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Abstract

This study describes the impact of non-zero value of strange quark mass (ms) and number density of baryons (n)
on the structure, stability and maximum mass of strange stars. We derive an exact relativistic solution of the Einstein
field equation using the Tolman-IV metric potential and modified MIT bag model EoS, pr = 1

3
(ρ − 4B′), where B′

is a function of bag constant B, ms and baryon number density (n). Following CERN’s findings, transition of phase
from hadronic matter to Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP) may occur at high densities in presence of favourable conditions.
The standard MIT bag model, with a constant B, fails to explain such transition properly. Introducing a finite ms

and Wood-Saxon parametrisation for B, dependent on baryon number density (n), provides a more realistic EoS to
address such phase transition. Both ms and n constrain the EoS, making it softer as ms increases. Solutions to the
TOV equations reveal that for massless strange quarks, maximum mass is 2.01 M⊙ and corresponding radius is 10.96
Km when n = 0.66 fm−3. These values decrease to 1.99 M⊙ and 1.96 M⊙, with corresponding radii of 10.88 Km
and 10.69 Km for ms = 50 and 100 MeV respectively having same n value. It is interesting to note that a corelation
exists between n and ms. The hadronic to quark matter transition occurs at higher values of n, when ms increases
such as n ≥ 0.484, 0.489 and 0.51 fm−3 for ms = 50 and 100 MeV respectively. Beyond these values, the energy per
baryon (EB) drops below 930.4 MeV , indicating a complete transition to quark matter. For physical analysis, we have
considered n (= 0.578 fm−3) which lies in the stable region with B(n) = 70 MeV/fm3. The model provides a viable
description of strange stars, satisfying all necessary physical requirements.

1 Introduction

In recent decades, compact objects have become a focal point of research within the framework of relativistic astrophysics.
Current research, encompassing both the theoretical as well as experimental methodologies, is focused on understanding
the composition of the interior matter of compact objects subjected to extreme densities as well as developing the equation
of state (EoS), which defines the relationship between pressure and density, under these conditions. This understanding is
essential for accurately modeling compact objects. The final evolutionary stage of stars, compact objects, are categorized
into different subclasses based on the mass of their stellar remnants [1]. Among these, Neutron Stars (NS) are most
fascinating objects. Baade and Zwicky proposed the concept of NSs [2], suggesting that they form as a result of supernova
explosions. Their small size and extremely dense cores (∼ 2.7 × 1014 g/cm3 or higher) make NSs ideal candidates for
studying extreme physical conditions. Oppenheimer and Volkoff [3] were the first to calculate a solution for NSs by
modeling neutrons as ideal Fermi gases, estimating a mass limit of 0.7 M⊙, where M⊙ is the solar mass. However, at
such high-density regimes, interactions between nucleons must be considered, making the maximum mass of NSs highly
dependent on the chosen EoS. Despite extensive research, an exact definitive EoS remains elusive. Interestingly, some
observed compact objects exhibit smaller masses and radii compared to standard NSs but possess greater compactness
(higher mass-to-radius ratio). These characteristics cannot be explained by conventional NS models, necessitating new
approaches to understand their observed properties. In this context, the hypothesis of quark stars, composed of Strange
Quark Matter (SQM), has gained widespread acceptance. According to Bodmer [4] and Witten [5], it was proposed
that, under the extreme conditions, ground state of matter may consist of deconfined quark phases rather than the most
stable nuclei, 56Fe. The key argument for this theory is that SQM has a lower energy per baryon compared to 56Fe,
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suggesting a comparatively stable structure. Itoh [6] first considered quark stars in hydrostatic equilibrium, and Madsen
[7] demonstrated that, under zero external pressure, the inclusion of strange quarks (s) alongside up (u) and down (d)
quarks is necessary to achieve an energy per baryon of lower value. This theoretical framework has led to the classification
of a new family of compact objects known as Strange Stars (SS) [7, 8, 9, 10]. Although the theoretical foundations of SSs
are well-established, the exact process of their formation remains unclear. Two primary formation mechanisms have been
proposed [4, 5, 6]: (i) a phase transition from hadron to quark occurring at extremely high temperatures in the interior of
compact objects in the early universe, and (ii) the possibility that a neutron star may undergo spontaneous compression
to form a SS due to ultra-high densities in presence of strong gravitational forces. Alford [11] further suggested that in
the core of a NS, low temperatures and extreme densities could be sufficient to create quark matter in bulk.

To explain the relevant properties of SSs, selecting an appropriate EoS is crucial. In this regard, the MIT bag model
EoS [12, 13] has emerged as a widely accepted framework. This model assumes that quarks form Fermi gas of degenerate
nature consisting of u, d and s quarks, along with electrons e−, and the EoS is formulated as:

p =
1

3
(ρ− 4B) (1)

In this model, p represents the pressure, ρ denotes the energy density of matter and the term B is known as bag constant.
Within the framework of the MIT bag model, Farhi and Jaffe [14] investigated the influence of the strange quark mass
(ms) on the overall properties of SQM. Their research identified a stability region for SQM, expressed as a ”stability
window”, in the (ms − B) parameter space. Extensive studies have been performed to investigate the characteristics of
SS using the MIT bag model [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24].

