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The advancement of astronomical observations opens the possibility of testing our current understanding of
gravitational theory in the strong-field regime and probing any deviation from general relativity. We explore
to what extent compact stars predicted by non-minimal derivative coupling (NMDC) gravity theory agree with
observed data. We investigate white dwarfs (WDs), neutron stars (NSs), and quark stars (QSs) mass and radius
in various values of constant scalar |Q∞| at coupling strength of η =±1. This study focuses on the astrophysical
impacts of altering maximum masses by values of |Q∞| and η . From an observational point of view, we found
that WD stars are consistent with ultra-cold WD data at |Q∞| ≲ 0.2. We also found that QS has a similar
impact of mass-radius to NS, where the modification is more significant at higher (central) density. For NS
and QS EoSs, the value |Q∞| strongly alters the critical mass and might eliminate the M −ρc turning point in
the negative η case. In that case, the sufficiently large |Q∞| could predict M > 2.6M⊙ NS and QS, i.e., larger
than GW190814 secondary counterpart. We suggest that the lower mass gap in the gravitational wave and x-ray
binary mass population data might restrict the theory’s |Q∞|.

I. INTRODUCTION

General Relativity (GR) theory is one of the pillars of
physics because almost all fundamental aspects of GR have
been tested with flying colors through numerous observations
and experiments from the ground to the cosmic scale. GR has
passed all experimental tests in the Solar System and binary
pulsars[1]. Even recently, the surprising prediction of GR,
black holes (BHs), has been confirmed by detecting gravita-
tional waves due to a merger of two black holes[2]. The mul-
timessenger observation of GW170817 [3, 4] and the imaging
of accretion disks in M87, and Sgr A* can be explained by
GR theory[5, 6]. Nevertheless, despite this success, GR still
cannot satisfactorily explain several gravity issues related to
the process at the ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (IR) regimes.
For example, cosmology has tried to solve the unknown na-
ture of dark matter and dark energy and understand the space-
time singularity [7]. There are also some issues related to
compact objects. For example, the issue of the maximum
allowed mass of horizonless compact objects exceeded GR
predictions. Please see the corresponding discussions for neu-
tron stars (NSs) in Refs. [8–10], while for quark stars (QSs),
please see Refs. [11, 12], and for white dwarfs (WDs), please
see Refs [13–15] and the related references therein. The issue
related to the nature of ultra-compact low-mass compact star
HESS J1731-347 has recently become a hot discussion in the
literature. For example, the corresponding issue is discussed
in Refs. [16–21]. It was reported n Ref.[22] that a binary (a
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BH and an unidentified compact object) merger through the
GW190814 event. The exact nature of the unidentified object
is also discussed quite recently. For example, the correspond-
ing discussion can be found in Refs. [23, 24] and please see
the references therein. Furthermore, it is well known that the
equation of state (EoS) of horizonless compact objects is still
being determined. Please see the corresponding discussion in
Refs.[19, 25–28]. Recent work has also shown that gravity
could influence the EoS of these compact objects [29]. There-
fore, gravitational theories other than GR are expected to solve
this strong-gravity regime while consistent with the GR pre-
dictions in the intermediate energy regime.

On the other hand, GR has been tightly constrained in a
vacuum, leaving little room for modification in the absence of
matter. For example, the gravitational wave speed measured
by GW170817 ruled out several classes of modified gravity
[30]. This turns our attention to the theories that modify grav-
ity only in the interior of the objects while reducing back to
the GR metric for the exterior solution. Several modified grav-
ity has this feature, for example, Eddington-inspired Born In-
feld [31] and type-I of minimally modified gravity [32]. How-
ever, models like Eddington-inspired Born Infeld have prob-
lems such as the singularity at the stellar surface.

One of the possible modifications to GR that satisfy the
later phenomenological stringent constraints and be theoret-
ically viable like free of “Ostrogradski ghost” is by addition
of a new dynamical degree of freedom in the form of a scalar
field coupled to gravity [33, 34]. Several studies conclude
that a modification of GR obtained from the most general ac-
tion with a single scalar degree of freedom with the above
requirements corresponds to the scalar-tensor theory formu-
lated by Horndeski. Hordenski’s theory of action yields an
equation of motion containing, at most, second-order deriva-
tives, and the theory is invariant under Galilean shift symme-
try in flat to-curve space times. Fab Four is Hordenski’s the-
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ory with additional restrictions that allow for dynamical self-
tuning of quantum vacuum energy. Please see Refs. [34, 35]
and the references therein for detailed discussion. If we select
only the George and John terms from the Fab Four theory,
the theory becomes the one known as non-minimal derivative
coupling (NMDC) gravity theory [33–35]. The theory has a
Gab∇aΦ∇bΦ in action, where Gab is the Einstein tensor and
Φ is a scalar field. Note that in the NMDC theory, a small
but nonzero dynamic cosmological constant naturally appears,
which triggers the acceleration of cosmological expansion in
late times. Note that it is known that the predicted cosmo-
logical constant from the current physics is much larger than
the observed cosmological constant from various astronomi-
cal observations. There is also another feature that the NMDC
theory exhibits. The theory yields some black-hole (BH) solu-
tions that have a scalar hair [36–38]. However, the model has
other attractive BH solutions with similarly intriguing conse-
quences to the scalar field’s current density vector [39]. These
BH’s solutions evade the no-hair theorem, even when the reg-
ularity conditions are satisfied. These regularity conditions
originated from a no-hair theorem for Galileon [40], then al-
tered by the authors of [37] to evade the no-hair theorem, pro-
ducing solutions called stealth solutions. Furthermore, Cis-
terna, Delsate, and Rinaldi [33] studied this model for static
NSs. The odd-parity perturbation aspect is studied by Cis-
terna, Cruz, Delsate, and Saavedra [41]. The properties of
slowly-rotating NS within NMDC are studied by Cisterna,
Delsate, Ducobu, and Rinaldi [42]. It is worth noting that
BSs and NSs within Hordenski and beyond Hordenski theo-
ries were studied in Refs.[34, 43–48].

