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Abstract

The general analytical solution for the static spherically symmetric metric supported by
a perfect fluid with isothermal (proportional) equation-of-state p = wρ is not known at the
time of this writing, except for the trivial cases w = 0 and w = −1; and for w = −1/3. We
show that if Buchdahl coordinates are used, the problem becomes analytically solvable for
w = −1/5; display and discuss the solution(s), and exhibit the connection of this case to the
w = −1 case.

1 Introduction: SSSPF solutions with isothermal EoS

Contrary to the impression in a non-negligible fraction in the literature (see works citing [1]), the
solution for “blackhole surrounded by quintessence” is not known [2–4]. To be more precise, the
general exact static spherically symmetric (SSS) solution of Einstein’s Field Equations (EFE)

Gµν = κTµν (1)

are unknown for perfect fluid (PF) source, i.e.

Tµν = (ρ+ p)uµuν + pgµν (2)

where ρ and p satisfy
p = wρ. (3)

with constant w. In eq.(1), Gµν is the Einstein tensor, for whose definition we use conventions
of [5]; Tµν the stress-energy-momentum (SEM) tensor and κ the coupling constant. Eq.(2) is
applicable for a so-called perfect fluid, sometimes called the isotropic perfect fluid (corresponding
to a fluid without viscosity and heat conduction), where ρ and p are the energy density and pressure,
respectively, as measured by an observer moving with the fluid; and uµ is the fluid’s four-velocity.
One further element of the description of a perfect fluid is the assumed relation, called an equation
of state f(p, ρ) = 0 (EoS) between p and ρ. In stellar physics, the so-called polytropic EoS, p ∝ ργ

is relevant; in cosmology, the isothermal1 EoS, (3). In that context, w = 0 describes the matter-
dominated (or “pressureless dust”) case, w = 1/3 the radiation-dominated case, w < −1/3 dark

∗mail: ibrahim.semiz@boun.edu.tr
1In the literature, this EoS is sometimes called the barotropic EoS or the linear EoS. However, most dictionaries

give the meaning of barotropic as the property that the pressure depends on the density only, and linear would
include relationships like p = p0 +wρ, so we believe that the phrase isothermal EoS is more appropriate, in analogy
with isothermal processes of the classical ideal gas where pV = constant
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energy, and w < −1 phantom energy. These latter concepts have been introduced into cosmology
in the last two decades [6, 7], after the discovery of the acceleration of the expansion of the universe
[8, 9].

To find solutions for the contents and structure of a static spherically symmetric spacetime, one
usually starts with the ansatz [5, Sect.23.2]

ds2 = −B(r)dt2 + A(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2 (4)

for the line element, where dΩ2 is the line element for the unit sphere. For a static spherically
symmetric spacetime filled with an isotropic perfect fluid (SSSPF solutions), one must use (2)
together with the staticity of the perfect fluid source,

uµ = u0δµ0 =⇒ u0 = B(r)−1/2. (5)

Given the metric ansatz (4), the functions B(r) and A(r) are two of the four functions comprising
the solution, ρ(r) and p(r) the other two.

The usual formalism leading to a solution (especially a numerical one) is a path via the well-
known Oppenheimer-Volkoff (OV) equation [10] (see [11] for arguments on the naming), where an
auxiliary function F (r) proportional to the ”mass function” is introduced; and using the EoS and
the differential relation between F (r) and ρ(r), one gets a differential equation for F (r). If that
equation can be solved, the metric functions can be found via relations between A(r), B(r) and
F (r).

However, for most EoS it is very hard to find an analytical solution, and this includes the
deceptively simple isothermal (proportional) EoS p = wρ, except for the trivial cases of w = −1
and w = 0; and the case w = −1/3 [12]. A solution for general w would describe the spacetime
around a spherically symmetric object embedded in dark energy or quintessence2 (note again that
the Kiselev spacetime [1] does not qualify [2–4]); but even if found (after all, a solution can always
be found numerically), it could not describe a blackhole (see [4, 13]) since the staticity condition
uµ = u0δµ0 is not valid inside the horizon.

