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Abstract

To understand the nature of the black holes that exist in the Universe, it is also necessary
to study what happens to the (quantum) matter that collapses and forms such objects. In this
work, we consider a dust ball with an electrically charged central core and study its quantum
spectrum by quantising the geodesic equation for individual dust particles in the corresponding
Reissner-Nordstrom spacetime. As in the neutral case investigated previously, we find a ground
state of the dust ball with the size of a fraction of the outer horizon. Moreover, we determine
a self-consistent configuration of layers in the ground state corresponding to an effective mass
function that increases linearly with the areal radius and has no inner Cauchy horizon. We
then briefly speculate on the possible phenomenological consequences for the endpoint of the
gravitational collapse.
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1 Introduction

All of the known black hole solutions of General Relativity are characterised by the Arnowitt-
Deser-Misner (ADM) [1] mass M, electric charge @), and angular momentum J, and hide classical
spacetime singularities inside the event horizon [2|. The existence of the horizon further implies
that the spacetime is geodesically incomplete [3], which hints to possible violations of causality
in the matter dynamics. The overall picture is particularly simple in the spherically symmetric
Schwarzschild geometry, which essentially results from neglecting the matter that has collapsed to
form it [4,5], and the corresponding causal structure only contains the event horizon that hides the
central singularity where certain geometric invariants built from the Riemann tensor diverge.

Non-trivial internal structures emerge as soon as one adds some matter source, like the electric
field in the spherically symmetric Reissner-Nordstrom spacetime. In fact, beside the central singu-
larity and outer event horizon, there now appears an inner Cauchy horizon, which was shown to
cause potentially strong instabilities already long ago [6-9] (see also Refs. [10-16] for some more
recent results). Since all of these issues are explicitly connected with the (inevitable) presence and
behaviour of matter, one would hope that they can be resolved by properly taking into account
the quantum nature of matter (and gravity), which has in fact been proposed in several approaches
(see, e.g. Refs. [17-22]).

One of the few cases in which the gravitational collapse leading to black hole formation can be
studied analytically is given by the Lemaitre-Tolman-Bondi model [23-25] of a dust ball with ADM
mass M and areal radius r = Rg(7), where 7 is the proper time at the surface. Dust particles are
not subjected to any pressure and follow geodesics in their own geometry [27], so that the density
profile ! shrinks during the collapse without changing shape. Many studies of this model start from
a reduction of degrees of freedom based on spherical symmetry and continuity of the fluid used to
describe the dust, which uniquely determine the interior Lemaitre-Tolman-Bondi metric and the
exterior Schwarzschild metric. From the Einstein-Hilbert action for such metrics (and the proper
junction conditions at the surface), one can identify a few collective degrees of freedom, including
the ball radius Rs, which can be canonically quantised (see, e.g. Refs. [28-35]).

The above approach to quantisation dispenses with the fact that astrophysical objects with
enough mass to form a black hole must contain a huge number of matter particles. > Moreover,
the classical Einstein field equations are analogous to thermodynamical laws [36] which, for black
holes [37], appear to suggest an even larger number of gravitational excitations [38]. It seems
therefore more appropriate to describe a priori a ball of dust with the quantum state for a very
large number of particles of mass p and derive a collective description a posteriori. This is the
alternative viewpoint advocated in Refs. [39,40] for studying the case of dust without electric fields.

In order to preserve the (approximate) spherical symmetry, all particles are assumed to move
radially without crossing paths and their number is large enough to form an “almost” continuous
distribution. Moreover, since u < M, the back-reaction of individual particles on the local geometry
is neglected by considering a course-grained layering of the ball, in which » = R;(7) denotes trajec-
tories on the inner border of the i*! layer [40]. Between the surfaces » = R;(7) and r = R;;1(7)
should lie enough intermediate trajectories that the mass contribution of the particles at r = R;(7)
is negligible with respect to the total mass of the v; > 1 particles in the whole i*" layer defined by
R; <r < R;41. Birkhoff’s theorem then implies that particles following a trajectory with r = R;
are not affected by the particles at r = R;~;, but only by those at r = R;-;, whose number and

'In particular, the density is homogeneous in the Oppenheimer-Snyder [26] model.
2M ~ 1057 i1 for a solar mass object made of neutrons.



