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Recently, theoretical studies on the bumblebee gravity model, a nonminimally-coupled vector-
tensor theory that violates the Lorentz symmetry, have flourished, with a simultaneous increase in
the utilization of observations to impose constraints. The static spherical solutions of neutron stars
(NSs) in the bumblebee theory are calculated comprehensively in this work. These solutions with
different coupling constants reveal a rich theoretical landscape for NSs, including vectorized NSs
and NSs with finite radii but divergent masses. With these solutions, preliminary constraints on the
asymptotic vector field values are obtained through restrictions on the stellar radius.

I. INTRODUCTION

Compact stars, generating extremely strong gravi-
tational field, are among the few environments where
strong-field tests of gravity can be conducted [1–8].
Mergering compact star binaries that emit strong gravi-
tational waves (GWs) have enhanced our understanding
of dense matter and strong-field gravity [1, 9, 10]. The
study of gravitational astrophysics has entered a more
precise multi-messenger era, following the observations of
GW170817 and GRB170817A [11–14]. Studying neutron
stars (NSs) in modified gravity theories has a long his-
tory. In early studies of NSs in scalar-tensor theories [15],
it was found that a NS could acquire a scalar charge,
leading to nonperturbative effects within the star. These
energetically favored scalarized NSs can spontaneously
transform from their corresponding counterparts in gen-
eral relativity (GR) through a phase transition triggered
by tachyonic instability [16, 17], and stabilize due to non-
linear effects ultimately [18]. This process, called “spon-
taneous scalarization”, has been widely investigated in
many generalized scalar-tensor theories [19–28]. In addi-
tion, the scalarized objects have garnered significant at-
tention because the weak-field regions as the asymptotic
part of their spacetimes do not violate current observa-
tions within the Solar System [29].

In the past decade, there has been growing interest
in studying the structure of NSs within the framework
of theories of gravity that include an additional vector
field. A relatively simple theory with an extra vector
field where the NS structure was obtained is the Einstein-
æther theory [30, 31]. In this theory, a dynamical unit
timelike vector field is coupled to gravity, thereby any
solution of the vector field defines the 4-velocity of a local
“preferred” frame at each spacetime point, breaking the
local Lorentz symmetry. The maximal mass of a NS in
the Einstein-æther theory is smaller compared to what
is predicted by GR [32]. The discovery of a massive NS
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would constrain parameters in the theory or even rule
out this kind of vector æther field.
However, general vector-tensor theories do not require

a fixed magnitude for the vector field. For example, there
are two simplest nonminimal couplings,

ηAµAµR, ζAµAνRµν , (1)

where Aµ is a vector field, in the Lagrangian of Hellings-
Nordtvedt (HN) theory [33]. The static spherical NS
solutions for the first type of coupling were calculated
by Annulli et al. [34], and vectorized NS solutions were
found within a centain range of η. However, such vec-
torized spherical stars must arise out of nonlinear ef-
fects (such as selected initial conditions) rather than
from a linear mechanism originating from spherical GR
stars. Additionally, some studies (see e.g. Refs. [35, 36])
pointed out that many theories of gravity involving non-
minimally coupled vector fields face a challenge where
triggers of spontaneous vectorization through tachyonic
instability may also lead to ghost instability. Gradient in-
stabilities, similar to the ghost instability, have also been
found in black hole (BH) solutions in the bumblebee the-
ory recently [37].
The Standard Model Extension (SME) is an effec-

tive field theory that describes various Lorentz symme-
try breaking effects [38–40]. The bumblebee model can
be treated as a concrete example of the minimal gravita-
tional SME, and its action is [40, 41]

S =

∫
d4x

√−g

(
R

2κ
+

ξ

2κ
BµBνRµν − 1

4
BµνBµν − V (·)

)
+Sm, (2)

where g is the determinant of the metric gµν , the constant
κ ≡ 8πG with G being the gravitational constant, and
Sm represents the action for matter fields. Here, Bµ is the
bumblebee field, and the field strength tensor is Bµν =
∂µBν − ∂νBµ, similar to the electromagnetic field.
Unlike the HN theory, the bumblebee theory features

a self-interaction potential,

V = V (BλBλ ∓ b2). (3)
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For a stable vacuum of spacetime, we require that the
potential V is minimized at Bµ = bµ and bµbµ = ±b2.
Thus, the Lorentz symmetry is spontaneously violated as
the bumblebee field has a nonzero vacuum value ⟨Bµ⟩ =
bµ with preferred spacetime directions.

There are two disparate approaches to solve the struc-
ture of astrophysical objects in the bumblebee theory of
gravity in literature. One is to treat b2 as a parameter
in Eq. (3) and solve for the dynamic field Bµ, where b2

is usually set to be a constant to create a background
with uniform magnitude [40, 41]. Páramos and Guiomar
[42] considered this scenario with a harmonic oscillator
potential

V =
k

2

(
BλBλ ∓ b2

)2
, k ̸= 0 , (4)

where the time component of the vector field is set to
zero (Bt = 0) for simplicity. The other one is considering
that the potential V is supposed to be minimized at the
vacuum expectation value of the bumblebee field. One
then has

dV

d(BλBλ)

∣∣∣∣
Bµ=bµ

= 0. (5)

For the potential (4), the condition (5) gives bλbλ = b2,
which is not guaranteed to be a constant. Different as-
sumptions about bµ lead to diverse configurations of the
vacuum background solution. Typically, the constant-
magnitude [43] and divergence-free [44] conditions are
applied.

We consider the latter approach in this work to solve
the static spherical NS solutions in the bumblebee theory.
Moreover, instead of imposing an artificial assumption on
bµ, we treat the vacuum background as a specific solution
of the theory, and bµ, therefore, satisfies the equation of
motion for Bµ. In other words, we are actually solving
a type of dynamical background vector field bµ. In this
scenario, a series of studies on bumblebee BH solutions
have recently been conducted [37, 45–49]. Without con-
sidering perturbations of the NSs, the stellar structure
under this assumption is identical to that obtained in
the HN theory when only the second type of nonminimal

coupling in Eq. (1), i.e. ζAµAνRµν , is considered. This
is because, in the field equations, the potential and its
first derivative terms are both zero for the background
solution, and the equation of bµ is indistinguishable from
the equation of Aµ. Hence, our results are complemen-
tary to Annulli et al. [34], in which the authors solved the
NS structure in the HN theory with the other coupling
in Eq. (1), i.e. ηAµAµR.

