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Abstract

We present a comprehensive study of cosmological singularities within the framework of Covariant Extrin-
sic Gravity (CEG), addressing both the initial Big Bang singularity and potential finite-time future
singularities. Through detailed analysis of the emergent universe scenario, we systematically examine
homogeneous and inhomogeneous perturbations (encompassing scalar, vector, and tensor modes) in a
4D FLRW brane geometry. Our work establishes rigorous existence criteria and stability conditions for a
nonsingular Einstein static initial state, demonstrating that such a configuration remains stable for well-
defined parameter ranges in CEG - thereby providing a compelling resolution to the long-standing initial
singularity problem. Extending our analysis to late-time cosmology, we perform a complete classification
of future singularity types following Barrow et al.’s formalism, deriving precise conditions that determine
whether the universe in CEG evolves toward or avoids these singular states.

1 Introduction

The unresolved matter of the singularity problem within general relativity (GR) is a subject of utmost
significance. Following the Penrose–Hawking theorem [1, 2], the existence of singularities in space-time is
indicated by the incomplete nature of geodesics in GR manifolds. Singularities in GR materialize in various
forms, encompassing the singularities at the beginning and end of a closed universe, and the singularity at
the core of a black hole. These singularities pose substantial challenges to researchers due to the inability
to anticipate the occurrences that transpire after the big crunch, or the existence of anything before the
Big Bang in the first scenario. It has been postulated that there is a boundary to classical space-time
beyond which standard GR cannot be employed, as evidenced by research [3, 4]. In this setting, singularities
frequently recognized by divergences in scalar invariants of curvature or torsion tensors, or by the collapse
of geodesics at a particular point–bear enormous significance. Examining the Singularity at the beginning
can reveal information about whether or not our universe has a beginning.

In the framework of the standard model of cosmology, which incorporates the concept of inflation, the
fundamental problem of the initial singularity remains unresolved. However, numerous pre-inflationary sce-
narios have been introduced to tackle this issue. These scenarios encompass emergent universes (EU) [5, 6]
and cyclic/ekpyrotic scenarios [7–10], among others. Many of these scenarios are characterized by a non-
singular or past eternal nature. The considered scenarios possess three notable attributes. Firstly, the absence
of an initial singularity implies the absence of a temporal origin and an infinite past. Secondly, the horizon
problem is eliminated. Lastly, the quantum gravity era is non-existent. An intriguing cosmological model was
developed by Ellis et al. [5, 6] to remove the initial singularity within the framework of GR. Their model sug-
gests that the universe originated from an initially static state known as the Einstein Static Universe (ESU)
in the eternal past. This model adheres to the standard energy conditions while evading the singularity of the
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Big Bang. According to this model, the closed static universe existed indefinitely but eventually underwent a
phase of inflation [11]. Two conditions must be met for a gravitational theory to align with the EU paradigm.
Firstly, the presence and stability of the ESU are necessary. Secondly, an acceptable transition away from the
ESU is required, allowing for a connection with the history of the standard model of cosmology via an ele-
gant pathway. The potential resolution of the instability of ESU, as remarked upon in [10], can conceivably
be addressed through the utilization of modified gravity models. A variety of models, such as loop quantum
gravity [12, 13], f(R) [14, 15], f(T ) [16], Einstein–Cartan theory [17], Massive gravity [18], and braneworld
models inspired by string theory [19–21], have been thoroughly examined within the framework of ESU.

On the other hand, further investigation into the characteristics of dark energy has resulted in the
discovery of distinct forms of singularities that go beyond the initial Big Bang singularity. These future
singularities are distinguished by violations of specific energy conditions. Notable among them are finite-
time singularities that are anticipated to occur in the future, such as the Big Rip singularity [22], Sudden
singularity [23], Big Freeze singularity [24], and Big Brake singularity [25]. There are also classifications for
potential infinite-time singularities, see for instance [26].

Our aim in this study is to investigate the predicament concerning cosmic singularities in both the past
and future within the framework of Covariant Extrinsic Gravity CEG [39–43]. Theoretical models with
large extra dimensions have garnered considerable attention in recent years. These models suggest that
the observable universe is situated within a brane in a higher-dimensional space-time bulk. The concept of
extra dimensions originated from the influential works of Kaluza and Klein, published in 1921 and 1926,
respectively [27, 28]. Their pioneering proposals implied the existence of compact spatial dimensions beyond
the familiar three dimensions of space and one dimension of time, revolutionizing theoretical physics. Notably,
the Space-Time-Matter theory introduced by Wesson [29–31] presents a model where the fifth dimension is
non-compact, and the geometry of this extra dimension induces matter fields. Various classifications of brane
universes have been put forward, including those by Arkani–Hamed, Dimopoulos, and Dvali, to address the
hierarchy problem [32, 33]. Additionally, the Randall–Sundrum model developed a warped brane world to
localize gravity [34], while another braneworld model with an extra dimension of the infinite volume provides
a solution to the recent accelerated expansion of the universe [35]. Despite the numerous accomplishments of
various brane models, they are also accompanied by significant limitations. For instance, these models rely
on junction conditions to establish a connection between the extrinsic curvature and the matter fields on the
brane. However, varying junction conditions can result in diverse physical consequences [36]. Furthermore,
the compression of internal space can lead to issues with the masses of fermions in nonzero modes and pose
challenges to vacuum stability [37]. Additionally, concerns regarding the thickness of these models introduce
further complexities [38].

Within the CEG braneworld model [39–43], our 4D universe is embedded in a bulk space that has an
arbitrary number of non-compact extra dimensions. As such, there is no application of the junction condition.
After consulting Ref. [42], the characteristics of this model can be summarized as follows:

1. The Yang-Mills fields have a geometric origin, just as the original Kaluza-Klein theories. Like its fore-
bears, the CEG investigates the complex interplay between geometry and physical phenomena, offering
an extensive perspective on the fundamental processes at work in the universe.

2. The direct correlation between the brane thickness and the muon Compton wavelength highlights the
intricate relationship between bulk dimensions and particle physics.

3. An additional geometric term, Qµν in Eq. (6), is present in the induced gravitational field equations and
is posited to play a role in the current acceleration of the universe. This term is denoted as geometric
dark energy (GDE). Moreover, it has been demonstrated in Refs. [44, 45] that this geometric term holds
significance as it functions as an induced potential in the Klein–Gordon equation for particles confined to
the brane.

4. The energy density of GDE at the present epoch is determined by several factors, including the number
of extra dimensions, N, 4D gravitational constant GN , the fine structure constant α, and the muon

mass, mµ. This relationship is represented by the equation ρ
(GDE)
0 = gGNm6

µ/α
2. It not only helps to

explain Zeldovich’s [46] and Weinberg’s [47] well-known empirical formulas regarding vacuum energy and
fundamental particle mass but also leads to a deeper comprehension of the cosmic landscape and its
underlying principles. By intertwining geometry, field theory, and cosmology, these theories provide a
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unified framework that enriches our understanding of the universe’s intricate evolution and the forces that
govern its dynamics over cosmic scales.

5. In general, the 4D gravitational ‘constant’ is variable because it relies on the extrinsic curvature radii.
Thus, it might vary with cosmic time within the isotropic and homogenous cosmological framework.

6. The CEG model predicts 22 extra dimensions, exactly as the original bosonic string theory did, even if
these extra dimensions are non-compact. Important conclusions were also drawn from the model analysis,
such as the prediction that the induced cosmological constant (CC) determines the graviton’s mass.
Remarkably, when the model is configured with an extra dimension count of N = 22, the induced values
for the present energy density of dark energy, the deceleration parameter at the current epoch, the redshift
at the transition epoch, and the age of the Universe coincide with observable data.

