arXiv:1701.01039v2 [gr-qc] 23 Jul 2017

Neutron stars structure in the context of massive gravity

S. H. Hendi^{1,2∗}, G. H. Bordbar^{1,3†}, B. Eslam Panah^{1,4‡} and S. Panahiyan^{1,5 §} 1 Physics Department and Biruni Observatory, College of Sciences, Shiraz University, Shiraz 71454, Iran 2 Research Institute for Astronomy and Astrophysics of Maragha (RIAAM), P. O. Box 55134-441, Maragha, Iran 3 Center for Excellence in Astronomy and Astrophysics (CEAA-RIAAM)-Maragha, P. O. Box 55134-441, Maragha, Iran 4 ICRANet, Piazza della Repubblica 10, I-65122 Pescara, Italy 5 Physics Department, Shahid Beheshti University, Tehran 19839, Iran

Motivated by the recent interests in spin−2 massive gravitons, we study the structure of neutron star in the context of massive gravity. The modifications of TOV equation in the presence of massive gravity are explored in 4 and higher dimensions. Next, by considering the modern equation of state for the neutron star matter (which is extracted by the lowest order constrained variational (LOCV) method with the AV18 potential), different physical properties of the neutron star (such as Le Chatelier’s principle, stability and energy conditions) are investigated. It is shown that consideration of the massive gravity has specific contributions into the structure of neutron star and introduces new prescriptions for the massive astrophysical objects. The mass-radius relation is examined and the effects of massive gravity on the Schwarzschild radius, average density, compactness, gravitational redshift and dynamical stability are studied. Finally, a relation between mass and radius of neutron star versus the Planck mass is extracted.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Einstein theory of gravity has been a pioneering tool for understanding and describing the gravitational systems. Most of the results and validations of this theory have been confirmed by observations done on solar system level. In addition, the results of LIGO proved the existence of gravitational wave which was one of the challenging predictions of general relativity (GR) [1]. It is expected to observe the advantages of GR for beyond the Newtonian theory regimes (high curvature regimes) such as near the compact objects. The existence of compact objects has been confirmed in the Einstein theory. Due to the physical properties of these objects, it is necessary to take the curvature of spacetime into account in order to have reliable predictions. Therefore, we employ the Einstein theory of gravity to study the neutron star.

Einstein theory predicts the existence of massless spin-2 gravitons with two degrees of freedom as intermediate particles for signaling the gravitational interactions. But, there have been several arguments regarding the possibility of existence of massive gravitons. These arguments are supported by studies that are conducted on quantum level of gravity and brane-world gravity. Especially problems such as the hierarchy problem and their brane-world gravity solutions have expressed on the possibility of existence of massive spin-2 gravitons [2, 3]. Therefore, it is natural to relax massless constraint and consider the modifications and generalizations of the general relativity to include massive graviton. In this paper, we generalize the Einstein theory of gravity to include the massive graviton and investigate its effects on the hydrostatic equilibrium equation of a typical neutron star.

The first attempt for constructing the massive gravity was done by Fierz and Pauli [4]. This theory has the specific problem known as vDVZ (van Dam-Veltman-Zakharov) discontinuity which indicates that the propagators of massless and massive in the limit of m → 0, are not the same [5–7]. One of the resolutions of this problem was Vainshtein mechanism which requires the system to be considered in the nonlinear framework [8] (it is notable that in nonlinear dRGT, there are also vacua that are free from vDVZ discontinuity [9]). Such generalization to nonlinear case introduces a ghost into the theory which is known as Boulware-Deser ghost [10]. There are various ghost free scenarios for considering the massive gravity in the nonlinear framework. One of the interesting ghost free theories of massive gravity is known as dRGT theory which was developed by de Rham, Gabadadze and Tolley [11, 12]. In this theory, a reference metric is employed to build massive terms [11–14]. These massive terms are inserted in the action to provide massive gravitons. Cosmological results, black hole solutions and their thermodynamical properties in this massive gravity are investigated by many authors [15–30]. In addition, Katsuragawa et al, studied the neutron stars in the context of dRGT theory and showed that, the massive gravity leads to small deviation from the GR [31].

It is worthwhile to mention that the reference metric plays a key role for constructing the massive theory of gravity

∗ email address: hendi@shirazu.ac.ir † email address: ghbordbar@shirazu.ac.ir ‡ email address: behzad.eslampanah@gmail.com § email address: sh.panahiyan@gmail.com

[32]. One of the modifications in reference metric was done by Vegh which introduced a new massive gravity [33]. This new massive theory has specific applications in the gauge/gravity duality especially in lattice physics which motivate one to use it in other frameworks as well. This theory was employed in the context of black holes and it was shown that geometrical and thermodynamical structures of the black holes will be modified and new phenomena were reported for massive black holes [34–42]. Here, we use this massive theory to conduct our studies in the properties of neutron star.

The structure of stars and their phenomenological properties are described with hydrostatic equilibrium equation (HEE). This equation is based on the fact that a typical star will be in equilibrium when there is a balance between the internal pressure and the gravitational force. Historically speaking, the first HEE equation for GR was introduced and employed by Tolman, Oppenheimer and Volkoff (TOV) [43–45]. After that, a series of studies were dedicated to obtain HEE of neutron star [46–53]. In addition, the compact objects and their TOV equations were investigated in the presence of different modified gravities such as; gravity’s rainbow [54], vector-tensor-Horndeski theory of gravity [55], dilaton gravity [56], F (R) and F (G) gravities [57–61] (see [62–81] for more details).

According to recent studies on the neutron stars and observations of the interesting properties of them [82–101], we want to investigate these stars in the context of massive gravity. In other words, our main motivation in this paper is studying the effects of considering the massive gravity on the structure of neutron stars. Previous studies in the context of other astrophysical objects have proven a wide variation in the properties of these objects comparing to the massless graviton case. Therefore, we are expecting to see the specific modifications in the properties of neutron star as well. Here, we would like to address how the structure of neutron star will be modified in the presence of massive gravity and which contributions this generalization has into properties of these objects. We regard the HEE equation in 4 and higher dimensions with a suitable equation of state (EoS), which satisfies stability, energy conditions and Le Chatelier’s principle. We obtain the maximum mass and corresponding radius, Schwarzschild radius, compactness, gravitational redshift and dynamical stability of the neutron stars. We give details regarding the effects of massive gravity on these properties. These studies provide an insight into the structure of neutron stars and enable one to make a comparison between the massive and massless gravity theories. Remembering that the neutron stars, similar to other massive objects, propagate the gravitational waves, one is urged to study the neutron stars in the presence of massive gravity which is the aim of this paper.

The outline of our paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we consider a spherical symmetric metric and obtain the modified TOV in Einstein-massive gravity in four dimensions. Next, we employ the specific many-body EoS and study its properties such as the Le Chatelier’s principle, stability and energy conditions. Then, considering the Einsteinmassive gravity, we investigate the neutron star structure and obtain other properties of this star. In next section, we extract mass and radius of this star versus the Planck mass as a fundamental physical constant. Finally, we finish our paper with some closing remarks.

