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Implications of the singularity theorem for the size of a nonsingular universe
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A general property of universes without initial singularity is investigated based on the singularity
theorem, assuming the null convergence condition and the global hyperbolicity. As a direct con-
sequence of the singularity theorem, the universal covering of a Cauchy surface of a nonsingular
universe with a past trapped surface must have the topology of S3. In addition, we find that the
affine size of a nonsingular universe, defined through the affine length of null geodesics, is bounded
above. In the case where a part of the nonsingular spacetime is described by Friedmann-Lemâıtre-
Robertson-Walker spacetime, we find that this upper bound can be understood as the affine size
of the corresponding closed de Sitter universe. We also evaluate the upper bound of the affine size
of our Universe based on the trapped surface confirmed by recent observations of baryon acoustic
oscillations, assuming that our Universe has no initial singularity.

I. INTRODUCTION

The singularity theorems [1–4] state that a spacetime
singularity is formed in very common situations. The
presence of singularity is regarded as an implication of
the breakdown of general relativity. One reason for this is
that typical examples of singularities, such as black hole
singularities and the big bang singularity, involve the di-
vergence of local curvature invariants, which is expected
to induce the effect of unknown high energy physics such
as quantum gravity. To know what actually happens
in the real world in the situation where a singularity is
predicted by general relativity, we need to understand
physics in a deep ultraviolet (UV) region.

Several possibilities to resolve a singularity in a deep
UV region may be considered. One possibility is that
the concept of spacetime is applicable only in an infrared
region and it must be abandoned in a deep UV region.
However, in order to advance our understanding along
this scenario, we need to know more about quantum
gravity itself. On the contrary, in this paper, we will
focus on alternative scenarios which can be approached
in a bottom-up manner without referring to the details of
quantum gravity. We assume that the concept of space-
time will not be broken near the singularity but some
corrections to the Einstein equations, which may origi-
nate from UV physics, will prevent the production of the
singularity. As a result, the singularity is resolved within
a (semi)classical treatment. Thus, it must be important
to study what kind of classical gravitational theory can
resolve a singularity. Toward the gravitational theory
without singularity, a limiting curvature mechanism has
been studied both in the context of cosmological [5–12]
and black hole singularities [13–18]. An example of UV
theories to realize the limiting curvature mechanism is
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loop quantum cosmology [19], where quantum corrected
Friedmann equations prohibit the divergence of the Hub-
ble parameter.

If the classical picture of spacetime is valid near the
singularity, we can approach unknown UV physics by
investigating a property of nonsingular spacetimes di-
rectly, without referring to the dynamics of gravity in
detail. In the context of black hole singularity, for exam-
ple, Bardeen proposed a possible geometry of a regular
black hole that does not have singularity but looks like
a Schwarzschild black hole from observers in the asymp-
totic region [20]. Since then, various regular black hole
geometries have been proposed and studied [21–26]. One
important property of Bardeen’s black hole is that it is
not globally hyperbolic and has compact time slices in-
side the black hole. In Ref. [27], Borde showed that this
property holds for a more general class of regular black
holes based on the singularity theorem.

The purpose of this paper is to investigate a general
property of nonsingular universes from the viewpoint of
the singularity theorems by Penrose [1] and Tipler [4],
inspired by Borde’s research for regular black holes. An
important point here is that the singularity theorem is
a theorem on the geometry of a spacetime and hence
it is applicable even when the dynamics of gravity is
not described by the Einstein equations, for example,
even when the corrections from unknown UV physics
are relevant. In this paper, we will investigate a gen-
eral property of nonsingular universes that are consis-
tent with the null convergence condition. The simplest
example of such spacetimes is closed de Sitter space. It
is also known that the universe remains nonsingular if
sufficiently small anisotropies are added to the closed de
Sitter universe [28]. Even for flat Friedmann-Lemâıtre-
Robertson-Walker (FLRW) geometry, one can construct
a nonsingular universe by considering the maximal exten-
sion of an inflationary universe as studied in Refs. [29–31].
What we will show in this paper is that any such nonsin-
gular universe has a compact Cauchy surface and the size
of the universe, defined later through the affine length of
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null geodesics, is smaller than the exact de Sitter space.
This paper is organized as follows. In the next section,

we review the singularity theorem by Penrose and clarify
the implications for nonsingular spacetimes. There we
will see that a Cauchy surface of a nonsingular universe
that possesses a trapped surface and satisfies the null
convergence condition must be compact, especially the
topology of the universal covering of a Cauchy surface
must be S3. In addition, we will see that the size of the
universe measured by the affine length of null geodesics
has an upper bound. Then, in Sec. III, we focus on homo-
geneous and isotropic spacetimes and find that the size
of any nonsingular homogeneous and isotropic universe
is smaller than the corresponding de Sitter universe. In
Sec. IV, we study explicit examples of nonsingular ho-
mogeneous and isotropic spacetimes and confirm the size
of the universe is smaller than de Sitter space. Then we
apply our result to our realistic universe in Sec. V. The
final section is devoted to the summary and discussions.

II. SINGULARITY THEOREM AND
NONSINGULAR UNIVERSES

A. Singularity theorem

We start by reviewing the singularity theorem by
Penrose [1] and its extension by Tipler [4]. We are inter-
ested in the initial singularity of an expanding universe,
whereas the original Penrose theorem is concerned with
singularities that are formed in the future, like a black
hole spacetime. After flipping future to past, Penrose’s
first singularity theorem can be rephrased as follows.