The paper is organized as follows. We start with set-
ting up the equations and classification of solutions in
Sec. IIA, and a preliminary analysis of solutions is shown
in Sec. II B. Section III introduces the numerical method
that we apply to solve field equations, and discusses the
parameter space for physical NS solutions. The numer-
ical results for all possible coupling constant ξ are dis-
played in Sec. IV. Finally, we summarize our findings
and give a brief outlook for the directions worthy of fur-
ther study in Sec. V. The appendices list equations and
figures to supplement the main text.

We use (−,+,+,+) as the sign convention for the met-
ric and assume c = 1 throughout the paper. We also ap-
ply the unit such that κ = 8πG = 1 to avoid the repeated
appearance in Sec. III, as well as in Appendices C and
D. For quantities commonly encountered in astrophysics,
we express them in more easily understandable units.

II. EQUATIONS FOR STATIC SPHERICAL
SOLUTIONS

The action (2) for the bumblebee gravity model yields
the field equations for the tensor field and the vector
field [40, 41, 45]

Eµν ≡ Gµν − κ
(
Tm
µν + T vec

µν + T ξ
µν

)
= 0, (6)

E µ ≡ ∇νB
µν − ξ

κ
RµνBν + 2Bµ dV

d(BλBλ)
= 0, (7)

where Tm
µν is the energy-momentum tensor for conven-

tional matter, while the contributions from the massive
vector field and from nonminimal coupling between grav-
ity and the bumblebee field are

T vec
µν = gαβBµαBνβ − gµν

(
1

4
BαβBαβ + V

)
+ 2BµBν

dV

d(BλBλ)
, (8)

T ξ
µν =

ξ

2κ

[
gµν(Rαβ −∇α∇β)B

αBβ + 2∇α∇(µ(Bν)B
α)− 4BαB(µRν)α −□(BµBν)

]
. (9)

A. Two classes of solutions

For static and spherical solutions, we use the metric
ansatz

ds2 = −e2νdt2 + e2µdr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2), (10)

where µ and ν are functions of the radial coordinate
r. Further, we assume vanishing polar and azimuthal
components of the bumblebee field, written as bµ =
(bt, br, 0, 0). From now on, the bumblebee fields refer
to those vacuum background configurations denoted as
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bµ. Then, the field strength tensor, defined as bµν =
∂µbν − ∂νbµ, takes the form

bµν =

0 −b′t 0 0
b′t 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

 .

Here we assume that both bt and br have only r depen-
dence, and the prime denotes the derivative with respect
to r. The field equations, with the ansatz of metric and
vector field substituted, can be found in Appendix A.

With the help of the partial derivative formula for co-
variant divergence and Eq. (5), the components of Eq. (7)
may be written as

E µ̄ =
1√−g

∂r
(√−gbµ̄r

)
− ξ

κ
Rµ̄µ̄bµ̄, (11)

where there is no summation for the index µ̄ = t, r, θ, ϕ.
It is easy to find that E θ = E ϕ = 0 automatically, and
E t = 0 leads to a second-order ordinary differential equa-
tion of bt. Due to the symmetry of bµν , the component
µ̄ = r gives

ξRrrbr = 0. (12)

Equation (12) gives two classes of solutions

Class I: br = 0, (13a)

Class II: Rrr = 0. (13b)

In the work on static spherical BH solutions of the bum-
blebee gravity [45], Class I that restricts the vector field
corresponds to a family of vacuum solutions with 4 pa-
rameters, while Class II that restricts the spacetime ge-
ometry corresponds to a family of vacuum solutions with
6 parameters. In this paper, we only consider NS solu-
tions of Class I.

B. Approximate behaviors of the NS solutions

We expand the quantities near the center of a NS as,

ρ(r) =

∞∑
n=0

ρnr
n, (14a)

p(r) =

∞∑
n=0

pnr
n, (14b)

ν(r) =

∞∑
n=0

νnr
n, (14c)

m(r) =

∞∑
n=0

mnr
n, (14d)

bt(r) =

∞∑
n=0

bnr
n, (14e)

where ρ and p refer to the mass density and pressure
respectively, and m is related to µ by

e2µ(r) =

(
1− 2Gm(r)

r

)−1

. (15)

After comparing equations of motion order by order, we
have the non-vanishing leading-order coefficients,

m3 =
4π

3

3p0b
2
0(2κ− ξ)ξ + 2e2ν0κρ0

2e2ν0κ+ ξ(ξ − 2κ)b20
, (16a)

b2 =
κ

6

e2ν0(3p0 + ρ0)

2e2ν0κ+ ξ(ξ − 2κ)b20
ξb0, (16b)

ν2 =
κ2

6

e2ν0(3p0 + ρ0)

2e2ν0κ+ ξ(ξ − 2κ)b20
, (16c)

p2 = −κ2

6

e2ν0(3p0 + ρ0)(p0 + ρ0)

2e2ν0κ+ ξ(ξ − 2κ)b20
. (16d)

All higher-order coefficients can be acquired from the
central values ρ0, p0, ν0 and b0. If b0 = 0, then bt(r) = 0
since coefficients bn ∝ b0 for all n > 0. The remaining
Eqs. (16a), (16c), and (16d) become

m3 =
4π

3
ρ0, ν2 =

2π

3
G(3p0 + ρ0),

p2 = −2π

3
G(p0 + ρ0)(3p0 + ρ0), (17)

which give the same NS structure as in GR.
The bumblebee model of gravity recovers the Einstein-

