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Abstract

This paper investigates the complexity of a charged static sphere

filled with anisotropic matter in the background of energy-momentum

squared gravity. For this purpose, we evaluate the modified field and

conservation equations to determine the structure of celestial system.

The mass function is calculated through Misner-Sharp as well as Tol-

man mass definitions. The complexity of a self-gravitating system

depends on different factors such as anisotropic pressure, electromag-

netic field, energy density inhomogeneity, etc. We formulate the struc-

ture scalars by the orthogonal decomposition of the Riemann tensor to

develop a complexity factor containing all vital features of the stellar

structure. The vanishing complexity condition is achieved by setting

the complexity factor equal to zero. Finally, we construct two static

solutions by utilizing the energy density of Gokhroo-Mehra solution

as well as the polytropic equation of state along with the zero com-

plexity condition. It is found that electromagnetic field decreases the

complexity of stellar structure.
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1 Introduction

Several astronomical observations from various experiments (Two-degree Field
Galaxy Redshift, Survey Sloan Digital Sky Survey, Large Synoptic Survey
Telescope) prove that the large scale structures such as galaxies and stars
give vital information about the origin and evolution of the vast universe.
Therefore, the study of these compact structures play a significant role in un-
derstanding the mechanism and origin of the cosmos. These self-gravitating
structures are complex in nature as they comprise of organized and inter-
linked components that collaborate in different ways. A slight perturbation
in the complicated system may cause principal changes within the physical
attributes of the stellar structure. To analyze the complicated nature and
evolution of the astrophysical structure, it is mandatory to define a com-
plexity factor that connects the essential physical parameters. Moreover,
an effective complexity factor must measure how the internal and external
perturbations affect the stability and evolution of stellar structures.

Numerous researchers have put a lot of efforts in determining an appro-
priate definition of complexity in different divisions of science [1]. However,
a standard definition that is applicable in all fields has not been accom-
plished. In the earlier definitions of complexity, the idea of data and entropy
were taken into account. However, these definitions were unable to precisely
evaluate the complexity of the basic physical models: ideal gas and perfect
crystal. In order to describe the symmetric distribution of particles in the
perfect crystal, minimal data is sufficient. On the other hand, in case of
ideal gas, maximal information is needed to indicate any of its likely state.
Although these two states display a contrasting behavior, both are allotted
the least complexity. Therefore, the definition of complexity must include
factors other than entropy and information.

Lopez-Ruiz et al. [2] extended the idea of complexity by examining the
concept of disequilibrium which is the difference between various probabilistic
states and the equiprobable configuration of the structure. Researchers have
replaced the probability distribution (used in defining the disequilibrium and
information) by the energy density of the system to compute the complexity
of self-gravitating structures like neutron stars and white dwarfs [3]. Dense
stellar systems have particles that are compactly arranged in their interior.
Consequently, less radial pressure is generated as compared to the tangential
pressure which produces anisotropy in pressure. Thus, the anisotropy is
an essential factor in determining the stability of a compact structure. As
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the idea of complexity suggested by Lopez-Ruiz and his collaborators dealt
with energy density only while other state variables such as pressure and
anisotropy were neglected, therefore, it does not define an effective criterion
to measure complexity.

Recently, Herrera [4] established a new factor of complexity for static
spherically symmetric structure in the background of general relativity (GR).
The structure of the spherical system was examined in terms of state determi-
nants such as anisotropic pressure, energy density, etc. The basic assumption
was that a static matter distribution with homogeneous density and isotropic
pressure constituted the simplest system. Consequently, the complexity fac-
tor for such a distribution is zero. Herrera utilized the Tolman mass to relate
inhomogeneous energy density and pressure anisotropy through a single rela-
tion. He developed a complexity factor for self-gravitating anisotropic source
by utilizing Bel’s technique for orthogonal decomposition of the Riemann
tensor. Sharif and Butt [5] examined the complexity of the static cylindri-
cal self-gravitating system by employing Herrera’s approach. Herrera et al.
[6] also discussed the complexity of a dynamical spherically symmetric fluid
distribution following a homologous pattern of evolution. This definition has
been extended to axially symmetric static case by formulating three com-
plexity factors [7]. Recently, Herrera et al. [8] explored a quasi-homologous
self-gravitating structure satisfying the zero complexity condition.