To achieve a more precise physical representation, it is essential to consider that in case of a highly dense compact
object, interior fluid may have an anisotropic nature. Ruderman [25] and Canuto [26] suggested that interior of a compact
star might develope anisotropic pressure when their matter density surpasses the density of nuclear matter . Anisotropy
in compact star cores can be explained by type 3A superfluidity, which may be a significant factor [27]. From a quantum
mechanical standpoint, type 3A superfluidity is a captivating macroscopic theory. According to Pauli’s exclusion principle,
nucleons cannot occupy the same energy state as they are fermions. However, at extremely short distances, strong repulsion
between nucleons occurs, resisting gravitational collapse in NS. At low temperatures, Cooper pairs [28] may form by
nucleons, which behave like bosons, altering the situation. Thus, at very low temperatures and on large scales, nucleons
exhibit collective behaviour similar to a non-viscous nucleonic condensate, akin to He-3 superfluids. In the interior of
NS, the presence of high pressure significantly increases the matter temperature to billions of degrees raising the critical
temperature required for the formation of Cooper pairs and enabling superfluidity into matter under extreme conditions.
Three types of superfluids may exist within the core of NS [29]. The anisotropic behaviour of matter can be linked to
electromagnetic fields and fermionic fields in NS [30], pion condensation [31], viscosity [32], and more. Bowers and Liang
[33] introduced pressure anisotropy in their study of compact stars to examine stellar characteristics such as compactness,
mass-radius relationship, surface redshift, stability etc. Studies on the relativistic properties of different anisotropic NS
suggest that if one considers higher and higher values of anisotropic factor, there is practically no theoretical upper
limit of maximum mass and surface redshift as proposed by Heintzmann and Hillebrandt [34]. Extensive studies have
been conducted on spherically symmetric stellar configurations composed of anisotropic matter and their static equilibrium
[35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41], following the discoveries of Carter and Langlois [42]. Recently, Bhattacharjee and Chattopadhyay
[43] examined the effect of Chaplygin EoS in modified form on anisotropic stellar structures. Anisotropic generalisation of
spherically symmetric fluid sphere provides a more universal approach to utilising the EoS. Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff
equation [44, 3] can uniquely be applied to determine the physical parameters of some compact stars, including their
potential mass and radius relation using known EoS.

Tolman [44] explored a range of solutions to the Einstein Field Equations (EFE) for perfect fluids, generating eight
solutions by linking the metric functions through a single equation and imposing specific constraints. Among these,
Tolman-IV offers a straightforward form, accommodating a sphere of compressible fluid with nonzero central density and
pressures. Therefore, to obtain a tractable exact solution of the EFE in this present formalism, we have considered the
Tolman-IV metric ansatz [44]. Building on the Tolman-IV potential, Banerjee [45] derived a well-behaved and regular
solution of EFE within the framework of MIT bag model EoS, allowing for anisotropic matter distribution. Bhar et al. [46]
developed a compact stellar model using the Tolman IV potential in an anisotropic context, demonstrating its regularity
and stability. Additionally, Das et al. [47] proposed a specific form of the grr metric component, which can be seen as an
extension of the Tolman IV potential for anisotropic matter. Several articles [48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53] extensively examined
the properties of Strange Quark Stars (SQS), contributing to our understanding of these phenomena.

In the MIT bag model, as expressed in Eq. (1), the constant B represents the pressure at the bag wall that confines
quarks. Accurate simulation of EoS of the interior matter in question is note possible if one neglects the possible interaction
between the surrounding medium of high density and the quarks. Thus, understanding the interior of compact stars made
up with quark matter remains challenging. The MIT bag model assumes that quarks are confined within a perturbative
vacuum or ”bag,” resulting from the net inward pressure B. The pressure is exerted by the surrounding medium of
nonperturbative vacuum. As the baryon number density n increases, the difference between these perturbative and non-
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perturbative vacua may vanish, requiring B, the net inward pressure, B, to also vanish. It is thus more appropriate to
consider a density-dependent B [54] or baryon number-dependent [55] B. Moreover, the introduction of finite strange
quark mass (ms ̸= 0) is very relevant in realistic SS modeling since the presence of ms significantly challenges the
conventional SS models and it influences the structural and dynamical properties of SS. As finite value of strange quark
mass (ms ̸= 0) and baryon number density have significant effect on the energy per baryon (EB) of system, our aim in
adopting the nonzero strange quark mass (ms) and baryon number density dependent B is to develop a more realistic
EoS for predicting key properties of SS. These properties include mass-radius relations, stability criteria and causality
conditions as well as validity of essential energy conditions. We utilise parametrisation of B similar to a form proposed
by Wood-Saxon [56], where B varies with baryon number density (n).

The rest of the paper is arranged in the following manner: in Sect. 2, we have discussed the thermodynamics of SQM
at absolute zero temperature and the baryon number density dependent bag model. In this section, we have plotted the
variation of energy per baryon (EB) against the baryon number density (n) and strange quark mass (ms) to determine
the permissible restrictions on both which ultimately lead to the particular choice of bag constant (B) in this model.
Sect. 3 addresses the exact relativistic solution of EFE considering the Tolman-IV metric ansatz and the modified MIT
bag model EoS. We address the necessary boundary conditions by matching the interior solutions with the exterior vacuum
Schwarzschild solution in Sect. 4. In Sect. 5, we have numerically solved the TOV equations to determine the possible
maximum mass and the associated radius in the present model. Moreover, we have also predicted the radii of a wide class of
compact stars in this section. The physical viability of the present model, in terms of the radial variations of characteristic
parameters along with the causality and necessary energy conditions, is demonstrated in Sect. 6. The stability analysis is
described in Sect. 7. Finally, we summarise the main findings of the present study in Sect. 8.

2 Thermodynamics of SQM at T → 0 and n-dependent bag model

The quark matter in the interior of a SS of high density is described by the EoS as proposed by MIT bag model [57].
Stellar interior can be modeled as a degenerate Fermi gas of quarks, as quarks are fermions, in which the quarks exist in
a de-confined phase. If A represents the total baryon number present inside a star, the corresponding deconfined quark
matter consists of 3A quarks, forming a colour-neutral singlet state of Fermi gas. According to the MIT bag model, the
behaviour of quark confinement described in Refs. [57, 58] is approximated as:

p+B =
∑

i=u,d,s,e−

pi, (2)

and
ρ−B =

∑
i=u,d,s,e−

ρi, (3)

where, pi, ρi and B respectively denote the pressure and energy density associated with the ith particle and bag constant.
In this context, we assume that strange matter consists of three types of quarks, namely, up (u), down (d), and strange (s),
along with electrons (e−). According to Kettner et al. [58], the potential existence of charm quark stars is ruled out due
to their instability against radial oscillations. Additionally, since the density of muons only becomes significant beyond a
certain threshold of density of charm quark, we can disregard the presence of muons [58]. In SQS, Coulomb interactions
dominate over gravitational effects, resulting in SQM being approximately charge neutral at the lowest possible energy
state [59]. The condition for charge neutrality is expressed as:∑

i=u,d,s,e−

niqi = 0, (4)

