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Abstract

The general theory of relativity is currently established as the most pre-
cise theory of gravity supported by observations, and its application is diverse
ranging from astronomy to cosmology, while its application to astrophysics has
been restricted only to compact stars due to the assumption that the Newto-
nian approximation is sufficient for celestial bodies with medium density such
as the sun. Surprisingly, the recent research of the author has implied that
this long-held assumption is not valid, and that non-perturbative effects signif-
icantly change relevant results obtained by Newtonian gravity. In particular,
local physical quantities inside the sun are newly predicted to exhibit power
law differently from the so-called standard solar model. This surprising result
is reviewed including brief discussion of physics behind the discrepancy and a
new application of the new mass formula to gas planets.

∗syr18046[at]fc.ritsumei.ac.jp

http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.01442v1


1 Introduction

The general theory of relativity (GR), which was invented by Einstein’s original top-down
approach, has elucidated and predicted new gravitational phenomena that could not be
explained by the Newton’s theory of gravity, and has currently established its status as the
most precise theory of gravity supported by observation. The application of GR is wide
from astronomy to cosmology and has been verified until these days.

However, the application of GR to astrophysics has been limited only to celestial bodies
with high density, such as neutron stars. This is because it has been believed that the
Newtonian approximation is sufficient for astronomical bodies with medium density such
as main sequence stars including the sun. Conventionally, such astronomical bodies with
medium density have been investigated by using the so-called stellar structure equations
described already in an old textbook based on Newtonian gravity [1], and, in particular,
physical observables inside the sun such as sound speed and density were computed by
using the classic structure equations. (See [2, 3], for instance.) These results were tested
by solar seismic data [4, 5], and the results are collectively known as the standard solar
model. (See [6, 7] for instance.)

The author has been working on non-perturbative aspects of theoretical physics mainly
to challenge the issue of quantum theory of gravity. During the work, he realized that the
conventional definitions of energy in curved space-time such as the quasi-local energy and
the Komer mass are not precise or strictly not correct in general, and proposed its defini-
tion to improve it [8]. It turned out that the proposed definition was already written in an
old textbook [9], but its validity and usefulness were demonstrated first by proving that the
mass of classic black holes were reproduced from the definition. While the proposed defini-
tion incorporates the relation between symmetry and conservation elucidated by Noether,
it is easily seen therefrom that there exists a new conserved charge not necessarily asso-
ciated with symmetry. The non-Noether conserved charge was proposed to describe the
entropy of the system and some evidence was provided by reproducing entropy for the
homogeneous isotropic universe and for classic black holes [10]. The proposed entropy was
subsequently computed for the system of an arbitrary hydrostatic equilibrium system with
spherical symmetry, and it was shown that the proposed entropy density satisfies the local
Euler’s relation and the first law of thermodynamics concurrently and non-perturbatively
in the Newton constant [11], and that the thermodynamic observables are analytically de-
termined for a hydrostatic equilibrium system with uniform density or incompressibility.
(See also [12].) This result implies that a set of differential equations fully determine the
relativistic internal structure of a star with an equation of state given, and the author has
proposed the set of the differential equations as a relativistic extension of the classic stellar
structure equations [13].

The purpose of this piece of proceedings is to review the proposed relativistic structure
equations and their relevant consequences and predictions including a little new application
of the new mass formula to gas (dwarf) planets.
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2 Relativistic hydrostatic structure equations

The proposed relativistic hydrostatic structure equations are given as follows [13].

dP

dr
=−

(P + ρ)

c2
G(Ěr + 4πr3P )

r2(1− 2GĚr

rc2
)

, (2.1)

dĚr

dr
=4πr2ρ, (2.2)

dT

dr
=−

G(Ěr + 4πr3P )

c2r2(1− 2GĚr

rc2
)
T. (2.3)

The 1st and the 2nd equations are already known in [14]. The 1st one describes the balance
between the attractive force of gravity and the repulsive force of matter in relativistic
hydrostatic equilibrium with spherical symmetry. Indeed, in the Newtonian approximation
such that the contribution of pressure P is much smaller than that of energy Ěr, 4πr

3P ≪

Ěr, and that of energy density ρ, P ≪ ρ, and that the region is far away from the horizon
radius of the black hole with mass Ěr/c

2, 2GĚr

c2
≪ r, the 1st equation (2.1) reduces to the

non-relativistic hydrostatic equation

dP

dr
= −

GN̺Mr

r2
, (2.4)

where Mr = Ěr/c
2, ̺ = ρ/c2 is the mass density, and GN = Gc2 is the Newton constant.

