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The effective action for quantum gravity coupled to matter contains corrections arising

from the functional measure. We analyse the effect of such corrections for anisotropic self-

gravitating compact objects described by means of the gravitational decoupling method

applied to isotropic solutions of the Einstein field equations. In particular, we consider the

Tolman IV solution of general relativity and show that quantum gravity effects can modify

the effective energy density as well as the effective tangential and radial pressures. For a

suitable choice of the mimicking constant, upper bounds on the quantum corrections can be

driven by the surface redshift of the anisotropic compact stellar system obtained with the

gravitational decoupling.

I. INTRODUCTION

The experimental detection of gravitational waves radiated from the final stages of binary merg-

ers [1] has opened a window into the strong gravity regime. Solutions of the Einstein field equations

and their generalisations can therefore be experimentally tested. The gravitational decoupling (GD)

of the Einstein equations is a method for obtaining self-gravitating compact stellar configurations

starting from known solutions of general relativity (GR). Anisotropic stars arise in a very natural

way in the GD approach, yielding the possibility of obtaining analytical solutions to the Einstein
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field equations supplemented by general forms of the energy-momentum tensor [2–4]. The GD in-

cludes, as a particular case, the minimal geometrical deformation (MGD) [5, 6], which was originally

formulated in order to describe compact stars and black holes in the brane-world [7–9], including

soft hair [10].

In the GD method, sources of the GR gravitational field and the corresponding field equations

are split into two parts. The first one describes a GR solution, whereas the second part contains

additional sources, which can carry any type of charge, including tidal and gauge ones, hairy fields

of any physical origin, as well as any other contributions from extended models of gravity. Examples

of configurations so obtained can be found in Refs. [11–30]. Realistic models based on relativistic

description of nuclear interactions suggest that star interiors are anisotropic at extremely high

densities. The GD method easily allows for including pressure anisotropies [31–50]. The MGD

applies naturally in the AdS/CFT scenario [51–53] for studying black holes with physically viable

low-energy limits [54, 55]. The trace and Weyl anomalies were also calculated for hairy GD solutions,

establishing new possibilities of employing the AdS/CFT to the membrane paradigm [56, 57].

Quasinormal modes radiated from hairy GD solutions were also addressed recently in Ref. [58–62].

In the functional approach to quantum gravity, a functional measure is required for obtaining an

effective action which remains invariant under field redefinitions (hence gauge transformations, see

[63] and references therein). This approach was employed in previous works to study the spacetime

stability [64] as well as the weakly-coupled gravity and the strongly-coupled conformal field theory

sides of the gauge/gravity correspondence [65]. Corrections to transport and response coefficients

in relativistic second-order hydrodynamics were obtained using the linear response procedure. The

shear viscosity, entropy density, diffusion constant, and speed of sound, were shown not to achieve

any corrections from the functional measure of gravity. On the other hand, the energy density, pres-

sure, relaxation time, shear relaxation, bulk viscosity, decay rate of sound waves, and coefficients

of conformal traceless tensor fields, were shown to carry significant quantum corrections due to the

functional measure, also reflecting the instability of the strongly-coupled fluids on the boundary

CFT. This opens up the possibility of testing quantum gravity with the quark-gluon plasma, as

neutron stars can contain hadronic and quark phases. Analogously to asymptotic freedom, which

permits matter deconfinement when the density increases at low temperatures, this kind of phe-

nomenon could naturally occur in the inner core of neutron stars and quark stars [66–68].

The main goal of this paper is to study the effects of the contribution from the functional

measure in the effective action for anisotropic stellar configurations obtained with the GD method

in general. In particular, we will then consider the MGD of the Tolman IV solution found in Ref. [4]



3

to include quantum gravity effects analysed in Ref. [69].

We will deal with complex metric functions by simply considering their modulus and the

Kontsevich–Segal (KS) condition that complex metrics should satisfy in order to represent ac-

ceptable backgrounds for quantum field theory (QFT) [70]. In particular, the KS theorem states

that the sum of the modulus of the arguments of the eigenvalues of a complex metric must be less

than π, which we will take as a criterion hereby. We will show that instabilities generated by the

functional measure can be cancelled and the metric components remain real in the interior of the

stellar distribution for some choice of the mimic constraint. However, the effective energy density

still carries instabilities of the degrees of freedom in the fluid, and the effective tangential and radial

pressures are affected by quantum gravity effects. For another choice of the mimic constraint, the

ADM mass, the effective radial and tangential pressures as well as the energy densities carry effects

of both the GD hairy charge and the parameter regulating quantum gravity effects.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section II the functional measure is introduced in quantum

field theory (QFT), playing an important role in the construction of the configuration-space metric,

contributing to an additional expression in the effective action of quantum gravity corresponding

to 1-loop corrections. Section III is devoted to briefly reviewing the GD setup and analyzing mod-

ifications due to the functional measure. Compact self-gravitating stellar systems are scrutinized

in this context. Section IV addresses the GD of Tolman IV solutions with quantum gravity cor-

rections. The surface redshift bounds are then used to constrain the maximum magnitude of the

parameter governing quantum gravity effects. Section V presents some concluding remarks and

future perspectives. Appendixes (A 1, A 2) present other choices of the mimicking constraints and

subsequent analyses.

II. FUNCTIONAL MEASURE IN QUANTUM FIELD THEORY

Despite the wide applicability of path integrals in physics, a well-defined mathematical construc-

tion, and whether it can be indeed interpreted as an integral, remains unknown. To a great extent,

the problem boils down to the definition of the functional measure. The issue has been studied

since long and different definitions have been suggested [71–79]. Although still quite formal, such

manipulations could have phenomenological consequences that have largely been dismissed by the

use of dimensional regularization, where the measure is regularized to unity.

Dimensional regularization is indeed the most prominent form of regularization used nowadays

when dealing with field theories in the continuum. It has several advantages, including the ease-
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of-use and preservation of symmetries at every step of the calculation [80]. However, applying

dimensional regularization to the functional measure only hides the issue. Anomalies, for example,

result from the non-invariance of the functional measure, which could have never been observed if

dimensional regularization were adopted in the path integral.

Other forms of regularization, such as cutoff and lattice, forces one to deal with all aspects of

the functional measure. In particular, in the absence of a rigorous definition of the path integral,

its interpretation relies on the continuum limit of a lattice. This procedure-based approach, albeit

ambiguous, is the only known way of giving meaning to the Feynman integrals and necessarily

requires understanding of the functional measure. The existence of physical cutoffs, as implemented

in Wilson’s effective theory [81] and envisaged in minimal length scenarios [82–84], is yet another

reason that calls for a better understanding of the integration measure.

