
Universal relations for non-rotating objects made of dark energy

Grigoris Panotopoulos
Departamento de Ciencias F́ısicas,

Universidad de la Frontera,
Casilla 54-D, 4811186 Temuco, Chile.

grigorios. panotopoulos@ ufrontera. cl

We obtain universal relations for fluid spheres without rotation made of dark energy assuming the
Extended-Chaplygin Gas equation-of-state. After integrating the relevant differential equations, we
make a fit to obtain the unknown coefficients of the functions a) normalized moment of inertia versus
dimensionless deformability and b) normalized moment of inertia versus factor of compactness. We
find that the form of the functions does not depend on the details of the underlying equation-of-state.

I. INTRODUCTION

During the circle of life of stars, a given star goes through different stages of evolution, starting from the main
sequence until it eventually becomes a compact object. Compact stars [1, 2], such as white dwarfs, neutron stars
and black holes, comprise the final stages of stars, and they are characterized by very high matter densities. Neutron
stars (NSs) in particular, with masses of approximately two solar masses and radii of around (10-15) kilometers, are
fascinating objects since understanding their properties and observed complex phenomena (such as strong magnetic
fields, hyperon-dominated matter etc) is a multidisciplinary task. It requires bringing together different scientific areas
and lines of research, such as Nuclear Physics, Astrophysics and gravitational physics. Soon after the discovery of the
neutron by James Chadwick [3, 4], Baade and Zwicky predicted that neutron stars should exist [5]. One year after the
discovery of pulsars in 1967 [6], their identification as NSs was established after the discoveries of pulsars in the Crab
and Vela supernova remnants [7]. Those ultra-dense objects, thanks to their extreme conditions that cannot be reached
on earth-based experiments, constitute excellent cosmic laboratories to study and constrain strongly interacting matter
properties at high densities, phase transitions inside, non-conventional physics and alternative/modified theories of
gravity. For a review on the physics of neutron stars see e.g. [8].

It is speculated that less conventional, or even exotic, astronomical objects may exist. A new class of compact stars
that may be an alternative to neutron stars is the so called strange quark stars (QSs) [9–12]. As their name suggests,
they are supposed to be made of quark matter, and as of today they still remain hypothetical objects. According to
the authors of [13, 14], quark matter could be the true ground state of hadrons, as by assumption is absolutely stable
[13, 14]. That property makes them a plausible explanation of some puzzling super-luminous supernovae [15, 16],
which are much less frequent and at the same time brighter than regular supernovae. Indeed, they occur in about one
out of every 1000 supernovae explosions, and they are more than 100 times more luminous than regular supernovae.
In spite of the fact that as of today they remain hypothetical astronomical objects, strange QSs cannot conclusively
be ruled out yet. In fact, there are some claims in the literature that there are currently some observed compact
objects exhibiting peculiar features (e.g. small radii) that cannot be explained by the usual hadronic EoSs adopted
in studies of NSs, see e.g. [17–19], and also Table 5 of [20] and references therein.

It is currently estimated that the dominant component that drives the expansion of the Universe is dark energy
(DE), corresponding to around 70% of its energy budget [21], responsible for the accelerating expansion of the Universe
[22–24]. Given that current cosmic acceleration calls for dark energy, in some recent works the authors proposed to
study dark energy stars [25–29] assuming an extended equation-of-state (EoS) of the form [30, 31]

p = −B2

ρa
+A2ρ, (1)

with A,B and a being constant parameters, where p, ρ are the pressure and the density of the fluid, respectively. A
simplified version of this, namely

p = −B2

ρa
, (2)

with 0 < a ≤ 1, known as generalized Chaplygin gas equation-of-state, was introduced in Cosmology long time ago
in order to unify the description of non-relativistic matter together with a positive cosmological constant [32, 33].

