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Abstract

Since the derivation of a well-defined D → 4 limit for 4D Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (4DEGB)
gravity coupled to a scalar field, there has been considerable interest in testing it as an alternative
to Einstein’s general theory of relativity. Past work has shown that this theory hosts interesting
compact star solutions which are smaller in radius than a Schwarzschild black hole of the same
mass in general relativity (GR), though the stability of such objects has been subject to question.
In this paper we solve the equations for radial perturbations of neutron stars in the 4DEGB
theory with SLy/BSk class EOSs, along with the MS2 EOS, and show that the coincidence
of stability and maximum mass points in GR is still present in this modified theory, with the
interesting additional feature of solutions re-approaching stability near the black hole solution
on the mass-radius diagram. Besides this, as expected from past work, we find that larger values
of the 4DEGB coupling α tend to increase the mass of neutron stars of the same radius (due
to a larger α weakening gravity) and move the maximum mass points of the solution branches
closer to the black hole horizon.
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1 Introduction

Despite the empirical success and predictive power of Einstein’s general theory of relativity (GR),
modified theories of gravity remain interesting as a possible way to address issues in modern cos-
mology [1–4], quantize gravity [5, 6], and eliminate spacetime singularities [7–9]. Perhaps even
more important is the need for phenomenological competitors against which GR can be tested in
the most stringent manner possible. Early attempts at modifying Einsteinian gravity can be traced
back to work by Weyl [10] and Eddington [11], and continue through to present day research.

Amongst the plethora of modified gravitational theories, higher curvature theories are among
the most popular. In such theories the assumed linear relationship between curvature and energy-
momentum found in GR is replaced with a relation that depends on an arbitrary sum of powers of
the curvature tensor. Lovelock theories [12] have long been the preferred class of higher curvature
theories since the resultant field equations are of 2nd order.

Lovelock theories of gravity have historically been treated as mathematical curiosities since
Lovelock’s theorem ensures that the higher order terms vanish identically in four spacetime dimen-
sions or less (D ≤ 4). The first of these higher order terms – the Gauss Bonnet (GB) term – is
quadratic in the curvature,

SGB
D = α

∫
dDx

√
−g
[
RµνρτRµνρτ − 4RµνRµν +R2

]
≡ α

∫
dDx

√
−gG,

(1)

and is the integral of a total derivative in D = 4, thus contributing nothing to the system’s
dynamics. However it was recently shown [13] that the Gauss-Bonnet contribution to solutions to
the D-dimensional field equations can be non-trivial for D → 4 under the following rescaling of the
GB coupling constant:

α→ α

D − 4
. (2)

Despite this apparent violation of the Lovelock theorem (which states that GR with cosmological
constant is the most general theory of gravity in 3+1 dimensions that is wholly described by a metric
and 2nd order field equations), a number of sensible 4-dimensional metrics can be obtained. This
was done for spherical black holes [13–17], cosmological solutions [13, 18, 19], star-like solutions [20,
21], radiating solutions [22], collapsing solutions [23], etc, with all these solutions carrying imprints
of higher curvature corrections inherited from their D > 4 counterparts.

In reality the existence of such limiting solutions does not actually imply the existence of a
well-defined 4D theory, and a number of objections in this vein quickly appeared [24–26]. This
shortcoming was addressed by two independent groups [27, 28], both of which derived consistent
versions of what has come to be known as 4D Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet (4DEGB) gravity, making
use of the same rescaling (2) first introduced by Glavan and Lin [13]. In both cases a scalar field
is introduced into the action thus preserving the Lovelock theorem and making 4DEGB gravity a
Horndeski theory of gravity. In the former this is done via a conformal rescaling trick (analogous
to an earlier procedure wherein the D → 2 limit of GR was obtained [29]), and in the latter a
Kaluza-Klein dimensional reduction technique [30]. These two approaches yield (up to trivial field
redefinitions) identical theories, with the exception that the latter method yields additional terms
in the metric field equations that depend on the curvature of the maximally symmetric (D − 4)-
dimensional space. Taking these terms to vanish yields the 4DEGB action term:

SGB
4 =α

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
ϕG + 4Gµν∇µϕ∇νϕ− 4(∇ϕ)2□ϕ+ 2(∇ϕ)4

]
, (3)
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where ϕ is a new scalar field.
The above contribution is added to the usual Einstein-Hilbert term in the full theory and acts as

a modification to standard GR. Surprisingly, the static, spherically symmetric black hole solutions
to the resultant field equations match those following from the näıve D → 4 limit of D > 4 solutions
found in [13] without ever actually referencing a higher dimensional spacetime. This full theory
has been shown to be an interesing phenomenological competitor to GR [21, 31, 32]. Despite much
exploration [33], the role played by these higher curvature terms in real gravitational dynamics is
still not fully understood. One important arena for testing such theories against standard general
relativity is via observations of compact astrophysical objects like neutron stars. The correct
theory should be able to accurately describe recent and future gravitational wave observations of
astrophysical objects existing in the mass gap between the heaviest compact stars and the lightest
black holes.

Modern observational astrophysics is rich in its detection of compact objects and as such our
understanding of highly dense gravitational objects is rapidly advancing. However, there is as of
yet no strong consensus on their underlying physics. A number of such objects have been recently
observed that are inconsistent with standard GR and a simple neutron star equation of state.
Recently it was shown that the secondary component of the merger GW190814 is well described as
a slowly-rotating neutron star in the 4DEGB theory without resorting to exotic Equations of State
(EOSs), while also demonstrating that the equilibrium sequence of neutron stars asymptotically
matches the minimum mass black hole solution, thus closing the mass gap between NS/black holes
of the same radius [21].

In a similar vein, investigations on quark stars in the 4DEGB theory have shown promise for
describing unusual astronomical objects like HESS J1731-347 [34], PSR J0030+0451 [35], PSR
J0740+6620 [36], and GW190814 [37]. In these cases the asymptotic solutions mentioned above
for neutron stars were seen again for quark stars, and a comparison to a modified version of the
Buchdahl bound [38, 39] for 4DEGB gravity was carried out [39, 40]. It was found that in all
cases, in the limit of large central pressure, the compact star solutions asymptotically approached
the minimum mass black hole of the theory (while also smoothly joining with the minimum mass
point of the modified Buchdahl bound) in the limit of large central pressure. Such solutions beg
the question of stability - in general relativity an uncharged, spherical, gravitating body is stable in
the part of the solution branch where ∂M/∂ρc ≥ 0 [41] (i.e. the transition to instability happens at
the maximum mass point). Once a charge is introduced into the system, this coincidence no longer
holds [42–44] and the point at which the fundamental mode eigenfrequency ω2

0 becomes negative
is offset from the maximum mass point. In the literature thus far it has been unclear whether
including non-zero coupling to the 4DEGB theory will have a similar offsetting effect, and whether
the parts of the solution curves corresponding to extreme compact objects (or ECOs) could exist
in a universe described by the 4DEGB theory. If there are indeed stable solutions that approach
the black hole horizon, then for that set of parameters we can expect a universe in which the radii
of compact stars can be arbitrarily close to the horizon size of black holes.

