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Abstract

The strong gravitational potential of neutron stars (NSs) makes them ideal astrophysical objects
for testing extreme gravity phenomena. We explore the potential of NS X-ray pulsed light-curve
observations to probe deviations from general relativity (GR) within the scalar-tensor theory (STT) of
gravity framework. We compute the flux from a single, circular, finite-size hot spot, accounting for light
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bending, Shapiro time delay, and Doppler effect. We focus on the high-compactness regime, i.e., close to
the critical GR value GM/(c2R) = 0.284, over which multiple images of the spot appear and impact
crucially the lightcurve. Our investigation is motivated by the increased sensitivity of the pulse to the
scalar charge of the spacetime in such high compactness regimes, making these systems exceptionally
suitable for scrutinizing deviations from GR, notably phenomena such as spontaneous scalarization,
as predicted by STT. We find significant differences in NS observables, e.g., the flux of a single spot
can differ up to 80% with respect to GR. Additionally, reasonable choices for the STT parameters that
satisfy astrophysical constraints lead to changes in the NS radius relative to GR of up to approximately
10%. Consequently, scalar parameters might be better constrained when uncertainties in NS radii
decrease, where this could occur with the advent of next-generation gravitational wave detectors,
such as the Einstein Telescope and LISA, as well as future electromagnetic missions like eXTP and
ATHENA. Thus, our findings suggest that accurate X-ray data of the NS surface emission, jointly
with refined theoretical models, could constrain STTs.

Keywords: Pulsar Pulse Profile, Scalar-Tensor Theory, X-ray Lightcurve

1 Introduction

Neutron stars (NSs) are natural laboratories for
testing fundamental physics, ranging from inter-
actions above nuclear saturation density to the
strong gravitational field in the stellar interior
and surroundings. Their astrophysical observa-
tions can probe fundamental interactions in a
very unique regime [1, 2]. Regarding the gravita-
tional field, the extreme conditions of density and
pressure in NSs can activate non-minimally cou-
pled fields to gravity. The simplest case is that of
scalar fields. In the context of scalar-tensor the-
ories (STTs), this is one way to understand the
phenomenon of spontaneous scalarization, a novel
non-perturbative effect arising in these theories.
This effect predicts deviations from General Rela-
tivity (GR) that can be observationally tested [3–
7]. Scalar fields are pivotal in cosmological scenar-
ios, leading to well-established inflationary models
[8–10]. A fundamental scalar field can modify
compact objects’ structure and gravitational field
depending on the Lagrangian coupling between
the scalar field and ordinary matter. Such theoret-
ically predicted modifications can be tested with
astrophysical observations. On the other hand,
some grand unification theories, like string the-
ory, also predict scalar degrees of freedom in the
low energy, classical regime (see, e.g., [11, 12], and
references therein).

We aim to extend previous efforts to con-
strain STTs using astrophysical observations of
NSs, particularly the X-ray light-curve profiles.
This task can generally be done for STTs with-
out specifying the origin of the scalar field. There

is currently a broad class of astrophysical sources
associated with NSs, with observations spanning
the electromagnetic spectrum from the radio to
high-energy X-rays and gamma rays. In particu-
lar, some systems exhibit periodic X-ray emissions
modulated by the star’s rotation period, which
can be deduced from the pulsar timing of radio
signals. The modeling of these pulse profiles can
be compared to observations, such as those made
by NICER [13], and global properties of NSs, like
compactness (C ≡ GM/Rc2, where M is the NS
mass and R its radius), can be inferred from the
analysis. This, in turn, can constrain the equation
of state of nuclear matter. Furthermore, model-
ing deviations from GR in the pulse profile can, in
principle, constrain modified gravity models, such
as STT.

A crucial and pertinent question regarding NSs
revolves around the maximum mass allowed by
gravitational instability, known as the Tolman-
Oppenheimer-Volkov (TOV) limit. Presently, we
have reliable mass measurements for high-mass
pulsars, with masses around or greater than 2M⊙,
such as PSR J0348+0432 with 2.01±0.04M⊙ [14],
PSR J0740+6620 with 2.08 ± 0.07M⊙ [15] and
PSR J0952-0607 with 2.35±0.17M⊙ [16]. The first
two pulsars are in a binary system, and the masses
were estimated by standard timing techniques. At
the same time, the last one is a “spider” system
with more model-dependent uncertainty. But the
message here is that such massive NSs are feasi-
ble, and such systems are ideal for testing strong
gravity effects because of the high gravitational
binding energy compared to low-mass NSs.
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For a ∼ 2M⊙ star, several realistic equations of
state (EOS) predict a radius such that the resul-
tant compactness can be closer or higher than
GM/Rc2 = 0.284, the critical value in GR that
makes light bending strong enough for the whole
NS surface to be seen by an observer at rest
at infinity [17]. As a result, considering multiple
images is relevant to model realistic lightcurves
of high-mass stars. From the point of view of
STT predictions, deviations from GR generally
increase with compactness, making these high-
mass systems ideal for testing and constraining
the strong field regime of alternative theories.
This study focuses on scenarios of high compact-
ness, which have been partially explored in the
literature and are critical for understanding the
differences between STT and GR. Our analysis
emphasizes the effects of possible compactness
values approaching the theoretical limits.

