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Possible existence of stable compact stars in (R, T )—gravity
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We present the first interior solutions representing compact stars in (R, 7T ) grav-
ity, by solving the modified field equations in isotropic coordinates. Further, we have
assumed the metric potentials in Schwarzschild’s form and a few parameters along
with the isotropic condition of pressure. For solving, we use specific choice of the
running gravitational constant as k(R,7T) =87 — AT (G = ¢ = 1). Once arrived at
the reduced field equations, we investigate two solutions with ¢ = 1 and ¢ # 1, where
¢ denotes here another constant that should not be confused with the speed of light.
Then, we investigate each solution by determining the thermodynamics variable viz
pressure, density, speed of sound, and adiabatic index. We found that these solu-
tions satisfy the Bondi criterion, causality condition, and energy conditions. We also
found that the M — R curves generated from these solutions satisfy the stringent
constraints provided by the gravitational wave observations due to the neutron star

merger GW 170817.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The last advances in astrophysical observations have led to a wide interest in the study
of the composition of astrophysical compact objects. Moreover, these objects contain ultra-
dense nuclear matter in their interiors, which makes them excellent physical laboratories
to test possible departures from general relativity (GR). Traditionally the term compact
objects or compact stars refers collectively to white dwarfs, neutron stars, and black holes.
Compact stars are also called the stellar remnants, as they are often the endpoints of catas-
trophic events such as supernova explosions and binary stellar collisions. The state and
type of a stellar remnant depend mainly on the properties and composition of the dense
matter of the star. However, due to the lack of knowledge of the extreme condition and
its complex composition it is a formidable task to determine the exact equation of state
(EoS) to represent compact stars. Several astrophysical observations measure masses and
radii of compact stars [1-4], which in turn, constrain the EoS of dense matter in compact
stars. The observation of 2 solar-mass neutron stars [5, 6] indicates that the EoS for such
objects should be sufficiently stiffer than the ordinary nuclear matter to accommodate the
large mass. This fact enables us to think about the possibility of stable mass configurations
with an interior composed of exotic matter to some extent. Even in the case of low mass
compact stars, the density of the core matter is much larger than the normal matter. Due
to the extreme density, the nuclear matter may consist, apart from ordinary nucleons and
leptons, of exotic components in their different forms and phases, such as Bose-Einstein
condensates of strange mesons [7, 8, 10, 11], baryon resonances and hyperons [12], as well as
strange quark matter [13-15]. Applying the embedding class one technique, many authors
have explored well-behaved solutions [16-21].

The task of building the EoS of matter beyond the nuclear saturation density, important
for the description of compact stars, is an active and vast field of research. For a given
EoS, the study of physical features of relativistic compact objects in GR is done by obtain-
ing analytic solutions for static Einstein’s field equations and then imposing conditions for
physical viability. Due to the non-linear character of Einstein’s field equations, this usually
represents a challenging and complicated task. Since the first exact solution of GR field
equations was found by Schwarzschild [22], the amount of exact analytic solutions has been

increasing and are extensively used in the studies of neutron stars and black hole formations,



both in GR and also in the modified gravity scheme, which includes GR as a particular case
in the appropriate limit [26, 27]. To model relativistic fluids from a more realistic point of
view, then one should include Buchdahl [28] and Tolman VII [29-31] solutions.

It is well known that the Tolman-Oppenheimer—Volkoff (TOV) equation [23-25] con-
strains the structure of a spherically symmetric body of isotropic material which is in static
gravitational equilibrium, as modelled by GR. Isotropic and anisotropic compact stars mod-
els have also been explored in the framework of modified gravity. In particular, in the
context of the Lagrangian f(R,7) theory, Sharif et al. [32] have discussed the stability
of isotropic self-gravitating stars, while compact solutions with conformal Killing vectors
have been studied by Rahaman et al. [33]. Regarding the anisotropic case, also in the
scheme of f(R,T) gravity theory, Biswas and his collaborators [34] established a new model
for a highly anisotropic star system based on a previous model of metric potentials due to
Krori-Barua [35]. A charged star system supported by Chaplygin EoS was explored by Bhar
36].