In the present study, we shall examine the CEG theory by adopting N = 22 non-compact extra dimen-
sions, a choice motivated by the model’s alignment with observational data as discussed in [42]. However,
this selection is not fixed—the GDE framework remains flexible, allowing for investigations of singularity
problems with an arbitrary number of extra dimensions. Firstly, we investigate the ESU’s stability ver-
sus homogeneous scalar perturbations, as well as inhomogeneous vector and tensor perturbations. Next, we
examine different types of finite-time future singularities in finite time, including the Big Rip, Sudden, Big
Freeze, and Big Brake singularities, and discuss how CEG could potentially avoid these singularities. It is
noteworthy to highlight that in order for the universe to transition from the initial static/quasi-static phase
to progress into the radiation and subsequently to the matter-dominated phases, a superinflation phase must
precede the onset of slow-roll inflation. This particular proposition is thoroughly explored in the research con-
ducted by Labrana [48] where they delve into a superinflation model situated within the emergent universe
framework. The author explicitly emphasized that the presence of a superinflating phase occurring prior to
the initiation of slow-roll inflation is a common occurrence in various emergent universe models. The ratio-
nale behind this concept is supported by the fact that the superinflationary period in the emergent universe
scenario leads to a suppression of the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB) anisotropies on a large scale, a
phenomenon that could potentially explain the observed lack of power at large angular scales of the CMB.
Furthermore, additional references such as [49–52] also contribute to the discourse surrounding this topic.

This paper is structured as follows: We will begin with a brief review of the CEG theory and its field
equations in Section 2. Next, in Section 3, we will derive the generalized Friedmann equations for an FLRW
universe embedded isometrically in a bulk space with an arbitrary number of extra dimensions. In Section
4, we will investigate the initial singularity problem. In section 5, we discuss how a simple inflation model
by a scalar field provides the transition from the static state to the subsequent expanding era. In Section 6,
we shall study the theory versus the potential future singularities. Lastly, we will conclude the paper with a
discussion summarized in Section 7.

2 Covariant extrinsic gravity Theory

Let us take a moment to briefly examine and analyze the fundamental concepts of CEG and the subsequent
outcomes and implications that arise from it. The foundation of CEG, as outlined in Refs. [40–42], begins with
the assumption that the braneworld, characterized by its thickness denoted as l, is isometrically embedded
in a flat bulk space of D dimensions. Consequently, if we were to designate the local coordinates on the
brane as xµ (where µ ranges from 0 to 3) and the extra coordinates as xa (where a spans from 4 to D), it
becomes feasible to represent the metric of the bulk space, parameterized by Gaussian coordinates {xµ, xa},
in a concise matrix format

GAB =

(
gµν + λ2AµcA

c
ν λAµj

λAνi δij

)
, (1)

where gµν is the metric of the brane with thickness l [40, 53] and Aµc = xbAµbc, and Aµbc is the third
fundamental form. In addition, the coupling “constant” λ is given by

λ2 =
12π

3
2Γ(N+1

2 )LL2
Pl

dΓ(N+2
2 )l3

, (2)
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where d = 2, 4, 10 for the Maxwell, weak, and strong interactions, respectively, LP =
√
GN is the Planck

length, L is the curvature radii in the bulk space, and N = D − 4 denotes the number of non-compact
extra dimensions. The confinement hypothesis postulates that the matter and gauge fields are localized on
the brane with thickness denoted by the parameter l. In contrast, gravity is allowed to propagate in the
bulk space, extending up to the curvature radii L. This implies that the gravitational interactions are not
confined to the brane and can propagate to the extent of the bulk geometry, which can be visualized as a
higher-dimensional hypersphere denoted by SN. For a visual representation refer to Fig. 1.

Bulk Space

3-Brane Extrinsic Tube

( )

Extrinsic

Curvature Radii ( )

Brane Thickness ( )

Fig. 1 Braneworld with thickness l bounded by an extrinsic tube formed by the normal curvature radii L. Matter
particles are confined to the line (representing the 3-brane) of length l at each point.

The 4D gravitational constant, GN , in terms of the fundamental scale of the bulk space, MD, the number
of extra dimensions, and the normal curvature radii is given by

1

16πGN
=

π
N
2 −1

16Γ(N2 + 1)
LNMN+2

D . (3)

Also, the thickness is given by the number of extra dimensions and the Compton wavelength of the muon

l =

√
Nπ

mµ
, (4)

where mµ is the muon mass. Eq. (2) gives the relation between brane thickness, extra dimensions, normal
curvature radii, and 4D Planck’s length

L =
dΓ(N+2

2 )

3
√
πΓ(N+1

2 )

λ2

4π

(
l

LPl

)3

LPl. (5)

At any given point along the brane, it is observed that the extrinsic curvature radius gives rise to a closed
space known as the extrinsic tube denoted as BN. This intriguing phenomenon is depicted in Fig. 1, where
the accessible region of the bulk for gravitons is confined to this extrinsic tube. The extra dimensions are
all space-like, thus allowing us to locally consider Bn as the n-sphere denoted as Sn = SO(N)/SO(N − 1).
Furthermore, it is crucial to highlight that this n-sphere possesses a radius of L which can be represented
as L := min{La

(µ)} at every single point within the spacetime continuum. This observation offers valuable
insights into the intricate nature of the extrinsic tube and its relationship with the underlying brane structure.

As shown in detail in Ref. [40, 42], the field equations are given by

Gαβ = −Qαβ + 8πGN

(
Tαβ + T

(YM)
αβ

)
, (6)

∇(tot)
β Ka −∇(tot)

α Kα
βa = 8πGNTaβ , (7)
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GN

g2i

(
Fαβ

amF m
αβb +

1

2
ηabF

lm
αβ Fαβ

lm

)
− 1

2
δab
(
R+KµνmK m

µν −KaK
a
)
= 8πGNTab, (8)

where gi = λ, Gαβ is the 4D Einstein tensor and GN is the 4D induced gravitational constant. Also, the
energy-momentum tensor’s components Tαβ , Taβ , and Tab are defined in a way that makes sense in light of

the confinement hypothesis, T
(YM)
αβ represents the Yang–Mills–Maxwell energy-momentum tensor and Fabµν

is the curvature associated to extrinsic twist vector field Aµab, defined as [54]

Fabµν = Aµab,ν −Aνab,µ −A c
νa Aµcb +A c

µa Aνcb, (9)

where Aµab has the role of the gauge potential [55]. The quantity Qαβ is a conserved geometric quantity
stated in terms of extrinsic curvature and its trace, Ka

Qαβ = K ηa
α Kβηa −KaKαβa −

1

2
gαβ(K

µνaKµνa −KaK
a), (10)

and
∇βQ

αβ = 0. (11)

Due to these results, the product of the induced energy-momentum tensor for confined matter and Yang-
Mills-Maxwell fields and the 4D gravitational “constant” are conserved(

GNTαβ
)
;β

=
(
GNTαβ

(YM)

)
;β

= 0. (12)

The field equations mentioned above are general and apply to any number of extra dimensions. It may be
interesting for the reader to understand the connection between this formalism and 5D braneworld models.
In the case of D = 5, the extrinsic twist vector field Aµab = 0 disappears, which means that the Yang–Mills–
Maxwell Fµνab described in Eq. (9) does not have a geometric origin in this scenario. However, the value of
the extrinsic curvature can still be determined by using Israel’s junction condition. Utilizing Israel’s junction
condition, the extrinsic curvature may be replaced by the energy-momentum tensor of the matter fields, Tµν ,
confined to the brane. In addition, if we assume mirror symmetry, or Z2-symmetry, throughout the brane
[56], then

Kµν = −
κ2
(5)

2

{
Tµν − 1

3
(T − σ)gµν

}
, (13)

where κ2
(5) is Einstein’s gravitational constant of the bulk and σ is the tension of the brane in the bulk space.

Then, Qµν defined by Eq. (10) reduces to

Qµν =
κ4
(5)

12

{
−σ2gµν + TTµν − 3TµαT

α
ν +

3

2
TαβT

αβgµν − 1

2
T 2gµν

}
. (14)

Therefore, in this case, the field equations (6) will reduce to the Shiromizu-Maeda-Sasaki (SMS) braneworld
model [56].

