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In the present work we have investigated a new anisotropic solution for polytropic star in the
framework of 4D Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (EGB) gravity. The possibility of determining the masses
and radii of compact stars which puts some limitations on equation of state (EoS) above the nuclear
saturation density. For this purpose, the 4D EGB field equations are solved by taking a generalized
polytropic equation of state (EoS) with Finch-Skea ansatz. The generalized solution for anisotropic
model has been tested for different values of Gauss-Bonnet constant a which satisfies all the physical
criteria including causality with static stability via mass vs central mass density (M — p.), Bondi
and Abreu criterion. The adiabatic index shows a minor influence of the GB coupling constant
whereas the central and surface redshifts in the EGB gravity always remain lower than the GR. We
present the possibility of fitting the mass and radius for some known compact star via M — R curve
which satisfies the recent gravitational wave observations from GW 170817 event.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Einstein’s general theory of relativity has been a break-
through theory and has played a pivotal role in under-
standing the nature of the universe. Despite its huge suc-
cess, this theory has some drawbacks, such as it cannot
explain the accelerated expansion of the universe. Also,
this theory does not generalize well to dimensions other
than the 4-dimensional framework. To address these is-
sues, two distinct approaches have been incorporated.
One of them is to change the matter part of Einstein’s
theory which leads to the dark matter and dark energy
hypothesis. Another approach is to modify the gravi-
tational part of the Einstein-Hilbert (E-H) action and
by this method, several modified gravity theories have
emerged. From them, the higher derivative gravity theo-
ries have gained a lot of interest in the recent past as they
have shown some potentiality in solving problems like the
singularity problems of black holes. From them, Lovelock
gravity [1, 2] is one of the notable ones. It is a general-
ized metric theory of gravity, for arbitrary D—dimensions
which yields conserved second-order equations of motion.
This is an effective way to generalize Einstein’s gravity
into higher dimensions and for D = 4, we revert to Ein-
stein’s theory of gravity. For higher dimensional space-
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time, along with the Einstein-Hilbert term and the cos-
mological constant, a Gauss-Bonnet (GB) term is allowed
in Lovelock’s action. When this GB term is added, it is
being called Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity. But while
considering the 4D case, the GB term does not con-
tribute as it becomes a topological invariant. So how
does the 4-dimensional EGB gravity come into the pic-
ture? There is one specific approach that makes it possi-
ble. This methodology is known as regularization which
was first used by Tomozawa [3] who made finite and one-
loop quantum corrections to Einstein’s gravity. Following
a similar methodology, a dimension regularization of the
GB equations was proposed by Glavan and Lin [4] and
a 4D metric theory was obtained that can avoid Ostro-
gradsky instability. The methodology was constructed
in D—dimensions and then with the rescaling of the cou-
pling constant & — «/(D — 4) and considering the limit
D — 4, the GB term now shows non-negligible con-
tribution to the gravitational dynamics, and thus the
4D—EGB gravity works. This approach subsequently
became popular among researchers investigating astro-
physical solutions and their properties. In the context
of realistic hadronic, the mass-radius relations were ob-
tained by Doneva & Yazadjiev [5] using strange quark
star equation of state (EoS) and have been studied in
several contexts such as static and spherically symmet-
ric black hole solutions and their physical properties [6—
12]. Other problems including black holes having charge
[13, 14], black holes coupled with nonlinear electrody-
namics and magnetic charge [15-17] have been studied
in this context.