II. MODIFIED TOV EQUATION IN THE MASSIVE GRAVITY

The action of Einstein-massive (EN-massive) gravity with the cosmological constant in d-dimensions is given by I = − 1 16π ∫ d^dx √ −g [ R − 2Λ + m^2 4∑ i c_iU_i(g, f) ] + I_{matter} , (1) where R and m are the Ricci scalar and the massive parameter, Λ is the negative cosmological constant, and f and g are a fixed symmetric tensor and metric tensor, respectively. In addition, c_i’s are constants and U_i’s are symmetric polynomials of the eigenvalues of d × d matrix K^μ_ν = √ g^{μα}f_{αν} where they can be written in the following forms

U_1 = [K] , U_2 = [K]^2 − [ K^2 ] , U_3 = [K]^3 − 3 [K] [ K^2 ] + 2 [ K^3 ] , U_4 = [K]^4 − 6 [ K^2 ] [K]^2 + 8 [ K^3 ] [K] + 3 [ K^2

]_2 − 6 [ K^4 ] . By variation of Eq. (1) with respect to the metric tensor g^ν_μ, the equation of motion for EN-massive gravity can be written as

G^ν_μ + Λg^υ_μ + m^2χ^υ_μ = K_dT^ν_μ , (2)

where K_d =^{8πGd}_{c4} , G_d is d-dimensional gravitational constant, G_{μν} is the Einstein tensor and c is the speed of light in vacuum. Also, T^ν_μ denotes the energy-momentum tensor which comes from the variation of I_{matter} and χ_{μν} is the massive term with the following explicit form χ_{μν} = − c_1 2 (U_1g_{μν} − K_{μν} ) − c_2 2 ( U_2g_{μν} − 2U_1K_{μν} + 2K^2_{μν} )

− c_3 2 (U_3g_{μν} − 3U_2K_{μν} + 6U_1K^2_{μν} − 6K^3_{μν} ) − c_4 2 ( U_4g_{μν} − 4U_3K_{μν} + 12U_2K^2_{μν} − 24U_1K^3_{μν} + 24K^4_{μν} ) . (3)

A. Modified TOV equation in (3+1)-dimensions

In this section, the static solutions of EN-massive gravity in (3 + 1)-dimensions are obtained. For this purpose, we consider a spherical symmetric space-time in the following form g_{μν} = diag ( f(r), −g(r)^{−1}, −r^2, −r^2 sin^2 θ ) , (4)

where f(r) and g(r) are unknown metric functions. Now, in order to obtain exact solutions, we should consider a suitable reference metric. Obeying the ansatz of Ref. [34], we consider the following relation for the reference metric

f_{μν} = diag(0, 0, C^2r^2, C^2r^2 sin^2 θ), (5)

in which C is a positive constant. Considering the metric ansatz (5), we can obtain the explicit forms of nonzero U_i’s as [34]

U_1 = 2C r , U_2 =

2C^2 r^2 . Here, we regard the neutron star as a perfect fluid with the following energy-momentum tensor

T^{μν} = ( c^2ρ + P ) U^μU^ν − P g^{μν} , (6)

where P and ρ are the pressure and density of the fluid which are measured by the local observer, respectively, and U^μ is the fluid four-velocity. Using Eqs. (2) and (6) with the metric introduced in Eq. (4), it is easy to obtain the components of energy-momentum as

T^0_0 = ρc^2 & T^1_1 = T^2_2 = T^3_3 = −P. (7)

In addition, taking into account Eqs. (4) and (7), it is straightforward to achieve the following nonzero components of field equation (2)

Kc^2r^2ρ = Λr^2 + (1 − g) − rg^′ − m^2C (c_1r + c_2C) , (8)

Kfr^2P = −Λr^2f − (1 − g) f + rgf^′ + m^2fC (c_1r + c_2C) , (9)

4Kf^2rP = −4Λrf^2 + 2 (gf)^′f − rgf^{′2} + r [g^′f^′ + 2gf^{′′}] f + 2m^2Cc_1f^2, (10)

where K =^{8πG}_{c4} , and f, g, ρ and P are functions of r. Also, we note that the prime and double prime denote the first and the second derivatives with respect to r, respectively.

Using Eqs. (8)-(10) and after some calculations, we obtain dP dr + ( c^2ρ + P ) f^′ 2f = 0. (11)

In addition, for extracting g(r), we can use Eq. (8) which leads to

g(r) = 1 + Λ 3 r^2 − m^2C ( c_1r 2 + c_2C ) − c^2KM(r) 4πr , (12) in which M(r) = ∫ 4πr^2ρ(r)dr. Now, we obtain f^′ from Eq. (9) and insert it with Eq. (12) in Eq. (11) to calculate HEE in the Einstein-massive gravity with the following form dP dr = ( c^2ρ + P ) [_c2_{KM(r)} 2 + 2πr^3

(_{2Λ} 3 + KP ) − m^2πr^2c_1C ] r [ 2m^2πr^2c_1C + c^2KM(r) + 4πr ( m^2c_2C^2 −^Λ_3 r^2 − 1 )], (13) which is modified TOV equation due to the presence of massive graviton. As one expects, for m = 0, Eq. (13) is reduced to the following TOV equation obtained in Einstein-Λ gravity [102, 103] dP dr = [ 3c^2GM(r) + r^3 ( Λc^4 + 12πGP )] c^2r [6GM(r) − c^2r (Λr^2 + 3)] ( c^2ρ + P ) . (14)

In addition, in the absence of both massive term and cosmological constant (m = Λ = 0), Eq. (13) leads to the usual TOV equation of Einstein gravity (see [43–45] for more details). It is notable that, the generalization to higher dimensions is done in the appendix A.

Before applying the mentioned gravitational framework on the neutron star structure, we should point out some comments for the mentioned massive gravity. As we mentioned before, the massive gravity employed in this paper is essentially a dRGT like [32]. It was shown that all dRGT like theories of the massive gravity in d dimensions with N scalar fields (Stückelberg fields) enjoy at most^1_2 d (d − 3) + N number of degrees of freedom. The reference metric employed in this paper is spatial reference metric which in its simpler form in the appropriate orthonormal coordinate, it will be (0, 0, 1, 1). This specific choice in reference metric leads into interesting results which among them one can point out that under certain coordinate transformation, the general covariance is preserved in radial and temporal coordinates while it breaks in spatial dimensions [33]. Therefore, this theory indeed enjoys Lorentz violating property. On the other hand, it was shown that this choice of reference metric and more general ones enjoy the preservation of the Hamiltonian constraint which leads to removing one of the degrees of freedom. In addition, based on the diffeomorphism, another degree of freedom is eliminated. In general, since this is a 4 dimensional theory of massive gravity, there might be up to 6 degrees of freedom. Two of these degrees of freedom were eliminated due to mentioned properties. On the other hand, it was also shown that only two Stückelberg fields exist in the diffeomorphism invariant formulation of this theory [33]. This indicates that two degrees of freedom are absent which leads to absence of Boulware-Deser (BD) ghost.

To summarize, it is notable that depending on the notion of time, the number of degrees of freedom can differ from two to five. Although an observer with arbitrary time has to describe five degrees of freedom, the observers with Stückelberg time function will describe two degrees of freedom such as the situation of massless gravitons in the usual general relativity.

The full details regarding absence of the BD ghost in this massive gravity are given in Refs [33, 104]. Especially in Ref. [104], the stability of massive gravity with singular metric of arbitrary rank was studied and the absence of BD ghost was proven.

Evaluating the second derivatives of the massive action with respect to the background graviton field, one can obtain a mass matrix. In this case, the eigenvalues of the matrix would correspond to the masses of each mode, the so-called, m_{tt}, m_{ij} , etc. These are the mass fluctuations of the modes which are depending on the non-trivial contributions of the Stückelberg function. In other words, such mass fluctuations are depending on the free parameters of the massive theory such as c_1 and c_2, etc. So, it would be useful to calculate the physical mass of fluctuations and impose appropriate conditions to avoid tachyon-like instabilities. Taking into account the point of Ref. [32], we can regard that the mass parameter is of the order of the Hubble parameter today, and therefore, such an instability would not be problematic. However, since the tachyon-like instabilities are very important in some gravitational framework, such as black holes, we will address such substantial point in an independent paper.

III. STRUCTURE PROPERTIES OF NEUTRON STAR

A. Equation of state of neutron star matter

The interior region of a typical neutron star is a mixed soup of neutrons, protons, electrons and muons in charge neutrality and beta equilibrium conditions (beta-stable matter) [105]. This balanced mixture is governed by unknown EoS. One of the EoS which could be employed to study the neutron star is the microscopic constrained variational calculations based on the cluster expansion. This EoS has been employed to study the structure of neutron star matter before [56, 106]. Fundamentally, the mentioned model is based on two-nucleon potentials which are the modern Argonne AV18 [107] and charged dependent Reid-93 [108]. It is notable that this method requires no free parameter, has a good convergence and is more accurate comparing to other semi-empirical parabolic approximation methods. These advantages come from a microscopic computation of asymmetry energy which is carried on for the asymmetric nuclear matter calculations. The necessity of microscopic calculations with the modern nucleon-nucleon potentials which is isospin projection (T_z) dependent was pointed out in Ref. [109]. Here, we employ the lowest order constrained variational (LOCV) method with the AV18 potential [106] for obtaining the modern EoS for neutron star matter and investigating some physical properties of neutron star structure.

