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D-dimensional self-gravitating lattice gas in general relativity

Benaoumeur Bakhti∗

G2E Lab, FSNV and Department of Physics, University of Mustapha Stambouli, Mascara 29000, Algeria

Using a lattice equation of state combined with the D-dimensional Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff
equation and the Friedmann equations, we investigate the possibility of the formation of compact
objects as well as the time evolution of the scale factor and the density profile of a self-gravitating
material cluster. The numerical results show that in a 2 + 1 dimensional spacetime, the mass is
independent of the central pressure. Hence, the formation of only compact objects with a finite
constant mass similar to the white dwarf is possible. However, in a 3 + 1 dimensional spacetime,
self-gravity leads to the formation of compact objects with a large gap of mass and the corresponding
phase diagram has the same structure as the one for Neutron Star. The results also show that beyond
certain critical central pressure, the star is unstable against gravitational collapse, and it may end
in a black hole. Analysis of spacetimes of higher dimensions shows that gravity has the stronger
effect in 3 + 1 dimensions. Numerical solutions of the Friedmann equations show that the effect
of the curvature of spacetime increases with increasing temperature, but decreases with increasing
dimensionality beyond D = 3.

I. INTRODUCTION

The theory of critical phenomena provides powerful
tools for understanding many phenomena in astrophysics
and cosmology [1, 2]. One example that has attracted
great interest is the formation of compact stellar objects
from critical collapse. Since the seminal work of Chop-
tiuk [3] which has connected the gravitational collapse to
the theory of phase transition, critical phenomena such as
universality and scaling have been proved for many cos-
mological processes and in particular the black hole solu-
tions of the quantum field theory coupled to the Einstein
equations of gravity. But, despite being widely studied,
many questions remain to be elucidated, and in particular
how does a short distance regularization of the gravita-
tional potential affect the mass threshold of formation of
compact objects in cosmology.
In the theory of general relativity [4, 5], the evolution

of the Universe and the formation of large-scale struc-
tures are described by the Friedmann equations [6] and
the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equation [7, 8], respec-
tively. However, for these equations to be solved, they
need to be supplemented by a thermodynamic equation
of state (EOS). It is well known that many of the physics
of black holes and other astrophysical objects in the early
and late Universe can be understood by simply relying on
the law of classical thermodynamics [9–11]. In fact, it has
been shown that the formation of many astrophysical ob-
jects is relying on a polytropic EOS in which the pressure
depends upon the density in the simple form p = Kργc2

where K and γ are constants. The early Universe is as-
sumed to be described by a linear EOS p = wρc2 where
the parameter ω takes the values ω = 1/3 for radiation,
ω = 0 for no-relativistic matter, and ω = −1 for dark en-
ergy. The formation of compact objects is a consequence
of gravitational collapse which is fully driven by gravita-
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tional attraction. But if the gravity is not too high, the
collapse is stopped midway by the quantum mechanical
forces due to the Pauli exclusion principle, which plays a
dominant role at short distances.

Due to its singularity at a short distance and long-
range, the gravitational interaction exhibits complex phe-
nomena such as the possibility of the existence of two
different phase transitions (with two different critical
points) in the canonical (closed system) and microcanon-
ical ensemble (isolated system) [11]. In addition, a sys-
tem in the microcanonical ensemble may exhibit a neg-
ative specific heat [12, 13], leading to the formation of
exotic astrophysical objects such as black dwarfs. In this
letter, we evade the singularity of the gravitational inter-
action by introducing a short distance regularization that
mimics the Pauli exclusion principle. The short distance
regularization is introduced by considering a lattice gas
description [14–18] of the system instead of classical gas
of point particles. Besides that it has not been considered
previously in a fully relativistic setup, the lattice EOS has
many advantages including that in the non-relativistic
limit, it is fully consistent with the known results of grav-
itational collapse [14, 15] and at low-density, it produces
the Lane-Emden equation for polytropic fluids [15, 19].
In addition, in the non-relativistic limit, the results of
the lattice EOS [14, 15] are in very good agreement with
known results of gravitational collapse of quantum sys-
tems [20]. Our aim in this paper is two folds: first, we
want to see how such a regularization affects the forma-
tion threshold and the mass range of steller compact ob-
jects and black holes in a D-dimensional space. Second,
because in the low-density limit, the lattice EOS reduces
to the one used for describing the early Universe and the
compact object mass as expected is in the lower range,
then the lattice EOS can be used in the fully quantum
mechanical description of primordial black hole including
its connection to dark matter [1, 21–27]. This is currently
work under progress for future publication. The rest of
the paper is organized as follows: In Sec. (II) and (III),
we present the model and the lattice EOS, respectively.
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In Sec. (IV), we solve the TOV equation in 2+1 and 3+1
dimensions, and then we generalize the results to higher
dimensions. In Sec. (V), we present a solutions of the
Friedmann equations in 2 + 1 and 3 + 1 dimensions with
different curvatures of the spacetime. A brief discussion
of higher dimensional systems will be also presented. Fi-
nally, we conclude with a summary and an outlook for
future work.

