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In the present paper, we discuss the role of gravitational decoupling to isotropize the anisotropic
solution of Einstein’s field equations in the context of the complete geometric deformation (CGD)
approach and its influence on the complexity factor introduced by L. Herrera (Phys. Rev. D
97, 044010 (2018)) in the static self-gravitating system. Moreover, we also proposed a simple and
effective technique to generate new solutions for self-gravitating objects via CGD approach by using
two systems with the same complexity factor and vanishing complexity factor proposed by Casadio
et al. Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 826 (2019). The effect of decoupling constant and the compactness on
the complexity factor have been also analyzed for the obtained solutions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantifying the term ”complexity” has been quite a
fascinating challenge among researchers. Depending on
various physical problems, the term complexity changes
its notion. For example, a perfect crystal can be thought
of as a system with zero complexity. Here, zero com-
plexity means the crystal structure is perfectly ordered
and periodic. In contrast, an isolated ideal gas is fully
disordered and it contains maximum information as the
system can be obtained in any accessible state with equal
probability. Now, if we consider the concept of ”disequi-
librium” i.e. how a system deviates from the equilibrium,
we find that the ideal gas has minimum disequilibrium
while the perfect crystal has maximum disequilibrium.
So the contrasting views of complexity while considering
”information” and ”disequilibrium” can be addressed by
defining complexity as a product of these concepts [1]. So
in this way, complexity is zero for both perfect crystal and
ideal gas, as it should be. The work of Lopez-Ruiz and
collaborators [1, 2] about complexity has been extended
to self gravitating systems [3-8]. Recently, Carrasco-
Hidalho and Contreras [9] proposed a polynomial com-
plexity factor containing gravastar model [10] as a special
case. Contreras and Fuenmayor [11] considered complex-
ity factor as a physical quantity containing anisotropy
and gradients in the density. L. Herrera [12] proposed a
new definition of complexity for self-gravitating, spheri-
cally symmetric systems, based on a specific parameter
that arises in the orthogonal splitting of Riemann tensor.
Some more recent works in this regard can be found in
[13-16].

It can be said, that fixing some value of the complexity
factor for a specific scenario (example: a system having
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vanishing complexity) can act as an equation of state
which may lead close approximation to Einstein’s field
equations. But for these equations, it is very difficult
to obtain analytical solutions. In this scenario, a recent
well-known tool called Gravitational Decoupling (GD)
by means of the minimal geometric deformation (MGD)
[17] and its extension known as complete geometric de-
formation [18] formalism works perfectly to convert the
isotropic solutions into anisotropic domain or can be even
used to obtain new solutions. Moreover, it is well-known
that the MGD tool is a transformation that is performed
on the metric potential along with the radial component
of the line element by introducing a decoupler function.
As a consequence, the original system splits into two rel-
atively simpler sets of the equations. Another great ad-
vantage of MGD is that it can extend a simple solution
to more generalized and complex cases by the addition of
an extra source (@3) with the original energy-momentum
tensor via coupled with a dimensionless parameter. Later
on, Ovalle and his collaborators found a drawback in the
MGD approach, such as considering only radial trans-
formation can’t explain a stable black hole with a well-
defined horizon. In this regard, the MGD was extended
to deform both radial and temporal metric functions [18].
Mathematically, in the extended case of MGD, the defor-
mation acts in the following way:

v(r) = &(r)+ah(r), and A(r)— —Infu(r) + af(r)]

It is noted here that the extended gravitational decou-
pling (EGD) demands the supposition of a seed solution,
which allows reducing the number of free variables (or
number of degrees of freedom). Due to this, we need only
two extra conditions in order to close the system. There
are many ways to solve the equation despite the appear-
ance of the new degree of freedom h(r) in the 6-sector,
such as implementing the mimick approach with particu-
lar form of h(r), or using EoS approach together with the
mimick approach [19-21] to solve the ©-sector. On the
other hand, it must be noted that the hydrostatic bal-
ance gets severely modified because of the deformation.
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Therefore, it is very important to check the hydrostatic
balance in order to assess the viability of the solution.
Recently some interior solutions were generalized into
the anisotropic domain using gravitational decoupling via
MGD and CGD approaches in different contexts [22—-42].
Often for some cases like extremely dense compact star
solutions, the anisotropic scenario gives more realistic re-
sults, whereas, in some other cases, the isotropic solution
is more necessary. In compact stars, due to extreme in-
ternal density and strong gravity, the pressure compo-
nents break down into two components, i.e. radial and
tangential pressure. For the matter to be isotropic in na-
ture, these two components of pressure have to be of the
same value. In this connection, Ruderman [43] showed
that for densities higher than 10'®g/cm?, the two com-
ponents of pressure don’t have the same magnitude and
nuclear matter transforms into anisotropic distribution.

On the other hand, the finding of the new physical viable
anisotropic solution for a static self-gravitating system is
easier than the isotropic solution of Einstein’s field equa-
tions. Till now, the researchers have obtained around 130
interior solutions of Einstein’s field equations (EFE) for
perfect fluid matter distributions but only few of them
are well-behaved that can be used for modeling of the self-
gravitating compact objects [44]. This is why it is still a
challenge to obtain the new well-behaved isotropic solu-
tion of the Einstein field equations. Therefore, recently
Casadio and his collaborators [45] have proposed is a
very powerful methodology, known as isotropization tech-
niques via gravitational decoupling using the MGD ap-
proach to find the new isotropic solutions for any known
seed spacetime geometry corresponding to anisotropic
matter distribution. In this work, they have investigated
a new isotropic solution using the MGD approach as well
as two other gravitationally decoupled anisotropic solu-
tions corresponding to two systems with the same com-
plexity factor, and zero complexity factor using Tolman
IV solution. Some recent solutions on anisotropic star
with different complexity factor can be seen in the fol-
lowing works [46-50].

