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This manuscript examines the compact stars in gravity f (Q), where non-metricity Q drives grav-
itational interactions. To achieve this goal, we consider a spherically symmetric spacetime with the
anisotropic fluid distribution. In particular, the quintessence field is used in the energy-momentum
tensor to explore the solution of compact stars. In addition, we select three specific types of com-
pact stars, namely HerX-1, SAXJ1808.4-3658, and 4U1820-30. We develop the field equations using

the quintessence field of a specific form of f (Q) as f (Q) = Q − αγ

(
1− 1

e
Q
γ

)
in f (Q) gravity. In

addition, we consider the Schwarzschild metric for the matching conditions at the boundary. Then,
we calculate the values of all the relevant parameters by imposing matching conditions. We pro-
vide detailed graphical analyses to discuss the parameters’ physical viability, namely energy density,
pressure, gradient and anisotropy. We also examine the stability of compact stars by testing energy
conditions, equations of state, conditions of causality, redshift functions, mass functions, and com-
pactness functions. Finally, we find that the solutions we obtained are physically feasible in modified
f (Q) gravity, and also it has good properties for the compact star models.

I. INTRODUCTION

The debate over compact stars has raged on since the accelerated expansion of the universe was discovered. Com-
pact stars are quite different from ordinary stars, which are come into existence after the death of ordinary stars. All
the nuclear processes that took place within the cores of ordinary stars have ended. The gravitational force inside the
star is more dominant than the repulsive force because the temperature decreases inside the star. This phenomena
ends with the compact stars formation, and all the masses of the stars accumulate in a very short radius. Therefore,
compact stars are seen as high-density masses with a compact radius. Due to numerous problems in astrophysics,
the discussion of compact stars has aroused great interest among cosmological researchers today. There are many
reference points that can be used to study compact stars; however, there are some ambiguities because the perfect
formation of compact stars remains problematic. For example, we can analyze the balance of compact stars by dis-
cussing the TOV equation proposed by Tollman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff. In fact, the balance characteristics of TOV
forces, namely anisotropy, gravity, and hydrostatic force, indicate that the dense object system we are studying is
stable and physically acceptable. Many compelling efforts by researchers can be found in the literature [1].

Despite the great success of Newtonian gravity, it completely failed under certain circumstances considering
strong gravitational effects, such as the progress of Mercury other than the Mickelson Morey experiment [2]. The
General Theory of Relativity (GR) was developed by Einstein in 1915, which made it possible to solve the Mercury
problem [3]. Since then, GR is considered to be the basic theory of gravitational physics. However, GR has several
shortcomings, which show that GR is not the complete fundamental theory of gravity, such as the dark energy prob-
lem [4]. Furthermore, GR violated the Chandrasekhar mass restriction of the Super Chandrasekhar white dwarf and
the sub-Chandrasekhar quality restriction [5]. Furthermore, GR shows inconsistencies in the strong gravitational
field and recent observations [6]. Therefore, look for the appropriate modifications to the GRs. It is a proactive task.
The most successful modification of GR is the theory of higher-order curvature, especially gravity f (R), which suc-
cessfully explains the existence of dark matter and uses observations to counter the theory of gravity [7]. Besides
this, teleparallel gravity and symmetric teleparallel gravity provide an interesting geometric interpretation of gravity
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with the spacetime metric. Recently, symmetric teleparallel gravity ( f (Q) gravity) was proposed by Jiménez et al [8],
which is a well-motivated theory of gravity, where the non-metricity drive the gravitational interaction in spacetime.

Moreover, the stellar structures study in modified theories of gravity is an important topic for discussion. In the
last few decades, several studies presented on stellar structures. However, recently, the compact star models in f (R)
gravity was studied by Nashed and Capozziello [10], there the stability of compact star tested using TOV(Tolman-
Oppenheimer-Volkoff) equation, and their solution matches with the observational data of millisecond pulsars with
a withe dwarf companion and pulsars presenting thermonuclear bursts. Astashenok and Odintsov [11] investi-
gated the rotating newton stars with axion field in f (R) gravity and discussed stars with different frequencies and
masses. The researchers used an interesting method to derive the solution of the field equation in the context of
compact objects, the Karmarkar condition. This condition was first proposed by Karmarkar [12], and it is considered
a mandatory condition for type I embedding in spherically symmetric space-time. It can help us to find the exact
solution of the motion equations. Using the Karmarkar condition, several works have been done in modified gravity
to study the stellar structures (see details in the references here [13–15]). Furthermore, some interesting studies have
been done in theories of gravity to explore the stellar structure solutions [16].

