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We investigate compact objects in modified teleparallel gravity with realistic equations of state.
We propose a modification of Teleparallel Equivalent to General Relativity, then an appropriate
tetrad is applied to the field equations. A specific set of relations showing an equivalency between our
gravitational model and the New General Relativity is found. The conservation equation implies that
our Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equations are presented with an effective gravitational coupling
constant. Numerical analysis using realistic equations of state is made, and the behavior of mass,
radius, and the relation mass-radius as functions of a free parameter of our model is also investigated.

I. INTRODUCTION

Although General Relativity (GR) is successful in de-
scribing gravitational phenomena, it may not be the fi-
nal theory of gravity. Some unanswered questions still
remain, like the H0 tension [1–5] and the σ8 prob-
lem [3, 4, 6]. Some of the failures of the standard GR
(in particular, the accelerated expansion of the Universe
and galaxy rotation curves) may be solved by the propo-
sition of the existence of exotic matter (dark matter) and
dark energy, both of them composing the so-called “dark
sector” [1–4, 6–9]. However, even in the presence of the
dark sector, some problems still remain in high-energy
regimes, where quantization is expected [10, 11].

Modified theories of gravity have long been studied
in the search of alternative frameworks to the dark sec-
tor [12–17], as well as in the search for a quantizable
theory. One way of modifying gravity consists of replac-
ing the original Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian by an arbi-
trary function of its original argument, as has been done,
for instance, in f (R) theories [18–27]. An example is
Starobinsky’s model, where he proposed a modification
of the Einstein-Hilbert action by including a square term
R2, which could explain the early inflation of the uni-
verse [28–31]. As can be verified in several works, these
modified theories are usually good candidates to replace
the dark energy sector [15, 16]. Sometimes these theo-
ries may fail in solar system scales, but in several cases,
they are still useful in the context of effective theories.
Applications of modified theories of gravity have been
discussed in several areas like compact objects, the early
universe, gravitational waves, and so on [9, 28, 29, 32–45].

In the Riemannian manifold, where GR is constructed,
several proposals modify the action by the inclusion
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of invariants involving the curvature (e.g. RµνR
µν ,

CµνρσC
µνρσ) and eventually its derivatives [18, 24, 46–

48] (e.g. R�R,∇µR∇µR). If instead of using a Riemann
manifold, another one is chosen, then other theories of
gravity are obtained. These theories may or may not have
an equivalent formulation in a Riemannian manifold. An
example is the Teleparallel Equivalent to General Rela-
tivity (TEGR), a theory built in the Weitzenböck mani-
fold which proves to be equivalent theory to GR. In other
words, the same predictions and results obtained in GR
are also obtained in TEGR [49–51].

Whilst in Riemann manifolds, the spacetime connec-
tion is completely determined by the Christoffel symbols
(which in their turn are dictated by the metric tensor),
in Weitzenböck spaces, two connections appear: One is
the Weitzenböck connection, related to the gauge sym-
metry associated with the translation group; the other
is the spin connection, associated with local Lorentz
transformations [49–53]. When the absolute parallelism
condition is adopted, the spin connection vanishes, and
the Weitzenböck connection is determined by the tetrad,
which plays the role of fundamental field. In this case,
however, there is a price to be paid: The loss of local
Lorentz invariance may restrict the equivalence of solu-
tions found for different tetrad fields. These problems
are avoided when “good tetrads” are used [54–56]. As a
consequence, while in Riemann manifolds gravity is man-
ifest by curvature, in Weitzenböck manifolds the space-
time is characterized by the torsion tensor. In TEGR, for
instance, the Lagrangian is essentially the scalar torsion,
T , a quadratic combination of the torsion tensor obtained
by the contraction of the torsion tensor Tρµν with Sρµν ,
which is built as a specific linear combination of Tρµν that
allows us to recover the results of GR [49–51, 53–56].

In this perspective, this work proposes a modification
of the integral action of TEGR action by the introduc-
tion of free parameters on the three quadratic invariants
that compose T . Essentially, we replace Sρµν by Σρµν ,
a general linear combination of Tρµν and its trace. This
model can be properly described in the context of New
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General Relativity (NGR) [51, 57], where different rep-
resentations of the quadratic invariants are considered.

