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We propose a novel and natural mechanism for cosmic acceleration driven by primordial black
holes (PBHs) exhibiting repulsive behavior. Using a new “Swiss Cheese” cosmological approach,
we demonstrate that this cosmic acceleration mechanism is a general phenomenon by examining
three regular black hole spacetimes - namely the Hayward, Bardeen and Dymnikova spacetimes - as
well as the singular de Sitter-Schwarzschild spacetime. Interestingly, by matching these black hole
spacetimes with an isotropic and homogeneous expanding Universe, we obtain a phase of cosmic
acceleration that ends at an energy scale characteristic to the black hole parameters or due to black
hole evaporation. This cosmic acceleration mechanism can be relevant either to an inflationary phase
with a graceful exit and reheating or to an early dark energy type of contribution pertinent to the
Hubble tension. Remarkably, we find that ultra-light PBHs with masses m < 5×108g dominating the
energy content of the Univese before Big Bang Nucleosynthesis, can drive a successful inflationary
expansion era without the use of an inflaton field. Additionally, PBHs with masses m ∼ 1012g and
abundances 0.107 < Ωeq

PBH < 0.5, slightly before matter-radiation equality, can produce a substantial
amount of early dark energy, helping to alleviate the H0 tension.

Introduction– Primordial black holes (PBHs), were
firstly introduced in ‘70s [1–4], leading to the famous
Hawking discovery of black hole evaporation [5]. Among
numerous PBH formation mechanisms one can mention
indicatively the collapse of enhanced primordial cosmo-
logical perturbations [2, 6, 7] [See [8–10] for inflation-
ary realizations], cosmological phase transitions [11–13],
scalar field instabilities [14], topological defects [15, 16]
and modified/quantum gravity constructions [17–19].

Interestingly, these objects have recently captured the
attention of the scientific community since they can
potentially account for a part or the totality of dark
matter [20, 21], providing us with a natural explana-
tion for the formation of large-scale structures [22, 23].
Furthermore, PBHs can interpret quite well some of
the black hole merging events recently detected by the
LIGO/VIRGO collaboration [24, 25], playing also a sig-
nificant role in the processes of reheating [26], baryogene-
sis [27–30] and cosmic magnetic field generation [31–33].
For recent reviews on PBHs, the interested reader can
see [34, 35].

To the best of our knowledge, most research on PBHs
assumes Schwarzschild or Kerr spacetimes for the PBH
metric [35–39]. In this Letter, however, we explore PBHs
with repulsive behaviour, which, in most cases, imply
that they are regular [40]. These classes of PBHs space-
times are particularly interesting from a theoretical per-
spective, as they offer a potential common solution to
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both the dark matter and singularity problems [41–49].
For comprehensive reviews on regular black hole space-
times see [50–53].

With this Letter we aim to report a novel and natu-
ral mechanism that generates cosmic acceleration based
on a “Swiss Cheese” approach, used to model a black
hole dominated Universe. The “Swiss Cheese” cosmolog-
ical model, firstly introduced in the ’40s by Einstein and
Strauss [54], matches the metric of a black hole with a
homogeneous and isotropic spacetime. Notably, in the
case of the Schwarzschild spacetime, one gets naturally a
dust filled homogeneous and isotropic Universe.

As we will show below, when the matching involves
black holes with repulsive behavior, it generically leads
to an era of accelerated cosmic expansion! To describe
and analyze this cosmic acceleration mechanism, we will
specifically consider three classes of regular black hole
spacetimes, namely the Hayward [55], Bardeen [56] and
Dymnikova [57–59] spacetimes, as well as one singular
case, the de-Sitter Schwarzschild black hole [60, 61].

