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We investigate the initiation of cosmic inflation, in full numerical relativity, from pre-inflationary
scenarios with large tensor and vector fluctuations in the metric. These settings are characterized
by having large values in the Weyl curvature tensor. In the matter sector, we consider a single
scalar field with inhomogeneous field velocities, corresponding to a kination period. In the context
of large-field inflation, it is shown that the onset of inflation continues to be robust to this type of
initial conditions, and that during inflation the Universe successfully homogenizes and flattens any
type of curvature, leading to a Friedmann-Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker Universe after just a few tens
of efolds of accelerating expansion.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Cosmic inflation [1–4] was originally proposed to explain
the observed large scale homogeneity and flatness of to-
day’s Universe. This theory postulates an early phase of
rapid and accelerated expansion of the Universe. During
inflation, quantum fluctuations became red-shifted, exit-
ing the Hubble volume at the time, what yields a nearly
scale-invariant power spectrum of cosmological pertur-
bations that matches the observations of the cosmic mi-
crowave background (CMB) [5, 6]. At later times, these
perturbations would constitute the seeds for structure
formation and, under certain theoretical modelling, it
also allows for the the generation of primordial black
holes as promising dark matter candidates [7].

Returning to the original purpose of the theory, cos-
mic inflation is able to explain the Universe homogeneity
across 105 Hubble volumes at the time of the last scat-
tering. However, such an achievement would arguably
lose part of its appealing if large amounts of homogene-
ity and/or anisotropy would be required for inflation to
begin with, and therefore be fine-tuned to overly specific,
or non-generic initial conditions. Since its conception,
the generality of the initial conditions required to trigger
inflation has often been a topic of controversy [8–13], and
more recently in Refs. [14–24].

The issue of initial conditions for inflation has been
studied extensively using analytical and numerical ap-
proaches (see Ref. [25, 26] for nice reviews). Several
works using full numerical relativity simulations have also
been done testing for various types of pre-inflationary
settings in the non-perturbative regime [27]. The robust-
ness of small and large field inflation models was studied
in Ref. [28]; the differences between concave and convex
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potentials were investigated in Ref. [29]. Furthermore,
scenarios with large scalar field gradients [30], inhomo-
geneous kination [26, 31], with large extrinsic curvature
perturbations [32] and with non-vanishing momentum
have also been investigated [33, 34]. The working case of
the non-minimal Higgs inflation model with a curvaton,
or auxiliary field, during inhomogeneous pre-inflation and
preheating was considered in Ref. [31].

From all the above-mentioned works, we have gathered
many insights into the highly non-linear dynamics of
what could have been the pre-inflationary era. On the
question of whether inflation requires specific (homoge-
neous) initial conditions, it has been consistently found
that while small-field inflation models (i.e. operating at
sub-Planckian field values) could suffer to begin from ho-
mogeneous [20] and inhomogeneous configurations, these
works have also shown that large-field inflation (i.e. oper-
ating at super-Planckian field values) remain very robust
to large inhomogeneities of any kind.

However, in a series of papers comparing cosmic in-
flation with other alternative smoothing mechanisms
[22, 23, 35, 36], the authors claimed that inflation could
not explain the overall flatness and homogeneity of our
Universe, neither for the case of large-field models of in-
flation. In particular, their claim is that inflation can
only smooth the inhomogeneous Universe if initial con-
formal flatness is already assumed, what would violate
Penrose’s Weyl Curvature Hypothesis [8, 37]. The au-
thors also reinforced their conclusions with numerical rel-
ativity simulations in [22, 23]. Still, their strong claims
seem to be in tension with previous works and the later
results in Ref. [34].

In this paper, I present a set of full general relativity sim-
ulations investigating the robustness of inflation to begin
from inhomogeneous configurations containing large met-
ric fluctuations. Thus, testing a new set of initial condi-
tions where the initial metric is conformally curved. As
proposed in Ref. [38], we use the Weyl curvature as a
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diagnostic to assess the degree of metric inhomogeneities
and probe whether a prolonged period of inflation is still
a robust outcome, and that it is able to smooth out these
curvatures. We find that our conclusions significantly
differ from the recent studies [22, 23], and which we will
discuss throughout this work.
The organization of the manuscript is as follows: Sec-
tion II explains the numerical strategy of the simulations,
the theoretical formalism, methodology for constructing
the initial data and other technical details. The results
of our simulations are explained in Section III, followed
by the discussion in Section IV. Additional information
on the notation, code performance, initial data sets and
supplementary figures are available in the appendixes.
In this work I assume a ”mostly plus” metric signature
(− + ++), Greek indices correspond to spatio-temporal
dimensions going from 0 to 3, while Latin indices
correspond uniquely to spatial indices running from 1
to 3. All quantities are express in Planck units with
gravitational constant, speed of light and Planck’s mass
equal to unity, i.e. G = c = mpl = 1, respectively, and
Mpl ≡ mpl√

8π
denotes the reduced Planck’s mass.

