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We study the accretion of cosmic dark fluids, responsible for driving the accelerated expansion of

the universe, onto cosmologically coupled black holes. More specifically, we focus on the accretion

of the Generalized Chaplygin Gas (GCG). To incorporate the global features of the GCG into this

analysis, we employ the McVittie metric, which describes a black hole embedded in an expanding

cosmological background. Within this framework, accretion is studied while consistently accounting

for the backreaction on the metric components. Using a perturbative approach, we derive an expres-

sion for the effective black hole mass and for the evolution of both the black hole and cosmological

apparent horizons under accretion. The analysis is performed in two distinct cosmological regimes:

first, a matter-dominated era, and subsequently, a de Sitter era. In both cases, it is possible to

determine analytically the instant in which accretion begins. For the matter-dominated era, the

analytical expression shows that the greater the amount of matter available for accretion, the longer

the accretion takes to start.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of the universe’s accelerated expansion,
initially revealed through Type Ia supernovae luminosity-
distance measurements in the late 1990s [1–3], has since
been corroborated by a multitude of independent cos-
mological probes [4–6]. Observations of the cosmic mi-
crowave background (CMB), baryon acoustic oscillations
(BAO), large-scale structure surveys, and weak gravita-
tional lensing are broadly consistent with the standard
cosmological model (ΛCDM), although a growing consen-
sus about its shortcomings has emerged in recent years
[7].

While the cosmological constant remains the simplest
and most widely adopted model for dark energy, a variety
of dynamical models have been proposed to address the
theoretical and observational challenges. Among these,
the Generalized Chaplygin Gas (GCG) has attracted at-
tention due to its ability to interpolate between dust-
like matter at early times and a dark energy–dominated
regime at late times [8–10].

The GCG model not only provides a compelling obser-
vational framework to account for the universe’s acceler-
ated expansion and to address the dark matter problem
[11–13], but also offers promising avenues for address-
ing fundamental issues such as the cosmological constant
problem [14], the Hubble tension [15], the Swampland
conjectures [16], and inflation through a model inspired
on the GCG [17].
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Despite significant progress in constraining dark en-
ergy models, its interaction with compact astrophysical
objects remains a relatively unexplored frontier. Black
holes, with their intense gravitational fields and central
role in galactic evolution, represent unique laboratories
for probing such interactions under extreme conditions.
Some studies have already explored dark energy and

the GCG in the context of compact objects, such as in
Refs. [18–20]. Other works have also investigated dark
energy and the GCG in accretion scenarios, such as in
Refs. [21, 22], although there remains substantial room
for further development in this area.
Classical accretion theory has been instrumental in de-

scribing the infall of baryonic matter and the associated
electromagnetic signatures [23–26]. However, in the con-
text of a universe dominated by a dark energy, it becomes
imperative to consider whether and how black holes may
accrete this non-standard component.
The accretion of dark energy, particularly when mod-

eled as a perfect fluid with negative pressure, introduces
novel theoretical possibilities. In scenarios involving
phantom energy, that satisfies the condition p+ρ < −1, it
has been shown that the accretion process could lead to a
decrease in black hole mass, a counterintuitive result that
challenges conventional views of black hole growth and
thermodynamics [27]. However, despite the consistency
of such approaches, certain aspects are often neglected,
largely due to the considerable complexity involved in
developing a comprehensive accretion model.
One such critical aspect is the backreaction induced

by the accretion process itself. In the standard test-fluid
approximation, where the accreting material is assumed
too small to significantly modify the black hole’s space-
time and the geometry is treated as fixed, the accreting
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matter or energy is treated as having negligible influence
on the background spacetime geometry.

However, for accretion processes that persist over cos-
mological timescales or involve significant energy fluxes,
the assumption of a fixed black hole metric may no longer
be valid. Backreaction effects can, in principle, modify
the black hole’s horizon, influence the spacetime curva-
ture in the near-horizon region, and potentially alter the
global accretion dynamics. To this end, we employ a per-
turbative approach that enables to find solutions for the
evolution of the black hole’s apparent horizon.

Another fundamental aspect is that, since accretion is
inherently a local phenomenon, while dark energy mod-
els are employed to describe a global feature such as the
accelerated expansion of the universe, it is essential to
adopt a spacetime metric that accommodates both as-
pects. Specifically, we require a solution that locally de-
scribes a spherically symmetric object, while simultane-
ously incorporating the effects of cosmic expansion. In
other words, we seek to study a black hole whose space-
time is not asymptotically flat, but rather asymptotically
approaches a flat Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker
(FLRW) cosmology.

