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We develop a consistent approach to calculate the moment of inertia (MOI) for axisymmetric neutron stars
(NSs) in the Lorentz-violating Standard-Model Extension (SME) framework. To our knowledge, this is the first
relativistic MOI calculation for axisymmetric NSs in a Lorentz-violating gravity theory other than deformed,
rotating NSs in the General Relativity. Under Lorentz violation, there is a specific direction in the spacetime and
NSs get stretched or compressed along that direction. When a NS is spinning stationarily along this direction, a
conserved angular momentum and the concept of MOI are well defined. In the SME framework, we calculate
the partial differential equation governing the rotation and solve it numerically with the finite element method to
get the MOI for axisymmetric NSs caused by Lorentz violation. Besides, we study an approximate case where
the correction to the MOI is regarded solely from the deformation of the NS and compare it with its counterpart
in the Newtonian gravity. Our formalism and the numerical method can be extended to other theories of gravity
for static axisymmetric NSs.

I. INTRODUCTION

At the classical level, gravitational phenomena are well de-
scribed by the General Relativity (GR), which has withstood
various experimental tests over the past century with flying
colors [1, 2]. At the quantum level, the Standard Model (SM)
of particle physics provides an accurate description of inter-
actions between microscopic particles. Together, GR and SM
form the foundation for our contemporary understanding of
the nature. However, there has been a longstanding quest to
a final theory, the so-called quantum gravity, that can consis-
tently describe all phenomena. Quantum gravity is expected
to exhibit unique behaviors different from GR at the Planck
energy scale, but testing theories at the Planck scale is chal-
lenging if possible [3, 4]. Therefore, physicists have turned
attention to searching for relic effects of quantum gravity at
low energy scales, and Lorentz violation is one possible relic
effect [3–8]. A field-theoretic approach, the Standard-Model
Extension (SME), collects all possible operators of Lorentz
violation in a Lagrangian [8–11],

LSME = LGR +LSM +LLV +Lk , (1)

where LGR represents the Einstein-Hilbert term for GR, LSM
is the Lagrangian of the SM, LLV is the Lorentz-violating
term, and Lk describes the dynamics of the Lorentz-violating
fields. For the term LLV, in this study we consider the min-
imal gravitational Lorentz violation with operators of mass-
dimension four [8],

L
(4)
LV =

1
16π

(
−uR + sµνRT

µν + tαβγδCαβγδ
)
, (2)

where R is the Ricci scalar, RT
µν is the trace-free Ricci ten-

sor, Cαβγδ is the Weyl conformal tensor, and u, sµν, tαβγδ are
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the Lorentz-violating fields. In the SME framework, we can
describe the Lorentz-violating fields by introducing their vac-
uum expectation values, ū, s̄µν, and t̄αβγδ, which are then called
the Lorentz violation coefficients [8]. Extensive experiments
have been conducted to constrain the Lorentz violation coeffi-
cients [12–21].

In this work we will consider neutron stars (NSs) in the
SME framework. NSs are ideal laboratories for testing funda-
mental theories and principles, including the Lorentz symme-
try [22–29]. Pulsars, which are rotating NSs, provide us a su-
perb opportunity to test theories of gravity [22, 23, 27] includ-
ing the Lorentz symmetry in circumstances of strong gravita-
tional field [13, 14, 18, 19]. In some cases, the uncertain equa-
tion of state (EOS) for dense nuclear matter of NSs could in-
troduce degeneracy with gravity tests [30–32]. Nevertheless,
measurements of NS properties, such as mass, radius, moment
of inertia (MOI), and tidal Love number offer us an avenue to
study the EOS [33–40]. Through high-precision pulsar timing
observations [27, 37, 39, 41], gravitational-wave detections of
binary NS mergers [42–44], and multi-wavelength observa-
tions of X-ray pulsars [45, 46], we can obtain high-precision
measurements of the structure of NSs. These constraints on
the EOS of NSs help us gain insights into the physics of dense
nuclear matter, as well as gravity tests.

With Lorentz violation, NSs undergo non-spherical defor-
mations. Studying the structure of NSs under Lorentz viola-
tion can help us test the SME framework and offer the po-
tential for identifying additional observable effects [47–49].
Xu et al. [47] employed a method similar to the post-Tolman-
Oppenheimer-Volkoff (post-TOV) approach [50] to deal with
the effects from Lorentz violation, and obtained the leading-
order corrections to the structure of NSs caused by Lorentz
violation. In this paper, we attempt to extend the study of the
structure of NSs under Lorentz violation. In particular, we
focus on the MOI of NSs.

