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We study isotropic and slowly-rotating stars made of dark energy adopting the extended Chaplygin
equation-of-state. We compute the moment of inertia as a function of the mass of the stars, both
for rotating and non-rotating objects. The solution for the non-diagonal metric component as a
function of the radial coordinate for three different star masses is shown as well. We find that i)
the moment of inertia increases with the mass of the star, ii) in the case of non-rotating objects
the moment of inertia grows faster, and iii) the curve corresponding to rotation lies below the one
corresponding to non-rotating stars.

I. INTRODUCTION

The origin of dark energy (DE), i.e. the fluid component that dominates the current cosmic acceleration, [1–3], is still
a mystery, while at the same understanding its nature comprises one of the biggest challenges in modern theoretical
Cosmology. It is well-known that according to the cosmological equations within Einstein’s General Relativity [4],
a Universe consisting of radiation and non-relativistic matter only cannot expand at an accelerating rate. On the
contrary, a non-vanishing (and positive) cosmological constant [5, 6] has been proven to be the most economical model
in an overall excellent agreement with a wealth of available observational data.

The ΛCDM model, based on collisionless dark matter and a positive cosmological constant, despite its success,
does not come without problems. In modern times the community is facing a couple of puzzles related on the one
hand to the cosmological constant problem [7, 8] and on the other hand to the Hubble tension. To be more precise,
regarding the value of the Hubble constant H0, there is nowadays a disagreement between high red-shift CMB data
and local measurements at low red-shift data, see e.g. [9–12]. The value of the Hubble constant determined by the
PLANCK Collaboration [13, 14], H0 = (67− 68) km/(Mpc sec), is found to be lower than the value obtained by local
measurements, H0 = (73− 74) km/(Mpc sec) [15, 16]. This disagreement might call for new physics [17].

For those reasons, as was to be expected, a plethora of several different dark energy models have been proposed
and studied over the years as possible alternatives to the ΛCDM model. Quite generically, all dark energy models
are classified into two broad classes. On the one hand, there is a family of models related to alternative/modified
theories of gravity, where new correction terms appear to GR at cosmological scales. And on the other hand, in
another family of models, we introduce a new dynamical field with an equation-of-state (EoS) parameter w < −1/3.
In the first class of models, called geometrical DE, one finds for instance f(R) theories of gravity [18–21], brane-world
models [22–24] and Scalar-Tensor theories of gravity [25–28], while in the second class, called dynamical DE, one finds
models such as quintessence [29], phantom [30], quintom [31], tachyonic [32] or k-essence [33]. For an excellent review
on the dynamics of dark energy see e.g. [34]. Of particular interest is the Chaphygin gas dark energy model and its
generalization [35, 36], which unifies non-relativistic matter with the cosmological constant introducing a single fluid
with an equation-of-state p = −B2/ρω, where B,ω are positive constant parameters, and ω takes values in the range
0 < ω ≤ 1.

Abandoning the cold dark matter paradigm, in which dark matter is collisionless, models where dark matter exhibits
self-interactions have been proposed as an attractive and elegant solution to the dark matter crisis at short (galactic)
scales [37]. In such a scenario it is not contrived to imagine objects made entirely of self-interacting dark matter,
see e.g. [38–41]. Similarly, given that the current cosmic acceleration calls for dark energy, in a few recent works
the authors considered the possibility that spherical configurations made of dark energy, or more generically exotic
matter, just might exist [42–44]. The possibility of obtaining interior solutions of relativistic stars and gravitationally
bounded configurations in different astrophysical contexts (such as anisotropic matter, carrying a net electric charge,
non-conventional theories of gravity etc) is a very exciting proposal; there is a vast amount of publications in the
literature. For a partial list see e.g. [45–78] and references therein.
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In the present work we propose to study non-rotating dark energy stars, extending the works of [43, 44], where
non-rotating stars were considered, with isotropic matter assuming an extended Chaplygin EoS [79–83] of the form
p = −B2/ρ+A2ρ, where a barotropic term is added to the standard Chaphygin equation-of-state with ω = 1.

Our plan in the present article is the following: After this introduction, in the next section we briefly review the
structure equations for non-rotating relativistic stars. In section 3 we add a non-vanishing angular momentum, we
obtain the solutions, and we show and discuss discussing our main numerical results. Finally, we close our work with
some concluding remarks in the last section. We adopt the mostly positive metric signature, (−,+,+,+), and we
work in geometrical units where the speed of light in vacuum as well as Newton’s constant are set to unity, c = 1 = G.

II. HYDROSTATIC EQUILIBRIUM OF NON-ROTATING RELATIVISTIC STARS

Here we shall briefly review the set of structure equations [84, 85] required to describe interior solutions of non-
rotating relativistic stars within GR.