As we mentioned, the energy of the system under study is obtained by the LOCV method which is a fully selfconsistent formalism. Through a normalization constraint, this method keeps the higher order terms as small as possible [110]. In addition, this method has been employed to calculate the properties of neutron, nuclear and asymmetric nuclear matters at zero and finite temperatures [110–112]. The functional minimization procedure represents an enormous computational simplification over the unconstrained methods which attempt to go beyond the lowest order.

A trial many-body wave function is

ψ = F ϕ, (15)

where ϕ is the uncorrelated ground-state wave function of N independent neutrons, and F is a proper N-body correlation function. Here, we apply Jastrow approximation [113] to replace F as F = S ∏ i>j f(ij), (16) where S and f(ij) are a symmetrizing operator and the two-body correlation function, respectively. Besides, we consider a cluster expansion of the energy functional up to the two-body term

E([f]) = 1 N ⟨ψ|H|ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|ψ⟩ = E_1 + E_2, (17)

in which ψ and H are wave function and Hamiltonian system, respectively. In other words, the energy per particle up to the two-body term is

E([f]) = E_1 + E_2, (18)

where E_1 = ∑ i=+,− 3 5 ℏ^2k^{(i)2}_F 2m ρ^{(i)} ρ and E_2 =^1_{2N} ∑ ij ⟨ij|ν(12)|ij − ji⟩ are one-body and two-body energy terms, re-

spectively. It is notable that, k^{(i)}_F = ( 6π^2ρ^{(i)} )_{1/3} is the Fermi momentum of a neutron with spin projection i. The operator ν(12) is nuclear potential and it has been given in Ref. [114] (see Refs. [109] for more details). The behavior of obtained EoS of neutron star matter is shown in Fig. 1. We extract the mathematical forms for the EoS presented in Fig. 1 as P = 7∑ i=1 A_iρ^{7−i}, (19)

in which A_i are

A_1 = −3.518 × 10^{−57}, A_2 = 3.946 × 10^{−41}, A_3 = −1.67 × 10^{−25}, A_4 = 3.242 × 10^{−10}, A_5 = −1.458 × 10^5, A_6 = 2.911 × 10^{19}, A_7 = −9.983 × 10^{31}.

In order to investigate the properties of such EoS with more details, we study Le Chatelier’s principle condition in the following subsection.

1. Le Chatelier’s principle

The matter of star satisfies dP/dρ ≥ 0 which is a necessary condition of a stable body both as a whole and also with respect to the non-equilibrium elementary regions with spontaneous contraction or expansion (Le Chatelier’s principle) [115]. As one can see, in Fig. 1, Le Chatelier’s principle is established.

The stability (0 ≤ v^2 = (_{dP} dρ ) ≤ c^2) and energy conditions for this EoS are investigated in Ref. [54], and it is shown that this EoS satisfied these conditions.

FIG. 1: Equation of state of neutron star matter (pressure, P (10^{35} erg/cm^3 ) versus density, ρ (10^{15} g/cm^3)).

B. Mass-radius relation and other properties of neutron star in massive gravity

Considering the maximum gravitational mass of a neutron star for dynamical stability against gravitational collapse into a black hole, one is able to make differences between neutron star and black holes. In other words, there is a critical maximum mass for the massive object in which for masses larger than the maximum value, the massive object becomes a black hole [105]. The value of maximum mass originated from the nucleons degeneracy pressure is evidently the possible maximum mass of neutron star. Therefore, obtaining the maximum gravitational mass of neutron star is of a great interest, and important in astrophysics. Unfortunately, the advanced observational technologies for measuring the mass of neutron star by investigating the X-ray pulsars and X-ray bursters were not able to produce accurate results. Nevertheless the measurements that are done with the binary radio pulsars [116–119], provided highly accurate results for the mass of neutron star. In Ref. [49], the Einstein gravity has been investigated, and maximum mass of neutron star has been obtained using the modern equations of state of neutron star matter obtained from the microscopic calculations. It was shown that the maximum mass of neutron star is about 1.68M_⊙. In addition, the EoS with dilaton gravity was employed and the properties of neutron star were investigated [56]. The results showed that by increasing the effects of dilaton gravity, the maximum mass of this star decreases (M_{max} ≤ 1.68M_⊙). Here, we intend to obtain the maximum mass of neutron star by considering the obtained TOV equation for Einstein-massive gravity (Eq. (13)) and investigate the properties of neutron star.

Now, by employing the EoS of neutron star matter presented in Fig. 1 and numerical approach for integrating the HEE obtained in Eq. (13), we can calculate the maximum mass and other properties of the neutron star. To do so, one can consider the boundary conditions P (r = 0) = P_c and m(r = 0) = 0, and integrates Eq. (13) outwards to a radius r = R in which P vanishes for selecting a ρ_c. This leads to the neutron star radius R and mass M = m(R). We present the results in different figures and tables (see Figs. 2 and 3, and tables I, II and III for more details).

It is notable that, here, we ignore the effects of cosmological constant on the structure of neutron star. For investigating its effects, we refer the interested reader to Ref. [103], in which, it was shown that, this constant has no effect on the structure of this star when the cosmological constant is about 10^{−52} m^{−2}. Now, we are in a position to study the properties of neutron star in massive gravity. First, we consider the mass of graviton about 1.78 × 10^{−65}g, which was obtained in Ref. [120]. Next, we use obtained results by A. W. Steiner et al [121] in which an empirical dense matter EoS from a heterogeneous data set of six neutron stars was obtained. Their results showed that the radius of a neutron star must be in the range of R ≤ (11 ∼ 14) km. In the present paper, we consider the maximum radius of neutron star in the range of R ≤ 11km and investigate the maximum mass for neutron star in the massive gravity by employing the modern EoS of neutron star matter derived from microscopic calculations. According to the table I, considering the spacial values for the parameters of the modified TOV equation, the maximum mass of neutron star is an increasing function of m^2c_2. Calculations show that the maximum mass of neutron star can be more than 3M_⊙ (M_{max} ≈ 3.8M_⊙), whereas in the Einstein gravity and by using this EoS, the maximum mass was in the range of M_{max} ≤ 1.68M_⊙. A mass measurement for PSR J1614-2230 [122] showed that the mass for neutron star was about 2M_⊙. In other words, our results cover the mass measurement of massive neutron star, and also, predict that the mass of neutron star in massive gravity can be in the range upper than 3M_⊙ (see the table I for more

TABLE I: Structure properties of neutron star in massive gravity for C = 2 and m^2c1 = 3.168 × 10^{−5} .

m^2c2 Mmax (M⊙) R (km) R_{Sch} (km) ρ (10^{14} g cm^{−3}) σ(10^{−1}) z(10^{−1}) −3.168 × 10^{−5} 1.68 8.42 4.95 13.36 5.88 5.58 −3.168 × 10^{−4} 1.68 8.42 4.95 13.36 5.88 5.57 −3.168 × 10^{−3} 1.71 8.47 4.97 13.36 5.87 5.57 −1.584 × 10^{−2} 1.84 8.68 5.10 13.36 5.87 5.57 −3.168 × 10^{−2} 2.01 8.94 5.26 13.36 5.88 5.58 −6.337 × 10^{−2} 2.36 9.43 5.56 13.36 5.89 5.59 −9.505 × 10^{−2} 2.73 9.89 5.83 13.40 5.89 5.61 −1.267 × 10^{−1} 3.11 10.34 6.08 13.36 5.88 5.58 −1.584 × 10^{−1} 3.52 10.76 6.35 13.41 5.90 5.62 −1.774 × 10^{−1} 3.76 11.00 6.48 13.40 5.89 5.60

TABLE II: Structure properties of neutron star in massive gravity for m^2c1 = 3.168 × 10^{−5} and m^2c2 = −3.168 × 10^{−2}.

