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Physical implications of pure Lovelock geometry on stellar structure
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We construct an exact anisotropic star model with a linear barotropic equation of state and
with Finch-Skea potential within the framework of pure Lovelock gravity. A comparison with the
corresponding Einstein model in a suitable limit is easily deduced. Evidently higher curvature
effects induced by the Lovelock contributions generate lower densities, pressures, surface tensions
and anisotropy factors when compared to its Einstein counterpart. The maximum moment of inertia
is attained for the Einstein case and hence it may be inferred that Lovelock effects soften the equation
of state. The model satisfies various stability tests.

I. INTRODUCTION

Massive stars and supernovae have long been proposed
as providing suitable conditions for important physical
processes such as nucleosynthesis. Much depends on the
physical properties of such stars. In particular its den-
sity, compactification, mass-radius relationships, gravita-
tional surface redshifts, moments of inertia and equations
of state furnish information on how such stellar labo-
ratories operate. Presently, calculations and deductions
from observations have principally been undertaken in
the framework of general relativity (GR). However, there
is a growing body of evidence suggesting that GR needs
modification. If this is the case then there will be pro-
found effects on the way most physical processes have
been understood to date. In this work, we investigate for
the first time what the physical consequences would be
for stellar distributions if pure Lovelock geometry were
invoked instead of GR. The advantage of this approach
is that the models we develop reduce to GR since GR
is the four dimensional version of first order Lovelock
gravity thus facilitating direct comparisons using identi-
cal parameter values.
Experimental data suggests that the standard theory

of gravity GR may require modifications. For exam-
ple that the universe is currently undergoing an epoch
of accelerated expansion has been amply confirmed by
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the Hubble space telescope, Supernovae Ia as well as the
WMAP surveys. These results are unexpected according
to the standard theory. In order to address this shortcom-
ing, conjectures of exotic matter fields have been made.
It is proposed that about 75% of the energy budget of the
universe consists of mysterious dark energy and about
27% is dark matter, however, no experimental support
for their existence has been forthcoming. For recent the-
oretical work on dark energy and dark matter see [1–3].

A completely different approach is to modify the theory
of gravity presently in use. Einstein’s theory has enjoyed
notable successes including satisfying solar system tests,
the confirmed prediction of gravitational waves [4] and
most recently the shadow of a black hole as investigated
by the Event Horizon Telescope [5]. Therefore, any mod-
ifications to the theory should preserve these positive fea-
tures. Moreover any theory of gravity should preserve dif-
feomorphism invariance or the satisfaction of the Bianchi
identities. There are a variety of such modified theories
on the market including f(R, T ) [6, 7], Rastall theory
[8, 9], unimodular (trace–free gravity) [10–15], massive
gravity[16] and so on.

Does there exist a theory that is diffeomorphism invari-
ant and generates up to second order field equations and
does not violate the energy conditions? The answer is in
the affirmative. It is the Lovelock theory which to zeroth
order corresponds to a vacuum solution with a cosmolog-
ical constant, to first order gives the standard Einstein
equations and to second order generates the Einstein–
Gauss–Bonnet (EGB) theory of gravity. The EGB the-
ory finds support from string theory as the very same
Lagrangian appears in the low energy effective action of
heterotic string theory [17]. The Lovelock polynomial is
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the tensor-only action that generates up to second or-
der equations of motion. If the effects of a scalar field
is incorporated with a tensor field then we must use the
Horndeski [18] modification. The full blown EGB equa-
tions are notoriously complicated and only a few exact
solutions for compact objects have been reported in the
literature as opposed to the some 120 exact solutions
known for the standard Einstein theory. The exterior
spacetime for EGB theory was worked out by Boulware
and Deser [19] and its extension to involve the electro-
magnetic field was accomplished by Wiltshire [20]. Note
that Lovelock higher curvature effects are active only in
spacetime dimensions higher than 4. It is unresolved
how to explain how the extra dimensions are topolog-
ically hidden. Note however, that higher dimensional
spaces are demanded in string theory and its general-
ization M− theory. Moreover gravitational fields with
higher dimensions were studied from the time of Kaluza
and Klein [21, 22] when the coupling of electromagnetic
field to ordinary matter proved challenging and the extra
dimension was explained away as a topological compact-
ification. A recent speculative idea advanced by Glavan
and Lin [23] introduced the scaling of the coupling con-
stant by a factor of D− 4, D being the spacetime dimen-
sion, in order to generate nontrivial curvature effects in
the four dimensional paradigm. This proposal suffers the
as yet unsettled problem of a discrete variable such as D
behaving as a continuous variable in approaching 0.
A study of the full Lovelock equations is prohibitive.

