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We consider a cosmological model with dark matter in the form of ∼ 10−12M⊙ primordial black
holes in dense weakly relativistic clusters with masses 18 − 560M⊙. It is shown that during the
multiple collisions of the black holes the ∼ 10% of the initial cluster mass can be transformed
into gravitational waves in the time interval from recombination to the redshifts z ≥ 10. At the
recombination epoch, the density of matter was larger by ∼ 10% and, accordingly, the universe
expansion rate was higher. This leads to a shortening of the sound horizon scale, as is necessary to
solve the “H0 tension” problem.

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the accuracy of cosmological measure-
ments has significantly increased both in the study of
relic radiation and in local measurements. This makes
it possible to test the predictions of various cosmological
inflation theories, for example, to measure small devia-
tions of the cosmological perturbation spectrum from the
Harrison-Zeldovich flat spectrum. However, a number of
unresolved points remain. Apart from global questions
about the nature of dark matter and dark energy, the
structure of the universe as a whole, etc., there are some
unexplained data (supermassive black holes at high red-
shifts, the EDGES absorption, etc.), as well as inconsis-
tencies between different sets of measurements.
One such recent problem is the “H0 tension” or “Hub-

ble Tension” problem [1, 2]. The nowadays Hubble con-
stant as measured from the early universe by the Planck
telescope H0 = 67.37 ± 0.54 km/s/Mpc [3] is less than
the Hubble constant H0 = 73.52 ± 1.62 km/s/Mpc [4]
as measured in the local universe by Cepheids and Type
Ia supernovae. Attempts were put to find an astrophysi-
cal solution without involving new physical phenomena.
For example, in [5], the problem is explained by the con-
tribution of intergalactic dust to the measured cosmic
microwave radiation. But many hypotheses go beyond
the usual cosmological models. For example, the decays
of dark matter particles [1, 6–8], the reannihilation of
self-interacting dark matter [9], the generation of dark
radiation, a certain type of dark energy evolution, etc.
were considered (see the comprehensive review of solu-
tions in [10]).
One of the suggested approaches to achieve the agree-

ment is to shift the sound horizon scale at the time of
recombination, see for example, [11]. Indeed, the first
acoustic peak is on the angular scale θs = rs/D, where
D = c

∫ zr
0

dz/H(z), rs =
∫∞

zr
cs(z)dz/H(z) is the sound

horizon radius, zr is the recombination redshift, cs is the
sound speed. The scale θs is fixed by the observational
data. Suppose D depends only on the Hubble constant in
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the current epoch. In this case, by measuring the scale
of the first acoustic peak formed in the early universe,
one can find the Hubble constant at the present time.
But the value H0 obtained in this way is less than it was
measured in the local universe at the present time. It
was suggested to eliminate the contradiction with local
H0 measurements by shortening the sound horizon rs.
Namely, it is assumed that the Hubble constant before
recombination (in the integrand for rs) was greater than
in the standard picture. Therefore, the rs was smaller.

Therefore the “H0 tension” problem could be explained
by the non-relativistic matter mass transfer to the rela-
tivistic component (dark radiation) [11]. Between the
epoch of the mass transfer and the present time, this
dark radiation has experienced a cosmological redshift
and does not make a noticeable contribution to the mod-
ern Hubble constant. It is necessary that dark radiation
appeared in the universe after the primordial nucleosyn-
thesis, since it would give additional effective relativistic
degrees of freedom, changing the yield of chemical ele-
ments. See, however, the discussion in [12], where the
difficulties of such models are noted. In addition, the dif-
ficulties with a change to late time physics as a solution
were described in [13].

