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Abstract. We address a long-standing misperception on the gravitational “arrow of
time”, a proposal by Penrose (also known as the “Weyl-curvature hypothesis”) that
associates structure formation along timelike directions in which Weyl-curvature scalars
become dominant over Ricci scalars. A counterexample of this hypothesis was found
by Bonnor on a class of exact solutions describing heat conducting spheres collapsing
in a Vaidya background. We show that this result does not hold in the same class
of solutions considered as physically viable near FLRW cosmological models, with
the heat conduction vector interpreted as a peculiar velocity field. We also discuss
the similarities and differences between the gravitational “arrow of time” and the
gravitational entropy formalism of Clifton, Ellis and Tavakol.

1. Introduction

The nearly homogeneous early Universe evolved with entropy production driven by
thermal processes close to thermal equilibrium. Penrose [1] argued that a mechanism was
required to guide, in a timelike direction, self-gravitating systems that undergo structure
formation from an early Ricci-curvature dominant universe to a Weyl-curvature scenario.
This led to the concept of a gravitational “arrow of time”, later formalized in terms of the
proper time evolution of a ratio between the Weyl and Ricci tensors [2, 3]. This notion
has motivated a published literature with discussion, criticism and various appraisals
[4,5,6,7,8,9,10, 11, 12, 13]. In particular, [11] employed the Kretschmann scalar to
define a ratio of Weyl to Riemann curvatures applicable to vacuum spacetimes.

While this curvature ratio might provide an appealing geometrical characterization
of gravitational clustering, its proper theoretical interpretation has been subject of
debate. Bonnor [14] compared Penrose’s gravitational arrow with a ”thermodynamic
arrow of time” defined by the direction of increasing matter inhomogeneity. He showed
that both arrows do not coincide in shear-free heat conducting fluids where Penrose’s
proposal decreases with proper time, see Sec. 2 for details. This was confirmed in
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later works [15, 9, 11], apparently challenging Penrose’s hypothesis. However, Bonnor’s
analysis was restricted to collapsing configurations constrained by exterior matching to
Vaidya spacetimes. Such matchings have been extensively studied [16, 17, 18, 19, 20]
modeling spheres as shear-free conducting fluids by relying on highly simplified metric
ansatzes. These constructions aimed to interpret the heat flux in terms of constitutive
equations of non-equilibrium thermodynamics [21, 22, 23]. However, when the same class
of shear-free solutions is reinterpreted as cosmological models without such boundary
conditions, Penrose’s prediction is recovered.

In this work, we revisit this apparent contradiction by showing that when the
shear-free solutions are considered as expanding cosmological models without an exterior
matching, the Weyl to Ricci ratio evolves in the expected direction, consistent with the
gravitational arrow of time. We further analyze this behaviour in terms of physically
viable models by the reinterpretation of heat flux as peculiar velocities. The section
by section content of the paper is as follows: Section 2 discusses both Penrose’s and
Bonnor’s gravitational entropy proposal, in Section 3 we provide a plausible cosmological
model as a counterexample to Bonnor’s argument that Penrose’s gravitational arrow of
time must evolve in an opposite direction. Finally in Section 4 we present our closing
remarks.

2. Comparing Penrose and Bonnor’s gravitational entropy proposal

Penrose’s qualitative notion of an “arrow of time” was formalized as the proper time
evolution of the following dimensionless ratio [2, 3]

as T increases P = M increases: P >0 (1)
R Rab =
where the dot is u*V,. This notion has triggered a literature of discussion, criticism and
various appraisals [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11]. In particular, [11] also used the Kretschmann
scalar as a ratio of Weyl to Riemann curvatures applicable to vacuum spacetimes.

Bonnor [14] defined a gravitational entropy current as P* = P u® and proved that
in known dust cosmological models (LTB and Szekeres [24]) the “gravitational arrow”
condition (1) points in the same direction as (what he defined as) the “arrow of time”
along which structure formation develops. Yet, when looking at the collapse of shear-free
heat conducting spheres matched to a Vaidya exterior Bonnor found [25] the two arrows
pointing in opposite directions: as the spheres collapse, the outgoing null radiation
increases (arrow of time), while the ratio (1) of the gravitational arrow decreases. This
result was validated recently by Chakraborty et al [11].

