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Abstract
We construct a formal asymptotic series expansion for a general solution of the Brans-Dicke equa-
tions with a fluid source near a sudden singularity. This solution contains eleven independent
arbitrary functions of the spatial coordinates as required by the Cauchy problem of the theory. We
show that the solution is geodesically complete and has the character of a shock wave in the sudden
asymptotic region. This solution is weak in the senses of Tipler and Krolak as in the corresponding

case of general relativity.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Formal series expansions in powers of the proper time has been a central technique as-
sociated with existence theorems for the Einstein equations and the Cauchy problem since
the very beginning of mathematical relativity [1]. For most of these studies, the relevant
expansions where built around regular, as opposed to singular, spacetime points, and this
was particularly true for the local Cauchy problem. For global problems of solutions of the
Einstein equations one is faced with the issue of singularities and the related problems of the

domain of validity of the solutions so constructed [2], [3].

Directly related to the study of formal expansions is the issue of function-counting which
provides a count of the independent equations and unknowns needed to have a determinate
problem. Most importantly, function counting is needed in order to have a characterization
of whether or not the studied solutions have the required number of arbitrary functions to
qualify as generic, that is to be general solutions of the problem. So far as one restricts
to formal expansions which solve the field equations (in the sense of direct substitution
of these infinite series in the equations leading to all terms cancelling), without further
demanding that the series is convergent or even asymptotic, does not strictly require that
such expansions be constructed around regular points in spacetime. This does not mean that
formal expansions around singular points are necessarily divergent ones. In fact, one does
not even have to restrict to integer exponents in the expansions, but may allow for fractional
ones or even consider more general Fuchsian formal series [4], [5]. For example, the original
quasi-isotropic constructions of Refs. [6]-[8] have the property that they describe asymptotic
forms of special solutions that do not contain the required number of arbitrary functions to

qualify as general solutions in vacuum, or containing one or more fluids [9], [10].

This interplay between general and special solutions in gravitation and cosmology is not
new, and in fact this ‘generality problem’ is intimately connected not only with the function-
counting issue but also with other basic problems such as the singularity, isotropization and
cosmic no-hair problems (cf. [11] and references therein). There are four known applications
of function-counting that lead to the construction of generic solutions, and identify those
that have the necessary maximum number of free functions and are general solutions of
the equations. The first corresponds to the problem of the Einstein equations with positive

cosmological constant or with a p = —p fluid, and builds solutions around the de Sitter
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solution which comply with the expectations of the no-hair theory [12]-[16]. The second
result concerns the behaviour of the Einstein equations with an ‘ultrastiff perfect fluid’
having p > p near quasi-isotropic singularities by Heinzle and Sandin [17]. The third result is
a generic solution that describes the approach to a ‘sudden’ finite-time singularity of Barrow,
Cotsakis and Tsokaros in Ref. [18], which has the property that the approaching solution
is geodesically complete and the discontinuities produce a weakly singular solution cf. [19].
The fourth known result which leads to a generic solution in terms of function counting
is a vacuum analytic solution of R + e¢R? gravity constructed in [20] which represents an
asymptotic formal series expansion.

In this paper we develop and study a further application of the function-counting method
to Brans-Dicke theory, and construct the first generic solution near a sudden singularity in
this context. By examining the behaviour of geodesics, we show that the generic approach
to the sudden region may be given as a shock wave to both general relativity and the Brans-
Dicke theory, and also that solutions represent weak singularities. These results add to the
physical relevance of sudden singularities. The latter have been widely studied since their
introduction in Refs. [21]-]23] as asymptotic regions in spacetime were matter satisfies the
strong energy condition, the scale factor and its first derivative are finite, but discontinuities
occur in its second derivative and fluid pressure. The stability of these solutions to small
perturbations has been shown using a gauge invariant formalism in Ref. [24], and have
also been shown to be stable against quantum particle production in [25]. Their description
using fractional formal series has been given in Refs. [26], [27]. In the context of Brans-Dicke
theory which generalizes general relativity by allowing for the possibility of the Newtonian
gravitational constant G, sudden singularities were first discovered in Ref. [28] where it was

shown that they possess a number of interesting properties.

The plan of this paper is as follows. In the next Section we give a review of the most
important properties of the simplest solution with a sudden singularity discovered in [28].
From the property of simultaneity of this solution with a sudden singularity we estimate the
end values of the scale factor and the Brans-Dicke scalar field for large values of the coupling
parameter w. In Section 3, we give the formal expansions near the sudden singularity for the
spatial metric and its inverse and compare with similar expansions for non-sudden regions.
We also provide a discussion of the homogeneous vs. inhomogeneous scalar field expansions

in the present context, which as they turns out are closely related to the singularity being



simultaneous or not. A detailed derivation of the theory for the case of a homogeneous scalar
field expansion is given in Appendix A. In Section 4, we provide the expansions for the various
curvatures, while in Section 5 we find the splittings and develop the process of balancing of
the various terms for the field equations. These provide the necessary information for the
various unknowns of the problem and their functional relations, so that a final counting of
the arbitrary functions present in the solution can be given in Section 6. Section 7 gives a
further application of these results to the geodesic behaviour at the sudden singularity, and
the ensuing interpretation of it as a shock wave. We also provide conditions for the sudden
singularity to be a weak one in Brans-Dicke theory. We discuss our findings in Section 8.