II. MODEL

Our system consists of a material cluster of N parti-
cles confined into a spherical volume of radius Rc. The
total volume is subdivided into n cells each with elemen-
tary volume Vc. Each cell can be either occupied by
a particle of mass m or empty. The particles are sub-
ject to short-range hard core exclusion interaction and
a long-range gravitational attractive interaction. In D-
dimensional space, the gravitational potential at distance
r from the origin is given by

g(r) = −
dU(r)

dr
= −

GDM(r)

rD−1
. (1)

and it is generated by the mass M(r) enclosed in the
sphere of radius r

M(r) = ρ0

∫ r

0

dr′SDr
′D−1ρ(r′), (2)

where ρ0 = m/Vc and

SD =
2πD/2

Γ(D/2)
. (3)

is the surface of the unit hypersphere in D dimensions, Γ
is the Euler gamma function and GD is the gravitational
constant. The total mass of the system is

MT =

∫ Rc

0

dr′SDr
′D−1ρ(r′). (4)

For numerical purposes, it is more convenient to write
Eq. (2) in the form

dM(r)

dr
= ρ0SDr

D−1ρ(r). (5)

and use the following scaled quantities

M̄ =
M

M⊙

, r̄ =
r

R0
, ǭ =

ǫ

ǫ0
=
ρc2

ǫ0
. (6)

where M⊙ = 1.989 1030 kg is the mass of the sun, R0 =
GM⊙/c

2 = 1.47km is one half the Schwartzschild radius
of the sun, ǫ = ρc2 is the energy density and ǫ0 has a
dimension of energy density and it has been introduced
also for a numerical purpose. With this scaling, Eq. (5)
becomes

dM̄(r̄)

dr̄
= αD r̄

D−1ǭ, (7)

where α is a constant and it is given by

αD =
ǫ0SDR

D
0 ρ0

M⊙c2
. (8)

III. EQUATION OF STATE

The Thermal equilibrium of any physical system at
finite uniform temperature is described by an EOS that
relates the pressure to the density. Many astrophysical
systems (referred to as polytropic fluids) are described
by polytropic equations of state of the form

p = Kργc2 (9)

where p is the pressure, ρ is the density, c is the speed
of light and K is a constant of proportionality. Upon
varying the polytropic index γ, Eq. (9) describes many
astrophysical objects such as white dwarf (γ = 5/3 for
the non-relativistic case and γ = 4/3 for the relativistic
one) and Neutron star (γ = 5/3 for non-relativistic EOS
and γ = 1 for a relativistic EOS) [28, 29]. The early stage
of the Universe is described by a linear EOS

p = wρc2. (10)

The constant w lies in the range −1 ≤ w ≤ 1. The con-
stant w takes the values w = −1, 0 and 1/3 for a Universe
dominated by dark energy, non-relativistic matter, and
radiation, respectively but the value of w which corre-
sponds to the threshold of black hole formation is still
debatable. Depends on the values of w, the Universe
evolves from an inflation era dominated by dark energy to
matter-dominated era passing by a radiation-dominated
era (principally photons and neutrinos).
In our analysis, we will use instead a lattice description
in which the minimum distance between the particles is

constrained to a short distance scale ∼ V
1/D
c [15]. Vc

can be considered as the effective volume of the parti-
cle. The system is described in any dimension by the
universal EOS [14, 15, 19]

p = −
kBT

m
ρ0 ln

(

1−
ρ

ρ0

)

. (11)

where kB is the Boltzmann constant and T is the temper-
ature. It has been shown in previous studies [14, 15], that
the low-density limit of Eq. (11) produces results that fit
very well with the Lane-Emden equation that describes
polytropic fluids in Newtonian hydrostatic equilibrium.
It is also convenient here to write Eq. (11) in a scaled
form

p̄ = −T̄ ln(1− ǭ), (12)

where

p̄ =
p

ǫ0
, ǭ =

ρc2

ǫ0
, T̄ =

kBT

mc2
, (13)
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and we set

ǫ0 = ρ0c
2. (14)

In the low-density limit, Eq. (12) reduces to the EOS of
classical gas of point particles which has the same form
as Eq. (10), with temperature to be identified with the
constant ω. The latter equation has been used to de-
scribe the early Universe and it is also known to provide
a very good approximation in the relativistic description
of Neutron stars.
In the continuum EOS, the particles are classical point
particles, so during the collapse, all the cluster collapses
to one point and the mass ends up in a delta function pro-
file. In the lattice EOS, the separation between any two
particles is constrained to some minimum distance (con-
straint in position space). This classical lattice descrip-
tion mimics the quantum mechanical exclusion principle
operating for the fermionic matter. A detailed studies
of the corresponding Fermi gas at nonzero temperatures
have been worked out in [30, 31] in the Newtonian limit
and in [32–35] in general relativity. The lattice descrip-
tion evades the singularity in the gravitational potential
which leads to the total gravitational collapse. Our goals
with using a lattice EOS is first to see whether the lattice
EOS stops midway gravitational collapse so the cluster
ends in a compact object with finite mass and size (as
did the quantum mechanical forces), and our second goal
is to see how does such a regularization affect the for-
mation threshold and the mass range of compact objects
and black holes.

