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Abstract. We study past-directed extendibility of Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker
(FLRW) and Bianchi type I spacetimes with a scale factor vanishing in the past. We give
criteria for determining whether a boundary for past-directed incomplete geodesics is a par-
allelly propagated curvature singularity, which cannot necessarily be read off from scalar
curvature invariants. It is clarified that, for incomplete FLRW spacetime to avoid the sin-
gularity, the spacetime necessarily reduces to the Milne universe or flat de Sitter universe
toward the boundary. For incomplete Bianchi type I spacetime to be free of singularity, it is
necessary that the spacetime asymptotically fits into the product of the extendible isotropic
geometry (Milne or flat de Sitter) and flat space, or, anisotropic spacetime with specific
power law scale factors. Furthermore, we investigate in detail the time-dependence of the
scale factor compatible with the extendibility in both spacetimes beyond the leading order.
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1 Introduction

General Relativity (GR) has been so far the most successful theory describing gravity, as
the expected existence of gravitational waves and black holes is supported by observations in
recent years [1, 2]. However, its prediction of singularity provides intrinsic evidence that the
theory is incomplete anyway. Indeed, the singularity theorems by Penrose and Hawking state
that the occurrence of singularity is unavoidable under some assumptions for energy sources
[3–5], so GR would lose the predictability at regions of extremely strong gravity. With this
fact in mind, GR is just an effective theory of gravity applicable at a certain low energy
scale. It is widely expected that the singularity in GR should be appropriately resolved at
a more fundamental level, such as by quantum effects of matter and gravity. Motivated by
an idea that some kind of classical gravitation beyond GR incorporating such fundamental
effects would effectively hold at some high energy scale, in which the spacetime curvature
would be bounded and the singularity could be resolved, there have been efforts to build such
theories in the context of cosmology [6–12] and black holes [13–15]. Cosmology with limited
curvature is also argued from the perspective of quantum cosmological amplitudes in Ref. [16].
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Historically, there have been a lot of studies of spacetime structure without singularity; for
example, a regular black hole was first proposed by Bardeen [17], and subsequent studies
can be found, e.g., in Refs. [18–23]. Moreover, several attempts have been made to realize
Bardeen-like regular black holes as stable solutions in nonlinear electrodynamics with Einstein
gravity [24–28].

To proceed with these approaches, it is crucial to correctly capture when and where the
singularity occurs in GR. For this purpose, let us review the definition of singularity in the
literature [29–34]. Suppose that we have a spacetime as a given set of points (not necessarily
the entire manifold maximally extended at this moment). If a causal geodesic reaches the
edge of spacetime in a finite affine parameter (a finite proper time for a timelike geodesic),
we say that the geodesic is incomplete in the spacetime. We call a set of endpoints of
such incomplete geodesics the boundary for them. If at least one component of the Riemann
tensor measured in a parallelly propagated (p.p.) tetrad basis along the incomplete geodesics
diverges toward the boundary, the spacetime cannot be locally extended beyond it in a way
that the component is continuous. Then we say that the boundary is (locally) inextendible
and there exists a p.p. curvature singularity on the boundary [30].1 (Similar concepts can be
established for any causal curve in terms of a generalized affine parameter with respect to a
p.p. tetrad basis.) On the other hand, if all components of the Riemann tensor in a p.p. tetrad
basis are bounded all the way to the boundary, the spacetime has a local extension beyond it
in a way that the components remain well-behaved. In such a case, we say that the boundary
is (locally) extendible. We note that the p.p. curvature singularity can be further classified:
the scalar (or scalar polynomial ; s.p.) curvature singularity is one that some polynomial
of scalar curvature invariants such as the Ricci scalar, Kretschmann scalar, etc., diverges
toward the boundary [29, 30], while the non-scalar curvature singularity (or intermediate
singularity) is one that any scalar curvature invariant is bounded all the way [29, 32, 33].
It is also possible that a spacetime cannot have any global extension beyond the boundary
although the local geometry is completely well-behaved. In such a case, the spacetime is
said to have a locally extendible singularity or quasi-regular singularity [29, 32, 33], which
includes, for example, a conical singularity and the singularity in Taub–NUT spacetime.

In the context of cosmology, the most critical issue is the appearance of initial singularity.
As is well known, in the Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) universe with
a scale factor given by the positive power law of time, a(t) ∝ tp (p > 0), any timelike
geodesic meets the Big Bang singularity in a finite proper time as going back to the past
in general. On the other hand, as shown by Borde, Guth, and Vilenkin [35], in the rapidly
expanding universe such as inflation, past-directed causal geodesics are in general incomplete
and thus the spacetime has a past boundary. But, it is not immediately obvious whether the
boundary is singular or not. In Ref. [36], focusing on the past boundary in the null direction
in inflationary cosmology with flat spatial geometry, it is shown that the boundary represents
the p.p. curvature singularity if Ḣ/a2 diverges there, where a is the scale factor and Ḣ is
the time-derivative of the Hubble parameter. (A similar result can be seen in Refs. [37, 38]
although the possibility of singularity in the approximate flat de Sitter universe is overlooked

1More specifically, at least one component of the r-th covariant derivative of the Riemann tensor in a p.p.
tetrad basis is ill-behaved toward the boundary, the spacetime cannot be locally extended beyond the boundary
in a way that the component is continuous. Then the boundary is said to be a Cr curvature singularity [29],
where we use “Cr” as the differentiability of the Riemann tensor. In this paper, we intensively argue the C0

(continuous) singularity, so we focus only on the behavior of the components of the Riemann tensor (not its
derivative at all).
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there.) This fact implies that whether the inflationary universe has the initial singularity on
the past boundary is sensitive to details of the model, but one should note that the analysis
in Ref. [36] holds for limited situations, i.e., under assumptions of homogeneity, isotropy, and
flat spatial geometry. Beyond that analysis, it is important to clarify the presence of a past
boundary and its (in)extendibility in more general geometry since the behavior of a geodesic
congruence is affected by geometrical quantities such as spatial curvature and anisotropy.
The most notable example is the Milne universe, which has an extendible past boundary
because of the open spatial curvature (as we will review in Sec. 2). On the other hand,
there has been a belief that, as approaching the initial singularity, spatial anisotropy would
exhibit oscillatory behavior and the dynamics at each spatial point might be approximated
by homogeneous geometry classified as Bianchi types, which is based on the analysis by
Belinsky–Khalatnikov–Lifshitz [39–41]. By incorporating spatial curvature and anisotropy,
we will be able to capture more clearly how the geometry and the existence of singularity
are related, which will be useful to identify the singularity of cosmological models and give a
guideline for building theories beyond GR to resolve it.

In this paper, we study the local extendibility or p.p. curvature singularity of a past
boundary in spatially homogeneous cosmology, in particular, FLRW spacetime with open,
flat, and closed spatial curvature, and Bianchi type I spacetime. Our main purpose is to give
criteria to judge whether the past boundary is locally extendible or inextendible (p.p. curva-
ture singularity) in terms of the geometrical quantities such as the scale factor and Hubble
parameter. In other words, we will clarify what kind of nontrivial geometry is allowed from a
requirement of local extendibility of the past boundary. We will take the following steps: (i)
We will investigate whether past-directed comoving and null geodesics reach a set of points
where the scale factor (in at least one spatial direction) vanishes at a finite affine param-
eter. If so, we can think of spacetime as having a past boundary; (ii) We will explicitly
construct a tetrad basis parallelly propagated along the incomplete geodesic and measure
the components of the curvature tensor in that basis. Then we will require the finiteness of
the components for local extendibility of the boundary. Conversely, the divergence of the
components is equivalent to the p.p. curvature singularity; (iii) We will clarify more in detail
what the time-dependence of the scale factor or Hubble parameter should be when the past
boundary is locally extendible.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we review the existence of a past boundary
and the extension beyond it in typical examples; the Milne, flat de Sitter, and open de Sitter
universes. The initial p.p. curvature singularity or local extendibility of a past boundary
is investigated for FLRW spacetime with spatial curvature in Sec. 3, and for Bianchi type I
spacetime in Sec. 4. Finally, Sec. 5 is devoted to the summary and discussion.

2 Familiar examples of the extendible past boundary

In this paper, we are interested in the local extendibility of a past boundary in cosmological
spacetime, if it exists. Here, as introduced in Sec. 1, the past boundary stands for a set
of points where the scale factor of space vanishes and some past-directed causal geodesic
reaches in a finite affine parameter. The boundary is said to be locally extendible if there is
no parallelly propagated (p.p.) curvature singularity, then the apparent pathological behavior
of the metric can be removed by introducing some appropriate coordinate system. In fact,
there are some well-known examples of cosmological spacetime with the extendible past
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Figure 1. The Penrose diagram of the Milne universe (upper triangle) is a part of the Penrose
diagram of Minkowski spacetime (whole triangle). The past-directed comoving (blue) and null (red)
curves in the Milne universe reach the past boundary denoted by B−, but they can be extended
through it.

boundary. To capture the idea of this paper, let us review such examples, in particular, the
Milne universe, and the open and flat de Sitter universes.

2.1 The Milne universe

The Milne universe is known as a solution of Friedmann equations without matter but with
negative spatial curvature. The metric is given by

ds2
Milne = −dt2+ + t2+

(
dχ2 + sinh2 χdΩ2

)
, (2.1)

where the time coordinate t+ is defined within (0,∞), and dΩ2 := dθ2+sin2 θdφ2 is the metric
on the two-sphere. The metric on the three-hyperboloid appears inside the parentheses. The
whole metric describes the universe expanding linearly in time, i.e., the scale factor is given
by a(t+) = t+. The scale factor vanishes at t+ = 0, and it corresponds to a past boundary
where any past-directed causal geodesic reaches in a finite affine parameter. However, the
past boundary is just a coordinate singularity, and the spacetime can be extended beyond it.
Actually, as is well known, the metric (2.1) is just covering inside of the future light cone of
some point in Minkowski spacetime. To see this, we write the Minkowski metric in spherical
coordinates,

ds2
Minkowski = −dt2 + dr2 + r2dΩ2 . (2.2)

Then the following coordinate transformation for the Minkowski metric,

t = t+ coshχ , r = t+ sinhχ (t+ > 0) (2.3)
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Figure 2. Left: the Penrose diagram of the flat de Sitter universe is given by the triangle covering
the upper left half. The comoving (blue) curve is complete. The null (red) curve reaches the past
boundary B− of the flat de Sitter universe in a finite affine parameter, but it can be extended through
it. Right: the Penrose diagram of the open de Sitter universe is given by the upper left triangle. The
comoving (blue) and null (red) curves reach the past boundary B− of the open de Sitter universe
at a finite affine parameter, but they can be extended through it. In both figures, the entire square
corresponds to the closed de Sitter universe.

leads to the metric (2.1). Since the coordinates introduced in Eq. (2.3) satisfy t > r, the
original metric (2.1) covers only that region of Minkowski spacetime:

ds2
Milne = ds2

Minkowski|t>r . (2.4)

As shown in Fig. 1, the Penrose diagram of the Milne universe can be drawn as that part of
Minkowski spacetime.