Significant research has been conducted on
pulse profile modeling within the framework of
STT [18–22]. Silva and Yunes [20] derived the flux
of infinitesimal spots, incorporating the varying
effects of bending, time delay, and kinematic fac-
tors specific to STT. Here, we use their expression
but integrate it over a finite spot and a different
regime of compactness. Furthermore, the work by
[21, 22] expanded these calculations to finite spots
and linked them to particular scalar-tensor mod-
els with a massive scalar field. In this study, we
investigate the impact of extended spots on the
lightcurve of an isolated NS with high compact-
ness [17, 23], demonstrating that such compact
systems, close to producing multiple images of the
spot by a strong lensing effect, are promising for
testing deviations from GR, as evidenced by the
qualitative and quantitative differences in the light
curves.

The structure of the paper is as follows.
In Section 2, we review the fundamentals of
Scalar-Tensor theory and examine specific models
that predict spontaneous scalarization. Section 3
reviews pulse profile modeling techniques within
the STT context. Finally, in Section 4, we present
and discuss our findings. Throughout this paper,
we adopt the units where G = c = 1.

2 Scalar-Tensor theory

A general class of scalar-tensor theory that
encodes a nonminimal coupling with geometry is

described by the gravitational action

Sg =
1

16π

∫
d4x

√
−g̃[F (Φ)R̃−

− Z(Φ)∇µΦ∇µΦ− V (Φ)], (1)

which is written in the so-called Jordan Frame,
where the scalar field couples directly with the
geometry via F (Φ) [24]. We get a particular the-
ory within this general class once we specify a
particular form of these functions.

In this work, we focus on the simpler case of
a massless scalar field with no self-interactions so
that we can neglect the potential term V (Φ) = 0.
Also, to take into account the stringent constraints
from solar system experiments [see, e.g., 25], we
set the background scalar field value to Φ∞ = 0
since parametrized pós Newtonian (PPN) devi-
ations in this theory are generally proportional
to this background value. Including the matter
contribution, the total action reads

S = Sg + Sm[Ψm, g̃µν ], (2)

where Ψm denotes the matter fields collec-
tively. As usual, we assume a perfect fluid
form for the energy-momentum tensor Tµν ≡
(2/

√
−g)δSm/δg̃µν , i.e.,

Tµν = (ϵ+ p)uµuν + pg̃µν . (3)

For numerical computation, it is convenient to
work in the so-called Einstein frame, where, after
a conformal transformation of the metric gµν ≡
F (Φ)g̃µν and field redefinition Φ → φ(Φ), the
action can be written as

S =
1

16π

∫
d4x

√
−g[R− 2∇µφ∇µφ]+

Sm[Ψm, A
2(ϕ)gµν ], (4)

where we define A(φ) ≡ F (Φ(φ))−1/2 and now the
scalar field is minimally coupled to gravity, but it
couples directly with matter. We also chose the
standard canonical kinetic term Z(Φ) = 1. After
varying the action with respect to gµν and φ, we
get the following field equations:

Gµν − 2∂µφν∂φ+ gµνg
αβ∂αφ∂βφ = 8πTµνA

2(φ).
(5)
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∇µ∇µφ = −4πA4(φ)α(φ)T, (6)

where T ≡ gµνT
µν = 3p − ϵ is the trace of the

energy-momentum tensor,

α(φ) ≡ d lnA(φ)

dφ
. (7)

2.1 Spontaneous Scalarization

The most distinct feature of the STT when com-
pared to GR is the phenomenon of spontaneous
scalarization of compact objects, discovered by
Damour and Esposito-Farèse [6]. This scalar-
ization is a violation of the strong equivalence
principle associated with a gravitational phase
transition [26, 27]. It can be understood as a tachy-
onic instability of the scalar field [28]. To see this
more clearly, we can study linear perturbations of
the scalar field given by Eq. (6),

□δφ = −4πβ(φ)Tδφ, (8)

where β(φ) = dα(φ)/dφ|φ∞ . This equation is a
Klein-Gordon equation of the background space-
time, with an effective mass

µ2
eff = −4πβT. (9)

The solutions are oscillatory for a positive effective
mass squared, and the perturbations do not grow.
This happens if β and T have opposite signs. But
now, if they have the same sign, the instability
grows until the linear approximation breaks down
and the nonlinearities occur, quenching the scalar
field’s growth.

2.2 Models

Once we choose a specific form for the coupling
function, we select a particular model within the
general class of STTs. A simple model is described
by an exponential coupling, first used in [6]

A(φ) = e
βφ2

2 , (10)

frequently known as Damour-Esposito-Faresè
(DEF) theory and has a significant historical value
and simplicity, although incompatible with recent
observations [29]. Another well-motivated form

for the conformal factor comes from cosmology,
especially from inflationary models [30, 31]

A(φ) =
1√

1 + ξΦ2
, (11)

but the technical difficulty here is that we need
to solve the relation between the fields numeri-
cally, and so there is no close form for α(φ) in
the Einstein frame, for example, [32]. This diffi-
culty can be overcome with the use of an analytical
approximation using hyperbolic functions, where
the conformal function is

A(φ) = (cosh(−2
√
3ξφ))−

1
6ξ , (12)

while the coupling function is

1√
3
tanh(−2

√
3ξφ). (13)

This model was first discussed in [33], known as
the Mendes-Ortiz (MO) theory. Finally, all three
models are similar for ξ = 2β, showing the same
linear behavior when expanded in powers of ϕ.