The electromagnetic field is an essential factor in the evolution and sta-
bility of self-gravitating objects as it overcomes the attractive gravitational
force. In astrophysics, the Reissner-Nordström metric was the first static
spherically symmetric charged solution to the Einstein-Maxwell field equa-
tions. Rosseland and Eddington [9] studied the characteristics of charged
fluid in the interior of self-gravitating spherically symmetric structures. Ray
et al. [10] investigated the effect of electromagnetic field on compact stel-
lar structure and deduced that the local impact of forces exerted on single
charged particle created an imbalance of forces which ultimately generated
a charged black hole. Sharif and Bhatti [11] investigated the stability of
charged sphere filled with viscous dissipative matter and discussed the sta-
bility regions for collapsing systems through the adiabatic index. The sta-
bility of spherically symmetric anisotropic polytrope under the impact of
electromagnetic field was checked by Sharif and Sadiq [12]. Sharif and Butt
formulated the structures scalars by adopting Herrera’s technique and calcu-
lated the complexity factors for charged spherical [13] as well as cylindrical
[14] self-gravitating systems. They concluded that the electromagnetic field
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decreases the complexity of stellar structures.
According to cosmic observations from numerous surveys (Type Ia Su-

pernovae [15], Cosmic Microwave Background Radiation [16], Large Scale
Structure [17], Baryon Acoustic Oscillations [18] and Sloan Digital Sky Sur-
vey [19]), our universe is undergoing accelerated expansion. This accelerated
expansion is supposed to be the result of some mysterious force known as dark
energy that has large negative pressure. Two different methods have been
employed by researchers to determine the cause of cosmic expansion. First
approach requires the modification of the energy-momentum tensor while the
other way is to alter the geometric part in the Einstein-Hilbert action which
leads to modified theories of relativity.

In GR, Λ Cold Dark Matter model is used to successfully describe the
evolution of the cosmos. However, it has some issues namely fine-tuning
and coincidence problems. Thus, modified theories like f(R), f(R, T ), etc.
(R denotes the Ricci scalar and T is the trace of energy-momentum tensor
Tµν) have gained the attention of researchers to deal with issues related to
cosmic acceleration. The f(R) theory is achieved by replacing R with the
generic function f(R) in the Einstein-Hilbert action [20]. Harko et al. [21]
proposed the f(R, T ) theory (an extension of f(R) theory) by considering a
gravitational Lagrangian density in terms of R and T . The curvature-matter
coupling models in f(R, T ) theory are valuable for describing the late-time
cosmic acceleration as well as the interconnection of dark energy and dark
matter [22]. A systematic review of some standard issues and also the latest
developments of modified gravity in cosmology is given in [23]. The measure
of complexity, introduced by Herrera, has also been developed in the context
of these modified theories. Abbas and Nazar computed the complexity factor
in f(R) gravity for static [24] as well as dynamical [25] fluid distribution.
Abbas and Ahmad [26] analyzed the complexity for a class of compact stars
in f(R, T ) scenario. Herrera’s technique to formulate complexity factor has
also been applied in other modified theories of gravity [27]. Several other
works studying compact objects in modified gravity can be seen in [28].

Recently, Katrici and Kavuk [29] proposed a new generalization of GR by
defining a specific coupling between matter and gravity through a term pro-
portional to T µνTµν . This theory is referred to as energy-momentum squared
gravity (EMSG) or f(R,T2) theory with T2 = T µνTµν . The predictions of
GR about singularities at high energy levels (such as big bang singularity)
are no longer valid due to expected quantum effects. In this respect, EMSG
is considered as a favorable framework because it resolves the big bang singu-
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larity by supporting regular bounce with finite maximum energy density and
least scale factor in the beginning of the cosmos. The conservation law does
not hold in EMSG due to interaction between matter and curvature which
indicates the presence of some extra force. Consequently, the path of the test
particle differs from the standard geodesic path. Various astrophysical and
cosmological structures have been studied in f(R,T2) theory.