In the current article, we develop an isotropization tech-
nique using gravitational decoupling in the framework of
a complete geometric deformation (CGD) approach to
find the new isotropic solutions from a known spacetime
geometry for the anisotropic matter distribution. An ex-
ample has been presented to validate this methodology.
Moreover, we also discussed the complexity factor and
the effect of the decoupling constant on complexity factor
for this isotropic solution. The present simple methodol-
ogy has also been utilized to obtain the new anisotropic
solutions by taking two systems with the same complex-
ity factor as well as for zero complexity factor using the
Karori-Barua solution.

The article is arranged as follows: The section I is the
introduction, while in the section II, the Einstein field
equation for two sources by gravitational decoupling has
been discussed. The section III consists of the method
of isotropization of the gravitationally decoupled system

and new solution obtained by taking Tolman-Kuchowicz
spacetime for seed solution. The complexity by gravita-
tional decoupling has been analyzed in the section I'V. In
this section, we also discussed the complexity factor for
isotropic solution obtained in section III. In section V, we
have investigated new anisotropic EGD solutions gener-
ated by two systems with same complexity factors and
vanishing complexity factor using Karori-Barua seed so-
lution, which are presented in subsections A and B. The
last section VI contains the discussions and conclusions
of the article.

II. EINSTEIN’S FIELD EQUATION FOR TWO
SOURCES INTRODUCED BY GRAVITATIONAL
DECOUPLING

We propose the brief review of Einstein’s field equa-
tions with two different sources,

1
Rij = 59 R = —8n(T;; + B Oy) (1)

Now with G = ¢ = 1, the relativistic units are consid-
ered to express the field equations for the Ricci tensor
denoted by R;;, and R is contracted Ricci scalars, and
B is decoupling constant. Here, Tj; denote the energy-
momentum tensor and the source ¢;; may contain new
fields, like scalar, vector and tensor fields. Since the Ein-
stein tensor (1) satisfy the Bianchi identity, therefore the
effective energy momentum tensor Tij = T;;+ 5 ©;; must
be conserved, that is,

v, 1% =0, (2)

The following static spherically symmetric line element
is taken for describing the space-time of interior region
of the stellar system as,

ds® = =D dr® —12(d6> + sin® 0 dg?) + e Ddt?, (3)

where the metric potentials v and A are only radially de-
pendent. However, the effective energy momentum ten-
sor T;; is considered for anisotropic matter distribution,

Tij = (e+ Pr)uju; + Prgij + (Pr — Pu)xi x5, (4)

where P, and P, denote the radial and tangential pres-
sures, respectively while € is the energy density of mat-
ter. Moreover, u’ denotes a contravariant 4-velocity and
X' = \/1/grr 6% is a unit space-like vector in the radial
direction. Then under the line element (3), the Einstein
field equation (1) with Eq.(4) provides the following dif-
ferential equations,
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and, the conservation equation for system (5) - (7) will
become,

(7)) + (PL—P)=—(T1)

2(13 — 1Y)
r

v 2
Sl -7

W) + —ALE) =0, (3)

where the function L(6?) is given by

/
L(©) = (0}) + 2 (eh o)+ 2 (61 -e3). ()
Now it is important to mention here that the source Tj;
can describe perfect fluid or anisotropic fluid matter dis-
tribution. Suppose It describes an anisotropic fluid mat-
ter distribution then, the effective density and effective
pressures can be read as,

e=Ty+B6O)=p+ 6], (10)
P.=-T} - p0Ol,=p. - 506!} (11)
Py =-T; — O3 =p, — O3 (12)

where, p, p, and p; denote the energy density, radial
pressure and tangential pressure, respectively. Then the
effective anisotropy can be given as,

=P — P =T+ 816 (13)
where,
M=p,—p. and Tlg = (0] — O3). (14)

Here the anisotropy Ilg is generated by second source
©;;, and Misner-Sharp mass function m(r) for the effec-
tive system can be calculated by the formula,

m(r) = g[l —e ] =4x /OT z2e(x)dx

_ " " 200
= 471'/0 x p(a:)dx+47rﬁ/0 x“Oy(x)dx. (15)
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The mggr and mg represent the mass function due mat-
ter distribution T;; and ©;;, respectively.

Also, there is an another definition in order describe the
energy content inside a fluid sphere which was proposed
by Tolman many years before. The Tolman mass (mr)
for the spherically symmetric static spacetime (3) and
energy-momentum tensor ﬂj can be given by the for-
mula [19]

T
mr = 4w / 22 ePH/2(p 4 P+ 2P) )da, (16)
0
The above formula was proposed in order a measure of
the energy contained inside a fluid sphere of radius r.
However, Tolman mass function mq using the field equa-
tions (5)-(7) under the spacetime (3) can be written as,

2.
mr = % er=N/2 (17)

The above formula states about the physical meaning
of mr as the active gravitational mass. Since instanta-
neously at rest in a static gravitational field, the gravita-
tional acceleration of a test particle is given by (see [12],
for more details)

Ve A et 2myp

a=—= - (18)
Now we apply the extended gravitational decoupling by
means of a complete geometric deformation (CGD) ap-
proach in order to see the general effects of the extra
source © on the energy-momentum tensor Tj;. Under
this, the metric functions e* and e” undergone by the
following transformation Ovalle [18] as,

§(r) = v(r) =&(r) +a h(r), (19)
plr) e e X = u(r) + a f(r). (20)

where, f(r) and h(r) denote the geometric deformation
functions for the radial and temporal metric components,
respectively. Since here we are considering the extended
case therefore we need to set f(r) # 0 and h(r) # 0.
Then the transformations (19) and (20) allow us to split
the field equations (5)-(7) into two sets of equations: (i)
the standard Einstein field equations corresponding to
energy-momentum tensor T;; (same as at o = 0) as

8mp = 17;#—”7/, (21)
81, = £ _2 1 ,urf” (22)
8mp; = u(gﬁ + % + i) + (gf/ + g;) (23)
with the conservation equation,
(pr) + %’(,oerr) = % (24)

and the solution of this system can be described by the
following spacetime,

ds? = —pdr? — 12 (d6? — sin® 0d6?) + eSdi®,  (25)
with

QmGR

pw=1 =dr /OT x2p(x)d. (26)

(ii) Now the second set of equations for the extra source
is determined by turning on [ as,
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whose conservation equation read as, together with temporal deformation function h(r) = Cr?
) ) in order to isotropize the gravitationally decoupled sys-

