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Gravastar model in Krori-Barua metric under f(Q) gravity
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In this paper, we explore the characteristics of a gravastar in f(Q) gravity, which is upheld by
Krori-Barua (KB) metric. We have used Krori-Barua (KB) metric for the interior and shell regions of
the gravastar. We deduced our field equations by using Krori-Barua metric. In the outside regions of
the gravastar, we have taken two regular black hole metrics. Additionally, we have applied the Israel
junction condition to calculate the potential difference across the thin shell concerning different types
of regular black holes, such as Bardeen and Hayward. We have also discussed the physical properties
like proper length, entropy, energy, EoS and stability.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Gravastar is a promising alternative to conventional
black holes. Unlike black holes, gravastars do not suf-
fer from singularities, making them a safer and more
reliable option. Additionally, the Modified Symmetric
Teleparallel Equivalent of Gravity theory has shown re-
markable success in studying the universe and celes-
tial bodies, such as black holes and wormholes. These
developments demonstrate the potential for significant
breakthroughs in our understanding of the cosmos and
the fundamental laws of nature. The revolutionary con-
cept of gravitational vacuum condensate stars, popu-
larly known as gravastars, was first put forth by Mazur
and Mottola [1, 2] in the early 21st century as a highly vi-
able and advantageous substitute for conventional black
holes. Black holes are notable entities in general rela-
tivity because they precisely solve Einstein’s equations
and exhibit entropy, a feature rooted in quantum me-
chanics. Roger Penrose’s [3] work established that col-
lapses of a generic dast ball could still result in the
emergence of singularities within black holes. Observa-
tional data from Ghez [4] and Gillessen [5] further sup-
ported the existence of black holes or substantial com-
pact objects. Their pioneering efforts earned Penrose,
Ghez, and Gillessen the Nobel Prize in Physics in 2020.
Nonetheless, the notion that a massive star’s collapse
terminally leads to a black hole is fraught with several
issues, such as the exact nature of singularity and event
horizon, which are still unknown.
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The gravastar concept draws inspiration from phe-
nomena observed in condensed matter physics, partic-
ularly during phase transitions, where a system'’s be-
haviour changes drastically, for example, shifting from
ferromagnetic to paramagnetic states when approach-
ing a critical temperature (T ~ T.). This analogy ex-
tends to the behaviour of collapsing dust near the event
horizon of a black hole, where quantum mechanical
effects become significant, suggesting that such dust
might act like a quantum many-body system. Fur-
thermore, it’s well-established that bosonic particles can
form a Bose-Einstein condensate at extremely low tem-
peratures. Leveraging this understanding, Mazur and
Motalla proposed a novel explanation for dust collapse
that circumvents the severe issues associated with tra-
ditional black hole models. The application of Bose-
Einstein condensation in the astrophysical context has
already been studied in the context of the Neutron star
core and the formation of the Bose star. Several issues
related to this have been highlighted in the studies by
Panotopoulo [6].

It has been observed that for an object of similar radius
and mass as a black hole, the entropy can be represented
asS = %S BH, as highlighted in [7], where k represents
the equation of state (EoS) for the object. This particular
form of expressing entropy is distinctive to gravastars,
as it aligns with Hawking’s semi-classical approach to
black hole entropy on the surface level (where k = 1),
yet differs by being variable, unlike other non-singular
astrophysical entities.

The concept of modified symmetric teleparallel grav-
ity, also referred to as f(Q) gravity, was introduced by
Jimenez et al. [8]. This theory has been effectively ap-
plied in cosmology to account for the accelerated ex-
pansion of the universe in recent times [9, 10]. Addi-
tionally, numerous studies have analyzed observational
data within the framework of f(Q) gravity [11, 12]. This
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gravitational theory has also significantly contributed
to understanding the characteristics of various celestial
phenomena, including black holes [13] and wormholes
[14], among others. It's worth mentioning that the in-
vestigation into gravastars within the context of alter-
native gravitational theories is a well-established area
of research. Various works have explored gravastars in
different gravitational theories, such as f(R, T) gravity
[15,16], f(T) gravity [54], f(Q) gravity [18], and Rastall-
Rainbow gravity [19] to name a few. Ovgun et al., [20]
studied the charged thin-shell gravastars in noncommu-
tative geometry. One can also refer to [4, 21] for a de-
tailed study of astrophysical objects.

