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Recently there has been an interest in exploring black holes that are regular in that the central

curvature singularity is avoided. Here, we give a recipe to obtain a regular black hole spacetime from

the unhindered gravitational collapse from regular initial data of a spherically symmetric perfect

fluid. While the classic Oppenheimer-Snyder collapse model necessarily produces a black hole with

a Schwarzschild singularity at the centre, we show here that there are classes of regular initial

conditions when collapse gives rise to a regular black hole.

The Penrose and Hawking incompleteness theorems [1]

prove the existence of incomplete causal geodesics γ ⊂ M
(where M is a real smooth manifold) under certain con-

ditions. The general pattern of the theorems (that we

call here the pattern incompleteness theorem) is as fol-

lows [2]: If (M, g) (four-dimensional spacetime) satisfies

1) a causality condition, 2) a curvature condition, and

3) a suitable initial/boundary condition, then ∃ incom-

plete causal geodesics. One of the incompleteness theo-

rem states [1]: If (M, g) is 1) connected, globally hyper-

bolic spacetime with non-compact Cauchy surface Σ, 2)

Ric (ζ, ζ) ≥ 0 ∀ ζ (Ric: Ricci tensor, ζ: null vector), and

3) admits a trapped surface T , then at least one inex-

tendible future-directed orthogonal null geodesic from T

exists that is future incomplete.

One interpretation of these theorems is that under cer-

tain scenarios, general relativity predicts its own break-

down, and hence, one should seek a way of getting rid of

geodesic incompleteness. If we proceed with this inter-

pretation, we must consider only those initial data that

have the following property: At least one of the three con-

ditions of the pattern incompleteness theorem should not

be satisfied for the maximal Cauchy development (M, g)

of Σ. This restriction on the initial data leads to avoid-

ance of the existence of incomplete causal geodesics. In

this paper, we say that a spacetime admits a singularity if

it is geodesically incomplete and the curvature scalars di-

verge along any incomplete geodesic γ as one approaches

the limit point of γ that ̸∈ M.

∗ kmosani2014@gmail.com
† pankaj.joshi@ahduni.edu.in

In the astrophysics sector, recent observations of the

central compact object of the M87 galaxy [3] and that of

our own galaxy [4], earlier observations, such as that of

Sagittarius A* at our galactic centre [5], and similar ob-

servations suggest an extremely strong gravity region at

the galactic centre. It seems that such a strong gravity re-

gion should admit a singularity. However, if we proceed

with the interpretation of the incompleteness theorems

mentioned above and wish to avoid the breakdown of

general relativity, then at the galactic centre, one should

have an “extremely dense” object having astrophysical

signatures similar to a black hole, but the spacetime be-

ing geodesically complete, let alone admitting a singular-

ity.

Attempts have been made in the past regarding ways

to avoid incompleteness in black hole solution by the con-

formal transformation of the original black hole metric

in a certain way [6, 7]. These are objects with a horizon

but complete. Such objects are dubbed regular black

holes. Other regularization techniques have obtained a

singularity-free analogue of singular spacetime metrics

with a horizon (see [8] for a recent summary of the present

understanding). For the sake of completion, it is worth

noting here that two proposed regular black hole solu-

tions: 1) Hayward [18], and 2) Culetu [19, 20], Simpson

and Vissor [21], turns out to be geodesically incomplete

by the analysis of Zhou and Modesto [22].

While researchers have used various techniques to reg-

ularize a black hole or to cure it from geodesic incom-

pleteness or spacetime singularity, it would be desirable

to obtain a regular black hole using dynamical gravita-

tional collapse processes within the framework of general
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relativity. This is because gravitational collapse has been

the key astrophysical mechanism that generates stars,

galaxies and other structures in the universe.