This naturally also invokes curiosity about the gravitational collapse scenario in 4DEBG gravity,
leaving an interesting avenue for future work.

In this article we tackle the former problem, investigating the stability of neutron star solutions
in 4DEGB gravity for the Skyrme Lyon (SLy) EOS, the Brussels-Montreal Skyrme functionals
(BSk) family of EOSs, and the Müller-Serot EOS (MS2). We found that the qualitative differences
between the resultant mass-radius curves for these different EOSs were minimal, and that increasing
the 4DEGB coupling constant α had the effect of generally inflating the mass-radius (MR) profiles.
In the case of the MS2 EOS we see maximum mass points which are offset further from the
intersection point of the solution curve with the black hole horizon than in the non-relativistic

2



cases. Furthermore, we find numerically that the transition from stability to instability in the
4DEGB theory is still coincident with the maximum mass point of the MR curves. Interestingly
the MR solution curves, after reaching the maximum mass, transit through a region of unstable
solutions that tend to re-approach stability at the limit of large central density (i.e. the solutions
closest to the black hole for a given α), possibly hinting at black hole-sized stable ECOs as a general
feature of this theory. Even ignoring these hypothetical objects, for large enough α the solution
curves do not reach a maximum mass until they merge with the black hole horizon. This implies
that the theory does predict the existence of objects that are smaller than the Schwarzschild radius
in GR yet are stable against radial perturbations. The caveat here is that our non-relativistic
equations of state sometimes exceed the causality limit (i.e. vsound = c) before this maximum mass
point is reached. Such solutions should not be considered physical, although analogous behavior
is also observed for the MS2 EOS which does take relativistic considerations into account. In the
latter case no such issue with causality is present, and the full solution space for all EOSs is included
for comparison.

The outline of our paper is as follows: in section 2 we introduce the formalism and field equations
of 4DEGB gravity, including an overview of the spherically symmetric black hole solution which
matches that found in [13]. In section 3 a perfect fluid energy-momentum tensor is employed and
the modified Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations are derived for 4DEGB gravity. After
this, section 4 introduces the SLy/BSk/MS2 neutron star EOSs which are implemented in our
numerical calculations. We use the section to examine the sound speed inside stars described by
each EOS as a function of density, and to show the resultant MR curves from solving the modified
TOV equations alongside these EOSs. This is followed by a thorough study of the stability under
adiabatic radial oscillations of these neutron stars solutions in section 5. Finally, in section 6 we
summarize our results and discuss interesting avenues for future research.

2 4D Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet Gravity

The 4DEGB theory is defined by adding (3) to the Einstein-Hilbert action [27]:

SEGB =
1

2κ

∫
d4x

√
−g
[
R− 2Λ + α

(
ϕG + 4Gµν∇µϕ∇νϕ− 4(∇ϕ)2□ϕ+ 2((∇ϕ)2)2

)]
+ Sm, (4)

where κ = 8πGc−4, α is the 4DEGB coupling constant (with units of length squared), ϕ is the
(dimensionless) scalar field, Sm is the matter action and

G = RµνρσR
µνρσ − 4RµνR

µν +R2 (5)

is the Gauss-Bonnet term. We note that an important property of the action (4) is its shift
symmetry in the scalar field, i.e. it remains invariant under the transformation

ϕ→ ϕ+ C, (6)

for a constant C.
The field equation for the scalar field is given by [27]

G − 8Gµν∇µ∇νϕ− 8Rµν∇µϕ∇νϕ+ 8(□ϕ)2 − 8∇µ∇νϕ∇µ∇νϕ− 16∇µ∇νϕ∇νϕ∇µϕ

− 8(∇ϕ)2□ϕ = 0, (7)
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while variation of the action with respect to the metric leads to the following field equations

Gµν + Λgµν + α
[
ϕHµν − 2R[∇µ∇νϕ+ (∇µϕ)(∇νϕ)] + 8Rρ

(µ∇ν)∇ρϕ+ 8Rρ
(µ∇ν)ϕ∇ρϕ

− 2Gµν [(∇ϕ)2 + 2□ϕ]− 4[∇µ∇νϕ+ (∇µϕ)(∇νϕ)]□ϕ− [gµν(∇ϕ)2 − 4(∇µϕ)(∇νϕ)](∇ϕ)2

+ 8∇ρ∇(µϕ(∇ν)ϕ)∇ρϕ− 4gµνR
ρσ[∇σ∇ρϕ+ (∇σϕ)(∇ρϕ)] + 2gµν(□ϕ)

2

− 2gµν(∇ρ∇σϕ)(∇ρ∇σϕ)− 4gµν(∇ρ∇σϕ)(∇ρϕ)(∇σϕ) + 4(∇µ∇ρϕ)(∇ν∇ρϕ)

+ 4Rµρνσ[∇ρ∇σϕ+ (∇ρϕ)(∇σϕ)] =
8πG

c4
Tµν , (8)

where

Tµν := − 2√
−g

δSm
δgµν

, (9)

and

Hµν = 2RµρσλR
ρσλ
ν − 4RµρR

ρ
ν − 4RµρνσR

ρσ + 2RRµν −
1

2
Ggµν , (10)

which identically vanishes in four dimensions and less.
In what follows we will work with a cosmological constant equal to zero.