Since f (Q) gravity was proposed, the research on it has been increasing rapidly. At the same time, it is faced with
the observational limitation of using GR’s standard formula to counter it. Lazkoz et al. impose an compelling set of
restrictions on gravity f (Q). [17], where Lagrange f (Q) is expressed as a polynomial function of redshift z. Using
observational data such as Type Ia supernovae, baryon acoustic oscillation data, quasars, gamma-ray bursts, and
cosmic microwave background distance data, the bounds of these models have been derived successfully. More-
over, some interesting works have been done in f (Q) gravity using observational measures recently [18]. Besides
this, f (Q) gravity is also developed to study the wormhole solutions [19], its signature [20], Spherically symmetric
configuration [21], and so on. As this theory was developed recently, it is quite successful in describing the current
scenario of the universe. This success of f (Q) gravity motivates us to test the compact star’s stability and present
physically acceptable models in the presence of quintessence filed in the fluid description. Therefore, exploring the
stellar structures in the f (Q) gravity background would be interesting as it is a novel approach in f (Q) gravity. Here,
we aim to explore the stellar structures in f (Q) gravity with the presence quintessence field.

This manuscript is organized as follows: in Section II, we derive the field equations in the background of f (Q)
gravity with the presence of quintessence field in the anisotropic fluid description. Also, there we considered the
Krori and Barua gravitational potentials and Herrera and Barreto equation of state. In Section III, we use the match-
ing condition to find the values of parameters, which are used in our formulation. In Section IV, we discuss the
physical analysis of our constructed star models such as HerX-1, SAXJ1808.4-3658, and 4U1820-30. The physical
analysis such as energy density and pressure components under quintessence field in IV A, equation of state param-
eters in IV B, Gradients in IV C, anisotropy in IV D, causality and Abreu stability analysis in IV E, energy conditions
in IV F, mass function, compactness function, and redshift function in IV G are discussed to present a physically
viable compact star solutions. Finally, combining all the outcomes, we have concluded our study for the compact
star in Section V.

II. MODEL OF ANISOTROPIC QUINTESSENCE STAR IN f (Q) GRAVITY

We have considered the activity for symmetric teleparallel gravity as [8]

S =
∫ (1

2
f (Q) + Lm

)√
−g d4x , (1)

where the matter Lagrangian density represented by Lm, g is the determinant of the metric gµν, and f (Q) addresses
the arbitrary function of Q,.
The non-metricity tensor and its traces can be written as

Qλµν = 5λgµν, (2)

Q̃α = Qµ
αµ, Qα = Qα

µ
µ. (3)
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Also, the superpotential in terms of the non-metricity tensor can be written as

Pα
µν =

1
4

[
−Qα

µν + 2Q(µ
α

ν) + Qαgµν − Q̃αgµν − δα
(µQν)

]
, (4)

here the trace of non-metricity tensor [8] takes the following expression

Q = −Qαµν Pαµν. (5)

The fluid description of spacetime can be written in terms of energy-momentum tensor as

Tµν = − 2√−g
δ
(√−gLm

)
δgµν . (6)

Now, by shifting the action (1) with respect to the metric tensor gµν one can compose the motions equation, which
can be written as

2√−g
5γ

(√
−g fQ Pγ

µν

)
+

1
2

gµν f + fQ

(
Pµγi Qν

γi − 2 Qγiµ Pγi
ν

)
= −Tµν, (7)

where fQ = d f
dQ .