II. NUMERICAL STRATEGY

We assume a pre-inflationary era starting nearly after
sub-Planckian energies with an average Hubble parame-
ter close to unity. If the scalar field potential is subdom-
inant, then the specific form of the potential has little
effect on the dynamics of the pre-inflationary epoch, how-
ever, it will determine its duration as it determines the
energy scales at which inflation might begin. For simplic-
ity, and to facilitate the comparison with Refs. [22, 23],
I consider the well studied case of V (φ) = 1

2m
2φ2 with

a mass set to m = 10−5mpl. However, similar results
are expected for other single-field potentials operating at
large field values (i.e. R2-inflation, Higgs inflation, etc.).

A. Numerical formalism

Similarly as in previous works, we use the Baumgarte-
Shapiro-Shibata-Nakamura (BSSN) formalism of General
Relativity [39, 40]. We solve the Hamiltonian and mo-
mentum constraint for the construction of the initial data
and the BSSN evolution equations for the subsequent
time-integration. In all generality, the metric reads

ds2 = αdt2 + χ−1γ̃ij(dx
i + βidt)(dxj + βjdt) , (1)

where γ̃ij is the conformal 3-metric, χ a scalar confor-
mal factor, and α, βi are the lapse and shift, recep-
tively, which define the perpendicular vector to the 3-
dimensional hypersurface, nµ = (1/α,−βi/α). In BSSN,
the extrinsic curvature Kij is typically rewritten in terms
of its conformal trace K ≡ χ−1γ̃ijKij and traceless com-

ponents Ãij = χ−1 (Kij − γ̃ijK). In this formalism, K

relates to the expansion rate of the Universe so that the
local Hubble rate can be defined as H ≡ − 1

3K.
We can now write a generalised (inhomogeneously local-
ized) form of the Friedmann equations, which can be de-
rived from the Hamiltonian constraint, which reads

H2 =
1

3M2
pl

(ρφ + ρR + ρshear) , (2)

where the scalar field, curvature and shear energy densi-
ties are respectively defined as

ρφ ≡ nµnνTµν =
1

2
φ̇2 +

1

2
(∂iφ)

2 + V (φ) , (3)

ρR ≡ −
M2

pl

2
(3)R , (4)

ρshear ≡
M2

pl

2
ÃijÃ

ij . (5)

Here the dotted variables (˙) denote the derivatives
with respect to the cosmic time, and (3)R is the Ricci
scalar of the 3-metric, i.e. γij = χ−1 γ̃ij . The shear
energy density ρshear contains both tensor and vector
modes in the gravitational sector. In the matter sector,
Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor, and we can also
define the equation of state ω ≡ pφ

ρφ
, where the pressure

is expressed in terms of the trace of the stress tensor,
pφ = 1

3γ
ijSij with Sij ≡ γiµγjνT

µν .

As proposed by Ref. [23], we use the Weyl curvature C
and Chern-Pontryagin invariant P as a measure of the
conformal curvature. These are scalar quantities respec-
tively defined by

C = CαβδλCαβδλ , P = Cαβδλ ∗Cαβδλ , (6)

where Cαβδλ is the conformal Weyl tensor and ∗Cαβδλ

its dual [41]. The successful inflationary period should
be able to smooth these quantities below ∼ O(10−10)H2

by the end of inflation, in order to explain the CMB
observations.