For this EoS, the OV prescription gives the nonlinear equation

(w + 1)F ′(wrF ′ + F ) + 2w(rF ′′ − 2F ′)(r − F ) = 0 (6)

where we put no constraint on w other than that it is a constant. We repeat that its solution for
arbitrary w is not known, in fact, not even for some given value of w. The triviality of the cases
w = −1 and w = 0 mentioned above can be clearly seen here, since for any of these values, half
of eq.(6) vanishes and the other half factorizes into simple linear equations. In [14], we list all
solutions where F (r) is a finite polynomial, but none of the solutions is general, that is, they do
not contain the number of arbitrary constants they should.

This problem, w = const, is treated e.g. in [15, 16]. In [15], Ivanov concludes that the problem
leads to the Abel equation of second kind, and hence the integrable cases are w = 0,−1,−1/3,−1/5
and a particular solution for w outside the interval (−3 −

√
2,−3 +

√
2). The author also points

out that the w = −1 and w = −1/5 cases are “reciprocals” of each other under the Buchdahl
transformation [17] (the other cases mentioned are self-reciprocal) and derives a w = −1/5 solu-
tion by Buchdahl-transforming the de Sitter solution. However, since he does not transform the
Schwarzschild-de Sitter solution (the most general w = −1 solution), he does not find the most
general w = −1/5 solution.

Apparently, this is due to the author taking the mass function as a definite integral, his eq.(10).
However, it is possible to motivate the definition of that function by realizing that the expression
for ρ coming from the 0-0 component of the Einstein Equations resulting from the line element

2Some authors use quintessence as a synonym for dark energy, while others limit the use of that expression to
the range −1/3 > w > −1.
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(4) becomes a total derivative after multiplication by r2; hence to use the indefinite integral. As
result of this choice, the author also misses the Schwarzschild solution for w = 0 (his n = ∞),
writing “what remains is trivial flat space–time”, and the black hole-like solution in the Einstein
static universe, found in [12]. In other words, the author misses the integration constant, which
represents a mass point at the origin.

In [16], the authors convert the same problem into a Lotka-Volterra differential system and
characterize the Liouvillian integrability of this system using Darboux theory. They confirm inte-
grability of the w = 0, w = −1, w = −1/3 and w = −1/5 cases, and claim that the case w = −1/6
is also integrable. They define the mass function by the same definite integral as [15], and therefore
mention the de Sitter and Einstein static universe as the w = −1 and w = −1/3 solutions, respec-
tively; however it is not clear to the present author if their complicated formalism really misses the
mass points at the origin despite the quoted definite integral, especially since they do not display
any explicit line elements.

In this work, we solve the w = −1/5 SSSPF case completely, and show Buchdahl transform
connections to the w = −1 solutions, and identify the Ivanov solution as a special case of the
general one we find here.

2 Solution for w = −1/5

While the OV-formalism is well-known, the form (4) for the line element is not unique: it implies
that the radial coordinate r has been defined as 1/2π times the circumference of the largest circle
lying in a given surface of spherical symmetry. The radius of that circle could be defined as any
function (preferably monotonic) y(r) of r, giving rise to the most general diagonal SSS line element

ds2 = −B(r)dt2 + A(r)dr2 + y(r)2dΩ2. (7)

Now, a coordinate condition can be chosen to define a valid coordinate system. For example,
the coordinates associated with choice y(r) = r, as in eq.(4) are called Schwarzschild, or curvature
coordinates. It turns out that our problem can be solved for w = −1/5 in Buchdahl coordinates3

(see the table in [4] for examples of coordinate conditions) where A(r)B(r) = 1, as described below.
In these coordinates [eliminating A(r)], the EFE give

κρ =
1

y2
− By′2

y2
− y′B′

y
− 2By′′

y
(8a)

κp = − 1

y2
+
By′2

y2
+
y′B′

y
(8b)

κp =
B′y′

y
+
B′′

2
+
By′′

y
, (8c)

for the 00, 11 and 22 components, respectively (the 33 component is the 22 component multiplied
on both sides by sin2 θ). The prime of course denotes derivative with respect to r. Adding the first,
second, and (four times) third equations after multiplication by y/2 gives

yB′′ + 2y′B′ + y′′B = κ
y

2
(ρ+ 5p), (9)

which obviously can easily be solved if (ρ+ 5p) = 0, giving

y(r)B(r) = C0 + C1r, (10)

3not particularly related to the Buchdahl transformation, although the transformation does keep the Buchdahl
coordinate condition intact.