ADM mass do not change in time. Trajectories of dust particles (at the inner border of a given
layer) are individually quantised and a condition is imposed to ensure that the fuzzy quantum layers
defined by the positions of these particles remain orderly nested in the global quantum ground state
in agreement with the uncertainty principle (see Ref. [10] and Section 2 for all the details).

Once the wavefunction ¢ = ¢ (r) for the ground state is obtained, an (effective) Misner-Sharp-
Hernandez mass function [41,42] for the core can be defined by

m(r)E47T/ p(x)xdewélw/ [9(x)]? 2% dx < oo, forr >0, (1.1)
0 0

where p = p(r) is the effective energy density [10]. In particular, one finds that m(r — c0) = M
and

p~r~2 and m~r, forr— 0, (1.2)
which ensures that m(0) = 0 and the central curvature singularity of the vacuum Schwarzschild
geometry [3] is replaced by an integrable singularity [13—15]. The centre of the core is, therefore, a
region where the curvature invariants and the effective energy-momentum tensor diverge, but their
volume integrals and tidal forces acting on radial geodesics remain finite [46].

It is well known that singularities which plague black hole solutions of the vacuum Einstein
equations [3] can also be removed by imposing regularity conditions on the (effective) energy density
and scalar invariants inspired by classical physics [47]. However, this procedure usually induces the
existence of an inner Cauchy horizon, which is instead not the case for a mass function of the
form in Eq. (1.2) [45]. As we recalled above, adding an electric field is the simplest way to induce
the presence of a Cauchy horizon in the (otherwise empty) Reissner-Nordstrom spacetime. It is
therefore interesting to further study the possible existence of inner horizons inside black holes by
extending the previous investigations of the dust ball [39,40] to include an electric charge Q.

The static and spherically symmetric line element

dr?

f(r)

represents the vacuum Reissner-Nordstrom spacetime generated by a source of ADM mass M and
charge @ for

ds? = — f(r)de® + +r2d0? (1.3)

f(r)=fan=1-

2Gn M GNQ?
f + NQ, (1.4)

)
where G is Newton’s constant. The metric function in Eq. (1.4) can have two (possibly degenerate)
zeroes, associated with horizons, located at

Ry=GCxM+/GE M2~ Gy Q? (1.5)
provided
Q* < GnM?. (1.6)

In particular, the sphere r = Ry is the outer event horizon and r = R_ is a Cauchy horizon [3].
In the present work, we shall consider the simplest case of a dust ball of ADM mass M with the
charge @ localised inside a spherical innermost core of mass pug = €9 M and radius r = R;. This



core is surrounded by a number N > 1 of electrically neutral layers of inner radius » = R;, thickness
AR; = Riy1 — R;, and mass pu; = €; M, where ¢; is the fraction of ADM mass associated with the
v; dust particles in the i*" layer. The gravitational mass inside the ball r < R; will be denoted by

i—1 i—1
Mi=> =M e, (1.7)
k=0 k=0

with My = po and My41 = M. The radius R; and the mass M; = pg of the innermost core, as
well as the thickness AR; of each layer, can take arbitrarily small values in the classical picture,
for example by increasing the number N of layers. In this configuration, dust particles on the
inner surface of the i*" layer will move along radial geodesics (paramaterized by the proper time 7),
r = R;(7), of the Reissner-Nordstrom spacetime (1.3) with

2GNM;  GnQ?
T T

Fo)=fi=1 (1.8)
In particular, the mass-shell condition for the 4-velocity of components u} = dz!' /dr = (4;, R;,0, 0)
yields the Hamiltonian constraint equation

PP GypM;  Ghp@ p

H By 1] = 1.9
Ty TR, 2R _2<M2_>:5"’ (19)
where P; = p R; is the momentum conjugated to r = R;(7), and Ej; is the conserved momentum
conjugated to t; = t;(7). 3 It is important to remark that we are assuming the mass p < M; for
all4 =0,...,N + 1 or, equivalently, the numbers v; > 1, so that individual dust particles can be
described as test particles with a good approximation.

Eq. (1.9) can be canonically quantised, similarly to the equation for the electron’s trajectory
in the quantum mechanical treatment of the hydrogen atom, and a spectrum of bound states will
be found like in the neutral case [39,40]. We will first analyse the bound states for dust particles
at the surface of the ball following Ref. [39] in the next Section; a more refined description of the
interior will then be obtained in Section 3 by considering multiple layers like in Ref. [10]; concluding
remarks and outlook will be given in Section 4.

