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By constructing a model of spacetime having a strong curvature singularity in which causal
geodesics are complete, but more generic causal curves are not, we explicitly show that some elec-
trostatic field configurations on that background are regular everywhere, including there where the
spacetime ceases to be described by a pseudo-Riemannian manifold. Our calculations are performed
using the analogue-gravity description provided by Plebanski and Tamm, according to which the
characterization of the electromagnetic field on a generic curved background is equivalent to solving
Maxwell’s equations in flat space with a matter content verifying certain non-trivial constitutive
relations. The regularity of the electric field in what could be considered the worst conceivable
physical condition, opens the door to further investigation into the possibility of propagating signals
capable of crossing a spacetime singularity.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spacetime singularities are inevitable consequences of
gravitational theories constructed on the basis of pseudo-
Riemannian geometry. As discovered in the nineteen sev-
enties, their occurrence manifests not only in a large class
of solutions in the context of General Relativity (GR),
but virtually in any geometrically conceived framework
describing gravity [1]. Plainly, a singularity is the end-
point of an incomplete causal curve, which in the spe-
cific case of a strong curvature singularity, represents the
end of the world line of a particle in an event character-
ized by the unbounded growth of some scalar constructed
from the curvature tensor. This is what happens in the
paradigmatic well-known singularities present in the in-
terior of most black hole solutions, and in the univer-
sal singular state representing the Big Bang in a vari-
ety of cosmological models. In the black hole case, not
every causal curve or geodesic hits the singularity, but
certainly an infinite number of them actually do. An-
tithetically, the cosmological singularity has a universal
character because any causal geodesic is incomplete if
its affine parameter (the proper time t in the case of
timelike geodesics) is sufficiently extended into the past.
Many other types of singularities are nowadays studied
and classified, including a considerable amount appear-
ing in circumstances not associated with divergences of
curvature scalars, as in the case of quasi-regular singular-
ities. The majority of key results in the area until the end
of the past century are summarized in the standard text-
books [2]-[4], while later research is covered in the nice
review articles [5] and [6]. More recently, a number of
studies dealing with the possibility of crossing singular-
ities, and thus connecting what otherwise were causally
disconnected regions of the spacetime, show that the re-
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search in the area is still quite active, see, e.g., [7] and
[8]. These developments are not only important from a
conceptual point of view but also crucial, for instance, to
support cosmological models where the present universe
is powered by pre-Big Bang physics, as seems to be the
case in conformal cyclic cosmology [9]; see also [10].
Singularities are not circumscribed to the behavior of

causal curves and geodesics alone; sometimes, they are
not necessarily associated with divergences of physical
quantities related to the presence of matter fields in the
spacetime, even though this is usually the case. For
instance, there are geodesically complete cosmological
spaces in which the pressure of the matter fields is di-
vergent at some event, as in some cases of sudden sin-
gularities [11], [12]. Early examples [13], more closely
aligned with our present concerns, show that some cur-
vature singularities could leave no imprints on the matter
fields acting as sources of the Einstein field equations. It
is for this reason that, if our purpose is to assess the
possibility that some signal or influence could traverse a
curvature singularity, it is important to move away from
the mere study of causal curves and geodesics. Bearing
this intention in mind, our work is a tentative to con-
tribute to this subject by examining the behavior of an
electromagnetic (EM) field in a background containing a
strong curvature singularity.
The study of the Maxwell field on curved backgrounds

has a long history by itself. Classic, early references are
[14] and [15], which settled the language used later in the
late nineteen seventies and early eighties in the realm of
astrophysics, mostly in relation to the study of accretion-
disks magnetospheres in pulsars and black holes; see, for
instance, [16]-[18]. More modern and formal develop-
ments were considered in [19] and [20], and it is clear that
the subject is far from over, as evidenced by some recent
progress alluding to the propagation of guided waves in
the spacetime, see [21].
Our approach to the characterization of the EM

field is slightly different. We will make use of the
Plebanski-Tamm (PT) formalism, which allows us to
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solve Maxwell’s equations in a curved background as if
they were the usual EM equations in a flat-space ma-
terial medium with peculiar constitutive relations. This
gravito-optic correspondence is framed in the context of
analogue gravity models; see, e.g., [22] and [23]. When
it works, it has at least two benefits: on the one hand, it
provides a clear and physically more transparent 3D visu-
alization of inherently 3+1-dimensional phenomena. On
the other, it tends a bridge between gravitational physics
and its potential experimental testing in the lab. Keen
discussions on the actual experimental feasibility of this
approach can be found in [24].