B. Construction of initial data

The initial data is then constructed starting by imposing
inhomogeneous configurations for the conformal metric,
which is chosen to be γ̃ij(tini) =

1
det(Mij)

Mij , with

M11 = 1 + a0 + a1Θ(x⃗, a2, a3) , M12 = d1Θ(x⃗, d2, d3) ,

M22 = 1 + b0 + b1Θ(x⃗, b2, b3) , M13 = f1Θ(x⃗, f2, f3) ,

M33 = 3 + c0 −M11 −M22 , M23 = g1Θ(x⃗, g2, g3) ,

(7)

where Mji = Mij , and

Θ(x⃗, λ, θ) =
1

3

∑
i=1,2,3

cos

(
2π

L
λxi + θ

)
, (8)
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FIG. 1: Evolution of the matter equation-of-sate (top panel),
mean Hubble expansion rate (middle panel) and scalar-field
excursion with respect its initial value (bottom panel).

with an, bn, cn, dn, fn, gn, for any n, are parametric
constants. The conformal factor χ is initially set to one
everywhere. These choices sets the initial 3-metric, and
in turn, also its associated Ricci scalar (3)R. In addition,
we initially impose (momentously) a vanishing Ãij = 0
and a homogeneous value for K (e.g. initial expansion
rate). Thereafter, we can solve the constraint equations
to get a valid configuration for the scalar field variables.
For simplicity, we choose an initial inhomogeneous con-
figuration of kination with

φ̇(x⃗, tini) = −
√
M2

pl
(3)R+

2

3
M2

plK
2 − 2V (φ) (9)

while keeping an homogeneous value for the scalar field
at φ(x⃗, tini) = 20 mpl. These initial configurations are
appropriate for our study, as we want to investigate the
role of largely dominated tensor and vector modes in the
metric. We note that Ãij is only vanishing at the ini-
tial time, and rapidly grows in the subsequent time-steps
sourced by to the metric fluctuations. In the matter sec-
tor, kination energy tends to decay as 1

2 φ̇
2 ∝ a−6, partly

generating scalar-field gradients, and yielding to a sys-
tem with deeply inhomogeneous, sub-Hubble dynamics

where C, P, ρshear ≳ H2 and 1
2 (∂iφ)

2, 12 φ̇
2 ≳ H2.

C. Numerical details

The simulations have been done using a grid composed
by (160)3 to (280)3 cells with an initial grid-size that
is around three times the Hubble radius L ≈ 3H−1,
I also tested increasing the grid side to L ≈ 10H−1,
allowing for super-Hubble initial metric fluctuations
without significant changes. The topology is of a 3-
dimensional torus with periodic boundary conditions in
all dimensions. The evolution of the dynamical system
is computed by numerical integration of the BSSN equa-
tions [39, 40, 42] in 3+1 dimensions, implemented in the
GRChombo code [43, 44]. A more detailed explanation
of the structure and validation of the code can be found
in the supplemental material and in Refs. [43, 44].

In the following analyses, I denote the mean value of
variable θ at a given time-hypersurface with ⟨...⟩ brackets,
which is defined by

⟨θ⟩ ≡ 1

V

∫
θ dV , (10)

where V is the spatial volume. Similarly, the root-mean-
square (r.m.s.) is given by

r.m.s of θ =
√
⟨θ2⟩ , (11)

For instance, we can use the previous identities to com-
pute the mean number of efolds N and the scalar curva-
ture δN , as it follows

N = ⟨ln(a)⟩ , δN =
√

⟨ln(a)2⟩ − ⟨ln(a)⟩2 , (12)

with a = 1/
√
χ is the local cosmological scale factor as it

can be deduced from matching Eq. (1) to the Friedmann-
Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric.

III. NUMERICAL EVOLUTION

In our simulations, we can distinguish three scenarios
depending on the metric fluctuations. The first cate-
gory is for simulations where in the initial conditions
we only introduced diagonal metric fluctuations, on the
terms γ̃ii, which relate predominantly to gravitational
vector (longitudinal) fluctuations. Secondly, we consid-
ered simulations starting with only off-diagonal metric
fluctuations which relate to tensor (transverse) fluctua-
tions. The third category is the mix combination of both
vector and tensor metric inhomogeneities.
In Fig. 1, we show the averaged evolution of the equation-
of-state ω, the scalar-field energy density, and the varia-
tion of the scalar-field throughout the time evolution. In
the homogeneous (kination) limit, the equation of state
experiences a fast transition from kination, i.e. ω = 1
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FIG. 2: Top panel: evolution of mean three-dimensional Ricci scalar (left panels), Weyl curvature (middle panels) and Chern-
Pontryagin invariant (right panels) for several configurations initially containing vector and tensor (solid lines), vector-only
(dashed lines) and tensor-only (dashed-dotted lines) fluctuations. Bottom panel: the same but for the root-mean-squared
values of the same quantities. All quantities are normalized by the squared of the mean Hubble rate, and the approximate
scaling law after inflation onset is indicated in solid cyan, gray and green-lime lines for each corresponding quantity.

