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Thakurta metric does not describe a cosmological black hole
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Recently, the Thakurta metric has been adopted as a model of primordial black holes by several
authors. We show that the spacetime described by this metric has neither black-hole event horizon
nor black-hole trapping horizon and involves the violation of the null energy condition as a solution
of the Einstein equation. Therefore, this metric does not describe a cosmological black hole in the
early universe.
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Primordial black holes [1, 2] have attracted intense attention as it has been revealed that a considerable fraction of binary black holes discovered by gravitational
wave observations by LIGO and Virgo have masses in
the range of several tens of solar masses. In fact, it is
proposed that such very massive black holes might be of
cosmological origin [3–5]. Recently, from the data observed by LIGO and Virgo, Franciolini et al. [6] has concluded that the evidence for a primordial population is
decisively favored compared to the null hypothesis. To
discuss the physical properties of primordial black holes,
Boehm et al. [7] and Picker [8] adopt the Thakurta metric [9, 10]. These works are criticized by Hütsi et al. [11]
as this spacetime entails accretion history which is highly
unlikely from a physical point of view. This controversy
continues by a further comment [12] and a reply [13]. In
this letter, we terminate the controversy on the Thakurta
metric to turn the discussion to the right direction to seek
for a mathematical model of primordial black holes. Note
that the Thakurta metric is different from McVittie’s solutions [10, 14], whose causal structures are analyzed in
detail in [15–18]. We use the units in which c = G = 1
and follow the notation in Wald [19].
The Thakurta metric is given by


ds2 = a2 (η) −f (r)dη 2 + f (r)−1 dr2 + r2 dΩ2 ,
2M
f (r) := 1 −
r

(1)

where dΩ2 is the metric on the unit 2-sphere and M is
a constant [9, 10]. We assume M > 0 throughout this
letter. The spacetime approaches the flat FriedmannLemaitre-Robertson-Walker (FLRW) solution with a
conformal time η as r → ∞. If the scale factor is given by
a(η) = a0 η α , where a0 and α are positive constants, the
asymptotic metric is that of the flat FLRW solution with
a perfect fluid that obeys the equation of state p = wρ
(w > −1/3) through the relation α = 2/(1 + 3w), corresponding to a decelerated cosmological expansion in the
domain η > 0.
The Kretschmann invariant K := Rabcd Rabcd of the

spacetime (1) is calculated to
4[3α2 (1 + α2 )r8 + 4M 2 η 2 {3η 2 (r − 2M )2 − α2 r4 }]
,
a40 r6 (r − 2M )2 η 4(1+α)
(2)
which shows that there is a scalar polynomial curvature
singularity at each of r = 0 and η = 0. η = 0 with
r > 2M is a spacelike singularity. However, the property
of r = 2M is subtle.
The line element (1) can be rewritten as
h
i
ds2 = a2 (η) f (r)(−dη 2 + dr∗ 2 ) + r2 dΩ2 ,
(3)
K=

where r∗ := r + 2M ln[(r − 2M )/2M ]. Since r → 2M
corresponds to r∗ → −∞, it is a null boundary in the
Penrose diagram.
Now we show that future-directed ingoing radial null
geodesics are incomplete at curvature singularity at
(r, η) = (2M, ∞). In the Thakurta spacetime (1), an
ingoing radial null geodesic γ is given by u+ = u+(0) =
const, where u± := η ± r∗ . The Kretschmann invariant
in the limit of r → 2M along γ is then calculated to
∗

α2 e−(r −2M )/M
= −∞.
lim K|γ = ∗ lim − 4 4
r →−∞
r→2M
M a0 (−r∗ )2+4α

(4)

Let k µ be a tangent vector of γ. Since the spacetime
admits a conformal Killing vector ξ a = (∂/∂η)a , there
exists a conserved quantity C = −ξ a ka = a2 (η)f (r)η̇
along γ, where the dot denotes the derivative with respect
to the affine parameter λ. We can make C = 1 by an
affine transformation and then we find dλ = −a2 (η)dr
through the relation k a ka = 0. The value of λ with
which γ terminates at r = 2M is then given by
Z −∞
λ − λ0 = −
a2 (u+(0) − r∗ )f (r)dr∗ .
(5)
r0∗

