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GLOBAL CUSALITY CONDITION: AVOIDANCE OF CLOSE TIMELIKE LOOP

@ The global causal conditions are imposed on a spacetime manifold (M, g) to avoid the
occurrence of closed timelike curves (CTC) in that manifold.
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GLOBAL CUSALITY CONDITION: AVOIDANCE OF CLOSE TIMELIKE LOOP

@ The global causal conditions are imposed on a spacetime manifold (M, g) to avoid the
occurrence of closed timelike curves (CTC) in that manifold.

@ The existence of CTCs can cause chronology violation and which further causes serious
causal paradoxes which needs to be avoided to maintain a causally well behaved
spacetime manifold.

@ If M is a chronology violating set then I*(q) N l*(q) Vg e M.
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GLOBAL CAUSALITY CONDITION: STRONG CAUSALITY CONDITION

@ It may happen that there exist no CTCs in a spacetime manifold but there are
non-spacelike curves that can come arbitrarily close to intersecting themselves at a certain
point p € M.
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that V € O and no non-spacelike curves intersect ¥V more than once.
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non-spacelike curves that can come arbitrarily close to intersecting themselves at a certain
point p € M.

@ Strong causality condition: A spacetime (M, g) is said to be strongly causal if for all
point p € M and for every neighborhood O of p, there exists a neighborhood V of p such
that V € O and no non-spacelike curves intersect ¥V more than once.
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GLOBAL CAUSALITY CONDITION: GLOBAL HYPERBOLICITY

Global hyperbolicity is the strongest condition on the global causal structure of a spacetime
manifold or of a Lorentzian manifold.
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GLOBAL CAUSALITY CONDITION: GLOBAL HYPERBOLICITY
Global hyperbolicity is the strongest condition on the global causal structure of a spacetime
manifold or of a Lorentzian manifold.

@ Aset L is called globally hyperbolic if:

@ strong causality condition holds on L.
© for any two points p, g € £, the set V = J*(p) N J~(q) is compact and V C L. (Leray
(1952))

IO
A /

®n@

P
I~ (@)

(BIMSA, China) 23rd September, 2024 7/50



GLOBAL CAUSALITY CONDITION: GLOBAL HYPERBOLICITY

From the above definition, one can also prove that:

@ Ifin an open set L is globally hyperbolic if the global causal condition holds throughout the
set and the space of causal curves C(p, q) is compact for all p, g € L. (Seifert (1967),

Geroch (1970))
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GLOBAL CAUSALITY CONDITION: GLOBAL HYPERBOLICITY

@ If Lis a closed, achronal, C'~ Lipschitz submanifold in M, then the interior
int(D(L)) = D(L£) — D(L) if non-empty, is globally hyperbolic.
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GLOBAL CAUSALITY CONDITION: GLOBAL HYPERBOLICITY

@ If Lis a closed, achronal, C'~ Lipschitz submanifold in M, then the interior
int(D(L)) = D(L£) — D(L) if non-empty, is globally hyperbolic.

@ If the achronal set £ is a spacelike submanifold, then it is referred to as a Cauchy surface.
If such a surface exists within int(D(£)), then int(D(L£)) must be globally hyperbolic. When a
global Cauchy surface exists, we have D(L) = M. (Geroch (1970))
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FIGURE: Ais a Cauchy surface
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GLOBAL CAUSALITY CONDITION: GLOBAL HYPERBOLICITY

We can conclude that the condition of global hyperbolicity can be relaxed, and it is still possible to
obtain a spacetime manifold that satisfies the strong causality condition.
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GLOBAL CAUSALITY CONDITION: GLOBAL HYPERBOLICITY

We can conclude that the condition of global hyperbolicity can be relaxed, and it is still possible to
obtain a spacetime manifold that satisfies the strong causality condition. Global hyperbolicity only
imposes an extra compactness condition on the C° topological space of causal curves.
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SINGULARITY THEOREMS

@ Penrose, Hawking singularity theorems prove that under certain conditions, a spacetime
manifold must be geodesically incomplete.

