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We investigate future singularities originating from the anisotropy in the universe. We formulate
a new class of singularities in the homogeneous and anisotropic universe, comparing them with
the known singularities in the homogeneous and isotropic universe. We also discuss the physical
consequences of the new singularities. Moreover, we develop a novel reconstruction method for the
anisotropic universe by introducing four scalar fields to reconstruct cosmological models in which
future singularities appear. We present an explicit example where the anisotropy may grow in the
future up to singularity.

I. INTRODUCTION

The concordance ACDM model, including the cosmological constant and cold dark matter, has been in good
agreement with observational data. However, for several problems that are difficult to explain in the ACDM model,
cosmological models that go beyond the standard model have been intensively investigated in the context of modifying
Einstein’s gravity, known as the modified gravity theory. In the search for the beyond-ACDM model, modifications of
the gravitational theory have provided a variety of cosmological models, and cosmological observations have indeed
constrained the gravitational theories. However, it is also significant to examine the cosmological principle on which
the ACDM model stands; that is, the universe is homogeneous and isotropic spacetime on large scales and written as
the Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric as the zeroth order approximation.

Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) and Large-Scale Structure data have thoroughly tested the cosmological
principle. Recently, strong evidence of a violation of the cosmological principle of isotropy has been reported ﬂ]
Although there has been much discussion about the origin of the anisotropy and its time evolution, the cosmological
no-hair conjecture @] provides a strong prediction, independent of the details of the model, that the anisotropy will
exponentially decrease once inflation occurs. However, it is still possible to evade the cosmic no-hair conjecture, and
the anisotropic inflation models B—B] suggest that the spontaneous rotational-symmetry breaking could occur during
the inflation. The generated cosmological anisotropy could help us understand the CMB anomalies, and it is being
vigorously studied along with other cosmological anomalies, such as Hubble tension.

In addition to studying the origin of anisotropy and its effects in the early universe, It is also essential to study how
anisotropy will evolve in the future. It has already been suggested that the current universe contains a small amount
of anisotropy, and due to new physics or unveiled mechanisms, the future universe may develop a larger amount of
anisotropy. It is feasible to construct cosmological models with potentially increasing anisotropy and also significant
to investigate what may happen in the future within such models. For example, we allow finite anisotropy in all
cosmic history. In that case, the anisotropy may grow or even show singular behaviors because three spatial directions
can evolve differently and include singularities. We will explore cosmological models based on finite anisotropy and
search for possible new physics that lies therein.

In this paper, we investigate the general homogeneous and anisotropic universe, assuming that anisotropy generated
by some mechanisms exists in the universe. We mainly discuss the future singularities generated by the anisotropy.
It has been known that cosmological models generally encompass five types of finite-time singularities in the FLRW
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universe B—Iﬁ] In contrast to these singularities known in the homogeneous and isotropic universe, this paper presents
new types of finite-time singularities in the homogeneous and anisotropic universe. We discuss the classification of the
new singularities and their physical meanings due to the anisotropy by analogy with the known singularities in the
FLRW case. To demonstrate the growing anisotropy and associated singularities, we construct a cosmological model
that realizes the finite-time singularities, by developing a new cosmological reconstruction method.

This paper is organized as follows. In section [T} we briefly review the finite-time singularities known in the FLRW
universe. In section [[II, we formulate the cosmological model with the broken rotational symmetry and classify the
finite-time singularities due to the finite anisotropy. Moreover, we show phenomena caused by these singularities using
the geodesic deviation equation. In section [Vl we demonstrate the reconstruction of the cosmological models where
the finite-time singularities appear. As a specific example, we use Einstein’s gravity as a benchmark gravitational
theory.

II. FINITE-TIME SINGULARITIES IN FLRW UNIVERSE

We briefly review the finite-time singularities in the FLRW universe, homogeneous and isotropic spacetime, following
from Refs. [§10]. The line element of the FLRW universe is given by

dr?

1 K2 + 72 (d192 + sin? 19d¢2) , (1)

ds* = —dt* + () [

where «(t) is a scale factor, and (¢, 7,9, ¢) are the co-moving coordinates. K describes three different geometries for
three distinct values, namely, spatially flat (K = 0), closed (K > 0), and open (K < 0). We consider the spatially-flat
FLRW, K = 0, where Eq. ([I) reduces to the following form,

ds? = —di* +o2(t) Y (da')”. (2)

i=1,2,3

In Einstein’s gravity, the expansion of the FLRW universe with K = 0 in Eq. (@) is described by the Friedmann
equation and the Raychaudhuri equation,

2 2

. K
H®==p, H=-Z(p+p). (3)

We denote the Hubble parameter by H = g, where the dot represents the derivative with respect to ¢, and k% = 87G y
with Newton’s gravitational constant G . p and p are the pressure and the energy density of the matter contents in
the universe. We also introduce the equation of state (EOS) as p = wp, where w is the EOS parameter.

Based on Eq. @), the types of future singularities appearing in various cosmological models are classified as follows:
when t — £,

1. Type I (Big Rip) singularity: o — oo, p — 0o and |p| — oc.
2. Type II (Sudden) singularity: o — const. and p — const., but |p| = co. « and & are finite, but & diverges.
3. Type III (Big Freeze) singularity: o — const., but p — oo and |p| — co. « is finite, but & diverges.

4. Type IV (Generalized Sudden) singularity: « — const., p — const., and |p| — const., but some higher
derivatives of H diverge. «, &, and & are finite, but higher derivatives of a diverge.

5. Type V (w) singularity: w — oo, but p and p are finite. This type depends on the properties of the matter, but
the behavior of « is identical to that in Type II, that is, o and & are finite, but & diverges.

Type I singularity was first introduced in ﬂﬂ], which appears in the universe filled by phantom fluid ﬂﬂ] Type 11
singularity was proposed in ] Type IIT and Type IV singularities were obtained by complementing the Type I and
Type I singularities in [§] (for Type IIL, see also [14,[15]). Although Type I-IV singularities have completely classified
the singular behaviors of spacetime, in [16], the singular behaviour of the EoS parameter w was also considered.