This article is structured as follows. In Section II, we
briefly review the gravito-optic PT analogy and discuss
a couple of facts related to the propagation of waves in
such a context. The toy model representing the space-
time hosting a strong, naked curvature singularity is in-
troduced and studied in detail in Section III. Section
IV is entirely dedicated to solving the electrostatic PT
equations in the material medium provided by the toy
model constructed in the previous section. Our notation
is as follows: vector and second rank tensor components
will be denoted using Greek indices vµ and gµν , respec-
tively, where µ, ν : 0, 1, 2, 3, or Latin indices, vi and gij ,
if i, j : 1, 2, 3. Three dimensional vector objects, will in
turn be denoted by v̄, and their scalar, vector and tensor
products as v̄ · w̄, v̄ × w̄ and v̄ ⊗ w̄, respectively. Scalar
products of row and column vectors will be written with-
out dots, as in v̄⊺w̄, where ⊺ means transposition. More-
over, 3D-matrices will be written as K. Cartesian vector
and matrix components will be written vi and Kij , re-
spectively. The product of a matrix K by a vector v̄
will be simply Kv̄. All the components in 3D will be re-
ferred to a Cartesian coordinate system x̄ = (x1, x2, x3)
or x̄ = (x, y, z), as in Sections III and IV. Finally, we are
using units in which c = (ϵ0µ0)

−1/2 = 1.

II. PLEBANSKI-TAMM MEDIA

Classical electromagnetism without sources in a four-
dimensional curved background with line element ds2 =
gµνdx

µdxν , is described by the covariant Maxwell source-
free equations

Fµν
;µ = 0 , (ϵµνρσFρσ),µ = 0 , (1)

where Fµν = Aν,µ − Aµ,ν , and Aµ = (ϕ, Ā) is the four-
potential (semicolons denote covariant derivative). It is
a curious fact, first discovered by Tamm [25] and later
on, in a seemingly independent manner, by Plebanski
[14], that the system (1) is equivalent to the usual three-
dimensional, source-free Maxwell equations in the pres-
ence of matter in flat space, provided appropriate consti-
tutive equations are introduced in a non-covariant way.
In fact, written in Cartesian coordinates, the equations

are

∇̄ · D̄ = 0, ∇̄ × H̄ − ∂D̄

∂t
= 0, (2)

∇̄ · B̄ = 0, ∇̄ × Ē +
∂B̄

∂t
= 0, (3)

where the constitutive relations linking the various fields
in the material medium are

D̄ = KĒ + Γ̄× H̄, B̄ = KH̄ − Γ̄× Ē . (4)

The analogy is valid only if the Cartesian components of
the matrix K and the vector Γ̄ are related to the space-
time geometry according to

Kij = −
√
−g

g00
gij , Γi =

g0i
g00

. (5)

In this way, the propagation of electromagnetic waves in
a given curved spacetime (not necessarily a solution of
Einstein field equations), is equivalent to the study of
waves in a 3D material medium described by the consti-
tutive equations (4); we refer the interested reader to [26]
and the appendix of [27] for a complete treatment. No-
tice that this equivalence is manifestly non-covariant, be-
cause it is valid only in Cartesian coordinates fixed at the
material medium which is stationary; the metric compo-
nents, as well as the inverse metric components appearing
in Eq. (5), are all written in Cartesian coordinates and
are time-independent. However, covariant extensions to
general media were developed, see, e.g., [28]-[30]; there
it was shown, among many other things, that PT equa-
tions are equivalent to the ones coming from the more
general covariant approach in those cases where the ma-
terial medium is stationary.
Before proceeding, we can comment on some limits

that emerge as consequences of the full PT equations. In
order to do so let us consider waves of the form

Ē(x̄, t) = Ē0(x̄) exp
[
i k0 (k̄(x̄) · x̄− t)

]
,

H̄(x̄, t) = H̄0(x̄) exp
[
i k0 (k̄(x̄) · x̄− t)

]
, (6)

where Ē0(x̄) and H̄0(x̄) are the complex amplitudes and
k̄(x̄) is the complex wave vector, all of them depending
solely on the spatial coordinates x̄. After considering
this ansatz in the curl equations (2)-(3), and taking into
account the constitutive relations (4), we get

i k−1
0 ∇̄ × Ē0 = (∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + Γ̄)× Ē0 −KH̄0 ,

i k−1
0 ∇̄ × H̄0 = (∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + Γ̄)× H̄0 +KĒ0 . (7)

If, in turn, we pay attention to the divergence equations
in (2)-(3), we obtain

− i k0
[
∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + Γ̄

]
·KĒ0 − (∇̄ × Γ̄) · H̄0 = ∇̄ ·KĒ0,

− i k0
[
∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + Γ̄

]
·KH̄0 + (∇̄ × Γ̄) · Ē0 = ∇̄ ·KH̄0.