2.3 Exact External Solution

In the scalar-tensor theory, an exact analytical
solution for a spherically symmetric spacetime is
the Just metric [34–36]. Written in the Einstein
frame, it is

ds2 = −f b/adt2 + f−b/adρ2 + ρ2f1−b/adΩ, (14)

besides the spherical part, the radial coordinate ρ
is related to Schwarzschild coordinate by

r = ρ(1− a/ρ)(1−b/a)/2, (15)

which cannot be analytically inverted. Here, b is
related to the gravitational (ADM) mass, b ≡ 2M ,
and

f ≡ 1− a/ρ, (16)

where a has length units and is related to the mass
and the scalar field configuration. We recover GR
when a = b.

The scalar field profile outside the star has the
form

φ = φ∞ +
q

a
log

(
1− a

ρ

)
, (17)
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where φ∞ is the background value of the scalar
field, which is constrained to be very small by solar
system experiments. For simplicity, we assume
φ∞ = 0. Far from the source, the scalar field
behaves like an electric field of a point charge
φ ∼ −q/ρ, and thus, we make the identification of
q as the scalar charge. The constants a, b and q
are not independent:

a2 − b2 − (2q)2 = 0. (18)

It is more common to define a scalar-to-mass ratio
Q ≡ q/M , so that

a/b =
√

1 +Q2 (19)

2.4 Constraints

Since the formulation of GR, it has passed the
scrutiny of experimental tests [37], and tight con-
straints were put in alternative theories of gravity.
The most relevant constraint in the weak field
regime and solar system scale comes from the
Cassini bound [25]. Making the PPN expansion
for the weak field/low velocities regime, the con-
straint on the γ parameter is usually proportional
to the background value of the scalar field. We
put Φ∞ = φ∞ = 0, which automatically satis-
fies that. But even with a restricted weak field
phenomenology, STTs can still have a rich, strong-
field landscape, bigger than GR, which is precisely
the essence of the phenomenon of spontaneous
scalarization.

From the strong field perspective, the con-
straints usually come from the timing of binary
systems [38–40]. These bounds are typically put
in the microphysics of the theory, i.e., the restric-
tions on coupling parameters, which, in the case
of the models discussed before, translates into a
constraint on the coupling constant ξ. Indeed, the
timing of radio pulsars in binary systems leads
to the exclusion of the region 2ξ = β ≲ −4.35,
mainly due to the effect of emission of dipolar
gravitational radiation, which affects the dynam-
ics of the two-body system at 1.5 post-Newtonian
order (PN), in contrast with the quadrupolar
emission of GR, that enter in a 2.5 PN order [38].

From the macroscopic phenomenological per-
spective, few constraints exist on the scalar charge
Q. Horbatsch and Burgess [41], with model-
independent analysis using the double pulsar,

found Q < 0.21. But it is important to empha-
size that a constraint on the scalar charge for a
∼ 1.4M⊙ NS does not necessarily translate into a
constraint on the charge of a high mass ∼ 2.1M⊙
because there can be some models that allow
spontaneous scalarization only for high mass NSs.

It is important to note also that pulsar tim-
ing of binary systems cannot constrain a massive
STT when the orbital separation is larger than
the characteristic length of the scalar field (Comp-
ton wavelength), λϕ = (2πℏ)/mφ. Thus, the scalar
field is local, only affecting the NS structure and
its immediate surroundings, leaving the orbital
motion of wide binaries as in GR [see 42]. Another
similar case arises when one considers fast rota-
tion [43, 44], with the strength of the scalar field
increasing at the center and inside the star but
decreasing quickly after some star radii.

For a massive STT, the main effect is the sup-
pression of the scalar field proportional to the
Yukawa term e−r/λϕ [42]. We stress that the con-
straints in the massive scenario differ significantly
from those in the massless case. Observationally,
the agreement between the orbital motion of close
relativistic binaries and GR places constraints on
STT, as STT predicts dipolar gravitational wave
emission [38]. Given that the typical size of such
compact binaries is about rbin ∼ 1010m, dipolar
gravitational radiation is suppressed if rbin > λϕ,
which implies mφ > 10−16eV . On the other hand,
a maximum mass can be estimated by ensuring
that scalarization is not suppressed inside the star.
This condition requires λϕ > R, or equivalently,
mφ < 10−9eV . Therefore, the allowed mass range
for the scalar field is 10−16eV ≲ mφ ≲ 10−9eV ,
which also accommodates a much broader range
of the parameter ξ consistent with observations
[42, 45].

3 Pulse profile modeling

Pulse profile modeling is a powerful and crucial
tool for analyzing localized surface emission of pul-
sars, such as the X-ray observations of NASA’s
NICER observatory [13]. Since the seminal work
of Pechenick et al. [46], several studies have been
made to model realistic pulse profile of neutrons
stars [47–49], and by comparing them with data,
its possible to infer the mass and radius of the
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star [50–54]. In addition, the magnetic field struc-
ture (related to the spot configurations [55]) and
hot-spot temperatures could be obtained.

The basic idea is to make two transforma-
tions of the relevant quantities that describe the
radiation emission. The first is from a frame co-
rotating with the star to a frame just above the
star’s surface (a local Lorentz boost). The second
transformation is from the star to the observer
at infinity. The first transformation considers the
special relativistic effects of the moving spot, such
as aberration and Doppler boost. The second one,
being non-local, collects the effect of gravity on
photon propagation, such as the bending and time
delay.

