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ABSTRACT
This study simulates strange stars in 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity with an additional source under an electric field using gravitational decoupling
and the complete Gravitational Decoupling (CGD) technique. By employing the Tolman ansatz and the MIT bag model equation
of state (EOS), we explore bounded star configurations derived from the 𝜃0

0 = 𝜌 and 𝜃1
1 = 𝑝𝑟 sectors within the CGD formalism.

Our models are subjected to physical viability tests, and we analyze the impact of anisotropy and the electric charge parameter
𝐸0 as well as the coupling parameters 𝛼 and 𝛽1. Comparisons are made with observational constraints, including GW190814,
neutron stars PSR J1614-2230, PSR J1903+6620, Cen X-3 and LMC X-4. Notably, we achieve the presence of a lower "mass
gap" component by adjusting parameters 𝛼 and 𝛽1. Our models exhibit well-behaved mass profiles, internal regularity, and
stability, with the absence of gravitational collapse verified through the Buchdahl–Andréasson’s limit. In addition, we present
a detailed physical analysis based on three parameters, 𝛼 (decoupling strength), 𝛽1 ( 𝑓 (𝑄)–coupling) and 𝑄 (surface charge).
This study provides insights into the behavior of compact objects in 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity and expands our understanding of strange star
configurations within this framework.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Several independent cosmological observations indicate that the Uni-
verse is accelerating (Riess et al. 1998; Perlmutter et al. 1999; Suzuki
et al. 2012). The cosmological constant (Λ) in the Einstein-Hilbert
action integral allows the General Theory of Relativity (GR) to rep-
resent the recent accelerated expansion of the Universe. Einstein’s
GR has achieved considerable success, but one of its challenges has
been the cosmological observations posed by dark energy and dark
matter. Typically, two approaches address this bizarre issue: the first
approach is to change the matter sector by introducing more dark
energy components into the energy budget of the Universe, and the
second approach is to extend the geometrical part of GR. The second
approach involves the extension of Einstein-Hilbert action. The most
common geometrical extension of GR is the 𝑓 (𝑅) gravity, which is
based on curvature. Another approach is to extend the geometrical
part through torsion and nonmetricity. The torsion-based gravita-
tional theories, which is equivalent to GR, is known as the Teleparal-
lel Equivalent of General Relativity (TEGR) (Einstein 1928; Hayashi
& Shirafuji 1979; Sauer 2006) whereas in the non-metricity based it
is known as Symmetric Teleparallel Equivalent of General Relativity
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(STEGR) (Nester & Yo 1999; Jiménez et al. 2018b,a). The TEGR
gravity is based on torsion instead of the curvature of space-time.
This theory is developed in flat space-time with torsion, where the
primary variables are the tetrad and spin connection when using the
tetrad language. The vanishing of the curvature and non-metricity
tensor limits the spin connection. These constraints enable the se-
lection of the Weitzenböck connection, where all components of the
spin connections disappear, leaving simply the tetrad components
as the fundamentals. This choice is considered a gauge selection in
TEGR. It does not impact physics since any other compatible choice
with the constraint of teleparallelism will lead to the same action
except for a surface term.

In STEGR, nonmetricity defines gravity rather than curvature and
torsion. Given the teleparallelism bounds, a coincidence gauge can
be chosen in this theory, which establishes just the metric tensor as a
fundamental variable. Further extension of STEGR is the 𝑓 (𝑄) grav-
ity, which is quite comparable to 𝑓 (𝑅) gravity (Jiménez et al. 2018a;
Heisenberg 2019). Several aspects of 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity are available in
the literature ((Jiménez et al. 2020; Anagnostopoulos et al. 2021;
Barros et al. 2020; Flathmann & Hohmann 2021)). The extended
theories of gravity have given significance in finding the astrophysi-
cal and cosmological properties of the Universe. In the general class
of 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity, the propagation velocity and potential polarization
of gravitational waves across Minkowski space-time were investi-
gated in (Hohmann et al. (2019)). Consequently, gravitational wave
polarization has a significant influence on the strong-field behavior
of gravitational theory (Soudi et al. (2019)). The 𝑓 (𝑄) theory has
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2 Santosh V. Lohakare et al.

been studied in a wide range of contexts, including those related
to late-time acceleration with observational data sets (Lazkoz et al.
2019) bouncing (Bajardi et al. 2020), black holes (D’Ambrosio et al.
2022), and the development of the growth index in matter perturba-
tions (Khyllep et al. 2021). Several 𝑓 (𝑄) parametrizations have been
studied to incorporate observational data constraints (Ayuso et al.
(2021)).

Gravitational waves and black hole shadows have strengthened
the study of compact objects such as pulsars, neutron stars (NS),
and quark stars (Abbott et al. 2016; Akiyama et al. 2019). Einstein’s
classical GR has produced stellar models that match data in different
contexts. Stars with densities equal to 1016g cm−3 have continued to
be explained by GR, which accounts for their mass-to-radius ratios,
compactness, and redshifts. The electromagnetic field significantly
influences the development and stability of compact objects. The
most crucial components for lowering the gravitational force are
electromagnetic forces. Compact star objects need a massive charge
to maintain strength and overcome the tremendous gravitational pull.
According to Bekenstein’s analysis (Bekenstein 1971), charge acts as
a Coulomb repulsive force and maintains the system’s stable state. In
Ref. Esculpi & Alomá (2010), it is shown that charge and anisotropy
exhibit repulsive behavior in extending this study to anisotropic mat-
ter configuration. In Ref. Rahaman et al. (2012), an analysis of the
effect of charge on neutron star structure in an anisotropic fluid con-
figuration has been shown. To solve the Einstein-Maxwell equations,
Maurya et al. (2015) considered the baryonic matter with the charge
and obtained new charged stellar models where the matter variables
rely on the electromagnetic field. The dynamical evolution of com-
pact stellar objects was studied in Ref. Sharif & Mumtaz (2016).
They discovered that charge plays a significant role in the evolution of
star instability. The existence of compact structures with anisotropic
matter distributions in the framework of 𝑓 (𝑅,𝑇) theory in light of
modified gravitational theories has been investigated in Ref. Maurya
et al. (2019).

A neutron star obeying a stiff causal EOS within the context of
𝑓 (𝑅) gravity can have a maximum mass that is determined by com-
putational techniques and by the GW190814 event, according to As-
tashenok et al. (2020). On the basis of modified gravity, this analysis
accounted for a neutron star’s mass, ≈ 3 M⊙ , as the most severe up-
per constraint. However, Astashenok and his collaborators Odintsov
and Capozziello produced the most influential work on compact star
models (including neutron stars) in the 𝑓 (𝑅)-gravity theory. As-
tashenok & Odintsov (2020b) used the GM1 EOS to analyze the
rotating neutron star in 𝑓 (𝑅)-gravity with axions. They also stud-
ied a realistic supermassive neutron star in 𝑓 (𝑅)-gravity, comparing
their findings with those obtained with the static star (Astashenok &
Odintsov 2020a). This EOS has causal limits within the mass-gap
area, with masses 𝑀 > 2.5 M⊙ but below the 3 Solar Masses. In this
context, Capozziello and his collaborators (Astashenok et al. 2021,
2020; Nashed & Capozziello 2021) discussed the neutron star model
of 𝑓 (𝑅) gravity theory and its anisotropic star and mass-radius re-
lation. In perturbative 𝑓 (𝑅)–gravity theory, the stable neutron star
was generated using FPS and the SLy EOS with logarithmic and
cubic corrections (Astashenok et al. 2013). The SLy EOS assessed
the star’s minimum radius as 9 km and its maximum mass as 1.9 M⊙ .
See Ref. (Astashenok et al. 2015), which offers extreme neutron stars
in the extended theory of gravity (in particular, the 𝑓 (G) and 𝑓 (𝑅)
theories), providing that the large realistic star with the maximum
mass 𝑀 > 4 M⊙ and the radius 12 - 15 km may be obtained. Under
several EOS by taking 𝑓 (𝑅) = 𝑅 + 𝛼𝑅2, the realistic relativistic star
in 𝑓 (𝑅) theory is examined (Astashenok et al. 2017).

In recent investigations, the concept of GD has been incorporated

into several modified frameworks. As in the standard 4D classical
gravity theory, GD allows for anisotropisation of seed solutions, thus
providing a mechanism to study the impact of anisotropic stresses in
compact objects. The minimal and extended geometric deformation
methods Ovalle (2017, 2019) were utilized to model a compact star
in different aspects Ovalle et al. (2018b,a,c); Panotopoulos & Rincón
(2018); Ovalle & Sotomayor (2018); Ovalle et al. (2019); Contr-
eras et al. (2016); Estrada (2019); Ovalle et al. (2021); Estrada &
Prado (2019); Contreras et al. (2021); Maurya (2020); Maurya et al.
(2022c); León & Sotomayor (2021); Azmat & Zubair (2021); Contr-
eras & Fuenmayor (2021); Maurya & Al-Farsi (2021); Maurya et al.
(2022a). This work showed that synergistic contributions from the
decoupling parameters lead to higher neutron star masses. Compact
star objects with masses aligned with the GW190814 event in 𝑓 (𝑄)
gravity have been identified in Maurya et al. (2022f). The metricity
parameter and the deformation constant viably and steadily determine
models of compact stellar systems. The minimal gravitational decou-
pling and extended gravitational decoupling, stellar masses above 2
M⊙ , have been successfully accounted for without requiring exotic
matter distributions Maurya et al. (2022f,b,e). Modeling compact
objects utilizing gravitational decoupling is successful in classical
and modified gravity theories, including modeling black holes and
lensing (Ovalle & Linares 2013). The extended gravitational de-
coupling method combined with a complete geometric deformation
(CGD) method is used to model strange stars within the symmetric
teleparallel formalism with the electromagnetic field. This study ex-
amines the nonmetricity and the effect of coupling constant on the
maximum allowable masses and radii for self-gravitating compact
stars PSR J1614-2230, PSR J1903+6620, Cen X-3 and LMC X-4.
We compare our findings with the observational constraints found in
GW190814.

The article is organized as follows: We present in Section 2 the
equations for 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity with an additional source under an elec-
tric field and obtain the modified Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volko (TOV)
equations for spherically symmetric solutions. We impose boundary
conditions in Section 3 to match the interior with the exterior so-
lution. We discuss the gravitationally decoupled solution of 𝑓 (𝑄)
gravity in Section 4. The model is consistent with a realistic compact
star based on the physical analysis and astrophysical implications
discussed in Section 5. Subsequently, in Section 6, the 𝑀 − 𝑅 curves
are used to analyze the mass-radius constraints. The importance of
energy exchange in extended gravitational decoupling is addressed
in Section 7. Using small radial perturbations and Buchdahl limits
of gravitational collapse, Section 8 examines the stability of each
configuration. Section 9 summarizes the findings and provides an
outlook.

