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Abstract. We investigate the properties of neutron stars within the framework of f(Q)
gravity by incorporating rotational effects through a slowly rotating metric, extending pre-
vious work. We derive the modified TOV equations and calculate the angular velocity pro-
files and moments of inertia for linear, quadratic, logarithmic, and exponential f(Q) models.
Our results show that deviations in the moment of inertia are more pronounced than those
in the maximum mass, providing a strong constraint for alternative gravity theories. We
also find a universal relation between the dimensionless moment of inertia and compact-
ness, which shows distinct deviations from GR in f(Q) models. Additionally, we analyze
hybrid and quark star EoS, demonstrating consistency with the behavior observed in the
calculation of the I — C relation for PSR J0737-3039A, which could be explored further and
is interesting for future studies. Our findings suggest that f(Q) gravity offers the possibility
of being tested in the strong-field regime by examining the properties of compact objects and
constraining the f(Q) parameters through universal relations, such as the I — C relation, in
potential future observations.
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1 Introduction

General Relativity (GR) has been proven to be a successful theory [1], extensively tested
across wide range of environments. These include weak-field scenarios such as the Solar
System and laboratory experiments [2] to strong-field regimes, where the prediction and
observation of Gravitational Waves (GW) are involved [3-5]. The GWs detected by LIGO
and Virgo are waves produced by the interaction of two compact objects in astrophysics,
such as black holes (BH) and neutron stars (NS), which are high-density objects with ex-
treme gravitational environments. The first GW detection, GW150914 [6], was produced by
a black hole merger. This event not only provided strong support for GR, but also opened
up the opportunity to test gravity under extreme conditions, where deviations from GR can
occur, allowing for the testing of alternative theories of gravity. However, testing gravity
through black holes has limitations, mainly because of the difficulty in obtaining observa-
tional data. Unlike black holes, neutron stars have abundant observational data and have
interior structures rich in matter such as degenerate neutrons or various exotic materials,
such as hyperons, quarks, or pion condensates, making them ideal astrophysical objects to
test gravity in strong fields [7].

One approach to calculate the properties of a neutron star is by solving the Tolman-
Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equation, incorporating a given Equation of State (EoS), and
then comparing the results with observational constraints. For example, the results from
GW observations of a compact binary coalescence, suspected to involve a neutron star,
GW190425 [5], provide a neutron star mass constraint of up to 2.59 + 0.08 M. Similarly,
pulsar observations of PSR ]J2215+5135 [8] by the Neutron Star Interior Composition Ex-
plorer (NICER) give a neutron star mass of 2.27f8:gM®. These measurements have ruled
out many soft EoS, as they cannot align their predictions with the observed neutron star



mass. Furthermore, the discovery of the double-pulsar system PSR J0737-3039 [9, 10] pro-
vides another constraint on the EoS through the calculation of the moment of inertia of the
PSR J0737-3039 A neutron star [11, 12]. However, using modified gravity theories, the pre-
dictions of GR deviate, offering an alternative where previously ruled-out EoS can match
observed properties, such as higher or lower masses for stiff EoS [13-19]. Amid this EoS
uncertainty, Yagi and Nunes (2013) introduced the universal relation, the relations between
several dimensionless quantities that are weakly dependent on the EoS [20]. This relation
reveals a common pattern, even though the interaction between gravity and matter may
vary in each EoS, thus providing a new perspective on testing theories in the strong-field
regime. Various modifications of gravity have been studied to examine how they deviate
from different universal relations in neutron stars, rather than due to changes in the EoS
[21-26]. This, of course, would serve as a valuable tool for testing both GR and alterna-
tive theories of gravity. In this paper, we will explore a universal relation for neutron stars
within the f(Q) gravity framework.

One of the main drivers of modified gravity research is the cosmological constant prob-
lem and the elusive nature of dark energy [27-31]. The f(Q) theories represent a natural
extension of Einstein’s GR and have gained significant attention as alternative gravity the-
ories, particularly for explaining the accelerated expansion of the universe. These theories
involve modifying the standard Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian, replacing it with a function
of the Non-metricity scalar Q. Various classes of f(Q) theories have been explored, and
many models have been constructed and analyzed (for a detailed review, see [32-37, 37]).
While f(Q) theories are primarily applied to cosmological phenomena [38-43], they also
have important implications for astrophysical objects. In the context of f(Q) gravity, com-
pact objects have been studied extensively in the literature [44-50]. In our previous study
[46], we examined how the interior geometry of neutron stars is influenced by non-metricity
under static condition, which subsequently affects their density, pressure, and stability. De-
viations arising from modifications of f(Q) can enable stars to accommodate more matter,
increasing their mass, or lead to a loss of stability, causing them to become lighter or even
collapse. In one of the f(Q) models, we observed maximum mass deviations that could
accommodate EoS like APR4, aligning with various observational constraints from pulsar
and gravitational wave observations. Building on these results, we extended our study to
neutron stars in f(Q) gravity in the slowly rotating case, employing 9 different EoS. In this
case, the additional effect of rotation enables us to derive moment of inertia properties that
cannot be obtained in the static case. From various references on other modified gravity the-
ories, we expect that f(Q) models can cause deviations in the angular velocity (@.) at the
center of neutron stars, resulting in greater deviations in the moment of inertia compared to
our previous calculations in the mass-radius diagram. Through the moment of inertia, we
also calculate one of the universal relations between the dimensionless moment of inertia
(I) and the compactness of stars (C). Based on the differences in @, values, we anticipate
obtaining a I — C relation with a shape similar to that of GR, but shows different deviation
between each model which shows their respective signatures. From these calculations, we
expect this relationship to serve as a constraint on the f(Q) parameter through possible