In the geometric optics approximation, the
photon path is a null geodesic of the Just metric
(14), whose Lagrangian is

L = gµνp
µpν , (20)

where pα is the photon 4-momenta along the
path xα = (ct, ρ, θ, ϕ), parametrized by an affine
parameter λ. The equations of motion follow from
Euler-Lagrange equations, with two well-known
constants of motion associated with energy and
angular momentum conservation

dt/dλ = A−2ϵf−b/a, (21)

dρ/dλ = A−4[c2ϵ2 − (h/ρ)2f2b/a−1], (22)

dθ/dλ = 0, (23)

dψ/dλ = A−2(h/ρ2)f b/a−1. (24)

We can make the identification of ψ with the
azimuthal angle ϕ because of the spherical symme-
try, i.e., the photon is always constrained to move
on a plane, which we can choose as θ = π/2. Also,
from the two constants of motion (ϵ and h), we
can define, as usual, the impact parameter of the
photon as σ ≡ h/ϵ.

Now we consider the emission angle α of the
photon at the stellar surface, we have tanα =
[pψpψ/(p

ρpρ)]
1/2 which gives a relation for the

impact parameter σ:

sinα =
σ

ρs
(1− ās)

b/a−1/2, (25)

where ās = a/ρs, and ρs is the stellar radius
in Just coordinates. Using the geodesic equations

and the impact parameter, Silva and Yunes [20]
were able to derive an integral expression for the
angle ψ that generalizes the GR expression

ψ = 2 sinα

∫ 1

0

dxx[1− ās(1− x2)]b/a−1×

{(1− ās)
2b/a−1 − (1− x2)2

[1− ās(1− x2)]2b/a−1 sin2 α}−1/2, (26)

where x =
√
1− y and y ≡ ρs/ρ. (Although we do

not use it in this work, in Appendix A we compare
the Beloborodov approximation [56] for GR and
its equivalent for STT.) In the GR limit, a/b = 1,
and ās becomes twice the compactness 2M/R. In
other words, in GR, the bending of the photon
path will depend on the emission angle and the
compactness, i.e., ψGR = ψGR(α,M/R). On the
other hand, in STT, the bending will also depend
on the scalar charge of the spacetime and the value
of ās, i.e., ψSTT = ψSTT(α, ās, Q)

In particular, the visible part of the star is
defined by the light ray emitted tangentially to
the local radial direction at the star’s surface,
i.e., α = π/2. For low compactness, the value of
ψ is close to α, and half of the star surface is
visible. But, as compactness increases, the bend-
ing increases, and ψ can become larger than π,
meaning that there is a region behind the star
where the light rays emitted can take two different
paths to reach the observer, one in the direction
of increasing ψ and the other of decreasing ψ.
(An explicit example of such a phenomenon is
given in the Appendix B.) As shown in Fig 1, in
GR ψGR(π/2,M/R) ≡ ψc = π for a compacte-
ness M/R = 0.284, and the whole star surface is
visible. We stress that ψc in STT changes non-
linearly with the compactness, as clear from Eq.
(26). Thus, the same should happen with the rel-
ative changes of ψc and observables in STT and
GR that depend on ψ.

In addition to the bending, the Shapiro time
delay [57] also affects the photons. Working with
the geodesics of the Just metric, Silva and Yunes
[20] also derived an integral expression for the time
delay, defined as

∆t ≡ t(σ)− t(σ = 0), (27)

i.e., the time difference for a photon emitted
directly towards the observer. With all these ingre-
dients, the authors derive the differential flux
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GR
STT (Q=0.5, AS=1±0.05)

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

M/R

1
-
ψ
C
/
π

Critical Deflection Angle

Fig. 1 Critical deflection angle in GR and Scalar-Tensor
theory, with a charge of Q = 0.5 and a scale factor eval-
uated on the surface As = 1 ± 0.05, where As = 1.05
correspond to the left boundary and As = 0.95 to the right
boundary of the blue shaded area. Since the critical angle
is equal to π, which means a star whose surface is fully
visible, this affects the lightcurve and could be used to dis-
tinguish between the two theories. Notice that the relative
changes of the critical view angle in STT and GR scale
with the compactness in a nonlinear way.

ENG

MPA1

Multiple Images

1.8 1.9 2.0 2.1 2.2 2.3 2.4

0.22

0.24

0.26

0.28

0.30

0.32

Mass[M
⊙
]

M
/
R

Fig. 2 Compactness versus ADM mass for two realistic
EOS. The continuous lines represent the GR solution. The
dotted lines correspond to scalarized solutions in STT for
the MO coupling with ξ = −3, and the dashed lines at
the end of each curve represent the scalarized solution with
ξ = 25. We also mark the critical GR compactness that
starts to produce a multiple-image region behind the star
(M/R = 0.284).

formula in the context of the STT

dF = A2
s(1− ās)

1√
1+Q2 δ5 cosα

d cosα

d cosψ

dA′

D2
I ′0(α

′),

(28)
where As is the conformal factor evaluated on
the stellar surface, δ is the Doppler factor (whose
expression can be seen in [20]), which takes into

account the gravitational redshift, α is the local
emission angle, dA′ is the area element on the sur-
face, D is the distance to the pulsar and I0 is the
specific intensity of radiation, which is naturally
expressed in terms of α′, the emission angle for an
observer co-moving with the surface.