IV. TOV EQUATIONS

In a general relativistic description, the hydrostatic
equilibrium of a relativistic fluid is described by the TOV
equation [7, 8]. A spherically symmetric self-gravitating
perfect fluid in D+1-dimensional spacetime is described
by the Einstein field equations

Rµν −
1

D − 1
Rsgµν = 8πGDTµν , (15)

where Tµν is the D + 1-dimensional stress-energy tensor
and it depends only on pressure and density of the perfect
fluid

T νµ (r) = diag(−ρ, p, . . . , p). (16)

Rµν is the Ricci curvature and Rs is the Ricci scalar.
The geometry is described by the spherically symmetric
metric

gµν = −eψ(r)dt2 + eλ(r)dr2 + r2dΩD−1, (17)

ψ(r) and λ(r) are functions to be determined and dΩD−1

denotes the canonical metric of the unit hypersphere
S
D−1 in R

D. Inserting the stress-energy tensor Eq. (16)
and the metric Eq. (17) into the Einstein’s equations

Eq. (15), we get a set of equations that can be solved an-
alytically to get an expressions for λ(r) and ψ(r). They
are given by [36]

e−λ(r) = 1−
2GDM

rD−2
(18)

where the mass M is given by Eq. (2), and

dψ(r)

dr
=
2GDM

rD−1

(

D − 2 +
8πrDp

c2(D − 1)M

)(

1−
2GDM

c2rD−2

)−1

.

(19)

From the conservation of stress-energy tensor ∇µT
µν =

0, we get

dp

dr
= −

ρ

2

(

1 +
p

ρc2

)

dψ

dr
, (20)

which combined with Eq. (19), leads to the TOV equation
in a D + 1-dimensional spacetime [36]

p′ = −
GD
rD−1

Mρ

(

1 +
p

c2ρ

)

(21)

×

(

D − 2 +
8πrDp

c2(D − 1)M

)(

1−
2GDM

c2rD−2

)−1

.

At low-density and for c → ∞, Eq. (21) reduces to
the Newtonian hydrostatic equilibrium condition which
in three-dimensions reads [14, 15]

p′ = −GD
Mρ

rD−1
. (22)

Using the scaling Eq. (6), the D-dimensional TOV equa-
tion can be written as

p̄′ =
1

RD−3
0

M̄

r̄D−1
(ǭ + p̄)

(

D − 2 + ᾱD
r̄D−1p̄

M̄

)

×

(

1−
2

RD−3
0

M̄

r̄D−1

)−1

, (23)

where

ᾱD =
8παD

ρ0SD(D − 1)
. (24)

To get density (or energy density) and pressure profiles,
Eq. (23) needs to be supplemented by the EOS (12) and
solved numerically out from the origin at r = 0 to the
point R where the pressure falls to zero. The boundary
conditions required to solve the two coupled non-linear
differential equations Eqs. (23) and (12) are

p(R) = 0, p(0) = p0, (25)

for the pressure and

M(R) =MT = Nmc, M(0) = 0. (26)
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for the mass. We can also use boundary conditions for
mass or energy density

ǫ(0) = ǫ0, ρ(0) = ρ0, (27)

hold at the origin of the material cluster. At the surface
of the cluster, boundary condition on ρ (or ǫ) is encoded
in Eq. (4).
To solve the TOV equation, we have used the Runge-

Kutta (RK45) method. For boundary conditions, we
have used the values of the pressure and mass at the ori-
gin of the cluster (p(0) and M(0)). The choice of p0 can
be arbitrary, but only a finite range of p0 leads to physi-
cally acceptable solutions. We can also impose boundary
conditions on the derivative of the pressure and the mass
and they lead to the same solutions [15]. So, the solution
is independent of chosen boundary conditions. However,
the numerical solutions of the TOV equation depend on
the central density (that fixes the parameter ᾱD) or the
central pressure p0. Their values are fixed either by sup-
plementing the TOV equation and EOS with the equa-
tion of conservation Eq. (4) (or the corresponding equa-
tion for pressure) or by fitting to existing experimental
or simulation results.