Maxwell theory if V (·) = 0 and ξ = 0 are used. In
this situation, the equation for the vector field has the
solution

bt(r) = b0 +

∫ r

0

q0
r′2

eµ(r
′)+ν(r′)dr′, (18)

inside the star, where q0 is an integral constant. Since
the bumblebee field has no source if ξ = 0, the possible
solutions of b′t is either zero (q0 = 0) or it represents the
electric field generated by a point charge at the origin
(q0 ̸= 0). The latter is excluded due to the convergence
requirement at the center, i.e. b′t(0) = b1 = 0. Another
particular value of the coupling is ξ = 2κ, in which case
Eq. (17) is also satisfied with

b2 =
1

6
(3p0 + ρ0)b0. (19)

In conclusion, the GR solution of spacetime is recovered
if ξ = 0 or ξ = 2κ, equipped with a constant or non-
trivial vector field respectively. Table I summarizes all
conditions that give rise to NS solutions in GR if br = 0.
It is not difficult to verify that the differential equa-
tion for pressure is the same as in GR if bt = 0 and
brbr = constant, so that the GR solutions of NS arise in
this case as well.
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TABLE I. Summary of conditions that go back to NS and
spacetime solutions in GR.

Condition Coefficients Vector field

b0 = 0, ∀ξ Eq. (17), b2 = 0 Vanishing

ξ = 0, b0 ̸= 0 Eq. (17), b2 = 0 Constant

ξ = 2κ, b0 ̸= 0 Eq. (17), Eq. (19) Nontrivial

The asymptotic expansion of variables at infinity can
be written as

ν(r) =

∞∑
n=1

ν−n

rn
, (20a)

m(r) = M +

∞∑
n=1

m−n

rn
, (20b)

bt(r) = X +
2
√
πQ

r
+

∞∑
n=2

b−n

rn
. (20c)

Here, all the high-order coefficients in the summation
only depend on the Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) mass
M , the background vector field X, and the vector charge
Q. The factor 2

√
π has been chosen so that the Reissner-

Nordström metric is recovered for the vacuum solution
when ξ = 0. The specific recurrence relations are dis-
played in Appendix B.

Nevertheless, only two of the quantities in
{
M,X,Q

}
are independent, as all three depend on just two central
variables (see Sec. III). This can be clearly illustrated
by the ξ = 2κ example whose exterior solution is the
Schwarzschild spacetime, thereby one has the relation
GMX +

√
πQ = 0. We point out that all the BH solu-

tions are stealth Schwarzschild type if ξ = 2κ [45], which
indicates that the Birkhoff theorem is applicable in this
case (at least for the br = 0 class), i.e. the exterior solu-
tion of a spherically symmetric star is indeed a part of a
BH solution of the theory.

III. FORMALISM AND PARAMETER SPACE

To solve the static spherical NSs in the bumblebee the-
ory, we assume bµ = (bt(r), 0, 0, 0) and treat stars as
perfect fluid equipped with an equation of state (EOS),
p = p(ρ). Therefore, the energy-momentum tensor of a
NS constituted by conventional matter is

Tm
µν = (ρ+ p)uµuν + pgµν , (21)

where uµ = (eν(r), 0, 0, 0) is the 4-velocity of matter,
while ρ(r) and p(r) are energy density and pressure in
a local inertial reference frame comoving with matter.

The Bianchi identity, together with the equations
of motion in Appendix A, gives the modified Tolman-

Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations

p′ = −(p+ ρ)ν′, (22)

µ′ = − D

C r
, (23)

ν′′ =
A

r2
+ (µ′ − ν′)

(
ν′ +

1

r

)
, (24)

b′′t =

(
µ′ + ν′ − 2

r

)
b′t

+ ξ

(
ν′′ + ν′2 − µ′ν′ +

2

r
ν′
)
bt, (25)

where the prime denotes the derivative with respect to r,
and the four functions of r are

A ≡ r2
[
pe2µ +

1

2
b′2t − ξbtν

′(b′t − btν
′)e−2ν

]
, (26a)

B ≡ ξbt
[
(ξ − 2)bt − 4(b′t − btν

′)r
]
rν′ + 2rν′e2ν

− e2µ+2ν(ρ+ p)r2 + ξb′2t r
2, (26b)

C ≡ 2e2ν + ξ(ξ − 2)b2t , (26c)

D ≡ B + ξ(ξ − 2)b2tA . (26d)

We start the integration of modified TOV equations at
the center of the star with boundary conditions1

ν(0) = ν0, p(0) = pc, µ(0) = 0,

ν′(0) = 0, bt(0) = b0, b′t(0) = 0, (27)

where pc = p(ρc). The integration terminates on the
stellar surface r = R where the pressure equals to zero.
To handle the situation at infinity, we consider the co-

ordinate transformation

x =
r −R

r + βR
, (28)

which maps the radius of the star to x = 0 and maps
the infinity to x = 1. Here, β ≥ 0 is a free parame-
ter which controls the asymptotic behaviors of variables
that are treated as functions of x. The modified TOV
equations outside the star as functions of x are shown in
Appendix D. Fortunately, x = 1 is not a singularity of
the differential equations, thereby the integration outside
a NS can be calculated.
The radial component of the metric and the time com-

ponent of the vector field can be expressed at infinity
as

grr(r) = 1− m(r)

4πr
, (29)

bt(r) = X +
q(r)

r
, (30)

1 All the necessary first derivatives vanish due to the constraints
imposed by the equations of motion. An alternative form of
modified TOV equations, which makes this more apparent, is
provided in Appendix C. This differs from scalar-tensor theories,
where the first derivatives are often artificially set to zero.
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TABLE II. Requirements on b0 for a given ν0.