2 Dust ball with charged inner core

Dust particles on the surface of the ball of radius r = Ry4+1(7) = Rs will fall radially in the
Reissner-Nordstrom metric defined by Eq. (1.8) with My, = M and their geodesic motion will be
described by the Hamiltonian constraint
P2 GypM G 2 E?
g Gyp NMQ_M( >:57

2 Rs 2R 2

= 1 (2.1)
12
where P = ,LLRS is the momentum conjugated to Ry = Rs(7) and E is the conserved momentum
conjugated to t = t5(7).

Canonical quantisation is obtained by replacing Ps — Ps = —i h9/0Rs and, after some manip-
ulations, the time-independent Schrédinger-like equation

HU =c0¥ (2.2)

3The conserved angular momentum conjugated to ¢; = ¢;(7) vanishes for purely radial motion.



can be written as the generalised associated Laguerre equation *

a2 2p*PM 2Q* 1
(s~ o 1) ¥ 0. 23)
dx ylomyxr  lymyx 4
where x = v Rg with
Sue
2
v =— . (2.4)
mi 63
Orthonormal solutions, in the scalar product
(01x) =dm [0 (R X(R) B4R, (25
are then given by the wavefunctions
Upo(Ry) = Anae 3 B r™5 L2 (Y Ry) (2.6)

where LS| are generalised Laguerre polynomials of integer order n > 1 and continuous parameter

4M2Q2

3
ly my

a? =1+ : (2.7)

from which one can see that |«| > 1. The normalisation reads

a+2
2 72T (n)
pu— 2.
Ana 472 2n+a—-1)I3a+n)’ (28)

where I' is the Euler gamma function. By introducing

-1 2p*M
2 ylymd’

o
Bna =n-+ (29)
the corresponding quantised energy spectrum & = &, can be obtained by solving Egs. (2.9) and (2.4)
for v, and reads

2H3 M2 _ HS M2
(2n—|—a—1)2m;4) 25%047”?37

Ena = (2.10)
which is discrete and bounded below. This implies the physically expected fact that an infinite
amount of energy cannot be extracted from the system, in line with other quantum-mechanical
descriptions of the Reissner-Nordstrém black holes, such as the Hamiltonian quantum theory of
spherically symmetric and asymptotically flat electrovacuum spacetimes in Ref. [18].

The wavefunctions (2.6) can now be written as

2 _ 2
e M Ry a=1 2 u* M Ry
Ry | na) = U,o(Rs) = Ape exp (> Rs* LY < , 2.11
< | ) (£) Bra lp m% 1 Bra lp mg ( )

where the integer n > 1 and the value of « is determined from the charge of the system according
to Eq. (2.7). We also note that the quantised energy spectrum (2.10) is similar to the findings of
Ref. [19], as it supports the existence of a lowest energy level. However, unlike the spectrum of the
hydrogen atom, the quantised energy spectrum (2.10) depends not only on the charge @ and mass
u of the dust particles but also on the total ADM mass M of the ball.

“We will often use units with Gx = £,/m,, and h = £, my,, where £, is the Planck length and m,, the Planck mass.



2.1 Ball radius and uncertainty

The wavefunction (2.11) determines the probability distribution [in the scalar product (2.5)] for
dust particles on the shell at the surface of the ball to be found at the radial position Rg given their
mass p and the ball ADM mass M, with n and o determined by M and the charge ) of the system.
The overall size of the dust ball is therefore just given by the expectation value

1232, —a?+1

na| Ry |na) = , 2.12
(nal By na) = == (2.12)
where we used Ry |[na) = R [na) and defined
Sue 4t M?
2 no
= — = . 2.13
Taking vno > 0 yields
. lpm?
(na| R |na) = 52 J\l} (1282, —a? +1) . (2.14)
It is also important to estimate the quantum uncertainty for the size of the ball. From
- 2082, — 302 +7
(na| B2 [na) = 20Pna =307+ T (2.15)
272
noa
and the definition of the variance AR, = \/ ( R2) — ( R, >2, we obtain the ratio
AR, _ /tnal Relne) — (nal Refnal? _ \1658 (a2 (@21
(no| R |na) (no| Rg |na) 12682, —a?+1 ' '

which is a measure of how fuzzy the dust ball is in the state |na). The relevance of this result will
become clearer in the following.

