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Abstract

In this paper, Dirac‘s equation in anisotropic Bianchi-type-I back-
ground spacetimes is treated w.r.t. orthonormal frames. Specializing
to the massless spinor case and metrics with power law scale factors
and planar symmetry, an analytical expression of the approximate
time-evolution-operator is derived. By use of this operator all ap-
proximate spinor solutions can be generated. By construction, these
solutions agree asymptotically and at early times with the exact solu-
tions.

The operator approach is also well adapted for studying the case
of small deviations from conformally flat backgrounds. In particular,
it can be shown that the limiting case of vanishing anisotropy renders
the correct result.
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1. Introduction

The behavior of particles in curved backgrounds obeying the Dirac equation
has long been of considerable interest in cosmology and astrophysics. An
early treatment of the massless case has been given in the pioneering work of
Brill and Wheeler [1], the quantized massive spin-1

2
field in (conformally flat)

Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) background spacetimes was
first studied by Parker [2]. Further questions in connection with the quan-
tization of fermionic fields in FLRW and conformally flat FLRW (fFLRW)
backgrounds have been addressed by several authors [3].

At least in a few cases, it is relatively easy to find exact classical solutions
of Dirac‘s equation in isotropic backgrounds. For example, Barut and Duru
investigated massless and massive fermions in fFLRW spacetimes with power
law expansion, and in the steady-state part of de Sitter spacetime [4]. The
latter model had also been studied by Cotaescu, who in addition performed
the quantization of the spin-1

2
field [5], and by Candelas and Raine using

a path integral approach [6]. Fermion propagators in fFLRW backgrounds
with constant deceleration have been treated by Koksma and Prokopec [7].

However, if one is occupied with questions concerning the early universe,
then one inevitably encounters the problem of anisotropy. Although the
present day universe seems to be isotropic to a very high degree, this was
not necessarily the case in an early phase of development of the universe.
For example, decades ago, Zel‘dovich pointed out that if one starts with an
anisotropically expanding Kasner universe, which belongs to a subtype of
Bianchi-type-I (BI) universes, and takes into account quantum effects in the
vicinity of the initial singularity, this could lead to an isotropization of the
universe at the Planck time-scale due to particle creation processes [8]. A
semiclassical calculation by Hu and Parker lent further credit to this idea
[9]. They investigated a quantized massless conformal scalar field in a planar
BI (pBI) universe. A further motivation for the interest in Kasner universes
as background spacetimes is given by the work of Belinskii et al. [10], and
Misner [11], who realized that Bianchi-type-IX universes can be described
by sequences of Kasner epochs, if one moves backwards in time towards the
initial singularity. More recently, the issue of anisotropy and in particular of
BI and Kasner spacetimes has been discussed in the context of preinflationary
scenarios of the universe [12], [13], and also in vector inflation [14] and gauge
inflation models [15].

Classical 3-space independent solutions of Dirac’s equation in BI space-
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times have been investigated e.g. by Henneaux [16], and by Saha and Boy-
adjiev [17]. To obtain analytical results when treating quantized fermions
propagating in anisotropic backgrounds, one usually resorts to a perturbative
treatment of the spacetime. For example, in a method utilized by Zel‘dovich
and Starobinsky, small anisotropic perturbations about a fFLRW spacetime
are considered [18]. For a model with a special form of weak anisotropy, Bir-
rell and Davies performed the quantization of the massive scalar field [19],
and Lotze treated the quantization of massive fermions in this background
[20].

However, the fact remains that usually no exact (even massless) classical
spinor solutions in BI (even pBI) backgrounds are at disposal. Nevertheless,
one can try to calculate solutions valid at late and early times, resp. But it is
not clear how (and whether at all) the short-time and asymptotic solutions
found in this way match in the sense that to a given asymptotic solution the
corresponding early-time solution can be uniquely related (and vice versa).
This suggests to tackle the problem by trying to determine approximate
solutions of the Weyl-Dirac equation in BI backgrounds. These solutions are
as close as possible to the usually not available exact ones, since by definition
they match them at early and late times. Hence, they automatically solve the
initial value problem, which significantly limits the physical value of purely
asymptotic solutions. The approximate Weyl time-evolution-operator (TEO)
derived in this work provides these approximate solutions.

The paper is organized as follows: In sec. 2, we set up Dirac‘s equation
in BI backgrounds. In sec. 3, we specialize to the case of massless fermions
in pBI spacetimes with power-law scale factors. For those backgrounds, an
exact expression of the Weyl TEO is found. This result can be used to derive
a simple parameter transformation (PT) generating all solutions of a given
equivalence class of exact (or approximate) massless spinor mode solutions in
pBI backgrounds, provided one knows a single arbitrary solution of this class
[21]. It is shown that this PT is equivalent to a constrained diffeomorphism.
We then explicitly determine an analytic expression for the approximate Weyl
TEO, which is nonperturbative w.r.t. the underlying background spacetime.
The outcome of this novel approach is compared in sec.s 4.1 - 3 with the
solutions of exactly solvable models, and in sec. 4.4 with a model whose
background is described by Kasner’s anisotropic planar solution. In this case
no exact spinor solutions are known. In sec. 5 we investigate the Weyl TEO
in anisotropically perturbed conformally flat backgrounds, and in sec. 6 some
general properties of the TEO are discussed.
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Throughout this work we use c = 1, where c is the speed of light.

2. Orthonormal Frames and Dirac’s Equation

In a coordinate frame with cosmic time t, the line element of a BI universe
reads

ds2 = dt2 −
3∑

i=1

α2
i (t)(dx

i)2, (1)

with metric tensor g = gµνdx
µ ⊗ dxν , where gµν = diag(1,−α2

1,−α2
2,−α2

3).
A natural choice of an orthonormal frame at p ∈ M is given by the covec-
torfields Θ0 = dx0 ≡ dt, Θj = αj(t) dx

j (no sum), which constitute bases of
the fibers T ∗

p (M) of the cotangent bundlespace B(M,T ∗
p (M)) ≡ T ∗(M) :=⋃

p∈M T ∗
p (M). The base spaceM denotes a differentiable pseudo-Riemannian

manifold endowed with metric g. Likewise, e0 = ∂0 ≡ ∂t, ej = α−1
j (t) ∂j (no

sum) are the corresponding basis vectorfields of the fibers of the tangent
bundlespace B(M,Tp(M)) ≡ T (M) :=

⋃
p∈M Tp(M). The line element (1) is

then given by ds2 = (Θ0)2− (Θ1)2− (Θ2)2− (Θ3)2, and the metric tensor as-
sumes the form g = ηµνΘ

µ⊗Θν with ηµν = g(eµ, eν) ≡ diag(+1,−1,−1,−1),
since Θµ(eν) = δµν . The exterior derivative of Θ

µ reads: dΘµ = −Cµ
αβΘ

α∧Θβ ,
with three nonvanishing commutation coefficients (Cµ

αβ = −Cµ
βα):

Cj
0j = −α̇j/αj , (2)

(j = 1, 2, 3, no summation). Correspondingly, the commutator of the vec-
torfields is defined to be: [eµ, eν ] = Cα

µνeα. Only in bundlespaces where the
fibers are given by the tangent spaces Tp(M) of the underlying base manifold
M , one can define a soldering form X = eν ⊗ Θν [22], [23]. This soldering
form can be viewed as a vector-valued 1-form, and applying the exterior co-
variant derivative to X results in D∧X = eν⊗T ν , where T ν = dΘν+ωνµ∧Θµ

denotes the torsion 2-form. The exterior covariant derivative of the solder-
ing form must be distinguished from its covariant derivative, which satisfies:
DX ≡ 0. To derive Dirac‘s equation in curved spacetime, we use as ansatz
for the connection 1-form:

ωνµ = LνµαΘ
α. (3)
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Because we are dealing with a pseudo-Riemannian manifold, the two con-
ditions metricity: dgµν = ωµν + ωνµ, and vanishing torsion can be utilized
to determine ωµν : T

ν = 0 implies: Cµ
αβ = Lµβα − Lµαβ, and from metricity

follows: ωµν = −ωνµ and Lαβγ = −Lβαγ , since gµν = ηµν in an orthonormal
frame. Thus, Cj

0j = −Lj0j = Lj0j (no sum), and one finds for the nonzero
entries of the connection 1-form:

ωj0 = −Cj
0jΘ

j ≡ ω0
j. (4)

The covariant differentiation of a Dirac bispinor is given by the 1-form

(Dψ)I = dψI +
1

8
ωµν [γµ, γ

ν ]ILψ
L (5)

(with spinor indices I, L = 1, 2) [23], where the γµ are flat space Dirac
matrices in standard representation: γ0 = iσ3⊗σ0, γj = iσ2⊗σj . From (5)
follows [D, γ5] = 0, where γ5 := iγ0γ1γ2γ3. Hence, in the massless case the
chirality operator γ5 generates a global symmetry of the free Lagrangian. In
spacetime (1) one gets owing to (4) and (5)

γµ(Dψ)(eµ) ≡ γµDeµψ =

{
γµeµ −

1

4

3∑

j=1

Cj
0jγj[γ0, γj]

}
ψ, (6)

so that Dirac‘s equation takes the forma

{
e0 − γ0

3∑

j=1

γjej + C + iγ0m

}
ψ = 0, (7)

where C := −1
2

∑3
j=1C

j
0j = ∂t ln(|g|1/4) and g = det gµν . Spatial translation

invariance of the line element (1) motivates the ansatz

ψk(x, t) = ck e
ikx

(
ϕ(k, t)
χ(k, t)

)
(8)

with normalization constant ck, and ϕ, χ denote Weyl-spinors. Eq. (7) can
then be rearranged as a coupled system for those spinors:

e0
(
e+imt|g|1/4ϕ

)
− ipσ e+imt|g|1/4χ = 0,

e0
(
e−imt|g|1/4χ

)
− ipσ e−imt|g|1/4ϕ = 0,

(9)

aFor the analogous treatment of Maxwell‘s equations see ref. [24].
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where the physical 3-momentum p is defined by

pj(t) = kj/αj(t). (10)

In the massless case the system (9) decouples with ansatz χ = ∓ϕ. With

(8) the chirality eigenstates read: ψ
(∓)
k

= c
(∓)
k
eikx(ϕ(∓),∓ϕ(∓))T . For conve-

nience, we introduce the spinors φ(∓) = (φ
(∓)
1 , φ

(∓)
2 )T , related to ϕ(∓) by:

φ
(∓)
L (k, t) = |g(t)|1/4 exp

[
± (−1)L i

t∫

t
Ã

p3(x)dx

]
ϕ
(∓)
L (k, t), (11)

(L = 1, 2). Insertion of (11) into (9) yields for m = 0

∂tφ
(j,∓)(k, t)− Ω(∓)(k, t)φ(j,∓)(k, t) = 0, (12)

where the two linearly independent spinor solutions for each chirality state
are labeled by j, and where

Ω(∓)(k, t) =

(
0 P(∓)(k, t)

−[P(∓)(k, t)]∗ 0

)
(13)

with (tÃ ≥ 0)

P(∓)(k, t) = ±(ip1 + p2) exp

[
∓ 2i

t∫

t
Ã

p3(x)dx

]
. (14)

The system (12) and (13) has the following useful property: Given any so-
lution Φ = (Φ1,Φ2)

T , then Ψ = (Φ∗
2,−Φ∗

1)
T represents a second solution

orthogonal to Φ w.r.t. the hermitean scalar product (Φ,Ψ) =
∑2

L=1Φ
∗
LΨL.