The inspiral and subsequent relativistic collisions of two stars in binaries, and the gravitational wave signal emitted
during the whole process, contain a wealth of information regarding the nature of the colliding bodies. The imprint
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of the EoS within the signals emitted during binary coalescences is mainly determined by adiabatic tidal interactions,
characterized by a set of coefficients, known as the tidal Love numbers and the corresponding deformabilities. The
theory of tidal deformability was first introduced in Newtonian gravity by Love [34, 35] more than a century ago, with
the purpose of understanding the yielding of the Earth to disturbing forces. In the case of a spherical body, Love
introduced two dimensionless numbers to describe the tidal response of the Earth. To be more precise, the first number,
h, describes the relative deformation of the body in the longitudinal direction (with respect to the perturbation), while
the other one, k, describes the relative deformation of the gravitational potential. The consideration of self-gravitating
compact objects requires a relativistic theory of tidal deformability, which was developed in [36–40] for spherically
symmetric NSs/QSs and black holes. Naturally, the key deformability parameter is the relativistic generalization of
k, since the role of the gravitational potential is now played by the metric tensor.

Stellar properties, such as mass and radius, strongly depend on the underlying EoS of matter content. As far
as neutron stars is concerned, thanks to their very high matter densities and strong gravitational fields, NSs are
considered to be excellent cosmic laboratories to constrain the poorly known hadronic equation-of-state as well as
deviations from Einstein’s General Relativity. As a matter of fact, it has been shown in the literature that M-R
relationships obtained by different theories of gravity show a much greater variance than M-R relations obtained
assuming different EoSs [41, 42]. This implies that M-R measurements would constrain gravity models more than
EoS models. Other methods to constrain the hadronic EoS and properties of dense matter are based on the moment of
inertia [43, 44], quasi-periodic oscillations [45] and with electromagnetic and gravitational wave observations [46, 47].

In an attempt to differenciate the inner structure and composition of NSs and QSs with respect to the EoS of dense
matter and vice versa, certain EoS insensitive relations between stellar properties, such as mass, radius, moment of
inertia, tidal deformability, quadrupole moment, fundamental mode of radial oscillations etc., have been found over
the years. Those universal relations are both important and useful, as they would enable astronomers to infer some
stellar properties from others that can be easily measured, even in the absence of precise information on the underlying
EoS. For example, in [43, 44] the authors found formulas that relate the moment of inertia of strange stars and neutron
stars to the stellar mass and radius. Moreover, the so called I-Love-Q universal relations, discovered in [48, 49], relate
the moment of inertia, I, to the spin-induced quadrupole moment, Q, and to the quadrupole tidal deformability, λ2,
expressing the distortion of a neutron star induced by tidal forces or spin in terms of its static structural parameters.
For a partial list on universal relations in several contexts, such as alternative theories of gravity, rapidly rotating
compact stars, including exotic matter and the mass etc., see e.g. [50–66] and references therein.

Within General Relativity universal relations for more standard compact objects, such as neutron stars and strange
quark stars, have been obtained. Therefore, here we shall be interested in less conventional spherical configurations.
In the case of stars made of Bose-Einstein Condensate the EoS depends on the shape of the scalar self-interaction
potential, although in the low energy density limit the EoS becomes approximately a polytrope with index 1, and
this has been studied in [49]. For that reason in the present article we propose to obtain for the first time universal
relations between (normalized) moment of inertia and tidal deformability for dark energy stars. To the best of our
knowledge this has not been done so far, and therefore we wish to fill a gap in the literature. The plan of our work is
the following: After this introductory section, in section II we briefly review the structure equations and tidal Love
numbers of relativistic stars within Einstein’s gravity. In the third section we present our main numerical results,
and we finish in section IV discussing our findings and summarizing our work. Throughout the manuscript we adopt
the mostly positive metric signature, and we work in geometrical units where Newton’s constant and speed of light
in vacuum are set to unity, G = 1 = c.