2.2 Ground state

In General Relativity, the conserved momentum E? > 0, which carries on to the quantum theory by
constraining (from below) the possible values of the quantum number n [39,40]. In particular, the
ground state is defined by the minimum value E? = 0, which is equivalent to £ = —y/2 from the
right-most equality in Eq. (2.1). The corresponding value of 7 can be determined from Eq. (2.4),
namely

2p
Yna = =V (2.17)
i myp Ly g
and leads to the minimum value of
_ M —
Bra = —5 =Bwm - (2.18)
mp



The integer quantum number n corresponding to the ground state can finally be expressed in terms
of the ADM mass M, dust particle mass p, and charge @) by substituting Eqgs. (2.18) and (2.7) into
Eq. (2.9), to wit

pM 1 4Q2 2
=—+4-(1—4/1 =N . 2.19
n mf, 5 ( + mf,ﬁp MQ ( )

Since n > 1, the above implies the condition

M 1 4Q%u% _ 1
pIM L A 1 (2.20)
mg 2 my 2
that is, the ADM mass and charge must satisfy °
G M? > QF + M (h/p) > Q2 (2.21)

which is therefore stronger than the classical condition (1.6) for the existence of (two) horizons. In
particular, Eq. (2.21) excludes the exact classical extremal case R_ = R, obtained for Gn M? = Q?
(see Appendix A for more details).

The expectation value of the size of the ball in the ground state is obtained by direct substitution
of Egs. (2.18) and (2.17) into Eq. (2.12), and yields

Ao N _3 Q2

so that the core has a finite radius of size
. 3
GNM<<RS>§§GNM. (2.23)

On comparing Eqs. (2.22) and (1.5) we see that the ball in the ground state lies inside the classical
outer horizon if ( Rs) < Ry. Given the condition in Eq. (2.21), this implies

QQ

1— —<%
Gn M?

<2, (2.24)

which is always satisfied and we can say that all consistent ground states represent black holes.
It is then interesting to investigate if the ground state can lie inside the classical inner horizon,

N

(Rs) < R_. This would happen for

QQ

11— <—
Gn M?

2, (2.25)

which cannot be met, again because of the condition given by Eq. (2.21). The overall conclusion
is that all consistent quantum ground states are black holes without a Cauchy inner horizon (see
Fig. 1 and further comments below ©).

5For Q = 0, this condition implies that the Schwarzschild radius must be sufficiently larger than the Compton
length of one dust particle, Ru = 2Gx M > 2h/pu (see also Refs. [50-52]).

In numerical plots we employ dimensionless quantities given by M = M/my, i = p/mp, Q> = Q*/lymy,

(Rs) = (Rs)/to.
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Figure 1: Ball radius ( Ry ) and horizon radii Ry for M = 10® with i = 1 (left panel) and i = 2-10~3 (right

panel): R_ < (Ry) < Ry for all allowed values of the charge @ that satisfy the condition (2.21) depending
on fi. (Tilded quantities are dimensionless variables defined in Footnote 6.)

Figure 2: Ball radius <}?S> and horizon radii Ry as functions of the charge-to-mass ratio. Note that
R_ < <]:BS> < Ry for all classically allowed values of the charge Q2 < M?2. Shaded band represents the
fuzzy region bounded by ( Ry) + AR,. Arrows indicate values where the (event or Cauchy) horizon radius
enters the fuzzy region. Thin vertical line indicates the maximum value of the charge-to-mass ratio from the

right panel of Fig. 1. (Tilded quantities are dimensionless variables defined in Footnote 6.)

We conclude this part by looking at the uncertainty (2.16) for the size of the the ground state
with n = Ny for astrophysical objects with

By =pM/m2>1. (2.26)
In this case, we expect that the charge is much smaller than the mass, that is Q? < Gn M?, so
that & ~ 1 and Nj;g > 1. We can expand Eq. (2.16) in this regime to obtain

AR, 1 11+a2 1 mi 212 Q2 1
B T i hs p(1+“Q>]: (2.27)

~

Ry 37 36m, T3 p2 M? 30,m3 3’

where the last approximation comes from our assumption in Eq. (2.26). In particular, we notice
that the size Ry of the quantum ball is fuzzy and should approximately lie within the interval



|Rs — (Rs )| < ARs, where

R 2 . Q?
and
R 4 . 2 Q?