A. 2+1 Dimensions

The 2 + 1 dimensional system is a toy mathematical
model but it has great physical interest mainly in string
theory and quantum gravity. If the spacetime is cre-
ated by an infinite cosmic string, the 3 + 1 dimensional
spacetime is reduced to an effective 2 + 1 dimensional
spacetime [37]. In addition, as pointed out by Jackiw et

al [38, 39], systems in a hot phase are phenomenologi-
cally described by 2 + 1 dimensional system. Also, the
model could be relevant for the description of large one-
dimensional structures that seem to be observed in the
Universe, such as strings and vortices, whose interactions
are governed by 2+1 gravity [38, 39].
Besides that, there are two other good reasons for the
interest in the 2 + 1 dimensional systems. On one hand,
the model admits a black hole solution in an anti-de Sit-
ter space [40–43] and on the other hand, it is known to
have a simple mathematical structure [37]. These revive
the hope to quantize gravity in 2 + 1 dimensions [44].
And because the model shares some important concep-
tual features of general relativity in 3+1 dimensions [37],
then it is believed that quantizing gravity in 2+1 dimen-
sions will shed some light on the quantum gravity of real
systems in 3 + 1 dimensions.
It is well known that for an asymptotically flat spacetime,
there is no black hole solution for the Einstein equations
with a polytropic EOS. The aim of this section is to see
whether this is true or not for a lattice system. In a
three-dimensional spacetime (D = 2), the TOV equation
is reduced to

p̄′ = −4α2c
2R0r̄p̄(ǭ + p̄)(1− 2R0M̄)−1. (28)

where the pressure derivative can be inferred from
Eq. (12) and it is given by

p̄′ =
T̄ ǭ′

1− ǭ
. (29)

The EOS (12) and Eq. (28) constitute a complete set
of coupled non-linear differential equations that can be
solved numerically using an appropriate boundary con-
ditions. Numerical solutions are shown in Fig. (1), which
represents variations of the pressure p̄ and mass M̄ of the
cluster at different temperatures. We see that for all tem-
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T̄ = 10
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FIG. 1. Pressure p̄ and mass M̄ = M/M⊙ versus scaled
distance r̄ = r/R0 at different temperatures for lattice system
in 2 + 1 dimensions. The two panels at the bottom represent
pressure and mass of the cluster at very high temperature
(T̄ = 10).

peratures, the mass spreads out in space and it reaches a
constant value beyond a certain distance from the origin.
The pressure drops from its value at the origin (taken
here to be p̄0 = 0.01) to zero at the surface of the mas-
sive cluster, exactly where the mass becomes constant.
The distance where the mass becomes constant and the
pressure is null corresponds to the physical value of the
radius R of the compact object. The mass of the compact
object is simply the mass enclosed within the sphere of
radius R. Now, if we take a different value for the cen-
tral pressure, we get exactly the same value of the mass
(M̄ = 0.34) but with a small decrease in the radius R,
so the density increases and the compact object becomes
more compact (denser). The D = 2 lattice model allows
the formation of compact objects. Different temperatures
correspond to compact objects with different radii, how-
ever, all with the same total mass. In our lattice model,
the mass approximately equals M̄ = 0.34. The compact
object we have found has the same properties and falls
within the mass range of a white dwarf [29]. The esti-
mated mass of white dwarf is in the range M̄ = 0.17
to M̄ = 1.33 with peak at around M̄ = 0.6. The case
of high temperature (T̄ = 10) is shown separately in the
bottom of Fig. (1) for larger values of the scaled distance.
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As can be seen, at very high temperatures, the mass is
dispersed to infinity and never reaches a constant value
that corresponds to some compact object. The pressure
drops rapidly reaching very small values but never goes
to zero. So, at very high temperatures, there is no sign
of the formation of black hole neither for any compact
object. This can be understood from the fact that at
high temperatures, the particles have enough energies to
escape from the gravitational attraction of each other
and they dispersed to infinity. At high temperatures, the
variation of the mass versus the scaled distance crosses
between two regimes. First, the mass increases rapidly
near the center of the cluster, then increases smoothly
beyond a certain distance. The cluster thus has a form
of ”Core-Halo” structure, with a high-density core sur-
rounded by gas with a smooth density that extends to
infinity. Varying the central pressure produces similar
curves.
For a black hole to be formed, there must be a critical
value of the central pressure beyond which the compact
object cannot support the increasing gravitational attrac-
tions generated by the large mass so it collapses to form
black hole. In 2 + 1 dimensions, the numerical solution
confirms that whatever the value of the central pressure,
one gets always (depends on the model) the same value
of the mass with the corresponding radius. Thus, the
formation of black hole is not possible in the 2+1 dimen-
sional spacetime of GR. The situation becomes different
if we consider an anti-de Sitter space of 2+1 dimensions,
a problem that is now under consideration. In this case,
the model has great physical relevance in which the for-
mation of black hole is possible and interesting results
have been worked out along this line.