Recently, one of us [37] has proposed a new modified theory named as x(R,7T) grav-
ity. This modified theory, instead of using a standard modified theory of gravity approach,
is inspired by Maxwell’s and Einstein’s original approaches of adding new possible source
terms directly to the field equations. We explicitly refer here to the addition of the dis-
placement current term by Maxwell to complete the Electromagnetic field equations, and
to the incorporation of the key trace term, —%Rg”“ by Einstein to complete the GR field
equations. Indeed, it is interesting to note that, though the variational method is a major
tool to build a physical theory and its possible generalizations, it should not be placed on
an equal footing with other truly foundational principles such as the equivalence principle
and the principle of general covariance, which were the two foundational principles of GR,
while the variational principle (the Einstein-Hilbert action) was derived and incorporated
to the theory later on after the first correct derivation of GR [38, 39].

In addition, the huge amount of possible modified gravity Lagrangian theories available
in the literature seems to suggest that some other foundational principle is lacking beyond
the equivalence principle and the principle of general covariance, and the fact that there is
no reason to believe that ordinary symmetries and standard conservation laws will always
be present in a final theory of Nature, lead us to think that the Non-Lagrangian approach

also deserves to be investigated. In this sense, examples of Non-Lagrangian theories can be



found in other branches of theoretical physics, such as quantum field theory (QFT), where it
is being increasingly clear that these theories populate much of the QFT landscape and also
offer new opportunities in the search of new types of 4-manifold invariants [40, 41]. In light
of the above, the study of viable Non-Lagrangian gravity theories deserves consideration as
a legitimate alternative to the standard variational approach.

Non-Lagrangian (R, 7T ) gravity theory is a relatively unknown and still not well-explored
proposal. However, in the last few years some works have been devoted to studying its
cosmological implications [42, 43], collecting results that seem compatible with observational
data. A model of wormhole in the context of xK(R,7T) theory was discussed recently by S.
Sarkar et al. [44].

So far, no one has investigated compact stars solutions in the framework of (R, T) theory
of gravity, hence it would be interesting to study whether this Non-Lagrangian theory can
support acceptable compact star solutions from a physical point of view. This is the purpose
of this work. The paper is organized as follows: In Sec.Il, we have described Einstein’s field
equations in the scheme of this modified gravity theory. Isotropic coordinates and the line
element chosen to solve the equations are presented in Sec.III, underlining the differences
between the ¢ = 1 and the ¢ # 1 cases. The required boundary conditions to match
the internal solution with the external vacuum solution are discussed in Sec.IV. On the
other hand, Sec.V deals with the physical acceptability of the obtained solutions, discussing
in detail the role of the energy conditions as well as other constraints. The mass-radius

relationship is analyzed in Sec.VI. Finally, the discussion has been made in Sec.VII.

II. EINSTEIN’S FIELD EQUATIONS IN x(R,7) GRAVITY

The field equations in x(R,7) modified gravity are obtained by adding new possible
source terms directly to GR field equations as [37]

1
Rij = 5Rgij — Agi; = k(R,T) T (1)

where g;; is the metric potential, I;; is the Ricci tensor, A is a cosmological constant,
T;; is the energy-momentum tensor of the matter source, and x(R,7T) corresponds to the
Einstein gravitational constant and it is proposed as a function of the traces T = g;; T,

and Ricci scalar R = g;;RY. Clearly, the gravitational constant s depends on the scalars,



so we can explore the possibility of a varying gravitational constant, i.e. generalization of
the original Einstein’s gravitational constant (not at the level of an action functional). A
varying gravitational constant in the action leads to a Brans-Dicke scalar-tensor theory type
[45, 46] with entirely different field equations from Eq. (1). Since the left hand side of the

field Eq. (1) is divergence free, we have
VI [K(R, T)T] =0 (2)

Then, these field equations imply the non-covariant conservation of 7;; that can be expressed

as

Vik(R,T)
K(R,T)

For k(R,T) # 0. At very high energies, for some specific choices of the running gravitational

constant such as, for example, (R, T) = k(7T) = 8tG—\T, we could have that K(R,T) = 0;

VT = - Tij. (3)

this may imply an exponential expansion in the early universe ruled by a cosmological
constant. Examples of other non-conservative theories include Rastall proposal [47], or the
more recent Lagrangian f(R,T) theory of gravity by Harko and his collaborators [48].