To illustrate what could happen near the singularities, we consider the geodesic deviation equation:

D25+
W = R“VPUTUTPSU . (4)



Here, 7, S¥, and T* present the proper time, deviation vector, and the tangent vector, respectively. In the FLRW
spacetime ([2), we may choose T° = 1, T* = 0. Then, Eq. @) is reduced into

D2S¢ i -
e R'g;57 . (5)
In the FLRW universe, we have
Rlgy; = (H + H2) dij (6)
and Eq. (@) gives
D2S? . :
— = (A+ 1) st 7
dr? ( + (M)

H and H diverge in Type I and III singularities, and H diverges in Type II singularity. Thus, Eq. (@) tells us that
spacetime is ripped. There could be the case that H, H, or both go to infinity in the infinite future. Even in this
case, everything is ripped finally, which is called a little rip ﬂﬂ—lﬁ] There could also be the case that H may become
a constant H( in the infinite future. However, if Hy is large enough, anything whose binding energy is smaller than a
threshold value is also ripped, called a pseudo-rip @]

III. GENERAL ANISOTROPIC SPACETIME

In this section, we consider a general homogeneous and anisotropic spacetime and classify the future singularities
in this spacetime. In addition to the known finite-time singularities in the FLRW universe, we show that new kinds
of singularities may show up in the anisotropic universe. We conclude that these singularities require the presence
of even slight amount of spacetime anisotropy as a necessary condition. Regarding the new type of singularities, we
investigate the geodesic equation and geodesic deviation equations in such a spacetime.

A. Rotational symmetry breaking

The general homogeneous and anisotropic spacetime is given as follows,
ds® = —dt* + Z gij(t)dz'dz? . (8)
i,j=1,2,3

The above spacetime is homogeneous because there is a shift symmetry of the spatial coordinates 'zt = 2t + ¢ by
constants ¢'. Because the spatial part of metric g;; is symmetric under the exchange of the indices g;; = g;i, we can
diagonalize the spatial metric as

(935 (1) = OT(t) (3:;(1) Ot)

a’(t) 0 0 (9)
=0Tw | o @) o0 |Oo®
0 0 ()

Here O(t) is a 3 x 3 orthogonal matrix, and O™ (¢) is the transpose of O(t) which satisfies OT (t)O(t) = I with 3 x 3
unit matrix I. O(t) is time-dependent in general, and if it is a constant matrix, the universe can be regarded as the
Bianchi Type-I universe, as we will see later. Note that O(¢) does not mean an actual rotation of space but a rotation
of principal axes of the spatial metric represented by a symmetric matrix.

Considering the known results of singularities in the FLRW universe, some or all of a(t), b(t), and ¢(t) may have
singularities of Type -V, which is a straightforward generalization of the future singularities in the FLRW universe.
However, we note that another singularity could be from O(t). Such a singularity is expected to appear under the
broken rotational symmetry or the spatial anisotropy.

We now choose the rotational axis of O(t) near the time ¢ = ¢4 to be the x3-axis, which does not generate any loss
of generality,

cosf(t) —sind(t)

0
O(t) = | sinf(t) cosf(t) 0 | . (10)
0 0 1



As in the cases of Type I-IV singularities in the FLRW universe, 6(¢) might have singularities: at ¢ = t,, (1) 6(?)
diverges; (2) 0(t) diverges; and (3) a higher derivtive of 6(¢) diverges. We note that the singularity associated with
0(t) shows up only if a(ts) # b(ts) because O(t) becomes irrelevant when a(t) = b(t),

a’(t) 0 0
o (t) 0 a*(t) 0 O(t)
0 0 )
cosf(t) sinf(t) 0 a*(t) 0 0 cosf(t) —sinf(t) 0
= [ —sind(t) cosb(t) 0 0 a%t) 0 sinf(t) cosf(t) 0 (11)
0 01 0 0 @) 0 0 1
a’(t) 0 0
= 0 a%t) 0
0 0 )

Therefore a(ts) # b(ts) is a necessary condition for the singularity from the rotation 6(t) along the x3-axis.
For the rotation matrix (I0)), the spacetime metric (@) leads to

a’(t) cos? (t) + b2(t) sin? 0(2) [ 2(t) — a®(t)] cosO(t)sinf(t) 0
(9i5 () = | [b*(t) — a*(t)] cos 9( ) sin 9(15) a (t) sin G(t) + b2(t) cos? O(t) 2O . (12)
0 0 c(t)

The above expression tells us that if 6(¢) diverges, the metric has violent oscillations, although |g;;| is finite. We will
show that there is a curvature singularity even if A(t) is finite but 6(¢) diverges. Such a singularity occurs when 6(t)
behaves near ¢t ~ t4 as 0(t) ~ 0y + 01 (t5 — t)B with constants 0, 61, and S where 0 < 8 < 1. We briefly comment on
the divergence of # and its derivatives. In the spacetime of our interest, there can be non-zero off-diagonal elements of
the spatial metric g;;(¢) in Eq. (8). If we assign the scale factors to the diagonal elements of spatial metric g;;(t) after
the diagonalization, the off-diagonal elements in the original spatial metric g;;(¢) describes the mixture of the scale
factors, as in Eq. (I2)). In this sense, 0(¢) is the time-dependent mixing angle. Thus, through the diagonalization, 6(t)
corresponds to the off-diagonal elements of g;;(t), (x,y) element in the current setup, and the divergence of 6 and its
derivatives reflects those of such off-diagonal elements in g;;(¢).

We compute the Ricci tensor and Ricei scalar in the general homogeneous and anisotropic spacetime (the detailed
calculation is summarized in Appendix [A]). For the metric in Eq. (@), the Ricci tensor is given as follows:

(@-v2)* ., f(a b ¢
S A P [T 13
Foo 2a2b2 a+b+c ’ (13)
Ro; =Rino=0 (14)
(Rij) = OT(Ry;)O
Ry By 0 (15)
=O"|[ Ry Ry 0 |O,
0 0 Rss

where the components in R;; are defined as

- b ¢ bt —at .
Rn:da+aa<5+9>+ ¢ g2
C

202
R12:R21
__é 2_2_99 2 2_é 2 2 E 2 _ 12
2( b?) 2a(b+3a) b(a—i—?)b)—i-c(a b?) (16)
: 4 _ 14
RQQ_bberb( + >+“2a2b 6’



By contracting the Ricci tensor with the metric, the Ricci scalar is given by

(a® = b?)? ., i b ¢ ab b éa
R= T2l 9+2<a+b+c>+2<ab+bc+ca>' (17)
We omitted the variable ¢ in the scale factors and rotation angle above for simplicity. We note that Rs3 does not have
¢ dependence because we choose the rotation axis as 2% direction in our setup. One can restore well-known results in
FLRW spacetime by taking the limit that 8 =0 =0 and a = b = c.