B. 3+1 Dimensions

In the 3+1 dimensional spacetime of general relativity,
the TOV equation becomes

p̄′ = −
M̄

r̄2
(ǭ + p̄)

(

1 + α3c
2 r̄

3p̄

M̄

)(

1− 2
M̄

r̄

)−1

. (30)

which can be combined with the EOS to get profiles of
mass density, energy density and pressure. Numerical so-
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T̄ = 1
T̄ = 5
T̄ = 10

r̄
0 5 10 15

M̄

×10
-3

0

1

2

3
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FIG. 2. Pressure p̄ and mass M̄ = M/M⊙ versus scaled dis-
tance r̄ = r/R0 at different temperatures for self-gravitating
lattice system in 3 + 1 dimensions.

lutions are depicted in Fig. (2). We see that at different

R(km)
0 10 20 30

MT

M⊙

×10
-3

0

1

2

3

4

5
T̄ = 0.1
T̄ = 0.33
T̄ = 1
T̄ = 5
T̄ = 7

FIG. 3. Mass versus radius of the compact objects in 3 + 1
dimensions at different temperatures of T̄ .

temperatures, the masses are reaching constant values al-
most at the same radius and hence these objects should
have different mass densities. If we change the tempera-
ture and/or central pressure, we get a different value of
the mass density. Contrary to the case of 2 + 1 dimen-
sions, the mass of the compact object in 3+1 dimensions
depends on the central pressure and also on temperature.
With increasing the central pressure, the cluster can sup-
port more mass. More mass means more gravitational
attraction and hence the radius of the cluster decreases.
The numerical values point to the conclusion that the re-
sulting compact objects have similar properties to those
of Neutron stars and they have the same radii, but they
have lower mass compared to Neutron stars.
The lattice EOS p̄ = −T̄ ln(1 − ǭ) allows formation of
compact objects with different mass densities that are
similar to Neutron stars. In the lattice EOS, the quan-
tum mechanical effects (like Neutron or Electron degen-
eracy pressure) are hidden in the exclusion effects. The
low-density limit of the lattice EOS produces all results
of the polytropic EOS [14, 15]. The corresponding phase
diagram of the compact objects is shown in Fig. (3) for
different values of T̄ and it has qualitatively the same
structure as the one for Neutron stars [45].
Limits of stabilities of the self-gravitating cluster at

different values of the scaled temperature are shown in
Tab. (I). Beyond these limiting values, the compact ob-
jects become in non-equilibrium unstable states and they
start collapsing. The radii presented in the table are
the values at which the compact objects become unsta-
ble. The numerical analysis confirms that a singularity
is developed in the mass density profile at the end of the
collapse. To test black hole formation in a gravitational
collapse in spherical symmetry, one needs to have an ex-
terior that can develop an event horizon. Despite, we did
not check the apparition of the event horizon, one can
rely on the Penrose cosmic censorship hypothesis which
states that the generic singularities arising in the gravita-
tional collapse of a physically reasonable matter are not
naked and are always black hole singularities. In other
words, every singularity must possess an event horizon
that hides the singularity from view. If we rely on the
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TABLE I. limits of stability of self-gravitating clusters in 3+1
dimensions at different temperatures.

T̄ MT (10
−3 M⊙) R(R0)

0.1 1.34112 9.53034

0.33 2.83079 12.3493

1 3.62104 13.771

5 2.19519 12.2084

7 1.69156 11.2843

Penrose cosmic censorship hypothesis, then the mass of
the black hole is smaller compared to the one we get if we
consider a continuum model of the EOS. This is of great
interest for studying the formation of primordial black
holes PBH (black holes that have formed just after the
Big Bang) because PBHs with smaller masses are good
candidates for providing dark matter [46, 47].

C. Higher Dimensions

The numerical solutions of Eq. (23) in higher dimen-
sions (D = 4, 5 and 6) are shown in Fig. (4). We see
that both the mass and radius of the compact object
decrease with increasing dimensionality. But as in three-
dimensions, the gravitational attraction in higher dimen-
sions leads to the formation of a black hole with a smaller
mass and radius. In both panels, we have considered
T̄ = 0.33 (dashed lines) and T̄ = 1 (solid lines). We
see by comparing Fig. (2) and (4), that as has been pre-
dicted by the polytropic EOS [36], the effect of gravity is
stronger in dimension D = 3 than any other dimension.
The mass-radius curves in higher dimensions have quali-
tatively the same structure as the one in 3+1 dimensions
except that the compact objects have a smaller sizes.

r̄
0 5 10 15

p̄

0

0.005

0.01
D = 4
D = 5
D = 6

r̄
0 5 10 15

M̄

×10
-3

0

0.5

1
D = 4
D = 5
D = 6

FIG. 4. Pressure p̄ and mass M̄ = M/M⊙ versus scaled dis-
tance r̄ = r/R0 at different temperatures for self-gravitating
lattice system in D = 4, 5 and 6 dimensions. Solid curves
represent the solution at T̄ = 1.0. Dashed curves represent
solutions at T̄ = 0.33. Similar colors refer to the same dimen-
sionality.