(8)
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Despite their apparent complexity, Eqs. (7)-(8) are not
independent. Actually, it is shown in Appendix A that,
by properly combining (7) with (8), we obtain an identity.
Of course, this is not an intrinsic, general property of PT
equations, but rather of the quasi plane-wave ansatz (6).

The usual circumstance of having plane waves in flat,
empty space, is recovered from (7)-(8) by taking K = I
and Γ̄ = 0̄, corresponding to Minkowski spacetime with
metric gµν = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1). Additionally, we have to
consider constant Ē0, H̄0 and k̄. Under this require-
ments, the system (7) becomes

H̄0 = k̄ × Ē0 , Ē0 = −k̄ × H̄0 . (9)

Coming back to the comment made in the preceding
paragraph, it is straightforward to show that the equa-
tions (8) give rise to the conditions k̄ · Ē0 = 0 and
k̄ · H̄0 = 0, which are not independent of (9). Thus we
see, on one hand, that k̄ ⊥ Ē0, k̄ ⊥ H̄0 and Ē0 ⊥ H̄0,
and on the other, combining the two Eqs. (9),

Ē0 = −k̄ × (k̄ × Ē0) = k2Ē0 . (10)

This, of course, implies k̄ · k̄ = k2 = 1, which is no other
than the usual dispersion relation.

We can also briefly discuss under what circumstances
the geometrical optics regime comes out from this formal-
ism. Even though not directly related to our present con-
cerns, this limit is important because it illustrates that
null geodesics in the spacetime are equivalent to light
rays in the material medium, a very well know feature
used in many works to simulate in the lab the effects of
light propagation occurring in various spacetimes of as-
trophysical interest. See, for instance, [31]-[34]. For more
insight into the following succinct exposition, we refer the
reader to [35].

The geometrical optics realm involves slow variations
of the fields in scales of order k0. Additionally, the vector
∇̄(k̄ · x̄) is approximated by k̄ itself. Once we incorporate
this information into equations (7)-(8), and after defining
p̄ = k̄ + Γ̄, we get

p̄× Ē0 = K H̄0 , p̄× H̄0 = −K Ē0 , (11)

p̄ ·K Ē0 = 0 , p̄ ·K H̄0 = 0 . (12)

Again, we see that the divergence equations (12) are not
independent. Some matrix and vector handling allows us
to combine the two Eqs. (11) to obtain{(

p̄⊗ p̄
)
K+

[
det(K)− p̄ ⊺K p̄

]
I
}
Ē0 = 0̄ , (13)

which has non-trivial solutions if and only if

H
.
= det(K)− p̄ ⊺K p̄ = 0. (14)

It turns out that the identically null function H can be
seen as the Hamiltonian governing light-ray propagation
in the optical medium, see [36], also [37] and [38]. More-
over, in Ref. [35], it was shown that the canonical equa-
tions

∇̄x̄H = −dk̄

dt
, ∇̄k̄H =

dx̄

dt
, (15)

are susceptible to analytical treatment, where ∇̄k̄ ≡
(∂/∂k1, ∂/∂k2, ∂/∂k3). Suffice to say that Eqs. (15) can
be written solely in terms of K and p̄ as

dx̄

dt
= −2Kp̄, (16)

dk̄

dt
= p̄ ⊺

[
[Ki − tr(K−1Ki)K] p̄+ 2K p̄i

]
êi , (17)

where êi are the Cartesian unit vectors in R3, tr(A) is
the trace of the matrix A, and Ki are three matrices
whose components are obtained from the components of
K by differentiating with respect to the coordinate xi.

In this paper we are interested in the behavior of static
fields on a background space. Let us now examine what
the structure of the equations is in this case. By drop-
ping the time-varying terms in Faraday’s and Ampère-
Maxwell’s laws, we have that Ē and H̄ can be written in
terms of scalar potentials ϕE and ϕH in the usual way,
i.e., Ē = −∇̄ϕE and H̄ = −∇̄ϕH . These can be com-
bined with the constitutive equations (4) and the two
divergence equations ∇̄ · D̄ = 0 and ∇̄ · B̄ = 0, to get

∇̄ · (K∇̄ϕE) + (∇̄ × Γ̄) · ∇̄ϕH = 0 ,

∇̄ · (K∇̄ϕH)− (∇̄ × Γ̄) · ∇̄ϕE = 0 . (18)

As a consequence of the electric-magnetic coupling in
the constitutive equations due to the presence of a non-
constant Γ̄, static Ē and H̄ fields in PT media generally
interact with each other. This ultimately relies on the
fact that Γ̄ is associated to the off-diagonal components
of the metric, which in turn are normally—although not
always—representative of axisymmetric spacetimes en-
dowed with some sort of rotation. Unlike in the previous
cases, where quasi-plane waves were discussed, we see
that the divergence equations play an important part in
the determination of the scalar potentials.