Remarkably, we find that this cosmic acceleration
mechanism can play a significant role in generating an
inflationary expansion phase that terminates below a spe-
cific energy scale, depending on the PBH metric consid-
ered, or naturally ends due to black hole evaporation.
This offers an alternative reheating scenario driven by
PBH evaporation [8, 26, 62–64].Additionally, it may con-
tribute to a substantial early dark energy (EDE) com-
ponent, without the need for a scalar field, before the
emission of the cosmic microwave background (CMB),
thereby helping to alleviate the Hubble tension.
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Regular black holes– Regular black hole solutions
can arise naturally within quantum gravity scenarios,
with the latter removing curvature singularities, working
either with an ensemble of continuous quantum space-
times [65–67] or with discrete geometries [68, 69]. In
both cases, the quantum gravity theory under considera-
tion should explain how classical spacetime emerges. It is
then reasonable to describe the black hole spacetime with
a classical metric presenting phenomenological correc-
tions at high curvature, so that it exhibits non-singular
(regular) behavior at the center [55–57, 70–81]. In par-
ticular, within this study, we will work with three types
of non-singular black hole spacetimes, namely the Hay-
ward [55], the Bardeen [56] and the Dymnikova [57, 58]
spacetimes. In the following, we illustrate our cosmic
acceleration mechanism with the Hayward metric.

The metric originally proposed by Hayward reads
as [55]

ds2 = −F (R) dt2 +
1

F (R)
dR2 +R2 dΩ2 , (1)

with

F (R) = 1− 2GNM(R)

R
, (2)

and

M(R) =
mR3

R3 + 2GN mL2

≈

{
m (R ≫ G

1/3
N m1/3L2/3)

R3/(2GNL
2) (R ≪ G

1/3
N m1/3L2/3) .

Here, we set c = 1 and m is interpreted as the mass of
the black hole at asymptotic infinity.

This metric (1) possesses Killing horizons, determined
by the roots of

F (R) = 1− 2GN mR2

R3 + 2L2 GN m
= 0 , (3)

and dependent on L and m. In particular, one can show
that for m > 3

√
3 L

4GN
the metric features inner and outer

horizons at R ≃ 2GN m and R ≃ L, respectively. A
detailed analysis of these Killing horizons including Pen-
rose diagrams can be found in [55, 82]. For the cases of
the Bardeen and Dymnikova black hole spacetimes, see
the discussion in the Appendices B and C respectively.
In the Appendix D, we study also the case of a singular
black hole spacetime with a repulsive behaviour, namely
the de Sitter-Schwarzschild spacetime 1.

1 We need to note here that the de Sitter-Schwarzschild metric
can be viewed as a particular limit of the McVittie metric [83]
describing a black hole or massive compact object within general
relativity immersed in an expanding cosmological spacetime. Ac-
cording to recent arguments [84–86] it can describe quite well the
PBH metric at least in the stages of the PBH gravitational col-
lapse.

Cosmological “Swiss Cheese” matching gives
acceleration– The matching of an exterior homogeneous
and isotropic spacetime to an arbitrary, static and spheri-
cally symmetric interior is described within the Appendix
A. See also here [87] for a detailed discussion about
matching conditions. At this point, it is important to
clarify two issues regarding the “Swiss Cheese” approach
adopted here. Firstly, in our case the “Swiss Cheese”
concerns the early Universe, where an almost homoge-
neous distribution of black holes is a very good approxi-
mation [88–91], something that is not true for the present
epoch. Secondly, the arguments against the stability of
the “Swiss Cheese” [92] are not important in our case
since we do not use the matching to describe the influ-
ence of a current large scale structure, i.e. one galaxy
or a galaxy cluster, which was the original idea of the
Einstein-Strauss work. We study instead the effect on
the early cosmic expansion considering a Universe filled
with many black holes, hence our “Swiss Cheese” method
is well justified.

For the case of the Hayward metric, our “Swiss Cheese”
describing a single black hole matched to a homogeneous
and isotropic Universe, gives rise the following cosmic
expansion equations

H2 =
ȧ2

a2
=

2GNm

R3 + 2GNmL2
− k

a2
, (4)

ä

a
=

GNm(4GNL
2m−R3)

(2GNL2m+R3)2
, (5)

where R = a rΣ, a is the scale factor and H = ȧ/a is the
Hubble parameter. For more details on the derivation of
the aforementioned equations see the Appendix A.

Next, we consider a Universe filled with numerous
black holes (black hole dominated cosmic content) and
derive the dynamical background equations governing the
cosmic expansion. In particular, we consider a system
of multiple spherical vacuoles, each containing a single
black hole, where the density inside each vacuole is given
by ρ = 3m/(4π (a rΣ)

3). Here, ρ represents the density
of the exterior region, corresponding to the total energy
density of the Universe.