C Mmax (M⊙) R (km) R_{Sch} (km) ρ (10^{14} g cm^{−3}) σ(10^{−1}) z(10^{−1}) 0.01 1.68 8.42 4.20 13.36 5.00 5.58 0.10 1.68 8.42 4.84 13.36 5.75 5.58 0.50 1.70 8.45 4.96 13.37 5.87 5.58 1.00 1.76 8.55 5.03 13.37 5.88 5.58 2.00 2.01 8.94 5.26 13.36 5.88 5.58 3.00 2.45 9.55 5.62 13.36 5.88 5.58 4.00 3.11 10.34 6.08 13.36 5.88 5.58 4.73 3.76 11.00 6.49 13.40 5.90 5.61

TABLE III: Structure properties of neutron star in massive gravity for C = 2 and m^2c2 = −3.168 × 10^{−2}.

m^2c1 Mmax (M⊙) R (km) R_{Sch} (km) ρ (10^{14} g cm^{−3}) σ(10^{−1}) z(10^{−1} ) 3.168 × 10^{−14} 2.01 8.94 5.26 13.36 5.88 5.58 3.168 × 10^{−13} 2.01 8.94 5.26 13.36 5.88 5.58 3.168 × 10^{−12} 2.01 8.94 5.26 13.36 5.88 5.58 3.168 × 10^{−11} 2.01 8.94 5.26 13.36 5.88 5.58 3.168 × 10^{−10} 2.01 8.94 5.26 13.36 5.88 5.58 −3.168 × 10^{−14} 2.01 8.94 5.36 13.36 5.99 5.58 −1.584 × 10^{−13} 2.01 8.94 5.27 13.36 5.89 5.58 −3.168 × 10^{−13} 2.01 8.94 5.26 13.36 5.88 5.58 −3.168 × 10^{−12} 2.01 8.94 5.26 13.36 5.88 5.58 −3.168 × 10^{−11} 2.01 8.94 5.26 13.36 5.88 5.58 −3.168 × 10^{−10} 2.01 8.94 5.26 13.36 5.88 5.58

FIG. 2: Gravitational mass versus central mass density (radius), ρc (10^{15} gr/cm^3), for C = 2 and m^2c1 = 3.168 × 10^{−13} . Left diagrams: gravitational mass versus central mass density for m^2c2 = −1.204 × 10^{−1} (bold line), m^2c2 = −8.238 × 10^{−2} (doted line), m^2c2 = −5.386 × 10^{−2} (dashed line), m^2c2 = −1.647 × 10^{−2} (dashed-dotted line) and m^2c2 = −1.743 × 10^{−3} (continuous line).

Right diagrams: gravitational mass versus radius for m^2c2 = −1.204 × 10^{−1} (bold line), m^2c2 = −8.238 × 10^{−2} (doted line), m^2c2 = −5.386 × 10^{−2} (dashed line), m^2c2 = −1.647 × 10^{−2} (dashed-dotted line) and m^2c2 = −1.743 × 10^{−3} (continuous line).

details). Also, by decreasing the value of m^2c_2 less than (10^{−4}), the maximum mass and radius of neutron star are not affected. In other words, considering the value of m^2c_2 about −10^{−4}, the maximum mass and radius of neutron star reduce to the obtained results of massless Einstein gravity [49].

On the other hand, the average density (ρ) of the neutron star calculated in the tables I, II and III shows that the central density may exceed a few times as 10^{15} g cm^{−3}. In other words, it is larger than the normal nuclear density, ρ_0 = 2.7 × 10^{14}g cm^{−3} [107].

For further investigation, we plot the mass of neutron star versus the central mass density (ρ_c) in left panels of Figs. 2 and 3. As one can see, the maximum mass of this star increases as m^2c_2 increases. On the other hand, the variation of maximum mass versus radius is also shown in right panels of Figs. 2 and 3.

Now, we complete our discussion by considering the gravitational mass equal to 1.78 × 10^{−65}g, with various values for different parameters of modified TOV equation (see Eq. (14)) and obtain the maximum mass of neutron star in the massive gravity. The results are presented in the tables II and III. According to the table II, the maximum mass of neutron star is an increasing function of C. It is notable that considering the values less than 0.1 for C, the maximum mass and corresponding radius of neutron star are not affected. In other words, these results reduce to the obtained results of the maximum mass and radius of neutron star in the Einstein gravity [49]. The variation of m^2c_1 has very interesting effects. In this case, the maximum mass and radius of this star are constant and by variation of m^2c_1, these quantities are not affected (see the table III).

For completeness, in the following, we investigate other properties of neutron star in this gravity such as the Schwarzschild radius, average density, compactness, the gravitational redshift and dynamical stability.

1. modified Schwarzschild Radius

It is clear that by applying the massive term to the Einstein gravity, the Schwarzschild radius is modified. Considering Eq. (12) and using the horizon radius constraint (g(r) = 0), we can obtain the Schwarzschild radius (R_{Sch}) for the EN-massive gravity. After some calculations, the Schwarzschild radius for this gravity without the cosmological constant is obtained as

R_{Sch} = c ( 1 − m^2c_2C^2 ) m^2cc_1C − √ c^2 (m^2c_2C^2 − 1)^2 − 4m^2c_1CGM

m^2cc_1C

. (20)

FIG. 3: Gravitational mass versus central mass density (radius), ρc (10^{15} gr/cm^3), for m^2c1 = 3.168 × 10^{−12} and m^2c2 = −3.168 × 10^{−2}.

Left diagrams: gravitational mass versus central mass density for C = 1.20 (bold line), C = 2.32 (doted line), C = 3.08 (dashed line), C = 3.65 (dashed-dotted line) and C = 3.85 (continuous line).

Right diagrams: gravitational mass versus radius for C = 1.20 (bold line), C = 2.32 (doted line), C = 3.08 (dashed line), C = 3.65 (dashed-dotted line) and C = 3.85 (continuous line).

Using the series expansion of R_{Sch} for the limit m^2 → 0, we find that R_{Sch} ≈ 2GM c^2 + 2GMC ( c^2c_2C + c_1GM ) c^4 m^2 + O(m^4), (21)

where the first term is the Schwarzschild radius in Einstein gravity [123], as expected, and the second term indicates the massive correction.

In order to investigate the effects of various parameters on the modified Schwarzschild radius, one can look at the tables I, II and III. As one can see in tables I and II, by increasing the maximum mass and radius of neutron star, the Schwarzschild radius increases and these stars are out of the Schwarzschild radius. Also, considering the negative value of m^2c_2 and increasing m^2c_2, the Schwarzschild radius increases (see table I). On the other hand, by increasing C, the Schwarzschild radius increases (see table II). In addition, considering the positive (negative) values of m^2c_1 and increasing (decreasing) m^2c_1, the Schwarzschild radius almost does not change (see table III).

2. Average Density

Now, using the maximum mass and radius obtained in the massive gravity, we can calculate the average density of neutron star in 4−dimensions as ρ = 3M 4πR^3 , (22)

where the results for variation of the massive parameters are presented in the tables I, II and III. Considering different parameters introduced in this theory, the average density of this star is almost the same. In other words, by variations of the different parameters, the average density remains fixed.

3. Compactness

The compactness of a spherical object may be defined by the ratio of Schwarzschild radius to radius of that object σ = R_{Sch} R , (23)

FIG. 4: Adiabatic index versus radius for m^2c1 = 3.168 × 10^{−13} .

Left diagrams: for C = 2, m^2c2 = −3.168×10^{−3} (doted line), m^2c2 = −3.168×10^{−2} (continuous line) and m^2c2 = −1.584×10^{−1} (dashed line).

Right diagrams: for m^2c2 = −3.168 × 10^{−2}, C = 1.0 (doted line), C = 3.0 (continuous line) and C = 4.0 (dashed line).

which may be indicated as the strength of gravity. For the massive gravity, we obtain the values of σ in the tables I, II and III. For different values of m^2c_2 and C, the results show that the strength of gravity is almost the same (see tables I and II). But, for different values of m^2c_1, there are two interesting behaviors. A) considering the positive value of m^2c_1 and increasing m^2c_1, the strength of gravity do not change. B) considering the negative values of m^2c_1 and increasing m^2c_1, the strength of gravity decreases and the strength of gravity is not affected for m^2c_1 > −3.168×10^{−13} (see the table III).