II. FORMALISM: STRUCTURE EQUATIONS AND TIDAL DEFORMABILITY

A. Hydrostatic equilibrium

Here we briefly review the structure equations for interior stellar solutions, starting from the field equations of
Einstein’s General Relativity [67]

Gmn ≡ Rmn − 1

2
R gmn = 8πTmn, (3)

where Tmn is the energy-momentum tensor of the matter content, gmn is the metric tensor, Rmn and R are the Ricci
tensor and Ricci scalar, respectively, while Gmn is the Einstein tensor.
The most general form of a static, spherically symmetric geometry in Schwarzschild-like coordinates, {t, r, θ, ϕ}, is

given by

ds2 = −eνdt2 + eλdr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θdϕ2), (4)
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where for interior solutions (0 ≤ r ≤ R, R being the radius of the star) ν(r), λ(r) are two independent functions of
the radial coordinate. In the discussion to follow it is more convenient to work with the mass function, m(r), defined
by

eλ =
1

1− 2m
r

. (5)

To obtain interior solutions describing hydrostatic equilibrium of relativistic stars, one needs to integrate the
Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations [68, 69]

m′(r) = 4πr2ρ(r), (6)

p′(r) = −[ρ(r) + p(r)]
ν′(r)

2
, (7)

ν′(r) = 2
m(r) + 4πr3p(r)

r2 (1− 2m(r)/r)
, (8)

where a prime denotes differentiation with respect to r. The isotropic matter content viewed as a perfect fluid is
described by a stress-energy tensor of the form

T b
a = Diag(−ρ, p, p, p), (9)

where p is the pressure of the fluid, and ρ is the energy density of matter content. Depending on the matter content,
p and ρ satisfy a certain EoS p(ρ).
To compute the stellar mass and radius, the two TOV equations

m′(r) = 4πr2ρ(r), (10)

p′(r) = −[ρ(r) + p(r)]
m(r) + 4πr3p(r)

r2 (1− 2m(r)/r)
, (11)

together with the EoS are to be integrated imposing at the center of the star, r → 0, appropriate initial conditions

m(0) = 0, (12)

ρ(0) = ρc, (13)

where ρc is the central energy density. In addition, the following matching conditions must be satisfied at the surface
of the object, r → R

p(R) = 0, (14)

m(R) = M, (15)

eν(R) = 1− 2M/R, (16)

with M being the stellar mass, taking into account that the exterior vacuum solution (r > R) is given by the
Schwarzschild geometry [70]

ds2 = −(1− 2M/r)dt2 + (1− 2M/r)−1dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2 θd ϕ2). (17)

Finally, the first metric potential, ν(r), may be computed using the last TOV equation

ν′(r) = 2
m(r) + 4πr3p(r)

r2 (1− 2m(r)/r)
, (18)

supplemented by the third matching condition

eν(R) = 1− 2M/R, (19)

and therefore the solution is given by

ν(r) = ln

(
1− 2M

R

)
+ 2

∫ r

R

m(x) + 4πx3pr(x)

x2 (1− 2m(x)/x)
dx. (20)
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B. Gravito-electric tidal Love numbers

A complete description of the theory of tidal Love numbers can be consulted, e.g., in [36–40]. Let us consider
a certain star subjected to an external gravitational field, Φext, produced, for instance, by a companion star in a
binary. The star under discussion will react to the external field by deforming. The leading deformation is to develop
a quadrupolar moment Qij

Qij =

∫
d3xδρ(x⃗) (xixj −

1

3
r2δij), (21)

which is proportional to the static external quadrupolar tidal field Eij

Qij = −λ Eij , (22)

Eij =
∂2Φext

∂xi∂xj
, (23)

and the spatial indices take three values i, j = 1, 2, 3.
The tidal Love number k, a quadrupole moment number and dimensionless coefficient, depends on the structure

of the star and thus on its mass and equation of state. It is directly related to two auxiliary quantities commonly
referred to as ”deformabilities”, denoted λ (dimensionful) and Λ (dimensionless), which are defined as follows:

λ ≡ 2

3
kR5, (24)

Λ ≡ 2k

3C5
, (25)

where C = M/R is the well-known compactness factor of the star. Subsequently, the tidal Love number can be
written in terms of C as follows given by [36–40]

k =
8C5

5

Ko

3Ko ln(1− 2C) + P5(C)
, (26)