MOI is one of the crucial structural parameters of NSs, as it
characterizes the rotational properties of NSs. MOI is closely
connected to the central issues in NS physics. Firstly, Obser-
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vations and studies of MOI can help us constrain the EOS of
NSs [27, 51, 52]. MOI of NSs varies with different EOSs,
and it can also be measured directly from high-precision ob-
servations of binary pulsars [27, 41]. Owing to the high pre-
cision of pulsar timing, there is the potential to detect orbital
effects related to the MOI, e.g. through the periastron advance
caused by the spin-orbit coupling. Currently, with a 16-year
data span, an upper limit of the MOI for PSR J0737−3039A
in the Double Pulsar system has been obtained [27]. With
the advent of the next generation radio telescopes, such as the
Square Kilometre Array (SKA), there is hope for direct mea-
surements of the MOI of NSs [41, 53], offering us a means to
study the EOS of NSs. Secondly, glitch phenomena in pul-
sar timing observations are also believed to be related to the
MOI of NSs. Glitches are one type of timing irregularities in
pulsar timing observations, which manifest as sudden changes
in rotation frequencies of pulsars, and are often followed by
a relaxation [54–56]. There are a lot of theoretical models
that aim to explain glitches, such as models associated with
superfluid and crustquake [57–60]. Investigating the origins
of glitches contributes to our comprehension of the physics
within NSs. Considering that the angular momentum of a NS
is conserved or almost conserved, any changes in the MOI will
result in variations in the angular velocity, leading to notice-
able observational effects for pulsars. If we intend to explain
glitches through deformations of NSs, we need to calculate
the MOI and infer the variation in the MOI from the change
of angular velocity. Some studies have also attempted to ex-
plain the unexplained issues in glitches, such as the deficiency
of MOI contributed by the NS crust [61], e.g. with a modified
gravity [62]. Additionally, considering the precision of pul-
sar spin measurements, other MOI-related physical processes
affecting NS rotation may also be measurable. In this con-
text, calculating the MOI corrections induced by these physi-
cal processes is essential.

Research on the MOI of NSs in a relativistic setting can be
traced back to 1960s when Hartle and Thorne [63, 64] calcu-
lated the structure of slowly rotating NSs in GR and computed
the MOI for spherically symmetric NSs. Their results showed
a significant difference between the calculations in GR and
those in the Newtonian gravity. Another important theoreti-
cal work related to the MOI of NSs is the discovery of the
so-called I-Love-Q relation, which is one of the most famous
universal relations for NSs [65, 66]. Numerical calculations
revealed that the relations between any two of the dimension-
less MOI, the dimensionless tidal Love number, and the di-
mensionless quadrupole moment are insensitive to the EOS
of NSs. The I-Love-Q relation provides us a way to test grav-
ity theories independently of the EOS [32]. In addition, cal-
culations have also been performed on the MOI for NSs in
alternative gravity theories [67–69], but they are limited to the
assumption of the spherical background configuration.

It is worth noting that previous calculations of the MOI
of NSs have based on the assumption of spherical symme-
try. To our knowledge, no calculations in the relativistic set-
ting have been performed yet regarding the correction to the
MOI caused by non-spherical deformations other than rota-
tion itself. Indeed, considering the MOI of non-spherical NSs

is meaningful. Firstly, there exist various physical processes
that can induce non-spherical deformations in NSs, such as
crustal deformations, magnetic field effects and so on [70, 71].
Exploring the corrections to MOI caused by non-spherical
deformations can provide valuable insights into the structure
and dynamics of NSs, and contribute to our understanding of
complex behaviors of NSs. Secondly, from the perspective
of gravity theories, there are some modified gravity theories
breaking the spherical symmetry, such as the bumblebee the-
ory [8] and the Einstein-Æther theory [72]. In these grav-
ity theories, there may exist axisymmetric solutions for NSs
which are more stable than the spherical ones. In that case,
studying the structure of non-spherical NSs helps us under-
stand these theories better.