Also, one can obtain the following relation by varying (1) with respect to the connection,

5µ5ν

(√
−g fQ Pγ

µν

)
= 0. (8)

The curvature less and torsionless make the affine connection to the following form

Γα
µν =

(
∂xα

∂ξλ

)
∂µ∂νξλ (9)

Here we use a special coordinate choice, called coincident gauge so that the affine connection, Γα
µν = 0

and hence, the non-metricity reduces to

Qαµν = ∂αgµν, (10)

and thereby largely simplifies the calculation since only the metric is the fundamental variable.
Since the affine connection in Eq. (9) is purely inertial, one could utilize the covariant formulation by first determin-
ing affine connection in the absence of gravity [9].
Here we built stellar structures by taking the spherically symmetric spacetime. This spacetime is conventionally
composed as

ds2 = e2 a(r)dt2 − e2 b(r)dr2 − r2
(

dθ2 + sin2θdφ2
)

, (11)

where a(r) and b(r) solely depend on the radial coordinate r. For the current interest, we consider the matter is
depicted by an anisotropic stress-energy tensor of the structure

Tν
µ =

(
ρ + pt

)
uµ uν − pt δν

µ +
(

pr − pt
)

vµ vν, (12)

where ρ, Pr and Pt correspond to energy density, radial and transverse pressures, respectively. The expressions
uµ and vν are the four-velocity vector and the unitary space-like vector in the radial direction, respectively and
uµ = eaδ

µ
0 , vµ = ebδ

µ
0 . Now, we define the energy momentum tensor for quintessence field, which is realized as:

T̃ν
µ = Tν

µ +Dν
µ (13)

where Dν
µ is a energy momentum tensor for quintessence field. Further, we get the following relations from the

energy momentum tensor for quintessence field.

Dt
t = Dr

r = −ρq (14)
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and

Dθ
θ = Dφ

φ =
(3wq + 1)ρq

2
(15)

where ρq represents the energy density for quintessence filed wq, with (−1 < wq < − 1
3 ). For the metric (11),the trace

of the non-metricity tensor Q is given below,

Q =
2
r

e−2 b(r)
(

2 a
′
(r) +

1
r

)
. (16)

Now, we define an exponential type function for f (Q) gravity, which is expressed as:

f (Q) = Q− αγ

(
1− 1

e
Q
γ

)
(17)

where α ∈ (0, 1) and γ = ΩH2
0 with Ω is dimensionless parameter and H2

0 is a Hubble parameter. By using the
symmetry of the system we can choose the Krori and Barua gravitational potentials [15], which are defined as:

a(r) = Ar2 b(r) = Br2 + C (18)

where A, B, C are the arbitrary constants. By using Eqs. (18) with quintessence field we get a following field
equations

ρ− ρq =

e−2Ar2

(
r2 + eAr2

(
eAr2

(
αγr2 + 2

)
+ 4Ar2 − 2

)
− αχ1(r2χ2+16)

γ

)
2r4 , (19)

pr + ρq =

e−Ar2

(
αχ1

(
eAr2

(
γr2 + 2

)
− 8Br2 − 4

)
− eAr2

(
αγr2 + 2

)
+ 4Br2 ++2

)
2r2 , (20)

pt −
1
2
(3wq + 1)ρq =

−2r4χ3 (αχ1 − 1) e−Ar2
+ r4e−Ar2

(
r2χ5 + 2

)
− χ4

2r6 . (21)

where

χ1= e
e−Ar2

(4Br2+2)
γr2 ,

χ2= 4γeAr2
(

r2(A− B)− 1
)
+ 16A

(
2Br2 + 1

)
+ γe2Ar2

(
γr2 + 2

)
,

χ3= Br4(A− B) + r2(A− 4B)− 1,

χ4=

8αr2
(

Br2 + 1
)(

A
(

2Br4 + r2
)
+ 1
)

exp

(
e−Ar2

(4Br2+2)
γr2 − 2Ar2

)
γ

,

χ5= 4B− αγ (χ1 − 1) eAr2
.

To express the explicit relations between energy density and radial pressure, known as the equation of state. In the
current analysis, the following linear equation of state is considered:

pr = ωρ, 0 < ω < 1. (22)

where ω represents the equation of state parameter. Herrera and Barreto [22] have introduced the general form of
this relation.