future measurements.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce the mathematical frame-
work of f(Q) gravity, along with the numerical setup, which includes the step to solve the
field equations and the selection of the EoS. Section 3 focuses on analyzing the impact of
f(Q) models on the properties of slowly rotating neutron stars, particularly focusing on the
moment of inertia. In this section, we also investigate the universal I — C relation, com-
puting and fitting it across various f(Q) models. Finally, we summarize our findings and
outline potential future directions in Section 4.

2 Mathematical Framework

2.1 Basic f(Q) Formalism

In a spacetime characterized by a metric tensor g, and an affine connection r v the torsion
tensor T/\w and the non-metricity tensor Q,,,, are defined as,
T, =T T, Q= Vagu = g — T 18av — T3, 8ap - (21)

The decomposition of the general affine connection allows us to clearly distinguish the con-
tributions from torsion and non-metricity, separating them from the purely metric-compatible
component of the connection. This can be represented as the sum of the Levi-Civita con-

nection <{/\W}>’ contortion (KAW>, and disformation (LAW;)- This relationship can be

expressed mathematically as,
Py = M} + KN+ L 22)
where
{AW} - %gm (a”g"”’ 08y — a“g””) ;o K= % (TAW +T,% +T, Aﬂ) /
Ly = 5(Q4 ~ Q) — Q)

A modified f(Q) theory of gravity with symmetric teleparallelism considers an affine con-
nection with vanishing curvature and null torsion and let non-metricity be the only driving
force. The non-metricity scalar is defined as [32],

1 ~
Q= QuuP"™ = ; ( = QuuwQ™ +2Quw Q" + Q1Q" - ZQ/\QA> S )

where Q) = ¢"Qau, Q1 = ¢V Q. are two traces of non-metricity tensor and its conjugate
P/\W is called as superpotential, given by

1 1 1 1 ~
PAW - _gQAﬂv + 1 (QHAV + ny) + Z}Q/\glﬂ/ -3 <2QA8;4V + (5;,‘Qv + 53Qy> . (2.4)

The non-metricity scalar Q is invariant under local general linear transformations and trans-
lational symmetries. An alternative definition found in the literature, Q = —Q /\WP)‘V",



results in a sign change for the scalar. This is important when comparing different f(Q) re-
sults. Additionally, the non-metricity scalar Q can replace the Ricci scalar R in the Einstein-
Hilbert action, yielding the symmetric teleparallel equivalent of General Relativity (GR),
known as STEGR. It is noteworthy that symmetric teleparallel theory faces the same "dark’
problem as conventional GR. Modified gravity theories of the form f(Q) were developed
to address these issues, in a similar way to the extensions seen in modified gravity theories
represented by f(R).
The components of the connection in Eq. (2.2) can be rewritten as,
A

e = ggpayaﬁgﬂ : (2.5)
In the given equation, the relation ¢* = &*(y#) is invertible, and % is the inverse of the
corresponding Jacobian matrix [51]. This scenario is referred to as a coincident gauge, where
it is always possible to select a coordinate system in which the connection coefficients F)‘W
vanish. In this gauge, the covariant derivative V, simplifies to the partial derivative 0,

leading to the expression Q,,, = daguv. Therefore, the Levi-Civita connection <{AW}>

can be rewritten in terms of the disformation tensor L%, as <{AW}> = —LAW. By varying

the action term [32, 52]

1 a
S:/Ef(Q)w/—gd‘LxﬁL/Emw/—gd‘Lx, (2.6)
with respect to the metric tensor, we can obtain the field equation
2
V=8

Using this field equation, the covariant formulation has been developed and used effectively