where, symbol i indicates the ith particle. If the chemical potential (µ) of quarks exceeds the absolute temperature of the
stellar configuration, the pressure (pi), energy density (ρi) of quarks as well as number density (ni) can be approximated
following the approach given in [58, 60] and are given below in the limit T → 0:

pi =
giµ

4
i

24π2

√
1−

(mi

µi

)2{
1− 5

2

(mi

µi

)2}

+
3

2

(mi

µi

)4
ln

1 +

√
1−

(
mi

µi

)2
(

mi

µi

) , (5)
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ρi =
giµ

4
i

24π2

√
1−

(mi

µi

)2{
1− 1

2

(mi

µi

)2}

−1

2

(mi

µi

)4
ln

1 +

√
1−

(
mi

µi

)2
(

mi

µi

) , (6)

ni =
giµ

3
i

6π2

[
1−

(mi

µi

)2] 3
2

, (7)

where, gi represents degeneracy factor. The degeneracy factors for the quarks and the electrons are gi = 6 and gi = 2
respectively. Hence, the condition for charge neutrality as expressed in Eq. (4) is modified to the following form:

2
(
1− µe−

µ

)3
−
(µe−

µ

)3
−
{
1−

(mi

µi

)2} 3
2 − 1 = 0, (8)

Here, µ = µd = µs represents chemical potential of d and s quarks. The u and d quarks are significantly lighter compared
to the s quarks and when ms → 0 is applied in the modified charge neutrality condition, Eq. (8), we find that µe− → 0,
implying that electrons are not crucial for maintaining charge neutrality in a system of massless quarks. Under these
conditions, the equation of state (EoS) pi =

1
3ρi can be derived from Eqs.(4) and (5). By utilizing Eqs.(2) and (3), the

MIT bag model EoS for a system of massless strange quarks can be constructed as [12]:

pr =
1

3
(ρ− 4B). (9)

Incorporating a finite value strange quark mass (ms ̸= 0) into our analysis, alongside Eqs. (2), (3), (5), and (6), yields the
most general form of the EoS for SQM, which can be expressed as follows:

ρ = 3pr + 4B + ρs − 3ps, (10)

⇒ pr =
1

3
(ρ−B′), (11)

where, B′ = B + 1
4 (ρs − 3ps) and the density of strange quarks is denoted by ρs, and the pressure resulting from the

presence of strange quarks is ps.
In the high density regime, an ultimate phase transition from the hadronic matter to Quark Gluon Plasma (QGP) is

anticipated to occur [5, 8, 9]. However, the MIT bag model may be employed to describe the de-confined phase of quarks
[57, 12]. The CERN experiments have revealed that the QGP formation in the heavy-ion collisions is characterised by the
small baryon number density and high temperature. Whereas, the quark phase illustrates high baryon number density
and low temperature. In this framework, when the MIT bag model is applied, the de-confined quark phase emerges at
a constant quark-gluon energy density regardless of the thermodynamic aspects of the model [61]. By calibrating the
parameters of the MIT bag model to align with CERN data, we can restrict our analysis to zero temperature, considering
that the energy density remains constant along the phase transition line. Following the work of Burgio et al. [55], we
observe that along the transition line from hadronic matter to the quark phase, the energy densities become equal at a
specific point. CERN-SPS results indicate that this intersection point corresponds to an energy density of 1.1 GeV/fm3.
In our current model, we put forward that the hadron-quark phase transition is solely dependent on the energy density, and
the QCD phase diagram in the temperature and chemical potential plane is characterised exclusively by the bag constant
B. To characterise this phase transition in relation to CERN experiment results and to apply the quark core hypothesis
in stellar modeling, we adopt an extreme Wood-Saxon-like characterisation [56] for the baryon number-dependent bag
parameter B(n) and estimate the value of B as [55]:

B(n) = Bas + (B0 −Bas)e
−βn(

n
n0

)2 , (12)

where, Bas = 38 MeV/fm3 represents the value of B at asymptotic density, B0 = B(ρ = 0) = 200 MeV/fm3, βn = 0.14
is a free characteristic parameter arising from calibration of the densities of nuclear and quark matter at 1.1 GeV/fm3, n
is the baryon number density and n0 = 0.17 fm−3 is the baryon number density of the ordinary matter sector. Hence, in
the present formalism, the modified bag constant takes the form:

B′ = B(n) +
1

4
(ρs − 3ps). (13)

Another important aspect in the SS modeling is the determination of energy per baryon (EB). The energy per baryon
(EB) for the most stable nucleus, 56Fe, is 930.4MeV . For quark matter consisting of two-flavour quarks (u and d), the
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energy per baryon would exceed this value. Otherwise, 56Fe would be composed of two-flavour quarks, u and d, which has
not been observed experimentally in nature. Inclusion of strange quark (s) into the system consisting of u and d quarks
effectively decreases the energy per baryon. Therefore, a three-flavour quark system is considered to be stable when its
energy per baryon is less than 930.4 MeV . The metastability condition imposes a constraint, keeping the energy per
baryon within the range of 940.4 MeV < EB < 939MeV [62], where the upper limit aligns with the typical nucleon mass
range. When EB > 939 MeV , SQM becomes unstable. The baryon number density for a three-flavour SQM system is
expressed as follows:

n =
1

3

∑
i=u,d,s

ni. (14)

Using Eq. (12), we have tabulated the numerical values of baryon number density (n) for different choices of bag constant
B(n) in Table 1. The values of B(n) are restricted within the range of 57.55 MeV/fm3 < B(n) < 95.11 MeV/fm3

necessary for stable SQM at zero external pressure [7]. We have constrained the numerical choice of strange quark mass

Table 1: Determination of baryon number density (n) for different choices of bag parameter (B(n))

Bag constant (B(n)) Baryon number density (n)
(MeV/fm3) (fm−3)

57.55 0.660
70 0.578
75 0.552

80.21 0.526
95.11 0.464

(ms) through the depiction of (EB) vs. ms plane in Fig. (1) for different choices of bag constant B(n) as tabulated in
Table 1. From Fig. (1), it is evident that there exists some bounds on the choice of ms that corresponds to the stable,

939 MeV

930.4 MeV

0 50 100 150 200

850

900

950

1000

ms HMeVL

E
B

HM
eV

L

Figure 1: EB vs. ms for different choices of B(n). Here, solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond to B(n) =
57.55, 80.21 and 95.11 MeV/fm3 respectively.

metastable and unstable SQM. In Table 2, we tabulate the permissible range of ms for the choices of B(n) considered
here. Within the defined stability range, we have selected B(n) = 70 MeV/fm3 to generate a stable SS model. Moreover,

Table 2: Stability window of 3 flavour SQM with constrained ms and different bag value (B).