5

By using Eq. (22) in Eqs. (19-21), we get the following expressions:

ρ = −
2(A + B)e−Ar2 −

exp

 e−Ar2
(4Br2+2)
γr2 −2Ar2

(2αγr4(A+B)eAr2
+8α

(
A(2Br4+r2)+1

))
γr4

−ω− 1
, (23)

pr = −

ω

2(A + B)e−Ar2 −
exp

 e−Ar2
(4Br2+2)
γr2 −2Ar2

(2αγr4(A+B)eAr2
+8α

(
A(2Br4+r2)+1

))
γr4


−ω− 1

, (24)

ρq = −
2(A + B)e−Ar2 −

exp

 e−Ar2
(4Br2+2)
γr2 −2Ar2

(2αγr4(A+B)eAr2
+8α

(
A(2Br4+r2)+1

))
γr4

ω + 1

−
e−2Ar2

(
αχ1(r2χ2+16)

γ − r2eAr2
(

eAr2
(

αγr2 + 2
)
+ 4Ar2 − 2

))
2r4 , (25)

pt = −
−2r4χ3 (αχ1 − 1) e−Ar2

+ r4e−Ar2
(

r2χ5 + 2
)
− χ4

2r6 − 1
2

ρq(3wq + 1). (26)

III. MATCHING CONDITIONS

In order, to find the values of involved unknowns, we shall match the interior spacetime with the exterior space-
time. For this purpose, we shall use the the Schwarzschild spacetime, which is defined as:

ds2 =

(
1− 2M

r

)
dt2 −

(
1− 2M

r

)−1
dr2 − r2

(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)
. (27)

where M is termed as the total mass confined within the star and Rε to be the radius of the compact stellar remnant.
The following expressions are carried at r = R by considering the metric potentials:

g−tt = g+tt , g−rr = g+rr ,
∂g−tt
∂r

=
∂g+tt
∂r

. (28)

The signature of the intrinsic and extrinsic are illustrated as (−) and (+) respectively, i.e. r = Rε. The values of
the required constraints are retrieved by comparing the interior and exterior matric as are and termed out to be as
following:

A = − 1
R2

ε
log(1− 2M

Rε
), B = −M

R2
ε

log(1− 2M
Rε

)−1, C = log(1− 2M
Rε

)− M
Rε

(1− 2M
Rε

)−1. (29)

TABLE I. Approximated values of involved parameters with (γ = −0.02), ω = 0.003; ) and wq = −0.0.5; ).

StrangeQuarkStar M Rε(km) M
Rε

A(km−2) B(km−2)

HerX− 1 0.88M� 7.7 0.168 0.0069062764 0.0042673646
SAXJ1808.4− 3658 1.435M� 7.07 0.299 0.018231569 0.014880115

4U1820− 30 2.25M� 10.0 0.332 0.010906441 0.0098809523
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IV. PHYSICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we shall discuss the necessary conditions with the required behavior for the stellar system.

A. Energy density and pressure components under quintessence filed

Here, we discuss the energy-momentum components for the compact star solutions under the quintessence field.
To have a realistic interior solution of the compact star, the energy density, transverse, and radial pressure needed
to be positive. Furthermore, all of the energy-momentum components should have finite values at the center of the
compact star. Figures 1, 2, 3 and 4 show the portraits of the energy density, radial pressure, transverse pressure, and
quintessence energy density, respectively, for HerX-1, SAXJ1808.4-3658 and 4U1820-30 stars. From those Figures, it
is observed that all of the energy-momentum components gradually decrease from the center to the surface of the
compact star. But, the quintessence energy density converges to zero towards the surface. Furthermore, all of the
above quantities have finite values at the center of the stars (i.e., at r = 0).

FIG. 1. shows the behavior of energy density.

FIG. 2. shows the behavior of radial pressure.
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FIG. 3. shows the behavior of tangential pressure.

FIG. 4. shows the behavior of quintessence energy density.

B. Equation of state parameters (EoS)

The EoS for a natural compact star was derived by Das et al. [23] is a linear function of radial component r.
However, in our work, the EoS parameters are nonlinear. The EoS for radial and transverse pressure derived in the
following:

ωr =
pr

ρ
, ωt =

pt

ρ
. (30)

Figures 5 and 6 depict the profiles of the EoS for the radial and transverse pressure, respectively. It is seen that
both of the important ratios lie between 0 and 1 for three compact star models. Thus, all discussed solutions are
physically acceptable in the framework of f (Q) gravity.
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FIG. 5. shows the behavior of wr.

FIG. 6. shows the behavior of wt.