Condition ξ < 0 0 < ξ < 2κ ξ > 2κ

m3 > 0 b20 < 2ρ0
3p0

e2ν0κ
ξ(ξ−2κ)

b20 < 2e2ν0κ
ξ(2κ−ξ)

b20 < 2ρ0
3p0

e2ν0κ
ξ(ξ−2κ)

p2 < 0 any b0 b20 < 2e2ν0κ
ξ(2κ−ξ)

any b0

No divergencea b20 < (bmax
0 )2 X2 < 2κ

ξ(2κ−ξ)
⇔ b20 < (bmax

0 )2 any b0

a bmax
0 represents the maximum value b0 that can be attained. It certainly depends on ξ and ρc, but it is hard to express analytically.
There is no limit on b0 of singularity if a compact star is considered, i.e. for NSs with R < 20 km, in the range ξ > 2κ.

where m(r) is given in Eq. (20b) and

q(r) = 2
√
πQ+

∞∑
n=2

b−n

rn−1
. (31)

Differentiating Eq. (29) and Eq. (30) with respect to x,
one finds

µ̇ =
(1 + βx)(1− x)ṁ− (1 + β)m

4π(1 + βx)2R
e2µ, (32)

ḃt =
(1 + βx)(1− x)q̇ − (1 + β)q

(1 + βx)2R
, (33)

where the overdot denotes the derivative with respect
to x. The ADM mass and the vector charge are then
acquired by considering Eq. (32) and Eq. (33) at x = 1
respectively,

M = m
∣∣
x=1

= 8π(1 + β)Rν̇
∣∣
x=1

, (34)

Q =
q
∣∣
x=1

2
√
π

= −1 + β

2
√
π
Rḃt

∣∣
x=1

, (35)

where (µ̇ + ν̇)x=1 = 0 is used. One can define the
Schwarzschild radius RS ≡ M/4π. The stellar radius
becomes smaller than its Schwarzschild radius (see e.g.
Ref. [50]) if

2(1 + β)ν̇
∣∣
x=1

> 1. (36)

The modified TOV equations only guarantee grr = 1
at infinity, and one needs to choose the central values pc,
ν0, and b0 carefully to ensure gtt = −1. In other words,
the requirement of asymptotic flatness makes only two
out of these three boundary variables

{
pc, ν0, b0

}
inde-

pendent. To satisfy this, let us consider a coordinate
transformation

t → e−∆νt,

while r, θ and ϕ remain the same. The time components
of the metric gµν and the vector field bµ change corre-
spondingly,

gtt → e2∆νgtt, bt → e∆νbt.

Therefore, the system of Eqs. (22–25) is invariant under
the transformation

ν → ν +∆ν, bt → e∆νbt (37)

for an arbitrary ∆ν, and the asymptotic flatness is easily
satisfied after setting ∆ν = −ν∞. Consequently, the
boundary conditions switch to

ν0 → νc = ν0 +∆ν, b0 → bc = e∆νb0. (38)

The radius, ADM mass and vector charge of the NS, as
well as the background vector field at infinity, change
correspondingly as

R → R, M → M, Q → e∆νQ, X → e∆νX. (39)

Generally, the vector field at infinity is determined by
the background cosmic evolution in the bumblebee the-
ory. It is natural to assume that all the NS spacetime
share the same asymptotic vector field, b̄µ = (b̄t, 0, 0, 0).
Once the central density ρc and the background vector
field b̄t are chosen, the boundary condition (pc, νc, bc) is
determined, which leads to a unique asymptotically flat
solution of a NS in the bumblebee theory with a given
coupling constant ξ.

A positive m3 and a negative p2 in Eq. (17), which
are guaranteed by a series of energy conditions, lead
to a gravitational mass that increases with radius (i.e.
dm/dr > 0) and a pressure that decreases with radius
(i.e. dp/dr < 0) in GR. As an analogy, we display the re-
quirements of parameters in the bumblebee theory in Ta-
ble II, which are obtained assuming m3 > 0 in Eq. (16a)
and p2 < 0 in Eq. (16d). On the one hand, m3 could be
negative for all ξ except 0 and 2κ, which means a negative
gravitational mass near the center. A range of negative
gravitational masses indicates that the vector field, as a
portion of the gravitational force, exerts repulsion force,
which might relate to the instability of stars. On the
other hand, p2 can be positive and leads to an increas-
ing pressure along the radius when 0 < ξ < 2κ, which is
considered unphysical for a relativistic star. Divergences
frequently arise during the process of solving the modi-
fied TOV equations, which also constrain the values of
variables at the stellar center. These are summarized in
the last row of Table II, with specific details on the di-
vergences discussed in Sec. IV. At last, we require that
the radius of the star does not exceed 20 km, as we are
interested in compact stars.
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FIG. 1. Contour plot for the vector field at infinity [namely,
X in Eq. (30)] on the b0-ρc plane for ξ = −κ. The black solid
lines, red solid lines, and black dashed lines denote contours
where X < 0, X = 0, and X > 0, respectively. The vertical
red dashed line corresponding to b0 = 0 represents the GR
solutions, and the red solid curved line represents the vector-
ized solutions.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To numerically calculate the NS spacetime, we choose
the AP4 EOS as an example. There is no qualitative
difference between different EOSs for NSs in the bumble
gravity theory. Solutions are separated into three differ-
ent parts by two special values, namely ξ = 0 and ξ = 2κ,
and each of those is discussed in this section. Without
loss of generality, we set ν0 = 0 and assume b0 > 0,
numerically calculating NS solutions with all possible ρc
and b0. Some relevant quantities of NSs are computed,
including the baryonic mass Mb,

Mb = mb

∫
nb

√−gu0d3x =

∫
ρbe

µd3x, (40)

and three dimensionless quantities, compactness C, frac-
tional binding energy fb, and charge-to-mass ratio α, de-
fined as [51],

C ≡ GM

R
, fb ≡ Mb

M
− 1, α ≡ Q√

κM
. (41)

Results are given below and in Appendix E.

A. The ξ < 0 case

In Fig. 1, we present the contour plot of the time com-
ponent of the bumblebee field at infinity for ξ = −κ as an
illustrative case for a negative coupling constant. When
the boundary condition b0 = 0 is imposed, the modified
TOV equations ensure that bt(r) = 0 throughout the
spacetime, reducing the NS solutions to those found in

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6
bc

−1.0

−0.8

−0.6

−0.4

−0.2

0.0

X

ρc = 1015.0 g · cm−3

ρc = 1015.2 g · cm−3

FIG. 2. The time component of vector field at infinity as a
function of its central value of the star for ξ = −κ. The blue
and orange curves represent two different central densities,
and both of them terminate because of the divergence of grr.
The black and red stars respectively denote a NS in GR and
a vectorized NS, while the green triangle are NSs sharing the
same vector field at stellar center.