Nevertheless it is possible to investigate the effects of ex-
tra curvature of arbitrary order by isolating particular
terms of the Lovelock polynomial. This is the essence of
this article. This study will provide some insight on how
higher order Lovelock terms influence the gravitational
behaviour of hyperspheres of anisotropic astrophysical
fluids. The question of how to analyse the physical prop-
erties of higher dimensional objects arises since there ex-
ists no experimental or observational data. Then it fol-
lows that the only way to connect with observables is to
invoke data pertaining to well studied four dimensional
objects. This is the path taken in this article.

II. FIELD EQUATIONS IN PURE LOVELOCK

GRAVITY

The N th order Lovelock polynomial action is defined
by the Lagrangian [24]

L =

N
∑

N=0

αNR(N) (1)

where

R(N) =
1

2N
δµ1ν1......µNνN
α1β1....αNβN

N
∏

r=1

Rαrβr

µrνr . (2)

Here Rαβ
µν is the generalized Riemann tensor

in N th order Lovelock gravity [25]. Also the

δµ1ν1......µNνN
α1β1....αNβN

= 1
N !δ

µ1

α1
δν1β1

.....δµN

αN
δνNβN

is the general-
ized Kronecker delta.

On varying the action including the Lagrangian density
of the matter with respect to the metric, we obtain the
equations of motion given by

TAB =

N
∑

N=0

αNG
(N)
AB

=
N
∑

N=0

αN

[

N
(

R
(N)
AB −

1

2
R(N)gAB

)]

(3)

where G
(N)
AB is the N th order Einstein tensor, R(N) =

gABR
(N)
AB and TAB is the energy-momentum tensor. For

N = 0 the gravitational equation in Lovelock gravity
corresponds to the cosmological constant, N = 1 to Ein-
stein’s equation and N = 2 to Gauss-Bonnet gravity, etc.
The N th term of the equation of motion can be written
as

G
(N)
AB = N

(

R
(N)
AB −

1

2
R(N)gAB

)

= TAB . (4)

Now let us assume the interior space-time to be spher-
ically symmetric and d−dimensional, and is in the form

ds2 = −eνdt2 + eλdr2 + r2dΩ2
d−2 (5)

where dΩ2
d−2 is the metric on a unit (d− 2)−sphere and

is given by

dΩ2
1 = dφ2

dΩ2
i+1 = dθ2i + sin2 θi dΩ

2
i , i ≥ 1.

(6)

Assuming the comoving fluid velocity vector ui =
e−ν/2δi0, the corresponding stress tensor of an anisotropic

fluid is T j
i = diag(−ρ, pr, pθ, pφ, pφ1...). The conserva-

tion of stress tensor i.e. TB
A;B = 0 yields the generalized

TOV-equation in d−dimensions i.e.

−
1

2
(pr + ρ)

dν

dr
−

dpr
dr

+
d− 2

r
(pθ − pr) = 0 . (7)

This equation can also be written in terms of the bal-
anced force equation given by

Fg + Fh + Fa = 0 (8)

where Fg is the gravitational force, Fh is the hydrostatic
force and Fa, the anisotropic force and defined as

Fg = −
1

2
(pr + ρ)

dν

dr
(9)

Fh = −
dpr
dr

(10)

Fa =
d− 2

r
(pθ − pr) . (11)
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The density, radial & tangential pressure can be ex-
pressed as

ρ(r) =
(d− 2)e−λ(1− e−λ)N−1

2r2N
×

[

rNλ′ + {d− 2N − 1}{eλ − 1}
]

(12)

pr(r) =
(d− 2)e−λ(1− e−λ)N−1

2r2N
×

[

rNν′ − {d− 2N − 1}{eλ − 1}
]

(13)

pθ(r) =
e−λN (eλ − 1)N−2

4r2N

[

Nrλ′
{

2(d− 2N − 1)

{1− eλ} − rν′(eλ − 2N + 1)
}

− (1 − eλ)
{

2(d− 2N − 1)(d− 2N − 2){1− eλ}+ 2N

(d− 2N − 1)rν′ +Nr2ν′2 + 2Nr2ν′′
}]

(14)

respectively. Here primes (′) represent differentiation
with respect to r and we have set the Lovelock coupling
parameter αN to unity. Note that we are assuming an
anisotropic fluid distribution pr 6= pθ for the purpose of
devising a realistic model. Anisotropy in self-gravitating
systems has been explored in the seminal work of Her-
rera and Santos [27]. Some sources of local anisotropy
include viscosity, pion condensation, neutrino trapping
and rotation amongst others. In systems where the cen-
tral density is of the order of 1011 to 1012g.cm−3, the
long mean free path of trapped neutrinos within the core
results in a small radiative Reynolds number, thus ren-
dering the stellar fluid viscous. For a rotating star, the
slow-rotation approximation shows small deviations from
spherical symmetry. The condition for hydrostatic equi-
librium in the first approximation for slowly rotating flu-
ids is the same as that of an anisotropic fluid. As to the
question of what mechanisms give rise to attractive or
repulsive forces due to anisotropy, the answer lies within
the physics of the model. In the case of rotating fluids
in the slow-rotation approximation, it can be shown that
the anisotropy is related to the angular velocity ω via
∆ = pθ−pr = ρ0ω

2r/3. It is clear from this relation that
the tangential pressure dominates the radial pressure,
thus giving rise to a repulsive force due to anisotropy.
Also, when the anisotropy is related to an outgoing null
fluid (dissipation in the streaming out approximation),
or when anisotropy is related to viscosity, one can show
that the radial pressure dominates the tangential pres-
sure. In the case of phase transitions, superconductivity,
superfluidity, magnetic field, etc., the nature of the force
due to anisotropy depends on the specific set up of the
problem.