The singularities originated from the rotation angle of spatial metric f may show up in the Ricci tensor and Ricci
scalar if 0 or 6 diverge at t = t;. Notably, these singularities require a(ts) # b(ts). We emphasize that 6 dependence
in the curvature tensors always drops if a(t) = b(t), and thus, the anisotropy in the scale factors is a necessary
condition for the singularity associated with 6(t). In other words, if there is even a slight anisotropy in the universe,
6 dependence cannot be ignored and potentially causes a new type of singularities.

We consider the case that 0(t) vanishes at ¢t = ¢,, while 6(t) diverges at t = ¢,. In this case, the metric g;;(¢) is
automatically diagonalized g;;(t) = §;;(ts) as in Eq. (I2Z). However, several components of Ricci tensor Rgg, Ri1,
R12 = Ra1, Ra9, and Ricci scalar R diverge in general when 6 diverges. Note that we have chosen the rotational axis
as the 2% axis near ¢t = t,. As we will see in the following subsection, in Einstein’s gravity, the Einstein equation
suggests that the energy-momentum tensor must diverge corresponding to divergences of 6 in the Einstein tensor.
Moreover, off-diagonal components of the Einstein tensor are nonvanishing, which generally requires the anisotropic
stress in the energy-momentum tensor.

B. Classification of singularities

We can summarize the classification of singularities in terms of the metric components. First, we consider the
singularities related to a(t), b(t), and ¢(t), which are the eigenvalues of g;;(t). When ¢ — t,,

1-1 Type I singularity: Some of a(t), b(t), and c(t) diverge.

1-2 Type II singularity: Some of a(t), b(t), and c¢(t) and the first derivatives of a(t), b(t), and ¢(t) are finite, but
some of the second derivatives diverge.

1-3 Type III singularity: Some of a(t), b(t), and ¢(t) are finite, but the first derivatives of a(t), b(t), and ¢(¢) diverge.

1-4 Type IV singularity: Some of a(t), b(t), and ¢(t) and the first and second derivatives of a(t), b(t), and c(t) are
finite, but some higher derivatives diverge.

Note that the same type of singularity does not need to occur in all directions. For instance, only a(t) corresponding
to z! direction may have one of the above Type I - IV singularities, while the other scale factors do not show singular
behaviors. As another example, the two directions may have singularities, although the remaining direction does not,
and these two singularities may be different types from each other.

As mentioned in the previous subsection, these singularities are generalizations of the future singularities in the
FLRW universe with respect to different scale factors assigned to the three spatial directions. These are not related to
the rotation 6(t), and assuming the rotation angle is constant 6(t) = const., the spacetime of our interest is reduced
to Bianchi Type-I universe. As an illustration, we consider the Einstein equation,

G = KTy, (18)

where T}, represents the energy-momentum tensor of the matters. From Eqgs. (@) and (II), the Einstein tensor G,

is given as
2—b22- b b ..
Gooz_u92+<a_+_c+ﬂ> , (19)

4a2b? ab  bc  ca
GOi = GiO = O, (20)
~ 1
GU:OTO%—QQJOO
= T a ..
=0"(Gy)0 a
Gu Riz 0

=07 | Ry Ga O 0,

0 0 Gas



where the diagonal components in éij are defined as

o (@=)Ba?+b?) ., L (b @ 5 bé

Gn = - 42 N Bl B v

5 2 2\(42 2\ . -- .

GQQ:—(b a)(a” +35) ja 2 <9+C)—b2%, (22)
4a? a ca

- (a2 b2)262 5 ofd b )

Gos=——qmpe " ~\a% )

Moreover, the spatial components of the Einstein equation can be simplified by introducing a new definition of the
energy-momentum tensor:

O%(Gi;)O = KTy,
( JE F”zf (23)
Gij = kT35,
where

(Ty;) = OTT;0. (24)

Assuming 6 is constant in Eqs. (I9) and (21]), we find that all the #-dependent terms vanish, and Eq. (23) leads to
the modified Friedmann equations in the Bianchi Type-I universe ﬂﬂ, @]

KQTOO = (HaHb + HbHc + HcHa) 5
2 ~ . .
—%T11 = (Hb +Hc) + (HZ + H? + HbHc) )
a
K2 - . (25)
5T = (H + Ha) + (HZ + H? + H.H,) ,
2 ~ . .
—IZ—2T33 = (Ha + Hb) + (H? + Hf + HoH,) .
Here, we defined the Hubble parameter for each direction as
o= gt gt (26)
a — a 9 b — b ) c c .

When we read the energy-momentum tensor as Too = p and Tj; = diag[Pya?, Pab?, P3c?], where p and P; are the
energy density and the pressure in each direction. It is apparent that the future singularities in the FLRW universe
are generalized into those in the Bianchi Type-I universe. As in the classification of the future singularity in the
FLRW universe, three different Hubble parameters and their derivatives may show the different types of singularities,
as the corresponding energy density and pressures also diverge.

Second, we focus on the singularities related to the rotation 6(¢) in the orthogonal matrix, which diagonalizes
the spatial metric ¢;;. For these singularities, the components of the metric are always finite, |g;;| < co. Near the
singularity ¢ ~ ts, we may choose the matrix as in Eq. (I0) with any loss of generality and assume a(ts) # b(ts).
When t — t,

2-1 Type 16 singularity: 6 diverges, and the metric oscillates very rapidly.

2-2 Type 110 singularity: 6 and 0 are finite, but 6 diverges. The energy density and the diagonal spatial components
of the energy-momentum tensor are finite, but the off-diagonal component diverges.