For a spacetime (M, g), the following four state-
ments lead to a contradiction:
(i) There is a noncompact Cauchy surface C in M.
(ii) The null convergence condition is satisfied.
(iii) There is a closed past trapped surface.
(iv) (M, g) is past null geodesically complete.

Here we quickly give definitions and interpretations
of each condition. For a more detailed description, we
refer the reader to Refs. [32, 33]. On condition (i), a
Cauchy surface is defined as an achronal set C where all
inextendible (i.e., already extended as much as possible)
causal curves intersect with it. The spacetime with a
Cauchy surface is said to be globally hyperbolic. Thus,
assumption (i) can be rephrased as (i-i) the spacetime
(M, g) is globally hyperbolic, and (i-ii) a Cauchy
surface is noncompact. In Ref. [4], Tipler showed that
Penrose’s theorem holds if the topology of the universal
covering of the Cauchy surface is not S3. Therefore, the
assumption (i-ii) can be weakened as (i-ii)′ the topology
of the universal covering of a Cauchy surface is not
S3. See also Ref. [34] for another discussion based on
the prime decomposition theorem for three-manifolds.
On the condition (ii), the null convergence condition

is defined by Rabk
akb ≥ 0 for all null vectors ka,

where Rab is the Ricci tensor. When the Einstein
equations hold, the null convergence condition reduces
to the null energy condition for the energy-momentum
tensor Tab, Tabk

akb ≥ 0. On condition (iii), a closed
two-dimensional surface T is said to be a closed past
trapped surface if all the past-directed null geodesic
congruences that are orthogonal to T have a negative
expansion; in other words, all the future-directed null
geodesic congruences that are orthogonal to T have a
positive expansion. In this paper, we take an affine
parameter of geodesics to be increasing toward the
future directions. Then the expansion of a null geodesic
congruence is defined as follows. Let k be the tangent
vectors of affine parametrized null geodesics and l be a
null vector field which satisfies lµk

µ = −1. Then we can

define an induced metric ĥµν by

ĥµν = gµν + lµkν + kµlν . (1)

Then the tensor B̂µν can be defined by

B̂µν = ĥµ
ρĥν

σ∇ρkσ, (2)

and the expansion is defined as the trace of the tensor

B̂µν ,

θ = ĥµνB̂µν . (3)

Note that the θ does not depend on the choice of lµ.
Since the affine parameter is taken to be increasing to-
ward the future directions, this θ measures the expansion
of the future-directed null geodesic congruences. Thus,
the condition for T to be a past trapped surface is that
θ is everywhere positive on T for all the null geodesic
congruences orthogonal to T .

Usually, the singularity theorem is understood to
predict a singularity. For a spacetime satisfying assump-
tions (i) - (iii), the other assumption (iv) cannot be
satisfied; that is, the spacetime must have an incomplete
null geodesic. In this paper, contrarily, we will focus on a
nonsingular universe. Assuming (i-i), (ii), (iii), and (iv),
the singularity theorem states that the assumption (i-ii)′

cannot be satisfied; that is, the topology of the universal
covering of a Cauchy surface must be S3. Thus, the
singularity theorem can be rephrased as follows.

Suppose that a spacetime (M, g) satisfies the fol-
lowing conditions:
(i-i) (M, g) is globally hyperbolic.
(ii) The null convergence condition is satisfied.
(iii) There is a closed past trapped surface.
(iv) (M, g) is past null geodesically complete.
Then the topology of the universal covering of a Cauchy
surface is S3.

The de Sitter space is an example that satisfies all
the assumptions and has a Cauchy surface with the
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topology of S3. In contrast, the flat de Sitter universe on
three-torus satisfies assumptions (i-i), (ii), and (iii), but
has a Cauchy surface with the topology of T 3. Hence, it
is past incomplete [35] and actually has a quasiregular
singularity [36]. We would like to emphasize that this
does not mean the necessity of the spatial curvature for
a FLRW universe to be geodesically complete. As we
will see in an example later, the maximal extension of a
flat FLRW universe could have time surfaces with the
topology of S3 and could be geodesically complete, as in
the case of de Sitter space. Note that the same results
are obtained also based on the prime decomposition
theorem for three-manifolds in Ref. [34].

B. Bound on the size of a nonsingular universe

Here we would like to highlight another aspect of the
singularity theorem. The proof of the singularity theorem
has information on the size of a nonsingular universe. Let
us see this in detail.

Let us consider a spacetime that satisfies the above as-
sumptions (i-i), (ii), (iii), and (iv). For a given trapped
surface T , we define the outward affine size of the uni-
verse ∆λ from the trapped surface T by the maximum
affine length of the past-outgoing null geodesics orthogo-
nal to T , which have end points on T and İ−(T ), where

İ−(T ) denotes the boundary of the chronological past of
T and we assume that the ambiguity of the affine pa-
rameter is fixed on T . Since every past-outgoing null
geodesic with an affine length greater than ∆λ departs
from İ−(T ) by the definition, the ∆λ characterizes the
size of the universe measured by null geodesics (Fig. 1).

An important point here is that the outward affine size
of the universe ∆λ must be smaller than 2/θ0, where θ0

is the minimum value of the expansion on T . We will
show it as follows.

