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We present a model of compact astrophysical object under General Theory of Relativity

using the anisotropic extension of Tolman IV solution. The anisotropy function, derived

from the model, remains well behaved throughout the interior of the star. The model
satisfies several necessary conditions for a physically realistic compact star. Physical
viability of the model is verified specifically by plugging in the estimated parameter

values of the Low Mass X-ray Binary (LMXB) candidate 4U 1608 − 52. Our stability
analysis of this star, by using various criteria for stability, provide satisfactory results.

In connection to anisotropy, we compute the Tidal Love Number (TLN) for the compact

stellar model and compare the calculated values with existing literature.

Keywords: compact object; Einstein field equations; anisotropy; linear equation of state.

1. Introduction

Study of static spherically symmetric perfect fluid sphere under General Theory of
Relativity is an extensively explored field of research for over a century. There are some
comprehensive reviews of the important results regarding this field of research 1,2. In

their review, Delgaty and Lake 2 pointed out six essential conditions for a physically
realistic solution. Tolman’s seminal solution 3, commonly known as Tolman IV solution,

is reported to satisfy all the six conditions of physical acceptibility.

This solution is being explored by some researchers in recent past. The Braneworld
version of Tolman IV solution was presented by Ovalle and Linares 4. Singh et al. 5 in-

vestigated the behavior of the Tolman IV solution in bimetric gravity describing compact

fluid sphere. Tolman obtained the solution for spherically symmetric static perfect fluid
sphere taking into consideration isotropic principal pressure components. In the present

paper, we like to obtain an anisotropic extension of Tolman’s solution where anisotropy
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implies unequal principal stresses. In an interesting article, Grenon et al. 6 derived a class

of solutions which can be regarded as the generalization of Tolman IV solution, but can
not be written in terms of isotropic coordinates. Recently, Sharif and Ama-Tul-Mughani
7 obtained anisotropic extension of Tolman IV solution using extended gravitational de-

coupling. Malaver 8 presented a relativistic model of anisotropic quark star using Tolman
IV like gravitational potential. Arias et al. 9 used the principle of Gravitational Decou-

pling in the framework of the welknown approach of Minimal Geometric Deformation to

obatin an anisotropic extension of Tolman IV solution. They reported extra packing of
mass within the compact object.

There is a large body of literature exploring the anisotropic compact stars under Gen-

eral Relativity 10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18. Though the radial and transverse components of
pressure are taken to be unequal in these models, spherical symmetry of the stars dictates

the transverse components to be equal 19. Herrera and Santos 20 reviewed the probable

causes for the origin of local anisotropy inside compact objects. Several speculations are
there, regarding the origin of anisotropy inside a compact star. Exotic phase transition

at ultrahigh density in the core of the compact stars may lead to anisotropy 21. Jones 22

predicted the presence of type II superconductor inside the compact stars leading to the
anisotropy of stress tensor. Pion condensation may lead to the softening of the equation

of state along the radial direction 23. Type 3A superfluid 24 might also be the possi-
ble origins of anisotropy. Ruderman 25 indicated that local anisotropy may develop in

compact stars due to relativistic interaction between the nucleons in ultra dense matter

inside the star. The neutron stars may possess magnetic field of the order of 1012− 1013

G. There are examples like SGR1806− 20 having estimated magnetic field > 1014 G 26.

Weber 27 predicted that inside the compact star anisotropy may arise due to strong

magnetic field. Finally, it may be noted that scalar field in a Boson star may give rise to
anisotropy 28.

The Tidal Love Numbers (TLNs) illustrate the deformability of a compact star due

to an external field which may be the gravitational field of a companion boundary. TLNs
play a significant role in gravitational wave astronomy 29. Flanagan et al. 30 showed that

these quantities provide significant information for constraining the equation of state of

the compact stars. The nature of relativistic compact objects can be understood through
their TLN values. In the limit of nonrotating black holes the TLNs are all zero 31,32.

Cardoso et al. 33 calculated the TLNs for various exotic compact objects like boson
stars, gravastars, wormholes etc and black holes as well. Sennett et al. 34 computed tidal

deformabilities of boson star, neutron star and black hole, thereby, indicating a novel

method of distinguishing the three types of objects. There are other studies reporting
that TLNs are zero for black holes, but have small finite value the exotic compact objects
35,36. However, for the interested authors a detailed discussions are available in refs. 37,38

in connection to the effects of the tidal forces and their impact on EOS.
Here, we put forward a physically viable model of compact star, considering

anisotropic pressures inside the star. With matter distribution following linear equa-
tion of state, we show that all the criteria for physical acceptability, proposed by Delgati
and Lake 2 holds good for the proposed model. The interior matter distribution satisfies

Null, Weak and Strong energy conditions of general relativity. In particular, values of

various physical quantities computed from the model by plugging in the estimated val-
ues of parameters for 4U 1608− 52 39,40, are found to be complacent with the existing

literature. We compute the TLNs for the model compact star and its computed values
and plots, are found to agree with the existing predictions 33,34,41,42.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 the Einstein field equations describing

a spherically symmetric static anisotropic matter distribution is given and thereafter by
assuming a particular geometry and a linear equation of state (EOS), we have solved the

system to generate a new model along with the related matching conditions. In Section

3 bounds on the physical parameters are sought for whereas the physical viability and
stability analysis of our model have been studied in Section 4. To understand the role of

anisotropy we have investigated and calculated tidal Love number in Section 5 . Finally
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some conclusions have been made in discussion Section 6.