GR, as indicated by the vertical red dashed line. The
red solid curve represents solutions that exhibit the same
asymptotic behavior as that in GR, including a cosmic
background with b̄t = 0, but with a nontrivial vector
field. These vectorized solutions are only found within a
specific parameter space where ξ < 0.
In Fig. 2, we plot the relation between the vector

fields at the center and at infinity. The blue and or-
ange curves correspond to ρc = 1015.0 g · cm−3 and
ρc = 1015.2 g · cm−3, respectively. Any point on these
curves which intersect the red dot-dashed line represents
a vectorized NS, denoted by a red star, in contrast to a
NS solution in GR, which is given by a black star. It is
apparent that as the central density increases, the vec-
torized solution no longer exists. Therefore, there is an
upper bound for ρc for vectorized solutions, which can
be determined from the intersection of the two red lines
in Fig. 1. While ρc does not theoretically have a lower
bound, it cannot be too small given that we are consid-
ering compact stars and the radius should be less than
20 km.
Another interesting feature of the bumblebee theory is

that it allows for two distinct asymptotically flat solu-
tions with a same central density and vector field, as ex-
emplified by the green triangles where ρc = 1015 g · cm−3

and bc = 0.4 in Fig. 2. The difference of boundary con-
dition between these two solutions arises from the dif-
ference in the metric component gtt at the center, more
specifically from the difference in ∆ν, which is used to
set the boundary conditions at infinity.
The mass-radius relation of NSs in the ξ = −κ bumble-

bee theory is shown in Fig. 3. The buff region, which is
actually composed of numerous curves representing NSs
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FIG. 3. The mass-radius curves of NSs for ξ = −κ with
a same vector field at the center (top panel) and at infinity
(bottom panel). The buff region represents all possible NSs
in this case. In both panels, the black dashed line is the mass-
radius curve of NSs in GR, the gray dot-dashed line denotes
NSs with a compactness of 0.5, and the short gray bar marks
the estimate of the radius of a M = 1.4M⊙ NS [52].

with the same central density when viewed closely, marks
the mass and radius of all possible NSs in this scenario.
Each curve in the top (bottom) panel represents NSs that
share the same vector field at the stellar center (at infin-
ity). All dots correspond to specific stars, with different
markers indicating different characteristics. If there is
only one solution for a fixed central density ρc that sat-
isfies the set of boundary conditions (a fixed bc or X),
the corresponding NS is represented by a general point.
However, if there are two solutions for a fixed ρc, such as
the two green triangles in Fig. 2, they are labeled as trian-
gular points. Clearly, an upward triangular point and a
downward triangular point always appear in pairs, where
the upward (downward) triangular point represents the
NS with a larger (smaller) fractional binding energy fb.
The closest points on a curve form a pair of upward and
downward triangular points, and additional pairs can be

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
ξ/κ

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

bm
ax

0

ρc = 1014.6 g · cm−3

ρc = 1015.0 g · cm−3

ρc = 1015.4 g · cm−3

0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0

1.35

1.40

1.45

1.50

FIG. 4. The maximum value of b0 at different central den-
sities when solving the modified TOV equations in the range
0 < ξ < 2κ. The red dashed line represents p2 = 0 in
Eq. (16d). Here we set ν0 = 0.

identified by removing known pairs and repeating the
process. It is easy to imagine that there must be a point
between the nearest pair of triangular points where the
upward triangle and the downward triangle coincide, re-
ferring to the tangent points (the rightmost point for the
same bc case while the upmost point for the same X case)
of the bc-X curve with the horizontal or vertical line in
Fig. 2.
The black dashed line in Fig. 3 represents the mass-

radius curve of a NS in GR. The black solid line, which
represents vectorized NSs, bifurcates from this curve. We
find that the vectorized NS has a larger binding energy
compared to the NS in GR (explicitly illustrated in Fig. 7
in Appendix E) with the same central density, suggesting
that vectorized stars are more energetically favorable. As
the coupling becomes more negative, the corresponding
bifurcation point has a lower central density, resulting in
a shift toward the lower right of the mass-radius curve in
GR. This result is quite similar to the findings by Annulli
et al. [34] studying another form of nonminimal coupling
ηAµAµR in Eq. (1), which suggests a certain generality
within vector-tensor theories.
The short gray bar indicates the estimate from

GW170817 [12] for the radius of a M = 1.4M⊙ NS,
with a 90% confidence level [52]. Given an EOS, the
estimated value, R = 11.75+0.86

−0.81 km, can be used to con-
strain the vector field at infinity. Specifically, for the
coupling ξ = −κ, the constraint is X <∼ 0.17.

B. The 0 < ξ < 2κ case

The parameter b0 also has an upper bound within the
range 0 < ξ < 2κ, as shown in Fig. 4 for three different
central densities. Above the red dashed line, the pressure
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FIG. 5. The mass-radius curves of NSs for ξ = κ/2 (top
panel) and ξ = κ (bottom panel) in bumblebee theory with a
same vector field at infinity. The buff region, the black dashed
line, the gray dot-dashed line, and the short gray bar have the
same meaning as in Fig. 3.

increases along the radial direction (p2 > 0), preventing
being a star. However, the red line does not represent
the strictest bound as the coupling becomes stronger, as
indicated by the curves bifurcating from the red one. The
reason for this lies in the asymptotic expansion equations
of variables at infinity, discussed in Appendix B. For the
expansion to be valid, the coefficients must remain finite,
meaning that the denominator, 2κ+ξ(ξ−2κ)X2, must be
positive. This requirement imposes a smaller maximum
b0 as ξ increases.