1
Va (\/ _ngP/\;u/> - Egyvf +fQ(P]szQuM - ZQAWPM;) = K,Tyv . (2.7)

in studying geodesic deviations and cosmological phenomena [52-55],

.1 .
foGuw + 58w (Qfo — ) + 2fooP"VaQ = kT, (2.8)

where, fg is derivative of f with respect to Q and (03#1, = Ry — 1gwR, with R, and R
are the Riemannian Ricci tensor and scalar respectively which are constructed by the Levi-
Civita connection. For a linear form of f(Q) function, the above equation reduces to GR.
Variation of Eq. (2.4) with respect to the connection, we can derive the equation of motion
for the nonmetricity scalar as,

ViV, (V=foP",) =0. (2.9)

2.2 Numerical Setup

We have developed a modified TOV equation for non-rotating neutron stars in covariant
f(Q) gravity across several models, providing profiles and properties in our previous work



[46]. Now, we will calculate slowly rotating neutron stars by incorporating rotational terms
as [22, 56, 57]

ds? = —eAde? + B dr? 4+ 12d6% + 2sin®0d¢? — 2w (r)e r’sindt do, (2.10)

This metric describes the spacetime geometry with a rotational term, w(r), where w(r) rep-
resents the angular velocity of the inertial frame dragged by the rotation of star. The param-
eter € in the w term denotes slow rotation, where € must be small, ¢ < 1. When € equals
zero, we recover the static and spherically symmetric metric. Now, by eliminating the pa-
rameters that contain information of gravity in the metric Eq. (2.10), we can achieve a flat,
curvature-free spacetime by simply setting A(r) = 0, B(r) = 0, and € = 0. This reduces the
metric to the Minkowski metric in spherical coordinates:

ds? = —dt* + dr? +12de> + r25in29d¢2 , (211)

and denoted by G(,). Our next step is to determine which affine connection best fits the
spacetime determined by the metric G(,). Further, it is well known in GR that gravity

in Minkowski spacetime Eq. (2.11) is represented by the curvature tensor R (uvp. and in

r)uvp
STEGR theory, it is represented by the non-metricity tensor Q) , S0 it is meaningful to
assume Q)5 = 0 for the new spacetime determined by G(,). Based on this assumption
and Levi-Civita connection Eq. (2.2), we can calculate the non-vanishing components of

arbitrary affine connections:

0 0
rr0:r6r:r¢r¢:r¢¢r: , Tlgg=—r

1

r

¥ =1% =coth, I',, = —rsin?0, T, = —cosOsinb (2.12)
0 $0 ’ o ’ P : )

Using the metric Eq. (2.10) and connection Eq. (2.12), we can get the equations of motion of
f(Q) theory for slowly rotating spherically symmetric metric for first order O(e),

oA—B
KTy = Ery {rZer+2f’Qr(eB -1)+ fo [(eB -1)2+rA)+ (1 +eB)rB’} } ,

Ty = % {rZer—i—Zfér(eB ~1)+ fo [(¢F = 1)(2+rA + rB') — 2rA'| }

KTge = —ﬁ {fQ [—4A’ —r(A")? —2rA”+rA’B/+2eB(A’+B’)} +2€Brf—2f’QrA’},

KTep = zliree_B sin?(0)} 2forw” — <fQ (rA"+rB' —8) — zrf’Q> W' + (zfé (—rA’ LB 1)

+foA' (rB’ 4 268 —4) +2 (—erA" + foe?B’ —l—freB) —erA'2> w . (2.13)

As noticed from Eq. (2.13), the field equations for the diagonal components remain un-
changed. However, the inclusion of rotation introduces an additional field equation arising



from the t¢ component. In the slowly rotating case, the non-metricity tensor retains a sim-
ilar form at O(e). Assuming the star is composed of a perfect fluid with a given EoS, the
energy-momentum tensor is expressed as

Tw = (0 + p)uytty + pguw (2.14)

where the four-velocity components are
1/2
Ww=u=0 u=0u, u-= [_ (gff +2ng¢ + Qqub(P)}

The field equations Eq. (2.13) can then be written as a set of equations that include the
Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkov (TOV) equations for f(Q) gravity, describing the internal
structure of neutron stars, as shown in [46] as

268 (r(£(Q) +2px) + fo (A +B') ) = A" (fo (4+ A" = 1B') +2fo0rQ)

A= 2fqr '
I A

fo '
p = —(7"2“))14/. (2.15)

An additional equation is obtained from the non-diagonal field equation that provides the
angular velocity profile of the star as

(’D// = fZ(A,/ B// Q// Ql T')CL_)/ + fl (A/I/ A// B// B/ Q// Ql 7", P)a} + fO(AI/’ AI’ B/’ B’ Ql’ Q’ 7", p’ p) 4

_ for (A +B) —2rfy —8fg

f2

ZfQV ’
2fgrA” — 268 (fo (A'+ B) +r(£(Q) — 1670))
fl - ZfQT’
foA' (rA" —rB' +4) = 2f], (—rA’ +ef + 1)
ZfQi’ ’
—2fqrA" = fo (A' = B) (rA' +2) +265r(£(Q) — foQ +167p) +2 (¢ +1) fooQ
0~ 2fQ1’ '

(2.16)

Here, @ := Q) — w(r) represents the difference between the angular velocity () observed by
a free-falling observer at infinity and the angular velocity of a fluid element measured by a
local stationary observer within the fluid and () is spin frequency. In this context, we rescale
@ by defining the normalized metric function w/Q) as a function of the radial coordinate,
which makes the equations dimensionless.



