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Abstract

In this paper, we consider the effect of electromagnetic field to
the definition of complexity in the context of f(G,T ) gravity, where
G and T express the Gauss-Bonnet term and energy-momentum ten-
sor, respectively. The physical parameters such as anisotropic pres-
sure, charge, energy density inhomogeneity, heat dissipation and cor-
rection terms are found responsible to induce complexity within the
self-gravitating objects. The scalar functions are determined using
Herrera’s orthogonal splitting approach, which results in a complexity
factor that includes all of the system’s essential features. Further-
more, we investigate the dynamics of charged spherical distribution
by choosing homologous mode as the simplest evolutionary pattern.
Dissipative and non-dissipative cases associated with complexity free
and homologous conditions are also discussed. Finally, we study the
components responsible for producing complexity during the evolu-
tion process. We deduce that the inclusion of extra curvature terms
and charge in f(G,T ) gravity enhances the complexity of the self-
gravitating structure.
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1 Introduction

The cosmos is made up of both microscopic and immense scale entities that
range from tiny planets to galaxies (comprising billions of stars). These
cosmic structures help in forming the basis for cosmological studies and per-
suade the universe’s progression. Einstein believed that the cosmos is static
but Hubble used a relationship between the distance and recession velocity
of galaxies to prove that the universe is in an expanding phase. The rapid
expansion of the cosmos is believed to be caused by the mysterious quantity
termed as dark energy. Numerous astronomical phenomena like supernovae
and microwave background radiations [1, 2] indicate the accelerated expand-
ing universe. The ΛCDM model describes the best paradigm for explaining
the present accelerated expanding universe but it faces two serious issues:
cosmic coincidence and fine-tuning. Consequently, modified theories of grav-
ity are introduced as alternative to discuss the cosmic rapid expansion.

Nojiri and Odintsov [3] added the function of Gauss-Bonnet (GB) invari-
ant in the Einstein-Hilbert action and proposed modified GB gravity, also
known as f(G) theory, where G = −4RϑτRψχ + RϑταδRϑταδ + R2. This
theory discusses various astrophysical and cosmological events happening in
the universe. Bamba et al. [4] chose a scale factor as a conjunction of two
exponential functions and reconstructed the f(G) model to analyze the early-
time bounce and late-time cosmic expansion. Abbas et al. [5] investigated
the possibility of constructing celestial objects and used the power-law model
together with Krori-Barua metric to inspect their physical features in this
theory. Sharif and Ikram [6] studied the dynamics of inflationary phase of
homogeneous and isotropic cosmos utilizing viable f(G) model and found
various metric coefficients that correspond to well-known inflationary mod-
els. Sharif and Ramzan [7] used the embedding class-1 approach to develop
the anisotropic stellar structures and their salient physical aspects.

Sharif and Ikram [8] formulated f(G, T ) theory by incorporating trace of
the energy-momentum tensor in f(G) action. They remodeled the power-
law and de Sitter ansatz to discuss energy conditions for the FRW cosmos.
The same authors [9] discussed the stable behavior of the Einstein universe
through anisotropic homogeneous perturbations. Hossienkhani et al. [10] an-
alyzed energy constraints of anisotropic universe and found a direct relation
between weak energy condition and anisotropy. Sharif and Naeem [11] stud-
ied the viable and stable behavior of certain stellar quantities by formulating
a new solution. Shamir [12] determined the favorable bouncing solutions for
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the chosen equation of state with respect to two f(G, T ) gravity models.
The electromagnetic field plays an important role (due to the suppres-

sion of gravitational force) in exploring the stability and evolution of massive
bodies. To maintain the stable character of astrophysical objects, a substan-
tial quantity of charge is essential to overcome the gravitational pull. Ivanov
[13] investigated three distinct classes of regular and general solutions to the
field equations for the charged celestial body. Esculpi and Aloma [14] used
a linear equation of state that connects tangential and radial pressures to
study the impact of anisotropic factor on charged compact objects. Sharif
and Naz [15] inspected the collapse of a cylindrical charged configuration
using dynamical field equations in f(G) gravity. We have figured out the
essential characteristics of uncharged/charged and charged anisotropic celes-
tial objects through minimal and extended geometric deformation scheme,
respectively, in f(G, T ) gravity [16, 17, 18].

The complexity of astrophysical entities predominantly relies on the in-
ternal attributes ( heat, pressure, temperature, energy density, etc.) of self-
gravitating objects. In order to calculate the complexity of cosmic objects,
a mathematical formula that incorporates all important physical variables
must be applied. López-Ruiz and his collaborators [19] proposed the idea of
complexity in terms of information and entropy. The ideal gas and perfect
crystal were the first two physical quantities on which this notion was used.
The perfect crystal has no entropy due to the symmetry of molecules while
the ideal gas exhibits maximal entropy due to the random distribution of
its molecules. The probability distribution of perfect crystal does not reveal
much new information, thus a tiny segment describes all of its important fea-
tures. In contrast to perfect crystal, we attain a large amount of information
during the study of small portion of ideal gas. One can notice that both
the entities are at their extremes in behavior, so zero complexity is allotted
to them. A new concept of complexity was developed based on how various
probabilistic states deviate from the equiprobable distribution of the system
[20, 21]. According to this notion, perfect crystal and ideal gas also have zero
complexity.

Herrera [22] revised the concept of complexity in such a way that it in-
corporates all the essential state determinants (pressure anisotropy, inhomo-
geneous energy density, Tolman mass) for the static symmetric anisotropic
matter distribution. This technique works on splitting the Riemann ten-
sor which gives rise to the formulation of various scalar functions. Thus,
we call a factor as complexity producing source that includes all the above-
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mentioned quantities. Sharif and Butt [23] discussed the complexity factor
for the charged sphere. This notion of complexity was then extended to
non-static dissipative fluid by Herrera et al [24] and discussed the simplest
evolutionary mode. The application of this concept has also been found in
axially symmetric spacetime by the same authors [25]. Sharif and Butt [26]
employed the Herrera’s strategy to gauge the complexity of static cylindri-
cally anisotropic source.