2.1 Black Hole Solution

This theory possesses an exact vacuum solution, with a line element given by

ds2 = −f(r)(cdt)2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2), (11)

where the metric function f(r) and the (derivative of the) scalar field ϕ are given by [27]

f(r) = 1 +
r2

2α

(
1−

√
1 +

8αGM

c2r3

)
, (12)

dϕ

dr
=

√
f − 1

r
√
f

, (13)

and M is an integration constant. This solution is asymptotically flat, and we can interpret
M as the mass of a non-rotating black hole. There are two horizons for α < 0, as well as for
M > c2

√
α/G =Mmin if α > 0. The outer event horizon [21] is located at

Rh =
GM

c2
+

√
G2M2

c4
− α (14)

which for α > 0 is smaller than its Schwarzschild counterpart. There are other branches of spher-
ically symmetric solutions in this theory, but this one is the only asymptotically flat spherically
symmetric solution that is free of naked singularities [45]. For this reason, the spacetime outside a
spherically symmetric neutron star will be given by the line element (11) with metric function (12).
Writing f(r) = 1 + 2φ(r)/c2, we can compute the gravitational force per unit of mass in 4DEGB
due to a spherical body

f⃗ = −dφ
dr
r̂ = −c

2r

2α

(
1− c2r3 + 2αGM

c2r3 + 8αGM

√
1 +

8αGM

c2r3

)
r̂, (15)
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which is smaller in magnitude than its Newtonian α = 0 counterpart (f⃗N = −GMr̂/r2) for α > 0.
The expression in (15) vanishes at r = (αGM/c2)1/3, but this is always at a smaller value of r
than the outer horizon (as defined in (14)) of the corresponding black hole. Hence the gravitational
force outside of any spherical body, while weaker than in GR, is always attractive provided α > 0.
If α < 0 then the corresponding gravitational force is more attractive than in GR. However the
requirement that atomic nuclei should not be shielded by a horizon yields the empirical constraint
[21]

α ≳ −10−30 m2, (16)

making the associated gravitational effects totally undetectable. For practical purposes we can
exclude negative α from our analysis.

An upper bound for the coupling constant

0 < α ≲ 1010 m2 (17)

has been found using LAGEOS satellites [33]. Inclusion of preliminary calculations on recent GW
data suggests that these constraints could be even tighter [33],

0 < α ≲ 107 m2 (18)

though a proper calculation remains to be carried out.

3 Neutron star solutions

We consider neutron star configurations as a static, spherically symmetric perfect fluid in hydro-
static equilibrium. The spacetime can be described by the line element

ds2 = −eχ(r)f(r)(cdt)2 + dr2

f(r)
+ r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2), (19)

where f(r) and χ(r) are metric functions. The matter inside the star will be described in terms of
the energy-momentum tensor of a perfect fluid, given by

Tµν = (ϵ+ P )
uµ
c

uν
c

+ Pgµν , (20)

where ϵ = ρc2 is the energy density (and ρ the mass density), P is the isotropic pressure, uµ =
dxµ/dτ is the 4-velocity of a fluid element, and τ is the proper time.

Since we are considering the static case, the only non-vanishing component of the 4-velocity is
u0 so that uµ = (u0, 0, 0, 0). Using the identity gµνu

µuν ≡ −c2 we can obtain

u0 = −c
√
feχ/2. (21)

The energy-momentum tensor is then given by

Tµν = diag(ϵeχf, P/f, Pr2, P r2 sin2 θ). (22)

Inserting the metric (19) and the components of the energy-momentum tensor (22) into the field
equations (8), we obtain equations (82) and (83) in appendix A.

Since the action is invariant under the transformation (6), it can be shown that equation (7)
for the scalar field in the spacetime given by (19) can be recast as [46]

djr

dr
= 0, (23)
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with

jr =
4α

r2
[(rϕ′ − 1)2f − 1][2ϕ′f − χ′f − f ′]. (24)

For the spacetime to be asymptotically flat and match the exterior solution implies

(rϕ′ − 1)2f − 1 = 0 (25)

the solution of which is given by (13), which also holds for the interior of the neutron star.
Replacing the expression (13) for the scalar field in equations (82) and (83), and solving for the

derivatives of f and χ yields

df

dr
= −(8πG/c4)ϵr4 + αf2 + (r2 − 2α)f − r2 + α

r (r2 − 2αf + 2α)
, (26)

dχ

dr
=

8πG

c4
r3 (ϵ+ P )

f (r2 − 2αf + 2α)
. (27)

The only nontrivial component of the conservation equation ∇µT
µr = 0 for the energy-momentum

tensor (22) is the r-component, which gives

dP

dr
= −1

2
(ϵ+ P )

(
χ′ +

f ′

f

)
. (28)

Inserting equations (26) and (27) in (28), we find

dP

dr
= −

(ϵ+ P )
[
−αf2 −

(
r2 − 2α

)
f + (8πG/c4)r4P + r2 − α

]
2rf (r2 − 2αf + 2α)

, (29)

which defines the modified TOV equation for this theory in terms of the metric function f , the
pressure and the energy density.

We determine the boundary conditions at the origin by assuming that each function is regular
near r = 0, that is:

h(r) = h0 + h1r + h2r
2 + · · · , r → 0, (30)

with h = {f, χ, ϕ, ϵ, P}. Replacing this expansion in equations (13), (26), (27) and (29), solving
order by order, and requiring that the scalar field is regular at the origin implies

f(r) = 1 +
1

2α

(
1−

√
1 +

32πG

3c4
αϵc

)
r2 +O(r3) (31)

χ(r) = χc +
4πG

c4
ϵc + Pc√

1 + (32πG/3c4)αϵc
r2 +O(r3), (32)

P (r) = Pc +O(r2) (33)

where Pc is the central pressure, ϵc the central energy density and χc an arbitrary constant that is
fixed by the matching with the exterior solution. To numerically integrate the system of differential
equations it is necessary that the value of χ at the origin is known, and for this we will take advantage
of the fact that the differential equation (27) is linear in χ. We write

χ(r) = χnum(r) + χc, (34)

where χnum is the function that will be integrated, with χnum(0) = 0 and the constant χc obtained
by imposing χ(R) = 0.
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4 Equations of state

In order to solve the system of equations given by (26)-(29), we also need an EOS relating the
star’s internal pressure with its density. We will use realistic EOSs to describe all regions inside
a neutron star. In particular, we consider the Skyrme Lyon (SLy) [47] EOS, previously used in
[21], along with the Brussels-Montreal Skyrme functionals (BSk) family of EOSs [48, 49], which
incorporate refinements to the SLy EOS that improve the fit to both nuclear matter properties and
neutron star observations. We note that these equations of state are all non-relativistic; although
it is common practice in the literature to consider the corresponding solutions up to densities that
respect the causality condition [21, 50, 51], technically such solutions can only be trusted when
the speed of sound is a small fraction of the speed of light. For this reason we also consider the
MS2 (Müller and Serot) [52] equation of state which does include relativistic considerations in the
derivation. However, since the pressure-density relation of MS2 is extremely similar to its non-
relativistic cousins in all but the very highest density regime ∼ 1016 g/cm3 (see figure 1) where
the neutron star solutions are already unstable, the relevant physical results are quite similar and
useful for comparison.