Roshan and Shojai [30] obtained the exact solution of EMSG field equa-
tions and determined the possibility of bounce at an early time by applying
f(R,T2) theory to homogeneous and isotropic spacetime. Broad and Barrow
[31] studied exact solutions representing the isotropic universe for different
forms of f(R,T2) and discussed their behavior with reference to various
physical parameters. Some astrophysical objects such as neutron stars were
examined in the background of EMSG with f(R,T2) = R + ζT µνTµν , ζ be-
ing a constant [32]. Bahamonde et al. [33] examined the dynamics of two
different models to explain the current accelerated cosmic expansion. Sharif
and Gul [34] explored the structure of cosmic objects through the Noether
symmetry approach. They also studied the dynamics of cylindrical collapse
with dissipative matter in the presence of charge and deduced that the dissi-
pative matter, electromagnetic field and modified terms reduce the collapse
rate [35].

The objective of this article is to develop the vanishing complexity con-
dition for a static spherical distribution in the presence of charge within
f(R,T2) background. The layout of the paper is as follows. In the next
section, we formulate the EMSG field equations for an anisotropic matter
distribution. We discuss some physical attributes of matter distribution in
section 3. In section 4, structure scalars are constructed by decomposing the
curvature tensor with the help of four-velocity. In section 5, we formulate
the zero complexity condition to produce solutions of modified field equations
corresponding to an assumed energy density as well as polytropic equation
of state. Finally, in section 6 we summarize the main results.

2 Field Equations

In this section, we will describe some physical variables related to charged
spherical stellar structure and obtain the corresponding field equations. The
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modified Einstein-Hilbert action in f(R,T2) gravity is given as [29]

S =

∫

(Lm + Le)
√
−gd4x+

∫

f(R,T2)

2κ2

√
−gd4x, (1)

where g, Lm, Le and κ are the determinant of the metric tensor (gµν), matter
Lagrangian, Lagrangian for the electromagnetic field and coupling constant,
respectively. Here Le has the form

Le = − 1

16π
F µνFµν ,

where the Maxwell field tensor Fµν is defined as Fµν = φν,µ−φµ,ν and φa = φδ0a
with φ as the scalar field potential. The EMSG field equations obtained by
varying Eq.(1) are

RµνfR + gµν�fR −∇µ∇νfR − 1

2
gµνf = κ2Tµν + Eµν −ΘµνfT2 , (2)

where Rµν denotes the Ricci tensor. Also, � = ∇µ∇µ, fR = ∂f

∂R
and f

T
2 =

∂f

∂T2 . Here Eµν is the electromagnetic field tensor and Θµν is given as

Θµν =
δT2

δgµν
=

δ(T µνTµν)

δgµν
= −2Lm(Tµν −

1

2
gµνT )− 4

∂2Lm

∂gµν∂gαβ
T αβ

− TTµν + 2T α
µ Tνα. (3)

The energy-momentum tensor related to the anisotropic fluid distribution
is expressed as

T µ
ν = ρvµvν − phµν +Πµ

ν . (4)

Here vµ, p, ρ and Πµν denote the four-velocity, pressure, energy density and
anisotropic tensor, respectively. These terms are defined as

Πµ
ν =

Π

3
(3sµsν + hµν ), Π = pr − p⊥, hµν = δµν − vµvν , p =

1

3
(pr + 2p⊥),

where pr and p⊥ are the radial and tangential pressures of anisotropic fluid,
respectively. As matter Lagrangian has no specific definition, therefore, dif-
ferent matter Lagrangians produce different forms of the field equations.
More widely used forms of matter Lagrangian are Lm = −p and Lm = ρ.
These choices do not pose any problem in GR. However, for non-minimal
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coupling case, different forms of matter Lagrangian correspond to distinct
results [36]. Thus, for our convenience, we consider Lm = ρ and κ = 1 which
yields [37]

Θµν = −2ρ(Tµν −
1

2
gµνT )− TTµν + 2T α

µ Tνα,

Gµν = Rµν −
1

2
Rgµν =

1

κ2fR
(T (C)

µν + Tµν + Eµν) = T (D)
µν , (5)

where Gµν is the Einstein tensor and T
(C)
µν are the modified terms of f(R,T2)

gravity (also called correction terms) takes the form

T (C)
µν =

1

fR

{

gµν

(

f −R fR

2

)

+ (∇µ∇νfR − gµν�fR)− ρgµνfT2T

+ (T + 2ρ)fT2Tµν − 2T α
µ TανfT2

}

. (6)

The role of charge is determined through the electromagnetic energy-momentum
tensor given as

Eµν =
1

4π

(

Fα
µ Fνα − 1

4
gµνF

αβFαβ

)

.