III. A BOUNDED SOLUTION IN PURE

LOVELOCK GRAVITY

To solve the above sets of coupled differential equations
(2)-(14), we assume a linear equation of state (EoS) of

the form

pr(r) = αρ(r) − β (15)

with α and β are arbitrary constants with appropriate
units. To ensure a subluminal EOS, the velocity of sound
vr = dpr/dρ = α must be less than or equal to unity.
Hence α should be chosen in the range 0 ≤ α ≤ 1. This
EOS may be recognised as the MIT bag model for α =
1/3 and β = 4Bg/3, where Bg is the Bag constant.
Using (2) and (13), (5) reduces to

ν′ =
1

rN

[

αrNλ′ −
2βr2N

d− 2
eλ(1 − e−λ)1−N

]

+
(α+ 1)(eλ − 1)(d− 2N − 1)

rN
. (16)

To integrate (16), we prescribe a particular form of g11
of the Finch-Skea [26] type metric potential given by

eλ = 1 +
r2

R2
(17)

where R is an arbitrary parameter measured in km. This
choice is motivated by the pleasing physical properties of
the Finch-Skea model and its consistency with the as-
trophysical theory of Walecka [28]. Walecka devised a
relativistic mean field theory using a numerical integra-
tion of the main field equation for neutron stars. When
the exact model of Finch and Skea was compared to the
Walecka calculations it was shown that only an average
of about a 12% deviation in the central mass density and
surface density was evident.
On using (17) in (16) we get

ν(r) = ν0 +
(α+ 1)r2(d− 2N − 1)

2NR2
+ α ln

[

R2

{

1 +
r2

R2

}]

−
βr2N+2

(d− 2)N(N + 1)R2

(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)−N−1

(18)

where ν0 is the constant of integration. The variation of
these metric functions are shown in Fig. 1.

N = 1, d= 3 (Violet)

N = 1, d= 4 (Green)

N = 2, d= 6 (Black)

N = 3, d= 7 (Red)
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FIG. 1. Variation of metric potentials with radial coordinate
r for the parameters given in Table I.
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N = 1, d= 3 (Violet)
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FIG. 2. Variation of density with radial coordinate r for the
parameters given in Table I.

The expressions of density and pressures can be written
as

ρ(r) =
d− 2

2
r−2(N+1)

(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)N+1

×

[

r2(d− 2N − 1) + (d− 1)R2
]

(19)

pr(r) =
α(d − 2)

2
r−2(N+1)

(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)N+1

×

[

r2(d− 2N − 1) + (d− 1)R2
]

− β (20)

pθ(r) =
r4−2N (r2/R2)n−2

4(d− 2)2NR10(1 + r2/R2)2

(

1 +
r2

R2

)−N

[

2{2− d}f3(r)NR4{d− 2N − 1}(1 + r2/R2)

−2{2− d}f4(r)NR2 + 2{2− d}
(

2{d− 2}

NR4{d− 2N − 1}{1 + r2/R2} − f5(r){r
2

−2(N − 1)R2}
)

NR2 + f1(r) + f2(r)r
2
]

. (21)

The anisotropy is defined by ∆ = pθ − pr.
The variations of density, pressures and anisotropy are

shown in Figs. 2, 3 and 4. It can be seen that for (N =
1, d = 3) the (ρc, pc,∆(R)) are their highest values
while in (N = 3, d = 7) they attain their lowest values.
This signifies that the pressure, density and anisotropy
decrease in higher order gravity and higher dimensions
dimensions.
Here

f1(r) = −2(d− 2)2NR6(d− 2N − 1)[d− 2(N + 1)]

(1 + r2/R2)2 (22)

f2(r) =

[

(α+ 1)(d− 2)r2(d− 2N − 1) + (d− 2)R2

(αd− α+ d− 2N − 1)− 2βr2N+2

(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)−N

− 2βR2r2N

(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)−N ]2

(23)

N = 1, d= 3 (Violet)

N = 1, d= 4 (Green)

N = 2, d= 6 (Black)

N = 3, d= 7 (Red)
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FIG. 3. Variation of radial and transverse pressure with radial
coordinate r for the parameters given in Table I.
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FIG. 4. Variation of anisotropy with radial coordinate r for
the parameters given in Table I.