2-3 Type 1116 singularity: 6, & is finite, but 6 and also 0 diverge. The energy density, pressure, and other spatial
components of the energy-momentum tensor diverge.

2-4 Type IV@ singularity: 6, 0, and 0 are finite, but some higher derivatives of @ diverge. The energy density,
pressure, and other spatial components of the energy-momentum tensor are finite. Their first derivatives are
also finite, but the higher derivatives diverge.



We note that 6(t) corresponds to the off-diagonal elements in the original spatial metric g;;(¢). Using a rotation
matrix O, we can separate the additional divergence from divergences in the three scale factors.

As before we consider the Einstein equation as an illustration. Taking into account the #-dependence, we find that
the off- dlagonal elements in the Einstein tensor (2II) ng = R21 do not vanish, and Eq. [23)) leads to the following
equations:

: (@ =12
Too = (HaHy + HyHo + HoHo) — <02,
—Z—jfu = (Hb + M) + (HE + B2 + HyH,) + G bzi(f;f g,
—K2Typ = o ; i ; [Ha (b° + 3a%) — Hy (a® + 3b%) + H (a® — b7)] 0, (27)
—Z—jfzz = (Mo + fa) + (H2 + H2 + HH,) + i “Z(;ZZ 3o
= () (22 )+ 0 g

In addition to the corrections to Eq. (23], we have an additional equation from the off-diagonal component of the
Einstein tensor, which inevitably introduces the anisotropic stress Tlg = Tgl. We can find that in Eq. [21), the new
types of singularities require anisotropy in the scale factors a(t) # b(t) as the necessary condition. They also indicate
that the off-diagonal elements of the energy-momentum tensor, 715 = T5; in our setup, must have a singularity. If 6
behaves as 6 ~ 0 (ts — t)’g with constants 6y and § when ¢ ~ t,, the Type I8 corresponds to 5 < 0, the Type 116 to
1 < B <2, the Type 1116 to 0 < 8 < 1, and the Type IV# to the case that g is not an integer and § > 2.

C. Rips and Twists

We further investigate the new class of finite-time singularities related to the rotation angle 6 of the spatial metric.
First, we consider what could happen when 6 diverges using the geodesic deviation equation as in Eq. ). Computing
the Riemann tensor R';,; in the general homogeneous and anisotropic spacetime, we find

Rioo;‘ = OT(RiOOj)O

A Dy 0 28
=o' D B 0 |O, (28)
0 0 C

and the geodesic deviation equation takes the following form:

b A Da 0 st
O 25 |=| D B 0]OfS*]|, (29)
Dls? 0 0 C S3
dr?2
where
. 2 12\ ( 2 2
A:(Ha+Ha2)—9—(a b?)(a® + 3b?)

0 b? b? 6 b?
Dab—_§|:Ha(¥+3)—Hb(1+3¥>:|—5(1—5)
6 2 a? 6 (a2 (30)
Dy =—=1H, (1 H, ——=|=-1
o=y [ (o) - (9| -5 (5 )
: 0% (b% — a®)(b* 4 3a?)
_ 2
B—(Hb“l‘Hb)—Z a2b2
C=(H.+H?.

The off-diagonal components in Eq. (29]) generate new geodesic deviations proportional to another geodesic deviation
perpendicular to the geodesic deviation. Especially in the case of Type 116, the diagonal elements are finite, although



the off-diagonal elements diverge. Thus, spacetime could be ripped in analogy to the FLRW case. We also consider
the analogy to the little rip and pseudo rip in the FLRW Universe. If 6, 6, or both diverge in the infinite future, the
spacetime could be ripped finally. If 9, 9, or both become very large, even constant, any object whose binding energy
is below the threshold could be ripped. )

Second, we consider what could happen when 6 becomes large, using the geodesic equation for the non-relativistic
test particle,

d2zH " dz” dx®

0= —_— .
ds? t o ds ds

(31)

To investigate effects coming from 0, we consider the situation that the divergence from the rotation angle is dominant
compared with that from the scale factors in the spatial metric; that is, we ignore derivatives of the scale factors and
assume 6 ~ 0 at t ~ t, as in Type II10 singularity. Using the Christoffel symbol in the anisotropic universe (see
Appendix [A]), we find that the spatial components of the geodesic equations lead to

d?zt b2 da?
2 0 1)
ds? (a > ds ’

A2 a2 . a?\ dz!

27 g1 ) 2= 32
ds? ( b2> ds ’ (32)
R

—— ~0.

ds?

Here, we have assumed the non-relativistic limit ’dwi / ds’ < ’d:vo / ds’ ~ 1.

The terms including 6 generate forces perpendicular to the velocity dx?/ds of the particle as in the magnetic force.
These forces may be regarded as the Coriolis force. When 0 diverges, any object may be twisted off. In this sense,
we may call the singularity where 6 diverges in the finite future as the Big Twist. If § goes to infinite in the 1nﬁn1te
future, we may call this the little twist. When 6 goes to a very large constant in the infinite future, we may call this
phenomenon the pseudo twist.

IV. RECONSTRUCTION OF MODELS WITH ANISOTROPIC SINGULARITY

In this section, we consider models that realize curvature singularity by applying a new systematic formulation,
so-called reconstruction. The reconstruction is the inverse of the standard process where we solve the equations for
given models. Inversely, we may find a model that realizes the geometry desired from the theoretical and observational
viewpoints. The reconstruction for cosmology in the FLRW spacetime, Egs. (0l) and (), has been actively studied for
several kinds of modified gravity theories (see the review ﬂﬁ] and the references therein for the reconstruction, and
for modified gravity theories general, see Refs. [24-126] for the review).