III. THE METRIC AND ITS CAUSAL
STRUCTURE

A sufficiently simple model of a spacetime having a
strong curvature singularity can be constructed by con-
sidering in R4, metrics of the form

ds2 = −x2pdt2 + dx2 + dy2 + dz2 , (19)

where p is a real number. This metric produces only two
non-zero components of the Ricci tensor, namely

Rtt = (−1 + p) p x2(−1+p), Rxx = (1− p) p x−2, (20)

and a scalar curvature given by

R = gµνRµν = 2(1− p) p x−2. (21)

Additionally, the quadratic scalars R2 = RµνRµν and
K = RµνρσR

µνρσ read

R2 = K = 2R2. (22)
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Apart from the two choices p = 0 and p = 1 leading to
flat spacetime (in the latter, the coordinate change x0 =
x sinh (t), x1 = x cosh (t), converts the t−x sector of the
metric (19) into the form ds2 = −(dx0)2 + (dx1)2), the
invariants (21) and (22) reveal the presence of a curvature
singularity at x = 0, which is naked.
Just to make things precise, from now on we will fix

p = −1; in this case the spacetime has negative scalar
curvature, see (21). In what follows we will study the
causal geodesics, and thus, the causal structure of the
space. The only two non-null Christoffel symbols are

Γt
tx = −x−1, Γx

tt = −x−3, (23)

which lead to the geodesic equations

d2y

d τ2
=

d2z

d τ2
= 0 , (24)

d2t

d τ2
− 2

x

dx

d τ

d t

d τ
= 0 ,

d2x

d τ2
− 1

x3

(
d t

d τ

)2

= 0 , (25)

where τ is the affine parameter. From the first two we
have

y(τ) = y0 + ατ , z(τ) = z0 + βτ , (26)

where y0, z0, α and β, are arbitrary constants. In the
null case, ds2 = 0 translates into the condition

1

x2

(
d t

d τ

)2

= α2 + β2 +

(
d x

d τ

)2

. (27)

Combining Eqs. (25) and (27) we get

x(τ)
d2x

d τ2
−
(
d x

d τ

)2

= α2 + β2 , (28)

which results in

x(τ) = ±
(
ec1 τ +

α2 + β2

4 c21
e−c1 τ

)
, (29)

where c1 is a constant related to the energy of the photon,
and an irrelevant offset in τ was omitted. If α2+β2 ̸= 0,
x(τ) has a non-zero minimum value at a finite τ . In turn,
if α2+β2 = 0, the function (29) becomes an exponential,
which implies that x = 0 is not attainable at any finite τ .
This fact indicates that the spacetime is null geodesically
complete, because x = 0 is only hit asymptotically in
τ . In Fig. (1) different geodesic groups are shown as
trajectories in the (x, y) plane (this corresponds to β = 0
in (26) and (29)), for the choice c1 = 1. Each group
is characterized by different choices of y0 in Eq. (26),
while the connection between different groups is made
by varying α as it appears in (29).

Let us take note, for instance, that the non-geodesic,
null curves defined by constant values of y and z, having

t(τ) = t1τ
2/2 + t0, x(τ) = t1τ, (30)

y0

α

-10 -5 5 10
x

-5

5

10

15
y

FIG. 1: Null geodesic trajectories in the (x, y) plane, for
various values of the involved parameters, see the text.

with constants t0 and t1, seem to reach x = 0 (when
τ = 0), and then, the curvature singularity is hit by
these non-geodesic light rays. This means that not every
null curve is complete, only null geodesics are.
We now proceed to characterize the timelike geodesics.