In this paper, we also propose a model with the mat-
ter transfer into radiation. We consider the generation of
gravitational waves when primordial black holes (PBHs)
collide in dense clusters, assuming that all the PBHs
make up the dark matter in the universe. When two
PBHs merge, about 10% of their mass is transformed
into gravitational waves [14, 15], and several consecutive
mergers are possible in the PBHs clusters. If this en-
ergy transfer occurred after recombination, the density
of dark matter in a comoving volume has decreased since
recombination. The gravitational radiation has experi-
enced a cosmological redshift to date and does not make
a noticeable contribution to the current universe density.
At the time of recombination, the density of dark matter
in the comoving volume was ∼ 10% higher, which in-
creases the rate of cosmological expansion in that epoch
compared to models without energy transfer. We show
that this model is able to reduce the Hubble constant
by ∼ 5% and remove the “H0 tension” problem. Note,
that the value ∼ 5% is requires for the intervals obtained
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in the works [3] and [4] began to overlap, although a
smaller amount is sufficient to mitigate the discrepan-
cies. The processes of PBHs formation and mergers lead
to the emission of gravitational waves and the stochastic
gravitational-wave background filling (see i.g. [16–19]).
The emission of the gravitational waves during the PBHs
merges in pairs in the context of “H0 tension” problem
was discussed in [20], where it was concluded that this
mechanism cannot fully explain “H0 tension”. In our
model, the PBHs merge not in isolated pairs, but in clus-
ters, so the PBHs mergers rate and correspondingly the
rate of the mass transfer into gravitational waves can be
significantly higher than it was obtained in [20].

The main ingredients of this model are PBHs and their
clusters. The possibility of the PBH formation in the
Universe was discovered in [21, 22], and later many pos-
sible formation models were proposed, see the reviews
[23–25]. There are many cosmological and astrophysical
constraints on the number of PBHs in the universe in
different mass intervals [25]. However, the possibility is
still allowed that the PBHs constitute all the dark mat-
ter [26, 27]. In particular, the mass window 1020−1024 g
still remains open. The emission of gravitational waves
at the PBH mergers has already been discussed in a num-
ber of papers in various aspects. For example, in [14], the
generation of the gravitational waves background by the
low-mass PBHs before their quantum evaporation was
considered.

PBHs can be initially formed in the universe not uni-
formly, but in clusters [24, 28–30]. One of the well-
developed models for the PBH clusters is the domain
wall fragmentation model [28, 29]. In this model, both
the PBHs themselves and their clusters can be formed
with different masses and scales, depending on the pa-
rameters of the theory. In this regard, the masses of the
PBHs and the parameters of the clusters at the current
stage can be considered as free parameters, because the
theory and observations does not fix them.

In this paper, without specifying a particular mecha-
nism of PBHs and clusters formation, we assume that the
dark matter in the universe consists of PBHs with masses
1020 − 1024 g. Another our assumption is that PBHs are
in very compact clusters, which are already at the weakly
relativistic state, and their further evolution leads to the
evaporation of PBHs from the clusters and the contrac-
tion of the remaining core. We may call such systems by
“extreme clusters”. There are no definite predictions for
the their formation. The presence of the extreme clus-
ters in the Universe with the necessary parameters is the
main assumption of this work. In this paper, we present
an example of parameters that solve the H0 tension by
the mass transfer from the PBHs into the gravitational
waves. As we will show, this model is self-consistent in
the general cosmological picture.

2. FRIEDMAN EQUATIONS WITH MASS

FLOW

The Friedman equations for a flat cosmological model
are written as

H2 =

(

1

a

da

dt

)2

=
8πG

3
ρ, (1)

d2a

dt2
+

4πG

3c2
a(ρc2 + 3p) = 0. (2)

The consequence of these two equations is

dρ

dt
= −3H(ρ+ p/c2). (3)

At the same time

ρ = ρm + ρr + ρΛ, p/c2 =
ρr
3

− ρΛ, (4)

and ρΛ = const.
As it follows from the energy conservation, in the el-

ementary processes of matter transformation into radia-
tion, the sum ρm+ρr does not change, so the appearance
of relativistic particles does not affect the Hubble con-
stant directly through the equation (1). But the change
in the pressure affects the evolution of ρm + ρr over time
through the equation (2), and thus there is an indirect
influence on the Hubble constant. Note also that the
curvature of space cannot change due to internal trans-
formations of energy and pressure. In the presence of
the energy redistribution between matter and radiation,
instead of (3) one s the following equations, which are
actually a consequence of the second law of thermody-
namics,

dρm
dt

= −3Hρm −Q, (5)

dρr
dt

= −4Hρr +Q, (6)

where Q(t) is the density flow between matter and radi-
ation. Together with the equation (1), these two equa-
tions form a complete system describing the problem (of
course, if the function Q(t) is somehow known). Next, in-
stead of Q(t), it will be convenient to consider the mass
flow in the comoving volume q(t) = Q(t)[a(t)/a0]