3



where C0 and C1 are constants.
Now we eliminate pressure from eqs.(8b) and (8c) to get what is usually referred to as the

“pressure isotropy equation”, then eliminate B and its derivatives via (10) to get

(C0 + C1r)y
′′ − 2C1y

′ + 2 = 0. (11)

A relevant singular point of this differential equation is at r0 = −C0/C1, which becomes infinite in
the case C1 = 0, changing the nature of the equation. Therefore we need to consider the two cases
separately.

2.1 The generic case C1 6= 0

In this case, eq.(11) can be solved to give

y(r) = C2 +
r

C1

+
C3(C0 + C1r)

3

3C1

=
3(C1C2 + r) + C3(C0 + C1r)

3

3C1

≡ f(r)

3C1

(12)

where f(r) has been defined in the last step. This leads to the line element

ds2 = −3C1(C0 + C1r)

f(r)
dt2 +

f(r)

3C1(C0 + C1r)
dr2 +

f(r)2

9C2
1

dΩ2. (13)

However, some of the integration constants in this line element are redundant: We can transform
r → C1r̄ − C0/C1, t → t̄/C1, redefine the constants C2 → C̄2 + C0/C

2
1 , C3 → 3C̄3/C

5
1 , then drop

the overbars to get

ds2 = − r

f(r)
dt2 +

f(r)

r
dr2 + f(r)2dΩ2 (14)

where f(r) has been redefined as
f(r) = C2 + r + C3r

3. (15)

The density and pressure for this solution are given by

ρ(r) = −15C3 r
2

κf(r)2
(16)

p(r) =
3C3 r

2

κf(r)2
. (17)

2.2 The particular case C1 = 0

In this case, eq.(11) easily gives

y(r) = C2 + C3r −
r2

C0

=
C0(C2 + C3r)− r2

C0

≡ g(r)

C0

, (18)

resulting in the line element

ds2 = − C2
0

g(r)
dt2 +

g(r)

C2
0

dr2 +
g(r)2

C2
0

dΩ2. (19)

Note that eqs.(18) and (19) do not follow as the C1 → 0 limit of eqs.(12) and (13). Here also
redundant constants can be removed. The appropriate transformation is g(r) → C0r̄, t → t̄/

√
C0

and constant redefinition is C = C0C
2
3 + 4C2, and after dropping the overbars results in

ds2 = −dt
2

r
+

r

C − 4 r
dr2 + r2dΩ2. (20)
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which is Solution 8a of [14] (which in turn is a special case of Tolman V [18] solution), after time
rescaling. The density and pressure for this solution are given by

ρ(r) =
5

κr2
(21)

p(r) = − 1

κr2
. (22)

Interestingly, these expressions do not contain the constant C.

2.3 Connections to the w = −1 case

Let us first discuss the Ivanov’s w = −1/5 solution, [15], eqs.(96) and (97), given in isotropic
coordinates. To compare it with our solution, we must transform it into Buchdahl coordinates,
which gives

ds2 = − dt2

1 + 4 c r2
+ (1 + 4 c r2) dr2 + (1 + 4 c r2)2 r2dΩ2. (23)

It can be seen that this is the C2 = 0 special case of our solution, (14), i.e. contains only one
parameter. This is not surprising, since the solution was found in [15] as the Buchdahl transform
of the de Sitter solution, which also contains one parameter.