The 3rd equation is required for the system to be in local thermodynamic equilibrium.
It is well-known in thermodynamics and statistical physics that there is an identity among
thermodynamic quantities, one of which is T (∂P

∂T
)V,N = ( ∂U

∂V
)T,N + P . This identity held in

global thermodynamics is expected to hold also in local thermodynamic equilibrium. That
is, in a local thermodynamic equilibrium system with spherical symmetry, it must satisfy

T
dP

dr
= (ρ+ P )

dT

dr
. (2.5)

The 3rd equation (2.3) is obtained by substituting (2.1) into (2.5). The relativistic struc-
ture of a spherically symmetric hydrostatic equilibrium system whose state is specified
by pressure, energy density, and temperature is determined by solving the above three
differential equation with the addition of one equation of state such that P = P (ρ, T ).

There are some comments. It will be soon realized that there is no luminosity variable
in the proposed relativistic structure equations. This is a natural consequence of solving
the Einstein equation with a perfect fluid and actually preferable in the sense to describe
a wide class of astronomical bodies including non-luminous stellar objects. It has been
claimed that the proposed relativistic structure equations are applicable to luminous stars
with luminosity sufficiently small or, more precisely, much smaller than a certain bound

corresponding to the Eddington bound such that Lr ≪ γ 4πcG(Ěr+4πr3P )

κ(1−2GĚr
rc2

)
3
2

, where γ is the heat

capacity ratio of the stellar fluid and κ is the stellar opacity. The luminousity variable in
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the stellar structure equations can be included by incorporating radiative fluid though its
inclusion has to be treated separately from main stellar fluid due to its null property.

Since the system is in hydrostatic equilibrium, thermodynamic observables used in
the structure equations are expected to satisfy thermodynamic relations. Indeed, it was
shown in [11] that the entropy density for this system can be constructed as the non-
Noether charge following the proposal in [10], and that the entropy density together with
the thermodynamic quantities in the sturcture equations satisfies both the local Euler’s
relation and the first law of thermodynamics non-perturbatively with respect to the Newton
constant, where the local temperature exactly coincides with the Tolman temperature
related to the gravitational potential φ as T ∝ e−φ/c2 [15]. (See also [16].)

The proposed relativistic structure equations must be consistent with the classic ones
except for the equations containing the luminosity variable in the Newtonian regime. That
is, the equation (2.3) must reduce to the one which is supposed to hold in the convection
zone

dT

dr
= −(1 −

1

γ
)
GNMr̺

r2P
T, (2.6)

This was done by applying the structure equations to a system of ideal gas with its particle
number conserved, as explained in the next section 3.

2.1 Exact relativistic Poisson equation and steady-state heat con-

duction equation

Before proceeding to the reproduction of (2.6), it is convenient to see some exact results
derived only from the proposed stellar structure equations without using an equation of
state, which is also helpful to check the validity thereof. To the end, first rewrite the 3rd
equation (2.3) by using the gravitational potential as

Ěr =
r2φ′/G− 4πr3P

1 + 2rφ′/c2
, (2.7)

Differentiating both sides and substituting (2.2), the equation can be rewritten in the
following form

∇
2φ = 4πGN(ρ+ 3P )/c2, (2.8)

where the covariant derivative is defined on the spherically symmetric metric gµνdx
µdxν =

−e2φ/c
2

(cdt)2+grrdr
2+r2(dθ2+(cos θ)2dφ2). This form of the relativistic Poisson equation

in the curved spacetime had been derived in the weak gravity approximation [17], but the
form (2.8) is in fact exact, which was first proved in [13] as far as the author knows. Notice
that the relativistic Poisson equation is non-linear in general curved spacetime.

On the other hand, the relativistic Poisson equation can be rewritten in terms of the
local temperature by using the Tolman relation as

∇
2(log T ) = −4πG(ρ+ 3P )/c2. (2.9)
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This is the steady-state heat conduction equation in relativistic hydrostatic equilibrium,
which determines the temperature profile inside a celestial body including the full rela-
tivistic effect.