In this article, we have developed the model under
the f(Q) gravity framework using the Krori-Barua (KB)
metric. Numerous researchers have applied this ap-
proach to investigate various aspects of gravastars,
wormbholes, and strange stars within the frameworks of
general relativity and other gravitational theories, as ref-
erenced in studies [22-24]. The main characteristic of
this solution is that it is completely free of singularities.
A prominent aspect of this solution is its demonstra-
tion of a curvature singularity at its core, mirroring the
singularity expected at a black hole’s center, indicating
its potential to probe black hole dynamics. However,
it pertains to the vacuum surrounding the object. Fur-
thermore, the KB solution enables the computation of
gravitational redshift, which photons undergo as they
depart from the object. This aspect is pivotal in astro-
physics for assessing the mass and radius of dense celes-
tial bodies like neutron stars and black holes. In essence,
the KB solution emerges as a crucial instrument in as-
trophysics for delving into the actions of massive enti-
ties in space, providing a theoretical basis for examin-
ing black holes and comparable compact objects. It fa-
cilitates forecasts about their attributes, such as gravita-
tional redshifts. The KB metric’s value is attributed to its
analytical approach, simplicity, compliance with energy
conditions, versatility, and utility in comparative and
validation studies. We also note that we only take the
Krori-Barua metric as an interior region in the charged
fluid sphere.

The interior solution of a charged ball, which is
singularity-free, was first given by Krori and Barua [25].
Even though an outside solution for such a situation is
unique (By Brikhoff’s theorem) and given by Ressner-
Nordstrom solutions. The further properties of such
solutions, like their relation with charge and mass and
sufficient criteria for the singularity-free solution to ex-
ist, were studied by [26]. In this article, we have taken
Ressner-Nordstrom’s solution with Schwarzschild as

well as regular black hole backgrounds like Bardeen
and Hayward’s black hole backgrounds. For the inte-
rior, we have taken the Krori-Barua metric to mimic the
original motivation for the metric. So, with the outside
Ressner-Norstrom solution and Krori-Barua metric in
the interior and shell, we have given a full understand-
ing of the charged gravastar’s physical properties like
proper length, entropy, energy, EoS parameter and sta-
bility, etc. Also, we have given phenomenological pre-
dictions about the potential across this shell, which can
later be verified via the shadow of the gravastar via fu-
ture radio telescopes.

In this study, we focus on two varieties of regular black
holes to form the shell’s outer layer. This choice is
driven by the hypothesis that the singularity issue of
black holes can be addressed by adjusting specific met-
ric coefficients. The main motivation for taking regular
black hole outside layer is that the inspiration behind
the Bardeen black hole [27] stems from the possibility of
a singularity-free metric that fulfils both the conditions
of asymptotic flatness and the weak energy condition,
while also having a regular center. We’ve also analyzed
the situation when the exterior is given by the Hayward
black hole [28]. Hayward metric was inspired by how
masses around the Bardeen black hole might accumu-
late via a “Vaidya” like solution.

Gravastar consists of three parts: the core, a thin layer in
the middle, and the surrounding space. Each part has its
own set of boundaries, denoted by inner (r1) and outer
(rp) radii, where 1 < 1. The composition of these lay-
ers is as follows:

e The core region extends from the center up to 74
and behaves according to a specific rule, where
pressure is the negative of density, i.e.(p = —p).

* The middle thin layer stretches from r to rp, act-
ing as a bridge made of a very rigid fluid, where
pressure equals density (p = p).

e The outer space starts from r, onwards, with
no pressure, resembling the empty universe de-
scribed by Schwarzschild’s equations.

The essence of the present study can be summarized
as: In section II, we present the construction of f(Q)
gravity. In section III, we discuss Maxwell’s equation
in curved space-time. In section IV, we utilize the field
equation equations to analyze a spherically symmetric
spacetime, and by choosing the Krori-Barua metric po-
tential, we deduced our field equation. In section V, we
discuss the structure of charged gravastar. In section VI,
we address the boundary condition. In section VII, we



looked at the junction condition.In section VIII, we dis-
cussed the physical features of our model. In section IX,
we provide the conclusion of our analysis.

II. CONSTRUCTION OF f(Q) GRAVITY

In f(Q) gravity theory, the metric tensor g,, and con-
nection Fi}v are considered as independent variables in a
metric-affine space-time. The non-metricity of the con-
nection in this theory is determined by,

sz]u/ = Va8 = aagyv -1 ap v — r av&uA- 1)

Thus, in essence, the affine relationship can be made
up of the three separate parts given below:

r/\ wv = {/\ yv} + K)L nv + L)\ uv- (2)

The Levi-Civita connection and contortion are repre-

sented by the symbols {*,,} and K", respectively,
and are defined as follows:
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Where the antisymmetric portion of the affine con-
nection is denoted by T w and is defined as follows:
T = o1t [uv]- L v is the disformation described by
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Next, we define the non-metricity conjugate as fol-
lows:

1

1 1 ~
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4
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- 15 (uQuv), (6)
where the two independent traces of the non-
metricity tensor are Q, = Qu u and 9, = OH ap
Lastly, we define the non-metricity scalar as follows:

Q= _QMWP"‘P‘V. ()

3

f(Q) gravity is determined by the action [8] along La-
grange multipliers.