_1(98 —0}) + (9%)/ _ h*(pr +p) = QHG. (30) tem (5)-(7). Then, the metzric functions p(r) = 1/(1 +

2 2 r Kr? 4 Lr*) and ef(") = ¢A7"+85 describe the anisotropic
solution for the system (21)-(23). The constant parame-

III. ISOTROPIZATION OF GRAVITATIONALLY (18 K L, A, and B will be determined by matching of
DECOUPLED SYSTEM the seed spacetime (33) Wlth. exterior vacuum spacetime

at surface r = R, If we consider exterior vacuum space-

. . . . time is described by exterior Sch schild solution, th
In this section, we will adopt the systematic ap- 1e 15 described by exterion Sciwarzstitid soiution, then

proach proposed by Casadio and his collaborators [45]

to isotropize the decoupled system (5)-(7) under EGD oM

scenario. ~ As we discussed previously, the effective 1— 222 = 8B (34)
anisotropy II given by (13) may not be same as the 211\3

anisotropy II due to extra contribution §Ilg. Here, our 1— s — w(R), (35)
alm is to isotropize the effective system, which can be R

obtained by setting II = 0 with assuming II # 0 [see pr(R) =0, (36)
Ref.[45] for more details]. Therefore, IT = IT+ f1lg = 0

leads

where mgr(R) = M, is the total mass of the seed space-
I=-0Ig = I= _5(@i — @g) (31) time (33) related to the energy-momentum tensor T;;.
Using the conditions (34)-(36), we find the constants A,
Now by plugging the Eqgs.(28) and (29) in Eq.(31), we B, and K
get the following non-linear differential equation,

frR+vr)+ f(—4 =2 r + 2012 +V2r%) + (=20 M,

i " /2 4r? A= RQ(R —2M )’ (37)

+h e+ 20" pur + bR pr + 20"V pr) + — M = 0. (32) °
B —4M2 + 5M R — R?
P="wm.—mr (38)

As we can see that the above equation (32) is a first (2M. — R) . .
order linear ODE in f(r) while it is a second order non- K — —2M, —2LM,R” + LR (39)
linear in h(r). Therefore, we solve the above differential (2M,; — R)R?

for f(r) due to simplicity. Now we assume a spacetime

corresponding energy-momentum tensor 7;; generated by

Tolman-Kuchowicz metric functions {€, u} By plugging of spacetime geometry (33) into Eq.(32) and
using h = Cr?, we obtain the deformation function f(r)

ds* = —(1 + Kr? + LrY) dr® — r2dQ3 + AT B 42 (33) as

J

r2ef(T2(A+bC)) _ AK4BCK+L 9
f(r) = e 2 ed VK2 — AL (K + Lr?)
BVEK? —4L (K72 + Lr* +1) (A2 + 2A8C — AK + 32C? — BCK + L)
(a+p0)(K+Lr?)
x (A% +2ABC — AK + B*C* — BOK + L)e & + B2C%fo(r) (Kr? + Lr* + 1) x1 + B2C2 f3(r) (Kr? + L?

K(A+8C)

+1)X2} — fi(r) VK2 —AL(A+ BO) (Kr® + Lr* + 1) e = (A% +2A4BC — AK +3B°C? — BCK + L) > +F

,(40)

where, F' is a constant of integration, and then the solution of the system (5)-(7) can be described by the spacetime

(1+ Kr? + Lrt)

ds? = —
1+ 81+ Kr2+ Lrt) f(r)

dr? — r2dQ3 + (A7 PO 2, (41)

However, the effective energy density and effective pressures can be given as,

1

Pr(r, ) = Krd + Lr6 412

[B7(r) (2417 1) (Kr? 4+ Lr* +1) 417 (24 = K = Li®) +268°Crf(r) (Kr® + Lr* + 1) +28Cr°] (42)
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Pi(r, B) =
L) = R L 1)

3 [20 (A7 (Kv* + Lo® +0%) + A (K7” +2) = K = 2L0%) + B°Cr (K + Le* +1) (47(r) (47 +1)

X (KT’2 +Lr* + 1) +r(6Cr+ Q(r)Kr? + Q(r)Lr* + Q(r)) ) + ﬂ{2T(C’ (24 (Kr4 + Lr® + r2) + Kr? + 2) + Af(r)

x (Ar® +2) (Kv® + Lr' + 1)2) +Q(r) (Ar* +1) (K% + Lt +1)° } +28°C% f(r)r® (Kv? + Lr* 4+ 1)° }, (43)
e(r, B) = m [ — BOQr)r + ) (Kr* + Lr* + 1) + K" 4+ Kr? (2Lr* 4 3) + Lr* (Lr* +5) ]. (44)

The matching conditions (34)-(36) for new solution (41)-
(44)

1 2M

“XR) _ __*t _1_ =
e TR TAfR) =1 (45)
V(R — eAR2+B+50R2 —1_ %’ (46)
P(R) =0, (47)

determine the constant B, total mass M, and integration
constant F' as

B=In [k%} AR —BCR?,  (48)
= -2 pmy (49)

where m(R) = M is the total mass of the deformed com-
pact object corresponding to energy-momentum tensor
T;; given by equation (4). However, we avoid to write
expression for F' due to lengthy expression. It is impor-
tant to mention here that the expressions (42) and (43)
given by P, and P, are the same at each point within
the compact object for all 3 i.e. the effective anisotropy
IT = 0 (see Fig.1), which implies that the solution given
by spacetime geometry (41) represents an isotropic so-
lution of the decoupled system (5)-(7). Therefore, the
gravitational decoupling not only extends the isotropic
solution to anisotropic domain but it also plays an im-
portant role to convert anisotropic solution in isotropic
domain.