To start, the SLy EOS has the following analytic parametrization:

ζ =
a1 + a2ξ + a3ξ

3

1 + a4ξ
f0(a5(ξ − a6)) + (a7 + a8ξ)f0(a9(a10 − ξ))

+ (a11 + a12ξ)f0(a13(a14 − ξ)) + (a15 + a16ξ)f0(a17(a18 − ξ)),

(35)

where ζ = log10(P/dyn cm−2), ξ = log10(ρ/g cm−3), f0(x) = 1/(1 + ex) and {a1, . . . , a18} are
dimensionless coefficients whose values can be found in table 2 of appendix B.

The analytic parametrization of the second family (BSk) of EOS is given by

ζ =
a1 + a2ξ + a3ξ

3

1 + a4ξ
f0(a5(ξ − a6)) + (a7 + a8ξ)f0(a9(a6 − ξ))

+ (a10 + a11ξ)f0(a12(a13 − ξ)) + (a14 + a15ξ)f0(a16(a17 − ξ))

+
a18

1 + [a19(ξ − a20)]2
+

a21
1 + [a22(ξ − a23)]2

.

(36)

The value of the coefficients {a1, . . . , a23} can be found in table 3 of appendix B.
Finally, the MS2 equation of state can be parameterized by [53]

ζ = ζlowf0(a1(ξ − c11)) + f0(a2(c12 − ξ))ζhigh, (37)

where
ζlow = [c1 + c2(ξ − c3)

c4 ]f0(c5(ξ − c6)) + (c7 + c8ξ)f0(c9(c10 − ξ)) (38)

and
ζhigh = (a3 + a4ξ)f0(a5(a6 − ξ)) + (a7 + a8ξ + a9ξ

2)f0(a10(a11 − ξ)) (39)

describe the low and high density regimes, respectively. The (dimensionless) coefficients {c1, . . . , c12}
and {a1, . . . , a11} for the MS2 EOS are tabulated in table 4 of appendix B.

An important quantity that characterizes the relationship between pressure and density under
adiabatic conditions is the adiabatic index, denoted by Γ and defined as follows [55]

Γ :=
ϵ+ P

P

dP

dϵ
. (40)
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Figure 1: Pressure-density relation for the SLy EOS (red solid line), BSk19-22 EOSs (blue and
green solid lines), MS2 EOS (orange dashed line) and the Fermi EOS (gray dashed line) used by
Oppenheimer and Volkoff in Ref. [54]. The vertical dash-dotted lines mark the three main regimes
inside a neutron star. Descending in density, above the nuclear density (ρn = 2.8 × 1014 g/cm3)
is the core of the NS, the inner crust is below the nuclear density, but above the neutron drip
(ρdrip = 4× 1011 g/cm3), and the outer crust below the neutron drip.

8



1014 1015 1016 1017 1018

ρ (g/cm3)

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

1.25

1.50

1.75

2.00

v s
/
c

SLy
BSk19
BSk22
MS2
Fermi

Figure 2: The speed of sound vs as a function of the density ρ for the EOSs SLy, BSk19, BSk22,
and MS2 equations of state. The horizontal line marks the causal limit vs = c.

As usual, the speed of sound is defined by

vs :=

√
dP

dρ
(41)

and at the very least must be less or equal to the speed of light so that causality is not violated.
Ideally for non-relativistic equations of state we would only consider sound speeds much less than
c, though due to the similarity to the relativistic MS2 EOS in the relevant density regime we keep
the higher sound speed solutions in all cases for comparison.

An illustration for this expression is found in figure 2. One can see that for SLy, BSk19, and
BSk22 there exists a critical density above which the speed of sound will be greater than the speed
of light (violating causality). This is due to the non-relativistic formalism behind these EOSs (in
contrast to the MS2 EOS, for which this problem does not occur). The causal limit puts constraints
on the density for the EOSs considered, with the maximum densities allowed being 3.007, 3.381,
and 2.737 (in units of 1015 g/cm3) for the EOSs SLy, BSk19, and BSk22, respectively. Finally, the
speed of sound for the SLy EOS is again less than the speed of light at ρ = 3.747× 1016 g/cm3.

4.1 Numerical solutions

We solve numerically the system of equations (26), (27) and (29) using the fourth order-Runge
Kutta method for a given value of central density. For each EOS, we choose a central density
ρc, compute the corresponding central pressure Pc using the EOS, and integrate with the initial
conditions: f(0) = 1, χnum(0) = 0, and P (0) = Pc, integrating outward until the pressure vanishes
at some radius R, i.e. P (R) = 0, which defines the surface of the star. The mass of the star is
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obtained by matching the interior and exterior solutions, solving for M in the following equation:

fnum(R) = 1 +
R2

2α

(
1−

√
1 +

8αGM

c2R3

)
, (42)

with fnum(R) the numerical value of f at the surface of the star. We proceed similarly for values
of central density between ρc = 2 × 1014 g/cm3 and ρc = 1 × 1019 g/cm3. Not all densities in this
interval are allowed in all cases, however. For α < 0 there is, according to (31), a maximum critical
value ρc such that 1 + (32πGαρc)/(3c

2) ≤ 0. On the other hand, for α > 0, we increase ρc up to
the point when the function f approaches zero, i.e. the solution approaches a black hole.

In figure 3a, we show the mass-radius relation of stars for the SLy EOS, reproducing the same
result reported in Ref. [21], and in figures 3c and 3e for BSk19-22 EOSs, using different values of
the coupling constant α. First, we see that positive values of α increase the mass of the NS for any
given value of radius with respect to GR commensurate with positive α weakening gravity. The
BSk19 EOS predicts smaller and lighter neutron stars, while BSk22 predicts larger, more massive
neutron stars (see figure 5 for a clear comparison using α = 10 km2). This is due to the stiffness of
the EOS increasing from BSk19 to BSk22. Therefore, even though the SLy EOS provides a unified
model of matter, the BSk models are more flexible and offer a broader range of possible neutron
star configurations due to their different versions. Finally, in figure 4a the same results are shown
for the MS2 EOS, which are strikingly similar to those shown for the non-relativistic equations of
state We note that when the large α solutions have a maximum mass near the black hole horizon
with the non-relativistic EOSs, this maximum mass point is relatively further from this intersection
in MS2.

In figures 3b, 3d and 3f the mass versus central density curves are plotted for the SLy, BSk19
and BSk22 equations of state. The vertical dashed lines demarcate the central density where the
speed of sound is equal to the speed of light. In figure 3b the solutions between the two vertical
lines do not satisfy the condition of maximum speed of sound. Similarly, in figures 3d and 3f the
solutions lying to the right of the vertical line are also excluded. This condition defines maximum
masses for which the solution is reliable. For example, in figure 3b, the maximum mass point is
located to the right of the first vertical line for α ≳ 3 km2, but to the left for smaller α (for instance,
α = 1 km2). In other words, as we increase the value of the coupling α the maximum mass points
of the M − ρc curves move to the left, toward the vertical causality line. Therefore, there must be
a value of α such that all neutron star solutions satisfy the causality condition, which is the case
for α = 300 km2. Finally in figure 4b the same data is plotted for the relativistic MS2 equation of
state - in this case the causality line is absent as this EOS always respects causality.