To test the validity of the proposed model, a physi-
cal system has to be considered. A good “laboratory”
to test different theories of gravity can be found in com-
pact objects. Besides allowing us to test different grav-
itational models, they also permit us to study funda-
mental properties of matter. Compact objects are usu-
ally studied by the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV)
equations [58, 59] (or their generalization), which con-
nect the dynamics of the gravitational field with the en-
ergy content of the object, the latter strongly dependent
on the equation of state (EoS) of the type of matter
considered [34–40, 60, 61]. For the zero temperature
regime, detailed knowledge of the equations of state of
hadronic models, both relativistic and non-relativistic,
becomes fundamental in the description, for example, of
neutron stars (NS), studied at densities above six times
the saturation density of nuclear matter [62]. Properties
of these objects, such as the mass-radius relation, are di-
rectly influenced by particular features of each hadronic
model used [63]. It is important to mention that an im-
portant source of information about the characteristics
of astrophysical systems, such as NS, is NASA’s Neu-
tron star Interior Composition Explorer (NICER) [64].
From the data extracted from this experiment, such as
PSR J0030+0451 [65, 66] and PSR J0740+6620 [67, 68]
it is possible to make estimates about the mass-radius
profile of NS. Additionally, the data coming from gravita-
tional wave detections are extremely relevant, such as the
LIGO-VIRGO (LVC) [69] with the data coming from the
GW170817 [69–72] and more recently GW190814 [73],
and GW190425 [74].

Here, we will use the nonlinear Walecka model [75–78]
in the mean-field approximation, one of the main repre-
sentatives of the relativistic hadronic models to describe
neutron stars. In its simplest version, this model consid-
ers protons and neutrons as fundamental particles inter-
acting with each other through the exchange of the scalar
meson σ and vector ω, which physically represent the at-
tractive and repulsive part, respectively, of the nuclear
interaction. In this model, the free parameters present in
the theory are adjusted to reproduce, at zero tempera-
ture, the quantities obtained by many-body physics, such
as the binding energy, incompressibility, and saturation
density of infinite nuclear matter [79].

This paper is structured as follows: In Sec. II, we
present the modification of the teleparallel Lagrangian
and the field equations obtained. A constraint on the
free parameters is obtained to preserve the conservation
equation. In the last part of the section, we demonstrate
that our model and NGR are equivalent under a spe-
cific relation of the parameters from both models. The
gravitational theory provides a set of equations – TOV
equations – that can be used to model the structure of
compact objects. However, this set of equations is in-
complete, hence it is necessary to specify an EoS for this
system. Once the EoS is chosen, the next step is to solve

this set of equations. In our model, this system is solved
numerically using realistic EoS, including the free pa-
rameter β3. In Sec. III, we will present the description
of the relativistic mean-field model (RMF) used in this
work. In Sec. IV, numerical analysis is performed and
the behavior of the mass and the radius of the object as
functions of the free parameter β3 are determined. In the
same section, observational data are employed in order
to analyze how our model behaves under the two EoSs.
Our final comments are presented in Sec. V.

II. MODIFIED TELEPARALLEL GRAVITY

AND FIELD EQUATIONS

The TEGR action is given by

S = − 1

2χ

∫

eSρµνTρµνd
4x+ Sm , (1)

where Sm stands for an action for matter fields and e =
det eaµ, χ = 8π, with G = ~ = c = 1. The tensor Sµνρ is
defined as

Sµνρ ≡ 1

4
(T µνρ + T νµρ − T ρµν) +

1

2
(gµρT ν − gµνT ρ) ,

(2)
where T ρµν is the torsion built with the Weitzenböck
connection,

Tα
µν ≡ Γα

µν − Γα
νµ = eαa

(

∂µe
a
ν − ∂νe

a
µ

)

(3)

and T µ ρ
µ ≡ T ρ is its trace.