3 FLRW cosmology according to CEG

The space-time metric of a homogeneous and isotropic universe, as described by the standard FLRW line
element, can be expressed as

ds2 = −dt2 + a(t)2
(

dr2

1− kr2
+ r2dΩ2

)
, (15)

where a(t) is the cosmic scale factor. The closed, open, and flat universes are represented by k = +1,−1, 0,
respectively. To ensure consistency with the symmetries of the FLRW universe, the energy-momentum tensor
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needs to be diagonal. Thus, in the simplest form, it is

Tµν = (ρ+ p)uµuν + pgµν , uµ = −δ0µ,

Tµa = 0,

Tab = pextηab,

(16)

where pext represents the pressure of the cosmic fluid along the extra dimensions. Using Eq. (7), we can find
extrinsic curvature components

Kαβm =
fm(t)

a2(t)
gαβ , α, β = 1, 2, 3,

K00m = − 1

a(t)H

d

dt

(
fm(t)

a(t)

)
,

(17)

where H represents the Hubble parameter and fm(t) are D − 4 functions of cosmic time. Due to the homo-
geneity and isotropy on the brane, we assume all these functions are equal, i.e., fm(t) = f(t). If we define

ϕ(t) := a(t)2

f(t) and h := ϕ̇(t)
ϕ(t) , the Qαβ defined in (10) will include the following components

Qαβ = −3R

ϕ2

(
1− 2h

3H

)
gαβ , α, β = 1, 2, 3,

Q00 =
3R

ϕ2
,

(18)

which N := D − 4. The induced gravitational constant is dependent on the local normal radii of the FLRW
submanifold and is not a real constant [40]

GN (t) = G0

(
ϕ(t)

ϕ0

)−N

, (19)

where ϕ0 represents the value at the current time of ϕ(t), and G0 is the 4D gravitational constant at the
present epoch. Using Eq. (19) we can write

ĠN

GN
= −Nh. (20)

According to some findings [57–61], the relative change in GN relates to the Hubble parameter

ĠN

GN
= γH, |γ| < 1, (21)

where γ is a small dimensionless constant. Eq. (20) and Eq. (21) give

L = ϕ(t) = ϕ0

(
a(t)

a0

)− γ
N

,
h

H
= − γ

N
(22)

Like the Tµν tensor, it is feasible to formulate the geometric energy-momentum tensor Qµν in the form
presented below [40]

Qµν = −8πGN

{(
ρ(GDE) + p(GDE)

)
uµuν + p(GDE)gµν

}
, (23)
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where ρ(GDE) is the GDE density and p(GDE) is the GDE pressure (the suffix “GDE” stands for geometric
dark energy which its origin is the extrinsic curvature). Comparing Eq. (18) and Eq. (23), we find out

ρ(GDE) =
3N

ϕ28πGN
=

3N

8πG0ϕ2
0

(
a

a0

)( 2
N−1)γ

,

p(GDE) = − N

ϕ28πGN

(
3− 2

h

H

)
= − 3N

8πG0ϕ2
0

(
1 +

2δ

3N

)(
a

a0

)( 2
N−1)γ

.

(24)

As one easily can see, in the above relations, the extrinsic part of the field equations, i.e., ρ(GDE) and p(GDE)

are linearly proportional. This suggests we define the proportionality constant of them as an EoS parameter
of GDE, given by

ω(GDE) :=
p(GDE)

ρ(GDE)
= −

(
1 +

2γ

3N

)
. (25)

This results in
γ

N
= −3

2
(1 + ωGDE) . (26)

Therefore, equations (24) can be rewritten as follows

ρ(GDE) =
3N

8πG0ϕ2
0

(
a

a0

)−3(1+ωGDE)−γ

,

p(GDE) =
3NωGDE

8πG0ϕ2
0

(
a

a0

)−3(1+ωGDE)−γ

.

(27)

Substituting Eq. (18) and Eq. (19) into Eq. (7), we obtain the Friedmann equations

H2 +
k

a2
=

8πGN

3

(
ρ+ ρ(GDE)

)
, (28a)

ä

a
= −4πGN

3

(
ρ+ ρ(GDE) + 3p+ 3p(GDE)

)
. (28b)

Note that in this model the geometric part of these field equations has four free parameters: the value of
the spatial curvature k, the extrinsic curvature Kµνm, EoS parameter ω(GDE), and the number of extra
dimensions N. While the spatial curvature’s value can be determined through observational data, the same
holds for the equation of state parameter of GDE, and N.

4 Einstein static state and its stability

The aim of the present study is to analyze the introduced brane model, which is capable of explaining the late
time accelerating expansion of the universe with a geometric origin [40–42], versus both the past and future
singularities. This study is motivated since after discovering the accelerating expansion of the universe, some
investigations of the nature of the cosmic fluid responsible for this accelerating expansion showed a plethora
of new types of singularities distinct from the initial Big Bang singularity. These new types of singularities
are future singularities for a universe and can be classified by the violation of some of the energy conditions.
This violation yields divergencies in some physical quantities, such as the scale factor, energy density, and
pressure components. This study is important in the sense that any modified theory of gravity that can solve
some issues in the standard GR may come with new types of issues, and this requires to be analyzed to check
the viability of the theory. Here we show that this brane model, under some conditions on its parameters,
can be free of singularity issues in the standard model of cosmology based on GR.

The EU scenario within the context of GR is unstable and anticipated to decay rapidly in the early
universe [62]. Because of that, this scenario was formulated on the modified gravity theories to ensure stability
at high energy regimes. In the following, we will analyze whether a stable EU scenario can exist in CEG
theory.
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Based on ESU, where a = a0 = aES = constant, the GDE density and the GDE pressure are

ρES
(GDE) = ρ(GDE)(aES) =

3N

8πG0ϕ2
0

,

pES
(GDE) = p(GDE)(aES) =

3Nω(GDE)

8πG0ϕ2
0

.

(29)

Using Eq. (28a), we can obtain the following equations for the confined energy density and pressure

ρ =
3

8πG0

(
a

a0

)−γ (
ȧ

a

)2

+
3k

8πG0a2

(
a

a0

)−γ

− 3N

8πG0ϕ2
0

(
a

a0

)−3(1+ωGDE)−γ

,

p =− 1

4πG0

(
a

a0

)−γ
ä

a
− 1

8πG0

{(
ȧ

a

)2(
a

a0

)−γ

+
k

a2

(
a

a0

)−γ

+
3NωGDE

ϕ2
0

(
a

a0

)−3(1+ωGDE)−γ
}
,

(30)

which leads to the following values for the ESU

ρES =
3k

8πG0a2ES

− 3N

8πG0ϕ2
0

,

pES = − k

8πG0a2ES

−
3Nω(GDE)

8πG0ϕ2
0

.

(31)

These are known as the existence conditions for an ESU.

4.1 Linear Homogeneous Scalar Perturbations

In this section, we consider linear homogeneous scalar perturbations around an ESU and examine its stability
under such perturbations. Below are the perturbed forms of the scale factor and the matter-energy density
used to derive equations governing homogeneous scalar perturbations

a(t) = aES(1 + δa(t)),

ρ(t) = ρES(1 + δρ(t)).
(32)

One can derive the following equation by substituting Eq. (32) into the confined energy density in Eq.
(30), followed by the deduction of Eq. (29), and ultimately, the linearization of the resultant expression and
assuming a0 = aES

ρESδρ(t) =

[
−3k

8πG0a2ES

(γ + 2) +
3N

8πG0ϕ2
0

(3(1 + ω(GDE)) + γ)

]
δa. (33)

By applying the above-mentioned method to Eq. (33) and pressure in Eq. (30), we obtain

ωρESδρ(t) = − 1

4πG0
(1− δa(1 + γ))δä+

[
k(2 + γ)

8πG0a2ES

+
3Nω(GDE)

8πG0ϕ2
0

(3(1 + ω(GDE)) + γ)

]
δa. (34)

Substituting Eq. (33) into Eq. (34) leads to the following evolutionary equation for the scale factor
perturbation