3 =
Q(t)/(1+ z)3, where the index “0” denotes the values at
the present time t0.
For q = 0, let the density of matter and radiation cur-

rently be ρm,0 and ρr,0, respectively. By matter we mean
the baryons and non-relativistic dark matter, and by ra-
diation we mean all the relativistic components. In the
presence of a mass flow, these quantities are ρm,0 − ∆
and ρr,0+∆, respectively, where ∆ is some arbitrary but
small (∆ ≪ ρm,0) value, meaning that their sum is the
same and is determined by the local Hubble constant.
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Then the solutions of the equations (5) and (6) have the
form

ρm(t) = (1+ z)3ρm,0− (1+ z)3∆+(1+ z)3
t0
∫

t

q(t)dt (7)

and

ρr(t) = (1+ z)4ρr,0+(1+ z)4∆− (1+ z)4
t0
∫

t

q(t)dt

1 + z
. (8)

Let t∗ be the moment when the density transfer starts,
before which q = 0, then

−∆+

t0
∫

t∗

q(t)dt

1 + z
= 0. (9)

And for t < t∗ one have

ρm(t) = (1 + z)3ρm,0 + (1 + z)3
t0
∫

t

z

1 + z
q(t)dt. (10)

Thus, if the energy transfer was completed at a large
z, then the increase in the density of matter ρm in the
comoving volume in the early epochs can be estimated
as

ρm(t) ≃ (1 + z)3ρm,0 + (1 + z)3
t0
∫

t

q(t)dt, (11)

since z/(1 + z) ≃ 1 at z ≫ 1. We assume that the
transfer was completed at z ≥ 10, that is, before the
time t ≃ t10 ≃ 1.5× 1016 sec. An example of the matter
and radiation comoving density evolution according to
(7) and (8) is shown at the Fig. 1.
Since in the “H0 tension” problem the difference is

only a few percent, we will search for a solution of the
Friedman equations by the method of successive approxi-
mations, taking as the zero approximation the case q = 0,
in which

H2 =
8πG

3
ρ̄, (12)

where ρ̄ is the sum of the densities of matter, radiation,
and the lambda-term in the case q = 0. If in the real
situation (for q 6= 0) the density is ρ̄(t) + e(t), then from
the perturbed Friedman equation

(H + δH)2 =
8πG

3
[ρ̄(t) + e(t)] (13)

we get the relative correction to the Hubble constant in
the early times t < t∗

δH

H
≃ 1

2

e(t)

ρ̄(t)
≃ 1

2ρc,0Ωm

t0
∫

t∗

q(t)dt, (14)

tr t* t0

Ρr�H1+zL3

Ρm�H1+zL3

D

D

Figure 1. An example of the matter and radiation comoving
density evolution according to (7) and (8) with the mass-
to-radiation transformation begun at the moment t∗. The
dashed line show the densities without the transformation (if
q = 0). Units on the axes are conditional.

where ρc,0 is the current critical density, and the latter
estimate is applicable at teq < t < t∗, including the t ∼
tr region, where teq is the moment of equality. In this
method of successive approximations, the dependence of
t(z) is described by the usual expression known from the
zero approximation (when q = 0)

H2 = H2
0

[

Ωr(1 + z)4 +Ωm(1 + z)3 +ΩΛ

]

, (15)

where the cosmological density parameters are taken at
the present time.
To solve the “H0 tension” problem, it is necessary that

the value (14) at the epoch t ∼ tr was about 5%. Thus,
it follows from (14) that at t < t10 about 10% of the non-
relativistic matter should be transformed into radiation,
so that at t ∼ tr the Hubble constant was ∼ 5 % greater
than in the q = 0 case. This radiation will not contribute
noticeably to the current density due to the cosmological
redshift, and the current value of H0 will not change un-
der the accepted assumptions. Since, as we assume, the
mass transfer started quite late, the additional radiation
did not contribute to the number of relativistic degrees
of freedom during the primordial nucleosynthesis, which
avoids a contradiction with the theory of primordial nu-
cleosynthesis. In the next chapters, we will show that the
described situation could be realized in the presence of
dense PBH clusters. PBHs mergers in clusters with the
density transfer from the non-relativistic component into
gravitational waves, providing the necessary shift in the
Hubble constant at early epochs.

