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Self-consistent solution to the semiclassical Einstein equations of a star
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We present the interior solution for a static, spherically symmetric perfect fluid star backreacted
by QFT in four dimensions invoking no arbitrary parameters. It corresponds to a constant energy
density star and is fully non-perturbative. The space of solutions includes ultra-compact configu-
rations that have neither singularities nor light rings inside the star and can exist arbitrarily close
to the Schwarzschild limit, showing that the classical paradigm of astrophysics does not hold once

QFT in curved space is taken into account.

INTRODUCTION

The current paradigm of Astrophysics is an entangled
story between Quantum mechanics and General Relativ-
ity. It was essentially set by the work of Oppenheimer
and Volkoff in the 1930’s who, following Chandrasekhar’s
idea [I], used the quantum statistical mechanics of the
free Fermi gas as the source for solving the Einstein’s
equations of a star [2]. The essence of their result is
that there exists no static and smooth solutions arbitrar-
ily close to the Schwarzschild limit.

What this picture misses is to account for QFT cou-
pled to the gravitational field. QFT exhibits physical
effects that have no counterpart in relativistic quantum
statistical mechanics. An essential instance of this, as
we shall exploit here, are Anomalies. In this paper we
present the first exact self-consistent solution of a star
that takes into account the backreaction effects of QFT,
and ask whether the conclusions of the ruling paradigm
still hold.

We begin with a review of the classical interior
Schwarzschild solution of the constant density star for
two main reasons. First, it demonstrates how to find
a solution using a symmetry instead of an equation of
state. Second, it is a great solvable example to illustrate
the current paradigm of astrophysics. Plus, when we con-
sider the QFT backreaction it will again play an essential
role.

Consider a static and spherically symmetric spacetime
parametrized as:

ds® = > dr* + PO dr® 412403, (1)
coupled to matter described by a perfect fluid:
Tﬂl/ﬁuid = dlag(_papvpvp) . (2)

The paradigmatic example is the free Fermi gas at zero
temperature [I 2]. More generally, together with its
equation of state should emerge from a QCD calculation
in flat space. This is of course a quantum calculation,
but it is derived via QFT in Minkowski space, where
the expectation value in the vacuum state |2) vanishes
by definition: (Q|7},,#%4|Q) = 0. This does not hold in
curved space.

The equations of motion read:
G = 87G T, ™. (3)

At this point we can count degrees of freedom. Due
to the symmetries, reduce to three equations for the
four unknowns (p,p,v,\), meaning we are missing one
equation. The usual approach consists of providing an
equation of state relating p and p. This is a reasonable
strategy when one has more information about the micro-
scopic constituents of the fluid, but it is not mandatory.
A different approach is to impose some geometric con-
dition, for example a symmetry. Then, if solutions are
found, one can evaluate the density and pressure and de-
duce the corresponding equation of state and consider its
physical meaning.

Weyl flat solutions

The condition we will use in this paper is to restrict to
conformally flat metrics for the interior, which is equiva-
lent to the vanishing of the Weyl tensor. We will mostly
deal with the interior semiclassical solution and cannot
determine the exterior self-consistent solution, although
we uncover some of its properties.

Again due to the simplicity of the metric, it is easy
to see that all non-zero components of the Weyl tensor
are proportional to a single function, W, ,» o< W, so the
metric is conformally flat if

W=r2"4+r@/ =XN)r/ —=1) = +1=0. (4

This provides the remaining fourth equation to close
the system. As proved by Buchdahl [3], the only static
distribution of fluid with non-negative density and pres-
sure which generates a conformally flat metric through
the classical Einstein equations without cosmological
constant is the Schwarzschild interior solution.