Stability
B(n) = 57.55 B(n) = 80.21 B(n) = 95.11
(MeV/fm3) (MeV/fm3) (MeV/fm3)

Stable
ms < 290 MeV ms < 119 MeV ....

(EB < 930.4 MeV )
MetaStable

.... 119 < ms < 138 MeV ....
(930.4 < EB < 939 MeV )

Unstable
.... ms > 138 MeV ms > 0 MeV

(EB > 939 MeV )

we have noted some intriguing results from the variation of energy per baryon (EB) with respect to the baryon number
density (n) as shown in Fig. (2). From Fig. (1), it is observed that energy per baryon (EB) increases with the increase of
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ms whereas from Fig. (2), it is evident that EB decreases with increasing baryon number density (n). Thus, a corelation
exists between ms and n, so far the stability of the SQM is concerned.

939 MeV

930.4 MeV

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

800

900

1000

1100

n Hfm-3L

E
B

HM
eV

L

Figure 2: Graphical variation of EB with n. Here, solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond to ms = 0, 50 and
100 MeV respectively.

Fig. (2) demonstrates the impact of strange quark mass (ms) on the EB vs. n diagram. It is interesting to note
that the matter shows unstable behaviour in relation to quark phase when n < 0.464 fm−3, n < 0.473 fm−3 and
n < 0.50 fm−3, for ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV , respectively, which in turn reflects the fact that the matter exhibits a
stable hadronic nature. Thus, if we consider higher values of ms, hadronic phase exists for higher values of n. Furthermore,
a probable transition from the hadron to quark phase is anticipated for n ≥ 0.464, 0.473 and 0.50 fm−3 respectively for
ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV . Presumably, there may be a coexistence of hadrons and quarks in this situation which is
referred to as a metastable state. The metastability is ensured for 0.464 ≤ n ≤ 0.482 fm−3, 0.473 ≤ n ≤ 0.489 fm−3 and
0.50 ≤ n ≤ 0.51 fm−3 for ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV respectively. It is evident that the range of baryon number density
(n), for which metastable window exists, is reducing with the increase of ms. Eventually, with increasing baryon number
density, i.e., n ≥ 0.482, 0.489 and 0.51 fm−3, for ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV respectively, the energy per baryon attains
a value < 930.4 MeV , which implies the conversion of the entire hadron assembly into quarks and the matter transforms
into a stable state. Additionally, from Table 1, we note that the choice of B(n) = 70 MeV/fm3 provides n = 0.578 fm−3

which abides by the prescribed range of n for different choices of ms.

3 Solution of Einstein field equations

In the static and spherical curvature co-ordinate system (t,r,θ, ϕ), the line element takes the form:

ds2 = −e2ν(r)dt2 + e2λ(r)dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2θdϕ2). (15)

In relativistic units, G = 1 and c = 1, the most general form of the energy-momentum tensor Tij in presence of pressure
anisotropy is given by

Tij = diag(−ρ, pr, pt, pt). (16)

In the relativistic framework, the Einstein’s field equations (EFE) associating the 4 dimensional space-time geometry and
the matter content are expressed as:

Rij −
1

2
gijR = 8πTij , (17)

Employing Eqs. (15) and (16) in Eq. (17), we get the following tractable set of the EFEs in the following form:

2e−2λλ′

r
+

(1− e−2λ)

r2
= 8πρ, (18)

2e−2λν′

r
− (1− e−2λ)

r2
= 8πpr, (19)

e−2λ(ν′′ + ν′2 − λ′ν′ +
ν′

r
− λ′

r
) = 8πpt, (20)

where, prime (′) denotes the derivatives with respect to r. Moreover, the pressure anisotropy (∆) is described as the
difference between the radial and tangential components of pressure, viz .,

∆ = pt − pr. (21)
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In the present formalism, we obtain the exact solution of the EFE described in Eqs. (18), (19) and (20) by employing the
Tolman-IV [44] metric ansatz defined as

e2λ =
1 + 2ar2

(1 + ar2)(1 + br2)
, (22)

where, a and b both are constants with dimensions Km−2. Now, substituting Eq. (22) in Eq. (18), we obtain the analytical
expression of the energy density of the form:

ρ =
a(3− 7br2) + a2(2r2 − 6br4)− 3b

8π(1 + 2ar2)2
. (23)

In the present scenario, we have considered the MIT bag model EoS in presence of non-zero strange quark mass (ms ̸= 0)
and n-dependent bag constant as shown in Eq.(11). Using Eq. (23) in Eq.(11), we obtain the radial component of pressure
(pr) in the following form:

pr =
1

3

[
a(3− 7br2) + a2(2r2 − 6br4)− 3b

8π(1 + 2ar2)2
− 4B′

]
. (24)

Substituting Eq. (24) in Eq. (19), we obtain the gtt metric potential (ν) as

ν =
1

6b(a− b)

[
b(a+ b+ 16πB′) log (1 + ar2)−

b(b− a) log (1 + 2ar2)−

(5ab− 3b2 + 32πaB′ − 16πbB′) log (1 + br2)

]
. (25)

Now, substituting Eq. (25) in Eq. (20), we obtain

pt =
1

72π(1 + ar2)(1 + br2)(1 + 2ar2)3

[
9b2r2

+32πB′(8πB′r2 − 3) + b(48πB′r2 − 9)