In this paper, we systematically investigate the static prop-
erties of compact stars, i.e., WDs, NSs, and QSs predictions
of NMDC theory [33], and the results are compared to the cur-
rent observational data. The purpose of this work is to test the
viability of NMDC theory predictions for compact star static
properties. We also investigate the impacts of various NMDC
parameter η and ansatz parameter Q∞ variations on compact
stars’ mass-radius relation. The latter related to the follow-
ing questions: Are the restriction of η = ±1 and |Q∞| ≤ 0
compatible with the masses and radii of compact stars? How
much of the |Q∞| variation does alter the (maximum) mass
and radius of these objects within various EoSs and their pre-
diction’s compatibility with observational data?

This paper has been organized as follows: Section II briefly
reviews the NMDC theory and the stellar structure of compact
stars within this theory. In section III, we provide the numeri-
cal results of the stellar structure of compact stars for WD, NS,
and QS cases within NMDC theory. Finally, the concluding
remarks are given in Section IV.

II. STELLAR STRUCTURE IN NON-MINIMAL
DERIVATIVE COUPLING

In this section, we review the derivation of the crucial equa-
tions of NMDC theory for numerical calculation. The latter
will be discussed in more detail in the next section. Our work
starts from a scalar-tensor theory by Cisterna et al. [33]. The

action is given as

S=
∫ √−gd4x

[
κ(R−2Λ)− 1

2
(αgab −ηGab)∇aΦ∇bΦ

]
+Sm,

(1)
with κ = 1/(16πG) and G is the Newton’s constant. Λ is the
cosmological constant and g is the determinant of the space-
time metric gab. The kinetic term of the scalar field Φ is mul-
tiplied by its coupling constant α . This term is called the min-
imal derivative term, while the non-minimal derivative term
is multiplied by η . Sm denotes action from matter contribu-
tion. The equations of motion can be obtained by variational
principle:

∇aT ab = 0 with Tab =
δSm

δgab , (2a)

∇aJa = 0 with Ja = (αgab −ηGab)∇bΦ, (2b)

Gab +Λgab −Hab = (2κ)−1Tab, (2c)

with

Hab =
2

∑
n=1

α

2κ
H(n)

ab +
11

∑
n=3

η

2κ
H(n)

ab . (2d)

The minimal derivative coupling term gives two terms

H(1)
ab = ∇aΦ∇bΦ, (3a)

H(2)
ab =−1

2
gab∇

c
Φ∇cΦ, (3b)

while the non-minimal derivative coupling term gives nine
terms

H(3)
ab =

1
2

R∇aΦ∇bΦ, (4a)

H(4)
ab =−∇

c
Φ(∇aΦRbc +∇bΦRac), (4b)

H(5)
ab =−∇

c
Φ∇

d
ΦRcadb, (4c)

H(6)
ab =−∇a∇

c
Φ∇b∇cΦ, (4d)

H(7)
ab =

1
2

gab∇
c
∇

d
Φ∇c∇dΦ, (4e)

H(8)
ab =−1

2
gab (∇c∇

c
Φ)2 , (4f)

H(9)
ab = ∇c∇

c
Φ∇a∇bΦ, (4g)

H(10)
ab =

1
2

gab∇
c
Φ∇cΦGab, (4h)

H(11)
ab = gabRcd∇

c
Φ∇

d
Φ. (4i)

The line element that we use is

ds2 =−b(r)dt2 +
1

f (r)
dr2 + r2dθ

2 + r2 sin2
θdϕ

2. (5)

We consider the case of no cosmological constant and only
non-minimal derivative coupling Λ = 0 = α . Following Ref.
[37], we choose Jr = 0 to maintain the regularity of scalar
current at all r in 0 ≤ r < ∞. This choice came from [49],
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whose authors proved that Jθ = Jϕ = Jt = 0 given the space-
time is static and spherically symmetric. Because we intend to
discuss stars with ideal fluid, whose mass density and pressure
are ρ and P respectively, we used

T a
b = diag[−ρ(r),P(r),P(r),P(r)]. (6)

The scalar field ansatz is[37]

Φ = Qt +F(r), (7)

where Q is a constant parameter called ansatz parameter.
Alongside this ansatz is the constraint Jr = 0 and ∂Φ/∂ r ̸= 0
to ensure non-divergent current density squared JaJa. The
ansatz also gives rise to the so-called stealth solutions, which
indicates a nontrivial scalar hair. This ansatz is further studied
in the case of rotating BHs by Bakopoulos, Charmousis, and
Lecoeur [50].