Could the general solution (14) have been found as the Buchdahl transform of the Schwarzschild-
de Sitter –aka Köttler– solution (SdS/K)? While we initially derived (14) without utilizing the
Buchdahl transform, we later found that the answer is affirmative. Starting from the well-known
standard form ds2 = −F (r)dt2 + F (r)−1dr2 + r2dΩ2, with F (r) = 1− 2M

r
− Λ

3
r2 (for this solution,

Schwarzschild and Buchdahl coordinates coincide), the Buchdahl transform gives [17]

ds2 = −F (r)−1dt2 + F (r)2
(
F (r)−1dr2 + r2dΩ2

)
= − r

r − 2M − Λr3/3
dt2 +

r − 2M − Λr3/3

r
dr2 + (r − 2M − Λr3/3)2dΩ2, (24)

which agrees with (14) after identifications C2 → −2M , C3 → −Λ/3. One possible reason for the
author of [15] missing this solution was identified near the end of Sect. 1 as the author defining
the mass funtion as a definite integral. Another reason could be the author’s unnecessary insis-
tence on using the Buchdahl transform strictly in isotropic coordinates. The line element of the
Schwarzschild-de Sitter/Köttler spacetime cannot be written in terms of elementary functions in
that coordinate system (see [19] for a recent treatment), the author of [15] may have thought that
the corresponding w = −1/5 solution cannot be written in terms of elementary functions either.

Finally, what about the particular solution, (20)? It is not an obvious limiting case of (14),
therefore it seems that it cannot be the Buchdahl transform of a special or limiting case of the SdS/K
solution. What is it the Buchdahl transform of, then? For the answer, we can Buchdahl-transform
the solution, since the transform is its own inverse. We get

ds2 = −rdt2 +
1

r(C − 4 r)
dr2 + dΩ2, (25)

one of infinitely many representations of the Nariai spacetime [20–22] with Λ = 1. The Nariai
spacetime with arbitrary Λ can be described by

ds2 = −rdt2 +
1

Λr(C − 4 r)
dr2 +

1

Λ
dΩ2, (26)

and satisfies w = −1. However the constancy of the coefficient of dΩ2 prevents this line element from
being transformed into the SdS/K form by a nonsingular transformation of the radial coordinate;
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hence it is not surprising that our particular solution is distinct from the generic one (It turns out
that the Nariai solution is a very nonobvious limiting case of the SdS/K solution, reachable by a
singular tranformation [23]). The Buchdahl transform of the general Nariai solution (26) gives

ds2 = −dt
2

r
dt2 +

r

Λ(C − 4 r)
dr2 +

r2

Λ
dΩ2, (27)

which can immediately be transformed into (20) by simple scaling of coordinates and redefinition
of constants. Hence we would seem to have found a degeneracy of the Buchdahl transform.

3 Discussion of the spacetimes

One advantage of the Buchdahl coordinates is that they guarantee correct signature, since g00 and
g11 switch sign at same r-values r = rs, if at all. These values may represent spatial points [if
f(rs) = 0] or surfaces where spacetime may or may not be singular. If r = rs is a nonsingular
surface, particles/observers can be imagined to cross it. However, on one side of such a surface the
r coordinate is spacelike, hence the spacetime is static; on the other side r is timelike, hence the
spacetime is dynamic. Particles entering these dynamic regions by crossing the surface are unable
to change the sign of their ṙ (it can never cross zero since uµu

µ = −1) later, hence cannot return;
so these surfaces constitute horizons. Therefore in some cases, these spacetimes could represent
blackholes, as far as particle motion is concerned; if the solution is taken as valid on both sides.

However, in the dynamic regions, the staticity equation (5) is obviously not valid any more,
hence the metric expressions for these regions do not satisfy Einstein’s Equations with a perfect
fluid source4. Elsewhere [13] we expressed this fact as “No new ‘simple’ blackholes”. Therefore we
are interested in the static regions only (where A(r) and B(r) are positive, i.e. f(r) and r have
same sign), to whose discussion we now turn for the two cases.

3.1 The generic spacetimes

The structure depends on the roots of f(r) and r. The scalar curvature vanishes at r = 0, and
diverges at the root(s) of f(r); hence the roots of f(r) represent singularities, not surprising since
f(r) represents the area radius of the surfaces of spherical symmetry. Being third order, f(r) can
have one root which we will denote by ±r∗ in the following; two roots to be denoted by ±ra and
±rb, with an bar over the label a or b showing which one is the double root; or three roots to
be denoted by ±r1, ±r2 and ±r3. The sign of the root can be known (see Figure 1), and will be
indicated explicitly, i.e. r∗, ra, rb, r1, r2 and r3 will be positive quantities. We need to distinguish
cases based on the signs of C3 and C2; however, we should note that simultaneously changing the
signs of C2 and r gives back the same solution.