Our notation is that of Ref. [6].

II. THE SIMPLEST SUDDEN SINGULARITY IN BRANS-DICKE

In this Section, we give a brief review of the most important properties of the first and
simplest solution with a sudden singularity discovered in Brans-Dicke theory in Ref. [28].

The Brans-Dicke equations in the standard form read,
1 8T

R 2gzyR P ng + ¢2( Z¢8J¢ gzj8k¢8k¢) ¢(VZVJ¢ - ging¢), (1>
8T

Oy = mT, (2)

V.T} =0. (3)

A. Form of the solution

Following [28], we assume the spacetime metric to be homogeneous and isotropic with an
FRW line element ds? = dt* — a*(t)dQ?, with dQ? denoting the metric of spatial sections.
Then ordering the terms in increasing powers of the proper time ¢, the solution with a sudden

singularity in this context is given by,

= (1) @-v+1-(1-1)" (4)

-t -2y

This solution requires 0 <r <1 <n <2and 0 < ¢ <1, a; = a(ts) and ¢s = @(ts) are the

(finite) values of the scale factor and scalar field at the sudden singularity, and the coefficient
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in the second term in Eq. (B is required for consistency in order to assure simultaneity at
the sudden singularity. As shown in 28], we can work with the flat FRW metric without
loss of generality because the curvature terms are finite at the sudden singularity, hence
subdominant with respect to other terms which diverge there.

The solution exists on the interval 0 < t < t,. ‘Early’ in this context means ‘as ¢
approaches zero from above’, while the sudden singularity time ¢, appears as a future sin-
gularity. Another way to view the evolution of a universe with a future sudden singularity
is to measure the time as a fraction of the ‘sudden singularity duration’ ¢, up to the sudden
singularity, and after it as a multiple of ¢,. Since the sudden singularity occurs at t; which is
an arbitrary positive constant, we can divide by it and measure the total time ¢ in terms of
ts. In this sense, the interval of existence of the solution up to the sudden singularity is (0, 1),

and the solution has a simpler appearance: a = (as—1)t7+1—(1—1t)", ¢ = ¢st" — %(1 —t)".

B. Properties of the FRW sudden singularity

As shown in Ref. [28], the sudden singularity solution (4), (Bl) possesses a number of

properties, and we focus below on the most important ones for our current purposes.

e The sudden singularity is necessarily simultaneous, occuring at proper time t,, for all

diverging fields, namely, a, b, Py D-

e The generality of non-Machian (scalar field dominates over matter) over ‘special’
Machian solutions (matter dominates over ¢) as t | 0, leads us to prefer initial condi-
tions of the form ¢(0) # 0.

e The previous two properties continue to hold for more general scalar-tensor theories
when certain restrictions on the Brans-Dicke function w(¢) and scalar field potential

V(¢) are imposed.

C. Estimate of the scale factor

In the remaining of this Section, we provide an estimate of the boundary values of the

fields at the sudden singularity of the Brans-Dicke theory for large values of the coupling
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parameter w. This estimate is a consequence of the property of simultaneity of the sudden

singularity discussed above.

The initial and final limiting values of the sudden singularity solution read,

P_I)% a(t) =0, E}Ill a(t) = as, (6)
limo(t) =~ lm o) = o, )

In the case of non-Machian solutions, and assuming that the sudden singularity is simulta-

neous, then since the constant a, is arbitrary, we can set,

: (8)

g =

&l w

so that ¢(0) = —1, as required. In this case, the size of the scale factor at the sudden

singularity, as, is related inversely proportional to the Brans-Dicke coupling constant w.

As w becomes large and the limit to the theory of general relativity is approached, the
scale factor size becomes very small at the sudden singularity. This is in accordance with

the asymptotic behaviour found in Ref. [28], Eq. (29).

This result may be interpreted as an upper bound estimate, coming the Brans-Dicke
theory, of the size of the scale factor appearing in the general relativistic sudden singularity

solution found in Ref. [22].

Using the isotropic and homogeneous solution (), (5) as a guide, in the next Section we
build a series expansion of the metric in the neighbourhood of the sudden singularity, as a
first step of the program, set out in this work, to construct the most general cosmological
solution to the Brans-Dicke equations having a sudden singularity. It will be of interest
to examine which of the properties of the simplest solution of the Brans-Dicke equations
with a sudden singularity considered in the present Section, pass over to that more general

situation.