δä +
1

a2ES

[
−k

2
(γ + 2)(1 + 3ω) − 9Na2ES

2ϕ2
0

(
ω2
(GDE) − ω(GDE)(ω − (1 +

γ

3
)) − ω(1 +

γ

3
)

)]
δa = 0, (35)
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where we considered that the pressure p and density ρ satisfy the barotropic EoS

p = ωρ. (36)

The Eq. (35) has the solution
δa = C1eiMt + C2e−iMt, (37)

where C1 and C2 are integration constants, and M is defined as

M2 =
−k

2
(γ + 2)(1 + 3ω)− 9Na2ES

2ϕ2
0

(
ω2
(GDE) − ω(GDE)(ω − (1 +

γ

3
))− ω(1 +

γ

3
)
)
. (38)

Consequently, the following condition must be satisfied to have oscillating perturbation modes, which implies
the presence of a stable ESU

ω2
(GDE) − ω(GDE)(ω − (1 +

γ

3
))− ω(1 +

γ

3
) +

kϕ2
0

9Na2ES

(γ + 2)(1 + 3ω) < 0. (39)

According to Eq. (39), the acceptable range for ω(GDE) is

ω
(1)
GDE < ωGDE < ω

(2)
GDE, (40)

where

ω
(1)
GDE =

ω

2
− 1

2
− γ

6
− 1

2
((ω − (1 +

γ

3
))2 + 4ω(1 +

γ

3
)− 4kϕ2

0

9Na2ES

(γ + 2)(1 + 3ω))
1
2 , (41)

ω
(2)
GDE =

ω

2
− 1

2
− γ

6
+

1

2
((ω − (1 +

γ

3
))2 + 4ω(1 +

γ

3
)− 4kϕ2

0

9Na2ES

(γ + 2)(1 + 3ω))
1
2 . (42)

No stable ESU exists for ωGDE values outside the above range. In Table 1, the acceptable range of ωGDE

with respect to ω values, along with additional restrictive conditions, for having a stable ESU are given. We
also note that according to Eq. (31), the selection of k is restricted to k = 1. The energy density assumes a
positive value only under these conditions, causing this limitation. In Fig. 2, we have illustrated the evolution
of δa with respect to cosmic time t and γ, using the typical parameter values satisfying the existence and
stability conditions of ESU as listed in Table 1. Fig. 3 showcases the EoS of GDE as a function of γ and ω.

The upper plot represents ω
(2)
GDE, while the lower plot represents ω

(1)
GDE. The region between the two graphs

signifies the permissible range for the existence of an ESU. Hence, one can conclude that, under the discussed
conditions, the CEG admits a stable ESU versus the homogeneous linear perturbations.

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Fig. 2 The oscillating behavior of the scale factor as a function of t and γ, with different values of ω = − 1
3 , 0, 1

3 , 1,
respectively and numerical values k = 1, N = 22, aES = 0.1, and ϕ0 = 0.01. These parameters satisfy the
existence and stability conditions of ESU in TABLE 1.
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ω ω
(1)
GDE ω

(2)
GDE the restricting condition

ω = 0 − 1
2 − γ

6 − 1
6

√
f1 − 1

2 − γ
6 + 1

6

√
f1 f1 > 0

ω = 1
3 − 1

3 − γ
6 − 1

6

√
f2 − 1

3 − γ
6 + 1

6

√
f2 f2 > 0

ω = 1 −γ
6 − 1

6

√
f3 −γ

6 + 1
6

√
f3 f3 > 0

ω = − 1
3 − 2

3 − γ
6 − 1

6 | γ + 2 | − 2
3 − γ

6 + 1
6 | γ + 2 | -

Table 1 The necessary conditions ensuring the existence of a stable ESU in CEG. In this table, we defined

f1 := (γ + 3)2 − 4ϕ2
0

Na2
ES

(γ + 2), f2 := (γ + 4)2 − 8ϕ2
0

Na2
ES

(γ + 2), and f3 := (γ + 6)2 − 16ϕ2
0

Ra2
ES

(γ + 2).

Fig. 3 The upper plot is ω
(2)
GDE and the lower plot is ω

(1)
GDE. The stable ESU region exists between ω

(1)
GDE and ω

(2)
GDE

plots.

4.2 Inhomogeneous Perturbations

We already show that defining the ordinary and geometric fluid sources as perfect fluids in (16) and (23)
results in the induced field equations (28). Hence, one can treat the source of field equations (28) as an effective
perfect fluid of the form T t

µν = (ρt + pt)uµuν + ptgµν possessing the total energy density ρt = ρ + ρ(GDE),

pressure pt = p + p(GDE) and baraotropic equation of state pt = ωtρt. This formulation allows one to
investigate the effect of inhomogeneous density perturbations on the simple one-component effective fluid
models. Density perturbations of a general Friedmann universe on a 4D-brane can be addressed by the 1+3-
covariant gauge-invariant approach [63]. In this approach, letting ∆ = a2D2ρt/ρt where D2 represents the
covariant spatial Laplacian, the evolution of ∆ follows

∆̈ +
(
2− ωt + 6c2s

)
H∆̇ +

[
12(ωt − c2s)

k

a2
+ 4πG(3ω2

t + 6c2s − 8ωt − 1)ρt + (3c2s − 5ωt)Λ

]
∆

− c2sD
2∆− ωt(D

2 + 3
k

a2
)E = 0, (43)

where cs =
dpt

dρt
is the sound speed, H = ȧ

a denotes the Hubble parameter, and E is the entropy perturbation
of the effective source as

ptE = a2D2pt − ρtc
2
s∆. (44)

The ESU model with the effective perfect fluid has E = 0 [62]. Hence, the equation (43) after decomposing
into Fourier modes with the co-moving index κ (such that D2 → −κ2/a2ES) reduces to [62]

∆̈κ − 4πG0(1 + ωt)
(
1 + (3− κ2)c2s

)
ρtES∆κ = 0. (45)

Thus, the ESU remains stable against gravitational collapse if ∆κ is oscillating. This is provided by

(1 + ωt)
(
1 + (3− κ2)c2s

)
< 0. (46)

If the total effective fluid violates the weak energy condition, i.e. ωt < −1, it is required (κ2 − 3)c2s < 1. This
case can represent when the geometric fluid, as the dark energy profile, effectively dominates the Universe’s
ordinary matter content. If the total effective fluid satisfies the weak energy condition, i.e. ωt > −1, it is
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required (κ2 − 3)c2s > 1. This case is addressed in detail after Eq. (16) in [62]. In particular, for physical
modes with n ≥ 2, the stability is assured for c2s > 1/5. This condition was reported by Gibbons [64, 65] in
the restricted case of conformal metric perturbations. In conclusion, an ESU with a fluid satisfying c2s > 1/5
is neutrally stable against adiabatic density perturbations of the fluid for all allowed inhomogeneous modes.

The vector perturbations of a perfect fluid are described by the comoving dimensionless vorticity, defined
as ω̄a = aω̄, where its modes obey the propagation equation [62]

˙̄ωκ +
(
1− 3c2s

)
Hω̄κ = 0. (47)

This equation remains valid in our treatment of ESU in the present brane scenario with the effective perfect
fluid source. Hence, for an ESU, where H = 0, the above equation simplifies to

˙̄ωκ = 0. (48)

This equation implies that the initial vector perturbations remain frozen for our brane model, and hence,
there will be a neutral stability against these perturbations.

On the other hand, tensor perturbations, namely gravitational wave perturbations, of a perfect fluid
with density ρt and pressure pt = ωtρt is given by the comoving dimensionless transverse-traceless shear
Σab = aσab, whose modes in the presence of cosmological constant Λ satisfy [66–68]

Σ̈κ + 3HΣ̇κ +

(
κ2

a2
+

2k

a2
− 2Λ + (1 + 3ωt)ρt

3

)
Σκ = 0. (49)

Using Eqs. (29)-(31) for the ESU, this equation reduces to

Σ̈κ +

(
κ2

2k
+ 1

)(
ρES(1 + ω) + ρ

(GED)
ES (1 + ωGED)

)
Σκ = 0. (50)

Hence, one observes that neutral stability versus tensor perturbations, through the oscillatory modes, is also
possible provided that values of parameters k, ω and ωGDE keep the multiplication factor in front of Σk

positive.
The findings above indicate that if the universe is initially close to an ESU, it stays in that neighborhood.

