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This work analyses the hydrostatic equilibrium configurations of strange stars in a non-minimal
geometry-matter coupling (GMC) theory of gravity. Those stars are supposed to be made of strange
quark matter, whose distribution is governed by the MIT equation of state. The non-minimal GMC
theory is described by the following gravitational action: f(R,L) = R/2 + L + σRL, where R
represents the curvature scalar, L is the matter Lagrangian density, and σ is the coupling parameter.
When considering this theory, the strange stars become larger and more massive. In particular,
when σ = 20, the theory can achieve the 2.6 solar mass, suitable for describing the pulsars PSR
J2215+5135 and PSR J1614-2230, and the mass of the secondary object in the GW190814 event.
The 2.6 M� is a value hardly achievable in General Relativity. The non-minimal GMC theory can
also give feasible results to describe the macroscopical features of strange star candidates.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent observations regarding type Ia supernovae [1–
3] and cosmic microwave background radiation [4–6] in-
dicate that, presently, our universe is going through an
accelerated expanding phase. Within the General The-
ory of Relativity (GR) context, the inclusion of the cos-
mological constant Λ into the Einstein gravitational field
equations is the standard way to explain the cosmic accel-
eration and provide a good agreement with the observed
data. However, the inclusion of Λ faces the major set-
back due to a considerable mismatch of 120 orders of
magnitude between its observational and theoretical val-
ues [7, 8].

This situation engaged different researchers on more
sophisticated gravity theories by modifying the Einstein-
Hilbert action, which gave rise to a new avenue known as
modified/extended gravity theories. These theories offer
a great opportunity to solve problems that still do not
have convincing explanations within the GR framework.
In this regard, T. Harko and F.S.N. Lobo generalized the
well-known f(R)-type gravity model [9, 10] by assuming
that the gravitational Lagrangian is given by an arbitrary
function of the Ricci scalar R and the matter Lagrangian
L, in the so-called f(R,L) theory [11]. The dynamics
in such a theory can only exist in the presence of mat-
ter, which suggests a deeper link between spacetime and
matter. In fact, the f(R,L) gravity is a subclass of the
geometry-matter coupling (GMC) theories [12–14], i.e.,
theories that allow geometry and matter scalars to be
mixed in the gravitational action.

The viability of f(R,L) gravity as an alternative ex-
planation for the cosmic acceleration was analyzed from
a dynamical system approach in [15]. Some constraints
were obtained to f(R,L) theories using the COBEFIRAS

measurement of the cosmic microwave background spec-
tral radiance [16]. The application of the energy con-
ditions in the f(R,L) gravity can be seen in [17, 18].
Harko et al. have discussed the non-conservation of the
energy-momentum tensor in f(R,L) models in [19, 20]
and related it to a mechanism responsible for gravita-
tionally induced particle production. Very recently, the
f(R,L) gravity was studied from a thermodynamic point
of view [21].

In reference [22], it was indicated that the f(R,L) the-
ories of gravity possibly be regarded as a subclass of the
f(R, T ) gravity theories [23], in which T is the trace of
the energy-momentum tensor, with the latter theory also
allowing for the GMC. In addition, in [24] the f(R,L)
gravity action was generalized by inserting on it a scalar
field. Moreover, a further model with GMC was pro-
posed by Harko in [25]. In [26, 27] it was shown that
GMC models can be candidates to solve fundamental is-
sues of standard gravity, without considering dark energy
[28, 29] and dark matter [30–32]. Note that it is generally
believed that dark energy is the cause of the accelerated
expansion. On the other hand, dark matter is an exotic
kind of matter that does not interact with light, but in-
teracts gravitationally and strongly affects the galactic
and intergalactic dynamics. For a review of generalized
GMC theories, one can also check [33].