III. METRIC SERIES EXPANSIONS

A. Formal expansions for the metric and its inverse

The general form of the metric in synchronous coordinates is (Latin indices are for space-

time components, Greek for spatial ones),
ds? = dt* — vopdzda”. (9)

The future sudden singularity is approached as t — 1, and the solutions (), (&) have the
asymptotic forms (@6]), (),
a(t) = as,  o(t) = ¢s. (10)

So the expansion of the spatial metric in Eq. (@) and Brans-Dicke scalar field ¢ near the
sudden singularity must start with constant terms, and have the next few terms in the form,
Yap = a, +b,,t+c t" + O(t?), (11)

¢ = o + 1t + gut™ + O(t?). (12)

Here 1 < n < 2, and the coefficients in the formal series are inhomogeneous functions of the

space coordinates,

¢i = ¢i(x),  aap = ap(2), bap = bap(x), Cap = Cap(1). (13)
The final form of the sudden singularity expansion of the inverse metric tensor reads:
P =g — bt — P 1 O(t?), (14)

where v,57%" = 61, and a,pa” = §2. Also here the indices of b,z and c,s are raised by a®”.
It is very instructive to compare the difficulty of the calculations introduced by a sudden
singularity to the non-sudden ones, and so we shall include below some of the many proofs

of key results. To prove Eq. (I4]), we start by the spatial metric expansion,
fyaﬁ = aaB _'_ baﬁt _'_ Caﬂtn _'_ da6t2 + ) (15)

where we include the term of order two so as to give explicitly the corresponding term for
the inverse metric expansion. The problem here is to start with a general expansion of the
form,

78 = GO LB L R L P . p<g<r<s, (16)



and calculate the coefficients and exponents for each term. By definition we have,
7Y = 05,
and so substituting the expansions,
(a™*¢P DT 4 ST 4 O ) X (a,, +b,,t+c 1"+ dwt2 + ) =05,
we arrive at the balancing conditions,

A a5t + ab,atP T+ G e, gt + G d, 5t +
DO, 57 4 DD, gt 4+ 00 e, gt 4 0O 5t +
Ca, gt 4 CHb,at T 4 E e, gt gt +

Jo s Jo s+1 T s+n T s+2
d “auﬁt —|—d ubugt + —|—d “cuﬁt + d Hd t+ = 55’

(19)

These are the necessary equations from which to infer the forms of the various unknowns.

The lowest exponent in the series is p, so balancing this term first we find p = 0, and,

aauaﬂﬁ = 5%7
which means that the coefficient is simply,

a? = a?.

(20)

(21)

Next lowest order is P71 = ¢ or 9. If ¢ # 1, then a*'b,5 = a* b, = b5 =0. So ¢ =1, and

hence,
0=1a"b,s +ga“a“5 = a"b,s +ga“a“5 = b3 —i—go‘“a“g.
Then,
0 = b3a™ + b a,5a" = b7 + DG, = b + b,

namely that,
P = P,

Next lowest order is ¢" or t". If r # n, then a®c,3 = a*c,5 = ¢ = 0. So r = n, thus,

0=a"cup+c"aus = a™e,p + caus = c§ + ays.

Then,

0 = cfa’ + P a 50" = ™ + Mo, = e+ e,
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so that,
P = P (27)

Proceeding in a similar fashion, calculations become somewhat more complicated for the
higher-order terms. The next lowest order is ¢t or t*. If s # 2, then a**d,3 = a*'d,s = df =

0. So s = 2, thus,

0 = @%dyg + b by + d™aup = a®dyg — b b,p + days = d§ — b b, + days.  (28)

Then,
d*"a,5 = b, — dS. (29)
So,
A a,50% = bb,5a’ — da,pa”, (30)
thus,
15, = bODE, — d°. (31)
Finally, we find that,
d*? = b‘”bf —d*?. (32)
Therefore,
,yaﬁ = g _ poPy _ coByn (ba’ybg — daﬁ)t2 + (33)

and the proof of the inverse metric expansion is now complete.

The order of the field equations introduced later will be equal to two, and we further need
only be concerned with spatial metric expansions up to order n for the present problem.
Including terms of second and higher orders in the metric and scalar field formal expansions
is equivalent to extra constant or vanishing terms appearing in the various curvatures at the
sudden singularity in addition to other terms which involve n and are already diverging. Such
terms are subdominant near the sudden singularity with respect to terms of order involving
n. This is a new feature that is only present in sudden singularity expansions, absent in the

more conventional problem of Taylor-like expansions in non-sudden types.

B. Homogeneous vs. inhomogeneous expansions

It is an interesting question whether we can proceed without loss of generality by con-

sidering a simpler type of formal expansion for the metric and the scalar field. This could
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be like the above expansions (1), ([I2]) but the scalar field coefficients be only constants,
not purely spatial functions. Although there is no reason for restricting the expansions to
such ‘homogeneous’ ones, this special case is treated fully in the Appendix. As it turns out,
the final result is of the same generality as that obtained by the general inhomogeneous

expansions treated in the main body of this paper.

However, there is an important difference in the interpretation of the two cases: when
non-Machian solutions are sought for (non-zero constant first term in the formal series for
the metric), the simpler case containing constant coefficients for the scalar field leads to
the generic sudden singularity being necessarily a simultaneous one, in distinction to the
general inhomogeneous case where the diverging terms are generically non-simultaneous at

the sudden singularity.

We believe this effect has to do with the fact that in this problem the inhomogeneous
solution having a sudden singularity in the context of the Brans-Dicke equations (), (2), (3]

turns out to be a general one in the sense of function counting, as we prove below.

IV. CURVATURE EXPANSIONS

In this Section, we build the necessary formal expansions for the connection and for the
various curvatures near the sudden singularity. These synchronous system calculations are
sometimes very lengthy due to the form of the unperturbed solution, but also (later) due to

the inclusion of the Brans-Dicke scalar field.