3. DYNAMICAL EVOLUTION OF BLACK

HOLE CLUSTERS

Let there is a cluster of N PBHs with masses m, total
mass M = Nm, and radius R. These values change over
time during the dynamical evolution of the cluster, and
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their initial values at the time of cluster formation will
be marked with the index “i”. The moment of the cluster
formation ti probably corresponds to the moment of its
entry under the cosmological horizon. In this case, for
the parameters used below, ti ≪ tr. As we get from the
equations of cluster evolution, the cluster evolves slowly
at first, but at the very last stage the evolution accel-
erates very much, and finally the cluster evaporates or
collapses.

The dynamical evolution of the PBHs cluster occurs
due to two-body relaxation and due to the capture of
PBHs in short-lived close binary systems, which quickly
emit kinetic energy into gravitational waves and merge
[31]. The first stage of evolution, when mergers are
rare, is called non-dissipative. At this stage, the fastest
PBHs fly out of the cluster, carrying away energy (dy-
namic evaporation). The remaining cluster mass M(t)
decreases and the cluster is compressed with an increase
in the velocity dispersion v ≃ [GM/(2R)]1/2. The loss in
the tail of the velocity distribution is constantly restored
due to dynamic relaxation, and all the time there are fast
PBHs that leave the cluster. When the remaining part of
the cluster shrinks sufficiently, dissipative processes begin
in it, associated with the emission of gravitational waves
during close PBHs flyby and mergers. During the transi-
tion to the dissipative stage, the evolution of the cluster
is greatly accelerated, and as a result, the cluster com-
pletely evaporates or collapses. Gravitational collapse is
possible when the velocity dispersion in the cluster ap-
proaches the speed of light. The collapse occurs in an
avalanche-like manner due to the presence of overlapping
PBH orbits in the cluster.

In the process of the merger, the PBHs can radiate
about 10% of its mass into gravitational waves. This
is exactly the process that in our model is responsi-
ble for mass transfer into the relativistic component
(gravitational waves). The individual PBH masses grow
m = m(t). We don’t consider the PBHmass distribution,
i.e. we suppose that all the objects have the same mass.
The schematic view of the cluster evolution is shown at
Fig. 2. Let us introduce the variable x = v2/c2. The x
is simply 1/4 the ratio of the cluster gravitational radius
2GM/c2 to its radius R. Approximately, it is assumed
that the cluster has a uniform density. In this approxima-
tion, the equations describing the cluster evolution were
obtained in [31]. Using the variable x, these equations
are written as

1

x

dx

dt
=

(α2 − α1)

tr
+

7

5tcap
, (16)

1

M

dM

dt
= −α2

tr
, (17)

1

m

dm

dt
=

1

tcap
, (18)

Figure 2. Schematic view of the cluster evolution. PBHs
merge into the larger PBHs and some of them fly away from
the cluster (dynamical evaporation). The remaining cluster
gradually contracts until the final disappear or collapse.

where t−1
cap = σcapvn/

√
2, n is the number density of the

PBHs in cluster,

σcap ≈ 6πG2m2

c10/7v18/7
, (19)

and the two-body relaxation time is

tr =

(

2

3

)1/2
v3

4πG2m2nΛ
, (20)

where Λ = ln(0.4N) ≃ 7. The presence of the
Coulomb logarithm Λ emphasizes that close and distant
approaches are equally important for the two-body dy-
namic evolution of the cluster. Next, we will assume
approximately that Λ = const. According to [31], the
constants α1 = 8.72× 10−4, and α2 = 1.24× 10−3 were
obtained in the Fokker-Planck cluster model (see [31] for
a more detailed description and references).
In [32], the exact solution of the system (16)-(18) was

found via the variable x in the approximation Λ = const.
By introducing the notations

xdis ≡
[

10Λ(α2 − α1)