However, as we show in this paper, Bonnor’s result is not generic to the class of
spherically symmetric, shear-free, heat conducting solutions, but a direct consequence
of the matching conditions in their collapse in a Vaidya background. Such collapse
involves outgoing radiation into the Vaidya background, and is the only physically viable
situation (an expanding sphere absorbing radiation from the Vaidya exterior would be
unphysical). The monotonic decrease of the ratio (1) can be readily appreciated from the
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Vaidya exterior solution itself, whose metric and coherent radiation energy-momentum
are

oM
ds? = — (1 _ (”>) du® + 2dudr + r*(d6* + sin® 0d¢?), (2)
T

T = &(u) 1, (3)

where [* = §¢ is a null vector, @ is the radiation energy density and M (u) is the varying
mass, which is necessarily a decaying function dM/du < 0 because energy conditions
require ®(u) > 0. Einstein’s equations reduce to

a 2M7U a a
R = ——5! 1> = 8rd(u) 1 (4)
with B = gupR® = 0 and RpR™ = 0 (and Rupea R = CupegC®?), making it
impossible to form the Weyl to Ricci ratio as in (1). However, an analogous ratio
can be formed with invariants of the Weyl and Ricci tensors [26]: the unique conformal
Weyl invariant Wy and the unique component of the trace-free Ricci spinor @49, which

for the Petrov type D Vaidya solution [27] leads to a ratio of Weyl to Ricci curvatures:

M M,u \IJQ o M
‘1’2——5, @22——T2a = @_22_7”M,u' (5)

Considering the asymptotic structure of the Vaidya solution in the limit u — oo [28],

we clearly have

I v, i M
1m — = 111mn
u—00 Pyg u—00 T° M7u

= 00, (6)

since r — 2M(u) and M, — 0 as u — oo. Therefore, in the Vaidya exterior Ricci
curvature dominates Weyl-curvature as the radiation emitted by the null dust sources
of the Vaidya solution reaches the future event horizon r = 2M (u).

The heat conducting fluid model used by Bonnor [25] and other authors [16, 17, 18,
19, 20, 11] is described in detail in their articles. The metric, energy-momentum tensor
and field equations are

ds? = —AL(x)dt* + a®(t) BE(x)[dx* + x*(d6* + sin® 0d¢?)], (7)
T% = pu®u’ + ph™ 4+ 2¢"u”,  u* = A}Sy, . = Q0Y, (8)
2a; Aj 8T 8o 1 d? 8P 1 [d%  2ay
8 _ Y - )= — - - 8 — - 2 ?
mQ a A¥ 377 32 T At a?’ e A%\ a? )

(9)
where Ay = Ap(x) and By = By(x) must comply with the condition of pressure isotropy
GX — G = 0 (Equation (33) of [11]). Bonnor (and subsequent authors) assumed that
po = po(r) and py = po(r) (given by equations (4.4) and (4.5) of [19]) correspond to an
asymptotically initial static fluid with a; =0 and ¢* =0 at t = —o0 1.

1 Practically all work on these models use this simplified metric, but the most general solution (without
isometries) for an irrotational shear-free fluid whose source is (8) was derived in [29]
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For Petrov type D models described by (7)-(8) the Weyl tensor reduces to
CapeaC®? = 8E,,E® = 8U2Z therefore, we can write (1) in the fluid region as the
following dimensionless ratio

SE, Fab 3H2A 2 4\p2
p=oe (2500 3 2 . (10)
Ry, Rab 8rG P2+ 3p% — 2¢.q°

which must be evaluated in consistency with the field equations and the matching

conditions with Vaidya that in the fluid region is a comoving boundary y = xx.
For the purpose of this paper we only need the following matching condition for
(7)-(8) with a Vaidya exterior taking place along a fixed xy = x5 (see detail in [19],[11])

[p = Qls, (11)
which leads to the evolution equation for a(t) (see details in [11] and [19]):
200
2aa,4 + a?t —2aaa,; =0, a; = _W + 2a, (12)
where a = [A{/By]x follows from the condition [py = O]y at the initial static state.

It is evident from (12) (see detail in [11] and [19]) that a(t) decreases monotonically
from an initial positive value. Hence, from equations (25)-(27) and (44)-(47) of [11], the
asymptotic time evolution of the variables 87Q), 8mp, 8mp are respectively in decreasing
order O(a™™?), O(a™?), O(a=°/?), while ¥y ~ O(a"2). Since a(t) is rapidly decreasing,
we have (87Q)? > (87p)® > (87p)* > (¥5)?, which implies Ry R™ 3> CopeaC®* and
thus the ratio (10) clearly shows a monotonically decreasing P < 1 with Ricci curvature
becoming dominant over the Weyl-curvature.