As an alternative, perhaps more physical way, we can do
this by using the conserved quantities associated to the
cyclic coordinates y, z. In fact, along timelike geodesics
we have

pνpν = gµνp
µpν = −m2, (31)

where m is the mass and pµ = mdxµ/dτ is the four-
momentum. Due to the fact that the metric does not
depend on y and z, the covariant components py and pz
are constant of motion:

py = gyy p
y = gyy mdy/dτ = mdy/dτ, (32)

pz = gzz p
z = gzz mdz/dτ = mdz/dτ. (33)

Integrating we have (compare to (26)),

y(τ) = y0 +
py
m

τ , z(τ) = z0 +
pz
m

τ , (34)

which allows us to identify α = py/m and β = pz/m.
Furthermore, we have that the energy is

E = pt = gtt p
t = gtt m

dt

dτ
= −m

x2

dt

dτ
. (35)

From (31), we get(
dx

dτ

)2

= −1− (py/m)2 − (pz/m)2 + e2 x2, (36)
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where e = E/m is the energy per unit mass. Differenti-
ation of (36) with respect to τ lead us to

d2x

dτ2
= x e2 , (37)

and directly to

x(τ) = d1 e
e τ +d2 e

−e τ , (38)

where d1 and d2 are constants. Notice, however, that (let
us say) d2 is not independent; replacing (38) in (36) we
obtain

d2 =
1 + (py/m)2 + (pz/m)2

4 e2 d1
. (39)

Finally, we can take d1 = ± ed, which only represent and
offset in τ , and can thus be ignored. At the end we obtain

x(τ) = ±
(
ee τ +

1 + (py/m)2 + (pz/m)2

4 e2
e−e τ

)
, (40)

which has a similar structure to (29). Because 1 +
(py/m)2 + (pz/m)2 is always different from zero, the
geodesics reach a minimum value and then bounce back,
just as the null geodesics with α2 + β2 ̸= 0. We proved,
then, that the singularity is repulsive in what concerns
the behavior of null and timelike geodesics, being this
a consequence related to the negativeness of the scalar
curvature; this is very much alike to what happens in the
Reissner-Nordström metric, where the singularity is re-
pulsive for timelike geodesics [39], and in certain regular
black hole solutions present in alternative gravity the-
ories, where the role of the Schwarzschild singularity is
played by a regular core which repels the causal geodesics,
consult, e.g., [40] and [41]. We see that the metric in
question is not only simple enough, but also useful as
a toy model for studying more physical examples where
strong curvature, repulsive singularities actually appear.

The global structure of the spacetime can be studied
by constructing the Penrose diagram. In the (t, x) plane,
let us first consider the coordinate change χ = ±x2/2,
which puts the metric into the form

ds2 =
1

2χ

(
−dt2 + dχ2

)
. (41)

Then, null coordinates can be defined as u = χ + t and
v = χ−t, in such a way that the interval simply looks like
ds2 = (u + v)−1du dv. The compactification takes place
by means of new coordinates U and V , both ranging in
the interval [−π

2 ,
π
2 ], and defined by

U = arctan(u) , V = arctan(v) , (42)

which convert the metric into

ds2 = cos−2(U) cos−2(V )(tanU+tanV )−1dU dV . (43)

x
2
=
co
ns
t

t = const

III

FIG. 2: Penrose diagram for the metric (19) with
p = −1.

One last coordinate change X,T will bring the inter-
val back again to a form conformal to Minkowski space,
namely,

X = U + V , T = U − V , (44)

−π ≤ X + T ≤ π , −π ≤ X − T ≤ π , (45)

so as to put the metric in its final form

ds2 =
1

ω2

(
−dT 2 + dX2

)
, (46)

with ω2 = (cosT + cosX)
2 (

tan
(
X+T

2

)
+ tan

(
X−T

2

))
,

which is null at X = 0.
The Penrose diagram is presented in Fig. (2), where

the two regions I (x2 = 2χ) and II (x2 = −2χ) are
shown. The wavy timelike curve at the center represents
the naked curvature singularity. Timelike geodesics, as
come from taking different values of py/m, pz/m and e in
Eq. (40), are visualized in dotted red lines. We see that
the singularity is repulsive in terms of the behavior of null
and timelike geodesics. However, null curves, as the one
discussed in Eq. (30) (not shown in the diagram), can
actually reach the singularity in a finite affine parameter
τ . The Penrose diagram is basically the same as the one
corresponding to the Reissner-Nordström space in which
the electric charge Q is greater than the ADM mass M .