From a geometrical perspective, invariance under all of the underlying symmetries is obtained

from the generating functional

Z[J ] =

∫
dµ[φ] e

i
ℏ(S[φ]+Ji φ

i) , (1)

where S[φ] is the bare action, φi = (ϕ(x), Aµ(x), gµν(x), . . .) denotes a set of fields (formally)

sourced by the external currents Ji, and

dµ[φ] =
∏
i

dφi
√

DetGjk(φ) , (2)

is the functional measure. DetGij(φ) denotes the functional determinant of the field configuration-

space metric Gij . The factor
√

DetGij must be included to cancel the Jacobian from
∏

i dφ
i,

thus leaving the total measure dµ[φ] invariant under field redefinitions. One should note that

such a factor is required even for a flat configuration space, because the Jacobian of general field

transformations is not one. Using the relation Det log = logTr, we can write

DetGij = e
∫
d4x

√
−g tr logGIJ , (3)

where g is the determinant of the spacetime metric gµν and we used the functional trace

TrAij =

∫
d4x

√
−g trAIJ(x, x) , (4)

including summation over discrete indices (I, J), via the ordinary trace tr, and integration over

spacetime. From Eqs. (1) and (3), one then finds

Z[J ] =

∫ ∏
i

dφi e
i
ℏ(Seff[φ]+Jj φ

j) , (5)
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where we defined the Wilsonian effective action 1

SG =

∫
d4x

√
−g

(
L − i

2
ℏ tr logGIJ

)
, (6)

for some bare Lagrangian L corresponding to the bare action S.

The configuration-space metric must be seen as part of the definition of the theory, hence physical

systems are now fully described by the pair (S[φ], Gij). The sole specification of the classical action

can no longer secure uniqueness, with different Gij representing different quantization schemes.

The determination of Gij follows closely the procedure to obtain the action. As often done, we

shall assume ultralocality, namely

Gij = GIJ(φ) δ
(4)(x, x′) , (7)

and some symmetry principles to fix GIJ(φ). Note that GIJ(φ) is a function (not functional) of the

fields which describes the metric of the finite-dimensional space obtained by fixing the spacetime

point. The form of the configuration-space metric in Eq. (7) guarantees the same GIJ across all

spacetime points and prevents interactions from distant events.

From a physical viewpoint, there is nothing fundamental about ultralocality. One could as well

have assumed locality instead, in which case there would appear terms with derivatives of the Dirac

delta in Eq. (7). Ultralocality is a working assumption, allowing one to make sense of the functional

logarithm as the continuum extension of the logarithm of a direct sum,

log
[
GIJ δ

(4)(x, x′)
]
= log(GIJ) δ

(4)(x, x′) . (8)

However, ultralocality causes the appearance of δ(4)(0) in spacetime integrations, as can be seen

from Eqs. (4) and (8). Replacing dimensional regularization in favour of other regulators is a way to

explore functional measure effects without facing the difficulties introduced by trading ultralocality

for the locality.

We shall here adopt a Gaussian regularization

δ(4)(x) → e
− x2

2L2
UV

(2π)2 L4
UV

, (9)

where KUV = ℏ/LUV is a Wilsonian UV cutoff. In studying compact objects of mass M and size Rs,

we shall be typically interested in configurations with energy densities ρ ∼ M/R3
s ≪ mp/ℓ

3
p, where

1 It is clear that the contribution from the functional measure is of the same order (in ℏ) as 1-loop corrections which
we will discuss later.



6

mp is the Planck mass and ℓp the Planck length. 2 We can therefore assume ρ ≪ ℏ/L4
UV ≪ mp/ℓ

3
p

(or, typically, ℓp ≪ LUV ≪ R). This way, we obtain

Sµ =

∫
d4x

√
−g (L − i ζ tr logGIJ) , (10)

where ζ = ζ(KUV) ∝ ℏ/L4
UV is a Wilsonian coefficient whose running is such that

KUV
dZ[J ]

dKUV
= 0 . (11)

Note that the correction due to the measure scales quartically with the cutoff KUV, thus tr logGIJ

is a relevant operator and ζ is UV sensitive.

Beside the functional measure discussed above, after performing the path integral in Eq. (1) at

the 1-loop level, the effective action also gains contribution from the Hessian

Γ[φ] = SG[φ] +
i

2
ℏTr logHij . (12)

Note that, individually, the corrections in Eqs. (10) and (12) do not transform covariantly, because

the determinant of a 2-rank tensor is basis-dependent. Their combination however results in

Tr log
(
Gik Hkj

)
= Tr logHi

j , (13)

which is invariant and shows the important role played by the functional measure.

A. Effective action for gravity and matter

For pure gravity, one has φi = gµν(x) and i = (µν, x). To lowest order, one then finds the

DeWitt metric GIJ = Gµνρσ, where 3

Gµνρσ =
1

2
(gµρ gνσ + gµσ gνρ − a gµν gρσ) (14)

and a is a dimensionless parameter.

When matter is present, there could be other contributions to GIJ . For example, for a scalar

field coupled to gravity φi = (gµν(x), ϕ(x)), the simplest non-trivial choice for the field-space metric

would read [85, 86]

GIJ =

Gϕϕ 0

0 Gµνρσ

 , (15)

2 In units with the speed of light c = 1, the (reduced) Planck mass and length are given by GN = ℓp/mp and
ℏ = mp ℓp. In the following, we shall also use κ = 8πGN and the spacetime signature (−+++).

3 In principle, Eq. (14) could be multiplied by a global factor gϵ = (det gµν)
ϵ. We take ϵ = 0 for simplicity.



7

where

Gϕϕ = c1 + c2 LUV
ϕ√
ℏ
, (16)

and ci are free dimensionless parameters. Since

detGIJ = (detGϕϕ) (detGµνρσ) , (17)

the measure term in Eq. (12) splits into matter and gravity contributions

Tr logGij = ζ

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
log

(
c1 + c2 LUV

ϕ√
ℏ

)
+ tr logGµνρσ

]
. (18)

We have here determined Gϕϕ in the spirit of effective field theory by implementing an expansion

in the energy (density). However, a fundamental measure could in principle be any function f(ϕ)

of the scalar field, and we shall take advantage of this feature in the following.