The study of the compact stars has also attracted
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much attention to the researchers in the modified the-
ories of gravity. So far, there is no exact EoS known
that describes the internal structure of relativistic com-
pact objects. Many approaches have been taken to model
the compact stars, including considerations of isotropic
fluid, anisotropic fluid, charged isotropic, and charged
anisotropic fluid inside the compact objects. But, obtain-
ing exact solutions for isotropic scenarios is not an easy
task as compared to anisotropic solutions. Moreover, in
extremely dense conditions, the pressures may actually
bifurcate to radial and tangential components and that
can lead to pressure anisotropy. It was Ruderman [18]
who showed that in densities higher than 10*°g/cm?, the
nuclear matter becomes anisotropic. Moreover, the pos-
itive anisotropy shows that the anisotropic force acts ra-
dially outwards and it helps in preventing gravitational
collapse. The pressure anisotropy has been analyzed by
a number of researchers in the context of compact stars
and several of them can be found in the following refer-
ences [19-29]. Anisotropic quark stars in the context of
4D—EGB gravity have been discussed by Banerjee and
his collaborators [30, 31]. On the other hand, some exact
solutions in the context of compact stars and wormholes
can be found in the following Refs[32-35].

Extremely dense objects like neutron stars can have
the presence of various exotic matter with a significant
strangeness fraction such as quark matter, hyperon mat-
ter, and Bose-Einstein condensates of strange mesons in
their interior. Also, some theories indicate that the pres-
ence of these exotic components makes the equation of
state (EoS) of the compact stars soft and as a result,
compact stars having a smaller radius and maximum
mass can exist, in comparison to the stiffer EoS. [36].
But, highly massive neutron stars set rigid constraints
while modeling the dense nuclear matter. These mas-
sive compact objects have great application in quantum
chromodynamics (QCD), where, there is a phase transi-
tion inside the neutron star, between hadronic matter to
deconfined quark. Irrespective of our understanding of
QCD, as of now, the majority of the studies of the quark
stars have been based on the MIT bag model (Chodos
et al. [37, 38]; Peshier et al. [39]). According to this
model, the quarks are inside the bag and are considered
as free Fermi gas and thus it provides a mechanism of
quark confinement. But, the MIT bag model has its own
limitations. One of that is that even for the massless
quarks, it violets the chiral symmetry. As a result, for
a system with more complex structures and interacting
quarks, this EoS is not sufficient. To address this issue,
some researchers proposed modified versions of it, like
color—flavor-locked (CFL) matter (Alford et al. [40]). In
fact, for asymptotically large densities, this CFL matter
can be a real ground state of QCD (Alford et al. [41]).
However, as the phase of matter in the extremely dense
condition is quite uncertain, for these specific conditions,
Asbell & Jaikumar [42] proposed a two-component model
for quark stars which can produce stars as heavy as 2 so-
lar masses.

Based on the literature, the polytropic EoS p, =
’ypl"‘% has been widely used to study the properties of
the compact objects [43-52]. However, the generalized
polytropic EoS p, = 7,01*% + Bp has been used first time
to discuss various cosmological aspects of the universe
[53]. Later on, by taking negative indices in the case of a
generalized polytropic EoS, Chavanis [54] described the
models in the context of the late universe. In this con-
nection, Freitas and Goncalves [55] applied a generalized
polytropic EoS to study elemental quantum fluctuations
and constructed a universe with constant density at the
origin. According to the nature of EoS, we can catego-
rize most of the EoS into two classes: (i) the normal EoS
which has a vanishing pressure when the density goes to
zero, (ii) self-bound equations of state in which pressure
vanishes at a significant finite density. As we can see
that the generalized EOS as mentioned above cannot de-
scribe the self-bound compact objects, therefore the said
EoS was modified to p, = ’ypl"'% + Bp + x- This equa-
tion of state has been used by several authors to find the
self-bound compact objects [56-59].

In our current work, with the consideration of
4D—-EGB gravity, we end up having three equations
and five unknowns. To counter this, we chose Finch-
Skea Grr metric and a polytropic EoS of the form p, =
vp'tw 4+ Bp + x to close the system of equations com-
pletely, where v, 3, and x are constant parameters and
pr is the radial component of the pressure, while n is
polytropic constant.

The present article is distributed in six sections, where
the first section is the introduction. In the second sec-
tion, the field equations were described in the context of
D— dimensional EGB gravity, and from there, the field
equations of 4- dimensional EGB gravity were obtained.
The third section consists of the analysis of the hybrid
star solution. The boundary conditions were discussed
in the fourth section using Glavan and Lin exterior so-
lution. The physical analysis has been done in the fifth
section and the last and final section, being the results
and discussion.