4. Gravitational redshift

Considering Eq. (12) for vanishing Λ and by using definition of the gravitational redshift, we obtain this quantity in the massive gravity as z = 1 √ 1 − m^2C (_{c1r} 2 + c_2C ) −^{2GM}_{c2r} − 1, (24)

in which it reduces to the gravitational redshift in the Einstein gravity when m^2 = 0. The results show that, the gravitational redshift of neutron star is almost independent of different parameters. The gravitational redshift of each compact object depends on its average density, so as one can see, the average density for these stars are almost the same, therefore the gravitational redshift of them must be the same.

5. Dynamical Stability

The dynamical stability of stellar model against infinitesimal radial adiabatic perturbation was introduced by Chandrasekhar in Ref. [124]. This stability condition was developed and applied to astrophysical cases by many authors [125–128]. The adiabatic index (γ) is defined as γ = ρc^2 + P

c^2P dP dρ . (25)

It is notable that, in order to have the dynamical stability, γ should be more than^4_3 (γ >^4_3 = 1.33) everywhere within the isotropic star. Therefore, we plot two diagrams related to γ versus radius for different values of m^2c_2 and C in Fig. 4. As one can see, these stellar models in massive gravity are stable against the radial adiabatic infinitesimal perturbations.

Also, we plot the density (pressure) versus distance from the center of neutron star. As one can see, the density and pressure are maximum at the center and they decrease monotonically towards the boundary (see Figs 5 and 6).

FIG. 5: Density versus radius for m^2c1 = 3.168 × 10^{−13} .

Left diagrams: for C = 2, m^2c2 = −3.168×10^{−3} (doted line), m^2c2 = −3.168×10^{−2} (continuous line) and m^2c2 = −1.584×10^{−1} (dashed line).

Right diagrams: for m^2c2 = −3.168 × 10^{−2}, C = 1.0 (doted line), C = 3.0 (continuous line) and C = 4.0 (dashed line).

FIG. 6: Pressure versus radius for m^2c1 = 3.168 × 10^{−13}.

Left diagrams: for C = 2, m^2c2 = −3.168×10^{−3} (doted line), m^2c2 = −3.168×10^{−2} (continuous line) and m^2c2 = −1.584×10^{−1} (dashed line).

Right diagrams: for m^2c2 = −3.168 × 10^{−2}, C = 1.0 (doted line), C = 3.0 (continuous line) and C = 4.0 (dashed line).

IV. NEUTRON STAR PROPERTIES VIA PLANCK MASS

Here, our aim is to obtain the mass of neutron star according to the Planck mass. The neutron stars are supported against the gravitational force by degeneracy pressure of nucleons which is mainly related to the strong repulsive inter-nucleons force. It is notable that the nucleon-nucleon interaction is so strong, and it is taken place through the pion exchange. Therefore, we can consider the average density of a neutron star in term of the nucleus density using the following form (see Refs. [54, 129] for more details) ρ_{nuc} ∼ 3m_p 4πλ^3_π , (26)

where m_p and λ_π =^ℏ_{mπ c} are, respectively, the proton mass and Compton wavelength (m_π is the pion mass). Now, we are going to use an analogy for obtaining a relation between the mass of neutron star in massive gravity and the Planck mass. Using the equations (20) and (22) and by considering ρ_{nuc}, one can derive the following corresponding mass as 3m_p 4πλ^3_π ∼ 3M 4πR^3_{Sch} ,

M ∼ 1 128m^2c_1Cm^2_pm^6_πG^3 {[ A_1 + 8cm_pm^3_πG ] √ 32m^4c^2_1C^2ℏ^3 ( m^4c^2_1C^2ℏ^3 32 − A_2 )

+24m^4c^2_1C^2ℏ^3 [ m^2C^2A_3 − cm_pm^3_πG ]} , (27)

where

A_1 = m^2C^2 ( m^2c^2_1ℏ^3 − 8cc_2m_pm^3_πG ) , A_2 = cGm_pm^3_π ( m^2c_2C^2 − 1 ) , A_3 = cc_2m_pm^3_πG − m^2c^2_1ℏ^3 24 . Now, we use the relation between the proton (pion) mass and the Planck mass [129] to obtain the mass of neutron star with respect to the Planck mass

m_p = m_{pl} η_p & m_π = m_{pl} η_π ,

M ∼ 3η_pη^3_π 16m^2m^8_{pl}c_1CG^3 {[ m^4c^2_1C^2ℏ^3η_pη^3_π 24 − B_1 ] √ 32m^4c^2_1C^2ℏ^3

η_pη^3_π ( m^4c^2_1C^2ℏ^3η_pη^3_π 32 − 3B_1 )

+m^4c^2_1C^2ℏ^3 [ −m^4c^2_1C^2ℏ^3η_pη^3_π 24 + 3B_1 ]} , (28)

where

B_1 = cm^4_{pl}G ( m^2c_2C^2 − 1 ) 3 . It is notable that in the absence of massive term (m^2 → 0), the obtained relation reduces to the usual general relativity case M ∼ ( ℏc G )_{3/2} 1 m^2_p ( η_π 2η_p )_{3/2} ∼ m_{pl}η^2_p ( η_π 2η_p )_{3/2} . (29)

Now, we are in a position to obtain a constraint on the neutron star radius. Regarding the fact that the radius of neutron star should be greater than the Schwarzschild radius, one can extract a limitation for the radius of neutron star via the Planck mass as a fundamental physical constant. Using Eq. (28) with R_{NS} > R_{Sch}, we obtain R_{NS} > 1 8m^2cc_1m^4_{pl}C { 8 √ 2cGm^4_{pl} ( m^2c_2C^2 − 1 ) ( −m^2c_1Cℏη_π [ m^4c^2_1C^2ℏ^3η_pη^3_π − 24B_1 ]

× √ ℏη_pη_π [m^4c^2_1C^2ℏ^3η_pη^3_π − 96B_1] + ( m^4c^2_1C^2ℏ^3η_pη^3_π

)_2 − 72m^4c^2_1C^2ℏ^3η_pη^3_π B_1

+32c^2G^2m^8_{pl} ( m^2c_2C^2 − 1 )_2)1/2} . (30)

As a final comment, we should note that in the absence of the massive term, Eq. (30) reduces to R_{NS} > G ( η_p 2η_π )_{1/2} ( η_π cm_{pl} )_2 ( ℏc G )_{3/2} , (31)

which may indicate a minimum value for neutron star radius in usual general relativity.

V. CLOSING REMARKS

In this paper, we considered the spherically symmetric metric and extracted a modified TOV equation of stars in the Einstein-massive gravity in 4−dimensions. Then, we showed that for m → 0 limit, the obtained TOV in Einstein-massive gravity reduces to the Einstein-Λ gravity. The generalization of modified TOV equation to arbitrary d−dimensions was also done (see appendix A). Furthermore, we have considered an EoS, which was derived from microscopic calculations and investigated Le Chatelier’s principle for the mentioned EoS. It was shown that this equation is suitable for investigating the structure of neutron star.

Considering the modified TOV obtained in this paper, the structure of neutron star was investigated. The results showed that, the maximum mass of these stars increases when m^2c_2 and C increase (the results represented in various tables numerically). In addition, it was shown that by considering the constant values of C and m^2c_2, the maximum mass of neutron star is independent of m^2c_1.

Then, we showed that by increasing the maximum mass of neutron star, the radius and the Schwarzschild radius increase as well. It is notable that, by regarding massive graviton, the Schwarzschild radius is modified. In order to conduct more investigations, we plotted some diagrams related to the mass-radius and mass-central mass density. We found that these figures are similar to the diagrams related to the mass-radius and mass-central mass density in usual GR. In addition, these diagrams confirmed the validity of obtained results in massive gravity.

After that the adiabatic index was investigated. It was shown that this star is dynamically stable. It is notable that the density and pressure are maximum at the center of the star and decrease monotonically towards the boundary.