For this purpose, we adopt the McVittie metric [28].
This spacetime solution has been the subject of ongo-
ing debate for nearly eighty years regarding its physical
consistency in describing black holes embedded in an ex-
panding universe. However, recent studies have demon-
strated that the McVittie metric not only provides a
consistent framework for modeling black holes that are
asymptotically FLRW [29–33], but also serves as an im-
portant foundational model for the development of more

sophisticated and realistic metrics to this end [34].
The present work does not aim to delve into the

broader debate concerning the validity and limitations
of the McVittie metric. Nevertheless, since this metric
will be employed in the next section to model both the
accretion process and the associated backreaction, the re-
sults obtained may offer valuable insights and contribute
to future efforts toward constructing more complete met-
rics capable of describing astrophysical objects within an
expanding universe.
This paper is organized as follows: In Section II, We

analyze the McVittie metric, with an emphasis on the
effective mass associated with this geometry and on the
time-dependent solutions of the apparent horizons. In
Section III, we use a perturbative analysis that has al-
ready been developed that accounts for backreaction ef-
fects to study accretion within the McVittie spacetime.
In Section IV, we apply the results developed in Section
III to the GCG, focusing on two distinct analyses: one
corresponding to a matter-dominated universe and the
other to a de Sitter universe. Finally, in Section V, we
present our conclusions and discuss the implications of
the results.
Throughout this work we use units in which c = G = 1

and adopt the metric signature to be −+++. Also, we
will use the notation · = ∂/∂t and ′ = ∂/∂r.
II. THE MCVITTIE METRIC AND THE GCG

The McVittie metric can be expressed in several equiv-
alent forms; however, in this work, we adopt the formu-
lation presented in Ref. [29]. The line element is given
by

ds2 = −
(
1− 2M0

r
−H2

0 (t) r
2

)
dt2 − 2rH0 (t)√

1− 2M0

r

dtdr +
dr2

1− 2M0

r

+ r2dΩ2
2, (1)

where M0 is the mass parameter associated with the cen-
tral black hole, H0 (t) ≡ ȧ(t)/a(t) is the Hubble pa-
rameter, a(t) is the scale factor of the universe, and
dΩ2

2 = dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2 is the metric element on the 2-
sphere. It is straightforward to verify that, in the limit
M0 → 0 and r → ∞, the metric in Eq. (1) reduces to
the FLRW metric1, while for H0(t) → 0, it reduces to
the Schwarzschild solution. Additionally, it is important
to note that when H0(t) is a constant, the metric (1) cor-
responds to the Schwarzschild–de Sitter (SdS) solution.

Since we are not yet accounting for accretion, Eq. (1)

will be treated as a background metric, denoted by g
(0)
µν ,

where the upper index ’(0)’ indicates the zeroth-order

1 In this work, we consider the McVittie metric in the context of

a spatially flat universe.

approximation in a perturbative expansion. Namely, the
order that excludes accretion effects.
The Einstein field equations for metric (1) yield the

following relations:

−3H2
0 (t) = 8π

(
T 0
0

)(0)
, (2a)

−3H2
0 − 2Ḣ0√

1− 2M0

r

= 8π
(
T 1
1

)(0)
. (2b)

If we define (T µ
ν )

(0)
such that

(
T 0
0

)(0)
= −ρ(0) and(

T 1
1

)(0)
= p(0), where ρ(0) and p(0) are the energy den-

sity and isotropic pressure, respectively, Eq. (2a) can
be readily recognized as the Friedmann equation. This
indicates that the presence of a black hole does not af-
fect the homogeneity of the energy density distribution.
However, Eq. (2b) reveals that the same is not true for
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the pressure, which acquires a spatial dependence due to
the black hole’s influence.

To further elucidate the non-homogeneous nature of
the pressure, we consider the energy conservation equa-
tion derived from the Einstein field equations. This rela-
tion is given by

ρ̇(0) + 3H0

(
p(0) + ρ(0)

)√
1− 2M0

r
= 0. (3)

Since both ρ(0) and H0 are functions of time only, we can
infer that the term multiplying 3H0 in Eq. (3) must also
be purely time-dependent. Therefore, we can write:(

p(0) + ρ(0)
)√

1− 2M0

r
= f (t) , (4)

where f (t) is an arbitrary function of time. The authors
in Refs. [31, 32] have shown that for a matter-dominated
universe, it is appropriate to take f (t) = ρ(0), such that
the pressure can be written as

p(0) =
ρ(0)√
1− 2M0

r

− ρ(0). (5)

In the limit r → ∞, the pressure in Eq. (5) asymptot-
ically approaches the form characteristic of a dust-like
fluid.

We can also analyze Eq. (4) for a universe governed by
the GCG. This fluid is described by an exotic equation
of state of the form

pGCG (t) = − A

ραGCG (t)
, (6)

where A > 0 and 0 < α ≤ 1. The Chaplygin gas corre-
sponds to the choice α = 1 [8, 10, 11]. In the framework
of FLRW cosmology, the relativistic energy conservation
associated to the equation of state (6) leads to an evolv-
ing energy density:

ρGCG (t) =

(
A+

B

a3(1+α) (t)

)1/(1+α)

, (7)

where B is an integration constant.
Therefore, in the study of a universe governed by the

equation of state of the GCG, one is justified to choose in
Eq. (4) f (t) = ρ(0)−A/

(
ρ(0)

)α
. With this identification,

the pressure can be expressed as:

p(0) (r, t) = −ρ(0) +
1√

1− 2M0

r

(
ρ(0) − A(

ρ(0)
)α
)
, (8)

where far from the black hole, the pressure reduces to
the standard GCG equation of state given in Eq. (6).
Consequently, when the pressure is written in the form
of Eq. (8), the solution to the energy conservation equa-
tion (3) recovers the same expression for ρ(0) as given

in Eq. (7). However, for the sake of generality, we shall
work with Einstein’s equations (2) in terms of the energy-

momentum tensors components (T µ
ν )

(0)
.