A well-behaved extended or alternative theory of grav-
ity must also show significant effect in the stellar astro-
physics regime. In other words, a given alternative theory
of gravity should exhibit significant effects in the cosmo-
logical and galactic scales, as well as predict the exis-
tence of observable stable, compact stellar objects, such
as white dwarfs, neutron stars and black holes. In fact,
the study and analysis of compact objects are of great
importance in astrophysics because these objects provide
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an excellent laboratory to study dense matter in extreme
conditions, such as the strong gravity regime. In particu-
lar, neutron stars were already studied in f(R,L) gravity,
providing a remarkable increase in the maximum mass
limit [34, 35]. In [34], the matter inside neutron stars was
described by a relativistic polytropic equation of state
(EoS), and also a Skyrme type EoS known as SLy4. It
was showed in this theory that the mass of massive pul-
sars can be achieved, such as PSR J2215 + 5135, for both
equations of state. It was pointed out that results for
mass-radius relation in GMC gravity are strongly depen-
dent on the stiffness of the EoS. A further investigation of
neutron stars in this theory, considering several realistic
nuclear matter equations of state was performed in [35].
NS masses and radii obtained were subject to observa-
tional constrains from massive pulsars, the gravitational
wave event GW170817 and from the PSR J0030+0451
mass-radius from NASA’s Neutron Star Interior Compo-
sition Explorer (NICER) data. It was shown that in this
theory of gravity, the mass-radius results can accommo-
date massive pulsars. The mass-radius relation in GMC
theory shows a sharp increase in the star mass around
one solar mass up to 2.25 M� with a very small change
in the star radius, which is ∼ 13 Km for a strong grav-
ity matter coupling. These results are in agreement with
the NS radius region constrained by PSR J0030+0451
and by the very massive PSR J0740+6620 obtained in
NICER observations [36–38], and also in accordance with
the GW170817 event [39].

Until now, hydrostatic equilibrium configurations of
quark stars in a non-minimal GMC model have not been
investigated. The strange quark matter, made up of ap-
proximately equal numbers of unconfined up, down and
strange quarks, may be the absolute ground state of the
strong interaction [40–43]. There may exist objects en-
tirely made of strange matter [44, 45]. Note that three
flavor strange quark matter is more stable than the two
flavor non-strange ones [46, 47]. As a result, a new class
of compact objects has been postulated to exist, namely
quark stars, almost self-bounded systems with an energy
density at the star surface - given in the MIT model by
the confined Bag energy B - in contrast with NSs that are
bounded by gravity. Some constraints have been put to
quark stars from gravitational waves [48, 49], particularly
from the GW170817 event [39].

In the present work, we are particularly interested in
analyzing quark stars in a non-minimal GMC model,
which shall be presented in Section II A. In Section II B
the hydrostatic equilibrium equations for the concerned
theory will be reviewed. In Section III we will present
the equation of state (EoS) that we shall consider for nu-
merically solving the hydrostatic equilibrium equations
in Section IV. In Section V we present our conclusions.

II. BASIC FORMALISM

A. A Non-minimal Geometry-Matter Coupling
Theory

The concerned modified form of the Einstein-Hilbert
action reads [11]:

S =

∫
d4x
√
−gf(R,L), (1)

being f(R,L) an arbitrary function of R and L. The
constants 8πG and c, with G being the Newtonian gravi-
tational constant and c the speed of light, are taken as 1.
One can observe from (1), that when f(R,L) = R/2+L,
the standard form of Einstein-Hilbert action is retrieved,
which leads to the standard Einstein’s field equations:
Gµν = Tµν , where Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor.

Following [50, 51], we consider a GMC model defined
by f(R,L) = R/2 + L(1 + σR). Furthermore, we will
assume L = −p [52], where p is the pressure of the fluid.
Applying the variational principle in (1), and taking into
account the considerations above, it follows that the field
equations become [11, 34]

(1− 2σp)Gµν +
1

3
Rgµν −

σp

3
Rgµν =

(1 + σR)

(
Tµν −

1

3
Tgµν

)
− 2σ∇µ∇νp. (2)

Furthermore, the covariant derivative of the energy-
momentum tensor reads [11, 34]

∇µTµν = (−pgµν − Tµν)∇µ ln(σR). (3)

B. The Hydrostatic Equilibrium Equations in a
Non-minimal Geometry-Matter Coupling Model

The hydrostatic equilibrium equations in the con-
cerned GMC theory were previously derived by adopting
a spherically symmetric metric in its canonical form,

ds2 = eα(r)dt2 − eβ(r)dr2 − r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)
, (4)

with α(r) and β(r) being the potentials depending on
r only. The energy-momentum tensor of a perfect fluid
is defined as Tµν = diag(eαρ, eβp, r2p, r2 sin2 θp), where
ρ is the matter-energy density. From the substitution
of (4) into (3) one can find that the energy-momentum
tensor is covariantly conserved independently of the func-
tional form assumed for f(R,L). Detailed derivation is
presented in [34].