The tensorial formulation of Maxwell field equations is given as

F[µν;λ] = 0, F µν
;ν = µoJ

µ.

where µo is the magnetic permeability. The electromagnetic four-current
vector is defined as Ji =

σ√
g00

dxi

dx4 = σvi, where σ is the charge density.

To analyze the compact structure, we consider the static spherical space-
time as

ds2 = F2(r)dt2 − G2(r)dr2 − r2dθ2 − r2 sin2 θdΦ2. (7)

Consequently, the four-vector and four-velocity have the following forms

sµ = (0,
1

G , 0, 0), vµ = (
1

F , 0, 0, 0),

which imply that vµv
µ = 1, sµs

µ = −1, vµs
µ = 0. The Maxwell field equa-

tions for the considered metric turn out to be

φ
′′

+ (
2

r
− F ′

F − G ′

G )φ
′

= 4πσFG2,
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where prime denotes derivative with respect to r. The integration of the
above equation yields

φ
′

=
FGq(r)

r2
,

where the total charge within the sphere is given by q(r) = 4π
∫ r

0
σGr2dr.

Taking covariant differentiation of Eq.(2), we obtain

κ2∇µT (D)
µν = ∇µ(ΘµνfT2)− 1

2
gµν∇µf, (8)

which implies that conservation of the energy-momentum tensor does not
hold leading to the existence of an unknown force that causes non-geodesic
movement of particles. The EMSG field equations corresponding to the line
element in Eq.(7) are

1

r2
− 1

G2

(

1

r2
− 2G ′

rG

)

=
1

fR

(

ρ+ ϕ+ ϕ00 − 2πE2
)

, (9)

− 1

r2
+

1

G2

(

1

r2
+

2F ′

rF

)

=
1

fR

{

(pr − ϕ+ ϕ11) +
(

ρ2 + 2ρpr

− 2ρp⊥ + p2r − 2prp⊥
)

f
T

2 + 2πE2
}

,

(10)

1

G2

(F ′′

F − F ′G ′

FG

)

− 1

rG2

(G ′

G − F
F

)

=
1

fR

{

(p⊥ − ϕ+ ϕ22) +
(

ρ2 − ρpr

+ ρp⊥ − prp⊥) fT2 − 2πE2
}

, (11)

where

ϕ =
f − RfR

2
,

ϕ00 = −f
′′

R

G2
− 1

G2

(

2

r
− G ′

G

)

,

ϕ11 = −f
′

RF
′

FG2
− 2f

′

R

rG2
,

ϕ22 = − 1

G2

{

f
′′

R +

(F ′

F − G ′

G +
1

r

)

f
′

R

}

,

E =
q(r)

4πr2
,

where E is the electric field intensity.
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3 Physical Characteristics of Matter Distri-

bution

The Riemann tensor measures the curvature of spacetime and is represented
through the Ricci tensor, Ricci scalar and Weyl tensor (Cε

µνλ) as

Rε
µνλ = Cε

µνλ +
1

2
Rε

νgµλ −
1

2
Rµνδ

ε
λ +

1

2
Rµλδ

ε
ν −

1

2
Rε

λgµν −
1

6
R (δενgµλ − gµνδ

ε
λ) .

(12)
The Weyl tensor is the traceless component of the Riemann tensor which
gauges the tidal constrain on a body. Utilizing the observer’s four-velocity,
it can be decomposed into magnetic (Hµν) and electric (Eµν) parts as

Hµν =
1

2
ηµαεβCεβ

νσv
αvσ, Eµν = Cµλνγvλvγ.