to inflation with ω ≃ −1. This is still very much the
case when considering inhomogeneities where curvatures
are sub-dominant, i.e. (3)R, C ≲ 10−1H2. However,
when strong fluctuations are added, especially of the ten-
sorial off-diagonal form, we observe a more gradual tran-
sition from kination to inflation reflecting an efficient
energy transfer between metric tensor fluctuations and
scalar-field gradients. This is in agreement with what
was reported in Ref. [26], referred to as ”extrinsic cur-
vature modes”. Another relevant observation is that,
despite starting with large scalar-field velocities, these
velocities are exponentially suppressed during the pre-
inflationary epoch by the Hubble friction. Therefore, we
obtain that the largest field variations during this period
is of ∆φ ≈ 1 mpl, a value which is further reduced in the
presence of strong scalar-field gradients.

A. Wax and wane of curvature

In our simulations, we set up initial conditions so that
they begin with values for the Ricci, Weyl and Chern-
Pontryagin scalars of the order of the Hubble parameter
squared, i.e. (3)R,C, P ∼ H2. When tensor perturba-
tions are added we easily get large values for C and P .
However, when only vector fluctuations are included, cur-
vature values are relatively smaller, particularly for the
Chern-Pontryagin term. Figure 2 shows the evolution
of the means, and rms of (3)R, C and P with respect
H2, across several simulations. During the decelerated
expanding period of pre-inflation, all these quantities de-

crease in amplitude, but at a smaller rate that H2 and
therefore, they experience a modest growth with respect
to it. Eventually, in our settings around N ≈ 2.5 efolds,
all kinematic energies from the matter and gravity sector
fall below the scalar-field potential energy V (φ) which be-
comes dominant. Naturally, this is when cosmic inflation
begins. During inflation, the Hubble rate becomes nearly
constant, while the Ricci, Weyl and Chern-Pontryagin
keep diminishing at an exponential rate of (3)R ∝ a−3/2,
C ∝ a−4, P ∝ a−5. After 7 or 8 efolds of inflation, at
N ≈ 10 in our simulations, C, P ≪ O(−10)H2, yield-
ing a nearly flat and isotropic Universe which evolution
can be accurately described by Friedmann equations of
a FLRW Universe. The full duration of inflation can
therefore be estimated by the value of the scalar-field at
a given inflationary region. In these studied scenarios,
inflation starts at φ ≈ 18.9 mpl, which would yield an
inflationary phase of Ninf > 103 efolds. In any case, af-
ter to the necessary Ninf ∼ 60 efolds, all quantities fall
below the CMB constraints.

An alternative way to investigate this process is to study
the energy densities contributions, as defined in Eqs. (2)
and (3). Figure 3, show two-dimensional snapshots at
different e-folding times. The top panel shows the rel-
ative local variation of the Hubble rate, and the mid-
dle and bottom panels show the gravitational curvature
and shear, respectively, over the scalar-field energy den-
sity. These plots show the rich inhomogeneous dynamics
taking place in the firsts ∼ 2.5 efolds, and the contrast
with the later homogenisation after inflation has started.
Remarkably, we observe regions strongly dominated by



5

FIG. 3: Two-dimensional snapshots of the lattice configurations of the annotated quantity at the selected efolding time. Top
panel: the ratio of local-to-average Hubble rate; middle panel: the ratio of curvature-to-scalar energy density, and bottom
panel: the ratio of shear-to-scalar energy density. All figures correspond to a simulation initially containing both tensor and
vector gravitational modes represented in a black solid line in figure 1. Each plot containS ten equally spaced contours between
max and min values at the time-hypersurface to help visualising the magnitude of the fluctuations.
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shear or curvature, and that those regions where the
(3)R becomes positive (or ρR negative), might start a
short period of contraction if gravitational shear is also
co-dominant with the scalar-field gradients and kinemat-
ics. These contracting regions are those represented in
red color in the top panel and they are transient, i.e.
they appear and disappear across the simulated grid dur-
ing the highly inhomogeneous period. In our studies, see
also [26], when these contracting regions form at sub-
Hubble scales, they never dominate the mean expansion
rate of that Hubble volume and the high medium pres-
sure prevents their collapse into black holes. After the
curvature oscillates, and loses strength, the contracting
regions revert into a positively expanding rate, similarly
as what it was shown in Ref. [45].