IV. COMPLEXITY BY GRAVITATIONAL
DECOUPLING

The definition of the complexity factor in static and
spherically symmetric self-gravitating systems was ini-
tially proposed by Herrera, which is a scalar function
denoted by Yrp and it can be measured by anisotropy
IT and energy density gradient p’. Later on Herrara and
his collaborators extended this complexity in the con-
text of dynamical spherically symmetric dissipative self-
gravitating fluid distributions. Based on the Herrera def-
inition, we denote Yrp as a complexity factor for the
spherically symmetric static self-gravitating systems (5)-
(7) which is given by,

T

N .4
Vip = 87l — — 3¢ (z)dz. (50)
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As it is mentioned by Herrera that the complexity fac-
tor Yrp represents the influence of local anisotropy of
pressure and density inhomogeneity on the Tolman mass
(mr) Or, how the Tolman mass is changed by the above
two factors defined in Yrp. In order to see the influence
of Yrp on the Tolman myr, we write the Eq.(16) in terms
of complexity factor as,

2 R o(v+A)/2
mT:MT(E) +7‘3/ TYTFdx. (51)

Here, My denote the total Tolman mass of the fluid
sphere of radius R.

According to Herrera [12] observations, it is worthwhile
noting that
(i) The complexity factor vanishes for not only isotropic
fluid but also for all other configurations where both the
terms in (50) identically vanish.

(ii) From the abovementioned criteria, it is evident that
there are plenty of configurations with vanishing com-
plexity factors.

(iii) It must also be noted that although the contribution
of pressure anisotropy to Y7 g is local in nature, this is
not the case for density energy inhomogeneity.

In the context of MGD, Casadio et al. argued that
the complexity factor satisfies the additive property and
then the complexity factor for gravitationally decoupled
system will be the sum of two existing complexity factors
generated by the sources T;; and 6;;. Therefore, using the
above facts, the complexity factor Y given by Eq.(50)
can be also written into sum of two complexity factors
corresponding to the source T;; and ©;; as,

N A 4 L
Yrrp = 8771_[——7;/ 23€ (r)dx,
™ Jo

4 T
81l — —7;/ 3p/ (2)dx
™ Jo

dr B "

+81 B1Ilg — 5 z3 [@8(m)}/dx, (52)

0

which is denoted as,
}A/TF :YTF+Y7@F- (53)

Here, we denote the Yrp is the complexity factor for the
system (21)-(23) while Y% for (27)-(29) corresponding
to the sources T;; and ©;;, respectively.

Now we will discuss two following cases: (A). Complex-
ity factor generated by the isotropic solution (40)-(44) for
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FIG. 1: The behavior of radial pressure (P, x 10%)-top left, tangential pressures (P, x 10*)-top right, energy density (e x
104)-bottom left and anisotropy (II X 104)-bottom right versus radial coordinate r/R for different coupling constant 8 with

compactification factor 1\1/1;

= 0.2 with C = 0.0002, and L = 1.5 x 1075.

The description of the curves in the figures is as

follows: i. Solid-dark yellow for 8 = 0, ii. dashed-blue for 8 = 0.2, iii. Dashed-dark red for 8 = 0.4, and Dotted dash-green for
B = 0.6. The figures are plotted corresponding to the isotropic solution discussed in section III.

the energy-momentum tensor Tij, and (B). Some new so-
lutions generated EGD approach for the systems having

same or vanishing complexity factors.

A. Complexity factor generated by isotropic
solution (41)-(44)

The complexity factor for the systems (5)-(7) corre-

sponding to the energy-momentum tensor T;; is

3 (54)
™ Jo

Since the solution (41)-(44) is isotropic, then the effective
anisotropy will be zero i.e. II = 0, yields

N 4 r
Yrr = —T—g x3€ (x)dx, (55)

0

Using Eq.(5), we get

Yrrp = 5 - —5 — , (56)

Now using the solution(41), we find expression for com-
plexity factor Yrp

r? (K2+2KL1"2+L(L7’471)) ﬁ
(Kr2+ Lr* + 1)2 M [ Ur)

Y =
TF 272

=2f(r)]. (57)

It is noticed from the Fig.2, the decoupling constant
B is influencing the complexity factor Yrgp. The Yrp
increases when [ increase, which implies that gravita-
tional decoupling enhances the complexity of the self-
gravitating isotropic models.
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radial coordinate /R for different coupling constant 8 with
compactness factor % = 0.2 with C = 0.0002, and L =
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green for B = 0.6. This complexity figure is plotted for the
isotropic solution obtained in section III.

V. SOME NEW SOLUTIONS GENERATED
EGD APPROACH FOR THE SYSTEMS HAVING
SAME OR VANISHING COMPLEXITY FACTORS

A. EGD solution for two systems with same
complexity factor

In this section, we will consider the situation where the
complexity factor Y related to energy-momentum ten-
sor T}; remains same after using gravitational decoupling

via CGD, that is Y7 = Yy, which implies Y,9 = 0 or

1 T
=53 /0 2% [09(x)] da,

s 7,3 /
/O o [0(a)] do = T (;; - ;) (59)

Now using the Egs. (27)-(29), the equation (58) yields,
f@r +vr?) + fur? + 0% =8 = 2U/7) + (=20 p
+1 4 20 pr + B2 pr + 20V ) = 0, (60)

e (58)

where,

It is clear that new source ©;; can be determined by any
solution of the Eq.(60) which can be obtained through
any known solution of the system (21)-(23) described by
the metric functions £ and p together with imposing any
viable form of deformation function f(r) or h(r). For this
purpose, we consider a well-known spacetime geometry
proposed by Karori-Barau,

) = AT"+B - and p(r) = e P (61)

where A, B, and D are constant parameters. Using above
¢ and p, the system (21)-(23) provides the energy den-
sity and pressures expressions for the energy-momentum
tensor T;; as,

e~ Dr? (1 — eDr? + 2Ar2>

Dr = 2 s (62)

pe=e P’ [A*7? + A(2—-Dr?) - D], (63)
e=Dr* (71 +ePr* 4 2Dr2)

p= (64)

r2
The constants involved in the solution are determined by
the same matching conditions (34)-(36) for metric func-
tions (61), which yields

InR —1In[R — 2M]