Let {γp}p∈T be a past-outgoing inextendible null
geodesic congruence orthonormal to T with an affine pa-
rameter λ. We fix the initial value of the affine parameter
λ0 by γp(λ = λ0) = p. Then, the Raychaudhuri equation
for twist-free null geodesics can be written as

dθ

dλ
+

1

2
θ2 = −σ̂µν σ̂µν −Rµνkµkν ≤ 0, (4)

where the inequality is obtained from the null con-
vergence condition Rµνk

µkν ≥ 0. Here σ̂µν is the
shear tensor defined as the trace-free and symmetric

part of B̂µν . By integrating this equation, we obtain

θ−1(λ) ≤ θ−1
0 + 1

2 (λ − λ0) for λ < λ0. By the definition

of the past trapped surface, θ−1
0 must be positive. Since

the right-hand side is negative for λ − λ0 < −2θ−1
0 ,

there is the affine parameter λc(< λ0) that satisfies
θ−1(λc) = 0 and 0 > λc − λ0 ≥ −2θ−1

0 . A point γp(λc)
is called a conjugate point. Thus, from assumptions
(ii) - (iv), we can say that all the past-inextendible null
geodesics starting from and orthogonal to the trapped

FIG. 1. A rough sketch of the definition of ∆λ: The en-
tire cylinder represents a 1+1-dimensional part of a 1+3-
dimensional spacetime with a Cauchy surface ∼ S3 (the blue
circle). The past trapped surface T ∼ S2 is represented by
the red points in the 1+1-dimensional part. From each point,
one can draw past-ingoing and past-outgoing null geodesics,
which generate the boundary of the chronological past İ−(T ).

The past-outgoing null geodesics leave İ−(T ) and enter the
interior of I−(T ) at the black point. Then the outward affine
size of the universe ∆λ is defined as the maximal value of
affine length between the red point and the black point.

surface T have a conjugate point at an affine parameter
λc, which satisfies λc − λ0 ≥ −2θ−1

0 . On the other hand,
the following theorem (Wald [33], Theorem 9.3.11, with
replacing future with past) is satisfied in a globally
hyperbolic spacetime:

Let (M, g) be a globally hyperbolic spacetime and
let K be a compact, orientable, two-dimensional space-
like submanifold of M. Then every p ∈ İ−(K) lies
on a past-directed null geodesic starting from K, which
is orthogonal to K and has no point conjugate to K
between K and p.

Thus, from assumption (i-i), all the past-inextendible null

geodesics must depart from İ−(T ) at an affine parameter
λ∗(< λ0), which satisfies 0 > λ∗−λ0 ≥ λc−λ0 ≥ −2θ−1

0 .
Thus, the above inequality can be understood as that
the outward affine size of the universe ∆λ = |λ∗ − λ0| is
bounded by the expansion of the current universe θ0 by
∆λ ≤ 2/θ0.

In principle, the outward affine size ∆λ defined above
depends on the normalization of the affine parameter
(scaling of the null vector). Note, however, that the
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inequality ∆λ ≤ 2/θ0 always holds independent of the
normalization since both sides scale the same way un-
der the change of the normalization. Of course, once the
normalization is specified appropriately on the trapped
surface, the size ∆λ completely makes sense.

III. NONSINGULAR FLRW UNIVERSES MUST
BE SMALLER THAN DE SITTER SPACE

The discussion in the previous section can be applied to
any nonsingular spacetime. In the following, we particu-
larly focus on a spacetime (M, g) that includes a homo-
geneous and isotropic expanding universe as a subregion
MFLRW ⊂M, where the metric can be expressed as

gµνdx
µdxν = −dt2 + a(t)2

(
dχ2 + Φk(χ)2dΩ2

)
, (5)

where the scale factor a is an increasing function of time,
∂ta > 0, Φk is given by

Φk(χ) =


sinχ (k = +1)

χ (k = 0)

sinhχ (k = −1)

, (6)

depending on the sign of the spatial curvature k, and dΩ2

is the metric of the two-sphere which can be described
by the polar coordinates (θ, φ) as

dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2. (7)

Note that the coordinate χ is defined in (0,∞) for k =
0,−1, while in (0, π) for k = +1.

A. Past trapped surface in a FLRW universe

Let us consider a future-ingoing (in other words, past-
outgoing) null geodesic congruence orthogonal to a two-
sphere, say T , defined by t = t0 and χ = χ0. We char-
acterize each geodesic by the polar coordinates of the
point where the geodesic intersect with T , as γθ,φ(λ).
We set the initial value of the affine parameter λ0 by
γθ,φ(λ = λ0) ∈ T . The tangent vector k(θ, φ) of a null
geodesic γθ,φ(λ) can be expressed as

k =
1

a(t)
∂t −

1

a(t)2
∂χ, (8)

where the coordinate bases are denoted by ∂µ. Of course,
there is an ambiguity in the definition of the affine pa-
rameter of each geodesic. In general, one can introduce
an overall factor of an arbitrary function of θ and φ in
Eq. (8). The definition of the affine parameter that we
use here can be characterized by

dλ = a(t)dt. (9)

The induced metric ĥµν and the tensor B̂µν for such a
null geodesic congruence can be evaluated as

ĥµνdx
µdxν = a(t)2Φk(χ)2dΩ2, (10)

B̂µνdx
µdxν = Φk(χ)2

(
a(t)H(t)− Φ′k(χ)

Φk(χ)

)
dΩ2. (11)

Here we use l = (a∂t + ∂χ)/2 and introduce the Hubble
parameter H(t) = ∂ta/a. Then the expansion of this
congruence on T can be evaluated as

θ0(θ, φ) = ĥµνB̂µν |T

=
2

a(t0)2

(
a(t0)H(t0)− Φ′k(χ0)

Φk(χ0)

)
. (12)

Therefore, the two-sphere T at t = t0, χ = χ0 is a
trapped surface if the following inequality is satisfied:

a(t0)H(t0) >
Φ′k(χ0)

Φk(χ0)
=


1/ tanχ0 (k = +1)

1/χ0 (k = 0)

1/ tanhχ0 (k = −1)

. (13)

Clearly, one can always find a past trapped surface in
a closed (k = +1) or flat (k = 0) FLRW universe by
considering a two-sphere with a radius χ0 close to π/2
(for k = +1) or large enough (for k = 0). For the k = −1
case, a trapped surface exists only when a(t0)H(t0) > 1.
This condition is always satisfied if the universe follows
the Friedmann equation with the weak energy condition
for the energy density ρ, i.e., ρ > 0, because a2H2 − 1 =
(8πG/3)ρa2 > 0, with G being the Newton constant.