From this, we can observe that the system of equations in Eq. (2.15) and Eq. (2.16) is
separable, where the presence of the equation for @ does not change Eq. (2.15). This holds
only at O(e). At O(€?), this no longer applies, and the resulting equations become more
complex. From Eq. (2.15) and Eq. (2.16), we can obtain the solution of these TOV ODEs by
integrating the equations from the center of the star outward. At the surface of the star, @
has a boundary condition given by

2]/

w=1
r3

, (2.17)

where ] is the total angular momentum of the star, and the moment of inertia is given by
I = J/Q). In the exterior region of the star, Eq. (2.16) simplifies to

4¢0’
o' —
;

=0, (2.18)

which same with the form found in [56]. The solutions of these interior and exterior equa-
tions must match at the boundary condition Eq. (2.17). Once this is done, we can extract the
value of the moment of inertia, which is derived as

] _R* [dw
1._0_60<dr g (2.19)

where R is the radius of the star at the surface. Furthermore, at the surface of the star, the
pressure approaches zero, allowing us to define the boundary value as

p(R) ~ 0. (2.20)

For the non-metricity, according to the formulation of covariant f(Q), the condition A" +
B’ = 0 in vacuum leads to Q(r) = 0 outside the star. This can be readily obtained by
evaluating Eq. (2.13). Using the relations A’(r) 4+ B/(r) = 0 and ¢4 = ¢~ B("), which are
easily derived from Eq. (2.13), the exterior solution of the star can be written as:

_ C ., f(Qlo
B(r) — oA —1q 4+ 4 =0 2, 2.21

where C is an integration constant. This solution resembles the Schwarzschild-de Sitter

(SdS) solution with the cosmological constant A = [l The transition from the interior to

2falo
the exterior of the star must satisfy the junction conditions discussed in our previous work
[46]. After determining the boundary values of the system, we require initial values for each

variable to solve these ODEs. In this discussion, we use the following initial values:
B=0, A=0, A=Ay, Q=0, p=p, @ =0, @&=aw, (2.22)

where @, and Ay is a constant that can be chosen arbitrarily and will later be matched with
the boundary condition at the star’s surface using the shooting method. Meanwhile, p. is
the pressure at the center of the star, which serves as a parameter when solving the ODEs
using EoS.



To solve these ODEs, we also need to use dimensionless physical variables, defined as

P N PO A 2 m
r=—, =— P=— Q:er m= =, (223)
T b Ps Pg ¢ Mo
where )
GM@ M@C M@
8 8

In this context, M represents the mass of the Sun, c is the speed of light, and G is the
gravitational constant. These constants are expressed in the cgs unit system, where M. ~
1989 x 10¥ g, ¢ &~ 2.997 x 10" cm/s, and G ~ 6.674 x 1078 dynecm?/g?. Note that @
is not rescaled, as it is already normalized by (). With this setup, we can compute the
profiles of the neutron star, particularly @ and the moment of inertia as properties of the
NS, which will be discussed further in this paper. Using some realistic EoS, we apply the
Runge-Kutta method available in the scipy.integrate.solve_ivp package in ython to nu-
merically integrate the ODEs and obtain the solutions. This package provides a flexible and
computationally efficient approach for solving initial value problems in ODEs.

3 Impact of f(Q) models on Slowly Rotating case

Using the TOV equations and the numerical setup discussed in the previous section, we
calculate the profile of @ and the properties of the neutron star that can be obtained in the
slowly rotating case, specifically the moment of inertia. From the results, we can compute
the universal I — C relation and demonstrate the deviations of various f(Q) models from
this relation, independent of the EoS. In this section, we analyze the rotation effects in the
extended f(Q) gravity using several models, specifically the linear, quadratic, exponential,
and logarithmic models, given by,

FQ=tQ+p1, f(Q=Q+mQ, f(Q=Q+aeP?, F(Q)=Q-aln(l—piQ)

(3.1)
where « and B are model parameters. The non-linear f(Q) models have been extensively ex-
plored in our previous work [46]. Additionally, this paper examines the linear f(Q) model,
which has been widely studied in the context of compact star scenarios [48-50, 58]. How-
ever, the linear model in this case is slightly different because we consider an isotropic
fluid, not anisotropic, as the matter inside the neutron star. By using the assumption of
the contracted energy-momentum conservation V#7,, = 0, we obtain the condition where
foo = 0. In this model, &1 is a constant of integration from the foo = 0 condition, and B is
a constant of integration from fq, resulting in the linear form f(Q) = a1Q + B1.