Other key aspects of the McVittie metric relevant to
our analysis are the effective mass and the apparent hori-
zon. The effective mass of the black hole can be com-
puted using the Misner-Sharp mass function M

(0)
MS [35],

defined by

1−
2M

(0)
MS

r
= (gµν)

(0)
∂µr∂νr, (9)

which, using Eqs. (1) and (2a), results in

M
(0)
MS (t, r) = M0 +

H2
0r

3

2
. (10)

The apparent horizon of the black hole, denoted r
(0)
h ,

can be determined from the condition g
(0)
00 = 0, which,

using Eq. (1), leads to the following cubic equation:

H2
0

(
r
(0)
h

)3
− r

(0)
h + 2M0 = 0. (11)

As shown in Refs. [36, 37] the solutions of the cubic
equation above can be expressed as:

r1 (t) =
2√

3H0 (t)
sin

(
arcsin

(
3
√
3M0H0 (t)

)
3

)
,(12a)

r2 (t) =
1

H0 (t)
cos

(
arcsin

(
3
√
3M0H0 (t)

)
3

)
(12b)

− 1√
3H0 (t)

sin

(
arcsin

(
3
√
3M0H0 (t)

)
3

)
,

r3 (t) = − 1

H0 (t)
cos

(
arcsin

(
3
√
3M0H0 (t)

)
3

)
(12c)

− 1√
3H0 (t)

sin

(
arcsin

(
3
√
3M0H0 (t)

)
3

)
.

As discussed in Ref. [37], the solution r3 can be dis-
carded as it is unphysical, since it is always negative. The
solution r1 can be interpreted as the apparent horizon of
the black hole, as it reduces to the Schwarzschild radius
r1 → 2M0 in the limit H0 → 0. Similarly, r2 can be
interpreted as the cosmological horizon, as it approaches
r2 → 1/H0 when M0 → 0. Henceforth we will denote r1
by rb and r2 by rc.
Furthermore, the solutions given by Eqs. (12a) and

(12c) impose the following conditions: for 3
√
3M0H0 <

1, the horiozons rb and rc are distinct; when 3
√
3M0H0 =

1, the black hole horizon coincides with the cosmological
horizon; and when 3

√
3M0H0 > 1, no horizons exist and

the black hole becomes a naked singularity.
Finally, it is also important to compute the expansion

velocity of the apparent horizons. Differentiating (11)
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with respect to time yields the evolution velocity of the
apparent horizon:

ṙi =
2H0Ḣ0r

3
i

1− 3H2
0r

2
i

, (13)

where i = b, c.

This construction should be regarded as a simplified
model, serving as a foundational framework for the de-
velopment of more physically realistic approaches, par-
ticularly those that incorporate accretion processes. In
the following section, we shall build upon the results pre-
sented thus far to construct a more refined model that
accounts not only for accretion but also for the backre-
action effects on the spacetime geometry.

III. PERTURBATITVE APPROACH TO

BACKREACTION

The process of accretion within the framework of the
McVittie metric has been investigated in previous works
[34, 38, 39]. The approach adopted in these studies pri-
marily consists in promoting the mass parameter M0 in
Eq. (1) to a time-dependent function.
In the present work, we assume that the accretion of

matter induces backreaction effects on the geometry. To
investigate this backreaction, we employ a perturbative
method as proposed in Ref. [40].
We begin by assuming that the backreaction induces

both a temporal and radial dependence of the mass, as
well as an inhomogeneity in the Hubble parameter. Con-
sequently, the metric (1) becomes:

ds2 = −
(
1− 2M (t, r)

r
−H (t, r)

2
r2
)
dt2 − 2rH (t, r)√

1− 2M(t,r)
r

dtdr +
dr2

1− 2M(t,r)
r

+ r2dΩ2
2. (14)

The Einstein equations for the line element (14) then
take the following form:

8πT 0
0 = −3H2 − 2rHH ′ − 2M ′

r2
, (15a)

8πT 1
0 = 2rHḢ +

2Ṁ

r2
, (15b)

8πT 0
1 = − 2Ṁ

(r − 2M)
2 , (15c)

8πT 1
1 = − 1

r2 (r − 2M)
2

[
3r2H2 (r − 2M)

2

+2 (r − 2M)

(
(r − 2M)M ′ + r3

√
1− 2M

r
Ḣ

)

+2r3H

(
(r − 2M)

2
H ′ +

√
1− 2M

r
Ṁ

)]
.

(15d)

One also finds that the Einstein tensors G 2
2 = G 3

3 ̸= 0;
however, these components yield no independent equa-
tions, as they follow from Eqs. (15a)-(15c).