The analysis of complexity has also been investigated in modified theories.
Sharif et al. [27] discussed complexity through YTF (the complexity factor)
for spherical system in f(G) gravity. Yousaf et al. [28, 29] studied the the
complexity producing factor for the charged and uncharged spherical geom-
etry in f(G, T ) gravity. We have also figured out the impact of complexity
on static uncharged/charged cylindrical source and non-static (spherical and
cylindrical) structures in f(G, T ) gravity through the orthogonal splitting of
the Riemann tensor [30, 31, 32, 33]. In the background of different modified
theories, there is a substantial body of work on the assessment of complexity
in diverse geometries [34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40].

This paper explores the complexity producing factor for the dynamical
charged spherical configuration as well as evolutionary patterns in f(G, T )
theory. The paper is arranged in the following format. The fundamental
properties of the matter source and the field equations characterizing the
evolution of the system are given in section 2. The Riemann tensor is or-
thogonally decomposed into its structure scalars in section 3. In section
4, two patterns of evolution, i.e., homologous and homogeneous are inves-
tigated. In section 5, we derive kinematical and dynamical quantities to
examine possible solutions for dissipative and non-dissipative systems. The
conditions under which self-gravitating objects deviate from zero complexity
condition are observed in section 6. The summary of the obtained results is
presented in section 7.

2 f(G, T ) Gravity and Matter Determinants

The generic f(G, T ) function along with Ricci scalar in Einstein-Maxwell
action takes the form

Sf(G,T ) =
1

2k2

∫

d4x[f(G, T ) +R]
√−g +

∫ √−g(Lm + LE)d
4x, (1)
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where the Lagrangian densities for the normal matter and electromagnetic
field are represented by Lm and LE , respectively, and k2 denotes the coupling
constant. The stress-energy tensor and Lagrangian density are interlinked
through the relation

Tϑτ = gϑτLm − 2∂Lm
∂gϑτ

. (2)

Here, the variation of action (1) with the metric tensor (gϑτ ) formulates the
modified field equations as

Gϑτ = 8π(Tϑτ + Sϑτ )− (Θϑτ + Tϑτ )fT (G, T ) +
1

2
gϑτf(G, T ) + (4RµτR

µ
ϑ

+ 4RµνRϑµτν − 2RRϑτ − 2Rµνγ
ϑ Rτµνγ)fG(G, T ) + (4gϑτR

µν∇µ∇ν

+ 2R∇ϑ∇τ + 4Rϑτ∇2 − 2gϑτR∇2 − 4Rµ
ϑ∇τ∇µ − 4Rµ

τ∇ϑ∇µ

− 4Rϑµτν∇µ∇ν)fG(G, T ), (3)

where d’ Alembert operator is described by ∇2 = ∇l∇l = � and Θϑτ =
−2Tϑτ + pgϑτ . The Einstein tensor is indicated by Gϑτ = Rϑτ − 1

2
Rgϑτ ,

fG(G, T ) and fT (G, T ) are the partial derivatives of f(G, T ) (arbitrary func-
tion) with respect to G and T , respectively.

In this theory, the matter components are coupled with the geometrical
terms that lead to the non-conservation of the stress-energy tensor. Due to
this, an extra force is induced that forces the particles in the gravitational
field to deviate from the geodesic trajectory, therefore, the covariant differ-
entiation of Eq.(3) reads

∇ϑTϑτ =
fT (G, T )

k2 − fT (G, T )

[

−1

2
gϑτ∇ϑT + (Θϑτ + Tϑτ )∇ϑ(ln fT (G, T ))

+ ∇ϑΘϑτ

]

. (4)

Equation (3) can also be written as

Gϑτ = 8πT
(tot)
ϑτ = 8π(T

(M)
ϑτ + Sϑτ + T

(GT)
ϑτ ), (5)

where T
(GT)
ϑτ ) are extra curvature terms of f(G, T ) given as

T
(GT)
ϑτ =

1

8π
[{(u+ p)vϑvτ +Πϑτ + ζ(vϑχτ + χϑvτ )}fT (G, T )

+ (4RµτR
µ
ϑ + 4RµνRϑµτν − 2RRϑτ − 2Rµνγ

ϑ Rτµνγ)fG(G, T )

+ (4gϑτR
µν∇ν∇µ − 4Rϑµτν∇ν∇µ − 4Rµ

ϑ∇τ∇µ − 2gϑτR∇2
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− 4Rµ
τ∇ϑ∇µ + 2R∇ϑ∇τ + 4Rϑτ∇2)fG(G, T )

]

+
gϑτf(G, T )

2
. (6)

The normal matter distribution possessing anisotropy and dissipation due to
heat flux is followed by the energy-momentum tensor

T
(M)
ϑτ = uvϑvτ + phϑτ +Πϑτ + ζ(vϑχτ + χϑvτ ), (7)

where hϑτ denotes the projection tensor. The radial four-vector, four velocity
and heat flux are expressed as χϑ =

(

0,B−1, 0, 0
)

, vϑ =
(

A
−1, 0, 0, 0

)

and ζϑ =
(

0, ζB−1, 0, 0
)

, respectively. These quantities satisfy the following relations

χϑχϑ = 1, χϑvϑ = 0, vϑζϑ = 0, vϑvϑ = −1. (8)

The remaining entities are delineated as

Πϑτ = Π

(

χϑχτ −
hϑτ

3

)

, Π = pr − p⊥, (9)

p =
pr + 2p⊥

3
, hϑτ = gϑτ + vϑvτ . (10)

The stress-energy tensor in the electromagnetic field reads

Sϑτ =
1

4π

(

F l
ϑFτl −

1

4
gϑτFlmF lm

)

, (11)

where Fϑτ signifies the Maxwell field tensor. In tensorial form, the Maxwell
field equations are described as