V. FRIEDMANN EQUATIONS

To get the time evolution of the density ρ, pressure p
and the scale factor a (that characterizes the expansion

of the Universe), Eq. (11) needs to be combined with the
Friedmann equations [6]. The latter represent a general
relativistic description of the expansion of space in ho-
mogeneous and isotropic models. In the present case,
Eq. (17) reduces to the D + 1-dimensional Friedmann-
Lemâıtre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) metric

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)gijdx
idxj , (31)

where gij is the metric of D-dimensional Riemannian
manifold of constant scalar curvature. It is given by

gij =
1

1− kr2
dr2 + r2dΩD−1. (32)

The curvature of the Universe is characterized by the
constant k which takes only three values depending on
the curvature. When k = +1, the Universe has a posi-
tive curvature and finite size, while for k = 0, it is Eu-
clidean flat and infinite. For k = −1, the spacetime is
infinite but has a hyperbolic geometry. Inserting the met-
ric Eq. (31) and the stress-energy tensor Eq. (16) into the
D-dimensional Einstein field equations

Gµν + Λgµν = 8πGDTµν , (33)

and into the equation of conservation for the stress-
energy tensor (∇µT

µν = 0), we get the Friedmann equa-
tions. For a homogeneous and isotropic Universe in D+1
dimensions, they are given by [48]

ρ̇+D
ȧ

a

(

ρ+
p

c2

)

= 0, (34)

Ḣ = −
8πGD
D − 1

(

ρ+
p

c2

)

+
kc2

a2
, (35)

H2 =
16πGD
D(D − 1)

ρ−
kc2

a2
+

2Λc2

D(D − 1)
, (36)

in which the dot denotes time derivative and

H =
ȧ

a
. (37)

is the Hubble constant. The parameter Λ is the Einstein
cosmological constant. Let us scale all quantities in terms
of the Planck units,

ρ̄ =
ρ

ρP
, ā =

a

lP
, t̄ =

t

tP
, p̄ =

p

ρP c2
, (38)

where ρP = 5.16 1099g/m3 is the Planck density, lP =
1.62 10−35 is Planck length and tP = 5.39 10−44 is the
Planck time. With this new scaling, the Friedmann equa-
tions (34) become

˙̄ρ+D
˙̄a

ā
(ρ̄+ p̄) = 0, (39)

Ḣ = −βD (ρ̄+ p̄) +
k̄

ā2
, (40)

H2 =
1

D
βD ρ̄−

k̄

ā2
, (41)
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where

βD =
4SDR0c

2ρP
(D − 1)M⊙

, k̄ =
kc2

l2P
, (42)

and we have considered the case Λ = 0. The Hubble
constant becomes

H =
1

tP

1

ā

dā

dt̄
=

1

tP

˙̄a

ā
. (43)

Numerical solutions require for Eq. (39) to be supple-
mented by closer relation which is the EOS.

t̄
0 0.5 1 1.5

ρ̄

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

T̄ = 0.1

T̄ = 0.5

T̄ = 1

T̄ = 3

T̄ = 5

FIG. 5. Scaled density ρ̄ versus scaled time at different tem-
peratures of a lattice system in 2 + 1 dimensions with k = 0.

A. 2+1 Dimensions

In 2 + 1 dimensions, the Friedmann equations become

˙̄ρ+ 2
˙̄a

ā
(ρ̄+ p̄) = 0, (44)

Ḣ = −β2 (ρ̄+ p̄) +
k̄

ā2
, (45)

H2 = β2ρ̄−
k̄

ā2
. (46)

The numerical solutions of Eqs. (44) for the case of flat
space k = k̄ = 0 (Einstein-de Sitter Universe) are shown
in Fig. (5) and (6). As shown in Fig. (5), the scaled
density drops rapidly with time due to the expansion of
the Universe. The scale factor increases at a decreasing
rate. In this case, the density is equal to a critical value
at which the Universe will expand forever at a decreasing
rate. Variations of the density profiles and scale factor as
a function of cosmological time at high and low tempera-
tures are shown in Fig. (7) for different curvatures of the
spacetime. Time evolution of density profile has almost a
universal form with respect to space curvature and tem-
perature. However, the scale factor depends strongly on
the combined effects of temperature and curvature. At
low temperatures (including the case of T̄ = 0.33 corre-
sponds to the lattice version of the radiation-dominated
era), the curvature has almost no effect on the scale fac-
tor, meaning that the Universe expands in the same way.

t̄
0 2 4 6 8

ā

0

5

10

15 T̄ = 0.5
T̄ = 1
T̄ = 3
T̄ = 5

t̄
0 2 4 6 8

ā

0

10

20

30

40 T̄ = 0.01
T̄ = 0.1
T̄ = 0.33
T̄ = 0.5

FIG. 6. Scale factor ā versus scaled time t̄ at high (left) and
low (right) temperature of a lattice system in 2+1 dimensions
with k = 0.