The equilibrium configurations are obtained from the
00 and 11 components of the field equations,

(1− 2σp)

r2
[
r(1− e−β)

]′
+ (1− σp)R

3

= (1 + σR)

(
2

3
ρ+ p

)
+ σe−βα′p′, (5)
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(1− 2σp)

r2
[
e−β(1− α′r)− 1

]
+ (σp− 1)

R

3

= (1 + σR)
ρ

3
− 2σe−β

(
p′′ − β′

2
p′
)
, (6)

where prime represents the derivative with respect to ra-
dial coordinate r.

The conservation of the energy-momentum tensor
leads to

p′ = −(ρ+ p)
α′

2
. (7)

Another equation can be derived from the trace of the
field equations and reads

(1 + 2σp)R = −(1 + σR)T − 6σ�p, (8)

where � is the D’Alambertian operator, defined as

� = −e−β
(
d2

dr2
− β′

2

d

dr
+
α′

2

d

dr
+

2

r

d

dr

)
. (9)

In order to obtain the hydrostatic equilibrium configu-
rations, (8) must be included in the system of differential
equations (5), (6) and (7). The unknowns are R,α, β, ρ
and p. An EoS must be provided to solve the set of differ-
ential equations. Details about the numerical procedure
to solve the system of equations (5), (6), (7) and (8) are
given in [34].

The stellar mass is obtained from

M =

∫ R?

0

4πr2ρdr, (10)

where R? represents the stellar radius and by definition,
pressure vanishes, p(R?) = 0.

III. EQUATION OF STATE FOR NUCLEAR
MATTER INSIDE QUARK STARS

The EoS for the matter inside the star is considered to
be that for quark-gluon plasma, dubbed MIT bag model
[53]. To consider hadronic masses in terms of their con-
stituents, the MIT bag model considers that the quarks
are inside a “bag” which reproduces the asymptotic free-
dom and confinement, i.e.,

p = ω(ρ− 4B), (11)

where ω is the EoS parameter and B is the bag con-
stant, which we take as B = 60 MeV/fm3 in allusion to
[54], among many others. We adopt this bag constant
value since the parameters of the maximum mass config-
urations for quark stars are similar to those for realistic
neutron stars made of baryonic matter. The value of ω is
related to the Quantum Chromodynamics coupling con-
stant, and the strange quark mass [55]. For ω = 0.28, the
mass of the strange quark is ms = 250 MeV, and ω = 1/3
for massless quarks. In this work, we adopt ω = 0.28.
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FIG. 1: Mass-radius relation of quark stars for different
values of σ.
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FIG. 2: Mass-central energy density relation of quark
stars for different values of σ.

IV. RESULTS

In Figure 1, we present the mass-radius relation for
quark stars in the GMC theory of gravitation for five
values of σ, the GMC parameter. Blue circles mark the
maximum mass points for each value of σ. The two hor-
izontal lines denote the 2.3 and 2.6 M� values of mass,
which correspond to the PSR J2215+5135 [56], and the
mass of the lighter object of the GW190814 event [65], re-
spectively. When σ equals zero, GR results are retrieved.
From the figure, it is possible to see that the radius of
the star ranges from 7 to 11 km approximately. This ra-
dius interval lies within the expected values of compact
star radii constraints from observed X-ray binaries, and
GW170817 gravitational wave event [66, 67].

Figure 1 also shows that maximum mass points change
according to the value of σ. For larger σ, more massive
stars are found. Excluding the case where σ = 20, the
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TABLE I: Physical parameters of observed strange star candidates derived using σ = 10 and B = 60 MeV/fm3.