In this context, we present a consistent calculation of the
MOI for axisymmetric NSs in the SME framework. The or-
ganization of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we intro-
duce the calculation of MOI for spherical NSs in GR to lay
the groundwork. In Sec. III, we first review the deformed
NSs in the SME found in Ref. [47] in Sec. III A. Then in
Sec. III B, we obtain the partial differential equation (PDE)
that describes the rotational metric in the SME, retaining the
correction terms up to the first order in the Lorentz violation
coefficients. In Sec. III C, we solve the PDE numerically with
the finite element method to get the MOI for NSs. Finally, we
summarize in Sec. IV. In this paper, we adopt the units where
G = c = 1.

II. MOI OF SPHERICAL NSS IN GR

In GR, the definition of MOI is based on the definitions of
angular velocity and angular momentum. To obtain the MOI
of a NS, we need to calculate the gravitational field equation
to get the metric of the rotating spacetime [63, 64]. We begin
with the metric of a stationary, axially symmetric system,

ds2 = −H2dt2+Q2dr2+r2K2
[
dθ2 + sin2 θ(dφ − Ldt)2

]
, (3)

where H, Q, K, and L are functions of r and θ. The corre-
sponding four-velocity of the fluid reads,

uµ = (ut, 0, 0,Ωut) . (4)

We adopt the assumption of slow rotation, where the effects
on pressure, energy density, and gravitational field caused by
the rotation can be treated as perturbations. In this case, we
can expand L in orders of Ω,

L(r, θ) = ω(r, θ) + O
(
Ω3

)
. (5)

Then, we can solve ω from the following field equation,

Gt
φ = 8πT t

φ . (6)

It is worth noting that the leading-order correction to L is of
orderΩ but the leading-order corrections of H, Q, and K are of
order Ω2. If we want to calculate the leading-order effect, we
can consider all diagonal components of the metric in Eq. (6)
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as the background solution of a spherical NS, whose metric is
commonly written as

ds2 = −eν(r)dt2 + eλ(r)dr2 + r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)
. (7)

Finally, we can express the field equation (6) in the form
of [63, 64]

1
r4

∂

∂r

(
r4 j
∂ω̄

∂r

)
+

4
r

d j
dr
ω̄ +

e(λ−ν)/2

r2

1
sin3 θ

∂

∂θ

(
sin3 θ

∂ω̄

∂θ

)
= 0 ,

(8)
where

ω̄(r, θ) ≡ Ω − ω(r, θ) , (9)

and j(r) ≡ e(λ+ν)/2. The regular condition and boundary con-
dition are given by

ω̄
∣∣∣
r=0 = constant , (10)

r2 (Ω − ω̄)
∣∣∣
r→∞ = 0 . (11)

The separation of variables method is the most straightfor-
ward approach to solve the PDE. Fortunately, Eq. (8) can be
separated using vector spherical harmonics,

ω̄(r, θ) =
∞∑

l=1

ω̄l(r)
(
−

1
sin θ

dPl(cos θ)
dθ

)
, (12)

where Pl(cos θ) is the Legendre function, and ω̄l(r) satisfies,

1
r4

d
dr

[
r4 j(r)

dω̄l

dr

]
+

[
4
r

d j
dr
− e(λ−ν)/2 l(l + 1) − 2

r2

]
ω̄l = 0 .

(13)
With the boundary condition and the regular condition, it is
proved that ω̄l(r) vanishes except for l = 1 and thus ω̄ is in-
dependent of θ [63, 64]. Equation (8) reduces to an ordinary
differential equation (ODE),

1
r4

d
dr

(
r4 j

dω̄
dr

)
+

4
r

d j
dr
ω̄ = 0 . (14)

The solution outside the star has the form

ω̄(r) = Ω −
2J
r3 , (15)

where J is just the angular momentum of the NS. Finally, the
definition of MOI reads I ≡ J/Ω.

We can get a more compact equation for the MOI with some
further definitions. First, we define an angular momentum
function of the variable r,

J(r) ≡
1
6

r4
(

dω̄(r)
dr

)
, (16)

and a corresponding MOI function

I(r) ≡
J(r)
Ω
. (17)

When r is larger than the radius of the NS, R, the angular
momentum function J and the MOI function I equal to J
and I, respectively.
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FIG. 1. The MOI function of a 1.4 M⊙ NS with EOS AP4. The
top panel represents the MOI function in GR, IGR, and the MOI in
Newtonian gravity, INewton. The middle panel represents the relative
difference between IGR and INewton. The bottom panel represents the
magnitude of the dimensionless correction factors in Eq. (18). The
“Total Factor” is the product of three correction factors.