In this letter, we propose and show a method of ob-

taining a regular black hole as an end-state of gravita-

tional collapse from regular initial data. By regular ini-

tial data, we mean well-defined, suitably differentiable

initial profiles on the three-dimensional spacelike hyper-

surface Σ ⊂ M that foliates M (M = Σ× R). Here, we

employ the method of obtaining an equilibrium configu-

ration previously studied in [9] and put the following two

restrictions so that this end-state equilibrium is a regular

black hole: 1) The equilibrium configuration should be

regular, i.e. one should not have a curvature singular-

ity, and 2) It should have a horizon, namely a marginally

trapped surface (MTS) so that no future-directed null

geodesics should exist from the configuration to the sur-

rounding spacetime. To satisfy the first restriction, we

will compensate with condition 3) of the pattern singu-

larity theorem. This initial/boundary condition relates

to the existence of trapped surfaces. Here we use the

geometrized units (c = 8πG = 1).

The phenomena of gravitational collapse is modelled

using two spacetimes (M1, g1) (interior) and (M2, g2)

(exterior) with oriented boundaries ∂M1 and ∂M2 re-

spectively such that ∂M1 is diffeomorphic to ∂M2, i.e.

∂M1
∼= ∂M2

∼= Ξ. A new spacetime (M, g) is then con-

structed such that M is a disjoint union of M1 and M2.

∂M1 and ∂M2 are embedded in M1 and M2, respec-

tively, and their points are identified such that Israel-

Darmois junction conditions [10, 11] are satisfied [12].

Let Ξg1 denote the metric induced on Ξ ↪→ M1 and Ξg2

denote the metric induced on Ξ ↪→ M2. Let

K1 : TΞ× TΞ → C∞ (Ξ) : (X,Y ) 7→ g1 (∇Xν, Y ) ,

and

K2 : TΞ× TΞ → C∞ (Ξ) : (X,Y ) 7→ g2 (∇Xν, Y ) ,

be the extrinsic curvatures of Ξ ↪→ M1 and Ξ ↪→ M2

respectively (here ν ∈ TM is the global unit normal

vector field of Ξ). The Israel-Dermios junction conditions

are as follows: 1) Ξg1 ≡ Ξg2, and 2) K1 ≡ K2.

In the present paper, we model the gravitational col-

lapse with the interior spacetime corresponding to spher-

ically symmetric perfect fluid. It has been shown before

that the Israel-Dermios junction condition is satisfied if

the exterior spacetime is the generalized Vaidya space-

time [13] with a suitable generalized Vaidya mass func-

tion [14, 15].

To begin with, let us consider a spherical gravitational

collapse of a general perfect fluid modelled by (M1, g1).

The spacetime metric g1 in comoving coordinate basis is

described as

ds2 = −e2νdt2 +
R′2

G
dr2 +R2dΩ2. (1)

Here, R = R(t, r) and G = G(t, r). The superscripts dot

and prime above the functions in this context denote the

partial derivative with respect to comoving coordinates

t and r, respectively. Additionally, we set rb ∈ R+ such

that (1) is valid for 0 ≤ r ≤ rb. Einstein’s field equations

for a perfect fluid are

ρ =
F ′

R2R′ , (2)

p = − Ḟ

R2Ṙ
, (3)

ν′ = − p′

ρ+ p
, (4)

and

Ġ = 2
ν′

R′ ṘG, (5)

where

F = R(1−G+ e−2νṘ2) (6)

is the Misner-Sharp mass function [16, 17]. The collaps-

ing spherical cloud comprises concentric spherical shells,

each identified by a comoving radial coordinate r. The

physical interpretation of F is that it gives us the notion

of mass inside a spherical shell of radial coordinate r at

comoving time t. Further, we put the constraint R′ > 0

so that these shells do not cross each other.