Charmousis et al. [21] pointed out that at high central densities, the neutron star equilibrium
configurations approach the black hole limit asymptotically, and we have numerically confirmed
that these two sequences (NS and BH configurations) become arbitrarily close near the minimum
mass black hole of the theory. This result is compatible with the modified Buchdahl bound of this
theory given by [38] √

1− µR2(1 + αµ) >
1

3
(1− αµ), (43)

where

µ :=
1

2α

(√
1 +

8αGM

c2R3
− 1

)
(44)

for a star of radius R and mass M . This compatibility is due to the fact that the Buchdahl bound
intersects the black hole horizon (14) at the minimum black hole mass allowed by this theory,
Mint = c2

√
α/G, which was first discussed in Ref. [40]. These results imply that it is possible to
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Figure 3: Mass versus radius and central density curves for neutron stars using the SLy, BSK19
and BSk22 EOSs in GR (black solid line) and in 4DEGB gravity for different values of α (colorful
solid lines). The starred points mark the NS configuration where the speed of sound is equal to the
speed of light. In plots (a), (c) and (e), the dashed lines represent the mass-radius curves for the
relevant black holes, and the dashed-dotted lines correspond to the Buchdahl limits in these two
theories of gravity. In the plots (b), (d) and (f), the vertical lines mark the central density where
the speed of sound is equal to the speed of light.
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Figure 4: Mass versus radius and central density curves for neutron stars using the MS2 EOS in
GR (black solid line) and in 4DEGB gravity for different values of α (colorful solid lines). The
starred points mark the NS configuration where the speed of sound is equal to the speed of light.
In plot (a) the dashed lines represent the mass-radius curves for the relevant black holes, and the
dashed-dotted lines correspond to the Buchdahl limits in these two theories of gravity. In plot (b)
we note the lack of a vertical line marking the transition from subluminal to superluminal sound
speeds as this EOS always respects causality.

have compact objects in 4DEGB whose radii are smaller than those of the GR Buchdahl bound
R ≥ 9GM/4c2 or even that of the Schwarzschild radius rs = 2GM/c2.

5 Adiabatic radial oscillations

Equilibrium configurations of a compact star are obtained by integrating the equations (26)-(29).
In what follows, we will study whether that equilibrium is stable under adiabatic radial oscillations
following the approach by Chandrasekhar [56]. In GR, a necessary but insufficient condition for
the stability of compact stars is dM/dρc < 0 [41], corresponding to the parts of the solution curves
before the maximum mass point. There is no similar theorem in 4DEGB, so we will investigate if
this holds in spite of the modifications to gravity.

Consider a perfect fluid sphere oscillating radially with a small amplitude. Since the oscillations
are radial, the spacetime preserves its spherical symmetry. Thus, we can express the line element
as follows

ds2 = −eχf(dx0)2 + dr2

f
+ r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2), (45)

where x0 = ct, χ = χ(t, r) and f = f(t, r) are the new metric functions, which have now been
perturbed. With this we can write

χ(t, r) = χ0(r) + δχ(t, r), (46)

f(t, r) = f0(r) + δf(t, r), (47)

where we have used the subscript 0 to denote the field in the equilibrium configuration (non-
perturbed). Similar expressions are constructed for the scalar field, the pressure and the energy
density.
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Figure 5: Mass-radius relation for neutron stars using the SLy, BSk19-22 and MS2 EOSs in 4DEGB
gravity for α = 10 km2. The black solid line corresponds to the mass-radius relation for the black
holes, and the dashed line represents the 4DEGB Buchdahl limit for that particular value of α.
In contrast, the grey solid and dashed lines show the mass-radius relation for the black holes and
the Buchdahl limit, respectively, in General Relativity. The coloured dots mark the maximal mass
point of a given curve.
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Figure 6: Mass versus radius and central density curves for NS using the SLy EOS in 4DEGB
gravity for α = 103 km2 and α = 104 km2. In plot (a) the dashed lines represent the black hole
horizons, and the dashed-dotted lines correspond to the Buchdahl limits in these two theories. The
maximum mass solutions effectively overlap with the minimum mass black hole horizon/Buchdahl
bound intersection point. These solutions contain a wide range of ECOs, which are disallowed in
standard GR. In plot (b) the vertical line marks the central density where the speed of sound is
equal to the speed of light. We notice that for this larger coupling to the higher curvature gravity
the breaking of causality stops being a problem as the relevant central densities are smaller.

In addition, it is necessary to introduce another perturbation describing the oscillations: the
radial displacement δr of the fluid from its equilibrium position. Thus, a fluid element located at
the radial coordinate r in the equilibrium configuration is displaced to the new radial coordinate
r + δr(t, r) at coordinate time t in the perturbed configuration. Similarly, in the context of fluid
mechanics, we define the Eulerian perturbations, denoted by δP and δϵ, as changes measured by
a fixed observer at a point described by (t, r, θ, φ). Alternatively, the Lagrangian perturbations,
denoted by ∆P and ∆ϵ, are changes measured by an observer located at r in the equilibrium
configuration, but located at r + δr(t, r) in the perturbed configuration. Eulerian and Lagrangian
perturbations are related by

∆P (t, r) = P [t, r + δr(t, r)]− P0(r) = δP + P ′
0δr. (48)

The Eulerian perturbation of the pressure and the energy density are given by [55]

δP = ΓP0

[
δf

2f0
−
√
f0r

−2 ∂

∂r

(
r2δr√
f0

)]
− P ′

0δr, (49)

δϵ = (ϵ0 + P0)

[
δf

2f0
−
√
f0r

−2 ∂

∂r

(
r2δr√
f0

)]
− ϵ′0δr. (50)

Solving the component (tr) of the field equations to first order, we find that

δf =
8πG

c4
(ϵ0 + P0)r

3δr

r2 − 2αf0 + 2α
= f0χ

′
0δr. (51)

Equation (51) allows us to write the evolution of the perturbations δP and δϵ in terms of the
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fields in the equilibrium configuration and the radial displacement δr:

δP = −ΓP0r
−2
√
f0e

χ0/2σ′ − P ′
0δr, (52)

δϵ = −(ϵ0 + P0)r
−2
√
f0e

χ0/2σ′ − ϵ′0δr, (53)

where we have defined the normalized displacement function [55] as

σ :=
r2e−χ0/2

√
f0

δr. (54)

The (rr) component of (8) gives us ∂δχ/∂r in terms of the δϕ and δr. The equations corre-
sponding to the other components are fully satisfied.