B. On super-Hubble modes

The formation of black holes is still possible when super-
Hubble scalar field gradients enter the Hubble scales,
however they do not prevent inflation to start as pre-
viously shown in [30, 45]. On the contrary, they tend
to trap oscillating sub-Hubble modes in the collapsing
region, and therefore easing the homogenisation in the
near region outside the black hole, speeding the transi-
tion to inflation. We also tested the case with super-
Hubble modes in the metric tensors, and as expected,
they remain nearly constant at super-Hubble scales, be-
coming only ”dynamical” after Hubble entry, naturally
sourcing large fluctuations in the extrinsic curvature ten-
sor. In this work, we assume that large kinetic values in
the metric, i.e. Ãij , are only physical at around Hubble
scales and below. This is important because is the main
difference between our studies on initial conditions and
those examined in Ref. [23].
In their work, they investigate initial configurations with
strong super-Hubble modes in the extrinsic curvature
tensor, analogue to the Ãij in BSSN variables. This cor-
responds to setting large kinematic modes of the met-
ric tensor because of ∂tγ̃ij ∝ Ãij . Indeed, these initial
conditions impose dynamical modes that evolve at super-
Hubble scales that induce distortions of spacetime in a
non-causal manner. If these modes are strong, they can
even induce contraction along a given spatial dimension,
overtaking a positive expansion rate from H ≈ −K/3.
In these conditions, scalar field gradients and gravita-
tional scalar curvature might grow out of control, espe-
cially because restoration forces induced by gradients in
the metric are weak at super-Hubble scales. The dispar-
ity between the conclusions of this paper and the ones in
[23] is therefore likely to be related to this issue, however,
further investigations are necessary for full clarification.
These questions on the ”generality” of the initial con-
figurations, as well as the overall shape [46, 47] of the
pre-inflationary Universe is beyond the scope of this pa-
per, and they are left for future studies.

C. Can cosmic inflation be ever prevented?

One possible way that inflation could be prevented is if
inhomogeneities could drive the overall expanding regions
into contracting ones and therefore make the Universe to
re-collapse to the quantum gravity period before any in-
flation could possibly start. However, our recent works
strongly suggest that inhomogeneities cannot make the
Universe collapse at super-Hubble scales, and can only
form either transient contracting regions at sub-Hubble
scales, or pre-inflationary black holes at Hubble crossing.
Despite that inflation will not start inside of formed black
holes, the formation of these objects do not prevent cos-
mic inflation from starting in its surroundings. On the
contrary, they tend to facilitate its transition.

Another possibility that could make inflation fail, would
be the case when the field is driven ”out” of the infla-
tionary part of the potential before the energy content
becomes dominated by it. As shown in [34, 45], this is
certainly a problem for inflationary models working at
sub-Planckian field values, where scalar field velocities
and/or gradients might ”drag” the field to the poten-
tial minima, and therefore preventing or shortening any
period of inflation1. However, for models operating at
super-Planckian field values this is not a problem. In-
deed, because gradients tend to equalise the scalar field
towards its mean value, and large field velocities can only
displace the field up to ∆φ ∼ 1 mpl, it is only necessary
that the inflationary part of the potential is large enough
to overcome these effects. For a mφ2 model this would
correspond to patches with a mean field of φini ≳ 6Mpl,
and roughly the same value for Starobinski-like models,
in order to have an inflationary period ofNinf ≳ 60 efolds.

Last, another potential danger for inflation to begin,
would be the decay of the inflaton field into other fields.
This is a very specific problem, which depends on many
theoretical ansatzs. In this work, we ignored any po-
tential coupling with additional fields, but in Ref. [31]
the effects of auxiliary fields were investigated for the
particular case of non-minimal Higgs inflation. In that
situation, the non-minimal coupling of the inflaton pro-
tects from the dynamics of the auxiliary field becoming
energetically dominant. However, even for simple mod-
els, where auxiliary fields fluctuations could dominate