The collapsing cloud attends equilibrium configuration

E = (M1, g̃1) if

Ṙ = R̈ = 0. (7)

We denote the physical radius R(t, r) of the cloud in E
as Re(r) (subscript e for the functions denotes their form

in E). We now have

R(t, r) → Re(r, ), F (t, r) → Fe(r),

ν(t, r) → νe(r), G(t, r) → Ge(r).
(8)
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Imposing conditions (7) and using Eq.(6), we obtain the

following two equations that fix the behaviour of metric

coefficients in E :

Ge(r) = 1− Fe(r)

Re(r)
, (9)

and

(G,R ) (r) = G,R (r,Re(r)) =
Fe

R2
e

−
(F,R )e
Re

. (10)

In the coordinate basis of the newly defined coordinate

system (t, r) 7→ (t, z), where z = Re(r), we write the

functions Xe(r) in (8) as X̃ (z). Einstein’s equations (2)

and (4) that E satisfies are

ρ̃ =
F̃ ,z
z2

, (11)

and

p̃,z = −(ρ̃+ p̃)ν̃,z . (12)

From Eq.(3) and (5), one obtains

p̃ =
2ν̃,z
z

(
1− F̃ (z)

z

)
− F̃ (z)

z3
, (13)

The spacetime metric g̃1 for z ≤ zb = Re(rb) is given by

[9]

ds2 = −e2ν̃(z)dt2 +
dz2

1− F̃ (z)
z

+ z2dΩ2. (14)

We note that such E obtained as a result of the dynamical

evolution of initial data is achieved in infinite comoving

time because of the conditions that we begin with, i.e.

Eq.(7)1

One can eliminate ν̃ from (12) and (13), and obtain

a first order differential equation of p̃(z) called Tolman-

Oppenheimer-Volkoff equation as

p̃,z +

(
F̃ + p̃z3

)
(ρ̃+ p̃)

2z
(
z − F̃

) = 0. (15)

1 Consider an example of a function f(x) = a(x − b)3. Now, the

first and second derivatives of f with respect to x are zero at

x = b, but one does not achieve staticity for x > b (f continues

evolving with x for x > b). This example depicts that just by

relying on the vanishing of the first two derivatives, one cannot

expect to obtain the equilibrium configuration in the finite value

of the domain.

Choosing F̃ (z) closes the system of equations describing

E . One can then solve the differential Eq.(15) for a suit-

able initial condition p̃(z0) = p̃0 to obtain p̃(z) that is the

pressure profile (in terms of the newly defined radial co-

ordinate z). Substituting the functional form of F̃ (z) and

p(z) in the differential equation (13), one can then obtain

the remaining function ν(z) by solving it. E identified by

the functional form F̃ (z) and the initial condition p̃(z0)

can be obtained as an end-state of a wide class of dynam-

ics, each of which is further identified by one function

F (t, r) (or some other function, e.g. p(t, r)) such that

F (t, r) = F (r,R) → F (r,Re(r)) = Fe(r) = F̃ (z) in the

limit t → ∞2.

The necessary criterion for E to not admit a singu-

larity is that the density ρ̃(z) should not blow up for

any z. Typically, the density ρ̃(z) is monotonically non-

increasing (stays the same or decreases) as we go away

from the centre. If this is the case, then the bounded-

ness of the density at the centre ensures its bounded-

ness throughout the spacelike hypersurface identified by

a constant t.

From Eq.(11) we have the following restriction on F̃ (z):

O(F̃ ) ∼ O(z3). (16)

This restriction ensures that the density is bounded at

the centre of the E (identified by z = 0). In other words,

F̃ (z) = F̃0z
3 +Σ∞

i=1F̃iz
(i+3), F̃0 > 0, F̃i ∈ R. (17)

Of course, F̃i’s are such that the equilibrium density ρ̃ is a

non-increasing function of z. Also, the pressure is smooth

throughout the equilibrium matter field for a regular end-

state.

For obtaining a regular black hole, one also requires

the formation of at least one MTS, as mentioned before.

We define such a surface in terms of the expansion of null

geodesic congruence through this surface.

The expansion of a null geodesic congruence at a point

p ∈ O ⊂ M1 (O is open) is defined as the trace of the

null Weingarten map

W : Vp → Vp : X̄ 7→ W(X̄) := ∇X̄ξ := ∇Xξ.