2. Einstein field equations and their solutions

We write the line element describing the interior space-time of a spherically symmetric

star in standard coordinates x0 = t, x1 = r, x2 = θ, x3 = φ as

ds2 = −eν(r)(r)dt2 + eλ(r)dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2), (1)

where, eν(r) and eλ(r) are the gravitational potential are yet to be determined.

We assume that the matter distribution of the stellar interior is anisotropic in nature
and described by an energy-momentum tensor of the form

Tij = (ρ+ pt)uiuj + ptgij + (pr − pt)χiχj , (2)

where ρ represents the energy-density, pr and pt, respectively denote fluid pressures
along the radial and transverse directions, ui is the 4-velocity of the fluid and χi is a

unit space-like 4-vector along the radial direction so that uiui = −1, χiχj = 1 and

uiχj = 0.
The Einstein field equations for the line element (1) are obtained as (in system of

units having G = c = 1)

8πρ =

(
1− e−λ

)
r2

+
λ′e−λ

r
, (3)

8πpr =
ν′e−λ

r
−
(
1− e−λ

)
r2

, (4)

8πpt =
e−λ

4

(
2ν′′ + ν′

2 − ν′λ′ +
2ν′

r
−

2λ′

r

)
, (5)

where primes (′) represent differentiation with respect to the radial coordinate r.
Making use of Eqs. (4) and (5), we define the anisotropic parameter of the stellar

system as

8π∆(r) = 8π(pt − pr) =
e−λ

4

(
2ν′′ + ν′

2 − ν′λ′ −
2

r
(ν′ + λ′) +

4

r2
(eλ − 1)

)
. (6)

The anisotropic force which is defined as 2∆
r

will be repulsive or attractive in nature
depending upon whether pt > pr or pt < pr.

Thus we have a system of four equations Eq. (3)-Eq. (6) with 6 independent variables,

namely eλ, eν , ρ, pr, pt and ∆. We need to specify two of them to solve the system.
In this model we solve the system by assuming a particular metric anasatz grr and the

interior matter distribution to follow a linear equation of state.

Now, to develop a physically reasonable model of the stellar configuration, we assume
that the metric potential grr is given by

eλ(r) =
2aCr2 + 1

(aCr2 + 1) (1−BCr2)− Cδr2
, (7)

where a, C and B are the constants to be determined from the matching conditions

wheres δ is the anisotropic parameter.
This particular metric 42 is the anisotropic extension of the well known Tolman IV

solution used to model realistic compact stellar object. In addition, to develop a stellar

model we have prescribed a linear equation of state of the form

pr = αρ+ β, (8)

where α and β are constants. The idea behind this prescription is that the β may act

as a tunning parameter with a realistic physical bound so that the presented model is
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expected to provide wide range of possibilities. One can note that in the absence of β

the usual EOS can be recovered. Here α also free to assume in a definite form connecting

to normal matter, stiff matter or exotic matter as required.
Substituting Eq. (7) in Eq. (3) and using Eqs. (8) and (4), we have

ν′ = −
1

8π (2aCr2 + 1) (Cr2 (a (BCr2 − 1) +B + δ)− 1)

[
8πr

(
2aCr2 + 1

)
×
(
C
(
ar2(2β +BC) + a+B + δ

)
+ β

)
α+ Cr

(
a
(
Cr2

(
a
(
6BCr2 + 2

)
+ 7B + 2δ

)
+3) + 3(B + δ))] . (9)

Integrating we have

ν = C2 −
1

32πBC
√
a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2

[
−4αBC

√
a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2

× log
(
2aCr2 + 1

)
+
[
a(16πβ + 3(α+ 8π)BC) + (α+ 8π)B2C

+ 16πβ

(√
2δ(B − a) + (a+B)2 + δ2 − δ

)
+BC

(
5α
√

2δ(B − a) + (a+B)2 + δ2

+8π
√

2δ(B − a) + (a+B)2 + δ2 + (α+ 8π)δ

)]
log
(
a
(
2BCr2 − 1

)
−
√

2δ(B − a) + (a+B)2 + δ2 +B + δ

)
+
[
16πβ(δ − a)− (α+ 8π)B2C

+ 8πBC
√
a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2 − (α+ 8π)BC(3a+ δ)

+16πβ
√
a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2 + +5αBC

√
a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2

]
log

(
a
(
2BCr2 − 1

)
+
√

2δ(B − a) + (a+B)2 + δ2 +B + δ

)]
, (10)

and hence

eν(r) = eC2
(
2aCr2 + 1

)η1
(
−
√
a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2 + a

(
2BCr2 − 1

)
+B + δ

)−η2

×
(√

a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2 + a
(
2BCr2 − 1

)
+B + δ

)η3

, (11)

where

η1 =
4αBC

√
a2+2a(B−δ)+(B+δ)2

ξ
,

η2 =
1

ξ

[
16πaβ + 16πβ

(√
2δ(B − a) + (a+B)2 + δ2 − δ

)
+

BC
(
α
(

5
√

2δ(B − a) + (a+B)2 + δ2 + δ
)