2.2 The flat and open de Sitter universes

As is well known, de Sitter spacetime, which is the maximally symmetric spacetime with
a positive cosmological constant, can be represented in various coordinate charts, such as
spatially open, flat, and closed charts. In the closed chart, the metric of de Sitter spacetime
reads

ds2
closed-dS = −dt2 +

cosh2(HΛt)

H2
Λ

(
dχ2 + sin2 χdΩ2

)
. (2.5)

Here, a constant HΛ is related with the cosmological constant Λ by HΛ =
√

Λ/3, and the
time coordinate t is defined from −∞ to +∞. The closed de Sitter universe is geodesically
complete, i.e., any causal geodesic in the universe has no end at some finite affine parameter.
On the other hand, de Sitter spacetime also can be expressed as the spatially flat universe as

ds2
flat-dS = −dt21 +

e2HΛt1

H2
Λ

(
dx2

1 + dx2
2 + dx2

3

)
. (2.6)

The flat de Sitter universe has a past boundary in the null direction since there exist past-
directed incomplete null geodesics which reach the points t1 = −∞, where the scale factor
eHΛt1/HΛ vanishes, at finite values of the affine parameter. We can also write the de Sitter
metric as the spatially open universe,

ds2
open-dS = −dt22 +

sinh2(HΛt2)

H2
Λ

(
dξ2

1 + sinh2 ξ2
1dΩ2

)
, (2.7)
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where dΩ2 = dξ2
2 + sin2 ξ2dξ

2
3 . In this metric, the scale factor sinh(HΛt2)/HΛ vanishes at

t2 = 0, and there is a past boundary for causal geodesics. The essential point here is that
the past boundaries in the flat and open de Sitter universes do not represent any singularity
since the appearance of the boundaries is just due to introducing the incomplete coordinate
charts. The flat and open de Sitter universes can be regarded as parts of the closed one, and
thus there is no obstacle to extend them beyond the past boundaries. This should be clear
from the Penrose diagrams shown in Fig. 2.

3 Past extendibility and initial singularity in FLRW spacetime

3.1 Setup in FLRW spacetime

In this section, we consider spatially homogeneous and isotropic spacetime and analyze the
presence or absence of initial singularity. In Ref. [36], the case of spatially flat spacetime is
studied, while in this paper we allow a spacetime to have a constant spatial curvature. Such a
spacetime can be described by the Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–Walker (FLRW) metric
with coordinates xµ = (t, χ, θ, φ) as

ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν = −dt2 + a2(t)

(
dχ2 + Φ2

k(χ)dΩ2
)
. (3.1)

Here, a(t) is the scale factor, dΩ2 := dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2 is the metric on the unit two-sphere,
and Φk(χ) is defined by

Φk(χ) :=


sinχ (k = 1) ,

χ (k = 0) ,

sinhχ (k = −1) ,

(3.2)

where k is the normalized spatial curvature. We take the time coordinate t to be defined
within a domain (ti, tf ) as will be mentioned below. The coordinate χ is defined with χ ∈
(0,∞) for k = 0 and k = −1, while χ ∈ (0, π) for k = +1.

Throughout this section, we are interested in the initial singularity in an expanding
universe. We therefore assume that the scale factor a(t) vanishes at the initial time t = ti as
going back to the past without loss of generality:

lim
t→ti

a(t) = 0 . (3.3)

Our aim is to study whether this pathological behavior of the metric at ti leads to a singularity
or not. Note that we do not assume that ti is finite, so it can be negative infinity. In
this regard, our analysis includes singularities in a wide class not covered in Ref. [42] where
singularities at a finite comoving time in FLRW cosmology are focused on. Since we are
concerned only about the early behavior, we take the end of the time domain tf to be finite
arbitrarily so that the scale factor takes some positive and finite value toward that time:
limt→tf a(t) = finite. A similar analysis for the singularity in a contracting universe can be
performed simply by flipping the time coordinate, t→ −t.

As mentioned in Sec. 1, if the spacetime has incomplete causal geodesics which reach
the points of a = 0 (or equivalently, t = ti) at finite values of the affine parameter, a set of
the points amounts to the past boundary for the geodesics. However, it is not immediately
obvious whether the boundary represents a parallelly propagated (p.p.) curvature singularity
(i.e., the geodesics cannot be extended beyond it anymore) or not (i.e., the geodesics can be
extended beyond it at least locally). Below, we will study the property of the boundary in
the past-directed comoving and null directions, separately.
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3.2 Past comoving direction in FLRW spacetime

Let us consider a comoving timelike curve represented in the coordinates xµ = (t, χ, θ, φ) as

xµ(τ) = (τ + t0, χ0, θ0, φ0) , (3.4)

with constants t0, χ0, θ0, and φ0. Here, τ is used as a parameter of the curve. The tangent
vector of this curve is given by

u =
dxµ(τ)

dτ
∂µ = ∂t , (3.5)

where ∂µ is the coordinate basis with respect to xµ. The tangent vector u satisfies the
geodesic equation,

∇uu = 0 , (3.6)

where ∇u represents the covariant derivative along the vector u. Therefore, the comoving
curve (3.4) is a geodesic and τ is its affine parameter. The geodesic reaches a = 0 at τ = ti−t0.
If ti = −∞, since the affine parameter can run to −∞ until it reaches a = 0, the spacetime
is past complete for the comoving geodesic. On the other hand, if ti is finite, the comoving
geodesic reaches a = 0 at a finite affine parameter and thus there is a past boundary for the
comoving geodesic. Then, the metric (3.1) is past incomplete for the comoving geodesic.

In the past comoving incomplete case, i.e., ti = finite, we are concerned about whether
the geodesic can be extended beyond the boundary, at least locally. As mentioned in Sec. 1,
a useful way to judge the local extendibility is to check the components of the Riemann
tensor in a parallelly propagated (p.p.) tetrad basis along the geodesic. One can see that the
following one-forms

e0 = dt , (3.7a)

e1 = a(t)dχ , (3.7b)

e2 = a(t)Φk(χ)dθ , (3.7c)

e3 = a(t)Φk(χ) sin θdφ , (3.7d)

are parallel along the comoving geodesic;

∇ue
M = 0 , (3.8)

where M = 0, 1, 2, 3. Therefore, the tetrad basis {eM} serves as the p.p. tetrad basis along
the comoving geodesic. If at least one component of the Riemann tensor in this basis diverges
in the limit to ti, it is indicated that there exists a p.p. curvature singularity on the boundary
and thus we cannot extend the spacetime beyond it. Otherwise, the spacetime is extendible
along the comoving geodesic, at least locally.

Since the FLRW metric is conformally flat, the independent components of the Riemann
tensor are described only by the Ricci tensor. In the p.p. tetrad basis, the components of the
Ricci tensor can be evaluated as

RMNe
M ⊗ eN = −2

(
Ḣ − k

a2

)
e0 ⊗ e0

+

((
Ḣ − k

a2

)
+ 3

(
H2 +

k

a2

))
ηMNe

M ⊗ eN , (3.9)
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where a dot stands for the derivative with respect to the coordinate time t, H := ȧ/a is
the Hubble parameter, and ηMN = diag(−1,+1,+1,+1). Thus the incomplete comoving
geodesic is at least locally extendible if

lim
t→ti

(
Ḣ − k

a2

)
= finite , (3.10)

lim
t→ti

(
H2 +

k

a2

)
= finite . (3.11)

These conditions might be well known because they are equivalent to require the finiteness of
scalar curvature invariants. In fact, the Ricci scalar R and the Ricci tensor squared RµνR

µν

are calculated as

R = 6

(
Ḣ − k

a2

)
+ 12

(
H2 +

k

a2

)
, (3.12)

RµνR
µν = 12

(
Ḣ − k

a2

)2

+ 36

(
Ḣ − k

a2

)(
H2 +

k

a2

)
+ 36

(
H2 +

k

a2

)2

. (3.13)

Comparing these with Eqs. (3.10) and (3.11), it turns out that if FLRW spacetime is not
locally extendible along a comoving geodesic, it is always accompanied by a scalar curva-
ture singularity. Therefore, one does not need to care about the possibility of a non-scalar
curvature singularity.

Given a perfect fluid with the energy density ρ and pressure p, from Friedmann equations
we have

Ḣ − k

a2
= −4πG(ρ+ p) , (3.14)

H2 +
k

a2
=

8πG

3
ρ , (3.15)

where G is the gravitational constant. From the conditions (3.10) and (3.11), to make the
past boundary for comoving geodesics locally extendible, the fluid must satisfy

lim
t→ti

ρ = finite , lim
t→ti

p = finite . (3.16)

3.3 Past null direction in FLRW spacetime

Let us turn to consider a null curve written in the coordinates xµ = (t, χ, θ, φ) as

xµ(λ) =

(
t(λ) + t0,−

∫
dλ

∂λt(λ)

a
+ χ0, θ0, φ0

)
(3.17)

with a parameter λ and constants t0, χ0, θ0, and φ0. This null curve is actually a null
geodesic because its tangent vector,

k =
∂xµ(λ)

∂λ
∂µ = ∂λt∂t −

∂λt

a
∂χ , (3.18)

satisfies the geodesic equation

∇kk =

(
∂λ∂λt

∂λt
+
∂λa

a

)
k . (3.19)
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The relation between t and λ should be determined by requiring that λ is an affine parameter,
i.e., the right-hand side of Eq. (3.19) vanishes. This requirement is satisfied by

dλ = a dt . (3.20)

Then the tangent vector is given by

k =
1

a
∂t −

1

a2
∂χ . (3.21)

The past-directed completeness of the null geodesic can be checked by evaluating the differ-
ence of the affine parameter between the initial time ti and some finite time tr:

λ(ti)− λ(tr) =

∫ ti

tr

dt a(t) =

{
−∞: complete,

finite: incomplete.
(3.22)

Note that the null geodesic is always incomplete when a comoving geodesic is incomplete,
namely when ti is finite. On the other hand, it is possible that the spacetime is complete
in the past comoving direction but incomplete in the past null direction, i.e., a null geodesic
reaches the past boundary at a finite affine parameter.