F[ϑτ ;l] = 0, Fϑτ
;τ = 4πJ ϑ,

where J ϑ = εvϑ is the four current and ε indicates the charge density.
The line element representing the non-static geometrical structure (sur-

rounded by a hypersurface Σ) involving dissipation is provided by

ds2 = −A
2dt2 + B

2dr2 + C
2dθ2 + C

2sin2 θdφ2, (12)

where B=B(t,r), A=A(t,r) and C = C(t, r). The modified field equations for
the non-static realm are computed as

8π(A2
u+

s2A

8πC4 + T
(GT)
00 ) =

−A
2
[

2C′′

C
+ C′2

C2 − B2

C2 − 2C′B′

CB

]

B
2 +

Ċ(2Ḃ
B
+ Ċ

C
)

C
, (13)
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8π(−ζAB+ T
(GT)
01 ) =

2A′
Ċ

AC
+

2C′
Ḃ

CB
− 2Ċ

′

C
, (14)

8π(B2
pr −

s2B2

8πC4 + T
(GT)
11 ) =

−B
2
[

− Ċ
C
(2Ȧ
A
− Ċ

C
) + 2C̈

C

]

A
2 − B

2

C
2 + (

2A′
C
′

AC
+

C
′2

C
2 ),

(15)

8π(C2
p⊥ +

s2

8πC2 + T
(GT)
22 ) =

−C
2

A
2

[

ḂĊ

BC
+

B̈

B
+

C̈

C
− Ȧ

A
(
Ċ

C
+

Ḃ

B
)

]

+
C
2

B
2

[

(
A
′

A
− B

′

B
)
C
′

C
− A

′
B
′

AB
+

A
′′

A
+

C
′′

C

]

, (16)

where temporal and radial partial derivatives are denoted by . and ′, re-
spectively. The expressions for modified terms (T

(GT)
00 , T

(GT)
01 , T

(GT)
11 T

(GT)
22 )

are presented in Eqs.(A1)-(A4) of Appendix A. Using Eq.(4), the non-zero
components of the Bianchi identities for the present setup are derived as

T ϑτ
;τ vϑ =

−1

A

{

u̇+
Ḃ

B
(u+ pr) + 2

Ċ

C
(u+ p⊥)

}

− 1

B

{

ζ ′ + 2ζ

(

A
′

A
+

C
′

C

)}

= Z1,

(17)

T ϑτ
;τ χϑ =

1

A

{

ζ̇ + 2ζ(
Ḃ

B
+

Ċ

C
)

}

+
1

B

{

p
′

r + (u+ pr)
A
′

A
− ss′

4πC4 + (2pr − 2p⊥)

× C
′

C

}

= Z2, (18)

where the extra curvature terms Z1 and Z2 are prescribed in Eqs.(A5) and
(A6) of Appendix A.

The non-zero elements of shear tensor, four acceleration and expansion
scalar, respectively, for the present distribution are defined as

σ11 =
2

3
B
2σ, σ22 =

σ33

sin2 θ
= −1

3
C
2σ, (19)

σϑτσϑτ =
2

3
σ2, σ =

(

Ḃ

B
− Ċ

C

)

1

A
, (20)

a =
√

aϑaϑ =
A
′

BA
, a1 =

A
′

A
, (21)
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Θ =

(

2
Ċ

C
+

Ḃ

B

)

1

A
. (22)

The influence of shear and expansion scalars on the fluid matter source is
investigated through Eq.(14) in the following form

4π

(

ζB− T
(GT)
01

A

)

= −σ
C
′

C
+

1

3
(Θ− σ)′ =

C
′

B

[

1

3
DC (Θ− σ)− σ

C

]

, (23)

where proper radial differentiation is indicated by DC = 1
C′

∂
∂r
. The mass of

inner spherical object can be employed by Misner and Sharp [41] defined as

m =
1

2
C
3R3

232 =



1−
(

C
′

B

)2

+

(

Ċ

A

)2




C

2
+

s2

2C
. (24)

Here, the dynamics of self-gravitating structure is examined by introducing
proper time derivative , i.e.,DT = 1

A
∂
∂t
. During collapse, the outward pressure

is suppressed by gravity which results in the decrement of radius of any
celestial object. Due to this, the velocity (U) of the collapsing fluid in terms
of areal radius (C) becomes negative as

U = DTC < 0. (25)

The mass and velocity of the charged matter source are interlinked as follows

E ≡ C
′

B
=

(

1− 2m

C
+

s2

2C
+ U2

)
1

2

. (26)

In view of time and radial proper derivatives, the mass function takes the
form

DTm = −4π

[(

pr −
s2

8πC4 +
T

(GT)
11

B
2

)

U +

(

ζ − T
(GT)
01

AB

)

E

]

C
2+

sṡ

AC
− s2Ċ

2AC2 ,

(27)

DCm = 4π

[(

u+
s2

8πC4 +
T

(GT)
00

A
2

)

+

(

ζ − T
(GT)
01

AB

)

U

E

]

C
2+

ss′

CC
′
− s2

2C2 , (28)

which yield

3m

C
3 = 4π

(

u+
s2

8πC4 +
T

(GT)
00

A
2

)

− 4π

C
3

∫ r

0

C
3

[

DC

(

u+
s2

8πC4 +
T

(GT)
00

A
2

)

8



− 3

(

ζ − T
(GT)
01

AB

)

U

CE

]

C
′dr +

3s2

2C4 . (29)

The deformation induced in a self-gravitating body (as a result of varying
gravitational field) of nearby object is estimated by the Weyl tensor (Cλϑτu).
This tensor is split into two components, i.e., electric and magnetic. For the
spherical geometry, the magnetic component appears to be zero while electric
part takes the following form

Eϑτ = Cϑuτνv
uvν = ǫ(−hϑτ

3
+ χϑχτ ), (30)

where the Weyl scalar reads

ǫ =
1

2A2

[

C̈

C
− B̈

B
−
(

Ċ

C
+

Ȧ

A

)(

Ċ

C
− Ḃ

B

)]

− 1

2C2 +
1

2B2

[

−C
′′

C
+

A
′′

A

+

(

C
′

C
− A

′

A

)(

B
′

B
+

C
′

C

)]

. (31)

The following relation explains the influence of tidal force on the charged
matter distribution as

3m

C
3 = 4π

[

−Π(tot) +

(

u+
3s2

8πC4 +
T

(GT)
00

A
2

)]

+
3s2

2C4 − ǫ, (32)

where Π(tot) = Π(GT) +Π.