A. Extrinsic curvature

We assume a non-null hypersurface ¥ with normal vector n,. The covariant extrinsic

curvature expansions as we approach the sudden singularity are straightforward to give,

Kag = 8t7a5 = bag + NcCap ! + Qdagt + e (34)
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Then the mixed tensor is calculated as follows,

Kﬁf — ”YBMKW
= [ — bt — P 4 (BB — ) A -] X [Bua + nCuat” T+ 2dpat + - -]
_ B B yn—1 8 _ 1B 8 By
= b2 +ncg t"1 + (2d5 — 5Dt + (—nbSc] — bled)t
+ (=2d0d], — ncldd + nb B )t 4 - (35)

Tracing, we find,

K=K =b+nct" "+ (2d —blb3)t — (n + 1)bc5t"

+ (—(n+2)chdg + nbbSch) " + - (36)
The trace K = V,n® of the extrinsic curvature has of course the standard interpretation
as the expansion of a congruence of (non-null) geodesics that intersect the hypersurface X
orthogonally (with tangent vector n, at ¥). However, these expansions for the extrinsic cur-
vature are in addition of an asymptotic nature in the present case, and that any statement
involving K becomes automatically an asymptotic one. For instance, a diverging (resp. con-
verging) congruence of geodesics orthogonal to ¥ having K > 0 (resp. K < 0) are examples
of such asymptotic statements. This asymptotic interpretation will play an important role
below.

From (BH), we find by taking the (proper) time derivative,

O = n(n — 1)cg "7 + (2dg — bIbY) + n(—nbc), — brc)t"™
+ (n+ 1) (=2d) — ncld? + b B )t + (37)

whereas the time derivative for the evolution of the expansion K from Eq. (B0) is given by,

HK =n(n—1)ct™?+ (2d — bb5) — n(n + 1)bacgt"
+ (n+1)[=(n 4 2)cd§ + nbJbS " + - - . (38)

An important conclusion follows directly from these results. As we approach the sudden

singularity at zero proper time, we have from Eqns. (34]), (38),

lim K =b, limg,K = sign(c) x oo. (39)
t—0

t—0

This will be used later.
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Below we shall also make use of the products, found by direct use of the relations above:

KJKG = b0bG + 2nbJcg t"~ + (4bJdG — 2000500t + - - (40)
KKS = b5 + n(chy + b)) t*7 + (2bd] + 2db5 — bbb — bbI )t +--- . (41)
B. Ricci curvature

In a synchronous reference system, the 4-dimensional Christoffel symbols, namely,
i L
Ly = 59 l(&kglj + 0;91x — O1g;ir.), (42)

have components, as defined below, which satisfy,

F80:F8‘0:F8a:0, (43)
1 1 1
Tos = §Kaﬁ = gbas + §"Caﬁtn_1 +0(1), (44)
ST S
1
I, =\, = 570‘6((%%6 + 055y — O5Vpy) (46)

where A3 are the 3-dimensional Christoffel symbols formed using the metric v,5. The

three-dimensional Ricci tensor P, associated with v,z is then,
Pog = 0,5 — 0pTh, + T0 T — THTG,. (47)

It is very useful to obtain asymptotic expansions for the spatial Ricci tensor P,s and its
trace valid near the sudden singularity. This is done below in several steps, and should be
thought of as a necessary step to highlight the behaviour of the various components of the

4-dimensional Ricci curvature introduced consequently. First, we introduce the symbols,

Aaﬁe = aﬁaas + aaa'ﬁe - asa'ocﬁa (48)
Baﬁe = 8ﬁbae + 8abﬁe - 8eba57 (49)
Caﬁe = 860046 + 8(1066 - aecaﬁu (50)

and using the basic metric expansion around the sudden singularity, Eq. (I1I), we find that,
1 1 1
Fuﬁ = )‘aﬁ = —a‘“AaﬁE 9 (CLHEBQQE - b‘uEAaﬁe)t + §(a“60aﬁﬁ - C“EAaﬁe)tn + O(t2)
= (Mg)o + (Mgt + (Mo g)nt™ + O(8%), (51)
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with the coefficients (A} ;); obviously defined. Then Eq. (4T)) implies,
Pop = (Pag)o + (Pag)it + (Pag)nt™ + O(t?), (52)

where the corresponding coefficients of the first few orders for the spatial Ricci 3-curvature

are expressed using the (\};);’s as follows,

(Pag)o = 0u(Agg)o — 95(A5)o

(Pop)t = 0u(ANop)t — Os(Na, 1
(Ae)o(Agu1 — (Agu)o(Aao,

(Pag)n = 0u(Nag)n — O8(Ao)n + (Aag)o(Auedn + (Au)o(Ang)n —
(A8 )o(A5)n — (A3 )o(Abe -

Aas)o(Nao — (A5 )o(AB,)os (53)

+ (
+ (Ap)oAn)1 + (A )o(Mos) —

(54)

Then the mixed components of the Ricci 3-curvature are given by,

Pf — fyﬂupua
= aﬁu(Pua)O + [aﬁH(Pua)l - bﬁu(Pua)O]t + [aﬁH(PMa)n - Cﬁu(Pua)O]tn + O(tz)
= (P)o+ (Pt + (PO)ut" 4+ O(#), (56)
which implies that the trace expansion for the TrPg is given by,
P =P =05P}
= a™(Bua)o + [a™(Pua)t = b (Pua)olt + [a (Bua)n — ™ (Pua)olt” + O(t)
= Py + Pit + Bt" + O(#?). (57)