A convenient system of two equations for two un-
knowns is obtained by subtracting the rr and 86 compo-
nents of which eliminates the pressure, and imposing

yields
1—e? 47N =0. (5)



This, together with , is a set of two ODEs for the two
unknown metric functions v(r) and A(r). Finally the
appropriate boundary conditions for local smoothness at
the origin are:

A(0) = N(0) = /(0) = 0. (6)

The solution is textbook material and can be

parametrized as:
2G Myr?
Ry
v 3 1 2GMO 1 1 2GM0’)"2
eV = — - - /2
2 Ry 2 R3

(7)

(®)

together with

My
—_ 9
Po %WR% (9)
3 _ 2G M. 2 3 _ 2G M. 2
po(r) = VR —2GMyR? — \/R3 — 2GMor (10)

~ P RS —2GMor? — 3y/RE - 2GMoRE

In this classical solution My, Ry are two positive con-
stants which represent the mass and radius of the sphere.
This comes from the boundary conditions at the surface
of the star. In the simplest case, one glues this interior
to an exterior Schwarzschild vacuum solution

-1
ds* = — (1 — 2GM> dt* + (1 — 2GM) dr® +r?dQ3

T r

where the fluid density and pressure pg, pg vanish. Then
by general physical principles, one requires that the pres-
sure (not the density) is continuous at the boundary so
the radius of the star is defined by

p(Ro) =0, (11)

as can be readily verified in . These boundary condi-
tions at the surface imply that )\’ is discontinuous while
v/ is not. The Riemann tensor, containing no A", is thus
discontinuous but finite there. As usual, defining the

Misner mass via e”2* := 1 — QG#("), the Einstein equa-
tions give m(r) = 4x [; drr?p, and the total mass is then

My :=m(Ryp).

The paradigm

The constant density star solution described above is
a great illustration of the ruling paradigm alluded to ear-
lier, namely that there is a gap between the most compact
stars in the universe, and black holes, and mothing can
live in between. In classical GR there are two main re-
sults that suggest that ultracompact objets cannot exist,
arguing they are either singular (spacetime is not regu-
lar) or unstable (e.g. under gravitational perturbations).

More precisely, for a star of positive mass there exist no
solutions both regular and gravitationally stable that are
arbitrarily close to the black hole limit. This picture re-
lies only on the following theorems.

Let’s consider first the issue of smoothness. Buchdahl
proved [4] that for a sphere of radius Ry and mass My
made of perfect fluid, if p > 0 and 9,p < 0 but assum-
ing nothing about the equation of state, static spheri-
cally symmetric solutions to the Einstein equations
are regular (free of singularities) only if they are above
the Buchdahl bound

Ry 9
GM, ~ 4~

(12)

The constant density solution is a perfect example of
this: the central pressure diverges as we approach
the bound. Beyond the Buchdahl limit, — are still
exact static solutions to —, but they all have cur-
vature singularities. Therefore, under these assump-
tions, solutions become singular much before we reach
the Schwarzschild radius.

The second set of results [5H7] argues for instability,
which is linked to the existence of light rings — trajec-
tories where null rays form closed orbits in space. This
can be understood by recasting the null geodesic radial
equation in the form e2**Vi2 4V = E, where V is the
effective potential. For compact enough solutions with
Ry < 3GMj, two light rings — extrema of V — appear.
If the exterior is the Schwarzschild vacuum metric, the
outer light ring always sits at » = 3G My, whereas the in-
ner one is inside the surface of the star. For the constant
density star above the Buchdahl bound, the inner light
ring (iLR) is located at

1 [ R: 4R, — 9GM,
e \/RO Ro — 9G M, 13)

LR T 3\ GMy Re — 2GM,
The index ‘reg’ indicates that the metric at this location
is regular, in contrast to the situation described below.

The inner light ring is a local minimum of the potential
V', which is guaranteed by topological arguments [6], [7].
This leads to the existence of long lived gravitational
modes there, which has been conjectured to lead to in-
stability at the non-linear level: gravitational waves will
focus there, increasing the curvature, which deepens the
potential well, leading to further focusing and so on [5].
The conclusion is that stars become dynamically unsta-
ble even before approaching the Buchdahl bound.

What happens if we go beyond the Buchdahl bound?
Since we have an explicit solution, we can simply evaluate
it in this region of parameters and see what happens.
First, notice that the regular inner light ring radius
shrinks to the origin at the Buchdahl limit and becomes
imaginary (thus unphysical) beyond that line. However,
examining the metric — we see that at this point
there is a new radius, that is both a light ring (V" has a



local minimum there) and a curvature singularity, that
becomes real beyond this limit:

4Ry
GM,

i€ = Roy /9 — (14)

It is not clear whether this means stability or insta-
bility in this case, since the manifold is singular any-
ways. Anyhow, as we consider solutions that are closer
to the black hole limit, the radius of this singular light
ring grows outwards until it coincides with the surface
(riig = Ro) precisely when Ry = 2G M.