1
5= / V/—gd'x { Ef(Q) + Aa PR gy + A MV T
+Lm+ Le] . (8)

The determinant of the metric g,, is denoted by g,
while the arbitrary function of the non-metricity Q is
represented by f(Q). The Lagrange multipliers, matter
Lagrangian, and Lagrangian for the electromagnetic are
represented by A, Puwv .., and L., respectively.

By changing action (8) to the metric [29], the field
equation may be obtained.

== Ve (VP w) + g5

+ fo (PupQu® =220 PP), )
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where fo = dgf(Q) is the derivative of f(Q) with
regard to Q, and E,, is the energy-momentum tensor
of the electromagnetic field.The following defines the
energy-momentum tensor:

- 2 6(V—8Lm)

Ty = — = v (10)
It is observed that the energy-momentum tensor of

the electromagnetic field, E;,, may be located as [30].

1 1
Ew(EM) = .~ | ~FiFg + JFpcFlgu| . (1)

Now, by changing equation (8) in relation to the con-
nection we find,

Vp,\“vup+/\,xﬂvz ,/7ngP"‘W+HaW, (12)

where the hyper momentum tensor density, H, #", is de-
fined as follows [29]:

—16(Lm + Le)

H W =
“ 2 oTvy,

(13)

Equation (12) can be reduced using the anti-symmetry
property of y and v in the Lagrangian multiplier coeffi-
cients.

Vi (VogfoP o+ Hot) =0, (14)



Assuming </, /v H*Y = 0. The above equation be-
comes [8].,

Vu Vv (\/jngPch> =0. (15)

The affine connection takes on the following form when
there is no curvature or torsion.

ox*
T, = (aeA) 9,0y 0™ (16)
In this instance, I'* ;; = 0 can be achieved by select-
ing a unique set of coordinates, known as the coincident
gauge. Non-metricity so reduces to,

Qupv = 9uuv- 17)

As a result, the computation is much simplified be-
cause only the metric variable is necessary. With the
exception of STGR [31], the action is no longer diffeo-
morphism invariant. The covariant formulation of f(Q)
gravity can be used to get around the problem. As
the affine connection in equation (16) is only inertial,
one way to use the covariant formulation is to first find
the affine connection without gravity [32]. But as this
study shows, the coincident gauge’s off-diagonal field
equations component would place severe restrictions on
f(Q) gravity, yielding nontrivial functional forms for

f(Q).

III. MAXWELL'S EQUATION IN CURVED SPACE TIME

The four Maxwell equations can all be written as,

aPyV
o = Holy as)

aFP‘V + aFvA + aF)‘ﬂ
dx) dxy dxy

= 0. (19)

Lagrangian density is defined as follows for a free
electromagnetic field:

1
= — — HV
Lem 167_[1: Fyuy, (20
with
Fow=Avu—Apy. (21)

We observe that the Euler-Lagrange equation yields
Maxwell’s equation if we modify the Lagrangian to A;.

Thus, we can obtain the energy-momentum tensor of
the aforementioned Lagrangian by changing it with re-
spect to the metric,

oLy,

EI/“/ = 2@

- Acmgyv- (22)
Inserting the EM Lagrangian density, we so obtain,
Ew(EM) = yp —FiF¢+ 1F,7§F Suv

We observe that J* is zero for an isolated static charge.
We also observe that because we are using spherical po-
lar coordinates, the radial potential is the only compo-
nent of interest for the field strength of a static charge.

Ag=¢ #0, Ap =A3=A1=0.

Thus, only Fyi, Fig will be nonzero among all the com-
ponents of Fyy.
Thus, the electromagnetic field strength tensor can be
written as follows:

0-100
1000

F:

W= 0 0 00
0000

Using Maxwell’s equation, we obtain:

3F,
axv = ‘uO]H = O/
= (8%8" Fo1y/~8)1 =0, 23)

= (§"%"¢\/—g)1=0,

_ A
= e 2V¢,11’2 = Q = constant.

Consequently, the electromagnetic field’s energy-
momentum tensor is expressed as follows:

1
H_ i -1 —
EV - Sn.dlag( 74 )(11 1/ 1/ 1) (24)

It should be noted that to obtain the graph, we utilize Q

as a dimensionless parameter in this case. Nevertheless,
Q*G

47egct

provides the dimension expression for Q.