The interval of the integral on the right-hand side of
Eq. (5) can be divided to (−∞, −L] and [−L, r0∗ ]. For
sufficiently large but finite L, there exists  ∈ (0, 1/2)
such that
(u+(0) − r∗ )2α f (r) < (2M )2α e(1−)(r

∗

−2M )/(2M )

(6)

2
for −r∗ > L. Therefore, if a(η) = a0 η α , the integral over the first interval converges to a finite limit
value, while that over the second is trivially finite. This
means that the ingoing radial null geodesics are future
incomplete at scalar polynomial curvature singularity at
(r, η) = (2M, ∞).

where r > 2M is assumed. With H = α/η, Eq. (8) is
solved for η to give
η=

αr2
=: ηTH (r).
r − 2M

(9)

The function η = ηTH (r) has a single local minimum
η = 8αM at r = 4M .
Among all the types of trapping horizons, it is a future
outer trapping horizon that is associated with a black
hole [21]. However, the Thakurta spacetime (1) with
a(η) ∝ η α (α > 0) admits only a past trapping horizon in
the domain η > 0, which is associated with a white hole
or a cosmological horizon. To see this, we introduce the
outgoing and ingoing null expansions, θ± , defined by
θ± := A−1 ∂± A,

(10)

where ∂± := ∂/∂u± and A := 4πS 2 . Since Eq. (10) gives
θ± =

FIG. 1. Penrose diagrams of the Thakurta spacetime with
a(η) ∝ η α for 0 < α ≤ 1 (top) and α > 1 (bottom). Solid
curves denote trapping horizons, which are past trapping horizons, and the shaded regions are past trapped. There is neither event horizon nor future outer trapping horizon in the
spacetime.

As a result, the Penrose diagrams of the Thakurta
spacetime (1) with a(η) ∝ η α (α > 0) are given by
Fig. 1. (See [20] for those of the corresponding FLRW
spacetimes.) Clearly, there is no black-hole event horizon. Nevertheless, the spacetime might be interpreted
as a black hole by an alternative definition in terms of a
trapping horizon [21, 22] or an apparent horizon [19]. In
fact, the Thakurta spacetime possesses a trapping horizon in the spherical foliation of the spacetime. However,
this trapping horizon is not of black-hole type as we will
see below.
To identify the location of a trapping horizon, it is
useful to calculate the Misner-Sharp mass MMS as [21–
23]



1 
H2 r 3
A
,
MMS := S 1 − (∇A S)(∇ S) = a M +
2
2f (r)
(7)
where S := ra is the areal radius and the suffix A takes
A = 0, 1. We have put H := a0 /a, where the prime
denotes the derivative with the argument η.
The location of a trapping horizon is determined by
S = 2MMS , or
f (r) = Hr,

(8)

1
[Hr ± f (r)] ,
r

(11)

θ+ > 0 and θ− = 0 hold on the trapping horizon (8). For
the further classification of a trapping horizon, we need
to use
∂+ θ− |θ− =0 = −

f (r)[(1 − α)(r − 2M ) + 2αM ]
.
2αr3

(12)

Depending on the signs of θ+ |θ− =0 and ∂+ θ− |θ− =0 , a
trapping horizon is classified as in Table I.
TABLE I. Types of trapping horizons given by θ− = 0.
+
−
0
θ+ |θ− =0
Past
Future Bifurcating
∂+ θ− |θ− =0 Inner
Outer
Degenerate

Since θ+ |θ− =0 > 0 holds, our trapping horizon (9) is a
past trapping horizon. Then, by Eq. (12), it is an outer
trapping horizon for 0 < α ≤ 1. For α > 1, it is an outer,
degenerate, and inner trapping horizons in the regions of
r−2M < β2 , r−2M = β2 , and r−2M > β2 , respectively,
where
β2 :=

2αM
.
α−1

(13)

In the region of 0 < η < ηTH (r), both θ+ and θ− are
positive, meaning that the region is past trapped. These
results are summarized in Table II.
We also check the signature of the trapping horizon (9)
as another important property. The line element on the
hypersurface η = ηTH (r) is given by