Ko = (1− 2C)2 [2C(yR − 1)− yR + 2], (27)

yR ≡ y(r = R), (28)

where P5(C) is a fifth-order polynomial given by

P5(C) = 2C
(
4C4(yR + 1) + 2C3(3yR − 2) +

2C2(13− 11yR) + 3C(5yR − 8)−

3yR + 6
)
,

(29)

and the function y(r) is the solution of a Riccati differential equation [39]:

ry′(r) + y(r)2 + y(r)eλ(r)
[
1 + 4πr2(p(r)− ρ(r))

]
+ r2Q(r) = 0,

(30)

supplemented by the initial condition at the center, r → 0, y(0) = 2, where the function Q(r), not to be confused
with the tensor Qij , is given by

Q(r) = 4πeλ(r)

[
5ρ(r) + 9p(r) +

ρ(r) + p(r)

c2s(r)

]

− 6
eλ(r)

r2
−
[
ν′(r)

]2
.

(31)

Notice that c2s ≡ dp/dρ = p′(r)/ρ′(r) is the speed of sound.
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It has been pointed out in [38, 39, 71] that when phase transitions or density discontinuities are present, it is
necessary to slightly modify the expressions above. Since in the present work the energy density takes a non-vanishing
surface value, in our analysis we incorporated the following correction

yR → yR − 3
∆ρ

⟨ρ⟩
, (32)

where ∆ρ is the density discontinuity, and

⟨ρ⟩ = 3M

4πR3
, (33)

is the mean energy density throughout the object.

It is easy to see that since k ∝ (1− 2C)2, tidal Love numbers of black holes vanish due to the fact that the factor
of compactness of black holes C = 1/2. This is an intriguing result of classical GR saying that tidal Love numbers
of black holes, as opposed to other types of compact objects, are precisely zero. Therefore, a measurement of a
non-vanishing k will be a smoking-gun deviation from the standard black hole of GR. Moreover, regarding gravity
waves observatories, the Einstein Telescope will pin down very precisely the EoS of neutron stars [72], while the
Laser Interferometer Space Antenna is able to probe even extremely compact objects (with a factor of compactness
C > 1/3), and it will set constraints on the Love numbers of highly-spinning central objects at ∼ 0.001 − 0.01 level
[73].

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS AND MAIN RESULTS

In the discussion to follow, and in order to integrate the TOV equations, a certain equation-of-state must be
assumed. Here we adopt the Extended-Chaplygin-Gas EoS [30, 31]

p = −B2

ρ
+Aρ, (34)

which is a good dark energy model unifying dust and cosmological constant, while at the same time, thanks to the
barotropic term, the pressure can vanish at the surface of the star.

In this study we shall consider three different models studied before [27–29]. The numerical values of the constant
parameters A,B are shown in Table I. Those values have been considered in previous works [27–29], as they ensure
the existence of finite and well-behaved interior solutions capable of describing realistic astrophysical configurations
with stellar masses and radii similar to those of neutron stars and strange quark stars. Although the numerical
values of the parameters A,B do not differ significantly from one model to another, they imply considerably different
mass-to-radius relationships [27, 29].

Once the TOV equations have been integrated and the interior solution has been obtained, the moment of inertia,
I, of non-rotating stars is computed by [74, 75]

I =
8π

3

∫ R

0

dr r4 (p+ ρ)

(
eλ/2

eν/2

)
, Ī =

I

M3
, (35)

while Ī is the normalized moment of inertia. For rotating stars J = I Ω, with J being the angular momentum and
Ω being the angular velocity, respectively, while the moment of inertia is computed by a slightly more complicated
expression including Ω, see for instance [76]. Next, we compute the function Q(r) and we solve the Riccati differential
equation to compute the tidal Love number, k, and the corresponding dimensionless deformability, Λ, in terms of k
and the factor of compactness C = M/R.