+ 8π
(√

2δ(B − a) + (a+B)2 + δ2 + δ
))

+3a(α+ 8π)BC + (α+ 8π)B2C
]
,

η3 =
1

ξ

[
−16πβ

(√
a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2 + δ

)
+ 16πaβ + 3a(α+ 8π)BC + (α+ 8π)B2C

+BC
(
−5α

√
a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2 − 8π

√
a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2 + αδ + 8πδ

)]
,

ξ = 32πBC
√
a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2,

and

A = eC2 is a constant of integration.
Interestingly, here the constant A does not appear in the expressions of physical

parameters, e.g., ρ, pr, pt, ∆, m(r), dpr
dρ

, dpt
dρ

.
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Consequently, the physical quantities are obtained as

ρ =
C
(
a
(
Cr2

(
a
(
6BCr2 + 2

)
+ 7B + 2δ

)
+ 3
)

+ 3(B + δ)
)

8π (2aCr2 + 1)2
, (12)

pr =
αC
(
a
(
Cr2

(
a
(
6BCr2 + 2

)
+ 7B + 2δ

)
+ 3
)

+ 3(B + δ)
)

8π (2aCr2 + 1)2
+ β, (13)

pt =
1

2048 (2πaCr2 + π)3 (Cr2 (a (BCr2 − 1) +B + δ)− 1)

×
[
4a4C4r6ξ1 − 9α2C2r2(B + δ)2 − 48παC(B + δ)

(
βr2 + 2

)
−64π2

(
4β + r2

(
β2 + 3C2(B + δ)2

))
+ 4a3C3r4ξ2

]
, (14)

∆ = (pt − pr), (15)

where

ξ1 = −16πα
(
r2
(
2β +BC

(
6βr2 + 11

))
+ 1
)
−
(
α+ 3αBCr2

)2
− 64π2

(
r2
(
12β +BC

(
3BCr2 + 4

)
+ 4β2r2

)
+ 1
)
,

ξ2 =

− 128π2
(
r2
(
4B2C2r2 +BC

(
4− r2(β − 2Cδ)

)
+ Cδ + 2β

(
r2(2β − Cδ) + 7

))
+ 1
)

+ α2
(
−
(
3BCr2 + 1

)) (
Cr2(7B + 2δ) + 3

)
+ 8πα

(
r2
(
−10β + 2Cδ

(
r2(BC− 2β)− 2

)
+BC

(
r2(BC− 26β)− 56

))
− 3
)
.

The parameter β can be expressed as β = −αρR, where R is the radius of the star
and ρR is the surface density given by

ρR =
C
(
a
(
CR2

(
a
(
6BCR2 + 2

)
+ 7B + 2δ

)
+ 3
)

+ 3(B + δ)
)

8π (2aCR2 + 1)2
. (16)

This ensures that the radial pressure pr(r = R) = 0. The central density ρ(r = 0)

can be obtained from Eq. (12) as

ρc = C(3a+ 3(B + δ))/8π. (17)

For δ = 0, i.e., for isotropic case the above condition reads as

ρc = C(3a+ 3B)/8π. (18)

In this connection, it is to note that the anisotropy vanishes at the centre, i.e.,
∆(r = 0) = 0.

The mass contained within a sphere of radius r is defined as

m(r) =
1

2

r∫
0

ω2ρ(ω)dω, (19)

which on integration yields

m(r) =
Cr3

(
aBCr2 + a+B + δ

)
16π (2aCr2 + 1)

, (20)

obviously, m(r = 0) = 0.

At this juncture we need to match the interior solution to the Schwarzschild exterior

ds2 = −
(

1−
2M

r

)
dt2 +

(
1−

2M

r

)−1

dr2 − r2(dθ2 + sin2θ dφ2), (21)

across the boundary R where M = m(R) is the total mass.
The matching conditions determine the constants as

C =

√
R4 ((a(R− 4M) +R(B + δ))2 + 8aBMR) +R3(−(a+B + δ)) + 4aMR2

2aBR5
, (22)
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β =
α

8πaR6(2a+B + 2δ)

[
a2R2

(
16M2 − 12MR+R2

)
+R(B + δ)χ1

+a(2R4(B + δ)− 2MR3(B + 6δ)− χ2 − χ3)
]
, (23)

A =

(
1−

2M

R

)(
2aCR2 + 1

)−α (−√a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2 + a
(
2BCR2 − 1

)
+B + δ

)Ω1

×
(√

a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2 + a
(
2BCR2 − 1

)
+B + δ

)Ω2

, (24)

where

χ1 = R3(B + δ)−
√
R4 (a2(R− 4M)2 + 2aR(R(B + δ)− 4δM) +R2(B + δ)2),

χ2 = 4M
√
R4 (a2(R− 4M)2 + 2aR(R(B + δ)− 4δM) +R2(B + δ)2),

χ3 = R
√
R4 (a2(R− 4M)2 + 2aR(R(B + δ)− 4δM) +R2(B + δ)2),

Ω1 =
2β

(√
a2+2a(B−δ)+(B+δ)2−δ

)
+BC

(
(5α+1)

√
a2+2a(B−δ)+(B+δ)2+(α+1)δ

)
+2aβ+3a(α+1)BC+(α+1)B2C

4BC
√
a2+2a(B−δ)+(B+δ)2

,

Ω2 =
2β

(√
a2+2a(B−δ)+(B+δ)2+δ

)
−BC

(
(α+1)δ−(5α+1)

√
a2+2a(B−δ)+(B+δ)2

)
−2aβ−3a(α+1)BC−(α+1)B2C

4BC
√
a2+2a(B−δ)+(B+δ)2

.