However, one notes that the ESU is not an attractor since its stability is neutral and characterized by
undamped oscillations. A fall in matter pressure can initiate expansion away from the static state. Typically,
this expansion will result in an inflation. It is also worth noting that nonlinear [69–72] and non-perturbative
effects [73–77] are also anticipated to play a significant role in such cosmological models because of the
initially envisaged infinite time scale. In addition, since the present model includes at least two matter sources
(baryonic and geometric contributions), both adiabatic and isocurvature perturbations must be examined
within this brane-world scenario. Such an analysis can be conducted by treating the total source as a system
consisting of two scalar fields, as in the references [78–85]. These critical aspects of the current braneworld
scenario will be explored in our future research.

Finally, it is worth mentioning here that the stability of an ESU in other brane models like the Dvali–
Gabadadze–Porrati (DGP), Randall–Sundrum (RS), and Shtanov–Sahni (SS) braneworlds are also studied
in [106] and [107], respectively. In the DGP model [106], two separate branches with ϵ = ±1 and a perfect
fluid of a constant equation of state parameter are considered. It is found that for the ϵ = 1 branch, there
is an unstable Einstein static solution, while, for ϵ = −1 a stable Einstein static universe exists. Hence, the
DGP model is capable of solving the Big Bang singularity. In [107], it is found that if the matter perfect fluid
source on the brane has a phantom-like behavior and the projected “Weyl fluid” from the bulk Weyl tensor
behaves like radiation with positive energy density, the ESU is stable in the SS braneworld, but unstable
in the RS one. Moreover, it is shown that the ESU is also stable in bulk with a timelike extra dimension.
Hence, in a brane model with a timelike extra dimension, the initial Big Bang singularity might be resolved.
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5 Leaving the static Einstein state

In the previous section, we demonstrated the existence of a stable static Einstein state in our model, indicating
that the universe could, in principle, persist indefinitely in this configuration. However, to account for the full
evolutionary history of the universe, a transition from this steady state into an inflationary phase is necessary.
In this section, we explore the mechanism by which this transition can occur. The stable ESU corresponds to
a fixed point where the early universe could have undergone perpetual oscillations. Superinflationary effects
[48, 51, 86–88] are typically invoked to explain how the universe exited this state. Here, we demonstrate that
in our framework, the escape from the ESU can instead be achieved using a conventional inflationary scalar
field. To achieve this, we write the explicit form of the Friedmann equations (28) for a closed universe filled
with a perfect fluid with EoS p = ωρ as

H2 +
1

a20x
2
=

8πG0ρ0
3

x−3(1+ω) +
8πG0ρ

(GDE)
0

3
x−3(1+ωGDE),

ẍ

x
= −4πG0

3
(1 + 3ω)ρ0x

−3(1+ω) − 4πG0

3
(1 + 3ωGDE)ρ

(GDE)
0 x−3(1+ωGDE),

(51)

where x = a/a0, and all quantities with subscript zero show their values at the static state. The Einstein
static state (x = 1 or a = a0 = aES) is given by ẋ = 0 = ẍ. First, we need to establish the conditions for the
existence of this solution. Inserting these conditions into (51) gives

1

a20
=

8πG0ρ
(GDE)
0

(1 + 3ω)
(ω − ωGDE), (52)

and

ρ0 = −1 + 3ωGDE

1 + 3ω
ρ
(GDE)
0 . (53)

In the case of ordinary matter, which is our assumption, ω ≥ 0. The definition of the EoS of GDE in (25)

implies ωGDE < 0. As a result, the r.h.s. of (52) is positive. Also, ρ
(GDE)
0 defined by (27) is positive, which

implies either ρ0 is negative in Eq. (53) or ωGDE < −1/3.
By defining the phase-space variable y = ẋ, it is useful to convert the second Friedmann equation in

(51) as a 2-dimensional dynamical system, which helps explore the stability of this solution. Utilizing the
condition (53) into the second Friedmann equation, one finds

ẋ = y,

ẏ =
4πG0

3
(1 + 3ωGDE)ρ

(GDE)
0

(
x−3(1+ω) − x−3(1+ωGDE)

)
x,

(54)

with a fixed point at (x = 1, y = 0). The stability of the equilibrium point can be determined by examining
the eigenvalues, denoted as λ, of the Jacobian matrix, J , given by

J =

(
∂ẋ
∂x

∂ẋ
∂y

∂ẏ
∂x

∂ẏ
∂y

)
, (55)

evaluated at this point, which are found to be

λ± = ±
√

4πG0ρ
(GDE)
0 (1 + 3ωGDE)(ωGDE − ω). (56)

Regarding that ωGDE < 0 and ω has a positive value, the sign λ2 depends on the sign of (1 + 3ωGDE)
which determines the stability. Trajectories starting in the vicinity of a saddle point (1 + 3ωGDE) > 0
experience exponential divergence from it, indicating that the Einstein static state is unstable. In contrast,
when (1 + 3ωGDE) < 0, the Einstein static solution turns into a center equilibrium point (x = 1, ẏ = 0)
that is circularly stable. This means that little deviations from the fixed point cause oscillations around it as

12



opposed to an exponential departure from it; see Fig. 4. In this instance, the universe permanently remains
(oscillates) in the vicinity of the Einstein static solution. Hence, the requirement for stability is provided by

−1

3
< ωGDE < 0, and ρ0 < 0. (57)

Note that the stability of the Einstein state requires a negative energy density for the matter component.

x
0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0

y

L0.4

L0.3

L0.2

L0.1

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

Fig. 4 A phase portrait for the stable Einstein state. We assumed 4πG0
3 ρ

(GDE)
0 = 1, ω = 1, and ωGDE = −0.3.

The second law of thermodynamics and maybe other general relativity energy conditions may be broken in
a world mostly composed of negative energy density components [89]. However, some extensions of quantum
field theory and recent analyses of Casimir force experiments suggest that the same energy conditions in
relativity need only be satisfied globally, or on an average measure, leaving open the possibility of local or
brief violations of the same energy conditions [90–93]. Therefore, one can imagine the realization of this
kind of matter field in the early Einstein state of the universe. In addition, the cosmological applications of
negative phantom energy, negative domain walls, negative cosmic strings, negative mass, negative radiation,
and negative ultralight are presented in [94]. In cosmology, the conceptualization of a matter field with
negative energy density encompasses various theoretical constructs and occurrences.

In contrast to the positive energy density condition, it is intriguing to observe numerous authors presenting
the notion of negative energy density with compelling reasons in its favor. Ijjas and Steinhardt [95] examine
negative energy density, wherein models undergo a bounce evolution. The authors suggested that subsequent
rebounds may also occur. The examination of negative vacuum energy density within the framework of
rainbow gravity is presented in [96]. Ref. [94] demonstrates that, under some conditions, negative energy
density can provide repulsive gravitational pressure. Fay in Ref. [97] asserts that the universe undergoes
evolution through inflation when the linked fluid possesses negative energy density throughout the beginning
epoch. Sawicki and Vikman [98] examine an accelerating world with negative energy density. Macorra and
German [99] provided an explanation of energy density with a negative value, characterized by an equation
of state parameter ω < −1. In [100], an examination of models developed with negative energy density in
the infinite past.