We focus on a case that the spacetime is incomplete in the past null direction. To
judge the local extendibility beyond the past boundary, we need a tetrad basis parallelly
propagated along the null geodesic. The simplest tetrad {eM} defined by Eqs. (3.7a)–(3.7d)
does not satisfy this property because e0 and e1 are not parallel along the null geodesic,

∇ke
0 = Hdχ , (3.23)

∇ke
1 =

H

a
dt , (3.24)

while e2 and e3 are parallel: ∇ke
2 = ∇ke

3 = 0. Now, let us introduce a set of one-forms
{l,n, e2, e3}, where l and n are null one-forms defined by

l =
1√
2 a

(e0 + e1) , (3.25a)

n =
a√
2

(e0 − e1) . (3.25b)

Then, the covariant derivatives of l and n along k vanish:

∇kl = 0 , (3.26)

∇kn = 0 . (3.27)

Therefore, we can use the set {l,n, e2, e3} as the p.p. tetrad basis along the null geodesic.
We can argue the presence or absence of the p.p. curvature singularity on the past boundary
by checking the components of the Ricci tensor in this tetrad basis. In terms of the tetrad
basis {l,n, e2, e3}, the Ricci tensor (3.9) is expressed as

RMNe
M ⊗ eN

= −
(
Ḣ − k

a2

)(
a2l⊗ l +

1

a2
n⊗ n + l⊗ n + n⊗ l

)
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ti λ(ti) Ḣ − k
a2 , H

2 + k
a2

1
a2

(
Ḣ − k

a2

)
singularity

−∞

−∞ – – complete

finite
finite

finite coordinate
±∞ non-scalar

±∞ – scalar

finite finite
finite

finite coordinate
±∞ non-scalar

±∞ – scalar

Table 1. Classification of the past boundary corresponding to a = 0 in FLRW spacetime: ti is
the initial time when the scale factor vanishes, and λ(ti) is the initial affine parameter along a null
geodesic. In the rightmost row, “complete” means that both comoving and null geodesics are past
complete and there is no past boundary, “coordinate” means that the past boundary is a coordinate
singularity and it is extendible at least locally, “non-scalar” means that the boundary is a non-scalar
curvature singularity, and “scalar” means that the boundary is a scalar curvature singularity.

+

((
Ḣ − k

a2

)
+ 3

(
H2 +

k

a2

))(
e2 ⊗ e2 + e3 ⊗ e3 − l⊗ n− n⊗ l

)
. (3.28)

Focusing on the coefficient of n⊗n, we can see that the finiteness of the Ricci tensor requires
a condition

lim
t→ti

1

a2

(
Ḣ − k

a2

)
= finite . (3.29)

This condition is stronger than Eq. (3.10) in a sense that the scale factor squared, which
approaches zero as t→ ti, appears in the denominator additionally. This result, which corre-
sponds to a generalization of the result in Ref. [36] to general spatial curvature, is consistent
with Refs. [37, 42]. In terms of the energy density ρ and pressure p of the perfect fluid fulfilling
the spacetime, Eq. (3.29) requires

lim
t→ti

ρ+ p

a2
= finite . (3.30)

Now defining the equation-of-state parameter w by p = wρ, and taking account of ρ ∝
a−3(1+w) from the energy conservation of the fluid, Eq. (3.30) can be translated to

w = −1 or w ≤ −5

3
as t→ ti . (3.31)

The results obtained so far for FLRW spacetime are summarized in Table 1 and as fol-
lows. When past-directed incomplete causal geodesics exist, the fulfillment of the conditions
(3.11) and (3.29) ensures that the curvature tensor in the p.p. tetrad basis for the incomplete
geodesics is well-behaved and thus the past boundary (a = 0) is at least locally extendible.
Otherwise, the past boundary is a p.p. curvature singularity. If any of the conditions (3.10)
and (3.11) is violated, there is a scalar curvature singularity on the past boundary. If both
of the conditions (3.10) and (3.11) are satisfied but the condition (3.29) is not, there is a
non-scalar curvature singularity on the past boundary in the null direction, which is not
detectable by focusing only on scalar curvature invariants.

– 10 –



3.4 Extendible past boundary in FLRW spacetime

So far, we have investigated FLRW spacetime in which past-directed causal geodesics reach
the boundary (a = 0) at a finite affine parameter. We have obtained the conditions for the
past boundary to be at least locally extendible as

lim
t→ti

(
H2 +

k

a2

)
= finite , (3.32)

lim
t→ti

1

a2

(
Ḣ − k

a2

)
= finite . (3.33)

In this subsection, let us study more in detail when these extendibility conditions are satisfied.
In particular, we will identify the sign of the spatial curvature and the time-dependence of the
Hubble parameter and scale factor in the limit toward the boundary so that the spacetime is
at least locally extendible beyond it. For this purpose, first note that combining the above
two conditions gives the following differential equation for the Hubble parameter,

Ḣ +H2 = Q (t→ ti) (3.34)

with some finite constant Q. In Appendix A, we solve the equation (3.34) and classify the
asymptotic behavior of the solutions. Below, we will utilize the results obtained there to find
the time-dependence of the Hubble parameter and scale factor in the extendible spacetime.

As already mentioned, there are two types for past incomplete spacetime; (i) incomplete
in both comoving and null directions, i.e., ti = finite, (ii) complete in the comoving direction
but incomplete in the null direction, i.e., ti = −∞ and λ(ti) = finite. We consider these cases
separately. We will see that the extendible cases are summarized as Table 2.

3.4.1 Comoving and null incomplete case: ti = finite

In a case of ti = finite, the scale factor a(t) vanishes at a finite time ti as going back to the
past. For simplicity, we take ti = 0 without loss of generality. Note that then the Hubble
parameter H(t) must diverge to positive infinity in the limit t → 0. This fact can be easily
understood by integrating the definition of the Hubble parameter, H := ȧ/a, from t = 0 to
tf ; ∫ tf

0
dtH(t) = ln a(tf )− ln a(0) . (3.35)

The right-hand side diverges to positive infinity since a(0) = 0 from our assumption. The
interval of integration in the left-hand side is finite, and thus H(t) must diverge to positive
infinity in the limit t→ 0. Then in order to satisfy the condition (3.32), we need

k = −1 . (3.36)

That is, the past comoving and null incomplete FLRW spacetime has to be spatially open to
avoid the singularity on the boundary.

To identify the time-dependence of the Hubble parameter explicitly in the extendible
case, we need to find solutions to Eq. (3.34) which diverge to positive infinity in the limit
t→ 0. The solutions are found in Appendix A, and as summarized in Eq. (A.7), their leading
behavior around t = 0 must be

H(t) =
1

t
+O(t0) . (3.37)
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Then we have the leading behavior of the scale factor around t = 0 as a(t) = t+O(t2). Now
let us constrain the subleading behavior. We expand the scale factor around t = 0 as

a(t) = t+
∞∑
p=2

a(p)

p!
tp (3.38)

where a(p) are finite coefficients independent of t. With k = −1, then we have

H2 +
k

a2
=

2a(2)

t
+O(t0) , (3.39)

1

a2

(
Ḣ − k

a2

)
= −a

(2)

t3
+

3(a(2))2

2t2
+

1

t

(
a(4)

6
+
a(2)a(3)

3
− 3(a(2))3

2

)
+O(t0) . (3.40)

Thus the extendibility conditions (3.32) and (3.33) constrain the time-dependence of the scale
factor as

a(2) = a(4) = 0 , (3.41)

or equivalently,

a(t) = t+
a(3)

3!
t3 +O(t5) . (3.42)

Then the time-dependence of the Hubble parameter is determined as

H(t) =
1

t
+
a(3)

3
t+O(t3) . (3.43)

In summary, if FLRW spacetime has a past boundary in both comoving and null direc-
tions at t = 0, i.e., the scale factor vanishes at t = 0, the spacetime must be spatially open
(k = −1) and the scale factor and Hubble parameter must obey Eqs. (3.42) and (3.43) to
make the past boundary extendible at least locally. Note that the extendibility requires that
the metric asymptotically takes the form of the Milne universe,

ds2 ' −dt2 + t2(dχ2 + sinh2 χdΩ2) (t→ 0) (3.44)

at the leading order, and it is also sensitive to the subleading behavior of the scale factor with
respect to time. Of course, the open de Sitter universe (2.7) is included in the extendible
case since the scale factor satisfies the above condition.

3.4.2 Comoving complete but null incomplete case: ti = −∞ and λ(ti) = finite

In a case of ti = −∞ while λ(ti) = finite, where λ(ti) is the affine parameter of a null geodesic
at ti = −∞ (see Eq. (3.22)), we need to find H satisfying Eq. (3.34) in the limit t → −∞
to make the boundary extendible. As mentioned in the end of Appendix A, such H should
converge to some constant in the limit. Thus we need

lim
t→−∞

H(t) = H̄ (3.45)

with some non-negative constant H̄. Then, the conditions (3.32) and (3.33) are satisfied only
if

k = 0 . (3.46)
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That is, the spacetime should be spatially flat to avoid the singularity.
However, it is possible that even if k = 0 and the Hubble parameter converges to a

constant as t→ −∞, the extendibility conditions are violated due to the subleading behavior
of the Hubble parameter (or scale factor) with respect to t. This is the case, for instance,
in the Starobinsky inflation model [36]. Below, let us generically constrain the subleading
behavior from the requirement of the extendibility. We consider some situations such that
the Hubble parameter deviates from the constant H̄ as

H(t) = H̄ + f(t) , (3.47)

where we assume that f(t) vanishes as t → −∞ so that the condition (3.45) still holds.
Then it is obvious that the condition (3.32) is satisfied with k = 0. But, Ḣ(t) = ḟ(t) is
nontrivial, so the condition (3.33) might be violated. Below, as examples, let us consider the
cases such that the deviation of the Hubble parameter from the constant, f(t) = H(t)− H̄,
is approximately given by the negative power of −t, and the exponential of −t.

Deviation by (−t)−p. Let us consider the Hubble parameter deviated from some constant
H̄ by the negative power of −t in the past enough:

H(t) ' H̄ +
b

(−t)p
(p > 0) , (3.48)

where b is some non-zero constant. First, we assume H̄ > 0, then there is always the past
boundary in the null direction (see Refs. [35, 36]). Our concern is whether the boundary is
locally extendible or not. Then the scale factor can be obtained as

a(t) '


eH̄t

(
1 +

b

p− 1

1

(−t)p−1

)
(p > 1) ,

eH̄t(−t)−b (p = 1) ,

eH̄t exp

(
−b

1− p
(−t)1−p

)
(0 < p < 1) ,

(3.49)

where irrelevant terms as t → −∞ are ignored. Then the conditions to avoid the scalar
curvature singularity, Eqs. (3.10) and (3.11), are satisfied with k = 0. But, the dominant
time dependence of Ḣ/a2 as t→ −∞ is approximately given by

Ḣ

a2
∼ bp e−2H̄t (t→ −∞) , (3.50)

where some factor with the minor time dependence such as the power of t is suppressed. This
quantity necessarily diverges as t → −∞ because of the factor of e−2H̄t, which comes from
a2 in the denominator. Thus the condition (3.33) is violated, i.e., the non-scalar curvature
singularity occurs on the past boundary.