IV. ELECTROSTATICS

Beyond the behavior of light rays in the medium, or
equivalently, of the null geodesics in the spacetime, it
is interesting to study the main features regarding the
structure of a more general electromagnetic field in this
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model. In the rest of the paper, we will focus on the static
case, in particular, when no magnetic field is present.
The static PT equations (18) for the electrostatic poten-
tial are

∇̄ · (K∇̄ϕ) = 0, (∇̄ × Γ̄) · ∇̄ϕ = 0, (47)

where we have written ϕ = ϕE . Using the definitions (5)
in the particular case under consideration, i.e., for the
metric (19) with p = −1, we obtain right away

K = |x| I , Γ̄ = 0̄ . (48)

In this way, Eqs. (47) end up being

∇2ϕ = − 1

x

∂ϕ

∂x
. (49)

Let us consider thus ϕ = X (x)Y(y)Z(z), which converts
(49) into

xX ′′ + X ′ + a2 xX = 0 , (50)

Y ′′ + b2Y = 0 , (51)

Z ′′ − c2Z = 0 , (52)

where a and b are separation constants, and c2 = a2+b2.
The set of solutions is grouped according to:

Xa(x) =

{
A0 + Ã0 ln(x) if a = 0 ,

Aa J0(a x) + Ãa Y0(a x) if a ̸= 0 ,
(53)

Yb(y) =

{
B0 + B̃0 y if b = 0 ,

Bb ei b y +B̃b e−i b y if b ̸= 0 ,
(54)

Zc(z) =

{
C0 + C̃0 z if c = 0 ,

Cc ec z +C̃c e−c z if c ̸= 0 ,
(55)

where J0(ax) and Y0(ax) are Bessel functions of first and
second kind, respectively. Moreover, all the capitals A,
Ã, etc, are constants. In this manner, the potential (49)
is really a combination of modes

ϕ(x, y, z) =
∑
a,b

Xa(x)Yb(y)Zc(z) . (56)

It is clear that divergences at x = 0 generally occur in
Xa(x). The situation is not different from having diver-
gences at r = 0 when considering waves in a usual, hollow
cylindrical waveguide, and they are ultimately a conse-
quence of the structure of the Laplace operator in cylin-
drical coordinates. However, in the cylindrical waveguide
the divergent modes are willfully dismissed on physical
grounds, for they lead to an experimentally unobserved
divergent power flux in the guiding system. Nonetheless,
in our present circumstances, divergent modes should not
be discarded from scratch. Actually, there are no physi-
cal reasons to exclude divergent solutions when the very
structure of the spacetime is singular. On the contrary,

what seems more striking is the possibility of having a
regular electric field on top of the curvature singularity.
In what follows we will delve into this fact.

Note that the divergence at x = 0 of the mode expan-
sion (56) is due to the presence of the logarithmic term
and the function Y0(ax) in (53). Therefore, the regular-

ity of the potential will be ensured if both Ã0 and all the
Ãa are zero. Additionally, we can consider the identifica-
tion x = x0 with x = −x0, which corresponds to folding
the material in the x direction. This kind of topolog-
ical control, usually conceived only on formal grounds
in the spacetime “side” of the analogy, is perfectly fea-
sible in the lab. This implies that Xa(x0) = Xa(−x0)
and X ′

a(x0) = X ′
a(−x0). The first condition is satisfied

for any x0 since J0 is an even function. As a result, its
derivative is odd, and thus the boundary condition on
the derivative implies X ′

a(x0) = X ′
a(−x0) = 0. Hence,

a2 ≥ 0. In particular, since J ′
0(ax) = −J1(ax), we have

a ≡ an = j1,n/x0, where j1,n is the nth zero of J1. Since
J0(ax) is an even function, it is sufficient to consider
n > 0.

To better visualize the structure of the potential, we
could first consider a 2-dimensional analogue medium by
taking constant z surfaces. This is done without loss of
generality due to the translational symmetry in the y and
z directions. In this case, we will have only one separa-
tion constant, since b2 = −a2 ≤ 0. Thus, by identifying
x = x0 with x = −x0, the (x, y)-plane folds to form a
cylindrical surface where the potential results

ϕ(x, y) = B0 y +
∑
a

Aa J0(ax)
(
e−a y +Ba ea y

)
, (57)

where, remember, a ≡ an = j1,n/x0. In the expression
(57), an irrelevant additive constant was omitted, and
others were conveniently redefined. The omission of an
additive constant in (57) simply fixes the potential at the
origin according to ϕ(0, 0) =

∑
a Aa(1 +Ba).