To summarize, if a sufficiently large part of a universe
is expressed by a FLRW universe, so that there exists a
sufficiently large two-sphere in it, a two-sphere T defined
by t = t0, χ = χ0 is a past trapped surface. Then, by the
singularity theorem, assuming the global hyperbolicity,
the null convergence condition, and the absence of initial
singularity, we can say that the outward affine size of the
universe ∆λ from the trapped surface T is smaller than
2/θ0,

∆λ ≤ 2

θ0
=

a(t0)2

a(t0)H(t0)− Φ′
k(χ0)

Φk(χ0)

. (14)

B. de Sitter space as the largest space

In this subsection, we clarify an interpretation of the
inequality (14), which means that the size of a FLRW
universe is smaller than that of the (maximally extended)
de Sitter universe. To see this, let us focus on the closed
de Sitter universe (M̃, g̃), where the metric is given by

g̃µνdx
µdxν = −dt2 + ã(t)2

(
dχ2 + sin2 χdΩ2

)
, (15)

with a scale factor

ã(t) =
1

HdS
cosh (HdS(t− tdS)) . (16)
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Here HdS and tdS are free parameters that determine the
de Sitter radius and the origin of time, respectively. By
introducing the conformal time η by

η = Arctan (sinh(HdS(t− tdS))) , (17)

the metric can be written as

g̃µνdx
µdxν = ã(η)2

(
−dη2 +

(
dχ2 + sin2 χdΩ2

))
. (18)

Here the scale factor ã(η) can be represented as a function
of η by

ã(η) =
1

HdS

1

cos η
, (19)

and hence the Hubble parameter can be evaluated as

H̃(η) = HdS sin η. (20)

Let us consider a two-sphere T characterized by t = t0
and χ = χ0 in the de Sitter space and the congruence of
the past-outgoing null geodesics orthonormal to T char-
acterized by η(λ) = η0− (χ(λ)−χ0). As discussed in the
previous subsection, the expansion of such a congruence
can be written as

2

θ̃0

=
ã2

0

ã0H̃0 − 1
tanχ0

, (21)

where ã0 = ã(η0) and H̃0 = H̃(η0). By tracing each
geodesic to the past, all the geodesics depart from I−(T )
after they arrive at the south pole of the S3. Hence, the
outward affine size of the de Sitter space, say ∆λdS =
|λdS
∗ − λ0|, can be obtained by χ(λdS

∗ ) = π. Since dλ =
ã(η)2dη, ∆λdS can be evaluated as

∆λdS =

∫ η0

η0−(π−χ0)

1

H2
dS

dη

cos2 η

=
1

H2
dS

(tan η0 − tan(η0 − (π − χ0)))

=
1

H2
dS

(
tan η0 −

tan η0 − tan(π − χ0)

1 + tan η0 tan(π − χ0)

)
. (22)

Using the relation H2
dS = (1 + H̃2

0 ã
2
0)/ã2

0 and tan η0 =

ã0H̃0, the expression can be simplified as

∆λdS =
ã2

0

ã0H̃0 − 1
tanχ0

=
2

θ̃0

. (23)

Thus the de Sitter universe saturates the inequality
∆λdS ≤ 2/θ̃0. We would like to emphasize that the affine
length and the value of the expansion are coordinate in-
dependent quantities and hence the same relation holds
if one describes the de Sitter universe in the different
coordinates.

To see a physical interpretation of this result, let
(M, g) be a nonsingular FLRW universe (with or without
the spatial curvature) that satisfies the null convergence

condition and global hyperbolicity, and let us consider
a two-sphere at t = t0 and χ = χ0 large enough to be
a past trapped surface. Then, from the general discus-
sion in the previous section, the outward affine size of the
universe has an upper bound: ∆λ < 2/θ0. On the one

hand, let (M̃, g) be a spacetime where the spacetime re-
gion of t ≤ t0 in (M, g) is replaced by the corresponding
de Sitter space that has the same value of the scale fac-
tor and Hubble parameter at t = t0, a0 = a(t0) = ã(t0)

and H0 = H(t0) = H̃(t0), as well as the same sign of the
spatial curvature. Explicitly, the scale factor of the de
Sitter universe can be obtained as

adS(t) =


1
HdS

cosh (HdS(t− tdS)) (k = +1),

a0eH0(t−t0) (k = 0),
1
HdS

sinh (HdS(t− tdS)) (k = −1),

(24)

with

HdS =

√
k + a2

0H
2
0

a0
, (25)

and

tdS =

t0 −
a0√

1+a20H
2
0

Arcsinh(a0H0) (k = +1)

t0 − a0√
−1+a20H

2
0

Arccosh(a0H0) (k = −1)
.