D= . , (65)
M.
A= — "5 66
(R — 2M,)R2’ (66)
M, oM,

where mgr(R) = M; is the total mass of the object. Now
we find the complexity factor Y7 g by using the definition
(50) as,

e~ Dr? (72 + 2¢Dr? + A0t — D2 (2 + AT’Q))

> , (68)

Yrrp =

Using the spacetime geometry (61) together with the
same form of temporal deformation function h(r) = Cr?
as used in previous section (IIT), we find the radial defor-
mation function by solving of the equation (60) as,
C(2A +3BC — D)r? f3(r)
(A + BC)2 AT H(A+BC)™
(2+ Ar? + BCr?) r? F
+ c(ATBC)r2 ’

fr) =~

(69)
where F' is a constant of integration with dimension
length™2 and

(A+8C-D)(2+Ar2+pCr?)
ATRC

fe(r) = =(A+BC)e
X (2 + Ar? + ﬂC’TQ) fo(r),
(A+ BC — D) (2+ Ar® + BCr?)
A+ BC ’

+(A+BC - D)

fo(r) = ExplntegralEi

The deformation function f(r) given in Eq.(69) leads
the same complexity factor Yrp = Yorp ie. Y:,@F =0 for
all 5. Then the deformed metric functions can be read
as,

C(2A + 38C — D)r? fs(r)
4+ 5Oy R (A0

e—)\(r) — e—Dr2 + ﬂ

(2 + Ar? 4+ ﬂC’rQ) r2 F
@(A"FBC)T‘Q ’ (70)
e () — eAr2+B+ﬁ 07-2' (71)



The expressions for effective pressure and energy den-
sity,

[1+2Ar2+250r2+em2(—1+252C
X () + B{f(r) + 241 F()})] (72)

67D7‘2

Pi(r, B) =
(r® + BCrY) + P (= 24 283C2 f(r) vt + B2Cr?
x[rW(r) +4f(r) (1+ Ar®)] + Br[¥(r) + AU (r)r®
+24f ()7 x 2+ A4r%)])], (73)
_Dr (1—Bf(r) +¥(r) r])) .

efDr2

[2 1 48CT? + 68202 — 280 Dr* + 4A

e(r, B) = <

= <2Dr2—1—|—

and effective anisotropy II=P —P,is

. efDT2
i(r, §) = [
+4Af(r)r) + B (L+ Ar?) { —2f(r) +

+2A1(r)r?}) = 2(1 - A% — 24807

“(2428°C2 () rt 4 BROT (W)
U (r)r
5202

x4+ D (% + (A+ 5C)r) ) |. (75)

where the expression ¥(r) is mentioned in the Appendix.
The metric functions (70) and (71) together with the
Eqgs.(72)-(75) represent the complete exact solution of
the Einstein field equations (5)-(7), which is new a
anisotropic form of Karori-Barua solution whose com-
plexity factor Yrp is same form as the complexity factor
Yrr given by Eq.(68). However, we impose the match-
ing conditions (34)-(36) under the new solution (69)-(75)
in order to determine the constant parameters F' and B,
and M,

F_ | BC(2A+3BC — D) fs(R) (2AR? + 2B8CR? 4-1)
N (A+ BCY? o 2AHEED) 1 (A+50)R?
(<14 —24R7) o
+ DT —28Ce PR | F1(R)(76)
e PR 4 B f(R)
B = Wv (77)
M=, - 2R g(R). (78)

where M, = £(1 - e*D’g), while F(R) is mentioned in

the Appendix. The Fig. 3 shows the behaviors of radial
and tangential pressures, energy density, and anisotropy
inside the self-gravitating anisotropic compact object. it
can be observed that all the physical parameters P, P,
and €, and II are satisfying the condition for a viable
compact object, which implies that the CGD approach is
also a very powerful technique to discover new physical
viable GD solution for two systems with same complexity
factor.

The complexity factor Yrr takes the form

(2P — 24 A% — D12 (24 Ar?) ]

r2 eDr?

Yrp = (79)

Here we can generate the family of complexity factors by
taking the different values of the compactness factor 2=

R.
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FIG. 4: The behavior complexity factor Yrr versus radial
coordinate r/R for different compactification factor 1\1/125 with
C = 0.0002. The description of the curves in the figures are
as follows: i. Solid-dark yellow for A}{; = 0.10, ii. dashed-blue

for MS = 0.15, iii. Dashed-dark red for MS = 0.20, and Dot
Ms _

dashed -green for = 0.25. The above complex1ty figure is
plotted correspondmg to solution determined in Sec. V (A).

Since the complexity factor for new anisotropic solu-
tion is same as the seed solution. Therefore 8 will not
show any direct effect on the complexity. Therefore, we
show the influence of the compactness on the complexity
factor Yrr. As we can see from the Fig. 4, the complexity

is increasing when the compactness factor A}/I; increases.

B. EGD solution generated by zero complexity
factor

In this section, we discuss the gravitational decoupling
solution via complete geometric deformation approach
when the complexity factor is zero i.e. Yrp = 0 with
the condition Yppr # 0. Therefore, based on the Eq.(52),
we can write

Yrr=Yrr+ Y9 =0

471'6

— Yrp=-81BIle + — 3@8(x)dx, (80)

0

Plugging of the Eqgs.(27)-(29) in condition (80), we de-
termine the following differential equation in geometric
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FIG. 3: The behavior of radial pressure (P, x 10%)-top left, tangential pressures (Py x 10*)-top right, energy density (e x
104)-b0ttom left and anisotropy (f[ X 104)-b0tt0m right versus radial coordinate r/R for different coupling constant 8 with
compactification factor 1\1/125 = 0.2 with C' = 0.0002. The description of the curves in the figures are as follows: i. Solid-dark
yellow for 8 = 0, ii. dashed-blue for g = 0.2, iii. Dashed-dark red for 5 = 0.4, and Dotted dash-green for 8 = 0.6. The above
figures are plotted for EGD solution for the two systems with same complexity factor obtained in Sec. V (A).

deformation functions f(r) and h(r), as,

A+ v'ryrf — [21/7" + 8 — 2% — V/2T2} f+ [r Bh'?