Recently, the formulation of the reconstruction for the spherically symmetric spacetime has been investigated,
using two-scalar fields ﬂﬂ] and in the scalar—Einstein—Gauss-Bonnet gravity m] However, ghosts appear in all the
above models, indicating they are physically inconsistent. In the classical theory, the kinetic energy of the ghosts
is unbounded below, and the system becomes unstable. In the quantum theory, the ghosts typically generate the
negative norm states as in the Fadeev-Popov ghosts in the gauge theories @] The negative norm states generate
negative probabilities, which conflicts with the Copenhagen interpretation of the quantum theory. The ghost can be,
however, eliminated by using constraints given by the Lagrange multiplier fields @, @] We discuss a generalization
of the two-scalar model to the model with four scalar fields b] This model can reconstruct a model that realizes
any given geometry, even if it is time-dependent, not spherically symmetric, and anisotropic, as in Eq. (&).

A. Conventional fluid approach

Before we introduce the reconstruction, we consider the effective matter contents that directly reflect the singularities
in the Einstein tensor in the framework of Einstein’s gravity, To investigate the new class of singularities generated
by 6, we ignore derivatives of the scale factors and assume 6 ~ 0 as done in the previous subsection. When 6 ~ 0,
we can drop the rotation matrix O in Eq. (23]), and the effective energy-momentum tensor of the fluid given by the
FEinstein tensor is reduced to be

(a2 - 52)2 52

Too~ = 4k2a2b? ’

(33)



T()i = TiO = 0, (34)
(CRELT S,
2 —a a 2
(Tij) ~ ) 5 (a®—v?) e aing 0 (35)
(a27b2)262 -
0 0 —hamr—

Although spacetime anisotropy does not allow us to utilize the ordinary perfect fluid description, we can define the
energy density and pressures p, P, P», P as

(a2 - b2)2 52

p=Too~ — g ¥
P Ty (a®—b%)(30% + b2)9-2 |
a? 4Kk2a2b2 (36)
P o T22 (b2 — az)(a2 + 3b2) 92
2T 2 4K2a2b2 ’
Tas (a2 —02)* ,
=80 _ "/
c2 4K2a2b?

Eq. (6) shows that the energy density and three pressures diverge when 6 does. We note that p always takes a
negative value, which manifestly causes difficulty in introducing the conventional fluid approach at the classical level.
Ps is always negative, while P, and P, have opposite signs depending on the scale factor in each direction.

Regarding anisotropic stress, if we assume 6 ~ 6 (t; — t)’B so that 8 ~ 0 and @ diverges at ¢ ~ t,, we find
B—2
T12 == Tgl X |p|2(5*1) . (37)

If we define the power as v = %, the type of singularities can be determined by the power ~: the Type 10

singularity corresponds to l < v < 1; Type H6‘ to v < 0; Type 1110 to v > 1; and Type IVO to 0 < v < 5 except
the points where 8 is an mteger that is, v # 2 = 1) If the universe includes the fluid with the off-diagonal element

Tio = To1 o |p|”, there could occur the finite future singularity of the Type 16 — IV6.
Although the effective fluid cannot be a perfect fluid due to the anisotropy, we read off EOS in each direction.

Using Eq. (36l), we find
b2
P1~(1+2“ . )p,

— b2

a® +b? (38)
P (12520,
szp.

Eq. 8) shows the exotic EOS along x! and 22 directions depending on the size of the anisotropy. For a > b, the
effective EOS paramerter w > 1 along z! direction and w < 1 along x? direction. However, the effective fluid shows
the stiff EOS w = 1 along 2? direction regardless of the anisotropy.

Eq. (33) suggests that the energy density, pressure, and anisotropic stress of the fluid become smaller if the anisotropy
is smaller, a ~ b. Here, we assume a tiny portion of the anisotropic fluid in the present universe, where the background
spacetime is almost FLRW Universe, and we ignore the backreaction of the anisotropic fluid. For the FLRW metric
in (), the Christoffel symbols are given by

2
Ffj = H5ij,

i i i (39)
I, =15 = Hd';,
and the other components vanish. If we impose the conservation law V#T),,, = 0 for the anisotropic fluid,
0=V"T,
:/')+3Hp+H(P1+P2+P3) (40)
=p+6Hp.

Here we have used (B8] although the EOS could not be valid in the present universe.
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On the other hand, the conservation law V#T),; = 0 is trivial even for the anisotropic fluid in the present model.
Eq. {@0) indicates the solution p & a~%, that is, the density decreases by the expansion. If the conservation law (@Q)
is valid even in the present universe, the fluid will not dominate in the future. The anisotropic fluid cannot describe
the future singularity, although it might have been dominant in the early universe and generated the primordial
anisotropy. In order for the future singularity to show up, when the energy density p is small, the EOS (B8) must be
changed so that the density increases by the expansion of the universe.

B. Four-scalar reconstruction

We consider the following model including four scalar fields ¢°:

S = Sgravity + SQB + S)\ ) (41)
1
Sg = /d4x\/—g 3 > Aw(9) 9" 0u6"0,8" =V (9) | (42)
a,b=0,1,2,3
1
Sy = /d4x\/—g Z ¢ (aaig‘“’ (x) 0,00, 0" — 1> . (43)
a=0,1,2,3 g (@ =9)
We use the Roman index (a, b, --- = 0,1, 2, 3) for the scalar fields, and as we will see later, it corresponds to the index

in the internal space. Sgravity represents the action of the arbitrary gravity theory, and the kinetic coefficients Aqp (¢)
and the potential V' (¢) are functions of the scalar fields ¢®. In Eq. (3]), A\* are Lagrange multiplier fields that lead
to constraints,

1 7 a a
0= mé]“ () 0,90, 0" — 1, (44)

which eliminates ghosts.
By the variation of the action {I]) with respect to the metric g,,, we obtain

g,uv = %g;w % Z Aab (¢) g£n8§¢aaﬁ¢b -V ((b) - % Z Aab (¢) a'u(baaygbb

a,b=0,1,2,3 a,b=0,1,2,3

1 1 A
g X N (e @osas-1) - S X ara

. g (= 9) L g (@ =)
=0,1,2,3 =0,1,2,3 (45)
1 1
=50 |5 D Aw(0) 700 050" —V (¢)
a,b=0,1,2,3
1 a b )\a a a
-3 Aap () 0,0°0,0" — > Ty = gy n 0"
a,b=0,1,2,3 a=0,1,2,3 -

Here, we used the constraint equations in Eq. (#4), and G, is defined by the variation of the action Sgravity of the
gravity sector:

1 5Sgravity

g,uu = 46
vV—9g 6,9”1/ ( )
If we employ the Einstein-Hilbert action
Suravity = —— [ d V—ygR (47)
gravity — ﬁ Ty —glv,
G, is, of course, given by the Einstein tensor,
1

G = —55GCuw - (48)
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We can include the contribution of matter by replacing the G*¥ by

1 6Sgrow1ty + 1 5Smatter

V= 5g;w V=g 5g;w

1 6Sgrav1ty 1
= ey | v
V=g 59;”/ 2

Note that the first term is written by the coordinates for a given spacetime metric. If we find the coordinate dependence
of T by solving the conservation law and field equation of the matter, the second term and thus the whole G is
written by the coordinates. In the case of Einstein’s gravity, Eq. {8 is rewritten as,

g =

(49)

1 1

g,uv - _ﬁG,uu + §T,uu . (50)
By multiplying Eq. (@) with ¢g*¥, we find
1
9w =5 D, Aw(9) 00 00" —2V () = Y X, (51)
a,b=0,1,2,3 a=0,1,2,3

where we again used Eq. [@4]). Moreover, substituting Eq. (&1l into Eq. (Z3), we find

Z Aab ((b) ay¢aau¢b = _2g;u/ + Guv {V (¢) + Z A + gpggpa'}

a,b=0,1,2,3 a=0,1,2,3

-2 3 prryps LA (52)

a= 0123

a

We now identify the four scalar fields as the spacetime coordinates ¢* = x®, which is actually consistent with the

constraints in Eq. [@]). And then, Eq. (B2) can be rewritten as

A,UJ/ (d)) - _2g,uu + Guv { Z A+ gpggpg} -2 Z (b) 5(155 . (53)

a=0,1,2,3 a=01.2,39

Moreover, we consider the solution for A* = 0. And then, an arbitrary geometry written by g, and arbitrary function
V (¢ = x) can be realized by choosing A, (¢) as

A,uu (¢) = _2g,uu (33 = ¢) + Guv (33 = ¢) {V (¢) + g7 (‘T = ¢) gPU (‘T = (b)} . (54)

Because the potential V' (¢) is arbitrary, we hereafter choose V (¢) = 0.

We remark several features of Aq;. S4 can be regarded as a non-linear sigma model whose target-space metric is
given by Agp (@) when V (¢) = 0. A similar structure related to the four scalar fields and internal space can also
be found in modified gravity theories @, @] If Ay = 0 for a given a and arbitrary b and the other non-vanishing
components do not depend on ¢* for the given a, we may drop the scalar field ¢*. For instance, when we consider
the spherical symmetry, there is no dependence on angular coordinates ¢? = # and ¢ = ¢. Thus, we can drop two
of four scalar fields, and the two-scalar field works for the spherically symmetric spacetime m]

Without Sy in Eq. (), ghosts appear when any eigenvalue of A,y (¢) becomes negative. We now check if the
constraints in Eq. @) derived from Sy can eliminate the ghosts. For this purpose, we consider the perturbation,

¢a = 2% 4 5¢a . (55)

For the perturbation §¢¢, the constraints in Eq. (@) give

0 =2g"0,00" — Y 6¢"Dpg"* (). (56)
b

Here, we have not summed the equations with respect to a. For a space-like coordinate %, if we impose d¢® = 0 when
|x*] — oo, and for a time-like coordinate 2, if we impose d¢* = 0 as an initial condition, we always find d¢* = 0.
Therefore, 6¢* does not propagate, and thus the ghosts do not appear.
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In the case of Einstein’s gravity, Eq. (54) has the following form,

A () = =G (¢ = 9) = 535000 (2 = 9) 4" (= 6) Gy (2 = )
: " 657)
= FR#V (x=19).

It is now clear that A, (¢) is given by the Ricci tensor R,,,, where the coordinates are identified with the scalar fields
= ¢H. Moreover, including matter contents in terms of the energy-momentum tensor as in Eq. (B0), we find

1 1
A () = = R (2= ) = T (2= 0) + 30 (2 = ) T (6 = ), (5%)
where T represents the trace of the energy-momentum tensor
T=g"T.. (59)

Eq. (8) can be interpreted as A, (¢), which is comprised by the four scalar fields, complementing the Einstein
equation for any metric g, and matter T),,. Therefore, with an appropriate choice of A" (¢), the model described
by Eq. () allows us to reconstruct the gravitational theories that realize the desired geometry. We note that it is
straightforward to extend this reconstruction method to the case in D dimensional spacetime with D scalar fields.

C. Toy model 1: Increasing anisotropy

We apply the above four-scalar-field model to reconstruct the models that encompass the curvature singularities.
In the homogeneous and anisotropic spacetime described by Eq. (8], we substitute Eqs. (I3) — (IH) and Eq. {I7) into

Eq. (B8)

1 a2 —p2)?. PR S 1
Ao = —— gﬁ"’ 224t + | —Too — 5T )
K2 2a2b? a b ¢ 2 o
t=¢(0) lt=¢
Ao = Aio = —Tho, (60)
1 15211 ]:%12 0 1 -
(Aij) = ) OT | Rau Ro 0 @) + [— (Tij) + 3 (9:5)T .
" 0 0 Rss li=¢p©

t=¢0)
Here, we have denoted ¢t = 2. We have assumed that the time-dependence of matter, and thus T, is given by
solving the conservation law and field equation of the matter. We note that A,, only depends on ¢°, A, ((;50),
because the metric only depends on time coordinate ¢t = 2°. Note that the energy-momentum tensor T, represents
the ordinary matter contents. We can utilise the perfect fluid description for T},,,, where Tjo = 0, and A,,,, compensates
the anisotropy.

We reconstruct models realizing the new future singularities discussed in Section [Tl demonstrating the four-scalar
reconstruction for two different classes of future singularities by considering the two different situations: (i) The
divergence from the scale factors is dominant compared with that from the rotation angle; (ii) The divergence from
the rotation angle is dominant compared with that from the scale factors.