1 Previous studies have shown that small-field inflationary models
are not robust to the initial conditions. A word of caution, this
should be viewed such that the onset of a successful inflationary
epoch is very sensitive to initial inhomogeneities, and not as a
no-go for this type of models. Indeed, it has been shown that
regions that should yield inflation in the slow-roll limit, might fail
if kination or scalar field gradients are considered. However, the
opposite can also be realised, i.e. regions that initially are located
outside the slow-roll part of the potential get dragged into the
successful inflationary region, especially if strong field velocities
are considered [20]. Therefore, the initial condition problem for
small-field inflationary models cannot be disregarded easily, and
needs to be considered in detail for particular cases.
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FIG. 4: Evolution of the mean scalar gravitational curvature,
which amplitudes freeze at super-Hubble scales after inflation
onset, around N ≈ 2.5. Same colour code as in Fig. 2.

the energy content, the overall expansion of the Universe
should make those perturbations to decay, and eventually
the scalar-field(s) potential should become dominant. As
long as this potential is flat enough to allow inflation at
super-Planckian field values, inflation should begin in a
similar manner as shown in this work.

D. Observables from the pre-inflation phase?

To finalise, we also investigate the evolution of gravita-
tional curvature perturbations, shown in Figure 4. The
figure confirms that during the inhomogeneous period of
pre-inflation curvature perturbations are generated, and
eventually they freeze-out during inflation when they are
stretched at super-Hubble scales. In principle, this opens
a possible (but unlikely) observational window to mea-
sure these perturbations if they re-enter at a late time in
our Universe. Evidently, that would only be possible if
the duration of inflation is very much tuned to just ex-
plain the observed homogeneity of the CMB, i.e. ∼ 60
efolds. However possible, this situation would require of
certain fine-tuning in the models, but could potentially
be seen as features in the large-scale structure and ex-
plain some of the observed anomalies [48, 49] .

IV. DISCUSSION

This paper is a follow up of previous numerical relativity
studies on the topic of initial conditions of inflation. In
here, I have investigated the robustness of large-field
inflation models to inhomogeneous initial conditions
beyond the assumption of conformal flatness, where
initial configurations with large fluctuations in the
metric tensor have been considered. These results and
conclusions should be valid for any inflation model

that operates at large field values, including the most
favoured models by Planck such as Starobinski inflation,
Non-minimally coupled Higgs inflation, etc.

An important remark is that, intrinsically to the studied
initial configurations, I have assumed certain characteris-
tics for the pre-inflationary Universe that might condition
the results. These assumptions are the following:

i) the pre-inflationary Universe is expanding on av-
erage, and the matter content is dominated by a
single scalar field,

ii) the Universe is governed by Einstein’s field equa-
tions of General Relativity, and can be described
classically, where thermal fluctuations dominate
and therefore quantum effects can be ignored,

iii) the overall energy scales are below Planckian ener-
gies, so no quantum theory of gravity is necessary,

iv) the pre-inflationary Universe contains many Hub-
ble volumes, and super-Hubble fluctuations are ex-
pected to exist.

v) dynamics evolve locally, i.e. super-Hubble modes
remain frozen until nearly Hubble entry.

This and previous works have consistently shown that
large inhomogeneities, either in the scalar or gravita-
tional field sector, do not prevent cosmic inflation from
occurring. We show that all types of gradients eventu-
ally fall down the energy scales at which inflation takes
places and therefore cosmic inflation begins without need
of fine-tuning. From these simulations, I conclude that
for large-field inflation models, beginning inflation is an
unavoidable outcome as long as in the primordial Uni-
verse there existed at least one Hubble volume VH where
the following characteristics are met:

• the initial VH is in average expanding, i.e.
⟨H⟩VH

> 0.

• the mean value of the scalar-field in VH is within
the slow-roll region of V (φ), allowing for at least
60 efolds in the homogeneous limit.