From the conservation of the energy-momentum tensor and the equation for the scalar field (7),
properly linearized, we obtain the dynamic equations for σ an δϕ, respectively,

A1(r)
∂2σ

∂t2
+A2(r)

∂2σ

∂r2
+A3(r)

∂σ

∂r
+A4(r)σ +A5(r)

∂δϕ

∂r
= 0, (55)

B1(r)
∂2δϕ

∂r2
+B2(r)

∂δϕ

∂r
+B3(r)

∂σ

∂r
+B4(r)σ = 0, (56)

where the coefficients can be found in appendix C.

5.1 Boundary conditions

Not all solutions of (55) and (56) are physically acceptable. In order to be realistic, the displacement
function δr must produce finite density and pressure perturbations at the center of the stars, which
means

lim
r→0+

δr

r
<∞. (57)

In terms of the function σ, this boundary condition translates to

lim
r→0+

σ

r3
<∞. (58)

In addition, the displacement function must also leave the pressure equal to zero at the surface
of the star. Thus, from equations (48) and (52), we must have

lim
r→R

∆P = lim
r→R

[
−ΓP0r

−2
√
f0e

χ0/2σ′
]
= 0. (59)

5.2 Numerical analysis

Assuming a harmonic time dependence such as

σ(t, r) = u(r)e−iωt, (60)

δϕ(t, r) = φ(r)e−iωt, (61)

the evolution equations (55) and (56) reduce to

A2u
′′ +A3u

′ + [A4 − ω2A1]u+A5φ
′ = 0, (62)

B1φ
′′ +B2φ

′ +B3u
′ +B4u = 0. (63)
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Note that equation (62) can be written as

− d

dr

(
A2u

′) = [A4 − ω2A1]u+A5φ
′. (64)

Multiplying (63) by the integrating factor

η(r) = exp

(∫
B2

B1
dr

)
=
√
f0

(
rf0χ

′
0 + rf ′0 + 2(

√
f0 − f0)

)
eχ0/2, (65)

and then dividing it by B1, we obtain

exp

(∫
B2

B1
dr

)
φ′′ +

B2

B1
exp

(∫
B2

B1
dr

)
φ′ +

B3

B1
ηu′ +

B4

B1
ηu = 0. (66)

We can write equation (67) as follows

d

dr

(
ηφ′)+ B3

B1
ηu′ +

B4

B1
ηu = 0. (67)

Defining v := −A2u
′ and ψ = ηφ′, the system of second order differential equations given by

(64) and (67) can be written as the following system of first order differential equations for the
functions u, v and ψ:

u′ = c1v, (68)

v′ = [c2 + ω2c3]u+ c4ψ, (69)

ψ′ = c5v + c6u, (70)

where the coefficients are given by

c1 = − 1

A2
, (71)

c2 = A4, (72)

c3 = −A1, (73)

c4 =
A5

η
=

2α(ϵ0 + P0)e
χ0/2

f0(r2 − 2αf0 + 2α)
, (74)

c5 =
B3

B1A2
η =

(
rf0χ

′
0 + rf ′0 + 2(

√
f0 − f0)

)
χ′
0

2ΓP0
√
f0eχ0/2r

, (75)

c6 = −B4

B1
η = −B4e

χ0/2

8r4
√
f0
. (76)

Near the origin we expand the functions u, v, ψ, Γ, P0, ϵ0, f0 and δr as per equation (30).
Using the boundary condition (58), we have u0 = u1 = u2 = 0. In addition, we know from the
non-perturbed case that f0(0) = 1, f ′0(0) = 0 and χ′

0(0) = 0. Therefore,

u(r) = u3r
3 +O(r4), (77)

f0(r) = 1 + f0,2r
2 + f0,3r

3 +O(r4), (78)

χ0(r) = χc + χ0,2r
2 + χ0,3r

3 +O(r4). (79)
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Figure 7: Normalized Lagrangian perturbation of the pressure inside the star for several test values
of ω2 with central density ρc = 7.47× 1014 g/cm3. The inset shows the behaviour near r/R = 1.

Replacing these expansions in the equations (68)-(70), we obtain

v(r) = 3u3Γ(0)Pce
3χc/2 +O(r), (80)

ψ(r) = ψ2r
2 +O(r3). (81)

We can choose the initial values as u(0) = 0, v(0) = 1 and ψ(0) = 0 without loss of generality
because the differential equations (68)-(70) are linear; this is equivalent to defining new variables
ũ = u/(3Γ(0)Pce

3χc/2) and ṽ = v/(3Γ(0)Pce
3χc/2). At the surface of the star the condition (59)

translates to v(R) = 0. Equation (64) with these boundary conditions would be a Sturm-Liouville
problem if it were not for the differential equation (67) for the scalar field coupled to (64).

To find the appropriate numerical method to integrate the system of equations (68)-(70), we
assume that there is an ordered set of frequencies ω2

0 < ω2
1 < ω2

2 < · · · such that the n-th frequency
corresponds to an eigenfunction with n nodes that satisfies the boundary conditions of the problem.
We can observe this behavior in figure 7, which shows solutions for the Lagrangian perturbation
of the pressure for some values of ω2. This property is typical of a Sturm-Liouville problem, and
so we use a standard method to solve this problem: the shooting method. This method consists
of starting with a trial value of ω2, integrating toward its surface and searching for the value of ω2

n

such that the boundary condition at the surface v(R) = 0 is satisfied and the solution has n nodes.
Consequently, under radial oscillations, we say:

• The star is unstable if any of the eigenvalues ω2
n are negative, since we would have purely

imaginary frequencies and the perturbation of the star would grow exponentially with the
amplitude of the oscillation as e|ω|t.

• The star is stable if all of the eigenvalues ω2
n are positive, since the frequency is real and any

perturbation of the star will oscillate as eiωt.
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Figure 8: Plots of the radial displacement modes δrn, the Lagrangian perturbation modes of the
pressure ∆Pn and the derivative of the perturbation of the scalar field modes dφn/dr with respect
to the normalized radial coordinate r/R for the fundamental mode (n = 0) and the n-overtones
(n = 1, 2, 10, 15) in a NS of mass 1.08 M⊙ and radius R = 12 km using the SLy EOS for α = 10 km2.