This limiting solution is an example of a gravastar [§].
As is well known and readily seen from , the interior
solution becomes a patch of de Sitter with p = —p both
being constants. This internal dS; cannot be smoothly
connected to an external vacuum Schwarzschild metric
since it has a curvature singularity at the surface. In this
sense, gravastars are very different from black holes, for
the metric is totally smooth at the event horizon. Fig.
summarizes this section and illustrates the classical pic-
ture we have described.

— Black hole — Buchdahl limit — Light rings appear
GM
R=2GM

black holes

singular R=9GM/4

regular, unstable

R =3GM

regular, stable

R

FIG. 1. Space of solutions to the classical problem. Regu-
lar means no singularities; unstable means having inner light
rings. Angles are not to scale.

Having revisited the classical picture, we next define
the problem when matter is upgraded to QFT in curved
space. We find the exact solution of the fully backreacted
system for a perfect fluid star and examine its properties.

QUANTUM FIELDS IN CURVED SPACE

From now on we will focus on semiclassical gravity,
where the matter fields are quantized but the metric re-
mains classical. Quantum fields coupled to gauge or grav-
itational fields exhibit very unique phenomena. In this
work we focus on the role of anomalies, in particular the

trace, conformal or Weyl anomaly induced by the cur-
vature. Before going into the details of this, let’s first
consider a more familiar example.

Consider a free spinor in four dimensional flat
space coupled to an electromagnetic field satisfying
(iv*D, —m)y = 0. At the classical level 9,J =
2ima)ys1p, showing that if the spinor is massless then
there is chiral symmetry. However, once the Dirac field
is quantized there is an additional contribution from the
chiral anomaly [9] T0]

It = 2imipysyp —

ie? wpo
39,2 € F, F,. (15)

This emphasizes that the anomaly is a contribution
that comes on top of the ones already breaking the sym-
metry explicitly at the classical level.

Now let us return the system we are interested in. If
the fluid describes a field with conformal symmetry (for
example free massless particles) the trace of its stress
tensor (71id)4 = —p + 3p would vanish. But if one
quantizes fields in curved space, the conformal, Weyl or
trace anomaly states instead that [TTHI3]

, 1
TH =—p+3p+ e (cW? —aE) . (16)

Here W? = W,,,c WH*? and E = RMPIR,,,, —
AR RM 4+ R? is the Euler density, which satisfies
[d*z\/=gE = (2m)2x, giving the Euler charactersitic
when integrated over the manifold. Notice we omitted
the term (R, as its coeflicient is scheme-dependent and
not universal (more on this below).

The central charge ¢ and the coefficient a (where we
have absorbed i) depend on the spin of the fields and
are well understood for both the free and interacting
cases [12, 14]. Then just as explained for the chiral
anomaly, the conformal or trace anomaly is a contribu-
tion that comes on top of those that break conformal
symmetry at the classical level. This means that the to-
tal stress tensor has two components,

T;w — ijﬂuid + Tuyquan , (17)

where 792" is defined as those terms generating the
anomaly in . But determining the individual compo-
nents T/1)*", which encode the effects of QFT coupled to
the gravitational field, is where the difficulty lies. All we
know in general is its trace. These contributions are no-
toriously difficult to calculate because they involve renor-
malization in curved space, and there is no known closed
formula for a general metric.

And yet there is one case where this contribution
is explicitly known: for conformally coupled quantum
fields propagating on a conformally flat (Weyl flat) back-



ground. In four dimensions, the result is [15]

lequant — (18)

—a R?
e (3
where R, is the Ricci tensor, and a is the coefficient
appearing in .

The result is obtained by functionally integrat-
ing the trace anomaly with respect to the conformal fac-
tor [I5]. The integration ‘constant’ is then fixed by the
requirement that the anomaly vanishes when the space-
time is flat, i.e. (QT;;**(€2) = 0 when g,,, = 7, Since
this is a local computation, it applies to any conformally
flat subset, such as the interior of a star.