The values of As and Q for a given mass
and compactness are needed to integrate the flux
formula. With the mass, we can get the val-
ues of b and a using the scalar charge Q. The
mass and compactness also specify the physical
radius, which can be translated to ρs via the
conformal factor As. We can perform an EOS-
independent analysis using the exterior spacetime
solution [20]. Namely, we can specify the mass
and radius without integrating the interior rela-
tivistic structure equations and choosing suitable
values for the scalar chargeQ and conformal factor
As, thus characterizing the exterior spacetime. We
adopt a straightforward and intuitive approach
of treating the stellar compactness as an inde-
pendent parameter, which maintains theoretical
consistency within observational limits and the
predictions of STT and GR. This method allows
for a flexible yet robust exploration of the differ-
ences between the theories, clearly demonstrating
how compactness influences the phenomena of
interest without requiring an explicit TOV (or
modified TOV) solution. Table 1 lists the stellar
models studied here.

To motivate possible compactness values to
explore, we first present a specific solution follow-
ing the model-dependent approach of integrating
the interior equations for a given EOS to get the
mass, radius, conformal factor at the surface, and
the scalar charge via the asymptotic behavior of
the external scalar field solution, Eq. (17). We
choose a realistic EOS and an STT model, like the
ones presented in 2.2. These models depend gen-
erally on just one free parameter, the value of the
coupling constant ξ. Once we choose the value of
ξ and a central pressure or density, we can inte-
grate the equations outwards and obtain all the
quantities needed to describe the exterior space-
time and compute the flux. As an example, Fig. 2
shows the equilibrium solutions for GR and STT
(ξ = −3, 25) for the realistic ENG [58] and MPA1
[59] EOSs. GR and STT solutions have stellar
configurations that go into the high compactness
region to produce multiple images before reach-
ing the maximum mass. One interesting case of
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specific coupling will be the one with ξ > 0 since
they scalarize for stars with high mass and are still
unconstrained by pulsar timing [33, 60]. Unfor-
tunately, in this case, the smallness of the scalar
charge makes the difference in the lightcurve rela-
tive to the GR case negligible [60]. The differences
between theories increase for high compactness,
close to M/R = 0.284, especially for the tangen-
tially emitted photons α ≈ π/2 (meaning ψ ≈ ψc),
as can be seen in Fig. 1.

The above solutions to the NS interior equilib-
rium equations with realistic EOSs demonstrate
that GR and STT can result in high compact-
ness configurations, allowing for multiple images
in pulsars. To maintain generality, from now on,
we adopt the previously mentioned model strategy
of treating compactness as an independent param-
eter, having as references the critical threshold
predicted by GR.

For the models considered here, following the
choices of [20] with Q = 0.5 and a conformal fac-
tor varying 5% relative to 1, the critical angle
ψC becomes π for a compactness in the range
[0.275, 0.305]. This slight difference creates a large
qualitative difference in the lightcurve because a
star with ψC > π develops a region behind it that
produces multiple images so the photon can bend
from one direction or another. Meanwhile, for a
ψC < π, there is an invisible zone behind the star
where the photons cannot reach the observer.

To make the model appropriate for astro-
physical applications, one must go beyond the
infinitesimal approximation, integrating the flux
over an extended region of the star’s surface. In
this case,

F = F0A
2
s(1− ās)

1√
1+Q2

∫∫
S

δ5cosα sinα
dα

dψ
dψdϕ,

(29)
where we choose spherical coordinates over the
spot area S. Since we are dealing primarily with
compact configurations, where the view bending
angle can become larger than π, it is better to
write the derivative as dα

dψ to avoid the singularity
when cosψ = 0. Also, F0 is a phase-independent
overall constant

F0 ≡ I0
RD2

. (30)

Owing to the exploratory theoretical nature of
the present work, we consider only one hot spot

on the stellar surface, with a circular shape of
semi-aperture angle ∆ψ, to isolate the scalar-field
effects. Likely, the light-curve fitting of specific
sources could require additional ingredients, such
as complicated magnetic field structures over a
simple-centered dipole or multiple spots [55, 61,
62]. The infinitesimal approximation works well
for small spots (∆ψ < 5°). For larger spots, one
must integrate over the spot area. In this case, the
difference between the theories increases because
of the cumulative light bending, time delay, and
gravitational redshift.

Let us briefly revisit the massive STT men-
tioned earlier. A high scalar field mass always
suppresses the scalarization of the star, leading to
a lower scalar field value at its surface [42]. For
example, if one assumes that the flux equation
(29) approximately holds for the massive case,
Fig. 2 of Ref. [42] suggests that for mφ > 1.6 ×
10−12eV , the flux differences between STT and
GR become negligible. Therefore, the results pre-
sented in the next section for the massless case can
be regarded as an upper limit on flux changes (see
also [63] for a discussion of a massive scalar field
in heavy NS with the “asymmetron” model). We
leave precise details about the flux change in the
case of highly compact NS with a massive scalar
field for future work.