In order to fully determine the potential (i.e., the con-
stants Aa, B0 and Ba), we need to specify boundary con-
ditions on a closed curve limiting the two-dimensional
surface. Given that we have identified x = x0 with x =
−x0, we can specify the potential ϕ(x, y), for instance,
along two lines of constant y, by setting ϕ(x, y1) = ϕ1(x)
and ϕ(x, y2) = ϕ2(x). Therefore, using the orthonormal-
ity relations

∫ x0

0

xJ0 (anx) J0 (amx) dx = δnm
x2
0

2
J2
0 (ax0) ≡ δnmx̃2

0,∫ x0

0

xJ0 (ax) dx = 0 , (58)

where we defined x̃2
0 = x2

0J
2
0 (ax0)/2, we have
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∫ x0

0

xJ0 (ax)ϕ1(x)dx = Aax̃
2
0

(
e−a y1 +Ba ea y1

)
, (59)∫ x0

0

xϕ1(x) dx = B0 y1x
2
0/2, (60)∫ x0

0

xJ0 (ax)ϕ2(x)dx = Aax̃
2
0

(
e−a y2 +Ba ea y2

)
, (61)∫ x0

0

xϕ2(x) dx = B0 y2x
2
0/2 . (62)

By using these relations, we can solve for all the constants
simply by knowing either ϕ1(x) or ϕ2(x). Precisely, from
(60) and (62) we see that

1

y2

∫ x0

0

xϕ2(x) dx =
1

y1

∫ x0

0

xϕ1(x) dx , (63)

so there is a link between ϕ1(x) and ϕ2(x), which ulti-
mately comes from the fact that the potential was fixed
at the origin, see the comments on the paragraph below
Eq. (57). In particular, if (let us say) ϕ1(x) is constant,
we have the relation B0 = ϕ1/y1 = ϕ2/y2, which fixes
the constant value of ϕ2. Additionally, from (59) and
(61) we see that Aa = 0 for all a in this case. We end up,
thus, with a linear potential and a constant electric field
of the form Ē0 = −B0ŷ. This represents the first exam-
ple of a regular electrostatic field, even in the presence of
a curvature singularity.

Let us elaborate another, more involved example. For
instance, consider x0 = 3, y1 = −1, y2 = 1 and ϕ1(x) =
x − 2x0/3. This functional form for ϕ1(x), according to
(60), conduces to a null B0 and fixes the form of ϕ2(x) to
be just ϕ2(x) = ±ϕ1(x), as (63) demands. The constants
Aa and Ba are determined by means of the integrals (59)
and (61), where we have taken ϕ2(x) = ϕ1(x). At the
end all the constants read

B0 = 0 , (64)

Aa = Aan =
1F2

(
{ 3
2}, {1,

5
2},−

j21,n
4

)
cosh (j1,n/3) J2

0 (j1,n)
(n ≥ 1) , (65)

Ba = Ban
= 1 (n ≥ 1) , (66)

where pFq is the generalized hypergeometric function
[42], given by

pFq({b1, ..., bp}, {c1, ..., cq}, z) =
∞∑
s=0

(b1)s...(bp)s
(c1)s...(cq)s

zs

s!
,

which is defined in terms of the rising factorial

(b)0 = 1 ,

(b)s = b(b+ 1)(b+ 2) . . . (b+ s− 1) (s ≥ 1) .

In Fig. (3a) we show a vector plot of the electrostatic
field Ē = −∇̄ϕ in the case just considered. Not only the

-4 -2 0 2 4

-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

x

y

(a)

(b)

FIG. 3: (a) Vector plot of the electrostatic field
corresponding to the potential given by Eq. (57), with
the constants given in Eqs. (64)-(66). (b) Electrostatic

energy density U(x, y) for the same case.

electric field is regular (actually, null) at the origin, but
along the entire y-axis; its functional form there reads

Ē(0, y) ∝
∞∑

n=1

j1,n Aan
sinh

(
j1,n
x0

y

)
ŷ . (67)

In Fig. (3b) we show the electrostatic energy density
U(x, y) ∝ D̄ · Ē = KĒ · Ē = |x||Ē|2. As a consequence
of the regularity of the electric field, the energy density
is null along the entire line x = 0. We conclude that
the usual devastating effects associated to the presence
of curvature singularities, are not such in this example.

After the preceding two dimensional digression, we can
go back to the three dimensional case and sketch the main
steps leading to the full determination of the electrostatic
potential. To start, we can now introduce an additional
(and optional) topological condition by identifying y = y0
with y = −y0. This forces b2 ≥ 0, B̃0 = 0 and Bb = B̃b

in Eq. (54), which conduces to Y(y) ∝ cos (b y), where
b ≡ bm = mπ/y0, and m is a positive integer. Therefore,
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the expansion (56) reads

ϕ = B00z +

∞∑
n,m=1

AnmJ0 (ax) cos (b y)
(
e−cz +Bnm ecz

)
,

where c ≡ cnm =
√
a2n + b2m. Just as in the two dimen-

sional case worked before, the constants B00, Anm and
Bnm can be determined by specifying the potential on
two sections of constant z, this is, ϕ(x, y, z1) = ϕ1(x, y)
and ϕ(x, y, z2) = ϕ2(x, y). Hence, using 3D orthonormal-
ity conditions similar to (58), we get∫ x0