3 Structure Scalars

The concept of orthogonal splitting of the Riemann tenor was introduced by
Bel [42]. Following this procedure, Herrera [43] developed different scalar
functions to devise complexity of the system named as structure scalars.
The Ricci tensor, Weyl tensor and Ricci scalar are defined in terms of the
Riemann tensor as

R
ρ
ϑτµ = C

ρ
ϑτµ+

1

2
Rϑµδ

ρ
τ +

1

2
Rρ
τgϑµ−

1

2
Rϑτδ

ρ
µ −

1

2
Rρ
µgϑτ −

1

6
R (δρτgϑµ − gϑτδ

ρ
µ

)

,

(33)
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which can also be expressed in the form of matter source as

R
ϑγ
τδ = C

ϑγ
τδ + 16πT

(tot)[ϑ
[τ δ

γ]
δ] + 8πT (tot)

(

1

3
δϑ[τδ

γ

δ] − δ
[ϑ
[τ δ

γ]
δ]

)

. (34)

Here, we propose two tensors Xϑτ and Yϑτ defined as

Xϑτ = ∗R∗

ϑγτδv
γvδ =

1

2
η
ǫµ
ϑγR

∗

ǫµτδv
γvδ, (35)

Yϑτ = Rϑγτδv
γvδ, (36)

where R∗

ϑτγδ =
1
2
ηǫµγδR

ǫµ
ϑτ and η

ǫµ
ϑγ indicates the Levi-Civita symbol. One can

express these tensors into four scalars, i.e., a combination of trace (YT ,XT )
and trace-free parts (YTF ,XTF ) as

Yϑτ = (χϑχτ −
hϑτ

3
)YTF +

hϑτYT
3

, (37)

Xϑτ = (χϑχτ −
hϑτ

3
)XTF +

hϑτXT

3
. (38)

For the considered setup, the four structure scalars turn out to be

YT =
s2

C
4 + 4π (u+ 3pr − 2Π) +

(u+ p) fT
2

+M
(GT), (39)

YTF = ǫ− 4πΠ− s2

C
4 +

Π

2
fT + L

(GT), (40)

XT = 8π(u+
s2

8πC4 ) + Q
(GT), (41)

XTF = −ǫ− 4πΠ− s2

C
4 +

Π

2
fT , (42)

where L
(GT) =

J
(GT)
ϑτ

χϑχτ−
1

3
hϑτ

. The extra terms in scalar functions (M(GT), J
(GT)
ϑτ ,

Q
(GT)) are given in Appendix B. The contribution of energy density and

charge in the system is attributed to the scalar XT whereas the anisotropic
stresses along with electromagnetic effects are controlled by YT . The scalar
function YTF in terms of all physical parameters is obtained using Eqs.(31)
and (40) as

YTF =
4π

C
3

∫

C
3

[

DC

(

u+
s2

8πC4 +
T

(GT)
00

A
2

)

− 3

(

ζ − T
(GT)
01

AB

)

U

CE

]

C
′dr

10



− 4πΠ− 4πΠ(GT) − L
(GT) − s2

2C4 +
Π

2
fT . (43)

One can notice from the above equation that the scalar YTF is composed
of heat flux, inhomogeneous energy density, modified terms, charge terms
and pressure anisotropy . On the other hand, XTF includes the involvement
of inhomogeneity due to energy density together with additional terms and
charge as

XTF = 4πΠ(GT)−2s2

C
4 −

4π

C
3

∫

C
3

[

DC

(

u+
s2

8πC4+
T

(GT)
00

A
2

)

−3

(

ζ−T
(GT)
01

AB

)

U

CE

]

C
′dr.

(44)

4 Evolution Modes

The physical parameters (pressure, charge and energy density) have a signif-
icant impact on how the cosmic structures behave. The scalar YTF involves
energy density inhomogeneity, heat flux and pressure anisotropy along with
f(G, T ) corrections. The complexity factor for the anisotropic dissipative
massive source in a non-static geometry is thus identified as YTF . To obtain
the complexity-free structure, we substitute YTF = 0 which is regarded as
complexity-free condition. As the fluid under consideration is evolving with
time, thus it is necessary to investigate the patterns of evolution. In the sub-
sequent sections, two evolutionary modes, i.e., homologous evolution as well
as homogeneous expansion are examined. We also determine the simplest
mode that can reduce complexity in the evolutionary process.

4.1 Homologous Evolution

The homologous refers to the phenomenon in which the whole system depicts
a similar pattern. The collapse happens when all the substance of any astro-
nomical object descends towards the center in the interior region. A direct
relationship between radial distance and velocity is observed in homologous
collapse, implying that during the collapse, all material of the astrophysical
entity falls into its core at the same rate. In contrast to homologously col-
lapsing objects, those structures whose cores collapse first will thus generate
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less gravitational radiations. Equation (23) can also be written as

DC

(

U

C

)

=
σ

C
+

4π

E

(

ζ − T
(GT)
01

AB

)

, (45)

and the integration of the above equation leads to

U = C

∫ r

0

[

σ

C
+

4π

E

(

ζ − T
(GT)
01

AB

)]

C
′dr + h(t)C, (46)

where integration constant is represented by h(t) and its value at the bound-
ary gives