To characterize the flux, one must know the
specific geometry of the source, which can be
described by the angles (ι0, θs), as illustrated in
Fig. 3. Here, ι0 is the angle between the rotational
axis of the NS and line of sight (LoS), and θs is
the colatitude of the spot’s center relative to the
rotational axis. The position of the spot’s center
will vary in time as the star rotates

cosψ0 = sin ι0 sin θs cosωt+ cos ι0 cos θs, (31)

where ω is the angular velocity of the star, and we
choose t = 0 as the moment of closest approach
between the spot and the observer. For the inte-
gration procedure, we follow [62, 64, 65]. The main
difference here is the inclusion of the flux of the
secondary image of the spot. The center of the sec-
ondary image is in the position ψsec = 2π − ψ0,
and we start to consider it when cos (ψ0 +∆ψ) ≤
cos (ψc).

Here, we keep things simple enough to isolate
the effects of STT on the lightcurves of compact
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Fig. 3 Schematic representation of angles and vectors for
the NS. l⃗ represents the line of sight, r⃗ denotes the axis of
rotation, and c⃗ is normal to the center of the polar cap.
The angle ψ is defined between l⃗ and c⃗, and α represents
the angle made by a photon leaving the star relative to c⃗.
Additionally, ι0 is the angle between l⃗ and r⃗, and θs is the
angle between c⃗ and r⃗.
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Fig. 4 Bolometric flux of the models relative to GR. The
difference is more evident when the spot passes the area
opposite the observer’s line of sight, around half the rota-
tional period. In one case there is an invisible zone and a
multiple image zone in the other, producing a brightening
in the flux. The huge difference between the fluxes is evi-
dent, both qualitatively and quantitatively.

NS. We do not include an atmosphere model, mag-
netic fields, and rotation effects on the exterior
spacetime and star’s structure. These ingredients
must be included in STT [66] to be consistent.

4 Results

In Fig. 4, we show the bolometric flux of a spot
with ∆ψ = 10° for the compact stellar models
of Table 1. In this case, we do not consider rota-
tional effects (Doppler and time delay) and take

the rotational frequency ν = 0. For the GR star,
the critical angle is ψc = π, and the whole surface
of the star is visible, making a non-vanishing flux,
even when the spot is behind the star. For the
model STT1, according to Fig. 1, the critical angle
is smaller than π (ψc = 0.90π), making an invisi-
ble zone of roughly ∼ 20° behind the star, which
eclipses the entire spot during a short period. In
the case of the model STT2, the critical angle is
a little greater than π (ψc = 1.05π), meaning that
a zone of roughly ∼ 9° starts to produce a sec-
ond image when the spot reaches it, making that
brightening observed in the lightcurve close to half
the rational phase of the star.

One interesting fact about the light bending
of compact stars is that visually, the star appears
bigger than it is. For a 2.1M⊙ star, with com-
pactness M/R = 0.284, the physical radius is
10.918 km. Still, using the impact parameter for-
mula (25) for the last photon that we can see from
the star surface (α = π/2), we find a value of
16.611 km for GR, almost 50% bigger. A different
gravitational field will of course also influence the
visual appearance of the star, for the STT1 model
the apparent radius is ∼ 260 m bigger, and for
STT2 ∼ 340 m smaller, causing although a small
perceptual difference of 1.6% and 2% respectively,
with respect to GR.

These distinct features between the light
curves can be appreciated for increasing compact-
ness above M/R = 0.275 (see Appendix B) and a
geometrical configuration where the spot crosses
the invisible or multiple image region behind the
star. To be more specific, the effect is evident when
ι0 + θs− π ≤ ∆ψ, meaning that the ideal configu-
ration to test is with small hot spots seen edge-on
that are near the stellar equator. Although it may
sound particular, the analysis of Miller et al. [52]
of NICER data from the massive (2.08M⊙) pulsar
PSR J0740+6620 is consistent with this geometri-
cal configuration, making this source suitable for
gravitational theory tests.

Although the lightcurves are qualitatively dif-
ferent for the same compactness, there is a degen-
eracy between the compactness and the scalar
charge: a slightly more compact star in GR will
start to produce the multiple image region, and a
less compact one will produce an invisible zone.
This is a reflex of the well-known degeneracy
between the equation of state physics and the
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Stellar Models
Name M/R M/M⊙ R/km ρs/km As ās b̄s Q
GR 0.284 2.1 10.918 10.918 1 0.568 0.568 0
STT1 0.284 2.1 10.918 12.026 0.95 0.576 0.515 0.5
STT2 0.284 2.1 10.918 10.962 1.05 0.632 0.565 0.5

Table 1 Stellar models considered in the light-curve analysis. We choose configurations that are doppelgängers of each
other, with the same mass M and Jordan frame radius R, giving the same compactness value of M/R = 0.284. The STT
models are chosen by fixing the conformal factor at the surface As and scalar charge Q. The values of ρs (Einstein Frame
radius in Just coordinates), ās = a/ρs and b̄s = b/ρs are then obtained by Eq. 15, the b definition and Eq. 19, respectively.

gravitational theory [see, e.g., 67]. To get a clear
signature of the scalar charge on the lightcurve,
one, in principle, needs an independent measure-
ment of the mass and radius, which is difficult for
millisecond pulsars, for example. The mass can be
well measured by the radio timing of the pulses,
while the radius measurement is way more elusive
[68]. Still, multimessenger observations could help
to break this degeneracy.
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Fig. 5 Upper: Bolometric flux for a geometric configura-
tion ι0 = θs = 80°, where the spot’s flux does not suffer
the influence of the special region behind the star, so the
differences are ascribed to the time-delay and gravitational
redshift. Lower: STT cases relative difference relative to
GR.