2 FIELD EQUATIONS FOR 𝑓 (𝑄) GRAVITY WITH EXTRA
SOURCE UNDER ELECTRIC FIELD

A brief description of STEGR will be discussed here. A manifold
(M, 𝑔𝑖 𝑗 , Γ

𝑘
𝑖 𝑗

) satisfying the generic metric-affine theory, where 𝑔𝑖 𝑗
is a metric tensor with signature (−1, +1, +1, +1), and Γ𝑘

𝑖 𝑗
denotes

any arbitrary affine connection. Torsion tensor is defined as

𝑇 𝑘𝑖 𝑗 = 2Γ𝑘[𝑖 𝑗 ] = Γ𝑘𝑖 𝑗 − Γ𝑘𝑗𝑖 , (1)

and curvature,

𝑅𝑙
𝑘𝑖 𝑗

= 𝜕𝑖Γ
𝑙
𝑗𝑘

− 𝜕 𝑗Γ𝑙𝑖𝑘 + Γ𝑚
𝑗𝑘
Γ𝑙𝑖𝑚 − Γ𝑚

𝑖𝑘
Γ𝑙𝑗𝑚 (2)
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the nonmetricity of the connection is defined by

𝑄𝑘𝑖 𝑗 = ▽
𝑘
𝑔𝑖 𝑗 = 𝜕𝑖 𝑔 𝑗𝑘 − Γ𝑙 𝑖 𝑗 𝑔𝑙𝑘 − Γ𝑙

𝑖𝑘
𝑔 𝑗𝑙 , (3)

where ∇𝑘 is the covariant derivative, so the affine connection can be
shown as

Γ𝑘𝑖 𝑗 = Γ̊𝑘𝑖 𝑗 − 𝑆
𝑘
𝑖 𝑗 , (4)

where Γ̊𝑘
𝑖 𝑗

is Levi-Civita connection, is defined as

Γ̊𝑘𝑖 𝑗 =
1
2
𝑔𝑘𝑙

(
𝜕𝑖 𝑔𝑙 𝑗 + 𝜕 𝑗 𝑔𝑙𝑖 − 𝜕𝑙 𝑔𝑖 𝑗

)
, (5)

and the disformation 𝐿𝑘
𝑖 𝑗

is defined by

𝐿𝑘𝑖 𝑗 ≡
1
2
𝑔𝑘𝑙

(
−𝑄𝑖𝑙 𝑗 −𝑄 𝑗𝑙𝑖 −𝑄𝑙𝑖 𝑗

)
= 𝐿𝑘𝑗𝑖 (6)

As it relates to the nonmetricity tensor, the superpotential is defined
as:

𝑃𝑘𝑖 𝑗 = −1
4
𝑄𝑘𝑖 𝑗 + 1

2
𝑄 (𝑖 𝑗 )𝑘 + 1

4
(𝑄𝑘 − �̃�𝑘)𝑔𝑖 𝑗 − 1

4
𝛿𝑘 ( 𝑖𝑄 𝑗 ) , (7)

where the vectors 𝑄𝑘 and �̃�𝑘 are two independent traces from the
nonmetricity tensor 𝑄𝑘𝑖 𝑗 as

𝑄𝑘 ≡ 𝑄 𝑖
𝑘 𝑖

, �̃�𝑘 = 𝑄 𝑘𝑖
𝑖 . (8)

Finally, the definition of the nonmetricity scalar is as follows:

𝑄 = −𝑔𝑖 𝑗
(
𝐿𝑘
𝑙 𝑗
𝐿𝑙
𝑖𝑘

− 𝐿𝑙
𝑖𝑙
𝐿𝑘𝑖 𝑗

)
= −𝑄𝑘𝑖 𝑗𝑃𝑘𝑖 𝑗 (9)

The affine connection has the following form because it has no
torsion and no curvature; it can be more explicitly parameterized by
a set of functions, such as

Γ𝑘𝑖 𝑗 =

(
𝜕𝑥𝑘

𝜕𝜉𝑙

)
𝜕𝑖𝜕 𝑗𝜉

𝑙 . (10)

where 𝜉𝑙 is arbitrary space-time position functions are considered,
using a general coordinate transformation, We always have the option
of selecting a coordinate of the form 𝜉𝑙 = 𝜉𝑙 (𝑥𝑖). The general affine
connection has a Γ𝑘

𝑖 𝑗
= 0. According to Jiménez et al. (2018a), this

coordinate is called the coincident gauge. As a result, all covariant
derivatives in the coincident gauge correspond to ordinary derivatives
in the standard gauge, and the nonmetricity equation (3) is simplified
to

𝑄𝑘𝑖 𝑗 = 𝜕𝑘 𝑔𝑖 𝑗 , (11)

As a result, the metric simplifies the computation. Diffeomorphism
invariance is no longer present for this action, except for the standard
General Relativity. It is possible to avoid a problem using a covariant
formulation of 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity. It can use the covariant formulation by
determining the affine connection in the absence of gravity before
choosing the affine connection in equation (10).

2.1 𝑓 (𝑄) Gravity

Gravitational action integral in symmetric teleparallel 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity
(Jiménez et al. 2018a; Zhao 2022) as follows by adding a second
Lagrangian L𝜃 and electromagnetic field

S =

∫ (
1
2
𝑓 (𝑄) + L𝑚 + L𝑒 + 𝛼L𝜃

)
√−𝑔 𝑑4𝑥

+
∫ (

𝜆
𝑘𝑖 𝑗

𝑙
𝑅𝑙
𝑘𝑖 𝑗

+ 𝜏 𝑖 𝑗
𝑘
𝑇 𝑘𝑖 𝑗

)
𝑑4𝑥 , (12)

where 𝑔 is the determinant of the metric tensor i.e., 𝑔 =
��𝑔𝑖 𝑗 ��, L𝑚

is the description of the matter Lagrangian density, L𝑒 denotes the
matter Lagrangian for electromagnetic field and 𝛼 is a decoupling
constant. The Riemann and torsion tensors can be represented by
𝑅𝑙
𝑘𝑖 𝑗

and 𝑇 𝑘
𝑖 𝑗

, respectively. 𝜆 𝑘𝑖 𝑗 and 𝜏 𝑖 𝑗
𝑘

are two Lagrange mul-
tipliers that ensure that the connection Γ𝑘

𝑖 𝑗
is flat and symmetric,

meaning that the values of 𝑅𝑙
𝑘𝑖 𝑗

and 𝑇 𝑘
𝑖 𝑗

are both zero.
The gravitational field equations are constructed by modifying the

modified Einstein-Hilbert action (12) about the metric tensor 𝑔𝑖 𝑗 ,

2
√−𝑔 ▽𝑘

(√−𝑔 𝑓𝑄 𝑃𝑘𝑖 𝑗 ) + 1
2
𝑔𝑖 𝑗 𝑓 + 𝑓𝑄

(
𝑃𝑖 𝑘𝑙 𝑄

𝑘𝑙
𝑗 − 2𝑄𝑘𝑙𝑖 𝑃𝑘𝑙𝑗

)
= −

(
𝑇eff
𝑖 𝑗 + 𝐸𝑖 𝑗

)
, where 𝑇eff

𝑖 𝑗 =
(
𝑇𝑖 𝑗 + 𝛼 𝜃𝑖 𝑗

)
, (13)

where 𝑓𝑄 =
𝜕 𝑓

𝜕𝑄
, and 𝑇𝑖 𝑗 is the energy-momentum tensor, electro-

magnetic field tensor 𝐸𝑖 𝑗 and extra source 𝜃𝑖 𝑗 , which general form
could be written as:

𝑇𝑖 𝑗 = − 2
√−𝑔

𝛿
(√−𝑔L𝑚)
𝛿𝑔𝑖 𝑗

, 𝐸𝑖 𝑗 =
2

√−𝑔
𝛿
(√−𝑔L𝑒 )
𝛿𝑔𝑖 𝑗

,

and 𝜃𝑖 𝑗 = − 2
√−𝑔

𝛿
(√−𝑔L𝜃 )
𝛿𝑔𝑖 𝑗

, (14)

Again, by varying the action (12) with the connection, we may have,
as a result,

▽𝑖 ▽ 𝑗
(√−𝑔 𝑓𝑄 𝑃𝑘𝑖 𝑗 + 𝐻𝑘𝑖 𝑗 ) = 0, (15)

where𝐻𝑘
𝑖 𝑗

= − 1
2
𝛿L𝑚

𝛿Γ𝑘
𝑖 𝑗

, denotes the hyper momentum tensor density.

We may also extract the additional constraint over the connection,
▽𝑖 ▽ 𝑗 (𝐻𝑘𝑖 𝑗 ) = 0 according to equation (15),

▽𝑖 ▽ 𝑗
(√−𝑔 𝑓𝑄 𝑃𝑘𝑖 𝑗 ) = 0. (16)

We are searching for gravitationally decoupled solutions for com-
pact objects with 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity. In terms of theories of gravity, static
spherically symmetric space-time is a fundamental assumption that
provides us with an understanding of many aspects of astronomy.
In static spherical symmetry space-time, spherically symmetric co-
ordinate systems make sense. Here we have taken the spherically
symmetric metric,

𝑑𝑠2 = −𝑒Φ(𝑟 )𝑑𝑡2 + 𝑒𝜆(𝑟 )𝑑𝑟2 + 𝑟2 (𝑑𝜃2 + sin2 𝜃 𝑑𝜙2), (17)

In this study, we will focus on the anisotropic matter distribution,
in which the effective energy-momentum tensor can be described as
follows:

𝑇eff
𝑖 𝑗 =

(
𝜌eff + 𝑝eff

𝑡

)
𝑢𝑖 𝑢 𝑗 + 𝑝eff

𝑡 𝑔𝑖 𝑗 +
(
𝑝eff
𝑟 − 𝑝eff

𝑡

)
𝑣𝑖 𝑣 𝑗 , (18)

The fluid’s four-velocity vector is 𝑢𝑖 , and the effective density is 𝜌eff.
In addition to 𝑣𝑖 , which represents the radial unit space-like vector,
𝑝eff
𝑟 and 𝑝eff

𝑡 represent the effective radial pressure and tangential
pressure, respectively, in the direction of 𝑢𝑖 and 𝑣𝑖 . However, the
variables 𝑢𝑖 and 𝑣𝑖 fulfil the relationships 𝑢𝑖𝑢𝑖 = −1, 𝑣𝑖𝑣𝑖 = 1, and
𝑢𝑖𝑣𝑖 = 0. On the other hand, the electromagnetic stress tensor can be
described as,

𝐸𝑖 𝑗 =
2
𝜅2

(
−𝐹𝑛𝑖 𝐹 𝑗 𝑛 +

1
4
𝑔𝑖 𝑗𝐹𝑘 𝑛𝐹

𝑘 𝑛

)
, (19)

where 𝜅2 = 8𝜋𝐺
𝑐4 , we considering 𝑐 = 8𝜋𝐺 = 1, here 𝐺 is New-

tonian gravitational constant. The anti-symmetric electromagnetic
field tensor 𝐹𝑖 𝑗 given in equation (19) is characterized as

𝐹𝑖 𝑗 = ∇𝑖 𝐴 𝑗 − ∇ 𝑗 𝐴𝑖 (20)

MNRAS 000, 1–18 (2023)



4 Santosh V. Lohakare et al.

for which Maxwell’s equations have been satisfied,

𝐹𝑖 𝑗 ,𝑘 + 𝐹 𝑗𝑘,𝑖 + 𝐹𝑘𝑖, 𝑗 = 0, with 𝐹𝑖𝑘 ; 𝑘 =
𝐽𝑖

2
(21)

where 𝐽𝑖 is the electromagnetic 4-current vector. This can be ex-
pressed as

𝐽𝑖 =
𝜎

√
𝑔00

𝑑𝑥𝑖

𝑑𝑥0 = 𝜎 𝑢𝑖 , (22)

The charge density, denoted by 𝜎 = 𝑒𝜆/2 𝐽0 (𝑟), is measured in
radians and is fundamental to understanding the electromagnetic 4-
current 𝐽𝑖 . In the case of a static matter distribution with spherical
symmetry, only one component of the electromagnetic 4-current 𝐽𝑖
is non-zero and is a function of the radial distance 𝑟. Furthermore,
only the 𝐹01 and 𝐹10 components of the electromagnetic field tensor,
which describe the radial constituent of the electric field, are non-
zero as defined by (19). These two components are related by the
formula 𝐹01 = −𝐹10. This relation is an example of the mathematical
expression of the conservation of electric charge in a system. As a
result of this relation, the electric field has no tangential component,
and the field is always directed radially outward or inward, depending
on the charge sign. According to equations (21) and (22), the electric
field is composed of the following constituents:

𝐹01 = −𝐹10 =
𝑞

𝑟2 𝑒
−(Φ+𝜆)/2 (23)

According to the relativistic Gauss law and corresponding electric
field 𝐸 , this electric charge can be characterized directly by the
quantity 𝑞(𝑟) that represents a spherical system of radial coordinates
𝑟 as follows:

𝑞(𝑟) = 1
2

∫ 𝑟

0
𝜎 𝑟2 𝑒𝜆/2𝑑𝑟 = 𝑟2

√︃
−𝐹10 𝐹10 (24)

𝐸2 = −𝐹10 𝐹
10 =

𝑞2

𝑟4 . (25)

For the metric equation (17), we can calculate the non-metricity
scalar as follows:

𝑄 = −2𝑒−𝜆(𝑟 ) (1 + 𝑟Φ′ (𝑟))
𝑟2 , (26)

In this expression of 𝑄, here, ′ represents the derivative over 𝑟 only,
and 𝑄 is based on zero affine connections. Based on the equations
of motion (13) for the anisotropic fluid (18), the independent com-
ponents are as follows:

𝜌eff + 𝐸2 =
𝑓 (𝑄)

2
− 𝑓𝑄

[
𝑄 + 1

𝑟2 + 𝑒
−𝜆

𝑟
(Φ′ + 𝜆′)

]
, (27)

𝑝eff
𝑟 − 𝐸2 = − 𝑓 (𝑄)

2
+ 𝑓𝑄

[
𝑄 + 1

𝑟2

]
, (28)

𝑝eff
𝑡 + 𝐸2 = − 𝑓 (𝑄)

2
+ 𝑓𝑄

[𝑄
2
− 𝑒−𝜆

{Φ′′

2
+
(Φ′

4
+ 1

2𝑟

)
(Φ′ − 𝜆′)

}]
,

(29)

Suppose we assume that the affine connection in this coordinate
system has a value of zero. We further require that the 𝑓 (𝑄) theory
has vacuum solutions, which is to say that 𝜁𝑟 𝜃 = 0, then one can
read out the off-diagonal component of equation (16), which states
that the solutions to this equation are.