Through a long calculation, one can arrive at the following
results. From the conservation of the stress-energy tensor, we
obtain (with f ′ = d f/dr)

P′ =−b′(P+ρ)

2b
, (8a)

while from Jr = 0 we have

b′ =−b( f −1)
r f

. (8b)

Substituting this into rr component in the modified Einstein
Field Equation, we have

F ′ =

√
r2bP−ηQ2 f +ηQ2

ηb f
. (8c)

Lastly, substituting these equations into tt component in the
modified Einstein Field Equation (EFE) gives us

f ′(r) =
3ηQ2( f (r)−1) f (r)−b(r)A

r (b(r)(4κ + r2P(r))−3ηQ2 f (r))
, (8d)

A = f (r)
(
4κ +6r2P(r)+ r2

ρ(r)
)
−4κ + r2

ρ(r). (8e)

For the numerical calculation, we integrate Eqs. (8a-8e)
starts from the center of a star to its surface. To determine cen-
tral boundary conditions, we use expansion around r = rc → 0
to all of the functions:

P(rc) = Pc +P1rc +P2r2
c + . . . , (9a)

ρ(rc) = ρ(Pc) = ρc +ρ1rc +ρ2r2
c + . . . , (9b)

b(rc) = bc +b1rc +b2r2
c + . . . , (9c)

f (rc) = 1+ f1rc + f2r2
c + . . . , (9d)

F ′(rc)
2 =C0 +C1rc +C2r2

c + . . . . (9e)

Substituting into the equations (8) gives us the boundary of

(only up to one correction term)

P(rc) = Pc +
b2

c(Pc +ρc)(3Pc −ρc)

6(3Q2η −4κb2
c)

r2
c , (10a)

ρ(rc) = ρc, (10b)
b(rc) = bc, (10c)
f (rc) = 1, (10d)

F ′(rc)
2 =

(
Pc

η
− 2Q2(3Pc −ρc)

3(3Q2η −4κb2
c)

)
r2

c . (10e)

Because pressure structure should be decreasing and go to
zero in vacuum, the second term in Eq. (10a) should be less
than zero and always decreasing. From this, we have bound
of ηQ2

b2
c

< 4κ

3 . Also, because F is a real function, we require a
non-negative value to the right-hand side of Eq. (10e). Com-
bining them gives us the upper and lower restriction for both
η and Q:

12Pcκ

(2ρc −3Pc)
<

ηQ2

b2
c

<
4κ

3
. (11)

We also set η =±1 because on Eq. (8) (except for Eq. (8c)),
η always multiplied with Q2.

In performing the integration, we start the calculation by
setting the initial value at r = rc using Eqs. (10), using a single
Pc value as the input. At this point, bc = bc(old) = 1 and Q =
Q∞ = Q(old). This calculation is continued until the pressure
reaches zero at surface, r = R. However, this might gives us
different metric solution at the surface, b(R) and f (R)

b(R) = (1−2GM/R)/bcorr = f (R)/bcorr, (12)

with bcorr ̸= 1 as the metric correction ratio. Because b(R)
and f (R) must coincide in vacuum, we need to repeat the cal-
culation with the same Pc by rescaling both bc and Q before
recalculating the again structure. Applying scale invariance
characteristics of b′, now we can rescale bc using

bc(new) = bc(old)bcorr. (13)

This in turn redefine t → t/
√

bcorr and thus we also rescale Q
with

Q(new) =
Q(old)√

bcorr
. (14)

We repeat above scaling steps iteratively until |1 − bcorr| ≤
10−3, which now give us the final value of Q(new). We should
add that Q(new) = Q (with bc = 1) still have to satisfy the in-
equality (11). The key point is guessing the Qguess value in the
initial Q value Q∞ = 4κ

3 Q(guess). It turns out that we only need
to start the iteration from a small Q(guess) value because Q(new)
tends to increase its value (see Fig. 3 in Ref. [33]).

This procedure is the reverse method of what was given by
Ref. [33] where they start from Q to get Q∞ with Q(new) =
Q(old)

√
bcorr. Here, we start from Q∞ to get Q. We chose

this approach to ensure the plot was shown with values of Q∞

rather than Q as in [33].
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III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Using the algorithm explained above, we calculate numeri-
cally the structure of the white dwarf, strange star, and neu-
tron star using the EoS described in this section. For this
purpose, we implement the numerical integration procedures,
namely the 4th-order Runge-Kutta method. The calculated
mass-radius are then qualitatively compared to the relevant
observational measurements with the types of the stars. This
section will discuss the numerical results and their implica-
tions for the current understanding of compact stars by con-
fronting the results with observational data. We also compare
them with the GR solution for each EoS as a benchmark of the
analysis. Here, the value of |Q∞| are normalized by the factor
of

√
4κ/3.

A. White dwarf: Hamada-Salpeter EOS

White dwarf equation of state. The white dwarf structure is
supported mainly by degeneracy pressure between electrons
as described by Chandrasekhar EoS [51] as the relativistic
Fermi gas at zero temperature. Here, we apply the refinement
of Chandrasekhar EoS, namely Hamada-Salpeter (HS) [52],
which accounts for electrostatic (Coulomb) interaction be-
tween electrons and ions, Thomas-Fermi, electron exchange,
and electron correlation in addition to zero-temperature Fermi
gas. In general, this EoS would reduce the overall critical
mass by about 5% below the Chandrasekhar EoS, i.e., due to
the nature of the attractive behavior of the Coulomb interac-
tion term.

It has also been known that the critical mass is affected by
the EoS and the relativistic effects of gravity. However, the
difference is slight in this scale and could be negligible ex-
cept around the critical mass. For example, the mass of WD
between Newtonian and general relativity has only about 1%
difference in maximum mass [53–55] and could be negligible
below 1.20M⊙. Therefore, this theory’s entire relativistic WD
structure would also resemble their (modified-)Newtonian one
in this scale.