II. THE FIELD EQUATIONS

The complete action in D—dimensional EGB gravity
is [79]

1 .
Spep = 15= [ A72V=9(R — 20+ aLep) + Sm. (1)

The variation of (1) with respect to the metric tensor
gives the EGB field equation

g/,u/ + Ag,u,y = OAZHMV + 87-[-771.1/ (2)



where,
G = Ry — % R Guw (3)
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Equation (4) is anti-symmetric over five indices and hence
must be vanishing for D < 5. This can be seen through
the trace of H,, which can be written as [4]
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which is clearly vanishing under the limit D — 4. Hence,
the GB contribution in the field equation (2) is nullified.
However, if we adopt a re-scaling & — «/(D —4) [4], Eq.
(6) reduces to

M, = S Lan.

(7)
Thus, the GB contribution is non-vanishing. Therefore,
the final form of the field equation takes the form

Guv + Mg — %47—[”1, = 87T (8)

D

We have considered the above field equation avoiding the
cosmological constant term.

With this re-scaling & — a/(D — 4), Ghosh & Maharaj
[61] shown that by considering spacetime of curvature
scale K which are maximally symmetric determined the
variation of the Gauss-Bonnet contribution as
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which is clearly non-vanishing at D = 4.

To arrive at the reduced field equations we consider a
spacetime in D—dimensions

ds®* = —e’dt® + e dr? +r2dQ%_,,. (10)
Here, dQ% _, represents the D — 2 dimensional surface
of a unit sphere. Further, assuming stress tensor for
anisotropic fluid as
Tuw = (p+ PO)uptty + Peguw + (Pr — pe)xwX",  (11)
where all the symbols have their usual meanings.
Now, the field equations in the limit D — 4 takes the

form (for detailed derivation see B)
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In this paper, we have chosen four different values for
a to discuss the physical analysis of the present model,
where o« = 0 corresponds to the GTR case. In the work
of Charmousis et al. [71] both the positive and nega-
tive values of a were used to describe various physical
features of the model. An upper bound of a was also ob-
tained in this model. Recently Pretel and Benerjee [72]
proposed a model of a compact star in the framework of
Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory in five-dimensional space-
time. They have shown that in comparison to GR grav-
ity, EGB gravity leads to more compact stars depend-
ing on the internal structure of the stars. The radius
increases as the value of increases, while the gravita-
tional mass decreases. Furthermore, for some positive
values, greater maximum masses can be obtained; how-
ever, such configurations violate the causality condition.
They also considered both positive and negative values
of . Clifton et al.[73] proposed the observational con-
straints on the coupling parameter « for the regularized
version of the 4D Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet theory of grav-
ity. They found an overall bound on the EGB coupling
constant 0 < o < 108 m? in the context of binary black
hole systems. While Feng et al. [74] obtained the con-
straints on the coupling parameter « based gravitational
waves (GWs) measured by GW170817 and GRB 1708
17A, which is —7.78 x 10716 < o < 3.33 x 10715. In
5D EGB gravity, Bhar et al. [75-77] developed models
of both charged and uncharged compact stars. Recently,
Maurya et al. [78] obtained an anisotropic model in 5D
EGB gravity. They always select a positive alpha value
for the Gauss-Bonnet term. Furthermore, Quark stars
in 4-dimensional Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity can be
obtained recently in one of our previous paper [32]. In-
spired by all of these earlier works here we choose the
values of a.