(7
√
3)

]7/5

≃ 1.8× 10−4, (21)

y ≡
(

x

xdis

)5/7

, (22)

and

κ ≡ 7α2

5(α2 − α1)
≃ 4.7, (23)

this solution can be written as

m(y) = mi
1 + y

1 + yi
, (24)

M(y) = Mi

[

(1 + y)yi
y(1 + yi)

]

κ

. (25)
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The beginning of the dissipative stage of evolution cor-
responds to x ∼ xdis, i.e., v/c ≃ 0.013, v ≃ 4000 km s−1

regardless of other cluster parameters. The gravitational
collapse of the cluster occurs at x ≃ xf ≃ 0.1 [31]. The
collapse corresponds to y ∼ ycol ≃ 91. According to
(24) and (25), by the time of collapse, the masses of the
black holes could have grown to ∼ 46mi, and the col-
lapsing remainder of the cluster would have a mass of
0.04Mi. However, with our choice of parameters speci-
fied below, the cluster does not reach the collapse stage,
but completely dynamically evaporates due to the flow
of the PBHs from it. However, before the evaporation of
the cluster, the PBHs in the cluster managed to merge
several times with each other and, as we will show soon,
the total mass transformed into gravitational waves can
reach ∼ 10% of the total initial cluster mass Mi, which
is enough to solve the “H0 tension” problem.

4. TRANSFORMATION OF MASS INTO

GRAVITATIONAL WAVES IN A DENSE

CLUSTER

As a fairly conservative assumption to avoid contra-
dictions with the observational data, we assume that the
density transfer took place in the time interval from tr to
t10. In theory, the mass transfer could have occurred ear-
lier, since the clusters have a very early origin, but early
transfer at t < tr requires denser clusters, which, more-
over, collapse early. We will based on a more conservative
version with the mass transfer at tr ≤ t ≤ t10, which does
not require very dense clusters and fine-tuning of param-
eters. Our goal is to show that at least in this case, it is
possible to obtain reasonable cluster parameters and to
provide a solution to the “H0 tension” problem.
The number of the merging BHs increases according

to the equation

dNc

dt
=

N

tcap
. (26)

The merging mass is dMc = mdNc, so when the param-
eter y is changed from yi to y, the merged total mass
is

Mc

Mi
=

yκi
(1 + yi)κ

y
∫

yi

(1 + y)κ−1dy

yκ
. (27)

The value (27) can exceed one, since the mass of each
PBH could participate in several consecutive mergers.
This statement can be illustrated by the simple toy ex-
ample. Let’s we have four PBH with masses m and the
total mass Mi = 4m. Let the PBHs merged in pairs. Af-
ter the first merger, we have two PBH with masses 2m,
and the merged mass is 4×m = 4m. Let the resulting two
PBH merge into a single PBH with mass 4m. In this sec-
ond merge, the mass 2×2m = 4m is merged. During the
two cycles of mergers, the total mass 4m+4m = 8m was

1 2 3 4 5 6

2

4

6

8

10

log Τ

y

yi = 1

yi = 3

yi = 5

Figure 3. Solution y(τ ) of the equation (28) in dimensionless
time τ for (from bottom to top) yi =1, 3, 5.

merged. Thus, the total merged mass isMc = 8m = 2Mi.
Without dynamical evaporation of the PBHs from a clus-
ter, the maximum mass Mc ∼ Mi log2 Ni could merge in
it, where Ni is the initial number of PBHs in the clus-
ter. In reality, the cluster loses PBHs due to dynamical
evaporation, and the merged mass is much smaller.
Now we calculate the parameters of clusters that col-

lapse or evaporate in the time interval from tr to t10.
As mentioned above, this gives a fairly conservative es-
timate. To trace the dynamics of the cluster over time,
one needs to solve numerically the equation (16), which
we will rewrite as

1

y

dy

dt
=

5(α2 − α1)

7tr
+

1

tcap
. (28)