But at high temperatures (right panel in Fig. (7)), the
Universe expands faster when the curvature increases.
For both a flat space and curved space with negative cur-
vature, the Universe expands to infinity at a decreasing
rate. For positive curvature, the Universe has a finite size
and this has been shown also in the continuous model for
the EOS.

t̄
0 0.5 1 1.5 2

ρ̄

0

0.5

1

T̄ = 0.1
k = 0
k = 1
k = −1

t̄
0 0.5 1 1.5 2

ρ̄

0

0.5

1

T̄ = 1.0
k = 0
k = 1
k = −1

t̄
0 1 2 3 4

ā

0

5

10

15

20

T̄ = 0.1

k = 0
k = 1
k = −1

t̄
0 1 2 3 4

ā

0

2

4

6

8

T̄ = 1.0

k = 0
k = 1
k = −1

FIG. 7. Density and Scale factor versus scaled time at high
and low temperature for 2+1 dimensional lattice system with
different curvatures.

B. 3+1 Dimensions

In spacetime of 3+1 dimensions, the Friedmann equa-
tions are reduced to

˙̄ρ+ 3
˙̄a

ā
(ρ̄+ p̄) = 0, (47)

Ḣ = −β3 (ρ̄+ p̄) +
k̄

ā2
, (48)

H2 =
1

3
β3ρ̄−

k̄

ā2
. (49)

and their numerical solutions are shown in Fig. (8) and
Fig. (9). The two figures show that profiles for mass
density and scale factor are similar to the case of D = 2,
but quantitatively they are different. Fig. (10) shows that
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the scale factor varies with time as ā ∼ t̄1/2 for T̄ = 0.33
and as ā ∼ t̄2/3 for T̄ = 1. This confirms the results
predicted by the polytropic EOS.

t̄
0 0.5 1 1.5

ρ̄

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1
T̄ = 0.1
T̄ = 1
T̄ = 5

FIG. 8. Scaled density ρ̄ versus scaled time for different tem-
peratures of self-gravitating gas in 3 + 1 dimensions.

t̄
0 5 10

ā

0

2

4

T̄ = 1
T̄ = 3
T̄ = 5

t̄
0 5 10

ā

0

5

10
T̄ = 0.1
T̄ = 0.33
T̄ = 0.5

FIG. 9. Scale factor ā versus scaled time t̄ at high (up) and low
(down) temperature of self-gravitating gas in 3+1 dimensions.

t̄
0 0.5 1 1.5 2

ρ̄

0

0.5

1

T̄ = 0.1 k = 0
k = 1
k = −1

t̄
0 0.5 1 1.5 2

ρ̄

0

0.5

1

T̄ = 1.0 k = 0
k = 1
k = −1

t̄
0 1 2 3 4

ā

0

2

4

6

8

T̄ = 0.1

k = 0
k = 1
k = −1

t̄
0 1 2 3 4

ā

0

2

4

6

T̄ = 1.0

k = 0
k = 1
k = −1

FIG. 10. Density and Scale factor versus scaled time at high
and low temperature for 3 + 1 dimensional spacetime with
different curvatures.

C. Higher Dimensions

Numerical solutions of the Friedmann equations in di-
mensions D = 4, 5 and 6 are shown in Fig. (11). As can

be seen, dimensionality has week effect on both density
and scale factor at either T̄ = 0.33 corresponds to the
”radiation-dominated era” and T̄ = 1.0.

t̄
0 0.5 1 1.5

ρ̄

0

0.5

1
D = 4
D = 5
D = 6

t̄
0 1 2 3

ā

0

1

2

3

D = 4
D = 5
D = 6

FIG. 11. Density profile ρ̄ and scale factor ā versus scaled time
t̄ at different temperatures for self-gravitating lattice system
in D = 4, 5 and 6 dimensions. Solid curves represent the
solution at T̄ = 0.33. Dashed curves represent solutions at
T̄ = 1.0. Similar colors refer to the same dimensionality.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have investigated the possibility of the
formation of stellar compact objects using a lattice EOS,
and the results are compared to those of the polytropic
continuum EOS that has been used in previous studies.
The ratio M/R of the compact object found here falls
within the range of the one reported in the literature
[28]. However, our results for the mass M and radius R
are different from the ones that have been found using
the standard calculation of GR, because of the effect of
exclusion introduced by the lattice. At low-density, our
analysis reduced neatly to all the results derived previ-
ously [14, 15]. At this limit, the lattice EOS is reduced to
those used in the description of relativistic Neutron stars
as well as the three eras of the early Universe (The in-
flation era, the radiation-dominated era, and the matter-
dominated era). Numerical solutions of the TOV equa-
tion suggest that the mass and radius of the compact
object depend strongly on the central pressure and it is
generally smaller compared to the one found using a poly-
tropic EOS. However, in D = 2, the mass is independent
of the central pressure. Hence only compact objects with
finite and constant masses do exist and there is no possi-
bility for the formation of black holes. In D ≥ 3, there is
a possibility for the formation of compact objects with a
large mass gap. Our calculations show that gravity has
a stronger effect in 3 + 1 dimensions than any other di-
mension. Beyond a certain mass threshold, the compact
object becomes unstable and collapses into a singularity.
This could be a sign of the formation of a black hole.
The smaller mass weakens the gravitational attraction
and hence the radius is greater compared to the continu-
ous description. Calculations based on string theory and
quantum gravity point to the existence of a black hole in
2+1 dimensional anti-de Sitter space. Thus, it is of great
interest to see how does the lattice gas EOS work with
models of string theory and quantum gravity. We expect
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that models based on string theory and quantum gravity
could give some corrections to our model for stellar black
hole. As a continuation to this work, we are planning
to use these advanced models combined with the lattice
EOS to study the PBH where the calculation based on