IV. f(Q) GRAVITY WITH SPHERICAL SYMMETRY
AND CHOICE OF THE METRIC POTENTIAL

We will now analyze the spherically symmetric con-
figurations. In spherical coordinates, the metric adheres
to the conventional format.

ds? = —eAd? + PO ar? 4 12 (d6% + sin® 0dg?). (25)
J

Moreover, the non-metricity scalar Q is

Qr) = 27 (A' + 1) . (26)

In f(Q) gravity, the Einstein-Maxwell field equation is
provided by,

2 B 1
S e 00— fo| Ot (A 4 B+ | = ptanE? @)
1
L+fo(Q+5)=p-2me? ©8)
Sl A | L e (A (ALY (a_p) || = 2
F—e P+ T faeQ + fo|5 —e P G (G5 | (A =B) || =pionE? (29)
and

cotf

—foo Q' =0. (30)
/
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Therefore, the invariant energy is, f(Q) =aQ+0, (34)
1 ) B with 2 and b being constants. We note that ata = —1
E(r) = 2 /47”’ o(r)ezdr. (32)  and b = 0, it reduces to Einstein’s GR.

The matter density, isotropic pressure, and electric
field of a charged fluid sphere are indicated by the terms
p, p, and E(r), respectively. Additionally, the thin shell’s
surface energy density is shown by o(r). Differentiation
to the radial coordinate, 7, is shown by the prime nota-
tion.

We select the coefficients of g and g for our current
model as,

B(r) _ eszl oA — evr2+zl (33)

where X,Y and Z are unknown constants whose value
can be obtained using matching conditions. And they
fulfil the Einstein-Maxwell equations, representing a
charged spherical body composed of a perfect fluid.

The field equation (30) requires off-diagonal terms to
be satisfied. Therefore, we can only consider f(Q) in the
following form:

Now using (33) and (34) in equations (27)-(29) we ob-
tained the following equations.

g — r% X, <2X — :2)1 =p+2mE%,  (35)
1
—g + :12 A la <2Y + 1’2> = p, —2mE%,  (36)

b 4o X1 [a (X —2Y+Y(X - Y)rz)] = p +27E2.

2
(37)
By solving the above equations, we obtained
. b a 7X}’2 1 X Y 2
P——E—ﬁ‘f‘ﬂe |:2Y+27.2—2—2(X—Y)7’ ,
(38)
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V. STRUCTURE OF CHARGED GRAVASTAR

In this section, we examine three different regions of
the gravastar in the presence of an electromagnetic field.

(A). Interior region = p = —p,
(B). Thinshell = p=p,

(C). Exterior region = p = 0.

A. Interior region

The basic cosmic EoS p = wp, where w is the EoS
parameter that takes a variable value for different re-

J

M(r) = ln 8br° +

9\/7a (2x2 +XY - Y2) erf (\/Yr)

12 X5/2

B. Shell

Here, we consider a stiff perfect fluid that satisfies the
EoS

p=p (45)

to be contained in the thin shell. This EoS is a spe-
cial case of a barotropic EoS with w = 1 and p = wp.
Barotropic fluids are ones in which p = p(p), or the pres-
sure and density alone rely on each other. Although they
are seen as improbable, their simplicity provides the
pedagogical benefit of demonstrating the variety of ap-
proaches used to address different systems and “phys-
ically” fascinating issues. In this context, we note that

gions, is followed by the three distinct zones in the fun-
damental model provided by Mazur and Motola [1, 2].
Here, we assume the presence of an intriguing gravita-
tional source in the interior region. Despite the potential
that they are both only different representations of the
same thing, dark matter and dark energy are typically
thought to be distinct phenomena. We are interested in
examining the EoS to characterize the dark sector in the
interior region, which is provided by

p=—p (41)

Using (41) in equations (38) and (39) we obtain

ae X" (Y + X) = 0. (42)

Again, by using the above equation, we obtain an ex-
pression for the charge as

(43)

1 a a 2 (1
2 _ a4 _xr _ py2.,2
E- = p [4# 46 <r2 + X —2X*r >

The active gravitational mass M(r) can be obtained as
the following formula,

1
-2 <6are_X’2 (XZ (—8e’“2 +2Y2 + 14) +4X32 —3y?

rxy (3_mz))>] -

(

Zel’dovich [33] initially introduced the idea of this kind
of fluid in connection with a cold baryonic universe, de-
scribing it as a stiff fluid. Staelens et al. [34] investigated
the spherical collapse of an over-density of a barotropic
fluid with a linear equation of state in a cosmic back-
drop. Several astrophysics and cosmology researchers
have already employed the stiff fluid model [35-39].
It can be observed that the field equations in the non-
vacuum region or the shell are quite difficult to solve.
Nonetheless, an analytical solution was obtained within
the thin shell limit’s parameters, i.e.,, 0 < e B << 1.
We can contend that, as proposed by Israel [40], the in-
ner region between the two space-times must consist of
a thin shell. Furthermore, any parameter that is a func-



tion of r can be regarded as << 1 as r — 0 in general.
The approximation of this kind results in the following
reduction of our field: Eq.(27)-Eq. (29) to:

f_ e P 1] _ 2
5 fo |Q+ . B+72 =p+27E5,  (46)
1
—g + fo (Q+ r2) = p, — 2nE?, (47)
Q _z(-AB B
‘Jz(”QL_eB( )| =P 2mEn

(48)
By utilizing equations (46) and (47) in equations (45)
through (38) and (39), we obtain the metric potential.

e B) = X _ c1, (49)

where c; is integration constant.