3
TABLE II. Types of the trapping horizon in the Thakurta
spacetime with a(η) ∝ η α (α > 0) for the different ranges of
r − 2M .
Past outer Past degenerate Past inner
0 < α ≤ 1 (0, ∞)
∅
∅
α>1
(0, β2 )
β2
(β2 , ∞)

ds2TH = a2 (ηTH (r))




[(1 − α)(r − 2M ) + 2αM ][(1 + α)(r − 2M ) − 2αM ] 2
2
2
dr
+
r
dΩ
.
r2 f 3 (r)

Equation (14) clarifies the locations of timelike, null, and
spacelike portions of the trapping horizon (9), which are
summarized in Table III. We can see that the signature
changes at r − 2M = β1 and β2 , where
β1 :=

2αM
.
α+1

h=hTH(r)

h

q+>0, q-<0

(15)

We notice that for α = 1, u− → −∞ and u+ → +∞
holds as r → ∞ along the trapping horizon η = ηTH (r).
This limit corresponds to spacelike infinity i0 in the Penrose diagram.
TABLE III. Signatures of the trapping horizon for the different ranges of r − 2M .
Timelike
Null
Spacelike
0<α≤1
(0, β1 )
β1
(β1 , ∞)
1 < α (0, β1 ), (β2 , ∞)
β1 , β2
(β1 , β2 )

past outer

8aM

0

q+>0, q->0
r

2M
4M
2M+b₁

h=hTH(r)

h

q+>0, q-<0

Combining all the results obtained so far, we present rη
planes for the Thakurta spacetime (1) in Fig. 2. The orbits of the trapping horizons are also presented in Fig. 1.
We find that for all α > 0, there exists a past outer trapping horizon located at 0 < r − 2M < β1 , which is a
timelike hypersurface. It is known that an outer (inner)
trapping horizon is nontimelike (nonspacelike) under the
null energy condition (NEC) in general relativity [21, 24].
Therefore, if we adopt the Thakurta spacetime (1) as a
solution of the Einstein equation, the corresponding matter field violates the NEC on the trapping horizon located
at 0 < r − 2M < β1 for any α > 0.
Here, we should emphasize that the Thakurta metric
does not describe a cosmological black hole in spite of
subtlety in defining cosmological black holes. Let us consider an observer O located outside a black-hole event
horizon at finite distance and time, not at future null infinity nor timelike infinity. This is an observer usually
preassumed in observational cosmology. By definition,
such an observer never knows the existence of an event
horizon (cf. [25]). Even though the causal nature of the
r = 2M surface, such as whether it is finitely far or not
and regular or not, crucially depends on the asymptotic

(14)

past inner

q+>0, q->0

8aM

past outer

0

4M
2M
2M+b₁

2M+b₂

r

FIG. 2. rη planes for the Thakurta spacetime with a(η) ∝ η α
for (top) 0 < α ≤ 1 and (bottom) α > 1. Several future light
cones are put to clarify the signature of the trapping horizon
η = ηTH (r). The regions of 0 < η < ηTH (r) with r > 2M are
past trapped.

behavior of a(η) in the infinite future η → ∞, it does not
matter for O. What is even worse, if the universe is not
asymptotically flat FLRW, it may not be possible to define future null infinity nor an event horizon. These facts
suggest that, at least from an observational point of view,
we should give up the definition of a cosmological black

4
hole in terms of an event horizon. Instead, for example,
we may practically define a cosmological black hole by the
existence of an “almost” future outer trapping horizon,
a hypersurface foliated by “almost” marginal surfaces on
which θ− < 0, θ+ is infinitesimally small positive, and
∂− θ+ < 0 are satisfied, that can be observed in principle by O. Even in such a rather broader definition, the
Thakurta spacetime cannot be interpreted as a cosmological black hole because both θ+ and θ− are always
positive in the vicinity of r = 2M surface.
To conclude, the Thakurta metric (1) with a(η) ∝ η α
(α > 0) does not describe a cosmological black hole in the
early universe, with a possible exceptional case, where
the cosmological expansion is accelerated.
Note added: After uploading the present manuscript
to the arXiv, the authors realized that the main content is included in [26], where the causal structures of
the Thakurta metric are properly analysed in more general contexts. Nevertheless, they decided to keep this
manuscript available on the arXiv because its spotlight
on the case relevant to the discussion on the evolution
of primordial black holes in the early universe may be
useful in the community.
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