One then can determine the conditions for cosmic ac-
celeration or deceleration in such a Universe, writing
Eq. (5) as

ä

a
= 4πGNρ

(16GNL
2πρ− 3)

(8GNL2πρ+ 3)2
. (6)

The expression 16GNL
2 π ρ− 3 in the numerator, deter-

mines the sign of the acceleration parameter ä/a with the
critical energy density, ρc, at which ä = 0 reading

ρc =
3

16πGNL2
. (7)

When ρ > ρc, the acceleration is positive whereas one re-
covers a conventional deceleration when ρ < ρc. Conse-
quently, the exit from inflation is natural and guaranteed
without introducing any fine tuning.
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Cosmological implications of the PBH driven
cosmic acceleration mechanism– Having derived the
modified cosmic expansion dynamics for a Universe filled
with PBHs with repulsive behavior, we now explore two
possible cosmological implication of this PBH-driven cos-
mic acceleration: its role in inflation and early dark en-
ergy.

Inflation with graceful exit and reheating– Since the ini-
tial conditions concerning the Big Bang are unknown and
perhaps unknowable, a black hole dominated early Uni-
verse remains a plausible possibility [93, 94]. We thus as-
sume an initial population of randomly distributed Hay-
ward PBHs, dominating the energy budget of the Uni-
verse before Big Bang Nucleosynthesis (BBN), generated
by quantum gravity processes [82, 95, 96]. To facilitate
the derivation of analytical constraints on black hole pa-
rameters, we consider a monochromatic PBH mass spec-
trum. Even if the early Universe initially consisted of
a cosmic soup of massless degrees of freedom within the
framework of Standard Model Hot Bing Bang cosmology,
without an inflaton field [97], together with PBHs, there
can always be processes under which PBHs can eventu-
ally dominate due to their slower dilution compared to ra-
diation. For a more detailed discussion on how PBHs can
outlast and dominate radiation, see [62–64, 98]. Working
within flat topology (k = 0), the expansion rate (4) will
read as

H2 =
8π

3
GN

(
ρ−1 +

8π

3
GN L2

)−1

. (8)

The solution of this equation provides a non-singular
expansion, as it is expected since our “Swiss Cheese”
Universe is filled with non-singular black holes. For a
very large initial black hole density, Eq. (8) becomes
H2 ≃ L−2 = constant, giving an exponential inflationary
expansion with the scale factor reading as

a = aie
t/L, (9)

where ai is a non-zero starting value. Inflation can end ei-
ther due to black hole evaporation or when the black hole
density reaches ρe ≃ G−1

N L−2. This occurs when the two
terms in Eq. (8) become comparable, indicating the end
of inflation, as denoted by the subscript e. Thus, after
the end of inflation, if evaporation has not yet occurred,
the expansion rate can be expressed as

H2 =
8π

3
GN

ρe a
3
e

a3
, (10)

since the second term in Eq. (8) becomes negligible. Here,
we have used the fact that energy density of the Universe
is equal to the PBH mass energy density, i.e. ρ = ρPBH =
ρea

3
e/a

3.
It is a reasonable approximation to assume that PBHs

evaporate rapidly [99], with their lifetime depending on
their initial mass. This evaporation process can take
place either after the end of inflation or during the in-
flationary era, leading to an exit from inflation before

reaching the critical density ρe ≃ G−1
N L−2. After black

hole evaporation, the expansion rate follows that of a
radiation-dominated Universe, with H2 ∝ a−4.

Let us then make a qualitative analysis regarding the
number of e-folds during inflation Ninf , defined as Ninf ≡
ae/ai, as well as reheating within our scenario. We work
for concreteness with the case of evaporation taking place
after the end of inflation. As we will show later this is
always the case for regular PBHs independently of the
the values of the PBH mass m and the PBH regularising
parameters. One then gets from Eq. (8) that

ρe ≃ G−1
N L−2 =

π2

30
greh T

4
reh , (11)

where greh is the number of relativistic degrees of freedom
for the reheated plasma and where we have assumed in-
stantaneous reheating. The reheating temperature Treh

can then be recast as

Treh =

(
30

π2 greh

)1/4

L−1/2G
−1/4
N . (12)

Since, the temperature of the thermal plasma T scales as
T ∝ 1/a we have that ae/a0 ∼ T0/Treh with T0 = 2.7K
and a0 = 1, where 0 denotes today’s value.