3 Here we have committed a slight abuse of notation by using the

same notation F when we look at it as a function of (t, r) as well

as when we look at it as a function of (r,R)
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FIG. 1. Equation of state parameter (ω = p̃/ρ̃) versus the

newly defined radial coordinate z corresponding to F̃ (z) =

F̃0z
3, F̃0 = 1, and suitable initial condition for pressure p̃(z =

0). For larger values of z, ω (and hence the pressure) becomes

negative.

Here ξ : M1 ⊃ O → TO is a null vector field of tangents

to the congruence, and Vp is the two-dimensional fibre of

the quotient set TH/ ∼ of the tangent bundle

TH := {Z ∈ TO | g1 (Z, ξ) = 0},

with the equivalence relation ∼ defined as follows:

∀ X,Y ∈ TO, X ∼ Y ⇐⇒ X − Y ∝ ξ.

X̄ ∈ Vp is then the equivalence class of X ∈ TH corre-

sponding to the above equivalence relation.

Let S ⊂ Σ ⊂ M1 be an embedded two-dimensional

spacelike submanifold. ∀ p ∈ S, ∃ precisely two future-

directed null vectors l and n ∈ TpM1 orthogonal to

S, i.e. g̃1 p(l, k) = g̃1 p(n, k) = 0 ∀ k ∈ TpS, along

with g̃1 p(l, l) = g̃1 p(n, n) = 0, and g̃1 p(l, n) = −1.

Additionally, one of these null vectors, say l, satisfies

g̃1 p(N, l) ≥ 0. Here N ∈ TpΣ is normal to S in Σ

that points outwards from S. We now make a con-

tinuous assignment of vectors such as l and n ∈ TpM
overall points p ∈ S, obtain two distinct vector fields

v1 : S ⊂ M1 → TM1 and v2 : S ⊂ M1 → TM1,

and thereby define two distinct families of null geodesics

(null geodesic congruence) that we refer to as outgoing

(the one generated by null vectors of the kind l) and in-

going families respectively. We say that S is an MTS if

it is compact and the expansion of both the null geodesic

congruence is non-positive.

We have the equilibrium configuration E = (M1, g̃1),

where g̃1 is given by Eq.(14). Consider the set M1 =

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
-10

-5

0

5

10

z

p˜
(0
)

FIG. 2. For the regular black hole, the strong and dominant

energy condition is satisfied for the shaded region, i.e. for a

wide class of regular initial condition p̃(0). Here, the horizon-

tal axis depicts the newly defined radial coordinate z, and the

vertical axis depicts the initial condition p̃(0). zb = 1/
√

F̃0,

and F̃0 = 1.

B×R, where B ⊂ Σ ( Σ is the Cauchy surface), is compact

and defined as

B =

{
p(z, θ, ϕ) ∈ Σ | z ≤ zb = 1/

√
F̃0

}
. (18)

Then, the expansion of the outgoing radial null geodesic

congruence at points in M1 (identified only by the coor-

dinate z) is given by

Θ(z) =

√
2

z

√
1− F̃ (z)

z
. (19)

Θ does not depend on other coordinates due to the sym-

metry: the existence of the Killing vector fields ∂t, ∂θ

and ∂ϕ. For a regular end-state equilibrium configura-

tion obtained through the gravitational collapse of a per-

fect fluid, trapped surfaces (constant z surfaces for which

Θ(z) < 0) do not form, as seen from the Eq.(19). Only

MTS’s (constant z surfaces for which Θ(z) = 0) can form

corresponding to z that are roots of

V (z) = z − F̃ (z). (20)

Eq.(19) tells us that Θ(z) can take the following values:

Θ(z) = 0, Θ(z) ∈ R+, or Θ(z) = ∞. (21)



5

For O(F̃ ) ∼ O(z3), which is a necessary and sufficient

criterion for maintaining the boundedness of the density

throughout the spacetime, i.e. ρ(z) < ∞ ∀ z ∈ [0, zb], we

have from Eq.(19) that limz→0 Θ(z) = ∞. Equivalently,

for limz→0 Θ(z) < ∞, one should have O(F̃ ) < O(z3),

subsequently implying that limz→0 ρ(z) = ∞.