This range is represented by the shaded region in Fig. 2 (for the same values of M and p used in
the left panel of Fig. 1 so that the maximum value of Q% ~ G M?).
We notice in particular that the upper boundary (2.29) is shorter than the classical event horizon

at r = Ry if
o 2@ ) @ (2.30)
3GN M? Gy M2’ '

equivalent to 4 Q? < 3Gy M?. The matter core could therefore be found with a larger radius than
the outer horizon Ry for Q?/Gx M? > 0.75 (see the upward arrow in Fig. 2). This also implies
that a dust ball of charge close to the extremal classical case Q?> = Gx M? would very likely not
be a classical black hole at all, © meaning that the probability of finding dust particles placed at
r > R, is not negligible (see, e.g. Refs. [50,51,54]). Likewise, the lower boundary (2.28) is shorter
than the inner horizon R_ if

Q? Q?

1— < :
Gy M2 ™ 3GN M?

(2.31)

which means that dust particles at the surface of the matter core could be found inside the classical
Cauchy horizon R_ with significant probability provided Q?/Gx M? 2 0.91 (see the downward
arrow in Fig. 2). The relevance of these results is that they further clarify the proper quantum
nature of the matter core and ensuing geometry.

3 Multilayer core

We now want to improve on the previous description of the dust ball by considering several layers
surrounding the innermost core where the charge is located, as described in the Introduction. The
solution for Eq. (1.9) is of the same form as Eq. (2.6), namely
_vip ezl
(Ri | nia) = Upia(Ri) = Apjae 2 R, T LY (i Ry) - (3.1)
where r = R; is the areal radius of dust particles located on the surface that identifies the inner

border of the i*" layer and the integer n; > 1 labels their quantum state. Similarly to what was
done in Section 2, we define the parameters

a—1  2u®M,

2 Yilpmd

Bria =i+ (3.2)

"Similar results were previously obtained in Refs. [44,53].



where now ~y; is associated with the energy levels of each shell ¢; by
2o _Shei
1 2 92
my by

and « is still given by Eq. (2.7) for all of the layers.
Substituting everything back in Eq. (3.1) we obtain the spectrum

2 _ 2
u? M; R; a1 2 pu* M; R;
U, o(Ri) = An.a - |R.? LY | —— ), 3.4
(i) : exp< Bniam%€p> v i 1<ﬁniam%£p (34)

where

A2, = L) 220 )" (3.5)
n;o 857%& 2 F3(a + nz) 57”0[ mg gp ) .

with eigenvalues
oo MM
’ 282, ,mp
These results are a simple generalisation of the approach to the global radius of the ball employed
in Section 2, and will be used it to describe a compact core for the black hole formed by layers
identified by particles located on their inner borders.

(3.6)

3.1 Single ground states

Following the procedure used in Section 2.2, particles in the ground state of each layer will have
energy €; = —u/2, equivalent to E? = 0, from Eq. (2.1). Correspondingly, we obtain v; = 7, in
Eq. (2.17) and

Bma = = G . (37)

The quantum number for dust particles in the ground state of each layer is therefore given by
Eq. (2.19) with M = M, and reads

M; 1 4Q? u?
ni:“2+<1— 14 %’“‘)zz\g. (3.8)
my 2 ms £y
From this result, we use Eq. (2.12) to obtain the expectation value of each shell,
R 3 Q?
Ri)~-GnM;|1l——— ), 3.9
Vi) = 5 O ( 3GN Mi) (39)

and, from the leading term in Eq. (2.27) for §; > 1, the uncertainty
N N 1 .
AR; = (R?>—<Ri)2:§<Ri>. (3.10)

These ground states are well defined provided the charge and discrete mass function M; satisfy the
condition given by Eq. (2.21), that is

Gn M2 > Q*+ M; (h/p) > Q7. (3.11)
Since M; > M;_1, the strongest constraint comes from ¢ = 1, that is
Q? < Gnyd (3.12)

where we used M; = o for the ADM mass of the central core.

10



3.2 Global ground state

Having generalised the construction for the global radius and the ground state expressions to indi-
vidual layers, we can now study a matter core of dust for the charged black holes made of nested
layers around a central charged core. In particular, the number N of layers and the (discrete) mass
function m(R;) = M; for the ground state is still to be determined. Like in Ref. [10], we can find a
self-consistent ground state by requiring that each layer of radius (]:ZZ ) in Eq. (3.9) have a thickness
given by the uncertainty AR; in Eq. (3.10).

