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In the present work we apply the Riemann scalars criterion for several quantum FRW cosmolog-
ical models and verify that they are free from scalar singularities. Since this criterion is stronger
than previous ones, these results give further evidence that the quantization of those models elimi-
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The presence of singularities in cosmological models in general relativity is an old issue [1]. In a series of articles,
S. W. Hawking, R. Penrose and Geroch, showed that if certain very general conditions are satisfied, singularities are
always present in cosmological models in general relativity [2]. One of such singularities is the bib bang singularity,
which is believed to represent the very beginning of our Universe. Here, one has a fundamental problem because,
if the beginning of our Universe is a singular event of general relativity, that theory cannot describe it. In order to
overcome that fundamental problem, many authors proposed the quantization of gravity. Quantum cosmology was
the first of such atempts and since the first model, has showed good signs towards the solution of the above mentioned
problem [3]. After that first model, many important works have been done by computing the wave-function of the
universe (V) in different minisuperspace models. In some works, ¥ was obtained by solving the Wheeler-DeWitt
equation [4, 15, 16, [7, I8, 19, 110, [11, [12] and in others by using the path integral approach [13, [14, [15]. As a common
result, in all of them, the problem of the initial singularity was claimed to be solved. The main argument used to
support those claims depends on the quantum mechanical interpretation used in each particular work.

The two interpretations most frequently used in quantum cosmology models are the Many Worlds one [16] and
the DeBroglie-Bohm one [17]. In the Many Worlds interpretation one cannot talk about trajectories of the canonical
variables, like in the usual Copenhaguen interpretation of quantum mechanics. Here, one can only talk about mean
values of those variables. On the other hand, in the DeBroglie-Bohm interpretation the trajectories of the canonical
variables are meaningful and can, in principle, be computed by solving a system of differential equations involving
derivatives of U’s phase. In the minisuperspace models [18] treated using the Many Worlds interpretation, the common
argument used to justify the absence of a big bang singularity is the fact that the mean value of the scale factor (a), as
a function of a chosen time, never vanishes |5, 18, [10, [11, [12]. In the models where the DeBroglie-Bohm interpretation
was used, the argument was that the trajectory of the scale factor, as a function of a chosen time, never vanishes.
That result is supported by the fact that the quantum potential present in the dynamical equation of a, for those
models, is repulsive for a near to zero [10, 11, [19].

The strongest type of singularity, in a classical spacetime, is the so-called scalar curvature |20, 21]. One identifies
the presence of a scalar curvature singularity in a point p of a given spacetime, by evaluating scalars constructed
from contractions of the Riemann tensor in p. If those scalars are unbounded in p, it is a scalar curvature singularity.
That is the so-called Riemann scalars criterion, used in order to identify the presence of scalar singularities in a
given classical spacetime. Based on the theorems mentioned above [2] it is believed that the bib bang singularity is
a scalar singularity. Therefore, the use of the Riemann scalars criterion in order to identify the presence of a big
bang singularity, in classical cosmological models, is very natural. In the present paper, we would like to use that
same criterion in quantum cosmological models. In particular, we shall restrict our attention to the DeBroglie-Bohm
interpretation of quantum mechanics and we shall use two Riemann scalars. The Ricci (= gaﬂgwsR‘;o"m ) and the
Kretschmann scalars (= Ro‘g.ﬂ;Ro‘ﬁ'ﬂs). So, we shall compute, for several FRW quantum cosmological models, the
values of those two scalars over the quantum trajectories. As we shall see, for all cases both Riemann scalars are
bounded for all times, which means that those models are free from big bang singularities. Since, the Riemann scalars
criterion is stronger than the one based on the fact that a does not vanish for all times, we believe that it gives further
evidence that the quantization eliminates the big bang singularities from the classical cosmological models.
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The Friedmann-Robertson-Walker (FRW) cosmological models with a perfect fluid, treated by means of the varia-
tional formalism developed by Schutz [22], can be described by the Hamiltonian [10],
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where p, and pr are, respectively, the momenta canonically conjugated to the scale factor (a) and the perfect fluid
variable (T'). The perfect fluid obeys a linear barotropic equation of state in the form p = ap, where —1 < o < 1.
The quantization of those models follows the Dirac formalism for quantizing constrained systems [23]. First we
introduce a wave-function which is a function of the canonical variables @ and T,