f3(r) = −(α+ 1)(d− 2)r2(d− 2N − 1)− (d− 2)R2

(αd− α+ d− 2N − 1) + 2βr2N+2

(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)−N

+ 2βR2r2N

(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)−N

(24)

f4(r) = (α+ 1)(d− 2)r4(d− 2N − 1) + 2(d− 2)r2R2

(αd− α+ d− 3αN − 2N − 1) + (d− 2)R4

(αd− α+ d− 2N − 1)− 2β(2N + 1)r2N+4

(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)−N

− 4β(N + 1)R2r2N+2

(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)−N

− 2βR4r2N
(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)−N

(25)

f5(r) = −(α+ 1)(d− 2)r2(d− 2N − 1)− (d− 2)R2

(αd− α+ d− 2N − 1) + 2βr2N+2

(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)−N

+ 2βR2r2N
(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)−N

(26)

Now we can define the equation of state parameters as

ωr =
pr
ρ

, ωθ =
pθ
ρ
. (27)

These parameters are less than unity implying that the
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N =1, d=3 Violet
N =1, d=4 (Green)

N =2, d=6 Black
N =3, d=7 Red
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FIG. 5. Variation of equation of state parameter (ωr = pr/ρ
and ωt = pt/ρ) with radial coordinate r for the parameters
given in Table I.

solution can represent physically reasonable matter dis-
tributions (see Fig. 5).
The density and pressure gradients can be expressed

as

dρ

dr
= −

(d− 2)Nr1−2N
[

r2(d− 2N − 1) + (d+ 1)R2
]

R4 (1 + r2/R2)
2

×

(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)N

(28)

dpr
dr

= −
(d− 2)Nr1−2N

[

r2(d− 2N − 1) + (d+ 1)R2
]

α

R4 (1 + r2/R2)
2

×

(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)N

. (29)

We omit writing the expression for dpθ/dr due to its cum-
bersome and lengthy form.

IV. PROPERTIES OF THE SOLUTION

The non-singular nature of the solution can be con-
firmed by checking the values of the density and pressure
at the center of the star. Furthermore, the metric func-
tions are regular at the centre. Both metric functions
eν and eλ are monotonically increasing functions of r as
evidenced in Fig. 1. Fig. 2 shows that the density de-
creases from the centre towards the stellar surface. It
is interesting to observe that the density decreases as
one transcends from classical Einstein gravity through to
pure Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity to higher order pure
Lovelock gravity. The behaviour in the radial pressure
follows the trend of the energy density as one expects
from the imposition of an equation of state as shown in
Fig. 3. The tangential pressure mimics the behaviour
of the radial pressure at each interior point of the stellar
configuration. We also observe that higher order effects
result in smaller compact objects (i.e. smaller radii). The
equation of state parameter is displayed in Fig. 5. We
observe that the equation of state parameter increases
with N and d thus allowing us to conclude that higher
order effects coupled with higher dimensional effects lead

to more compact objects. This is corroborated by Fig. 8,
as will be examined later. The anisotropy increases to-
wards the surface of the star Fig 4. Higher order effects
seem to quench the anisotropy at each interior point of
the stellar configuration.
The central values of density and pressure can we writ-

ten as

ρc =
(d− 2)(d− 1)

2R2N
> 0 , ∀ R > 0 (30)

prc = pθc =
α(d− 2)(d− 1)

2R2N
− β > 0. (31)

The stiffest EoS known in current physics is the Zel-
dovich’s fluid where p = ρ and hence the speed of sound is
equal to that of light. Therefore, the maximum possible
ratio of pressure to density is unity for Zeldovich fluids
and less than 1 for any other fluid. Even at the cen-
ter any stellar system composed of ordinary fluid must
satisfy the Zeldovich’s criterion given by

prc
ρc

= α−
2R2Nβ

(d− 2)(d− 1)
≤ 1. (32)

Using the above constraints (31) and (32) we can de-
duce the relationship

0 <

[

α(d− 2)(d− 1)

2R2N
− β

]

≤
(d− 2)(d− 1)

2R2N
. (33)

N =1, d=3 Violet
N =1, d=4 (Green)

N =2, d=6 Black
N =3, d=7 Red

vr
2 (Dashed)

v�2 (Solid)

0 2 4 6 8 10

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

r (km)

v
2
i

FIG. 6. Variation of sound speed square with radial coordi-
nate r for the parameters given in Table I.