3. Bounds on the model parameters

For a physically acceptable stellar model, it is reasonable to assume that the following
conditions should be satisfied 2: (i) ρ > 0, pr > 0, pt > 0; (ii) ρ′ < 0, p′r < 0, p′t < 0;

(iii) 0 ≤ dpr
dρ
≤ 1; 0 ≤ dpt

dρ
≤ 1 and (iv) ρ + pr + 2pt > 0. In addition, it is expected

that the solution should be regular and well-behaved at all interior points of the stellar
configuration. Based on the above requirements, bounds on the model parameters are

obtained in this section.

(1) Regularity Condition:

(a) The metric potentials eλ(r) > 0, eν(r) > 0 for 0 ≤ r ≤ R. These features are depicted in
Fig. 1.
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Fig. 1. The metric potentials eν and eλ are plotted against r inside the stellar interior (left panel)

and matching of the matrices at the boundary (right panel).

For appropriate choice of the model parameters, the above requirements are fulfilled in our
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model. The gravitational potentials in this model satisfy

eν(0) = A(−
√

2δ(B − a) + (a+B)2 + δ2 − a+B + δ)−ζ1

× (
√

2δ(B − a) + (a+B)2 + δ2 − a+B + δ)−ζ2 , (25)

where

ζ1 =
1

ξ

[
16πaβ + 16πβ

(√
2δ(B − a) + (a+B)2 + δ2 − δ

)
+BC

(
α
(

5
√

2δ(B − a) + (a+B)2 + δ2 + δ
)

+8π
(√

2δ(B − a) + (a+B)2 + δ2 + δ
))

+ 3a(α+ 8π)BC + (α+ 8π)B2C
]
,

ζ2 =
1

ξ

[
16πβ

√
a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2 + 5αBC

√
a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2

+ 8πBC
√
a2 + 2a(B − δ) + (B + δ)2 + 16πβ(δ − a) + (α+ 8π)B(−C)(3a+ δ)

−(α+ 8π)B2C
]
, which is a constant.

Again eλ(0) = 1, i.e., finite at the center (r = 0) of the stellar configuration. Also one can

easily check that (eν(r))′r=0 = (eλ(r))′r=0 = 0. These imply that the metric is regular at the
center and well behaved throughout the stellar interior which will be shown graphically.

(b) ρ(r) ≥ 0, pr(r) ≥ 0, pt(r) ≥ 0 for 0 ≤ r ≤ R.

From Eq. (12), we note that density remains positive if a > 0. Equation (13) shows that

since dpr/dρ(r = 0) = α is the sound speed must be between 0 and 1, so 0 < α < 1. From
equation (14), we have

pt(r = 0) =
3αC(a+B + δ) + 8πβ

64π2
. (26)

We note that for the tangential pressure remain positive the centre r = 0. Fulfillment of

the requirements throughout the star can be shown by graphical representation.

(c) pr(r = R) = 0.

From Eq. (13), we note that the radial pressure vanishes at the boundary R if we set β =

−αρR, where ρR is the surface density. Also at pr(r = 0) > 0 hence
αC(3a+3(B+δ))

8π
+β > 0

For isotropic cases the above equation reduces to
αC(3a+3B)

8π
+ β > 0

pt(r = 0) = 3αC(a+B) + 8πβ > 0. (27)

(2) Causality Condition: The causality condition demands that 0 ≤ dpr
dρ
≤ 1; 0 ≤ dpt

dρ
≤ 1 at

all interior points of the star. Hence from Eq. (8) we have

dpr

dρ
= α. (28)

Similarly the expression for dpt
dρ

can also be calculated (See Appendix A for detailed calcula-

tion).

At the centre r = 0, dpt
dρ

> 0, i.e.

dpt

dρ
= −

1

20aC2(2a+B + 2δ)

[
a2
(
9α2 − 68α+ 3

)
C2 + aC

((
18α2 − 16α+ 6

)
BC

+2
(
(3α+ 2)β +

(
9α2 − 28α+ 3

)
Cδ
))

+ β2 + 3
(
3α2 + 4α+ 1

)
B2C2

+ 2BC
(
(3α+ 2)β + 3

(
3α2 + 4α+ 1

)
Cδ
)

+ 9α2C2δ2 + 12αC2δ2

+3C2δ2 + 6αβCδ + 4βCδ
]
> 0. (29)
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For isotropic case (δ = 0)

dpt

dρ
=

−1

20aC2(2a+B)

[
a2
(
9α2 − 68α+ 3

)
C2 + aC

(
2(3α+ 2)β +

(
18α2 − 16α+ 6

)
BC
)

+β2 + 3
(
3α2 + 4α+ 1

)
B2C2 + 2(3α+ 2)βBC

]
> 0. (30)

Also according to Zeldovich’s condition 50,51, pr/ρ must be ≤ 1 at the center. Therefore,
3aαC+8πβ+3αBC+3αCδ

3C(a+B+δ)
≤ 1. For δ = 0 3aαC+8πβ+3αBC

3aC+3BC
≤ 1.