After that we make a fit to obtain the function Y (z), with z ≡ ln(Λ) being the independent variable, and Y ≡ ln(Ī)
being the dependent variable. Given the large number of different EoSs that one may consider, it turns out that a
single fit adequate for the range of quantities considered here is a fourth-order polynomial of the form

Y (z) = a+ bz + cz2 + dz3 + ez4, (36)

considered also in [48, 49, 77], with the unknown coefficients a, b, c, d, e to be determined. In Table II we show the
values of the coefficients for the three models considered in this work.
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Finally, following [43, 44] we also fit the moment of inertia with the factor of compactness considering a fit of the
form

I = MR2 (a2 + a1C + a0C
2), (37)

or equivalently of the form

Ī = a0 +
a1
C

+
a2
C2

, (38)

with the unknown coefficients a0, a1, a2 to be determined. Given the large number of different EoSs that one may
consider, it turns out that a single fit for the range of quantities considered here is the

We find the following expressions:

Ī = 5.543 +
0.070

C
+

0.430

C2
, (39)

for Model 1,

Ī = 5.954− 0.039

C
+

0.437

C2
, (40)

for Model 2, and

Ī = 6.379− 0.157

C
+

0.444

C2
, (41)

for Model 3.

All the numerical work has been performed with Wolfram Mathematica, and for each model the code runs, computes
stellar properties and produces the plots within ∼ 55sec.

In Figures 1, 2 and 3 we have shown the normalized moment of inertia versus factor of compactness (lower panels)
and versus dimensionless deformability (top panels) for all three models considered here. For comparison reasons, in
Fig. 4 we have displayed the fitting functions for all three models considered in this work. It is observed that the
curves are not distinguishable. To complete the triplet of relations, the lower panel of Fig. 4 shows the dimensionless
deformability as a function of the factor of compactness. Similarly to the normalized moment of inertia, Λ, too,
decreases with M/R. Since the other two functions I(C) and I(λ) are known, one basically has the function C-Love
in parametric form, and so it is strightforward to obtain the function C(Λ). Finally, in Fig. 5 we have shown universal
relations obtained in previous studies in order for the reader to be able to see how these relations compare between
them and dark energy stars discussed in this work.

TABLE I: Values of the constant parameters A,B for the three models considered in this work.

Model A B

1
√
0.4 0.230× 0.001 km−2

2
√
0.425 0.215× 0.001 km−2

3
√
0.45 0.200× 0.001 km−2

TABLE II: Values of the coefficients of the fitting for the three models considered in this work.

Coefficient a b c d e

Model 1 2.506 -0.124 0.037 -0.0013 1.877× 10−5

Model 2 2.515 -0.128 0.038 -0.0013 1.965× 10−5

Model 3 2.522 -0.131 0.038 -0.0014 2.061× 10−5
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IV. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

To summarize our work, in the present article we have studied spherical configurations made of dark energy. The
underlying equation-of-state was assumed to be the Extended-Chaplygin Gas equation-of-state characterized by two
constant parameters, A,B, out of which A is dimensionless andB dimensionful. To be more precise, we have considered
three different models, and the numerical values of the parameters were shown in Table I. First, we integrated the
structure equations to obtain stellar interior solutions describing hydrostatic equilibrium, and we computed the factor
of compactness, C = M/R, as well as the moment of inertia (I and Ī = I/M3) of the non-rotating objects. Next, we
solved the Riccati differential equation for the even metric perturbations to compute the gravito-electric tidal Love
numbers, k, and the corresponding dimensionless deformabilities Λ. After that we made a fit to obtain the numerical
values of the coefficients assuming a logarithmic function Ī(Λ). We also fitted the moment of inertia as a function of
the factor of compactness.

Our numerical results were summarized in Table II and in Figures 1, 2, 3, and 4. For all three models considered
here, Ī increases with the dimensionless deformability (top panels), and decreases with C (lower panels). Regarding
the I − C relations, all coefficients were found to be positive in the case of model 1, whereas in the case of models
2 and 3 the coefficient a1 was found to be negative and the others positive. Regarding the I − Λ relations, for all
three models considered here the coefficient b, d were found to be negative, and the other three coefficients were found
to be positive. This is to be contrasted to the results reported in [48, 49], where only the coefficient e was found to
be negative. Moreover, it is observed that each coefficient is one order of magnitude lower than the previous one.
Finally, for comparison reasons, in Fig. 4 we have displayed the fitting functions for all three models considered in
this work. It is observed that the curves are not distinguishable, and therefore our findings indicate that the form of
the functions does not depend on the details of the underlying equation-of-state.
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[42] K. Y. Ekşi, C. Güngör and M. M. Türkoğlu, Phys. Rev. D 89, no.6, 063003 (2014) [arXiv:1402.0488 [astro-ph.HE]].
[43] M. Bejger and P. Haensel, Astron. Astrophys. 396, 917 (2002) [arXiv:astro-ph/0209151 [astro-ph]].
[44] J. M. Lattimer and B. F. Schutz, Astrophys. J. 629, 979-984 (2005) [arXiv:astro-ph/0411470 [astro-ph]].
[45] A. Maselli, G. Pappas, P. Pani, L. Gualtieri, S. Motta, V. Ferrari and L. Stella, Astrophys. J. 899, no.2, 139 (2020)