Next, let us turn to set H̄ = 0 in Eq. (3.48). Then we need b > 0 to obtain an expanding
universe, and the scale factor is approximately given by

a(t) '


1 +

b

p− 1

1

(−t)p−1
(p > 1) ,

(−t)−b (p = 1) ,

exp

(
−b

1− p
(−t)1−p

)
(0 < p < 1) ,

(3.51)
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where irrelevant terms as t→ −∞ are ignored again. When p > 1, the scale factor does not
vanish as t→ −∞, which is out of our interest. For the case of p = 1, as studied in Ref. [37],
the completeness in the past null direction can be checked through Eq. (3.22) as

λ(−∞)− λ(tr) '
∫ −∞
tr

dt (−t)−b =

{
−∞: complete (0 < b ≤ 1) ,

finite: incomplete (1 < b) .
(3.52)

Thus the case of 0 < b ≤ 1 with p = 1 has no past boundary, which is also out of our interest.
In the past null incomplete case, i.e. b > 1 with p = 1, we can see that the quantity

Ḣ

a2
' b(−t)2b−2 (3.53)

diverges as t → −∞ and thus the past boundary is the non-scalar curvature singularity.
Finally, for the case of 0 < p < 1, the scale factor vanishes as t→ −∞. To ensure that there
is the past boundary in the null direction, note that we can take some reference time tr(< 0)
so that the relation

a(t) ' exp

(
−b

1− p
(−t)1−p

)
<

1

t2
(3.54)

always holds within t ∈ (−∞, tr). Then, integrating both sides leads to

λ(tr)− λ(−∞) '
∫ tr

−∞
dt a(t) <

∫ tr

−∞

1

t2
dt =

1

|tr|
. (3.55)

Therefore, a past-directed null geodesic has a finite affine length, i.e., there exists the past
boundary in the null direction. The boundary represents the non-scalar curvature singularity
since

Ḣ

a2
' bp

(−t)p+1
exp

(
2b

1− p
(−t)1−p

)
(3.56)

diverges as t→ −∞.
We can conclude that the deviation of the Hubble parameter from a constant by the

negative power of −t as Eq. (3.48) keeps the scalar curvature invariants finite when k = 0,
but leads to the non-scalar curvature singularity on the past boundary, if it exists, i.e., the
spacetime is past null incomplete.

Deviation by ect (c > 0). As another example of the deviation like Eq. (3.47), let us
consider the Hubble parameter given by

H(t) ' H̄ + d ect (c > 0) (3.57)

in the past enough, where c(> 0) and d are constants. Here we take H̄ to be positive,
then there exists the past boundary for null geodesics.2 Corresponding to the above Hubble
parameter, the scale factor is approximately given by

a(t) ' eH̄t +
d

c
e(H̄+c)t , (3.58)

2If one sets H̄ = 0 in Eq. (3.57) to consider the Hubble parameter given by H(t) = dect, the direct

integration gives a(t) = e(d/c)ect . This scale factor does not vanish as t→ −∞, which is out of our interest.
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Extendible FLRW

spatial curvature scale factor

comoving and null incomplete:
open: k = −1 a(t) = t+ αt3 +O(t5)

a(0) = 0

null incomplete: a(−∞) = 0
flat: k = 0

a(t) = eH̄t + αe(H̄+c)t + · · ·
and

∫ −∞
a(t) dt = finite with c ≥ 2H̄

Table 2. FLRW spacetimes with at least locally extendible past boundary (an apparent coordinate
singularity) at a = 0. Here, α is an arbitrary constant.

where irrelevant terms as t→ −∞ are ignored. With k = 0, the scalar curvature singularity
does not occur on the boundary since the conditions (3.10) and (3.11) are satisfied. On the
other hand, to avoid the non-scalar curvature singularity, the quantity

Ḣ

a2
∼ cd e−(2H̄−c)t (3.59)

must be finite as t→ −∞, i.e.,

c ≥ 2H̄ . (3.60)

The key reason why the singularity is avoided under Eq. (3.60) is that Ḣ exponentially
approaches zero in the limit t → −∞ as fast as or faster than a2 and thus Ḣ/a2 does not
diverge. It is easily understood that the deviation of the Hubble parameter from a constant
by a function for which Ḣ vanishes faster than a2 ∼ e2H̄t as t→ −∞, e.g. H(t) = H̄ + e−αt

2

with some positive constant α, does not violate the conditions (3.32) and (3.33), and thus
the past boundary remains at least locally extendible when k = 0.

From the above analysis, it follows that when the past boundary in the null direction
is extendible, the metric must asymptotically take the following form,

ds2 ' −dt2 + e2H̄t(dχ2 + χ2dΩ2) (t→ −∞) (3.61)

at the leading order, which is the metric of the flat de Sitter universe.

4 Past extendibility and initial singularity in Bianchi I spacetime

In the previous section, we considered the spatially homogeneous and isotropic universe. As
a next step, it is natural to ask how the extendibility conditions for a past boundary change
if the assumption of isotropy is removed. In this section, we extend the work in the previous
section to the spatially homogeneous but anisotropic universe. In particular, we consider
Bianchi type I spacetime where each spatial direction has a different scale factor in general.

4.1 Setup in Bianchi I spacetime

Bianchi type I spacetime is known as the simplest case of spatially homogeneous spacetime.
Assuming that the metric is diagonalized, it is given by

ds2 = −dt2 + a2
x(t)dx2 + a2

y(t)dy
2 + a2

z(t)dz
2 . (4.1)
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Here, aj(t) (j = x, y, z) is the scale factor in each spatial direction. We use Hj := ȧj/aj as
the Hubble parameter in each direction, where a dot stands for the derivative with respect
to the coordinate time t.

Since we are interested in the presence or absence of initial singularity, we consider a
situation that the scale factor in at least one spatial direction vanishes as going back to the
past. With a time domain (ti, tf ), without loss of generality, we can assume

lim
t→ti

ax(t) = 0 . (4.2)

Equivalently, it can be thought that we define the initial time ti as the time when one of the
scale factors, ax, vanishes irrespective of whether ay and az vanish at ti or not. Notice that
we do not assume that ti is finite, i.e., ti can be negative infinity. Since we are interested
only in the initial singularity, we take tf as some finite time so that all scale factors are finite
in the limit to tf .

Note that reversing the time coordinate in our arguments, t → −t, corresponds to the
analysis for singularity in the future. In Ref. [43], the future singularity at a finite comoving
time in Bianchi type I spacetime is studied. There, the singularity where at least one of
the scale factors diverges is intensively considered, but the situations such that another scale
factor vanishes, which we deal with in this paper, are also included. In this regard, our
analysis has an overlap with that one. But, we consider a wide class of singularity in a
sense that our analysis also includes the situations such that at least one of the scale factors
approaches zero at infinite coordinate time.

4.2 Past comoving direction in Bianchi I spacetime

First, let us consider a comoving timelike curve expressed in the coordinates xµ = (t, x, y, z)
as

xµ(τ) = (τ + t0, x0, y0, z0) , (4.3)

where t0, x0, y0, and z0 are some constants, and τ is used as a parameter of the curve. The
tangent vector of the curve is given by

u =
dxµ(τ)

dτ
∂µ = ∂t . (4.4)

Then, the covariant derivative of the tangent vector along itself vanishes, ∇uu = 0. Thus,
the curve (4.3) is a comoving geodesic and τ is its affine parameter. Since the scale factor in
the x-direction, ax, goes to zero in the limit to τ = ti − t0 by the assumption, the comoving
geodesic (4.3) is past complete if ti = −∞. On the other hand, if ti is finite, the spacetime
is incomplete in the past comoving direction and ax = 0 represents the past boundary.

We focus on a case that the comoving geodesic reaches ax = 0 at finite ti and thus the
spacetime is incomplete in the past comoving direction. To discuss the local extendibility
beyond the past boundary (ax = 0), we look at the components of the Riemann tensor in a
tetrad basis parallelly propagated along the geodesic. For this purpose, we set up a simple
tetrad as

e0 = dt , (4.5a)

e1 = ax(t)dx , (4.5b)
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e2 = ay(t)dy , (4.5c)

e3 = az(t)dz . (4.5d)

This simple tetrad is parallelly propagated along the comoving geodesic (4.3), i.e., ∇ue
M =

0 (M = 0, 1, 2, 3). Thus we can discuss the local extendibility in the past comoving direction
by using this parallelly propagated (p.p.) tetrad basis.

For convenience, we separate the components of the Riemann tensor into the Ricci and
Weyl tensors. In the p.p. tetrad basis, the Ricci tensor reads

RMNe
M ⊗ eN = R00e

0 ⊗ e0 +R11e
1 ⊗ e1 +R22e

2 ⊗ e2 +R33e
3 ⊗ e3 , (4.6)

where

R00 = −Ḣx −H2
x − Ḣy −H2

y − Ḣz −H2
z , (4.7)

R11 = H2
x +HxHy +HzHx + Ḣx , (4.8)

R22 = HxHy +H2
y +HyHz + Ḣy , (4.9)

R33 = HzHx +HyHz +H2
z + Ḣz , (4.10)

while the Weyl tensor reads

CKLMNe
K ⊗ eL ⊗ eM ⊗ eN

= C0101

(
(e0 ⊗ e1 ⊗ e0 ⊗ e1 + 3 perms)− (e2 ⊗ e3 ⊗ e2 ⊗ e3 + 3 perms)

)
+ (cyclic permutations of (1, 2, 3)) , (4.11)

where “perms” represents the permutations of bases with appropriate sign allowed by sym-
metry and antisymmetry of the tensor, and

C0101 = −1

6
(2Ḣx − Ḣy − Ḣz + 2H2

x −H2
y −H2

z + 2HyHz −HzHx −HxHy) . (4.12)

If the components of the Ricci and Weyl tensors listed above are not bounded in the limit to
ti, the past boundary is singular and thus we cannot extend the spacetime beyond it. In fact,
we can simplify the extendibility conditions by combining some components of the Ricci and
Weyl tensors. For example, some calculations give

R00

6
− R11

6
+
R22

3
+
R33

3
− C0101 = HyHz , (4.13)

−R00

3
+
R11

3
− R22

6
− R33

6
− C0101 = Ḣx +H2

x . (4.14)

Therefore, the finiteness of each component of the Ricci and Weyl tensors in the limit to ti
implies

lim
t→ti

(Ḣj +H2
j ) = finite , (4.15)

lim
t→ti

(HjHk) = finite (j 6= k) . (4.16)

Inversely, if the conditions (4.15) and (4.16) are satisfied, we can see that all components of
the Ricci and Weyl tensors are finite. Thus it is equivalent that the comoving incomplete
spacetime can be extended beyond the past boundary and that the conditions (4.15) and
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(4.16) are satisfied. On the other hand, if Ḣj+H
2
j and/or HjHk diverge as t→ ti, there is the

p.p. curvature singularity in the past comoving direction. Note that we have four components
of the Ricci tensor in Eq. (4.6) and three components of the Weyl tensor in Eq. (4.11) with
one constraint C0101 +C0202 +C0303 = 0. Thus, the number of the independent components,
six, coincides with the number of the conditions given by Eqs. (4.15) and (4.16).