(26)

Since the expansions of two spacetimes coincide 2/θ0 =

2/θ̃0, the general inequality ∆λ ≤ 2/θ0 can be written as

∆λ ≤ ∆λdS. (27)

Thus, the affine size of any nonsingular FLRW universe
is always smaller than that of a universe with the past
region t < t0 replaced with the de Sitter universe. This
is the main claim of this paper.

IV. EXAMPLES

In the previous sections, we show that the outward
affine size of any nonsingular universe from a past
trapped surface has an upper bound in terms of the ex-
pansion of a null geodesic congruence on the trapped sur-
face, under some assumptions. In this section, we pro-
pose two toy models of nonsingular universes and con-
firm that the above statement actually holds by explic-
itly evaluating the outward affine size and the expansion
on a trapped surface and comparing them.

A. Scaled closed de Sitter universe

As a simple example, let us consider a scaled closed de
Sitter universe with the metric

gµνdx
µdxν = −dt2 +

γ2

H̄2
cosh2 H̄t

(
dχ2 + sin2 χdΩ2

)
,

(0 < γ ≤ 1)
(28)
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where H̄ is a positive constant, and the parameter γ rep-
resents the relative size to the exact de Sitter space. In
particular, the case of γ = 1 corresponds to the exact
de Sitter space. For a closed FLRW universe, the null
convergence condition is equivalent to the condition

∂tH −
1

a2
≤ 0. (29)

Then one can check that our scale factor satisfies

∂tH −
1

a2
=
γ2 − 1

γ2

H̄2

cosh2 H̄t
(30)

and hence the scaled closed de Sitter universe is consis-
tent with the null convergence condition for γ ≤ 1.

For a given two-sphere T on a time slice t = t0 > 0
and an angle χ0, the expansion of the past-outgoing (thus
future-ingoing) null geodesic congruence orthonormal to
T can be evaluated as

2

θ0
=
γ2 cosh2 H̄t0

H̄2

tanχ0

γ tanχ0 sinh H̄t0 − 1
. (31)

We are interested in the case in which T is a past trapped
surface for past-outgoing congruences, that is, θ0 > 0.
Thus, we assume χ0 satisfies1

tanχ0 >
1

γ sinh H̄t0
or

π

2
< χ0 < π. (32)

From the general discussion above, the value of 2/θ0 cor-
responds to the outward affine size of the corresponding
de Sitter space with a parameter

HdS = H̄

√
1 + γ2 sinh2 H̄t0
γ cosh H̄t0

, (33)

tdS = t0 −
1

HdS
Arcsinh

(
γ sinh H̄t0

)
. (34)

The relation between the original scaled closed de Sit-
ter space and the corresponding de Sitter space can be
expressed as shown in Fig. 2.

To evaluate the affine length to the south pole, let us
introduce the conformal time η by

η =
1

γ
Arctan

(
sinh H̄t

)
. (35)

1 Note that, if χ0 is too close to π (the south pole), the two-
sphere there would not be a past trapped surface for both of the
past-outgoing and past-ingoing null geodesic congruences since
the expansion of a future-outgoing (i.e., past-ingoing) congruence
would have a negative expansion. The purpose of this section is
to compare the outward affine size measured by the past-outgoing
geodesic with the expansion of the past-outgoing congruence on
the two-sphere. Thus, here we focus only on the past-outgoing
geodesics and do not care about the past-ingoing geodesics.

FIG. 2. The de Sitter universe and scaled de Sitter uni-
verse are represented as hyperboloids embedded in Minkowski
spacetime. The original scaled de Sitter universe (28) is the
orange hyperboloid and the corresponding de Sitter universe
attached to the past of t = t0 is the gray one. The two
universes have the same scale factor and Hubble parameter
on t = t0 time surface (blue curve). A trapped surface at
t = t0, χ = χ0 ∼ π/2 is described by the red points. We
claim that the affine length of the past-outgoing null geodesic
starting from the trapped surface in the original scaled de
Sitter universe (black, solid curve) is smaller than that of the
corresponding de Sitter universe (black, dashed curve).

Then t ∈ (−∞,∞) corresponds to η ∈
(−π/(2γ), π/(2γ)). Now 2/θ0 can be expressed in
terms of η0 = (1/γ)Arctan(sinh H̄t0) as

2

θ0
=

γ2

H̄2

1

cos2 γη0

tanχ0

γ tanχ0 tan γη0 − 1
. (36)

Now the positivity condition for θ0 can be expressed as

tanχ0 >
1

γ tan γη0
or

π

2
< χ0 < π. (37)

The past-outgoing null geodesics from t = t0, χ = χ0 can
be expressed by η(λ) = η0− (χ−χ0). Then, the interval
from χ = χ0 to χ = π corresponds to the interval of the
conformal time from η = η0 to η = η0 − π + χ0. Since
the scale factor can be represented as

a(η) =
γ

H̄

1

cos γη
, (38)

the affine length to χ = π can be evaluated as

∆λ =

∫ η0

η0−(π−χ0)

a(η)2dη

=
γ

H̄2
(tan(γη0)− tan(γ(η0 + χ0 − π))) . (39)

Then, we would like to show that the affine size of the
universe is actually smaller than the upper bound pre-
dicted by the singularity theorem. Thus, let us show the
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positivity of the quantity

2

θ0
−∆λ =

2

θ0

f(γ, π − χ0)

γ tan(π − χ0)
[
1 + tan

(
γ(π − χ0)

)
tan γη0

] ,
(40)

where we define a function

f(γ, θ) = γ tan θ − tan(γθ). (41)

The key properties of this function are summarized in
the Appendix.