III. ANISOTROPIC SOLUTION FOR

POLYTROPIC STAR

In this section, we focus on determining the closed
form solution for the neutron star model. Since
4D—EGB field equations (12)-(14) contain five unknowns
{p, pr, pt, v, A}, therefore we need two extra conditions to



close the above system. For this purpose, we use a gen-
eralized polytropic equation of state (EoS) of the form,

pr = o+ Bp+ x. (15)

Here v, B and x are constant parameters with proper
dimensions and n denotes a polytropic index. Further-
more, the present polytropic EoS can represents a MIT
bag EoS by taking v =0, 8 = 1 and x = —38B,, where
B, is a bag constant. Therefore, v plays an important
role to observe what kind of contribution is coming in
the MIT bag model. To find the exact solution, we chose
the polytropic index to be one i.e. n = 1. The EoS
(15) with n = 1 has a quadratic contribution vp?, which
usually expressed the neutron liquid in Bose-Einstein
condensate form and the linear terms f[p + x come
from the free quarks model of the famous MIT bag
model, with specific values of § =1/3 and x = —45,/3.
Hence, these neutron stars are most likely “hybrid stars”.

Then above EoS (15) together with equations (12) and
(13) give a non-linear differential equation of the form,
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The expressions for f;(r) function are given in A.
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IV. BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

To show the continuity for the interior spacetime to the
external one, one need boundary matching conditions.
The exterior solution is given by Glavan and Lin [60] in
the limit D — 4 as

dr?

ds* = —F(r)dt* + i)

+ r2dQ3, (22)

xe P} —rf(l—e M+ wWre 81— —2Xre ) =0, ‘("1}%3‘3”’

The above differential equation (16) depends on the met-
ric potentials v and A. Therefore, we chose the Finch-
Skea ansatz for potential A as,

A =In(1+ar?), (17)

where a is constant parameter with dimension length 2.
Now we solve the Eq.(16) by plugging A and then obtain
a closed form solution for other potential v of the form,
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Now the expressions for the density, anisotropy and p;
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The above exterior spacetime has no meaningful solu-
tion at short distances if @ < 0, however, « > 0 has two
branches of solution. The asymptotic nature (at r — o)
of the two branches ( ‘=’ or ‘4’) for a > 0 are
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Hence, the negative branch is asymptotically
Minkowski’s space while the positive branch blows
up. Further, the nature of (23) at a — 0 takes the form
(‘= and ‘+ ’ branches respectively)

7,2

16T

2M

(6478 — Hhis means that the negative branch reduces to
8m Schwarzschild’s vacuum while the positive branch blows

up again as o« — 0. Therefore, a negative branch of
(23) coincides with Schwarzschild exterior and further
X&g‘ Minkowski’s spacetime asymptotically and also at

0. Hence, the negative branch is preferred in four-
dimensional spacetime,

r? 128ma M 1/2
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Now matching the interior and exterior spacetime at the
boundary r = R, we get

e’ B = ¢=AB) — p(R). (27)

From this boundary condition, we get
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And at the boundary, the radial pressure has to vanish
i.e. p.(R) = 0 which gives
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V. PHYSICS ANALYSIS

We will examine the physical properties of our cur-
rent model in this section. The following aspects of EGB
gravity theory must be checked for anisotropic neutron
stars in order to achieve this goal.

A. Metric potentials

The metric potentials satisfy e”(?) = constant and

e = 1. The gravitational metric potentials at the cen-
ter of the stellar model’s configuration are finite, accord-
ing to the above calculation. Furthermore, at the center,
the derivatives of these potentials are finite. The metric
is regular in the center and performs nicely throughout
the interior of the stellar model owing to the aforemen-
tioned requirements.
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FIG. 1: The behavior of radial and tangential pressures (top)
and energy density (p) (bottom) versus radial coordinate r for
different values of o taking M = 1.58 Mg, R = 10.86km,y =
20,8 =0.2.

B. Pressure and density

The central density (p.) and central radial pressure
(pre) for our present model are obtained as,

a(3ac + 3
po = 203 (31)
v
Pre = YP:+ Bpe+ X- (32)

One can note that both are finite inside the stellar
interior and the central density has a linear dependence
on « coupling. Fig. 1 show that the density, radial,
and tangential pressures are the monotonic decreasing
function of ‘r’. Both pressures and density are positive
and finite inside the stellar interior and hence physically
acceptable.