We are finally ready to specify the problem we will

consider. We look for solutions to the fully backreacted
semiclassical set of Einstein’s equations given by:

4
gRRW ,

- RaﬁRaﬁ> Juv + 2RMARV)\ -

G/u/ — 871G (leﬂuid 4 THVQuant) (19)
Wiwps =0 (20)

where W is the Weyl tensor, together with (1)), (2)
and . We emphasize that this system is only self-
consistent under the assumption that the resulting met-
ric is Weyl flat, because only then is T"?" given by
(18). This is the reason why this trick fails in the ex-
terior: the vacuum Schwarzschild solution is not Weyl
flat. Furthermore, notice that although has been
evaluated before on top of the fixed Schwarzschild inte-
rior star background[T6], [I'7], to the best of our knowledge
this is the first time it is used as a source to find the self-
consistent solution.

Since the renormalized quantum stress tensor can be
derived from a diffeomorphism invariant effective ac-
tion for a generic spacetime, it is identically conserved:
VAT = 0 (just like the Einstein tensor). Therefore
the fluid conservation equation V”Tfﬁid = 0 leads to the
Bianchi identity as usual.

Let us clarify what this system of equations is not.
It does not correspond to taking the Einstein equations
and merely ‘changing the equation of state’, as it is so
often done in the literature. Neither is it a higher order
derivative theory: the new terms arising from , albeit
non-linear, contain only second derivatives of the metric
(this is the other reason to eliminate the (R terms in the
trace). Rather, the system presented here is a different
set of equations describing how matter interacts with the
geometry, but leaves no room for arbitrary degrees of
freedom with respect to General Relativity or QFT.

SEMICLASSICAL SOLUTION

We proceed just as in the classical case. Subtracting
the radial and angular components of and imposing

the Weyl flatness now gives
(1—e* +7)) (7re®* +2aGV') =0, (21)

which together with forms a closed set of two equa-
tions for the two unknowns v, \.

This factorization is rather remarkable. In contrast to
the classical case, there are two families of solutions in-
stead of one. The first branch is identical to the classical
equation . And since the Weyl condition is purely
geometric (contains no a), it implies that the metric for
this branch of exact solutions to the exact equations -
is identical to the classical one! This is the solution
we shall focus on below. The other equation contained
in is briefly commented on in the Discussion.

As we have just described, the QFT backreacted sys-
tem of equation admits a solution for the metric that is
identical to its classical version: the Schwarzschild inte-
rior star -. However, even though the metric looks
the same as in the classical theory, the physical system is
not identical: the semiclassical Einstein equations yield
a density and pressure for the fluid different from their
classical values:

8a
p(r) = po = = G*pg (22)
p(r) = po(r) +
8a G2 o VRS —2GMyR2 + \/R3 — 2GMyr2
*V/RE —2GMyr? — 3\/R3 — 2GMyR2

(23)

where pg, py are given by @[) and , respectively.

This is the exact solution to the semiclassical equations
for the interior of a star. It is non-perturbative in a, as
we never assumed it to be small. The energy density
is again constant and the fluid isotropic. And although
one could renormalise the density, this doesn’t work for
the pressure because the correction is not proportional to
po(r). As we explain below, here My and Ry are merely
parameters: they do not correspond any more to the
actual mass and radius of the sphere, to which we turn
next.

Radius and Mass.

The exact solution derived above describes only the in-
terior of the star. In order to construct the entire space-
time, one would like to glue this to an exterior geometry
that is also a solution to the semiclassical (not the clas-
sical) equations in the vacuum with Tﬁlﬁid = 0. Such
system of equations is currently unknown, let alone its
general solution. One would expect that such exterior
backreacted metric would be continuously connected to
the classical Schwarzschild vacuum solution, but this lat-
ter has non-vanishing Weyl tensor, so the method pre-
sented here is not useful.



Now, whatever the exterior solution turns out to be,
one of its defining properties is that the fluid pressure
vanishes outside the star. And similarly to the classical
case we require continuity of the pressure at the surface,
so that the physical radius R (and not Ry) of the sphere
is now defined by

p(R) =0. (24)

This is the correct condition because p(r) (and nothing
else) is the pressure of matter as measured by a device
in a sufficiently small region of spacetime. The QFT
corrections coming from 79"*" should be understood, as
shown above, as modifications to the Einstein equations
of the system, which evidently affect the numerical value
of p(r) as seen in (23)). But their effect can only be de-
tected through their interaction with gravity.