Let us first consider the case where π/2 < χ0 < π.
In this case, tan(π − χ0) and tan(γ(π − χ0)), as well as
tan γη0, are positive and hence the denominator of the
right-hand side of Eq. (40) is positive. By Eq. (A2) in the
Appendix, we obtain f(γ, π − χ0) > 0 for 0 < π − χ0 <
π/2. Thus, we can see that the right-hand side of Eq. (40)
is positive.

Next, let us consider the case

−1 + γ tanχ0 tan γη0 > 0. (42)

We will treat the case where the denominator of the
right-hand side of Eq. (40) is positive or negative sepa-
rately. Assuming that the denominator is negative, then,
we have

1 + tan
(
γ(π − χ0)

)
tan(γη0) > 0. (43)

By summing two inequalities (42) and (43), and by di-
viding it by a positive quantity tan(γη0), we obtain

γ tanχ0 + tan
(
γ(π − χ0)

)
= −f(γ, π − χ0) > 0. (44)

Thus, the right-hand side of Eq. (40) is positive in this
case.

Finally, let us focus on the case where the denomina-
tor of the right-hand side of Eq. (40) is positive. Since
tan(π − χ0) is negative, this can be true only when
tan(γ(π − χ0)) is negative. Thus, we obtain

π

2γ
< π − χ0 <

π

γ
. (45)

Since we already have π/2 < π − χ0 < π, we find

π

2γ
< π − χ0 < π. (46)

This can be satisfied only for 1/2 < γ(< 1). By the
relation (A4) in the Appendix, we find f(γ, π − χ0) > 0.
Thus, both the numerator and denominator of the right-
hand side of Eq. (40) are positive. Thus, the inequality
∆λ < 2/θ0 is satisfied.

B. Nonsingular flat FLRW universe

Let us consider a flat FLRW universe with a scale fac-
tor

a(t) =
āeH̄t√

1 + ā2e2H̄t
, (47)

with positive constants ā and H̄, that is the metric

gµνdx
µdxν = −dt2 +

ā2e2H̄t

1 + ā2e2H̄t
(dr2 + r2dΩ2). (48)

The universe approaches the expanding flat de Sitter
space a ∼ āeH̄t in the limit t → −∞, whereas it ap-
proaches Minkowski space a → 1 in the limit t → +∞.
As we will see below, the maximal extension of this space-
time is nonsingular and globally hyperbolic with a topo-
logically S3 Cauchy surface and satisfies the null conver-
gence condition.

As discussed in Ref. [37] for more general inflationary
spacetime, this flat FLRW universe has incomplete null
geodesics. This does not necessarily mean the presence of
singularity [38] and as studied in Refs. [29–31], the space-
time can be extended beyond the end point of incomplete
null geodesics if limt→−∞ ∂tH/a

2 is finite. Actually, our
example satisfies this condition because

∂tH

a2
= − 2H̄2

1 + ā2e2H̄t
(49)

is finite in the limit t → −∞. Then the universe can
be extended beyond the past boundary of the inflation-
ary region. We note that this universe satisfies the null
convergence condition for flat FLRW universes, ∂tH ≤ 0.

By defining new coordinates λ and v by

λ =
1

H̄
Arcsinh(āeH̄t) =

1

H̄
Arctanh(a(t)), (50)

v = r + η = r − 1

H̄a(t)
+

1

H̄
Arctanh(a(t)), (51)

where η =
∫
dt (1/a(t)) is the conformal time, we can

write our metric as

gµνdx
µdxν =− 2dλdv + tanh2(H̄λ)dv2

+
1

H̄2

(
1 + H̄(v − λ) tanh(H̄λ)

)2

dΩ2.

(52)

Each of the v, θ, φ = constant curves is a null geodesic
and λ corresponds to an affine parameter of such null
geodesics with the normalization dλ = adt. The region
covered by the original coordinates t ∈ (−∞,∞) corre-
sponds to λ ∈ (0,∞). The important point here is that
the metric is well defined at and beyond the point λ = 0.

Actually, by defining λ̃ = −λ and ṽ = −v ∈ (−∞,∞),
the metric in the extended region λ < 0 can be written
as

gµνdx
µdxν =− 2dλ̃dṽ + tanh2(H̄λ̃)dṽ2

+
1

H̄2

(
1 + H̄(ṽ − λ̃) tanh(H̄λ̃)

)2

dΩ2.

(53)

Thus, the spacetime in the extended region λ < 0 is the
same as the original FLRW universe in the λ > 0 region,
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except for flipping the future direction to the past. Con-
cretely, by introducing the time and radial coordinates t̃
and r̃ by

λ̃ =
1

H̄
Arcsinh(āe−H̄t̃), (54)

ṽ = r̃ − 1

H̄

√
1 + ā2e−2H̄t̃

āe−H̄t̃
+

1

H̄
Arcsinh(āe−H̄t̃), (55)

one can write the metric in the λ < 0 region by

gµνdx
µdxν = −dt̃2 +

ā2e−2H̄t̃

1 + ā2e−2H̄t̃
(dr̃2 + r̃2dΩ2). (56)

This is the contracting FLRW universe obtained by flip-
ping the time direction t→ −t in Eq. (47).