𝜁𝑟 𝜃 = 𝜁𝜃𝑟 =
cot 𝜃

2
𝑄′ 𝑓𝑄𝑄 = 0. (30)

Combining the solutions of these equations with the diagonal ele-
ments of the equation (general field eq.), we obtain 𝑓𝑄𝑄 = 0. Accord-
ing to the findings above, EOMs will be inconsistent if 𝑓 (𝑄) = 𝑄2

is selected at the outset. Metric equation (SSS metric) with affine
connection Γ𝑘

𝑖 𝑗
= 0 is thus not a solution of the equation of motions

for those theories in which 𝑓 (𝑄) are not linear functions of 𝑄. This
does not imply that there are no static spherically symmetric vacuum
solutions in 𝑓 (𝑄) theory; instead, it indicates that the spherically
symmetric coordinate system is incompatible with the coincident
gauge. In order to determine the functional form of 𝑓 (𝑄),

𝑓𝑄𝑄 = 0 =⇒ 𝑓𝑄 = −𝛽1 =⇒ 𝑓 (𝑄) = −𝛽1𝑄 − 𝛽2, (31)

where 𝛽1 and 𝛽2 are constants. When equations (26) and (31) are
inserted into equations (27)–(29), the following exact formulations
of equations of motion are obtained

𝜌eff + 𝐸2 =
1

2 𝑟2

[
2 𝛽1 + 2 𝑒−𝜆 𝛽1

(
𝑟 𝜆′ − 1

)
− 𝑟2 𝛽2

]
, (32)

𝑝eff
𝑟 − 𝐸2 =

1
2 𝑟2

[
− 2 𝛽1 + 2 𝑒−𝜆 𝛽1

(
𝑟 Φ′ + 1

)
+ 𝑟2 𝛽2

]
, (33)

𝑝eff
𝑡 + 𝐸2 =

𝑒−𝜆

4 𝑟

[
2 𝑒𝜆 𝑟 𝛽2 + 𝛽1

(
2 + 𝑟Φ′ ) (Φ′ − 𝜆′

)
+ 2 𝑟 𝛽1 Φ

′′
]
, (34)

The vanishing of the covariant derivative of the effective energy-
momentum tensor is ▽𝑖𝑇eff

𝑖 𝑗
= 0, provides,

−Φ′

2
(𝜌eff + 𝑝eff

𝑟 ) − (𝑝eff
𝑟 )′ + 2

𝑟
(𝑝eff
𝑡 − 𝑝eff

𝑟 ) + 2𝑞𝑞′

𝑟4 = 0. (35)

In 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity, the equation (35) is known as a TOV equation, with
𝑓 (𝑄) = −𝛽1𝑄 − 𝛽2. Following that, we want to use gravitational
decoupling using the CGD approach to solve the system of equations
(32)-(34) for the compact star model. To put this into action, we
modify the gravitational potentials Φ(𝑟) and 𝜆(𝑟) by inserting two
arbitrary deformation functions through the decoupling constant 𝛼
as follows:

Φ(𝑟) −→ 𝐻 (𝑟) + 𝛼 𝜉 (𝑟) (36)
𝑒−𝜆(𝑟 ) −→ 𝑊 (𝑟) + 𝛼Ψ(𝑟). (37)

where 𝜉 (𝑟) and 𝜓(𝑟) are the geometric deformation functions for the
temporal and radial metric components, respectively. When 𝛼 = 0,
the classic 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity theory is usually recoverable. Because we
are using the CGD method to solve the field equations, both defor-
mation functions must be non-zero, i.e., fix 𝜉 (𝑟) ≠ 0 and 𝜓(𝑟) ≠ 0.
That means the metric function’s radial and temporal components
are impacted. The decoupled system (32)-(34) is divided into two
subsystems by the transformations (36) and (37). The first system re-
flects the field equation in 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity under 𝑇𝑖 𝑗 , whereas the sec-
ond system represents the additional source 𝜃𝑖 𝑗 . As a consequence,
it is assumed that the energy-momentum tensor 𝑇𝑖 𝑗 describes an
anisotropic matter distribution with,

𝑇𝑖 𝑗 = (𝜌 + 𝑝𝑡 ) 𝑢𝑖 𝑢 𝑗 + 𝑝𝑡 𝑔𝑖 𝑗 + (𝑝𝑟 − 𝑝𝑡 ) 𝑣𝑖 𝑣 𝑗 , (38)

where 𝜌 stands for the energy density while the four-velocity vector
and unitary space-like vectors are represented by 𝑢𝑖 and 𝑣𝑖 , respec-
tively. Furthermore, they both fulfill the requirement 𝑢𝑖𝑢 𝑗 = −𝑣𝑖𝑣 𝑗 =
−1. The radial and tangential pressures, denoted by 𝜌𝑟 and 𝑝𝑡 , are
both functions of the radial coordinate 𝑟 such that,

𝜌eff = 𝜌 + 𝛼 𝜃0
0, 𝑝eff

𝑟 = 𝑝𝑟 − 𝛼 𝜃1
1, 𝑝eff

𝑡 = 𝑝𝑡 − 𝛼 𝜃2
2, (39)

and the corresponding effective anisotropy,

Δeff = 𝑝eff
𝑡 − 𝑝eff

𝑟 = Δ + Δ𝜃 , (40)

where Δ = 𝑝𝑡 − 𝑝𝑟 and Δ𝜃 = 𝛼(𝜃1
1 − 𝜃2

2).
It should be remembered that 𝑇𝑖 𝑗 and 𝜃𝑖 𝑗 are two anisotropies that
make up effective anisotropy. Gravitational decoupling produces the
anisotropyΔ𝜃 , which modifies the effective anisotropy, but this trans-
formation is entirely dependent on the behavior of Δ𝜃 . The following
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set of equations of motion dependent on the gravitational potentials
𝑊 and 𝐻, or when 𝛽 = 0, are produced by putting equations (36) and
(37) into the system (32)-(34):

𝜌 + 𝑞
2

𝑟4 =
𝛽1 (1 −𝑊)

𝑟2 − 𝑊 ′𝛽1
𝑟

− 𝛽2
2
, (41)

𝑝𝑟 −
𝑞2

𝑟4 =
𝛽1 (𝑊 − 1)

𝑟2 + 𝐻
′𝑊𝛽1
𝑟

+ 𝛽2
2
, (42)

𝑝𝑡 +
𝑞2

𝑟4 =
𝛽1 (𝑊 ′𝐻′ + 2𝐻′′𝑊 + 𝐻′2𝑊)

4
+ 𝛽1 (𝑊 ′ + 𝐻′𝑊)

2𝑟
+ 𝛽2

2
,

(43)

and according to the TOV equation (35),

−𝐻
′

2
(𝜌 + 𝑝𝑟 ) − (𝑝𝑟 )′ +

2
𝑟
(𝑝𝑡 − 𝑝𝑟 ) +

2𝑞𝑞′

𝑟4 = 0. (44)

Consequently, the space-time that follows can provide the corre-
sponding solution:

𝑑𝑠2 = −𝑒𝐻 (𝑟 )𝑑𝑡2 + 𝑑𝑟2

𝑊 (𝑟) + 𝑟
2𝑑𝜃2 + 𝑟2sin2𝜃𝑑𝜙2, (45)

Moreover, the system of field equations for 𝜃-sector is derived by
turning on 𝛽 as,

𝜃0
0 = −𝛽1

( Ψ
𝑟2 + Ψ′

𝑟

)
, (46)

𝜃1
1 = −𝛽1

[ Ψ
𝑟2 + (Φ′Ψ +𝑊 𝜉′)

𝑟

]
, (47)

𝜃2
2 = −𝛽1

[ (Ψ′Φ′ + 2Φ′′Ψ +Φ′2Ψ +𝑊 ′ 𝜉′)
4

+ (Ψ′ +Φ′Ψ)
2𝑟

]
−𝛽1

[𝑊
4

(
2 𝜉′′ + 𝛽1 𝜉

′ 2 + 2 𝜉′

𝑟
+ 2𝐻′ 𝜉′

) ]
, (48)

and the associated conservation is,

−𝐻
′

2
(𝜃0

0 − 𝜃1
1) + (𝜃1

1)
′ + 2

𝑟
(𝜃1

1 − 𝜃2
2) =

𝜉′

2
(𝑝𝑟 + 𝜌). (49)

However, the mass function for both systems is given by

𝑚𝑄 =
1
2

∫ 𝑟

0

(
𝜌(𝑥) + 𝑞

2

𝑥2

)
𝑥2𝑑𝑥 + 𝑞

2

2𝑟

and 𝑚𝜃 =
1
2

∫ 𝑟

0
𝜃0

0 (𝑥) 𝑥
2𝑑𝑥, (50)

where the relevant mass functions for the sources 𝑇𝑖 𝑗 and 𝜃𝑖 𝑗 are
𝑚𝑄 (𝑟) and𝑚𝜃 (𝑟), respectively. Then, in the context of 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity,
the interior mass function of minimally deformed space-time (17)
may be expressed as,

�̂�𝑄 (𝑟) = 𝑚𝑄 (𝑟) − 𝛽1 𝛼

2
𝑟 Ψ(𝑟). (51)

Before moving on to the discussion of the solution, we discussed
the suitable boundary condition to derive the arbitrary constants for
self-bound compact objects in the next section.

3 BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

The boundary conditions play a crucial role in the exploration of the
compact star. Finding a vacuum solution, or external space-time, that
is compatible with internal space-time at the pressure-free boundary
at 𝑟 = 𝑅 is essential for this study. The Reissner–Nordström–(anti)-
de Sitter (RNdS) space-time is the most suitable exterior space-time

for spherically symmetric charged compact objects in 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity
that can be given as

𝑑𝑠2+ = −
(
1 − 2M

𝑟
+ Q̃2

𝑟2 − Λ

3
𝑟2
)
𝑑𝑡2 + 𝑑𝑟2(

1 − 2M
𝑟 + Q̃2

𝑟2 − Λ
3 𝑟

2
)

+𝑟2
(
𝑑𝜃2 + sin2 𝜃 𝑑𝜙2

)
, (52)

where M and Q̃ are the total mass and total electric charge, respec-
tively. WhileΛ denotes a cosmological constant. ThenM = �̂�𝑄/𝛽1,
and Λ = 𝛽2/2𝛽1, where �̂�𝑄 (𝑅) = �̂�𝑄 . It is clearly observed that
when 𝛽1 = 1 and 𝛽2 = 0, the RNdS space-time (53) reduces into the
RN exterior solution. On the other hand, the gravitationally deformed
interior space-time for the region (0 ≤ 𝑟 ≤ 𝑅) is given by

𝑑𝑠2− = −𝑒𝐻 (𝑟 )+𝛼 𝜉 (𝑟 ) 𝑑𝑡2 +
[
𝑊 (𝑟) + 𝛼Ψ(𝑟)

]−1
𝑑𝑟2 + 𝑟2𝑑𝜃2

+𝑟2 sin2 𝜃 𝑑𝜙2, (53)

Israel-Darmois matching criteria require that the solution meet the
first and second form at the boundary surface of the star (𝑟 = 𝑅) in
order to provide a smooth matching between the internal and external
spacetimes. Mathematically, it can be written as

𝑒Φ
− (𝑟 ) |𝑟=𝑅 = 𝑒Φ

+ (𝑟 ) |𝑟=𝑅 and 𝑒𝜆
− (𝑟 ) |𝑟=𝑅 = 𝑒𝜆

+ (𝑟 ) (𝑟) |𝑟=𝑅 ,
(54)

and[
𝐺𝑖 𝜀 𝑟

𝜀
]
Σ
≡ lim
𝑟→𝑅+

(𝐺 𝜖 𝜀) − lim
𝑟→𝑅−

(𝐺 𝜖 𝜀) = 0

=⇒
[
𝑇eff
𝜖 𝜀 𝑟

𝜀
]
Σ
=
[
(𝑇𝜖 𝜀 + 𝛼 𝜃 𝜖 𝜀) 𝑟 𝜀

]
Σ
= 0, (55)

The conditions (54) and (55) yields,

𝑒𝐻 (𝑅)+𝛼𝜉 (𝑅) =
(
1 − 2M

𝑅
+ Q̃2

𝑅2 − Λ

3
𝑅2

)
(56)

𝑊 (𝑅) + 𝛼 𝜓(𝑅) =
(
1 − 2M

𝑅
+ Q̃2

𝑅2 − Λ

3
𝑅2

)
, (57)

𝑝eff
𝑟 (𝑅) = 𝑝𝑟 (𝑅) + 𝛼 𝛼1

[
𝜓

Σ

( 1
𝑅2 +

𝐻′
Σ

𝑅

)
+
𝑊

Σ
𝜉′
Σ

𝑅

]
= 0. (58)

Using the equations (56) – (58), we have determined the unknown
parameters for both solutions, such as Bag constant (B𝑔), mass (M)
and arbitrary constant (𝐶) to calculate the numerical value.