Note that in the model under investigation, the effective energy density in the Friedmann equation (28)
is ρ+ ρ(GDE). Therefore, using (53), the effective energy density in Einstein’s static epoch is given by

ρ0 + ρ
(GDE)
0 =

3(ω − ωGED)

1 + 3ω
ρ
(GDE)
0 . (58)

Regarding the facts ω > 0, ωGED < 0, and ρ
(GDE)
0 > 0, one observes that the effective matter energy density

is positive, and consequently, the positive energy condition is preserved. However, it is worth mentioning
that although this keeps negative energy density under control, its violation in any of the matter sectors
may lead to potential pathologies, such as instability or violations of unitarity at the quantum level.
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Fig. 5 A phase portrait for the transition from stable Einstein state to the inflation area. We assumed 4πG0
3 ρ

(GDE)
0 =

1, ω = 1, ωGDE = −0.3, and ρ
(Φ)
0 /ρ

(GDE)
0 = 1/3.

To realize the transition from the Einstein state to the inflationary area, we assume the usual inflation
scalar field, Φ, with a potential term V (Φ). Also, regarding the symmetries of FLRW spacetime, we assume
the scalar field is a function of cosmic time, t. Then, we have the equation of motion of the inflaton field

Φ̈ + 3HΦ̇ +
dV

dΦ
= 0. (59)

In Einstein’s static universe, x = 1, and H = 0. Let us assume the scalar field is switched on at transition
time, t = tT . If we assume the scalar potential is flat enough, the energy density of the scalar field, ρ(Φ) =
Φ̇2/2 + V ≃ V , is constant. Therefore, one can assume the scalar field in the slow-rolling approximation
plays the role of a cosmological constant, and dynamical system (54) changes to the following form

ẋ = y,

ẏ =
4πG0

3
(1 + 3ωGDE)ρ

(GDE)
0

(
x−3(1+ω) − x−3(1+ωGDE)

)
x+

8πG0

3
ρ
(Φ)
0 x.

(60)

For small values of the energy density of the scalar field, specifically when ρ
(Φ)
0 /ρ

(GDE)
0 < 1, upon activating

the scalar field, the initial focus is on the dominance of the first two terms in the second equation of the
dynamic system, causing the scale factor to experience a notably slow growth rate from the initial value of
the scale factor aES . The condition for prolonged inflation is that the Hubble friction is almost canceled,
with the potential gradient term being larger. One can ignore the two first terms in (60) by dominating the
scalar field. Based on the illustration in Fig. 52, the dominance of the scalar field will lead to the departure
of the universe from its static Einstein state. Therefore, the dynamical system (60) will reduce to

ẋ = y,

ẏ =
8πG0

3
ρ
(Φ)
0 x,

(61)

with an inflationary solution x = exp(Ht). The resulting Hubble parameter, given by H =
√

8πG0V/3,
will lead to nearly exponential inflation. Hence, the universe is anticipated to undergo a transition into the
traditional inflationary phase.

6 The possible future singularities

In general relativity and its associated modified metric theories of gravity, it has been discussed that the
universe may face a catastrophic end at a finite future, and intriguingly, this devastating outcome can be
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triggered by the existence of certain matter fields that contravene the dominant energy condition. Barrow
demonstrated in his study [101] that such singularities can emerge even in scenarios where the energy density,
ρ, and the pressure of the matter content of the universe satisfy ρ + 3p > 0 and ρ > 0 conditions. In this
section, we will use Barrow’s approach to investigate potential future singularities within the CEG theory.

Here, regarding the results in the previous sections of the article, we follow the following scenario: we
assume the following three possible phases of the model universe: The initial state is an Einstein static
universe in the presence of extra dimensions and a perfect fluid with a barotropic EoS (36). Then, in the
second phase, the universe enters the inflationary phase, and finally, after the inflationary stage, we have a
classical universe with extra dimensions and a perfect fluid with generally independent pressure and matter
density.

Let us rewrite the explicit form of the Friedmann equations (28) with a general matter field with a
pressure p, and an energy density ρ as

H2 +
k

a2
=

8πG0

3

(
a

a0

)−
3N(1+ω(GDE))

2

ρ+
N

ϕ2
0

(
a

a0

)−3(1+ωGDE)

, (62a)

ä

a
= −4πG0

3

(
a

a0

)−
3N(1+ω(GDE))

2

(ρ+ 3p)− N

2ϕ2
0

(1 + 3ωGDE)

(
a

a0

)−3(1+ωGDE)

, (62b)

where a0 refers to an initial value of the scale factor, and in obtaining these equations, we substituted GN ,
ρ(GDE) and p(GDE) from equations (21) and (27) into the Friedmann equations (28). The matter fluid here
differs from the pre-inflation perfect fluid associated with the stability of the Einstein static state, and we
do not assume a barotropic equation of state for it. One notes that solving the above system of highly non-
linear differential equations for the unknowns a(t), ρ(t) and p(t) without implementing an equation of state
or an ansatz for the scale factor is not possible. Hence, as in Barrow [101, 102], here we will study all possible
kinds of finite-time future singularities by considering the scale factor as a power function of time.

A classification of potential future singularities based on the behavior of the scale factor, matter density,
and pressure over finite cosmic time is given in Table 2.

Sing. type t a(t) ρ(t) p(t)
I t −→ ts a −→ ∞ ρ −→ ∞ p −→ ∞
II t −→ ts a −→ as ρ −→ ρs p −→ ∞
III t −→ ts a −→ as ρ −→ ∞ p −→ ∞
IV t −→ ts a −→ as ρ −→ 0 p −→ 0

Table 2 The possible finite-time future singularities for an
FLRW cosmology.

Here are some additional detail regarding these singularities:

• Type I Singularity (Big Rip/Cosmic Doomsday): Within this particular type of singularity, the scale factor,
effective energy density, and pressure diverge. The presented scenario depicts an event of universal demise
in which all entities within the universe will be subject to progressive destruction.

• Type II (Sudden/Quiescent singularity): Only the effective pressure density diverges. Therefore, scale
factor derivatives diverge from the second derivative. Notably, Big Brake and Big Boost are two types of
this singularity.

• Type III (Big Freeze): This kind is identified by the scale factor derivative diverging starting with the first
derivative. It has been noted that generalized Chaplygin gas models exhibit this kind of divergence.

• Type IV (Big Brake/Big Separation): The scale factor, the effective pressure, and energy densities, in this
case, are all finite, however, the higher derivatives of H diverge.

As a remark, we would like to mention that new cosmological singularities, called ‘quiescent’ singularities
characterized by finite matter density and Hubble parameter but divergent higher derivatives of the scale
factor, are reported in [108]. It is discussed that those singularities are the consequence of embedding a (3+1)
dimensional brane in a bulk and can exist even for an empty, isotropic, and homogeneous FLRW spacetime.
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According to Barrow [101, 102], to investigate the future singularities in a model with Big Bang singularity,
one can assume

a(t) = 1 +Btq + C(ts − t)n. (63)

Then, a(0) = 0 results C = 1
tns

and the scale factor (63) takes the following form

a(t) = 1 + (as − 1)

(
t

ts

)q

−
(
1− t

ts

)n

. (64)

However, following the previous sections of our study, the initial state of our model is a non-singular Einstein
static state a(0) = a0. Thus, a modification to Barrows’ suggestion is required (63). Following [103], we
consider the following form for the scale factor

a(t) = 1 + (as − 1)

(
t

ts

)q

+ (a0 − 1)

(
1− t

ts

)n

, (65)

where q > 0, n > 0, 0 < a0 << 1 < as, in which a(0) = a0 and a(ts) = as represent the values of the scale
factor at t = 0 and t = ts, respectively

1. The first and second derivatives of the scale factor are

ȧ(t) =
q(as − 1)

ts

(
t

ts

)q−1

− n(a0 − 1)

ts

(
1− t

ts

)n−1

,

ä(t) =
q(q − 1)(as − 1)

t2s

(
t

ts

)q−2

+
n(n− 1)(a0 − 1)

t2s

(
1− t

ts

)n−2

.