U =
UΣ

CΣ
C− C

∫ rΣ

r

[

σ

C
+

4π

E

(

ζ − T
(GT)
01

AB

)]

C
′dr. (47)

The factors responsible for the deviation of matter source from the homolo-
gous mode are heat dissipation and shear scalar. To observe the necessary
condition for homologous evolution [44, 45], i.e., U ∼ C the integrand in
the above equation must cancel the effect of each other. Further, it yields
U = h(t)C where h(t) = UΣ

CΣ

. In f(G, T ) gravity, the homologous condition is
of the form

σ

C
+

4πB

C
′

(

ζ − T
(GT)
01

AB

)

= 0. (48)

4.2 Homogeneous Expansion

Another mode under discussion is homogeneous expansion for which the re-
quired condition is Θ′ = 0. In contrast to preceding mode, the homogeneous
contraction or expansion occurs when its rate is independent of r. The com-
bination of this condition on Eq.(23) becomes

4π

(

ζ − T
(GT)
01

AB

)

= −C
′

B

[

σ

C
+

1

3
DC(σ)

]

. (49)

Utilizing the homologous condition in Eq.(49) provides DC(σ) = 0. The
regularity conditions at the core give rise to σ = 0, and its implication in the
above equation yields

ζ =
T

(GT)
01

AB
. (50)
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This shows that the fluid incorporates the influence of heat dissipation. In
the framework of general relativity (GR), the matter distribution was non-
dissipative as well as shear-free during homogeneous evolution.

5 Kinematical and Dynamical Quantities

Here, we investigate the behavior of some physical entities to select the sim-
plest evolutionary mode. For our convenience, we assume that the metric
coefficient C is a separable function of t and r. Employing homologous con-
dition (48) in Eq.(23), we obtain

(Θ− σ)′ =

(

3Ċ

AC

)′

= 0. (51)

This equation indicates the geodesic nature of matter configuration as A′ =
0 (a = 0) implying that A = 1 without any loss of generality. Combining the
values of σ and Θ together with the geodesic condition leads to

Θ− σ =
3Ċ

C
. (52)

The homologous condition is recovered by taking the successive derivatives
of Eq.(52). One can observe that the necessary and sufficient condition for
the dynamical sphere to evolve homologously is that the fluid must obey the
geodesic path and vice-versa. In GR, the unavailability of heat flux (ζ = 0)
corresponds to a shear-free matter distribution, while in this modified theory
its effect can be seen as

σ = 4π
T

(GT)
01 C

C
′

. (53)

If the matter source follows the homogeneous collapse with no dissipation
then we have T

(GT)
01 = 0, while the shear scalar from Eq.(49) becomes

σ =
12π

C
3

∫

C
3T

(GT)
01

A
dr +

b(t)

C
3 , (54)

where b(t) stands for the integration function. Thus, one can say that when
we neglect the additional terms and heat dissipation, the homogeneous ex-
pansion implies homologous condition as σ = 0 ⇒ U ∼ C. This result shows
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that homologous evolution is the simplest mode. During collapse, the mass
and velocity undergoing homologous evolution are interlinked as

DTU =
s2

2C3 − m

C
2 − 4π

(

pr −
s2

8πC4 +
T

(GT)
11

B
2

)

C. (55)

In terms of YTF , the above expression can be obtained as

3DTU

C
= YTF − Π

2
fT − L

(GT) +
s2

C
4 + 4πΠ(GT) − 4π

[(

u+
s2

8πC4 +
T

(GT)
00

A
2

)

+ 3

(

pr −
s2

8πC4 +
T

(GT)
11

B
2

)

− 2Π

]

. (56)

After some manipulations, we have

C̈

C
− B̈

B
= YTF − L

(GT) +
s2

C
4 − Π

2
fT + 4πΠ(GT). (57)

This shows that charged spherical distribution gets complexity-free when

C̈

C
− 4πΠ(GT) − s2

C
4 − B̈

B
+ L(GT) +

Π

2
fT = 0. (58)

Here, we find feasible solutions corresponding to non-dissipative and dis-
sipative scenarios by using zero complexity and homologous conditions. The
system under consideration is non-static and modified field equations con-
tain non-linear terms, thus, a linear f(G, T ) model of the form f(G, T ) =
γGn + ωT [46, 47] is chosen for the sake of simplicity. Moreover, γ and ω

denote the real numbers and n > 0, thus we can take γ = n = 1. There
are three metric potentials (A(t, r), B(t, r), C(t, r)) to be calculated in the
current setup. As we have selected A = 1, so we are left with only two
unknowns. It means that two equations are required to find the unknowns.
For this reason, the zero complexity and homologous conditions are utilized.
These constraints, in the case of non-dissipative fluid, are calculated as

1

B
3
C
2(ω + 8π)

[(

−2C
(

5B̈Ċ
′

+ C
′
Ḃ

)

+ ḂC
′
C̈

)

B+ 10ḂB̈CC′

+2B2
Ċ
′
(

C− 4C̈
)]

= 0, (59)
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1

2B4
C
4{2B

3
ḂC

2
Ċ
(

− 4C̈+ C
)

+ BC
2
C

′
(

− 2B
′

C+
(

Ḃ
2
+ 3B̈

)

C
′

+32ḂĊ′
2)

− 4Ḃ
2
C
2
C
′2 + B

4
(

s2 − 2C2
(

Ċ
2
+ 1
))

+ B
2
C
2
(

2C′2 + 16Ċ′
2

−2CĊ+ s2
)

} = 0. (60)

For the second case (dissipative fluid), the complexity-free condition remains
the same as for non-dissipative source while the homologous condition turns
out to be

ζ =
1

16π2C
4
B
5(ω + 1)

[

C
′
(

− BĊ+ ḂC
)(

B
(

C
(

40πĊ
′

B̈+ ḂC
′
)

− 4πC̈ḂC′
)

− 40πḂB̈CC′ + B
2
(

− Ċ
′)(

C− 32πC̈
))]

. (61)

6 Stability of Zero Complexity Condition

It is possible that the system has zero complexity at first and then becomes
complicated due to the presence of some factors as it evolves. These factors
are determined by working on the evolution equation for the scalar YTF
following the technique [43] together Eqs.(17), (40) and (42) as

−4π

(

pr +
T 11(GT)

B
2 + u+ T 00(GT)

)

σ +
s2

C
4 +

s2s′

C
4
B
− 4π

B

[

ζ ′ − (
T 00(GT)

B
2 )′B

−(ζ − T 01(GT)

B
2 )

C
′

C

]

− ẎTF +
3sṡ

C
4 − L̇

(GT) − 8πΠ̇− 4πΠ̇(GT) − 4π
(

T
(GT)
00

).