4 GRAVITATIONALLY DECOUPLED SOLUTION IN 𝑓 (𝑄)
GRAVITY

Accordingly, the MIT bag model is the most elementary phenomeno-
logical description of quark matter. In terms of quarks, such models
have been developed to describe the properties of hadrons. The range
in which quarks are contained is known as a bag, and the energy re-
quired to produce it per unit volume is known as a bag pressure,
B𝑔. Further, the quarks cannot reach outside the bag because they
are free inside. The first step towards solving the structure equations
is identifying the sources. In addition, we consider an extension of
the MIT bag model (Chodos et al. 1974a,b; Farhi & Jaffe 1984) in
which matter inside the star can be modelled as a relativistic gas of
de-confined quarks. To solve the first system, we use the equation of
the MIT bag model equation of state,

𝑝𝑟 =
1
3
(𝜌 − 4B𝑔) (59)
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where parameter B𝑔 represents the bag constant, while 𝑝𝑟 and 𝜌

represent pressure and energy density. It must be noted that when
𝜌 = 4B𝑔, the external pressure acting on a bag filled with quarks
vanishes. Bag constant B𝑔 has been measured to have a valid range
of 57 ≤ B𝑔 ≤ 92 MeV/fm3 (Burgio & Fantina 2018; Blaschke &
Chamel 2018).

By using the above EOS of state, we get the following differential
equations,
4B𝑔𝑟

2 + 𝛽1 𝑟𝑊
′ + 3𝛽1𝑟 𝐻

′𝑊 + 4𝛽1 (𝑊 − 1) + 2𝛽2𝑟
2 + 4𝐸2𝑟2 = 0, (60)

Using the Buchdahl model to solve the above differential equation
(60), we assume two well-known ansatzes for 𝑊 , 𝐻 and 𝐸 . We can
solve the differential equation containing 𝑊 (𝑟) using a well-known
Buchdahl ansatz with these assumptions,

𝑊 (𝑟) = 𝐾 + 𝐶𝑟2

𝐾 (1 + 𝐶𝑟2)
, (61)

and electric field of the form,

𝐸2 =
𝐸0𝐶

2𝑟2

(1 + 𝐶𝑟2)2 , (62)

where 𝐸0 is a constant. This equation (61) defines the geometry of
the star by using 𝐾 and 𝐶 parameters. Note that Buchdahl (1959)
proposed the ansatz for the metric function 𝑔𝑟𝑟 to develop a realistic
model for a relativistic compact star. Many authors have pointed out
that this metric potential generates a viable stellar models which has
a non-singular energy density that decreases outward. The metric
function equation (61) is positive, free from the singularity at 𝑟 = 0,
and monotonically increasing outward in addition to the above. In
this section, we will show how an analytical Buchdahl model can
be expanded to account for both positive and negative values of
the spheroidal parameter 𝐾 . Depending on the two factors, the en-
ergy density or pressure will be negative in the analysis that follows
over the range of 0 < 𝐾 < 1. When 𝐾 = 0, one can obtain the
Schwarzschild interior solution, while at 𝐾 = 1, the hypersurfaces
{𝑡 = constant} are flat. More generally, one could retrieve the Vaidya
& Tikekar (1982) solution when 𝐶 = −𝐾/𝑅2 and Durgapal & Ban-
nerji (1983) solution when 𝐾 = −2. Moreover, there is a solution for
charged and uncharged perfect fluid has been also examined (Gupta &
Kumar 2005; Gupta & Jasim 2003). In our current study, we perform
our analysis to check the validity of the solution by taking 𝐾 = −2.

By substituting the 𝑊 (𝑟) and 𝐸 (𝑟) in the equation (61) and inte-
gration, we get the following solution for 𝐻 (𝑟),

𝐻 (𝑟) = 1
3𝛽1𝐶 (𝐾 − 1)

[
log

(
−𝐶𝑟2 − 𝐾

) {
2B𝑔𝐾 (𝐾 − 1)2

−2𝐶𝐸0𝐾
2 + 𝛽1𝐶

(
2𝐾2 − 5𝐾 + 3

)
+ 𝛽2𝐾 (𝐾 − 1)2}

+(𝐾 − 1)𝐾 (−2B𝑔 − 𝛽2)
(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)
+ 𝐶 log

(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)
×(2𝐸0𝐾 + 𝛽1 (𝐾 − 1))

]
+ 𝐹, (63)

Eqs. (61)–(63) show our space-time geometry for the seed solution.
The solution of the second system of equations (46)–(48) is, however,
necessary for the 𝜃-sector. This situation, therefore, requires that
two additional pieces of information be provided to close the theta-
system, such as Ψ and 𝜉 (𝑟), because there are three independent
equations with five unknowns. To simplify, we assume 𝜉 (𝑟) = 𝐻 (𝑟),
which provides Φ(𝑟) = (1 + 𝛼)𝐻 (𝑟). To maintain physical viability,
Φ(𝑟) should have a monotonic increase towards the boundary, so
𝐻 (𝑟)+𝛼𝜉 (𝑟) must also have an increasing function of 𝑟. As discussed
in the following reference, we solve the system of equations (46)–
(48) with two mimic approaches: (i) 𝜃0

0 with energy density 𝜌, i.e.

𝜌 = 𝜃0
0, and (ii) 𝜃1

1 with radial pressure 𝑝𝑟 , i.e. 𝑝𝑟 = 𝜃1
1 [Ref. (Ovalle

2017)]. These two methods provide the following two equations:

Ψ(𝑟) = 6𝛽1 (𝑊 (𝑟) − 1) + 𝛽2𝑟
3

6𝛽1
(64)

Ψ(𝑟) =
2𝛽1

(
1 −𝑊 (𝑟) [1 + 𝑟{𝐻′ (𝑟) + 𝜉′ (𝑟)

}
]
)
− 𝛽2𝑟

2

2𝛽1 [1 + 𝑟 Φ′ (𝑟)] . (65)

As shown in Ref. (Sharif & Majid 2020; Sharif & Saba 2020; Mau-
rya et al. 2020, 2021, 2022e,d), Ψ(0) = 0 and Ψ(𝑟) is free from any
singularity. This technique has been successful applications in mod-
elling compact objects in GR, the modification of gravity theories
in Ref. (Contreras & Stuchlik 2022) and the gravitational cracking
concept under gravitational decoupling. We used these methods to
solve the second system because these works inspired us.

4.1 Mimicking to density approach 𝜌 = 𝜃0
0

By mimicking of the density approach gives the following differential
equation,

2𝛽1 (𝑟 Ψ′ + Ψ) + 2𝛽1 (1 −𝑊 − 𝑟 𝑊 ′) − 𝑟2 𝛽2 = 0. (66)

On inserting the metric function 𝑊 (𝑟) and integrating the above
equation, we get

Ψ(𝑟) =
𝑟2

[
𝐶

(
6𝛽1 − 3𝐸0𝐾 − 6𝛽1𝐾 + 𝛽2𝐾𝑟

2
)
+ 𝛽2𝐾

]
6𝛽1𝐾

(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

) , (67)

Now inserting expressionsΨ(𝑟) and [𝜉 (𝑟) = 𝐻 (𝑟)] along with metric
function in the second system, we can get the expressions for 𝜃0

0, 𝜃1
1,

and 𝜃2
2. In this way, we obtain the expressions for effective quantities

as

𝜌eff =
(1 + 𝛼)

2𝐾
(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)2

[
6𝛽1𝐶 (𝐾 − 1) − 𝐶2𝑟2 [2𝐸0𝐾 − 2𝛽1 (𝐾 − 1)

+𝛽2𝐾𝑟
2] − 2𝛽2𝐶𝐾𝑟

2 − 𝛽2𝐾
]
, (68)

𝑝eff
𝑟 =

1
6𝐾

(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)2

[
𝐶2𝑟2

(
− 3𝐸0𝐾

[
𝛼 + 𝛼2𝑁11 (𝑟 )𝑟2 + 𝛼𝑁11 (𝑟 )𝑟2

−2
]
+ 𝛽2𝐾𝑟

2 [𝛼 + 𝛼2𝑁11 (𝑟 )𝑟2 + 𝛼𝑁11 (𝑟 )𝑟2 + 3
]
− 6(𝛼 + 1)𝛽1

×
(
𝛼𝑁11 (𝑟 )𝐾𝑟2 − (𝛼 + 1)𝑁11 (𝑟 )𝑟2 + 𝐾 − 1

) )
+𝐶

{
− 3𝛼𝐸0𝐾

(
(𝛼 + 1)𝑁11 (𝑟 )𝑟2 + 1

)
+ 2𝛽2𝐾𝑟

2 (𝛼 + 𝛼2𝑁11 (𝑟 )𝑟2

+𝛼𝑁11 (𝑟 )𝑟2 + 3
)
− 6(𝛼 + 1)𝛽1

[
(𝛼 − 1)𝑁11 (𝑟 )𝐾𝑟2 −

(𝛼 + 1)𝑁11 (𝑟 )𝑟2 + 𝐾 − 1
]}

+ 𝐾
{
(𝛼 + 3)𝛽2 + (𝛼 + 1)

×𝑁11 (𝑟 )
(
6𝛽1 + 𝛼𝛽2𝑟

2
) }]

, (69)

𝑝eff
𝑡 =

1
24𝐾

(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)2

[
𝐶2

{
𝑟4 [ − 2(𝛼 + 1)𝑁12 (𝑟 )

(
6𝛽1 (𝛼(𝐾 − 1) − 1)

−𝛼𝛽2𝐾𝑟
2) + (𝛼 + 1)2 × 𝑁11 (𝑟 )2𝑟2 (𝛽1 (6 − 6𝛼(𝐾 − 1) )

+𝛼𝛽2𝐾𝑟
2) − 4(𝛼 + 1)𝑁11 (𝑟 )

(
3𝛽1 (𝛼(𝐾 − 1) − 1) − 𝛼𝛽2𝐾𝑟

2
)

+4(𝛼 + 3)𝛽2𝐾
]
− 3𝐸0𝐾𝑟

2 (2𝛼(𝛼 + 1)𝑁12 (𝑟 )𝑟2 + 𝛼(𝛼 + 1)2

×𝑁11 (𝑟 )2𝑟4 + 2𝛼(𝛼 + 1)𝑁11 (𝑟 )𝑟2 + 8
)}

+ 𝑁33 (𝑟 )
]
, (70)
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4.2 Mimicking to pressure constraints approach 𝑝𝑟 = 𝜃1
1

By using mimicking of radial pressure, we can get the direct expression for
deformation function Ψ(𝑟 ) as

Ψ(𝑟 ) = −𝑟2
[ (
𝐶𝑟2 + 𝐾

) {
16B𝑔𝐾

(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)2
+ 5𝐶2𝑟2 (2𝛽1

+2𝐸0𝐾 − 2𝛽1𝐾 + 𝛽2𝐾𝑟
2) − 18𝛽1𝐶 × (𝐾 − 1) + 10𝛽2𝐶𝐾𝑟

2

+5𝛽2𝐾
}]/ [

2𝐾
(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

) {
4(𝛼 + 1)B𝑔𝐾

(
𝐶𝑟3 + 𝑟

)2
+𝐶2𝑟4

×
(
4𝛼𝛽1 + 𝛽1 + 4(𝛼 + 1)𝐸0𝐾 − 4(𝛼 + 1)𝛽1𝐾 + 2(𝛼 + 1)𝛽2𝐾𝑟

2
)