(3) Energy Condition: For an anisotropic fluid sphere for being physically accepted matter

composition, all the energy conditions, namely Weak Energy Condition (WEC), Null Energy

Condition (NEC), Strong Energy Condition (SEC) and Dominant Energy Condition (DEC)
are satisfied if and only if the following inequalities hold simultaneously in every point inside

the fluid sphere.

(1) NEC : ρ+ pr ≥ 0; ρ+ pt ≥ 0,

(2) WEC : pr + ρ > 0, ρ > 0,

(3) SEC : ρ+ pr ≥ 0, ρ+ pr + 2pt ≥ 0,
(4) DEC : ρ > |pr|, ρ > |pt|.
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Fig. 2. Verification of the energy conditions w.r.t. the radial coordinate r.

We have from SEC

ρ+ pr + 2pt(r = 0) = 3a(α+ 4π(α+ 1))C + 8π(1 + 4π)β

+3(α+ 4π(α+ 1))BC + 3(α+ 4π(α+ 1))Cδ > 0, (31)

We have shown energy conditions in Fig. 2 for the compact stars 4U 1608− 52.

(4) Monotony condition:

A realistic stellar model should have the following properties:
dρ
dr
≤ 0, dpr

dr
≤ 0, dpt

dr
≤ 0 for 0 ≤ r ≤ R.

Now, we would like to take the derivatives of the physical parameters, as follows:

dρ

dr
= −

aC2r(2a+B + 2δ)
(
2aCr2 + 5

)
4π (2aCr2 + 1)3

, (32)

dpr

dr
= −

aαC2r(2a+B + 2δ)
(
2aCr2 + 5

)
4π (2aCr2 + 1)3

, (33)
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Fig. 4. Variation of the gradient of the physical parameters (left panel) and mass (right panel)
w.r.t. the radial coordinate r.

Similarly, we can calculate

dpt

dr
. (34)

With the proper choices of the model parameters within their bound it can be shown that

all the physical parameters, e.g. density, radial pressure and mass show expected behaviors as
shown in Figs. 3 and 4.

4. Physical viability and stability

Let us now check physical viability and analyze stability of the model under the issues
as follows.

4.1. Stability under three different forces

A star remain in static equilibrium under the forces namely, gravitational force (Fg),

hydrostatics force (Fh) and anisotropic force (Fa). This condition is formulated mathe-

matically as TOV equation (Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff 48,49) which is described by
the conservation equation given by

∇µTµν = 0. (35)

Now using the expression given in (2) into (35) one can obtain the following equation:

−
ν′

2
(ρ+ pr) +

2

r
(pt − pr) =

dpr

dr
. (36)

Eq. (36) can be written as

Fg + Fh + Fa = 0, (37)



January 27, 2022 1:54 WSPC/INSTRUCTION FILE DasEtAl˙CS-
EOS˙IJMPD˙25-01-2022

10

where the expression for Fg , Fh and Fa are obtained as:

Fg =
1

128π2 (2aCr2 + 1)3 (Cr2 (a (BCr2 − 1) +B + δ)− 1)

×
[(
αCr

(
a
(
Cr2

(
a
(
6BCr2 + 2

)
+ 7B + 2δ

)
+ 3
)

+ 3(B + δ)
)

+8πr
(
2aCr2 + 1

) (
C
(
ar2(2β +BC) + a+B + δ

)
+ β

))
×
(
C
(
2a2Cr2

(
α+ r2(16πβ + 3(α+ 1)BC) + 1

)
+a
(
3(α+ 1) + r2(32πβ + (α+ 1)C(7B + 2δ))

)
+ 3(α+ 1)(B + δ)

)
+ 8πβ

)]
, (38)

Fh =
aαC2r(2a+B + 2δ)

(
2aCr2 + 5

)
4π (2aCr2 + 1)3

, (39)

Fa =
2

r
∆. (40)

where ∆ = pt − pr and the expression from pr, pt are given in Eqs. (13) and (14),
respectively.

The three different forces are plotted in the left panel of the Fig. 5 for the compact

star 4U 1608− 52. The figure shows that hydrostatics and anisotropic force are positive
and is dominated by the gravitational force which is negative to keep the system in static

equilibrium. In the right panel of the figure we have shown feature of the anisotropy

parameter.
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Fig. 5. Verification of the forces (left panel) and anisotropy parameter (right panel) w.r.t. the
radial coordinate r.

4/3

Γr

Γt

0 2 4 6 8 10
0

5

10

15

20

r (km)

Γ

4U 1608-52

Fig. 6. Variation of the adiabatic index w.r.t. the radial coordinate r.
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4.2. Adiabatic index for stability

The adiabatic index which is defined as

Γ =
ρ(r) + p(r)

p(r)

dp(r)

dρ(r)
, (41)

is related to the stability of a relativistic anisotropic stellar configuration.

Any stellar configuration will maintain its stability if adiabatic index Γ > 4/3 43.
For our solution, the adiabatic index Γ takes the value more than 4/3 throughout the

interior of the compact star, as evident from Fig. 6.