We shall take the bare Lagrangian for GR minimally coupled to matter, namely

L =
R

2κ
+ Lm(ϕ) , (19)

where R is the Ricci scalar and Lm is the Lagrangian for the scalar field. Then the Hessian reads

Hµνρσ = Kµνρσ □+ Uµνρσ , (20)

where

Kµνρσ =
1

4
(gµρ gνσ + gµσ gνρ − gµν gρσ) (21)

and Uµνρσ is a tensor that depends on the spacetime curvature, whose form is not important. From

Eqs. (14) and (20), we can write (13) as [69]

Tr logHi
j = −ζ

∫
d4x

√
−g

{
log

(
c1 + c2 LUV

ϕ√
ℏ

)
− log det

[
1

2

(
δ ρ
(µ δ σ

ν) + (a− 1) gµν g
ρσ
)]

− log det
[
δ µ
(α δ ν

β) □+ (K−1)µνρσ Uρσαβ

]}
, (22)

where we pulled out Kµνρσ from Hµνρσ and put it along with Gµνρσ. The last term in Eq. (22)

can be obtained as a power series in the curvature or derivatives [87–89]. Such a term represents

next-to-leading order contributions when compared to the second term in Eq. (22), which contains

no derivatives, thus we can safely drop it at low energies. Finally, the matrix determinant lemma

yields the effective action

Γ[g] =

∫
d4x

√
−g

[
R

2κ
+ Lm + i

ζ

2
log

(
4 a− 3

256

)
− i

ζ

2
log

(
c1 + c2 LUV

ϕ√
ℏ

)]
, (23)

which depends on the parameters ζ ∼ K4
UV, a and ci, and on the (expectation value of the) scalar

(matter) field in the configurations of interest.
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B. Effective field equations for compact objects

We observe that the term associated with the quantum measure for gravity in Eq. (23) is constant

and would therefore be the same inside as well as in the vacuum outside a compact matter source.

It is therefore safe to assume that it is negligibly small, which is achieved for a ≃ 259/4.

The second correction depends on the (expectation value of the) scalar field, or more generally

on a (smooth) function of (the expectation value of) ϕ, and we may also assume that it is negligible

in the vacuum where ϕ ≃ 0. This implies that c1 ≃ 1.

Moreover, in order to consider more general forms of matter than just a scalar field, we notice

that ϕ ∼ ρ, the (proper) energy density inside a compact object. We can therefore write the effective

field equations as

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν = κTµν − i κ

ζ

2
log

(
1 +

ρ

Υ

)
gµν , (24)

where Tµν is the energy-momentum tensor derived from the matter Lagrangian Lm and Υ is an

energy density associated with the UV cutoff KUV of the effective theory. Clearly, GR is smoothly

recovered in the limit ζ → 0, as well as for Υ → ∞. In fact, given that the effective action (23)

holds in the regime in which ρ ≪ Υ, we can further expand the quantum correction and obtain

Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν ≃ κTµν − i κ ζ̄ ρ gµν , (25)

where ζ̄ ≃ ζ/2Υ is a dimensionless parameter.

The imaginary contribution in Eq. (25) may yield complex solutions, which requires some com-

ments. Although the Universe is described by a real metric with Lorentzian signature, energy-

momentum tensors with an imaginary part and complex metrics have been already considered, for

example, in Refs. [90–92]. Gibbons and Hawking [93] showed that the Kerr metric becomes complex-

valued, and nondegenerate if the angular momentum is assumed to be real, recovering the predicted

thermodynamics underlying the Kerr metric. Later, Gibbons, Hawking, and Perry [94] stated that

the path integral formalism of quantum gravity must be realized as the infinite-dimensional ana-

logue of a complex contour integration running over complex spacetime metrics, based upon the

fact that the action of Euclidean quantum gravity has no positive-definite property. They also

showed that complex spacetimes can be employed in QFTs on curved spacetimes and in quantum

gravity, studying complex extensions of the Kerr and Schwarzschild metrics. Topological transi-

tions were studied in Ref. [95], with complex spacetime metrics describing tunnelling trajectories.

In a semiclassical theory of gravity coupled to matter described by quantum fields, complex metrics
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can emerge. Kontsevich and Segal classified the complex metrics in which a generic QFT can be

consistently coupled [70], which paved the way for obtaining classes of suitable complex metrics for

quantum gravity. The KS theorem establishes a criterion to determine which complex metrics are

compatible with the demand that QFTs may be consistently defined, according to a bound on the

summation of the arguments of its eigenvalues. Witten showed that the KS criterion can be applied

to dynamical gravity [96], by analyzing several complex solutions and showing that the KS theorem

selects a relevant set of complex metrics, like complex black holes [97, 98]. Visser [99] recently

studied Feynman’s i ε-prescription for propagators in QFT in terms of complex spacetime metrics,

also extending this prescription to QFT both on a fixed background and in a fuzzy spacetime ge-

ometry. Besides proposing relevant extensions of the weak energy condition, it implies constraints

on the configuration space of admissible off-shell geometries that are consistent with path integrals

in quantum gravity [99, 100]. The 2-point correlation function of massive scalar fields can be also

evaluated by semiclassical methods. Some spacelike points cannot be connected by real geodesics,

however complex geodesics can link these points by analytical continuation to the sphere. Therefore

1-loop corrections to the correlator can be computed in holographic models [101]. Despite the fact

that the quantum measure induces an imaginary contribution to the energy-momentum tensor, we

will show that such a contribution can be compensated for in the interior region of the compact

stellar distribution and the metric remains real, given a particular mimic constraint. Other choices

of the mimic constraint yields the metric with a complex radial component. Of course, this comes

at the expense of the effective energy density and the radial and tangential pressures.

III. GRAVITATIONAL DECOUPLING AND FUNCTIONAL MEASURE

We can now add the quantum correction described in the previous Section to solutions obtained

by applying the GD method [2] by simply considering the field equations (24) with the matter

energy-momentum tensor

Tµν = T (m)
µν + α θµν , (26)

where

T (m)
µν = (ρ+ p)uµ uν + p gµν (27)

represents the energy-momentum tensor of a perfect fluid with 4-velocity uµ, density ρ, and isotropic

pressure p. The term θµν in Eq. (26) corresponds to the contribution of additional sources, as
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recalled in the Introduction, and it contains the parameter α so that the perfect fluid description can

be recovered in the limit α → 0. Since the Einstein tensor in the left hand side of Eq. (24) satisfies

the Bianchi identity, the energy-momentum tensor (26) must satisfy the conservation equation

∇µT
µν = i

ζ

2
gµν ∇µ

[
log

(
1 +

ρ

Υ

)]
≃ i ζ̄ gµν ∇µ ρ . (28)