Finally, one of the important consequences of the ordered set of frequencies is that if the
fundamental radial mode of a star is stable (ω2

0 > 0), then all radial modes are stable. In contrast,
if the star is radially unstable, the fastest growing instability will occur through the fundamental
mode (ω2

0 is “more negative” than the other ω2
n’s).

As a demonstration we have computed the radial profiles of the radial displacement modes δrn,
the Lagrangian perturbation modes of the pressure ∆Pn, and the derivative of the perturbation
of the scalar field modes dφn/dr for the fundamental mode (n = 0) and the n-overtones (n =
1, 2, 10, 15) in a NS of mass 1.08 M⊙ and radius R = 12 km using the SLy EOS for α = 10 km2,
shown in figure 9. We observe that the amplitude of the radial displacement grows as the radial
coordinate increases, whereas ∆P and dφ/dr oscillate with a decaying amplitude before vanishing
at the surface of the star. Nevertheless, all the functions are smooth with respect to the radial
coordinate. For higher-order modes, some of the nodes move across the core-crust transition and
lie in the crust (0.9R ≲ r ≤ R [57]), where the radial displacement changes sign rapidly with a
large amplitude, but ∆Pn possesses a small amplitude in the crust. These results were observed in
GR for the SLy EOS in Ref. [58] and for a f(R, T ) gravity in Ref. [59]. The apparent divergence
of the radial displacement at the surface of the star is due to numerical error and depend on the
number of integration points and the tolerances used in the numerical calculation. This, however,
does not affect the values of eigenfrequencies.

In figure 10 we show the eigenfrequencies of the first three oscillation modes as a function
of central density for the SLy EOS with a value of α = 10 km2. We observe that the squared
frequencies of the overtones remain positive for all central densities, but for the fundamental mode
there is a value of ρc for which ω2

0 becomes negative (and remains so). The point where ω0 is zero
coincides with the maximum value of the mass, namely 2.70 M⊙. Consequently, all NS solutions
with central density greater than this critical value are unstable. This result is similar to GR where
the change of stability also occurs at the maximum mass solution. We observe the same behavior
for all the values of the coupling constant α in our numerical solutions, see figure 9a.

In figures 9 and 11, the results of the fundamental eigenfrequency are shown for the BSk19,
BSk22 and MS2 EOSs for different values of α. In figure 12, we compare the fundamental frequencies
of the SLy, BSk and MS2 EOSs. Based on these results we can say that the change of stability for
NS in 4DEGB gravity also occurs at the maximum the mass solution (independent of the EOS or
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Figure 9: Fundamental eigenfrecuency and mass versus central density curves for neutron stars
using the SLy, BSk19 and BSk22 EOSs in GR (red dashed line) and in 4DEGB for different values
of α (blue lines). In the plots (a), (c) and (e), the green circles mark the spot where the fundamental
eigenfrecuency is zero, while in the plots (b), (d) and (f) they mark the maximum mass. The vertical
lines mark the central density at which the speed of sound is equal to the speed of light. In plots
(a) and (b) the second vertical line marks the central density at which the speed of sound is again
subluminal.
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Figure 10: Squared frequencies of the first three oscillations modes for α = 10 km2 using the SLy
EOS. The green point indicates where the squared frequency of the fundamental mode becomes
negative, which coincides with the maximum value of the mass 2.70 M⊙.

whether it is relativistic). Interestingly, in the fundamental eigenfrequency versus central density
plots we notice the curves start to approach a positive value again near the BH horizon of the theory.
We can interpret this as if the NS solutions were trying to return to stability near maximum central
density, unlike in Einstein’s theory, where they remain wholly unstable. We find that higher values
of the 4DEGB coupling α tend to increase the mass of neutron stars of the same radius until the
maximum mass point is at the end of the mass-radius curve. These interesting parts of solution
space show possible ECOs, objects too dense to exist in GR. For instance, if α = 100 km2 we obtain
NS solutions that are stable under radial perturbations and that satisfy the causality condition with
masses greater than a black hole in GR for the same radius (see figure 5 and 4).

6 Discussion and Conclusion

We have investigated the stability of neutron stars in 4D Einstein-Gauss-Bonnet gravity with the
SLy and BSk family as well as with the MS2 equations of state. We found that the neutron star
solutions in 4DEGB gravity are qualitatively similar for each of these EOSs. We have explored the
effects of different possible values of the 4DEGB coupling constant α and found that larger values
of α tend to inflate the mass-radius profiles. In table 1, we show the maximum masses and the
corresponding radii for α = 0 (GR), α = 10 km2 and α = 100 km2 and for the different EOSs.
We see that the maximum masses increase with increasing α, whereas the radii stay essentially
unaltered. In addition, difference amongst the maximum masses for different EOSs are suppressed
for higher values of α. For α = 300 km2,Mmax = 11.66 M⊙ and R = 17.33 km for all realistic EOSs
considered in this work, these values approach the mass and radius of lightest associated 4DEGB
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Figure 11: Fundamental eigenfrecuency and mass versus central density curves for neutron stars
using the MS2 EOS in GR (red dashed line) and in 4DEGB for different values of α (blue lines). In
the plot (a) the green circles mark the spot where the fundamental eigenfrequency is zero, while in
the plot (b) they mark the maximum mass. We note the lack of vertical lines marking the transition
from a subluminal to superluminal sound speed in these plots, as the MS2 EOS respects causality.

1015 1016 1017

ρc (g/cm3)

4

3

2

1

0

1

2

3

4

5

ω
2 0

(1
0

8
s−

2
)

SLy
BSk19
BSk22
MS2

(a)

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
M (M¯)

4

3

2

1

0

1

2

3

4

5

ω
2 0

(1
0

8
s−

2
)

SLy
BSk19
BSk22
MS2

(b)

Figure 12: Fundamental eigenfrecuency versus central density and mass curves for neutron stars
using the SLy, BSk19-22 and MS2 EOSs in 4DEGB gravity for α = 3 km2.
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black hole.
Our numerical results indicate that the coincidence of the maximum mass points with the

transition to instability still holds in this modified theory of gravity. Rather surprisingly, we
have found solutions for which the fundamental eigenfrequency ω2

0 returns to zero for large values
of central density. This happens, for instance, when ρc ∼ 1017 g/cm3 for the MS2 EOS and
α = 10 km2, exhibited in figure 11a. Such results hint at possible strange black hole-sized stable
objects that are not present in GR - this leaves an interesting avenue for future research.