One then can derive a lower bound on Ninf in order to
solve the horizon problem. In particular, one should re-
quire that the today’s comoving observable length scale,
λ0, defined as λ0 = (a0 H0)

−1, is smaller than the par-
ticle horizon distance during inflation dinf , defined as
dinf ≃ 1/(aiHinf). Consequently, one has that

λ0/dinf < 1 ⇔ e−Ninfae Hinf/(a0 H0) < 1

⇔ Ninf > ln(T0/Treh)− ln(LH0).
(13)

This bound on Ninf is always satisfied for reasonable val-
ues of L above the Planck length and small enough ai.

Reheating is also vital for any viable inflationary sce-
nario. In our scenario, it happens naturally due to the
evaporation of PBHs after the end of the exponential in-
flationary phase. For a crude estimate of the PBH evap-
oration, we use a time-dependent version of the Hayward
metric [100]

F = 1− 2GNm(t)R2

R3 + 2GNm(t)L2
. (14)

The Vaidya-type modifications of this metric [101–103]
also include an extra redshift factor α(t, R). Here, we
consider an improved evaporation law for the Hayward
black hole, suggested in Ref. [100], which gives a smooth
description of Hawking radiation. The corrected PBH
evaporation law [100] gives the following mass loss rate

dm(t)

dt
∼ − np

1920π

l2Pl

L2

1

G2
N m(t)2

∼ 1

C3G2
N m(t)2

, (15)

where np is the number of distinct polarizations of
emitted particles, lPl is the Planck length and C ≡
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(
640π
np

)1/3 (
L
lPl

)2/3
. Integrating thus Eq. (15) from m

to 0, the black hole lifetime we get is

tevap =
1

3
C3 G2

N m3 . (16)

For successful reheating we require as well that evapo-
ration is complete before BBN, which begins at tBBN ≃
1min,

tevap ≤ tBBN ⇒ m ≤ G
−2/3
N C−1(3tBBN)

1/3 . (17)

This gives a constraint on the black holes mass. For np ∼
100 and L = 100 lPl, we get m < 1032GeV = 5× 108g.

In order to be consistent with BBN, one should re-
quire that the thermalisation of Hawking radiation after
evaporation results in a temperature Treh larger than the
BBN, TBBN ∼ 4MeV, leading to

Treh > TBBN ⇒ ρPBH,evap >
π2 greh
30

T 4
BBN . (18)

In summary, as long as our scenario satisfies the con-
straints (13), (17) and (18), it is consistent with an infla-
tionary epoch with graceful exit and reheating proceeding
through PBH evaporation.

At this point, it is useful to compare the critical en-
ergy density ρc (7) and the energy density at the end
of the PBH evaporation process ρevap in order to see at
which energy scale we are met with the termination of the
early cosmic acceleration phase. One can estimate ρevap
by assuming having a radiation-dominated Universe with
a ∝ t1/2 right after PBH evaporation. Thus, one has
ρevap = 8πGN

3 H2
evap, with Hevap = 1/2tevap, where tevap

is given by Eq. (16). After some simple algebra one can
show that

ρevap = 27648π4M4
Pl

(
MPl

m

)6 ( np

640π

)2/3( lPl

L

)4/3

,

(19)
where we have used the fact that M2

Pl =
1

8πGN
. In Fig. 1

we plot in the left panel ρc as a function of L accounting
for the upper bound on L, i.e. L < 4GNm

3
√
3

, so as to have a
horizonfull object. As one may observe, ρc is quite close
to the Planck scale, with the smaller PBH masses giving
a higher ρc compared to the smaller ones. In the right
panel of Fig. 1 we show ρevap (19) in the color bar axis as a
function of m in the x-axis and L in the y-axis. The grey
region L > 4GNm

3
√
3

is not of particular interest since there,
one is met with horizonless objects while the black one is
excluded since there PBH evaporation takes place after
BBN, i.e. ρevap < ρBBN. The condition ρevap < ρBBN is
equivalent to

L > 7× 105lPl

(
10MeV

ρ
1/4
BBN

)3 ( np

640π

)1/2(108g

m

)9/2

.