C. Causality condition and adiabatic index

By considering the speed of sound, one can manage the
stability analysis of compact objects. The rule that the
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FIG. 2: The behavior of radial and tangential speed of sound
(vr and v;) versus radial coordinate r for different values of
taking M = 1.58 Mg, R = 10.86km,vy = 20,5 = 0.2..

speed of light exceeds the speed of sound is always fol-
lowed by a physically acceptable solution which is termed
a causality condition. We calculate the radial and trans-
verse components of sound speed denoted by v, and vy,
respectively. These two components should be less than
the speed of light. Fig. 2 clearly shows that the speeds
of both sounds in radial and tangential directions obey
the causality condition, ensuring the physical viability
of the present solution. Abreu et al. proposed another
stability condition based on these velocities in the liter-
ature [62], which is described as —1 < v? — v# < 1. This
is considered to be one of the most interesting aspects
of the neutron star model. We can confirm this condi-
tion using Fig. 2 that v, > v; implying that the Abreu
et al. [62] condition holds. Now, it is obvious that our
model is consistent with this stability criterion as well.
To discuss the stability of stellar configurations, the adi-

abatic index I' = (1 + p%)%” is a useful tool which

was Chandrasekhar for determining dynamical stability
against infinitesimal radial adiabatic perturbation of the
stellar system. But this study requires the critical adia-
batic index T, for the starting of instability, increases
because of relativistic effects from the Newtonian value
I' = 4/3. Therefore, in order to have a stable configura-
tion against the radial perturbations, the value of I' must
be greater than I, and it is required to describe compact
objects such as white dwarfs, neutron stars and super-
massive stars [63]. On the other hand, Haensel et al. [64]
has shown that the value of I" lies between 2 and 4 for the
EoS related to neutron star matter. In this connection,
the adiabatic index value for relativistic polytropic stars
depending on the central value of pressure-density ratio
was obtained by Glass & Harpaz [65] which is T > 4/3.
For our model, the value of the adiabatic index is greater
than 4/3 as can be seen in Fig. 3 that confirming the
stability of our proposed model.

Adabatic Index

r (km)

FIG. 3: The behavior of adiabatic index (I') versus radial
coordinate r for different values of a taking M = 1.58 My, R =
10.86km, v = 20, 8 = 0.2.
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FIG. 4: The behavior of anisotropy (A) versus radial coor-
dinate r for different values of « taking M = 1.58 Mg, R =
10.86km,~y = 20,8 = 0.2.

D. Pressure anisotropy

The internal structure of relativistic stellar objects can
be illustrated by the term anisotropy in neutron star
modeling, which offers information on the anisotropic be-
havior of the model. Fig. 4 shows the anisotropy behav-
ior graphically. If p; > p,, anisotropic pressure is di-
rected outward, resulting in A > 0, whereas if p; < p,,
anisotropy becomes negative, resulting in A < 0, indi-
cating that anisotropic pressure is drawn inward. The
graphical analysis of anisotropic measurement shows that
for our proposed model p; > p, and hence the anisotropic
is repulsive.
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E. Static stability criterion and gravitational

redshift

For a neutron star to be stable under density pertur-
bation, the mass of the system has to be an increasing
function of its central density. The mass as a function of
its central density (p.) is found to be

R® (487T05pc —3v9%6map:. +9 + 9) + 487roz2pCR3{
1.4766 [6a + R? (96map. +9—3)]°

The variation of mass with central density is given in
Fig. 5. It can be seen that the mass increases its central
density implicating that the solution is stable. Further,
one can also observe that for higher GB coupling a the
configuration can hold more mass for a given range of
density perturbation. This means that the a coupling
enhances the stability of the neutron star. On the other
hand, the gravitational redshift of the 4 D—EGB model is
calculated by temporal component of the metric function
as z = Ve v(") — 1. Tt is found that the surface redshift
value is decreasing when the coupling constant « is in-
creasing (see Fig. 6). The obtained values of the surface
redshift values are: z; = 0.65 for « = 0, and z, = 0.63
for a = 0.1.