First, we investigate the case (i) corresponding to Bianchi Type-I, where the scale factors may show Type I — IV
singularities. Dropping 6 and its derivatives in Eq. (60]), we find that the kinetic coefficient is reduced to

AOOZ——2 E+—+E + —Too——T R
k*\a b ¢ 2 g0
t=¢0 =¢

Ag; = Ajp =0,
0 0 ' (61)
1 aa + aa (%—&—% 0 0 1
(Ayj) = - 0 bb +bb (£ + <) 0 + {— (T35) + 3 (9:;) T
0 0 éc+ ée (% + %) t=¢°
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In the above expressions, we can choose three scale factors a(t), b(t), c¢(t) to reconstruct an arbitrary evolution of the
background spacetime. For example, considering a model where the anisotropy vanishes at present ¢ = ¢ty and grows
in the future:

a(t) = a(t) [1 +a(t —to)] ,
b(t) = alt) [1 L h(t — to)] , (62)
(t) = alt) [1 + &t — to)] -

Here, a(t) stands for the scale factor in the flat FLRW universe as in Eq. @), and a(t), b(t), &(t) are increasing
functions with respect to ¢°, which satisfy @ = b = ¢ = 0 at t = to. A similar ansatz for the scale factors was discussed
in Ref. [21].

Moreover, if we demand this model mimics the ACDM model in the current universe, we include the cosmological
constant and dust in the energy-momentum tensor. Because we are interested in the future singularity, we can assume
that the cosmological constant dominates, and then, 7}, is given by

A
Tl“’ = _Fg‘“/ . (63)

We note that the above energy-momentum tensor satisfies the conservation law in the anisotropic universe, and

1 A
—Too — §T =—,
1 "A (64)
Finally, the case (i) can be reconstructed by choosing the following A,
1 (a b ¢
Aooz——Q(—-i-——i———A) )
k*?\a b ¢
t=¢0
Agi = Aio =0, (65)
1 aa—&—aa(%—&—%)—Aaz 0 0
(Aij) = = 0 bb + bb (& + £) — Ab? 0
0 0 éc+ ¢e (% —|—%) — A g0

D. Toy model 2: Rotation singularity

Second, we consider the case (ii) where the rotation angle # may show Type 16— IV0 singularities. Using the setup

we used in subsection [VA] we drop derivatives of the scale factors and assume 6 ~ 6 (£, —t)° in Eq. @0). The
kinetic coeflicient is given by

1 [ (a2 —12)", 1
Ao = —— luwl + [—Too - —T} ;
t:¢0 t:¢0

K2 2a2b? 2
Agi = Aip =0, (66)
__b_2_423a492 —%g 2; b%) 0 1
(Aij) == || ~2(>-v?) 6> o + | = (T) + 5 (955) T :
K 2 — 0
0 0 0/ ]y =9

Regarding the matter energy-momentum tensor, we can again utilize Eq. (63]). Moreover, to mimic the ACDM model,
we assume the small but nonzero anisotropy, wh1ch is necessary to realize the new types of singularities. This situation
corresponds to a, b,é < 1in Eq. (62). By the Taylor expansion with respect to a, b, ¢, the case (ii) can be reconstructed
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by the following A,,,:

AOO_—i{z(a—B)zéQ—A} ,

t=¢0
Api = Aip =0,
. L 67
02(60) 2(b — a)6% — A(1 + 23) —i (a - b) 0 (67)
(i) = —5 i (a - 13) 2(a — b)6% — A(1 + 2b) 0
0 0 ~A1+28) )y

We note that the arbitrary divergence of 6(t) can be reconstructed other than 6 ~ 6 (t, —t)”. Moreover, it
is optional to include the energy-momentum tensor in this reconstruction method. When introducing the matter
contents, one needs to carefully consider the conservation of the energy-momentum tensor or field equations of matters.
In the above setup, the cosmological constant automatically satisfies the conservation law in our current toy models.

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we have investigated finite-time singularities in general homogeneous and anisotropic spacetime. We
have observed two classes of singularities. The first class is associated with the singularities in the scale factors and is
the generalization of the well-known finite-time singularities in the FLRW universe. The second one originates from
the spatial anisotropy and rotational symmetry breaking, and the time-dependent rotation angle 6(¢) of the spatial
metric may show the new type of singularities. We have shown that finite anisotropy is the necessary condition for
these new singularities, which also introduces the anisotropic stress and off-diagonal elements in the Ricci tensor.
While the divergence of 6(t) shows violent oscillations in metric, the divergence of its derivatives can occur as 0
vanishes in the future. Following the finite-time singularities in the FLRW universe, we have categorized the new type
of singularities.

We have also considered the physical meanings of divergences in 6(t) in terms of the geodesic equation and geodesic
deviation equation. In addition to behaviors similar to known results in the FLRW universe, Big Rip, we have found
a novel singularity named the Big Twist. This singularity can be generated by the derivative of 0(¢). The Big Twist
shows up in the geodesic equation and is driven by the force perpendicular to the velocity of the test particle, which
is similar to the Coriolis force. Moreover, we have defined the little twist and pseudo twist based on the behavior of
6(t), which is also analogous to the rip-type singularities in the FLRW universe.

We have finally demonstrated the toy models of finite-time singularities in the homogeneous and anisotropic universe.
The conventional effective matter description in Einstein’s gravity, where the Einstein tensor directly gives the effective
energy-momentum tensor, predicts the exotic equation of state, and it does not work to study the future singularity.
We have developed the novel reconstruction method, the four-scalar reconstruction, and applied it to our consideration.
In the framework of Einstein’s gravity, we have reconstructed two models encompassing the two classes of finite-time
singularities. In both models, it is possible to mimic the ACDM model in the current universe, and we can realize the
finite-time singularities arising from the scale factor or rotation angle in the spatial metric.