(66)

By substituting(65) and (66) in (62b), we obtain the following relations for energy density and isotropic
pressure

8πG0

3
ρ =

(a0
a

)γ {( ȧ

a

)2

+
k

(a)2
− 3N

ϕ2
0

(a0
a

)3(1+ωGDE)
}
, (67)

8πG0p = −
(a0
a

)γ {2ä

a
+

(
ȧ

a

)2

+
k

a2
+

3NωGDE

ϕ2
0

(a0
a

)3(1+ωGDE)
}
. (68)

In the following, we shall categorize the possible finite-time singularities according to q, n, and γ values,
as shown in the following classifications. Our work will be based on 8πG0 = 1 for the remainder of this paper.

Class I:

A: t −→ ts with γ = 0, ωGDE = −1, 0 < n < 1, and 0 < q ≤ 1. Which leads to

a(ts) −→ as, ȧ(ts) −→ +∞, H(ts) −→ +∞,

ä(ts) −→ +∞, |ρ(ts)| −→ ∞, |p(ts)| −→ ∞.
(69)

Fig. 6 shows the evolution of the scale factor a(t), pressure p(t), and density ρ(t) for this case.

B: t −→ ts with 0 < γ < 1, ωGDE < −1, 0 < n < 1, and 0 < q ≤ 1. Which leads to

a(ts) −→ as, ȧ(ts) −→ +∞, H(ts) −→ +∞,

ä(ts) −→ +∞, |ρ(ts)| −→ ∞, |p(ts)| −→ ∞.
(70)

For this particular case, Fig. 7 illustrates the evolution of the density ρ(t), and pressure p(t).

1Here we note that one can always do a Taylor expansion of the scale factor in terms of the observable physical quantities such as
Hubble H, deceleration q, jerk j and snap s parameters, respectively [104]. The power law expansion used in Eq. (65) represents a
continuous scale factor function subject to both an initial a0 and a final state as, which can be either singular or non-singular.
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(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 6 The figures show the evolution of the scale factor (a), the energy density ρ(t) (b), and the pressure p(t) (c)
for 0 < q ≤ 1, 0 < n < 1, and γ = 0. We have fixed the values of q = 0.5, as = 2, a0 = 0.1, ts = 1, ϕ0 = 0.01, N = 22,
and k = 1.

(a) (b)

Fig. 7 The evolution of the energy density ρ(t) (a), and the pressure p(t) (b), for 0 < q ≤ 1, 0 < n < 1, and
0 < γ < 1. We have fixed the values of q = 0.5, γ = 0.0001, as = 2, a0 = 0.1, ts = 1, ϕ0 = 0.01, N = 22, and k = 1.
The scale factor’s evolution is as Fig. 6 (a).

C: t −→ ts with −1 < γ < 0, ωGDE > −1, 0 < n < 1, and 0 < q ≤ 1. Which leads to

a(ts) −→ as, ȧ(ts) −→ +∞, H(ts) −→ +∞,

ä(ts) −→ +∞, |ρ(ts)| −→ ∞, |p(ts)| −→ ∞.
(71)

Fig. 8 shows the evolution of the pressure p(t), and the density ρ(t) for the current case.

(a) (b)

Fig. 8 The evolution of the energy density ρ(t) (a), and the pressure p(t) (b), for 0 < q ≤ 1, 0 < n < 1, and -
1 < γ < 0. We have fixed the values of q = 0.5, γ = −0.0001, as = 2, a0 = 0.1, ts = 1, ϕ0 = 0.01, N = 22, and k = 1.
The scale factor’s evolution is as Fig. 6 (a).
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In all these cases (Cases A, B, and C from class I), the energy density, the pressure, and the derivative of
the Hubble parameter diverge. Therefore, there will be a singularity of the third type or the same Big Freeze.

Class II:

A: t −→ ts with γ = 0, ωGDE = −1, n = 1, and 0 < q ≤ 1. Which leads to

a(ts) −→ as, ȧ(ts) −→ ȧs > 0, H(ts) > 0,

ä(ts) −→ äs ≤ 0, |ρ(ts)| −→ ρs, |p(ts)| −→ ps.
(72)

Fig. 9 shows the evolution of pressure p(t), the density ρ(t), and the scale factor a(t) for the present case.
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Fig. 9 The scale factor’s evolution (a), the energy density ρ(t) (b), and the pressure p(t) (c), for 0 < q ≤ 1, n = 1,
and, γ = 0. We have fixed the value of q = 0.5, as = 2, a0 = 0.1, ts = 1, ϕ0 = 0.01, N = 22, and k = 1.

B: t −→ ts with 0 < γ < 1, ωGDE < −1, n = 1 and, 0 < q ≤ 1. Which leads to

a(ts) −→ as, ȧ(ts) −→ ȧs > 0, H(ts) > 0,

ä(ts) −→ äs ≤ 0, |ρ(ts)| −→ ρs, |p(ts)| −→ ps.
(73)

Fig. 10 shows the evolution of pressure p(t) and density ρ(t) for the present case.
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Fig. 10 The evolution of the energy density ρ(t) (a), and the pressure p(t) (b) for 0 < q ≤ 1, n = 1, and 0 < γ < 1.
We have fixed the value of q = 0.5, γ = 0.0001, as = 2, a0 = 0.1, ts = 1, ϕ0 = 0.01, N = 22, and k = 1. The scale
factor’s evolution is as Fig. 9 (a).

C: t −→ ts with −1 < γ < 0, ωGDE > −1, n = 1, and 0 < q ≤ 1. Which leads to
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a(ts) −→ as, ȧ(ts) −→ ȧs > 0, H(ts) > 0,

ä(ts) −→ äs ≤ 0, |ρ(ts)| −→ ρs, |p(ts)| −→ ps.
(74)

Fig. 11 shows the evolution of pressure p(t) and density ρ(t) for the present case.
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Fig. 11 The evolution of the energy density ρ(t) (a), and the pressure p(t) (b), for 0 < q ≤ 1, n = 1, and −1 < γ < 0.
We have fixed the value of q = 0.5, γ = −0.0001, as = 2, a0 = 0.1, ts = 1, ϕ0 = 0.01, N = 22, and k = 1. The scale
factor’s evolution is as Fig. 9 (a).

The energy density, pressure, Hubble parameter, and derivative of the Hubble parameter are all finite in
these situations (situations A, B, and C from class II). Thus, under these particular conditions, there is no
finite-time future singularity.

Class III:

A: t −→ ts with γ = 0, ωGDE = −1, 1 < n < 2, and 0 < q ≤ 1. Which leads to

a(ts) −→ as, ȧ(ts) −→ ȧs > 0, H(ts) > 0,

ä(ts) −→ −∞, |ρ(ts)| −→ ρs, |p(ts)| −→ ∞.
(75)

Fig. 12 shows the evolution of pressure p(t), density ρ(t), and the scale factor a(t) for the present case.

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 12 The scale factor’s evolution (a), the energy density ρ(t) (b), and the pressure p(t) (c), for 0 < q ≤ 1,
1 < n < 2, and γ = 0. We have fixed the value of q = 0.5, as = 2, a0 = 0.1, ts = 1, ϕ0 = 0.01, N = 22, and k = 1.

B: t −→ ts with 0 < γ < 1, ωGDE < −1, 1 < n < 2, and 0 < q ≤ 1. Which leads to
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a(ts) −→ as, ȧ(ts) −→ ȧs > 0, H(ts) > 0,

ä(ts) −→ −∞, |ρ(ts)| −→ ρs, |p(ts)| −→ ∞.
(76)

Fig. 13 shows the evolution of pressure p(t) and density ρ(t) for the present case.

(a) (b)

Fig. 13 The evolution of the energy density ρ(t) (a), and the pressure p(t) (b) for 0 < q ≤ 1, 1 < n < 2, and
0 < γ < 1. We have fixed the value of q = 0.5, γ = 0.0001, as = 2, a0 = 0.1, ts = 1, ϕ0 = 0.01, N = 22, and k = 1.
The scale factor’s evolution is as Fig. 12 (a).

C: t −→ ts with −1 < γ < 0, ωGDE > −1, 1 < n < 2, and 0 < q ≤ 1. Which leads to

a(ts) −→ as, ȧ(ts) −→ ȧs > 0, H(ts) > 0,

ä(ts) −→ −∞, |ρ(ts)| −→ ρs, |p(ts)| −→ ∞.
(77)

Fig. 14 shows the evolution of pressure p(t) and density ρ(t) for the present case.