The above assumption implies that

(Rir) = (Re) + AR~ S (Ry) (3.13)

which reproduces Eq. (2.22) for the surface of the ball with ¢ = N. This straightforwardly leads to
the condition
Q° 4Q?

My — — % A M;— —
o GN M1 3G M

which indeed reduces to the expected relation for the neutral case 3 M; 1 = 4 M; for @ = 0 [40].
We will solve Eq. (3.14) for the discrete mass function numerically. It is again convenient to use
the dimensionless quantities defined in Footnote 6, so that the equation now reads

(3.14)

2 4 2
3 Mgy — Q @ _y (3.15)
i+1 3 M;
The constraints (3.11) also read
. M -
M2 ———-Q*>0. (3.16)
f

We can solve Egs. (3.15) recursively by starting from the total ADM mass M = My41. The mass
My inside the outermost layer is then given by the positive solution of Eq. (3.15) with i = N,
and the process is repeated by solving Eq. (3.15) with My; — My, and so on for ¢ — ¢ — 1. In
this way, the mass inside the i*" layer can be obtained as long as Eq. (3.16) is satisfied, say up to
i = N — k, for which we stop and assume My _j = My is the central core containing the charge Q.
The number of layers N = k for a given ADM mass and charge is thus determined consistently.

A few results of the above procedure are displayed in Figs. 3 and 4, for different values of M,
o and Q chosen so that M > 1 and the plots are easier to read. By comparing the different plots,
one can see that heavier dust particles lead to the formation of more layers, and most of these layers
are closer to the central core [in agreement with the uncertainty (3.10)]. As expected, the number
of layers decreases for larger charge Q, since the inequality (3.16) saturates for smaller values of k.
It is particularly interesting to notice that the (dimensionless) discrete mass function is essentially
linear in the (dimensionless) layer radius

B _ 32
<Ri>:gMi (1—3%2) . (3.17)

This feature also appears in the neutral case [10].

The right panels in Figs. 3 and 4 show the discrete mass function M = M (R;), and we can
clearly see a linear behaviour, except near the extremal case Q ~ M. In that limiting regime, our
analysis implies that the core would only admit one layer (on top of the central charged core), which
is also in qualitative agreement with the fuzziness of the ball radius discussed in Section 2.2.

11
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Figure 3: Discrete mass function m = M; as function of the layer 7 (left panel) and areal radius (R;) (right

panel) for M = 103, ji = 1 and different values of Q.
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Figure 4: Discrete mass function m = M; as function of the layer i (left panel) and areal radius (R;) (right
panel) for M = 103, ji = 1072 and different values of Q.

3.3 Effective metric and energy-momentum tensor

The discrete mass function M = M (R;) obtained numerically in the previous section can be ap-
proximated by the continuous function

m~Kr, (3.18)

where K ~ 2/3Gy for Q?> < Gn M? (see Figs. 3 and 4). This mass function corresponds to an
effective quantum metric inside the dust ball given by Eq. (1.3) with ®

G 2
f=fy~-142GyK — i?Q . (3.19)
The positive zeros of f, would locate the possible horizons inside the dust ball, namely
2
r? ~ GNBQ . (3.20)

8The metric signature is + — ++ (r is a time coordinate) for r < ( R.) < R..

12



However, the charge @ must satisfy the condition (3.12), which implies that r2 < G% ug/3 and lies
inside the central core of mass M; = o, where the effective metric (3.19) cannot be employed. We
also remark that the geometry in the region outside the ball will be given by the vacuum Reissner-
Nordstrém metric (1.4) for r > ( Ry ) and one still has the outer event horizon Ry. 9 These results
are in agreement with the analysis in Sections 2.1 and 3.2.
From the above metric, we can then compute the Einstein tensor G*, = 8 # Gy T, and determine
the effective energy density and pressure
2
p=-T ~ 4fr2 + 8%4 =T~ —p,, (3.21)

and the effective tension

QQ
pL = Tge =

~ . 3.22
8mrd (3.22)

These effective quantities reproduce the expressions in Ref. [10] for the neutral case @ = 0 with the
same value of K ~2/3Gy. *°
It is important to notice that the term proportional to Q2 in the energy density Eq. (3.21)

is not integrable but would correspond to the electric field contribution to the standard Reissner-
Nordstréom singularity if the charge were localised at » = 0. As we discussed in the Introduction,
we instead assume that the charge is distributed over the innermost core of finite radius <R1> ~
Gx My > 0 given by Eq. (3.9) with i = 1. Egs. (3.21) and (3.22) therefore only hold for (R;) <
r < (Rs) (see Figs. 3 and 4 for examples of values taken by ( R;)).