C. Gradients

Now we examine the gradients of the energy density, radial, and tangential pressure for our compact star models.
To construct a real compact star model, gradients have to satisfy the following conditions [24]

dρ

dr
< 0,

dpr

dr
< 0,

dpt

dr
< 0. (31)

The above conditions on gradients can be verified from Figures 7, 8, and 9. The negative behavior of gradients is
the necessary condition for a realistic compact star model. In addition, the gradients are vanished at r = 0 i.e.,

dρ

dr

∣∣∣∣∣
r=0

= 0,
dpr

dr

∣∣∣∣∣
r=0

= 0,
dpt

dr

∣∣∣∣∣
r=0

= 0. (32)
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FIG. 7. shows the behavior of dρ
dr .

FIG. 8. shows the behavior of dpr
dr .

FIG. 9. shows the behavior of dpt
dr .
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D. Anisotropy

For massive stellar objects, the radial and traverse pressures may not be equal. Nevertheless, several proposals
have been given for the existence of stellar anisotropy structures, such as different kinds of phase transitions [25]
and the presence of type 3A superfluid [26]. Furthermore, the anisotropy helps to understand the strange properties
of matter at the core of the compact star. The anisotropy function can be defined as the difference between the
pressure components, i.e., ∆ = pt − pr. Figure 10 displays the profile of the anisotropy function and reveals that the
anisotropy force is positive. This result suggests that pt > pr and anisotropic force is repulsive.

FIG. 10. shows the behavior of Anisotropy function.

E. Causality and Abreu stability analysis

In this subsection, we check the stability of our models using the well-known causality condition. We test two
types of speeds of sound, i.e., radial and tangential speeds of sounds, which can be defined by v2

r and v2
t , calculated

as follows:

v2
r =

dpr

dρ
, v2

t =
dpt

dρ
. (33)

The radial sound speed v2
r and tangential sound speed v2

t should be less than the speed of light to confirm that
the causality condition is satisfied. To ensure that, we present the sound speeds in Figures 11 and 12. It is seen
that the sound speeds are less than the speed of light (considering the speed of light is unity in relativistic units).
Furthermore, we have tested the cracking condition to avoid gravitational cracking for a stable anisotropic compact
star. The cracking condition or Abreu condition i.e., −1 ≤ v2

t − v2
r ≤ 0 illustrates in 14. It can also be observed from

the in Figure 13, that the expression 0 ≤ v2
t − v2

r ≤ 1, satisfies the Abrea condition conversely.
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FIG. 11. shows the behavior of v2
r .

FIG. 12. shows the behavior of v2
t .

FIG. 13. shows the behavior of v2
t − v2

r .
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FIG. 14. shows the behavior of v2
r − v2

t .

F. Energy conditions

Energy conditions are important tools for the non-vacuum solution as well as in relativistic cosmology. In modified
theories of gravity, commonly, four types of energy conditions are considered. These conditions can be written as

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

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

• Dominant energy condition (DEC): ρ > |pr|, ρ > |pt|.

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

Moreover, the dominant energy condition suggests that the speed of light should be greater than equal to the speed
of energy. To ensure the DEC, we have shown the profiles of ρ− pr ≥ 0, ρ− pt ≥ 0 in Figure 17 and 18, respectively.
It is observed that DEC is validated. Furthermore, NEC, WEC, and SEC are satisfied, and their profiles are presented
in Figures 15, 16, and 19.

FIG. 15. shows the behavior of ρ + pr.
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FIG. 16. shows the behavior of ρ + pt.

FIG. 17. shows the behavior of ρ− pr.

FIG. 18. shows the behavior of ρ− pt.
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FIG. 19. shows the behavior of ρ + pr + 2pt.

G. Mass function, compactness function, and redshift function

In the compact stellar object, the mass function m(r), compactness function u(r), and redshift function Zs play an
important role in understanding its physical properties. The mass function for the stellar object can be written as

m(t) =
∫ r

0
(4πr2ρ)dr. (34)

The compactness function can be defined as

u(r) =
2m(r)

r
. (35)

The gravitational redshift function for the stellar object can be written as

Zs =
1√

1− 2u(r)

(
1−

√
1− 2u(r)

)
(36)

Figure 20 illustrates the behavior of mass function m(r), from which it is seen that the mass function increases
monotonically from the center to the surface of compact star for three models. The compactness function’s evolution
is shown in Figure 21. We observed that u(r) ≤ 0.30, which satisfied the Buchdahl condition [27] for the current
study. The gravitational redshift function Zs is depicted in Figure 22 for three models. The values of Zs are less
than 0.5 i.e., Zs < 0.5 for all considered models. These results are compatible with the results proposed in literature
such as Zs ≤ 5 by Bohmer and Harko [28], Zs ≤ 5.211 by Ivanov [29], Zs ≤ 2.400 Mustafa, Shamir, and Tie-Cheng
[13] for anisotropy fluid sphere. All of the above results suggest that our compact star models are validated in the
framework of modified f (Q) gravity.
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FIG. 20. shows the behavior of m(r).