Jacoby et al [130] and Verbiest et al [131] used the detection of Shapiro delay to measure the masses of both the neutron star and its binary component. Also, using the same approach, the masses of compact objects were obtained for Vela X-1 (about 1.8M_⊙) [132], PSR J1614-2230 (about 1.97M_⊙) [122], PSR J0348+0432 (about 2.01M_⊙) [133], 4U 1700-377 (about 2.4M_⊙) [134] and J1748-2021B (about 2.7M_⊙) [135]. It is notable that, in this paper, we showed that the obtained maximum mass of neutron star in massive gravity can cover all the measured masses of pulsars and neutron stars. Also, we predicted the existence of possible mass of more than 3M_⊙.

Briefly, we obtained the quite interesting results from massive gravity for the neutron star such as: I) Obtaining the modified TOV equation. II) Prediction of maximum mass for neutron star more than 3M_⊙ (M_{max} ≈ 3.8M_⊙), due to the existence of massive gravitons. III) Dynamically stable neutron star in the massive gravity. IV) EoS derived from microscopic calculations satisfied the energy, stability conditions and Le Chatelier’s principle, simultaneously. V) The Schwarzschild radius was modified in the presence of massive gravity. VI) Due to the considering massive graviton, the gravitational redshift was modified. VII) The relations between the mass and the radius of neutron star versus the Planck mass as a fundamental physical constant were extracted. VIII) Our consequences covered previous results and reduce to the Einstein gravity for massless graviton (m = 0), as expected.

Finally, it is notable that the investigation of other compact objects such as quark star and white dwarf in the context of massive gravity and its modified TOV equation are interesting subjects. Moreover, it is worth studying the effects of higher dimensions and other equation of states on the structure of compact objects. Also, anisotropic compact objects [136–142], rotating, slowly rotating [143–149], rapidly rotating [150–155] neutron stars and obtain the Buchdahl limit [156–162] in the context of massive gravity are interesting topics. Furthermore, regarding the considerable effects of free parameters on the existence of tachyon-like instabilities, it will be useful to address the mentioned substantial instability. We leave these issues for the future works.

VI. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The author wish to thank Shiraz University Research Council. This work has been supported financially by the Research Institute for Astronomy and Astrophysics of Maragha, Iran.

Appendix: Modified TOV equation in higher dimension

Here, we are interested in obtaining the modified TOV equation in Einstein-massive gravity in higher dimensions. So, we consider a spherical symmetric space-time in higher dimensions as

ds^2 = f(r)dt^2 − g^{−1}(r)dr^2 − r^2h_{ij} dx_idx_j , (32)

where i, j = 1, 2, 3, ..., d − 2, and also h_{ij} dx_idx_j is the line element of a (d − 2)−dimensional unit sphere

h_{ij} dx_idx_j = dθ^2_1 + d−2∑ i=2 i−1∏ j=1 sin^2 θ_j dθ^2_i . (33)

We also use the following ansatz for the reference metric which is introduced in Ref. [34]

f_{μν} = diag(0, 0, C^2r^2h_{ij} ). (34)

Using the mentioned information and ansatz, we can find the explicit functional forms of U_i’s as

U_1 = d_2C r , U_2 = d_2d_3C^2

r^2 , U_3 = d_2d_3d_4C^3

r^3

, U_4 = d_2d_3d_4d_5C^4

r^4

, (35)

where we denoted d_i = d − i. We can also obtain the nonzero components of the energy-momentum for d-dimensional perfect fluid as

T^0_0 = ρc^2 & T^1_1 = T^2_2 = T^3_3 = ... = T^{d−1}_{d−1} = −P. (36)

Considering the metric (32) with Eq. (36), we can find the components of Eq. (2) are calculated as

K_dc^2r^2ρ = Λr^2 + d_2d_3 2 (1 − g) − d_2 2 rg^′− m^2d_2C 2r^{d4} [ c_1r^{d3} + d_3c_2Cr^{d4}

+d_3d_4 ( c_3C^2r^{d5} + d_5c_4C^3r^{d6} )] , (37)

K_dfr^2P = −Λr^2f − (1 − g) f + rgf^′ + m^2d_2C 2r^{d4} [ c_1r^{d3} + d_3c_2Cr^{d4}

+d_3d_4 ( c_3C^2r^{d5} + d_5c_4C^3r^{d6} )] , (38)

4K_df^2rP = −4Λrf^2 + 2 (gf)^′f − rgf^{′2} + r [g^′f^′ + 2gf^{′′}] f +

2m^2d_3Cf^2 r^{d4} [ c_1r^{d4} + d_4c_2Cr^{d5}

+d_4d_5 ( c_3C^2r^{d6} + c_4C^3r^{d7} )] . (39)

Considering Eqs. (37)-(39) and after some calculations, one can find a relation which is the same as Eq. (11). In addition, we can obtain the functional form of g(r) by using Eq. (37) as

g(r) = 1 + 2Λ d_1d_2 r^2 − c^2K_dM(r)Γ (_{d1} 2 ) d_2π^{d1/2}r^{d3} − m^2 [ c_1C d_2 r + c_2C^2 + d_3c_3C^3 r + d_3d_4c_4C^4 r^2 ] , (40)

where M(r) =

∫_{2π}d_1/2

Γ(d_1/2) r d_2 ρ(r)dr and Γ is the gamma function, which satisfies some conditions such as Γ(1/2) = √π,

Γ(1) = 1 and Γ(x + 1) = xΓ(x).

Now, we obtain f^′ from Eq. (38) and insert it with Eq. (40) into Eq. (11) to obtain the following higher dimensional HEE in Einstein-massive gravity dP dr = ( c^2ρ + P ) [_{d3} 2 [g(r) − 1] −^{r2}_{d2} (Λ + K_dP ) + ] rg + m^2C 2gr^{d3} [( c_1r^{d3} + d_3c_2Cr^{d4}

+d_3d_4C^2 ( c_3r^{d5} + d_5c_4Cr^{d6} ))]} , (41)

where g(r) is presented in Eq. (40).

As a special case, it is notable that for m = 0, Eq. (41) reduces to the following d-dimensional TOV equation obtained in Einstein-Λ gravity [103] dP dr = ( c^2ρ + P

) [_{(d−1)(d−3)Γ(} d−1_{2 )} 4π^{(d−1)/2} c 2K_dM(r) + r^{d−1} ( Λ +^{d−1}_2 K_dP )] r [ −Λr^{d−1} + (d − 1)

(_{Γ( d−12 )} 2π^{(d−1)/2} c 2K_dM(r) −^{d−2}_2 r^{d−3} )] . (42)

Regarding a suitable EoS for higher dimensional spacetime, with the obtained modified d-dimensional TOV equation, one can investigate the neutron stars in higher dimensional massive gravity. We leave the mentioned problem for the future works.

Appendix: B brief dimensional analysis of massive parameters and its values

Here, we are going to investigate the massive coefficients via dimensional analysis. In general, all terms of Eq. (40), including m^{2 c1C}_{d2} r, m^2c_2C^2,^{m2d3c3C3}_r and^{m2d3d4c4C4}_{r2} must be dimensionless. On the other hand, in dimensional analysis we know that [m] = M, [r] = L and [d_n] = 1. Therefore, the dimensional interpretation of massive terms are

[c_1C] = M^{−2}L^{−1}, (43) [c_2C^2] = M^{−2}, (44) [c_3C^3] = M^{−2}L, (45) [c_4C^4] = M^{−2}L^2. (46)

Using Eqs. (43)-(46), one can show that massive coefficients are, dimensionaly,

[C] = L & [c_i] = M^{−2}L^{−2}, i = 1, 2, 3, 4

On the other hand, regarding the dimensionless action (1), we find that dimensional interpretations of all R, 2Λ and m^2

∑_4 i c_iU_i(g, f) are L^{−2}. Remembering that [m^2c_i] = L^{−2}, one can conclude that U_i’s are dimensionless. In addition, like the cosmological constant, m^2c_i terms could play the role of the pressure in the extended phase space (see Ref. [163] to find details regarding the relation between pressure and the cosmological constant).

[1] B. P. Abbott et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 (2016) 061102. [2] G. Dvali, G. Gabadadze and M. Porrati, Phys. Lett. B 485 (2000) 208. [3] G. Dvali, G. Gabadadze and M. Porrati, Phys. Lett. B 484 (2000) 112. [4] M. Fierz, Helv. Phys. Acta 12 (1939) 3.