3.1 Moment of Inertia

Utilizing the numerical framework outlined in Sec. 2.2, we calculate the @ profiles for each
model, as illustrated in Fig. 1. This figure presents w normalized by () for different valufor
each model, employing the SLy EoS [59]. To determine the surface of the star, we set the
condition p(R) < 1078p.. At p = 1 x 10'°, the models exhibit noticeable deviations from

~



GR. Each model utilizes distinct initial values of @, which are calibrated through the shoot-
ing method to satisfy the exterior boundary conditions specified at the surface of the star,
as given in Eq. (2.18). This indicates that the deviations become stronger toward the center
of the star, potentially due to the influence of non-metricity. As one moves outward from
the origin, the deviations from the central conditions gradually decrease, approaching the
asymptotic condition at infinity, where the ratio @ /() converges to 1. As anticipated from
our prior analysis, smaller values of p. lead to smaller deviations from GR, which become
almost negligible. Conversely, larger values of p. cause stronger deviations from GR, align-
ing with the observed characteristics of neutron star configurations within the framework
of covariant f(Q) gravity [46]. Changing the parameters « and f can effectively reduce the
deviations in the central values of @. By decreasing these parameter values, the results can
approach or even coincide with the GR. This is evident in Fig. 1a, where for #; = 1 and
B1 = 0O, the graph aligns perfectly with GR, indicating that the TOV equations revert to the
GR case.

One of the concerns with the @ profiles is the behavior of the exponential model. In
this model, we only use values of a3 = £0.001 and £0.01, since larger deviations in @ are
observed when a3 = 0.1. For example, when a3 = £0.01, the difference in @. compared to
GR ranges from 5.2% to 5.9%. However, at a3 = £0.1, the deviations become much more
pronounced, reaching 32% for a3 = —0.1 and 210% for a3 = 0.1. These results suggest that
the rotational effects in the exponential model can lead to substantial deviations, potentially
making neutron stars less stable. This is further supported by the I — C relation, which is
discussed later. This result differs from our previous work, where values of a3 ranging from
0.1 to 1 produced noticeable yet stable deviations in the mass-radius relation, indicating
a potential limitation of the exponential model for slowly rotating stars. Additionally, the
parameter B3 in this model seems to have minimal effects on the @ profile. In earlier studies,
values of a3 = 0.1 with B3 = 0.1 and B3 = 0.5 led to a maximum mass difference of up to
6.8%. This discrepancy might arise because the value of « in the current analysis is too small,
making the fine-tuning effect of B negligible. For other models, such as linear, quadratic,
and logarithmic, the differences in @, range from 2.7% to 12.3%. Although the logarithmic
model, for example, shows differences as large as 12.3%, the resulting neutron stars remain
stable and exhibit similar behavior when the parameters a4 and B4 are varied, consistent
with our previous work. In the linear model of f(Q), where B serves as the integration
constant, B1 proves to be highly sensitive, as it affects the magnitude of f(Q), which in turn
impacts the stability of the star. Thus, in our numerical calculations, we used very small
values for B1. On the other hand, «; is more flexible as it scales Q.

After calculating the @ profiles for each model, we proceed to compute the moment
of inertia using the values of @ at the surface, as given by Eq. (2.19). In Fig. 2, we plot
the moment of inertia of the neutron star as a function of its mass for each model, with
different parameter values. The results are consistent with our previous calculations of @,
where, as the parameters approach zero, the moment of inertia converges to the value pre-
dicted by GR. If we observe the moment of inertia of all models at low masses, the moment
of inertia of the neutron star closely matches the GR result, except for the linear and the
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Figure 1: The normalized w /() profile as a function of radius, computed using the SLy4 EoS
ata density of p = 1 x 10'°> g/cm?®. For each model, various values of « and f are considered.
By applying the matching condition between the interior and exterior solutions, different
initial values are determined for each parameter, highlighting the deviations of each f(Q)
model from GR. In this graph, the star surface radius in GR is approximately 11.7 km.