Solving (12) one gets with (8), (11) the pertaining four bispinor solutions:

ψ
(j,∓)
k

(x, t) = c
(j,∓)
k

eikx
(

ϕ(j,∓)(k, t)
∓ϕ(j,∓)(k, t)

)
, (15)

(j = 1, 2). Note that (14) implies P(−)(k, t) → P(+)(k, t) when k → −k.
Hence, to obtain all solutions of (12), one must only find the two solutions
of, say, the negative chirality case. The positive chirality solutions are then:

φ(j,+)(k, t) = φ(j,−)(−k, t). (16)
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An appropriate scalar product for Dirac-spinors is defined by

〈u, v〉 =
∫

Σ

∗Fu,v (17)

with Σ a spacelike Cauchy hypersurface and ∗ the duality operator. Further-
more, Fu,v is given by

Fu,v(x) ≡ [Fu,v(x)]µΘ
µ := u(x) γµv(x) Θ

µ, (18)

where u and v are solutions of (7), and u denotes the Dirac adjoint. The
integral on the r.h.s. of equation (17) is independent of the choice of the
hypersurface Σ, which can be seen as follows: The 4-form

∗ δFu,v = −Θ0 ∧Θ1 ∧Θ2 ∧Θ3{eµ([Fu,v]µ) + Cµ
µν [Fu,v]

ν}

(with δ the codifferential or adjoint operator) vanishes, since

eµ([Fu,v]
µ) + Cµ

µν [Fu,v]
ν = 0. (19)

The desired result follows then as a consequence of Gauss‘ theorem:
∫
∂V

∗Fu,v =∫
V
∗δFu,v = 0. Eq. (19) appears as Lorenz gauge condition in Maxwell’s the-

ory, if instead of (18) the 1-form A = Aµ(x)Θ
µ is used [24]. The inner product

(17) is sesquilinear, satisfies 〈u, v〉 = 〈v, u〉∗ and is positive definite. Hence,
eq.s (17) and (18) define a hermitean scalar product, which will be used to
define the normalization condition for Dirac-spinors:

< ψ
(j,c)
k

, ψ
(j

′
,c

′
)

k
′ >= δjj′ δcc′ δ(k − k′) (20)

with j, j
′
= 1, 2; c, c

′
= −,+. The covectors Θµ are related to the cov-

ectors of the coordinate frame via Θµ = Dµ
l(x) dx

l (greek indices refer
to the orthonormal, latin ones to the coordinate frame), where the Dµ

l(x)
denote the vierbein fields. Correspondingly, one finds for the vectors eµ,
∂l the relation eµ = [D−1(x)]l µ ∂l. In a coordinate frame, eq.(18) reads:

Fu,v(x) = [F̃u,v(x)]ldx
l ≡ u(x) γ̃l(x)v(x) dx

l with γ̃l(x) = Dµ
l(x) γµ, and (19)

takes then the form ∂l[
√
|g|(F̃u,v)l] = 0.
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3. Weyl TEO in Planar BI Universes

For simplicity we specialize now to pBI spacetimes. Since we are also inter-
ested in such backgrounds at very early times, we assume the scale factors to
be of power law type. This is motivated by the fact that close to the singu-
larity, BI spacetimes can be well approximated by suitable vacuum Kasner
geometries [25]. Hence, in the following we consider background geometries
with scale factors α1 ≡ α2 := tν , α3 := t1−µ (µ > 0), i.e. (1) simplifies to

ds2 = dt2 − t2ν(dx1)2 − t2ν(dx2)2 − t2−2µ(dx3)2. (21)

Nevertheless, it is extremely difficult to find exact solutions of (12) even for
those simple anisotropic backgrounds defined by (21).b

We put now k3 6= 0, because the case k3 = 0 is exactly soluble. Defining

k± = (k2 ± ik1) e
±2ik3 t

µ

Ã
/µ, (22)

one gets with (14)

P(−)(k, t) = k+ t
−νe−2ik3 tµ/µ. (23)

In what follows, we seek negative chirality solutions of eq. (12). To this end

we define the (negative chirality) operator Ω̂
(−)
k

acting on the function ξ

Ω̂
(−)
k

[ξ] = ξA +

t∫

tA

Ω(−)(k, y) ξ(k, y)dy, (24)

with Ω(−) given in (13), ξA = Ω̂
(−)
k
ξ(k, tA) and tA ≥ tÃ ≥ 0. With the help

of this operator, the problem of solving the system (12) can be cast into the

equivalent fixed-point problem Ω̂
(−)
k

[φ(l,−)] = φ(l,−) (l = 1, 2). It can be shown
that such a fixed point exists, and that it is the only one. Moreover, for any
arbitrary continous function ξ(l) holds: {Ω̂(−)

k
}n[ξ(l)](t) n→∞→ φ(l,−)(k, t) [26],

that is:

φ(l,−)(k, t) =
[
12 +

∞∑

n=1

t∫

tA

dt1

t1∫

tA

dt2...

tn−1∫

tA

dtnΩ
(−)(k, t1)

× Ω(−)(k, t2)...Ω
(−)(k, tn)

]
ξ
(l)
A ,

(25)

bA rare example for exactly soluble models is the stiff-fluid class treated in sec. 4.3.
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where (12)LM ≡ δLM . With ξ
(l)
A = φ(l,−)(k, tA), eq. (25) can be written in

terms of a time-ordered exponential:

φ(l,−)(k, t) = T exp




t∫

tA

Ω(−)(k, y)dy


φ(l,−)(k, tA).

This expression satisfies by definition eq. (12). It is reminiscent of a result
by Tsamis and Woodard [27] who determined massless scalar field solutions
in fFLRW backgrounds with arbitrary expansion factor.

We introduce now

s(t) = tµ (26)

(µ > 0, sA := s(tA)), and define the parameter

δ = (1− ν)/µ. (27)

This parameter can vanish or even take on negative values provided tA > 0.
Eq. (25) can now be written in compact form:

φ(l,−)(k, t) = K
(−)
k

(t|tA)φ(l,−)(k, tA), (28)

where the negative chirality Weyl TEO K
(−)
k

reads

K
(−)
k

(t|tA) =
∞∑

n=0

(
In(s) 0
0 I∗n(s)

)
Hn

k
, Hk :=

(
0 k+

κ

−k−
κ

0

)
, (29)

with I0(s) ≡ 1, H2
k
= −12, and

In(s) =

(
κsδ

µ

)n 1∫

σA

dσ1

σ1∫

σA

dσ2...

σn−1∫

σA

dσn

n∏

l=1

σδ−1
l ei(−1)lσl τ (30)

(σA ≤ a ≤ b ≤ 1), and where

τ(s) = 2k3s/µ ≡ 2k3t
µ/µ, (31)

σA(s) = sA/s ≡ τA/τ ≥ 0, (32)

κ =
√
k21 + k22 ≡

√
k+ k−, ηδ =

κ2

2|k3|2δ
. (33)
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It now turns out that, provided µ, δ > 0, the quantity ηδ plays the role of an
expansion parameter at late times τ , i.e. it can be taken to be small when
|τ | becomes large. Observe that |τ | ≫ 1 does not imply: s ≫ 1. It can also
be satisfied for any s & µ > 0 by |k3| ≫ 1. As a consequence, |k3| can be
regarded as a large and thus ηδ as a small quantity, if |τ | ≫ 1.

Equations (28) - (30) represent the two linearly independent exact neg-
ative chirality spinor solutions of a massless spin-1

2
field in spacetimes (21).

This result is the basis for the recently introduced parameter transforma-
tion (PT) [21], which transforms an exact (and approximate, resp.) massless
bispinor solution ψ propagating in a background ds2, into a new exact (and
approximate, resp.) solution ψ

′
with different background ds

′2. The new
line element ds

′2, and the new solution ψ
′
belong to the same equivalence

class of line elements as ds2, and to the same equivalence class of exact (and
approximate, resp.) solutions as ψ. The PT is given by:

ν → ν
′

= 1− a(1− ν), µ → µ
′

= aµ, (34)

(a 6= 0 real). It can be viewed as a map (M, g) → (M
′
, g

′

), where w.r.t. the
coordinate frame

gαβ(x) = diag (1,−x2ν0 ,−x2ν0 ,−x2−2µ
0 ), (35)

and

g
′

αβ(x) = diag (1,−x2ν
′

0 ,−x2ν
′

0 ,−x2−2µ
′

0 ). (36)

M , M
′
are differentiable manifolds endowed with metrics g and g

′

, and dim
M

′ ≡ dim M = n (with M =M
′
and here: n = 4).

As an alternative one could employ the nonlinear diffeomorphism f (a) :
(M, g) → (M̃, g̃), defined by:

x0 7→ x̃0 = xa0, xj 7→ x̃j = axj , (37)

(j = 1, 2, 3; x0 ≡ t > 0, a 6= 0) together with the additional restriction:

k̃ x̃ = k x. (38)

M̃ denotes a third differentiable manifold with metric g̃, and dim M̃ ≡
n. In practice, it is often more convenient to utilize f (a) instead of (34).
Applying this diffeomorphism to (21) and (15), one obtains the new line

10



element ds̃2 and spinor ψ̃, which are Weyl-related to their PT-transformed
counterparts, i.e.: ds̃2 = Λ2ds

′2 and ψ̃ = Λ−3/2ψ
′
, with Λ(x) := axa−1

0 .
In more mathematical terms, the relationship between f (a) and PT (34) is
established through the dual map f (a)∗ , which applied to g

′

yields Λ2g, that
is, f (a) can be viewed as a conformal map (s. App. C).

The above presented results are exact. Since an exact computation of
eq.s (29) and (30) can only be carried out for a few special cases such as
δ = 1 or k3 = 0 (see sec.s 4.1and 4.2), we will focus attention on the deter-
mination of an analytical expression for the approximate Weyl TEO. Before
starting we note that according to (30) holds: In(s) ≡ I

(1)
n (τ̃)I

(2)
n (τ) with

τ̃(s) := κsδ/µ ∝ √
ηδ|τ |. In all asymptotic calculations that follow it is al-

ways understood that |τ | ≫ 1 (s ≫ µ/2|k3|, k3 6= 0) applies, so that the
phase factors in (30) oscillate rapidly. Clearly, |τ | ≫ 1 does not necessarily
imply |τ̃ | ≫ 1, and vice versa. Furthermore, in all that follows we choose sA
so, that it is certainly within the small-time regime. Hence, sA . µ/2|k3|.
We define now ǫl := 1 − σl, so that 0 ≤ ǫ1 ≤ ǫ2... ≤ ǫn ≤ 1, and write for
l 6= n:

f1(σl) := σδ−1
l ≈ e(1−δ)(1−σl) =: f2(σl), (39)

where for δ < 1 holds: fR(σl+1) ≥ fR(σl), (R = 1, 2), that is we put

n∏

l=1

σδ−1
l ≈ σδ−1

n e(1−δ)(n−1) exp

[
(δ − 1)

n−1∑

l=1

σl

]
. (40)

Insertion of (40) into (30) gives then:

Ĩn(s) = eδ−1

(
κsδ

eδ−1µ

)n 1∫

σA

dσ1...