U= W(a,T). (2)

Then, we impose the appropriate commutators between the operators d and T and their conjugate momenta p,
and pp. Working in the Schrédinger picture, the operators a and T are simply multiplication operators, while their
conjugated momenta are represented by the differential operators
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Finally, we demand that the operator corresponding to H annihilate the wave-function ¥, which leads to Wheeler-
DeWitt equation. From Eq. (), this formalism leads to,
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where we imposed the reparametrization T'= —7. The equation (@) has some known solutions for some values of its

parameters.
For models with & = 0, solutions in terms of the parameter o have the form [10],
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v is a constant of integration and « # 1.
For such wave packets, we have Bohmian’s trajectories for the scale factor in the form,

o) =ao |72+ (g1 - et ®)

where ag is an integration constant. For very large values of T, the solution (8]) goes to the corresponding classical
solution.

The quantization of the model with radiation (v = 1/3) and positive curvature (k = 1) have, also, been considered
in the literature [§]. For an initial wave-function in the form ¥(a,0) = exp (—oR?) the solution of Eq. (@) is given
by [L1],
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where we did the reparametrization R = v/12a. For the wave packets (@), the Bohmian’s trajectories for the scale
factor have the form [11],

R(t)= A, Vieos? T + 402 sin® T, (10)

where A, is an integration constant.

For the model with radiation (o = 1/3) and negative curvature (k = —1) the Bohmian’s trajectories for the scale
factor may be obtained from Eq. ([I0) [8]. In order to do that, one has to substitute the trigonometrical functions by
the corresponding hyperbolic functions, which gives [11],

R(r)=A_ Vcosh? 7 + 402 sinh? T, (11)

where A_ is an integration constant.

In all those cases, considered above, we observe that the Bohmian’s trajectories never go to zero. Which means that,
the scale factor never vanishes. Therefore, one may conclude that those models are free from the big bang singularity.
This fact is justified in the DeBroglie-Bohm interpretation of quantum mechanics due to the appearance of a potential
of quantum origin Q(a, 7), which excludes the point a = 0 [10, [11].

As mentioned above, we shall probe the presence of singularities in those models by using the Riemann scalars
criterion. In order to do that we shall use the Ricci (= gagg,sR*7?) and the Kretschmann scalars (= Rag,5 R?7°).
Therefore, we shall compute, for the FRW quantum cosmological models, above, the values of both scalars over the
quantum trajectories. The resulting expressions will be functions of the conformal time 7. Then, we shall observe the
presence of singularities in those expressions for all allowed values of 7. In particular, for 7 = 0 which is the instant
when a = 0.

For a Friedmann-Robertson-Walker model, the Ricci scalar (R) has the following form,

R = (it ka) (12)
and the Kretschmann scalar (K) has the form,
12 5.0 L2 o4 2:2 72 4
K:—g(aa—2aaa +2a* + 2ka*a® + k*a*) . (13)
a

It is clear, by their expressions, that both scalars are classically singular at a = 0. The next step is the evaluation
of those scalars over the Bohm’s trajectories for the several scale factors, above.
Let us start with the model with k¥ = 0, where the scale factor is described by eq. (). Introducing that value of a

in eqs. (I2)) and (3], we obtain,
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where W = [2 + (3/32)%(1 — a)*7?| and the point indicates derivation in relation to 7. These results are valid for
a # 1. The behavior of those scalars in terms of the conformal time 7 is shown in the figures [[l and 2] for different
types of fluids: (a) vacuum (a = —1); (b) domain wall (& = —2/3); (c) cosmic strings (o = —1/3); (d) dust (a = 0)
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FIG. 1: The Ricci scalar over the Bohm’s trajectory for the scale factor of a kK = 0 FRW model with a perfect fluid. Here, we
consider v = 2 and ap = 1.
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FIG. 2: The Kretschmann scalar over the Bohm’s trajectory for the scale factor of a K = 0 FRW model with a perfect fluid.
Here, we consider v = 2 and ao = 1.