Teruel [37] has proposed and analyzed some cosmological implications of two particular
models. The first one is proposed by setting, x(7) = 87G — AT, and corresponds to a
matter-matter coupling. The second model is characterized by a gravitational constant that
varies as k'(R) = 87G + R, which will provide a coupling between matter and curvature
terms. The choice of the minus sign in the expression for the running gravitational constant
K(R,T)=8rG — AT, (A > 0), is motivated for cosmological reasons. Indeed, one can show
that the modified Friedmann equations for the opposite choice, i.e, K(R,T) = 881G + AT
implies that at sufficiently high densities H? ~ p?, where H is the Hubble constant. That
behavior is worst in terms of divergences than the GR case. [37, 49]. In the next section, we
will proceed to solve the field equations of (R, T) gravity theory for a specific (isotropic)
line element that represents the interior of a compact object assuming the stress-energy

tensor of a perfect fluid as the matter sources.

III. ISOTROPIC STAR SOLUTION

To obtain the exact solutions of Einstein’s field equation in the framework of x(R,T)

gravity we can proceed as in ref [50]. First, we assume that the static spherically symmetric



uncharged matter distribution corresponds to the isotropic line element given by
ds® = e’dt* — et (dr® 4+ r*df? + r*sin? 0 d¢?), (4)

where v and p are functions of the radial coordinate r only. For the specific choice of the
running gravitational constant given by K(R,T) =87 — AT (G = ¢ = 1), we find that the

field equations can be written as

12 1,0 /

(e L 2 = sap(r)[1 - afplr) — 3p(r)}], (5)
(B o+ D) —sm) [1 - alolr) - 3900}, )
—e‘“(u” + MI + 27“) = 8mp(r)[1 = afp(r) — 3p(r)}]. (7)

In the above equations, & = A\/87 is a real constant different from zero, p and p are the
matter-energy density and pressure, respectively, and the prime denotes derivative with
respect to radial coordinate only. Under the isotropic condition Eq. (5) must be equal to
Eq. (6), we obtain a differential equation by assuming ¢’ = Ay(r)~® and e# = Bi(r)® in
the form

S

—C?—7 0, (8)

where we have defined certain constant ¢ as
172 1.2
B 5b — 3a —ab+b—a
C =
b—a

(9)

With a # b. All the parameters A, B, a, b above are real constants. Analytical solutions can

be found by setting different conditions for the parameters.

A. The case for c=1

For such specific value we obtain the following solutions
W(r) = C1efo™ | ¥ = A | et = Bl (10)

Here A, = ACT*, B = BC?, a; = aCy and by = bCyy. The corresponding physical quantities

are given below:

—b
% b(b — 2a)Car* 4 2(b — a)CO] e~ = 87p(r) [1—afp(r) —3p(r)}], (11)
—b
—% 6bCy + b20027“2] e~ = 87p(r) [1—afp(r) —3p(r)}]. (12)
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for case A.

FIG. 2: Speed of sound and adiabatic index for case A.

The variations of the energy density and the pressure are shown in Fig. 1. From the above

equations we get
2
p(r) b(6 + bCyr*) (13)

p(r)  b(2a —b)Cor? +2(a —b)’

The speed of sound and the adiabatic index can be determine as

V= .
dp p dp

These variations with respect to radial coordinates are shown in Fig. 2.