σn−1∫

σA

dσnσ
δ−1
n ei(−1)nσnτ

n−1∏

l=1

e(δ−1)σl+i(−1)lσlτ

(41)

with Ĩ0(s) ≡ 1. Substituting Ĩn(s) for In(s) in (29) leads to the approximate
negative chirality Weyl TEO. Note that in (40) we have retained the most
divergent factor σδ−1

n (δ < 1). It helps to make eq.s (29) and (41) a sensible
approximation for the exact TEO at early and late times. This can be easily
verified for small times, because In(s) ≡ Ĩn(s) for n = 0, 1. These are already
the most dominant terms when ∆s = s − sA ≪ 1. Moreover, in this case
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holds: σA ≈ 1, so that σl ≈ 1 and hence ǫl ≪ 1 for all l. It follows for n ≥ 2:
Ĩn(s) → In(s) if ∆s→ 0. The asymptotic case is dicussed in App. A.

To perform the computation of (41) and summation in (29) we use

Ĩn(s) = sδne−i
τ(s)
2

1−σA∫

0

dz hn(1−σA−z; s) (g0,n−1 ∗ g1,n−1 ∗ ... ∗ gn−1,n−1) (z; s)

(42)
with

gl,j(z; s) = exp
{[
(1− δ)(j − l) + i(−1)l τ(s)/2

]
z
}
,

hj(z; s) = (z + σA)
δ−1 exp

{
i(−1)j τ(s) (z + σA)/2

}
,

(43)

where (g ∗ h)(z; s) :=
∫ z
0
g(z − ζ ; s)h(ζ ; s)dζ . Applying a Laplace transfor-

mation and then its inverse, the convolution in (42) assumes the form:

(g0,n−1 ∗ g1,n−1 ∗ ... ∗ gn−1,n−1) (z; s) =

n∑

l=1

eGl,n(s) z
n∏

m=1, m6=l

1

∆Gl,m(s)
(44)

with ∆Gl,m := Gl,j − Gm,j and Gl,j(s) := −i(−1)l τ(s)/2 + (1 − δ)(j − l).
Insertion of (42), (44) into (29) yields then for the approximate TEO a matrix
expression, where in the entries terms of the form

∑

n

(
iκsδ

µ

)n n∑

l=1

eGl,n(s) z
n∏

m=1, m6=l

1

∆Gl,m(s)

appear. Exploiting properties of Gl,j and ∆Gl,m such as Gk,j = Gk,l + (1 −
δ)(j − l) and ∆Gl+2k,m+2k = ∆Gl,m (l < m), and rearranging the summands,

we find for the diagonal and off-diagonal entries of K
(−)
k

after some algebra

∞∑

n=1

(
iκsδ

µ

)2n 2n∑

l=1

eGl,2n(s) z

2n∏
m=1, m6=l

∆Gl,m(s)
= − eG1,1(s) z S1 S

∗
4 + eG2,2(s) z S2 S

∗
3

∞∑

n=1

(
iκsδ

µ

)2n−1 2n−1∑

l=1

eGl,2n−1(s) z

2n−1∏
m=1, m6=l

∆Gl,m(s)
= eG1,1(s) z S1 S3 + eG2,2(s) z S2 S4

(45)
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where

S1 = Γ(λ) (x/2)λ
∗

J−λ∗(x), S3 = Γ(λ∗) (X/2)λ J−λ(X),

S2 = −iΓ(λ∗) (x/2)λ Jλ∗(x), S4 = iΓ(λ) (X/2)λ
∗

Jλ(X),

with J±λ denoting Bessel‘s function, Γ the Gamma function [28], and

x(s) =
κsδ

µ(1− δ)
, X(s; z) = e(1−δ)zx(s), λ(s) =

1

2
+

i τ(s)

2(1− δ)
. (46)

We use (29), (42), (44), (45) and eventually arrive at the approximate Weyl
TEO in background spacetimes (21)

K
(−)
k

(t|tA) =




(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
11

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
12

−
(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)∗
12

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)∗
11


 (47)

with

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
11

= 1− κsδ

µ

1−σA∫

0

dz

(
eλ

∗z

1− z

)1−δ
R(z; x)

Z(0; x)
,

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
12

=
k+s

δ

µ
e−iτ

1−σA∫

0

dz

(
eλz

1− z

)1−δ
Z(z; x)

Z(0; x)
,

(48)

and

R(z; x) = J−λ(Dx)Jλ(DX)− Jλ(Dx)J−λ(DX),

Z(z; x) = J−λ(Dx)J−λ∗(DX) + Jλ(Dx)Jλ∗(DX).
(49)

Here, δ ≤ 1, and for the time being we set D ≡ 1. Note that

xΓ(λ∗) Γ(λ)/2 = πx/2 cosh[πτ/2(1− δ)] ≡ 1/Z(0; x). (50)

We emphasize that in the above calculation no further approximation was
used, that is eq.s (47) - (49) represent for D = 1 the exact result of (29),
(41). But there is the following drawback of approximation (41): When
sA = 0 (σA = 0), it does for n ≥ 2 not correctly reproduce the divergent

13



behavior, if δ approaches zero. This problem can be fixed by introducing
the normalization constant D1 :=

∫ 1

0
dσf1(σ) /

∫ 1

0
dσf2(σ). The combination

with a further fine-tuning constant D2 ≈ 1 (0 < δ ≤ 1) gives then

D(δ) = D1(δ)D2(δ)
δ→1→ 1, (51)

where D1 = (δ−1 − 1)/(e1−δ − 1) and D2 := 2 1F1(1; 1 + δ; 1− δ)/(e1−δ + 1).
We can undo this approximation by setting again D = 1 in eq.s (49).

The asymptotic expansions of eq.s (48) are derived in App. B, and in
App. C it is shown that the approximate solutions (47) - (49) tend (with
D ≡ 1) in the PT limiting case to the correct fFLRW result, just as the exact
solutions do.

4. Exact and Approximate Results

We study first three exactly solvable models which serve as testing ground
for eq.s (28), (47) - (49): massless fermions moving in hypersurfaces x3 =
const. (δ arbitrary), in a fFLRW (δ = 1) and in an anisotropic stiff-fluid
background (δ = 1/2). The fourth example with planar anisotropic Kasner
background (δ = 1/4) can only be solved approximately.

4.1. Propagation in hypersurfaces

The limiting case k3 → 0 yields spinors propagating in timelike hypersurfaces
x3 = const. With (12), (13) and (23) follows:

∂tφ
(j,−)
1 = k+ t

−ν φ
(j,−)
2 , ∂tφ

(j,−)
2 = −k− t−ν φ(j,−)

1 .

The exact solutions are given by

φ(1,−)(k, t) = A1

(
cos y(t)

− κ
k+

sin y(t)

)
, φ(2,−)(k, t) = A2

(
sin y(t)
κ
k+

cos y(t)

)
(52)

with k ≡ (k1, k2, 0)
T , and y = κ (t1−ν − t1−νA )/(1 − ν), which can be either

directly calculated [30] or by virtue of (28) - (30) with In(s) ≡ [κ(sδ −

14



sδA)/µδ]
n/n!. These solutions oscillate with time-dependent frequency ω(t) =

κt−1ln(t/tA), if ν = 1, and ω(t) = κt−ν/(1− ν) otherwise.
Approximation (40) cannot be expected to make sense if k3 = 0, but

ignoring this for the moment we obtain with D = 1:

R(z; x)

Z(0; x)

k3→0→ sin[x(e(1−δ)z − 1)]

e(1−δ)z/2
,

Z(z; x)

Z(0; x)

k3→0→ cos[x(e(1−δ)z − 1)]

e(1−δ)z/2
,

and executing the integrals in (48) leads with

ξ(s) = x(s)(e(1−δ)(1−σA(s)) − 1) (53)

to:

K
(−)
k

(t|tA) ≈
(

cos[ξ(s)] k+
κ

sin[ξ(s)]

−k−
κ

sin[ξ(s)] cos[ξ(s)]

)
. (54)

The closer δ or σA is to unity, the better this result will be. In fact, eq. (54)
would represent the exact TEO following directly from eq.s (29), (30), if one
replaces ξ with ξexact ≡ y = x(1− δ)(1− σδA)/δ. Using

φ(1,−)(k, tA) = A1

(
1
0

)
, φ(2,−)(k, tA) =

κA2

k+

(
0
1

)
,

one arrives by virtue of eq.s (28) and (54) again at (52) with, however, ξ
substituted for y. But for δ → 0 (ν → 1), eq. (53) does not reproduce the
correct logarithmic behavior.

If one applies in addition approximation (51), one gets

K
(−)
k

(t|tA) ≈
(

1− 1
D + cos[Dξ]

D
k+
κ

sin[Dξ]
D

−k−
κ

sin[Dξ]
D 1− 1

D + cos[Dξ]
D

)
,

which is unitary for D = 1 and D → ∞, i.e. (51) is only sensible if k3 6= 0.

4.2. Conformally flat FLRW background

We consider spin-1
2
fields in a radiation-dominated universe, that is eq. (21)

with µ = ν = 1/2 (δ = 1). In this case, eq.s (48) are exact and readc

cOne gets all exact TEOs belonging to the class δ = 1 by use of (37) and (38), s. App.
C!
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(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
11

= e−2ik3(
√
t−√

tA)

{
cos[2k(

√
t−

√
tA)] + i

k3
k

sin[2k(
√
t−

√
tA)]

}

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
12

=
k+
k
e−2ik3(

√
t+

√
tA) sin[2k(

√
t−

√
tA)].

(55)
To compare with previous results, we set tÃ = tA = 0 and use

φ(j,−)(k, 0) =

(
1

(−1)j k signk3 − k3
k1−ik2

)

as initial condition. The negative chirality bispinor solutions are given by

ψ
(j,−)
k

(x, t) = c
(j,−)
k

eikx
(

ϕ(j,−)(k, t)
−ϕ(j,−)(k, t)

)
,

ϕ(j,−)(k, t) = |g(t)|−1/4 e2i(−1)j k signk3
√
t

(
1

(−1)j k signk3 − k3
k1−ik2

)
,

(56)

(|g| ≡ t3). Analogously, the positive chirality solutions are owing to (16):

ψ
(j,+)
k

(x, t) = c
(j,+)
k

eikx
(
ϕ(j,+)(k, t)
ϕ(j,+)(k, t)

)
,

ϕ(j,+)(k, t) = |g(t)|−1/4 e−2i(−1)j k signk3
√
t

(
1

(−1)j k signk3 − k3
k1−ik2

)
.