The zeroth-order term is then given explicitly by the expansion,

Py = a®?(P.p)o
*519, F — gt + Th I, —Th T ]

1 1
a™® [0, (a"“ Anpe) — Op(a" Anpe) + 5&““’&65/1&57/1”55 — 5&““’&65/10‘67/15”5]

Do | ,_.[\-)|}_.[\3|,_. Q

a®?{0,[(a"(9pac + Ontpe — cttap)] — Ip[(a" (Tptac + Outipe — Oetiay)] +
—a"af (05%W + Onapy — O4003)(0capus + Opaes — Osape) —

1
5@“”’@65(86%7 + Onley — Oyaae) (Opaps + Opays — 85%“)}. (58)
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We can now compute the various expansions of the Ricci tensor near the sudden singularity
using the above results and the standard formulae for the Ricci tensor decomposition in a

synchronous frame [6].
1 1

R) = —5 0K — ZKgKg (59)
1 1 1
= —§n(n —Det" 2+ (Zbgbg —d) + §n2b§cgtn_l +-- (60)
1
R = 5(vﬁKg — V.K) (61)
1 1
= 5(v V) —Vab) + 5n(vﬁcg — Vao) t" 4 (62)
1 1
[(Vpd? — Vod) — §Vg(b,€bg) + §Va(bfbg)]t +-- (63)
1 1
R’ =-pPP— 5@1{5 — ZKKg (64)
1 1 1
= — 50— 1)l 772+ [P (Pya)o — 7083+ SH — %] — (65)
1
Zn(bcg +cbl = 2nblc] — 27N 4 (66)
Consequently, for the scalar curvature we obtain the expansion,

3

R=—n(n—1)et"2 4 (— B, ibQ + 20— 2d) + %n[(Qn DB — bt - (67)

V. THE BRANS-DICKE EQUATIONS AT THE SUDDEN SINGULARITY

In this Section we find the asymptotic nature of the various components of the Brans-
Dicke system of equations (Il)-([38) as we approach the sudden future singularity. For this
purpose, we shall first split the various terms in the equations in the synchronous system
and then in the second subsection find the balancing conditions to the corresponding leading
orders. As a result, we shall discover the asymptotic expansions for p,p and u, near the
sudden singularity, and set asymptotic constraints as functional relations for the consistency

of the whole scheme.

A. Splittings
We assume that the stress energy tensor has the form of a perfect fluid,
T} = (p+p)u'u; — pd;, (68)
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with the unit 4-velocity v’ = (u®, u®) with u® = ug, and u;u’ = 1, so that,
up = 1+ uqu®, (69)

which means that the three arbitrary components u® of the velocity vector field determine

u®. Tt follows that near the sudden singularity,
Ul =1+ (aap + bap t + Cap t" + -+ JuuP. (70)

Since the simplest choice for the for the velocity vector field u’ tangent to the streamlines

and for the vector field n* normal to the hypersurface ¥ is to set (6], Section 97),
u' =n'=(1,0), (71)

we assume that in the general case of an arbitrary unit velocity vector field, to leading order

we have,
u ~ 1, u*~0. (72)
Hence, to leading order we find,
T3 = (p + p)u'ug —p ~ p, (73)
T(S = (p + p)uoua ~ (p + p)uon (74)
T = (p+ p)u’us — po ~ —pdy. (75)

The conservation laws V,T; = 0 for the matter content split into temporal and spatial

components as follows:

1
Op + Oal(p+ P)u] + S K (p+p) + Xg(p +p)u” =0, (76)
1
O[(p + p)ua) — Dap + EK(p + p)ug =0, (77)

and we are faced with the problem of finding the leading orders of the various terms in these
equations, and similarly in the equation of motion of the scalar field, and also in the full

Brans-Dicke equations (see below).
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For the various derivatives of the scalar field ¢ = ¢(t, %), we find the results:

01 = ¢1 + not" "+ O(t)
02 =n(n — 1)dut" 2 + O(1)
O = (Datho) + (Dad1)t + (Dadn)t" + O(t?)
0’ $0at = —7"10,00a¢ = —a”(9,¢0) (atho) +
+ [=a?(0,00) (Datr) — ™(8,61)(Datpo) + 077 (D;60)(Datho)]t
+ [=a”(8,00) (Datn) — ™ (0500)(Datdo) — 7 (Dy¢0) (Dutho)]t"
+ O(t?)
VoVo = 0,26 = n(n — 1)p,t" 2 + O(1)
Va6 = 0,(0u0) — 5 K300

= [(0u1) = 3H2(D360)] + n(0u6,) = 5 @ot0)™™" +O()
1

VAV 0t = —7710,(00¢) + §K58t¢ + 4N 050
1
= [0, (Batho) + §¢1b§ + am()\ia)o(aacbo)] +
1
+ 5n<¢nb§ + L)t + O(t)

1
Ogp = at2¢ + §Kat¢ - 7a586(8a¢) + VQBX@Y»aaﬁb
=n(n — 1)g,t" 2+ O(1).

We have the equation of motion for the scalar field, Eq. (2), namely,
(3 + 2w)06 = 8(p — 3p),
Lastly, using the Brans-Dicke equations (I,