Varying the action (1) with respect to eaµ leads us to
the field equations

∂ρ

(

4eS λρ
f

)

+4eS λρ
d T d

fρ−eeλfSµνρT
µνρ = −2χeeρfT

λ
ρ ,

(4)
where T λ

ρ is the energy-momentum tensor. The action
(1) can be modified as has been done, for instance, in
Ref. [57], where the authors proposed a modification
of the Lagrangian with a quadratic combination of ir-
reducible objects of the torsion decomposition. In this
work, we modify the teleparallel Lagrangian by intro-
ducing parameters in the torsion scalar such that the
new action reads

S = − 1
2χ

∫

e
(

β3T
ρTρ − β1

4 T
ρµνTρµν − β2

2 T
ρµνTµρν

)

d4x

+ Sm , (5)

In Eq. (5) it is clear that we obtain Eq. (1) when we
input the values β1 = β2 = β3 = 1. In this modified
teleparallel gravity, we obtain the same structure of the
field equations in Eq. (4) when we modify Eq. (2) to

Sµνρ → Σµνρ ,

Σµνρ ≡ β1

4 T
µνρ + β2

4 (T νµρ − T ρµν)

+ β3

2 (gµρT ν − gµνT ρ) , (6)
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so that the parameters β1, β2, β3 are hidden parameters,
not appearing explicitly in the field equations:

∂ρ

(

4eΣ λρ
f

)

+4eΣ λρ
d T d

fρ−eeλfΣµνρT
µνρ = −2χeeρfT

λ
ρ .

(7)
Our intention is to construct a model of static com-

pact objects, hence, considering a static and spheri-
cally symmetric line element ds2 = γ200dt

2 − γ211dr
2 −

r2dθ2 − r2 sin2 θdϕ2 . Thus, the vierbein or tetrad in the
Schwarzschild coordinate systems is given by [35]

eaµ =







γ00 0 0 0
0 γ11 sin θ cosφ r cos θ cosφ −r sin θ sinφ
0 γ11 sin θ sinφ r cos θ sinφ r sin θ cosφ
0 γ11 cos θ −r sin θ 0






.

(8)
The tetrad in Eq. (8) is non-diagonal, but it is consid-

ered a “good tetrad” (see Ref. [54] for a discussion about
“good” and “bad” tetrads). Using the tetrad above in Eq.
(7), and assuming T 1

1 = T 2
2 = T 3

3 = −p, T 0
0 = ρ, it

is possible to demonstrate that the sixteen equations are
reduced to only three, namely,































































χγ311ρr
2 = 2β3γ

′
11r + β3γ

3
11 − 1

2 (β2 + β1) γ11

+(2β3 − β2 − β1)
[(

γ′

00
γ′

11

γ00

+
γ′′

00
γ11

4γ2

00

− γ′′

00
γ11

2γ00

)

r2

− γ′

00
γ11

γ00

r − γ211 + γ311

]

−χγ00γ211pr2 = β3
(

2γ′00r − γ00γ
2
11 + γ00

)

+(2β3 − β2 − β1)
(

γ′200r
2 − 1

2γ00γ
2
11 +

1
2γ00

)

−χγ00γ311pr = β3 (γ
′
00γ

′
11r − γ′′00γ11r + γ00γ

′
11 − γ′00γ11)

+ 1
2 (2β3 − β2 − β1)×
(

γ′00γ
2
11 +

γ′2

00
γ11

2γ00

r + γ00γ
′
11 − γ′00γ11

)

.

(9)
We still have to recall that the conservation equation is
valid, and reads

p′ = − (p+ ρ)
1

γ00
γ′00 . (10)

In TEGR, the equations equivalent to Eq (9) and Eq. (10)
are not a set of independent equations. There, a standard
procedure consists in manipulating three of the equations
and showing that the fourth is obtained. Here, we also
have four equations that are not independent; if we ma-
nipulate the field equations in Eq. (9), analogously to
what is made in TEGR, we obtain:

1

2
χγ311r

2 [γ00p
′ + γ′00 (p+ ρ)] =

(2β3 − β2 − β1)

[

γ′200γ11r + γ′′00γ
′
00γ11r

2 +
γ′200γ11
4γ00

r

− γ′200γ
′
11r

2 +
1

2

γ′200
γ00

γ′11r
2 +

γ′′00
8γ200

γ′00γ11r
2 − γ′200γ11

2γ00
r

− γ′′00
4γ00

γ′00γ11r
2

]

. (11)

Eq. (11) shows that the conservation equation continues
to be valid only if the right-hand side is null. In other
words, our model has to obey the following constraint:

2β3 − β2 − β1 = 0 . (12)

This constraint is not only necessary but is very useful
since we can rewrite the equations in Eq. (9) in a way
that they depend only on one of the free parameters,
namely, β3. We cannot state that the relation in Eq. (12)
is valid in general, but it is valid in particular systems
with symmetries as we see in the present case. We obtain
a simplified set of equations











χ̄γ311ρr
2 = 2γ′11r + γ311 − γ11

−χ̄γ00γ211pr2 = 2γ′00r − γ00γ
2
11 + γ00

−χ̄γ00γ311pr = γ′00γ
′
11r − γ′′00γ11r + γ00γ

′
11 − γ′00γ11

,

(13)
where we have defined an effective gravitational coupling
constant as

χ̄ =
χ

β3
. (14)

The role of the parameter β3 is to modify the intensity of
the gravitational coupling between matter and the grav-
itational field. When taking into account the conserva-
tion equation, we can work with another set of equa-
tions, which equivalently represents the same system. We
choose to work with the following equations:











χ̄γ311ρr
2 = 2γ′11r + γ311 − γ11

−χ̄γ00γ211pr2 = 2γ′00r − γ00γ
2
11 + γ00

p′ = − (p+ ρ) 1
γ00

γ′00

. (15)

Note that the last equation is essentially Eq.(10) divided
by β3. Now, we have three equations expressed in terms
of the effective gravitational constant, the pressure, and
the energy density. These equations read exactly like the
ones in TEGR, the difference among them being the free
parameter β3 dividing χ. In a vacuum, we wouldn’t see a
difference between the equations of our model and those
of TEGR or GR – as consequence, we don’t expect mod-
ifications of the general solutions in the study of plan-
etary motions, deflection of light rays, and other tests
in absence of matter. However, when imposing bound-
ary conditions for these problems (which typically involve
the energy-momentum tensor) the discrepancies between
these models appear due to the differences in the gravi-
tational coupling. The structure of the equations is such
that it allows similar boundary conditions on a star as
those used in GR.1

1 The authors are grateful to an anonymous referee whose com-

ments allowed us to improve the discussion concerning the role

of the effective coupling constant.
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By introducing a change of variable,

1

γ211
= 1− 2u (r)

r
, (16)

the first equation of (15) reads

u′ =
1

2
χ̄ρr2 . (17)

By combining the last two equations of Eq. (15) with
Eq. (16), we conclude that

p′ = − p+ ρ (p)

(r2 − 2ur)

(

1

2
χ̄pr3 + u

)

. (18)

As expected, Eqs. (17) and (18) are analogous to those
of TEGR with χ renormalized by the free parameter β3.
Both equations and an EoS determine completely the
mass distribution of a compact object.

Here, the proposed model can also be expressed from
an NGR perspective. In that approach, the Lagrangian
is constructed using the vector, axial, and tensor decom-
positions of the torsion:











vµ = T ν
νµ

aµ = 1
6ǫµνρσT

νρσ

tρµν = T(µν)ρ +
1
3

(

T σ
σ(µ g ν)ρ − T σ

σρgµν
)

. (19)

In NGR, three scalars are constructed with the decom-
positions above, namely,

Tvec = vµv
µ, Taxi = aµa

µ, Tten = tλµν t
λµν . (20)

A linear combination of these scalars gives us the action
of the NGR, it reads

S = − 1

2χ

∫

e (vvecTvec + vaxiTaxi + vtenTten) d
4x+ Sm ,

(21)
The action integral Eq. (21) is equivalent to our proposed
model on Eq. (5), when we identify











β1 = 2vten − 4vaxi

18

β2 = vten + 4vaxi

18

β3 = vten
2 − vvec

. (22)

As stated above, the relation among our parameters, ex-
pressed by Eq. (12), is important to keep the conservation
equation valid. In terms of the parameters of NGR, the
constraint given in Eq. (12) reads

vvec + vten = 0 . (23)

This result expresses that the axial part of the decompo-
sition of the torsion plays no role to keep the conservation
equation valid.