Numerical result. The numerical solution for the fully rela-
tivistic star using HS EoS is presented in Fig. 1. It is apparent
that both |Q∞| and η have a role in adjusting the M-R curve
of the white dwarf. The positive value of η tends to reduce
WDs’ mass and radius, while the negative one increases their
mass and radius. The value of |Q∞| amplifies the above ef-
fects, giving significant corrections relative to GR within the
tenth order. The lowest maximum mass solution on η = +1
is limited by the positive pressure gradient value at around
|Q∞| → 1 stars (similar to 11). At |Q∞| = 0, the mass, ra-
dius, and central pressure relation resembles the value of the
GR one. This finding is consistent with the Newtonian limit of
this theory studied by [34], which shows that the theory would
approach standard Newtonian gravity as Q∞ → 0.

Despite its zero temperature approach, HS EoS is adequate
to explain massive WD (i.e., this EoS can set a well-known
maximum stable mass of WD ∼ 1.4M⊙) because the temper-
ature effect is less prominent in massive and low-temperature
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FIG. 1: The mass-radius curve (upper) and the mass-central
density curve (lower) of Hamada-Salpeter equation of state
for both η =+1 (dotted lines) and η =−1 (striped lines)
cases, plotted for each value of |Q∞| (denoted by different
color). A general relativistic case denoted by a solid black
line coincides with a small |Q∞| case. The blue ‘x’ marks

indicate each curve’s maximum (critical) mass. As the
observational comparison, mass-radius curves are overlaid
with measured data from X-ray WD binary [56] to massive

WD and ultracold WDs from Refs. [57–60] to represents the
low temperature WD. For η =+1 case, the brown line

labeled by |Q∞|= 1 is actually calculated with |Q∞|= 0.95
due to the existence of positive pressure gradient as |Q∞| → 1

similar to Eq. 11 boundary.

WD as discussed in Refs. [27, 67, 68]. This critical maximum
value has been used as the weighing stone to define the type-
1a supernova luminosity as the standard candle in cosmology.
We define the similar critical mass as the maximum turning
point at the M −R−ρc curve (i.e., Fig. 1). This is related to
the stability against the gravitational collapse of dM/dρc > 0.
However, it should be noted that this criterion does not guar-
antee overall stability since there are minor corrections due to
the effects of modified gravity that should be considered.

Based on our numerical result, the value of η and |Q∞| sig-
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FIG. 2: The mass-radius curve for the larger |Q∞| for η =−1
case. The lower gray shade shows the estimated mass of SN

2007if [61], while the upper gray shade shows the typical
super-Chandrasekhar supernova mass range [62–66].

nificantly controls the critical mass Mcrit . Interestingly, these
values lay at a similar radius around Rcrit ≈ 103 km. This also
applies to the smallest WD given by η = +1 to the highly
massive critical mass at |Q∞| ≫ 1 in η =−1 (see Fig. 2).

Observational consequences. It is interesting to see dif-
ferent bounds from different measurements. The measure-
ments from low-temperature WD give bound within the range
of intermediate-mass WD (M ∼ 0.50 − 0.75M⊙). Within
this range, temperature has a significant effect on the radius.
Therefore, we select several low-temperature WDs (Te f f ≲
104K) with high precision to represent the masses and radii
of WD with minimum temperature effect. The above data
measured from multiple combinations of methods [57–60],
i.e., astrometric microlensing, spectroscopy, parallax mea-
surements.

In principle, one may do statistical analysis to determine
parameter probability distribution from mass-radius data as in
[27, 68]. However, the data we present here have approxi-
mately a similar range of errors. Therefore, for rough anal-
ysis, low-temperature WD gives the bound of |Q∞ ≲ 0.2| for
both η =±1 cases.

We investigate the bound around critical mass using mas-
sive WD measurement. We make use of the observed mass-
radius of ultramassive WD RX J0648.0-4418 [56] (see Fig. 1),
measured from the X-ray eclipse of peculiar WD-subdwarf bi-
nary. Note that for high mass WD, the radius is less sensitive
to temperature [54, 55] and, therefore, could be represented
by relatively hot WD.

The mass of RX J0648.0-4418 gives a limit on |Q∞| for
η = +1 case via lowest critical mass. The value of |Q∞|
should be ≲ 0.4 in order to be able to reach the mass of
RX J0648.0-4418. The upper limit of RX J0648.0-4418 ra-
dius (from the rotational stability of measured spin period)
also gives a strong upper bound of |Q∞| for η = −1 case,
|Q∞ ≲ 0.6|. The minimum critical mass also gives bound for
η =−1 case, with |Q∞ ≲ 0.2−0.3|.

The measurements above are model-independent; mass and

radius are measured separately without dependence on struc-
tural models. These methods ensure that the measurements
are derived without assuming the gravity structure.

It is interesting to note that at |Q∞|> 1 for η =−1, the mass
might exceed the super-Chandrasekhar supernova masses (see
Fig. 2). The mass would also reach the typical stellar-mass
blackhole range M ⪆ 5M⊙ for |Q∞| ⪆ 5. However, applying
significant |Q∞| would also increase the mass and radius at
lower (central) pressure WD, making it impossible to explain
typical WD simultaneously.

Note on the scalar field in WD solution. As discussed in
Ref. [33], the problem with the η = −1 case is the existence
of a negative value of F ′2 inside the stellar structure solution.
It is known that the negative value of F ′2 is more dominant
on the lower value of |Q∞|. Here, we also found a similar
pathology on HS EoS around a small value of |Q∞|≲ 0.1−0.2
(see Fig. 6). Note that this range is inside the observational
WD bounds and coincides with the GR M-R curve.