exponential model. In the models, the largest deviation reaches ~ 20% at low mass. This
reinforces the presumption that the rotational effects significantly affect the stability of neu-
tron stars obtained in the exponential model. Although other references, such as [60], show
that the moment of inertia exhibits larger deviations than the maximum mass deviation, in
this model, the deviations are so large that we can only calculate for small values of a up to
the order of O(10~2) for exponential model and O (10~3) for linear model. Another possible
explanation is that if we expand the exponential term using a Taylor series, we can obtain
f(Q) = Q+a3(1+B3Q+ @ + O(Q?%)), where a3 and B3 represent terms that are part
of the exponential expansion. There is a similarity with the linear model f(Q), where the
term a3 in this case plays the role of B in linear f(Q), and the term a33Q will become an
additional linear Q-term, similar to a1 Q in the linear f(Q). The quadratic term becomes so
small that it can be neglected. If we compare a3 and B, we can observe that both models
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only achieve stable moments of inertia at small maximum mass deviations, particularly at

orders around 10*31’372

stabilize neutron stars when the maximum mass deviation is small, as can be seen in Fig. 2a

. This suggests that for the slowly rotating case, both models can only

and 2c. For the quadratic model, the maximum deviation occurs at a, = 5r§, with a devi-
ation of approximately ~ 49%. We tested various values of ay = 10,50, 102,103, 104r§, and
observed that the maximum deviation in the moment of inertia decreases with «» > 57§. We
also found that the moment of inertia tends to stagnate at ay = 102r§, which is lower than
the corresponding parameter value in quadratic f(R) = R + R? gravity, where stagnation
occurs at y = 1O4r§ [60]. Unfortunately, there are currently no observational constraints on
the quadratic f(Q) parameter. In contrast, f(R) gravity has a constraint of ¢ > 2.3 x 10°
[61], derived from the Gravity Probe B experiment. The logarithmic models exhibit sim-
ilar behavior, where the deviations exceed the maximum mass deviation. However, they
demonstrate greater stability compared to the exponential model, particularly for parame-
ters that achieve significantly higher maximum masses.

3.2 Universal [ — C Relation

After obtaining the characteristics of the neutron star in the slowly rotating case, including
the moment of inertia, we can calculate one of the universal relations, which allows us to
derive a connection between the properties of the neutron star without depending on the
equation of state used. In this paper, we compute the universal I — C relation, which was
tirst proposed by [62] and comprehensively studied by Breu and Rezzolla [57] in the GR
case. The universal [ — C relation can be expressed as:

I=aC ' +a,C240a3C 3 +ayC 2. (3.2)

where the moment of inertia is normalized to a dimensionless quantity as I = Ic?/GM?,
and the compactness is defined as C = GM/R, where M is the mass of NS, R is the star
surface radius, c is the speed of light, and G is the gravitational constant. a; 4 are fitting
coefficients that will be determined through the relationship between these two quantities.
In our previous work, we used four EoS - SLy, FPS, AP4, and MS1b - to calculate neutron star
profiles and mass-radius properties. In this section, we extend our analysis by employing
nine different EoS, seven of which consist solely of normal matter (1, p, e, 1), while two are
mixed EoS that include hyperons and quarks. The details of the EoS used are provided in
Table 1. In addition to the particle content of these nine EoS, we also consider their stiffness
characteristics. For example, FPS belongs to the class of soft realistic EoS, MPA1 represents
an intermediate stiffness, and MS1b is categorized as a stiff EoS due to its ability to produce
higher maximum masses. We also selected ALF4 because it can model hybrid stars. This
selection allows us to explore whether the results can capture the universality of the I — C
relation across different particle contents, EoS calculation methods, stiffness levels, and star
types, including hybrid stars.

By calculating the moment of inertia, mass, and radius of neutron stars, we success-
fully computed the universal I — C relation for the four extended f(Q) gravity models. The
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Figure 2: Moment of inertia as a function of mass for SLy EoS using different values of the

parameter « and 8 of each model.

results for each model and EoS are shown in Fig. 3. All results demonstrate good universal-
ity and are consistent with the relation shown in [57]. In the bottom panels of each graph, we
present the residuals from the fitting, defined as A = (I — I) /I, where all models exhibit
a maximum residual of around 10%. We have also explored the EoS with different particle
contents, including pions in PS and quarks and hyperons in PCL2 and SQM, which are EoS
models for strange stars. In both PCL2 and PS, the calculation results maintain universality.
However, the residuals increase by up to 20% at higher compactness due to the dispersion
of data points. This may occur, one possible reason being that this EoS is more suitable for
anisotropic NS [71-73]. For SQM, the behavior is similar to what is observed in other modi-
fied gravity models with changes to the geometric components, such as f(R) modifications.
At low compactness, strange stars deviate from the universal relation, although their I val-
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Table 1: The EoS used in our calculations. H refers to hyperons (1, p, 2+, %% E% &7, A), and
Q refers to quarks (u, 4, s).