One can represent the metric as a conformal transfor-
mation of the Einstein static universe,

gµνdx
µdxν = ω2(τ, ψ)

(
−dτ2 + dψ2 + sin2 ψdΩ2

)
, (57)

where the conformal factor is defined by

ω2(τ, ψ) =
1

4

a2(τ, ψ)

cos2 τ+ψ
2 cos2 τ−ψ

2

. (58)

Here the coordinate transformations from (λ, v) coordi-
nates are given by

τ = Arctan v −Arctan

(
v − 2λ+

2

H̄ tanh H̄λ

)
,

ψ = Arctan v + Arctan

(
v − 2λ+

2

H̄ tanh H̄λ

)
. (59)

Noting that the conformal factor can be represented as

ω2 =
4 + v2

16

[
tanh2 H̄λ+

(
1

H̄
+
(v

2
− λ
)

tanh H̄λ

)2
]

(60)

and it is regular at λ = 0, which corresponds to τ − ψ =
−π. This universe can be conformally embedded to the
subregion −π < τ + ψ < π, −3π < τ − ψ < π, and 0 <
ψ < π of the Einstein static universe. Thus, the Penrose
diagram can be written as Fig. 3. From the diagram, one
can find that the τ = constant surface, which is expressed
by the blue curves in Fig. 3, is a Cauchy surface and it
has the topology of S3.

Let us focus on a two-sphere T defined by t = t0 and
r = r0 > (a0H0)−1, where a0 = a(t0) and H0 = H(t0).
Then the expansion of the future-ingoing null geodesic
congruence is given by

2

θ0
=

a2
0r0

r0a0H0 − 1

=
1

H̄

H̄(v0 − λ0) sinh(H̄λ0) cosh(H̄λ0) + cosh2(H̄λ0)

H̄(v0 − λ0)− sinh(H̄λ0) cosh(H̄λ0)
.

(61)

FIG. 3. The conformal diagram of the nonsingular FLRW
universe (48) is presented. The left figure represents the con-
formal embedding of the nonsingular FLRW universe to the
Einstein static universe (the whole cylinder). Here we rep-
resent the θ = θ0, φ = φ0, π + φ0 slice by extending the ψ
coordinate to ψ ∈ (−π, π). The right figure represents the
τ -ψ plane with ψ ∈ (0, π). In each figure, the blue region rep-
resents the expanding flat FLRW universe λ > 0 and the red
region represents the contracting flat FLRW universe λ < 0.
I + and I− represent future null infinity and past null infin-
ity, respectively. The τ = constant surface has the topology
of S3 and it is the Cauchy surface of the maximally extended
universe. A past trapped surface is represented by the red
points. The black bold curves from the red points are the
past-outgoing null geodesics.

Here we introduced λ0 and v0 as the value of λ and v on
the trapped surface T .

On the other hand, the outward affine length to the
origin of the contracting FLRW universe can be evaluated
as

∆λ = λ0 + λ̃(v0), (62)

where λ̃(v0) is the affine length from the origin of con-
tracting universe to the boundary λ = 0. It can be de-
fined as the positive root of the equation

H̄v0 + H̄λ̃ =
1

tanh(H̄λ̃)
. (63)

Note that λ̃(v0) is independent from λ0.
What we want to confirm is the non-negativity of the

quantity,

δ(λ0, v0) =
2

θ0
−∆λ. (64)
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One can check that λ0 derivative of δ(λ0, v0) is always
non-negative,

∂λ0
δ(λ0, v0)

= 2

(
cosh H̄λ0 + H̄(v0 − λ0) sinh H̄λ0

−H̄(v0 − λ0) + sinh(H̄λ0) cosh(H̄λ0)

)2

≥ 0.

(65)

Then δ(λ0, v0) ≥ δ(0, v0) for any λ0 ≥ 0. We can express
δ(0, v0) as

δ(0, v0) =
1

H̄2v0
− λ̃(v0) (66)

and the positivity of δ(0, v0) can be shown as follows:

H̄λ̃(v0) is defined as the value of x > 0 at the intersection
of

y = x+ H̄v0, and y =
1

tanhx
. (67)

On the other hand, 1/(H̄v0) is the value of x > 0 at the
intersection of

y = x+ H̄v0, and y = x+
1

x
. (68)

Since

1

tanhx
< x+

1

x
(x > 0), (69)

we obtain 1/(H̄v0) > H̄λ̃(v0) and hence we obtain
δ(λ0, v0) ≥ δ(0, v0) > 0.

V. CONSTRAINT FROM OBSERVATIONS

In this section, we discuss the implications of the state-
ment on the size of a nonsingular universe for our Uni-
verse. Let us assume that our Universe satisfies global hy-
perbolicity and the null convergence condition and that
our Universe is past null geodesically complete. Then, if
there is a past trapped surface, the Cauchy surface must
be compact and the outward affine size of our Universe
has an upper bound as stated in Sec. II. Since current
cosmological observations are consistent with the FLRW
universe with flat spatial curvature, k = 0, we describe
our Universe as such. As mentioned in Sec. III, then it
is expected that a two-sphere with a sufficiently large ra-
dius centered on us is a past trapped surface. In fact,
recent observations of the scale of baryon acoustic os-
cillations (BAOs) have successfully measured the expan-
sion rate at high redshift so that we can find the exis-
tence of a past trapped surface. We employ the anal-
ysis results of Ref. [39] where the BAO measurements
at the redshift z = 2.33 are presented. The obtained
Hubble radius DH(z) = 1/H(z) and comoving distance
DM (z) at that redshift are DH(z = 2.33)/rd = 8.99 and
DM (z = 2.33)/rd = 37.5, respectively, where rd = 147.3