B. Neutron star: Parameterized high-density EOS

Neutron star equation of state. Since there is no general
agreement on the EoS in high density, several EoS options
represent a neutron star matter. One helpful method to repre-
sent various EoS introduced by Ref. [69] is by fitting numbers
of nuclear matter EoS into the parameterized piecewise poly-
tropic EoS form. In this approach, the EoS is approximated
by dividing ρ into numbers of polytropic EoS, i.e.,

P = Kiρ
Γi , (15)

at ρi−1 < ρ < ρi. The EoS is divided into three zones of den-
sity separated by ρ1 = 1014.7 g/cm3 and ρ2 = 1015.0 g/cm3. A
realistic nuclear matter EoS is then fitted and represented by
the value of P1,Γ1,Γ2, and Γ3. If these values are in hand, we
can calculate the complete piecewise polytropic after calculat-
ing Ki by considering continuous EoS via

Ki+1 =
P(ρi)

ρ
Γi+1
i

. (16)

We selected three samples of EoS representing the maxi-
mum NS mass in GR case for the lowest (PAL6, Mmax,GR ∼
1.47M⊙), intermediate (SLy, Mmax,GR ∼ 2.0M⊙), and the
largest (MS1, Mmax,GR ∼ 2.8M⊙) from parameterized piece-
wise polytropic EoS from Ref. [69] as the approximation to
estimate the structure of well-known neutron star EoS. We ap-
ply SLy EoS [70] for low-density (crust) regions.

Numerical results. It is interesting to discuss the mass-
radius behavior at the small values of |Q∞|. The numerical so-
lutions are shown in Fig. 3 for mass-radius (together with QS
result) and 4 for mass-central energy density at small |Q∞|. In
contrast, Fig. 8 shows mass and radius curves for large |Q∞|.
Like the WD case, the η =+1 case tends to lower mass while
η = −1 tends to increase it. The magnitude of mass discrep-
ancy (relative to |Q∞| = 0) is also controlled by the value of
|Q∞|. However, in contrast to WD, the mass and radius mod-
ifications are more sensitive in high-density stars, while they



6

reduce closer to GR in lower (central) density stars. These
modifications are significant relative to GR above the order of
hundredths of |Q∞|.

Similar to the results from Ref. [33], the |Q∞| → 0 case
does not revert to the GR. The small |Q∞| has a slightly lower
mass than GR in high-density regions. For the three NS EoSs
we mentioned above, the critical mass of the GR case almost
overlaps |Q∞|= 0.04 in η =−1 case (see Fig. 4).

For the exact value of |Q∞| and η , it is apparent that the
modifications are more prominent in a more stiff EoS. In some
cases, dM/dρc is always positive, implying no maximum crit-
ical mass at these configurations. This occurs at η =−1 cases.
It occurs at relatively low |Q∞|. For example, in SLy4 EoS, the
maximum critical mass at the largest |Q∞| – where there are
still existing turning points of mass-radius-central density – is
slightly lower than the critical mass of GR. This means that
in some cases of EoS, the critical turning point of NS is con-
sistently lower than that of GR, but it needs to get rid of the
turning point to reach GR’s critical mass.

This also suggests that softer EoS can achieve higher mass,
while stiffer EoS can simultaneously result in even greater
mass. For example, SLy EoS could reach the mass of 2.6M⊙,
the mass of the secondary component of GW190814. In
|Q∞| > 0.06 cases on MS1 EoS, the mass could exceed M >
3.0M⊙, reaching the range of stellar-mass BH. At the extreme
central pressure in the above case, the mass-radius curve is ap-
proximately parallel to the Schwarzschild mass-radius, with
the compactness (M/R) slowly approaching Schwarzschild’s
at larger Pc.

Observational consequences. Masses and radii are then
compared with the observational measurement from X-ray
pulsars, i.e., PSR J0030+0451 [71], PSR J0740+6620 [72],
4U 1702-429 [73], and PSR J0437-4715 [74, 75]. Dynami-
cal mass measured from massive binary stars also shown on
Fig. 3, i.e., secondary (less massive) component of GW binary
GW190814 [22], PSR J2215+5135 [9], and J1614-2230 [76].
We exclude radius measurements derived from tidal deforma-
bility Λ or measurements that depend on the structure equa-
tion to ensure that the measurement is independent of gravity
theory.

Figure 3 shows mass-radius for η =−1 case overlaid with
observational mass-radius measurement data. At the range of
about the canonical mass (∼ 1.4M⊙), it requires the value of
constant scalar at the order of |Q∞| > 0.1 to modify the ra-
dius to match the observed data significantly. However, note
that within this range, the choice of EoS also has a signifi-
cant effect to fit with the data. For example, in the softer EoS,
the mass and radius must be increased to fit with mass-radius
data. Therefore, it needs η =−1. On the other hand, the MS1
EoS needs to reduce its mass and radius to fit the data in that
range and, therefore, needs η =+1.