A static and spherically symmetric metric can always be written in Schwarzschild-like coordinates

as

ds2 = −eν(r) dt2 + eλ(r) dr2 + r2 dΩ2 , (29)

where ν = ν(r), λ = λ(r), and dΩ2 = dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2. The fluid inside the star has 4-velocity with

the only non-zero component u0 = e−ν(r)/2 in the range 0 ≤ r ≤ Rs, where r = Rs corresponds to

the stellar surface. The field equations (24) for the metric (29) read

κ

[
ρ+ i

ζ

2
log

(
1 +

ρ

Υ

)
− α θ 0

0

]
= − 1

r2
− e−λ

(
1

r2
− λ′

r

)
(30a)

κ

[
p− i

ζ

2
log

(
1 +

ρ

Υ

)
+ α θ 1

1

]
=

1

r2
− e−λ

(
1

r2
+

ν′

r

)
(30b)

κ

[
p− i

ζ

2
log

(
1 +

ρ

Υ

)
+ α θ 2

2

]
=

e−λ

4

(
λ′ ν′ + 2

ν′ − λ′

r
− 2ν′′ − ν′2

)
, (30c)

where primes denote derivatives with respect to the areal radius r and the conservation equation (28)

yields

p′ +
ν′

2
(ρ+ p) + α

(
θ 1
1

)′ − α
ν′

2

(
θ 0
0 − θ 1

1

)
+

2α

r

(
θ 2
2 − θ 1

1

)
= i

ζ

2

ρ′

Υ+ ρ
. (31)

From the system (30a)-(30c), one can define the effective density

ρ̊ = ρ− α θ 0
0 + i

ζ

2
log

(
1 +

ρ

Υ

)
≃ ρ− α θ 0

0 + i ζ̄ ρ , (32)

whose imaginary part corresponds to the instability of the fluid and measures the flow lifetime [86].

Also, the effective radial pressure can be read off as

p̊r = p+ α θ 1
1 − i

ζ

2
log

(
1 +

ρ

Υ

)
≃ p+ α θ 1

1 − i ζ̄ ρ , (33)

as well as the effective tangential pressure

p̊t = p+ α θ 2
2 − i

ζ

2
log

(
1 +

ρ

Υ

)
≃ p+ α θ 2

2 − i ζ̄ ρ . (34)

The additional source θµν induces the anisotropy

Π(r, α) ≡ p̊t(r, α)− p̊r(r, α) = α
(
θ 2
2 − θ 1

1

)
, (35)
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which does not depend on the functional measure.

The MGD can be implemented to solve the system (30a)-(31), by considering the specific GR

solution for an isotropic fluid described by T
(m)
µν in the limit α → 0, which we write as

ds2 = −eξ(r) dt2 +
dr2

µ(r)
+ r2 dΩ2 , (36)

where

µ(r) ≡ 1− κ2

r

∫ r

0
x2 ρ(x) dx = 1− 2m(r)

r
, (37)

with m the Misner-Sharp-Hernandez mass function representing the energy within a sphere of areal

radius r. One can then switch on the parameter α to include the effects of the source θµν on the

perfect fluid solution. The GD of the metric functions are then given by

ξ(r) 7→ ν(r) = ξ(r) + αχ(r) , (38a)

µ(r) 7→ e−λ(r) = µ(r) + α f(r) . (38b)

The MGD corresponds to setting χ = 0 and solving for f ≡ f⋄. The resulting metric is of the form

in Eq. (29) with

µ(r) 7→ e−λ(r) = µ(r) + α f⋄(r) , (39)

whereas eν(r) is unaltered.

A. MGD and functional measure

Upon replacing Eq. (39) in the field equations (30a)-(31), the system splits into two sets. In the

original (M)GD approach, the first set (corresponding to the limit α → 0) is solved by the chosen

metric (36) by construction and one is left with a set of equations that can be used to determine

a consistent configuration of f⋄ and θµν . In the present case, beside θµν , we have contributions

from the functional measure and we include their effects into the second set, which we then solve

perturbatively in ζ̄ ∼ ζ/Υ.

As we just mentioned, the first system of equations corresponds to the standard Einstein field

equations for the perfect fluid, that is

κ ρ = − 1

r2
− µ

r2
− µ′

r
(40a)

κ p =
1

r2
+ µ

(
1

r2
+

ν′

r

)
(40b)

κ p = −µ

4

(
2ν′′ + ν′2 +

2ν′

r

)
+

µ′

4

(
ν′ +

2

r

)
, (40c)
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along with Eq. (31) in the limit α → 0,

p′ +
ν′

2
(ρ+ p) = 0 . (41)

The second set of equations contains the solution ν of the previous Eqs. (40a)-(41), the MGD

deformation f⋄ and the additional source θµν , as well as the correction from the quantum measure,

κ
[
θ 0
0 + i ζ̄ρ

]
= −f⋄

r2
− f⋄′

r
(42a)

κ
[
θ 1
1 − i ζ̄ρ

]
= f⋄

(
1

r2
+

ν′

r

)
(42b)

κ
[
θ 2
2 − i ζ̄ρ

]
= −f⋄

4

(
2ν′′ + ν′2 +

2ν′

r

)
+

f⋄′

4

(
ν′ +

2

r

)
. (42c)

Furthermore, θµν must satisfy the conservation equation (31) restricted to this sector, to wit

(
θ 1
1

)′ − ν′

2

(
θ 0
0 − θ 1

1

)
− 2

r

(
θ 2
2 − θ 1

1

)
= i

ζ

2α

ρ′

Υ+ ρ
. (43)

The above implies that there is no direct exchange of energy-momentum between the source θµν

and the perfect fluid, but only with the quantum corrections which are on the same footing as θµν ,

so that the interaction between the two sectors is purely gravitational.

As noticed in Ref. [2], the right hand side of Eqs. (42a)-(42c) resemble the standard spherically

symmetric field Eqs. (40a)-(40c) for ζ = 0, except for the missing 1/r2 terms. This leads us to

associate with θµν the effective energy density ρ̊, effective radial pressure p̊r, and effective tangential

pressure p̊t, respectively given by

ρ̊ = −α θ⋄ 0
0 = −α θ 0

0 − α

κ r2
− i ζ̄ρ , (44a)

p̊r = α θ⋄ 1
1 = α θ 1

1 +
α

κ r2
+ i ζ̄ρ , (44b)

p̊t = α θ⋄ 2
2 = α θ 2

2 + i ζ̄ρ = α θ⋄ 3
3 = α θ 3

3 + i ζ̄ρ . (44c)

Eq. (43) then reads

(
θ⋄ 11

)′ − ν′

2

(
θ⋄ 00 − θ⋄ 11

)
− 2

r

(
θ⋄ 22 − θ⋄ 11

)
= i

ζ

α

ρ′

Υ+ ρ
. (45)