For some EOSs and some values of α we found that the maximum mass points are not reached
before causality-violating pressures are required, however maximal solutions do exist that respect
causality. For example, for the BSk19 EOS the maximum mass solution is not physical for α ≲
100 km2, however the maximal solution for α = 300 km2 does respect causality (see figure 3d).
For large enough coupling to the higher curvature gravity terms a maximum mass is not attained
until the solution curve merges with the black hole horizon. This means that there is a whole
range of stable 4DEGB objects that are disallowed in GR, many of which are smaller than the GR
Schwarzschild radius. Observation of an ECO with these characteristics could be interpreted as
evidence for these higher curvature contributions to gravity having an important role to play in
real gravitational dynamics.

α = 0 α = 10 km2 α = 100 km2

EOS Mmax (M⊙) R (km) Mmax (M⊙) R (km) Mmax (M⊙) R (km)

BSk19 1.86 9.10 2.58 9.04 6.73 10.61
SLy 2.05 9.98 2.70 9.97 6.74 11.34

BSk22 2.26 11.20 2.84 11.11 6.75 12.17
MS2 2.78 13.24 3.25 13.42 6.80 14.37

Table 1: Maximum masses with their respective radii for SLy, BSk19, BSk22, MS2 EOSs in GR
and 4DEGB for α = 0 (GR) and α = 10 km2.
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A Field equations for the static case

Replacing the metric (19) and the components of the energy-momentum tensor (22) in the field
equations (8), the non-redundant equations are the components (tt) and (rr):

8πG

c4
r2fϵ = r2f3ϕ′4α+ 2r2f2ϕ′3f ′α+ 4r2f3ϕ′2ϕ′′α− 6rf2ϕ′2f ′α− 8rf3ϕ′ϕ′′α− 2f3ϕ′2α+

− 2f2ϕ′2α+ 6f2ϕ′f ′α+ 4f3ϕ′′α− 2fϕ′f ′α− 4f2ϕ′′α− rff ′ − f2 + f,
(82)

8πG

c4
r2P = 1− 6fϕ′f ′α+ 6f2ϕ′2α+ 2ϕ′f ′α− 6f2ϕ′χ′α+ 2fϕ′χ′α− 2f2r2ϕ′3χ′α+ 6f2rϕ′2χ′α+

− 2fr2ϕ′3f ′α+ 6frϕ′2f ′α− 8f2rϕ′3α+ 3f2r2ϕ′4α− 2fϕ′2α+ fχ′r + f + f ′r.

(83)
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B Parameters of the EOS

The parameters of the fits (35), (36) and (37) are given in tables 2, 3 and 4, respectively.

n an n an
1 6.22 10 11.4950
2 6.121 11 -22.775
3 0.005925 12 1.5707
4 0.16326 13 4.3
5 6.48 14 14.08
6 11.4971 15 27.80
7 19.105 16 -1.653
8 0.8938 17 1.50
9 6.54 18 14.67

Table 2: Parameters of the fit (35), according to Ref. [47].
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n an (BSk19) an (BSk22)

1 3.916 6.682
2 7.701 5.651
3 0.00858 0.00459
4 0.22114 0.14359
5 3.269 2.681
6 11.964 11.972
7 13.349 13.993
8 1.3683 1.2904
9 3.254 2.665
10 -12.953 -27.787
11 0.9237 2.0140
12 6.20 4.09
13 14.383 14.135
14 16.693 28.03
15 -1.0514 -1.921
16 2.486 1.08
17 15.362 14.89
18 0.085 0.098
19 6.23 4.75
20 11.68 11.67
21 -0.029 -0.037
22 20.1 11.9
23 14.19 14.10

Table 3: Parameters of the fit (36), according to Ref. [48] and [49].
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n cn an
1 10.6557 14.0084
2 3.7863 13.8422
3 0.8124 16.5970
4 0.6823 -1.0943
5 3.5279 5.6701
6 11.8100 14.8169
7 12.0584 -56.3794
8 1.4663 9.6159
9 3.4952 -0.2332
10 11.8007 -3.8369
11 14.4114 23.1860
12 14.4081 —

Table 4: Parameters of the fit (37), according to Ref. [53].

C Radial oscillations

The coefficients for the dynamic equations (56) and (58) for the radial displacement and the per-
turbation of the scalar field are given, respectively, by

A1 =
(ϵ0 + P0)e

χ0/2

c2r2f0
, (84)

A2 = −ΓP0r
−2f0e

3χ0/2, (85)

A3 = − d

dr

[
ΓP0r

−2f0e
3χ0/2

]
, (86)

A4 =
(ϵ0 + P0)e

3χ0/2

4r2

(
2f0χ

′′
0 + 2f ′′0 − f ′20

f0

)
+

(ϵ0 + P0)e
3χ0/2

4f0r3(r2 − 2αf0 + 2α)

[
−4αχ′

0(rχ
′
0 − 2)f

3/2
0 − 4αrχ′

0f
′
0

√
f0

+ rf20 (r
2 + 2αf0 + 2α)χ′2

0 − f0χ
′
0

(
−2r(r2 + 2α)f ′0 − 6f20α

+4(r2 + 2α)f0 −
8πG

c4
ϵ0r

4 +
8πG

c4
P0r

4 + 2(r2 + 3α)

)
+f ′0

(
8f20α− 4(r2 + 2α)f0 +

8πG

c4
r4(ϵ0 + P0)

)]
,

(87)

A5 =
2α(ϵ0 + P0)

(
r
√
f0χ

′
0 +

rf ′
0√
f0

− 2
√
f0 + 2

)
eχ0

r2 − 2αf0 + 2α
, (88)

B1 = 8r4(rf20χ
′
0 + 2f

3/2
0 + rf0f

′
0 − 2f20 ), (89)

B2 = 4r4(rχ′2
0 f

2
0 + 2f

3/2
0 χ′

0 + 4rf0f
′
0χ

′
0 + 2f20 rχ

′′
0 + 2rf0f

′′
0 + f ′20 r + 4f ′0

√
f0 − 4f0f

′
0), (90)

B3 = −4χ′
0r(χ

′
0f

2
0 r + 2f

3/2
0 + rf0f

′
0 − 2f20 )e

χ0/2, (91)

B4 = −2
(
2r2χ′3

0 f
2
0 + 4χ′2

0 f
3/2
0 r + 5χ′2

0 r
2f0f

′
0 + 4r2f20χ

′′
0χ

′
0 − 8rχ′2

0 f
2
0

+ 2χ′
0r

2f ′′0 f0 + χ′
0r

2f ′20 + 4f
3/2
0 χ′′

0r + 2r2f0χ
′′
0f

′
0 − 12f

3/2
0 χ′

0

+4χ′
0

√
f0f

′
0r − 10rf0f

′
0χ

′
0 − 4f20 rχ

′′
0 + 12f20χ

′
0

)
eχ0/2.

(92)
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