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Abstract

There are two senses in which the question about the arrow of time is usually formulated. On one hand, one could be interested in knowing if there is a differences between past, future and present, and how is that these three “parts” of time permeate and define what could be named the “temporal structure of the universe.” Does time has an origin? From where, or when, to where does time flow? At was speed does time flow? What can be used to measure the passage of time? Are past and present, and future all alike? If not, what is the difference? Those are questions for the direction of time. On the other hand, there is the question of the direction of things in time. The target of this question is the temporal organization exhibited by events, the organization that allows us to define them as belonging to the past, or the present, or the future. Did the big bang come first than the big crunch? Are there more events in the past that in the future? Why can’t we reverse some physical processes? These are the questions about the direction of things in time.

For about two decades, Huw Price has defended that the result of the long history of responses to the question for the arrow of time, usually states in terms of thermodynamics, is that they lead us to the question about the universe’s initial low entropy state. Such a question, as opposed to the question about that of the direction of time itself, is the ‘real’ question worth asking. It is also the reason why a suitable response to the problem of the physical arrow of time should move to the territory of cosmology, the place to where it naturally belongs. In the present text I present some of the details of Price’s cosmological solution to the question for the arrow of time. Beyond the exposition of Price’s view, my main goal is to show what I consider to its major drawback as well as to present some current alternatives that might undermine Price’s program.