Since the conservation Eq. (43) [or (45)] is again a linear combination of the field Eqs. (42a)-(42c),

the MGD eventually results in four unknown functions f⋄, θ 0
0 , θ 1

1 , θ 2
2 satisfying Eqs. (42a)-(42c)

[or the equivalent anisotropic system (44a)-(44c)].
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B. Compact objects

A spherically symmetric star can be described by a perfect fluid of energy-momentum T
(m)
µν

localised within a radius r = Rs, to which we can add both the (anisotropic) source θµν and the

quantum correction from the functional measure. The interior geometry for r < Rs is therefore

assumed to be described by the MGD metric

ds2 = −eν
−(r) dt2 +

[
1− 2 m̊(r)

r

]−1

dr2 + r2dΩ2 , (46)

where the interior mass function is given by

m̊(r) = m(r)− r

2
α f−(r) , (47)

with m defined in Eq. (37) and f− = f⋄ is the MGD introduced in Eq. (39) for r < Rs.

The metric (46) must match the outer geometry at r = Rs, which we write as

ds2 = −eν
+(r) dt2 + eλ

+(r) dr2 ++r2dΩ2 , (48)

where ν+(r) and λ+(r) are determined by the field equations (24) for r > Rs. In particular,

T
(m)
µν = 0 and we also assumed the imaginary quantum correction is negligible outside compact

sources, which only leaves a possible contribution from θµν for r > Rs. The outer geometry will

therefore be given by a MGD of the Schwarzschild metric,

ds2 = −
(
1− 2M

r

)
dt2 +

(
1− 2M

r
+ α f+

)−1

dr2 + dΩ2 , (49)

where M is the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) mass of the system and the MGD f+ = f⋄(r) is

determined by the field Eqs. (42a)-(42c) for r > Rs.

Continuity of the metric across the star surface implies

ν−(Rs) = ν+(Rs) = 1− 2M
Rs

, (50)

and

1− 2M0

Rs
+ α f−

s = 1− 2M
Rs

+ α f+
s , (51)

where M0 = m(Rs) and we defined F±
s ≡ limr→±Rs F (r) for any function F .

Continuity of the extrinsic curvature of the surface r = Rs along with the field Eq. (24) imply

ps + α (θ 1
1 )−s − i ζ̄ρ = α (θ 1

1 )+s , (52)
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where ρs ≡ ρ−(Rs) and ps ≡ p−(Rs), since ρ = p = 0 for r > Rs. Using Eq. (42b) for the inner and

outer geometries to eliminate θ 1
1 then implies

κ ps +
α f−

s

Rs (Rs − 2M)
− i κ ζ̄ρ =

α f+
s

Rs (Rs − 2M)
. (53)

We note that the limit α = ζ = 0 reproduces the standard condition ps = 0 for matching the

isotropic fluid interior with an exact Schwarzschild metric in the exterior. If the outer geometry is

still given by the Schwarzschild metric with additional sources and quantum corrections, f+ = 0

and one might have a solid crust with ps < 0 [102]. In this case, the imaginary quantum correction

might induce an instability, although we notice that this contribution vanishes at the surface if the

density ρs = 0.

IV. MINIMAL GEOMETRIC DEFORMATION OF TOLMAN IV STARS WITH

QUANTUM GRAVITY CORRECTIONS

We can now apply the general formalism of Section III to a particular solution of GR representing

a compact object. Following Refs. [4, 103], we shall consider the Tolman IV star of total mass M0

and radius Rs satisfying the Buchdahl constraint for the compactness M0/Rs < 4/9, whose density

and isotropic pressure are given by

κ ρ =
3A4M0 +A2

(
3R3

s + 7M0 r
2
)
+ 2 r2

(
R3

s + 3M0 r
2
)

R3
s (A

2 + 2 r2)2
(54a)

κ p =
R3

s −M0

(
A2+3 r2

)
R3

s (A
2 + 2 r2)

. (54b)

The corresponding interior metric, for r < Rs, is of the form in Eq. (36) with

eξ
−

=

(
1− 3M0

Rs

)(
1 +

r2

A2

)
= eν

−
(55a)

µ− =
A2

A2 + 2 r2

(
1− M0 r

2

R3
s

)(
1 +

r2

A2

)
. (55b)

The constant A can be expressed in terms of the unperturbed ADM mass M0 by matching contin-

uously the interior metric with the outer Schwarzschild geometry across r = Rs, which yields

A2 =
R3

s

M0

(
1− 3M0

Rs

)
. (56)

One then finds the metric functions

eν
−

= 1−
(
3− x2

)
X (57a)

µ− =
1−X

[
3− x2

(
3− x2

)
X
]

1− (3− 2x2)X
, (57b)
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where we introduced the compactness X ≡ M0/Rs and the dimensionless radial coordinate x = r/Rs

for convenience. Likewise, we have

κR2
s ρ = 3X

2 +X
[
2x4X + x2 (3− 7X)− 9 (1−X)

]
[1− (3− 2x2)X]2

, (58a)

κR2
s p =

3
(
1−x2

)
X2

1− (3− 2x2)X
. (58b)

We remark that, according to the procedure described in Section III, the metric functions ν in

Eq. (57a) and µ in Eq. (57b) represent the seed metric for the MGD satisfying Eqs. (40a)-(40c) in

which the density ρ and isotropic pressure p are given in Eqs. (58a) and (58b).

We next consider an MGD of the above solution which preserves the outer Schwarzschild ge-

ometry (49) with M = M0 and f+ = 0. The matching Eq. (52), can be solved by imposing the

so-called mimic constraint, now modified by the quantum correction, that is

θ 1
1 = p+ i ζ̄ ρ . (59)

Following Eq. (40b), the above can be expressed as 4

καR2
s θ

1
1 =

1

x2
+ µ

(
1

x2
+

ν̇

x

)
, (60)

where the dots represent derivatives with respect to x, that is Ḟ = Rs F
′ for any function F . The

interior MGD follows from Eq. (42b) and reads

αf− = µ− +
1

1 + x ν̇−

[
1− 2i ζ̄ x2R2

s

(
1− 1

α

)
ρ

]
, (61)

implying that the interior metric encodes corrections due to quantum gravity and the deformed

metric element is given by

e−λ− = 2µ+ R2
s

(
1− 3X + x2X

1− 3X + 3x2X

)
+8 i ζ̄ x2R2

s

{
1+(1−6X)2

X x2

1− 3X
log

[
(1−3X)2

(
1+

X x2

1− 3X

)]}(
1− 1

α

)
ρ , (62)

where again Eq. (39) was employed additionally to Eq. (57a). We now need to deal with the

imaginary part of the metric function (62). As we mentioned in the Introduction, a straightforward

option which preserves the time independence is given by taking the modulus of Eq. (62). Since we

are mainly interested in the effects induced by the quantum measure, we Taylor-expand it in the