4.3. Herrera condition for stability

We also know that for a physically acceptable model, the velocity of the sound (both
radial and transverse) should be less than the speed of the light i.e., both dpr

dρ
, dpt
dρ

< 1

which is known as the causality condition.

To examine the stability, we have followed the technique which is known as “cracking
method” used by Herrera et al. 44. Based on this method Abreau et al. 45 found that

for a compact stellar object, in a stable region we must have

v2
t − v2

r

{
< 0 for 0 ≤ r ≤ R ⇒ potentially stable

> 0 for 0 ≤ r ≤ R ⇒ unstable.

vr
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Fig. 7. Variation of the radial as well as transverse sound speeds (left panel) and the causality

condition (right panel) w.r.t. the radial coordinate r.

Figure 7 clearly indicates that for our assumed set of values the configuration remains

stable throughout the star. It is note that at the center of the star, one should get

v2
t − v2

r < 0.

4.4. Harrison-Zeldovich-Novikov stability condition

Depending on the mass and central density of the star, Harrison et al. 46 and

Zeldovich-Novikov 47 proposed the stability condition for the model of compact star.

From their investigation they suggested that for stable configuration ∂M
∂ρc

> 0, where
M, ρc denotes the mass and central density of the compact star.

For our present model

∂M

∂ρc
=
R3
(
9a3 + a2

(
B
(
2ρ2
cR

4 + 6ρcR2 + 27
)

+ 27δ
)

+ 3a(B + δ)
(
B
(
2ρcR2 + 9

)
+ 9δ

)
+ 9(B + δ)3

)
6(a+B + δ) (a (2ρcR2 + 3) + 3(B + δ))2

.

(42)

Above expression of ∂M
∂ρc

is positive and hence the stability condition is well satisfied

which is depicted in Fig. 8 with respect to the central density.
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5. Tidal Love number as anisotropic measure

In this section we will explore the tidal deformation which is one of the astrophysically

observable macroscopic properties and can be used to study the interior of a compact
object. Consider an interior metric equation (1) of a compact neutron star. Where the

expression for eν(r) & eλ(r) are given in Eqs. (7) and (11) respectively. Now a small

perturbation in the metric due to an infalling objects, i.e. a celestial body, which disturbs
the background metric slightly, can be treated as an external tidal field. Because of this

external field, the NS will be deformed and hence create a multipolar structure. This

scenario can be observed in coalescing binary systems. Mathematically, considering the
background metric- (0)gµν(xν)- metric of a neutron star. The modified metric with small

perturbation hµν(xν) can be written as

gµν (xν) =(0) gµν (xν) + hµν (xν) , (43)

where the background geometry of spacetime is

(0)ds2 =(0) gµνdx
µdxν

= −eν(r)dt2 + eλ(r)dr2 + r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)
. (44)

Following the papers 29,52, for the linearized perturbation hµν , for the sack of sim-
plicity we restrict ourself to static l = 2, m = 0 even parity perturbation. This restriction

is acceptable if the two binary star are sufficiently far away from each other. With these
restriction the perturbed metric becomes

hµν = diag
[
H0(r)eν , H2(r)eλ, r2K(r), r2 sin2 θK(r)

]
Y2m(θ, φ). (45)

As a consequence of external perturbation, the star gets tidally deformed from its
equilibrium position and develops a quadrupole moment Qij . With linear order approx-
imation, the external tidal field Eij is related with the quadrupole moment Qij as 53

Qij = −Λ Eij , (46)

and

k2 =
3

2
ΛR−5. (47)

where Λ is the tidal deformability of the compact star and it is related to the dimension-
less parameter tidal Love number k2.

Based on the following works 54,55,56,57,58,59,60,61 and by matching the internal

solution with the external solution of the perturbed variable at the surface of the star,
one can calculate the final expression for tidal Love number as

k2 = [8(1− 2C)2C5(2C(y − 1)− y + 2)]/X, (48)
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where

X = 5(2C(C(2C(C(2C(y + 1) + 3y − 2)− 11y + 13) + 3(5y − 8))− 3y + 6)

+3(1− 2C)2(2C(y − 1)− y + 2) log

(
1

C
− 2

)
− 3(1− 2C)2(2C(y − 1)− y + 2) log

(
1

C

))
,

with the compactness factor C =
M

R
.

With the proper choice of different parameters involved in the above equation the
numerical value of k2 can be calculated from Eq. (48) as shown in the Table below.

Stars M(M�) R (km) C =M/R k2 k2 k2
(δ = 0) (δ = 0.35) (δ = 0.5)

4U 1608-52 1.57+0.30
−0.29 9.8+1.8

−1.8 0.236301 0.031090 0.021051 0.016970

4U 1820-30 1.46+0.21
−0.21 11.1+1.8

−1.8 0.194009 0.038194 0.023408 0.017369

4U 1724-207 1.81+0.25
−0.37 12.2+1.4

−1.4 0.218832 0.034082 0.022211 0.017382

KS 1731-260 1.61+0.35
−0.37 10+2.2

−2.2 0.237475 0.030897 0.020964 0.016933

In the above Table, the observational values of masses and radii of the compact

stars have been employed from the reference of Roupas and Nashed 62 such that the

numerical values of k2 are given for different compact stars under the specific values of
B = −4.253045, α = 0.19.