(57)

Normalizing with (20) leads to:

c
(1,−)
k

=
sin ζ√
2 (2π)3/2

, c
(2,−)
k

= c
(1,−)
k

cot ζ, c
(j,+)
k

= c
(j,−)
k

,

where sin ζ :=
√
(k − |k3|)/2k, cos ζ :=

√
(k + |k3|)/2k. The four solutions

(56) and (57) are orthogonal w.r.t. (17). Suitable linear combinations of
these chirality eigenspinors yield the outcome of ref. [4], for example:

sin ζ ψ
(1,+)
k

(x, t) + cos ζ ψ
(2,−)
k

(x, t) =
t−3/4 eikx+2ik signk3

√
t

√
2(2π)3/2




signk3
0

−k3
k

−k1+ik2
k


 .
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4.3. Anisotropic stiff-fluid model

Next we study exact solutions of Einstein‘s field equations when the material
content is described by a ”perfect fluid” [31]. A special case is given by line
element (21) with µ = 1, ν = 1/2 (δ = 1/2). Using (12), (13) and (23) one
obtains for the negative chirality case (j = 1, 2):

∂tφ
(j,−)
1 =

k+√
t
e−iτ φ

(j,−)
2 , ∂tφ

(j,−)
2 = −k−√

t
eiτ φ

(j,−)
1 , (58)

where τ ≡ 2k3t. Exact solutions of this system are given by [30], [32]:d

φ
(1,−)
1 (k, t) = (−iτ)− 1

4 e
−iτ
2 W− 1

4
−iη; 1

4
(iτ),

φ
(1,−)
2 (k, t) =

√
−2ik3
k+

(−iτ)− 3
4 e

iτ
2 [iηW− 1

4
−iη; 1

4
(iτ) − W 3

4
−iη; 1

4
(iτ)],

(59)

and

φ
(2,−)
1 (k, t) = (−iτ)− 1

4 e
−iτ
2 W 1

4
+iη; 1

4
(−iτ),

φ
(2,−)
2 (k, t) = i

k− signk3√
2ik3

(−iτ)− 3
4 e

iτ
2

[
W 1

4
+iη; 1

4
(−iτ) + qηW− 3

4
+iη; 1

4
(−iτ)

]
,

(60)
whereWµ;ν denotes Whittaker‘s function, qη := iη−1/2, and η := η 1

2
signk3 ≡

κ2/2k3. The bispinor solutions read owing to (15) with (11), (16) (and
|g(t)| ≡ t2)

ψ(j,∓)(x, t) = d
(j,∓)
k

eikx |g(t)|−1/4




e
iτ
2 φ

(j,∓)
1 (k, t)

e
−iτ
2 φ

(j,∓)
2 (k, t)

−e iτ
2 φ

(j,∓)
1 (k, t)

−e−iτ
2 φ

(j,∓)
2 (k, t)


 , (61)

(j = 1, 2). One obtains from the exact solutions (59), (60) for |τ | ≪ 1

dBy means of (37) and (38), one obtains the exact solutions of all models belonging to
the class δ = 1/2 [21]!
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φ(1,−)(k, t) =
√
π ei

π
4
signk3




1
Γ(1+iη)

− 2
√
iτ

Γ( 1
2
+iη)

+O(τ)

−
√
2ik3

k2+ik1

[
1

Γ( 1
2
+iη)

− 2
√
iτ

Γ(iη)
+O(τ)

]

 ,

φ(2,−)(k, t) =




Γ( 1
2
)

Γ( 1
2
−iη) − 2

√
−iτ

Γ(−iη) +O(τ)

i (k2−ik1) signk3√
2ik3

Γ( 1
2
)

Γ(1−iη)

[
1 − 2Γ(1−iη)

√
−iτ

Γ( 1
2
−iη) +O(τ)

]

 ,

(62)

and for |τ | ≫ 1

φ(1,−)(k, t) ∼ ei
π
4
signk3 (iτ)−iη




e−iτ
√
iτ

[
1 + 1+3iη−2η2

−2iτ
+O( 1

τ2
)
]

−
√
2ik3

k2+ik1

[
1 + signk3

η−2iη2

−2iτ
+O( 1

τ2
)
]

 ,

φ(2,−)(k, t) ∼ (−iτ)iη
(

1 + iη+2η2

−2iτ
+O( 1

τ2
)

i (k2−ik1) signk3√
2ik3

eiτ√
−iτ

[
1− (1−iη)(1−2iη)

−2iτ
+O( 1

τ2
)
]
)
.

(63)
We compare this outcome with the TEO result (48). For |τ | ≫ 1 one has:

(
K

(−)
k

(t|0)
)
11

∼ [1 +O(η)],

(
K

(−)
k

(t|0)
)
12

∼ k2 + ik1√
−2ik3

[
−i

√
π signk3 +

e−iτ√
−iτ

[1 + O(η)]

]
,

(64)

following from (B14). Choosing as general initial conditions (j = 1, 2)

φ(j,−)(k, 0) =

(
φ
(j,−)
1 (k, 0)

φ
(j,−)
2 (k, 0)

)

with at least one component satisfying φ
(j,−)
L (k, 0) 6= 0, and utilizing (28) one

gets for |τ | → ∞ the two asymptotic Weyl spinor solutions. Conversely, one
can also deduce the initial condition from the asymptotic expressions (64).
To see this explicitly, we use the asymptotic conditions:

φ
(1,−)
1 (k, t)

|τ |→∞→ 0, φ
(1,−)
2 (k, t)

|τ |→∞→ const. 6= 0, (65)

which are compatible with the asymptotic result (63) of the exact result. As

a consequence, the spinor components φ
(1,−)
L (k, t) (L = 1, 2) must obey a

second condition at t = 0 following from (28), (64), (65):
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φ
(1,−)
2 (k, 0) = −

√
2ik3

k2 + ik1

1

Γ(1
2
)
[1 +O(η)]φ

(1,−)
1 (k, 0). (66)

This condition represents according to (62) to lowest order in η the correct
initial value at t = 0 of the exact solution φ(1,−)(k, t).

The asymptotic expansion of φ(1,−)(k, t) reads with (28), (64) and (66)

φ(1,−)(k, t)

φ
(1,−)
1 (k, 0)

=
1√
π

(
e−iτ
√
iτ

[1 +O(η)]

−
√
2ik3

k2+ik1

[
1 +O(η) +O

(
η√
−iτ

)]
)
. (67)

The determination of the asymptotic expansion of φ(2,−)(k, t) by use of (64)
proceeds along the same lines as before: We demand instead of (65) as asymp-
totic condition (guaranteeing orthogonality of φ(1,−) and φ(2,−))

φ
(2,−)
1 (k, t)

|τ |→∞→ const. 6= 0, φ
(2,−)
2 (k, t)

|τ |→∞→ 0, (68)

which implies analogous to (66) the second condition:

φ
(2,−)
2 (k, 0) =

i(k2 − ik1) signk3√
2ik3

Γ

(
1

2

)
[1 +O(η)]φ

(2,−)
1 (k, 0). (69)

Again, this result is to lowest order in η the correct initial condition for the
exact solution φ(2,−)(k, t). For |τ | ≫ 1 one obtains

φ(2,−)(k, t)

φ
(2,−)
1 (k, 0)

=

(
1 +O(η) +O

(
η√
iτ

)

i (k2−ik1)signk3√
2ik3

eiτ√
−iτ [1 +O(η)]

)
. (70)

Comparison of (67), (70) with the asymptotic expansions (63) of the exact
results shows agreement apart from the prefactors (±iτ)∓iη. These can be
disregarded in the asymptotic limit (s. also App. A). For t→ 0 holds

K
(−)
k

(t|0) =

(
1 k+

µ δ
sδ

−k−
µ δ
sδ 1

)
[1 +O(s2δ)], (71)

following from eq.s (47) - (49). Insertion of the exact initial values φ(j,−)(k, 0)
into (28) yields the correct behavior at early times, eq.s (62).
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4.4. Anisotropic axisymmetric Kasner model

In this model the background is described by line element (21) with µ = 4/3,
ν = 2/3 (δ = 1/4). This exact vacuum solution evolves e.g. for t→ 0 as the
preinflationary limiting case of a pBI background geometry [13].

The system of differential equations reads (s. eq.s (12), (13) and (23),
τ ≡ 3k3t

4/3/2)

∂tφ
(j,−)
1 =

k+
t2/3

e−iτ φ
(j,−)
2 , ∂tφ

(j,−)
2 = − k−

t2/3
eiτ φ

(j,−)
1 . (72)

For simplicity we set: tÃ = tA = 0 and get from (28), (47), (B10) and (B13):

φ
(1,−)
1 (k, 0) = − (3/4) Γ(1/4) k+ (3ik3/2)

−1/4 φ
(1,−)
2 (k, 0), (73)

where we imposed again the asymptotic behavior (65) and used ηδ ≪ 1. In
the same way one finds with the asymptotic condition (68)

φ
(2,−)
1 (k, 0) =

4

3

1

Γ(1
4
)

1

k−

[(
3i

2
k3

) 1
4

]∗
φ
(2,−)
2 (k, 0). (74)

To determine for |τ | ≫ 1 the spinors φ(1,−) and φ(2,−), we substitute eq. (73)
into (28), (47), (B10), (B13) and get

φ
(1,−)
1 (k, t) ∼A

(1,−)
1 (k)

e−iτ

|τ |1−δ [1 + O(ηδτ
2δ−1)] [1 +O(ηδ)]φ

(1,−)
2 (k, 0),

φ
(1,−)
2 (k, t) ∼ [1− i signk3 (µ/2)

2δ−2 (D/2) { 1F1(1; 1 + δ; 1− δ)/δ + O(ηδ)}
× ηδ|τ |2δ−1 + O(|τ |δ−1)] [1 + O(ηδ)]φ

(1,−)
2 (k, 0),

(75)

with A
(1,−)
1 (k) := i

2
signk3

(
µ
2

)δ−1
k+/|k3|δ, where the spinor φ

(1,−)
2 (k, 0) on

the r.h.s of eq.s (75) denotes the lowest-order term of the ηδ-expansion of the

exact solution φ
(1,−)
2 (k, t) at t = 0. In the same manner one obtains

φ
(2,−)
1 (k, t) ∼ [1 + i signk3 (µ/2)

2δ−2D { 1F1(1; 1 + δ; 1− δ) + O(ηδ)}
× ηδ|τ |2δ−1/2δ + O(|τ |δ−1)] [1 + O(ηδ)]φ

(2,−)
1 (k, 0),

φ
(2,−)
2 (k, t) ∼A

(2,−)
2 (k)

eiτ

|τ |1−δ [1 + O(ηδτ
2δ−1)] [1 +O(ηδ)]φ

(2,−)
1 (k, 0),

(76)
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with A
(2,−)
2 = −(A

(1,−)
1 )∗. As above φ

(2,−)
1 (k, 0) represents the lowest-order

term of the ηδ-expansion of the exact solution φ
(2,−)
1 (k, t) at t = 0. The

bispinor solutions are again given by (61) (with |g(t)| ≡ t2).
The late- and early-time solutions of (72) have recently been determined

by use of a different approach [21]. Agreement with the above solutions was
found in the small- and large-time regimes. The correct matching of these
two regimes, however, is only possible with the help of the TEO results.