For a stationary, axially symmetric metric in Schwarzschild-like coordinates, (t, r, θ, φ), and using the metric tensor,
we can adopt the following ansatz in the slowly-rotating approximation:

ds2 = −e2ν(r)dt2 +A(r)dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2θ dφ2), (1)

where e2ν(r) and A(r) ≡ e2λ(r) are the metric potentials depending on the radial coordinate only. To simplify the
treatment we shall split the process in two steps: first, we will obtain the usual TOV equations for the non-rotating
case in this section, and then we shall consider first order corrections due to a slow rotation, see next section.

Step # 1: For the non-rotating case, as usual we introduce for convenience the mass function, m(r), defined by

A(r)−1 ≡ 1− 2m(r)

r
(2)

Moreover, if matter content is modeled as a perfect fluid it will be characterized by a stress-energy tensor of the form

Tµν = diag(−ρ, p, p, p) (3)

with ρ being the energy density and p being the pressure. In Einstein’s field equations, the tt and rr field equations
yield

m′(r) = 4πr2ρ(r) (4)

ν′(r) =
m(r) + 4πr3p(r)

r2(1− 2m(r)/r)
(5)

respectively, where a prime denotes differentiation with respect to the radial coordinate r. Finally, instead of the
angular field equations, equivalently one is allowed to make use of the conservation of energy, which reads

p′(r) = −[ρ(r) + p(r)]ν′(r) (6)

Therefore, one obtains the usual TOV equations [84, 85]

m′(r) = 4πr2ρ(r) (7)

p′(r) = −[ρ(r) + p(r)]
m(r) + 4πr3p(r)

r2(1− 2m(r)/r)
(8)

ν′(r) = − p′(r)

ρ(r) + p(r)
(9)

The above equations need to be supplemented by an EoS such as p(ρ) or ρ(p), which will be discussed in the next
section. Besides, we impose the following conditions both at the center of the star, r = 0

m(0) = 0, and p(0) = pc, (10)

and at the surface of the star r = R

m(R) = M, and p(R) = 0. (11)
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The latter is used to compute the radius, R, and the mass, M , of the object. Moreover, the corresponding metric
potential ν is also determined by integrating Eq (9) plus the condition at the surface of the star, i.e.,

e2ν(R) = 1− 2M

R
. (12)

Therefore, the solution for ν(r) is given by

ν(r) = ν(R)−
∫ r

R

p′(z)

p(z) + ρ(z)
(13)

where its surface value is given by

ν(R) =
1

2
ln

(
1− 2M

R

)
. (14)

III. STELLAR MODELING OF ROTATING RELATIVISTIC STARS

Step # 2: To study non-rotating stars [86, 87], for the interior problem we make for the metric tensor the following
ansatz

ds2 =− e2ν(r)dt2 +A(r)dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2θ dφ2)

− 2ω(r, θ)r2 sin2 θdφdt,
(15)

where now there is a non-diagonal metric component to account for the rotation of the object.
We shall now consider the differential equation for the tφ component:

Rtφ = 8πT tφ (16)

and we will obtain the first order (linear) contributions only. At this point we recall that Ω is the angular velocity
of the fluid (which is a constant for an uniformly rotating configuration) as seen by an observer at rest at some
point (t, r, θ, φ) in the fluid, whereas ω(r, θ) is the angular velocity acquired by an observer falling freely from infinity
calculated to first order in Ω. Thus, Ω− ω give us the coordinate angular velocity of the fluid element at (r, θ) seen
by the freely falling observer.

To obtain the contribution T tφ, we first consider the normalization condition uµuµ = −1, with

ut =
√
−(gtt − 2Ωgtφ + Ω2gφφ) (17)

ur = 0 (18)

uθ = 0 (19)

uφ = Ω
√
−(gtt − 2Ωgtφ + Ω2gφφ) (20)

and the first order contributions is then

T tφ = (ρ+ p)utuφ = (ρ+ p)e−2ν(Ω− ω)r2 sin2 θ. (21)

We define the following convenient quantity

ω̃(r, θ) = Ω− ω(r, θ), (22)

and writing down the first-order contribution of the Einstein field equation, for which we obtain

1

r4
∂

∂r

[
A−1/2e−νr4

∂ω̃

∂r

]
+
A1/2e−ν

r2 sin3 θ
×

∂

∂θ

[
sin3 θ

∂ω̃

∂θ

]
= 16π(ρ+ p)A1/2e−ν ω̃ = 0.

(23)
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As pointed out by Hartle [88], we can use the method of separation of variables with the help of an expansion in
vector spherical harmonics. Thus, taking into account the following expansion

ω̃(r, θ) =

∞∑
l=1

ω̃l(r)

(
− 1

sin θ

dPl
dθ

)
(24)

the radial functions ω̃l must satisfy

1

r4
d

dr

[
A−1/2e−νr4

dω̃l
dr

]
− A1/2e−ν

r2
(l(l + 1)− 2)ω̃l

= 16π(ρ+ p)A1/2e−ν ω̃l.