;1

O (R — 50)R) = 87T} +w(0'90;6 — %6;18%8@) +o(V'V;6 — 0;0,40),

split into the (8) component,

§ (R~ LR) = $mp-+ l(06) — 9"00u0] — 6V Vo,

the (2) components,
$*RY = 87 (p + p)tg + WO d0a + ¢V°V 4,

18

(88)

(89)



and the (5) components,

5 (R~ S00R) = ~Smopdi+ [0 60ud— 500006 — 5050760,6] + 6(V*Vo6—-3206). (90)

B. Balancing

We start with the (8) component in order to evaluate the energy density and then the trace
of the (i ) equations to calculate the pressure. Based on the resulting equations of the the
energy density and the pressure, the 4-velocity can be found from the (2) components. We
further take into account the (g ) components to get restrictions on the arbitrary functions
of ang, bag, and cqp.

From the (8) component, given by (88]), we obtain the relation of the energy density,
which is,

1 1 1 1
8mp = ¢y <—P0 + gbz - gbgbg) - —w [

%0 ¢ b0

4 [_aaﬁaﬁ(aaqso) + %qslb +a*” (Alﬁ)o((%aﬁo)}

(bl ¢n
bo

where P is the zeroth-order term of the Ricci scalar associated with a,g. This is an expansion

() s (6‘a¢o)(5‘5¢o)}
2 2

+ Enqﬁo(bc - bgcg) —wn + %n(QSnb + ¢1C)} "+ O(1), (91)

of the form,

p=po+ poit" "+ pit -, (92)

with the coefficients p; representing the shown functions which are independent of the time.

The trace of the (i ) component, given by (@0]), implies,
3 1
¢* (RS — 5 R) = —24mép — 5w[{‘s(e)@)? + 0%90a0] — ¢(3V°Vod + 2V*V,09), (93)
from which, for the terms of O(t"~?), we find,
o 1 3
(o) —§n(n — 1+ §n(n —1)c| = =247 popn—2 — 3n(n — 1)Pody,. (94)
Thus we end up with the expansion of the pressure, namely,
1
8mp = —gn(n —1)(oc + 3¢,)t" 7 4+ O(1), (95)
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which we write generally as,
P=pnat" 2+ potpaat" H (96)

where again the coefficients are time-independent functions.
We note, however, that the (g) components of the Brans-Dicke equations for o # (3, give

for the (n — 2)-order terms,

— 5nln = 160 (e} — ) = Tnln — Dou(boe + 36,08 — nln — 1)oodndl (97

which after simplifying gives,

8 = g(sg. (98)

Equations (O8) represent six functional constraining relations between the initial data c.g
from which leave only one out of the six components of ¢,z arbitrary.

Additionally, based on the dominant term of the (g) components given by (89), we find,

8T Popn—oul " = %(aﬁo)Q(Wbﬁ — Vab) — w1 (0ao) — ¢0(Oatr) + %Cbobg(aﬁﬁbo), (99)

that is the three relations for the arbitrary spatial components of velocity vector field are,

3 1
f T (n = 1) (goc + 36n) [—5(%)2(%55 = Vab) + w1 (9ato) + do(0ad1)—
- %%bg(aﬁ%)] 27", (100)

This is an expansion of the form,
Uy = (U)o nt®" + (Uit + -+ - . (101)

We note that the combination ¢gc + 3¢,, that appears in the denominator of the Eq. (I00)
is not zero due to the equation for the pressure (95)).

Using the results for the energy density and the pressure, the equation of motion of the
scalar field, Eq. (86), gives,

(3 + 20)n(n — 1)6, = —3[—%71(71 ~ Doc — n(n — 1)y, (102)

namely, we arrive at the functional relation,

_ e

bn = 0 (103)
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which represents one connection between the data in the ¢ expansion.
Further, from the analysis of the asymptotics of the conservation equations, no new con-
straining relation can be found. This is seen as follows. From the (n — 2)-order term of the

time component of the conservations equations, Eq. (@), we find,

(n—1) Bnqbo(bc — bgcg) — wn%jﬁn + %n(qbnb + ¢10)| —
_r En(n — Doe+n(n —1)én| =0, (104)
from which we obtain,
G100 = (b%ilc. (105)

However this last equation is not a new one as it follows directly from Eq. (I03)).
Finally, for the (n — 2)—order, the spatial part of the stress-energy conservation (77 is

expressed as,

%n(n —1)(60)2(Vse — V) — wn(n — 1) (Bacho) —
— = 1)00](Bun) — 5¢(0s00)

_ —(bo[%n(n —1)(Dudo)e + %n(n 1)) + n(n — 1)(0ud)]. (106)

Using (I03)), we find,
1 1
5(00)*Viscq = 5(00)*Vac =0, (107)

which follows from the constraint relation (@8], and so is not new.