If we define the function

MMS (t, r) =
r

2
(1− g00) = M (t, r)+

H (t, r)
2
r3

2
, (16)

where gµν is the metric associated with the line element
(14), then Eqs. (15a) and (15b) can be rewritten as

M′
MS (t, r) = B (t, r) (17)

and

ṀMS (t, r) = A (t, r) (18)

where

A (t, r) = 4πr2T 1
0 (t, r) (19)

and

B (t, r) = −4πr2T 0
0 (t, r) . (20)

The system of partial differential equations (17)-(18)
admits the general solution

MMS (t, r) = Mi +

∫ t

t0ac

A (t̄, r0ac) dt̄+

∫ rb

r0ac

B (t, r̄) dr̄,

(21)

where t0ac is chosen to be the instant in which accre-
tion starts, r0ac is the apparent horizon at time t = t0ac,
rb is the geometric locus of the black hole apparent

horizon, and Mi is defined as Mi = M
(0)
MS (t0ac, r0ac) +

Mac (t0ac, r0ac), with M
(0)
MS (t, r) given by Eq. (10) and

Mac (t0ac, r0ac) being the mass of the accreted fluid at in-
stant t0ac evaluated at r0ac, such thatMMS (t0ac, r0ac) =
Mi.
A solution similar to Eq. (21) appears in Refs. [40, 41].

However, in the present context, we are dealing with a
slightly more general scenario, since both the accretion
term and the energy density are allowed to depend on
time. Moreover, it is worth highlighting that working
with the McVittie metric allows us to obtain solutions
analogous to that of Refs. [40, 41], but expressed in a
physical time coordinate rather than in an Eddington–
Finkelstein–type time coordinate.
The expression for MMS reveals the contribution of

the accretion of matter, described by T µ
ν , to the initial
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effective mass Mi. The first integral in (21) corresponds
to the contribution from the evolution of the accreting
matter flux, evaluated in the region bounded by r0ac
over the interval t− t0ac. The second integral represents
the time-dependent contribution from the energy density
contained between the initial apparent horizon before ac-
cretion, r0ac , and the apparent horizon displaced due to
accretion, rb.
With the solution (21) at hand, we can now effec-

tively compute the effects of accretion. We only need
to evaluate the integrals in Eq.(21) in terms of the en-
ergy–momentum tensors. We shall assume that the ten-
sors T µ

ν satisfying Einstein’s equations (15) correspond
to a perfect fluid, given by

T µ
ν = (T µ

ν )
(0)

+ (ρac + pac)uνu
µ + pacδ

µ
ν , (22)

where (T µ
ν )

(0)
represents the background fluid defined

by equations (2), ρac and pac are the energy density and
the pressure of the accreting fluid, respectively, with uµ

its 4-velocity.
We shall also assume that the accreting fluid has

no angular motion, so that uµ =
(
u0, vu0, 0, 0

)
, where

v = dr/dt. Using the normalization condition for the
four-velocity, uµu

µ = −1, the relevant components of
the energy–momentum tensor (22) are then given by

T 0
0 = −3H2

0 (t)

8π
− (ρac + pac) (g00 + g01v)

g00 + 2g01v + g11v2
+ pac (23)

and

T 1
0 = −

(ρac + pac)
(
g00v + g01v

2
)

g00 + 2g01v + g11v2
. (24)

However, an evident difficulty immediately arises: the
metric components are expressed in terms of the un-
known functions M (t, r) and H (t, r), which appear in
Eq. (14). To address this, we shall employ the pertur-
bative approach used in Ref. [40]. We assume that the
effects of the accreting fluid are much smaller than those
of the background fluid, so that the energy–momentum
tensor of the accreting fluid can be evaluated in the back-

ground metric g
(0)
µν given by (1). Consequently, the tensor

T µ
ν and the solution (21) will be considered as a first-

order perturbation, namely

T µ
ν → (T µ

ν )
(1)

, (25)

and

MMS → M
(1)
MS . (26)

For simplicity, we can analyze accretion at the appar-
ent horizon of the black hole. At the black hole’s appar-

ent horizon, g
(0)
00 = 0 and, consequently, from Eq. (1),

1− 2M0

r
(0)
b

= H2
0 (t)

(
r
(0)
b

)2
. (27)

Eqs. (23) and (24) then reduce to:

(
T 0
0

)(1)
(t, rb) = −3H2

0 (t)

8π
+

(ρac + pac)H
2
0 (t)

(
r
(0)
b (t)

)2
v − 2H2

0 (t)
(
r
(0)
b (t)

)2
+pac (28)

and

(
T 1
0

)(1)
(t, rb) =

(ρac + pac)H
2
0 (t)

(
r
(0)
b (t)

)2
v

v − 2H2
0 (t)

(
r
(0)
b (t)

)2 . (29)

Under this perturbative approximation, Eq. (21) ex-
pressed in terms of the Eqs. (28) and (29) is exact at the
initial time t = t0ac, such that

g00 (t0ac, r0ac) = g
(0)
00

(
t0ac, r

(0)
b (t0ac)

)
, (30)

and provides an approximation for t > t0ac.
We may then analyze the integrals appearing in Eq.