472
—2h pr + W p'r? 4 20" ur? + 2h’z/,u7“2] + ?YTF =0, (81) (1 Py 2Ar2) (241 + 28072 + 1)
Po(r, B) = 2 D12 -8 (A+BC)r2
. . . . . ree e
Now by considering again the Karori-Barua solution and

the complexity factor given by Eqgs. (61) and (68), respec-
tively together with deformation function h(r) = Cr?, we
get the following solution of the above differential equa-

2C

6DT2

x (2+ Ar? + ﬂCT2) (F _ Jel) f13(7‘)) + (83)

28

7‘2
tion, e (1= +24r%) Tty (14 a2 + BCr?)
L\ P = 2 D2 20
* (2441 5C) [ fialr) o
T r r 12T
f(r) = e(A+8C)r? F— 2 — fis(r) ]|, (82) +CD r? (2 +24r% 4 S’BCTQ) ¢ + e_(A+ﬁc)T2r2
eD'r2 eD'r2
where F is a constant of integration and this above defor- x (24 Ar® + BCr?) {A2r2 +2A (1 + BCr?) + pC
mation f(r) provides the vanishing complexity factor i.e.
Yrr = 0. The expressions for effective radial and tan- « (2+60r2) } (F _ fie(r) f13(1“)) (84)
gential pressures with effective energy density are given 28 '




P yoDr? 1 2 2

¢ 2+ Ar< 4+ bCr
e(r, B) = ( oy ) —-8 {(:) (MW)
<(r-220 - p0) | &

where, ((r) is given in the Appendix and the effective
anisotropy factor read as,

e~ Dr? (71 + ePr? _ 2Ar2)

r2

fi(r, B) + ,6( — 200

[28(F = fi3(r)) — frz(r)] (24r® 4+ 28Cr® 4+ 1)
2Be(A+6CI2 (2 + Ar2 + BCr2)~1

iy |:CD7«2 ¢(r) (1 + Ar? + BCTZ)

)

(A+ BC)

e(A+BC)r?

eDr? 2r

[28(F — fi3(r)) — fr2(r)]7? (2 + Ar? + BCr?)°
23

X

C (2+24Ar* + 38Cr?)

[D — A%r® + A(Dr* - 2)]
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gravitating anisotropic matter distribution and discussed
the complexity of this isotropic solution together with
the effect of the decoupling parameter on the complex-
ity. Furthermore, we also investigated two new grav-
itationally decoupled anisotropic solutions by imposing
the condition of two system with same complexity factor
as well as systems with zero complexity factor. As we
know that most of the previous works, the new solutions
were investigated by taking some particular procedures
such as equations of state (EoS) for the extra sources
added in the original energy-momentum tensor, mimick
approaches, and particular ansatz of deformation func-
tions, etc. However, in this article we have adopted some
different approaches to solve the systems by introducing
the gravitational decoupling in the context of CGD. For
simplicity, first we started with two energy-momentum
tensors in which the first energy-momentum tensor cor-
responding to anisotropic matter distribution while sec-
ond one is an unknown source. As usual, the decoupled
system is divided into two sets of equations through the

eDr2 6D'r2

Now again use the boundary conditions (34)-(36) for
present solution (82)-(86), we find the F', B and total
mass M,

R (A+80)
B(2AR? +2BCR2 + 1) (AR2? + BCR2 + 2)

(AR? + BCR® +2)
e(A+ﬁC)R2

fs(R)
2

f13(R)

2

(2AR? + 2BCR* + 1) +

(eDR2 —2AR® — 1)

R2e¢DR?

(2AR* 4+ 2BCR* 4+ 1)
R2 e(R2<A+[3C))+2

e P® L B f(R)

26C

X
2
eDR

B=
B8R

2

where f(R) can be determined by Eq.(82) at r = R while
the constant A and D will be same as given by Eqs. (65)
and (66). The Fig.5 has been plotted against the gravita-
tionally decoupled solution obtained in the context of the
zero complexity factor. It is observed that P., P, , and €
are monotonically decreasing towards the surface but the
tangential pressure (P, ) is negative near the boundary.
This happens due to stronger attractive force generated
by the anisotropy, known as anisotropic force (Fy), near

the surface of the object i.e. F, = QTH < 0. The same fea-
tures also appear under the MGD scenario for Tolman IV
solution as discussed by Casadio et al. [45]. Therefore,
we can conclude that the gravitationally decoupled solu-
tion under zero complexity factor may not be suitable for

modelling of the self-gravitating compact objects.

M =M, — (R).

VI. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

In the present article, we have used GD via complete
geometric deformation approach to isotropize the self-

eARZ+BCR2 ' (

t8 )CGD approach by introducing two unknown deformation
functions f(r) and h(r) along the radial and temporal
component of the metric function of the line element, re-
spectively. After splitting the field equations, we have
considered the following cases:

In the section III, we have investigated the isotropic
solution for the gravitationally decoupled system. For
this purpose, first we consider the spactime geometry for
seed system corresponding the Tolman-Kuchowicz met-
ric, which is necessary for GD system. After that we find
the isotropic condition of gravitationally decoupled sys-
tem by employing the effective anisotropy II to be zero.
In this way we get a differential equation containing two

83) unknowns f(r) and h(r) and solved this equation for f(r)

by assuming a particular viable form of h(r) = Cr2. The

(89) obtained solution for f(r) gives the vanishing effective

anisotropy throughout the star which implies an isotropic
solution of the gravitationally decoupled system.

In the section IV, we extended the definition of com-
plexity proposed by Herrera [12] under gravitational de-
coupling. This section contains full details about the
complexity for the gravitationally decoupled systems.
Moreover, we also discussed the complexity factor and
impact of decoupling constant § on complexity for the
obtained isotropic solution in section III. We observe that
the complexity is increasing when 3 increases.