Even for geometric configurations where the
spot does not cross the region opposite to the
line of sight, the lightcurves of the models can be
significantly different when we include rotational
effects. Here, the spacetime is still spherically sym-
metric, and we keep the spherical shape of the
star. Still, we include special relativity effects that
depend crucially on the gravitational redshift and
the time delay, which are small but enhanced by
the integration over the extended spot. Motivated
by observations, we choose, in the case of rota-
tion, the frequency ν = 700 Hz. In Fig 5, we show
the bolometric lightcurve for a ∆ψ = 10° spot
but for a configuration almost equatorial, with
ι0 = θs = 80°. In this case, we do not have the
effect illustrated in Fig. 4 because the spot does
not cross exactly the region behind the star. The
difference is mainly due to the surface gravity that
affects the special relativistic effects and the time
delay integrated over the extended spot.

We emphasize that for a fast-rotating NS, one
should include at least the dominant effect of the
deformed stellar surface in the lightcurve analy-
sis [48], but for geometrical configurations where
ι0 ≈ θs ≈ 90°, as discussed here, the approxima-
tion using a spherical surface works well and the
effects of a rotating spacetime is subdominant, as
demonstrated by Cadeau et al. [48] for the GR
case.

5 Conclusion

While GR has passed all experimental tests, it
remains imperative to scrutinize it for potential
deviations, striving for greater precision. Among
the notable alternative theories is Scalar-Tensor
gravity, which posits an additional scalar degree
of freedom alongside the metric tensor to describe
gravitation and predict different phenomena, like
spontaneous scalarization that affect both neutron
stars structure and gravitational field.
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In this work, we analyze a promising way to
test STTs in the strong-field regime of high-mass
pulsars: the pulse profile is very sensitive to the
scalar charge when the compactness is close to
GM/(c2R) ∼ 0.284. It makes compact systems
with localized hot spot emission close to the equa-
tor, ideal for testing scalar-tensor theories and
suggestively, alternative gravitational theories in
general. Such an analysis needs the inclusion of all
ingredients that enter the pulse profile analysis:
gravitational redshift, light bending, time delay,
and different stellar structures. The advantage of
the STT used here is that it allows the analysis
with an analytic, closed-form exterior spacetime
solution for the light bending and time delay. The
STT effects, especially for the light bending, are
more pronounced for the light rays emitted tan-
gentially relative to the stellar surface, as shown
by the distinct features in Figs. 4 and 5. The lat-
ter shows flux differences of up to 80% in the
spot’s passage around the region opposite the
line of sight (i.e., behind the star relative to the
observer). This suggests that differences between
GR and STT lightcurves can be significant in cases
of high compactness. Therefore, that could be
a promising observational approach to constrain
deviations from GR. Due to the nonlinear depen-
dence of the flux on compactness, slightly smaller
values of the latter can result in much smaller
relative changes of the former in STT and GR.

Figure 1 shows the nonlinearity of the differ-
ences between STTs and GR in the deflection
angle. For a fixed scalar charge, configurations
with a scale factor with the same excess or defect
relative to the GR case lead to asymmetric stel-
lar compactness values (relative to the GR case)
at which the whole NS becomes visible. This is
expected because STT changes are more relevant
for more relativistic systems. The largest deviation
of compactness is around 10% (when the star is
not entirely visible (ψc < π), the relative changes
are smaller). It is meaningful to compare the above
numbers with NICER compactness constraints,
which use GR, to gain insight into the feasibil-
ity of probing scalarization in compact stars. We
use as reference pulsar PSR J0740+6620, con-
strained to having a radius [52, 53] R = 12.39+2.22

−1.50

km (90% credible interval). For the accurately-
estimated mass of 2.08M⊙, its compactness is
0.209–0.281, with a median of 0.248. Thus, the rel-
ative dispersion of compactness values is around

12%–15%. Therefore, current NICER observations
cannot yet differentiate GR from STTs. How-
ever, with the increasing accuracy of multimessen-
ger constraints [52] or several gravitational-wave
observations [69], it will be possible to differentiate
theories using ray-tracing observables, especially
for highly compact stars. The largest compact-
ness dispersion produced by STT can also be
used to estimate the radius uncertainty associ-
ated with scalarization. From the definition, C ≡
M/R, it follows that |∆R|/R = ∆C/C for a well-
constrained mass. Thus, |∆R|/R ≲ 10% for the
above parameters. This also suggests that Q = 0.5
is the maximum value of the charge parameter
allowed by current radius constraints. Naturally,
tighter constraints on Q and A or smaller val-
ues for ψc will reduce that uncertainty. Still, it is
large enough to suggest that STT could generally
impact radius inferences from lightcurves.

Large compactness values are generally associ-
ated with very dense systems where phase transi-
tions can occur [70–72]. This means that probing
scalarization could also be particularly relevant in
hybrid stars [73]. If the surface tension of dense
matter is large enough, the quark phase and the
hadronic phase could be in direct touch (first-
order phase transition). In this case, phase conver-
sions could happen upon perturbations, and the
matter would not be catalyzed anymore, mean-
ing that the usual stability rules for NSs would be
violated [73]. Such a violation would allow for an
extended branch of (meta)stable NSs with large
compactnesses (see, e.g., [74–78]). The terminal
mass (where radial perturbations have null eigen-
frequencies) within this branch is not known. Still,
it could go down to values about ordinary stars
[79]. All the above means that scalarization could
be relevant for NSs of canonical mass, in addition
to massive ones.