(21) using the definitions from Eqs. (19) and (20). We
are going to define the first integral in Eq. (21), after
substituting Eq. (29), as

F (t) ≡
∫ t

t0ac

A (t̄, r0ac) dt̄. (31)

Since our goal is to study the accretion of the GCG,
before evaluating the second integral in Eq. (21), we an-
ticipate that ρac and pac with which we will work depend
only on time. Evidently, the same assumption holds for
the radial velocity of the fluid, v, once our goal is to
evaluate the accretion at a specific point, the black hole

horizon, i.e., v(t, r) = v(t, r
(1)
b ). Consequently,

(
T 0
0

)(1)
given by Eq. (28), will depend solely on time, and there-
fore Eq. (20) becomes∫ r

(1)
b

r0ac

B (t, r̄) dr̄ = −4π
(
T 0
0 (t)

)(1) ∫ r
(1)
b

r0ac

r̄2 dr̄ =

=
H2

1 (t)

2

(
r
(1)
b

)3
+G (t) , (32)

where we define

H2
1 (t) ≡ −

8π
(
T 0
0 (t)

)(1)
3

(33)

and

G (t) ≡ −H2
1 (t)

2
r30ac. (34)

Finally, the solution given in Eq. (21) can be expressed
as

M
(1)
MS (t, r) = M1 (t) +

H2
1 (t)

2

(
r
(1)
b

)3
, (35)
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where we define

M1 (t) ≡ Mi + F (t) +G (t) . (36)

Furthermore, this allows us to compute the evolution of
the apparent horizon displaced due to accretion, r(1),

through the equation g
(1)
00 = 0. Recalling from Eq. (16)

that

r
(1)
b = 2M

(1)
MS

(
t, r

(1)
b

)
, (37)

it follows from Eq. (35) that

H2
1 (t)

(
r
(1)
b

)3
− r

(1)
b + 2M1 (t) = 0. (38)

This equation is structurally analogous to the cubic Eq.
(11). Its physically meaningful solutions, in agreement
with (12a) and (12c), are given by

r
(1)
b (t) =

2√
3H1 (t)

sin

(
arcsin

(
3
√
3M1 (t)H1 (t)

)
3

)
,

(39a)

r(1)c (t) =
1

H1 (t)
cos

(
arcsin

(
3
√
3M1 (t)H1 (t)

)
3

)

− 1√
3H1 (t)

sin

(
arcsin

(
3
√
3M1 (t)H1 (t)

)
3

)
. (39b)

Therefore, within the adopted perturbative framework,
we obtain analytical expressions for the temporal evolu-
tion, expressed in terms of a physical time coordinate, of
both the black hole and cosmological apparent horizons
as a result of the accretion process.

Moreover, the conditions required for the solutions in
Eqs. (39) to be real are similar to those discussed in
the previous section for Eqs. (12a) and (12c), now for
M0 → M1 (t) e H0 (t) → H1 (t).

Naturally, the analytical character of the solutions

r
(1)
b (t) and r

(1)
c (t) depends on whether M1 (t) and H1 (t)

can also be treated analytically. Therefore, we shall in-
vestigate the explicit solutions for specific ρac and pac.

IV. APPLICATIONS

A. Dark energy accretion

Before analyzing the GCG, let us first consider a sim-
pler case: the accretion of a fluid whose equation of state
corresponds to that of dark energy, namely,

pac = −ρac ⇒ pΛ = −ρΛ. (40)

From Eqs. (31), (33), and (36), we get

F (t) = 0, (41)

H2
1 (t) = H2

0 +
8πρΛ
3

, (42)

M1 (t) = Mi −
(
H2

0

2
+

4πρΛ
3

)
r30ac. (43)

Therefore, from Eq. (35), we have

M
(1)
MS

(
t, r

(1)
b

)
= Mi+

(
H2

0

2
+

4πρΛ
3

)((
r
(1)
b

)3
− r30ac

)
.

(44)
A similar equation appears in Ref. [40], but in the

case where H0 = 0. In Ref. [40] treatment, Einstein’s
equations are evaluated in a vacuum background, that is,

Gµγ

[
g
(0)
µγ

]
= 0. In contrast, our zeroth-order solution to

Einstein’s equations is given by the McVittie equations.

B. Generalized Chaplygin Gas

Let us now analyze the accretion of the GCG, whose
equation of state is given by Eq. (6). From Eq. (7), we
identify two distinct evolutionary phases of the universe.
For small time scales, the universe is matter-dominated
such that

ρ
(matter)
GCG ≈ B1/(1+α)

a3
, (45)

while for large time scales, the universe behaves as a de
Sitter spacetime, where

ρ
(dS)
GCG ≈ A1/(1+α) ⇒ p

(dS)
GCG = −ρ

(dS)
GCG. (46)

Furthermore, there exists an effective equation of
state in the intermediate regime between the matter-
dominated and de Sitter phases, which can be obtained
by expanding Eq. (7) as in Ref. [10]:

ρGCG ≈ A1/(1+α) +

(
1

1 + α

)
B

Aα/(1+α)
a−3(1+α) + ...,

(47a)

pGCG ≈ −A1/(1+α) +

(
α

1 + α

)
B

Aα/(1+α)
a−3(1+α) + ...

(47b)

Eqs. (47) are essential, since within the perturbative
framework we are using, the contribution of the accreting
fluid must be much smaller than those of the background
fluid.
However, since we are assuming that the GCG drives

the cosmic expansion, thus determining the background
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metric, while we are also interested in analyzing its accre-
tion, we shall adopt the following strategy: we associate
the dominant term in Eq. (47) with the background fluid
characterized by H0, and the remaining term with the
perturbation.