@ These theorems physically imply that, in the gravitational collapse of generic matter, the
formation of a singularity is inevitable under certain conditions, regardless of the symmetry
of the collapsing system.
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SINGULARITY THEOREMS

Singularity theorem 1 (Penrose (1965)):
Space-time (M, g) cannot be null geodesically complete if:

@ R/ > 0 for all null vectors /2;
© There is a closed trapped surface 7" in M;
© there is a non-compact Cauchy surface £ in M.
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Space-time (M, g) cannot be null geodesically complete if:

@ R/ > 0 for all null vectors /2;

© There is a closed trapped surface 7" in M;

© there is a non-compact Cauchy surface £ in M.
Using the null version of the Raychaudhuri equation, i.e.,

92
D6 = -5 - 02 +w? — Rapl2/P,

along with conditions one and two mentioned above, one can show that there exists a conjugate
point to the trapped surface 7 along every future-directed null geodesic orthogonal to 7, within

an affine distance of %, where —6j is the null expansion at the intersection of the null geodesic
with 7.
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an affine distance of %, where —6j is the null expansion at the intersection of the null geodesic

with 7".If the Space-time (M, g) is null geodesically complete then the geodesics can proceed
beyond the conjugate point, but then J+(7')| 90 C I*(T). Therefore null generators of J*(T)

have to have a future end point at or before the con|ugate point.
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SINGULARITY THEOREMS

Singularity theorem 1 (Penrose (1965)):
Space-time (M, g) cannot be null geodesically complete if:

@ R/ > 0 for all null vectors /2;

© There is a closed trapped surface 7" in M;

© there is a non-compact Cauchy surface £ in M.
Using the null version of the Raychaudhuri equation, i.e.,

92
D6 = -5 - 02 +w? — Rapl2/P,

along with conditions one and two mentioned above, one can show that there exists a conjugate
point to the trapped surface 7 along every future-directed null geodesic orthogonal to 7, within
an affine distance of %, where —6j is the null expansion at the intersection of the null geodesic
with 7".If the Space-time (M, g) is null geodesically complete then the geodesics can proceed
beyond the conjugate point, but then J+(7')| 90 C I*(T). Therefore null generators of J*(T)

have to have a future end point at or before the con|ugate point. Now, using this phenomenon
and the non-compactness of Cauchy surface, we can show that the J*(7) has to have a
boundary which is not possible, and therefore (M, g) must be null geodesically incomplete.
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SINGULARITY THEOREMS

Singularity theorem 2 (Hawking and Penrose (1970)):
Space-time (M, g) is time and null geodesically incomplete if:

@ R.pk@kP > 0 for all non-spacelike vectors k?;

© (M, g) is algebraically generic, i.e., k[aRb]Cd[ekﬂkckd #0;
@ the strong causality condition holds in M;

© aclosed trapped surface 7 exits.
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SINGULARITY THEOREMS

@ Therefore, the singularity theorem does not require the existence of a Cauchy surface to
demonstrate the formation of a singularity in gravitational collapse.

(BIMSA, China) 23rd September, 2024 16/50



SINGULARITY THEOREMS

@ Therefore, the singularity theorem does not require the existence of a Cauchy surface to
demonstrate the formation of a singularity in gravitational collapse.

@ The theorem only specifies the conditions under which a singularity is inevitable; however,
it provides no information about the causal structure of the singularity.
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STRONG COSMIC CENSORSHIP CONJECTURE

If (£, hap, Kap) is an initial data set for Einstein’s equation with (£, h,p) a complete Riemanian
manifold and with the Einstein-matter equation of the hyperbolic form with T, satisfying the
dominant energy condition, then if the maximal Cauchy development of this initial data is

extendable, for each p € H*(L) in any extension, either strong causality is violated or /—(p) N L
is non-compact. (Penrose, 1979)
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manifold and with the Einstein-matter equation of the hyperbolic form with T, satisfying the
dominant energy condition, then if the maximal Cauchy development of this initial data is
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@ CAUSAL STRUCTURE OF APPARENT HORIZON
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APPARENT HORIZON

The marginally trapped surface can be defined by: 6, = 0 where the 0, is the expansion scalar of
outgoing null geodesics congruence. The apparent horizon is a surface that can be constructed
by the foliation of the marginally trapped surface. Therefore, it is a three dimension hypersurface.
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APPARENT HORIZON

@ The normal (N*) on the apparent horizon can be defined as: Ny, = 9,,0/]¢,-0. Now, we can
write down the induced metric (h*#) on the apparent horizon as:

heP = %/papﬂ + A8 4y yP 1)

where A%, J* are the spacelike vectors tangent to the apparent horizon (AH) and p® is
also a tangent to the AH but its nature depends upon the causal nature of the AH.
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APPARENT HORIZON

@ The normal (N*) on the apparent horizon can be defined as: N, = 9,,6,|9,-0- Now, we can
write down the induced metric (h*#) on the apparent horizon as:

heP = /%/papﬂ + A8 4y yP 1)

where A%, J* are the spacelike vectors tangent to the apparent horizon (AH) and p® is
also a tangent to the AH but its nature depends upon the causal nature of the AH.