(20)
As one can infer from both panels ρc is always larger

than ρevap, meaning that the cosmic acceleration phase is

always terminated before PBH evaporation. Similar con-
clusions can be drawn as well for the other two regular
PBH spacetimes considered in the appendices since one in
general finds prolonged regular black hole lifetimes with
their evaporation time being quite well approximated as
tevap ∝ C̃tS, where tS is the Schwarzschild black hole
evaporation time and C̃ is a parameter depending on the
regularising PBH metric parameters and which is greater
than unity, i.e. C̃ > 1 [48]. However, for the Dymnikova
case, Fig. 1 is more complicated since there is no ana-
lytic expression for ρc as a function of the regularising
parameters. With regard to the singular Schwarzschild
de-Sitter black hole spacetime, one finds that the early
cosmic acceleration phase terminates always due to PBH
evaporation [See Appendix D.].

Early dark energy contribution before matter-radiation
equality– We consider now a different cosmic scenario,
where inflation has already been occurred due to an in-
flaton field or any other possible mechanism. Regular
PBHs or PBHs with repulsive behavior can then form
due to the collapse of enhanced inflationary cosmolog-
ical perturbations or any other early Universe cosmic
process, such as cosmological phase transitions [11–13],
collapse of topological defects [15, 16], scalar field insta-
bilities [14], etc. After the end of inflation, one faces a
co-existence of radiation and PBHs, with their energy
densities scaling respectively as ρrad = ρrad,e

(
ae

a

)4 and
ρPBH = ρPBH,e

(
ae

a

)n, where n is not necessarily equal to
three due to the non standard equation-of-state (EoS) pa-
rameter expected for PBHs with a repulsive core. Here,
ρPBH, denotes an appropriate energy density definition
for a PBH with a regular or repulsive interior.

Depending on the initial abundance of PBHs and their
EoS parameter, PBHs can dominate or not, compared
to the radiation content. To discriminate between the
different possibilities, one should take into account the
fact that the PBH abundance scales as

ΩPBH ≡ ρPBH

ρrad
= ΩPBH,f

(
a

af

)4−n

, (21)

where ΩPBH,f is the initial PBH abundance when they
form.

In particular, for high enough initial PBH abundances
and for PBH EoS parameters such as n < 4, PBHs can
dominate the energy budget of the Universe as one can
see from Eq. (21). In such a case, one expects an ex-
pansion rate behavior similar to Eq. (4) with an early
phase of accelerated expansion prior to recombination,
usually called as early dark energy phase. However, such
an era of EDE domination driven by PBHs prior to re-
combination with ΩPBH = ΩEDE > 0.5 is excluded since
it will strongly influence the position of the CMB peaks
at the time of last scattering [14] and suppress as well
the growth of cosmic structures [104–106].

On the other hand, if the initial PBH abundance is
not sufficiently high, the PBH abundance will increase
but not enough to dominate, i.e., ΩPBH < 0.5. In
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is not of interest since there one is met with horizonless objects while the black one is excluded since
there ρevap < ρBBN.

this case, a mixture of radiation and matter in the
form of PBHs emerges, and an extended “Swiss Cheese”
model that accounts for both PBHs and radiation within
a spherical vacuum hole (or Szekeres type models) is
needed [107, 108]. For a phenomenological qualitative
description of such a setup [98, 109], it is perhaps suffi-
cient to describe the expansion as

H2 ≃ 8πGN

3

[
ρPBH,e

(ae
a

)n
+ ρrad,e

(ae
a

)4
+ ρEDE

]
,

(22)
where the term ρEDE represents the effective EDE contri-
bution due to the PBH repulsive behavior, which rapidly
disappears once the black hole evaporation occurs. Inter-
estingly, if the evaporation process begins slightly before
matter-radiation equality, corresponding to PBH masses
of around 1012g, with PBH abundances in the range
0.107 < ΩPBH < 0.5, this leads to the correct amount of
EDE, consistent with current observational constraints
on EDE from CMB [110] and structure formation [111]
which read as

ΩEDE(tLS) < 0.015 and 0.015 < ΩEDE(teq) < 0.107,
(23)

where tLS and teq stand for the times at the last-
scattering and matter-radiation equality respectively.
Remarkably, in such a scenario we have an EDE com-
ponent in form of PBHs without the addition of exotic
scalar fields as usually adopted in the literature [112].
An advantage of our mechanism is that our EDE type of
contribution decays faster than radiation due to Hawking
evaporation, a condition which is necessary to lead to an
increased value of the Hubble parameter at early times.
Therefore, it can be consistent with late-time SNIa mea-
surements [113],[114, 115], alleviating in this way natu-

rally the H0 cosmic tension.
Conclusions– We propose a novel and natural mech-

anism of cosmic acceleration driven by PBHs with re-
pulsive behaviour within the context of a novel “Swiss-
Cheese” cosmological model. Astonishingly, by matching
such repulsive black hole spacetimes with an isotropic
and homogeneous metric, we always find a stage of an
early cosmic acceleration that can end naturally below a
critical energy scale depending on the regularisation pa-
rameters of the PBH metric considered or due to PBH
evaporation.