−3
Ċ

C

(

YTF − L
(GT)
)

− 12π
(

T 00(GT) +
s2

8πC4

) Ċ

C
− 4πZ1 +

4πT 00(GT)B
′

B
2

+

(

12πT
(GT)
00 − 12πΠ(GT) +

12πT
(GT)
11

B
2

)

Ċ

C
− 16πΠ(tot)Ċ

C
− 5s2Ċ

2C5 = 0. (62)

For the non-dissipative source, we substitute YTF = Π(tot) = ζ = σ = 0 in
the above equation at the initial time (t = 0), so that it becomes

−ẎTF − 4π
(

T
(GT)
00

).

− L̇
(GT)

+ 4π(
T 00(GT)

B
2 )′ − 4πΠ̇(GT) − 8πΠ̇ + 3L(GT)

× Ċ

C
− 4πZ1 − 12π

(

T 00(GT) +
s2

8πC4

) Ċ

C
+

4πT 00(GT)B
′

B
2 +

(

12πT
(GT)
00 +

12πT
(GT)
11

B
2

)
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× Ċ

C
+

s2

C
4 +

s2s′

C
4
B
+

3sṡ

C
4 − 5s2Ċ

2C5 = 0.

Making use of the above constraint with the derivative of Eq.(43) at t = 0
provides

4π

C
3

∫ r

0

[(u+
s2

8πC4 +
T

(GT)
00

A
2 ).]′ = 4π(

T 00(GT)

B
2 )′ − 4π

(

T
(GT)
00

).

+
4πT 00(GT)B

′

B
2

−12π
(

T 00(GT) +
s2

8πC4

) Ċ

C
+ 3L(GT) Ċ

C
− 4πZ1 + (12πT

(GT)
00 +

12πT
(GT)
11

B
2 )

× Ċ

C
+

s2

C
4 +

s2s′

C
4
B
+

4sṡ

C
4 − s2Ċ

2C5 . (63)

The stability of the complexity-free condition is associated with the pres-
sure and energy density. The above equation demonstrates that the con-
tributions of pressure anisotropy, charge, modified terms and energy den-
sity inhomogeneity in the inner matter source forced the system to deviate
from the stable position. This depicts that the stability of the system is dis-
turbed by the presence of electromagnetic field. Further, using the conditions
YTF = σ = 0 in conjunction with the derivative of Eq.(62) with respect to t

yields

− ŸTF − 4πΠ̈(GT) +

[

4π

(

T 00(GT)

B
2

)′
].

− L̈
(GT) − 4π

(

T
(GT)
00

)..

+ L̇
(GT) − 4πŻ1

− 12π
{( s2

8πC4 + T 00(GT)
) Ċ

C

}.
+

3Ċ

C
[4π
(

T
(GT)
00

).

− 4π

(

T 00(GT)

B
2

)′

+ 4πΠ̇(GT)

+ 4πZ1 +
3sṡ

C
4 − 4π

(

B
′T 00(GT)

B
2

)

− 3L(GT) Ċ

C
+ 12π

(

T 00(GT)Ċ

C

)

+ 8πΠ̇− 5s2Ċ

2C5

−
(

12πT
(GT)
00 +

12πT
(GT)
11

B
2

)

Ċ

C
+

s2

C
4 +

s2s′

C
4
B
] + 3

(

L(GT)Ċ

C

).

− 16πΠ(tot)Ċ

C
− 8πΠ̈

+

[

(12πT
(GT)
00 +

12πT
(GT)
11

B
2 )

Ċ

C

].

+ 4π

(

B
′T 00(GT)

B
2

).

+
( s2

C
4 +

s2s′

C
4
B
+

3sṡ

C
4 − 5s2Ċ

2C5

).
= 0.

(64)

It is worth mentioning here that for the dissipative case, the heat flux works
as an additional factor in disturbing the vanishing complexity constraint.
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7 Concluding Remarks

In this paper, we have checked the influence of non-minimal theory to cal-
culate the complexity of charged dynamical structure. The interior region
was filled with energy density inhomogeneity, anisotropic pressure, heat flux
and charge. Using Herrera’s method, we have divided the Riemann tensor
into four scalars, each of which is associated with a certain set of physical
attributes. Among all the four scalars, we have considered YTF to produce
complexity for the reasons stated below.

1. In GR and f(G, T ) gravity, this factor has already been worked as
complexity factor for the static spacetime. Thus, we can reobtain this
complexity-producing scalar for the static spherical system from the
non-static geometry by using Eq.(40).

2. All the physical parameters (anisotropic pressure, energy density inho-
mogeneity, heat flux, charge and correction terms) are incorporated in
this factor that might increase the complexity of the system.

We have looked at two different types of evolutionary patterns, homologous
and homogenous. By using the criterion of zero complexity and selecting
homologous mode as the most basic pattern of evolution, we are able to obtain
the results for both dissipative and non-dissipative scenarios. The variables
that lead the system to depart from zero complexity criterion throughout the
evolution process have also been covered.