+𝐶𝑟2 (𝛽1 (6𝛼 − 3(2𝛼 + 3) × 𝐾 + 3) + 4(𝛼 + 1)𝛽2𝐾𝑟
2)

+𝐾
(
2(𝛼 + 1)𝛽2𝑟

2 − 3𝛽1
) }]

, (71)

Again by substituting the deformation functions along with the metric function
in the second system, we can get the expression for effective quantity 𝜌eff,
𝑝eff
𝑟 , and 𝑝eff

𝑡 as,

𝜌eff = 𝛼𝛽1

[
1

𝑁13 (𝑟 )

{ (
𝐶𝑟2 + 𝐾

) (
16B𝑔𝐾

(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)2
+ 5𝐶2𝑟2

×
(
2𝛽1 + 2𝐸0𝐾 − 2𝛽1𝐾 + 𝛽2𝐾𝑟

2
)
− 18𝛽1𝐶 (𝐾 − 1)

+10𝛽2𝐶𝐾𝑟
2 + 5𝛽2𝐾

)}
− 𝑁11 (𝑟 )

]
− 1

2𝐾
(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)2

×
[
𝐶2𝑟2 (2𝐸0𝐾 − 2𝛽1 (𝐾 − 1) + 𝛽2𝐾𝑟

2) − 6𝛽1𝐶 (𝐾 − 1)

+2𝛽2𝐶𝐾𝑟
2 + 𝛽2𝐾

]
, (72)

𝑝eff
𝑟 =

1
6𝐾

(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)2

[
(𝛼 − 1)

{
8B𝑔𝐾

(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)2
+𝐶2𝑟2

×
(
2𝛽1 + 2𝐸0𝐾 − 2𝛽1𝐾 + 𝛽2𝐾𝑟

2
)
+𝐶

(
6𝛽1 − 6𝛽1𝐾

+2𝛽2𝐾𝑟
2) + 𝛽2𝐾

}]
, (73)

𝑝eff
𝑡 =

1
4

[
1

𝐾
(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)2

{
𝐶2 (𝑟4

(
2𝛽1𝑁12 (𝑟 ) + 𝛽1𝑁11 (𝑟 )2𝑟2

+2𝛽1𝑁11 (𝑟 ) + 2𝛽2𝐾
)
− 4𝐸0𝐾𝑟

2
)
+𝐶

[
𝛽1

(
𝐾
(
2𝑁12 (𝑟 )𝑟2

+𝑁11 (𝑟 )2𝑟4 − 4
)
+ 2𝑁12 (𝑟 )𝑟2 +

(
𝑁11 (𝑟 )𝑟2 + 2

)2 )
+4𝛽2𝐾𝑟

2
]
+ 𝐾

(
2𝛽2 + 2𝛽1𝑁12 (𝑟 ) + 𝛽1𝑁11 (𝑟 )2𝑟2

+2𝛽1𝑁11 (𝑟 )
)}

+ 𝑁20 (𝑟 )
𝐾

(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)2 + 𝛼𝛽1𝑁11 (𝑟 )
[
(𝛼 + 1)

×𝑁11 (𝑟 )𝑟2 + 2
]
− 𝑁22 (𝑟 )
𝑁21 (𝑟 )

]
(74)

The expressions for used notations are given in the Appendix.

5 PHYSICAL ANALYSIS AND ASTROPHYSICAL
IMPLICATIONS

5.1 Regular SS model behavior with minimum deformation

We present a detailed physical analysis of our solutions based on the
graphical plots presented here, and we present a detailed physical
analysis of our solutions. In order to begin, we need to analyze the
𝜃0

0 = 𝜌 solution. According to Fig. 1, the density decreases monoton-
ically with the scaled radial coordinate, 𝑟/𝑅. The deformation param-
eter, 𝛽1, has been fixed, and this is represented by the 𝑄 switch of 𝛼,
which we have varied. Accordingly, it is clear that as 𝛼 increases, the
density of the compact object also increases, as it increases with 𝛼.
Fig. 2 shows the results of keeping 𝛼 constant throughout and varying
the deformation parameter in the bottom right panel. This scenario

shows a minimal variation in effective density with increasing 𝛽1.
Fig. 2 shows the effective radial pressure at each interior point of the
stellar configuration. The pressure gradually decreases as one moves
from the centre to the boundary. Fig. 2 shows that the effective radial
pressure vanishes when we reach a boundary because the energy
flux into exterior space-time is no longer present. As 𝛼 increases, we
observe that the effective radial pressure increases proportionately
to the nonmetricity scalar, 𝑄. Fig. 2 shows the radial and transverse
stress resulting from increasing the decoupling parameter. A sim-
ilar observation also holds for effective tangential pressure. There
are only very slight deviations in both the effective radial and the
effective transverse pressure. Also, the effective tangential pressure
dominates the radial one in the surface layers.

As shown in Fig. 3, the effective anisotropy parameter is plotted
with the non-metricity scalar 𝑄 switch variable while the decou-
pling constant remains constant. When the 𝑄 switch is varied, the
anisotropy parameter is negative up to a certain radius, 𝑟0. As a result,
an attractive force arises due to anisotropy when the effective radial
pressure dominates its tangential counterpart. The anisotropy of the
surface layers of the star becomes positive as one moves away from
𝑟 = 𝑟0 to the boundary, indicating a repulsive force that stabilizes
them. When the decoupling constant is varied in the top right panel,
Δeff displays an anisotropy parameter that decreases with an increase
in 𝛽1, indicating that the decoupling constant quenches contributions
from anisotropy. The anisotropy of the central regions of the star is
also negative, indicating that these regions are unstable as opposed
to the repulsive contributions from Δeff.

Figs. 4 and 5 present the effective stresses and densities for 𝛼
varying and 𝛽1 fixed, and another one with 𝛼 fixed and 𝛽1 vary-
ing. A model showing the behavior of pressure and density profiles
for seeding radial pressure with theta component is presented. We
can see from Fig. 5 that the radial and transverse pressures decrease
smoothly to the boundary at fixed 𝛼. At increased 𝛽1, the radial and
tangential stresses decrease. When the coupling parameter increases,
the radial and tangential pressures are suppressed. The disappear-
ance of the radial pressure at a specific value of the radial coordinate
defines the boundary of the stellar object. Near the centre of the fluid
configuration, the radial and tangential pressures are similar, but the
tangential pressure becomes dominant as the surface approaches.
There is an interesting observation of switching tangential pressure
within the core. As the coupling parameter increases, 𝑝eff

𝑡 decreases
for some finite radii. Fig. 4 shows how the density profile behaves
under symmetric teleparallel gravity for compact stars. The density
in the central core region of a star behaves very similarly to what hap-
pens in the 𝜃0

0 = 𝜌 solution. Fig. 6 illustrates the effective anisotropy
of the 𝜃1

1 = 𝑝𝑟 solution. Using the left panel of the figure, we can
see that the anisotropy parameter is positive throughout the stellar
configuration, as seen in the figure. By increasing 𝛽1, the force due to
pressure anisotropy is strengthened, which forces the inwardly driven
gravitational force to counteract the repulsive force. Interestingly, as
𝛽1 increases, the anisotropy also increases, which strengthens the
force due to pressure anisotropy.

6 MASS-RADIUS CONSTRAINTS VIA 𝑀 − 𝑅 CURVES

In this section, we will focus on examining the effect of coupling
parameters 𝛼 and 𝛽1 as well as the electric charge parameter 𝐸0
in constraining the mass-radius relationship for different objects via
𝑀 − 𝑅 curves by exploiting both solutions 4.1 (𝜃0

0 = 𝜌 solution) and
4.2 (𝜃1

1 = 𝑝𝑟 solution).
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Figure 1. The behavior of effective energy density (𝜌eff in MeV/fm3 [1 MeV/fm3 = 1.3234 × 10−6 km−2]) for different values of constants 𝛼-(left panel) and
𝛽1 -(right panel) for the solution 4.1 (𝜌 = 𝜃0

0 ). The following numerical values are employed to plot the figures: 𝐶 = 0.007/𝑘𝑚2, 𝐾 = −2, 𝛽1 = 0.6, 𝛽2 = 0
and 𝐸0 = 0.02 (left Fig) and 𝐶 = 0.007/𝑘𝑚2, 𝐾 = −2, 𝛼 = 0.1, 𝛽2 = 0 and 𝐸0 = 0.02 (right Fig).
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Figure 2. The behavior of effective radial and tangential pressures (𝑝eff
𝑟 & 𝑝eff

𝑡 in MeV/fm3) for different values of constants 𝛼-(left panel) and 𝛽1 -(right panel)
for the solution 4.1 (𝜌 = 𝜃0

0 ). The following numerical values are employed in Fig. 1.

6.1 The effect of coupling parameters 𝛼 and 𝛽1 on mass-radius
relation for both solutions 4.1 (𝜃0

0 = 𝜌) and 4.2 (𝜃1
1 = 𝑝𝑟 )

Here, we first discuss the effect of coupling parameters 𝛼 and 𝛽1n
constraining the mass-radius of four compact stars LMC X-4, Cen
X-3, PSR J1614-2230, PSR J0740+6620 with masses ranging from
1.29+0.05

−0.05 M⊙ to 2.14+0.2
−0.17 M⊙ along with the massive compact stars

with masses in the range of 2.5 M⊙ to 2.67 M⊙ came from the
GW190814 event for MIT-bag model using 𝑀 − 𝑅 diagrams for the
𝜃0

0 = 𝜌 solution 4.1. For drawing the total mass 𝑀 (normalized in
M⊙) vs the radius 𝑅 for both solutions (𝜃0

0 = 𝜌) and (𝜃1
1 = 𝑝𝑟 ), we

select the values of parameters 𝛼 and 𝛽1. In this concern, we choose
𝛼 ∈ [0.0, 0.10] and 𝛽1 ∈ [0.05, 0.08] for the solution (𝜃0

0 = 𝜌,
while 𝛼 ∈ [0.0, 0.10] and 𝛽1 ∈ [0.010, 0.025] for the other solution
(𝜃1

1 = 𝑝𝑟 ). We have also included five horizontal strips of different
colours, each representing the mass range of a distinct neutron star
candidate for both solutions 4.1 (𝜃0

0 = 𝜌) and 4.2 (𝜃1
1 = 𝑝𝑟 ).

For the first solution 4.1 (𝜃0
0 = 𝜌), the Fig. 7 shows that, with

rising values of 𝛼−(left panel) and 𝛽1−(right panel), the maximum
value of mass (𝑀𝑚𝑎𝑥) gradually rises. The maximum allowable
mass and corresponding radius for our first solution are shown in
Table 1 for different values of 𝛼 and 𝛽1. It’s noteworthy to notice
that the maximum masses range from 1.95 M⊙ to 2.65 M⊙ for 𝛼
and from 1.52 M⊙ to 3.35 M⊙ for 𝛽1 while the radii corresponding
to the maximum masses lie in 14.96 km to 15.64 km for 𝛼 and in
10.71 km to 15.95 km for 𝛽1. These considerations, together with
the analysis above, lead us to the conclusion that higher 𝛽1 generates
more massive compact objects, whereas higher 𝛼 generates compact
objects that are less massive than those generated by 𝛽1. This first
solution (𝜃0

0 = 𝜌) makes the crucial discovery that for 𝛼 = 0.10
and 𝛽1 = 0.07 & 0.08, we forecast the presence of a secondary
component of the GW190814 event with mass 2.5 − 2.67 M⊙ lying
in the hypothesized lower "mass gap" in the context of 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity.