C. Exterior region
1.  Reissner-Nordstrom (R-N) metric

Itis assumed that the exterior of the charged gravastar
obeys the EoS p = 0, demonstrating complete vacuum
sealing of the shell. The external region is described by
the Reissner-Nordstrom (R-N) line element given by

r

2 2
PN (U= PR
r T (1_&_’_(27)
72

+sin? 0d¢?).  (50)

Where M and Q represent the mass and charge of the
gravatar.

2. Regular black holes

As for the exterior geometry, we select two different
regular BHs.

ds? = —F(r)dt2 + F(r)*ldrz + 12d6* + 1 sin? 6d4>2.

(61)
e F(r) represents Bardeen black holes if, F(r) = 1 —
2Mr2 Q? _
(72+ez)% &

e F(r) represent Hayward black holes if, F(r) =1 —

2Mr? + Q?
r34+2MI2 r2

+1r2(d6?

VI. BOUNDARY CONDITION

In this part, we match our internal spacetime to the
external spacetime to fix the constants X, Y, and Z.

A series of relations is obtained between the inner and
exterior regions of the boundary surface r = R, based on

the continuity of the metric coefficients g, grr, and %.

A. Reissner-Nordstrom metric

ML O ez (52)
R ' R2
2M 2
1-— ? + % = €7XR2, (53)
2
% _ % = YReYR*+Z, (54)

The values of constants X, Y, and Z in terms of total
mass M, radius R, and charge Q are found using equa-
tions (52)-(54). When the aforementioned set of equa-
tions is solved, we obtain

1 2M  Q?

-1
1 2M  Q? M Q?
YRZ<1 R+Rz> <R rz) ©9
2 M_Q
zzln<1—2M+Q>—RR22. (57)
1

B. Bardeen black holes

(R2+¢2)2 R '
2 2

(R2 + ¢2)2 R

6MR®>  4MR = 2Q°
(€2+R2)5/2 (€2+R2)3/2 R3

= YReYR*HZ_ (60)



The result of solving the aforementioned system of
equations is

_ 2 2
X= 1 1—LRpL% . (6))
(R2+e2)2 R
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Y RS T (€2+R2)5/2

, (62)
4
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C. Hayward black holes
_ 2MR? Qj _ LYR*1Z (64)
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The result of solving the aforementioned system of
equations is

1 2MR? Q?
X=—SIn|1l- o+ = 7
RZ“( R3+2M12+R2>' (67)
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VII. JUNCTION CONDITION

The initial research on the Junction condition was car-
ried out by Sen [41]. The drawbacks and potential im-
provements of Den’s technique were then discussed by
Lanczos [42]. Despite being a little intricate, Darmois
was the first to pinpoint the exact junction condition
[43]. For the sake of this work, we follow the simpler
and more fundamentally based advice made by Israel
[44, 45].

Since, as was previously noted, the condition along
the boundary must match two separate metrics across
the narrow shell, we derive the solutions using the Is-
rael junction condition. We use the junction condition in
general because the metric along hypersurfaces needs to
be differentiable and continuous. As a result, we also
verify the results of the boundary condition by look-
ing at the Riemann curvature tensor and the Christoffel
symbol because, in the thin shell, we need to use the dis-
continuity across the junction to find the potential across
the thin shell.

Moreover, we note that )~ would represent the three-
manifold, or thin shell; " would represent it outside,
and 9~ would represent it within. Consequently, 9 U
Y U?~ would equal the whole space-time. We can also
concentrate on the surface energy density ¢ and surface
pressure p.

Here are the internal solutions we have.

ds* = —e?dt* + eBdr? 4 r*(d6* + sin® 0d¢?).

To find the external solutions, we use the format’s
spherically symmetric solution.

ds? = —F(r)dt* + F(r) " 'dr* 4 r*(d6* + sin® 0d¢?). (70)

Here, we observe that the outer metric of a static
spherically symmetric gravastar is always the Reissner-
Nordstrom metric due to Birkhoff’s theorem. Notably,
the space-like component in both scenarios exhibits
spherical symmetry, and the FLRW metric may be ob-
tained on the boundary.

ds?> = —d7® + a(t)dQ>. (71)

Using the formula for the first junction condition now,

9%xV ax! 9x™
+ + 1
Kij =y (a([)iagbj Iﬂkm a(Pi a¢j > ’ (72)



where the intrinsic coordinate in the shell region is de-
noted by ¢, and the two-sided unit normal to the surface
is represented by n.