3. The gravitational arrow in a cosmological context

In all previous work modeling the collapse of heat conducting spheres using the
solutions (7)-(8), the time evolution is completely determined by the matching conditions
(including (11)) with Vaidya that yield (12). However, given the strong geometric
constraints posed by demanding zero shear, it is evident (and is acknowledged by
the authors) that these simple toy models do not comply with physically motivated
equations of state and appropriate heat transport equations linking the state variables
p, p, and the dissipative flux g,.

To consider the shear-free solutions (7)-(8) as cosmological models not subjected to
a matching with Vaidya, we need to provide a physical interpretation of the energy flux ¢,
that is different from heat conduction, which is inappropriate in a cosmological context
dominated by long range gravitational interaction. An alternative and potentially
plausible physical interpretation is to regard ¢, in connection with a peculiar velocity

field that results from the Lorentzian boost relating two distinct 4-velocities ©* and u®.
1

7= VI =07

where we assume u* to be associated with the perfect fluid

T = (p+ p)aa® + pg®, (14)

= y(u +v?), veu® = 0. (13)
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that is not comoving with the frame of u*. Applying (13) to (14), the energy-momentum
tensor in the frame of u® is given by

T = (p + p)uu® + pg® + 2¢““u? + 11, (15)
. arn o1 arn

p =p+Yu0"(p+p), p=p+ gvgvav (p+ D), (16)

¢ = (p+ppt, 1% =25+ poia?, (17)

where v{@0? is the spacelike symmetric traceless tensor product. For non-relativistic

peculiar velocities we have v,0% < 1, v/%® < 1 and thus v =~ 1 + O(v?), leading in
linear order in v*/c to an energy-momentum tensor that is identical to (8)

T = (p+ p)u'u’ +pg™ +2¢"u”,  ¢* = (p+ p)”, (18)
but now endowed with an interpretation that is consistent with a cosmological context.
To apply (13)-(18) to the models (7)-(8), we can identify p and p in (9) with p
and p in (14), using p and ¢, to determine the peculiar velocity v*. However, a
full treatment is outside the scope of this paper and will be pursued elsewhere, as
our purpose in presenting equations (13)-(18) is to highlight the potentially plausible
physical interpretation of these models.

To show that the ratio (10) need not be a monotonically decreasing function in
the models (7)-(8), we need to provide a guideline to determine their time evolution as
inhomogeneous generalizations of spatially flat FLRW models, an approach justified by
noting that the terms involving a(t) and its derivatives in (9) are formally identical to
the dynamical equations for the scale factor a(t) of these models. However, the range of
radial coordinate in (7) is now infinite, which can be problematic if the functions po(x)
and po(x) in (9) diverge as y — oc.

Following this approach and to prevent possibly divergent functions po(x) and po(x)
as X — 00, it is convenient to generalize (7) to a metric analogous to FLRW models
with positive spatial curvature

) N2, a’ldx® + K~ 'sin?(VKx)(df? + sin® 0d¢?)]

ds® = ——dt* + ,

L L
where Lo =1/By > 0 and Ny = Ag/By > 0 and K > 0 is a constant in units of inverse
length squared related to the spatial curvature: >Ry = 6K /a2, with a(ty) = ap = 1 (in

(19)

what follows we omit these constants).

Solutions of the field equations for the metric functions Ny, Ly follow from the

condition of pressure isotropy GYX = GY evaluated with the coordinate rescaling

sin?(x) = y(2 — y) (or equivalently y = 1 — cos(Hy)), leading to the following coupled
second order linear differential equations

d*N, d’L

dygo — J(y)No =0, 2 dy20

where J(y) is an arbitrary function related to the conformal invariant Wo (it coincides
with Equation (33) of [11])

6H2Wya?

y(2 —y)Lj

— J(y)Lo =0, (20)

 J Hgsin*(x)L}
B 6a? '

(21)
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To find an exact analytic solution of (20) we choose J = A? in (20), with A > 0 an

arbitrary constant, leading to

Ny = cosh(Ay) + vsinh(Ay), Lo = cosh <Ay> + Asinh (Ay) : (22)
V2 V2

where y(x) = 1 —cos(x) and v, A are integration constants that are fixed by demanding
that Ly = Ny =1 hold at y = 7

)= 1- cosh(\/iA)’ L 1 —'COSh(2A)’ (23)
sinh(v/2A) sinh(2A)

The dimensionless field equations equivalent to (9) are in terms of the metric functions
8rp 1 [a® kL2l 1 /1 . s 0\ .o dLg
SH? — ViF [; + — + = §A Ly — Lg ) sin®r + 2 cos rLod—y : (24)
8mp 1 a*> 24 kL?
H?  H?|a®> o« a?