+A+B + C +D

]
, (26)

where, A, B and C are constants and,
A = 4a4r6(4− 27br2 − 320πB′r2 + 9b2r4 + 96πB′br4 + 1024π2B′2r4)
B = a3(30r4 − 64r6(4b+ 47πB′) + r8(90b2 + 640πbB′ + 8192π2B′2))
C = a(9− 816πB′r2 + 57b2r4 + 2048π2B′2r4 + 4br2(64πB′r2 − 15))
D = a2r2(21− 2432πB′r2 + 106b2r4 + 6144π2B′2r4 + br2(544πB′r2 − 201))
The total active gravitational mass enclosed within the sphere of radius R is expressed as:

m(r) = 4π

∫ R

0

ρr2dr. (27)

4 Boundary condition

The vacuum and flat exterior space-time is characterised by the Schwarzschild solution [63] and it is expressed as

ds2 = −

(
1− 2M

r

)
dt2 +

(
1− 2M

r

)−1

dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2θdϕ2), (28)

where, M is the total mass of the stellar configuration. The continuity of the metric potentials at the stellar surface (r = R)
is necessary to evaluate the parameters present in the model. Following this notion, we match the interior solutions with
the exterior Schwarzschild solution as:

e−2λ(R) = 1− 2M

R
, (29)

and

e2ν(R) = 1− 2M

R
. (30)
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Again, the condition that the radial pressure (pr) must vanish at the stellar radius (r = R) is represented as

pr(r = R) = 0. (31)

Using Eqs. (29), (30) and (31), we obtain the expressions for the constants in the following forms:

a =
−2M − bR3

R2(4M −R+ bR3)
. (32)

and

b =
1

2R6

(
− 3MR3 − 16πB′R6 +R3

(
12MR− 23M2 +

96πB′MR3 − 64πB′R4 + 256π2B′2R6
)) 1

2

, (33)

5 Deriving mass-radius relationship from TOV equation

To obtain the maximum allowed range of mass and the associated radius, we have numerically solved the TOV equations
[44, 3] using MIT EoS with B(n) = 57.55, 70 and 95.11 MeV/fm3 corresponding to n = 0.66, 0.578 and 0.464 fm−3

respectively, along with different choices of strange quark mass, ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV . From Figs. (3), (4) and (5),

0 2 4 6 8 10
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

r HKmL

M
HM

�
L

Figure 3: Mass-radius plot for B(n) = 57.55MeV/fm3. Here, solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond toms = 0, 50
and 100 MeV respectively. The maximum mass points are indicated with black solid circles.

0 2 4 6 8 10
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r HKmL
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�
L

Figure 4: Mass-radius plot for B(n) = 70 MeV/fm3. Here, solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond to ms = 0, 50
and 100 MeV respectively. The maximum mass points are indicated with black solid circles.

it is evident that as ms increases the maximum mass and the radius both decrease when B(n) or n is fixed. This may be
attributed to the fact that as the mass of the strange quark increases, the associated Fermi energy increases as the energy
of the degenerate fermions depends on the mass and Fermi momentum of the strange quark. This increased energy leads
to a softer EoS. Moreover, An increase in the strange quark mass reduces the quark number density for a given pressure,
as more massive quarks take up more energy. This means that for a fixed pressure, fewer quarks can be packed into a
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Figure 5: Mass-radius plot for B(n) = 95.11MeV/fm3. Here, solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond toms = 0, 50
and 100 MeV respectively. The maximum mass points are indicated with black solid circles.

given volume. As a result, the energy density increases rapidly for higher baryon number densities. This increased energy
density leads to a quicker gravitational collapse which ultimately describes a smaller value of the maximum mass and
the associated radius. Therefore, with increasing ms the EoS becomes softer and the maximum mass decreases which is
evident from Figs. (3), (4) and (5). We have tabulated the value of maximum mass and corresponding radius in Tables 3,
4 and 5 for B(n) = 57.55, 70 and 95.11 MeV/fm3 and ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV . On the other hand, from Tables 3, 4
and 5, it is evident that when ms is fixed, maximum mass and radius both increase with increase of n as B(n) decreases
with increasing n. Here, we have predicted the radii of a wide class of compact stars for different choices of ms and they

Table 3: Evaluation of maximum mass and radius for bag constant B(n) = 57.55 MeV/fm3 and different choices of
strange quark mass (ms).

Strage quark mass Maximum mass Radius
(ms) (MeV ) (Mmax) (M⊙) (Km)

0 2.01 10.96
50 1.99 10.88
100 1.96 10.69

Table 4: Evaluation of maximum mass and radius for bag constant B(n) = 70 MeV/fm3 and different choices of strange
quark mass (ms).

Strage quark mass Maximum mass Radius
(ms) (MeV ) (Mmax) (M⊙) (Km)

0 1.82 9.94
50 1.81 9.87
100 1.78 9.72

Table 5: Evaluation of maximum mass and radius for bag constant B(n) = 95.11 MeV/fm3 and different choices of
strange quark mass (ms).

Strage quark mass Maximum mass Radius
(ms) (MeV ) (Mmax) (M⊙) (Km)

0 1.56 8.53
50 1.55 8.48
100 1.53 8.35

are tabulated in Table 6. Moreover, using the predicted radii, we have tabulated the central density (ρ0), surface density
(ρs) and central pressure (p0) for the known compact stars and they are tabulated in Table 7.
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Table 6: Tabulation of radii prediction of known compact stars for B(n) = 70 MeV/fm3 and different choices of strange
quark mass (ms).

Compact Stars Measure mass (M⊙) Measured radius (Km) Strange quark mass (ms) Predicted radius (Km)

4U 1820-30 [64] 1.58+0.06
−0.06 9.1+0.4

−0.4 150 9.94
4U 1608-52 [65] 1.74+0.14

−0.14 9.3+1.0
−1.0 100 9.20

EXO 1745-248 [66] 1.7 9.0 100 8.94
Cen X-3 [67] 1.49+0.08

−0.08 9.178+0.13
−0.13 150 9.89

Her X-1 [68] 0.85+0.15
−0.15 8.1+0.41

−0.41 50 8.91

Table 7: Tabulation of physical parameters of the known compact stars.