Equation has a positive solution only if

2aG* My > TR} . (25)
If so, the positive root is given by
R=RyQ (26)
where

B [(mR3 + 2aG*My)? — AmaGR{) b

|T R} — 2aG? M|

(27)

Defining the Misner mass m(r) in the usual way
e” ) =1 — QG#(T), the total mass M := m(R) of
the sphere is given by:

M = M, Q3. (28)

From — we see that with the QFT effects in-
cluded, Ry and M, are not the physical radius and
mass any more, but rather simply two real numbers
parametrizing the space of solutions. The physical ra-
dius and mass are R and M respectively.

In the classical limit ¢ — 0 we have @ — 1
and thus M — My, R — Ry, showing that the
semiclassical solution, although fully non-perturbative
in a, is smoothly connected to the classical one.
The Misner mass coincides with the integral m(r) =
—4m [ dr r? (T01d 4 TOgauan) - Having found the
mass and radius of the spheres, we turn to the analy-
sis of smoothness and stability.

SPACE OF SOLUTIONS

In the review of the classical case, we saw that the
space of solutions is governed by three important curves
in the radius/mass plane: the appearance of the light
rings, the Buchdahl bound, and the Schwarzschild limit
(corresponding to an interior de Sitter space). For the
self-consistent case we can understand the space of so-
lutions by starting from the classical solution and then

using the map (Rg, Mo) — (R, M) defined by (26)-(28).

Light rings. Similarly as in the classical case, light
rings first appear inside the star when 7% (Ro, Mo, a) =
R(Ry, My, a), where we have made the dependence ex-
plicit to emphasize how this is solved. This defines a
curve in the parameter space (R, My) which via —
(28)) produces the blue solid curve in the corresponding
physical plane (R, M) in Fig.

At very large radius and masses this curve asymptotes
to its classical limit (dashed blue), which can be under-
stood by looking at the classical solution. The classical
density scales as pg ~ 1/ R% along a straight line My ~ Ry
which vanishes at large Ry. For solutions of finite pres-
sure, we have from that po(r) o« po so the pres-
sure become negligible in this limit and thus curvature,
and the associated QFT effects, become small in that
regime. Here large radius means compared to the scale
VaG ~ \/alp where ¢p is the Planck length. We return
to this point in the Discussion.

Quantum Buchdahl bound. One way of charac-
terizing the Buchdahl limit is when the central pres-
sure diverges. By comparing and , it is clear
that the fluid and quantum contributions share the same
pole. Therefore the Buchdahl bound is still located at
Ry = %GMO in terms of the parameters Ry, My. But re-
call that these are not any more the physical radius and
mass. To find the new Buchdahl bound in terms of the
physical values R, M, we map this straight line to the
physical plane using —. This gives the solid red
line in Fig. [2l Just like the light ring curve, the quantum
bound asymptotes to its classical limit, as it should.

De Sitter solutions. We saw in the classical case
that dS4 space appeared as the interior solution of the
star as we approach the Schwarzschild limit (i.e. gravas-
tars). One way of identifying dS space is via the Null
Energy Condition (NEC). Choosing the null vector k*
along the (¢,7) plane, the NEC operator for the fluid is

4CLG2 MO

Tﬂuid WLV _ = (1
e = (o) = (1- 2453

) (pO +p0) ’
(29)

where the last term corresponds to the classical NEC.
This expression shows that in the QFT case, there are
three possible dS, instead of one.

The first de Sitter is again the Schwarzschild limit, just
as in the classical case. This is particularly simple, as the

line Ry = 2G My is mapped to R = 2GM. The interior
3(a—4nGMZ)
12872GA Mg
As we have explained, these

solution is dSy withp = —p = corresponding

0 p0 = —po = 5 g
solutions should be interpreted as gravastar rather than
regular black holes since they satisfy r] ¥ = R so they
are singular at the surface. They are depicted again as
black solid in Fig.