We further show that this generic PBH driven cos-
mic acceleration can explain inflation or an EDE injec-
tion before CMB emission. Notably, our analysis shows
that ultra-light PBHs with masses m < 5 × 108g, hav-
ing repulsive behaviour, can drive an exponential infla-
tionary phase being compatible with a graceful exit and
successful reheating proceeding through black hole evap-
oration. Furthermore, PBHs with masses m ∼ 1012g and
abundances 0.107 < Ωeq

PBH < 0.5 slightly before matter-
radiation equality can produce a substantial amount of
EDE so as to alleviate the Hubble tension.

Finally, it is important to stress here that this mecha-
nism may become also relevant for the generation of the
late cosmic acceleration observed today responsible for
the 68% of the energy budget of the Universe. This sce-
nario was recently studied in [116, 117] within the con-
text, however, of a “Swiss Cheese” cosmological model
with SdS black holes corrected within the asymptotic
safety framework.
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Appendix A: Swiss cheese matching

The matching of an exterior homogeneous and
isotropic metric to an interior black hole metric is made
across a spherical 3-surface Σ which is at fixed coordi-
nate radius in the cosmological frame but evolving in the
black hole frame [54]. The matching is guaranteed if the
first fundamental form (intrinsic metric) and second fun-
damental form (extrinsic curvature), calculated in terms
of the coordinates on Σ, are the same on both sides [118–
120].

The general cosmological metric can be written in
spherical coordinates as

ds2 = −dt2 + a2(t)

[
r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2

)
+

dr2

1− kr2

]
,

(A1)
where a(t) is the scale factor and k = 0,±1 is the spatial
curvature constant.

The Darmois-Israel junction conditions [121] allow us
to use different coordinate systems on both sides of the
hypersurface. This allows the metric (A1) to be joined
smoothly to a static and spherically symmetric metric of
the form,

ds2 = −F (R) dT 2 +R2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2

)
+

1

F (R)
dR2 .

(A2)
The first fundamental form is the metric on Σ induced
by the spacetime in which it is embedded. This may be
written as

γαβ = gij
∂xi

∂uα

∂xj

∂uβ
, (A3)

where uα = (u1 ≡ u, u2 ≡ v, u3 ≡ w) is the coordi-
nate system on the hypersurface. Greek indices run over
1, . . . , 3, while Latin indices over 1, . . . , 4. The second fun-
damental form [121] is defined by

Kαβ = ni;j
∂xi

∂uα

∂xj

∂uβ
= (Γp

ijnp − ni,j)
∂xi

∂uα

∂xj

∂uβ
, (A4)

where na is a unit normal to Σ and Γp
ij are the Christof-

fel symbols. We use subscripts F and S to denote quan-
tities associated with the cosmic and black hole metric,
respectively.

The spherical hypersurface Σ is given by the function
fF (x

i
F ) = r − rΣ = 0, where rΣ is a constant. The

hypersurface coordinates in the FLRW frame (xF ) are
(t = u, θ = v, ϕ = w, r = rΣ), while those in the black
hole frame (xS) are (T = TS(u), θ = v, ϕ = w, R =
RS(u)). Since R = RS(u), Σ cannot remain constant in
the black hole radial coordinate as the universe expands.
This radial distance is also called Sucking radius [122]
and the successful matching shows that this choice of the
matching surface is appropriate. In the following, T and
R mean TS and RS , respectively. The corresponding
differential equations derived from the first and second
matching conditions provide the expansion rate, the ac-
celeration of the scale factor and a constraint equation
between R and rΣ. In particular, the first condition,
γFαβ = γSαβ , gives

−1 = −F (R)

(
dT

du

)2

+ F (R)−1

(
dR

du

)2

(A5)

and

a rΣ = R, (A6)

while the second matching condition, for the extrinsic
curvatures, i.e. KSαβ = KFαβ on Σ, using also Eqs (A5)
and (A6), gives

dT

du
= ±

√
1− k r2Σ
F (R)

(A7)(dR
du

)2
= 1−kr2Σ − F (R) (A8)

d2R

du2
= −F ′(R)

2
, (A9)

with a prime denoting differentiation with respect to R
and where F and R are evaluated at the Shucking radius
RS = a rΣ.