The more apparent signature could be inferred from the
massive star. Note that the softer EoS (SLy4 and PAL6) can-
not reach up to 2.6M⊙ (GW190814) without consequently re-
moving the turning point of mass. This implies that if the EoS
is soft, to predict massive NS within this theory, there would
also be no ’mass gap’ in NS distribution, as there is no critical
mass due to large |Q∞|.
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FIG. 3: Mass and radius curve for η =−1 case of NS EOS
from Ref. [69] (solid lines) and QS EoS from CFL [77] and

MIT-bag [78] (dashed lines) for smaller values of Q∞.
Salmon red color shows the measured M-R of pulsars from
[71–75] and a central compact object of supernova remnant
from [79]. Horizontal gray stripes show measured compact
stars from [9, 22, 76]. Maximum mass marked with ‘x’ for

the NS and ‘⋆’ mark for the quark stars. Line colors
represent the value of Q∞ where inside parentheses are values

for (MIT-Bag). The black line shows the GR case for each
EoS. Green shades show the condition where F ′2 is always

positive inside the star.

Note on the scalar field in NS solution. Despite the ex-
citing properties of the η = −1 case, which could increase
the critical mass of a star and predict high mass, the problem
of negative F ′2 arises on all NS structures calculated in the
η = −1 case. All these structures between 0 < |Q∞| ≤ 0.08
have negative F ′2 values around the center of the stars, where
some of them always have the negative values of F ′2 inside the
star for lower values of |Q∞|. However, this is not the case for
η =+1, where F ′2 is always positive inside the NS structure.
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FIG. 4: Mass-central density curve for NS EoS from Ref.
[69]. Solid line represents η =−1 case where dotted line
represents η =+1. Black solid line represents GR case.

Critical masses are labeled by ‘x’.

C. Quark star: MIT-bag and color-flavor locked EoS

Quark star equation of state. The potential existence of
QSs is a consequence of the idea that the presence of strange
quarks can lower the binding energy of strange quark matter
(SQM) in weak equilibrium below that of 56Fe (absolute sta-
bility of quark matter). The MIT Bag model provides the most
straightforward description for absolutely stable SQM [78].
The quarks are free in that model, with confinement provided
through a bag constant. However, the attractive force among
anti-symmetric quarks in color tends to make quarks close to
the Fermi surface paired at high densities. It has been shown
that a color-flavor locked (CFL) state, in which quarks near
the Fermi surface form pairs, seems to be more energetically
favorable and widens the stability window [77] (see also [80]
and references therein). A recent review of the role of color
superconductivity in dense quark matter can be found in Al-
ford et al. [81]. It is also worth pointing out that a detailed
analysis of pulsar timing data in pulsar evolution has shown
that the SQM model is consistent with both radio and x-ray
observations. In contrast, the ordinary nuclear matter model
requires enhancement by a dumping mechanism [82]. CFL
SQM can also be found in the inner cores of neutron stars (hy-
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FIG. 5: Similar to Fig. 4 for quark star EOS. The value of
|Q∞| for MIT-Bag model represented inside the parentheses.

brid stars) [83]. Here, we use the simple MIT-Bag model [78]
and color-flavor locked (CFL) EoS [77] to represent strange
stars EoSs.

The model EoS within the MIT-Bag model can be written
as

P = ω(ρ −4B0), (17)

with ω is a parameter (dimensionless factor) related to the
strange quark mass ms and coupling constant αc in QCD [84].
For example, for 0 ≤ ms ≤ 250 MeV and 0 ≤ αc ≤ 0.6, ω

between 0.28 and 1/3 [85]. In this work, we choose the value
of ω = 0.301 and B0 = 56 MeV/fm3 which corresponds to
αc = 0.2 and ms = 200 MeV (or so-called "SQSB56" on Refs.
[86, 87]).

The CFL EoS can be written in barotropic form as [77]

ρ = 3P+4B0 −
6∆2µ2

π2 +
3m2

s µ2

2π2 , (18)

where

µ
2 =

[
α

2 +
4
9

π
2(ρ −B0)

]1/2

−α, (19)

with

α =
2
3

∆
2 − m2

s

6
. (20)
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Here, we have three parameters (B0, ms, and ∆) to be specified.
There are multiple viable parameter set combinations that can
represent CFL EoS. Here, we use parameter set from Ref. [88]
and select the the lowest (CFL16, Mmax = 1.582M⊙) and high-
est (CFL5, Mmax = 2.842M⊙) maximum GR mass to represent
this EoS. The CFL16 has B0 = 120 MeV/fm3, ms = 0, and
∆ = 100 MeV, while CFL5 has B0 = 60 MeV/fm3, ms = 0,
and ∆ = 150 MeV. The result of mass-radius calculations is
shown in Fig. 3.

Numerical result. The calculated mass and radius from
these EoSes can be seen on the dashed line of Fig. 3. Like
the NS case, the |Q∞| → 0 does not revert to GR. The modi-
fications are also more prominent at massive stars, similar to
the NS case, where η =−1 tends to increase the stellar mass.
For CFL16 and CFL5 EoS, modification is significant above
the value of hundredths, while for the MIT-Bag model, the
modification is less sensitive and significant above the value
of tenths.

Similar to the NS case, the condition with no maximum
mass turning point is also present in the η =−1 scenario. The
behavior resembles NS in higher central density, where the
mass-radius curve parallels the Schwarzschild mass-radius.
This scenario could reach GW190814 secondary component
mass of M = 2.6M⊙ and higher up to stellar-mass blackhole
range of M > 3.0M⊙.