the TOV equation is not possible. We found that the lat-
tice EOS imposes a lower limit on the mass of the stellar
black hole and this could be very promising in studying
the evaporation of the PBH and its connection to dark
matter.
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Phase Transitions in the Early Universe: Theory and

Observations (Springer Science + Business Media Dor-
drecht, 2001).

[2] W. Unruh and R. Schutzhold, Quantum Analogues:

From Phase Transitions to Black Holes and Cosmology

(Springer, 2007).
[3] M. W. Choptuik, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 9 (1993).
[4] S. Weinberg, Cosmology (Oxford University Press, 2008).
[5] S. Weinberg, Gravitation and Cosmology: Principles and

Applications of the General Theory of Relativity (John
Wiley & Sons, 1972).

[6] A. Friedman, Z. Phys. 10, 377 (1922).
[7] R. C. Tolman, Phys. Rev. 55, 364 (1939).
[8] J. R. Oppenheimer and G. M. Volkoff, Phys. Rev. 55,

374 (1939).
[9] R. M. Wald, Quantum Field Theory in Curved Space-

time and Black Hole Thermodynamics (The University
of Chicago Press, 1994).

[10] D. Lust and W. Vleeshouwers, Black Hole Information

and Thermodynamics (Springer, 2019).
[11] P. H. Chavanis, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 20, 3113 (2006).
[12] D. Lynden-Bell and R. Wood, Mon. Not. R. Astro. Soc.

138, 495 (1968).
[13] W. Thirring, Z. Phys. 235, 339 (1970).
[14] P.-H. Chavanis, Eur. Phys. J. B 87, 9 (2014).
[15] B. Bakhti, D. Boukari, M. Karbach, P. Maass, and

G. Müller, Phys. Rev. E 97, 042131 (2018).
[16] B. Bakhti, M. Karbach, B., P. Maass, and G. Müller,

Phys. Rev. E 92, 042112 (2015).
[17] B. Bakhti, G. Müller, and P. Maass, J. Chem. Phys.

139, 054113 (2013).
[18] B. Bakhti, S. Schott, and P. Maass, Phys. Rev. E 85,

042107 (2012).
[19] P.-H. Chavanis, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 129, 38 (2014).
[20] G. Ingrosso and R. Ruffini, Nuovo Cimento B 101, 369

(1988).
[21] A. Ahriche, K. Hashino, S. Kanemura, and S. Nasri,

Phys. Lett. B 789, 119 (2019).
[22] A. Ahriche, A. Jueid, and S. Nasri, Phys. Rev. D 97,

095012 (2018).
[23] A. Ahriche, A. Manning, K. L. McDonald, and S. Nasri,

Phys. Rev. D 94, 053005 (2016).
[24] T. Harada and S. Jhingan, Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys.

2016, 093E04 (2016).
[25] A. Abada and S. Nasri, Phys. Rev. D 88, 016006 (2013).
[26] K. S. Babu, R. N. Mohapatra, and S. Nasri, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 98, 161301 (2007).
[27] X. Calmet, B. Carr, and E. Winstanley, Quantum Black

Holes (Springer, 2072).
[28] R. R. Silbar and S. Reddy, Am. J. Phys. 72, 892 (2004).
[29] D. L. Shapiro and S. A. Teukolsky, Black Holes, White

Dwarfs, and Neutron Stars: The Physics of Compact Ob-

jects (Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA, 2004).

[30] P.-H. Chavanis, Phys. Rev. E 65, 056123 (2002).
[31] P.-H. Chavanis, Phys. Rev. E 69, 066126 (2004).
[32] P.-H. Chavanis, Eur.Phys. J. Plus 135, 290 (2020).
[33] G. Alberti and P.-H. Chavanis, Phys. Rev. E 101, 052105

(2020).
[34] G. Alberti and P. Chavanis, Eur. Phys. J. B 93, 208

(2020).
[35] P.-H. Chavanis and G. Alberti, Phys. Let. B 801, 135155

(2020).
[36] J. Ponce de Leon and N. Cruz, Gen. Rel. Grav. 32, 1207

(2000).
[37] S. Carlip, Living Rev. Rel. 8 (2005).
[38] S. Deser, R. Jackiw, and G. ’t Hooft, Ann. Phys. 152,

220 (1984).
[39] R. Jackiw, Nucl. Phys. B 252, 343 (1985).
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