It is important to stress that these results (2.8), (2.9) are derived exactly. The im-
portance of exactness is seen in the next section of application to the construction of a
relativistic stellar model.

3 Applications

3.1 Ideal gas of baryonic particles

For the purpose to reproducing the structure equation in the convection zone (2.6) and
investigating the relativistic effect in stellar physics, consider a hydrostatic equilibrium
system of an ideal gas of particles with their number current conserved, which are called
baryonic particles for convenience. The equation of state for an ideal gas is P = n̂kBT,
where n̂ is the number density. The conservation of the particle number current imposes the
number density to satisfy dn̂

dr
= n̂

ρ+P
dρ
dr
. Combining these equations of state, one can solve

the differential equation to describe the local thermodynamic identity (2.5) as P = wρ,
where w is an integration constant. It can be fixed by using the expression of the energy
density ρ = n̂CV T , where CV is the heat capacity with fixed volume as w = kB

CV
= γ − 1,

where γ is the heat capacity ratio. Plugging this back into (2.5) leads to

dT

dr
= (1−

1

γ
)
T

P

dP

dr
. (3.1)

This is in fact the saturation point of the inequality of the Schwarzschild stability for
hydrostatic equilibrium [18]. By substituting the non-relativistic from of the hydrostatic
equation (2.4) into this, the structure equation in the convection zone (2.6) is reproduced.
Note that the equation of state of the form P = (γ − 1)ρ is necessary and sufficient to
obtain (3.1) from (2.5).

This new derivation of the equation of convective state (3.1) elucidates that an ideal
gas of baryonic particles is in local thermodynamic equilibrium at the saturation point of
the inequality of the Schwarzschild stability condition, while there is another immediate
logical consequence that the heat capacity ratio is approximately one in the convection
zone with the Newtonian approximation valid. This is a simple prediction and is expected
to be testable underneath the solar surface.

Another important consequence is that the steady-state heat conduction equation can
be solved exactly in the equation of state. To see this, first solve (3.1) to determine pressure

as P ∝ T
γ

γ−1 , and thus the energy density is fixed as ρ = aT
γ

γ−1 , where a is a constant.
Substituting these into (2.9), the steady-state heat conduction equation is written only in
terms of temperature variable, where each term consists of its power. This suggests the
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existence of a power law solution, and indeed such a solution exists as

T =

(

c2(γ − 1)

2πaG (γ2 + 4γ − 4)

)1− 1

γ 1

r2(1−
1

γ
)
. (3.2)

Accordingly, pressure and energy density similarly obeys the power law as P ∝ ρ ∝ 1/r2.
Remark that the Newton constant appears in an inverse power. This implies that this
solution cannot be reach perturbatively by post-Newtonian analysis. The exact analysis of
the relativistic extension of the stellar structure equations uncovers the power law behavior
of thermodynamic observables in stellar physics.

3.2 Comment on application to corona

The power law behavior of the temperature implies the applicability of the above result to a
region in plasma state such as corona, since it is known in plasma physics that temperature
in a system of ionized ideal gas falls off in power law. (See [19] for instance.)

In the past, corona was investigated by Parker combining this result of plasma physics
with the non-relativistic hydrostatic equation (2.4) [20]. He pointed out that pressure of
the system is non-vanishing at far asymptotic region, and argued that this was a signal
of gas in solar corona to be out of hydrostatic equilibrium resulting with the solar wind,
whose existence had been suggested by [21].

However, the above result of the relativistic hydrostatic equations and this conventional
one are inconsistent because pressure in the former also falls off in a power law. The author
has pointed out a flaw in the conventional argument that the Newtonian approximation
breaks down in the latter solution with pressure term in the hydrostatic equation non-
negligible.

3.3 New stellar model

A new stellar model has been constructed by combining the relativistic hydrostatic struc-
ture equations explained in section 2 and ideal gas of baryonic particles in 3.1. Here, for
simplicity, review briefly some relevant points of the model simplifying the situation. See
[13] for more detail.