For example, in a de Sitter universe:

a → ∞ ⇒


H0 =

√
8πρ

(dS)
GCG

3 =
√

8πA1/(1+α)

3 ,

ρac =
(

1
1+α

)
B

Aα/(1+α) a
−3(1+α),

pac =
(

α
1+α

)
B

Aα/(1+α) a
−3(1+α) = αρac.

(48)
For a matter-dominated universe:

a(matter) ⇒


H0 =

√
8πρ

(matter)
GCG

3 = 2
3t ,

ρac = A1/(1+α),
pac = −A1/(1+α) = −ρac.

. (49)

We shall now analyze each case separately.

1. Matter dominated era

In a universe governed by the GCG during its matter-
dominated phase, from Eq. (45) we have

H0 (t) =
2

3t
. (50)

According to our perturbative construction, we shall as-
sume that the accreting fluid obeys the subdominant
term of the equation of state given in Eq. (47). Thus, its
equation of state reads

ρac = −pac = A1/(1+α). (51)

Consequently, from Eqs. (31), (33), and (36), we obtain

F (t) = 0, (52a)

H2
1 (t) =

4

9t2
+

8πA1/(1+α)

3
, (52b)

M1 (t) = M0 +Mac +
(
H2

0 (t0ac)−H2
1 (t)

) r30ac
2

,

(52c)

where, for an energy density given by (51), Mac =
4πr3acρac/3. Therefore, the effective mass expressed as
a first-order perturbation as given by Eq. (35), becomes

M
(1)
MS = Mi +

(
2

9t2
+

4πA1/(1+α)

3

)((
r
(1)
b

)3
− r30ac

)
.

(53)
We now study how accretion affects the evolution of the

cosmological and black hole apparent horizons in com-
parison with the non-accreting case. To this end, we
compare Eqs. (12a) and (12c) with Eqs. (39).

From Eqs. (12a) and (12c), as discussed in section II,
when the equation

3
√
3M0H0 (t) = 1 (54)

is satisfied, this corresponds to the instant at which the
cosmological and black hole horizons form, being equal
at that moment. For

3
√
3M0H0 (t) < 1, (55)

the horizons become distinct.
Hence, in a matter-dominated universe where the Hub-

ble parameter is given by Eq. (50), the horizons form at
the instant

t0 = 2
√
3M0 (56)

and become distinct for t > t0.
Analogously, we can identify the instant t0ac corre-

sponding to the formation of the horizons due to accre-
tion. Similarly to the non-accreting case, from Eqs. (39)
it follows that the horizons are formed at instant t0ac
satisfying

3
√
3M1 (t0ac)H1 (t0ac) = 1. (57)

Using Eqs. (52b) and (52c), Eq. (57) admits, as its
positive solution,

t0ac =
t0√

1− 72πM2
0A

1/(1+α)
=

t0√
1− 72πM2

0 ρac
,

(58)

which, in turn, imposes the bound A <
(
72πM2

0

)−(1+α)
.

It is straightforward to notice that, for A = 0, that
is, when ρac = 0, t0ac = t0. However, it is important to
emphasize that the delay in the formation time of the ap-
parent horizons is not due to the accretion process itself,
but rather to the fact that there is now more matter avail-
able for accretion. More precisely, this refers to matter
with mass Mac = 4πr30acρac/3.
From this, we can clearly observe the effect of available

matter for accretion on the instant of horizon formation
by plotting Eq. (58), as shown in Fig. 1. The plot shows
that, as A increases, the black hole and cosmological hori-
zons takes longer to form.
This result appears counterintuitive at first. For in-

stance, in static black holes such as the Schwarzschild
solution, a greater amount of matter typically leads to
faster gravitational collapse and earlier horizon forma-
tion. To clarify this result, we now examine the evolution
of the horizons.
The horizons obtained from Eqs. (39), together with

Eqs. (52b) and (52c), are shown in Fig. 2 for differ-
ent values of A. As illustrated, larger values of A, and
therefore higher energy densities of matter available to
the accretion process, cause the black hole horizon to ex-
pand, starting from an initial radius of 3M0 and settling
at constant values greater than the Schwarzschild radius
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FIG. 1: Apparent black hole and cosmological horizon

formation time as a function of A (solid lines), as given

by (58). The dashed line represent the instant of forma-

tion of the apparent horizons without available matter

for accretion, t0, given by 56. The mass parameter M0 is

set to 1. We also consider α = 0.1.

2M0 after a sufficiently long time. In contrast, the cos-
mological horizon decreases with increasing A, eventually
reaching a steady monotonic regime.

Let us now examine the horizons in their asymptotic
stage, beginning with the case without accretion. After
a sufficiently long time, such that t >> t0ac, the horizons
given by Eqs. (12a) and (12c) behave as

r
(0)
b (t) ≈ 2M0, r(0)c (t) ≈ 1

H0
−M0 ≈ 3t

2
−M0. (59)

Similarly, for Eqs. (39), we find that for time scales such
that t >> t0ac, the behavior of the horizons in the pres-
ence of accretion is given by

r
(1)
b (t) ≈ 2M1 (t) ≈ 3M0 − 36πA1/(1+α)M3

0 , (60a)

r(1)c (t) ≈ 1

H1 (t)
−M1 (t) ≈

(
4

9t2
+

4πA1/(1+α)

3

)−1/2

−3M0

2
+ 18πA1/(1+α)M3

0 , (60b)

where we used the fact that r0ac ≡ r
(1)
b (t0ac) = 3M0.