(25)

For the exterior solution in asymptotically flat space-times we obtain

ω̃l → αr−(l+2) + βrl−1 (26)

and for r →∞, we have

ω̃l → −2Jr−3 + Ω. (27)

We conclude that ω̃l = 0 for l ≥ 2, whereas for l = 1 we obtain a simpler equation [89, 90]

1

r4
d

dr

[
A−1/2e−νr4

dω̃

dr

]
= 16π(ρ+ p)A1/2e−ν ω̃, (28)

while the boundary conditions are given by [89, 90]

dω̃

dr
(0) = 0, and lim

r→∞
ω̃ = Ω. (29)

We can define the moment of inertia, I, of the star as follows

I ≡ J

Ω
, (30)

with J being the angular momentum of the star. Finally, utilizing (29) plus the asymptotic form of ω̃ we obtain the
following expression for the moment of inertia of a rotating star [89, 90]

I =
8π

3

∫ R

0

(ρ+ p)e−νA1/2r4
(
ω̃

Ω

)
dr. (31)

A. Equation-of-state

To close the system of differential equations, we must include an EoS for the matter content.
In the following, we shall adopt the extended Chaplyin EoS, which has been considerably used in a cosmological

context and, not long ago, in stellar modeling of compact stars. The basic form of the above relation acquire the
simple form p = −B̂/ρ where ρ is the energy-density, p is the pressure and B̂ is a positive constant with units of
length−4. Albeit the previous relation allows us to get some insight about the physics, such expression is inconsistent
with observational data, that is the reason why such equation was generalized [91], namely p = −B̂/ρω for which ω
is such that 0 < ω ≤ 1. Subsequently, another generalization was obtained in [92, 93] taking into account viscosity.
Finally, in Ref [94] such equation is improved by the inclusion of an additional term, to obtain

p = Âρ− B̂

ρω
, (32)

where Â a positive numerical value. The generalized Chaplygin EoS has been considerably used in different context,
for example: i) compact stars in the framework of f(T ) gravity theory [95, 96], ii) wormhole geometries [97], iii)
charged anisotropic fluid objects [98], iv) and 5-dimensional cosmology [99]. Let us reinforce that the Chaplygin
relations have been significantly used in the cosmological scenario. The latter can be understood because Chaplygin-
like EoS correctly describes dark matter and dark energy. In the present paper, however, we will consider the extended
Chaplygin EoS as follows:

p = A2ρ− B2

ρ
. (33)
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B. Moment of inertia: numerical results

Here we obtain the numerical solution, and we present and discuss our main results. We shall consider three
concrete models as follows:

A =
√

0.4, B = 0.23× 10−3/km2 (model I) (34)

A =
√

0.425, B = 0.215× 10−3/km2 (model II) (35)

A =
√

0.45, B = 0.2× 10−3/km2 (model III). (36)

Note that when the pressure vanishes at the surface of the star, the energy density takes the surface value ρs = B/A.

The numerical values assumed here lead to masses and radii of stars similar to those of neutron stars and strange
quark stars, namely a mass M ∼ M� and R ∼ 10 km. The very same numerical values of A,B were considered in
[44], and they are comparable to the ones considered in [43] where anisotropic fluid spheres were studied.

Once the EoS is known, we integrate the structure equations numerically imposing the initial conditions at the
origin as well as the matching conditions at the surface of the star. We thus compute all the unknown quantities
(mass function, pressure etc) as a function of the radial coordinate, and also the properties of the star, such as mass,
radius, factor of compactness etc. Those were studied and discussed in our previous work. Here we are interested in
the moment of inertia and on the effect of a non-vanishing rotation speed.

To demonstrate how observational data can validate such a class of models, we compute here the angular momentum
of a pulsar with a known mass and frequency for the three EoS models discussed above. The pulsar J1738+0333 in
one that we studied in a previous work (see [90] and references therein): this is rotating compact object with a mass
at 1.47 solar masses, and a pulsar frequency at 170.9 Hz. For the angular momentum of this object within the three
EoSs considered here, we obtain

JA = 1.77× 1041kg m2/sec (model I) (37)

JB = 1.89× 1041kg m2/sec (model II) (38)

JC = 2.02× 1041kg m2/sec (model III). (39)

Moving from one EoS to another induces a variation in J of the order of 10%, which should be sufficient to discriminate
between different equation-of-states.