Gravitational theory tests using pulse pro-
file modeling are still not sufficiently competitive
compared to binary pulsar experiments for real
astrophysical verification or for placing meaning-
ful constraints. However, this subject remains a
fresh and fertile area for research, as emphasized
in [80]. In this work, we have presented promis-
ing configurations that could shed new light on
the field. However, our model is still too simplified
for application to real astrophysical sources. We
must incorporate the possibility of multiple spots
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(e.g., [62, 65]) with temperature distributions and
account for atmospheric effects within the context
of STT, which can attenuate tangentially emitted
photons. Additionally, it is crucial to consider stel-
lar oblateness. For instance, as an initial approxi-
mation, one could solve the structure equations up
to second order in angular velocity [66] to obtain
the star’s quadrupole moment and shape, result-
ing in an oblate Just+Doppler model for the NS
spacetime. With this more comprehensive theo-
retical model in hand, a statistical analysis can
be performed, for example, using the NICER data
for the high-mass pulsar PSR J0740+6620. This
would enable us to obtain posterior values for the
mass and radius and the parameters of the STT.
We leave this analysis for future work.

Acknowledgements. We thank the anony-
mous referee for their valuable suggestions and
comments, which have helped improve this work.
T. O. is grateful for the financial support of
CAPES and the hospitality of the University of
Ferrara. J.G.C. is grateful for the support of
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Appendix A The
Beloborodov
Approximation

Although this work focuses on the lightcurve of
compact stars, a comment can be made about the
well-established Beloborodov analytical approxi-
mation [56] in the context of STT. This approx-
imation for the light bending integral, Eq. 26, is
valid for compactness bellow M/R ≤ 0.25, where
we get an exact analytical formula without solv-
ing the integral numerically, saving computational
time.
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Fig. A6 Beloborodov approximation for compactness of
M/R = 0.25. The dashed lines are the exact numerical
result, and the solid lines are for the function (1− cosα) =
(1− 2x)(1− cosψ), with x = 0.25 for GR and 0.234, 0.258
for the STT models. The fact that the lines run practically
parallel shows compactness’s main role in this geometric
approximation. The error is a maximum of 7% for the emis-
sion angle α = π/2.

The Beloborodov formula reads

1− cosα = (1− 2C)(1− cosψ) (A1)

where C is the stellar compactness. In Fig. A6, we
show the Beloborodov approximation for GR and
the equivalent for the STT, choosing the value of
the slope so that the error relative to the numeri-
cal results is similar. We fixed the scalar charge to
be Q = 0.5 and the scale factor at the star’s sur-
face to vary 5% relative to 1. For the blue curve
(As = 0.95), we put C = 0.234, and for the red one
(As = 1.05) C = 0.258. We note that these val-
ues are very similar to the “effective compactness”
in the STT solution bs/2 = GM/ρsc

2, which are
bs/2 = 0.228 and bs/2 = 0.251. We can interpret
this as the compactness’s key role in light bend-
ing, which dominates over the direct effect of the
scalar charge [18]. The lines of GR and STT run
almost parallel, and the error is a maximum of 7%
for the emission angle α = π/2.
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Appendix B Increasing
compactness
and the
appearance of
multiple images
of the spot

One of the key aspects of the results discussed
here is the appearance of multiple images of the
NS surface when the compactness increases over a
critical value, which depends on the gravitational
theory and crucially affects the lightcurve. The
difference between the theories is small for com-
pactness below the critical one, as seen from Fig.
B7. The geometric configuration is similar to those
of Fig. 5 of Hu et al. [22], and we also find within
our model that the maximum relative change of
the flux in STT and GR is smaller than 5%, in
agreement with their findings.

Fig. B7 The difference between the theories is small for
compactness below critical and a geometrical configuration
where the spot does not cross the region opposite to the
LoS.

But as compactness increases, the bending
becomes strong enough so that the critical angle
ψc can be greater than π, meaning that pho-
tons that leave a region behind the star, relative
to the LoS, can take two paths to reach the
observer, a phenomenon similar to gravitational
lensing that can be seen in Fig. B8. We consider
the Schwarzschild spacetime and a star with the
critical compactness C = 0.284.

Fig. B8 Several geodesics starting from different heights
relative to the NS equator are shown from an over-
head view, with the line of sight (LOS) along the x-axis.
The lensing effect of extreme bending is evident in two
geodesics—red dotted and blue dashed—that originate
from the same point behind the star’s surface (ψ = π) and
still reach the observer (ψ = 0) via two different paths.
That is related to multiple images when the compactness
is large enough. The NS compactness is C = 0.284, and the
spacetime is Schwarzschild.

One can appreciate in Fig. B9 the increas-
ing sensitivity of the light curve as compactness
increases in the interval [0.275, 0.305], where the
GR solution (thick line) can be very different
from the STT models considered (dotted and
dashed). The brightening observed around half the
rotational period, associated with the lensed sec-
ondary flux, can be compared with [17, 23]. The
peak of the brightening depends on the spot size,
with smaller spots producing more pronounced
peaks [23].
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