For the black hole horizon with accretion to be larger
than in the case without accretion, the condition A <(
12πM2

0

)−(1+α)
must be satisfied, according to Eq.

(60a). However, due to the constraint previously imposed
by Eq. (58), this requirement is automatically fulfilled.

Fig. 2 also shows that, for values of A on the order
of 10−3m−2(1+α), the evolution of the horizons differs
significantly from the case without accretion. Therefore,
we assume that our perturbative scheme remains valid
for an energy density of the accreting fluid of the order of
10−4m−2(1+α) when compared to that of the background

FIG. 2: Temporal evolution of the apparent black hole

horizon without available matter for accretion (solid

black line) and with available matter for accretion (col-

ored solid lines); and of the cosmological horizons with-

out available matter for accretion (black dashed line) and

with available matter for accretion (colored dashed lines)

for different values of A. The mass parameter M0 is set

to M0 = 1, such that t is measured in units of M0. Also,

we consider α = 0.1.The horizontal dashed line repre-

sents the asymptote r = 2M0. The vertical solid line

represents the instant t0 at which the horizons form in

the case without accretion, as given by Eq. (56).

fluid. Therefore, given Eq. (49), this implies that our
perturbative approach remains valid only for timescales
shorter than

t = 102
√

32π

27ρac
. (61)

Furthermore, it is worth noting that the values of the
Chaplygin parameter A explored here are chosen for il-
lustrative clarity and exceed those expected from cosmo-
logical considerations. Observationally consistent models
typically give 10−60m−2(1+α) < A < 10−54m−2(1+α) for
α ≤ 0.1, as in Refs. [12, 13]. Using enhanced values
in our simulations makes the accretion effects numeri-
cally visible while preserving the qualitative behavior of
the horizon evolution. The physically motivated range
of A would simply place these effects at correspondingly
smaller amplitudes, without modifying the trends high-
lighted by our results.
Therefore, although the apparent horizon of the black

hole attains larger values due to accretion while the cos-
mological apparent horizon decreases, as expected, we
obtained the counterintuitive result given by Eq. (58),
namely that the greater the amount of accreting matter,
the shorter the time required for the black hole horizon
to form.
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For a cosmologically coupled black hole like the McVit-
tie solution, the backreaction of accretion on the metric
alters this behavior. The inflow of accreting matter lo-
cally increases the energy density and consequently re-
duces the rate at which cosmic expansion decelerates, as
shown in Eqs. (60a) and (52b). The resulting higher
effective expansion rate counteracts the growth of the lo-
cal gravitational term, namely, the apparent black hole
horizon, as expressed in Eqs. (60a) and (52c), thereby
delaying the instant at which the apparent horizon con-
dition is satisfied.

2. de Sitter era

In a de Sitter–type universe governed by the GCG, the
Hubble parameter is given by

H0 =

√
8πA1/(1+α)

3
≡ HA. (62)

The cosmological scale factor, in turn, takes the form

a (t) = keHAt, (63)

where k is a positive constant.
According to our perturbative approach, since the

background is determined by an equation of state of the

form ρ
(dS)
GCG = −p

(dS)
GCG = A1/(1+α), we assume that the

accreting fluid corresponds to the subdominant term in
Eq. (47), namely

pac = αρac =

(
α

1 + α

)
B

Aα/(1+α)
a−3(1+α). (64)

In this case, the flux F (t) defined in Eq. (31) is not,
a priori, equal to zero. Hence, the radial velocity v must
be obtained from the continuity equation

(uµ)
(0)

∂µρac + (ρac + pac)∇µ (u
µ)

(0)
= 0. (65)

It is important to note that, within the adopted ap-
proximation, the continuity equation is evaluated in the

background metric, i.e. uµ → (uµ)
(0)

. Furthermore, both
ρac and pac depend only on time, and the accretion is

evaluated at the black hole horizon, such that r = r
(0)
b (t)

and g
(0)
00 = 0. Additionally, in a dark energy-dominated

era, the Hubble parameter is constant and, consequently,

the horizon radius is also constant, given by r
(0)
b = 2M0.

A full analytical solution of the continuity equation
in this setting is possible in principle but offers limited
physical insight. Instead, we focus on the regime in which
the radial velocity satisfies v >> M0HA, a limit that is
both physically relevant for the systems under consider-
ation and leads to expressions that more transparently
capture the underlying dynamics.