5. Expansion about Conformally Flat Uni-

verses

The class of conformally flat line elements is defined by (21) satisfying δ = 1.
In the following we will now investigate spacetimes with small deviations
off conformal flatness, defined by δ := 1 − ǫ (ǫ a small positive parameter).
This does not imply that we are dealing with weak anisotropy only. Let
us take the quantity ∆H/He as measure of anisotropy in a general pBI
universe (α1 ≡ α2 6= α3 in (1)), with H :=

∑
j ∂t lnαj/3 the average Hubble

parameter and ∆H := ∂t lnα1 − ∂t lnα3 the difference of the directional
Hubble parameters. Then, except for µ close to unity, it follows for the
special case (21), that the parameter ǫ is related to (weak) anisotropy via

|∆H/H| ≈ µǫ/|1− µ|. (77)

But if µ ≈ 1, |∆H/H| will indeed be large and even tend to infinity when
µ → µ0 = (1 − 2ǫ/3)−1, while ǫ ≪ 1 is still maintained. Note also that, in
contrast to the case δ = 1, no two line elements (21) belonging to the same
equivalence class δ = 1− ǫ are conformally equivalent.

To derive suitable expressions for R, Z given by (49), we utilize the
product formula for Bessel functions [29]

J∓λ(x) J±λ(xe
ǫz) = e±λǫz

∞∑

n=0

[x
2
(1− e2ǫz)]n

n!
J±λ+n(x) J∓λ(x) (78)

with 2λ ≡ 1 + iτ/ǫ and x ≡ κs1−ǫ/µǫ. Owing to (B3) holds:

eThis quantity squared is up to a constant the usual mean anisotropy parameter.
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J±λ+n(x) J∓λ(x) =
1

π

π
2∫

−π
2

dv e±i2λv einvJn(2x cos v),

J±λ∗+n(x) J±λ(x) =
1

π

π
2∫

−π
2

dv e∓τv/ǫ e−invJn±1(2x cos v).

(79)

Splitting the domain of integration and shifting v → τ
ǫ
(π
2
− v), we get

R(z; s) =
iǫ

πτ
e

π|τ |
2ǫ

∞∑

n=0

[i signk3Dx1−e2ǫz
2

]n

n!

×
[
(−1)n+1 eλǫz

∞∫

0

dv e−v ei(n+1)ǫv/τ Jn[2Dx sin(ǫv/|τ |)]

+ e−λǫz
∞∫

0

dv e−v e−i(n−1)ǫv/τ Jn[2Dx sin(ǫv/|τ |)]
]
,

(80)

where we used (49) and (78) and neglected terms ∝ e−O(|τ |/ǫ). Provided
|τ | & 1, the sines in (80) can be linearized, and the integrals are replaced by
[33]

w±
n =

∞∫

0

dv e−ρ
±
n v Jn[DAkv] =

(
DAk√

(ρ±n )2+D2A2
k
+ ρ±n

)n

√
(ρ±n )

2 +D2A2
k

, (81)

with

Ak(s) =
2xǫ

|τ | ≡ κ

|k3|
s−ǫ, ρ±n (τ) = 1− i(1± n)

ǫ

τ
. (82)

Insertion of this result into (80) gives

R(z; s) ≈ − i ǫ
πτ
e

π|τ |
2ǫ

√
1 +D2A2

k
(s)

(
eλǫz+ iYk − e−λǫz− iYk

)
(83)

with

Yk(z; s) =
e2ǫz − 1

2ǫ
yk(s), yk(s) =

τ(s)

2

D2A2
k
(s)√

1 +D2A2
k
(s) + 1

. (84)
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Here, we utilized ρ±n ≈ 1, which is permissible for large |τ |: substituting (81)
for the integrals in (80) we get a series with summands (v±DAk)

nw±
n /n! where

v± := ±i(e2ǫz−1)τ/4ǫ. We split now the summation into
∑N−1

n=0 ...+
∑∞

n=N ...,
with N(τ ; ǫ) := ⌊g|τ |/ǫ⌋ ≫ 1 the greatest integer function, and g a small
positive constant. Then we can replace w±

n with wn := w±
n |ρ±n≡1 in the first

sum, and adding up the first sum to infinity while simultaneously subtracting
exactly these additional terms in the second sum gives the desired result plus
an additional series with n ∈ [N ;∞). But this second series is absolutely
convergent, hence bounded, and can therefore be made arbitrarily small for
sufficiently large |τ |, since N(τ ; ǫ) ∝ |τ |.

Eq.s (83), (49) put together give

R(z; s)

Z(0; s)
=

−iDAk(s) e
−ǫλ∗z

2
√
1 + D2A2

k
(s)

[eǫz+ iYk − e−iτz− iYk ][1 +O(e−
π|τ |
ǫ )]. (85)

Introducing now

Q±(k; s) =

√
1 +D2A2

k
(s)± 1√

1 +D2A2
k
(s)

(86)

yields with (78), (49) in the same manner as before

Z(z; s) =
e

π|τ |
2ǫ

2Dπx(s)
[
Q+ e

−λ∗ǫz+ iYk + Q− e
λ∗ǫz− iYk

]
, (87)

and finally with (48)

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
11

= 1 + i
yk(s)

2D Q+ [ I1(k; s) − I2(k; s) ],

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
12

=
k+
2µ

s1−ǫ e−iτ [Q− I∗
1 (k; s) + Q+I∗

2 (k; s) ],
(88)

where

I1(k; s) =

1−σA∫

0

dz
eǫz+ iYk(z;s)

(1− z)ǫ
, I2(k; s) =

1−σA∫

0

dz
e−iτz− iYk(z;s)

(1− z)ǫ
, (89)

with 0 ≤ σA(s) ≡ sA/s ≡ τA/τ ≤ 1. For σA > 0, one obtains
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I1 =
1

2ǫ

E∫

0

dv eiyk(s)
v
2ǫ

[
1 − ǫ

{
ln(1 + v)

2ǫ
+ ln

(
1− ln(1 + v)

2ǫ

)}
+ O(ǫ2)

]
,

(90)
with definition

E(s) = e2ǫ[1−σA(s)] − 1. (91)

Because v ≤ E = O(ǫ) ≪ 1, one has ln(1 + v) ≈ v, where convergence of the
r.h.s. of (90) requires v/2ǫ ≤ E/2ǫ < 1, and gets eventually [33]

I1(k; s) =
ei[1−S(s)]yk(s) − 1

iyk(s)
+ ǫ

eiyk

iyk

[
− {1− S + ln(S)} e−iSyk + ln(S)

+
e−iSyk − e−iyk

iyk
+ C̃i(Syk)− i Si(Syk)−

{
C̃i(yk)− i Si(yk)

}]
+O(ǫ2)

(92)
with constraint S > 0, where

S(s) = 1 − E(s)/2ǫ, C̃i(x) = Ci(x) − log x. (93)

Ci(x), Si(x) are the Cosine and Sine integrals, resp. Note that the r.h.s. of
(92) is only defined for S > 0! But S → − ǫ when s → ∞, and to compute
the asymptotic behavior of I1 we need its analytic continuation:

I(c)
1 (k; z) =

ei[1−S(z)]yk(z) − 1

iyk(z)
+ ǫ

eiyk

iyk

[
− e−iSyk {1− S + log(S)} + log(S)

+
e−iSyk − e−iyk

iyk
+ C̃i(Syk)− i Si(Syk)−

{
C̃i(yk)− i Si(yk)

}]
+O(ǫ2)

(94)
where z is now a complex variable, and ln[S(s)] has to be replaced with the
principal branch of the complex logarithm, log[S(z)], with branch cutf

{
S(z) = reiϕ|r ≥ 0, ϕ = α− π (0 < α≪ 1)

}
.

fS(z) is no entire function, in contrast to Si(z) and C̃i(z)!
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More precisely, I(c)
1 (k; z) represents the analytic continuation of I1(k; s)

along a contour which starts on the real axis at the point z = sA > 0
(S(sA) = 1), encircles the branch-point zo = sA

ǫ
[1 + O(ǫ)] (S(zo) = 0)

counter-clockwise along a semi-circle with radius ρ ≪ ǫ, and after return-
ing back to the real axis at z0 + ρ, proceeds to +∞ (corresponding to
0 > S(z) ≥ − ǫ+O(ǫ2)).

The asymptotic series of I(c)
1 valid for s ≥ sA

ǫ
+ ρ (⇒ S < 0) reads [28]

I(c)
1 (k; s) ∼ ei[1−S(s)]yk(s) − 1

iyk(s)
+ ǫ

eiyk

iyk

[
− e−iSyk (1− S + log S)

+
e−iSyk − e−iyk

iyk
+
ie−iSyk

Syk

∞∑

n=0

(−iSyk)−nn!

− ie−iyk

yk

∞∑

n=0

(−iyk)−nn!
]
+ O(ǫ2),

(95)

where yk(s) ∼ s1−2ǫ when s→ ∞. The second integral I2 is given by

I2(k; s) =
e−iA(k;s)

1− ǫ

{
F1−ǫ[iA(k; s)] −

(τA
τ

)1−ǫ
F1−ǫ

(
i
τA
τ
A(k; s)

)}
(96)

with Fα(x) := 1F1(α;α+ 1; x) and

A(k; s) = τ(s) + yk(s) [1 +O(ǫ)]. (97)

Insertion of (95) and the asymptotic expansion of (96) into (88) yields for
fixed ǫ > 0 the asymptotic behavior of the Weyl TEO in weakly perturbed
conformally flat spacetimes

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
11

∼ ei[1−S(s)]yk(s)
[
1− ǫ

2

(
3− e−i[1−S(s)]yk(s) +O(sA/s)+

+ 2 log(−ǫ+ sA/s+ ...)
)
+O(ǫ2) +O(τ−ǫ)

] (98)

(D = 1 + ǫ/2 +O(ǫ2)), and a similar calculation gives

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
12

∼ −i k+
2k3

ei
τ(s)
4
A2

k
(s) [1 + i(1− eτA)]

[
1 +O(ǫ) +O(τ−ǫ)

]
.