-1/2 of
oxV’

m Of 9f

dx! 9x™

nt =+ (73)

where 1 is a unit time-like 4-vector that satisfies the
equation n7n, = 1. We must use the Lanczos equa-
tion to determine the surface tension and pressure for
the thin shell to stay stable.

Sii !

i = _%(kij — 51']'](77). (74)

Here i,j = 0,2,3. Since r is constant at the shell, Sij =
diag(—g, p) expresses the surface energy tensor. Thus,
the following equations can be used to determine the
surface energy density ¢ and pressure p at the junction
surface r = a:

c= - [v7]", 75)

and

g, 1 0Yf
p—2+16n[ﬁ]. (76)

The aforementioned formulas can be used to derive
the expressions for the previously stated quantities. By
observing that the energy-momentum has a conserva-
tion relation, we may compute the potential V(r) as
[46, 47]

d d
(o) =pE =0, 77)

where ¢ = 47ma®. Using the conservation equation

above, one can determine

¢ = —%(gﬂ?)- (78)
|

9

Observing that the final equation takes the form a® +
V(a), we may obtain, using the prescription from [48].

_ (f@) —F(a)?

2,22
612222 —4a“mteg”. (79)

1. Reissner-Nordstrom metric

—ﬂ+ +1) 1

+ 1Y
(81)
2. Bardeen black holes
-1 2a?M Q?
6= R T 32 + vl +1
a (32 + 62) a
22
®Z
2MR2 2 :
- | = Q +1 —c |, (82

_2a2M Q | __2MR? Q2
\/ 4(32+82)3/*2+ +1 ( 4(324-122)3/2

P= 8rma
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a2
2 aMR? | Q% ® 1 aMR? | Q% 202 4aM 6a3
al — og| — = —
<32+R2)3/2 RZ ()2+R2)3/2 RZ . 23 (a2+82)3/2 (32+ez)5/2
a2 222 M 2
A - (azfez)yz Tt
R2| —| ——2M stz —c1
(£2+R2)
+ 83
lém (83)
3. Hayward black holes
a2
-1 Q2 2a2M 1 2MR? N Q2 1 R? .
= — _—— — _— —_— — (]
47a a2 a’+2I’M 2PM+R3  R? ’
(84)
J
a2
Q? 2a2M 2MR? Q? Rz
z dem T\ TEme TR L) —a
F= 8ma
2 02 léiz 2 02 4a, 202 + 6a*M
2MR 2MR - -5
2 (7 2a2M+R3 +ﬁ+1> log <7 2a2M+R3 +*2+1> " S+22M 2 (a3+22m)
£ 22 M Q2
2MR2 2 R2 “samep Tl
R? _(_2a2M+R3 +%+1> —1 Mt
+ 85
lém (85)
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Figure 2. Variation of surface pressure inside the thin shell in
R-N metric.

Figure 1. Variation of surface energy density inside the thin

shell in R-N metric.
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Figure 8. Potential for shell outside Bardeen black hole.
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VIII. PHYSICAL FEATURES OF THE MODEL
The equation of state, the proper length, the entropy,
stability, and the energy levels inside the shell’s region
are some of the physical properties of the constructed
model, and they will be covered in this section. Because
the constructed geometry of the gravastar matches two
distinct space-times, the stiff matter fluid moves along
these space-times through the gravastar’s shell region.
It will also study the effects of the electromagnetic field
on various physical properties of the charged gravastar

in the f(Q) gravity.

A. Properlength

(86) is somewhat difficult. Thus, let us choose
ﬁ to solve the preceding integral. Thus, we obtain,

12

Wheref(r) = \/Cl — (7%+%+1)ﬁ

Currently, evaluating the integral given in equation
f(r) _
dr

1= f(d+e) - F(d). (87)

After extending f(d + €) in the Taylor series around

| “d’, we obtain from equation (87), maintaining the linear

order of €.

€ .88
2
, 2
\/—cl— (—%4—%—0—1)[{2

Because of €’s extremely small value, the higher-order
terms of the exponential can be ignored. The proper
length variation for the thin shell radius is shown in

_ df(r)
l=¢ .

Fig.(10).