4 Concluding remarks

We investigated a dust ball of mass M with electric charge @ localised inside a central massive
core surrounded by electrically neutral layers of dust particles governed by the general relativistic
dynamics. All dust particles would classically fall along radial geodesics in a Reissner-Nordstrom
metric with suitable mass function, which results in the Hamiltonian constraint Eq. (1.9).

This constraint equation is canonically quantised similarly to the one describing the motion of
the electron in the hydrogen atom and yields the discrete spectrum Eq. (3.4) for the dust particles in
terms of generalised associated Laguerre polynomials with indices determined by the mass (function)
and electric charge. The thickness of each layer is also related to the quantum uncertainty in the
(radial) localisation of particles therein.

The system was solved explicitly for the ground state, which can exist only if the charge and
mass function satisfy the bound in Eq. (3.11). In particular, these conditions ensure that the dust
ball in the ground state is a black hole, since all of the dust is localised inside the outer horizon
of the Reissner-Nordstrom metric, but tidal forces remain finite everywhere, so that there is no
physically dangerous singularity in the centre. Moreover, the classically extremal case cannot be
realised and the presence of an inner Cauchy horizon is further excluded. These two results are
particularly noteworthy and stem from the finite spatial size of the ground state.

The main difference with respect to the neutral case studied in Refs. [39,40] is that the quantum
numbers for the layers in the ground state are always very large for a ball of astrophysical mass if

9The precise matching of f, with frx at r = (ﬁs) requires a better approximation for both effective metrics
which is left for future developments.
0From Figs. 3 and 4, we see that K decreases slightly for larger Q.
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@ = 0 but can be of order one if the charge approaches the limiting value allowed by the bound
Eq. (2.21). Beside this technical aspect, the addition of an electric charge @ at the centre does not
alter the main features previously found in the completely neutral model, which further supports
the physical solidity of our approach to quantisation.

If the ground states obtained in Ref. [40] and in Section 3.2 were indeed to describe the endpoint
of the gravitational collapse, one could conclude that no physically dangerous singularity is formed
and the absence of a Cauchy horizon further removes known potential sources of instability for those
configurations. The existence of a very large (quantum) matter core inside the horizon can then
have potentially very interesting consequences for physical processes occurring in the outer region
that can therefore be detected, as shown, e.g. in Ref. [55]. The detailed analysis of such effects is
left for future publications.
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A Charge constraints for the ground state and extremal case
The expectation value ( Ry ) of the ball radius in Eq. (2.22) is positive provided
1265 —a?+1>0. (A1)
From Eq. (2.16) with 8,o = By = ,uM/mIQ), its uncertainty ARy is also positive if
1683 (B3, +2) — (> —1)*>0. (A.2)

Using the definition in Eq. (2.7), these inequalities read

@ LS A3
On M2 < + ERVE (A.3)

and
Q* <3GNM?. (A.4)

The conditions in Eqs. (A.3) and (A.4) are satisfied if Eq. (2.21) holds. Similar results are obtained
for individual layers.

We next notice that the condition for the existence of the quantum spectrum in Eq. (2.21)
implies that

1<a<28y—1. (A.5)
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We already considered the more astrophysical relevant case o ~ 1 for the dust ball with a relatively
small amount of charge in Section 2.2. Here, we shall instead study the ground state in the opposite

case when o ~ By, with Nyg ~ 1. From By = ,uM/mg, we have
M
mp
and Eq. (2.7) then implies
Q> ~GNM*. (A7)

which approaches the extremal case (see Fig. 1). For the same limiting case one obtains

AR, _ (AR mitTemi/uM s
im - = ~ — .
n—1 (na| Ry |na) 2(1+2pM/m2) 2
where we used By > 1. We can in general conclude that the uncertainty
1 AR,
< (A.9)
3 (na|Rs|na) 2

for uM/mg > 1.
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