[5] H. van Dam and M. J. G. Veltman, Nucl. Phys. B 22 (1970) 397. [6] V. I. Zakharov, JETP Lett. 12 (1970) 312.

[7] S. Deser and A. Waldron, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2013) 027503. [8] A. I. Vainshtein, Phys. Lett. B 39 (1972) 393.

[9] C. de Rham, A. J. Tolley and S. Y. Zhou, JHEP 04 (2016) 188. [10] D. G. Boulware and S. Deser, Phys. Rev. D 6 (1972) 3368.

[11] C. de Rham, G. Gabadadze and A. J. Tolley, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 (2011) 231101. [12] K. Hinterbichler, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84 (2012) 671. [13] S. F. Hassan and R. A. Rosen, Phys. Rev. Lett 108 (2012) 041101. [14] S. F. Hassan, R. A. Rosen and A. Schmidt-May, JHEP 02 (2012) 026. [15] M. Fasiello and A. J. Tolley, JCAP 12 (2013) 002.

[16] Y. F. Cai, D. A. Easson, C. Gao and E. N. Saridakis, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) 064001. [17] K. Bamba, Md. Wali Hossain, R. Myrzakulov, S. Nojiri and M. Sami, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) 083518. [18] Y. F. Cai and E. N. Saridakis, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 063528.

[19] G. Goon, A. E. Gumrukcuoglu, K. Hinterbichler, S. Mukohyama and M. Trodden, JCAP 08 (2014) 008. [20] L. Heisenberg, R. Kimura and K. Yamamoto, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) 103008. [21] A. R. Solomon, J. Enander, Y. Akrami, T. S. Koivisto, F. Konnig and E. Mortsell, JCAP 04 (2015) 027. [22] S. Pan and S. Chakraborty, Ann. Phys. 360 (2015) 180. [23] H. Kodama and I. Arraut, Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 2014 (2014) 023E02. [24] E. Babichev and A. Fabbri, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 084019. [25] E. Babichev and R. Brito, Class. Quantum Gravit. 32 (2015) 154001. [26] J. Suresh, C. P. Masroor, G. Prabhakar and V.C. Kuriakose, [arXiv:1603.00981]. [27] P. Li, X. zh. Li and P. Xi, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 064040. [28] D. J. Wu and S. Y. Zhou, Phys. Lett. B 757 (2016) 324 [29] A. J. Tolley, D. J. Wu and S. Y. Zhou, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015) 124063. [30] D. C. Zou, R. Yue and M. Zhang, [arXiv:1612.08056].

[31] T. Katsuragawa, S. Nojiri, S. D. Odintsov and M. Yamazaki, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 124013. [32] C. de Rham, Living Rev. Relativ. 17 (2014) 7. [33] D. Vegh, [arXiv:1301.0537].

[34] R. G. Cai, Y. P. Hu, Q. Y. Pan and Y. L. Zhang, Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) 024032. [35] S. H. Hendi, B. Eslam Panah and S. Panahiyan, JHEP 11 (2015) 157. [36] J. Xu, L. M. Cao and Y. P. Hu, Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) 124033. [37] S. G. Ghosh, L. Tannukij and P. Wongjun, Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016) 119. [38] S. H. Hendi, S. Panahiyan and B. Eslam Panah, JHEP 01 (2016) 129. [39] S. H. Hendi, B. Eslam Panah and S. Panahiyan, JHEP 05 (2016) 029.

[40] J. Suresh and V. C. Kuriakose, [arXiv:1605.00142].

[41] S. H. Hendi, S. Panahiyan, S. Upadhyay and B. Eslam Panah, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 084036. [42] S. H. Hendi, R. B. Mann, S. Panahiyan and B. Eslam Panah, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 021501(R). [43] R. C. Tolman, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sc. 20 (1934) 169. [44] R. C. Tolman, Phys. Rev. 55 (1939) 364.

[45] J. R. Oppenheimer and G. M. Volkoff, Phys. Rev. 55 (1939) 374. [46] N. Yunes and M. Visser, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 18 (2003) 3433. [47] R. R. Silbar and S. Reddy, Am. J. Phys. 72 (2004) 892.

[48] G. Narain, J. Schaffner-Bielich and I. N. Mishustin, Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006) 063003. [49] G. H. Bordbar and M. Hayati, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 21 (2006) 1555. [50] P. Boonserm, M. Visser and S. Weinfurtner, Phys. Rev. D 76 (2007) 044024. [51] X. Li, F. Wang and K. S. Cheng, JCAP 10 (2012) 031.

[52] A. M. Oliveira, H. E. S. Velten, J. C. Fabris and I. G. Salako, Eur. Phys. J. C 74 (2014) 3170. [53] X. T. He, F. J. Fattoyev, B. A. Li and W. G. Newton, Phys. Rev. C 91 (2015) 015810. [54] S. H. Hendi, G. H. Bordbar, B. Eslam Panah and S. Panahiyan, JCAP 09 (2016) 013. [55] D. Momeni, M. Faizal, K. Myrzakulov and R. Myrzakulov, Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (2017) 37. [56] S. H. Hendi, G. H. Bordbar, B. Eslam Panah and M. Najafi, Astrophys. Space Sci. 358 (2015) 30. [57] S. Capozziello, M. De Laurentis, S. D. Odintsov and A. Stabile, Phys. Rev. D 83 (2011) 064004. [58] A. V. Astashenok, S. Capozziello and S. D. Odintsov, JCAP 12 (2013) 040. [59] A. V. Astashenok, S. Capozziello and S. D. Odintsov, JCAP 01 (2015) 001. [60] A. S. Arapoglu, C. Deliduman and K. Y. Ekşi, JCAP 07 (2011) 020. [61] K. Zhou, Z. Y. Yang, D. C. Zou and R. H. Yue, Chin. Phys. B 21 (2012) 020401. [62] T. Harada, Phys. Rev. D 57 (1998) 4802. [63] T. Wiseman, Phys. Rev. D 65 (2002) 124007. [64] H. Sotani, Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 124036.

[65] C. Deliduman, K. Y. Ekşi and V. Keleş, JCAP 05 (2012) 036.

[66] D. D. Doneva, S. S. Yazadjiev, N. Stergioulas and K. D. Kokkotas, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 084060. [67] N. Chamel, P. Haensel, J. L. Zdunik and A. F. Fantina, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 22 (2013) 1330018. [68] E. Barausse, C. Palenzuela, M. Ponce and L. Lehner, Phys. Rev. D 87 (2013) 081506(R). [69] H. O. Silva, H. Sotani, E. Berti and M. Horbatsch, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 124044. [70] A. V. Astashenok, S. Capozziello, S. D. Odintsov, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) 103509. [71] Y. Brihaye and J. Riedel, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) 104060.

[72] A. Das, F. Rahaman, B. K. Guha and S. Ray, Astrophys. Space Sci. 358 (2015) 36. [73] K. V. Staykov, D. D. Doneva, S. S. Yazadjiev and K. D. Kokkotas, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015) 043009. [74] T. Boyadjiev, P. Fiziev and S. S. Yazadjiev, Class. Quantum Gravit. 16 (1999) 2359. [75] S. Meyer, F. Pace and M. Bartelmann, Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 103002.

[76] M. Orellana, F. García, F. A. T. Pannia and G. E. Romero, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 45 (2013) 771. [77] J. D. V. Arbanil, J. P. S. Lemos and V. T. Zanchin, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 084023. [78] R. Goswami, A. M. Nzioki, S. D. Maharaj and S. G. Ghosh, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 084011. [79] K. Glampedakis, G. Pappas, H. O. Silva and E. Berti, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015) 024056. [80] M. B. Green and J. H. Schwarz, Phys. Lett. B 151 (1985) 21.

[81] P. Candelas, G. Horowitz, A. Strominger and E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B 258 (1985) 46. [82] S. Sigurdsson and E. S. Phinney, Astrophys. J. Suppl. 99 (1995) 609. [83] M. Vietri and L. Stella, Astrophys. J. 527 (1999) L43.

[84] A. Heger, C. L. Fryer, S. E. Woosley, N. Langer and D. H. Hartmann, Astrophys. J. 591 (2003) 288. [85] N. Rea et al., MNRAS 364 (2005) 1229.