B. The case for ¢ # 1

For this particular choice we have

—ail bl
D) = Cort 4 O, e = A(Cor2 n Cl) et = B(Cor2 ¥ 01) (15)
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FIG. 3: Density and Pressure for case B.

with a1 = a/(1 —¢) and by = b/(1 — ¢). In these two particular cases, Cy and C; are two
integration constants that may be provided in terms of M and R. Consequently, the physical
parameters for this solution are

b2Cor? — 2abCyr? + 2(b — a)(1 — ¢)(Cor? + C})

3(Cor? + C1) T+ +2(1 — )2

WCole =BG +Cor?) V>
B(Cor2+01)%c+2(1 — )2 = 8mp( )[1 {p(r) = 3p( )}] (17)

b2Cor? — 2abCyr? + 2(b — a)(1 — ¢)(Cor? + C}) p(r) (18)
20Co(c — 1)(3C1 + Cor?) — B2C2r2 o)

The variations of energy density and pressure can be seen in Figs. 3. Finally, the speed

= 8mp(r) [1 — afp(r) — 3p(r)}] (16)

of sound and the adiabatic index can be determine as

2@ p_ptrd (19)

V== .
dp p dp

These variations with respect to radial coordinates are shown in Fig. 4.

IV. BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

A spherically symmetric static fluid distribution described by the metric (4) should match

with the exterior field described by the Schwarzschild solution given by
2M 2M N\ 1
ds? = (1 - —)dt2 - (1 - —) dr? — r2(d6? + sin® 9d¢2> (20)
r r

Introducing the radial coordinate transformation

r:f(1+£)2, (21)
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FIG. 4: Speed of sound and adiabatic index for case B.

the metric takes the following form
(1 _ M2 /47

2
4
ds® = Z dt* — (1 + 2%) (di* + 72d0” + 7 sin® 0 d*) (22)
(1 n M/2f> "

Thus, by matching the interior solution to the external vacuum solution on the boundary
7 = R we get
2
(1 a2 /ar2) \

o (1+0/2R)’ wd e = (14 7). (23)
+

the quantity R above represents the boundary of the star, where the pressure vanishes, and
M is the total gravitational mass of the star. This can be used to get an expression for R

in the next section

A. For c=1:

Using the matching condition (23), we can re-write as

(1 Ve /4R2>2

M4
Aol = i B = (14 ﬁ> . (24)
(1 + M/zR)
This leads to
2
(1-ar2/4m2) I
A, = enf? B, = ¢ 0 (1 + ﬁ> : (25)

(1 + M/2R>4 |



and the vanishing pressure at the boundary r» = R gives

b (hR?+2)

10

= , 2
“T TR 2 (26)
Further, we have chosen M, R and b; as free parameters.
B. For c#1:
Similarly, the matching condition in (23) can be re-write as
2
1 — M?/4R? M4
A(CoR* + )" = ( 2 . B(CoR*+ )" = (1 + ﬁ) . (27
(1 + M/zR)
This leads to
4 - M2RP(GR +C)™ (M4 2R (CoR + o)™ (28)
(M +2R)? ’ 16 R4
and the vanishing pressure at the boundary r = R gives
by [(by + 2)CoR? + 2C
al:_1[(1+)0 + 201 (29)

2[(by +1)CoR?> 4+ C4]

Further, we have taken M, R, by, Cy and C as free parameters.

V. PHYSICAL ACCEPTABILITY OF THE SOLUTION

(a) The density p is finite positive at r = 0 and non-increasing towards the stellar surface,

ie. dp/dr <0.

(b) The pressure is finite positive at r = 0 and vanishes at the stellar surface i.e, p(R)

= 0.

(c) At the very center, it satisfies the Harrison-Zeldovich-Novikov criterion [52, 53] i.e.

) 3b

!

_ (b—a)(1—rc)
BbCO(C— 1)

"
—~
o o
= =

o)

e
(@)

=

(d) The isotropic star satisfy the following energy conditions (see Figs. 1 and 3):

1. Null energy condition (NEC): p > 0

= b§1:>4b<a, (Case A)

§1:>1+3C'0§%. (Case B)

(30)

(31)
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FIG. 5: M — R curves for the solutions case A and B.