An example of a regular black hole (bounded density

and formation of MTS) can now be constructed as an

end-state of the gravitational collapse of a perfect fluid.

Let F̃ (z) = F̃0z
3, F̃0 > 0. This choice corresponds to a

constant density throughout M1 previously obtained in

[24]. M1 then has the following property:

1. Θ(zb) = 0. Hence z = zb corresponds to MTS. M1

is not contained in the causal past of future null

infinity because of the existence of MTS.

2. The density (ρ̃ = 3F̃0) is positive and finite

throughoutM1 as seen from Eq.(11). The choice of

F (z) (following (16) that gives rise to such density

is what leads to non-admittance of the singularity

by M1.

3. The pressure profile is obtained by solving the dif-

ferential Eq.(15) with the initial condition p̃(0) =

F0
1−3k
k−1 as

p̃(z) = −
F0

(
1− 3k

√
1− F0z2

)
1− k

√
1− F0z2

. (22)

Here, we have the freedom to choose the initial data

in terms of the initial pressure p̃(0) or in terms of

F0 and k. The equation of state of the equilibrium

matter field for various choices of p̃(0) is depicted

in Fig.(1). The strong and the dominant energy

conditions for such matter field are satisfied for a

wide range of this initial data p̃(z = 0) throughout

M1, as shown in Fig.(2). This depicts that we do

not require an exotic matter field to obtain M1.

In other words, violation of the energy conditions

(strong, weak, dominant) is not necessary to obtain

M1. However, it is worth mentioning that negative

pressures come into the picture, as seen in Fig.(1).

4. The curvature scalars does not blow up ∀ p ∈ M1

as depicted by the expression of the Ricci scalar:

R = 6F0

(
1− 2k

√
1− F0z2

)
1− k

√
1− F0z2

. (23)

5. M1 is geodesically complete. To depict this, we fol-

low the procedure by Zhou and Modesto [22] (Refer

to the Appendix).

6. A null hypersurface K ↪→ M1 is called a Killing

horizon if ∃ a Killing vector field χ ∈ Γ (TM1) such

that its norm with respect to g̃1 is zero ∀ p ∈ K.

In a static spacetime with metric g̃1, if ∃ an event

horizon, then it is a Killing horizon corresponding

to the Killing vector field ∂t [23]. Using Eq.(27),

we obtain exactly one Killing horizon

K : {p ∈ M1 | g̃1 p(∂t, ∂t) = 0},

defined by

z =
1√
F0

(
1− 1

k2

)1/2

. (24)

Hence z = zb = 1/
√
F0 is not the Killing Horizon

and, therefore, not the event horizon. Note that

the question of whether M admits an event hori-

zon is relevant only if it is asymptotically flat. Here,

we have generalized Vaidya spacetime in the exte-

rior, which may or may not be asymptotically flat,

depending on the choice of the free function (gener-

alized Vaidya mass function) M(R, v) constrained

by a partial differential equation and two boundary

conditions as shown in [14, 15].

7. Such region is obtained as an end state of a class of

regular initial data. One such element of this class

is the canonical configuration identified by a fixed

radial profile p(t, r) = p(r) = p̃(z = Re(r)) (similar

to the choice as shown in [24]).

8. Such RBH is equivalent to a little modification to

the Schwarszchild interior solution (extending the

largest radial coordinate zb) that ultimately gives

rise to the existence of an MTS (and hence an

RBH). Of course, RBH has been studied before,

but none has been shown to arise from gravita-

tional collapse. Additionally, no ad-hoc construc-

tion is involved (like the one in Simpson-Vissor,

which one constructs from Schwarzschild spacetime

by replacing r with
√
r2 + l2). Our construction

seems “more natural” comparatively.

In conclusion, we have shown that we can obtain a regular

black hole (that is characterized by 1) nonexistence of
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any future-directed causal curve γ from arbitrary p ∈
M1 to M2 − Ξ due to the existence of MTS at z =

zb (or equivalently at z ∈ Ξ), and 2) nonexistence of

incomplete geodesics) as an end state of the dynamical

evolution of a perfect fluid. We note that, in our view,

such a scenario is more likely to arise in the formation

of supermassive black holes at the galactic centres rather

than the catastrophic collapse of massive stars at the end

of their life cycles. These latter objects would typically

end in the formation of spacetime singularities, either

covered or naked. We plan to discuss this separately

elsewhere.

