake the negative curvature density. The universe

. We have pointed out that
will then re-collapse and go through a second bounce. The P

output universe will now grow to considerably larger radii 4 gravitational singularities are naturally eliminated by
so that the dark energy term can become dominant. The end  he introduction of a fundamental high density limit

product would thus always be a more and more empty and  |eading to a phase transition to a medium with negative
accelerating universe dominated by dark energy. pressure as this limit is approached.

The removal of singularities would put the problem of
vanishing information at the center of black holes (see e.g. o instead of the formation of singularities at the center

Giusto and Mathur [2006])in a flerent perspective. |.e. the of a collapsing star new inflating universes will form.
information is not necessa”ly destroyed at the center ef th These universes inflate to Cosmo|ogica| scales if a hys_
black hole, it might instead be expelled into expanding "new teresis €ect is introduced in the phase transition.

spaces” (see Easson and Brandenberger [2008]).
In one particular aspect our proposition contains "new o the upper density limit and the hysteresikeet leaves

physics” and that is that the medium in the high density  the equations of general relativity intact and keeps the
limit cannot be “excitable” since the excitation energy energy-density positive, i.e. the weak energy condition
might push the total energy density past the density limit is satisfied.

(Cf Vereshchaginl[2004 a]). The medium can only be
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