1.2}
10}
0.8}
~ 0.6
0.4} ’,/’/ Q=0.5
= e Q=1
021 Q=15
0.0
0 1 2 3 4 5
€

The shell lies between the point where two space-
times converge, as per the theories of Mazur and Mot-

tola [1, 2]. The shell’s length varies from the phase bor-
der v, = d + € between the outside space-time and the

intermediate thin shell to the phase barrier r; = d be-
tween the inner area and the intermediate thin shell. Be-
tween the interface boundaries, the appropriate thick-

ness of the shell is

[ = /;Jre VeBdr

d+e 1
/ —_—dr
d o\ —e X — ¢

d+e 1
J
—C1 — (—% +

d+e 1
; mdr.

dr (86)

2

T
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Figure 10. Variation of proper length inside the thin shell

B. Entropy

The stable configuration for a single condensate area
is found in the innermost region of the gravastar, which
has zero entropy density. The formula can be utilized to
calculate entropy on the intermediate thin shell, as per

the findings of Mazur and Mottola [1, 2].

(89)

d+e
S= /d 4rtr?s(r)V eB0)dr.

The equation of state, p = p = %, gives the entropy
of the thin shell. For dimensional reasons, G has been



included; therefore, k? is a dimensionless constant. The
local specific entropy density of a relativistic fluid with
zero chemical potential is sT = p + p, according to the
standard thermodynamic Gibbs relation.

KRK2T(r) kKg [ p \?
= = () - o

Geometrical units G = 1 have been considered in this
work. Now equation (89) becomes

13

d+e 3
S = / 472k <KB> <P> ’ VeB(dy
d 27

h
d+e
:/d 2V27tr’k (I;B> peB(dr. (91)

The above equation can be written as

S = 2v2mr?k <I;B> N, (92)
where
d+e
N = /d D(r)dr, (93)

2

72 72
_ 2 2\ rR2 _ 2,2 _ 2 2\ R2
c1+< 2MR+Q2 1R )R A 2Mri Q2 7C17< 2MR+Q2 1R )R e 2
R r r3<—2MR+Q2+R2> R 10g<72MR+Q2+R2>
- Rz
+

R

\/72M1‘+Q2+1‘2 R2
I rz >
2 (Cﬁ ( 72MRI§2(22+R2 ) FZ)
227 G
According to equation (93), evaluating the integral is
currently quite challenging. Assuming F(r) to be the e
primitive of D(r), we can compute the integral men- N = [F(r)];™ = F(d+¢) — F(d). (95)

tioned above. Following that, equation (93) becomes:
after using the integral calculus fundamental theorem.

After retaining the linear order of € from equation (95)
and expanding F(d + €) in the Taylor series around ‘d’,
we find, from (92), that

—2MR+Q2+R2

[T

N

2
(Cl+ ( *ZMR;éQZJrRz) R2 ) [r (1 / *ZMrJrr2Q2+72 J 7C1—(

R
R2

2
~1|+M 12
3( —2MR+Q2+R2 \ R | [ —2MR+Q2+R2
r RZ 0g R2

\/72M1’+Q2+r2
I

+ 2

kKgre

N 2
I~
—2MR+Q2+R2 \ R2
R2

Thus, the entropy expression for our proposed model
was successfully obtained. The entropy change with re-
spect to the thin shell radius is shown in the left plot of
Fig.(11).

h

(96)

(

C. Energy

The shell’s energy can be computed using the for-
mula.
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Figure 11. Variation of entropy with respect to thickness (left plot) and variation of energy inside the thin shell (right plot)
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X
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97)

This shows a clear correlation between the energy and
shell thickness. For various values of a, the nature of

energy inside the thin shell is seen in the right plot of

Fig. (11).

D. The EoS parameter

stated as [49]

E. Stability

R2

2(aM—Q?)

_ 2 2
Za( 2MR+Q%+R

a
R2 2 2
> log ( “2MR-Q24R

2

R2

)

R

2 2 a2

3 [ a*—2aM+Q a

a —s _ 2 R2 2
\/ 2 o ( sz+2Q +R )R o

a2
a2—2aM+Q? —2MR+Q?+R?\ R?
a2\ U R —a

The equation of state’s state parameter, w, can be

(98)

(

and (81), We note that for a general fluid, the speed of
“sound” (or the perturbation of wave through that dis-

As we have calculated the pressure (p) and energy
density (g) for the thin-shell from the equations (80)
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Figure 12. Variation of EoS with respect to a.

torted media) can be given as:

p/
n= o (99)

Here, we can evaluate the expression at r = a to get the
speed of sound in the thin-shell. It was first proposed
by Poisson and Visser [50] that from causality reasons,
it could be expected that the speed of sound should not
exceed the speed of light (here ¢ = 1 in natural unit). So
one can expect from the causality condition that the 7
would satisfy 0 <75 < 1.

As we can see from Fig-13, 0 < 5 < 1 gives a bound
on the thickness of the shell (a) for various values of
Q. Here, we have plotted the three different Q (i.e.
Q = 5,7,9), and the plot shows for each case the al-
lowed thickness (a) for each value of Q.