[86] R. Perna, R. Soria, D. Pooley and L. Stella, MNRAS 384 (2008) 1638. [87] T. Katayama, T. Miyatsa and K. Saito, Astrophys. J. Suppl. 203 (2012) 22. [88] D. Clausen, S. Sigurdsson and D. F. Chernoff, MNRAS 428 (2013) 3618. [89] K. Hebeler, J. M. Lattimer, C. J. Pethick and A. Schwenk, Astrophys. J. 773 (2013) 11. [90] M. Perez-Garcia, F. Daigne and J. Silk, Astrophys. J. 768 (2013) 145. [91] M. B. Deaton et al., Astrophys. J. 776 (2013) 47.

[92] S. Dall’Osso, B. Giacomazzo, R. Perna and L. Stella, Astrophys. J. 798 (2014) 25. [93] T. Venumadhav, A. Zimmerman and C. M. Hirata, Astrophys. J. 781 (2014) 23. [94] J. Poutanen et al., MNRAS 442 (2014) 3777.

[95] W. E. East, V. Paschalidis and F. Pretorius, Astrophys. J. Lett. 807 (2015) L3. [96] H. Zheng, K. J. Sun and L. W. Chen, Astrophys. J. 800 (2015) 141. [97] A. Mastrano, A. G. Suvorov and A. Melatos, MNRAS 447 (2015) 3475. [98] B. Giacomazz et al., Astrophys. J. 809 (2015) 39.

[99] J. D. Gelfand, P. O. Slane and T. Temim, Astrophys. J. 807 (2015) 30.

[100] M. Wielgus, A. Sadowski, W. Kluzniak, M. Abramowicz and R. Narayan, MNRAS 458 (2016) 3420. [101] M. Ruiz et al., Astrophys. J. 824 (2016) L6. [102] Z. Stuchlik, Acta. Phys. Slov. 50 (2000) 219.

[103] G. H. Bordbar, S. H. Hendi and B. Eslam Panah, Eur. Phys. J. Plus. 131 (2016) 315.

[104] H. Zhang and and X. Z. Li, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 124039.

[105] S. Shapiro and S. Teukolsky, Black Holes, White Dwarfs and Neutron Stars. Wiley, New York (1983). [106] G. H. Bordbar, Int. J. Theor. Phys. 43 (2004) 399.

[107] R. B. Wiringa, V. Stoks and R. Schiavilla, Phys. Rev. C 51 (1995) 38.

[108] V. G. J. Stoks, R. A. M. Klomp, C. P. F. Terheggen and J. J. de Swart, Phys. Rev. C 49 (1994) 2950. [109] G. H. Bordbar and M. Modarres, Phys. Rev. C 57 (1998) 714. [110] J. C. Owen, R. F. Bishop and J. M. Irvine, Nucl. Phys. A 277 (1977) 45. [111] M. Modarres and G. H. Bordbar, Phys. Rev. C 58 (1998) 2781. [112] C. Howes, R. F. Bishop and J. M. Irvine, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 4 (1978) 89. [113] J. W. Clark, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 2 (1979) 89.

[114] G. H. Bordbar, Z. Rezaei and A. Montakhab, Phys. Rev. C 83 (2011) 044310. [115] N. K. Glendenning, Phys. Rev. Lett 85 (2000) 1150. [116] J. M. Weisberg and J. H. Taylor, Phys. Rev. Lett. 52 (1984) 1348. [117] E. P. Liang, Astrophys. J. 304 (1986) 682.

[118] S. R. Heap and M. F. Corcoran, Astrophys. J. 387 (1992) 340. [119] H. Quaintrell, A&A 401 (2003) 313.

[120] A. F. Ali and S. Das, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 25 (2016) 1644001. [121] A. W. Steiner, J. M. Lattimer and E. F. Brown, Astrophys. J. 722 (2010) 33.

[122] P. B. Demorest, T. Pennucci, S. M. Ransom, M. S. E. Roberts and J. W. T. Hessels, Nature 467 (2010) 1081. [123] K. Schwarzschild, translation by: S. Antoci and A. Loinger, [arXiv:physics/9905030]. [124] S. Chandrasekhar, Astrophys. J. 140 (1964) 417.

[125] J. M. Bardeen, K. S. Thonre and D. W. Meltzer, Astrophys. J. 145 (1966) 505. [126] H. Kuntsem, MNRAS 232 (1988) 163.

[127] M. K. Mak and T. Harko, Eur. Phys. J. C 73 (2013) 2585. [128] M. Kalam, S. M. Hossein and S. Molla, [arXiv:1510.07015]. [129] A. Burrows and J. P. Ostriker, PNAS 111 (2014) 2409.

[130] B. A. Jacoby, A. Hotan, M. Bailes, S. Ord, S. R. Kulkarni, Astrophys. J. 629 (2005) L113. [131] J. P. W. Verbiest et al., Astrophys. J. 676 (2008) 675. [132] M. L. Rawls et al., Astronomy. J. 730 (2011) 25. [133] J. Antoniadis et al., Science 340 (2013) 348. [134] J. S. Clark et al., A&A 392 (2002) 909. [135] P. C. Freire et al., Astrophys. J. 675 (2008) 670.

[136] T. Harko and M. K. Mak, Proc. Roy. Soc. Lond. A 459 (2003) 393. [137] C. G. Boehmer and T. Harko, Class. Quantum Gravit. 23 (2006) 6479. [138] J. M. Sunzu, S. D. Maharaj and S. Ray, Astrophys. Space Sci. 354 (2014) 517. [139] B. C. Paul and R. Deb, Astrophys. Space Sci. 354 (2014) 2097. [140] S. A. Ngubelanga, S. D. Maharaj and S. Ray, Astrophys. Space Sci. 357 (2015) 74. [141] S. K. Maurya, Y. K. Gupta, S. Ray and B. Dayanandan, Eur. Phys. J. C 75 (2015) 225. [142] B. S. Ratanpal, V. O. Thomas and D. M. Pandya, Astrophys. Space Sci. 361 (2016) 65. [143] N. Andersson and G. L. Comer, Class. Quant. Grav. 18 (2001) 969. [144] L. Rezzolla, B. J. Ahmedov and J. C. Miller, Found. Phys. 31 (2001) 1051. [145] Z. B. Etienne, Y. T. Liu and S. L. Shapiro, Phys. Rev. D 74 (2006) 044030. [146] C. Chirenti and J. Skakala, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 104018. [147] P. Pani and E. Berti, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 024025.

[148] K. V. Staykov, D. D. Doneva, S. S. Yazadjiev and K. D. Kokkotas, JCAP 10 (2014) 006. [149] A. Cisterna, T. Delsate, L. Ducobu and M. Rinaldi, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 084046. [150] D. Lai and S. Shapiro, Astrophys. J. 442 (1995) 259.

[151] S. Yoshida, S. Karino, S. Yoshida, Y. Eriguchi, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 316 (2000) L1 . [152] D. D. Doneva, S. S. Yazadjiev, N. Stergioulas, K. D. Kokkotas, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 084060. [153] M. E. Gusakov, A. I. Chugunov and E. M. Kantor, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112 (2014) 151101. [154] B. Kleihaus, J. Kunz, S. Mojica and M. Zagermann, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 064077. [155] V. S. Manko and E. Ruiz, Phys. Rev. D 93 (2016) 104051.

[156] H. Andréasson, C. G. Boehmer and A. Mussa, Class. Quant. Grav. 29 (2012) 095012. [157] J. D. V. Arbail, J. P. S. Lemos and V. T. Zanchin, Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 084023. [158] R. Goswami, S. D. Maharaj and A. M. Nzioki, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015) 064002. [159] A. Khugaev, N. Dadhich and A. Molina, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) 064065. [160] M. Wright, Gen. Relat. Grav. 48 (2016) 1.

[161] P. Burikham, T. Harko and M. J. Lake, Phys. Rev. D 94 (2016) 064070. [162] N. Dadhich and S. Chakraborty, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 064059. [163] D. Kubiznak and R. B. Mann, JHEP 07 (2012) 033.