Mpc is the sound horizon at the decoupling epoch. Note
that these values are derived directly from observations
and do not rely on any specific cosmological model such
as the cosmological constant and cold dark matter model.
Then we have (aH)−1/rd = (1 + z)DH/rd = 29.9 at
z = 2.33, which is less than DM (z = 2.33)/rd. Thus, the
inequality (13) for k = 0 is satisfied, which means that
the two-sphere at that distance is a past trapped surface.
Therefore, under the assumptions of global hyperbolicity,
null convergence, and the absence of initial singularity, by
using Eq. (14) we can give the upper bound on the out-
ward affine size of our Universe from the trapped surface
at z = 2.33 as

∆λ ≤ a2

aH −D−1
M

∣∣∣∣
z=2.33

= 1.97× 103 Mpc. (70)

Note that we use the affine parameter defined by dλ =
adt and the normalization of a is chosen so that a =
1 at the current time. If we use alternative definition
dλ = (a(t)/a(t0))dt, where t0 is the time at the trapped
surface, the inequality can be rephrased as

∆λ ≤ 6.57× 103 Mpc. (71)

With this normalization, the affine length represents the
spatial distance traveled by light if the outside of the
trapped surface is replaced by Minkowski space.

Furthermore, the statement on de Sitter space as the
largest space mentioned in Sec. III B implies that the
affine size of our Universe must be smaller than that
of a universe in which the region prior to z = 2.33
is replaced by de Sitter space with the Hubble rate
H(z = 2.33) = 226 km/sec/Mpc. It is widely expected
that, as going back to the past, the description of our
Universe turns from the big bang model into another sce-
nario such as inflation or a bouncing universe, and thus
the initial singularity of big bang cosmology would be
absent. The result here then states that such a scenario
without initial singularity must have a finite size less than
or equal to the above bound if the global hyperbolicity
and null convergence condition continue to hold.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we revisited Penrose’s first singularity
theorem and clarified the implications of the theorem for
nonsingular universes, aiming to understand a general
property of spacetimes realized in a class of gravitational
theories that is consistent with the null convergence con-
dition. As a direct consequence of the singularity theo-
rem, a globally hyperbolic expanding universe consistent
with the null convergence condition must have a compact
Cauchy surface, of which the universal covering must be
topologically S3. Then we found that the outward affine
size of the universe from a past trapped surface, defined
through the affine parameter of the past-outgoing null
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geodesic in Sec. II B, is bounded above by a value de-
termined by the initial expansion on the trapped sur-
face. Applying this result to homogeneous and isotropic
universes, we found that the upper bound corresponds
to the outward affine size of the de Sitter universe and
hence we found that a nonsingular FLRW universe is al-
ways smaller than de Sitter space. We provided two ex-
amples of nonsingular universes that are consistent with
the null convergence condition and confirm directly that
the outward affine size of each universe is smaller than
that of the de Sitter universe. Then we applied our re-
sult to a past trapped surface at the redshift z = 2.33
in the realistic Universe, which is directly confirmed by
BAO measurements. We found that the outward affine
size of the Universe measured from the trapped surface
must be smaller than 6.57×103 Mpc with the normaliza-
tion dλ = (a/a(z = 2.33))dt, as long as our Universe is
nonsingular, globally hyperbolic, and consistent with the
null convergence condition. Note that we do not assume
the Einstein equations, as is the singularity theorem, and
hence our results hold even when the dynamics of gravity
is modified due to the effect from UV physics, as long as
the null convergence condition holds.

We would like to emphasize that the flat FLRW uni-
verse that we investigated in Sec. IV itself is a good an-
alytic example of discussing the nature of a nonsingular
spacetime because it has the following properties: it is
nonsingular, globally hyperbolic, and consistent with the
null convergence condition, possesses the symmetry of
flat FLRW spacetime, and reduces to Minkowski space
near future and past null infinity.

In the present paper, we focused only on the universe
consistent with the null convergence condition, which is
equivalent to the null energy condition when the Ein-
stein equations hold. It should be interesting to extend
our discussion to more general situations where the null
energy condition is violated, for example, using a kind of
averaged null energy condition [40, 41] instead of the null
energy condition.
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Appendix A: PROPERTIES OF THE FUNCTION
f(γ, θ)

In this appendix, we summarize some properties of the
function

f(γ, θ) = γ tan θ − tan γθ, (A1)

which appeared in Sec. IV.
The first property we used there is

f(γ, θ) > 0 for 0 < θ <
π

2
, 0 < γ < 1. (A2)

This inequality can be shown by evaluating the γ deriva-
tive of f/γ,

∂γ

(
f(γ, θ)

γ

)
= −2γθ − sin(2γθ)

2γ2 cos2(γθ)
< 0. (A3)

Since f(γ, θ)/γ is continuous in 0 < γ ≤ 1 and
f(γ, θ)/γ|γ=1 = 0, f(γ, θ) > 0 holds for 0 < γ < 1.

The other property that we used in the main section
is

f(γ, θ) > 0 for
π

2γ
< θ < π,

1

2
< γ < 1. (A4)

This inequality can be shown by evaluating the θ deriva-
tive of f ,

∂θf(θ, γ) =
γ

cos2 θ
− γ

cos2 γθ
. (A5)

Since cos2 θ > cos2 γθ for π/(2γ) < θ < π and 1/2 < γ <
1, we obtain ∂θf < 0. In addition, f(γ, θ) is continuous
in π/(2γ) < θ ≤ π and f(γ, π) = − tan(γπ) > 0, so we
can obtain f(γ, θ) > 0 in this region.
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