III. EQUATION OF STATE

In this section, we describe the RMF model that we
will use to generate the radius-mass profile of the NS. The
Lagrangian density that describes the nonlinear Walecka
model [79, 80] taking into account the leptons (electron
and muon) is given by

L = ψ(iγµ∂µ −Mnuc)ψ + gσσψψ − gωψγ
µωµψ

− gρ
2
ψγµ~ρµ~τψ +

1

2
(∂µσ∂µσ −m2

σσ
2)− A

3
σ3 − B

4
σ4

− 1

4
FµνFµν +

1

2
m2

ωωµω
µ +

C

4
(g2ωωµω

µ)2 − 1

4
~Bµν ~Bµν

+ gσg
2
ρσ~ρµ~ρ

µ

(

α2 +
1

2
α′
2gσσ

)

+
1

2
α′
3g

2
ωg

2
ρωµω

µ~ρµ~ρ
µ

+
1

2
m2

ρ~ρµ~ρ
µ + gσg

2
ωσωµω

µ

(

α1 +
1

2
α′
1gσσ

)

+
∑

l=e,µ

ψl(iγ
µ∂µ −ml)ψl, (24)

where the nucleon rest mass is M and the mesons masses
are mσ, mω, and mρ. Fµν = ∂νωµ − ∂µων and ~Bµν =
∂ν~ρµ − ∂µ~ρν − gρ(~ρµ × ~ρν). The last term of the Eq. (24)
represents the leptons part, with l = e(µ) for the elec-
tron (muon). With the Euler-Lagrange equations and
the mean-field approximation for the fields, we find the
equations for pressure and energy [79], given respectively
by

p = −1

2
m2

σσ
2 − A

3
σ3 − B

4
σ4 +

1

2
m2

ωω
2
0 +

C

4
(g2ωω

2
0)

2

+ gσg
2
ωσω

2
0

(

α1 +
α′
1gσσ

2

)

+ gσg
2
ρσρ̄

2
0(3)

(

α2 +
α′
2gσσ

2

)

+
1

2
m2

ρρ̄
2
0(3) +

1

2
α3

′g2ωg
2
ρω

2
0 ρ̄

2
0(3) + pp,nkin +

µ4
e

12π2

+
1

3π2

∫

√
µ2
µ−m2

µ

0

dk k4

(k2 +m2
µ)

1/2
, (25)

with

pp,nkin =
γ

6π2

∫ kFp,n

0

k4

(k2 + (M∗)2)1/2
dk (26)

and

ρ =
1

2
m2

σσ
2 +

A

3
σ3 +

B

4
σ4 − 1

2
m2

ωω
2
0 −

C

4
(g2ωω

2
0)

2

+ gωω0ρ−
1

2
m2

ρρ̄
2
0(3) +

gρ
2
ρ̄0(3)ρ3 −

1

2
α′
3g

2
ωg

2
ρω

2
0 ρ̄

2
0(3)

− gσg
2
ωσω

2
0

(

α1 +
α′
1gσσ

2

)

− gσg
2
ρσρ̄

2
0(3)

(

α2 +
α′
2gσσ

2

)

+ εp,nkin +
µ4
e

4π2
+

1

π2

∫

√
µ2
µ−m2

µ

0

dk k2(k2 +m2
µ)

1/2, (27)

where

εp,nkin =
γ

2π2

∫ kFp,n

0

k2(k2 + (M∗)2)1/2dk. (28)
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For this work, we use the muon mass mµ = 105.7 MeV,
massless electrons, and momentum k. The quantities
pp,nkin, Eq. (26), and εp,nkin, Eq. (28), are the kinetic terms
for pressure and energy density, respectively. The indices
p, n stand for protons (p) and neutrons (n), kFp,n

is the
Fermi momentum, and γ is the degeneracy factor(γ =
2 for asymmetric matter). The effective mass for the
nucleon is M∗ =M − gσσ.

The parameterizations used in this work are considered
type σ3 + σ4 + ω4+ crossed terms models [79], named as
FSUGold2 [81] and Z271v6 [82].