It is instructive to compare the above results with the regularity condition of scalar
curvature invariants. In this spacetime, for example, we have

R = 2(Ḣx +H2
x + Ḣy +H2

y + Ḣz +H2
z +HxHy +HyHz +HzHx) , (4.17)

RµνRµν = (Ḣx +H2
x + Ḣy +H2

y + Ḣz +H2
z )2 + (Ḣx +H2

x +HxHy +HzHx)2

+ (HxHy + Ḣy +H2
y +HyHz)

2 + (HzHx +HyHz + Ḣz +H2
z )2 , (4.18)

RµνρσRµνρσ = 4
(
(Ḣx +H2

x)2 + (Ḣy +H2
y )2 + (Ḣz +H2

z )2 +H2
xH

2
y +H2

yH
2
z +H2

zH
2
x

)
.

(4.19)

We can see that the divergence of the components of the Riemann tensor in the p.p. tetrad
basis along the comoving geodesic always induces the divergence of the scalar curvature
invariants. Thus the p.p. curvature singularity in the comoving direction necessarily implies
the presence of the scalar curvature singularity. In other words, there never exists a non-
scalar curvature singularity such that any scalar curvature invariant is bounded but at least
one component of the Riemann tensor in the p.p. basis diverges along the comoving direction.

4.3 Past null direction in Bianchi I spacetime

Let us turn to discuss the presence or absence of a past boundary and local extendibility
beyond it in the past null direction. We consider a past-directed null curve along the x-
direction represented in the coordinates xµ = (t, x, y, z) as

xµ(λ) =

(
t(λ) + t0,−

∫
dλ

∂λt(λ)

ax
+ x0, y0, z0

)
. (4.20)

Here, λ is used as a parameter of the curve. In fact, we can see that the tangent vector of
the curve,

k =
dxµ(λ)

dλ
∂µ = ∂λt∂t −

∂λt

ax
∂x , (4.21)

is null, and satisfies the geodesic equation,

∇kk =

(
∂λ∂λt

∂λt
+
∂λax
ax

)
k . (4.22)

If the right-hand side of the geodesic equation vanishes, we can think of λ as an affine
parameter. It is fulfilled by

dλ = ax dt . (4.23)

Given this parametrization, the tangent vector is written as

k =
1

ax
∂t −

1

a2
x

∂x . (4.24)
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The past-directed completeness of the null geodesic can be checked from whether the affine
parameter can run to −∞ until it reaches ax = 0 (t = ti). From Eq. (4.23), we have

λ(ti)− λ(tr) =

∫ ti

tr

dt ax(t) =

{
−∞: complete,

finite: incomplete,
(4.25)

where tr is some finite time. If λ(ti) = −∞, the spacetime is past complete along the null
geodesic. From the assumption limt→ti ax = 0, it requires ti = −∞, then the spacetime is
also past complete in the comoving direction. Thus λ(ti) = −∞ means that the spacetime is
geodesically complete and has no boundary in the past, which is out of our interest. On the
other hand, if the affine parameter λ takes some finite value in the limit to ti, the spacetime is
incomplete in the past null direction and there is a past boundary for the null geodesic. Notice
that when the spacetime is past null incomplete, there are two possibilities; the spacetime is
comoving complete, i.e. ti = −∞, or the spacetime is comoving incomplete, i.e. ti = finite.

We focus on a case of λ(ti) = finite, in which there is a past boundary for the null
geodesic. Then we need to check the components of the Riemann tensor in a p.p. tetrad
basis along the null geodesic to discuss the local extendibility of the boundary. For this
purpose, by using the tetrad {eM} in Eqs. (4.5a)–(4.5d), we set up two null one-forms as

l =
1√
2 ax

(e0 + e1) , (4.26a)

n =
ax√

2
(e0 − e1) . (4.26b)

One can see that the covariant derivatives of one-forms {l,n, e2, e3} along the tangent vector
k all vanish. Thus we can use this set of one-forms as a p.p. tetrad basis along the null
geodesic (4.20). In this basis, the Ricci and Weyl tensors read

RMNe
M ⊗ eN =

R00 +R11

2

(
a2
xl⊗ l +

1

a2
x

n⊗ n

)
+
R00 −R11

2
(l⊗ n + n⊗ l)

+R22e
2 ⊗ e2 +R33e

3 ⊗ e3 , (4.27)

and

CKLMNe
K ⊗ eL ⊗ eM ⊗ eN

= C0101

(
(l⊗ n⊗ l⊗ n + 3 perms)− (e2 ⊗ e3 ⊗ e2 ⊗ e3 + 3 perms)

− 1

2
(l⊗ e2 ⊗ n⊗ e2 + 7 perms)− 1

2
(l⊗ e3 ⊗ n⊗ e3 + 7 perms)

)
+
C0202 − C0303

2

(
a2
x(l⊗ e2 ⊗ l⊗ e2 + 3 perms)− a2

x(l⊗ e3 ⊗ l⊗ e3 + 3 perms)

+
1

a2
x

(n⊗ e2 ⊗ n⊗ e2 + 3 perms)− 1

a2
x

(n⊗ e3 ⊗ n⊗ e3 + 3 perms)

)
, (4.28)

respectively. Here, R00, R11, . . . , C0101, . . . can be read off from Eqs. (4.7)–(4.10) and (4.12).
Let us collect conditions for the past boundary to be locally extendible. First, by

imposing the finiteness of the components of the Ricci and Weyl tensors in the limit to ti
(where ax → 0), we have the same conditions as Eqs. (4.15) and (4.16) as

lim
t→ti

(Ḣj +H2
j ) = finite , (4.29)
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ti λ(ti) Ḣj +H2
j , HjHk

1
a2
x
(Ḣy,z +H2

y,z −HxHy,z) singularity

−∞

−∞ – – complete

finite
finite

finite coordinate
±∞ non-scalar

±∞ – scalar

finite finite
finite

finite coordinate
±∞ non-scalar

±∞ – scalar

Table 3. Classification of the past boundary corresponding to ax = 0 in Bianchi type I spacetime:
ti is the initial time when the scale factor ax vanishes, and λ(ti) is the initial affine parameter of a
null geodesic in the x-direction. In the rightmost row, “complete” means that both comoving and
null geodesics are past complete and there is no past boundary, “coordinate” means that the past
boundary is a coordinate singularity and it is extendible at least locally, “non-scalar” means that
the boundary is a non-scalar curvature singularity, and “scalar” means that the boundary is a scalar
curvature singularity.

lim
t→ti

(HjHk) = finite (j 6= k) , (4.30)

but note that here ti can be −∞. In addition, if the n ⊗ n component of the Ricci tensor
and the n⊗ e2 ⊗n⊗ e2 (or n⊗ e3 ⊗n⊗ e3) component of the Weyl tensor are bounded as
t→ ti, we have

lim
t→ti

(
−R00 +R11

2a2
x

− C0202 − C0303

a2
x

)
= lim

t→ti

1

a2
x

(Ḣy +H2
y −HxHy) = finite , (4.31)

lim
t→ti

(
−R00 +R11

2a2
x

+
C0202 − C0303

a2
x

)
= lim

t→ti

1

a2
x

(Ḣz +H2
z −HxHz) = finite . (4.32)

Inversely, given the Hubble parameters obeying Eqs. (4.29)–(4.32), we can see that all com-
ponents of the Ricci and Weyl tensors are well-behaved in the limit to ti. Thus the conditions
(4.29)–(4.32) serve as necessary and sufficient conditions for the past boundary to be locally
extendible. If at least one of the conditions (4.29)–(4.32) is not satisfied, there exists a
p.p. curvature singularity. As already mentioned, if any of the conditions (4.29) and (4.30)
is violated, there is a scalar curvature singularity. If both of the conditions (4.29) and (4.30)
are satisfied but any of the conditions (4.31) and (4.32) is violated, there is a non-scalar
curvature singularity. These results are summarized in Table 3. Note that the conditions
(4.31) and (4.32) cannot be obtained by focusing only on the scalar curvature invariants such
as Eqs. (4.17)–(4.19). They would be severer conditions than Eqs. (4.29) and (4.30) in a sense
that ax, which approaches zero as t→ ti, appears in the denominators.

4.4 Extendible past boundary in Bianchi I spacetime

In the above analysis, we obtained conditions for the past boundary to be at least locally
extendible as

lim
t→ti

(Ḣj +H2
j ) = finite , (4.33)

lim
t→ti

(HjHk) = finite (j 6= k) , (4.34)

lim
t→ti

1

a2
x

(Ḣy,z +H2
y,z −HxHy,z) = finite . (4.35)
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Here, ti is the time when ax vanishes. Based on these conditions, let us study more in detail
how the Hubble parameters and scale factors should behave in the limit t→ ti to avoid the
p.p. curvature singularity. First of all, let us focus on the condition (4.33). It implies that in
order to make a past boundary extendible, it is important to solve the following differential
equation,

Ḣj +H2
j = Qj as t→ ti (4.36)

with a constant Qj . In Appendix A, we find solutions of this equation and classify their flows
with time. In this section, we will utilize the results to identify the time dependence of the
Hubble parameters and scale factors.

Again, there are two types for past incomplete spacetime; (i) incomplete in both comov-
ing and null directions, i.e. ti = finite, (ii) complete in the comoving direction but incomplete
in the null direction, i.e. ti = −∞ but λ(ti) = finite. We consider these cases separately. We
will see that the extendible past boundary occurs in the cases listed in Table 4.

4.4.1 Comoving and null incomplete case: ti = finite

Here we consider a case that the scale factor in the x-direction, ax, vanishes at a finite time
ti. For simplicity, we take ti = 0 without loss of generality. Then the Hubble parameter in
the x-direction, Hx, must diverge to positive infinity in the limit t → 0 (see the statement
around Eq. (3.35)). At the same time, Hx should satisfy Eq. (4.36) to make the past boundary
extendible. As expressed in Eq. (A.7), the leading behavior of such solutions around t = 0
can be summarized as

Hx(t) =
1

t
+O(t0) . (4.37)

Then the leading behavior of the scale factor in the x-direction is determined as ax(t) =
t+O(t2). Taking account of this fact, let us write the scale factor in the x-direction around
t = 0 as

ax(t) = t+

∞∑
p=2

a
(p)
x

p!
tp (4.38)

where a
(p)
x are coefficients independent of t. Then imposing the condition (4.33) for j = x

leads to

a(2)
x = 0 . (4.39)

Next, from the condition (4.34), the products HxHy and HxHz must be bounded in the limit
t → 0. Combining this fact with Eq. (4.37), we can see that Hy and Hz must vanish in the
limit t→ 0 as fast as or faster than t, i.e.,

Hy,z = O(t) . (4.40)

Then the conditions (4.33) and (4.34) are all satisfied. From Eq. (4.40), now we can take the
scale factors ay,z as the power series around t = 0 as

ay,z(t) = 1 +
∞∑
p=2

a
(p)
y,z

p!
tp , (4.41)
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where a
(p)
y,z are coefficients independent of t. Then the remaining condition (4.35) gives con-

straints as

a(3)
y,z = 0 . (4.42)

In summary, we can conclude that the past boundary is at least locally extendible if

ax(t) = t+O(t3) , (4.43)

ay,z(t) = 1 +
a

(2)
y,z

2
t2 +O(t4) , (4.44)

or equivalently,

Hx(t) =
1

t
+O(t) , (4.45)

Hy,z(t) = a(2)
y,zt+O(t3) . (4.46)

Consequently, in the extendible case, the geometry is asymptotically given by the product of
the two-dimensional Milne universe and R2 toward the boundary:

ds2 ' −dt2 + t2 dx2 + dy2 + dz2 (t→ 0) . (4.47)

As already mentioned, if a scale factor in a spatial direction vanishes at a finite time,
the Hubble parameter in that direction must diverge as approaching the time. Note that the
divergence of the Hubble parameters in more than one spatial direction conflicts with the
extendibility condition (4.34). Therefore, there inevitably exists a p.p. curvature singularity
on the past boundary if the scale factors in more than one spatial direction simultaneously
vanish at a finite time. This result is consistent with that of Subsec. 3.4, where it is found
that FLRW spacetime whose scale factor vanishes at a finite time may be extendible only if
it is spatially open, because the spatially open FLRW spacetime is included in Bianchi type
V/VIIh, not the type I we are considering here.