VI. COUNTING

In general, we expect there will be 6 X gos and 6 X g_,, plus 3 free velocity components
Uy, plus 2 from the pressure p and the density p, and 2 additional from ¢ and qb giving a
total of 19 independent functions. We can remove four of these by using the G and G°
constraints and four more by using the general coordinate covariances. This leaves a total
of 11 free functions expected in the general solution for the metric locally. If an equation of
state had been assumed to relate the pressure to the density this number would have been

reduced by 1 to 10.
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Hence taking into account relations (O1l), (@3]), (@), (I00) and (I03]), we have 6+6+1 = 13
independent functions from the initial data (a.g, bag, Cas), plus 1 + 1 + 0 = 2 independent
functions from (¢, ¢1,¢,). Therefore, in total we have found 15 independent functions.
Subtracting the 4 coordinate covariances which may still be used to remove four functions,
leaves 11 independent arbitrary functions of the three space coordinates on a surface of
constant t time.

This is the maximal number of independent arbitrary spatial functions expected in a
local representation of part of the general solution of Brans-Dicke’s equations near a sudden

singularity.

VII. SUDDEN SINGULARITIES AS SHOCK WAVES

The main result in this work that the asymptotic approach to the sudden singularity in
Brans-Dicke theory is part of the general solution of the theory allows us to make some
comments as to the general character of the sudden singularity in the present context. This
problem was addressed for general relativity in Ref. [19], where it was shown that the general
approach to the inhomogeneous and anisotropic sudden singularity is geodesically complete.
The proof was based on an analysis of the solutions of the geodesic equations having a C?
character near the sudden singularity. Here we shall present a new proof of the completeness
of geodesics, and also extend it to the context of Brans-Dicke theory.

Before we proceed, we note that in both general relativity and Brans-Dicke theories the
asymptotic behaviours of the various components of the Ricci tensor on approach to the
sudden singularity are identical, namely, Ry ~ "2, Roo ~ t° Roy ~ t"72 while v’ ~
t% u® ~ t*. Hence, following the same analysis as in Ref. [19], we arrive at the conclusion
that the Brans-Dicke sudden singularity is also weak in the senses of Tipler [29] and Krolak
130].

We now need to estimate the combination R;u’u’ asymptotically on approach to the
sudden singularity. We start with general relativity. Using Eq. (O8], to express the symbol
c§ in the leading term of R in Eq. (66), we find that to leading order,

Rijju'u! ~ —ct" 2. (108)
Therefore, the strong energy condition, which for the Einstein equations implies that
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Riju'v’ > 0, gives,

¢ < 0. (109)

Therefore R;juu’ does not change sign and remains positive during the approach to the sud-
den singularity if we assume that ¢ < 0 initially. If we imagine a geodesic congruence starting
at some earlier time and approaching the sudden future singularity, then asymptotically the

expansion of the congruence is given by Eq. (36]), namely,
K ~b+nct" !, (110)
and the change in K is given by Eq. (B8], that is to leading order,
K ~n(n—1)ct" 2. (111)

Therefore even if we assume that initially (that is before the sudden singularity) the congru-
ence is converging, that is,

b <0, (112)

so that the right hand side in (I10) is negative, and further that the strong energy condition

is satisfied, namely ¢ < 0, then we find,
K—b K- —oco, as t—0. (113)

Here K tends to the constant b in the finite proper time remaining to the sudden singularity,
instead of —oo as one would expect from the focussing theorem of the standard singularity
theorems. The fact that K cannot diverge to —oo there means that the sudden singularity
can never be a point conjugate to any earlier point in spacetime.

The reason for this difference can be seen most clearly by looking at the balancing of the

various terms in the Landau—Ray chaudhuri equation,
g7 — 0oy — Rijuu. (114)

Because of the fact that the sudden singularity metric contains the crucial term t", n € (1, 2),
the term K does not balance with the term K2 (which is subdominant from Eq. (II0)) as
in the case of the singularity theorems, but here it balances with the last term. Therefore
the evolution of K and K is separate in the sudden singularity case presently, because these

two quantities are not of the same asymptotic order.
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This result has an interesting interpretation if we take into account the fact that the
expansion K represents the fractional rate of change of the cross-sectional volume of the
geodesic congruence. At the sudden singularity there is a minimum volume, given by b,
for geodesics to pass without intersecting each other, and they cannot converge further to
a region smaller than this there. Therefore they escape to the future leaving behind, at
the sudden singularity, a hypersurface of finite volume which has some discontinuity in the
second derivatives of the metric, much like a shock wave.

Let us finally take the above argument to see how it changes in the present context of
Brans-Dicke theory. The whole argument above basically remains the same for the Brans-
Dicke case, because the last term in the Landau-Raychaudhuri equation is of the same leading
order as in the case of general relativity. The only difference is in the strong energy condition
for the matter present in the Brans-Dicke equations, from which we get an extra condition.

The strong energy condition dictates that,
1. o
which is our case translates to the condition,

(1 ; %) doc <0, (116)

taking into account the asymptotic functional relation (I03). When the term in the brackets
is positive, then for the previous argument to continue to be valid here, we need only to
further assume that ¢g > 0. Then the strong energy condition implies that ¢ < 0, and the

timelike convergence condition follows from the asymptotic relation (I0S]).

VIII. DISCUSSION

Our foregoing results indicate that near the sudden singularity the Brans-Dicke equations
with a fluid source admit a solution with 11 arbitrary functions as it is necessary for a
general solution in that theory. This result compares with the corresponding one in general
relativity, where the solution there has 9 arbitrary functions and was also a general one [18].