2. Weak energy condition (WEC): p+p >0
3. Strong energy condition (SEC): p+ 3p > 0

4. Dominant energy condition (DEC): p—p >0
(e) The solution holds the causality condition i.e., 1 > dp/dp > 0 (see Figs. 2 and 4).

(f) The solution also holds the Bondi’s criterion [54] i.e. ' > 4/3 (see Figs. 2 and 4).

Hence, the solution is non-collapsing.

(g) The solution satisfies Buchdahl’s bound [55] (see Fig. 5).

VI. MASS-RADIUS RELATIONSHIP

For these two solutions we have generated the M — R curves which can be seen in Fig. 5.
Here one can see that the solution with ¢ = 1 can hold more massive object with larger radius
(Mypar = 2.00My, R = 10.95km) than the case B solution (¢ # 1, M0 = 1.97My, R =
9.41km). Further, we have incorporated the GW 170817 observational constraints that
neutron stars of mass 1.6M, and 1.4M, should radius more that 10.6870¢;km [51] and
11.0702km [56] respectively. From our solution, the two neutron star of mass M., = 1.6M,
has radius of 13.73km (Case B) and 14.85km (case A), and for mass 1.4M has radius
14.77km (Case B) and 15.68km (case A). Hence, the solution satisfy the observed constraints
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TABLE I: Central density, surface density, central pressure and predicted radii for neutron stars

of masses 1.6M, and 1.4M.

Case A Case B

Pe Ps Pe Pe Ps DPe
e - Rig| Ria| « Rig | Ria
km? MeV/fm3 km | km |km? MeV/fm3 km | km

500 |1515.77|1273.65|58.07 400 |1908.95|1699.85|115.21

520 11447.93]1213.99|55.54 420 {1794.53|1556.64|108.34

540 |1387.11|1157.15|53.14|14.85(15.68 | 440 |1689.13|1473.83|101.52|13.73|14.77

560 |1328.62|1106.38|51.00 460 11591.26|1395.53| 95.77

580 |1274.82|1060.76|48.87 480 11500.93|1324.77| 90.29

from the neutron star merger event GW 170817. Hence, we can conclude that these first
interior solutions in k(R, 7T )—gravity are physically inspired. From Fig. 5, it can also be
seen that the ratio of mass to radius is less than the Buchdahl limit, signifying that the
solutions are non-collapsing. The M — R curves generated from these solutions are almost

similar to that of polytropic/SLy4 parameterization [57-59].

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have successfully presented two exact interior solutions for the first time in x(R,T)
gravity. The field equation has been derived by assuming isotropic coordinates in
Schwarzschild’s form. To solve the field equations, we have chosen the running gravita-
tional constant as k(R,7) = 81 — AT along with the isotropic pressure. We have then
obtained two solutions for ¢ = 1 and ¢ # 1. The case A solution is in the Krori-Barua
form and the case B is more like the Tolman-Finch-Skea form. To obtain the constant pa-
rameters, we have matched the interior solution with exterior Schwarzschild spacetime in
isotropic form along with the condition p(R) = 0. We have used the mass M and radius
R as input observational parameters along with a few other constants. Further, we have
plotted the variations of density, pressure, speed of sound, and adiabatic index to see the
thermodynamic nature of these solutions. Hence, we found that these solutions are non-
singular at » = 0, non-increasing tends of density and pressure, obeyed causality condition,
and satisfied Bondi’s criterion. This further implies that the solutions also satisfy the en-

ergy conditions which can represent the non-collapsing stellar system. The central values of
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density & pressure, surface density and predicted radii of 1.6M and 1.4M, neutron stars
are given in Table I. Further, we have also shown that these solutions satisfy the constraints
on mass and radius of neutron stars provided by the observation of the gravitational waves
from the neutron star merger GW 170817. Hence, we conclude that these solutions are

physically inspired.
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