The condition just obtained, Eq. (4.44), forbids that the scale factors ay,z contain a term
proportional to t3 around t = 0 for the extendibility. To understand this, as a toy model, let
us consider the following metric,

ds2 = −dt2 + t2dx2 + eβyt
3
dy2 + eβzt

3
dz2 , (4.48)

with constants βy,z. In this spacetime, comoving and null geodesics reach a past boundary
at t = 0. The scale factor in the t-x plane is linear with respect to time as in the Milne
universe, and satisfies the condition (4.43). So, as performed in Eq. (2.3), one would try to
introduce new coordinates {T,X} as

T = t coshx , X = t sinhx . (4.49)

Then the metric (4.48) is rewritten as

ds2 = −dT 2 + dX2 + eβy(T 2−X2)3/2
dy2 + eβz(T 2−X2)3/2

dz2 . (4.50)

As expected, the T -X plane is completely well-behaved. However, not all of the metric
components are differentiable on the original past boundary, which is now located at T = X,
due to the factor of (T 2 −X2)3/2 in the exponential. Thus the spacetime is not extendible
beyond the boundary.

– 22 –



4.4.2 Comoving complete but null incomplete case: ti = −∞ and λ(ti) = finite

In a case of ti = −∞ while λ(ti) = finite, where λ(ti) is the affine parameter of a null geodesic
in the x-direction at ti = −∞ (see Eq. (4.25)), first we need to find Hj with j = x, y, z
satisfying Eq. (4.33) in the limit t → −∞. As discussed in Appendix A, such a function
should converge to some constant in the limit:

lim
t→−∞

Hj(t) = H̄j (4.51)

where H̄j (j = x, y, z) are non-negative constants. Then the condition (4.34) is automatically
satisfied. Note that from our assumption, we need

H̄x ≥ 0 . (4.52)

Now the additional condition (4.35) implies

H̄y,z(H̄y,z − H̄x) = 0 , (4.53)

from which we can see that the past boundary is extendible only in the following cases:

(a) H̄x = H̄y = H̄z; the universe is expanding spatially homogeneously and isotropically
in the limit t → −∞. When H̄x is non-vanishing, the geometry approaches the four-
dimensional flat de Sitter universe, dS4.

(b) H̄x = H̄z > 0 and H̄y = 0, or, H̄x = H̄y > 0 and H̄z = 0; the universe expands in two
directions at the same rate. The scale factor in the remaining one direction does not
evolve. That is, the geometry is asymptotically dS3 × R.

(c) H̄x > 0 and H̄y = H̄z = 0; the universe is expanding only in the x-direction. That is,
the geometry is asymptotically dS2 × R2.

Note that if all the scale factors in three spatial directions have time-dependence in the
limit t → −∞, the spacetime is extendible beyond the boundary only in the case (a), in
which the spacetime asymptotically becomes nothing but the flat de Sitter universe.

Also, we should note that it is necessary, not sufficient, for local extendibility that the
situation is included in any of the above cases (a)–(c). In particular, the subleading behavior
of the Hubble parameters (or scale factors) with respect to time can affect the extendibility.
Below, we consider a case that the deviation of the Hubble parameters from the constants is
given by the negative power of −t , and a case that the deviation is given by the exponential
of −t.

Deviation by (−t)−p. As a first example, let us consider a case that the Hubble parameters
in the x and y-directions converge to H̄x and H̄y as t→ −∞, respectively, but both of them
include the deviation proportional to the negative power of −t:

Hx(t) ' H̄x +
bx

(−t)px
(px > 0) , (4.54)

Hy(t) ' H̄y +
by

(−t)py
(py > 0) , (4.55)

where bx and by are some constants. Here, H̄x and H̄y are included in the above cases (a)–(c)
as the necessity for the extendibility. (The following discussion can be applied in the same
way for the Hubble parameter in the z-direction.)
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Given the Hubble parameters as Eqs. (4.54) and (4.55), the conditions (4.33) and (4.34)
can be satisfied under the appropriate choice of Hz. However, the satisfaction of the condition
(4.35) is nontrivial. Corresponding to the above Hubble parameter, the scale factor in the
x-direction is approximately given by

ax(t) '


eH̄xt

(
1 +

bx
px − 1

1

(−t)px−1

)
(px > 1) ,

eH̄xt(−t)−bx (px = 1) ,

eH̄xt exp

(
−bx

1− px
(−t)1−px

)
(0 < px < 1) ,

(4.56)

where irrelevant terms as t→ −∞ are neglected.
First, we consider the case of H̄x > 0, in which there is always a past boundary in the

x-direction. Focusing only on the dominant part as t → −∞, the quantity concerning the
condition (4.35) is approximately given by

1

a2
x

(
Ḣy +H2

y −HxHy

)
∼ e−2H̄xt

[
H̄y(H̄y − H̄x)− H̄ybx

(−t)px
+

(2H̄y − H̄x)by
(−t)py

+
b2y

(−t)2py
− bxby

(−t)px+py
+

bypy
(−t)1+py

]
(t→ −∞) , (4.57)

where the minor time dependence irrelevant to our analysis is suppressed. From this expres-
sion, we can obtain the following results depending on the relation between H̄x and H̄y:

(i) H̄x = H̄y > 0

This case is included in the above case (a) or (b) with appropriate Hz. But, in this
case, the quantity (4.57) is necessarily diverges as t → −∞ unless bx = 0 and by = 0.
Thus, the past boundary located at t = −∞ in the x-direction is the p.p. curvature
singularity unless bx = 0 and by = 0.

(ii) H̄x > 0 and H̄y = 0

This case is included in the above case (b) or (c) with appropriate Hz. But, in this
case, the quantity (4.57) is necessarily diverges unless by = 0. Thus, the past boundary
located at t = −∞ in the x-direction is the p.p. curvature singularity unless by = 0.
With by = 0, i.e. ay = 1, the nontrivial deviation of ax as Eq. (4.56) is compatible with
the extendibility, which corresponds to 1) in Table 4.

Next, let us consider the case of H̄x = H̄y = 0, which fits into the above case (a) with
appropriate Hz. In this case, we require bx > 0 in Eq. (4.54) since we are interested in the
universe expanding in the x-direction. When px > 1, ax does not vanish as t→ −∞, which
is out of our interest. Thus we consider the situation with bx > 0 and 0 < px ≤ 1. Then, we
have

1

a2
x

(
Ḣy +H2

y −HxHy

)

'


by exp

(
2bx

1− px
(−t)1−px

)[
py

(−t)1+py
− bx

(−t)px+py
+

by
(−t)2py

]
(0 < px < 1) ,

by

[
(py − bx)(−t)2bx−py−1 + by(−t)2bx−2py

]
(px = 1) ,

(4.58)

from which we get the following result:
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(iii) H̄x = H̄y = 0

When px = 1, it suffices to consider the case with bx > 1, otherwise the spacetime is
geodesically complete in the past null (and also comoving) direction in the t-x plane (as
in FLRW spacetime discussed in Subsec. 3.4) which is out of our interest. In the case
with px = 1 and bx > 1, the condition (4.35) can be satisfied only if

by = 0 if 0 < py < 1 ,

by = 0 or bx − by = 1 if py = 1 ,

by = 0 or bx = py or py ≥ 2bx − 1 if py > 1 .

(4.59)

From this result, for example, we can consider scale factors which have nontrivial time-
dependence and lead to an extendible past boundary at t = −∞ for null geodesics in
the x-direction as follows:

ax(t) ' 1

(−t)bx
, ay,z(t) '


1

(−t)bx−1
,

1 +
by,z

py,z − 1

1

(−t)py,z−1
(bx = py,z or py,z ≥ 2bx − 1) ,

(4.60)

where bx > 1. For the extension of spacetime with these scale factors, see Appendix B.
In these specific cases, note that the time-dependence in higher order beyond Eq. (4.60)
may affect the extendibility. Extendible cases with the nontrivial deviation included
in Eq. (4.59) are given by 2), 3), and 4) in Table 4. Notice that null geodesics toward
the y-direction are incomplete in the case 3) with bx > 2. Then, since the Hubble
parameters do not satisfy the extendibility condition (4.35) with swapping x and y, this
boundary is a p.p. curvature singularity.

When 0 < px < 1, Eq. (4.58) diverges as t → −∞ and thus the condition (4.35) is
violated unless by = 0. With by = 0, i.e. ay = 1, any deviation of Hx from zero is
compatible with the extendibility, which corresponds to 5) in Table 4.

In summary, if there are some deviation of the Hubble parameters from the constants by
the negative power of −t, a non-scalar curvature singularity at ax = 0 is induced in general
due to the violation of the condition (4.35), and extendible cases are highly restricted as
studied above.