To solve this equation, it is convenient to introduce a di-
mensionless variable τ = tc3/(GmiN

2
i ). With this vari-

able we have

dy

dτ
=

f1(y)

f2
2 (y)

y31/10
[

25/233/25(α2 − α1)x
3/2
dis /7+

+ 23/232x
31/14
dis y

]

, (29)

where f1(y) = (1 + y)/(1 + yi), and f2(y) = [((1 +
y)yi)/(y(1 + yi))]

κ . The value in square brackets in
(29) in the numeric representation has the form ≃ 1.7×
10−8[1 + 7y], i.e. for extreme clusters, the second term
prevails. An approximate solution can be obtained by
substituting y = yi in f1(y) and f2(y) and neglecting the
first term in square brackets in (29),

y ≃ yi
[

1− 4× 10−7y
31/10
i τ

]10/31
. (30)

From here we roughly get the time when the rapid growth
of y begins,

τb ∼ 2.5× 106y
−31/10
i . (31)
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The exact numerical solution of (29) shows that y(τ)
remains near the initial value for a long time, experienc-
ing a very slow growth, and then at the final stage, for
just one order of τ , a sharp rise begins to formally in-
finite values in a finite time τ (the y of course cannot

be larger than 1/x
5/7
dis ). This is due to the structure of

the equation (29). Examples of the evolution y(τ) are
shown in Fig. 3. This sharp increase occurs near the val-
ues τ ≃ τb ≃ 8.4× 105, 4.1× 104, and 9.5× 103 for yi =1,
3, and 5, respectively. By an order of magnitude, these
values are near the solution (31). The τb corresponds to
the time tb = τbGmiN

2
i /c

3.
Let’s choose yi = 5 as an example. These are fairly

dense weakly relativistic clusters with v/c ≃ 0.04, so we
call them “extreme clusters”. Despite their extreme na-
ture, they evolve quite slowly and completely evaporate
without experiencing collapse. From the above-discussed
requirement tr < tb < t10, we obtain the following con-
ditions for the initial masses of clusters

18

(

mi

10−12M⊙

)1/2

≤ Mi

M⊙

≤ 560

(

mi

10−12M⊙

)1/2

.

(32)
From the cluster evaporation condition M(y) = m(y),
one get the parameter y at the moment of evaporation
yev = 27 and 41 for the left and right sides of the inequal-
ity (32), respectively. For these values, from (27) we get
Mc(y = yev,Mi = 18M⊙) = 1.01Mi, Mc(y = yev,Mi =
560M⊙) = 1.21Mi. In these cases, ∼ 10 % of the initial
mass Mi of the cluster is transformed into gravitational
waves, since such a part of the mass passes into gravita-
tional waves at each merger of the PBHs, regardless of
which generation they belong to, mi, 2mi,.... Note that
the collapse would correspond to y ≃ 91, so, as men-
tioned above, the clusters with yi = 5 do not collapse,
but completely evaporate, because yev < ycol ≃ 91 for
them.
If some of the clusters were even more relativistic

(yi > 5) at the time of their formation, then they could
quickly collapse into the single black holes. If only
∼ 10−4 − 10−3 fraction [33] of the clusters experienced
such collapses, then the resulting massive PBHs could ex-
plain the gravitational wave signals of LIGO/Virgo. The
corresponding masses given by the constraint (32) just
fall into the mass range required for LIGO/Virgo events,
but the left part of this interval is more preferable. In re-
ality, the masses of PBHs formed during collapses should
be somewhat smaller due to the dynamic evolution of
clusters from the moment of formation to collapse.
Like the models with single large PBHs, the clusters

must be randomly distributed, according to the Poisso-
nian law. This follows from the generation of the seed
perturbations at the inflation stage. In the different Hub-
ble volumes, the perturbations are independent, so the
Poissonian distribution is realized. In this regard, there
is no difference in the statistics of the PBH pairs formed
as a result of the early clusters collapses and the single
large PBHs. Thus, the statistics of LIGO/Virgo signals

lead to the same proportion ∼ 10−4 − 10−3 of the stellar
mass PBHs in the composition of all dark matter, as in
the case of non-clustered PBHs [33].
The distribution of clusters by parameters is even more