(99)
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Some time ago Chimento and Mollerach attempted to obtain massive
spinor solutions in BI backgrounds [34]. They found only two independent
solutions, and they also argued that a smooth transition from spinor solutions
in a BI background to solutions in a fFLRW background is not possible. In a
subsequent work by Castagnino et al. [35] it was pointed out that the ansatz
used in [34] is not the most general one, and provided one can use a sepa-
ration ansatz for the spinor field one always gets four independent solutions.
Furthermore, at least in the case of massless spinor solutions in anisotropic
pBI backgrounds, it can explicitly be shown using the above outcome, that
for vanishing anisotropy the correct solutions in fFLRW backgrounds are
obtained without encountering any discontinuity. Since for fixed s > 0 holds

Ak(s)
ǫ→0→ κ

|k3|
, yk(s)

ǫ→0→ signk3
µ

(k−|k3|)s, A(k; s)
ǫ→0→ signk3

µ
(k+|k3|)s,

and

F1−ǫ[iA(k; s)]
ǫ→0→ ei

signk3
µ

(k+|k3|)s − 1

i signk3
µ

(k + |k3|)s
,

eq.s (88) with (94) and (96) (these are no asymptotic expressions!) reduce
to the matrix elements of the exact Weyl TEO with fFLRW backgrounds:

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
11

ǫ→0→ e−i
k3
µ
∆s [cos(k∆s/µ) + i (k3/k) sin(k∆s/µ)],

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
12

ǫ→0→ (k+/k) e
−i k3

µ
(∆s+2sA) sin(k∆s/µ),

(100)

(∆s ≡ s− sA, k+ as in (22)). For µ = 1/2 one recovers (55). We stress that
once the asymptotic expansion of the TEO has been used, ǫ must stay finite!

6. Approximate Weyl and Dirac TEO

Some general properties of the approximate TEO for Weyl spinors and also of
the corresponding expression for massless Dirac spinors will now be studied
in more detail. We begin with (47) and (48) and get for small ∆t = t− tA

K
(−)
k

(t|tA) =

(
1 k+ e−iτ

tν
∆t

−k− eiτ
tν

∆t 1

)
+ O[(∆t)2]. (101)
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For tA = 0 this Weyl TEO is given by equation (71). Owing to (13), (14),
eq. (101) can be rewritten as

K
(−)
k

(t|tA) = 12 + Ω(−)(k, t)∆t+O[(∆t)2]. (102)

Thus, (28) together with (101) represent the integrated system (12) up to
order ∆t. Eq. (102) infinitesimally implies:

K
(−)
k

(tC |tB)K(−)
k

(tB|tA) = K
(−)
k

(tC |tA). (103)

We turn next to the TEO for bispinors ψ(j,−). From (11) follows ϕ(j,−) =
|g|−1/4Q−1 φ(j,−), where Q = diag(Q11, Q

∗
11) with Q

2
11 := P(−)/(ip1+p2), and

P(−) defined in (14) (tA ≥ tÃ). Hence, one obtains

K
′(−)
k

(t|tA) = |g(tA)/g(t)|1/4Q−1(k3, t)K
(−)
k

(t|tA)Q(k3, tA), (104)

which satisfies the analog to (28): ϕ(j,−)(k, t) = K
′(−)
k

(t|tA)ϕ(j,−)(k, tA). The
Dirac TEO for the negative chirality bispinor (15) is given by

K(−)
k

(t|tA) = 12 ⊗ K
′(−)
k

(t|tA), (105)

with 1n the n × n unit matrix. With (16) and (28) one gets K
(+)
k

= K
(−)
-k

,
hence

K
′(+)
k

(t|tA) = |g(tA)/g(t)|1/4Q(k3, t)K(+)
k

(t|tA)Q−1(k3, tA). (106)

Thus, as in eq. (105) the positive chirality Dirac TEO assumes the form:

K(+)
k

= 12 ⊗ K
′(+)
k

, and by virtue of K
′(+)
k

= K
′(−)
-k

one gets: K(+)
k

= K(−)
-k

.

The operators K(±)
k

fulfill a relation analogous to (103), and also

(
K(±)

k
(t|tA)

)†
K(±)

k
(t|tA) =

∣∣∣∣
g(tA)

g(t)

∣∣∣∣
1
2
[∣∣∣
(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
11

∣∣∣
2

+
∣∣∣
(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
12

∣∣∣
2
]
14

where at large times follows with (B13)

∣∣∣
(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
11

∣∣∣
2

= 1 +O(Dηδ|τ |δ−1) (107)

and, utilizing (B10)
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∣∣∣
(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
12

∣∣∣
2

= Γ2(δ) (µ/2)2δ−2 ηδ
[
1/2 + O(ηδ|τ |2δ−1)

]
(108)

(0 < δ < 1/2 ). As a consequence one obtains with (17)

〈
ψ

(j,±)
k

(t), ψ
(l,±)
k

(t)
〉

≡
〈
K(±)

k
(t|tA)ψ(j,±)

k
(tA) , K(±)

k
(t|tA)ψ(l,±)

k
(tA)

〉

=

∫

ΣtA

Θ1 ∧Θ2 ∧Θ3
(
ψ

(j,±)
k

)†
ψ

(l,±)
k

[1 + O(ηδ) +O(ηδ|τ |2δ−1)],

(109)
where

∗FK(±)
k

ψ
(j,±)
k

,K(±)
k

ψ
(l,±)
k

=
1

3!

(
ψ

(j,±)
k

(x, tA)
)† (

K(±)
k

(t|tA)
)†

γ0

× γν K(±)
k

(t|tA)ψ(l,±)
k

(x, tA) ǫαβγν Θ
α ∧Θβ ∧Θγ.

The hypersurface was chosen so that Θ0 = 0 within ΣtA , and we used

ǫαβγ0 Θ
α ∧Θβ ∧Θγ(t) = 3!

√
|g(t)/g(tA)|Θ1 ∧Θ2 ∧Θ3(tA).

Clearly, the r.h.s. of (109) is just < ψ
(j,±)
k

(tA), ψ
(l,±)
k

(tA) > [1 + O(ηδ) +
O(ηδ|τ |2δ−1)]. This result is also valid for δ = 1/2. If δ = 1− ǫ, ǫ≪ 1, then
one gets with eq.s (98), (99):

〈
ψ

(j,±)
k

(t) , ψ
(l,±)
k

(t)
〉

〈
ψ

(j,±)
k

(tA) , ψ
(l,±)
k

(tA)
〉 = 1 +O(η1) +O(ǫ ln ǫ) +

O(η1−ǫ) +O(ǫ)

τ ǫ
.

At early times, one finds

∣∣∣
(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
11

∣∣∣
2

+
∣∣∣
(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
12

∣∣∣
2

= 1 +O([∆T ]2).

where either holds with (71): ∆T = tµδ (tA ≡ tÃ = 0), or with (101):
∆T ≡ ∆t = t− tA (tA ≥ tÃ > 0). Thus,

〈
ψ

(j,±)
k

(t) , ψ
(l,±)
k

(t)
〉/〈

ψ
(j,±)
k

(tA) , ψ
(l,±)
k

(tA)
〉

= 1 +O([∆T ]2).
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As a result, the approximate Dirac TEOs K(±)
k

are, apart from small terms
of order ǫ ln ǫ and ηδ, unitary at early and large times.

7. Conclusion

Starting with the formulation of Dirac’s equation in anisotropic Bianchi-type-
I (BI) spacetimes w.r.t. anholonomic orthonormal frames, and specializing
to the massless case in planar BI background spacetimes, an exact expression
for the Weyl time-evolution-operator (TEO) of this problem was determined.
Based on this solution, a special parameter transformation (PT) can be de-
rived, which is capable of generating exact massless TEO solutions.

The TEO approach also allows the computation of approximate solutions,
which behave at early and late times as the exact solutions. The main task
is therefore to derive an analytical outcome of the approximate TEO, which
can indeed be done for a wide range of the parameter δ. This quantity defines
equivalence classes of planar BI background geometries and of the associated
TEO solutions. If one knows an approximate TEO solution for a specific δ,
then the PT provides all approximate TEOs of the related class.

Comparing the approximate TEO result with solutions of exactly soluble
models, we found that it is exact for all conformally flat FLRW models
(δ = 1). It also reproduces the short- and large-time behavior of the exact
anisotropic stiff-fluid spinor solutions (δ = 1/2).

Especially when no exact solutions are available, the benefit of the TEO
technique becomes evident, for example when treating the spin-1

2
field in the

anisotropic axisymmetric Kasner background (δ = 1/4). It could also be
shown, that for all models with planar BI backgrounds near conformal flat-
ness (δ = 1− ǫ), the smooth transition to conformal flatness is possible.
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Appendix A. Comparison of In and Ĩn at large

times

The approximation that leads to eq.s (48) and (49) is obtained by replacing
in eq. (30) for l < n f1(σl) with f2(σl) (s. eq. (39)), that is we are concerned

with Ĩn given by (41) instead of the exact In. It follows immediately for the
lowest order diagonal and off-diagonal entries of the TEO

I0(s) ≡ Ĩ0(s) = 1, I1(s) ≡ Ĩ1(s) = [κsδ/µδ]
[
Fδ(−iτ)− σδA Fδ(−iτA)

]
,

with Fδ(x) := 1F1(δ; δ+1; x) ≡ ex 1F1(1; δ+1;−x). The next order diagonal
entry in the approximate case is [33]

Ĩ2(s) =

(
κsδ

µδ

)2
δ

T

[
Fδ(δ − 1)− σδAFδ([δ − 1]σA)

eδ−1
− Fδ(iτ)− σδAFδ(iτA)

eiτ

]

(T := iτ + 1− δ), while the exact expression reads

I2(s) =

(
κsδ

µδ

)2 [1
2
Fδ(−iτ) − σ2δ

A

2
Fδ(−iτA) − σδA Fδ(−iτ)Fδ(iτA)

+ σ2δ
A |Fδ(iτA)|2

]
,

(A1)

with Fδ(x) := 2F2(1, 2δ; 2δ + 1, δ + 1; x). To derive (A1) we used:

δ y−2δ
∫ y
0
dx x2δ−1e−iτx Fδ(iτx) = Fδ(−iτy) [36]. Note that Ĩ2 → I2 for δ → 1!

For simplicity we put now sA = 0 (i.e. σA = 0) and get for 0 < δ < 1 the
asymptotic expansions [29], [37]

I1(s) ≡ Ĩ1(s) ∼ Rk(δ)

{
e−iπδ signk3Γ(δ) +

e−iτ {1 +O([−iτ ]−1)}
(−iτ)1−δ

}
,

I2(s) ∼R2
k
(δ)

{
1

1− 2δ

[
Cδ +

1

(−iτ)1−2δ

]
+ Γ(δ)

e−iτ
{
1 +O([−iτ ]δ−1)

}

(−iτ)1−δ

}
,

Ĩ2(s) ∼R2
k
(δ)

{
−1F1(1; 1 + δ; 1− δ)/δ

(−iτ)1−2δ
+ Γ(δ)

e−iτ
{
1 +O([−iτ ]δ−1)

}

(−iτ)1−δ

}
,

(A2)
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with Cδ = [Γ(δ)e−iπδ signk3 ]2 (1
2
− δ)/ cos(πδ), and

Rk := κ(iµ/2k3)
δ/µ (A3)

a constant of order
√
ηδ. The time-dependent terms of I2, Ĩ2 agree, apart

from the constant factors in front of the terms ∝ τ 2δ−1. A constant term,
however, exists only in the expression for I2. It adds an O(ηδ)-term to I0.