With the above definitions and Eq. (14), we can obtain the
ODE of I(r) [29],

dI
dr
=

8
3
πr4ρ

(
1 +

p
ρ

) (
1 −

5
2
I

r3 +
I2

r6

) (
1 −

2m
r

)−1

, (18)

where ρ and p are the energy density and the pressure of NSs
respectively, m is the mass function defined in the TOV equa-
tion. The form of Eq. (18) is similar to the TOV equation for
p where the right-hand side is the Newtonian term times three
dimensionless factors.

We consider a NS of 1.4 M⊙ with EOS AP4 as an example,
and calculate the MOI function I with respect to r. The re-
sult is shown in Fig 1. Besides, we calculate the MOI in the
framework of Newtonian gravity according to

dINewton

dr
=

8
3
πr4ρ . (19)

The difference in the MOI between GR and the Newtonian
gravity reaches ∼ 20%, which is consistent with the value
of the dimensionless factors. Furthermore, the calculation of
MOI in GR is no longer linear, because in the right-hand side
of Eq. (18), there exists a factor related to I breaking the lin-
earity. That is to say, if the MOI of a sphere is I1 and the MOI
of another concentric sphere is I2, then the total MOI is not
simply I1 + I2 as in the case of Newtonian gravity.
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III. MOI OF AXISYMMETRIC NSS IN THE SME

In this section, we derive the modified PDE in the SME to
calculate the MOI for axisymmetric NSs. In the axisymmetric
case, the PDE becomes more complicated in its dependence
on θ, making it difficult to solve the PDE through separation of
variables. We analyze the asymptotic behavior of the solution
and solve it numerically with the finite element method.

A. NSs in the SME

In the gravitational sector of the minimal SME, the lin-
earized field equations can be written as [8, 73]

Gµν = 8πTµν − s̄αβGµαβν , (20)

where

Gαβγδ = − Rαβγδ + gαγRβδ + gβδRαγ − gαδRβγ

− gβγRαδ −
1
2

(
gαγgβδ − gαδgβγ

)
R ,

(21)

and s̄αβ are the Lorentz violation coefficients. By applying it
to the strong-field regime, we acknowledge that higher-order
corrections at O(s2 · h) and O(s · h2) might exist, where s is
the typical value of s̄αβ components and h is the typical met-
ric deviation from the flat spacetime. For NSs, h ∼ 0.1 while
limits on s̄αβ are as low as 10−11 [13, 21]. If we briefly as-
sume s ≲ h ∼ 0.1, then the relative error caused by applying
Eq. (20) to NSs is less than O(s · h) ≲ 1%. As a starting study
for testing Lorentz symmetry using future precise measure-
ments of NSs’ MOI, we can tolerate the error for now. Our
formalism to be presented can be directly applied to a more
general version of Eq. (20) where higher-order terms are in-
cluded.

Using Eq. (20), the Lorentz-violating term s̄αβGµαβν results
in corrections to the metric of the NS. The modified metric
can be represented as

gµν = g
LI
µν + δg

LV
µν , (22)

where

gLI
µν = diag

{
− eν, eλ, r2, r2 sin θ

}
(23)

is the TOV solution for the NS in GR, and

δgLV
µν = diag

{
− δϕ(r, θ), 0, 0, 0

}
(24)

represents the correction caused by Lorentz violation. We
have [8],

δϕ(r, θ) = −s̄ jkU jk , (25)

and

U jk =

∫ (
x j − x′ j

)(
xk − x′k

)
| #»x − #»x ′|3

ρ
(

#»x ′
)
d3x′ , (26)

where ρ is the energy density distribution in the NS. Note that
the repeated indices in Eq. (25) are summed over.