Deviation by ect (c > 0). Let us consider another example such that the Hubble pa-
rameters in the x and y-directions are given by the constants with the deviation suppressed
exponentially as t→ −∞:

Hx(t) ' H̄x + dxe
cxt (cx > 0) , (4.61)

Hy(t) ' H̄y + dye
cyt (cy > 0) , (4.62)

where dx and dy are constants. (Again, the same argument holds for the Hubble parameter in
the z-direction.) Here we take H̄x to be a positive constant. Then the conditions (4.33) and
(4.34) are satisfied. On the other hand, the scale factor in the x-direction is appropriately
given by

ax(t) ' eH̄xt +
dx
cx
e(H̄x+cx)t , (4.63)
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Extendible Bianchi I

scale factor

comoving and null incomplete: ax = t+O(t3)
ax(0) = 0 ay,z = 1 + αy,zt

2 +O(t4)

null incomplete: ax(−∞) = 0 1) ax = eH̄xt+···, ay,z = 1

and
∫ −∞

ax dt = finite 2) ax = (−t)−bx + · · · , ay,z = 1, with bx > 1
3) ax = (−t)−bx , ay,z = (−t)−bx+1, with 1 < bx ≤ 2
4) ax = (−t)−bx , ay,z = 1 + αy,z(−t)−py,z+1,

with bx > 1 and (bx = py,z or py,z ≥ 2bx − 1)
5) ax = exp(βx(−t)1−px + · · · ), ay,z = 1,

with βx < 0 and 0 < px < 1

6) ax = eH̄t + αxe
(H̄+cx)t + · · · ,

ay,z = eH̄t + αy,ze
(H̄+cy,z)t + · · · , with min{cx, cy,z} ≥ 2H̄

7) ax = eH̄xt + αxe
(H̄x+cx)t + · · · ,

ay,z = 1 + αy,ze
cy,zt + · · · , with cy,z ≥ 2H̄x

Table 4. Bianchi type I spacetimes with at least locally extendible past boundary (an apparent
coordinate singularity) at ax = 0. Here, αx,y,z are arbitrary constants.

so we have

1

a2
x

(Ḣy +H2
y −HxHy)

' H̄y(H̄y − H̄x)e−2H̄xt + dy(2H̄y − H̄x + cy)e
(cy−2H̄x)t − H̄ydxe

(cx−2H̄x)t + · · · , (4.64)

where the terms which may be dominant as t → −∞ are extracted. To keep the past
boundary extendible, this quantity must be bounded as t→ −∞. Note that the first term in
Eq. (4.64) vanishes since we consider any of the above cases (a)–(c). Thus the requirements
for the extendibility are summarized as follows depending on the relation between H̄x and
H̄y:

(i) H̄x = H̄y > 0

This case is included in the above case (a) or (b) with appropriate Hz. From Eq. (4.64),
the local extendibility still holds if

min{cx, cy} ≥ 2H̄x , (4.65)

which is the case 6) in Table 4. If not, the coefficient of e(min{cx,cy}−2H̄x)t must vanish,
and we need to focus on the exponential of the next order.

(ii) H̄x > 0 and H̄y = 0

This case is included in the above case (b) or (c) with appropriate Hz. The local
extendibility is ensured if

cy ≥ 2H̄x , (4.66)

which is the case 7) in Table 4. If not, the coefficient of e(cy−2H̄x)t, i.e. dy(cy − H̄x)
must vanish, and we need to focus on the exponential of the next order.
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5 Summary and discussion

In this paper, we considered cosmological spacetimes with a past boundary, where the scale
factor (in at least one spatial direction) vanishes and past-directed causal geodesics reach at
a finite affine parameter. We investigated when the parallelly propagated (p.p.) curvature
singularity occurs by checking the behavior of the curvature tensor in a p.p. tetrad basis along
the geodesic. This paper was devoted to the analysis for Friedmann–Lemâıtre–Robertson–
Walker (FLRW) spacetime with a spatial curvature, and for Bianchi type I spacetime.

In Sec. 3, we considered FLRW spacetime with a spatial curvature and studied p.p. cur-
vature singularity or extendibility of a past boundary for causal geodesics. Then we found
that the past boundary is extendible at least locally if the conditions (3.32) and (3.33) are
satisfied. Table 1 gives the classification of the singularity on the past boundary. We clarified
that FLRW spacetime incomplete in both comoving and null directions can be extendible at
least locally only if it asymptotically reduces to the Milne universe as going back to the past,
while FLRW spacetime incomplete in the null direction (while complete in the comoving
direction) can be extendible at least locally only if the metric asymptotically takes the flat
de Sitter’s form as t → −∞. Furthermore, the extendibility is sensitive to the subleading
time-dependence of the scale factor as summarized in Table 2.

In Sec. 4, as the simplest extension to spacetime with anisotropy, we studied p.p. cur-
vature singularity or extendibility of a past boundary in Bianchi type I spacetime. The
local extendibility conditions of the past boundary are given by Eqs. (4.29)–(4.32), and the
classification of the singularity is summarized as Table 3. At least locally extendible cases
are listed in Table 4. In particular, when the spacetime is comoving and null incomplete,
the boundary is extendible only if the scale factors are asymptotically given by Eqs. (4.43)
and (4.44) as going back to the past. When the spacetime is comoving complete but null
incomplete, the Hubble parameter in each direction must be constant and the expanding
dimensions must be isotropic toward the past to avoid the singularity. In other words, the
absence of the singularity requires highly symmetric geometry of spacetime, such as dS4,
dS3 × R, and dS2 × R2. When the Hubble parameters in all directions vanish as t → −∞,
some specific cases such as Eq. (4.60) have an extendible past boundary in the null direction.

As a future direction, it is important to investigate the p.p. curvature singularity or
extendibility in more general structure of spacetime. First, as the direct extension of the
present work, we should reveal singularity in general anisotropic cosmologies. In particular,
Bianchi V, VIIh, and IX spacetimes include spatially open and closed FLRW spacetimes as
special cases, so it will be intriguing to search extendibility conditions of the past boundary
in such spacetimes. Another interesting structure of spacetime is periodicity in space. For
example, if one tries to extend the flat de Sitter universe with torus identification toward
the null direction, the resulting universe exhibits some ill-behaviors, such as a closed timelike
curve and no global extension [44]. So it will be interesting to reveal similar phenomena in the
anisotropic universe. Furthermore, it may be useful to analyze the presence of the boundary
and its extendibility in higher dimensions since the geometry of extra dimensions may be
constrained by requiring the absence of singularity.

By focusing on the p.p. curvature singularity, in this paper, we pointed out the possibility
of non-scalar curvature singularity, where any scalar curvature invariant is bounded. A
comprehensive classification of the causal structure of FLRW spacetime based on the scalar
curvature singularity can be seen in Ref. [45], but incorporating our investigation about the
non-scalar curvature singularity will alter the picture. The exhaustive analysis in more
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general geometry taking account of singularities other than the scalar curvature singularity
will be laboring, but worthwhile.

Finally, we would like to comment that our results would provide a new guideline for
formulating theories beyond GR which resolve the singularity. Classical gravitational theories
with limited curvature are expected to be effective theories of some fundamental theories such
as quantum gravity. In Ref. [12], a Bianchi type I solution without scalar curvature singularity
is proposed in such a context, so-called limiting curvature theory. However, according to the
criteria given in the present paper, it turns out that the proposed model has a non-scalar
curvature singularity since the Hubble parameter in one direction is different from the others.
Therefore, a new mechanism will be needed to avoid any p.p. curvature singularity. In the
context of loop quantum gravity, the resolution of singularity in cosmology has been actively
studied [46–49]. As we clarified the possibilities of the p.p. curvature singularity which should
be resolved, we hope that our analysis will be useful in constructing such theories beyond
GR.
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A Solutions of dH(t)/dt+H2(t) = const.

In this Appendix, we study a differential equation appearing in Eqs. (3.34) and (4.36),

dH(t)

dt
= −H2(t) +Q (A.1)

with a constant Q. In particular, we classify the asymptotic behavior of the solutions when
t decreases since in this paper we are interested in how H(t), which denotes the Hubble
parameter, should behave as going back to the past to avoid the spacetime singularity. As
we will see below, the behavior of the solutions depends on whether Q is positive, zero, or
negative. Let us investigate each case separately.

(i) Q > 0

In this case, Eq. (A.1) can be factorized as dH(t)/dt = −(H(t) +
√
Q)(H(t)−

√
Q). It

is obvious that it has trivial (constant) solutions, H(t) = ±
√
Q. Otherwise, from the

factorization, one can see that there are three distinct flows of the solutions, see the first
part of Fig. 3. One of the flows always with dH(t)/dt > 0 corresponds to the solution
given by

H(t) =
√
Q tanh(

√
Q(t− t1)) (A.2)

with a finite constant t1, in which t is defined within (−∞,∞). H(t) is then bounded
within −

√
Q < H(t) <

√
Q, and asymptotically goes to

√
Q as t → ∞, while goes to

−
√
Q as t → −∞. Also there are flows with dH(t)/dt < 0, which are specified by the

solution

H(t) =
√
Q coth(

√
Q(t− t′1)) (A.3)
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Figure 3. Flows of the solutions of dH(t)/dt = −H2(t) + Q. Figures (i), (ii), (iii) correspond to
Q > 0, Q = 0, Q < 0, respectively. The arrows indicate the directions in which H(t) flows when t
increases.

with a finite constant t′1. When t is defined within (t′1,∞), H(t) monotonically increases
as t decreases, and eventually diverges to positive infinity in the right-sided limit t→ t′1.
We can consider another flow with the same functional form as Eq. (A.3) but now t
is defined within (−∞, t′1). Then H(t) monotonically increases as t decreases, and
converges to −

√
Q in the limit t→ −∞.

(ii) Q = 0

In this case, Eq. (A.1) has a trivial solution, H(t) = 0. Otherwise, the solution needs to
be always monotonically decreasing with t, i.e., dH(t)/dt < 0. The nontrivial solution
is given by

H(t) =
1

t− t2
, (A.4)

where t2 is a constant. As shown in the second part of Fig. 3, there are two flows of the
solution depending on the domain within which t is defined. One is that t is defined
within (t2,∞). Then H(t) increases as t decreases, and eventually diverges in the right-
sided limit t→ t2. The other is that t is defined within (−∞, t2). Then H(t) converges
to zero as t decreases, in which t runs to −∞.

(iii) Q < 0

In this case, the solution is given by

H(t) =
√
−Q cot(

√
−Q(t− t3)) (A.5)

with a constant t3. As shown in the third part of Fig. 3, the flow of the solution is
unique: H(t) increases as t decreases. The solution H(t) necessarily diverges in the
right-sided limit t→ t3 if we consider t ∈ (t3, t3 + π/

√
−Q).

Let us collect consequences of the above analysis. First, if we require that H(t) diverges
in the right-sided limit t→ 0 as t decreases, H(t) satisfying Eq. (A.1) is given by

H(t) =


√
Q coth(

√
Qt) (Q > 0) ,

1

t
(Q = 0) ,√

−Q cot(
√
−Qt) (Q < 0) .

(A.6)
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Note that the solutions given by (A.6) can be expanded around t = 0 as

H(t) =
1

t
+
Q

3
t− Q2

45
t3 +O(t5) . (A.7)

Next, if we can define t toward negative infinity keeping H(t) continuous, then H(t) satisfying
Eq. (A.1) converges to some constant in the limit t→ −∞. Let us check this fact for cases (i),
(ii), and (iii), one by one. In the case (i), for which H(t) should satisfy dH(t)/dt = −H2(t)+Q
with positive Q, trivial solutions are given by H(t) = ±

√
Q = const. Nontrivial solutions

(A.2) and (A.3) with t running to −∞ also exist, and they converge to −
√
Q in the limit

t → −∞. In the case (ii), i.e. Q = 0, we have a trivial solution H(t) = 0 and a nontrivial
one (A.4) with t ∈ (−∞, t2). However, the latter also approaches zero in the limit t→ −∞.
In the case (iii), i.e. Q < 0, there is no solution such that t can be defined to −∞ keeping
H(t) continuous. The analysis is finished. We can conclude that the solutions of Eq. (A.1)
necessarily converge to some constant in the limit t→ −∞, if t can be defined to −∞.