As explained in section 3.1, the internal macroscopic observables obey power law as

ρ = ρ(R)(
R

r
)2, P = (γ − 1)ρ, T = T (R)(

R

r
)2(1−

1

γ
), (3.3)

where R is the radius of the stellar surface. These are determined once two inputs at
boundary, the surface density ρ(R) and the surface temperature T (R), and the heat ca-
pacity ratio γ are fixed. Note that a singularity develops at the center for these quantities.
Therefore the power law behavior must change near the center, whose region is called the
core.
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Table 1: The table shows the comparison of observational data of the mass for gas (dwarf)
planets and its predicted value by the mass formula (3.4) on the assumption of the same
surface density as the sun. The mass formula is seen to work at least as order estimate
without detailed data for each star, and particularly a good agreement is seen for Jupiter,
which mainly consists of hydrogen as the sun.

Gas planets Radius ratio (R/R⊙) Mass ratio (M/M⊙) Mass formula (R/R⊙)
3

Observation Prediction
Jupiter 1.0× 10−1 9.6× 10−4 1.0× 10−3

Saturn 8.7× 10−2 2.9× 10−4 6.5× 10−4

Uranus 2.6× 10−2 4.4× 10−5 5.0× 10−5

Neptune 2.5× 10−2 5.2× 10−5 4.5× 10−5

Pluto 1.7× 10−3 7.4× 10−9 5.1× 10−9

There is an immediate consequence of the power law behavior (3.3) about how to
estimate the mass of a star. Using (3.3), the 2nd structure equation (2.2) can be easily
integrated to Ěr = ρ(R)4πR2r. Thus the mass of the star M is evaluated as

M = ĚR/c
2 = ̺(R)4πR3, (3.4)

where ̺(R) = ρ(R)/c2 is the mass density at the stellar surface. This implies that the stellar
mass can be estimated by its surface density multiplied by its volume up to numerical factor
as long as the stellar interior is mainly constituted by the ideal gas of baryonic particles.
To see the validity, apply this formula to the sun, which mainly consists of hydrogen, so
that its surface density may be approximated as ̺⊙ ≈ χmH/(

4
3
πa3B), where χ is the filling

factor at the solar surface, mH is the mass of hydrogen and aB is the Bohr radius. Then
the mass formula for the sun leads to M⊙ ≈ 3χmH(R⊙/rB)

3, where R⊙ = 7× 108m is the
solar radius. Choosing the filling fraction as χ = 1/6 by hand, the solar mass is evaluated
as M⊙ ≈ 2× 1033g, which reproduces observational data [22].

The result of the application of the mass formula (3.4) to other gas (dwarf) planets
on the assumption of the same surface density as the sun is presented in Table 1. The
reason for this assumption is based on the nature of particles that light comes up and heavy
goes down, so that gas near the surface is expected to consist of light components such
as hydrogen. The validity of the formula with the assumption is tested by the agreement
between the observation of the mass and its prediction by the mass formula, and it is
seen at least in the order level even though their internal constituents are different to each
other. In particular, the agreement for the case of Jupiter is quite good, which is reasonable
because its main constituent is hydrogen similarly to the sun. This result suggests that
this mass formula can be also used as a standard to guess the content of the stellar internal
constituent.

To fix the temperature profile inside the sun, use the solar surface temperature as
T (R⊙) = T⊙ ≈ 6000K, and assume that the heat capacity ratio at the surface is γ(R⊙) = 1,
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as argued in section 3.1. In addition, use an observational information that the convective
region transits to the radiative one at solar tachocline existing around r ≈ 2/3R⊙. Then,
γ(2/3R⊙) = 4/3, since the radiation zone starts at this point. Furthermore, it needs to
fix relevant properties of the core. Here assume that the core radius is rc = 5rH, where
rH = 2M⊙GN/c

2 ≈ 3km, and that it is supported by repulsive force of degenerate electron
gas as a white dwarf [23], so that the heat capacity ratio is fixed as γ(rc) = 5/3 [24]. In
[13], the heat capacity ratio in the intermediate regions was approximately fixed by the
linear interpolation for convenience, though it is something to be fixed by observation.