9

4 6 8 10 12

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

ln(Λ)

ln
(I
)

0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
0

20

40

60

80

100

M/R

I

FIG. 2: Upper panel: Normalized moment of inertia versus dimensionless deformability for model 2. Lower panel:
Normalized moment of inertia versus factor of compactness for model 2.

[arXiv:1905.05616 [astro-ph.HE]].
[46] I. Tews, J. Margueron and S. Reddy, Phys. Rev. C 98, no.4, 045804 (2018) [arXiv:1804.02783 [nucl-th]].
[47] L. R. Weih, E. R. Most and L. Rezzolla, Astrophys. J. 881, no.1, 73 (2019) [arXiv:1905.04900 [astro-ph.HE]].
[48] K. Yagi and N. Yunes, Science 341, 365-368 (2013) [arXiv:1302.4499 [gr-qc]].
[49] K. Yagi and N. Yunes, Phys. Rev. D 88, no.2, 023009 (2013) [arXiv:1303.1528 [gr-qc]].
[50] D. D. Doneva, S. S. Yazadjiev, K. V. Staykov and K. D. Kokkotas, Phys. Rev. D 90, no.10, 104021 (2014) [arXiv:1408.1641

[gr-qc]].
[51] T. K. Chan, Y. H. Sham, P. T. Leung and L. M. Lin, Phys. Rev. D 90, no.12, 124023 (2014) [arXiv:1408.3789 [gr-qc]].
[52] C. Chirenti, G. H. de Souza and W. Kastaun, Phys. Rev. D 91, no.4, 044034 (2015) [arXiv:1501.02970 [gr-qc]].
[53] K. Yagi and N. Yunes, Phys. Rev. D 91, no.12, 123008 (2015) [arXiv:1503.02726 [gr-qc]].
[54] K. V. Staykov, D. D. Doneva and S. S. Yazadjiev, Phys. Rev. D 93, no.8, 084010 (2016) [arXiv:1602.00504 [gr-qc]].
[55] D. D. Doneva and S. S. Yazadjiev, JCAP 11, 019 (2016) [arXiv:1607.03299 [gr-qc]].
[56] D. D. Doneva and G. Pappas, Astrophys. Space Sci. Libr. 457, 737-806 (2018) [arXiv:1709.08046 [gr-qc]].
[57] J. L. Blázquez-Salcedo and K. Eickhoff, Phys. Rev. D 97, no.10, 104002 (2018) [arXiv:1803.01655 [gr-qc]].
[58] J. B. Wei, A. Figura, G. F. Burgio, H. Chen and H. J. Schulze, J. Phys. G 46, no.3, 034001 (2019) [arXiv:1809.04315

[astro-ph.HE]].
[59] D. Popchev, K. V. Staykov, D. D. Doneva and S. S. Yazadjiev, Eur. Phys. J. C 79, no.2, 178 (2019) [arXiv:1812.00347

[gr-qc]].
[60] G. Pappas, D. D. Doneva, T. P. Sotiriou, S. S. Yazadjiev and K. D. Kokkotas, Phys. Rev. D 99, no.10, 104014 (2019)

[arXiv:1812.01117 [gr-qc]].
[61] B. Kumar and P. Landry, Phys. Rev. D 99, no.12, 123026 (2019) [arXiv:1902.04557 [gr-qc]].
[62] G. Bozzola, P. L. Espino, C. D. Lewin and V. Paschalidis, Eur. Phys. J. A 55, no.9, 149 (2019) [arXiv:1905.00028 [astro-