The fundamental properties of the charged complex sphere are strongly
influenced by the state determinants and additional curvature factors in
f(G, T ) gravity. As a result, the charged dynamical sphere becomes com-
plicated due to the inclusion of higher order curvature factors. Since the
homologous fluid is assumed to be geodesic in nature (A = 1), this mode
was proposed as the most basic pattern of evolution. Further, the homolo-
gous condition contains the extra terms of this theory. In GR, the conditions
u = Π = ζ = 0 are responsible for the formation of a complex free system
(YTF = 0), whereas in this theory, the structure corresponds to complexity-
free only when the constraint L(GT) − s

2

C4 +
Π
2
fT − 4πΠ(GT) = 0 and the afore-

mentioned factors are satisfied. We have seen that the presence of correction
terms causes the shear to be established even in the non-dissipative case.
We have employed the modified complexity free and homologous conditions
to assess the feasible solutions representing dissipative and non-dissipative
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scenarios. The stability criterion for the vanishing complexity condition has
also been analyzed. Finally, we have addressed the factors responsible for
the deviation of the system from zero complexity. We have also found that
the contribution of charge and extra curvature terms of this modified the-
ory make the system more complex. It is worth mentioning here that the
constraint f(G, T ) = 0 reduces all the obtained results to GR.

Appendix A

The additional terms present in the field equations of f(G, T ) theory are
described as

T
(GT)
00 =

1

8π

[

(u+ p)A2fT − A
2

2
f +

(

8ḂĊC̈

A
2
BC

2 − 16A′
ĊĊ

′

AB
2
C
2 +

8AC′
A
′
C
′′

B
4
C
2

+
4B̈

BC
2 +

8A′
ḂĊC

′

AB
3
C
2 − 8ȦB′

C
′
Ċ

AB
3
C
2 +

8ȦĊC′′

AB
2
C
2 +

4Ċ
2
A
′

AC
2 − 12ȦḂĊ

2

A
3
BC

2

× B
′

B
3 +

4ȦC
′2
Ḃ

AB
3
C
2 − 12AA′

B
′
C
′2

B
5
C
2 +

4AC′2
A
′′

B
4
C
2 +

4Ċ
2
B̈

A
2
BC

2 +
8Ċ

′2

B
2
C
2

+
8B′

C̈C
′

B
3
C
2 − 16ḂC′

Ċ
′

C
2
B
3 − 4ȦḂ

AC
2
B
− 4Ċ

2
A
′′

B
2
AC

2 +
8Ċ

2
A
′2

B
2
A
2
C
2 +

8C′2
Ḃ
2

C
2
B
4

− 8C̈C′′

C
2
B
2 − 4AA′′

C
2
B
2 +

B
′
AA

′

B
3
C
2 − 4C′2

B̈

B
3
C
2

)

fG +

(

8ĊC′′

B
2
C
2 − 8B′

C
′
Ċ

B
3
C
2

− 4Ḃ

BC
2 − 12ḂĊ

2

A
2
BC

2 +
4ḂC′2

B
3
C
2

)

ḟG +

(

8ḂĊC′

B
3
C
2 − 4B′

Ċ
2

B
3
C
2 − 4A2

B
′

B
3
C
2

+
12A2

B
′
C
′2

B
5
C
2 − 8A2

C
′
C
′′

B
4
C
2

)

f ′

G +

(

4Ċ
2

B
2
C
2 +

4A2

B
2
C
2 − 4A2

C
′2

B
4
C
2

)

× f ′′

G] , (A1)

T
(GT)
01 =

1

8π

[

−ζABfT +

(

10A′
B
′
C
′
Ḃ

AB
4
C

− 10ȦḂĊA′

A
4
BC

− 8ȦḂĊ
′

A
3
BC

2 − 8A′

AB
3

× ḂC
′2

C
2 − 10ȦḂ

2
C
′

A
3
B
2
C

− 8A′2
C
′
Ċ

A
2
B
2
C
2 +

10A′2
B
′
Ċ

A
2
B
3
C

+
ḂC̈C

′

A
2
BC

2 +
10ḂB̈

A
2
B
2

× C
′

C
+

10A′
B̈Ċ

A
3
BC

− 10A′′
A
′
Ċ

A
2
B
2
C

− 10A′′
C
′
Ḃ

AB
3
C

+
8A′

C
′

AB
2 +

ȦḂĊ
′

A
3
BC

− 10
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− A
′
Ċ
′

B
′
Ċ
′

AB
3
CC

2 +
8A′

ĊC̈

A
3
C
2 − 8A′

ȦĊ
2

A
4
C
2 +

8ȦĊĊ
′

A
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2 − 10B̈Ċ

′
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Ċ
′

AB
2
C

− 8C̈Ċ
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−8ȦḂA′
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Ċ
′

B
2
C
2 − 4Ḃ
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ĊC

′

A
3
C
2 − 4B2

Ȧ
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′

C
2

A
3
C
2 − 4A′

AC
2 +

12C′2
A
′

AB
2
C
2 − C̈C

′

A
2
C
2

)

f ′

G

]

, (A3)

T
(GT)
22 =

1

8π

[

−C
2

3
ΠfT +

C
2

2
f +

(

−4Ċ
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ĊĊ

′

A
3
B
2 +

4ȦḂ
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Ḃ

A
3
B
3 − 12C′

CA
′
B
′

AB
5 − 4ĊCB
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The modified expressions of Z1 and Z2 are given as
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2T 00(GT)

A
3

+
p

A

).]

, (A5)

Z2 =
fT

8π − fT

[

(

ln fT
)′

(−pr

B
− s2

8πC4
B
+

T 11(GT)

B
3 +

p

B

)

+ 2

(

T 01(GT)

A
2
B

− ζ

A

)

− 1

2

(

3p+ u

)′

B
+

(−2pr
B

− s2

4πC4
B
− 2T 11(GT)

B
3 +

p

B

)′

+

(−ζ

A
+

T 01(GT)

A
2
B

)

× (ln fT )
.