The speed of sound in the interior can be determined
as

v2r =
dpr
dρ

= α , v2θ =
dpθ
dρ

. (34)

For physically plausible stellar configurations the causal-
ity condition demands that 0 ≤ v2r ≤ 1 and 0 ≤ v2θ ≤ 1
(Fig. 6).
The non-singular nature of the central sound speed can

also be seen from

vrc = α (35)

vθc =
R4N

2(d− 2)3(d+ 1)N2

[

(d− 2)2

R4N

{

d2
[

1 + α2 −
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2α(N2 − 1)
]

+ 2d
{

(α+ 1)2 + αN2 +

(α+ 1)N
}

+ (α+ 1)(α+ 2N + 1)−

4β(d− 2)

R2N

{

α− (α+ 1)d+N + 1
}

− 4β2

]

.(36)

The compactness and mass confined in a radius r of any
stellar fluid configuration in d−dimensions is given by

u(r) =
m(r)

rd−3
(37)

m(r) =
2π(d−1)/2

Γ
(

d−1
2

)

∫ r

0

ρ(ξ) ξd−2dξ. (38)

N = 1, d = 3 (Violet)

N = 1, d = 4 (Green)

N = 2, d = 6 (Black)

N = 3, d = 7 (Red)
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FIG. 7. Variation of M − R curve for the parameters given
in Table I.
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FIG. 8. Variation of compactness function with radial coor-
dinate r for the parameters given in Table I.

Using the above definitions (37) and (38) we determine
the compactness parameter and mass function as

u(r) =
2π(d−1)/2

Γ
(

d−1
2

)

[

d− 2

16π
r2−2N

(

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

)N
]

(39)

m(r) =
2π(d−1)/2

Γ
(

d−1
2

)

[

d− 2

16π
rd−2N−1

{

r2/R2

1 + r2/R2

}N
]

(40)

It may be observed from Fig. 7 that m(0) = 0 and the
mass is an increasing function of the radial coordinate.

In addition, lower mass stars reside in higher order grav-
ity coupled with higher dimensions. Equivalently, higher
mass stars are predicted by classical Einstein gravitation
theory. The plots for compactness are depicted in Fig.
8 which signify that all the solutions satisfy the Buch-
dahl limit m

r < 4
9 . Moreover, it is evident that for the

N = 2, d = 6 case (pure Gauss-Bonnet) the compact-
ness ratio m

r is the highest while for the Einstein case
N = 1, d = 4 it is least.

V. MATCHING OF INTERIOR AND

EXTERIOR METRIC AT THE BOUNDARY

The exterior metric is assumed to be a vacuum and is
represented by

ds2 = −

(

1−
Cd

r
d−2N−1

N

)

dt2+
dr2

1− Cd/r
d−2N−1

N

+r2dΩ2
d−2

(41)
where Cd is given as

Cd =
8πGdM

d− 2
.
Γ
(

d−1
2

)

π(d−1)/2
(42)

with Gd, the gravitational constant in d−dimensions and
M , the total mass of the stellar system as observed by
an external observer.
On matching the metrics (5) and (41) at the boundary

r = a, we have

e−λb = 1−
Cd

a
d−2N−1

N

= eνb (43)

pr(r = a) = 0. (44)

Completing the matching of the interior and exterior
geometries with these boundary conditions generates the
values

R =

√

ad−1 − a2Cd

Cd
(45)

ν0 = ln

(

1−
Cd

ad−3

)

−
(α+ 1)a2(d− 2N − 1)

2NR2

−α ln
(

a2 +R2
)

+
βa2N+2

(

a2/R2

1+a2/R2

)−N−1

(d− 2)N(N + 1)R2
(46)

β

α
=

(d− 2)
[

a2(d− 2N − 1) + (d− 1)R2
]

2(a2 +R2)N+1
. (47)

for these necessary constants and parameters. The re-
maining parameters d, N, a and α have been left free
and a range of values will be examined to study the model
properties.
Also the surface red-shift can be completely deter-

mined from

zs = e−νs/2 − 1 = eλs/2 − 1 (48)

=

√

1 +
a2

R2
− 1. (49)
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FIG. 9. Variation of gravitational red-shift with radial coor-
dinates r for the parameters given in Table I.

We observe that the surface redshift due to higher order
effects is larger than their classical Einstein counterparts
Fig. 9.

N =1, d=3 Violet
N =1, d=4 (Green)

N =2, d=6 Black
N =3, d=7 Red

ρ+pr (DashedM

ρ+pN (SolidO

ρ+pr+2 pP (Short DashedQ

0 2 4 6 8 10
0

100
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R
S

(M
e
V
/
fm

3
)

FIG. 10. Variation of energy conditions (EC) with radial
coordinate r for the parameters given in Table I.

VI. ENERGY CONDITIONS

The solutions of the field equations in Lovelock grav-
ity can represent a physically viable stellar distribution
only if it satisfies certain energy conditions. Here we
are going to verify graphically that our solution hold the
null energy condition (NEC), dominant energy condition
(DEC), strong energy condition (SEC) and weak energy
condition (WEC) conditions at all the interior points i.e.