Like the NS case, the EoS choices are also significant
within this range. Figure 3 is also overlaid by mass-radius
measurement of the potential strange star, HESS J1731-347
[79], which has relatively low mass and small size compared
to pulsar measurements. The star coincides with MIT-Bag
model in wide cases of |Q∞| (including GR case), while for
|Q∞| ∼ 0.15 to |Q∞| ∼ 0.2 in η =−1 case, MIT-Bag also co-
incide with PSR J0740+6620 and 4U 1702-429. The CFL16
and CFL EoS need larger radii to match with HESS J1731-
347 and therefore need |Q∞|≳ 0.4 with η =−1. Note that the
quark stars are calculated without defining the existence of the
crust. If the crust is considered, the overall radius would be
slightly increased.

Note on the scalar field in QS solution. Similar to NS, the
F ′2 solution for η =−1 case also has a negative component in
almost all calculated QS EoS, except the MIT-Bag model for
|Q∞|≳ 0.15 at the very high central pressure (see green stripes
at Fig. 3). These have similar F ′2 characteristics with the NS
case, where the negative F ′2 is more dominant in low |Q∞|.
The structure of F ′2 on MIT-Bag is shown in Fig. 7. Inter-
estingly, at |Q∞| ∼ 0.15, the 2.6M⊙ MIT-Bag star has always
positive F ′2 structure.

Existence of critical mass. If we look more closely into
the smaller values of |Q∞|, the threshold where there are no
turning points in mass strongly depends on the EoS (see Ta-
ble I). For example, the MIT-Bag gives the largest threshold,
MS1 gives the largest mass and radius (at the maximum criti-
cal point), and CFL16 gives the largest compactness. Interest-
ingly, in SLy4, CFL16 and CFL5, the Mc,max is slightly below
its GR critical mass (Mc,GR = 2.04M⊙,1.86M⊙ and 2.64M⊙
for SLy4, CFL16 and CFL5, respectively). In other words, in
the above EoS, to recreate maximum mass in GR, the theory
would also predict no critical mass due to (in)stability related

TABLE I: Threshold of |Q∞| in which the stellar solution has
critical mass limited by dM/dρc < 0 condition. The values
above this threshold may virtually have no limiting critical

mass Mc. Note that this only relevant for η =−1 case.

EoS name |Q∞| Threshold Mc,max
MS1 0.048 2.837
SLy4 0.028 1.974
PAL6 0.060 1.480
MIT-Bag 0.121 2.170
CFL16 0.022 1.779
CFL5 0.023 2.525

to dM/dρc. This situation might depend not only on the EoS
stiffness but also on the overall mass-radius solution for each
case.

The critical mass could be tested using the ’mass gap,’ a
gap between the most massive NS and the least massive black
hole in the compact star population. In the above situation,
to enable the massive star prediction (e.g., M > 2.5M⊙) by
softer EoS would consequently remove the existence of the
’mass gap.’ Therefore, the maximum values of |Q∞| might
be constrained by the upper limit of observed NS mass dis-
tribution. The current upper limit is ∼ 2.6M⊙, assuming the
secondary component of GW190814 is a compact star. With
this value, even with this modified gravity, only stiff EoS with
Mcrit,GR ≳ 2.5M⊙ would be able to explain the gap. However,
this does not consider another constraint that might determine
the gap even with the nonexistent critical mass, such as the
stability of the matter structure or the stability of the scalar
field.

D. Stability issue of the scalar field

The behavior of the scalar field in neutron star solution de-
pends on the behavior of function F ′(r) and has been dis-
cussed briefly in Ref. [33]. The authors notice that imaginary
valued F ′(r) arise when the sign of η is negative. This fact, in
turn, may lead to classical and quantum instabilities, but these
authors have not yet identified whether this is true. Then, in
Ref. [42], the authors discuss this problem of negative η much
further. There, the authors state that their paper’s negative η

results cannot be trusted because of the possibility of quan-
tum instabilities. However, the result shows an increase in
the mass of the compact star, which is also what we obtained
and reported in this paper. Moreover, the authors also men-
tion that the mass increases as the central density increases
without any turning point when η is negative. Therefore, no
maximum mass is observed for the neutron star models they
investigate. Our results show a phenomenon similar to that
of both the neutron star and quark star models but not of the
white dwarf model. Furthermore, we also check the behavior
of the scalar field by plotting F ′(r)2 in Figs. 6 and 7 for white
dwarfs and MIT Bag stars, respectively. Both results are from
picking a single central pressure while we vary the values of
η and |Q∞|. The solid lines are negative η , and the dashed
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FIG. 6: The structure of F ′2 inside WD with Pc = 4×10−4

MeV fm−3 (around critical mass) for various |Q∞|. The
positive η cases are shown by dashed line, while negative η

shown by solid lines. Colors (except black) represents
different value of |Q∞|. Horizontal solid black line indicate

F ′2 = 0. All have a similar radius of about R ∼ 500 km

lines are positive η . Here, we focus only on the value of F(r)
if it is real or complex. As shown in Figs. 6 and 7, F(r) is
complex-valued for the majority of negative η except when
|Q∞|= 0.2. We can see this if we observe Eq. (10e) when we
use negative η :

F ′(rc)
2 =

(
− Pc

|η | +
2Q2(3Pc −ρc)

3(3Q2|η |+4κb2
c)

)
r2

c . (21)

The first term inside the bracket can be suppressed momentar-
ily because this is valid only when r ≃ rc, when Q2 is suffi-
ciently large, producing a larger |Q∞|. This is the reason why
F ′(r)2 > 0 if |Q∞| is large enough. Note that when η = +1,
we see a decrease in the maximum mass. This condition is
valid regardless of the equation of state that we use. More-
over, The scalar field function F ′ is real on all r.