1 dLg dNo\ dNy . 4 dNy dLg

— (352 —2p,—0) =2 2 (Lo—2 —2=2 25
—I—a2 [( 0 0 dy) a0 sin®r + Iy a0 cosr| , (25)
stQ 24 [Ly, 2N} ) 462 L, 2N;7?
X _ 7|0 _ %0 647°qeq" = — | — — —| , 26
H, a {Lo No |’ Tt a* [Ly N (26)

where y = 1 —cos x, the primes denote 9/0y = K~'sin(vKx)9/0y and a, @ are proper
time derivatives: @ = da/dr = (Lo/Ny)a, and a = d*a/dr* = (Lo/No)?a 4.

Since 0 < y < 7 is bounded and A is arbitrary, we can assume Ay < 1 (as well
as (23)) to expand the metric functions Ny and Ly and state variables (24)-(26) up to
order A?; transforming (19) into the following near-FLRW metric

1 1
ds* = — <1 -5 sin? XA2) dt* + (1 + 3 sin XAQ) a®(t)[dx?* + sin® x(d#? + sin® Od¢?))].
(27)

Since up to order A% we have a ~ a; and @ =~ a4, the terms with a and its derivatives
in (24)-(26) become standard FLRW equations for the scale factor a. In particular, we
choose these equations to correspond to a cold dark matter source (dust) and a nonzero
A term, leading to

2 m 2
Hia a S H§ | a? a a?

where Hj is the Hubble radius, while Q, Q) and kHy? = QF = Q7 + Q) —1 > 0 are
the standard observational parameters. Expanding the state variables (24)-(26) up to

order A? leads to
8mp _ Qg A
2P 20 4
3HZ  a? ot
8mp B
3H? a

[(3Q5% — 2(3Q + 3Q) — 1)S — 3Q") sin® x — 65] A?
6a> ’
[(3a* = 2)Q8 +2(1 — Q)] sin® x

6a? ’

(29)

= (30)
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87Q  [Q5 — (QF + Q5 — Da+ Q) a®] 2 in y cos YA?

= 31
3H? 3a3/? ’ (31)
647r2q = 1 ]8rQ ? N A_4 U — _Hg sin? YA? (32)
9H ™ a’ | 3H} a®’ 2 6a?

where only the variables common to FLRW (p and p) have zeroth-order terms that
coincide with their FLRW limit at both centers of symmetry y = 0, 7. We can now
evaluate (up to order A?) the evolution of the Weyl to Ricci ratio (10). As we show
in what follows, this ratio exhibits a very different behavior from that in the radiating
spheres matched to Vaidya.

After substitution of (29)-(32) in P in (10) and expanding on A we obtain the
following dimensionless quotient up to order A*

A* sin? y a?

4[Q5]2 a® + 295 a® + [

which shows that P is an inhomogeneous quantity that vanishes at the two symmetry

P~ H} +0(A%), (33)

centers y = 0, 7 where FLRW conditions are expected.

Although the ratio in (33) was obtained from a series expansion, it does provide an
accurate qualitative description of the evolution of P for the class of models under
consideration, now described as positively curved near FLRW models. This ratio
initially increases as a? from a = 0 (initial big bang) for all parameter choices, but
their subsequent evolution depends on Q* and Qf. If Q) > 0 then whether the model
perpetually expands or re-collapses (if Qv/Q5 < 2[(Q 4 Q2)/3]*/?), there must be a
cosmic time at which the A term becomes dominant, reversing the growth of P, which
decays asymptotically to zero. For purely expanding models with Q4 = 0 the ratio P
grows as a? for all cosmic times. However, for re-collapsing models with Q4 = 0 this
ratio only grows in the expanding phase, decreasing to zero in the collapsing phase.