0

∫ y0

0

xJ0 (ax) cos (b y)ϕ1(x, y)dx dy

= Anm y0 x̃
2
0

(
e−c z1 +Bnm ec z1

)
/2 , (68)

∫ x0

0

∫ y0

0

xϕ1(x, y)dx dy = B00 z1 x
2
0 y0/2 , (69)

∫ x0

0

∫ y0

0

xJ0 (ax) cos (b y)ϕ2(x, y)dx dy

= Anm y0 x̃
2
0

(
e−c z2 +Bnm ec z2

)
/2 , (70)

∫ x0

0

∫ y0

0

xϕ2(x, y)dx dy = B00 z2 x
2
0 y0/2 , (71)

from which we can solve for the unknown constants.

V. CONCLUDING COMMENTS

In this work, we have studied the behavior of the elec-
trostatic field in a spacetime hosting a strong, naked cur-
vature singularity using the Plebanski-Tamm formalism.
We have found that there are exact solutions to the full
electrostatic equations that remain regular at the cur-
vature singularity. These solutions describe non-trivial

electrostatic fields leading to a null value of the electro-
static energy in the entire space defined by x = 0, even
though this space cannot be considered a submanifold in
the usual, Riemannian sense. Although the metric em-
ployed, per se, may not hold the most physical relevance,
in the sense that it does not describe a solution of the
Einstein equations with any reasonable matter content
(though it nicely models the repulsive singularity exist-
ing, for instance, in the Reissner-Nordström metric), its
ability to sustain a regular electric field is highly signif-
icant. More than discussing a certain solution, our aim
was to delve into the more general possibility of having a
regular field in a singular space of what can be considered
the worst type. It is sounding increasingly likely that this
sort of regularity could be sustained in a dynamical situ-
ation in which the electromagnetic energy might be able
to flow from one side to the other, through the singular-
ity. This possibility constitutes material of an ongoing
investigation.
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Appendix A: Consistency of the system (7)-(8)

Here we prove that the Eqs. (7) alone are sufficient to
determine everything that is possible to be determined
within the context of the quasi-plane ansatz (6). From
the second Eq. (7), we have

KĒ0 = i k−1
0 ∇̄ × H̄0 − (∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + Γ̄)× H̄0 . (A1)

We can plug this into the first Eq. (8), this is

−i k0
[
∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + Γ̄

]
·
[
i k−1

0 ∇̄ × H̄0 − (∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + Γ̄)× H̄0

]
− (∇̄ × Γ̄) · H̄0 = ∇̄ ·

[
i k−1

0 ∇̄ × H̄0 − (∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + Γ̄)× H̄0

]
,

(A2)

Due to the fact that the vector (∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + Γ̄) × H̄0 is
orthogonal to ∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + Γ̄, the LHS of (A2) reads

[
∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + Γ̄

]
·
[
∇̄ × H̄0

]
− (∇̄ × Γ̄) · H̄0 . (A3)

On the other hand, by virtue that the divergence of a
curl identically vanish, the RHS of (A2) ends up being

−∇̄ ·
[
(∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + Γ̄)× H̄0

]
. (A4)

Now, we can make use of the identity

∇̄ · (Ā× B̄) = (∇̄ × Ā) · B̄ − Ā · (∇̄ × B̄), (A5)
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to convert (A4) into

−
[
∇̄ × (∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + Γ̄)

]
· H̄0 +

[
∇̄(k̄ · x̄)× Γ̄

]
·
[
∇̄ × H̄0

]
.

(A6)
Equating (A3) and (A6) we get

(∇̄ × Γ̄) · H̄0 =
[
∇̄ × (∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + Γ̄)

]
· H̄0, (A7)

or

(∇̄ × Γ̄) · H̄0 =
[
∇̄ × ∇̄(k̄ · x̄) + ∇̄ × Γ̄

]
· H̄0. (A8)

However, because the curl of a gradient identically van-
ish,

[
∇̄ × ∇̄(k̄ · x̄)

]
· H̄0 = 0, Eq. (A8) produces an iden-

tity. This means that the combination of the second Eq.
(7) and the first Eq. (8) do not provide more informa-
tion than the one encoded in Eq. (7) alone. Of course,
the same conclusion can be obtained by starting from the
first Eq. (7) and combining it with the second Eq. (8).
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