3.1.1 Positive C3

See Table 1. In this case, f(r) has only one root ±r∗, since its derivative never vanishes. The root
has sign opposite of C2 (see Figure 1).

Positive C2. In this subcase, f(r) and r are both negative for r < −r∗ (“Left”) and both positive
for r > 0 (“Right”).
Right region. This spacetime is bounded by a horizon-like surface at r = 0 (with finite spherical
area 4πC2

2), extending to r →∞, is not asymptotically flat (as the proper radial coordinate r̄ →∞,
the volume increment dV corresponding to dr̄ is 32π

√
C3r̄

3dr̄ instead of 4πr̄2dr̄); and may be called

4except for the cases of vacuum (ρ = 0, p = 0) and Λ-fluid (p+ ρ = 0).
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Figure 1: Graphs of f(r) for given |C3| but different C2’s. The three blue (or, generally rising)
curves have positive C3 and the eight red (or, generally falling) curves negative C3. In each family,
the values of C2 decreases from top to bottom, corresponding to the cases discussed below and
shown in the tables.

the H∞ spacetime.
Left region. This spacetime is bounded by a naked singularity at r = −r∗ (with zero spherical area,
i.e. a point), extending to r → −∞, not asymptotically flat (asymptotic properties similar to the
right region). In fact, the above-mentioned r → −r transformation will bring the solution into a
form with negative C2 (positive C3) and r > r∗. It may be called the S∞ spacetime.

Vanishing C2. In this subcase, the root of f(r), where the scalar curvature is expected to diverge,
coincides with the root of r, where the scalar curvature is expected to vanish, giving finite scalar
curvature. The left and right regions can be said to touch at their respective centers of symmetry
without any singularity, which effectively constitutes a wormhole between the two regions, albeit
with vanishingly small throat radius. Of course, this could also be said of the trivial Minkowski
space, if r in spherical coordinates is allowed to vary in (−∞,+∞), but the case at hand is the
limit of either of the two cases above, where two regions can be said to exist. We may call this case
the ∞0∞ spacetime.

Negative C2. By the transformation mentioned above, this subcase gives spacetimes identical to
the positive C2 subcase (see Table 1).

3.1.2 Vanishing C3

In this case, f(r) becomes C2 + r. The transformation C2 + r → r shows this spacetime to be
the Schwarzschild spacetime with C2 = 2M (Positive C2 gives the usual Schwarzschild blackhole,

7



Table 1: Spacetimes for positive C3. In these cases, f(r) has exactly one root, since f ′(r) is strictly
positive. The sign of the root is explicitly indicated, i.e. the quantity r∗ is positive. trf: The
transformation r −→ −r together with C2 −→ −C2, H: horizon, A: area, NS: pointlike naked
singularity.
Sign of C2;
sign of root of
f(r)

Region
(possible
coord.
trf.)

Inner bound-
ary

Outer
bound-
ary

Comment Suggested
name

C2 is posi-
tive; root is
negative (−r∗)

Right H at
r = 0, with
A = 4πC2

2

+∞ infinite H∞

Left (trf) NS at −r∗
trf−→

NS at +r∗

−∞ trf−→
+∞

infinite S∞

C2 = 0 =⇒ root
= 0

Right r = 0,
regular,
A = 0

+∞ One may consider
the two∞ regions to
be connected by an
infinitesimal worm-
hole, see text

Two copies of
0∞; or ∞0∞
if considered
conectedLeft (trf) r = 0, regular,

A = 0
−∞ trf−→
+∞

C2 is negative;
root is positive
(+r∗)

Right +r∗ +∞ Same as S∞
Left (trf) 0 −∞ trf−→

+∞
Same as H∞

negative C2 gives an asymptotically flat spacetime with a naked singularity at the center).

3.1.3 Negative C3

See Table 2. In this case, f(r) has one, two or three roots depending on if |C2| is larger than, equal
to or smaller than 2

3
1√

3|C3|
= C∗ (see Figure 1).