6. Discussion

In this paper, we have obtained a class of interior solutions to the Einstein field

equations for an anisotropic matter distribution obeying a linear EOS. The solution
seems interesting being regular and well-behaved and hence could describe a relativistic

compact star.

To show that the solution can be used as a viable model for compact observed
sources, we consider the pulsar 4U 1608 − 52 whose mass and radius are estimated to

be M = 1.57+0.30
−0.29 M� and R = 9.8+1.8

−1.8 km, respectively 62. For the given mass and
radius, we have determined the values of the constants C = −0.0070827, β = −0.002 and
A = 0.00956915 for arbitrarily chosen values of α = 0.19, B = −4.25304528 and δ = 1.2.
For physical acceptability of our model, using the values of the constants and plugging
the values of G and c, we have tried to figure out the behaviour of the physically relevant

quantities graphically within the stellar interior. Therefore, based on the graphical plots,

which usually depict basic features of a given model, we would like to mention some
salient features of our presented model as follows:

(i) Left panel of Fig. 1 shows that the metric potentials are positive within the stellar
interior as per the requirement whereas in the right panel we have shown the regular
feature of the potentials on the boundary.

(ii) Verification of the energy condition w.r.t. the radial coordinate r has been done

in Fig. 2 which is satisfactory as far as physical criteria are concerned.
(iii) Fig. 3 show variations of the energy density ρ, radial pressure pr and tangential

pressure pt, respectively in the left and right panels. The pressures are radially decreasing
outwards from its maximum value at the centre and in case of radial pressure it drops to
zero at the boundary as is expected but the tangential pressure remains non-zero at the

boundary. Obviously, all the quantities decrease monotonically from the centre towards
the boundary. On the other hand, variation of the gradient of these physical parameters
(left panel) as well as the mass (right panel) are shown in Fig. 4. Note that the mass
function is regular at the center.
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Fig. 9. Variation of tidal Love number k2 for the compact star 4U 1608−52 w.r.t. the parameters

α, δ and B under the specific values as indicated in the graphical plots.
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(iv) Verification of the forces (left panel) and anisotropy parameter (right panel)

w.r.t. the radial coordinate r have been depicted with their expected unique features in

Fig. 5. It can be noted that the outwardly acting combined anisotropic and hydrostatic
forces balance the inwardly acting strong gravitational force. Variation of anisotropy

indicates that it is zero at the centre as usual and is maximum at the surface.
(v) In Figs. 6 and 7 we have demonstrated features of the adiabatic index, the radial

as well as transverse sound speeds (left panel) and the causality condition (right panel)

w.r.t. the radial coordinate r. Similarly, variation of dM/dρc with respect to the central
density ρc has been shown in Fig. 8.

(vi) In the Fig. 9, the parameter k2 is plotted against α for the compact star

4U 1608 − 52 under the specific value of B = −4.25304528 and δ. It is evident from
the figure that for a particular value of B, for range 0 ≤ δ < 0.3581, tidal Love number

k2 increases with increasing α and for δ > 0.3581, k2 decreases with increasing α. How-

ever, for δ = 0.3581, k2 remains approximately constant with increasing α values. This
also reflects in other panel, i.e. the curves with different α values intersect at the same

point, in this case specifically at δ = 0.35. The same thing reflects in the Fig. 9, i.e. for

a particular choice of δ = 0.50, the curves with different α values intersect at the point
B = −4.25304528. From the different plots it is therefore clear that with increasing δ

values, the intersection point of the curves with different α values shift towards more

negative B values.
In the lower panels we have presented some interesting 3D plots to understand the

pattern of Love number and hence in turn role of anisotropy which is responsible for the
tidal effect.

In the provided Table 1, the numerical values of k2 are given for different compact

objects. It is transparent from the table that with increasing compactness C of NS, the
tidal Love number decreases.

Finally, it is very interesting to mention here that the range of k2 for the compact

star 4U 1608− 52 resembles with the numerical values of k2 as obtained in the paper 41.
As in our previous work 61 here also we would like to mention that (i) in the presented

compact star the gravitational tidal effect is solely responsible for the pressure anisotropy

and (2) an observational k2 would imply a maximum possible core mass and metallicity
which may indicate interesting internal structure of the compact stars 63.
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Appendix A