Compact object Central density (ρ0) Surface density (ρs) Central pressure (p0)
(gm/cc) (gm/cc) (dyn/cm2)

4U 1820-30 1.59× 1015 0.54× 1015 3.15× 1035

4U 1608-52 1.59× 1015 0.54× 1015 3.15× 1035

EXO 1745-248 1.59× 1015 0.54× 1015 3.15× 1035

Cen X-3 1.59× 1015 0.54× 1015 3.15× 1035

Her X-1 1.59× 1015 0.54× 1015 3.15× 1035

6 Physical features of the present model

To emerge as a physically realistic stellar model, the present theoretical structure must adhere to certain regularity and
viable conditions of different stellar parameters viz., energy density (ρ), radial (pr) and tangential (pt) pressures, pressure
anisotropy (∆), causality and energy conditions. In reference to the above, we consider the compact star candidate Low-
Mass X-ray Binary (LMXB) 4U 1820-30 having a mass of 1.58 M⊙ and radius of 9.1 Km [64] to investigate the physical
acceptability of the proposed model. In the following segment, we have graphically represented the radial variations of
energy density (ρ), radial (pr) and tangential (pt) pressures, pressure anisotropy (∆) for different choices of strange quark
mass (ms) to study the impact of finite value of ms on the characteristic parameters. For such analysis, we have considered
n = 0.578 fm−3 and B(n) = 70 MeV/fm3.
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Figure 6: Radial variation of energy density (ρ). Here, solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond to ms = 0, 50 and
100 MeV respectively.

From Figs. (6), (7) and (8), we note that the radial variations of the energy density and pressure profiles display a
monotonically decreasing nature from centre to the stellar surface which points toward a physically acceptable stellar
model. Moreover, from Fig. (9), we note that the pressure anisotropy in the present formalism is negative implying
an attractive nature. The decrease in energy density and pressure profiles with increasing strange quark mass can be
attributed to the added inertia introduced by the heavier quarks, which makes the system less compact. Heavier quarks
require more energy to be confined, reducing the overall energy density and pressure in the star. As the strange quark
mass increases, the pressure anisotropy rises due to the fact that the radial and tangential pressure components respond
differently to the change in quark mass. This anisotropy is an intriguing feature of the model because it reflects how the
system’s internal forces become increasingly imbalanced, potentially due to the competing effects of gravitational forces
and quark interactions. The presence of heavier quarks may enhance the anisotropy by influencing the spatial distribution
of forces within the star, making the structure more anisotropic.
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Figure 7: Radial variation of radial component of pressure (pr). Here, solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond to
ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV respectively.
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Figure 8: Radial variation of tangential component of pressure (pt). Here, solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond
to ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV respectively.

6.1 Causality condition

To develop a realistic model for an anisotropic compact star, one key method for characterising the dense matter in its
interior is through analysing the propagation velocities of sound waves. The radial and tangential sound velocities are
given by v2r = dpr

dρ and v2t = dpt

dρ , respectively, where ρ, pr, and pt have been previously defined. In this analysis, we employ
natural units where ℏ = c = 1. The causality condition requires that both sound velocities remain within the upper limit
of v2r ≤ 1 and v2t ≤ 1. Additionally, thermodynamic stability mandates that v2r > 0 and v2t > 0. Consequently, both
constraints must be satisfied, implying that 0 < v2r ≤ 1 and 0 < v2t ≤ 1 throughout the stellar structure. To avoid complex
calculations, the radial dependence of these sound velocities is shown graphically in Figs. (10) and (11).
Interestingly, since the EoS is represented by Eq. (11), the radial sound velocity v2r = dpr

dρ is always 1
3 irrespective of the

choice of ms. However, the influence of non-zero strange quark mass is eminent in the case of v2t as shown in Fig. (11).
We note that, the causality condition is well met in the present model.

6.2 Energy conditions

In gravitational theory, energy conditions are constraints applied to matter distributions to ensure a physically consistent
energy-momentum tensor. These conditions are crucial for exploring the properties of matter distributions without
requiring detailed knowledge of their internal composition. This makes it possible to infer the physical characteristics
of extreme phenomena, such as the formation of geometric singularities or the gravitational collapse following a merger,
without direct information on pressure or energy density. Essentially, evaluating energy conditions is an algebraic problem,
as described in [69], and can be understood as an eigenvalue problem related to the energy-momentum tensor. In a four-
dimensional spacetime, analysing energy conditions leads to solving the roots of a polynomial of degree four, which
becomes complex due to the presence of analytical solutions for the eigenvalues. Despite the challenges in deriving a
general solution, a physically realistic matter distribution must simultaneously satisfy the dominant energy condition,
strong energy condition, weak energy condition, and null energy condition–collectively known as the energy conditions
[69, 70, 71]. In this work, we have assessed the energy conditions [72, 73] for the present stellar model as expressed in the
form below:
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Figure 9: Radial variation of pressure anisotropy (∆). Here, solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond to ms = 0, 50
and 100 MeV respectively.
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Figure 10: Radial variation of radial sound velocity (v2r). Here, solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond toms = 0, 50
and 100 MeV respectively.

1. Null energy condition (NEC): ρ+ pr ≥ 0, ρ+ pt ≥ 0.

2. Weak energy condition (WEC): ρ ≥ 0, ρ+ pr ≥ 0, ρ+ pt ≥ 0.

3. Strong energy condition (SEC): ρ+ pr ≥ 0, ρ+ pt ≥ 0, ρ+ pr + 2pt ≥ 0.

4. Dominant Energy Condition (DEC): ρ ≥ 0, ρ− pr ≥ 0, ρ− pt ≥ 0.

Fig. (12) illustrates that the present model satisfies all the necessary energy conditions throughout the stellar interior in
presence of finite value of strange quark mass (ms) and baryon number density dependent B.

7 Stability analysis

In this scenario, we have employed the following methods to assess the stability of the present model:
(i) Generalised form of TOV equation,
(ii) Cracking condition based on Herrera’s proposal,
(iii) Lagrangian perturbation and
(iv) Radial variation of the adiabatic index.