Under the perturbation of Lorentz violation, the structure of
a NS is affected [47]. The energy density and the pressure are
given by

ρ = ρ(0) + ρ(1) , (27)

p = p(0) + p(1) , (28)

where ρ(0)(r) and p(0)(r) are respectively the energy density
and pressure of undisturbed NSs, and ρ(1)( #»x ) and p(1)( #»x ) are
corresponding corrections caused by Lorentz violation, which
are [47]

ρ(1)( #»x ) = −α(θ, φ)r∂rρ
(0)(r) , (29)

p(1)( #»x ) = −α(θ, φ)r∂r p(0)(r) . (30)

In the above equations, α(θ, φ) is,

α(θ, φ) =
1
2

2∑
m=−2

s(s)
2mY2m(θ, φ) , (31)

where Ylm(θ, φ) are the spherical harmonics, and s(s)
2m are

s(s)
2,−2 =

√
2π
15

(s̄xx − s̄yy + 2is̄xy) ,

s(s)
2,−1 = 2

√
2π
15

(s̄xz + is̄yz) ,

s(s)
2,0 =

2
3

√
π

5
(−s̄xx − s̄yy + 2s̄zz) ,

s(s)
2,1 = 2

√
2π
15

(−s̄xz + is̄yz) ,

s(s)
2,2 =

√
2π
15

(s̄xx − s̄yy − 2is̄xy) .

(32)

We study the specific case with axial symmetry, so we
choose s̄µν to vanish except for s̄zz where z-axis is the NS’s
spin direction. In order words, we assume that the specific di-
rection of the Lorentz-violating field is parallel to the spinning
axis of the NS.

In a brief summary, modifications from Lorentz violation
are categorized into two aspects. Firstly, Lorentz violation
modifies the gravitational field equations. Secondly, it induces
deformations in the NS structure.

B. The modified PDE for MOI

Similar to the calculation in GR, the perturbative rotational
properties in a stationary axisymmetric background spacetime
are governed by the tφ component of Eq. (20). We can begin
with the general form of an axisymmetric metric as given in
Eq. (3). We adopt the slow-rotation assumption, so that at
the linear order of the angular velocity Ω, the functions for
the diagonal metric components take the background result
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while the function L takes the form of Eq. (5), and the re-
lated function ω̄ can be defined as in Eq. (9). Furthermore, we
now would like to consider the leading corrections due to the
Lorentz violation coefficient s̄zz, so we can treat ω̄ as having
an expansion in terms of s̄zz,

ω̄ = ω̄(0) + ω̄(1) + O
(
|s̄zz|2

)
, (33)

where ω̄(0) corresponds to the GR result with vanishing s̄zz,
and ω̄(1) gives the leading-order correction to the metric com-
ponent gtφ due to Lorentz violation.

To calculate ω̄(1), we write out the tφ component of Eq. (20)
and arrange it in orders of s̄zz. The zeroth-order equation in s̄zz

reads

1
r4

∂

∂r

(
r4 j
∂ω̄(0)

∂r

)
+

4
r

d j
dr
ω̄(0) +

e(λ−ν)/2

r2

1
sin3 θ

∂

∂θ

(
sin3 θ

∂ω̄(0)

∂θ

)
= 0 , (34)

which is identical to Eq. (8) as expected, and therefore ω̄(0) is just the GR solution. The first-order equation in s̄zz is

1
r4

∂

∂r

(
r4 j
∂ω̄(1)

∂r

)
+

4
r

d j
dr
ω̄(1) +

e(λ−ν)/2

r2

1
sin3 θ

∂

∂θ

(
sin3 θ

∂ω̄(1)

∂θ

)
= S 1(r, θ) + S 2(r, θ) , (35)

where

S 1(r, θ) =
4
r

d j
dr
ω̄(0)δϕe−ν + 16π

(
ρ(1) + p(1)

)
e(λ−ν)/2ω̄(0) , (36)

S 2(r, θ) =
(
δϕe−ν + s̄zz sin2 θ

) 1
r4

∂

∂r

(
r4 j
∂ω̄(0)

∂r

)
+

1
2

j
[
δϕ,re−ν − δϕe−ν

dν
dr
+

s̄zz

r

(
8eλ cos2 θ − 2 sin2 θ

)] ∂ω̄(0)

∂r
. (37)