To compare these two distinct cases, we plot the mass-
radius relation for both ξ = κ/2 and ξ = κ in Fig. 5. For
solutions where the maximum value of b0 is determined
by p2, the NS has a lower mass and a smaller radius,
as shown in the top panel. However, when bmax

0 is con-
strained by the vector field at infinity, i.e. the right-hand
side of the bifurcation point, the NS can become a lot
more massive than those in GR. As b0 approaches its

8 10 12 14 16 18

R [km]

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

M
[M
�

] GW170817

X = 0.3

X = 0.6

X = 0.9

X = 1.2
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FIG. 6. The mass-radius curves of NSs for ξ = 3κ in bum-
blebee theory with a same vector field at infinity. The buff
region, the black dashed line, and the short gray bar have the
same meaning as in Fig. 3.

maximum value in this scenario, X simultaneously ap-
proaches the boundary where the denominator vanishes,
leading to a dramatic increase in the ADM mass and vec-
tor charge of the NS. These extremely massive NSs have
smaller radii compared to others, resulting in smaller
baryonic masses and thus negative fractional binding en-
ergies. Although such extremely massive stars may not
qualify as typical NSs due to their small radii, they re-
main significant as massive objects since they do not give
rise to any singularities. They may constitute a new kind
of exotic compact objects which are of central focus in the
GW astrophysics studies [53]. Using the aforementioned
estimation of the NS radius, it is possible to constrain the
range of the vector field at infinity, leading to X <∼ 0.40
for ξ = κ/2 and X <∼ 0.42 for ξ = κ.

C. The ξ > 2κ case

The mass-radius relation in the remaining part of the
parameter space is investigated for the representative
case of ξ = 3κ, with the result shown in Fig. 6. It can
be seen that in this parameter space, the radii of NSs in
the bumblebee theory become larger. If using the previ-
ous estimation of radius from GW170817 [52] to impose
constraints, we can conclude that the time component of
the asymptotic vector field cannot exceed 0.62.
Comparing Fig. 3 and Fig. 6, it is found that the buff

regions occupy similar positions in the mass-radius dia-
gram, indicating some commonalities between parameter
spaces ξ < 0 and ξ > 2κ, as reflected by the same con-
straints on parameters shown in Table II. However, in the
parameter space ξ > 2κ, NSs can move far along the pos-
itive direction of the radius and mass axes, and the cor-
responding solutions are free of singularities. This sug-
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gests that, in this case, extremely high-mass and large-
radius stars are allowed, with positive fractional binding
energy, unlike the massive stars in the parameter space
0 < ξ < 2κ.

V. SUMMARY

The bumblebee theory of gravity is an important
vector-tensor theory with local Lorentz-symmetry viola-
tion. For the first time, we have numerically calculated
the static spherical NS structure in this theory, exploring
abundant characteristics of NSs under various different
couplings.

For the two specific coupling parameters ξ = 0 and
ξ = 2κ, the solutions obtained here are consistent with
those in GR. In the ξ = 0 case, the solution permits a
trivial vector field, while in the ξ = 2κ case, a non-trivial
vector field is allowed while the exterior vacuum solution
of the NS corresponds to a portion of the Schwarzschild
solution. Using these two special couplings as bound-
aries, we divided the range of the coupling parameter ξ
into three categories and discussed the characteristics of
NS solutions for each of them.

Vectorized NS solutions appear when ξ < 0. These
stars carry a nonzero vector charge and, as a result, can
emit dipolar radiation when accelerated in binaries. The
fractional banding energy of vectorized NSs is larger than
the corresponding value of NSs in GR, indicating that
the vectorized stars are energetically more favorable. We
also find that within this parameter range, two differ-
ent NSs can have exactly the same central density and
central vector field. The only difference between them
is the spacetime geometry, even though both approach
an asymptotically flat spacetime at infinity. For certain
values of ξ within the range 0 < ξ < 2κ, there are NS
solutions with a large ADM mass but a small radius.
In contrast, for ξ > 2κ, there are solutions where both
the ADM mass and the radius of NSs are large. These
solutions are mathematically self-consistent and may po-
tentially be used to explain both observed and yet-to-
be-detected special or exotic signals. Except for values
of ξ slightly greater than 0, all other couplings result
in scenarios where the stellar radius is smaller than the
Schwarzschild radius corresponding to its ADM mass, i.e.

the compactness C > 0.5. In addition to some theories
of gravity that contain topological terms [50], NSs within
the bumblebee theory can also exhibit this special prop-
erty with extreme compactnesses.
Although the NS solutions in bumblebee theory exhibit

a rich variety of behaviors, not all of these can satisfy ob-
servational constraints. We are the first to use the esti-
mation from GW170817 of stellar radius of aM = 1.4M⊙
NS to constrain parameters. Different maximum values
of the vector field at infinity were obtained for examples
of different ξ discussed in Sec. IV. We also used the ob-
served maximum mass of pulsars [54, 55] to constrain
X as well, but this provides similar or less constraining
limits, not to mention the large uncertainties from NS
EOSs. Further constraints on the parameter space can
be obtained by perturbing the obtained NS solutions, in-
cluding calculating the tidal deformation and analyzing
the stability of NSs, which could be the next stage of in-
vestigation. The effect of the self-interacting potential in
Eq. (3) would emerge at the perturbation level, resulting
in deviations from the HN theory that might reveal new
aspects of Lorentz-symmetry violation.
In conclusion, as a generalization of the Einstein-

Maxwell theory and an important example of Lorentz-
violating gravity theories, the bumblebee model contains
rich NS solutions. We here have provided the first set
of comprehensive studies. Testing these solutions plays
a significant role in fundamental physics. It might help
us explore whether gravity is nonminimally coupled to
a vector field similar to but beyond the electromagnetic
field, and it could also aid in investigating whether a spe-
cial local reference frame exists in the Universe.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Zhanfeng Mai and Jinbo Yang for discus-
sions. This work was supported by the National SKA
Program of China (2020SKA0120300), the National Nat-
ural Science Foundation of China (11991053), the Beijing
Natural Science Foundation (1242018), the China Post-
doctoral Science Foundation (2023M741999), the Max
Planck Partner Group Program funded by the Max
Planck Society, and the High-performance Computing
Platform of Peking University.