When the previous assumptions are satisfied, cosmic
inflation safely begins, and consequently homogenise,
anisotropise and flatten the Universe well beyond super-
Hubble scales. We particularly tested that large metric
fluctuations, characterized by large Weyl curvatures, are
also flattened within a few tens of efolds, and there-
fore the inflationary mechanism remains a successful
cosmic smoother of inhomogeneous pre-inflationary
inhomogeneities, including initial settings consistent
within the Weyl Curvature Hypothesis. In conclusion,
cosmic inflation successfully homogenizes the primordial
Universe and therefore can successfully explain the
large-scale homogeneity and flatness of today’s Universe.
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To finalize, I acknowledge that the presence of non-
causal kinematics at super-Hubble scales, in violation
of our fifth assumption described above, can clearly be
dangerous for starting inflation, as the investigations
in [23] interestingly shows. However, in my opinion,
these scenarios should be considered as specific condi-
tions that might spoil the onset of inflation, rather than
being part of the norm of generic ones. Despite that we
do not know what kind of conditions might originate
from an early quantum gravity phase, and taking into
account our limitations on studying the initial condition
problem of inflation using numerical general relativity,
at the classical level, it should arguably be assumed that
in generic initial configurations causality and locality
should be preserved.
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Appendix A: BSSN formalism of numerical relativity

In this work, we solve the BSSN formulation of the Ein-
stein equations using GRChombo [43, 44], a multipurpose
numerical relativity code. In the context of the 3+1 de-
composition of General Relativity, the line element reads

ds2 = −α2dt2 + γij(dx
i + βidt)(dxj + βjdt) (A1)

where γij is the metric of the 3-dimensional hypersur-
face, and the lapse and shift gauge parameters are given
by α(t) and βi(t) respectively. A further conformal de-
composition of the 3-metric follows,

γij =
1

χ
γ̃ij = ψ4γ̃ij with det(γ̃ij) = 1 , (A2)

where χ and ψ are two different parametrisations of the
metric conformal factor. While the former is used dur-
ing the temporal integration, the latter is preferred when
constructing the initial conditions. The extrinsic curva-
ture is thus split in Ãij andK, respectively, the conformal

traceless part and its trace,

Kij =
1

χ

(
Ãij +

1

3
γ̃ijK

)
. (A3)

In addition, the first spatial derivatives of the metric are
considered as dynamical variables

Γ̃i ≡ γ̃jkΓ̃i
jk = −∂j γ̃ij , (A4)

where Γ̃i
jk are the Christoffel symbols associated with

the conformal metric γ̃ij .

The evolution equations for the BSSN variables are then
given by

∂tχ =
2

3
αχK − 2

3
χ∂kβ

k + βk ∂kχ , (A5)

∂tγ̃ij = −2α Ãij + γ̃ik ∂jβ
k + γ̃jk ∂iβ

k

− 2

3
γ̃ij ∂kβ

k + βk ∂kγ̃ij , (A6)

∂tK = −γijDiDjα+ α

(
ÃijÃ

ij +
1

3
K2

)
+ βi∂iK + 4π α(ρφ + S) , (A7)

∂tÃij = [−χDiDjα+ χα (Rij − 8π Sij)]
TF

+ α(KÃij − 2Ãil Ã
l
j)

+ Ãik ∂jβ
k + Ãjk ∂iβ

k

− 2

3
Ãij ∂kβ

k + βk ∂kÃij , (A8)

∂tΓ̃
i = 2α

(
Γ̃i
jk Ã

jk − 2

3
γ̃ij∂jK − 3

2
Ãij ∂jχ

χ

)
− 2 Ãij ∂jα+ βk∂kΓ̃

i

+ γ̃jk∂j∂kβ
i +

1

3
γ̃ij∂j∂kβ

k

+
2

3
Γ̃i ∂kβ

k − Γ̃k∂kβ
i − 16π α γ̃ij Sj , (A9)

where the superscript TF denotes the trace-free parts of
tensors, with Rij being the (3-dimensional) Ricci tensor.
The 3+1 decomposition of the energy-momentum tensor
Tµν gives

ρφ = nµnνTµν , (A10)

Si = −γµi n
νTµν , (A11)

Sij = γµi γ
ν
j Tµν , (A12)

S = γijSij , (A13)

where nµ = (1/α,−βi/α) is the unit normal vector to
the three-dimensional slices.
The Hamiltonian and Momentum constraints,

H = R+K2 −KijK
ij − 16πρ = 0 , (A14)

Mi = Dj(Kij − γijK)− 8πSi = 0 , (A15)

where R is the Ricci scalar, are only solved explicitly
when constructing initial data. However, they are also

http://www.grchombo.org/


9

monitored during the time evolution in order to ensure
that there is no significant deviations from General
Relativity.