Note that S 1(r, θ) arises from modifications in Ttφ due to Lorentz violation while S 2(r, θ) arises from Gtφ and the Lorentz-
violating term s̄zzGtzzφ in the field equation (20). With the boundary conditions in Eq. (10) and Eq. (11) for ω̄ ≈ ω̄(0) + ω̄(1), ω̄(1)

can be solved from Eq. (35) once we have the GR solution ω̄(0).
Numerical method needs to be employed to solve Eq. (35) as well as ω̄(0) inside the NS. Instead of solving ω̄(0) and ω̄(1) one

by one, it is straightforward to solve the combined PDE

1
r4

∂

∂r

(
r4 j
∂ω̄

∂r

)
+

4
r

d j
dr
ω̄ +

e(λ−ν)/2

r2

1
sin3 θ

∂

∂θ

(
sin3 θ

∂ω̄

∂θ

)
= S ′1(r, θ) + S ′2(r, θ) , (38)

where

S ′1(r, θ) =
4
r

d j
dr
ω̄δϕe−ν + 16π

(
ρ(1) + p(1)

)
e(λ−ν)/2ω̄ , (39)

S ′2(r, θ) =
(
δϕe−ν + s̄zz sin2 θ

) 1
r4

∂

∂r

(
r4 j
∂ω̄

∂r

)
+

1
2

j
[
δϕ,re−ν − δϕe−ν

dν
dr
+

s̄zz

r

(
8eλ cos2 θ − 2 sin2 θ

)] ∂ω̄
∂r
. (40)

Before we proceed to the numerical results, let us clarify
the asymptotic behavior of ω̄ so that the angular momentum
and hence the MOI can be defined.

We split the solution of Eq. (38) into two parts, ω̄ = ω̄1 +

ω̄2, where ω̄1 is the solution ignoring the source S ′2 and it
contains the zeroth-order solution in s̄zz, which represents the
contribution from the matter, and ω̄2 is the solution ignoring
the source S ′1 and it does not contain the zeroth-order solution
in s̄zz, which represents the contribution from the modification
of the gravity theory. We discuss the asymptotic behaviors of
ω̄1 and ω̄2 separately.

Outside the star, S ′1 is zero, and hence ω̄1 has the exterior
solution [63]

ω̄1 =

∞∑
l=1

ω̄1l

(
−

1
sin θ

dPl

dθ

)
, (41)

where Pl are the Legendre polynomials and ω̄1l consists of the
r−l−2 terms and the rl−1 terms. Because of the asymptotic flat-
ness boundary condition, the rl−1 terms with l , 1 must have
vanishing coefficients. Now very different from GR, the PDE
for ω̄1 does not admit separation of variables inside the NSs
due to the source term S ′1, so for each l in ω̄1l, the coefficient
for r−l−2 is no longer forced to be proportional to the coeffi-
cient for rl−1, meaning that the r−l−2 terms can exist in spite of
the absence of the rl−1 terms.

As axisymmetric NSs exhibit reflection symmetry about the
equatorial plane, we have ω̄(r, θ) = ω̄(r, π − θ), which im-
plies that odd-power terms of cos θ should not appear in ω̄
and hence ω̄1, and it excludes the even l terms in Eq. (41). In
conclusion, the expansion of ω̄1 outside the star takes the form

ω̄1 = A1 +
B1

r3 +
C1

r5

(
−

1
sin θ

dP3

dθ

)
+ O

(
1
r7

)
, (42)
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whereA1, B1, C1 are constants.
For ω̄2, its PDE neither admits separation of variables out-

side the star nor inside the star. Then we have to assume its
asymptotic expansion in terms of 1/r to be the general form,

ω̄2 = A2 +
B2(θ)

r3 +
C2(θ)

r4 + . . . , (43)

Note that there are no 1/r term nor 1/r2 term because of the
boundary condition of asymptotic flatness. For the very same
boundary condition, the coefficient A2 has to be independent
of θ and satisfies Ω = A1 +A2, where A1 is the constant in
Eq. (42).