NEC : ρ(r) ≥ 0 (50)

WEC : ρ(r) + pr(r) ≥ 0 , ρ(r) + pθ(r) ≥ 0 (51)

SEC : ρ(r) + pr(r) + 2pθ(r) ≥ 0 (52)

DEC : ρ(r) ≥ |pr(r)|, |pθ(r)|. (53)

which is verified in Fig. 10.

VII. EQUILIBRIUM AND STABILITY

ANALYSIS

VII.1. Equilibrium analysis

For a stellar configuration to be stable, all the forces
acting on the system has to counter-balance each other
(or at equilibrium). The balanced force equation is given
by the generalized TOV-equation in higher dimensions
and it can be obtained from the conservation of energy-
momentum tensor TAB given in (7) i.e.

−
1

2
(pr + ρ)

dν

dr
−

dpr
dr

+
d− 2

r
(pθ − pr) = 0 (54)

which further can reduce to

Fg + Fh + Fa = 0 (55)

where Fg, Fh and Fa are defined in (9)-(11). The counter
balancing of these force are shown in Fig. 11. We should
point out that the contributions from anisotropy can lead
to repulsive (pθ > pr) or attractive (pθ < pr) forces.
For this case pr > pθ signifying an attractive anisotropic
force. Hydrostatic equilibrium is achieved via the TOV-
equation by the balancing of the hydrostatic force and
the combined force due to anisotropy and gravity.

N =1, d=3 Violet
N =1, d=4 (Green)

N =2, d=6 Black
N =3, d=7 Red

Fg (Short Dashed)

Fh (Dashed)

Fa (Solid)

0 2 4 6 8 10

-0.0004

-0.0002

0.0000

0.0002

0.0004

r (km)

F
i

FIG. 11. Variation of forces due to gravity (Fg), hydro-
static (Fh) and anisotropy (Fa) acting through Tolman-
Oppenheimer-Volkoff equation with radial coordinates r for
the parameters given in Table I.

VII.2. Adiabatic index and stability

The relativistic adiabatic index Γr of the stellar con-
figuration can be defined as [30]

Γr =
pr + ρ

pr

dpr
dρ

. (56)

Bondi [29] has discussed that for a Newtonian fluid
sphere obeying a polytropic equation of state (EoS), an
adiabatic collapse will proceed if Γr ≤ 4/3 and the col-
lapse will be catastrophic if less than 4/3. Therefore,
the stiffness of a Newtonian fluid sphere is not sufficient
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FIG. 12. Variation of relativistic adiabatic index with radial
coordinate r for the parameters given in Table I.

enough to hold the mass if the adiabatic index is less than
4/3.
However, for an anisotropic fluid sphere this condition

is adapted for a relativistic fluid sphere due to its regen-
erative effect of pressure. For an anisotropic relativistic
sphere to initiate adiabatic collapse [30],

Γ <
4

3
+

[

4

3

(pθ0 − pr0)

|p′r0|r
+

8π

3

ρ0pr0
|p′r0|

r

]

max

, (57)

where, pr0, pθ0, and ρ0 are the initial radial, tangential,
and energy density in static equilibrium satisfying. The
first and last terms inside the square brackets represent
the anisotropic and relativistic corrections respectively
and both the quantities are positive which increase the
unstable range of Γ [30–32]. Now we are convinced that
for an anisotropic fluid, adiabatic collapse is still possible
even if the adiabatic index is more than 4/3 for positive
values of anisotropy. However, this condition will change
depending on the various types of anisotropy. Fig. 12
shows that our model is stable at each interior point of
the fluid configuration. Furthermore, higher order effects
render the star more unstable than their classical Ein-
stein counterparts since the central values of Γ is much
lower in higher N and d.

N =1, d=3 Violet
N =1, d=4 (Green)

N =2, d=6 Black
N =3, d=7 Red
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0.0
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0.3

0.4
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r (km)

W
XY
Z
[\
]^
_
`
a
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cd
e

FIG. 13. Variation of stability factor |v2t − v2r | with radial
coordinates r for the parameters given in Table I.
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N =3, d=7 Red
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FIG. 14. Variation of mass with central density for the pa-
rameters given in Table I.

VII.3. Causality condition and stability

For any physical fluids, satisfaction of the causality
condition is required i.e. 0 ≤ (v2r , v2θ) ≤ 1. Abreu et
al. [33] have shown that since both the components of
sound speed are less than 1, their difference has to sat-
isfy the inequality 0 ≤ |v2θ − v2r | ≤ 1. The parameter
|v2θ − v2r | is defined as stability factor and it has to be less
than 1 for a potentially stable configuration [33]. We ob-
serve an interesting phenomenon in Fig 13 in which the
stability factor decreases to zero for some finite radius
and then increases towards the boundary. The vanishing
of the stability factor occurs at a much smaller radius
for higher order theories of gravity and the subsequent
increase towards the surface is much sharper.