natural than the formation of them with some fixed pa-
rameters. This is due to the fact that perturbations
are generated from quantum fluctuations at the inflation
stage with an approximately Gaussian distribution. The
maximum of the distribution corresponds to the typical
values, and the tail of the distribution corresponds to
the clusters with the most extreme values. The presence
of a distribution will cause some part of the clusters to
evolve at earlier times, and the PBH mergers will give
some contribution to the radiation. If we knew the dis-
tribution of clusters by parameters, we could calculate
this contribution. At this stage, we can only state that
this contribution is very small, because in earlier epochs,
the average density of the PBH in the Universe was much
less than the density of the relic radiation. Indeed, the
density of the PBH varies as (1+ z)−3, and the radiation
density as (1 + z)−4, so their ratio from the moment of
equality changes as (1 + z)−1. At the time of primor-
dial nucleosynthesis, this ratio was extremely small, so
the emission of the gravitational waves could not give
noticeable contribution to the relativistic degrees of free-
dom.

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we assumed that in the early universe
dense PBH clusters appeared by some mechanism with
the masses of individual PBHs 1020− 1024 g, and the ve-
locity dispersion approaching weakly relativistic values.
If the initial masses of these clusters are within the inter-
val, 18−560M⊙, then the further dynamical evolution of
these clusters occurs in such a way that about ∼ 10% of
their initial mass could be transformed into gravitational
waves during the merger of the PBHs. This means that
in the early universe, during the recombination epoch,
the density of dark matter per unit of comoving volume
was about ∼ 10% greater than in the modern epoch. Ac-
cordingly, the Hubble constant was ∼ 5% higher than it
would have been without the process of mass transfor-
mation into gravitational waves. Increasing the Hubble
constant in the recombination epoch H(tr) leads to the
shortening of the first acoustic peak scale. Thus, from
measurements in the early Universe, the nowadays Hub-
ble constant H0 would be less than from the measure-
ments in the local universe.
It is not possible to trace the evolution of the PBHs

cluster in detail at the level of the simple estimates, be-
cause in the course of evolution, due to the randomness
of the merger process, the masses of PBHs do not grow
simultaneously, and, as a result, the mass segregation de-
velops. To study this process, numerical simulations are
needed, similar to those performed for the case of stellar
mass PBHs. The computational complexity of this case is



7

the large number of PBHs in the cluster Ni ∼ 1014. How-
ever, our simple estimates already show that the mecha-
nism of mass transformation into gravitational waves can
be effective and can explain the H0 tension.
The presence of extreme PBH clusters in the Universe

may have a number of other consequences, as well as dif-
ferences from the models with unclustered PBHs. The
accretion of baryonic gas onto the PBH clusters in the
early epochs may have a different efficiency than if the
PBHs were distributed uniformly. This may shift the ac-
cretion constraints on the PBHs. PBH clusters at the
cosmological epoch z > 10 could serve as seeds for the
first stars, and perhaps even more massive black holes.
The gas inhomogeneities caused by the clusters could
create fluctuations in the 21 cm neutral hydrogen line.
Some of the less dense clusters may have survived to the
present time and their searches for can be carried out in
the astronomical observations, i.g. through the mirolens-
ing effect. Unlike a single large PBH, a cluster would be
a non-compact lens with different light curve. However,
the study of these and other possible extreme clusters
manifestations is beyond the scope of the current work.
Summing up, the model considered in this paper can

describe three cosmological phenomena at once:

• PBHs with masses 1020 − 1024 g, those that have

flown out of clusters during their evolution make up
the bulk of dark matter. For this mass range, there
are only weak model-dependent constraints on the
PBHs, so the dark matter models with such PBHs
are acceptable.

• Approximately ∼ 10−4− 10−3 fraction of the dens-
est and early-collapsing clusters could have turned
into PBHs with masses ∼ 18− 560M⊙ and be the
black holes that are observed by LIGO/Virgo.

• The emission of gravitational waves during the
mergers of PBHs in the extreme clusters can ex-
plain the “H0 tension” problem.
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