Combining the asymptotic expansions in Eqs. (42–43), sub-
stituting into Eq. (38), and arranging the equation in orders of
1/r, we find at the leading order an equation for the coefficient
B2(θ),

1
sin3 θ

d
dθ

(
sin3 θ

dB2

dθ

)
= 3s̄zzB1

(
sin2 θ − 4 cos2 θ

)
, (44)

and equations for the coefficient C2(θ) are at higher orders.
Note that we have used ω̄2/ω̄1 ∼ O (s̄zz) and substituted ω̄
with ω̄1 in S ′2. For ω̄2 to be smooth, we impose

dB2(θ)
dθ

∣∣∣∣∣
θ=0
=

dB2(θ)
dθ

∣∣∣∣∣
θ=π
= 0 , (45)

and get

B2(θ) = −
3
2

s̄zzB1 sin2 θ + constant . (46)

Therefore, gathering Eqs. (42–43) we find the asymptotic be-
havior of ω̄ to be

ω̄ = Ω

[
1 −

2
r3

(
p sin2 θ + q

)
+ O

(
1
r4

)]
, (47)

where Ω, p, and q are constants.
With the asymptotic expression for ω̄ in Eq. (47), the angu-

lar momentum of the spacetime is found to be [74],

J = Ω
(

4
5

p + q
)
. (48)

Then the MOI of the star is

I =
J
Ω
=

(
4
5

p + q
)
. (49)

Now we are ready to calculate the constants p, q and therefore
the MOI for NSs by numerically solving Eq. (38).

C. Numerical calculation

To numerically solve the PDE for ω̄, we first perform a
change of variables which is inspired by Cook et al. [75],

(r, θ)→
(
x ≡

r cos θ
r + R

, y ≡
r sin θ
r + R

)
, (50)

where R is the radius of an unperturbed NS. Equation (38)
then changes to

f1(x, y)
(
xω̄,x + yω̄,y

)
+ f2(x, y)

(
x2ω̄,xx + 2xyω̄,xy + y2ω̄,yy

)
+ f3(x, y)ω̄

+ f4(x, y)
(
xω̄,y − yω̄,x

)
+ f5(x, y)

(
y2ω̄,xx − 2xyω̄,xy + x2ω̄,yy − xω̄,x − yω̄,y

)
= 0 ,

(51)

where

f1(x, y) =
[
4 j(1 − r̄)3 + r̄(1 − r̄)2R

d j
dr
− 2 jr̄(1 − r̄)3

] (
r̄2 − r̄2δϕe−ν − s̄zzy2

)
−

[
1
2
δϕ,re−ν jRr̄3(1 − r̄)2 −

1
2
δϕe−ν jR

dν
dr

r̄3(1 − r̄)2 −
1
2

s̄zz j(1 − r̄)3(−8eλx2 + 2y2)
]
, (52)

f2(x, y) = j(1 − r̄)4
(
r̄2 − r̄2δϕe−ν − s̄zzy2

)
, (53)

f3(x, y) =4r̄3(1 − r̄)R
d j
dr

(1 − δϕe−ν) − 16π
(
ρ(1) + p(1)

)
e(λ−ν)/2r̄4R2 , (54)

f4(x, y) =e(λ−ν)/2r̄2(1 − r̄)2 3x
y
, (55)

f5(x, y) =e(λ−ν)/2r̄2(1 − r̄)2 , (56)

with r̄ = r/(r + R) =
√

x2 + y2 being a dimensionless vari-
able. Axisymmetric NSs exhibit reflection symmetry about
the equatorial plane, so the parameter space of (x, y) can be
reduced to a quarter-sector, satisfying x >= 0 and y >= 0.

The boundary conditions become

∂ω̄

∂x

∣∣∣∣∣
x=0
=
∂ω̄

∂y

∣∣∣∣∣
y=0
= 0 , (57)

ω̄
∣∣∣
r̄→1 = Ω . (58)
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FIG. 2. Corrections to the MOIs of NSs caused by Lorentz violation
with EOS AP4, as functions of the mass of the NS. The top panel
shows the MOI of spherical NSs in GR, IGR. The middle panel shows
the absolute correction to the MOI caused by Lorentz violation with
s̄zz = 10−2. The bottom panel shows the ratio δI/IGR.

The advantage of the (x, y) variables are in two aspects.
First, r ∈ (0,+∞) corresponds to r̄ ∈ (0, 1). We can use a
finite sector of unit radius on the xy-plane to represent the in-
finite (r, θ) plane, which is convenient for us to input boundary
conditions at infinity in numerics. Additionally, r = R corre-
sponds to r̄ = 1/2. As we use finite element method with
uniform grids in the xy-plane, the interior of the NS will be
solved more meticulously compared to using the (r, θ) vari-
ables. This is beneficial for increasing the accuracy. Second,
we choose (x, y) instead of (r̄, θ) to avoid inputting the regular
condition similar to Eq. (10) when r̄ tends to zero.