VII.4. Static stability criterion

The concepts of radial perturbation was put forwarded
by S. Chandrasekhar [34] where the metric functions and
the physical parameters i.e. density and pressure were
perturbed as

λ → λ0 + δλ , ν → ν0 + δν ,

ρ → ρ0 + δρ , p → p0 + δp.

Then all the perturbations are taken as oscillatory func-
tion δλ · exp[iσt] etc. with σ as characteristics frequency.
Now, the amplitude of the perturbations δλ, δν, δρ, δp
are determined from the perturbed field equations. Fur-
ther, the values of the characteristic frequencies are de-
termined from the conservation equation. If σ2 < 0 or
σ ≡ ±iσ one has collapsing/expanding (unstable) sys-
tem and σ2 > 0 or σ ≡ ±σ leads to an oscillatory i.e.
non-collapsing/expanding (stable) system.
This method has been simplified as the static stability

criterion by Harrison et al. [35] and Zeldovich-Novikov
[36]. This suggests that stability is always maintained
as long as the mass of the configurations increase with
central density or mathematically dM/dρc > 0 for any
stable configuration. The point where dM/dρc = 0 is
called the turning point. For this solution the mass in
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terms of central density can be written as

M(ρc) =
2π(d−1)/2

Γ
(

d−1
2

)

[

d− 2

16π
ad−2N−1

(

a2

a2 + ρ̃2c

)N
]

(58)

dM

dρc
=

(d− 2)π
d−3

2 ad−2N−1
(

(d−2)(d−1)
ρc

)1/N

8ρcΓ
(

d−1
2

)

(

a2(16π)1/N +
(

(d−2)(d−1)
ρc

)1/N
)





a2

a2 + (16π)−1/N
(

(d−2)(d−1)
ρc

)

1/n





N

> 0 (59)

where ρ̃2c = [(d − 1)(d − 2)/(2ρc)]
1/N . The variation of

mass with central density is shown in Fig. 14. Here
the range of stable density during radial perturbation is
highest for second order 6D-gravity (i.e. N = 2) than the
rest implying that compact stars are much stable under
radial perturbations.

N = 1, d = 3 (Violet)
N = 1, d = 4 (Green)
N = 2, d = 6 (Black)
N = 3, d = 7 (Red)
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M
e
V
/
fm

2
)

FIG. 15. Variation of surface tension with surface radius for
the parameters given in Table I along with n = 0.725 fm−3

or equivalently rn = 0.76 fm.

VIII. SURFACE TENSION OF COMPACT

STARS AND ITS BEHAVIOUR IN HIGHER

DIMENSIONS

A recent investigation by Bagichi et al [37] on the sur-
face tension of compact stars reveal that the surface ten-
sion of “strange stars” (composed of u, d, s-quarks) is
higher than neutron stars. The surface tension of a non-
rotating spherically symmetric self-gravitating strange
matter can be calculated from the excess pressure on the
surface given as

|∆pr|r=a =
2S

a
(60)

where S is the surface tension and a is the radius of
the star. The excess pressure ∆pr at the surface can be
determined from

|∆pr|r=a = rn

∣

∣

∣

∣

dpr
dr

∣

∣

∣

∣

r=a

. (61)

Here rn is the radius of quark particle and is given
by rn = (1/πn)1/3, where n is the baryon number den-
sity. By assuming the baryon number density n =
0.725 MeV/fm2, we have obtained the behavior of sur-
face tension in higher dimensions. It is clearly seen
from Fig. 15 that the surface density decreases signifi-
cantly with increase in higher order and dimensions. For
N = 1, d = 3, 4 it seems to increase the surface ten-
sion with increasing surface radius of the compact star.
However, in the case of higher order gravity in higher
dimensions i.e. for N = 2, d = 6 and N = 3, d = 7
the surface tension is maximum for a particular value
of surface radius at about 4.45 km and 2.48 km respec-
tively. We observe that the surface tension seems to
be directly proportional to the measure of anisotropy
∆(r). For N = 1, d = 3, 4 the anisotropy is maxi-
mum at the surface and hence surface tension as well.
Similarly, for N = 2, d = 6 and N = 3, d = 7, when-
ever the anisotropy increases the surface tension also in-
creases and vice-versa. According to Alcock and Olinto
[38] the existence of strange stars requires a large value
of S which can be obtained by general relativistic cor-
rections in modeling such compact stars [37]. However,
Sharma and Maharaj [39] have shown that a wide range
in the values of S can be obtained by introducing pressure
anisotropy. In this article, we have provided a mechanism
which accounts for wide ranges of S by incorporating
higher order gravity in higher dimensions.
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M = �� ¡

0.0 ¢£¤ 0.4 0.6 0.8 ¥¦§ ¨©ª «¬­
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³´
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FIG. 16. Variation of I with M/M⊙ for different dimension
and order of gravity.