Name Particle Content Calculational Method
SLy [59] n,p Two-potential method
AP4 [63], FPS [64], WFE3 [65] n,p Eight-variational method
MS1b [66] n,p Relativistic mean field theory
ENG [67], MPAL1 [68] n,p Nonrelativistic Hartree-Fock method
ALF4 [69] n,p,Q Eight-variational method
GNH3 [70] n,p,H Relativistic mean field theory

ues converge toward the neutron star relation at high compactness, indicating the need for
further investigation. Therefore, we present the results here without fully considering the
characteristics of strange stars at this stage. The best-fit for each model is plotted in Fig. 4
along with its deviation from GR. The calculation results demonstrate consistency with their
respective @ profiles and I properties. When compared with the mass-radius relation, the
I — C relation also shows consistent results. For smaller masses, as observed in the quadratic
model or when the additional terms are negative in the logarithmic model, the deviations of
I are positive. However, for larger masses, the deviations of I become negative. In contrast,
the exponential model exhibits the opposite behavior. When the neutron star has a larger
mass, the deviation of I is positive, whereas for smaller masses, the deviation is negative.
Indeed, a closer examination reveals that the value of x = O.Olrg_2 leads to a significantly
higher deviation compared to a = 0.00lrg* 2 and the GR case. For « = 0.01, the difference,
for instance, when C = 0.1, reaches 38% and 43% relative to GR. However, at higher com-
pactness, the deviation reduces to just 0.06%. This suggests that observational data on the
I — C relation from neutron stars could impose a strong constraint on the exponential model.
Additionally, this behavior might indicate potential instability of neutron stars within the
exponential model due to rotational effects, as suggested from the characteristics of @, the
moment of inertia, and this relation. Although previous work showed that the exponential
model could accommodate up to 2.8 Mo with « = 1ry Zand g = O.2r§, the I — C relation is
only consistent with a = 0.001r, 2, In contrast, other models yield consistent results across
varying parameters, with no significant deviations, but still reflecting the influence of f(Q)
modifications on the I — C relation. The fitting coefficients derived from the best fit are pre-
sented in Table 2. From the table, we can also see the translation of the fitting coefficients
due to variations in the parameters a; and B;, which result in either positive or negative
shifts relative to GR. It is also clear how significant the influence of these parameters is in
causing deviations for each model. For example, in the exponential model, changes in 3
only affect the order of the coefficient a; at O(1072) with the same value of a3, while in the
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Figure 3: Universal I — C relation of various f(Q) model.

logarithmic model, changes in B, affect the difference in coefficients up to O(10~2). This is

in accordance with what is depicted in Fig. 4

4 Conclusion

In this paper, we calculated NS properties within the framework of f(Q) gravity. First, we
derived the modified TOV equations using slowly rotating metric and determined the initial
values and integration limits for these equations. Then, we obtained numerical solutions us-

ing the shooting method with realistic EoS and computed the profiles of @ and the moment

of inertia for four extended f(Q) models: linear, quadratic, logarithmic, and exponential.

Based on the results, we tested their consistency with the mass-radius relation and profiles

obtained in our previous work, finding that the solutions align well with the angular veloc-

ity w and the corresponding moment of inertia. Finally, we calculated the universal relation
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(a) The best-fitting I — C relation from Table 2. (b) The percentage deviation from the GR.

Figure 4: The best-fitting I — C relation for GR and all f(Q) models with various parameters
« and B. The percentage deviation of the best-fitting I — C relation for each model from the
GR best-fitting relation in this calculation is also shown. The orange solid line represents
the difference between our GR calculation and the results from [57], which is approximately
4%.

between the moment of inertia and the compactness of the star.

Non-metricity, as the main geometric component in this study, influences the distribu-
tion of the geometric profiles A(r) and B(r), leading to deviations in the properties of the
star. This also affects the angular velocity and the moment of inertia of NS in the slowly
rotating case. In f(Q) models, deviations in the angular velocity are observed at the center
of the star, with larger deviations corresponding to higher values of the f(Q) parameter.
A similar trend is observed in the moment of inertia, where the deviations are even more
pronounced than those in the maximum mass. This makes the moment of inertia a po-
tentially good constraint for gravitational theories, offering the possibility to probe or even
rule them out. We further explored the universal I — C relation, finding that using I/ M3
as a function of compactness demonstrates good universality within the f(Q) theory, con-
sistent with [57], with residuals around 10%. In the slowly rotating case, the rotational
effects in each model exhibit consistent behavior with the obtained values of I and correlate
well with the mass-radius relation. However, the exponential model is notable, as its ro-
tational effects are relatively more pronounced, showing some deviations when « exceeds
0.01. This presents a limitation for the exponential model, especially if the observed I — C
relation shows minimal deviation from GR. In contrast, models that show relatively large
deviations in maximum mass, such as the logarithmic model, demonstrate more stable and
consistent deviations as the parameters change, as illustrated in Fig. 4b.