4 We shall omit the superscripts ± for simplicity when there is no confusion.
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running parameter ζ̄ ∼ ζ and just keep the leading order, that is

e−λ− ≃ 2µ+R2
s

(
1− 3X + x2X

1− 3X + 3x2X

)

+4
ζ̄
2

α2
x4R4

s

{
1+(1−6X)2 X x2

1−3X log
[
(1−3X)2

(
1+ X x2

1−3X

)]}2

2µ+R2
s

(
1−3X+x2 X
1−3X+3x2 X

) (α− 1)2 ρ2 , (63)

It is worth mentioning that the limit α → 1 suppresses all quantum corrections to the metric term,

as the imaginary term in the metric component (63) vanishes. Also, if the MGD parameter α

tends to zero, the quantum measure paramater ζ̄ must go to zero faster, to avoid divergences in the

imaginary term.

It is instructive to write the metric component (63) in polar form as e−λ− = Θ eiΦ, where

Θ =

{
32

ζ̄
2

α2
R4

sx
4 (α− 1)2 ρ2

(
1 +

X(x− 6xX)2

1− 3X
log

[
(1− 3X)2

((
x2 − 3

)
X + 1

)])2

+

[
R2

((
x2 − 3

)
X + 1

)
3 (x2 − 1)X + 1

−
(
X

((
x2 − 3

)
x2X + 3

)
− 1

)
(2x2 − 3)X + 1

]2


1/2

(64)

and 5

Φ = arctan
[
− 8ζ̄R2

sx
2

αk(x,X)
ρ(x)

(
3
(
x2 − 1

)
X + 1

) ((
2x2 − 3

)
X + 1

)
(α− 1)2

(
x2X(1− 6X)2

× log
(
(1− 3X)2

((
x2 − 3

)
X + 1

))
− 3X + 1

)]
. (65)

Since only the metric component (A9) is complex and −π/2 ≤ arctan(b) ≤ π/2, for any argument

b ∈ R (in particular the one in Eq. (A12)), the MGD metric component satisfies the criterion

dictated by the KS theorem [70].

The MGD metric components can now be matched with the outer Schwarzschild solution (49)

with f+ = 0. Continuity expressed by Eqs. (50) and (51) leads to the ADM mass

M ≃ M0 +
Rs

2
(1−4X) +

8 ζ̄
2
(α− 1)2R5

s

α2 (1−X)2

{
1+

X (1− 6X)2

1− 3X
log [(1−3X) (1−2X)]

}2

ρ2 , (66)

where Eq. (37) was used. The quantum gravity correction proportional to ζ̄2 becomes comparable

to the MGD for |ζ̄| ≃ |α|. Eq. (59) implies that the magnitude of the effective radial pressure in

Eq. (33) reads

p̊r =
3X2(1− x2)

κR2
s (1− 3X + 2x2X)

+
ζ̄2 v(x)X2 (α−1)2

α2κ (x2X−1)4
[
x2X

(
2
(
x2−3

)
X+3

)
+9X(X−1)+2

]2
,(67)

5 The explicit form of k = k(x,X) is not relevant for the following argument.
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FIG. 1: Effective radial pressure p̊r of a stellar distribution of compactness X = 0.25, as a function of the

radial coordinate, for different values of ζ̄ and α.

where

v(x) ≡ (1− 3X − 2X x2)(1− x2)

κ (1− 3X + 4X x2)2

[
1 + (1− 6X)2

X x2

1− 3X
log

[
(1− 3X)2

(
1 +

X x2

1− 3X

)]]2
. (68)

It is worth mentioning that quantum gravity effects can be read off in the effective radial pres-

sure (67) in the term accompanying the running parameter ζ̄.

The effective radial pressure (67) is displayed in Fig. 1 as a function of the radial coordinate,

for different values of the parameter ζ̄ governing quantum gravity corrections and also for two non-

trivial values of the GD charge α. Quantum gravity effects implemented by the parameter ζ̄ in

Eq. (67) show that the effective central radial pressure when ζ̄ = 0.2 is 4.3% higher, when compared

to ζ̄ = 0.1, for fixed values of the GD hairy charge. For fixed values of ζ̄, the higher the GD hairy

charge α, the steepest the decrement of the effective radial pressure is. It indicates that GD effects

attenuate the effective radial pressure profile along the radial coordinate.

The effective density reads

ρ̊ =
X

[
2X3 x2

(
3Xx2 +1

)
+ (1−3X)2X

(
7X x2+3

)
+ 3(1−3X)4R4

s

]
κ [2X2 x2 + (1− 3X)2R2

s ]
2

+
6αX

[
X

(
x2−3

)
+ 1

]
R2

s [3X(x2−1)+1]2
+ i

(
1− 1

α

)
ζ̄ w(x)

X2v(x)(x2−1)

(4Xx2−3X+1)2
, (69)

where

w =
9
(
2x4 − 3x2 + 2

)
16κ2 (x2 − 1)5R4

s

[
x6(4X − 2) + x4(19− 24X) + x2(38X − 33)− 22X + 20

]
. (70)

As already mentioned, the imaginary part of the effective energy density in Eq. (69) corresponds to

the instability of the degrees of freedom in the hydrodynamical fluid, measuring the fluid lifetime.



18

ζ =0.1, α = 0.1

ζ =0.1, α = 0.2

ζ =0.2, α = 0.1

ζ =0.2, α = 0.2

1 2 3 4 5 6
x

1

2

3

4

x 10-4

FIG. 2: Effective tangential pressure p̊t of a stellar distribution of compactness X = 0.25, as a function of

the radial coordinate, for different values of ζ̄ and α.

This interpretation holds, in particular, for the case of the quark-gluon plasma, which is expected

to play a decisive role in the core of neutron and quark stars [86].