Positive C2 > C∗. In this subcase, f(r) has a single positive root r∗, so A(r) and B(r) are positive
in the finite range 0 < r < r∗, where r∗ >

1√
−3C3

. One boundary, r = 0, is again a horizon-like

surface (finite spherical area 4πC2
2), the other an origin-like naked sigularity. The transformation

r → r∗−r will put the singularity at the origin and the horizon at r = r∗, so this spacetime consists
of a naked singularity surrounded by a horizon; i.e. it is compact. Interestingly, the area radius
increases as the radial distance from the point singularity increases, reaching a maximum C2 +C∗,
and then decreases to C2 at the horizon. This makes the topology of this spacetime the 3-D analog
of a regular sphere with a circumpolar region (smaller than a hemisphere) removed. We may call
this case the SHL spacetime since it is larger than the SHL spacetime introduced next.

Positive C2 = C∗. In this subcase, f(r) and r are again positive in a finite range 0 < r < rb (see
Figure 1 and Table 2) where rb = 3C∗. r = 0 is horizon-like, r = rb is singular, the area radius has
a maximum (equal to 2C2 = 2C∗); so this spacetime is qualitatively similar to the last discussed
spacetime; we may call it the SH1 spacetime, since it really has only one parameter, namely C3.
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Positive C2 < C∗. In this subcase, f(r) and r have same sign in the two finite ranges −r1 < r <
−r2 (“Left”) and 0 < r < r3 (“Right”).
Right region. This spacetime is also qualitatively similar to the SH spacetimes discussed above, but
is smaller, so we may call it the SHS spacetime.
Left region. The ends of the range −r1, −r2 are both pointlike naked singularities, with a maximum
of f(r)2 in the middle; hence the spacetime is a compact closed spacetime, topologically similar to
a 3-sphere, with naked singularities at antipodal points, and can be called the SS spacetime.

Vanishing C2. In this subcase, the roots of f(r) become −r1 = −1√
−C3

, r2 = 0 and r3 = 1√
−C3

. All

of these roots represent points (not surfaces), and r = −r1 and r = r3 are singularities, but r = 0 is
nonsingular, as in the above∞0∞ spacetime. Like in that case, we have two spacetimes touching at
their respective centers of symmetry without any singularity, constituting an infinitesimal wormhole;
unlike that case, the two spacetimes are compact, with naked singularities at the antipodes –or
alternative centers–, so we may call it the S0S spacetime.

3.2 The particular spacetime

The form (19) for the line element of the particular spacetime has the advantages of Buchdahl
coordinates mentioned in the beginning of this section, but multiple parameters; whereas the form
(20) (which is not novel) lacks those advantages despite being simpler in the sense of having only
one parameter. However, it is possible to have both: Defining r −→ r̄ + C0C3/2, we get g(r) −→
C0C2 + C2

0C
2
3/4 − r̄2. Since we need positive g(r) for the spacetime to be static, C0C2 + C2

0C
2
3/4

must be positive; and r̄ must be between the two roots, a finite range. The form (20) also shows a
finite range, 0 < r < C/4, but the ranges of the two forms do not match, since the transformation
g(r)→ C0r̄ from (19) to (20) is not one-to-one.

Further defining C0C2 + C2
0C

2
3/4 −→ C̄2, then r̄ −→ C̄r̃, and also rescaling time, we get

ds2 =
C̄4

C2
0

[
− 1

1− r̃2
dt̃2 + (1− r̃2)dr2 + (1− r̃2)2dΩ2

]
(28)

showing a Buchdahl-form line element with a single (global scaling) parameter.
The form (28) describes an S3-like spatial topology, with two naked singularities at antipodal

positions r̃ = ±1, and better suited for interpretation than (20). The form (20) covers this spacetime
twice: As we radially go from one root/singularity to the other in (28), in (20) we must go from
0 to C/4 and back; r = C/4 in (20) corresponds to the 3-D equator r̃ = 0 of the S3-like spatial
part; it is not easy to see from the form (20) that r = C/4 is not singular. This may not be too
surprising since in the transformation to (20) we lose the Buchdahl form. We can see that this
spacetime is also compact, with finite proper extension in the radial direction and a finite proper
volume. We have kept the discussion of the particular spacetime brief, and not included it in the
tables because it is not novel, at least in the form (20).