Figures 1 and 2 graphically illustrate this qualitative description (we take A = 0.1
in all plots). The parameter combination Q" = 0.31, Q) = 0.7 corresponds to a model
with very small positive spatial curvature (X = 0.01) that approximates a ACDM
model consistent with observations. We plot in Figure 2 the ratio P for this model as
a function of r and a, clearly showing the described pattern. To illustrate the effect
of an increasing A term, we plot in Figure 1 the evolution of P along the worldline
x = /2 for models with Q" = 0.31 and a sequence of values Q4 = 0.5, 0.7, 1.0, 1.5, 2.5,
showing how the maximum of P decreases for increasing €, in consistency with its
role in suppression of structure formation. As a comparison, we also plot the case
Q) = 0 that increases monotonically as a?. Models with Q) = 0 and increasing values
Q= 1.05, 1.25, 1.5, 1.75, 2.0 are plotted in Figure 3, showing a maximum of P at
larger values of a with increasing 2"

It is interesting to compare the evolution of the Weyl to Ricci ratio P for
the models under consideration with the corresponding evolution of the gravitational
entropy proposal of Clifton, Ellis and Tavakol (CET) [30], based on an effective energy-
momentum tensor constructed from the Bel-Robinson tensor. For Petrov type D



Revisiting the gravitational “arrow of time” 8

P = 8E4E™ /Ry R™

x10°

2.007 0A=07, O =03

Q)=0.2, Q=103
=0, QF =03
Q) =0, Q=1

1.75 4

1.50 4

1.25 4

& 1.00 4

0.75 1

0.25 4

0.00

T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Figure 1: The Weyl to Ricci ratio P as a function of a(t) with parameters A = 0.1,
x = /2, with different choices of Q" and ), see figure labels for specific values. See
main text for details.

2201%

0.0 0.0

Figure 2: The Weyl to Ricci ratio P as a function of a(t) and y(x) for the model with
A=0.1, Q" =1.05, and Q) = 0.7. See main text for details.

spacetimes, the CET entropy production Sgr is given in terms of the “gravitational”
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P = 8EE /Ry R™

x10°

Q= 1.05
o =1.25
Qr =15
Qe =1.75
Qr =20

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

Figure 3: The Weyl to Ricci ratio P as a function of a(t) for the model with A = 0.1,
x = /2, Q) =0, and various choices of Qf'. See main text for details.

energy £, and temperature T, by

. &
Sgr = j—vg ’ ggt = |\112|‘/7 Tgr - |VAU’BI€A ZA| (34)
gr
where the dot is proper time derivative, V' is a local 3-dimensional volume (such that
© =u*,=V/V), while £k, [* are null vectors associated with an orthonormal tetrad.
Since T, > 0 by constructions, the sign of S is determined only by the sign of £ . For
the models under consideration V = a3sin? y/L? and using (21) we have
£ - H2A%sin y 0 = £ = H2A?sin y 4
6Lo ¢ 6Lo
where @ = (Lo/Ny)a;. Consequently, there is CET gravitational entropy growth

(35)

(S . = 0) in all expanding stages of the models, while this entropy decreases in all
collapsing stages (@ < 0). This means that CET gravitational entropy necessarily
decreases in the models used by Bonnor [25], and [19, 11] to describe collapsing spheres
in a Vaidya exterior, since a(t) in (12) is monotonically decreasing. The CET entropy
also decreases in the Vaidya exterior, since (from (5)) |¥o|V = M(u) is a positive but
decreasing function.

4. Closing remarks

To summarize: for the shear-free models under consideration the gravitational arrow
based on the Weyl to Ricci ratio P in (10) and the CET entropy S . both decrease
in collapsing configurations, but P decreases in expanding models with Q) > 0 for
which Sgr would increase. Evidently, these simple patterns follow from the extremely
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simplified way we have defined the time evolution of a(t) using the FLRW equations
(whose collapse is time-symmetric with the expansion) in models not subjected to a
matching with Vaidya (whose matching conditions provide a rigorous procedure to define
the function a(t) in (12)). In fact, in LTB dust models the collapsing stage is not time-
symmetric with respect to the expanding one, hence S .. increases in this more realistic
collapse scenario [31, 32].

We have proved that the gravitational arrow of time based on the Weyl to Ricci ratio
‘P is not monotonically decreasing in expanding cosmological models of the same class of
shear-free solutions examined in [11, 25, 19] as collapsing spheres in a Vaidya exterior.
We have also provided arguments supporting a physically plausible interpretation of
these solutions as cosmological models admitting a field of peculiar velocities, an
appealing property that will be further studied elsewhere in forthcoming work.
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