Now we find two dS, that have no classical analogues.
First we have the line My = it in parameter space that

4aG?
maps to another dSy, this time with p = —p = ﬁ and



— Black hole limit — Buchdahl limit — Light rings appear
Fluid de Sitter — Vacuum de Sitter

GM
R=9GM/4
black holes
singular regular, unstable
Gy
regular, stable (7) R = 3GM
A
B
regular, stable
R
FIG. 2. Space of self-consistent solutions for a star, the

dashed lines indicating their classical counterparts from Fig[l]
G; are given by and . The most novel result is the
existence of region A wherein solutions have no light rings nor
singularities inside the star. B has no star-like solutions.

corresponds to the solid orange curve in Fig. We call
these Fluid de Sitter solutions, because the density and
pressure of the fluid are non-zero. They are singular since
again since 7 ¥ = R. This line ends at the gravastar
point

‘;ﬁ 2,1) . (30)

™

Ql : (R,GM) =

Finally we have the Vacuum de Sitter solutions, given
by choice (Rg, GMy) = \/¥(1,1/2) corresponding to
po = 83%, a single point in parameter space where the
map (Mo, Ro) — (M, R) becomes ill-defined and
is saturated. These solutions have zero matter content
since p = 0,p = 0 for the fluid (hence the name vacuum),
so they are supported only by quantum effects. They are
regular: since rij |5 > R the putative singularity lies out-
side the surface, where other equations of motion apply,
so it is unphysical. Since the fluid pressure vanishes ev-
erywhere one can use any radius to define a surface and
integrate to get a mass, giving the solid purple curve of
Fig. [2] ending at the gravastar point

Ga : (R, GM) = \/f (1, ;) . (31)

These three dS, lines define the region A, where solu-
tions have no light rings or singularities inside the star,
and the NEC is satisfied. Region B contains no star-like
solutions (the pressure never vanishes) so we discard it.

DISCUSSION

We have presented an exact non-perturbative solu-
tion to the semiclassical equations of the interior of a
star which includes the full effects of QFT in curved
spacetime, where the metric remains classical and only
matter is quantized. We have shown that there is a
regime of masses/radii of order ~ v/aG where the clas-
sical paradigm does not hold, a being the trace anomaly
Euler coefficient. There are different possible interpreta-
tions for this.

For the Standard Model a ~ 1 so these objects are
of Planckian size. In the absence of a satisfactory the-
ory of quantum gravity (which may not even exist), we
must either take this at face value or declare the result
invalid. On the other hand one can consider this solu-
tion in the ‘academic’ regime a > 1 where no Planckian
scales are involved. Either way, the result stands as the
exact solution to the well defined mathematical problem
of self-consistent semiclassical equations.

The existence of the region A bounded by three dS,4
lines is one of the main results of this work. By defini-
tion, the interior of stars in A contain no singularities.
Nor can they contain any light rings: for those geometries
the two candidate radii and are either imagi-
nary or lie outside the surface, respectively, so they are
unphysical. Solutions in this region are the most incom-
patible with the standard theory, which claims that con-
figurations sufficiently close to the Schwarzschild limit
will either be singular or have interior light rings.

This leads to a striking conclusion about the exte-
rior geometry of solutions in A. Assuming they are
also smooth manifolds, topological theorems guarantee
that light rings come in min/max pairs [6], [7]. And since
there’s no light rings in the interior, we conclude that the
exterior semiclassical solution must have either no light
rings or an even number of them.

Finally as we noted above, the semiclassical equation
possesses, in addition to a star-like one, a second
branch of solutions satisfying mre?* + 2aGv’ = 0, which
introduced back into leads to:

7
7"1/—/ + i+ 2r? (V)2 + <4aG - r) V' +1=0. (32)

v r

This branch only exists for a > 0, so it is a genuinely
QFT effect with no classical counterpart. It does not de-
scribe an object with a physical surface, and a thorough
analysis goes beyond the scope of this work.

We finish by suggesting some open questions and ideas.
First, the result used here captures only ‘local’ ge-
ometric terms, but the effect of the more general non-
local contributions [I8H20] remains a very important open
problem (see also [2IH23] regarding horizons). And con-
nected to this: what are the right semiclassical equations
(let alone their solution) for a self-consistent QFT back-
reacted vacuum exterior? Do these exterior solutions, in



particular those associated with configurations in region
A of Fig. 2] have light rings or not? And if such novel so-
lutions in A were to exist in Nature, how would one detect
them? Last but not the least, all gravitational anoma-
lies in 2n dimensions derive from an Atiya-Singer index
theorem in 2n + 2 dimensions [24, 25]. It appears that
one could make more progress by taking this as starting
point.
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