(a) (b)

Fig. 14 The evolution of the energy density ρ(t) (a), and the pressure p(t) (b), for 0 < q ≤ 1, 1 < n < 2 and
−1 < γ < 0. We have fixed the value of q = 0.5, γ = −0.0001, as = 2, a0 = 0.1, ts = 1, ϕ0 = 0.01, N = 22, and
k = 1. The scale factor’s evolution is as Fig. 12 (a).

The scale factor and energy density are finite in all these cases (Cases A, B, and C from class III). But
the pressure diverges. It represents a cosmological sudden singularity.

Class IV:

A: t −→ ts with γ = 0, ωGDE = −1, n ≥ 2, and 0 < q ≤ 1. Which leads to
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a(ts) −→ as, ȧ(ts) −→ ȧs > 0, H(ts) > 0,

ä(ts) −→ äs ≤ 0, |ρ(ts)| −→ ρs, |p(ts)| −→ ps.
(78)

Fig. 15 shows the evolution of pressure p(t), density ρ(t), and the scale factor for the present case.

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 15 The scale factor’s evolution (a), the energy density ρ(t) (b), and the pressure p(t) (c), for 0 < q ≤ 1, n > 2,
and γ = 0. We have fixed the value of q = 0.5, as = 2, a0 = 0.1, ts = 1, ϕ0 = 0.01, N = 22, and k = 1.

B: t −→ ts with 0 < γ < 1, ωGDE < −1, n ≥ 2, and 0 < q ≤ 1. Which leads to

a(ts) −→ as, ȧ(ts) −→ ȧs > 0, H(ts) > 0,

ä(ts) −→ äs ≤ 0, |ρ(ts)| −→ ρs, |p(ts)| −→ ps.
(79)

Fig. 16 shows the evolution of pressure p(t), and density ρ(t) for the present case.

(a) (b)

Fig. 16 The evolution of the energy density ρ(t) (a), and the pressure p(t) (b), for 0 < q ≤ 1, n > 2, and 0 < γ < 1.
We have fixed the value of q = 0.5, γ = 0.0001, as = 2, a0 = 0.1, ts = 1, ϕ0 = 0.01, N = 22, and k = 1. The scale
factor’s evolution is as Fig. 15 (a).

C: t −→ ts with −1 < γ < 0, ωGDE > −1, n ≥ 2, and 0 < q ≤ 1. Which leads to

a(ts) −→ as, ȧ(ts) −→ ȧs > 0, H(ts) > 0,

ä(ts) −→ äs ≤ 0, |ρ(ts)| −→ ρs, |p(ts)| −→ ps.
(80)

Fig. 17 shows the evolution of pressure p(t), density ρ(t), and the scale factor a(t) for the present case.

21



In each of these scenarios (Cases A, B, and C from Class IV), the scale factor, energy density, and pressure
are finite. Thus, under these particular conditions, there is no finite-time future singularity.

(a) (b)

Fig. 17 The evolution of the energy density ρ(t) (a), and the pressure p(t) (b), for 0 < q ≤ 1, n > 2, and −1 < γ < 0.
We have fixed the value of q = 0.5, γ = −0.0001, as = 2, a0 = 0.1, ts = 1, ϕ0 = 0.01, N = 22, and k = 1. The scale
factor’s evolution is as Fig. 15 (a).

7 Conclusion

We conduct a thorough investigation of both past and finite-time future cosmological singularities within
the framework of Covariant Extrinsic Gravity (CEG). To address the initial singularity problem, we employ
the emergent universe scenario proposed by Ellis et al., which posits a nonsingular origin for the cosmos.
First, we derive the necessary conditions for the existence of an Einstein static state in this framework.
We then perform a detailed stability analysis of this static solution by considering: (i) Homogeneous linear
perturbations in the scale factor and matter density, and (ii) Inhomogeneous perturbations, including vector
and tensor modes. Our results demonstrate that, for specific parameter ranges in CEG theory, a stable,
nonsingular emergent universe can be realized within a FLRW spacetime with positive spatial curvature.
This indicates that the initial singularity problem inherent in General Relativity can be naturally resolved in
the CEG framework. Furthermore, we establish that a simple inflationary mechanism can facilitate a smooth
transition from this nonsingular initial state to subsequent cosmic epochs, thereby generating a complete and
viable cosmological history. Additionally, we explore the possible finite-time future singularities following
the classification by Barrow et al. Our analysis reveals that, depending on the model parameters, an FLRW
universe in CEG theory may either encounter or avoid future singularities. These findings highlight the
rich dynamical possibilities within CEG and its potential to address key cosmological challenges beyond the
limitations of standard GR.
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like F(R) gravity. Phys. Rev. D 93(12), 124019 (2016) https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.124019
arXiv:1512.08674 [gr-qc]

[16] Wu, P., Yu, H.: The Stability of the Einstein static state in f(T ) gravity. Phys. Lett. B 703, 223–227
(2011) https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.07.087 arXiv:1108.5908 [gr-qc]

[17] Boehmer, C.G.: The Einstein static universe with torsion and the sign problem of the cosmologi-
cal constant. Class. Quant. Grav. 21, 1119–1124 (2004) https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/4/025
arXiv:gr-qc/0310058

[18] Parisi, L., Radicella, N., Vilasi, G.: On the stability of the Einstein Static Universe in Massive Gravity.
Phys. Rev. D 86, 024035 (2012) https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.024035 arXiv:1207.3922 [gr-qc]

[19] Lidsey, J.E., Mulryne, D.J.: A Graceful entrance to braneworld inflation. Phys. Rev. D 73, 083508

23

https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271896000497
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9612036
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.151301
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0110012
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/1/015
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0211082
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/1/016
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0307112
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0307112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.123522
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.64.123522
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0103239
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.126003
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0111098
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.031302
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0307132
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/18/001
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0406369
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/23/23/020
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0605134
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.123512
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0502589
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/24/24/007
https://arxiv.org/abs/0706.4431
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/26/10/105003
https://arxiv.org/abs/0809.5247
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.124019
https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.08674
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.07.087
https://arxiv.org/abs/1108.5908
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/4/025
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0310058
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.024035
https://arxiv.org/abs/1207.3922


(2006) https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.73.083508 arXiv:hep-th/0601203

[20] Atazadeh, K., Heydarzade, Y., Darabi, F.: Einstein Static Universe in Braneworld Scenario. Phys. Lett.
B 732, 223–227 (2014) https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2014.03.009 arXiv:1401.7638 [gr-qc]

[21] Heydarzade, Y., Darabi, F.: Induced Matter Brane Gravity and Einstein Static Universe. JCAP 04(04),
028 (2015) https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2015/04/028 arXiv:1501.02624 [gr-qc]

[22] Nojiri, S., Odintsov, S.D., Tsujikawa, S.: Properties of singularities in (phantom) dark energy universe.
Phys. Rev. D 71, 063004 (2005) https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.063004 arXiv:hep-th/0501025

[23] Lake, K.: Sudden future singularities in FLRW cosmologies. Class. Quant. Grav. 21, 129 (2004) https:
//doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/21/21/L01 arXiv:gr-qc/0407107

[24] Bouhmadi-Lopez, M., Gonzalez-Diaz, P.F., Martin-Moruno, P.: Worse than a big rip? Phys. Lett. B
659, 1–5 (2008) https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2007.10.079 arXiv:gr-qc/0612135

[25] Chimento, L.P., Richarte, M.G.: Big brake singularity is accommodated as an exotic quintessence field.
Phys. Rev. D 93(4), 043524 (2016) https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.93.043524 arXiv:1512.02664
[gr-qc]. [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 95, 069902 (2017)]

[26] Boko, R.D., Salako, I.G.: Infinite-time singularities models and possible avoidance. Annals Phys. 432,
168569 (2021) https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2021.168569
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