3.3 The conformal (Carter-Penrose) diagrams

Suppressing the angular coordinates, the line element for the generic spacetime, (14), can be written
as

ds2 =
r

f(r)

(
−dt2 + dR̄2

)
(29)

where

R̄ =
∫ f(r)

r
dr = C2 ln r + r +

C3

3
r3, (30)

and r and f(r) in (29) are now considered implicit functions of R̄ via (30). Now we can use the form
(29) to construct conformal diagrams showing causal relationships. In particular, r = 0 is mapped
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to R̄ −→ −∞ for C2 > 0 (or is made so by a transformation). These are the spacetimes with
horizons, i.e. the H∞, SHL, SH1 and SHS spacetimes. Switching to null coordinates, transforming
to null coordinates with finite range, discarding the conformal factor, transforming back to spacelike
and timelike coordinates, we find that the horizon in each case appears in the diagram like the
horizon in the right half of the Penrose diagram of the Schwarzschild spacetime; except that it is
labeled r = 0 instead of r = 2M . For H∞, the infinities exist, and are obviously similar to the
Schwarzschild case for this purpose (even though this spacetime is not asymptotically flat), so the
conformal (Carter-Penrose) diagram of H∞ is identical in appearance to the right diamond of the
corresponding diagram for the Schwarzschild spacetime (Figure 2).

Figure 2: A Penrose diagram of the H∞ spacetime.

The SHL, SH1 and SHS spacetimes, however, do not extend to infinity; they end at a naked
singularity each, at given r-values; so their Penrose diagrams will be cut off at some r =const.
curve, which can be arranged to be vertical by the choice of unit for r. The transformations in
Table 2 put the singularity at the origin, hence flip the Penrose diagram horizontally (Figure 3).

The Penrose diagram of the S∞ spacetime is also a cut-off version of that of the H∞ spacetime,
this time the right half. It does have infinities, but no horizon; it has a naked singularity instead
(Figure 4).

The Penrose diagram of the ∞0∞ spacetime is identical in appearance to two Minkowski-
space Penrose diagrams glued together (Figure 5). The dotted line in the middle represents the
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Figure 3: A Penrose diagram of either the SHL, or the SH1 or the SHS spacetime, and its transformed
(flipped) version. The radial coordinate of the singularity becomes the radial coordinate of the
horizon after the transformation.

r
=
r S r

=
0

-

Figure 4: A Penrose diagram of the S∞ spacetime.

infinitesimal wormhole at the origin, and should be thought of like a semi-permeable membrane:
An object can either reflect off it, staying in its 0∞ spacetime, or pass through it into the other. Or
one may consider the probability of passing through the wormhole to be also infinitesimal, hence
impose reflection, giving two unconnected spacetimes.

For the SS spacetime, the variable R̄ does not reach ±∞, even though C2 6= 0, since r is
confined between two negative (positive after transformation) values, hence does not reach zero or
±∞. Therefore, a photon or an object can cross the space between the two naked singularities in
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Figure 5: A Penrose diagram of the ∞0∞ spacetime. The dotted line in the middle will usually
(always?) reflect objects.
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finite coordinate time, in contrast to the cases of Figures 2-5 (of course, the fact that a trip takes
infinite coordinate time does not necessarily mean it takes infinite proper time, recall fall to horizon
in Schwarzschild). Therefore, an infinite number of zigzags between singularities is possible for a
photon, very obvious from a conformal diagram in the form of an infinite strip, but not so obvious
from the Penrose diagram (Figure 6).

Figure 6: A conformal diagram (left, extending indefinitely up and down) and a Penrose diagram
(right) of the SS spacetime.
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The S0S spacetime is like a truncated version of the ∞0∞ spacetime. Again R̄ does not
reach ±∞, this time since C3 = 0 and the space is truncated by the singularity; hence again
infinite zigzagging is possible, and two diagrams. The origin has the same property as in the∞0∞
spacetime, hence the similar dotted line (Figure 7).