SS candidate Observed mass M/M� Predicted radius (km) M/R? Zs ρC (MeV/fm3) pC (MeV/fm3)

PSR J2215 + 5135 2.27+0.17
−0.15 [56] 10.64+0.38 0.301 0.586 1240 280

PSR J1614-2230 1.97±0.04 [57] 11.13+0.003
−0.09 0.261 0.448 715 133

Vela X-1 1.77±0.08 [58] 11.13 ± 0.02 0.235 0.373 604 102

4U 1608-52 1.74±0.14 [59] 11.13+0.01
−0.06 0.231 0.363 591 98

PSR J1903+327 1.667±0.021 [60] 11.11+0.004
−0.01 0.221 0.340 562 90

4U 1820-30 1.58±0.06 [61] 11.07+0.02
−0.04 0.211 0.315 532 82

Cen X-3 1.49±0.08 [58] 11.01+0.05
−0.0.06 0.200 0.291 506 74

EXO 1785-248 1.3±0.2 [62] 10.85+0.17
−0.24 0.177 0.244 458 61

LMC X-4 1.29±0.05 [58] 10.84+0.05
−0.06 0.176 0.242 455 60

SMC X-1 1.04±0.09 [58] 10.52+0.13
−0.14 0.146 0.188 406 46

SAX J1808.4-3658 0.9±0.3 [63] 10.29+0.45
−0.71 0.130 0.161 383 40

4U 1538-52 0.87±0.07 [58] 10.23+0.11
−0.15 0.125 0.156 378 39

HER X-1 0.85±0.15 [64] 10.12+0.34
−0.27 0.124 0.153 375 38

TABLE II: Maximum masses with their correspondent radius, central energy density and central pressure for five
values of σ.

σ Maximum mass (M/M�) Radius (km) ρC (MeV/fm3) pC (MeV/fm3)

0 1.97 10.10 1413 328

5 2.12 10.29 1413 328

10 2.28 10.43 1472 345

15 2.48 10.55 1559 369

20 2.71 10.51 1822 443

minimum radius also increases with increasing σ. This
behavior is reversed for σ = 20. This is similar to the ef-
fects of charge on the stellar structure of compact objects
[68–71], where increasing total charge initially increases
the minimum radius, but at some point continued in-
creasing in charge yields a minimum radius reduction.
It is important to stress that in the GMC theory, the
maximum star mass is not only a function of the bag
constant, but also depends on σ, while in GR, the quark
star mass increases with the star volume almost up to
the maximum star mass that is only a function of the
bag constant [72–74].

Increasing σ (for σ > 15) yields larger maximum mass
stars with smaller radii, which means that the stars be-
come more compact. This effect of increasing the maxi-
mum mass while diminishing minimum radii can lead to
a violation of the Buchdahl limit if the star has a mass of
2.5 M� and radius R? < 8 km. From Figure 1, it is clear
that the maximum mass stars have radii between 9-10
km, indicating that the Buchdahl limit is maintained.

Figure 2 presents the mass-central density relation for
the same five values of σ as in Figure 1. By increasing
σ, maximum masses are always found for larger central
energy densities. At smaller densities, the GMC results
becomes closer to GR ones (σ = 0), which can be seen
from both Figures 1 and 2. This indicates that GMC ef-
fects are more evident at a high density regime, so, in less
compact systems, such as non-compact stellar objects or

in the solar system regime, GMC outcomes would be the
same as the GR ones. Table II below is a list of the stellar
parameters of the maximum mass quark stars in GMC
theory, where we can see that the central energy densities
of the maximum mass stars are between 3.0-3.6 times the
nuclear saturation energy density (ρ0 ∼ 140 MeV/fm3).

We see that GMC theory can enhance maximum
masses, allowing compact stars to sustain more mass
against gravitational collapse, which indicates that the
theory is capable of describing the data of massive com-
pact stars, such as PSR J2215+5135 [56] and PSR J1614-
2230 [57].

Recently, the LIGO (Laser Interferometer Gravita-
tional wave Observatory)/VIRGO experiments have de-
tected the GW190814 event [65], which is a binary merger
of two compact objects, with one of them, a neutron star
or a strange quark star, having a mass of 2.6M�. This
mass value can be described using σ ≈ 20, which sets an
observational upper limit to the GMC parameter.

In Figure 3, we present the compactness and surface
redshift as a function of the central energy density of the
stars. These quantities are given by

u =
M

R?
and Zs =

1√
1− 2M/R?