Using the variables (x, y), we find that finite element
method suffices to solve the PDE for ω̄ in Eq. (51). After each
numerical solution is obtained, we fit it at large r according to
Eq. (47) to extract the constants: Ω, p, and q. Afterwards the
MOI for the star is calculated using Eq. (49).

We use the EOS AP4 as an example and calculate MOIs for
NSs with different masses. The results are shown in Fig. 2.
For the illustration purpose, we have taken s̄zz = 10−2 in our
numerical calculation. From Fig. 2, we can see that the ratio
δI/IGR follows a relatively good linear relation. It may help
us to quickly estimate δI.

0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
M [M�]

0.28
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0.34
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−4

−2

0

δI
1
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]

FIG. 3. Corrections to MOIs caused by deformations of NSs with
EOS AP4, as functions of the NS mass. The top panel shows the
correction to MOI caused by deformations of NSs with s̄zz = 10−2.
The bottom panel shows the value of k defined in Eq. (60). The grey
dashed line represents k = 1/3, which is the Newtonian limit for k.

We have completed the calculation of MOIs for axisymmet-
ric NSs due to Lorentz violation. We find that it is also inter-
esting to calculate the MOI solely from ω̄1. By doing this we
ignore the source term S ′2 in Eq. (38), so the Lorentz-violating
effect comes into play only through the energy-momentum
tensor of the NS matter. The result can be compared with
the estimation made by Xu et al. [47], where the correction
in the MOI caused by Lorentz violation is calculated in the
Newtonian way by only considering the change in matter dis-
tribution, via

δINewton =

∫
ρ(1)(r, θ)r2 sin2 θ d3x = −

1
3

s̄zzINewton, (59)

where INewton is the Newtonian MOI with the mass density ρ(0)

in the absence of Lorentz violation.
The numerical approach to calculate ω̄1 differs slightly

from what we have done for calculating ω̄. We only need
to remove the terms corresponding to S ′2 in Eqs. (51–56). Af-
ter obtaining numerical solutions and fitting them according
to Eq. (42), the MOI is then calculated by I1 = −B1/2A1. For
NSs with different masses, results of I1 are shown in Fig. 3 in
terms of δI1 = I1 − IGR. Figure 3 also shows the change of a
factor k defined in

δI1 = −ks̄zzIGR. (60)

As the mass of the NS decreases, we expect IGR → INewton and
δI1 → δINewton so that k → 1/3. This is exactly what we see
in Fig. 3.
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IV. SUMMARY

In this paper, we develop the method to calculate axisym-
metric NSs’ MOI in the presence of Lorentz violation in a
relativistic setting. Solutions are worked out for the first time
in the effective-field-theoretic framework of SME. We treat
the effect of Lorentz violation as a perturbation and derive the
modified PDE for the MOI from the gravitational field equa-
tions. Then, we discuss the asymptotic behavior of the solu-
tion analytically. After that, we perform a change of variables,
solve the PDE with the finite element method and fit the nu-
merical solutions with polynomials to get the MOI.

After obtaining the numerical results, we calculate correc-
tion to the MOI of NSs caused by Lorentz violation. Besides
that, we separately calculate correction to the MOI caused by
the deformation of the NS. We compare the ratio δI1/IGR with
its counterpart in Newtonian gravity and show the difference.
For a 1.4 M⊙ NS with EOS AP4, the difference is at the level
of ∼ 8%.

In the future, we can extend this method to study the struc-
ture of axisymmetric NSs in other modified gravity theories,
e.g. the bumblebee theory [8, 76] and the Einstein-Æther the-
ory [72]. If stable axisymmetric NS solutions exist in these

modified gravity theories, the calculation procedure outlined
in this paper may serve as an important reference for calculat-
ing the MOI of axisymmetric NSs in these modified gravity
theories. This assists us in studying the properties of NSs in
the modified gravity theories. As a byproduct, we have also
presented a consistent method for calculating the MOI cor-
rections caused by axisymmetric deformations in NSs within
the framework of GR, which may offer a more precise method
for computing MOI corrections in some theoretical models as
well. We are looking forward to calculating corrections to the
MOI caused by general deformations of NSs in the framework
of GR, to help us understand the physics of NSs better.
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