]

. (A6)
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Appendix B

In scalar functions, the extra curvature terms are described as follows

M
(GT) = 2

[

RµτR
µ
ϑfG +RµνRµτνϑfG − 1

2
RRϑτfG − 1

2
RτµνnR

µνn
ϑ fG

+
1

2
R∇ϑ∇τfG +Rϑτ�fG − R

µ
ϑ∇τ∇µfG − Rµ

τ∇ϑ∇µfG

− Rµτνϑ∇µ∇νfG] g
ϑτ + 2

[

−RµδR
µ
ϑfG − RµνRµδνϑfG +

1

2
RRϑδfG

+
1

2
RδµνnR

µνn
ϑ fG − Rδϑ�fG +Rµδνϑ∇ν∇µfG +R

µ
ϑ∇µ∇δfG

+ R
µ
δ∇ϑ∇µfG − 1

2
R∇ϑ∇δfG

]

vτv
δgϑτ + 2 [−RµτR

µγfG

+
1

2
RτµνnR

µνnγfG −+
1

2
RRγ

τ fGR
µνRγ

µτνfG +Rµγ∇τ∇µfG

− 1

2
R∇γ∇τfG +Rγ

µτν∇ν∇µfG − Rγ
τ�fG +Rµ

τ∇µ∇γfG

]

vϑvγg
ϑτ

+ 2

[

RµγRµδfG +RµνR
γ
µδνfG +

1

2
R∇δ∇γfG − 1

2
RµνnγRδµνnfG

+ R
γ
δ�fG −R

µ
δ∇µ∇γfG − Rµγ∇µ∇δfG −R

γ
µδν∇ν∇µfG − 1

2
RR

γ
δ fG

]

× gϑτvγv
δgϑτ −

[

4RµmR
µmfG − 2R2fG + 4Rm

µmνR
µνfG

− 2Rl
µνnR

µνn
l fG + 16Rµν∇ν∇µfG − 4R�fG − 4Rµm∇µ∇mfG

− 4Rm
µmν∇ν∇µfG − 4Rνl∇ν∇lfG

]

− 6R�fG − 1

2
f + 12Rµν∇µ∇νfG,

J
(GT)
(ϑτ) = [2RµdR

µ
c fG + 2RµνRµdνcfG − RRcdfG −RdµνnR

µνn
c fG + 2Rcd�fG

+ R∇d∇cfG − 2Rµ
d∇µ∇cfG − 2Rµ

c∇µ∇dfG − 2Rµdνc∇µ∇νfG]h
c
ϑh

d
τ

+ 2

[

RµγRµδfG +R
γ
µδνR

µνfG − 1

2
RR

γ
δ fG − 1

2
RδµνnR

µνnγfG

+ R
γ
δ�fG −Rµγ∇µ∇δfG +

1

2
R∇δ∇γfG −R

µ
δ∇γ∇µfG

− R
γ
µδν∇µ∇νfG

]

hϑτvγv
δ − 2

[

RµτR
µ
ϑfG +RµνRµτνϑfG − 1

2
RRϑτfG
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− 1

2
RτµνnR

µνn
ϑ fG +Rϑτ�fG +

1

2
R∇ϑ∇τfG − R

µ
ϑ∇τ∇µfG

− Rµ
τ∇ϑ∇µfG − Rµτνϑ∇µ∇νfG]− 2 [−RµδR

µ
ϑfG − RµνRµδνϑfG

+
1

2
RRϑδfG +

1

2
RδµνnR

µνn
ϑ fG −Rδϑ�fG +Rµδνϑ∇µ∇νfG

− 1

2
R∇ϑ∇δfG +R

µ
ϑ∇δ∇µfG +R

µ
δ∇ϑ∇µfG

]

vτv
δ − 2 [−RµτR

µγfG

− RµνRγ
µτνfG +

1

2
RRγ

τ fG +
1

2
RτµνnR

µνnγfG −Rγ
τ�fG

+ Rµγ∇µ∇τfG +Rµ
τ∇µ∇γfG − 1

2
R∇γ∇τfG +Rγ

µτν∇µ∇νfG

]

vϑvγ

− 2

[

R
γ
µδνR

µνfG +RµδR
µγfG − 1

2
RR

γ
δ fG − 1

2
RµνnγRδµνnfG

+ R
γ
δ�fG +

1

2
R∇δ∇γfG − R

µ
δ∇µ∇γfG − Rµγ∇µ∇δfG

− R
γ
µδν∇ν∇µfG

]

vγv
δgϑτ ,

Q
(GT) =

[

1

2
RµǫR

µpfG +
1

2
RµνRp

µǫνfG − 1

4
RRp

ǫfG − 1

4
RǫµνnR

µνnpfG

+
1

2
Rp
ǫ�fG +

1

4
R∇p∇ǫfG − 1

4
Rµp∇ǫ∇µfG − 1

2
Rµ
ǫ∇p∇µfG

− 1

2
Rp
µǫν∇µ∇νfG

]

gϑτǫpδτ ǫ
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−1

2
RµδR

µpfG − 1
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+
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4
R
p
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R
p
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1

4
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4
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+
1

2
R
µ
δ∇p∇µfG +

1

4
Rµp∇δ∇µfG +

1

2
R
p
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]

gϑτǫpǫτǫ
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+

[

−1

2
RµǫR
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4
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4
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µνnγfG

− 1

2
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4
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− 1

4
Rµγ∇δ∇µfG − 1

2
R
γ
µδν∇µ∇νfG − 1

2
R
µ
δ∇γ∇µfG

]

gϑτǫǫγτǫ
ǫδ
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− 12Rµν∇ν∇µfG + 6R�fG + [4RµνR
µνfG + (µ+ p) fT

+ 4RµνRm
µνmfG − 2Rl

µνnR
µνn
l fG − 2R2fG − 4R�fG

+ 16Rµν∇ν∇µfG − 4Rµl∇l∇µfG − 4Rµm∇µ∇mfG

− 4Rm
µmν∇ν∇µfG

]

+
f

2
.
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