m(pc) =

F. Predicted radii for some known compact star
through M — R diagram

To incorporate the solution with the recent observa-
tional results, we have plotted and fitted a few well-
known compact stars. Here, it can be seen that the
maximum mass in the M — R decreases with an increase
in Gauss-Bonnet coupling strength. Further, we have
fitted the observational data for three neutron stars so
that their radii can be predicted from the M — R curve.
Their predicted radii are given in Table I. Further, to
strengthen the discussions we have also incorporated the

33)

0.65:%
0.60¢
0.55}
0.50¢
0.45¢
0.40¢
0.35¢

030 ' ' ' ' '
0 2 4 6 8

r (km)

Redshift

FIG. 6: The behavior of redshift curve versus radial coor-
dinate r for different values of a taking M = 1.58 Mg, R =
10.86km,~v = 20,8 = 0.2.

TABLE I: The predicted radii for observed compact star
fitted by M — R curve for different values of a.

Compact stars|Observed Mass Predicted Radii (km)

(Mo) a=0a=1la=2a=3a=4a=5
10U 160852 L7468 [11.27 - - - - -
4U 1820-30 1.58 [69] 11.31 10.86 - - - -

EXO 1745-248 1.3 [70] 11.30 11.22 10.78 - - -
GW170817 16 [66] |10.78 - - - - -
GW170817 1.4 [67] 11.31 11.15 - - - -

observations from GW170817 for which neutron stars

of masses 1.6Mg and 1.4M
km [66] and 11.0%5°2 km [67] respectively. The

0.1
10.6810:05

must have radius at least

neutron star of mass 1.6 M is well fitted with & = 1 and

1.4Mg with o = 0 and o = 1.

Lighter neutron star

configurations will be well fitted with lower «.
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G. Mass and Bag constants measurements of
anisotropic star models through equi — plane diagram

For more detailed analysis, a few plane graphs were
plotted. The equi-B, contours are plotted in the 8 —
~ plane (Fig. 8 top panel) and o — 8 plane (Fig. 8
bottom panel). It can be seen from the top panel of
Fig. 8 that as the value of 3 increases, the bag constant
B, increases, while it doesn’t show any change with the
variation of v. Whereas in the bottom panel of Fig. 8
we can see that for the v — 3 plane, the bag constant
B, slightly increases with the value of a.. For both these
plots, the Bag constant stays within the expected range
(40 — 120MeV/ fm?) in the short interval 0.15 < 8 <
0.35. Now, the equi — B, contours are plotted for M — 3
plane in Fig. 9 top panel. As we can see here, with
the increase in mass, the value of B, decreases, and the
decrease becomes sharper for higher values of 8. In Fig.

9 bottom panel, the equi—mass contour is plotted for a—
B, plane and it can be seen that the mass increases with
the increase of both B, and the Gauss-Bonnet constant
«. Therefore, we can conclude that the supermassive
solution is favourable at a higher bag constant (B,;) and
high a.
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FIG. 9: 8 — M planes for equi-B, contour (top) and @ — B
(bottom) plane for equi-M contour.
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FIG. 10: Equation of State for different values of n-parameter.
Here the density is measured in the unit of nuclear saturation
density po = 2.5 x 10*g/ecm?.

VI. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We have successfully obtained a new exact solution
in four-dimensional EGB gravity satisfying a polytropic
equation of state. This solution fulfills all the physical cri-
teria such as causality condition, Bondi criterion, Abreu
et al. condition, and static stability criterion. Figure 1
shows the variations of pressure and density with radius.
Here we can see that the central pressure and density
decrease with an increase in «. In a similar way, Fig.
4 shows the variation of anisotropy where the surface
anisotropy decreases with an increase in a. The satis-
faction of the causality condition can be seen in Fig. 2.
Further, one can also see that the stability factor vZ —v? is
always negative within the stellar interior signifying that
the solution is stable under anisotropy perturbation. Fig-
ure 3 shows the variation of adiabatic index with radius.