B Past extension of extendible Bianchi I spacetime

In this Appendix, we clarify why the spacetimes classified to 2), 3) and 4) in Table 4 can be
extended beyond the past boundary t→ −∞ in the null direction. For simplicity, we ignore
the z-direction and consider just a three-dimensional spacetime here.

The Bianchi type I spacetime in the class 3) asymptotically reduces to the metric

gµνdx
µdxν = −dt2 +

1

(−t)2bx
dx2 +

1

(−t)2bx−2
dy2 (bx > 1) (B.1)

in the limit t→ −∞. To perform the extension, we introduce coordinates λ and v by

u = (bx − 1)

∫ t

ax(t)dt =
1

(−t)bx−1
, (B.2)

v =
1

bx − 1

(
x+

∫ t dt

ax(t)

)
. (B.3)

Then, the metric components in {u, v, y} coordinates are given by

gµνdx
µdxν = −2dudv + (bx − 1)2u

2bx
bx−1dv2 + u2dy2. (B.4)

In the limit to the boundary, u→ 0, gvv can be ignored. Hence we obtain

gµνdx
µdxν ' −2dudv + u2dy2 (u→ 0) . (B.5)

Apparently, gyy looks singular in the limit u → 0. However, this is just a coordinate
singularity because Eq. (B.5) is the Minkowski metric in the Rosen’s plane wave coordi-
nates [50]. Actually, the coordinate transformation to the global Minkowski coordinates,
gµνdx

µdxν = −dT 2 + dX2 + dY 2, can be given by

T =
1√
2

((
1 +

y2

2

)
u+ v

)
, X =

1√
2

((
1− y2

2

)
u− v

)
, Y = uy. (B.6)

Therefore the Bianchi type I spacetime (B.1) is extendible beyond the past boundary.
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A similar analysis holds for the spacetime in the class 2) and 4), where the metric
asymptotically reduces to

gµνdx
µdxν = −dt2 +

1

(−t)2bx
dx2 + dy2 . (B.7)

The metric components in the {u, v, y} coordinates can be represented as

gµνdx
µdxν = −2dudv + (bx − 1)2u

2bx
bx−1dv2 + dy2

' −2dudv + dy2 (u→ 0) . (B.8)

The final expression is the Minkowski metric in the null coordinates and hence u = 0 is just
a coordinate singularity.

References

[1] LIGO Scientific, Virgo collaboration, Observation of Gravitational Waves from a Binary
Black Hole Merger, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 (2016) 061102 [1602.03837].

[2] Event Horizon Telescope collaboration, First M87 Event Horizon Telescope Results. I.
The Shadow of the Supermassive Black Hole, Astrophys. J. Lett. 875 (2019) L1 [1906.11238].

[3] R. Penrose, Gravitational collapse and space-time singularities, Phys. Rev. Lett. 14 (1965) 57.

[4] S.W. Hawking and R. Penrose, The Singularities of gravitational collapse and cosmology, Proc.
Roy. Soc. Lond. A 314 (1970) 529.

[5] S. Hawking, The occurrence of singularities in cosmology. III. Causality and singularities, Proc.
Roy. Soc. Lond. A 300 (1967) 187.

[6] V.F. Mukhanov and R.H. Brandenberger, A Nonsingular universe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68 (1992)
1969.

[7] R.H. Brandenberger, V.F. Mukhanov and A. Sornborger, A Cosmological theory without
singularities, Phys. Rev. D 48 (1993) 1629 [gr-qc/9303001].

[8] R. Moessner and M. Trodden, Singularity - free two-dimensional cosmologies, Phys. Rev. D 51
(1995) 2801 [gr-qc/9405004].

[9] D.A. Easson, The Accelerating Universe and a Limiting Curvature Proposal, JCAP 02 (2007)
004 [astro-ph/0608034].

[10] D. Yoshida, J. Quintin, M. Yamaguchi and R.H. Brandenberger, Cosmological perturbations
and stability of nonsingular cosmologies with limiting curvature, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017)
043502 [1704.04184].

[11] J. Quintin and D. Yoshida, Cuscuton gravity as a classically stable limiting curvature theory,
JCAP 02 (2020) 016 [1911.06040].

[12] Y. Sakakihara, D. Yoshida, K. Takahashi and J. Quintin, Theories with limited extrinsic
curvature and a nonsingular anisotropic universe, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 084004
[2005.10844].

[13] M. Trodden, V.F. Mukhanov and R.H. Brandenberger, A Nonsingular two-dimensional black
hole, Phys. Lett. B 316 (1993) 483 [hep-th/9305111].

[14] D.A. Easson, Hawking radiation of nonsingular black holes in two-dimensions, JHEP 02 (2003)
037 [hep-th/0210016].

[15] D. Yoshida and R.H. Brandenberger, Singularities in Spherically Symmetric Solutions with
Limited Curvature Invariants, JCAP 07 (2018) 022 [1801.05070].

– 31 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.061102
https://arxiv.org/abs/1602.03837
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ab0ec7
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.11238
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.14.57
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1970.0021
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1970.0021
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1967.0164
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspa.1967.0164
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.1969
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.1969
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.48.1629
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9303001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.2801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.51.2801
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9405004
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2007/02/004
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2007/02/004
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0608034
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.043502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.043502
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.04184
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2020/02/016
https://arxiv.org/abs/1911.06040
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.084004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.10844
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)91032-I
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9305111
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/02/037
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/02/037
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0210016
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2018/07/022
https://arxiv.org/abs/1801.05070


[16] C. Jonas, J.-L. Lehners and J. Quintin, Cosmological consequences of a principle of finite
amplitudes, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 103525 [2102.05550].

[17] J. Bardeen, Non-singular general-relativistic gravitational collapse, in proceedings of the
international conference gr5, Tbilisi, USSR (1968) .

[18] A. Borde, Regular black holes and topology change, Phys. Rev. D 55 (1997) 7615
[gr-qc/9612057].

[19] S.A. Hayward, Formation and evaporation of regular black holes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96 (2006)
031103 [gr-qc/0506126].

[20] K.A. Bronnikov and J.C. Fabris, Regular phantom black holes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96 (2006)
251101 [gr-qc/0511109].

[21] K.A. Bronnikov, V.N. Melnikov and H. Dehnen, Regular black holes and black universes, Gen.
Rel. Grav. 39 (2007) 973 [gr-qc/0611022].

[22] S. Ansoldi, Spherical black holes with regular center: A Review of existing models including a
recent realization with Gaussian sources, in Conference on Black Holes and Naked Singularities,
2, 2008 [0802.0330].

[23] C. Bambi and L. Modesto, Rotating regular black holes, Phys. Lett. B 721 (2013) 329
[1302.6075].

[24] E. Ayon-Beato and A. Garcia, The Bardeen model as a nonlinear magnetic monopole, Phys.
Lett. B 493 (2000) 149 [gr-qc/0009077].

[25] K.A. Bronnikov, Regular magnetic black holes and monopoles from nonlinear electrodynamics,
Phys. Rev. D 63 (2001) 044005 [gr-qc/0006014].

[26] C. Moreno and O. Sarbach, Stability properties of black holes in selfgravitating nonlinear
electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 024028 [gr-qc/0208090].

[27] Z.-Y. Fan and X. Wang, Construction of Regular Black Holes in General Relativity, Phys. Rev.
D 94 (2016) 124027 [1610.02636].

[28] K. Nomura, D. Yoshida and J. Soda, Stability of magnetic black holes in general nonlinear
electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020) 124026 [2004.07560].

[29] G.F.R. Ellis and B.G. Schmidt, Singular space-times, Gen. Rel. Grav. 8 (1977) 915.

[30] S.W. Hawking and G.F.R. Ellis, The large scale structure of space-time, vol. 1, Cambridge
university press (1973).

[31] C. Clarke, Local extensions in singular space-times, Communications in Mathematical Physics
32 (1973) 205.

[32] G.F.R. Ellis and A.R. King, Was the big bang a whimper?, Commun. Math. Phys. 38 (1974)
119.

[33] C.J.S. Clarke, Singularities in globally hyperbolic space-time, Commun. Math. Phys. 41 (1975)
65.

[34] C. Clarke et al., Local extensions in singular space-times. ii, Communications in Mathematical
Physics 84 (1982) 329.

[35] A. Borde, A.H. Guth and A. Vilenkin, Inflationary space-times are incomplete in past
directions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90 (2003) 151301 [gr-qc/0110012].

[36] D. Yoshida and J. Quintin, Maximal extensions and singularities in inflationary spacetimes,
Class. Quant. Grav. 35 (2018) 155019 [1803.07085].

[37] L. Fernandez-Jambrina, Hidden past of dark energy cosmological models, Phys. Lett. B 656
(2007) 9 [0704.3936].

– 32 –

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.103525
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.05550
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.7615
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9612057
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.031103
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.031103
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0506126
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.251101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.251101
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0511109
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-007-0430-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-007-0430-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0611022
https://arxiv.org/abs/0802.0330
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2013.03.025
https://arxiv.org/abs/1302.6075
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(00)01125-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(00)01125-4
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0009077
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.63.044005
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0006014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.67.024028
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0208090
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.124027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.124027
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.02636
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.124026
https://arxiv.org/abs/2004.07560
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00759240
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01651508
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01651508
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01608548
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01608548
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.151301
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0110012
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/aacf4b
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.07085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.08.091
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.08.091
https://arxiv.org/abs/0704.3936


[38] L. Fernández-Jambrina, Initial directional singularity in inflationary models, Phys. Rev. D 94
(2016) 024049 [1606.07600].

[39] V.A. Belinsky, I.M. Khalatnikov and E.M. Lifshitz, Oscillatory approach to a singular point in
the relativistic cosmology, Adv. Phys. 19 (1970) 525.

[40] L.D. Landau, The classical theory of fields, vol. 2, Elsevier (2013).

[41] A. Ashtekar, A. Henderson and D. Sloan, A Hamiltonian Formulation of the BKL Conjecture,
Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 084024 [1102.3474].

[42] L. Fernandez-Jambrina and R. Lazkoz, Classification of cosmological milestones, Phys. Rev. D
74 (2006) 064030 [gr-qc/0607073].

[43] M. Cataldo, A. Cid, P. Labraña and P. Mella, Cosmic anisotropic doomsday in Bianchi type I
universes, J. Math. Phys. 57 (2016) 112502 [1506.07579].

[44] T. Numasawa and D. Yoshida, Global Spacetime Structure of Compactified Inflationary
Universe, Class. Quant. Grav. 36 (2019) 195003 [1901.03347].

[45] T. Harada, B. Carr and T. Igata, Complete conformal classification of the
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