The τ 2δ−1-terms in (A2) are problematic since they diverge for δ ≥
1/2 (I2) and δ > 1/2 (Ĩ2), if |τ | → ∞. They cannot be canceled by higher

order terms since In = O(Rn
k
) ≡ O(η

n/2
δ ) = Ĩn. This could cause problems

e.g. with the unitarity of the Weyl TEO. These can be avoided by demand-
ing that powers of these terms must show up in every In and Ĩn in such a
way that all these terms add up to a phase factor eiω(τ [t]) t with ηδ-dependent
frequency ω. This requirement is also motivated by the approximate TEO
results of this work, see below. In this context it is instructive to study the
special case δ = 1/2 (µ = 1) a little more closely. We find with τ ≡ 2k3t

I2(s) ∼ −iη
[
log(iτ)− ψ(1/2)− Γ(1/2)

e−iτ√
−iτ

+O(1/iτ)

]
, (A4)

where R2
k
= iη ≡ iη 1

2
signk3 ≡ iκ2/2k3, and

Ĩ2(s) ∼ −iη
{
2 1F1(1; 3/2; 1/2)− Γ(1/2)

e−iτ√
−iτ

+O(1/iτ)

}
. (A5)

Note that 2 1F1(1; 3/2; 1/2) ≈ −ψ(1/2). The essential difference to (A4)
consists in the absence of the logarithmic term. But this term is just the
correct O(η)-term of the η-expansion of the prefactor (iτ)−iη of the exact
solutions (63). This prefactor is, up to a constant, given by eiω(t) t with
asymptotically vanishing frequency ω(t) = |η| ln |2k3t|/t. Clearly, if δ = 1/2,
the approximate Weyl TEO result can not restore this factor.

We now extend the above considerations to the case n ≥ 3. It is conve-
nient to introduce the quantity

Σl;n =

n∑

m=l

(−1)m+lσm (A6)

which satisfies σl ≥ Σl;n ≥ σl−σl+1, following from the domain of integration
in (30), (41). This is given by the n-volume Vn(σ1, ..., σn) defined by 1 ≥
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σ1... ≥ σn ≥ σA. Due to the oscillating term exp[−iΣ1;n τ ] in (30), (41), only
the integration over those subsets of Vn is of importance at large τ(s), which
satisfy ∆Σ1;n ≪ 1. For example, for the subsets Vn|σn ≥ 1−ε or Vn|b(s)≥ σ1 with

b(s) := σA(s) + ε, 0 < ε ≪ 1, (A7)

this condition is fulfilled. When integrating over Vn|σn ≥ 1−ε, approximation
(41) is excellent since f1 ≈ f2. The integration over Vn|b≥σ1 is more compli-
cated. In fact, the latter case is most critical w.r.t. the above approximation,
because f1(σl) tends to infinity if σl → 0, while f2(σl) stays finite. But the
dominant contributions to the exact and approximate TEO (29) are in this

case given by I0 ≡ Ĩ0 and I1 ≡ Ĩ1, and we get only small corrections from
higher terms In, Ĩn (n ≥ 2). These are in the exact case at least of order
ηδ ε

2δ and in the approximate case at least of order ε2δ. Both cases, however,
differ in that there are no O(ηδ)-corrections for Ĩ0 if δ 6= 1/2, see (A2).

The integration over Vn (n > 1) in the expressions for Ĩn, In is now
rewritten so that all integrals over Vn|b≥σ1 , Vn−1|b≥ σ2 , ... are split off

∫

Vn

[dσ]n... =

∫

Vn|b≥σ1

[dσ]n...+

1∫

b

dσ1

∫

Vn−1|b≥σ2

[dσ]n−1...+

1∫

b

dσ1

σ1∫

b

dσ2

∫

Vn−2|σ2≥σ3

[dσ]n−2...

The contributions of the split off integrals to the TEO (29) can be neglected
by repeatedly applying an analogous argumentation as above. Hence, it
suffices to consider instead of (30) and (41), resp., the multiple integral

1∫

b

dσ1fR(σ1)e
−iσ1τ ...

σn−2∫

b

dσn−1fR(σn−1)e
i(−1)n−1σn−1τ

σn−1∫

σA

dσnf1(σn)e
i(−1)nσnτ ,

(A8)
(R = 1, 2). The asymptotic expansion of the exact n-th integral reads

σn−1∫

σA

dσnf1(σn)e
i(−1)nσnτ =

Γ(δ) e[sign(−1)nτ ]iπδ

[i(−1)nτ ]δ
− τ δA

δ

Fδ(i(−1)nτA)

τ δ

+
f1(σn−1) e

i(−1)nσn−1τ

i(−1)nτ
+ O

(
1

τ 2

)
,

(A9)
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(τA ≡ 2k3sA/µ). Note that the first two terms are proportional to τ−δ and
independent of σn−1. These terms would not appear if f2 had been used
instead of f1 on the l.h.s. of (A9). It is now crucial that for any ε > 0 holds

σl−1∫

b

dσl[fR(σl)]
mei(−1)lσlτ =

[fR(σl−1)]
mei(−1)lσl−1τ − [fR(b)]

mei(−1)lbτ

i(−1)lτ [1 +O(τ−1)]
,

(A10)
m ∈ N. Thus there are in (A10), in contrast to (A9), no more terms ∝ τ−δ.
Hence, for nonzero ε the exact (R = 1) and the approximate integral (R = 2)
exhibit the very same asymptotic behavior. Since arbitrary powers of fR are
again given by these functions (with suitable rescaling of δ), and since the
same is up to constant factors also true for integrals of arbitrary powers
of fR, it holds with (A9) and (A10) that expression (A8) shows in both
cases to leading order the same asymptotics. Explicitly calculating (A8) for
n = 0, 2, 4, ... with the help of (A9), (A10), and substituting these results
into (29) yields in the exact case, R = 1, for the diagonal entries of the TEO

I0 − I2 + I4 − ... ∼ 1 + iω1t+ (iω1t)
2/2! + .... − R2

k
Γ(δ)[1 +O(τ δA Fδ(iτA))]

× (1− iω1t + ...) (−iτ)δ−1 e−iτ + O(R6
k
)

with real ω1, where

ω1[τ(t)] t = −iR2
k

1− (σA + ε)2δ−1

2δ − 1
(−iτ)2δ−1. (A11)

Recall that H2
k
≡ −12, and due to (A3): R2

k
= O(ηδ). A similar result holds

for the off-diagonal entries k+[I1 − I3 + I5 − ....]/κ. If δ → 1/2, we recover
from (A11) the correct logarithmic behavior (ε ≡ 0). In the approximate
case, R = 2, we obtain an analogous result with ω2[τ(t)] t ∝ signk3 ηδ|τ |2δ−1,
i.e. ω2 ∝ ω1 if δ 6= 1/2. But when δ → 1/2, then ω2t → const., and again it
turns out that in this special case the approximate TEO does not correctly
reproduce a phase factor with vanishing frequency.

The above considerations imply that the approximate TEO agrees asymp-
totically with the exact one. As an aside, they also support the assumption
that the summation of the In according to (29) must result in a phase of the
form eiω1t. While we could not prove this for the exact TEO, the feasible
summation of the terms Ĩn leading to eq.s (48) indeed yields the correspond-
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ing factor eiω2t in the asymptotic limit at least for 0 < δ ≤ 1/2.g

Appendix B. Asymptotic expansion of the ap-

proximate Weyl TEO

Some effort is required to obtain analytic asymptotic expressions for eq.s
(48), (49). We begin with rewriting Z

Z(z; s) =
2λ(s)

DX(z; s)
Z+(z; s)− Z̃+(z; s) + Z̃−(z; s) (B1)

where

Z±(z; s) := J±λ(DX)J∓λ(Dx), Z̃±(z; s) := J1±λ(DX)J∓λ(Dx). (B2)

Here, x,X, λ, Z,D are defined in (46), (49), (51), and k3 6= 0, δ > 0. Since
a direct computation of the asymptotic behavior of Bessel’s function Jλ(x)
becomes rather complicated when both quantities, order λ and variable x,
increase indefinitely, we employ instead [29]

Jχ(αy)Jξ(βy) =
(2α)χ(2β)ξ

π

π/2∫

−π/2

dθ eiθ(χ−ξ)
(
cos θ

Λ(θ)

)χ+ξ
Jχ+ξ[Λ(θ)y], (B3)

valid for Re(χ+ ξ) > −1,h where Λ(θ) :=
√
2 cos θ (α2eiθ + β2e−iθ). With

a(s) := (1− δ)/τ(s) (B4)

(τ as in (31)), α ≡ e(1−δ)z , β ≡ 1, and defining:

J ±
n (v; z) =

Jn[Λ(
π
2
± av; z) |Dx|]

[Λ(π
2
± av; z)|Dx|]n ,

one obtains:

gSee eq.s (B7), (B10) and (B13). Note that from (B11) follows: τEj(τ) ∝
signk3 ηδ|τ |2δ−1 ∝ ωR(τ [t]) t (j, R = 1, 2).

hThis condition is not satisfied by the defining expression for Z, eq. (49), but by (B1).
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Z±(z; s) =
∓ia
π

e±(1−δ)λz e
π

2|a|

π/2|a|∫

0

dv
J ±

0 (v; z)

e(1−ia)v

(
1 +O(e

− π
2|a| )
)

Z̃±(z; s) =
2aDX
π

e±(1−δ)λz e
π

2|a|

π/2|a|∫

0

dv
sin(∓av)

e∓iav
J ±

1 (v; z)

e(1−ia)v

(
1 +O(e−

π
2|a| )
)
.

(B5)
For |τ | ≫ 1, the upper integration limits can be shifted to infinity. In this
case it is also sensible to expand

Λ(π/2∓ av; z) |Dx| = 2B±
√
v
{
1∓ i coth[(1− δ)z] av/2 +O[(av)2]

}
(B6)

with

B±(z; s) :=
√
± ia(s)[e2(1−δ)z − 1]/2 |Dx(s)| (B7)

where B2
± ∝ ±i signk3 ηδ|τ |2δ−1. By means of the expression [29]:

Jα(βy) = βα
∞∑

n=0

[y(1− β)2/2]nJα+n(y)/n!,

and with the restriction δ ≤ 1/2, we get:

∞∫

0

dv
J +

0 (v; z)

e(1−ia)v
∼ e−

B2
−

1−ia

1− ia



1− 2i aB2

−
tanh(dz)

1− 1
2

B2
−

1−ia
(1− ia)2

+ ...