The stability of analysis of gravastar via bound on the
speed of sound has been explored in literature quite in-
tensively. For example, Lobo [51] has used this stability
tool to give a bound for a wormhole in the presence of a
cosmological constant. Other works like [16, 19, 30] also
study the stability of charged gravastar.

However, as mentioned in [50], analysing this stability
via the speed of sound has its own limitations. For ex-
ample, near w = 1 (stiff matter region), one can not con-
fidently say that the equation (99) does actually give the
speed of sound. The reason for this is that we do not
have a full understanding of the microscopic degrees of
freedom of the stiff matter so the speed of sound expres-
sion via ordinary fluid argument might not hold.

Even though it does not offer sufficient conditions, the
stability condition provided a necessary condition for
the stability of the thin shell around the gravastar.
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IX. CONCLUSION

In this study, we’ve developed a solution
for gravastars within the framework of f(Q)
gravity, utilizing Krori-Barua metric potential
(B(r) = Xr?,A(r) = Yr?+ Z) as the matter con-
tent. Since it is well known that KB metric produces
a singularity-free model. First, we'll briefly explain
why gravastars or regular astrophysical objects are
considered valuable substitutes for black holes. In our
conversations, we’ve explored the reasoning behind the
gravastar theory. Specifically, we examined how, by
including quantum effects during the process of gravi-
tational collapse, it’s conceivable that remaining scalar
fields might undergo a Bose-Einstein condensation.
This process could result in the formation of a “dark
star” core, exhibiting characteristics similar to those of
dark energy. Additionally, this scenario would produce
a surrounding layer of rigid matter (with w = 1), which
plays a role in the overall entropy. In this article, we
have taken Krori-Barua metric in the interior and shell
regions of the gravastar. We’ve initiated our exploration
of gravastar by delving into its three distinct regions:
the interior, characterized by an equation of state (EoS)
of -1; the shell, which has an EoS of 1; and the exterior
region, which is described by the Reissner-Nordstrom
metric due to the presence of a non-zero charge. It’s
also important to highlight that our analysis extends
beyond just the Reissner-Nordstrom metrics. We
have incorporated external metrics, such as Bardeen
and Hayward metrics, into our study. In this article,
we have taken Krori-Barua metric as the core of the
gravastar model, and we have taken it in both interior
and shell regions, so in section VI, we match our
internal spacetime to the outer spacetime to finding the



value of constants X,Y and Z. In this section, we have
obtained a series of relations of the boundary surface
r = R, based on the continuity of the metric coefficient
Qtt, §rr and % in R-N metric, Bardeen black hole and
Hayward black hole. In section VII, we applied the
Israel junction criteria to the thin shell, ignoring its
thickness. Subsequently, we determined the energy
density and pressure associated with the thin shell for
three distinct metrics. These findings are illustrated in
Figures (1),(2),(3),(4),(5) and (6), respectively.We have
also discussed an analysis to determine the potential
across the thin shell using the Israel junction conditions.
Our approach involved the application of four distinct
types of metrics to explore the practical consequences
of our investigation. In Figures (7), (8) and (9), we have
given a graphical representation of the potential across
the shell; it was noted that each exhibited a minimum
point, indicating the condition necessary for a circular
orbit. This method of expressing the potential has pro-
vided us with a mechanism to evaluate the gravastar
model by examining the motion of a point-like particle
in its vicinity.

In section VIII, to explore the characteristics of gravas-
tars, we adopted the conventional techniques intro-
duced by Mazur [2], providing a comprehensive insight
into gravastar properties. In fig-(10), the variation of
proper length (I) with respect to thickness (€) has
shown, which shows that it is monotonically increasing
as it is expected. In fig-(11), the left side plot shows the
entropy vs thickness, and the right side plot shows the
energy variation inside the thin shell. Fig-(12) shows
the variation of the equation of state parameter with
respect to a (from junction condition). Based on Fig-(13),
we observe that the condition 0 < # < 1 establishes a
limit on the thickness parameter (a) across a range of

16

Q values. This figure includes plots for three specific Q
values: 5,7, and 9. Each plot illustrates the permissible
thickness (a) corresponding to each Q value. We hope
that our phenomenological study, like the stability
vs thickness relation, will be tested via future radio
telescopes.

In the future, one might be interested in exploring
more general forms of f(Q) gravity to study these
types of gravastar solutions. We would also like to
note that there are other forms of modified gravity like
f(R) [52],f(G) [53], and f(T) [54], which have been
studied extensively in both the cosmological and the
astrophysical contexts. It would be of interest whether
these modified gravities give the same thickness vs
stability relations as of f(Q) gravity or they differ
significantly; in case they do, it would be worth finding
out the reason they differ.
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