and (e) radiation (o =1/3). The curve for K in the radiation case (e) can only be seen in the amplification of figure
Bl shown in the upper right corner of that figure.

It is clear both by the expressions ([4) and (1)) and the figures () and ([)) that this model is free from singularities
for all values of 7. In particular, for 7 = 0 both scalars R and K go, continually, for well defined numbers.

Let us consider, next, the model with £ = 1 and a = 1/3, where the scale factor is described by eq. ([I0). Introducing
that value of a in eqs. (I2)) and (I3)), we obtain,

R = (—28807%)/(A%[(—48 (¢! + 120% — 1 + 640°) cos® 7
+ (960" — 1207 — 1920°) cos* 7 + (—480" + 1920°) cos® T — 640°]) (16)

K = (3456[(—320" + 2560° 4 1) cos® 7 + (—5120° — 40% + 320" + 640°)
x cos? T — 640° 4 2560° + 801]) + (A*[(—480* + 1202 — 1 + 640°) cos® 7
+ (960" — 120% — 1920°) cos? 7 + (=480 + 1920°) cos® 7 — 640°)%) (17)

The behavior of those scalars in terms of the conformal time 7 is shown in the figures [B] and El
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FIG. 3: The Ricci scalar over the Bohm’s trajectory for the scale factor of a k = 1 FRW model with radiation o« = 1/3. Here
we consider A1 =1 and o = /2.
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FIG. 4: The Kretschmann scalar over the Bohm’s trajectory for the scale factor of a k = 1 FRW model with radiation o = 1/3.
Here we consider Ay = 1 and o = /2.

It is clear both by the expressions (I8) and (I7)) and the figures [B]) and {@) that this model is free from singularities
for all values of 7. In particular, they oscillates between a maximum and minimum value and for 7 = 0 both scalars
R and K go, continually, for well defined numbers.

Let us consider, finally, the model with k¥ = —1 and a = 1/3, where the scale factor is described by eq. (IIJ).
Introducing that value of a in eqs. (I2) and ([I3), we obtain,

R = (2880%)/(A%[(1 + 1202 + 480" + 640°) cosh® 7 + (—1925°
— 1202 — 960%) cosh® T + (1926° 4 485™) cosh? 7 — 6409)) (18)

K = (3456[(—320" 4+ 2560° + 1) cosh® 7 + (=5120°% + 402 + 320" — 640°)
x cosh® 7 4 640° + 2560° + 804]) + (A*[(1 + 1202 4 480™ + 640°) cosh® 7
+ (=1920% — 120% — 960%) cosh® 7 + (19205 + 480*) cosh® T — 640°]?) (19)

The behavior of those scalars in terms of the conformal time 7 is shown in the figures [bl and
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FIG. 5: The Ricci scalar over the Bohm’s trajectory for the scale factor of a k = —1 FRW model with radiation (o = 1/3).
Here we consider A_ = 1 and o = /2.
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FIG. 6: The Kretschmann scalar over the Bohm’s trajectory scale factor of a k = —1 FRW model with radiation (a = 1/3).
Here we consider A_ = 1 and o = /2.

It is clear both by the expressions (I8) and (I9) and the figures (@) and (6] that this model is free from singularities
for all values of 7. In particular, for 7 = 0 both scalars R and K go, continually, for well defined numbers.

Therefore in all the cases studied here, the Riemann scalars criterion indicates that, at the quantum level, the
models are free from singularities.
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