7.1 Generalised form of TOV equation

To analyse the stability of an anisotropic compact object, it is crucial to consider the effects of various forces acting on
it. Specifically, stability is assessed through three force components: (i) the gravitational force (Fg), (ii) the hydrostatic
force (Fh), and (iii) the anisotropic force (Fa). The system reaches equilibrium when these forces collectively balance each
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Figure 11: Radial variation of tangential sound velocity (v2t ). Here, solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond to
ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV respectively.
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Figure 12: Radial variation of Energy conditions. Here, red, blue, magenta, brown and orange lines represent (ρ + pr),
(ρ+ pt), (ρ+ pr +2pt), (ρ− pr) and (ρ− pt) respectively. Additionally, the solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond
to ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV respectively.

other. In this framework, we have applied the generalised Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equation [44, 3] expressed
as follows:

−MG(r)(ρ+ pr)

r2
eλ−ν − dpr

dr
+

2∆

r
= 0, (34)

where, MG is referred to as the active gravitational mass derived from the mass formula of Tolman-Whittaker [74] given
as:

MG(r) = r2ν′eν−λ. (35)

Substituting Eq. (35) in Eq. (34), we obtain

−ν′(ρ+ pr)−
dpr
dr

+
2∆

r
= 0. (36)

Here,
Fg = −ν′(ρ+ pr), (37)

Fh = −dpr
dr

, (38)

and

Fa =
2∆

r
. (39)

Therefore, Eq. (36) can be written as
Fg + Fh + Fa = 0. (40)

Using the expressions from Eqs. (23), (24), (25) and (26), we have computed the necessary force components. Additionally,
to avoid the complex mathematical analysis, we have opted for the graphical representation of Eq. (40) which is illustrated
in Fig. (13). From Fig. (13), it is evident that the sum of all the force components nullifies within the stellar structure
implying the static equilibrium of the present model in presence of nonzero ms and baryon number dependent B.
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Figure 13: Radial variation of different forces. Here, red, blue, and green lines represent Fh, Fa and Fg respectively. Here,
n = 0.578 fm−3 and the solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond to ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV respectively.

7.2 Cracking condition based on Herrera’s proposal

Anisotropic stellar models should maintain stability when subject to fluctuations in their physical parameters. Herrera
[75] introduced the concept of the ”cracking” to assess the stability of such models. Building on this idea, Abreu et al.
[76] proposed a stability criterion for anisotropic stellar models. According to their approach, the model remains stable if
the squares of the radial (v2r) and the tangential velocities (v2t ) satisfy the following condition

0 ≤ |v2t − v2r | ≤ 1. (41)

Fig. (14) depicts that the stability condition put forward by Abreu et al. [76] is well maintained within the stellar
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Figure 14: Radial variation of |v2t − v2r |. Here, n = 0.578 fm−3 and the solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond to
ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV respectively.

configuration in presence of finite ms and B(n).

7.3 Lagrangian perturbation

To investigate the stability of our model under small radial oscillations, we present a graphical analysis of the variation in
the Lagrangian change of radial pressure at the surface of a compact object as a function of the frequency (ω2). Pretel [77]
introduced a method for illustrating the frequency dependence of the Lagrangian perturbation. The coupled equations
governing the radial oscillations are formulated as follows:

dη

dr
= −1

r
(3η +

∆pr
Γpr

) +
dν

dr
η, (42)

d∆pr
dr

= η
(ω2

c2
e2(λ−ν)(ρ+ pr)r − 4

dpr
dr

−8πG

c4
(ρ+ pr)e

2λrpr + r(ρ+ pr)(
dν

dr
)
)

−∆pr

(dν
dr

+
4πG

c4
(ρ+ pr)re

2λ
)
, (43)
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Here, η represents the eigenfunction corresponding to the radial component of the Lagrangian displacement, defined as

η = δ(r)
r . In this formulation, η is normalized such that η(0) = 1. To eliminate the central singularity in Eq. (42), the

term involving ( 1r ) must vanish as r → 0. Following this proposition, we arrive at the following criterion:

∆pr = −3Γηpr = 3

(
ρ+ pr
pr

dpr
dρ

)
ηpr. (44)

Moreover, the change in radial component of pressure ∆pr, due to the introduction of frequency dependence of the
Lagrangian perturbation, must also vanish at the stellar surface, i.e.,

∆pr|r=R = 0. (45)

As shown in Fig. (15), ω2 remains positive for all normal modes of radial oscillation in this model, and the correct normal
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Figure 15: Variation of Lagrangian perturbation with respect to normal mode frequencies. Here, n = 0.578 fm−3 and
the solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines correspond to ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV respectively.

frequency modes are indicated by the minima of the plot. Based on this criterion, we can conclude that the model is
stable against small radial oscillatory perturbations also.

7.4 Radial variation of the adiabatic index

For a relativistic stellar structure with anisotropic perfect fluid distribution, the expression of adiabatic index is written
as

Γ =
ρ+ pr
pr

dpr
dρ

=
ρ+ pr
pr

v2r . (46)

Heintzmann and Hillebrandt [34] established that the stability condition for an isotropic stellar model is given by Γ > 4
3

and termed the Newtonian limit. For an anisotropic star, where both radial pressure (pr) and tangential pressure (pt) are
present, Chan et al. [78] modified this stability condition, which is expressed as follows:

Γ > Γ′
max, (47)

where,

Γ′
max =

4

3
−

[
4

3

(pr − pt)

|p′r|r

]
max

. (48)

Interestingly, in the present scenario we recall that the pressure anisotropy shows an attractive nature. Hence, the
term in the bracket in Eq. (48) is positive in nature and the whole numerical value of Γ′

max is less that 4
3 . However, the

adiabatic index in the present model adheres to the condition given in Eq. (47) which demonstrates a stable and physically
acceptable stellar model.