As discussed previously, Refs. [12, 13] typically give
10−60m−2(1+α) < A < 10−54m−2(1+α) for α ≤ 0.1. If we
conservatively assume an initial accretion velocity v0 =
0.01cs, where cs =

√
∂p/∂ρ is the sound speed derived

from the equation of state (64), we obtain v0 = 0.01α1/2.
Hence, the condition v >> M0HA is satisfied for black

holes whose mass M0 fulfills M0 << v0/HA. For α = 0.1
and A = 10−54m−2(1+α), this yieldsM0 << 3.85×1021m.
In the units adopted here, a supermassive black hole with
a mass of one billion solar masses corresponds to M0 ∼
1012m, indicating that the inequality M0 << v0/HA is
easily satisfied.
However, since the full time dependence of v is not

known, we assume that this approximation holds only
over astrophysical timescales. According to Eq. (64), the
density of the accreting fluid decreases sharply with cos-
mological time, indicating that the accretion dynamics
at cosmological timescales would be significantly altered.
Therefore, from Eq. (31) we get

F (t) = 64πH2
AM

4
0 (1 + α)

∫ t

t0ac

ρacdt̄ =

=
64πHAM

4
0

3
(ρac0 − ρac (t)) (66)

where ρac0 denotes the density given by Eq. (64) at the
instant t0ac when accretion begins.
For the function H1 (t) defined in Eq. (33), we have

H1 (t) =

(
8π

3

)1/2√
A1/(1+α) − αρac. (67)

The expression above imposes the constraint

A1/(1+α) > αρac, (68)

as expected within our perturbative framework, since the
left-hand side is associated with the background density,
whereas the right-hand side corresponds to the accreting
fluid density.
Solving inequality (68) for t, we obtain

t > ln

[(
α

1 + α

B

A
k−3/(1+α)

) 1+α
3HA

]
. (69)

Thus, we set the instant when accretion begins in this
phase of the universe as

t0ac = ln

[(
α

1 + α

B

A
k−3/(1+α)

) 1+α
3HA

]
. (70)

This equation allows us to relate the horizon formation
time to different values of A. As shown in Fig. 3, plotting
t0ac reveals that, for smaller values of A, the horizons take
longer to form.
This result is the opposite of that obtained from Eq.

(58). We can interpret this behavior by recalling that,
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during the matter-dominated era, the parameter A is di-
rectly associated with the subdominant term, namely,
the energy density of the accreting fluid. In contrast, in
a de Sitter universe, A is directly related to the back-
ground energy density. Consequently, a smaller back-
ground energy density implies less fluid available for ac-
cretion, which in turn delays the formation of the appar-
ent horizons.

FIG. 3: Apparent black hole and cosmological horizon

formation time as a function of A, as given by (70). We

consider α = 0.1, B = 1−A and k = 0.39.

Finally, for the function M1 (t) defined in Eq. (36), we
obtain

M1 (t) = M0 +
32πM3

0

3
ρac0 + 18παM3

0 ρac

+
64HAM

4
0π

3
(ρac0 − ρac (t)) , (71)

where we used Mac(t0ac) = 4πr30acρac0/3.

Therefore, since at large times r
(1)
b ≈ 2M1 (t) and

r
(1)
c ≈ (1/H1 (t))−M1 (t), and given that ρac (t) decreases
with time according to Eq. (64), the black hole horizon
becomes larger in the presence of accretion than in its
absence, while the cosmological horizon becomes corre-
spondingly smaller.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we investigated the accretion of cosmic
dark fluids, particularly the GCG, onto cosmologically
coupled black holes described by the McVittie metric. By
employing a perturbative formalism that takes into ac-
count the backreaction of accretion on the metric compo-
nents, we derived analytical expressions for the effective
black hole mass and for the evolution of both the black
hole and cosmological apparent horizons. This frame-
work allowed us to analyze how the local accretion pro-
cess interacts with the global cosmological background in
different epochs of the universe.

In the matter-dominated era, our results reveal a some-
what counterintuitive behavior. One might expect that
the presence of additional matter available for accre-
tion would accelerate the black hole formation process.
However, due to the backreaction effects inherent to the
McVittie metric, the situation is reversed. The inflow of
matter locally increases the energy density, which in turn
reduces the deceleration of the cosmic expansion. As a
result, the effective Hubble parameter becomes larger,
counteracting the local gravitational collapse. This dy-
namic causes the apparent horizon of the black hole to
form later for higher values of A, that is, when the avail-
able matter for accretion is greater.

The analysis of Eq. (58) confirms that the horizon
formation time t0ac increases with A, which means that
the cosmological coupling and the backreaction jointly
act to delay the black hole horizon formation compared
to the non-accreting case.

In contrast, during the de Sitter phase, the behavior of
horizon formation exhibits the opposite dependence on
A. In this regime, the parameter A is directly tied to the
background energy density of the universe rather than to
the accreting fluid. Consequently, a smaller value of A
corresponds to a lower cosmological energy density, im-
plying less available fluid to be accreted. This reduced
inflow slows down the local mass growth, thereby delay-
ing the formation of the horizons. Hence, while in the
matter-dominated universe a higher A delays the forma-
tion time due to backreaction, in the de Sitter regime, it
is a smaller A that produces a similar delay. This comple-
mentary behavior highlights the subtle interplay between
local and global dynamics in cosmologically coupled sys-
tems.

Overall, since the McVittie metric provides a bridge
between cosmological expansion and local gravitational
collapse, our formalism could be particularly relevant for
the study of primordial black holes, whose formation and
evolution are naturally embedded in an expanding uni-
verse. Understanding how accretion and backreaction
operate in such early-universe scenarios could shed light
on the role of cosmologically coupled black holes in struc-
ture formation and in the broader dynamics of the dark
sector.
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