Figure 7: A conformal diagram (left) and a Penrose diagram (right), applying both to the S0S
spacetime and to the particular spacetime. The dotted line represents an infinisimal wormhole for
S0S, and the “equator” for the particular spacetime.

Finally, the particular spacetime is also bounded by two naked singularities at certain values
of the radial coordinate. Here also the variable for R̄ (defined for making ds2 proportional to
−dt2 + dR̄2) changes by finite amount when traversing the space radially, so infinite zigzagging
is possible. Therefore Figure 7 qualitatively also applies here, the dotted line for this spacetime
representing “the equator” of the S3-like topology.

4 Summary and final comments

We have presented the full solutions of Einstein’s Equations for the static spherically symmetric
case of a perfect fluid source with equation of state p = −ρ/5, exhibited connection to the p = −ρ
case, and discussed the resulting spacetimes for all ranges of the solutions’ parameters. As discussed
in the introduction, the motivation for the EoS p = wρ comes from cosmology, where w values less
than -1/3 are routinely used in discussions of accelerating expansion of the universe, and hence
dark energy, even though the corresponding fluid is usually considered unphysical or exotic, since
it violates various energy conditions.

Despite the caveats associated with the nature of the negative-w fluids, once they are seriously
considered in one area, it is natural to wonder if applications –even if only at the level of thought
experiments– can be found in other areas, for example, if these fluids could play a role on e.g.
galactic scales or contribute to or modify the structures of compact objects, ”stars”. As also
discussed in [24], the naked singularities at the origins of some of these spacetimes and the fact
that these solutions cannot be matched to an external vacuum –Schwarzschild– solution due to their
nonvanishing pressure do not mean that the solutions are useless. In “stellar” solutions, one of the
solutions could be used in a radial coordinate range that excludes the troublesome boundaries, and
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at the ends of that range, be matched to some other solutions, again, as also argued5 in [24]. In fact,
it might be possible to match them at some surface with an exterior de Sitter or Schwarzschild
- de Sitter solution since the negative pressure of the fluid could be made to match −Λ at the
surface, and this might be more realistic since our universe seems to have a cosmological constant
or equivalent.

The exotic properties of these fluids may be realized e.g. via various fields, or as effective fluids,
as sometimes done in cosmology. There is a fair body of literature discussing the possibility of
“dark energy stars” with EoS more extreme than the present case; and it is also possible that in
a static situation, a ”more physical” fluid and a possible cosmological constant together can be
equivalent to a single negative-w fluid, just like the Einstein static universe model where matter
(w = 0) and a cosmological constant Λ (w = −1) combined in a certain ratio, are equivalent to a
fluid with w = −1/3.

Very few exact SSSPF solutions are known for the EoS p = wρ, and the present work may
have completed all the fully exactly integrable w cases (see end of Sect. 1). The spacetimes found
here are either compact, bounded by horizons and/or naked singularities, or they do not have the
correct asymptotic properties to be relevant in our universe6. The metric for the case with positive
C3 and C2 (the H∞ spacetime) features a horizon, and could describe a blackhole in an infinite
universe, but the dynamical region does not have a perfect fluid source, so that region is not valid
in the present context.

However, the generic solutions with negative C3 (SH types, SS and S0S; all of them compact)
and the particular solution may not be as exotic as they first seem; they satisfy all the usually
quoted energy conditions [dominant, strong, weak, null; see eqs. (16), (17), (21) and (22)]. The
generic solutions with positive C3 (all of them infinite) violate all of them.

Finally, the EoS p = −ρ/5 by itself does not have a well-known interpretation, unlike the cases
listed between eqs. (3) and (4), or w = −1 (equivalent to Λ) or w = −1/3 (equivalent to a gas
of cosmic strings). Hence it is intriguing that the solution becomes simple/integrable in that case.
Another final thought is that the surprisingly diverse set of spacetimes resulting from the solution
of the present problem leads to the expectation of even more diverse set for the seemingly simple
problem of static spherically symmetric configurations obeying the EoS (3), p = wρ, and may
dampen the expectation of a single reasonably elementary solution for that problem.
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