dpt

dρ
=

−1

4aC2 (2aCr2 + 1) (2aCr2 + 5) (2a+B + 2δ)%2
1

×[
8a6C6%2r

8 − 4a5C5
(
B3C3

(
3α2 + 2α− 1

)
r6 + 2B2C2%3r

4 +BC%4r
2

+2
(
4Cβ2δr6 − 16β2r4 + (Cδ − 2β)r2 + 2α

(
Cδr2 + 2

)
+ α2

(
Cδr2 + 5

)
+ 3
))
r6

+ 2a4C4
(
2B3C3

(
7α2 + 16α+ 5

)
r6 − 32Cβ2δr6 + 96β2r4 + 4C2δ2r4 + 16Cβδr4

+B2C2%5r
4 + 24βr2 − 12Cδr2 + 4BC%6r

2 + α2
(
4C2δ2r4 − 20Cδr2 − 27

)
+2α%7 − 7) r4 + a3C3

(
B3C3

(
85α2 + 110α+ 33

)
r6 + 2B2C2%8r

4 +BC%9r
2

+ 2
(
4Cδ

(
−6β2 + 2Cδβ + C2δ2

)
r6 + 4

(
18β2 + 8Cδβ + 3C2δ2

)
r4 + (26β − 9Cδ)r2

+α2
(
4C3δ3r6 + 20C2δ2r4 − 33Cδr2 − 6

)
+ 2α%10 + 2

))
r2 + β2 + 3C2δ2

+ 9C2α2δ2 + 12C2αδ2 + 3B2C2
(
3α2 + 4α+ 1

)
+ 4Cβδ + 6Cαβδ + 2BC%11

+ a2C2
(
24C3δ3r6 + 16C2βδ2r6 + 2B3C3

(
35α2 + 14α+ 11

)
r6 − 16Cβ2δr6

+ 58β2r4 + 6C2δ2r4 + 56Cβδr4 +B2C2%12r
4 + 24βr2 + 8Cδr2 + 2BC%13r

2

+α2
(
40C3δ3r6 + 30C2δ2r4 − 24Cδr2 + 9

)
+ 4α%14 + 3

)
+ aC

(
B3C3

(
21α2 − 14α+ 5

)
r4 + 2B2C2%15r

2 +BC%16 + 2
((

6r2 − Cr4δ
)
β2

+ %17β + Cδ
(
5C2δ2r4 + 2Cδr2 − 2α

(
7C2δ2r4 − 38Cδr2 + 14

)
+3α2

(
7C2δ2r4 − 2Cδr2 + 3

)
+ 3
)))]

, (49)

where
%1 = BCr2 + aC

(
BCr2 − 1

)
r2 + Cδr2 − 1,

%2 = 4β2r4 +B2C2
(
15α2 + 22α+ 7

)
r4 + 2BC

(
6βr2 + α2 + α

(
8βr2 + 2

)
+ 1
)
r2

− α2 − 2α− 1,
%3 =

(
(2β − Cδ)r2 + α2

(
3Cr2δ − 62

)
+ 2α

(
r2(2β + Cδ)− 45

)
− 24

)
,

%4 =
(
4β(β + 2Cδ)r4 − 8(11β + Cδ)r2 − α2

(
8Cδr2 + 17

)
+2α

(
8Cβδr4 − 8(8β + Cδ)r2 − 9

)
− 17

)
,

%5 =
(
−8(β − 3Cδ)r2 + α2

(
32Cδr2 + 373

)
+ α

(
490− 8r2(2β − 9Cδ)

)
+ 141

)
,

%6 =
(
−4β2 − 4Cδβ + 2C2δ2

)
r4 + (62β + 17Cδ)r2 + α2

(
2C2δ2r4 + 25Cδr2 + 15

)
+

α
(
4Cδ(Cδ − 2β)r4 + (92β + 42Cδ)r2 + 31

)
+ 10,

%7 =
(
4Cδ(2β + Cδ)r4 + 8(β − 3Cδ)r2 − 21

)
,

%8 =
(
(2β + 49Cδ)r2 + 3α2

(
39Cδr2 + 95

)
+ 2α

(
(2β + 87Cδ)r2 + 167

)
+ 105

)
,

%9 = 4
(
−6β2 + 4Cδβ + 17C2δ2

)
r4+40(9β+4Cδ)r2+α2

(
132C2δ2r4 + 320Cδr2 + 81

)
+

α
(
8Cδ(4β + 33Cδ)r4 + 48(11β + 8Cδ)r2 + 378

)
+ 49,

%10 = 4C2δ2(2β + Cδ)r6 + 8Cδ(2β + Cδ)r4 + (14β − Cδ)r2 − 34,

http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.00856
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%11 =
(
(3α+ 2)β + 3C

(
3α2 + 4α+ 1

)
δ
)
,

%12 = (8β + 78Cδ)r2 + α2
(
230Cδr2 + 231

)
+ 2α

(
(8β + 66Cδ)r2 + 181

)
+ 83,

%13 = −4
(
β2 − 3Cδβ − 10C2δ2

)
r4 +(75β+37Cδ)r2 +α2

(
100C2δ2r4 + 93Cδr2 + 18

)
+

2α
(
2Cδ(6β + 25Cδ)r4 + (54β + 101Cδ)r2 + 39

)
+ 12,

%14 = 8C2δ2(β + 3Cδ)r6 + Cδ(16β + 13Cδ)r4 + 4(2β + Cδ)r2 − 17,
%15 = (β + 10Cδ)r2 + 6α2

(
7Cδr2 + 4

)
+ 2α

(
(β − 14Cδ)r2 + 37

)
+ 10,

%16 =
(
−β2 + 6Cδβ + 25C2δ2

)
r4 + 12(3β + 2Cδ)r2 + 3α2

(
35C2δ2r4 + 12Cδr2 + 6

)
+

2α
(
Cδ(6β − 35Cδ)r4 + 2(13β + 75Cδ)r2 − 8

)
+ 6,

%17 = 2
(
C2δ2r4 + 6Cδr2 + 1

)
+ α

(
4C2δ2r4 + 16Cδr2 + 3

)
.
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