IV. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In order to determine the mass-radius relation related
to the star, we need to solve the teleparallel equations,
namely Eq. (17) and Eq. (18). For this, it is necessary to
consider the charge neutrality and β-equilibrium condi-
tions. To describe this matter, we consider the existence
of protons, neutrons, electrons, and muons. The muon
threshold is directly related to the chemical potential of
the electron such that µe = (3π2ne)

1/3 > mµ, where ne

is the electron density. From these assumptions, we can
write the conditions

µn − µp + µe = 0 and

np − ne − nµ = 0, (29)

where µe = µµ and nµ =
[

(µ2
µ −m2

µ)
(3/2)

]

/3π2. The
equations for total pressure and energy density of stellar
matter are given by Eq. (25) and Eq. (27), using the con-
ditions in Eq. (29). For the solution of those equations,
the following conditions were considered: p(r = 0) = pc
(central pressure) and u(r = 0) = 0 in the center of the
star; at the surface: p(r = R) = 0 and u(r = R) ≡ M ,
where R and M are the radius and mass of the star, re-
spectively. To describe the neutron star crust, the Baym-
Pethick-Sutherland equation of state [83] for densities be-
tween 0.158× 10−10 6 ρ 6 0.891× 10−2 fm−3 was used.

As we will see below, we constructed the mass-radius
relation for both EoS, comparing them with observa-
tional constraints. Furthermore, we studied the behavior
of the mass and radius as functions of β3.

As stated in Section II, the difference between equa-
tions of (15) and their equivalent ones in TEGR is the
presence of an effective gravitational coupling constant
[cf. Eq. (14)]. Since our model has a free parameter β3,
it plays a central role in our model.

In this sense, the next two figures show the mass-radius
relations for different values of β3. In Fig. 1, five curves
for Z271v6 parameterization are plotted. The lower curve
with β3 = 0.8 has a maximum value for mass around
1.43M⊙ and the upper curve plotted with β3 = 1.2 has
a value around 1.75M⊙.

In Fig. 2 the behavior of the FSUGold2 parameteri-
zation is presented. In this plot can be seen five curves
in which the lower curve plotted in β3 = 0.8 has a maxi-
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β
3
  = 0.9

β
3
  = 1.0 (TEGR)

β
3
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Figure 1. Mass-radius diagram for Z271v6 parameterization
with different values of β3.

mum value for mass around 1.85M⊙ and the upper curve
plotted in β3 = 1.2 has a value around 2.27M⊙.
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β
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β
3
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β
3
 = 1.2

Figure 2. Mass-radius diagram for FSUGold2 parameteriza-
tion with different values of β3.

As mentioned before, we also can see the effect of the
chosen parameterization of the EoS in TEGR for β3 = 1.
In this specific case, the results are the same as GR, where
the maximum value for mass is 1.60M⊙ for Z271v6 and
2.08M⊙ for FSUGold2 [63]. Note that, for both parame-
terizations, we have an increase/decrease behavior of the
mass (and consequently of the maximum mass) when we
increase/decrease the parameter β3. The same occurs
with the radius of the star.

In order to better understand this behavior, we varied
the value of β3 and generated the curves for the maximum
values obtained in the radius-mass diagram.

In Fig. 3, we see how the maximum masses vary in the
interval β3 ∈ [0.86, 2.76] for both Z271v6 and FSUGold2
parameterizations of the EoS. In both cases, an increase
in the value of the parameter β3 implies higher values for
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Figure 3. Maximum mass as a function of β3 for FSUGold2
and Z271v6 parameterizations.

the maximum masses. In particular, the maximum values
obtained with the FSUGold2 parameterization are typi-
cal 30% greater than the values obtained with Z271v6.

The radius and the free parameter are also correlated.
As we can see in Fig.4, the radius also increases with
higher values of β3 in both parameterizations of the EoS.
The increasing of the radius with β3 observed is an ex-
pected result, once mass and radius are correlated. The
values from β3 = 0.86 to β3 = 2.76 expresses radius
from 9.76 km to 17.49 km for Z271v6 and from 11.23 km
to 20.11 km for FSUGold2. The values of radius ob-
tained with FSUGold2 parameterization are roughly 15%
greater than those obtained with Z271v6.
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Figure 4. Radius as a function of β3 for Z271v6 and FSUGold2
parameterizations.

For β3 = 1, we recover TEGR, as consequence, the
results from GR are encapsulated in our model. Hence,
we can also compare both parameterizations in our model
with the ones obtained in GR.