 , (B8)

where d := 1 − δ. Similar expansions are found for the remaining integrals
in Z−, Z̃±. Substituting these results for the integrals in (B5) leads by use of
(B1) and (50) to

1−σA(s)∫

0

dz

(
eλz

1− z

)d
Z(z; x)

Z(0; x)
∼

3∑

j=1

1−σA(s)∫

0

dz
eλdz

(1− z)d
Lj(z; s), (B9)

where
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L1(z; s) := e−λ
∗ dz e

−B2
−

1−ia {1− L1 − L2 − ...} ,

L2(z; s) :=
eλdz [ e

−B2
−

1−ia {1− L2 − ...} − e
−B2

−
1−3ia {1− L3 − ...}]

2 sinh(dz)
,

L3(z; s) :=
e−λdz [ e

−B2
+

1−ia {1 + L2 + ...} − e
−B2

+
1+ia {1− L∗

2 + ...}]
2 sinh(dz)

,

and

L1(z; s) =
2ia(s)B2

−(z; s)

(1− ia)2 tanh(dz)
, L2(z; s) =

−ia(s)B4
−(z; s)

(1− ia)3 tanh(dz)
,

and L3 := [(1 − ia)/(1 − 3ia)]3L2. It is now straightforward but tedious to
evaluate the r.h.s. of (B9), and one eventually finds with (48)

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
12

∼ k+
κ

√
2ηδ
µ

(µ
2

)δ
|τ |δ

[
eiD

2τE1(τ)

δ

{
1 +O

(
ηδD2

|τ |2d
)}

×
{
Fδ(−iτ [1 +D2E2(τ)])−

(τA
τ

)δ
Fδ(−iτA[1 +D2E2(τ)])

}

+
ed ηδD2

2δ (µ/2)2d
e−iτ

|τ |2d
{
1 +O

(
ηδD2

|τ |2d−1

)} {
Fδ(−d)− τ δA

τ δ
Fδ

(
−d

τA
τ

)}

+
e2d ηδ D2

2δ (µ/2)2d

1 +O
(

ηδD2

|τ |2d−1

)

|τ |2d
{
Fδ(−2d− iτ)− τ δA

τ δ
Fδ

(
−2d

τA
τ

− iτA

)}]

(B10)
where Fα(x) := 1F1(α;α + 1; x), and

E1(τ) = ηδ
e2d − 1

4d

(
µ
2
|τ |
)−2d

1− id/τ
, E2(τ) =

ded

sinh(d)
E1(τ). (B11)

The determination of the asymptotic limit of K
(−)
11 proceeds analogously.

With R := Z+ + Z− and definition
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G(τ) = τ E1(τ)/(e
2d − 1), (B12)

the same manipulations as above lead to

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
11

∼ 1 + 2iDdG(τ)

[
ed

δ

{
1− iD2G(τ)

}{
Fδ(−d)− τ δA

τ δ

× Fδ

(
−d

τA
τ

)}
+ i

e3dD2

δ
G(τ)

{
Fδ(−3d)− τ δA

τ δ
Fδ

(
−3d

τA
τ

)}

+O(D4G2(τ))− e−iτ(1+D2E1(τ))

δ

{
1 +O

(
ηδD2

|τ |2d
)}

×
{
Fδ(iτ [1 +D2E2(τ)])−

τ δA
τ δ
Fδ(iτA[1 +D2E2(τ)])

}]
,

(B13)

If δ = 1/2, one gets (η ≡ η 1
2
signk3 ≡ κ2/2k3)

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
11

∼ 1 + iD(1/2)
η

µ

[
2 e1/2{1 +O(η)}

×
{
F1/2(−1/2) +O(

√
τA/τ)

}
+ O(e−iτ/

√
|τ |)
]
,

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
12

∼ k+
κ

√
|η|
µ

√
|τ |
[
2 {1 +O(η) +O(η/τ)}

×
{
Fδ(−iτ [1 +O(η/τ)])−O(

√
τA/τ)

}
+O(η/τ)

]
.

(B14)

Appendix C. PT as conformal map and the PT

limiting case

The close relationship between the diffeomorphism f (a) defined in (37) and
the PT (34) can be seen as follows: Consider a tangent vector Xp ∈ Tp(M)

to M at p ∈ M and define the vector space homomorphism f
(a)
∗p : Tp(M) →

Tq(M̃) by f
(a)
∗p (Xp)(h) := Xp(h◦f (a)). The points p ∈ M and q = f (a)(p) ∈ M̃
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are in local coordinates given by (x0, ..., xn−1) and (x̃0, ..., x̃n−1), and h ∈
C∞(M̃). f

(a)
∗ is the differential or Jacobian of f (a). The dual map f

(a)∗

q :

T ∗
q (M̃) → T ∗

p (M) is defined by (f
(a)∗

q ωq)(Xp) := ωq(f
(a)
∗p (Xp)), with ωq ∈

T ∗
q (M̃). Consider now f (a) as conformal map satisfying

f (a)∗

q g̃|q = Λ2 g|p, (C1)

where Λ(x) ≡ axa−1
0 , and g̃ ∈ T ∗(M̃) ⊗ T ∗(M̃) and g ∈ T ∗(M) ⊗ T ∗(M)

are locally represented by g̃|q = g̃µν(x̃) dx̃
µ ⊗ dx̃ν and g|p = gµν(x) dx

µ ⊗
dxν . Since with basis vectors {∂α}α ∈ Tp(M) holds: (f

(a)∗

q g̃|q)(∂α, ∂β) =

g̃|q(f (a)
∗p (∂α), f

(a)
∗p (∂β)), eq. (C1) assumes in a coordinate neighborhood the

form

g̃αβ(x̃)
∂(x̃α ◦ f (a))

∂xν
(x̃β ◦ f (a))

∂xµ
= Λ2(x) gµν(x). (C2)

x̃α denotes the α-th coordinate function Ũq → R, with x̃α ◦f (a)(p) ≡ x̃α(q) =

x̃α (Ũq ⊂ M̃). Then one obtains with (35), (37), (C2):

g̃αβ(x̃) = diag (1,−x̃2ν̃0 ,−x̃2ν̃0 ,−x̃2−2µ̃
0 ),

where

ν̃ = 1− a−1(1− ν), µ̃ = a−1µ. (C3)

Eq. (C3) actually defines the PT inverse to (34), a consequence of f (a)∗ having
the ”opposite direction” compared to f (a). As a result we get: g̃ ≡ g

′

. Thus,
(37) together with constraint (38) is for massless Dirac-spinors equivalent to
(34) together with normalization condition (20).i

As has already been mentioned, the PT or the diffeomorphism f (a) gener-
ate all solutions of a given equivalence class of exact massless spinor solutions,
with the only prerequisite being the knowledge of a single arbitrary exact so-
lution of this class. Moreover, according to [21] it should be a general feature
of every such equivalence class, that in the limiting case a → 0 its solutions
must always approach those solutions of the Weyl-Dirac equation where the
background spacetime is given by the special fFLRW line element (21) with

i(20) enforces the correct transformation of the normalization constants c
(j,∓)
k

of the
spinors (15), when the PT is applied, which is automatically taken care of by f (a). Of
course, (34) and (37) are not equivalent, neither are (20) and (38).
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ν = 1, µ = 0. We prove that all exact Weyl TEOs (28) - (30) satisfy this
criterion, and in fact also all related approximate Weyl TEOs given by eq.s
(47) - (49). We begin with the exact case (29), (30) and apply (37), (38), that
is we consider In(s

a) with k → k
′

:= k/a and τ → τ
′
:= 2k3s

a/aµ (a, σA > 0)

In(s
a) =

(
κsaδ

aµ

)n 1∫

σaA

dσ1

σ1∫

σaA

dσ2...

σn−1∫

σaA

dσn

n∏

l=1

σδ−1
l ei(−1)lσl τ

′

.

If a ≪ 1, then: σj = 1 − ǫj (ǫj ≪ 1, j = 1, ..., n), which means that for
a→ 0 approximation (40) becomes exact. Hence, exact (eq.s (29), (30)) and
approximate TEO expressions (eq.s (29), (41)) tend to the same outcome
when a→ 0. It therefore suffices to consider the approximate TEO given by
eq.s (47) - (49), but here necessarily with D ≡ 1, because (51) with D 6= 1
spoils the PT limiting case (D(δ) is invariant under the PT!).

Rewriting eq.s (48), (49) appropriately by means of (37), (38)

(
K

(−)
k/a(t

a|taA)
)
11

= 1− κsaδ

aµ

1−σaA∫

0

dz

(
eλ

′∗z

1− z

)1−δ
R(z; x

′
)

Z(0; x′)
,

(
K

(−)
k/a(t

a|taA)
)
12

=
k+s

aδ

aµ
e−iτ

′

1−σaA∫

0

dz

(
eλ

′
z

1− z

)1−δ
Z(z; x

′
)

Z(0; x′)
,

(C4)

where x
′
:= κsaδ/aµ(1 − δ), λ

′
:= 1/2 + iτ

′
/2(1 − δ), and doing the same

with eq.s (79) (substitute 1− δ for ǫ) yields

J±λ′∗+n(x
′

) J±λ′ (x
′

) =
1

π

π
2∫

−π
2

dv e
∓τ

′
v

1−δ e−invJn±1(2x
′

cos v). (C5)

Since a≪ 1, eq. (C5) can be written as

πτ
′
e

−π|τ
′
|

2(1−δ)

1− δ
J±λ′∗+n(x

′

) J±λ′ (x
′

) =
(±i signk3)n

1− O(e−cπ|τ
′ |)

∞∫

0

dv
Jn±1

(
κ [1+O(a)]

|k3| v
)

e[1∓i O(a)]v

a→0→ |k3|
k

(±i)n
(
k − |k3|

κ

)n±1

.

(C6)
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It is convenient to introduce the new integration variable ζ := z/(1−σaA)
with ζ ∈ [0; 1]. Then, since z = O(a)

πτ
′
e

−π|τ
′
|

2(1−δ)

1− δ
Z(z; x′)

a→0→ κ|k3|
k

{
ei ζ k signk3 ln(t/tA)

ksignk3 − k3
+
e−i ζ k signk3 ln(t/tA)

ksignk3 + k3

}
(C7)

where (49), (78), (79), (C6) have been utilized. Analogously one gets

πτ
′
e−

π|τ
′
|

2(1−δ)

1− δ
R(z; x′)

a→0→ 2|k3|
k

sin

(
ζ k signk3 ln

t

tA
+O(a)

)
, (C8)

and insertion of eq.s (C7), (C8) into (C4) yields for a→ 0

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
11

= e−ik3 ln(t/tA)

[
cos

(
k ln

t

tA

)
+ i

k3
k

sin

(
k ln

t

tA

)]
,

(
K

(−)
k

(t|tA)
)
12

=
k

′

+

k
e−ik3 ln(t/tA) sin

(
k ln

t

tA

)
,

(C9)

with k
′

+ := (k2 + ik1)e
2ik3 ln(tÃ/tA). This is the exact Weyl TEO in the back-

ground spacetime ds2 = dt2 − t2(dx2 + dy2 + dz2), which is a special result
of (100) for δ = 1, µ → 0, ν ≡ 1 − µ → 1 (recall that s ≡ tµ). While the
limiting case of conformal flatness leads to the entire class of exact spinor
solutions, the PT limiting case reduces only (as it should) to that special
solution, which corresponds to the PT fixed point µ = 0, ν = 1 [21].
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