Appendix A: Field Equations Using the Static Spherical Ansatz

Substituting ansatz (10) into the field equations, and assuming that the bumblebee 1-form field has only time
component bt and radial component br. The only two non-vanishing components of E µ are

E t = −
{
b′′t −

(
µ′ + ν′ − 2

r

)
b′t +

[
ξ

κ

(
µ′ν′ − 2

r
ν′ − ν′′ − ν′2

)
− 2VBe2µ

]
bt

}
e−2(µ+ν), (A1)

E r =

[
ξ

κ

(
µ′ν′ +

2

r
µ′ − ν′′ − ν′2

)
− 2VBe2µ

]
bre

−4µ. (A2)
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Here, VB = dV/dB = dV /d(BλBλ), which is set to zero in the main text. The nonzero components of Eµν are

Ett =
e2µ + 2rµ′ − 1

r2
e2ν−2µ − κ(VB + ρ)e2ν −

(κ
2
− ξ

)
b′2t e

−2µ

+ ξ

{
b′′t −

(
µ′ + 4ν′ − 2

r

)
b′t +

[(
2µ′ν′ − 4

r
ν′ − 2ν′′ + ν′2

)
− 2κ

ξ
VBe2µ

]
bt

}
bte

−2µ

− ξ

{
b′2r +

[
b′′r −

(
5µ′ − 4

r

)
b′r −

(
µ′′ − 3µ′2 − 6

r
µ′ +

1

r2

)
br

]
br

} (A3)

Err =
1 + 2rν′ − e2µ

r2
+ κ(VB − p)e2µ +

(κ
2
b′2t − ξbtb

′
tν

′ + ξb2tν
′2
)
e−2ν

+ ξ

[(
ν′ +

2

r

)
b′r −

(
ν′′ + ν′2 − 2

r
ν′ − 1

r2

)
br

]
e−2µ − 2κVBb2r,

(A4)

Eθθ =

(
ν′′ + ν′2 +

ν′ − µ′

r
− µ′ν′

)
r2e−2µ + κr2(VB − p)−

(κ
2
b′2t − ξbtb

′
tν

′ + ξb2tν
′2
)
r2e−2(µ+ν)

+ ξr2
{
b′2r +

[
b′′r −

(
5µ′ − 2ν′ − 2

r

)
b′r +

(
ν′′ − µ′′ + ν′2 − 3µ′ν′ + 3µ′2 +

ν′ − 3µ′

r

)
br

]
br

}
e−4µ,

(A5)

Eϕϕ = sin2 θEθθ, (A6)

Etr = Ert = κe2µE rbt = κErbt. (A7)

Appendix B: Asymptotic Expansions of Variables at Infinity

In fact, the equations of motion restrict grr = 1 at infinity but leave the asymptotic value of gtt free, which is denoted
by ν∞. Comparing equations of motion order by order gives the recurrence relations of coefficients in Eq. (20) as
follows

ν−1 = −GM, (B1)

m−1 =
16π2κ(κ− 2ξ)α2 + 6

√
πκκξαX + 3κGξX2 + ξ(ξ − 2κ)[8π2κα2 + ξ

2 (GX +
√
πκα)X]X2e−2ν∞

2e2ν∞κ+ ξ(ξ − 2κ)X2
M2, (B2)

ν−2 = −2πκ2(ξ − κ)α2 + 2
√
πκκGξαX +G2(2e2ν∞κ+ ξ(ξ − κ)X2)

2e2ν∞κ+ ξ(ξ − 2κ)X2
M2, (B3)

b−2 = −2πκ(ξ − κ)α2 + 2
√
πκGξαX +G2ξX2

2e2ν∞κ+ ξ(ξ − 2κ)X2
ξM2X, (B4)

· · · (B5)

Here, α is the dimensionless charge-to-mass ratio defined as α ≡ Q/
√
8πGM . The assumption of asymptotic flatness

selects ν∞ = 0.

There are three free variables—M , X, and Q—that determine the vacuum solution. However, only two of these
three variables are independent, both for BH solutions and NS solutions. For a spherically symmetric static BH in the
bumblebee theory, gtt must be zero at the horizon where grr vanishes, leading to a constriant fBH(ξ;M,Q,X) = 0 [45].
In the case of a spherically symmetric, static NS, all variables are determined by the central density ρc and the central
vector field bc for a given EOS. Therefore, a similar constraint fNS(EOS, ξ;M,Q,X) = 0 must exist, indicating that
the relation between the ADM mass, vector charge, and the background field depends on the coupling ξ as well as
the specific EOS. If the expressions of fBH and fNS, as functions of M , Q and X, are identical for any EOS of NSs
and the same ξ, then we can conclude that an extended version of Birkhoff theorem holds in the bumblebee theory
with this specific coupling.

Our numerical calculations reveal that, for any EOS and any boundary conditions at the center, the spacetime
outside the NS is the Schwarzschild spacetime when ξ = 2κ. Previous numerical studies on BHs in this theory also
found that all spherically symmetric, static BH solutions are stealth Schwarzschild, meaning that the spacetime is
Schwarzschild with a nonzero bt(r) when ξ = 2κ. This result supports the implication that an extended form of the
Birkhoff theorem holds in this theory, at least for ξ = 2κ.
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Appendix C: Another Form of Modified TOV Equations

It is easy to notice that µ and µ′ can be eliminated from the other variables by using the field equations. The
expressions of µ and µ′ are

µ =
1

2
ln

[
F r2 + 2e2ν(1 + 2rν′)

2(1 + p)

]
− ν, (C1)

µ′ =
2ν′ + 2[(1 + p)(ν′′ + ν′2)r − p(1 + rν′)r−1]− e−2ν(1 + 2p)F r

2(1 + p)(1 + rν′)
, (C2)

where p = pr2, ϱ = ρr2 and

F = b′2t − 2ξbtb
′
tν

′ + 2ξb2tν
′2. (C3)