Interestingly, no complete stellar solution is obtained when
|Q∞| is too large in η =+1. This is primarily caused by the in-
creasing pressure from the stellar center to its surface instead
of decreasing due to the positive pressure gradient. From Eqs.
(8a) and (8b), P′(r)> 0 means b′(r)< 0 which imply f (r)> 1
at some r. If we look at Eq. (8d) and look into the stellar cen-
ter, we have

f ′(rc) =
2bcrc (3Pc +ρc)

3Q2 |η |−bc (Pcr2
c +4κ)

> 0. (22)

Therefore, in these cases, f (rc) would increase from the one
outward to the center.

Besides the conditions of the scalar field solution, another
instability might arise from a hairy solution prone to Lapla-
cian instability [89]. This behavior may occur in the case of
compactness C = GM/R < 1/3 via even-parity perturbation
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FIG. 7: The structure of F ′2 inside MIT-Bag star with
Pc = 500 MeV fm−3 depicted with a legend similar to that in

Fig. 6. Note that the stars calculated here have significant
radius differences.

related to the scalar-field propagation along the angular direc-
tion at the surface. Therefore, in our case, this instability may
occur at almost all EoS solutions, except the massive part of
NS or QS (see C = 1/3 line on Fig. 3).

IV. CONCLUDING REMARK

The stellar structure solution of the non-minimal deriva-
tive coupling term of Hordenski’s gravity predicts the differ-
ent stellar mass and radius properties from general relativity.
We investigated the white dwarf, neutron star, and quark star
properties predicted by the theory in two cases, η = +1 and
η = −1. We assume a static, spherically symmetric configu-
ration of the star. We aim to see more closely the prediction
of the compact stars’ maximum mass among various equation
of states and to check their compatibility with the relevant ob-
servational data.

It has been noticed before that stellar masses and radii in
|Q∞| → 0 case are not reduced to GR in NS (although both
are close to GR). Similar behavior in both NS and QS EoSs is
found in this study. Interestingly, in the WD case, the stellar
properties (i.e., mass, radius, energy, and pressure structures)
coincide with GR at |Q∞| → 0. This result indicates that in the
|Q∞| → 0 case, the gravity tends to approach GR (or Newto-
nian) in low density, non-relativistic scale. It should be noted
that the relativistic and non-relativistic structure calculation
will give a slightly different value of critical mass.

Additionally, positive or negative η affects the change in
mass and radius of compact stars, with the magnitude depen-
dent on |Q∞|. Generally, the negative η tends to increase
the maximum mass of the compact stars, while the positive
η tends to decrease them. The larger |Q∞|, the stronger the
increase/decrease effect.
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In WD, the critical masses fall at approximately a simi-
lar radius in GR. This fact enables us to constrain the mini-
mum critical mass via massive WD pulsar data. This gives
|Q∞| ≲ 0.4 as the strong upper bound for η = −1. The max-
imum radius concerning the rotational stability from the ob-
served spin period of RX J0648.0-4418 also yields an upper
bound for the η = −1 case with |Q∞| ≲ 0.6. The measure-
ment uncertainties of ultracold WD also give a constraint at
lower mass, with |Q∞| ≲ 0.2 for both η = ±1 cases. Ad-
ditionally, we note that even though the large value of |Q∞|
enables the prediction of very massive WD (above the super-
Chandrasekhar mass of M ∼ 2.0M⊙), in the lower density, the
corresponding |Q∞| values are incompatible with the majority
of WD measurements. Therefore, the theory alone may not
be sufficient to explain the existence of super-Chandrasekhar
supernovae.

However, that is not the case for NS and QS EoSs, where
the mass-radius curves are more sensitive to |Q∞| at higher
density. For example, in the negative η case with a relatively
small value of |Q∞|, the high-density mass-radius of NS and
QS could significantly increase while retaining close to GR in
lower density. We can also set a threshold of |Q∞| where the
mass will always increase with the increase of central pressure
(i.e., dM/dρc is always positive). In this case, the maximum
turning point of mass (critical mass) as the upper bound does
not exist. The above threshold is located in the relatively low
value of |Q∞|, where in some cases of EoS, the critical mass
only exists below GR critical mass.

Despite the occurrence of numbers of instability in η =−1,
it is interesting to examine it from a phenomenological per-
spective. The above situation where dM/dρc is always posi-
tive is also found in degenerate higher-order scalar-tensor the-
ory (DHOST) [90] along with significant alteration at higher
density. On the other hand, critical mass could be tested by the
maximum NS mass measurement below the lower mass gap,
the mass between NS and blackhole. In the current knowl-
edge, it is generally assumed that GW190814 secondary star
mass is the highest NS mass. However, the existence of this
value of mass gap is still an ongoing debate (see discussions
on Refs. [91, 92] and recent report on Ref. [93]) and there-
fore need further measurements to construct mass population
around this gap. For example, the future generation of gravi-
tational wave detectors [94] would enable more sensitive de-
tection of binary coalescence events. In contrast, space-based
(e.g., [95, 96]) may detect binary systems at lower orbital fre-
quency, far before coalescence. These observations would
significantly increase the number of measured compact ob-
ject mass. The similar mass distribution could also measured

from x-ray binary [97]. If the above observation can provide
a clear mass gap with higher significance, the critical mass of
a compact star could be determined as the upper bound to rule
out the value of |Q∞|.
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Appendix A: Appendix

In this Appendix, we provide a mass-radius for a consider-
able value of |Q∞| compared to GR results and the interior-
exterior match condition of all objects considered in this work
to test the correctness of the calculations.
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