A natural step of our study is to compare our results

with observational data [67, 68, 73, 84].
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030+0451

β
3
 values
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Figure 5. Mass-radius diagram constructed for the FSUGold2
in blue, and Z271v6 in black for different values of β3. The
contours are related to data from the NICER mission, namely,
PSR J0030+0451 [65, 66] and PSR J0740+6620 [67, 68], the
GW170817 event [70, 71], and the GW190425 event [74], all
of them at 90% credible level. The red horizontal lines are
related to PSR J0740+6620 [84]. The brown horizontal lines
are related to PSR J0952-0607 [85]. The violet horizontal
lines refer to recent observational constraints on neutron star
mass GW190814 [73].

In Fig. 5, selected mass-radius curves for different val-
ues of β3 are presented. The observational data al-
low us to obtain intervals for this parameter in our
modified teleparallel gravity for each parameterization
used. We verify a range of the parameter β3 for each
EoS. For FSUGold2, we observe a lower β3 at 0.43
and higher β3 at 2.170, where the astrophysical events
have your respective intervals as follows: GW190814 has
values among 1.480 ≤ β3 ≤ 1.660; PSR J0952-0607,
1.100 ≤ β3 ≤ 1.450; PSR J0704+6620, 0.930 ≤ β3 ≤
1.060; PSR J0740+6620 contour, 0.820 ≤ β3 ≤ 2.170;
GW190425, 0.710 ≤ β3 ≤ 1.250; GW170817, 0.430 ≤
β3 ≤ 0.920; PSR J0030+0451, 0.500 ≤ β3 ≤ 1.330.
In Z271 EoS, we observe higher values for β3 at each
astrophysical event as we can verify in the following:
GW190814, 2.480 ≤ β3 ≤ 2.790; PSR J0952-0607,
1.850 ≤ β3 ≤ 2.440; PSR J0704+6620, 1.570 ≤ β3 ≤
1.800; PSR J0740+6620 contour, 1.360 ≤ β3 ≤ 2.790;
GW190425, 0.590 ≤ β3 ≤ 1.640; GW170817, 0.580 ≤
β3 ≤ 1.190; PSR J0030+0451, 0.640 ≤ β3 ≤ 1.720 – the
higher values for β3 are necessary to accommodate data
from [73]. As consequence, for Z271v6, the range of val-
ues for β3 is 0.58 ≤ β3 ≤ 2.79 – the values of β3, in this
case, are greater than those obtained in FSUGold2.

V. FINAL REMARKS

In this work, we studied a modified teleparallel gravity
for describing compact objects like neutron stars. Our
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modified model proposed a general linear combination
of the quadratic invariant build with the torsion tensor
which composes the TEGR Lagrangian. We noted the
field equations structure remained the same as TEGR
with the replacement of Sµνρ → Σµνρ given in Eq. (6).

Analyzing the field equation for static spherically sym-
metric compact objects, we demonstrated that the con-
servation equation remains valid only if we constrain our
parameters in a specific way [cf. Eq. (12)]. That allowed
us to redefine an effective gravitational coupling constant
depending only on a free parameter β3, [Cf. Eq. (14)].
Hence, we could rewrite our set of TOV-like equations in
a form similar to those found in TEGR.

In the sequence, we studied the behavior of mass and
radius as functions of the free parameter β3 for two dis-
tinct parameterizations of the EoS. In this analysis, it
was possible to see that both the values of maximum
mass and radius increase with β3.

The comparison of our results with observational data
enabled us to establish ranges for our free parameter.
The range is different for each parameterization of the
EoS. For FSUGold2 EoS, the range is 0.430 ≤ β3 ≤ 2.170;
for Z271v6, we obtained 0.580 ≤ β3 ≤ 2.790. It is inter-
esting to note that both parameterizations still accommo-
date TEGR (i.e. β3 = 1). Also, we verify that there is an
interval of values of β3 which accommodates results from

both FSUGold2 and Z271v6 parameterizations, namely
0.58 ≤ β3 ≤ 2.17. In order to distinguish which param-
eterization of the EoS is more adequate to describe NS
in our model, we need to apply our equations to other
physical systems. A particularly promising area to do so
is cosmology. If an independent range of values for β3 is
obtained, we should be able to compare it with the ranges
obtained in this paper and then reanalyze the role of the
EoS parameterizations for describing compact objects.
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