− 1, (12)

respectively. It is observed that as the parameter σ in-
creases, the compactification degree is higher. The sur-
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TABLE III: Physical parameters of the strange star candidate LMC X-4 for different values of σ and B = 60
MeV/fm3.

σ Predicted radius (km) M/R? Zs ρC (MeV/fm3) pC (MeV/fm3)

0 10.54+0.11
−0.12 0.181 0.251 502 73

5 10.69+0.05
−0.04 0.178 0.247 476 66

10 10.84+0.05
−0.06 0.176 0.242 455 60

15 10.97+0.06
−0.05 0.174 0.238 439 56

20 11.10+0.06
−0.06 0.172 0.234 424 52
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FIG. 3: Compactness and surface red-shift as function
of the star’s central energy density.

face redshift is also shown to increase with central energy
density and with σ.

In Figure 4, we show the energy density and pressure
profiles for a strange quark star with a central pressure
of 500 MeV/fm3 in the GMC theory. Pressure and en-
ergy density are shown to decrease as radial coordinate
increases. In the cases where σ 6= 0, density and pres-
sure are larger and take longer to diminish. This yields a
larger mass according to increasing σ and a slightly larger
radius. This exemplifies how increasing σ yields a weaker
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FIG. 4: Profiles of pressure and energy density inside a
bare quark star with central pressure of 500 MeV/fm3.
This is an example to illustrate that the GMC theory

yields to well-behaved scenarios, where it is
straightforward to show that energy conditions are

respected.

gravitational force, and hence how more mass is sustained
against gravitational collapse. Moreover, the variations
of pressure and energy density are always negative, indi-
cating that the energy conditions [75] are respected.

In Table I, we have used σ = 10 and B = 60 MeV/fm3

to derive the radius, compactness, surface redshift, cen-
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tral energy density and central pressure of strange star
candidates. The table shows that the stars have high
surface redshift (0.15-0.45) and compactness (0.12-0.26),
which is reinforced by the results for central energy den-
sities (3-3.6 ρ0, where ρ0 represents an average value for
nuclear saturation energy density). From Figure 1 and
Table I, one can observe that most stars have radii within
the range 10-11 km, which can be a good marker to an-
alyze strange quark stars in GMC theories.

In Table III, we took as a test the mass of the strange
star candidate LMC X-4 (M = 1.29±0.05 M�) to predict
its radius, compactness, surface redshift, central energy
density and central pressure for different values of σ and
B = 60 MeV/fm3. The LMC X-4 is an object extensively
pointed as a strange star candidate due to its structure
and characteristics [76–80].

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have studied strange stars in the back-
ground of a GMC theory, particularly, the one described
by the gravitational action f(R,L) = R/2 + L + σRL.
The effects of the theory on strange star macroscopic
properties are that the stars become larger and more mas-
sive, leading to larger compactness and surface redshift.
One important feature of the theory is that it recovers
GR for energy densities smaller than 250 MeV/fm3 not
depending on the value of σ.

In addition, the space-time metric outside the stars is
described by the exterior Schwarzschild solution, which
means that the space-time outside is neither AdS nor de
Sitter, as it is in some f(R) models. Also, the GMC the-
ory explored here has, as a property, energy-momentum
conservation, which is an advantage compared to various
other modified theories of gravity.

In particular, when σ = 20, the GMC theory can
achieve 2.6 M�, which can describe, e.g., the mass of

the pulsars PSR J2215+5135 and PSR J1614-2230, and
of the secondary object in the GW190814 event, if those
objects are considered to be strange stars. The theory
can also describe strange quark star candidates with fea-
sible physical properties, as detailed in Tables I and III.

When calculating the mass of the object for the GMC
theory described here, we took into consideration that
the mass is calculated according to (10). This means,
in particular, that the gravitational mass is obtained in
its conventional way as in GR calculations. This hap-
pens basically because, at the surface of the stars, the
pressure vanishes and all the new terms coming from the
GMC theory also go to zero, which in turn implies that
the exterior Schwarzschild solution describes the exterior
space-time. So, the interior space-time is smoothly con-
nected to the exterior via junction condition with the
Schwarzschild metric. Moreover, the energy-momentum
tensor is covariantly conserved in the scenario of the
present work, so there is not a spherical vacuum layer
where the curvature scalar is non-zero [81].
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