@ If N@ is space-like i.e., p® is time-like then the AH would be a time-like hyper-surface and
for the opposite nature of n® and p%, the AH would be space-like hyper-surface.
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APPARENT HORIZON

@ We can describe the metric of the four-dimensional manifold M in the following two ways:

g’ —1nf —ne P 4 g8

()
®)

NeNB NeNB
g*? = NN + hoB = NS + jT/PO‘PB +o%8
ol Y

where the metric of the spacelike two-surface c®# = AX*\8 + J*JB8 and />, n® are null
vectors satisfying /*ny = —1.

(BIMSA, China)
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APPARENT HORIZON

@ We can describe the metric of the four-dimensional manifold M in the following two ways:

g*? = —onf —noiP 1o )
NxNB NENB A

of hoB = _ popB af 3

g NWN7+ N“/NA,+Npp +oo (3)

where the metric of the spacelike two-surface c®# = AX*\8 + J*JB8 and />, n® are null
vectors satisfying /*ny = —1.

@ Therefore, [“o,3 = N%04p =0 and N0, = p*o,s = 0, and we can write N, p™ as a
linear combination of the null bases /%, n®:

N® = —(mNy)I® — (I No)n®
= —060/|nl* — DO;|yn™ 4)
p* = C(66/|ul™ — DO|yn~) , (5)

where C is the proportionality constant.
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CAUSAL STRUCTURE OF AH

@ As we discussed, N*N, > 0 or p*p, < 0 implies the apparent horizon (AH) is timelike
and for the opposite case, it is spacelike.

@ We can write:

NN = =266y DO)|H, (6)
Do)

“Pa = 22— (7)
PP 30|
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CAUSAL STRUCTURE OF AH

@ As we discussed, N*N, > 0 or p*p, < 0 implies the apparent horizon (AH) is timelike
and for the opposite case, it is spacelike.

@ We can write:

NN = =266y DO)|H, (6)
Do)

“Pa = 22— (7)
PP 30|

@ The above expressions implies,

— . Dé)|y >0, anddb|y <O
n
Timelike AH: N,N* >0 = {D9/|H <0, and by >0, (8)
and

DQI‘H >0, and 59/|H>0

. . "
Spacelike AH: N,N* <0 = {DG,\H <0, and g, <O0. (9)
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RELATION BETWEEN THE DYNAMICS OF AH AND IT’S CAUSAL STRUCTURE

@ One can calculate how the area (.A) of the spacelike surface (o, o®#) changes in the
direction of p® which is a tangent to the three dimensional hypersurface AH. One can write:

104 .4 DY, Do)l
— = =gV = (A*AB4ycdf) | -0 (—) ng +Valg — v
Adxg 0 Vebs (A7 + )[ o \G6, ),V Sy, Ve
Do)y
= Oy - )
(m 50111 nlH)
_ _ Doln ol
301|H

In those cases, where 0|y < 0, the expansion (i.e., l‘ e 0) and contraction (i.e.,

1

=x m < 0) of the two dimensional spacelike surface o depend upon the signature of
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RELATION BETWEEN THE DYNAMICS OF AH AND IT’S CAUSAL STRUCTURE

@ One can calculate how the area (.A) of the spacelike surface (o, o®#) changes in the
direction of p® which is a tangent to the three dimensional hypersurface AH. One can write:

104 .4 Dé, Doyl
— == =gV = (AN +u2dP) | -0 (—) ng +Vals — v
Adxg 0 Vebs (A7 + )[ o \G6, ),V Sy, Ve
Do)y
= Oy - 0
(M 5611k nlH)
_ Doy ol
Jm

In those cases, where 65|y < 0, the expansion (i.e., ,14 e 0) and contraction (i.e.,

ll oy < 0) of the two dimensional spacelike surface o depend upon the signature of
D9/|H