The central values of the adiabatic index (I'. ~ 1.95)
have very minor changes when the GB-coupling changes.
The comparison of redshift between GR (o = 0) and
EGB (a # 0) is shown in Fig. 6 where both the cen-
tral and surface redshifts in EBG gravity are always less
than that of GR counterpart. The mass-radius relation-
ship is shown via M — R curve in Fig. 5. This curve
is in well agreement with the recent gravitational wave
observation from GW 170817 where for a neutron stars
of masses 1.6M and 1.4Mg must have radius at least
10.68055 km [66] and 11.0702 km [67] respectively.
From our M — R curve, these neutron stars i.e. 1.6Mg
and 1.4M, are well-fitted with « = 0 and o = 0, 1 curves
respectively, and their corresponding predicted radii are
10.78 km and (11.31 km, 11.15 km) respectively. Hence,
the solution is in agreement with the observations from
the neutron star merger GW170817. Further, it can be
noted that the bag constant in this polytropic extension
on MIT EoS is independent of the polytropic parame-
ter 7y, however, slightly increases with increase in Gauss-

Bonnet coupling strength. Again, more massive compact
structures are favourable with higher bag constant and
higher f—parameter (see Figs. 8 and 9). The equation of
state is plotted for different values of the polytropic pa-
rameter n in Fig. 10. Here we can see that the quadratic
contribution is more at the lower density regime. As the
density increases the linear contribution increases behav-
ing more like MIT bag EoS. This implies that at the
higher density regime the nucleon matter de-confines into
asymptotically free quarks.

Finally, one can conclude that the proposed anisotropic
solution is satisfying all the physical and mathematical
requirements which represent realistic celestial bodies at
least from a theoretical point of view.
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Appendix A: Expressions for the functions f;(r)
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Appendix B: Regularization of EGB theory in 4D

The D—dimensional EGB field equations for the space-
time (10) before re-scaling are given by

smp = (D z)rxe—x [1 L 20(D 7:,2)(1) —4) (1- e_)‘)] N
(D - 2)2(:2— e ™) [(D _gy 4 M0= 3)(DTZ— 4)(D = 5)
(1-e), (B1)
8rpr = (D - ;3}/64 [1 N 2&(D —:;)(D —4) (1- e**)] B
(D - 2)2(:2— e ) [(D _gy 4 D= 3)(/?12— 4)(D = 5)
(1—e), (B2)
8mpy = % [(21/’ +v/?) {1 D =-39D -1 _:’2)([) —4) (1- e”)} +
u{w s 24(D — 3)(22— 4)(D - 5) (1- eﬂ)}

10

i - R, 2023
CECIETL I PP LR (L.
(1-e™)] (B5)

Stp = % (v +v?) {1+ W(l —e M+
M{(D _g) 4 22D -5 132)@ N e}

8a(D —3)(D —5)  120(D —3)
2

- ’)\’{1
v + 72 r

(-] - {0 -s -0+ (1-e)
(D —3)(D —5)(D — 6)}
r2 '

(B6)

Finally, we can take D — 4 and we get

. 86(D —3)(D — 4)(D —5)  12&(D — 3)(D — 4
ﬂ,)\{lJr ( )(T2 )( ) | 126( r2)( ) ) B ) B
L e 8mp = )\’ek{1+2a(176 ):|+176)‘|:17a(17€ )}
(1—e N} - ——{@-3D -0+ (1-e?) . = = 2
4(D - 3)(D— 4)(D — 5D — 6) grp, = V0 [1 L 21 6”)} C1-e? [1 a1 —e_’\)}
. 2 (B3) 87Pr - 3 = =
- —e A Y
After the re-scaling & — «o/(D — 4), we get 8rpr = —— ’ {(21/’ + 1/2){1 + it = ) } + & - X)

_ (D=2Ne A 20(D-3) Y 20(1— ) 8a  12a(l—e?)
smp = 2r [1+ r2 (1-e )] - {17 r2 }71/)\/{177“72+ r2 }]
_ —eA — —
(D=2)(1—e"") [(D—3)+ a(D - 3)(D —5) %0, (176_)\)2
22 2 ——,
T
(1- e_’\)] (B4) which is the required field equations in 4D—EGB gravity.
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