I. APPENDIX

Here we show that M1 is geodesically complete. Let

us consider a radially infalling null geodesic γ ⊂ M1. In

terms of the conserved quantity E = −g(∂t, u) associated

with the Killing vector field ∂t (where u is the tangent

vector field along γ), the equations of motion of such a

geodesic is given by

(
dz

dλ

)2

= e−2νE2

(
1− F̃

z

)
, (25)

and

(
dt

dλ

)2

= E2e−4ν . (26)

Here λ is the affine parameter along the geodesic. Solv-

ing the Eq.(13) along with using Eq.(22), we obtains an

explicit coordinate expression of ν as

ν(z) = C0 + ln
(
1− k

√
1− F0z2

)
, (27)

where C0 is a constant of integration. Integrating

Eq.(25), we get the relation between the radial coordi-

nate z and the affine parameter λ along γ as

λ =
eC0

E

(
kz − sin−1

√
F0z√

F0

)
+

C1

E
, (28)

where C1 is another constant of integration. The above

equation shows that γ(λ = C1/E) corresponds to z = 0.

We highlight the following important point: The radially

infalling photon reaches the centre z = 0 in finite proper

time. We could have safely said that γ is complete if it

were infinite proper time. However, we now investigate

if extending γ beyond z = 0 is possible for our case. If

the answer to this question is affirmative, then we have

the following: When λ crosses C1/E from below (i.e.

λ < C1/E), the coordinates along γ make the transition

θ → π − θ and ϕ → π + ϕ. Additionally, dz/dλ flips

the polarity from negative to positive. This polarity flip

is because for initially radially infalling null geodesic, z

decreases with increasing λ until z = 0, then increases

with the further increment of λ.

Now, upon Taylor expanding dt/dλ around z = 0, we

obtain

dt

dλ
=

∞∑
i=0

zi

i!

di

dzi

(
dt

dλ

) ∣∣∣
z=0

. (29)

Let us assume that ∃ at least one odd term

z2n−1

(2n− 1)!

d2n−1

dz2n−1

(
dt

dλ

)
, n ∈ N, (30)

in this Taylor expansion, that does not vanish. Consider

n0 = min{m | dm

dzm

(
dt

dλ

)
̸= 0 m = 2n− 1, n ∈ N}.

(31)

Then

dn0

dzn0

(
dt

dλ

)
(32)

can be written as the sum of terms containing lower

(even) derivatives of dt
dλ and the term(

dz

dλ

)n0 dn0

dzn0

(
dt

dλ

)
. (33)

E.g., if n0 = 5, then

d5

dz5

(
dt

dλ

)
= 5

(
dz

dλ

d4z

dλ4
+ 2

d2z

dλ2

d3z

dλ3

)
d2

dz2

(
dt

dλ

)
+ 10

(
dz

dλ

)3
d2z

dλ2

d4

dz4

(
dt

dλ

)
+

(
dz

dλ

)5
d5

dz5

(
dt

dλ

)
. (34)

We now have

lim
λ→λ+

0

d5

dz5

(
dt

dλ

)
̸= lim

λ→λ−
0

d5

dz5

(
dt

dλ

)
(35)

as seen from the last term of the expansion Eq.(34), since
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dz/dλ changes the polarity as λ crosses C1/E (or the

curve crosses z = 0). In such a scenario, dt/dλ is not

an analytic function of z. This is the case for Hayward’s

regular black hole, as shown in [22].

However, it turns out that in our case, all the odd

terms in the Taylor expansion of dt/dλ (Eq.(26)) vanishes

at z = 0. We could safely say that dt/dλ is a smooth

function of z in the neighbourhood of z = 0. Hence, γ is

a complete geodesic.
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