30"
The above results imply an expanding AH is always spacelike and a contracting AH is

always timelike.
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OUTLINE

o CAUSAL STRUCTURE OF AH IN A GRAVITATIONAL COLLAPSE
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SPHERICAL HOMOGENEOUS DUST COLLAPSE: OPPENHEIMER-SNYDER-DATT (OSD)

COLLAPSE
)

72

2, P24 2
1+f(r)dr + R°dw

ds® = —df? +

Velocity function: f

» f < 0 bound collapse
» f =0 marginally bound collapse
» f > 0 unbound collapse
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SPHERICAL HOMOGENEOUS DUST COLLAPSE: OPPENHEIMER-SNYDER-DATT (OSD)

COLLAPSE
)

72

2, P24 2
1+f(r)dr + R°dw

ds® = —df? +

Velocity function: f

» f < 0 bound collapse
» f =0 marginally bound collapse
» f > 0 unbound collapse

@ From Einstein equations: p = Hf—;q,, P= R_fﬁ = 0 where F is the Misner-Sharp mass term
which implies total energy density inside a particular shell. For dust collapse, F is
considered as a function of r only.

@ The equation of motion of a shell of physical radius R can be written as:

Rz=g+f
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SPHERICAL HOMOGENEOUS DUST COLLAPSE: OPPENHEIMER-SNYDER-DATT (OSD)

COLLAPSE
)

72

2, P24 2
1+f(r)dr + R°dw

ds® = —df? +

Velocity function: f
» f < 0 bound collapse
» f =0 marginally bound collapse
» f > 0 unbound collapse
@ From Einstein equations: p = Hf—;q,, P= R_fﬁ = 0 where F is the Misner-Sharp mass term
which implies total energy density inside a particular shell. For dust collapse, F is
considered as a function of r only.
@ The equation of motion of a shell of physical radius R can be written as:
F

RZ=E+f

@ For homogeneous collapse:

» Necessary condition: F = Fyr®  — initial density is homogeneous.
» Sufficient condition: Suitable velocity function f.
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SPHERICAL HOMOGENEOUS DUST COLLAPSE: OPPENHEIMER-SNYDER-DATT (OSD)

COLLAPSE

@ One model of homogeneous collapse:
> F= Fora,
» f=0. Marginally bound

@ Equation of motion: A2=F% = () =ts()—55=, where ts(r) isthe singularity
formation time for co-moving radius r.
@ Considering R(t=0,r)=r = ts(r)=5"
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SPHERICAL HOMOGENEOUS DUST COLLAPSE: OPPENHEIMER-SNYDER-DATT (OSD)

COLLAPSE
@ One model of homogeneous collapse:
> F= Fora,
» f=0. Marginally bound
@ Equation of motion: A2 = £ = #(r) = ts(r) — %Ran, where t5(r) is the singularity
formation time for co-moving radius r.
@ Considering R(t=0,r=r = t{(r)= %T

@ For above model of homogeneous collapse: ts(r) = %L = All shells collapse to

3

central singularity simultaneously.
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SPHERICAL HOMOGENEOUS DUST COLLAPSE: OPPENHEIMER-SNYDER-DATT (OSD)

COLLAPSE

@ One model of homogeneous collapse:
> F= F0r3,
» f=0. Marginally bound

@ Equation of motion: A2 = £ = #(r)=ts(r)— 2 B2 \where ts(r) is the singularity
formation time for co-moving radius r.
@ Considering R(t=0,r)=r = ts(r)= %T

@ For above model of homogeneous collapse: ts(r) = %L = All shells collapse to

J

central singularity simultaneously.
@ Apparent horizon formation time fay(r) is:

; ; 2R3/2
r=ts(r) — = —,
aH(r) = ts(r) 3 VE
with F = R since 6, = 0 on AH
2
=ts(l’)—§F
2 1 2
=S — SR = ts(r=0) > tay(r) Vr € (0, rg.
3./ 3
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AH DYNAMICS IN OPPENHEIMER-SNYDER-DATT (OSD) COLLAPSE

Apparent horizon

~— Boundary

“—Event horizon
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AH DYNAMICS IN OPPENHEIMER-SNYDER-DATT (OSD) COLLAPSE

The results above suggest that the apparent horizon (AH) in OSD collapse is always timelike, as
it consistently contracts toward the center.
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SPHERICAL INHOMOGENEOUS DUST COLLAPSE: LEMAITRE-TOLMAN-BONDI (LTB)
COLLAPSE

@ One model of inhomogeneous LTB collapse (' 2 ):

> F= F0f3 — F3f6,

» f=0. Marginally bound

1
@ Considering R(t=0,r)=r = ts(n=2—(1-FmB8)*
’ s R U TR
@ The expression for ts(r) indicates that different shells collapse to the central singularity at
different times, unlike in the homogeneous case. The central shell collapses first at

ts(r=0)=§ﬁ.