For the second solution 4.2 (𝜃1
1 = 𝑝𝑟 ), the Fig. 9 shows that the

maximum value of mass (𝑀𝑚𝑎𝑥) progressively lowers for consid-
ering 𝛼−(left panel) but gradually grows for considering 𝛽1−(right
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Figure 3. The behavior of effective anisotropy (Δeff in MeV/fm3 ) for different values of constants 𝛼-(left panel) and 𝛽1 -(right panel) for the solution 4.1
(𝜌 = 𝜃0

0 ). The following numerical values are employed in Fig. 1
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Figure 4. The behavior of effective energy density (𝜌eff in MeV/fm3) for different values of constants 𝛼-(left panel) and 𝛽1 -(right panel) for the solution
4.2 (𝑝𝑟 = 𝜃1

1 ). The following numerical values are employed to plot the figures: 𝐶 = 0.007/𝑘𝑚2, 𝐾 = −5, 𝛽1 = 0.6, 𝛽2 = 0 and 𝐸0 = 0.02 (left Fig) and
𝐶 = 0.007/𝑘𝑚2, 𝐾 = −5, 𝛼 = 0.1, 𝛽2 = 0 and 𝐸0 = 0.02 (right Fig).

panel) with growing values of 𝛼 and 𝛽1. For different values of 𝛼
and 𝛽1, the maximum allowable mass and corresponding radius for
our second solution are displayed in Table 2. It is interesting to note
that while the radii for the maximum masses are 14.64 km to 15.50
km for 𝛼 and in 12.01 km to 18.05 km for 𝛽1, the maximum masses
range from 2.3 M⊙ to 2.7 M⊙ and from 0.9 M⊙ to 3.0 M⊙ for 𝛼 and
𝛽1, respectively. These factors, together with the analysis above, lead
us to the conclusion that higher 𝛽1 generates objects that are less
massive and more compact, whereas higher 𝛼 generates objects that
are less massive and less compact than those generated by 𝛽1. The
most interesting finding is that the presence of a secondary compo-
nent of the GW190814 event with mass 2.5 − 2.67 M⊙ lying in the
hypothesized lower "mass gap" in the context of 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity has
been achieved in the absence of deformation via decoupling constant
𝛼 along with a slight deviation on constant parameter 𝛽1.

In this sense, we would like to point out that the secondary mass
of GW190814 is within the range of 2.5 − 2.67 M⊙ , which is the
lower "mass gap" between known neutron stars and black holes (Ozel

et al. 2012; Farr et al. 2011; Ozel et al. 2010; Bailyn et al. 1998). It
almost exceeds the mass of the 1.61 − 2.52 M⊙ primary component
of GW190425, which is itself an outlier relative to the galactic popu-
lation of binary neutron stars (Abbott et al. 2020a). It is heavier than
the most massive pulsar in the Milky Way (Cromartie et al. 2019).
Additionally, it is comparable to the millisecond pulsar PSR J1748-
2021B (Freire et al. 2008), whose mass is estimated to be 2.74±0.21
M⊙ with a 68% confidence level.

6.2 The effect of electric charge parameter 𝐸0 on mass-radius
relation for both solutions 4.1 (𝜃0

0 = 𝜌) and 4.2 (𝜃1
1 = 𝑝𝑟 )

In addition to the above-mentioned effect of coupling parameters 𝛼
and 𝛽1n constraining the mass-radius of four compact stars LMC
X-4, Cen X-3, PSR J1614-2230, and PSR J0740+6620 along with
the massive compact stars which came from the GW190814 event for
MIT-bag model using 𝑀 − 𝑅 diagrams for both solutions (𝜃0

0 = 𝜌)

MNRAS 000, 1–18 (2023)



10 Santosh V. Lohakare et al.

pt
eff

pr
eff

0.15

0.05

0.10

0

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0

20

40

60

80

r / R

p
e
ff

[
M
e
V

/
fm

3
]

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

pt
eff

pr
eff

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

r / R

p
ef
f
[
M
eV

/
fm

3
]

Figure 5. The behavior of effective radial and tangential pressures (𝑝eff
𝑟 & 𝑝eff

𝑡 in MeV/fm3) for different values of constants 𝛼-(left panel) and 𝛽1 -(right panel)
for the solution 4.2 (𝑝𝑟 = 𝜃1

1 ). The following numerical values are employed in Fig. 4.

0.15

0.05

0.10

0

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0

5

10

15

20

25

r / R

Δ
ef
f
[
M
eV

/
fm

3
]

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

r / R

Δ
ef
f
[
M
eV

/
fm

3
]

Figure 6. The behavior of effective anisotropy (Δeff in MeV/fm3) for different values of constants 𝛼-(left panel) and 𝛽1 -(right panel) for the solution 4.2
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Figure 7. The radii measurement of observed compact objects via 𝑀 − 𝑅 curves for different values of 𝛼 and 𝛽1 for solution 4.1 (𝜌 = 𝜃0
0 ).
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Figure 8. The radii measurement of observed compact objects via 𝑀 − 𝑅
curves for different values of charge constant 𝐸0 for solution 4.2 (𝜌 = 𝜃0

0 ).

and (𝜃1
1 = 𝑝𝑟 ), we discuss here another important physical feature on

the stellar systems which is the effect of electric charge parameter 𝐸0
on mass-radius relation for the same solutions 4.1 (𝜃0

0 = 𝜌) and 4.2
(𝜃1

1 = 𝑝𝑟 ). Technically the effect of electric charge parameter 𝐸0 on
constraining the mass-radius relation for both solutions 𝜃0

0 = 𝜌 and
𝜃1

1 = 𝑝𝑟 can be described by a slight change in its value specifically
from 𝐸0 = 0.00 to 0.10 and 𝐸0 = 0.00 to 0.20 for 𝜃0

0 = 𝜌 and
𝜃1

1 = 𝑝𝑟 , respectively. According to Figs. 8 and 10, the maximum
value of mass (𝑀𝑚𝑎𝑥) gradually drops with increasing values of 𝐸0
for both solutions. Table 3 for different values of 𝐸0 displays the
maximum allowable mass and related radius for 𝜃0

0 = 𝜌 and 𝜃1
1 = 𝑝𝑟 ,

respectively. It is captivating to point out that the maximum masses
range from 1.95 M⊙ to 3.00 M⊙ with 𝐸0 ∈ [0.06, 0.10] for 𝜃0

0 = 𝜌

and from 0.75 M⊙ to 2.60 M⊙ with 𝐸0 ∈ [0.06, 0.10] for 𝜃1
1 = 𝑝𝑟

while the radii corresponding to the maximum masses lie in 10.55
km to 14.18 km with 𝐸0 ∈ [0.6.0, 0.10] for 𝜃0

0 = 𝜌 and 9.75 km to
15.98 km with 𝐸0 ∈ [0.06, 0.10] for 𝜃1

1 = 𝑝𝑟 . These factors lead
us to the conclusion that higher 𝐸0 generates less massive compact
objects, whereas lower 𝐸0 generates compact objects that are more
massive for both solutions according to the involved values of 𝐸0.
The masses and radii, however, do not reach their maximum values
in 𝐸0 < 0.06 for 𝜃0

0 = 𝜌 or 𝐸0 < 0.05 for 𝜃1
1 = 𝑝𝑟 , respectively.

The 𝑓 (𝑄) gravitational theory has been instrumental in describing
one of the components of the event GW190814 Abbott et al. (2020b),
which displayed the coalescence of a black hole with a mass of
22.20 − 24.30 M⊙ and a compact object with a mass of 2.50 − 2.67
M⊙ , the latter of which may have been an exceptionally high-mass
neutron star or a low-mass black hole.

7 THE TRANSFER OF ENERGY BETWEEN FLUID
SYSTEMS FOR 𝑇𝑖 𝑗 AND 𝜃𝑖 𝑗

Let us now talk about the need for energy exchange in relation to ex-
tended gravitational decoupling. In his work, Ovalle (Ovalle (2019))
demonstrated that the successful decoupling of the sources 𝑇𝑖 𝑗 and
𝜃𝑖 𝑗 depends on the presence of energy exchange between them. The
equations of motion of the line element in 𝑓 (𝑄)-gravity, denoted by

the symbol G𝑖 𝑗 , can be thought of as follows:

G𝑖 𝑗 =
2

√−𝑔∇𝑘
(√−𝑔 𝑓𝑄 𝑃𝑘𝑖 𝑗 ) + 1

2
𝑔𝑖 𝑗 𝑓 + 𝑓𝑄

(
𝑃𝑖 𝑘𝑙 𝑄

𝑘𝑙
𝑗

−2𝑄𝑘𝑙𝑖 𝑃𝑘𝑙𝑗
)
= −(𝑇eff

𝑖 𝑗 + 𝐸𝑖 𝑗 ) = −(𝑇𝑖 𝑗 + 𝛼 𝜃𝑖 𝑗 + 𝐸𝑖 𝑗 ). (75)

The conservation equation can be found by Bianchi identity
▽𝑖G𝑖 𝑗 = 0, given by

−𝐻
′

2
(𝑇0

0 − 𝑇1
1 ) + (𝑇1

1 )
′ − 2

𝑟
(𝑇2

2 − 𝑇1
1 ) −

𝛼𝜉 ′

2
(𝑇0

0 − 𝑇1
1 )

−𝐻
′

2
(𝐸0

0 − 𝐸1
1 ) + (𝐸1

1 )
′ − 2

𝑟
(𝐸2

2 − 𝐸1
1 ) −

𝛼𝜉 ′

2
(𝐸0

0 − 𝐸1
1 )

−𝛼Φ′

2

(
𝜃0

0 − 𝜃1
1

)
+ 𝛼

(
𝜃1

1

) ′
− 2𝛼
𝑟

(
𝜃2

2 − 𝜃1
1

)
= 0. (76)

A noteworthy aspect in the context of the TOV equation for 𝑓 (Q) for
the static and spherically symmetric line element is the same as the
general relativity context under the linear functional form. This guar-
antees that the metric (45) should meet the relevant Bianchi identity
for G{𝐻,𝑊 }

𝑖 𝑗
. Again, this implies that the space-time geometry 𝐻,𝑊

of equation (44) should preserve the energy-momentum tensor 𝑇𝑖 𝑗 .
Consequently, one can offer,

▽{𝐻,𝑊 }
𝑖

(𝑇 𝑖𝑗 + 𝐸
𝑖
𝑗 ) = 0. (77)

It is also instructive, in connection to equation (13), that

▽𝑖 𝑇
𝑖
𝑗 = ▽{𝐻,𝑊}

𝑖
(𝑇𝑖

𝑗 + 𝐸
𝑖
𝑗 ) −

𝛼 𝜉 ′

2
(𝑇0

0 − 𝑇1
1 ) 𝛿

1
𝑗 −

𝛼 𝜉 ′

2
(𝐸0

0 − 𝐸1
1 ) 𝛿

1
𝑗 . (78)

As a linear combination of the Einstein field equations (41)–(43),
we obtain from equation (77) the following explicit form:

−𝐻
′

2
(𝑇0

0 − 𝑇1
1 ) + (𝑇1

1 )
′ − 2

𝑟
(𝑇2

2 − 𝑇1
1 ) −

𝐻′

2
(𝐸0

0 − 𝐸1
1 ) + (𝐸1

1 )
′

−2
𝑟
(𝐸2

2 − 𝐸1
1 ) = 0. (79)

This immediately shows that the sources 𝑇𝑖 𝑗 and 𝐸𝑖 𝑗 may be well-
defined decoupled from the system of equations (41)–(43), and even-
tually, based on the condition (77), one can derive the following
forms from equation (76):

▽𝑖 𝑇 𝑖𝑗 = −𝛼 𝜉
′

2
(𝑇0

0 − 𝑇1
1 )𝛿

1
𝑗 , (80)

▽𝑖 𝐸 𝑖𝑗 = −𝛼 𝜉
′

2
(𝐸0

0 − 𝐸1
1 )𝛿

1
𝑗 = 0, as

[
𝐸0

0 = 𝐸1
1 =

𝑞2

𝑟4
]
. (81)

and

▽𝑖 𝜃𝑖𝑗 =
𝛼 𝜉′

2
(𝑇0

0 − 𝑇1
1 )𝛿

1
𝑗 . (82)

At this point, we would to mentioned that decoupling with the electric
field and new sector does not demand any restriction, while decou-
pling can be accomplished as long as there is an energy transfer
between the sources 𝑇𝑖 𝑗 and 𝜃𝑖 𝑗 . In this regard, the energy exchange
between the sources can be described as follows using the works
(Ovalle et al. 2022; Contreras & Stuchlik 2022),

ΔE =
𝜉′

2
(
𝑝𝑟 + 𝜌

)
. (83)

Since 𝑝𝑟 and 𝜌 are two positive physical quantities, the above equa-
tion (83) can help to examine the following situations: (i) if 𝜉′ > 0,
then ΔE > 0, which means ▽𝑖 𝜃𝑖𝑗 > 0, i.e. the new source 𝜃𝑖 𝑗 sup-
plies energy to the surroundings, and (ii) if 𝜉′ < 0, then ΔE < 0,
which implies ▽𝑖 𝜃𝑖𝑗 < 0, i.e. the new source 𝜃𝑖 𝑗 draws energy from
the environment.