Then the equations of ν and bt become

ν′′ =
V

N
, b′′t =

X

N
, (C4)

where

V = e−2ν(2− ξ)ξb2tν
′F r2(1 + 2p) + 2e2ν

{
(1 + rν′)

[
ϱ(1 + 2rν′)r−1 − 4ν′

]
+

[
3 + rν′(3− 2rν′)

]
pr−1

}
+ rb2t

{
2 + (ϱ− 2ξ)(1 + rν′) +

[
5 + rν′ − 2ξ(1 + rν′)

]
p
}
+ 2ξbtb

′
tν

′[2(1 + 2rν′)− ϱ(1 + rν′)− (1− 3rν′)p
]
r

+ 2ξb2tν
′
{
(2 + 3p)(2− ξ) + rν′

[
2(1− ξ − 2rν′) + ϱ(1 + rν′) + (9− 4ξ − 3rν′)p

]}
, (C5)

X = e−2ν(2− ξ)ξb2t b
′
tF r2(1 + 2p) + 2e2ν

{[
ϱb′t + (ϱ+ 3p)ξbtr

−1
]
(1 + 2rν′)−

[
4 + (3− 2rν′)p

]
b′t

}
+ b′3t r

2
[
ϱ+ p− 2ξ(1 + p)

]
+ 2ξ2b3t rν

′2(ϱ+ p− 2) + ξbtb
′2
t r

[
2 + ϱ+ 5p− 2ξ(1 + p) + 2(4− ϱ+ 3p)rν′

]
+ 2ξb2t b

′
t

{
(2 + 3p)(2− ξ) +

[
ξ(2− ϱ) + (ϱ− 4)rν′ + (4− 3ξ − 3rν′)p

]
rν′

}
, (C6)

N = 2(1 + p)rC = 2(1 + p)
[
2e2ν + ξ(ξ − 2)b2t

]
r. (C7)

The denominator N linearly approaches zero when approaching the stellar center. To ensure that the equation is
not singular at r = 0, the numerator must approach zero linearly or faster. A term-by-term analysis of V and X
ultimately leads to the requirement that ν′ = b′t = 0 at r = 0.

Appendix D: Differential Equations Outside a NS

Since ρ = p = 0 outside the star, we only need to solve metric functions ν, µ and the vector field bt. The differential
equations of ν(x) and bt(x) are

ν̈ =
V
N , b̈t =

X
N , (D1)

where the overdot represents the derivative with respect to x. With the following definitions,

F(x) = ḃ2t − 2ξbtḃtν̇ + 2ξb2t ν̇
2, (D2)

C(x) = 2e2ν + ξ(ξ − 2)b2t , (D3)

N (x) = 2(1 + β)(1 + βx)C(x), (D4)

H(x) = (1− x)(1 + βx)ν̇, (D5)
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V and X are given by

V = (1 + βx)ḃ2t

{
2(1 + β)(1− ξ)− ξ

[
2e2ν + (ξ − 2)b2t

]
He−2ν

}
− 8e2ν(1 + β)

[
β + (1 + βx)ν̇

]
ν̇

+ 2(1 + βx)ξ2(2− ξ)b4t ν̇
2He−2ν + 2(1 + βx)ξbtḃtν̇

[
2(1 + β) + (2 + Ce−2ν)H

]
− 4ξb2t

{
β(1 + β)(ξ − 2) + (1 + βx)

[
(1 + β)(ξ − 1) + 2H

]
ν̇
}
ν̇, (D6)

X = −(1 + βx)ξ
[
2e2ν + (ξ − 2)b2t

]
ν̇2He−2ν − 4(1 + β)(1 + βx)2ξ2b3t ν̇

2

+ 2(1 + βx)ξbtḃ
2
t

[
(1 + β)(1− ξ) + (2 + Ce−2ν)H

]
− 8e2νβ(1 + β)ḃt

− 2ξb2t

{
2β(1 + β)(ξ − 2) + (1 + βx)

[
(2 + Ce−2ν)H− 2(1 + β)ξ

]
ν̇
}
ḃt. (D7)

The expression of µ and µ̇ are then derived as

µ = −ν +
1

2
ln

[
1 + β + 2(1− x)(1 + βx)ν̇

1 + β
e2ν +

(1− x)2(1 + βx)2

2(1 + β)2
F
]
, (D8)

µ̇ = −ν̇ +
(1− x)(1 + βx)ξ

2(1 + β)C
[
(ξ − 2)b2tFe−2ν − 2(ḃt − 2btν̇)

2
]
. (D9)

Appendix E: Supplementary Results

Here we present three contour plots in Figs. 7–9 for the time component of the vector field at the center bc,
baryonic mass Mb, stellar radius R, time component of the vector field at infinfty X, ADM mass M , vector charge
Q, compactness C, fractional binding energy fb, and charge-to-mass ratio α on the b0-ρc plane. The three figures
respectively depict the cases for ξ = −κ, ξ = κ/2, and ξ = 3κ, with ν0 = 0 taken for the solutions. The reason the
case ξ = κ is not plotted is that, in this scenario, the mass and charge diverge in certain regions of the parameter
space. We include these figures in this appendix as supplementary material to help readers look deeper into the NS
solutions. Additionally, if future observations can place tight constraints on certain parameters, like the compactness
or the charge-to-mass ratio, these figures could provide a helpful guidance.
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1474 (1996), arXiv:gr-qc/9602056.

[17] N. Sennett, L. Shao, and J. Steinhoff, Phys. Rev. D 96,
084019 (2017), arXiv:1708.08285 [gr-qc].

[18] D. D. Doneva, F. M. Ramazanoğlu, H. O. Silva, T. P.
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[36] E. S. Demirboğa, A. Coates, and F. M. Ramazanoğlu,
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FIG. 9. Same as Fig. 7, but for ξ = 3κ. The horizontal axis is truncated at b0 = 0.4 to avoid stellar radii that are too large in
the plot.
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