1G Lemaitre, Ann. Soc. Sci. Bruxelles | A 53, 51 (1933).
2R. C. Tolman, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 20, 410 (1934), H. Bondi, Mon. Not. Astron. Soc! 107, 343 (1947).
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SPHERICAL INHOMOGENEOUS DUST COLLAPSE: LEMAITRE-TOLMAN-BONDI (LTB)

COLLAPSE

@ One model of inhomogeneous LTB collapse (' 2 ):

> F= F0f3 — F3f6,

» f=0. Marginally bound

1
@ Considering R(t=0,r)=r = ts(n=2—(1-FmB8)*
’ s R U TR
@ The expression for ts(r) indicates that different shells collapse to the central singularity at
different times, unlike in the homogeneous case. The central shell collapses first at

ts(r=0)=2-L.
r=0=37%
1
@ The AH formation time: tan(r) = %\/LF» (1 - %r3) g EFord + SFarS.
0

@ If we take r = 0 limit of tay(r) then we get: lim,_.q tan(r) = ts(0) + é (% — 2F0> +O(r%)
0

1G Lemaitre, Ann. Soc. Sci. Bruxelles | A 53, 51 (1933).
2R. C. Tolman, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 20, 410 (1934), H. Bondi, Mon. Not. Astron. Soc! 107, 343 (1947).
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SPHERICAL INHOMOGENEOUS DUST COLLAPSE: LEMAITRE-TOLMAN-BONDI (LTB)
COLLAPSE

@ One model of inhomogeneous LTB collapse (' 2 ):
> F= F0f3 — F3f6,
» f=0. Marginally bound

1
2

@ Considering R(t=0,r)=r = ()= S\F (1 - F0r3)

@ The expression for ts(r) indicates that different shells collapse to the central singularity at
different times, unlike in the homogeneous case. The central shell collapses first at

ts(r=0)=§\/1%.

1
-z
ir3) — 2Ford + SFar®.

3\/,?0(17&,

® If we take r = 0 limit of tay(r) then we get: lim, o tan(r) = £s(0) + 5 <F§3/2 - 2F0> +O(r9)
0

@ The AH formation time: tay(r)

@ Therefore, in LTB collapse, the apparent horizon (AH) expands outward from the central
singularity, indicating its spacelike nature when F3 > 2F§/2. Conversely, when
F< 2F§ / 2, it contracts toward the center, demonstrating its timelike character.

1G Lemaitre, Ann. Soc. Sci. Bruxelles | A 53, 51 (1933).
2R. C. Tolman, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 20, 410 (1934), H. Bondi, Mon. Not. Astron. Soc! 107, 343 (1947).
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SPHERICAL INHOMOGENEOUS DUST COLLAPSE
COLLAPSE

: LEMAITRE-TOLMAN-BONDI (LTB)
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SPHERICAL INHOMOGENEOUS DUST COLLAPSE: LEMAITRE-TOLMAN-BONDI (LTB)

COLLAPSE

Therefore, the introduction of inhomogeneity in the collapsing spherical dust can alter the
dynamics, thereby affecting the causal nature of the apparent horizon (AH).
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OUTLINE

COLLAPSE

o CAUSAL STRUCTURE OF SINGULARITIES FORMED IN A SPHERICAL GRAVITATIONAL
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HOMOGENEOUS OSD COLLAPSE

@ In the case of homogeneous collapse, trapped surfaces and the apparent horizon (AH)
form near the center prior to the emergence of the central singularity. The AH, being a
timelike surface for homogeneous scenario, moves inward and reaches the center at the
moment the singularity forms, indicating that the singularity is spacelike.
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HOMOGENEOUS OSD COLLAPSE

@ In the case of homogeneous collapse, trapped surfaces and the apparent horizon (AH)
form near the center prior to the emergence of the central singularity. The AH, being a
timelike surface for homogeneous scenario, moves inward and reaches the center at the
moment the singularity forms, indicating that the singularity is spacelike.