In general relativity, near a non-sudden region containing a spacetime singularity, a similar
situation arises in the non-singular approach to a quasi-isotropic de Sitter spacetime in the

presence of a positive cosmological constant as in Refs. [12]-[16], or with an ultrastiff fluid
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with p > p as in [17]. The only other result known with comparable simplicity is the vacuum,
non-singular solution in R+€R? gravity constructed in [20] and containing 16 arbitrary data.

As we showed, the generic sudden singularity region in Brans-Dicke theory contains no
geodesic incompleteness and has the character of a shock wave. We would expect that these
results will continue to hold in general f(R) theory near a sudden singularity region and

other modified gravity models.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

Between the original submission of this paper to the arXiv and its submission to this Journal,
John Barrow passed away. He was a great scientist, mentor, and friend, and his fond memory
will always remain in our hearts. The current version of this paper is essentially the same as

the one originally announced in the arXiv last September.

Appendix A: Appendix: The homogeneous scalar field

We now consider the function counting problem in the special case where the metric

expansion is as before,

Yap = a,, + bt +c  t" + O(t?), (A1)

but the scalar field expansion near the sudden singularity is ‘homogeneous’, meaning,
¢ = do + ¢1t + dut" + O(t?), (A2)

with 1 < n < 2, but the coefficients ¢; are constants. The reason we need to demonstrate this
special case in full is that when one drops the spatial gradients of the scalar field completely
from all equations, one cannot be sure that no functional constraint is lost or changed in the
process, especially those constraints associated with the conservation laws. Of course, if one
first works out the problem in the homogeneous scalar field case, it is not possible to guess
the results that hold for the inhomogeneous case as in the main body of this paper.

The inverse metric tensor is given as before,

y = q®F — bt — P O(1?), (A3)
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and the series related with the extrinsic curvature, its derivatives, and its contractions are
the same. The components of the Ricci tensor have also the same forms (60) - (67)). However,

for the derivatives of the scalar field with ¢ = ¢(t), we find,

D = d1 + nut™ + O(t) (A4)
at2¢ — n(n _ 1)¢ntn_2 + O(l) (A5)
VAV 6 = %Kﬁﬁm
- %aﬁlbﬁ + %nwnbﬁ + et +O(1) (46)
Og¢ = 8¢ + %K@tqb
— n(n — 1)gt" 2+ O(1). (A7)

From the Brans-Dicke equations

G (B~ L5 R) = 86T} + (@60, — 109600) + 6(V'V 0~ 5i0,0),  (AS)

J

we use the (8) component as before to calculate the energy density and the trace of the
(i ) equations to calculate the pressure. The 4-velocity can be calculated then from the (g)
components. Also we use the (g ) components to get restrictions on the arbitrary functions
of ang, bag, and cqp.

From the (8) component, we obtain,
2 p0 1 1 2 1

hence, the energy density satisfies,

$7p = [gbo(%Po + %b? _ %bgbg) - %w (210)2 4 %gblb] Lo, (A10)
From the trace of the (g) component we have,
SR — gR) — 8T + (0" — ;a'fam) - G(VOVa6—30,6),  (ALL)
which gives the relation for the pressure,
8mp = [—%n(n —1)ye — n(n — Déult™2 + 0(1). (A12)
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The (‘;) components of the Brans-Dicke equations give,
2 pp _ Lep g1 2¢8 1.3 B2 1
¢ (Ra - §5QR) = _87T¢p5a - 5”(@@) 5a + ¢(§Kaat¢ - 5aat ¢ - §5aKat¢)7 (A13)
and for the (n — 2)— order terms we find,

— 5= 1) (B0 (e}~ e62) = [3nln — 1)(go)e+ nln — 1)ud )55 — nln— Dongndl, (AL4)

and therefore we have the constraints,

b = gag. (A15)

Equations (ATH) represent six relations between the initial data c¢,s from which only one,
out of the six, components of ¢,z is arbitrary. Additionally, from the (2) components,

GRS = 87(p + D)t (A16)

we find three more relations for the velocities,

3¢0
271(71 — 1)(¢QC + 3¢n)

Moreover, using the relation (2), we find that,

(Vb — VW b)t* . (A17)

Uy = —

8
3+ 2w

076+ 5K06= (o~ 3p). (A18)

Taking into consideration relations ([@I]) and (@5]) the following equation,
e

¢n = 9 (A19)

Taking now into account the conservation laws V,TJZ = 0, the (n—2)—order term of the time

component gives,
2wh10n — Pog1c = 0, (A20)

which is implied by (AI9). For the same order, the spatial part of the stress-energy conser-

vation is expressed as,

1 1
§n(n — D)o(Vacl — Vae) + gn(n —1)poVac =0, (A21)
namely that,
1 1
<00(V 5k — =Vae) =0, (A22)
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which is also implied by Eq. (AT3]).
Thus relations (A10), (A12), (ATH), (A7) and (AID) give 6 + 6 + 1 = 13 independent

functions from the initial data (aag, bag, Cap), plus 1 + 1+ 0 = 2 independent functions

from (¢g, 1, ). Therefore, in total we have found 15 independent functions. Subtracting

the 4 coordinate covariances we find 11 independent arbitrary functions of the three space

coordinates on a surface of constant ¢ time.
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