8 Conclusion

In this paper, we have studied the impact of strange quark mass (ms) and baryon number density (n) on the structure
and stability of strange stars. To obtain a theoretical relativistic stellar configuration, we have considered the Tolman-IV
metric ansatz [44] and obtained the exact set of solutions of the EFE. The modeling of compact stars is significantly
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influenced by the choice of the EoS, especially in the high-density regime. In the context of SS modeling, the MIT
bag model is commonly employed to describe the deconfined quark phase at such extreme densities. However, following
CERN experimental findings, it is well-recognised that in the high-density regime (∼ 1015gm/cc), a phase transition from
hadronic matter to a Quark-Gluon Plasma (QGP) may occur. The standard MIT bag model, which assumes a constant
bag constant (B), may not be sufficient to capture these phase transition characteristics. Density dependent B or baryon
number dependent B may explain such phase transitions, more correctly. To develop a more realistic EoS, we introduce the
presence of strange quark mass (ms) and Wood-Saxon-type parametrisation [56] for B, where it is dependent on the baryon
number density (n) [55]. The composite effects of ms and n significantly modify B as expressed in Eq. (13). Notably,
considering the zero external pressure, Madsen [7] showed that for a stable quark matter composed of three flavour quarks,
the bag constant lies within the range 57.55 ≤ B ≤ 95.11 MeV/fm3. Now, using Eq. (13), we have determined the baryon
number densities for this range and are tabulated in Table 1. From the perspective of thermodynamic viability, we have
calculated the energy per baryon number EB and plotted the variation of EB with respect to ms for different choices of
bag constant (B) in Fig. (1). From Fig. (1), it is clear that the strange quark mass determines whether strange quark
matter (SQM) is stable, metastable, or unstable. Table 2 presents the allowed ranges for ms based on the different values
of B used. Additionally, we have noted some interesting observations regarding the variation of energy per baryon (EB)
as a function of baryon number density (n), illustrated in Fig.(2). This figure highlights how ms influences the (EB) vs.
n relationship. Notably, for ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV , the matter exhibits unstable behaviour with respect to the quark
phase, when n < 0.464, 0.473 and 0.50 fm−3 respectively. It signifies that matter remains stable in the hadronic phase
for such parametric choice. A potential phase transition from hadronic to quark matter is initiated when n ≥ 0.464, 0.473
and 0.50 fm−3 for the respective ms values. It is possible that this phase coexistence between hadrons and quarks results
in a metastable state. Metastability is observed in the ranges 0.464 ≤ n ≤ 0.48 fm−3, 0.473 ≤ n ≤ 0.49 fm−3 and
0.50 ≤ n ≤ 0.51 fm−3 for ms = 0, 50 and 100 MeV , respectively. It is interesting to note that stability window decreases
in terms of baryon number density n, when ms increases. On the other hand, complete conversion from hadronic to quark
phase occurs at higher values of n when ms increases. This may be attributed to the fact that at higher baryon densities
(n), the system possesses greater energy. However, when ms is increased, this higher density provides sufficient energy to
overcome the energy barrier for the production of strange quarks, thereby initiating the phase transition to quark matter.
As the baryon number density increases beyond n ≥ 0.482, 0.489 and 0.51 fm−3, the energy per baryon reaches a plateau,
signalling that the hadronic matter has fully converted into quark matter, and the system achieves a stable state. This
behaviour is physically reasonable as at lower baryon number densities the phase space states remain largely unoccupied,
allowing quarks to fill available states below the Fermi level. However, as the baryon number density n increases beyond a
certain threshold value, these free states become fully occupied by quarks, leading to a degenerate system. At this point,
no additional quarks can be formed, and the system reaches an equilibrium configuration. As a result, the energy per
baryon stabilises and no longer varies with increasing n. In this state, the star becomes incompressible and cannot undergo
further compression. Furthermore, Table 1 shows that selecting B(n) = 70 MeV/fm3 yields n = 0.578 fm3, which is
consistent with the expected range of n for different ms values. Using the bag value and particular choices of ms, we have
solved the TOV equations [44, 3] to determine the maximum mass and the associated radius in this model. From Fig. (4),
it is evident that the well-acknowledged result that the EoS becomes softer upon increasing ms is well maintained in our
model. From Table 4, it is observed that the maximum mass and corresponding radius for the current model with massless
strange quarks are 1.82 M⊙ and 9.94 Km, respectively. However, as the strange quark mass increases, the maximum mass
and radius decreases. Furthermore, we have predicted the radii for various compact stars based on different ms values,
as shown in Table 6. Using these radii, we have also tabulated the central density (ρ0), surface density (ρs) and central
pressure (p0) for known compact stars in Table 7. Now, to test the physical acceptability of the present model, we have
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considered the low-mass X-ray binary (LMXB) 4U 1820-30 having a mass of 1.58 M⊙ and radius of 9.1 Km [64] and
utilising the Eqs. (23), (24), (25) and (26), we have studied the fundamental characteristic properties viz ., energy density
(ρ), radial (pr) and tangential (pt) pressure components and pressure anisotropy (∆) for different values of strange quark
mass (ms) through the graphical representations via Figs. (6), (7), (8) and (9). It must be noted that the monotonically
decreasing energy density and pressure profiles signify a viable stellar configuration. However, the pressure anisotropy is
negative in the present model which implies an attractive anisotropic nature. The reduction in energy density and pressure
profiles as the strange quark mass increases can be explained by the added inertia from the heavier quarks, which leads
to a less compact system. Since heavier quarks require more energy for confinement, this results in lower overall energy
density and pressure within the star. Furthermore, as the strange quark mass increases, pressure anisotropy becomes more
pronounced because the radial and tangential pressure components are affected differently by the increased quark mass.
This growing anisotropy is an interesting aspect of the model, as it indicates an imbalance in the system’s internal forces,
likely due to the competing influences of gravitational forces and quark interactions. The increased mass of the quarks
may amplify this anisotropy by altering the distribution of internal forces, causing the star’s structure to become more
anisotropic. Moreover, the causality and energy conditions are illustrated in Figs. (10), (11) and (12) respectively, and we
note that these physical viability conditions are well satisfied in this model. The stability of the present model is assessed
on the basis of generalised solution of TOV equations, the concept of cracking proposed by Herrera, Lagragian perturbation
and the radial variation of adiabatic index. We have demonstrated the stability criteria through the Figs. (13), (14), (15)
and (16) respectively, and notably, all the required stability conditions are well met in this model which points toward
a stable and physically acceptable stellar model. In view of the above, we may conclude that our model describes a
physically realistic anisotropic stellar configuration with the interior matter composed of three flavour quarks. Moreover,
the composite presence of finite strange quark (ms ̸= 0) and baryon number density (n) dependent bag model simulates
a more realistic EoS to investigate the structure and stability of SS.
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