The section V contains the some new solutions gen-
erated EGD approach for the systems having same or
vanishing complexity factors which is divided into two
subsections A and B:

A). In the section A, we discover the anisotropic solu-
tion by imposing the condition of two systems with same
complexity factor by using Krori-Barua seed solution.
This said condition leads a vanishing complexity factor
for extra source i.e. Y9 = 0, which governs a differen-
tial equation in f(r) and g(r). This differential equation
has been again solved for f(r) by using the same ansatz
h(r) = Cr% Furthermore, we also discussed the com-
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yellow for 8 = 0, ii. dashed-blue for g = 0.1, iii. Dashed-dark red for 5 = 0.2, and Dotted dash-green for g = 0.3. The above
figures are plotted corresponding to EGD solution generated by zero complexity factor presented in in Sec. V (B).

plexity factor and the influence of the compactness on
the complexity within the compact objects for the ob-
tained GD anisotropic solution.

B). The third section C contains the GD anisotropic solu-
tion which is obtained by setting zero complexity factor
corresponding to the gravitationally decoupled systems
i.e. Yrrp = 0. The solution obtained in this section shows
some drawbacks such that it gives a negative anisotropy
throughout the configuration. Since this behavior of the
anisotropy leads to an attractive force which may not
much suitable for modeling the viable self-gravitating
compact objects.

Finally, we would like to mention here that the gravita-
tional decoupling via CGD approach is a very powerful
and effective technique to generate new physically viable
isotropoic solution from an anisotropic matter distribu-
tion. Moreover, this methodology is also useful to gen-

J

erate well-behaved anisotropic solution by assuming of
two systems with same complexity factors. In the future
projects, we will try to investigate some more conditions
on complexity factor for generating the new solutions of
the Einstein’s field equations for static self-gravitating
system by using the gravitational decoupling technique.
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Appendix

(A+BC) (K — VK2 — 4L +2Lr?)

f1(r) = ExpIntegralEi[l + (A + BC)r?],  fa(r) = ExplntegralEi 5T ,

f3(r) = ExplIntegralEi

(A+B0C) (K + VEK? — 4L + 2Lr?)  (A(VK?—4L+ K) +BC (VK? —4L+ K) — 2L)
2L » X1 = - (\/m+x)(A+gc) ’

2L

_ (A(VK?—4L - K) +BC (VK? —4L — K) +2L)

xs = VK2 — 4L (A* + 2ABC — AK +38°C* - BCK + L),

X2 = (K—\/K2—4L)(A+BC) ’
e 2L
_ r r[2f2(r)r (Kr® + Lr* + 1) — 2r f5(r) (K 4 2Lr?)] 5
Qr) = e(r2(A+5C)) ( Bxs (Kr2+ Lrt + 1)2 eAKMLCIHL ~ 2alr)r (At BO) +27alr)

1
falr)=F+ Bxs (Kr?2 4+ Lrt +1)

ARpOREL (arpo)(Krir?)
- (e{X3 (K + L) e 2 + B2 C*xa fa(r) (Kr? + Lr* 1) + °C°

xxz2fs(r) (KTQ + L'+ 1) } —xsfi(r)(A+ BC) (Kr2 + Lr* +1) emAZrﬁC))]

x3 (K + Lr?)

9 o ) 4 A+ BC) (Kr* + Lr* +1
f5(7’):€|:w +ﬁ C (lez(T)+X2f3(T)) (KT —|—L'r +1) _X3f1(7")( +ﬁ )( r“ 4+ Lr™ + )

_K(A+80)
e 19

_ xsL + x3(A+ BC) (K + Lr2)

fo(r) T ) + B°C*x1 fa(r) (K + 2Lr*) + B°Cxa f3(r) (K + 2Lr*) + fu1(r) + fra(r),
[
K(AtbO A+bC)? (Kr? + Lrt + 1) " T 4r2 (A4b0) 1
F1(r) = —xs Fr(r)(A +50) (K + 21r) F X I r2(A+bC))j— - +e fo(r),
W(r) = e~ O (94 4 GOV 4 2F (24 Ar 4 Or2) — 2(A + BO)F 2 (24 Ar® + pey?) — L0+ ulr) - u(r)
A+ BC (A+BOY )

_2(4+8C-D) _2(A+8C-D)

f10(r) =2C(A+ BC — D)(2A+38C — D)e AT rfo(r),  f11(r) =2C(2A+3B8C — D)e A+BC 7 f(r),

(A + BC)ExplntegralEi [2 + Ar? + ,307‘2] 2
& t Ay soe

fi2(r) = —(A + BC)ExplntegralEi [(A + BC)r?] + 2(28°C*(A + BC

_2(AtsC-D) (A + BO)eATFO=DI™ (A 4 BC (1 — 26Cr?))
—De o)+ r2[2 + Ar? + BCr?]

79

1
fia(r) = 2Be2r? (2 + Ar2 4+ 8Cr?)

( — 262 TATHEC (14 Ar® 4 BCr?) + €3r? (A%r% 4 24 (14 BCT?) + BC (2 + BCr?))

x ExpIntegralEi [(A + BC)T2] + TQ{A2T2 +2A (1 + BCT2) + pC (2 + ﬂCT2) }ExplntegralEi [2 +(A+ BC)T2] ),

o(A+BCO)R? 1

_ —2—(2A+28C+D)r? _
BEAR TapcRE ) e T AR+ poryy U T TE@aT poe” (L~ (A + AO)(115)),

Fra(r) = —(A+ BC)2ATHCHDI® (Lo 4 A% 4 92ABCH* + BC%r*) ExpIntegralFi [2+ Ar® + BCr®] — 48°C*(A + BC — D)

Fi(R) =

2 2
A0 +D (5o +r?) (72+A2r4 424807 +5202r4) o,

Fis(r) = —2¢2 B4C3€(A+£C+D)TZFT4 + 83?2 (062(A+ﬁc)r2 (2 4 eDﬁ) n 3A6(A+ﬁC+D)r2FT2) 1 Ae2A+pO)? (-D+ AP

x (<14 Ar%)) 4 5 (AP R (“o a%t) - 0O (D - 4P (<24 34r%) ) ) + 20 (AP

% (_2 + 3A2r4) + Ce2(A+8O)* (_2 +2Ar% + oD (_1 + 3A7"2)) ) +(A+ BC)2e(A+ﬂC+D)r2 ( — 24 A% £ 24800

+/BQC2T4)EprntegralEi [2 +(A+ ﬂC’)rQ] .