For the case of the Schwarzschild metric, i.e. F (R) =
1− 2GNm/R, Eqs (A7), (A8) and (A9) give

H2 =
ȧ2

a2
=

2GNm

R3
− k

r2Σ
R2

=
8πGN

3
ρm − k

a2
, (A10)

where in the last equality we used Eq. (A6). Interestingly
enough, one obtains the conventional Friedmann equa-
tion and assume that the matter is in the form of homo-
geneously distributed black holes, i.e. ρm = 3m/(4πR3)
Furthermore, Eq. (A8) gives

ä = −GNm

R2

1

rΣ
= −4πGN

3
a ρm , (A11)

which indicates deceleration, as expected. This is the
conventional “Swiss Cheese” or Einstein-Strauss model
that generates a dust Universe, introduced firstly in [54].

For the case of the Hayward metric, the matching gives
rise the following cosmic expansion equations(

dR

dt

)2

=
2GNmR2

R3 + 2mGN L2
− k r2Σ (A12)
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and

d2R

dt2
=

GN mR (4GN mL2 −R3)

(R3 + 2GN mL2)2
, (A13)

where R = a rΣ.

Appendix B: The Bardeen metric

The Bardeen spacetime is described by the following
line element [123]

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + f−1(r)dr2 + r2dΩ2 , (B1)

where

f(r) = 1− 2GNmr2

(r2 + l20)
3/2

. (B2)

This function has a single minimum at rmin =
√
2 l0 with

f(rmin) vanishing for l0 = 4GNm/(3
√
3 ). From the reg-

ularity of the curvature invariants [124], it follows that,
as long as |l0| ≤ 4GNm

3
√
3

, the above spacetime possesses
only coordinate-singularities that describe the existence
of event horizons. In greater detail, for the exact equality,
the two horizons shrink into one, which corresponds to
an extreme black hole, just as in the case of the Reissner-
Nordström solution. For the pure inequality, there exist
an inner and an event horizon at the roots of f(r) = 0,
which we omit to give here for simplicity. The interested
reader can check [72, 124] for more details. In general
though, the global structure of Bardeen spacetime re-
sembles that of the Reissner-Nordström one, but instead
of a singularity at r = 0, r = 0 just represents the origin
of spherical coordinates.

Following the same procedure as in the Hayward space-
time regarding the matching of the black hole spacetime
with an expanding homogeneous and isotropic Universe,
the relevant matching conditions (A8) and (A9) for the
Bardeen spacetime will take the form(

dR

dt

)2

=
2GNmR2

(R2 + l20)
3/2

− kr2Σ , (B3)

d2R

dt2
=

GNm
(
2l20R−R3

)
(R2 + l20)

5/2
. (B4)

Thus, since arΣ = R the cosmic evolution equations will
read as

ȧ2

a2
=

2GNm

(R2 + l20)
3/2

− k

a2
, (B5)

ä

a
=

GNm(2l20 −R2)

(R2 + l20)
5/2

. (B6)

Using the Swiss cheese property ρ = 3m/(4πR3) one can

express the above equations as

H2 +
k

a2
=

2GNm[(
3m
4πρ

)2/3
+ l20

]3/2 , (B7)

ä

a
=

GNm

[
2l20 −

(
3m
4πρ

)2/3]
[(

3m
4πρ

)2/3
+ l20

]5/2 . (B8)

One then obtains acceleration if the density is above a
critical characteristic value reading as

ρc =
3

π
2−7/2ml−3

0 (B9)

Therefore, for this Bardeen black hole we can have end of
the accelerating phase either due to evaporation or when
the black hole density drops below ρc.