10

4 6 8 10 12

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

ln(Λ)

ln
(I
)

0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
0

20

40

60

80

100

M/R

I

FIG. 3: Upper panel: Normalized moment of inertia versus dimensionless deformability for model 3. Lower panel:
Normalized moment of inertia versus factor of compactness for model 3.

ph.HE]].
[63] E. Benitez, J. Weller, V. Guedes, C. Chirenti and M. C. Miller, Phys. Rev. D 103, no.2, 023007 (2021) [arXiv:2010.02619

[astro-ph.HE]].
[64] V. I. Danchev and D. D. Doneva, Phys. Rev. D 103, no.2, 024049 (2021) [arXiv:2010.07392 [gr-qc]].
[65] C. Adam, J. C. Mourelle, E. dos Santos Costa Filho, C. A. R. Herdeiro and A. Wereszczynski, Phys. Rev. D 110, no.8,

084017 (2024) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.110.084017 [arXiv:2406.07613 [gr-qc]].
[66] J. M. Z. Pretel and C. Zhang, JCAP 10, 032 (2024) [arXiv:2401.12519 [nucl-th]].
[67] A. Einstein, Sitzungsber. Preuss. Akad. Wiss. Berlin (Math. Phys.) 1915, 844-847 (1915).
[68] R. C. Tolman, Phys. Rev. 55, 364-373 (1939).
[69] J. R. Oppenheimer and G. M. Volkoff, Phys. Rev. 55, 374-381 (1939).
[70] K. Schwarzschild, Sitzungsber. Preuss. Akad. Wiss. Berlin (Math. Phys. ) 1916, 189-196 (1916) [arXiv:physics/9905030

[physics]].
[71] T. Hinderer, B. D. Lackey, R. N. Lang and J. S. Read, Phys. Rev. D 81, 123016 (2010) [arXiv:0911.3535 [astro-ph.HE]].
[72] F. Iacovelli, M. Mancarella, C. Mondal, A. Puecher, T. Dietrich, F. Gulminelli, M. Maggiore and M. Oertel, Phys. Rev. D

108, no.12, 122006 (2023) [arXiv:2308.12378 [gr-qc]].
[73] G. A. Piovano, A. Maselli and P. Pani, Phys. Rev. D 107, no.2, 024021 (2023) [arXiv:2207.07452 [gr-qc]].
[74] G. Panotopoulos and I. Lopes, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 27, no.09, 1850093 (2018) [arXiv:1804.05023 [gr-qc]].
[75] K. V. Staykov, D. D. Doneva, S. S. Yazadjiev and K. D. Kokkotas, JCAP 10, 006 (2014) [arXiv:1407.2180 [gr-qc]].
[76] M. Murshid and M. Kalam, JCAP 09, 030 (2024) [arXiv:2306.13758 [gr-qc]].
[77] K. Yagi and N. Yunes, Phys. Rept. 681, 1-72 (2017) [arXiv:1608.02582 [gr-qc]].



11

2 4 6 8 10 12

2.5

3.0

3.5

4.0

4.5

5.0

ln(Λ)

ln
(I
)

0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
0

20

40

60

80

100

M/R

I

0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

M/R

ln
(Λ

)

FIG. 4: Triplet of relations discussed in this work. Upper panel: Normalized moment of inertia versus dimensionless
deformability for all three models (Model 1: Blue circles, model 2: orange squares, model 3: green rhombus) considered here,
both numerical points and curves of the fitting functions. The three curves (model 1 in black, model 2 in red, model 3 in
blue) are not distinguishable. Middle panel: Normalized moment of inertia versus factor of compactness for all three models
considered in this work (model 1 in black, model 2 in red, model 3 in blue). Similarly to the other panel, the three curves of
the fitting functions are not distinguishable. Lower panel: Dimensionless deformability versus factor of compactness for all
three models (Model 1: Blue circles, model 2: orange squares, model 3: green rhombus).
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