13

[1] R. Lopez-Ruiz, H. L. Mancini, and X. Calbet, Phys.
Lett.A 209, 321 (1995).
[2] R. G. Catalan, J. Garay and R. Lopez-Ruiz, Phys. Rev.E
66, 011102 (2002).
[3] J. Sanudo and A. F. Pacheco, Phys. Lett. A 373, 807
(2009).
[4] K. Ch. Chatzisavvas, V. P. Psonis, C. P. Panos and Ch.C.
Moustakidis, Phys. Lett. A 373, 3901 (2009).
[5] M. G. B. de Avellar and J. E. Horvath, Phys. Lett. A
376, 1085 (2012).
[6] R. A. de Souza, M. G. B. de Avellar and J. E. Horvath,
arxiv: 1308.3519.
[7] M. G. B. de Avellar and J. E. Horvath, arxiv: 1308.1033.
[8] M. G. B. de Avellar , R. A. de Souza, J. E. Horvath and
D. M. Paret, Phys. Lett. A 378, 3481 (2014).
[9] M. Carrasco-Hidalgo, E. Contreras, Eur. Phys. J. C 81,
757 (2021).
[10] J. Ovalle, C. Posada, Z. Stuchlik, Class. Quantum Grav-
ity 36(20),205010 (2019)
[11] E. Contreras and E. Fuenmayor, E. Phys. Rev. D 103,
124065 (2021).
[12] L. Herrera, Phys. Rev. D 97, 044010 (2018).
[13] L. Herrera, A. Di Prisco and J. Ospino, Phys. Rev. D 98,
104059 (2018)
[14] L. Herrera, A. Di Prisco and J. Carot, Phys. Rev. D 99,
124028 (2019)
[15] G. Abbas and H. Nazar, Eur. Phys. J C 78, 510 (2018)
[16] M. Sharif and I. Butt, Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 688 (2018).
[17] J. Ovalle, Phys. Rev. D 95, 104019 (2017)
[18] J. Ovalle, Phys. Lett. B 788, 213 (2019)
[19] S. K. Maurya, Eur. Phys. J. C 80, 429 (2020)
[20] S. K. Maurya, K. N. Singh, B. Dayanandan, Eur. Phys.
J. C 80, 448 (2020)
[21] S. K. Maurya, A. M. Al Aamri, A. K. Al Aamri, R. Nag,
Eur. Phys. J. C 81, 701 (2021)
[22] J. Ovalle, R. Casadio, R. da Rocha, A. Sotomayor, Eur.
Phys. J. C 78, 122 (2018)
[23] L. Gabbanelli, A. Rincén, C. Rubio, Eur. Phys. J. C 78,
370 (2018)
[24] J. Ovalle, A. Sotomayor, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 133, 428
(2018)
[25] J. Ovalle, R. Casadio, R. da Rocha, A. Sotomayor, Z.
Stuchlik, Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 960 (2018)
[26] E. Contreras, P. Bargueiio, Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 558 (2018)
[27] E. Contreras, P. Bargueno, Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 985 (2018)
[28] G. Panotopoulos, A. Rincén, Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 851
(2018)
[29] J. Ovalle, R. Casadio, R. Da Rocha, A. Sotomayor, Z.
Stuchlik, EPL 124, 20004 (2018)
[30] E. Contreras, A. Rincén, P. Bargueno, Eur. Phys. J. C
79, 216 (2019)
[31] R. Casadio, E. Contreras, J. Ovalle, A. Sotomayor, Z.
Stuchlfk, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 826 (2019)
[32] M. Estrada, R. Prado, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 134, 168 (2019)
[33] M. Estrada, Eur. Phys. J. C. 79, 918 (2019)
[34] C. Las Heras, P. Ledn, Fortsch. Phys. 66, 1800036 (2018)

[35] C. Las Heras, P. Ledn, Eur. Phys. J. C 79 , 990 (2019).

[36] M. Sharif, Q. Ama-Tul-Mughani, Ann. Phys. 415, 168122
(2020)

[37] S. Hensh, Z. Stuchlk, Eur. Phys. J. C 79 834 (2019)

[38] M. Zubair, H. Azmat, Annals Phys. 420, 168248 (2020)

[39] P. Leon, A. Sotomayor, Fortschr. Phys. 69, 2100017
(2021)

[40] H Azmat, M Zubair, Eur. Phys. J. C Plus 136, 112 (2021)

[41] M. Sharif, A. Majid, Astrophys. Space Sci. 365(2), 42
(2020).

[42] M. Sharif, Q. Ama-Tul-Mughani, Mod. Phys. Lett. A
35(12) 2050091 (2020)

[43] R. Ruderman, Ann. Rev. Astron. Astrophys. 10, 427
(1972)

[44] M.S.R. Delgaty, K. Lake, Computer Physics Communi-
cations 115, 395 (1998)

[45] R. Casadio, E. Contreras, J. Ovalle, A. Sotomayor, and
Z. Stuchlick, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, 826 (2019).

[46] M. Carrasco-Hidalgo, E. Contreras, Eur. Phys. J. C 81,
757 (2021).

[47] J. Andrade, E. Contreras, Eur. Phys. J. C 81, 889 (2021)

[48] C. Arias, E. Contreras, E. Fuenmayor, A. Ramos, Annals
of Physics, 436, 168671 (2022)

[49] G. Abbas, H. Nazar, Eur. Phys. J. C 78, 957 (2018)

[50] H. Nazar, A.H. Alkhaldi, G. Abbas, M.R.
Shahzad, Int. J.  Mod. Phys. A  (2021)
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X2150233X



	I Introduction
	II Einstein's field equation for two sources introduced by gravitational decoupling 
	III Isotropization of gravitationally decoupled system
	IV Complexity by gravitational decoupling
	A Complexity factor generated by isotropic solution (41)-(44)

	V Some new solutions generated EGD approach for the systems having same or vanishing complexity factors
	A EGD solution for two systems with same complexity factor
	B EGD solution generated by zero complexity factor

	VI Discussions and Conclusions
	 Acknowledgement
	 Appendix
	 References