Using these inputs, thermodynamic observables are easily computed without compli-
cated numerical calculation. In particular, at the core, temperature is computed as T (Rc) =
T (R)(R/Rc)

5/4 ≈ 2×107K, and the density is ρ(Rc)/c
2 = ρ(R)/c2(R/Rc)

2 ≈ 2×1011kg/m3.
The core temperature in this new solar model is consistent with that of the standard one
[2, 3], so that it increases highly enough to ignite self-sustaining nuclear chain reaction such
as PP-chain and CNO cycle. On the other hand, the core density is much bigger than the
one of the standard solar model, 1.5× 105kg/m3, and in fact it is bigger than the average
density of a typical white dwarf, 3 × 109kg/m3, but smaller than that of a neutron star
around 5 × 1014kg/m3 [25]. This high value of the core density, which is reasonable due
to the assumption for the core to be supported by degenerate electron gas, implies a new
scenario of the evolutionary process of a luminous star which is supposed to evolve into
a white dwarf via a red giant and a planetary nebla by blowing outer layer off gradually.
In the standard solar model, during the last process to blow internal matter off, a certain
gravitational collapse concurrently happens so as to increase the density up to that of a
white dwarf, while in the new solar one, such a gravitational collapse does not need to
happen: the core remains more or less unchanged, or similarly blow off some portion.

The profiles of thermodynamic variables were plotted in [13]. Their behavior is quali-
tatively different from the conventional result known as the standard solar model. In the
new solar model, all thermodynamic observables increase rapidly only near the core due
to their power law, while, in the standard one, temperature grows almost linearly from the
surface and density comparatively spreads away from the core. While the discrepancy of
temperature starts almost from the neighborhood of the surface, that of density is seen in
a deep interior region with r . 0.3R⊙.

4 Discussion

A relativistic extension of the classic stellar structure equations has been proposed. The set
is given by the TOV equation with the known mass gradient equation and the local version
of a thermodynamic identity. From the proposed relativistic structure equations, the exact
forms of the relativistic Poisson equation and steady-state heat conduction equation have
been derived, which are converted from one to the other by the Tolman relation of the
equivalence between gravitational potential and local temperature. The application to
an ideal gas of baryonic particles has been reviewed, which provides the necessary and
sufficient condition to reproduce the differential equation in convection zone as well as
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plays a role of the main content to construct a new stellar model. In the system, the
steady-state heat conduction equation has been solved exactly, and as a non-perturbative
result, the thermodynamic observables obey power law. A new stellar model using this
ideal gas has been reviewed. It provides a new mass formula, which works well for several
gas planets. Accordingly a new solar model is also presented. It has turned out that the
predicted power-law behavior of the macroscopic observables by the new solar model is
qualitatively different from that of the standard one.

The discrepancy between the presented new solar model and the standard one is non-
negligible. Then a question is, which is selected by nature. A conventional or conservative
physicist might support the standard solar model because, as mentioned in introduction,
results of sound speed and density in the standard solar model were already tested by
helioseismology, and their agreement looks so good that there is no room for new physics
as the name suggests.

However, there are several unreasonable or unsatisfactory points in the standard solar
model. On density, as pointed out, its profile in the standard one spreads non-trivially
away from the core. This result physically means that the repulsive force near the core
becomes so strong as to push matter away. Then the pressure term in the hydrostatic
equation (2.1) would not be negligible. Indeed, the region near the core is supposed to be
dominant by radiation, and, if it is the case, then the pressure term certainly could not be
neglected since radiant pressure is known to be comparable to the internal energy density
as known in statistical physics. There could be possibly a similar flaw in the standard
argument of the solar interior as pointed out that in corona in section 3.2. In addition, it is
known in community that raw seismic data are contaminated by sizable background noise,
and the removal thereof to extract physics requires certain expertise. It is not clarified at
least to the author why or whether the conventional result of helioseismology is not affected
by such background noise in the deep inside of the sun. It may be worth scrutinizing the
result of density by helioseismology. On temperature, its discrepancy is more serious. In
the new solar model, the high critical temperature of nuclear chain reaction is achieved
only near the core, while it is in a middle depth in the standard one. In the latter, the
nuclear chain reaction is supposed to occur in a vast region of the sun. Then a question
arises that there might cause a trouble to use up hydrogen before the solar life time. It
also seems that there is no strong support for the latter result from seismic data so far.

The author is asking which nature selects and you bet.
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