@ Therefore, a black hole is the end state of the OSD collapse, where a black hole B is
defined as: B=.# — J— (7).

) r=0 it
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j o
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“——Event horizon
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INHOMOGENEOUS LTB COLLAPSE

@ In LTB collapse, the global causal structure is preserved throughout the gravitational
collapse. CTCs does not exist in this spacetime.
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INHOMOGENEOUS LTB COLLAPSE

@ In LTB collapse, the global causal structure is preserved throughout the gravitational
collapse. CTCs does not exist in this spacetime.

@ Trapped surfaces form during this process.

@ The condition R, K2KP > 0 is satisfied.

As a result, a singularity forms in this spacetime. However, the existence of a Cauchy surface
depends on the causal structure of the singularity.
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INHOMOGENEOUS LTB COLLAPSE

For a singularity to be at least locally naked, there should exist past incomplete causal curves.
We have the following result that ensures the existence of such curves.
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INHOMOGENEOUS LTB COLLAPSE

For a singularity to be at least locally naked, there should exist past incomplete causal curves.
We have the following result that ensures the existence of such curves.

THEOREM

Consider an unhindered gravitational collapse of a spherically symmetric perfect fluid. The
singularity formed as an end state of such collapse is at least locally naked if and only if 3
Xo € R* as a root of V(X), where

V(X) =X—% X+ =0 (x1(0) + 2rx2(0) + 3rx3(0)) r ) (- \/ %fa%

Here, X = lim;,,_,0 2 and

(10)

iodr |2

ae{%+1; neN}7 /()-1dt(r 4 ’ F(r,v)=ZF,-(v)r"+3. ("

4
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For a singularity to be at least locally naked, there should exist past incomplete causal curves.
We have the following result that ensures the existence of such curves.

THEOREM

Consider an unhindered gravitational collapse of a spherically symmetric perfect fluid. The
singularity formed as an end state of such collapse is at least locally naked if and only if 3
Xo € R* as a root of V(X), where

V(X)=X— 1 X+ FO (X1 (0) + 2rx»(0) + 3I’2X3(O)) = 1— @ra_Ta
a X X
(10)
Here, X = lim;,,_,0 2 and
2n 1d't(r,v) i3
ae{?+1; neN}, XV == | Fir,v) =Y FRWre. 1)

i=0

4

Note: The above theorem also applies to inhomogeneous, non-dust, perfect fluid collapse, as the
Misner-Sharp mass term is considered in the theorem as a function of r and t.
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INHOMOGENEOUS LTB COLLAPSE
Proof: In the case of nonmarginally bound dust, we have x;(v) as follows:

1 5_ I3
X1(V)=—1/ T, (12)
v (

ﬂvl+f0)§

and

2 F:
! f 5 ( # 3(2+6\) 1(F+5) a4
X3 = —F 3 ﬁ 2 ; +Z o p E s 3 V. ( )
v (70+fo)2 v th Vv th (70+f0)2

Here, we Taylor expand f around r = 0 as

f(r) = Z firiv2. (15)
i=0

The above expressions for x are derived by taking the limiting value of the null condition,

d _ R ; i P2 _ F =
@ = T and the equation of motion, R® =  + f(r), near r = 0.
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INHOMOGENEOUS LTB COLLAPSE

@ Let us consider the following functional form of the Misner-Sharp mass function and the
velocity function:

F(ry=For® — F3r® Fy >0, F3>0 £(r)="fyr? (16)

Eq.(10) for such F(r) and f(r) can be rewritten as (r, v) — (0, 0):

V(X) = 2X? + \/FoX3/? — 3/ Fox3(0)VX + 3Fyx3(0), (17)
where .
1 F3/V
0) =~ — 30" . 18
x3(0) 2/0 o/ v (18)

We can see numerically for Fy = 1, Eq.(17) has a positive real root if and only if
F3 > 25.967 3: 4:

3K. Mosani, D. Dey and P. S. Joshi, Phys. Rev. D 102, no.4, 044037 (2020).
4KA Mosani, D. Dey and P. S. Joshi, Phys. Rev. D 101, no. 4, 044052 (2020).
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@ Let us consider the following functional form of the Misner-Sharp mass function and the
velocity function:

F(ry=For® — F3r® Fy >0, F3>0 £(r)="fyr? (16)

Eq.(10) for such F(r) and f(r) can be rewritten as (r, v) — (0, 0):

V(X) = 2X? + \/FOXS/Z — 34/ Fox3(0)VX + 3Fyx3(0), (17)

where

1 (" Ry
x3(0) = 5/0 7(,__0/‘/)3/2 av. (18)

We can see numerically for Fy = 1, Eq.(17) has a positive real root if and only if
F3 > 25.967 3: 4:

@ It can be shown that with the F3 > 25.967 values event horizon (EH) and apparent horizon
(AH) starts expanding from the center at the same time, i.e., ta(0) = tey(0). Therefore, the
null curves can reach the asymptotic null infinity.

3K. Mosani, D. Dey and P. S. Joshi, Phys. Rev. D 102, no.4, 044037 (2020).
4K. Mosani, D. Dey and P. S. Joshi, Phys. Rev. D 101, no. 4, 044052 (2020).
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INHOMOGENEOUS LTB COLLAPSE
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INHOMOGENEOUS LTB COLLAPSE

1.0

7 Untrapped singular null geodesic

0.9 -
—
Boundary Fo=1.
F3=-26,
0.8 3
fo =-0.001,

0.7

0.6
0.

< Event horizon X3 =8.67477

-------- Apparent horizon

00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 010 0.12 0.14

@ Thus, the final state of this type of inhomogeneous gravitational collapse can be expressed
as: B= M —J—(#%) + J*(p), where p denotes the event corresponding to the formation of

the singularity

at the center.
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OUTLINE

o CAUSAL STRUCTURE OF SINGULARITIES FORMED IN A NON-SPHERICAL
GRAVITATIONAL COLLAPSE

o = = = DA
(BIMSA, China)



INHOMOGENEOUS, NON-SPHERICAL SZEKERES COLLAPSE

@ The collapsing aspherical matter cloud is governed by the particular Szekeres metric °:
ds? = —dt? + M2(t,r, 0)dr® + R?(t, r, 0)(d6? + sin?(0)d¢?),

where

where 0 1
Q = a(r)tan® (5) +¢(r); and a(r)c(r) = 7
The physical radius of the collapsing cloud is

S(t, r) sec?(§)
2(a(r)tan(4) + c(r))

R(t,r,0) =

5F’. Szekeres, Phys. Rev. D 12, 2941 (1975)

(BIMSA, China) 23rd September, 2024 43/50



INHOMOGENEOUS, NON-SPHERICAL SZEKERES COLLAPSE

0.9

Boundary

Boundary <~ Event horizon

Ay=1 -
0.75 Escaping A: =-26 :n _ 125
singular null fo=—10"2 L Trapped f: =-10-3
geodesics X3 =8.67477 singular null X3 = 867477
0.70 geodesics

""""" Apparent Horizon

PN SET I — Apparent Horizon

D.Dey, P.S.Joshi, K.Mosani and V.Vertogradov, Eur. Phys. J. C 82, no.5, 431 (2022).
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INHOMOGENEOUS, NON-SPHERICAL SZEKERES COLLAPSE

t=0.876

-02 -01 00 01 02

D.Dey, P.S.Joshi, K.Mosani and V.Vertogradov, Eur. Phys. J. C 82, no.5, 431 (2022).
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NAKED SINGULARITY TIPLER’S SENSE.

@ Definition The volume element defined by wedge product of independent Jacobi fields
along ~, should approach to zero as one approaches the singularity. &

8E 4. Tipler, Physics Letters A, 64, 1 (1977).
C. J. S. Clarke and A. Krolak, Journal of Geometry and Physics 2, 2 (1985)
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NAKED SINGULARITY TIPLER’S SENSE.

@ Definition The volume element defined by wedge product of independent Jacobi fields
along ~, should approach to zero as one approaches the singularity. &

@ At least along one null geodesic, the following inequality needs to be satisfied 7:

lim A2R;K'K/ > 0.
A—=0

Here, ) is the affine parameter along the null geodesic with X = 0 at the singularity, and K’
are tangents of the null geodesics.