The effective tangential pressure, after Taylor-expanding it in terms of the quantum gravity

parameter ζ up to fourth order, reads

p̊t ≃
3X4(1−x2)

κR2
s (1− 3X + 2x2X)

+
X x2

κ(x2 − 1) + 1

+
2ζ̄2

α2
w(x)

Xκv2(x)R2
s (x

2 − 1) (α− 1)2

3 (4Xx2 − 3X + 1)2
(2Xx2 − 1 + 3X) . (71)

Fig. 2 shows this effective tangential pressure as a function of the radial coordinate, for several

values of the parameter ζ̄. The anisotropic factor is illustrated in Figs. 3 and 4 as a function of the

radial coordinate, for different values of ζ̄ and α. Those graphs show that the anisotropy increases

towards the stellar surface.

x 10-4

x 10-4

1 2 3 4 5 6
x

1

2

3

4

FIG. 3: Effective tangential and radial pressures of a stellar distribution of compactness X = 0.25, as a

function of the radial coordinate, for ζ̄ = 0.1 and α = 0.1.
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FIG. 4: Effective tangential and radial pressures of a stellar distribution of compactness X = 0.25, as a

function of the radial coordinate, for ζ̄ = 0.2 and α = 0.2.

An interesting quantity to consider is the surface redshift, which depends on both ζ̄ and α and

can be expressed as

z(α, ζ) =
1√

1− 2M(α,ζ̄)
Rs

− 1 . (72)

It can be directly obtained from the ADM mass in Eq. (66) and is displayed in Fig. 5, as a function

of the MGD charge α and the quantum gravity parameter ζ. The anisotropic factor amplifies

the gravitational redshift at the stellar surface. Therefore, for each fixed value of ζ, a distant

observer detects a more compact stellar distribution for α > 0, when compared to the isotropic

case. Reciprocally, for each fixed value of the GD charge α, a distant observer sees a stellar

distribution that is more compact, for ζ̄ > 0. When ζ̄ → 0 the redshift is a function of the hairy

charge α only and reproduces the result in Ref. [4]. The larger the magnitude of quantum gravity

effects driven by ζ̄, the bigger the surface redshift. These features comply with Eq. (66), which in

particular states that M > M0. They are also compatible with the recent bounds for the surface

redshift in realistic anisotropic stellar models.

The upper limit z = 5.211 was obtained for compact stellar distributions that satisfy dominant

energy conditions (DEC) in Ref. [104]. It yields the upper bounds ζ̄max = 2.18 , when α = 0.4,

and ζ̄max = 2.268, for α = 0.2. The upper limit z = 3.840, for strong energy conditions (SEC)

yield, apiece, the upper bounds ζ̄max = 2.088, when α = 0.4, and ζmax = 2.009, for α = 0.2. More

generally, the upper bounds ζmax, with α varying, are plotted in Fig. 6. Higher values of α lower

the maximum value ζ̄max. We remark the fact that α and ζ̄ are completely independent, as they

respectively represent the MGD and the functional measure as different sources. Fig. 6 illustrates

the fact that the upper bound on the redshift implies an upper bound ζ̄max on the parameter ζ̄,

for each fixed value in the range 10−5 ≤ α ≤ 0.4 considered. Higher magnitudes of the GD hairy



20

FIG. 5: Anisotropic surface redshift of a stellar distribution of compactness X = 0.25, as a function of the

GD hairy parameter α and the quantum gravity parameter ζ̄.
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FIG. 6: Upper bounds ζ̄max as a function of α, for 10−5 ≤ α ≤ 0.4, according to the bounds zSEC = 3.840

and zDEC = 5.211 on the surface redshift [104].

charge α induce suppression of ζ̄max. The numerical results can be interpolated by the polynomial

curve,

ζ̄DEC
max ≃ −65.077α3 + 55.544α2 − 15.907α+ 3.7076 , (73)

for the upper bound zDEC = 5.211 on the surface redshift, and by

ζ̄SEC
max ≃ −1.1329α3 + 2.9280α2 − 2.3338α+ 2.3448 , (74)

for the upper bound zSEC = 3.840, both with interpolation errors < 10−4.

Different choices for the mimic constraints are analysed in Appendix A.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the influence of the functional measure in the 1-loop effective action of quantum

gravity within the GD approach. The most striking feature induced by the functional measure is

the addition of imaginary terms in the effective energy-momentum tensor that sources the Einstein

field equations. One generally expects that such terms reflect inherent instabilities.

For a suitable choice of the mimic constraint to preserve the outer Schwarzschild vacuum, we

showed that it naturally generates complex metric functions that satisfy the KS criterium, showing

the compatibility between the metric solutions obtained and the QFT side of quantum gravity.

Effective field equations for compact stellar objects were therefore implemented in the context of

both the GD and quantum gravity to generate consistent solutions for the interior of a compact

object. The role of both the GD and quantum gravity on the profiles of the effective radial and

tangential pressures, as well as on the effective energy density, was analysed for compact self-

gravitating anisotropic stellar distributions obtained from the Tolman IV family of solutions.

For a different choice of the mimic constraint detailed in Appendix A 1, the GD method coupled

with the additional imaginary term due to the functional measure can still accommodate real

metrics, only affecting the hidden sector represented by the GD term in the energy-momentum in

the Einstein equations. It is a consequence of the modified mimic constraint and the cancellation

of the functional measure contribution in the outer region of the stellar distribution.

Finally, we studied the absolute bounds on the surface redshift of a stellar distribution. Other

mimic constraints and extensions considered in Ref. [4] can be also employed in the context of the

functional measure. The upper bounds ζ̄max are then higher, showing that the mimic constraint for

the pressure provides the most stringent upper limits to the parameter regulating quantum gravity

effects.
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Appendix A: Alternative mimic constraints

We provide here details about different implementations of the mimic constraint that preserve

the outer Schwarzschild metric.

1. Case I

We note that the matching condition in Eq. (52) can also be solved by imposing

α θ 1
1 = p+ i ζ̄ρ , (A1)

which, according to Eq. (40b), can be written as

καR2
s θ

1
1 =

1

x2
+ µ

(
1

x2
+

ν̇

x

)
+ i κR2

s ζ̄ρ , (A2)

The interior MGD deformation is then determined by Eq. (42b). The imaginary contribution due

to the functional measure drops out and the metric remains real, as

α f− = µ− +
1

1 + x ν̇− , (A3)

which yields

e−λ− = µ− + α f− = 2µ− +
1

1 + x ν̇− . (A4)

Continuity expressed by Eqs. (50) and (51) leads to the ADM mass

M =
Rs

2
= M0. (A5)

This case is therefore rather trivial and no modifications from both the GD hairy charge and the

parameter encoding quantum gravity effects are obtained.

2. Case II

Let us finally consider

α θ 1
1 = p , (A6)
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which, following Eq. (40b), can be expressed as

καR2
s θ

1
1 =

1

x2
+ µ

(
1

x2
+

ν̇

x

)
. (A7)

The interior MGD comes from Eq. (42b), that is

αf− = µ− +
1

1 + x ν̇−
(
1− 2i ζ̄ x2R2

s ρ
)
, (A8)

so that

e−λ− = 2µ+ R2
s

(
1− 3X + x2X

1− 3X + 3x2X

)
+8 i ζ̄ x2R2

s

{
1+(1−6X)2

X x2

1− 3X
log

[
(1−3X)2

(
1+

X x2

1− 3X

)]}
ρ , (A9)

where again Eq. (39) and (57a) were employed.