IX. SLOW ROTATION IN DIFFERENT

DIMENSIONS AND HIGHER ORDER GRAVITY

For a rotating compact star, the stiffness of the EoS is
more sensitive to the maximum value of the moment of
inertia (Imax) than Mmax or Rmax, Haensel et al. [40].
Therefore, it is necessary to calculate the moment of iner-
tia. Assuming a rigidly rotating star at angular frequency
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TABLE I. Values of all the parameters for well-behaved solutions.

N d R β α ν0 a Mmax zs u = Mmax

a
S(r = a)

(km) (km−2) (km) (M⊙) MeV/fm2

1 3 9 19.8× 10−4 0.33 0.01 3.88 0.98 0.19 0.373 618.08

1 4 16 19.8× 10−4 0.33 0.01 10.71 2.67 0.23 0.368 607.36

2 6 7.5 1× 10−4 0.33 0.01 2.26 0.499 0.54 0.326 87.166

3 7 5 5× 10−6 0.33 0.001 4.69 0.869 0.67 0.274 7.151

Ω, its moment of inertia can be determined as [41]

I =
8π

3

∫ R

0

r4(ρ+ pr)e
(λ−ν)/2 ω̄

Ω
dr (62)

where, the local spin frequency ω̄ satisfies Hartle’s
equation [42]

d

dr

(

r4j
dω̄

dr

)

= −4r3ω̄
dj

dr
. (63)

with j = e−(λ+ν)/2 which has boundary value j(R) = 1.
The approximate moment of inertia I up to the maximum
mass Mmax was given by Bejger and Haensel [43] as

I =
2

5

(

1 + x
)

MR2, (64)

where parameter x = (M/R) · km/M⊙. For the solu-
tion we have plotted M/M⊙ vs I in Fig. 16. Here we
have found that the maximum moment of inertia Imax

occurs for N = 1 and d = 4 (the Einstein’s gravity). For
Einstein’s gravity in 3-D, the Imax decreases as Mmax

decreases. For EGB gravity (N = 2, d = 6) the val-
ues of Imax and Mmax are even lower than the values
in Einstein’s gravity. These values of Imax and Mmax

further decrease in Lovelock gravity (N = 3, d = 7).
These observations imply that the compact stars can at-
tain maximum stiffness in EoSs in Einstein’s gravity with
the rotation and mass being maximum. In fact the mass
corresponding to Imax is lower by ∼ 3% from the Mmax.
This happens to the EoS without any strong high-density
softening due to hyperonization or phase transition to an
exotic state [44].

X. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper we have constructed exact models of com-
pact objects within the framework of pure Lovelock grav-
ity. We assumed that the radial and tangential stresses at
each interior point of the stellar fluid are unequal. Fur-
thermore, the interior matter distribution obeys a lin-
ear equation of state which relates the radial pressure
to the matter density. In order to close the system of
equations we assume a form for the one of the gravita-
tional potentials based on the Finch and Skea ansatz.
The equation of state readily gives the other metric po-
tential thus completing the gravitational behaviour of the
model. A thorough investigation of the physical viability

of the model based on thermodynamical properties and
stability analysis indicate that our model is an excellent
star-like candidate residing in pure Lovelock gravity. In
a recent paper by Dadhich et al. [45] exact solutions in
pure Lovelock gravity for isotropic perfect fluid distribu-
tions were presented. An interesting observation arising
from this work is that there cannot exist bounded config-
urations describing star-like objects for odd dimensions
(d = 2N + 1) [46]. The same is not true for even dimen-
sions (d = 2N+2) [47]. This arises from the fact that the
radial pressure does not vanish for some finite r which de-
fines the boundary of the object. In the present work we
have found bounded configurations for odd dimensions
but by relaxing to the anisotropic case and by carefully
choosing the equation of state of the stellar fluid. We
must point out that the boundedness of the solutions
does not arise from the fact that the stresses within the
fluid configuration are unequal (ie., pr 6= pθ) but from the
nature of the EoS which assumes the form pr = αρ − β
where β = αρs. Here ρs is the energy density at the
stellar surface. One concludes that this choice of the
EoS guarantees the vanishing of the radial pressure for
some finite value r > 0. Thus within this construction, it
is possible to have bounded configurations for both odd
and even dimensions. It is already well known in the
literature that compact star solutions exist in Einstein-
Gauss-Bonnet gravity which is the case of N = 2 and
d = 5.

XI. CONCLUSIONS

An exact model of an anisotropic star in the context
of pure Lovelock gravity was obtained by prescribing a
linear equation of state and a Finch-Skea potential. The
general solution was found for all spacetime dimensions
d and order of Lovelock polynomial N . Consequently it
was possible to compare the effect of d and N on the
models. It was found that the Einstein star was the least
compact and that the mass-radius ratio decreased with
increasing d and N . Further Einstein stars generated the
highest density and pressure values. The results of this
investigation show decidedly that higher curvature effects
have a marked influence on stellar structure when com-
pared to stars in the standard theory general relativity.
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