It should be noted that the temporal component is the same for
both solutions; therefore, the expressions of the energy exchange are
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Figure 9. The radii measurement of observed compact objects via 𝑀 − 𝑅 curves for different values of 𝛼 and 𝛽1 for solution 4.2 (𝑝𝑟 = 𝜃1
1 ).

Table 1. The predicted radii of compact stars LMC X-4, Cen X-3, PSR J1614-2230, PSR J0740+6620, and GW190814 for MIT-bag model (see Fig.7).

Objects 𝑀
M⊙ Predicted 𝑅 km

For solution 𝜌 = 𝜃0
0

𝛼 = 0 𝛼 = 0.025 𝛼 = 0.05 𝛼 = 0.075 𝛼 = 0.10 𝛽1 = 0.05 𝛽1 = 0.06 𝛽1 = 0.07 𝛽1 = 0.08

LMC X-4 (Rawls et al. 2011) 1.29 ± 0.05 14.97+0.01
−0.01 14.98+0.01

−0.01 15.05+0.01
−0.01 15.04+0.01

−0.01 14.79+0.01
−0.01 11.01+0.01

−0.01 12.49+0.06
−0.08 13.61+0.09

−0.11 14.53+0.11
−0.11

Cen X-3 (Rawls et al. 2011) 1.49±0.08 15.10+0.01
−0.03 15.23+0.04

−0.07 15.32+0.06
−0.12 15.34+0.11

−0.12 15.36+0.12
−0.15 10.88+0.08

−0.17 12.70+0.03
−0.08 13.98+0.07

−0.16 14.98+0.03
−0.17

PSR J1614-2230 (Demorest et al. 2010) 1.97±0.04 - 14.82+0.11
−0.19 15.33+0.05

−0.05 15.64+0.01
−0.01 15.82+0.01

−0.01 - 12.53+0.07
−0.05 14.37+0.01

−0.01 15.69+0.05
−0.03

PSR J0740+6620 (Cromartie et al. 2020) 2.14+0.2
−0.17 - - 14.95+0.27

−0.35 15.49+0.15
−0.47 15.80+0.02

−0.18 - 12.01+0.57
−0.0 14.38+0.01

−0.08 15.84+0.09
−0.19

GW190814 (Lu et al. 2021) 2.5-2.67 - - - - 14.90+0.33
−1.2 - - 13.86+0.14

−0.33 15.94+0.01
−0.03

Table 2. The predicted radii of compact stars LMC X-4, Cen X-3, PSR J1614-2230, PSR J0740+6620, and GW190814 for MIT-bag model (see Fig.9).

Objects 𝑀
M⊙ Predicted 𝑅 km

For solution 𝑝𝑟 = 𝜃1
1

𝛼 = 0 𝛼 = 0.025 𝛼 = 0.05 𝛼 = 0.075 𝛼 = 0.10 𝛽1 = 0.01 𝛽1 = 0.015 𝛽1 = 0.02 𝛽1 = 0.025

LMC X-4 (Rawls et al. 2011) 1.29 ± 0.05 14.52+0.12
−0.10 14.52+0.12

−0.10 14.52+0.12
−0.10 14.52+0.12

−0.10 14.52+0.12
−0.10 - 12.22+0.02

−0.01 14.52+0.14
−0.09 16.11+0.12

−0.06

Cen X-3 (Rawls et al. 2011) 1.49±0.08 14.96+0.08
−0.19 14.95+0.08

−0.19 14.94+0.08
−0.19 14.93+0.08

−0.11 14.92+0.08
−0.19 - 11.99+0.20

−0.58 14.93+0.10
−0.15 16.66+0.22

−0.19

PSR J1614-2230 (Demorest et al. 2010) 1.97±0.04 15.44+0.01
−0.02 15.38+0.01

−0.01 15.33+0.01
−0.01 15.31+0.01

−0.01 15.28+0.01
−0.01 - - 15.29+0.01

−0.02 17.62+0.03
−0.03

PSR J0740+6620 (Cromartie et al. 2020) 2.14+0.2
−0.17 15.45+0.05

−0.02 15.34+0.04
−0.28 15.24+0.09

−0.48 15.16+0.14
−0.0 15.11+0.17

−0.0 - - 15.12+0.17
−0.0 17.84+0.14

−0.27

GW190814 (Lu et al. 2021) 2.5-2.67 - - - - 14.76+0.24
−0.65 - - - 18.04+0.01

−0.03

Table 3. The predicted radii of compact stars LMC X-4, Cen X-3, PSR J1614-2230, PSR J0740+6620, and GW190814 for MIT-bag model (see Figs. 8, 10).

Objects 𝑀
M⊙ Predicted 𝑅 km

For solution 𝜌 = 𝜃0
0 For solution 𝑝𝑟 = 𝜃1

1
𝐸0 = 0 𝐸0 = 0.02 𝐸0 = 0.04 𝐸0 = 0.06 𝐸0 = 0.08 𝐸0 = 0.1 𝐸0 = 0 𝐸0 = 0.05 𝐸0 = 0.1

LMC X-4 (Rawls et al. 2011) 1.29 ± 0.05 14.65+0.18
−0.16 14.12+0.13

−0.18 13.59+0.12
−0.14 13.08+0.10

−0.12 12.54+0.08
−0.06 11.98+0.04

−0.06 15.65+0.17
−0.17 14.76+0.07

−0.15 13.21+0.02
−0.04

Cen X-3 (Rawls et al. 2011) 1.49±0.08 15.29+0.23
−0.25 14.67+0.21

−0.18 14.09+0.16
−0.20 13.46+0.14

−0.15 12.82+0.07
−0.11 12.11+0.01

−0.04 16.32+0.23
−0.24 15.18+0.19

−0.12 -

PSR J1614-2230 (Demorest et al. 2010) 1.97±0.04 16.57+0.07
−0.07 15.77+0.06

−0.04 14.98+0.04
−0.07 14.04+0.04

−0.01 12.98+0.01
−0.02 10.96+0.32

−0.41 17.66+0.66
−0.05 15.91+0.01

−0.05 -

PSR J0740+6620 (Cromartie et al. 2020) 2.14+0.2
−0.17 16.94+0.43

−0.46 16.10+0.33
−0.37 15.18+0.22

−0.27 14.17+0.01
−0.13 12.77+0.36

−0.22 - 18.09+0.43
−0.50 15.97+0.01

−0.09 -

GW190814 (Lu et al. 2021) 2.5-2.67 17.79+0.20
−0.12 16.76+0.13

−0.09 15.60+0.03
−0.07 14.09+0.03

−0.16 - - 18.99+0.16
−0.15 15.31+0.40

−0.0 -
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Figure 10. The radii measurement of observed compact objects via 𝑀 − 𝑅
curves for different values of charge constant 𝐸0 for solution 4.2 (𝑝𝑟 = 𝜃1

1 ).

the same in both cases, but the amount of energy exchange is different
in both cases. If we now use the expressions for seed pressure and
seed density together with the time deformation function 𝜉, we find:

For Solution 4.1: (𝜌 = 𝜃0
0)

ΔE =
1

9𝛽1𝐾
(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)3 (
𝐶𝑟2 + 𝐾

) [2𝑟 (2B𝑔𝐾 (
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)2
+ 𝐶2𝑟2

(
2𝛽1 + 2𝐸0𝐾 − 2𝛽1𝐾 + 𝛽2𝐾𝑟

2
)
+ 𝐶

(
6𝛽1 − 6𝛽1𝐾 + 2𝛽2𝐾𝑟

2
)

+𝛽2𝐾
) (

2B𝑔𝐾
(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)2
+ 𝐶2𝑟2 (2𝛽1 + 2𝐸0𝐾 − 2𝛽1𝐾 + 𝛽2𝐾𝑟

2)
+𝐶

(
3𝛽1 − 3𝛽1𝐾 + 2𝛽2𝐾𝑟

2
)
+ 𝛽2𝐾

)]
(84)

where,

B𝑔 = −
[
𝐶3𝑅4

(
− 12𝛼(𝛼 + 1)𝐸2

0𝐾
2 + 𝐸0𝐾

(
− 3𝛽1

(
4𝛼2 (𝐾 − 1)

+𝛼(4𝐾 − 15) − 2
)
− 2𝛼(𝛼 + 1)𝛽2𝐾𝑅

2) + 2𝛼(𝛼 + 1)𝛽2
2𝐾

2𝑅4

+6(𝛼 + 1)𝛽2
1 (𝐾 − 1) (4𝛼(𝐾 − 1) − 1) + 𝛽1𝛽2𝐾𝑅

2 [−16𝛼2

×(𝐾 − 1) + 𝛼(25 − 16𝐾 ) + 3]
)
+𝐶2𝑅2

(
𝐸0𝐾

(
− 9𝛼(2𝛼 + 1)𝛽1

+3
(
6𝛼2 + 17𝛼 + 2

)
𝛽1𝐾 − 8𝛼(𝛼 + 1)𝛽2𝐾𝑅

2) + 6𝛼(𝛼 + 1)𝛽2
2

𝐾2𝑅4 + 6(𝛼 + 1)𝛽2
1 (𝐾 − 1) (−6𝛼 + (6𝛼 − 1)𝐾 − 3) + 𝛽1𝛽2𝐾𝑅

2(
34𝛼2 + 52𝛼 +

(
3 − 34𝛼2 − 25𝛼

)
𝐾 + 6

))
− 3𝐶𝐾

(
𝛼𝐸0𝐾

(
2(𝛼 + 1)

𝛽2𝑅
2 − 3𝛽1

)
+ 6(𝛼 + 1)𝛽2

1 (𝐾 − 1) − 2𝛼(𝛼 + 1)𝛽2
2𝐾𝑅

4 + 𝛽1𝛽2𝑅
2

×
(
−6𝛼2 − 9𝛼 + 6𝛼2𝐾 − 2𝐾 − 1

) )
+ 𝛽2𝐾

2 ( (9𝛼 + 3)𝛽1 + 2𝛼

×(𝛼 + 1)𝛽2𝑅
2) ] [4(𝛼 + 1)𝐾

(
𝐶𝑅2 + 1

)2 (
𝐶𝑅2 ( − 3𝛼𝐸0𝐾 + 𝛽1

×(6𝛼 − 6𝛼𝐾 + 6) + 𝛼𝛽2𝐾𝑅
2) + 𝐾 (

6𝛽1 + 𝛼𝛽2𝑅
2
) )]−1

,

For Solution 4.2: (𝑝𝑟 = 𝜃1
1)

ΔE =
1

9𝛽1𝐾
(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)3 (
𝐶𝑟2 + 𝐾

) [2𝑟 (2B𝑔𝐾 (
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)2
+ 𝐶2𝑟2

×
(
2𝛽1 + 2𝐸0𝐾 − 2𝛽1𝐾 + 𝛽2𝐾𝑟

2
)
+ 𝐶

(
6𝛽1 − 6𝛽1𝐾 + 2𝛽2

𝐾𝑟2) + 𝛽2𝐾
) (

2B𝑔𝐾
(
𝐶𝑟2 + 1

)2
+ 𝐶2𝑟2 (2𝛽1 + 2𝐸0𝐾 −

2𝛽1𝐾 + 𝛽2𝐾𝑟
2) + 𝐶 (

3𝛽1 − 3𝛽1𝐾 + 2𝛽2𝐾𝑟
2
)
+ 𝛽2𝐾

)]
, (85)

where,

B𝑔 =
−3
4

[
𝐶2𝑅2

(
2𝐸0𝐾 − 2𝛽1 (𝐾 − 1) + 𝛽2𝐾𝑅

2
)

6𝐾
(
𝐶𝑅2 + 1

)2 −

𝛽1𝐶 (𝐾 − 1)
𝐾
(
𝐶𝑅2 + 1

)2 + 𝛽2𝐶𝑅
2

3
(
𝐶𝑅2 + 1

)2 + 𝛽2

6
(
𝐶𝑅2 + 1

)2 ] .
The energy exchange between fluid distributions for both solutions

4.1 and 4.2. The Fig. 11 is plotted for 𝛼 = 0.1 and 𝛽1 = 0.6 (left
panel), 𝛼 = 0.2 and 𝛽1 = 0.6 (middle panel), and 𝛼 = 0.2 and
𝛽1 = 0.4 (right panel) corresponding to solution 4.1. In all cases, ΔE
is positive and increasing from centre to boundary. Therefore, the new
source supplies energy to the environment, and the maximum value
of Δ𝐸 is achieved at the boundary in all cases. It is noted that when
the decoupling constant 𝛼 increases, the value of ΔE also increases.
On the other hand, when we compare the last two panels of the
figure, it is found that ΔE is decreasing when constant 𝛽1 decreases.
Furthermore, Fig. 12 shows the amount of energy exchange between
new and seed sources for solution 4.2. It is observed that when
𝛽1 decreases the ΔE, while there is no impact of the decoupling
constant 𝛼 on the ΔE for the second solution. Also, one can note that
ΔE increases from centre to boundary, but its maximum value exists
inside the star rather than on the boundary.