We again deal with the imaginary part of the metric function (A9) by taking its modulus. By

Taylor-expanding in the running parameter ζ and keeping the leading order, we obtain

e−λ− ≃ 2µ+R2
s

(
1− 3X + x2X

1− 3X + 3x2X

)

+4ζ̄
2
x4R4

s

{
1+(1−6X)2 X x2

1−3X log
[
(1−3X)2

(
1+ X x2

1−3X

)]}2

2µ+R2
s

(
1−3X+x2 X
1−3X+3x2 X

) ρ2 , (A10)

The polar form e−λ− = Θ eiΦ is now given by

Θ =

{
32ζ̄

2
R4

sx
4ρ2

(
1 +

X(x− 6xX)2

1− 3X
log

[
(1− 3X)2

((
x2 − 3

)
X + 1

)])2

+

[
R2

((
x2 − 3

)
X + 1

)
3 (x2 − 1)X + 1

−
(
X

((
x2 − 3

)
x2X + 3

)
− 1

)
(2x2 − 3)X + 1

]2


1/2

(A11)

and

Φ = arctan
[
−8ζ̄R2

sx
2

k(x,X)
ρ(x)

(
3
(
x2 − 1

)
X + 1

) ((
2x2 − 3

)
X + 1

) (
x2X(1− 6X)2

× log
(
(1− 3X)2

((
x2 − 3

)
X + 1

))
− 3X + 1

)]
, (A12)

where

k(x,X) = (3X − 1)
[(
x2 − 3

)
X + 1

] [(
2x2 − 3

)
X − 3x2

(
x2 − 1

)
X2 + 1

]
. (A13)

The MGD metric still satisfies the criterion established in the KS theorem [70].
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FIG. 7: Effective radial pressure p̊r of a stellar distribution of compactness X = 0.25, as a function of the

radial coordinate, for different values of ζ̄.

The ADM mass M can be expressed as

M ≃ M0 +
Rs

2
(1−4X) +

8 ζ̄
2
R5

s

(1−X)2

{
1+

X (1− 6X)2

1− 3X
log [(1−3X) (1−2X)]

}2

ρ2 , (A14)

where Eq. (37) was used.

Eq. (A1) implies that the magnitude of the effective radial pressure p̊r = p̊r(x, ζ) in Eq. (33)

reads

p̊r =
3X2 (1− x2)

κR2
s (1− 3X + 2x2X)

+ ζ̄2 v(x)X2

[
x2X

(
2
(
x2 − 3

)
X + 3

)
+ 9X(X − 1) + 2

]2
κ (x2X − 1)4

. (A15)

The effective radial pressure (A15) is depicted in Fig. 7 as a function of the radial coordinate, for

different values of the parameter ζ governing quantum gravity corrections. Quantum gravity effects

implemented by the parameter ζ̄ in Eq. (A15) show that the effective central radial pressure when

ζ̄ = 0.1 is 11.3% smaller than when ζ̄ = 0, whereas for ζ = 0.2, this deviation increases up to

19.9%. Although quantum gravity effects make the central radial pressure decrease, for x ≳ 6 these

values equalize. Fig. 7 also shows that in the range 1.8 ≲ x ≲ 2.4 the values of the effective radial

pressure are essentially the same.

The effective tangential pressure, after Taylor-expanding it in terms of the quantum gravity

parameter ζ̄ up to O(ζ̄4), reads

p̊t(x, ζ̄) =
3X4(1−x2)

κR2
s [1− 3X + 2x2X]

+
X x2

κ(x2 − 1) + 1

+2 ζ̄2w(x)
Xκv2(x)R2

s (x
2 − 1)

[
(2Xx2 − 1 + 3X)

]
3 (4Xx2 − 3X + 1)2

. (A16)

Fig. 8 shows the effective tangential pressure p̊t profile (A16) as a function of the radial coordinate,

for several values of the parameter ζ. Quantum gravity effects induce the central tangential pressure
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also to decrease, although at a lower rate, compared to the effective radial pressure. For r ≳ 6.0

these values also equalize. Fig. 8 shows that in the range 1.9 ≲ x ≲ 2.3 the values of the effective

tangential pressure attain very similar values.

The anisotropic factor is illustrated in Figs. 9-11 as a function of the radial coordinate, for

different values of ζ̄, as the difference between the effective tangential and radial pressures of a

stellar distribution of compactness X = 0.25, for different values of ζ̄. One can see that the

anisotropy factor increases towards the stellar surface. The effective tangential pressure decreases

as a function of the radial coordinate, however at a lower rate, compared to the effective radial

pressure. For x ≳ 2.0 the difference between the effective radial and the tangential pressures is

already noticeable and attains a maximum value at x ∼ 6.0.

The surface redshift (72) is displayed in Fig. 12, as a function of the quantum gravity parameter

ζ̄. Anisotropy is shown to amplify the gravitational redshift at the stellar surface. Therefore, for

each fixed value of ζ̄, a distant observer detects a more compact stellar distribution, when compared

to the isotropic case corresponding to ζ̄ → 0, where no quantum gravity effects set in. The larger the

magnitude of quantum gravity effects driven by ζ̄, the bigger the surface redshift is. These features

comply with Eq. (A14), which in particular states that M > M0. They are also compatible with

the recent bounds for the surface redshift in realistic anisotropic stellar models.

The upper limit z = 5.211 was obtained for the redshift of compact stellar distributions that

satisfy dominant energy conditions (DEC) in Ref. [104] and yield, the upper bound ζmax = 2.373.

The redshift upper limit z = 3.840, for strong energy conditions (SEC) yields the upper bound

ζ̄max = 2.072.

ζ=0

ζ=0.1

ζ=0.2

1 2 3 4 5 6
x

1

2

3

x 10-4

FIG. 8: Effective tangential pressure p̊t of a stellar distribution of compactness X = 0.25, as a function of

the radial coordinate, for different values of ζ.
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FIG. 9: Effective tangential and radial pressures of a stellar distribution of compactness X = 0.25, as a

function of the radial coordinate, for ζ̄ = 0.
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FIG. 10: Effective tangential and radial pressures of a stellar distribution of compactness X = 0.25, as a

function of the radial coordinate, for ζ̄ = 0.1.
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