The gauge parameters are initially set to α = 1 and
βi = 0 and then evolved in accordance with the moving
puncture gauge [52, 53], for which evolution equations are

∂tα = −ηαα (K − ⟨K⟩) + βi∂iα , (A16)

∂tβ
i = Bi , (A17)

∂tB
i =

3

4
∂tΓ̃

i − ηB B
i , (A18)

where the constants ηα and ηB are conveniently chosen to
improve the numerical stability. This way, α and βi are
boosted in the problematic regions with strongly growing
extrinsic curvature and spatial derivatives of the three-
metric γ̃ij . The goal of this gauge is to prevent the code
from resolving the central singularity of any black hole
that may eventually form, as well as to prevent coordi-
nate singularities on converging geodesics.

1. Scalar field equations

For the Einstein frame canonical scalar field φ, the
energy-momentum tensor is given by

Tµν =

(
∂µφ∂νφ− 1

2
gµν ∂λφ∂

λφ

)
− gµνV (φ) (A19)

The scalar field dynamics is governed by the the Klein-
Gordon equation, split into two first order equations for
the field and its momentum ΠI

M

∂tφ = αΠM + βi∂iφ , (A20)

∂tΠM = βi∂iΠM + α∂i∂
iφ+ ∂iφ∂

iα (A21)

+ α

(
KΠM − γijΓk

ij∂kφ− d

dφ
V (φ)

)
, (A22)

Appendix B: Construction of initial data

The initial conditions for the metric tensor, that has been
used in our simulations, have been constructed by pro-
viding the parameters listed in Table I.

Appendix C: Code validation and convergence tests

The validation of the code is done by monitoring the con-
straint equations. The relative Hamiltonian constraint is
defined by

H2
REL ≡

(
(3)R− ÃijÃij +

2
3K

2 − 16πρφ

)2

(3)R
2
+
(
ÃijÃij

)2

+
(
2
3K

2
)2

+ (16πρφ)
2

(C1)

where the numerator in Eq.(C1) is just the Hamiltonian
constraint expressed in BSSN variables. TheHREL quan-
tity has been computed for all simulations and monitored
that their values have remain low through the simulation
time. Convergence tests using different grid-size resolu-
tions are shown in Fig. 5.

Initial data parameters

mix: a0 = b0 = c0 = 3 · 10−3, a1 = b1 = c1 = 10−3,

(Fig. 3) a2 = b2 = c2 = 1, a3 = b3 = c3 = 1
3
π,

d1 = 0.1, f1 = 0.01, g1 = 0.033,

d2 = f2 = g2 = 1, d3 = 1
3
π, f3 = 1

2
π, g3 = π 9

10

off-diagonal a0 = b0 = c0 = a1 = b1 = c1 = 0,

(I): a2 = b2 = c2 = 1, a3 = b3 = c3 = 1
3
π,

d1 = 0.1, f1 = 0.001, g1 = 0.03,

d2 = f2 = g2 = 1, d3 = 1
3
π, f3 = 1

2
π, g3 = π 9

10

diagonal (I): a0 = b0 = c0 = 0.06, a1 = b1 = c1 = 0.02,

a2 = b2 = c2 = 1, a3 = b3 = c3 = 1
3
π,

d1 = f1 = g1 = 0,

d2 = f2 = g2 = 1, d3 = 1
3
π, f3 = 1

2
π, g3 = π 9

10

off-diagonal a0 = b0 = c0 = a1 = b1 = c1 = 0,

(II): a2 = b2 = c2 = 1, a3 = b3 = c3 = 1
3
π,

d1 = 0.01, f1 = 10−4, g1 = 3 · 10−3,

d2 = f2 = g2 = 1, d3 = 1
3
π, f3 = 1

2
π, g3 = π 9

10

diagonal (II): a0 = b0 = c0 = 0.01, a1 = b1 = c1 = 0.01,

a2 = b2 = c2 = 1, a3 = b3 = c3 = 1
3
π,

d1 = f1 = g1 = 0,

d2 = f2 = g2 = 1, d3 = 1
3
π, f3 = 1

2
π, g3 = π 9

10

TABLE I: Initial parameter sets used to compute the initial
data of the simulations used throughout this work. They
correspond to the colour-code lines used in the figures: black,
red, blue, green, purple, respectively from top to bottom.
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FIG. 5: Convergence testing. Shows the mean and r.m.s. of the relative Hamiltonian constraint using different grid resolutions:
HR = (280)3, MR = (220)3, LR = (160)3. Same initial conditions as shown in Fig. 3.
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