Finally, we conclude that both constants 𝛼 and 𝛽1 play an im-
portant role in the amount of energy exchange (ΔE) between the
fluid distributions in solution 4.1 while only constant 𝛽1 has effect
in solution 4.2.

8 STABILITY ANALYSIS

It is very important to check the stability of each configuration
through small radial perturbation and Buchdahl’s limit of gravita-
tional collapse. This analysis can be performed via several techniques
as below.

8.1 Onset of gravitational collapse and modified Buchdahl limit

In 1959, Buchdahl (1959) identified the onset of gravitational col-
lapse of a spherically symmetric isotropic compact matter distribu-
tion. This configuration will trigger a gravitational collapse if 𝑀/𝑅
is less than 4/9. However, this limit was extended for charged config-
urations by Andréasson (2009) as

𝑀

𝑅
≤ 2𝑅2 + 3𝑄2

9𝑅2 + 2
9𝑅

√︃
𝑅2 + 3𝑄2. (86)

This relationship can also be used to determine the critical value of
surface charge just enough to avoid the collapse. equation (86) under
small charge approximation i.e. 𝑄 < 𝑅 reduces to

𝑀

𝑅
≲

4
9
+ 2𝑄2

3𝑅2 + O(𝑄4/𝑅4). (87)
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Figure 11. The flow of 𝑒𝑛𝑒𝑟𝑔𝑦 − 𝑒𝑥𝑐ℎ𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑒 (ΔE - in km−3) between the fluid distributions for the solution 4.1 (𝜌 = 𝜃0
0 )
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Figure 12. The flow of 𝑒𝑛𝑒𝑟𝑔𝑦 − 𝑒𝑥𝑐ℎ𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑒 (ΔE - in km−3) between the fluid distributions for the solution 4.2 (𝑝𝑟 = 𝜃1
1 ).

Here one can see that the Buchdahl-Andréasson limit is more than
4/9. Therefore, some net electric charge can inhibit gravitational
collapse up to a certain limit. In a similar manner, a lower limit was
also given for charge configurations by Böhmer & Harko (2006) as

𝑄2 (18𝑅2 +𝑄2)
2𝑅2 (12𝑅2 +𝑄2)

≤ 𝑀

𝑅
. (88)

Generally, this lower bound has very small values, in our case its
value is ≈ 10−4, hence the lower limit is satisfied. The satisfaction
of Buchdahl-Andréasson limit, i.e. the upper bound (87) also holds,
which can be seen in Figs. 7, 8, 9 and 10. Therefore, the presented
solution is free from gravitational collapse.

8.2 Stability under small radial perturbation

Compact objects such as neutron stars and quark stars are stable for
a lifetime of several million to several billion years. And therefore,
any internal perturbation that arises from several exotic or non-exotic
interactions must be stabilized by its own. This can be analyzed by
adopting Chandrasekhar’s method (Chandrasekhar 1964) by perturb-
ing the interior parameters like energy density, pressure, anisotropy
etc. This treatment will be more handy if one considers a radial
perturbation viz,

Φ → Φ0 + 𝛿Φ, 𝜈 → 𝜈0 + 𝛿𝜈,
𝜌eff → 𝜌eff

0 + 𝛿𝜌eff, 𝑝eff
𝑟 → 𝑝eff

𝑟0 + 𝛿𝑝eff
𝑟 .

Further, the perturbed components will be chosen as oscillatory func-
tion i.e. 𝛿X ∼ 𝑒𝑖𝜎𝑡 (X ≡ Φ, 𝜈, 𝜌eff, 𝑝eff

𝑟 ), where 𝜎 is the charac-
teristic frequency. As long as 𝜎2 > 0, the system is stable other-
wise unstable. Harrison and his colleagues (Harrison et al. 1965)

and independently by Zel’dovich & Novikov (1971) adapted Chan-
drasekhar’s theorem into a much simpler technique. As per this new
technique, it was found that 𝜎2 remains positive if the mass of the
compact structure is an increasing function of its central density,
i.e. 𝑑𝑀/𝑑𝜌eff

𝑐 > 0. With the assumption of a polytropic matter i.e.
𝑝eff
𝑟 = 𝜅(𝜌eff)Γ

[
Γ is the adiabatic index

]
, mass of the system is pro-

portional to [𝜌eff
𝑐 ]3{Γ−4/3}/2, which can be an increasing function

iff Γ > 4/3. Therefore, for stable/non-collapsing compact structures,
the mass should be an increasing function of the central density as
well as the adiabatic index is > 4/3. The configurations presenting
in the current work satisfies this criteria, see Figs. 13 and 14 and
therefore stable under radial perturbations.

Moreover, the stability is enhanced by the strength of decoupling.
In Fig. 13 (left), for the same density range, the mass that can be
supported by the system is more for 𝛼 = 0.25 than 𝛼 = 0. However,
the opposite can be observed with the 𝑓 (𝑄)−parameter 𝛽1, i.e. less
mass can be supported for large values of 𝛽1 in the same density range
(Fig. 13 (right)). Next, the extra repulsive force due to the electric
charge delays the gravitational instability that leads to a collapse and
hence stability is gained in charged systems (Fig. 14).

8.3 Onset of gravitational collapse

In the above discussion on the stability of the compact stars under
radial perturbations, it was required that the adiabatic index must be
more than 4/3. This is in fact true for isotropic fluid, and the same
condition is different for anisotropic fluid. For the same Newtonian

MNRAS 000, 1–18 (2023)



Influence of three parameters ... 15

α = 0

0.25

δα = 0.05

0.0000 0.0002 0.0004 0.0006 0.0008 0.0010
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

ρc
eff [ / km2 ]

M
/
M

⊙

β1 = 0.1

0.2

0.5

0.4
0.3

0.0000 0.0002 0.0004 0.0006 0.0008
0

1

2

3

4

ρc
eff [ / km2 ]

M
/
M

⊙
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mass-density (𝑚 − 𝜌eff) curves that shows the stability to the solution 4.1
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𝑐 ) curves

that shows the stability to the solution 4.1 (𝜌 = 𝜃0
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fluid, the onset of gravitational collapse is inevitable when

Γ <
4
3
©«1 + Δeff

𝑟

���(𝑝eff
𝑟𝑐

)′��� ª®®¬ . (89)

Here it is clear that anisotropy increases the value of Γ above 4/3,
which depends on the strength of anisotropy. More the anisotropy
easier is to trigger gravitational collapse. From the Figs. 3 and 6, the
anisotropy increases when 𝛼 and 𝛽1 increases. Therefore, as (𝛼, 𝛽1)
increases the adiabatic index limit for collapse also shifted to higher
values and therefore easier to initiate a collapse. At the same time
increment in 𝛼) reduces the value of Γ at the core (See. Figs. 17
(left) and 18 (left)) and therefore approaching the Γcrit faster thus
triggering collapse much more easier. Further, since 𝛽1 has very
minute effects on a core adiabatic index (See. Figs. 17 (right) and
18 (right)) and therefore the gravitational collapse will not trigger
(or slower onset of collapse) until Γcrit > Γcore. Next, the effect of
electric field strength parameter

√
𝐸0 have negligibly changes the

Γcore for 𝜌 = 𝜃0
0 (See Fig. 17 (mid)) however, for the second solution

(𝑝𝑟 = 𝜃1
1) Γcore decreases with increase in

√
𝐸0 (See Fig. 18 (mid)).

Therefore, increase in electric field strength may improve the stability
under radial perturbations (See Fig. 16), however, one must enhance
it with the constraint Γcrit < Γcore, i.e.

√
𝐸0 has an upper limit.

9 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

Using gravitational decoupling and the CGD technique, we now
summarise our results and effort to simulate a strange star in
𝑓 (𝑄) gravity with an extra source under an electric field. We used
the Tolman ansatz and the MIT bag model EOS for one of the
gravitational potentials that served as a starting point to create a
bounded star configuration. One family of solutions comes from
the 𝜃0

0 = 𝜌 sector, while the other comes from the 𝜃1
1 = 𝑝𝑟 sector

due to CGD formalism. In order to do this, we explored the impacts
of anisotropy added using the complete Gravitational Decoupling
approach and simulated compact objects within the context of the
𝑓 (𝑄) theory of gravity. By changing the decoupling parameters
𝛼 and 𝛽1 and the electric charge parameter 𝐸0, these models
were put through rigorous physical viability tests. Our assess-
ments of our models’ density and pressure profiles clearly show the
effects of electric charge parameter 𝐸0 and coupling parameter 𝛼, 𝛽1.

The motivation for the current study was to simulate compact ob-
jects within the context of 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity using gravitational wave
occurrences (GW 190814) as well as observations of neutron stars
PSR J1614-2230, PSR J1903+6620, Cen X-3 and LMC X-4. Our
study explores the impact of anisotropy on compact stars by vary-
ing the decoupling constant based on widespread applications of the
complete geometric deformation method. By employing the CGD
method, we present the model of strange stars within the 𝑓 (𝑄) for-
malism in this investigation, and the mathematical model is validated
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through observational data from different compact stars, such as PSR
J1614-2230, PSR J1903+6620, Cen X-3 and LMC X-4. A compar-
ison has been made between our findings and the GW190814, an
observational constraint on maximum allowable masses and radii for
stable self-gravitating configurations.

For 𝑓 (𝑄) gravity, it is interesting that the presence of a secondary
component of the GW 190814 event with mass 2.5−2.67 M⊙ lying in
the lower "mass gap" in the absence of deformation has been achieved
by using a decoupling constant 𝛼 and slight deviation from parameter
constant 𝛽1. We have observed well-behaved mass profiles in both
classes of solutions and demonstrated physically sound behaviour.
Figs. 7, 8, 9 and 10 illustrate the novelty of our work. Although both
solutions predict masses above 2 M⊙ , the observed neutron star lim-
iting mass, they also predict masses above the masses of well-known
compact objects like PSR J1614-2230, PSR J1903+6620, Cen X-3
and LMC X-4. For the 𝜃0

0 = 𝜌0 solution, the maximum masses span
from 1.95 M⊙ to 2.65 M⊙ for 𝛼 and from 1.52 M⊙ to 3.35,M⊙ for
𝛽1. The corresponding radii for these maximum masses range from
14.96 km to 15.64 km for 𝛼 and from 10.71 km to 15.95 km for 𝛽1.
Regarding the 𝜃1

1 = 𝑝𝑟 solution, the radii for the maximum masses
are between 14.64 km and 15.50 km for 𝛼 and between 12.01 km
and 18.05 km for 𝛽1. The maximum masses in these models range
from 2.3 M⊙ to 2.7 M⊙ for 𝛼 and from 0.9 M⊙ to 3.0 M⊙ for 𝛽1. We
assessed the impact on stellar configuration regularity and stability
by varying coupling parameters 𝛼 and 𝛽1. Our models displayed in-
ternal regularity, well-behaved energy density, and pressure profiles
resembling realistic stars. The dominance of tangential pressure over
radial pressure resulted in a repulsive anisotropic force stabilising the
configuration. Stability analysis using the anisotropic Chandrasekhar
adiabatic index and small perturbation criterion confirmed the sta-
bility (see Fig. 13, 14, 15, 16), further enhanced by the decoupling
constant. Increasing (𝛼, 𝛽1) raises anisotropy and facilitates collapse
initiation, while higher 𝛼 speeds up Γcrit approach. In Fig. 17 and
18, we can see a negligible impact of 𝛽1 on core collapse, but higher
electric field (

√
𝐸0) may improve stability with Γcrit < Γcore con-

straint. The satisfaction of Buchdahl–Andréasson’s limit ensured the
absence of gravitational collapse in our solution.
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