Appendix C: The Dymnikova metric

The Dymnikova black hole is described by the following
line element [57]

ds2 = −f(r)dt2 + f(r)−1dr2 + r2dΩ2 , (C1)

with

f(r) = 1− µ

r

(
1− e−

r3

αµ

)
,

where µ = 2GNm and α = 3/Λ. This solution coincides
with the Schwarzschild black hole for r ≫ (αµ)1/3, while
for r ≪ (αµ)1/3 it behaves like the de Sitter solution. It
possesses two event horizons located approximately at

r+ ≃ 2GNm and r− ≃
√
α , (C2)

where r+ is the external event horizon and r− is
the Cauchy horizon. Both of them are coordinate-
singularities and can be removed by an appropriate co-
ordinate transformation.

Applying again the “Swiss Cheese” matching condi-
tions to the Dymnikova spacetime one gets similarly the
following constraint equations:(

dR

dt

)2

=
µ

R

(
1− e−

R3

αµ

)
− kr2Σ , (C3)

d2R

dt2
=

(
µ

2R2
+

3R

2α

)
e−

R3

αµ − µ

2R2
. (C4)

while the cosmic expansion equations will be recast as

ȧ2

a2
=

µ

R3

(
1− e−

R3

αµ

)
− k

a2
, (C5)

ä

a
= − µ

2R3
+

(
3

2α
+

µ

2R3

)
e−

R3

αµ . (C6)
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Using again the “Swiss Cheese” property ρ = 3m/(4πR3)
the above equations are written as

H2 +
k

a2
=

8πGN

3
ρ
(
1− e

− 3
8πGNαρ

)
, (C7)

ä

a
= −4πGN

3
ρ+

(
3

2α
+

4πGN

3
ρ

)
e
− 3

8παGNρ . (C8)

Here, the acceleration holds while

ρ >>
Λ

8πGN
(C9)

since the exponential in (C8) approaches 1 and so ä
a ≃ Λ

2 .
For low values of ρ we get deceleration because the first
term in (C8) dominates.

Appendix D: Schwarzschild de-Sitter black hole

The Schwarzschild-de Sitter (SdS) black hole is a so-
lution to Einstein’s field equations in general relativ-
ity that describes a spherically symmetric, non-rotating
black hole in homogeneous and isotropic spacetime with
a positive cosmological constant [60] and it reads as

ds2 = −
(
1− 2GNm

R
− 1

3
ΛR2

)
dT 2

+
dR2

1− 2GNm
R − 1

3ΛR
2
+R2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)
.(D1)

It is convenient to define l2 = 3
Λ . Following [61], the

SdS spacetime has two horizons if 0 < y < 1/27, where
y ≡ (GNm)2/l2. There exist namely the black hole
horizon, rh, and the cosmological horizon, rc, given by
rh = 2GN m√

3y
cos π+τ

3 and rc = 2GN m√
3y

cos π−τ
3 respec-

tively, where τ = cos−1(3
√
3y ) . In the limit of y << 1,

one gets rh → 2GN m and rc → l. The smallest positive

root is the black hole horizon, i.e. rh < rc. In the limit
y → 1/27, black hole and cosmological horizons coincide
and one gets the Nariai spacetime.

Assuming now that PBHs are described with the SdS
metric (D1) one can apply the “Swiss Cheese” model to
derive the cosmic expansion dynamics. Following the
same steps as before, Eq. (A8) provides through Eq. (A6)
the background cosmic expansion equation being recast
as

ȧ2

a2
+

k

a2
=

2GNm

R3
+

Λ

3
. (D2)

In addition, equation (A9) gives

ä

a
= −GNm

R3
+

Λ

3
, (D3)

Using again the “Swiss Cheese” property ρ = 3m/(4πR3)
Eqs (D2) and (D3) can be written are as

H2 +
k

a2
=

8πGN

3
ρ+

Λ

3
(D4)

ä

a
= −4πGN

3
ρ+

Λ

3
, (D5)

being the same with them of the ΛCDM model. However,
in our case the physical interpretation is different. We
assume that the Λ term is the dominant one in order
to have an early inflationary phase driven by the cosmic
homogeneous soup of these PBHs. Thus, we assume that

Λ > 4πGN ρ. (D6)

If inequality (D6) holds, then due to Eqs. (D4) and (D5),
this entails an endless acceleration. Such an endless ac-
celeration can naturally be terminated through Hawking
radiation. One can exit thus from this early cosmic ac-
celeration phase as soon as PBHs will evaporate consid-
erably to radiation.
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