FIG. 21. shows the behavior of u(r).

FIG. 22. shows the behavior of z(r).
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V. CONCLUSION

In this manuscript, we studied the compact stellar objects in well-known modified f (Q) gravity with the presence
of a quintessence field. We focused on exploring three compact star models, namely, HerX-1, SAXJ1808.4-3658, and
4U1820-30, with the Schwarzchild spacetime and anisotropic source of fluid. To do this, we have considered an

exponential form of f (Q) as f (Q) = Q− αγ

(
1− 1

e
Q
γ

)
and formulated the field equations in f (Q) gravity. To our

best of knowledge, this is the first attempt to study compact stars in the background of f (Q) gravity. Furthermore,
the matching condition is used to find the different values of parameters, i.e., the Schwarzchild metric as an exterior
solution with the interior spacetime metric at the boundary. Besides this, the model parameter α act an important
role in our analysis as the rest of our study depends on it, and we choose α in [0.020, 0.040] to proceed our study.
It is worthy to note here that we calculated the values of parameters by imposing the matching condition. In our
further study, we have analyzed the profiles of energy-momentum components i.e., ρ, pr, pt, ρq, equation of state
parameters (ωr and ωt), gradients ( ρ′(r), p′r(r), p′t(r)), anisotropy function ∆ = pt − pr, causality and Abreu
stability analysis, energy conditions, and mass function, compactness function, and redshift function. Some of the
important results of this manuscripts are discussed in the following:

• The graphical representation of energy density ρ is depicted in Figure 1 for three compact star models in
f (Q) gravity. It is observed that ρ is positive throughout the configuration of all parameters, whereas the
quintessence energy density is negative for the same configuration (see Figure 4). The radial and tangential
pressures are positive for r < R, and their profiles are shown in Figures 2 and 3.

• The Equation of state parameter for radial and tangential pressure should be lied in between 0 and 1 to present
a stable stellar object. From Figures 5 and 6, we have seen that the EoS satisfied the setup for the stable stellar
model.

• The gradient of energy density, radial, and tangential pressures are also important for our analysis. The gradi-
ent must satisfy the following conditions

for 0 < r ≤ R, we must have dρ
dr < 0, dpr

dr < 0, dpt
dr < 0 and at the origin dρ

dr

∣∣∣∣∣
r=0

= 0, dpr
dr

∣∣∣∣∣
r=0

= 0, dpt
dr

∣∣∣∣∣
r=0

= 0.

The profiles of all of the above conditions are presented in Figures 7, 8, and 9.

• The behavior of the anisotropic function is illustrated in Figure 10 for three stellar models. The positive behav-
ior of anisotropic function suggests that the anisotropic force is repulsive because pt > pr.

• From Figures 11 and 12, we depicted the radial and tangential velocities for three models. It is seen that the
velocities are satisfied the condition 0 ≤ vr & vt ≤ 1. Also, the Abrea condition is presented in Figures 13 and
14.

• Moreover, all the energy conditions such as NEC, WEC, DEC, and SEC are satisfied for three stellar models.
Furthermore, their behavior is shown in Figures 1, 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19.

• Furthermore, the graphical representation of mass function m(r), compactness function u(r), and redshift func-
tion Zs have been shown in Figures 20, 21, and 22, respectively. In this study, we observed that the mass func-
tion monotonically increases towards the surface of stellar structure. The compactness function also satisfied
the Buchdahl condition i.e., u(r) ≤ 0.30. In addition, we analyze the redshift function for Z ≤ 0.15, which is a
good agreement with the results presented by [13, 27–29].

Finally, combining all the outcomes, it is concluded that the discussed stellar models are physically acceptable in
the framework of modified f (Q) gravity. It would be interesting to extend the analysis of compact stars in f (Q)
gravity in the near future.
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