8E 4. Tipler, Physics Letters A, 64, 1 (1977).
C. J. S. Clarke and A. Krolak, Journal of Geometry and Physics 2, 2 (1985)
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NAKED SINGULARITY TIPLER’S SENSE.

@ Definition The volume element defined by wedge product of independent Jacobi fields
along ~, should approach to zero as one approaches the singularity. &

@ At least along one null geodesic, the following inequality needs to be satisfied 7:
lim A2R;K'K/ > 0.
A—0

Here, ) is the affine parameter along the null geodesic with X = 0 at the singularity, and K’
are tangents of the null geodesics.

@ A locally naked singularity, formed due to gravitational collapse of a spherically symmetric
pressured cloud, is strong in the sense of Tipler if

2n +1
ae{ 3+ ;on>4; neN}.

8E 4. Tipler, Physics Letters A, 64, 1 (1977).
7C. J. S. Clarke and A. Krolak, Journal of Geometry and Physics 2, 2 (1985)
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OUTLINE

9 CONCLUSION

(BIMSA, China)



WORK DONE TILL NOW:

@ It is shown that singularities formed during the gravitational collapse of spherical matter,
with or without pressure, can be non-spacelike, at least creating the possibility of their local
visibility, which serves as a counterexample to the strong cosmic censorship conjecture.
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WORK DONE TILL NOW:

@ Itis shown that singularities formed during the gravitational collapse of spherical matter,
with or without pressure, can be non-spacelike, at least creating the possibility of their local
visibility, which serves as a counterexample to the strong cosmic censorship conjecture.

@ Using the Szekeres metric, it is demonstrated that similar possibilities for the existence of
non-spacelike singularities arise in non-spherical gravitational collapse.

@ Additionally, it is shown that there exists a continuous space of initial data for which these
non-spacelike singularities form, implying that small changes in the initial data do not alter
the final state’s properties.
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SOME UNSOLVED PROBLEMS:

@ [t can be shown that the condition %ﬂ‘-ﬁi > 0 (indicating a spacelike apparent horizon, AH)
is necessary for the singularity to be non-spacelike. However, the sufficient condition

remains unknown. As we discussed, in marginally bound LTB collapse, when —F.i— > 2, the
F2
0
apparent horizon becomes spacelike and begins expanding from the central singularity.
Nevertheless, the singularity becomes locally visible only when 535 > 26. ltis still unclear
FE
0

why the singularity remains hidden in the intermediate range, 2 < f%— < 26.
F2
0
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@ It can be shown that the condition ?g—/""; > 0 (indicating a spacelike apparent horizon, AH)

is necessary for the singularity to be non-spacelike. However, the sufficient condition
remains unknown. As we discussed, in marginally bound LTB collapse, when i?-, > 2, the
F2
0
apparent horizon becomes spacelike and begins expanding from the central singularity.
Nevertheless, the singularity becomes locally visible only when ig > 26. ltis still unclear
F2
0
why the singularity remains hidden in the intermediate range, 2 < F—% < 26.
2

Fs

@ Although our results are coordinate-independent, there is no coordinate-independent
method to define the condition for locally visible singularities. The approach we used
requires considering a dynamic metric with a specific coordinate system, followed by
calculating the tangent of the null curve. Similar to the singularity theorems, there is no
generic way (applicable for any symmetry and for any generic matter) to formulate these
conditions.
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@ It can be shown that the condition ?g—/""; > 0 (indicating a spacelike apparent horizon, AH)

is necessary for the singularity to be non-spacelike. However, the sufficient condition
remains unknown. As we discussed, in marginally bound LTB collapse, when i?-, > 2, the
2

F
0
apparent horizon becomes spacelike and begins expanding from the central singularity.
Nevertheless, the singularity becomes locally visible only when ig > 26. ltis still unclear
F2
0
why the singularity remains hidden in the intermediate range, 2 < F—% < 26.
F2
0
@ Although our results are coordinate-independent, there is no coordinate-independent
method to define the condition for locally visible singularities. The approach we used
requires considering a dynamic metric with a specific coordinate system, followed by
calculating the tangent of the null curve. Similar to the singularity theorems, there is no
generic way (applicable for any symmetry and for any generic matter) to formulate these
conditions.

@ Another important issue is the stability of these types of singularities. While some studies
in the literature address this, the authors often use overly simplified scenarios to address
the stability problem.
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Thank You
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