Although we have relied on the reconstruction method in the present work, we can apply our analysis of the finite-
time singularities in the homogenous and anisotropic universe to the modified gravity theories beyond Einstein’s
gravity. It would be intriguing to study if these singularities, especially newly discovered ones, can be realized in
specific models of modified gravity theories. It would be a realistic extension of existing studies on Big Rips or other
singularities in the FLRW universe in the modified gravity theory.
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In this paper, we have defined the Levi-Civita connection, Riemann tensor, Ricci tensor, and Ricci scalar as follows:

1
Iy = 5977 (Ougpr + Ovgpp — Opguv)

2
A A A A A
R wpv Pulap o FHPxV + szl—‘pn o FZPFW] ’
R, = RPMPU ,
R=g¢""R,.,

1. Levi-Civita connection

First, for the metric as in Eq. (@), the Levi-Civita connection (Al takes the following forms,

rgozrgi:r%: 30:r§.k:07
1

0 _ — .

Fij—§gz]7

i i Lok,
Foj =150 = 39 ki -

F?j and Féj are written in terms of the rotation matrix O as follows:

() = % (-0700"50 + 0"j0 + 0"50)
aa %9 (b2 — CLQ) 0
-7 1 (02 - a?) bb 0 ]0,
0 0 cc
)= Yo 0 (-0%007s0 + i +040)
s (%) o
_ T a2 b
=0 %9 (1 b_2) % 0]0.
0 0 :
Here, we used
OT = —0Too"
0 -6 0
00T =_0T0=1|6 0o o
00 0

2. Ricci tensor and Ricci scalar

Second, we compute the Ricci tensor and Ricci scalar:

1 ... 1 ... . 1 . .. .
Roo = —59”9@‘ + 59”9“91'1@93‘1 - ZQ”QMQMQJJ

1 ... 1 .. .
—=9"§ij + _gugklgikgjl )

2 4
Ro; = Ry =0,
1. 1, Kl - 1, 1k -
R = 5ii + 19397 9k = 5919 ki

1, .. \2 3 . . .
R=g"gi; + 1 (974i5)" — Zgwgklgikgjl -

=

1

A2
A3

)
)
)
1)

(
(
(
(

=

(A5)

(A6)

(A8)

(A9)
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Roo, Rij, and R in Eq. (A9) are given as

1 ) ) D ) . _
Roo = 7t (—20(9T(9(9T +200%5 ()" +200TGOOT (5)!

1e ) . (A10)
~2(5)" GO0 +(3) 5@ i -2 ")
o 1 T T T T
Rw—4( OTOOTGO + OTGO + O go) ( )

- % (OT@OTgO —0T50 - OT50 — OTOOTOOT GO
+0T00Tg(9+(9T0(9Tg(9 07§ (5) " OO 0 (A11)
+0%5(5) 1 GO - 0T G0 - OTGOOT (3)t OO GO
+OTGOOT (5)7 50 + OTgOOTO) -

ij
1. . I ) . L 3.
R=tr (ﬁooTooT - 500%5(g)"" = ;00TG00T ()" +5 () +2(5) 500" - L (@) §(@) 1§>
(A12)
1 o—1 2 2
+1 (e (@79))
We should note that
.. . . O _é O . _9.2 _é O
00T — 00T =4 o0 0| - OO = 6 —620|. (A13)
0 0 O 0 0 0
By using Eq. (A8), Roo and R;; of the Ricci tensor are written as follows:
v a? i b @
=P 1-Z(=4+=])]|-(=+-+= Al4
Foo { 2<a +b2>} (a—i_b_'—c>7 (AL4)
(Rij) = OT(Ri;)O
Rll R12 0 (A15)
0 0 Rss
where non-zero components in R;; are defined as
- . . b ¢ bt — at 9
Ry = aa+ aa <5+E> + 572 0
Riz = Ry
— 0 2 _ g2 0 |a 2 b 2 2
~ .. . i - 4 —_— 4 .
[ T Y () IR
a ¢ 2a?
R33 = cc+ cc <g + é) .
a b
And the Ricci scalar R is given as
R=g"Roo + O" (§"Ri;) O
00 ~ij
= Roo + g7 R;;
g oo T9g J (A17)

(a2 —1?)% i bo¢ ab  be  éa
= ) o (24248 ) 4o S
2a2bh? * a+b+c * b+bc+
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3. Riemann tensor and geodesic deviation equation

The spatial components of the geodesic deviation equation as in Eq. [@]) take the following form,

D2g§k

—7 = RFy,87. (A18)
We compute the Riemann tensor,
1. 1, . 1, .
Roioj' =59+ Zgijglkgkl - igug““gkj ) (A19)
and thus
Rkoo;‘ = —gki(goo)_lROin = gkiROin . (A20)

Rkooj is written in terms of the rotation matrix O as follows:

(RiOOj) = OT(RiOOj)Ov (A21)
and
. 52 (a2 —b2)(a2 2 i [a ;
somgien () )] $(-8) o
~ . B . . M ; 202 (b2 1302
(R g05) = -4 [% (1 + 3‘;—;) — 2 (‘;—j +3)] - ¢ (‘;—Z - 1) b_oe¢ b t3a) 0 (A22)
0 0 ¢
4. Einstein tensor
Finally, we compute the Einstein tensor defined as
1
GPW = RMV — §guyR . (A23)

Using the diagonalized metric and Ricci tensor, we can express the spatial components of the Einstein tensor as
T( 7 L.
Gij =0 | Rij — Egin 0. (A24)
Thus, Goo, Goi, and G;; are written as follows:

1
Goo = Roo + ER

_g2lpo L b2+ﬁ2 loaf[y L b2+a2 . dl}+bé+éa
N 2\a®  b? 2 2 \a? b ab  bc  ca (A25)
(a2 =022 ., [ab be éa
= —79 _— E— —_
4a?b? + ab + be + ca |’
Goi = Gy =0, (A26)
f:%u 1?12 0 1 a2 0 0
(Gij) = o" Ry Ry2 0 — §R 0 5 0 10)
0 0 R33 0 0 02
S (A27)
Gi1 Ri2 0

=O0"| Ry G2 0 O,
0 0 Gs
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where the diagonal components in G; are defined as

B 2 _ 72 2 2) . 7 = b
G (@ =) +b>92_a2<§+5>_a2@
c

b2 b’
B b2— 2 2+3b2 . . . .o
Clyy = aig Jgr _p2 (g—l—g)—bQ%, (A28)
_ (a2 —b2)262 . i b ab
_ W TV ) T 20 D) 29
Gis 1212 “{a's ab
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