In this paper, we also tested the hybrid star EoS (ALF4) and quark star EoS (SQM). The
results obtained are consistent with the behavior observed in the calculation of the I — C re-
lation for PSR J0737-3039A, where the moment of inertia of a quark star is larger than that of
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a hybrid star, in agreement with references in alternative gravity theories such as f(R). This
results is also similar with calculations in binary systems containing pulsars, such as the mo-
ment of inertia calculation for the PSR J0737-3039A system [74]. By using gravitational wave
data from LIGO/Virgo (GW170817 and GW190425), which constrain tidal deformability
(A), and mass-radius measurements from NICER (PSR J0030+0415 and PSR J0740+6620), it
is possible to estimate the moment of inertia of PSR J0737-3039A. Bayesian analysis suggests
that the moment of inertia of this pulsar is approximately ~ 1.30 x 10*g cm?, depending on
the employed hadronic EoS. Furthermore, these measurements allow the study of possible
phase transitions in the core of pulsars, such as transitions from hadronic to quark matter.
If PSR J0737-3039A is a quark star, its moment of inertia is expected to be larger, around
~ 1.55 x 10%°, g cm?. This suggests that accurate measurements of I could help distinguish
between hadronic neutron stars, hybrid stars, and quark stars. In this paper, we did not
focus extensively on quark star EoS, making it an interesting topic for future work.

With more accurate measurements of the moment of inertia in the future, this universal
I — C relation can be used to test the consistency of observational data with GR or alternative
gravity theories, while simultaneously constraining high-density matter EoS models. For
example, the best-fit results from Fig. 4a can be used to constrain the «; and f; parameters of
the f(Q) gravity model using the I — C relation constraint from observational data, making
f(Q) one of the modified gravity theories that possibly can be tested in strong-field regimes
through this relation. This universal relation works well not only for the slowly rotating case
but also for rapidly rotating and even extreme rotating cases, which have been studied in
several other gravity models [75, 76]. It would certainly be interesting to explore this within
the f(Q) model, as it is likely to yield similar conclusions. However, this approach will
involve more complex calculations due to the non-metricity, which changes at O(e?) and
higher orders. Additionally, it would be interesting to explore other neutron star properties
in future work within the f(Q) model, such as tidal deformability, quadrupole moment, and
quasinormal modes, which could provide additional universal relations like the I — Love —
Q[20, 77] or I — Love — C relations [78-80], offering better accuracy than the I — C relation.
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A Fitting Coefficients from the best-fit of each model

We present a table summarizing the fitting coefficients obtained for various parameter val-
ues. The GR coefficients derived in this study have been compared with those reported by
[57], revealing a difference of approximately 4% from our fitting results, which is consistent
with other studies using modified gravity, such as [22]. Notably, the fitting coefficients in
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linear f(Q) gravity reduce to their GR counterparts when a; = 1 and 1 = 0, with only a mi-

nor deviation of about 0.6% at low compactness, which further decreases to approximately

0.2% at high compactness.

Table 2: Fitting coefficients for various f(Q) models.

Model Parameters Fitting Coefficients
f(Q) Model o 51’ ai ar as as
GR - - 0.984850 0.148325 0.008787 -0.000478
—0.001 ry 2 10.940044 0.209700 0.003478 -0.000390
0.9 07;2 1.022874 0.163298 0.011448 -0.000647
0.0011’672 1.065034 0.137465 0.016508 -0.000818
—0.001 ry 210927191 0.183875 0.000258 -0.000289
o1Q + B 1.0 Org_2 0.981338 0.152732  0.008080 -0.000457
O.OOlrg_2 1.050027 0.115086 0.014389 -0.000673
—0.001 1,;2 0.891082 0.170076 0.001210 -0.000199
L1 07;2 0.965761  0.131052 0.007282 -0.000382
0'0017572 1.006123  0.108109 0.011356 -0.000518
0 Q2 réz, - 0.807455  0.214525 0.003795 -0.000360
+ o
51’§ - 1.481620 -0.055989 0.039296 -0.001666
5 0.1rg 2 1.033401 0.142037 0.006790 -0.000448
—0.001 rg
0.3rg 2 1.016231 0.148039 0.006198 -0.000430
Q + az efsQ 0.0012 O.li’g_2 1.032616 0.111374 0.016211 -0.000733
.001r
8
O.EBrg_2 1.041438 0.104906 0.017337 -0.000784
0372 O.1rg_2 1.085942 0.125431 0.012198 -0.000613
—03r
8
o In(1— 5:Q) 0.3r 2 1.350066 0.060585 0.023104 -0.000986
—oyln(l — G4
0372 0.1rg_2 0.905931 0.163995 0.006560 -0.000417
3r
8
0.3r,2 1.065275 0.048083 0.022113 -0.001083
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