In Fig. 1 we show the dimensionless moment of inertia a ≡ I/(MR2) against the mass of the compact object for
models A (left panel), B (middle panel) and C (right panel). In each panel there are two curves, both for rotating and
non-rotating stars for comparison reasons. The solid black line corresponds to the moment of inertia without rotation,
whereas the dashed blue line corresponds to rotating stars. According to our results, we can make the the following
observations: a) The moments of inertia increase with the mass of the star, b) in the case of non-rotating objects
the moment of inertia grows faster, and c) the curve corresponding to rotation lies below the one corresponding to
non-rotating stars. Therefore the deviation is smaller for light stars and larger for heavy stars. Moreover, for a given
mass a rotating star has a lower moment of inertia than its non-rotating counterpart.

What is more, in Fig. 2 we show the quantity ω̃/Ω as a function of normalized radial coordinate, r/R, for the three
sets A, B and C. Each panel, corresponding to a different set, shows three solutions corresponding to three different
star masses as follows (from top to down): i) a light star with a mass around 1.4 M�, ii) a star with an intermediate
mass around 1.75 M�, and iii) a heavy star with a mass around 2 M�. The dashed black line represents a light star,
dotted blued line an intermediate mass star, while dotted-dashed green line corresponds to a heavy star. In all cases
ω̃/Ω is an increasing function of r/R. Moreover, in all three panels as the mass of the object increases the curves are
shifted downwards.

Before we conclude our work, a comment regarding stability is in order here. We now proceed to study the stellar
mass M against the central energy density ρc for the three different models considered in the present work. We
consider the so called static stability criterion [101, 102]

dM

dρc
< 0 → unstable configuration (40)

dM

dρc
> 0 → stable configuration, (41)
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to be satisfied by all stellar configurations. According to Fig. 3 the mass of the star reaches a maximum value at some
ρ∗c , and therefore the extremum point of the curve separates the stable from the unstable configuration. Figures 1
and 2 refer to stable stars only.
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FIG. 1: Dimensionless moment of inertia I/(MR2) as a function of the mass of the star (in solar masses) for different values
of the parameters {A,B}. LEFT: panel corresponds to A2 = 0.4 and B = 0.23 × 10−3/km2. MIDDLE: panel corresponds
to A2 = 0.425 and B = 0.215× 10−3/km2. RIGHT: panel corresponds to A2 = 0.45 and B = 0.2× 10−3/km2.
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FIG. 2: ω̃/Ω vs r/R for different values of the parameters {A,B} and for three masses aforementioned. Each panel corresponds
to a different set {A,B}, as in Fig. 1, while the three curves in each panel correspond to three different star masses. LEFT:
Shown are from top to bottom: M = 1.48 M�, M = 1.73 M�, M = 1.96 M�. MIDDLE: Shown are from top to bottom:
M = 1.47 M�, M = 1.78 M�, M = 2.00 M�. RIGHT: Shown are from top to bottom: M = 1.42 M�, M = 1.76 M�,
M = 2.00 M�.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, in the present work we have considered isotropic and slowly-rotating dark energy stars, adopting the
extended Chaplygin equation-of-state (”Chaplygin plus barotropic”), characterized by two parameters A,B. The
set of structure equations consists of the usual TOV equations for non-rotating stars plus one additional differential
equation for the non-diagonal component of the metric tensor due to rotation. Due to slow rotation, all unknown
quantities depend on the radial coordinate only. The complete system of coupled differential equations has been
integrated numerically taking into account all the appropriate initial and boundary conditions. Finally, we have
computed the moment of inertia as a function of the mass of the stars, both for rotating and non-rotating objects
for comparison reasons. The solution for the non-diagonal metric component as a function of the radial coordinate is
shown as well for three different star masses i) a light star (M ∼ 1.4 M�), ii) a heavy star (M ∼ 2 M�) and iii) an
average star (M ∼ 1.75 M�). Our main findings may be summarized as follows: a) the moments of inertia increase
with the mass of the star, b) in the case of non-rotating objects the moment of inertia grows faster, and c) the curve
corresponding to rotation lies below the one corresponding to non-rotating stars. Therefore the deviation is smaller
for light stars and larger for heavy stars. Moreover, for a given mass a rotating star has a lower moment of inertia
than its non-rotating counterpart.

The NICER satellite is a NASA mission projected to observe thermal X-rays emitted by several millisecond pulsars.
This type of data could help us distinguish between the different EoS in such models. As pointed out in [100] a few
years ago, the recent fast growth of millisecond pulsars with precisely measured mass provides us with an excellent
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FIG. 3: Mass of the star versus (normalized) central energy density for the three models considered here.

opportunity to probe the physics of compact stars. Since the stellar parameter values can be computed accurately in
two complementary scenarios, on the one hand, for known mass and spin rate, and on the other hand, for a chosen
equation-of-state. The authors of [100] provided the first detailed catalog of numerically computed parameter values
for 16 observed pulsars. Their study assumes eight different equations of state corresponding to nucleonic, hyperonic,
hybrid and strange matter. The increase of observational data expected in the coming years will allow us to study
the effect of rotation on the moments of inertia to validate or exclude this type of EoS models.
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