Here ηαβµν represents the Levi-Civita tensor, gιβλν = gιλgβν − gινgβλ and
Cαβǫσ = (gαβµνgπλκ̺ − ηαβµνηπλκ̺)v

µvκEν̺. For a spherically symmetric sys-
tem, the magnetic part of the Weyl tensor varnishes whereas the electric
component is written in terms of unit four-vector and projection tensor as

Eµν = E
(

sµsν +
1

3
hµν

)

, (13)

where E = − 1
2FG3r2

(

F ′′Gr2 −F ′G ′

r2 − FG3 + FG ′

r − F ′Gr + FG
)

with Eµ
µ

= 0, E(ǫδ) = Eǫδ and Eµλvλ = 0.
Utilizing the definitions of Misner-Sharp [38] and Tolman mass [39], we

develop an association between the Weyl tensor and mass function to explore
some characteristics of the spherical framework. The mass obtained through
Misner-Sharp as well as Tolman’s definitions has the same values at the
boundary. However, these definitions provide the same estimates of mass
within the interior in the scenario of isotropic and homogeneous fluid only.
The formulation developed by Misner and Sharp under the impact of charge
is given as

2

r
m = R2

232 =

(

1− 1

G2

)

=
1

r

∫ r

0

T
(D)0
0 r̃2dr̃ =

1

r

∫ r

0

1

fR

(

ρ+ ϕ+ ϕ00

− 2πE2
)

r̃2dr̃. (14)
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Using the field equations along with Eq.(13), the mass function is rewritten
as

m = r3
[

1

6fR

{

(ρ− pr + p⊥) + (ϕ+ ϕ00 − ϕ11 − ϕ22 − 6πE2)

+ (3ρp⊥ − 3ρpr + prp⊥ − p2r)fT2 +
E
3

}

]

. (15)

Equation (15) along with (14) leads to

E = − 1

2r3

∫ r

0

r̃3
{(

1

fR

)′

(ρ+ ϕ+ ϕ00 − 2πE2) +

(

1

fR

)

(ρ+ ϕ

+ ϕ00 − 2πE2)
′

)

}

dr̃ +
1

2fR

{

(pr − p⊥) + (ϕ11 − ϕ22 − 4πE2)

+ (3ρpr − 3ρp⊥ − prp⊥ + p2r)fT2

}

. (16)

The above expression describes how Weyl tensor and physical properties
of the fluid (anisotropic pressure, inhomogeneous energy density and total
charge) are interlinked. Inserting Eq.(16) in (15) yields

m(r) =
r3

6
T

(D)0
0 − 1

6

∫ r

0

r̃3
{(

1

fR

)′

(ρ+ ϕ+ ϕ00 − 2πE2) +

(

1

fR

)

(

ρ+ ϕ

+ ϕ00 − 2πE2
)′

dr̃

}

, (17)

which shows the association of mass function with energy inhomogeneity in
f(R,T2) gravity. The above result coincides with GR for vanishing ϕ and
ϕ00.

A self-gravitating body is in equilibrium when the inward force of grav-
ity is balanced by the outward pressure. The Tolman-Opphenheimer-Volkoff
(TOV) equation is the analog of hydrostatic equilibrium equation in GR.
Bekenstein [40] determined an extension of TOV equation in 1971 for charged
compact objects. The TOV equation for charged anisotropic fluid distribu-
tion in f(R,T2) gravity is determined by using Eq.(8) as

p
′

r =
1

1 + (pr + 2ρ− 2p⊥)fT2

[

2f
T

2

{F ′

F
(

−ρ2 + 2ρp⊥ − 2ρpr − p2r − 4p2⊥

+ 2prp⊥)−
(

ρ
′

(ρ+ 2pr − 2p⊥) + p
′

⊥(−2ρ+ 7p⊥ − 2pr)
)

− 2

r
(3ρpr

10



− 3ρp⊥ − prp⊥ + p2r + 4p2⊥
)

}

− 2

r

(

qq
′

8πr4

)

−
{

ρ+ pr
r(r − 2m)

[

m+
r3

fR

×
(

(pr − ϕ+ ϕ11) +
(

ρ2 + 2ρpr − 2ρp⊥ + p2r − 2prp⊥
)

f
T

2

)

]

+
2

r

×
(

(pr − p⊥)−
q2

4πr4

)}]

. (18)

The mass inside the boundary Σ (with radius rΣ) of a spherically symmetric
distribution is calculated through Tolman’s formula as [39]

mTol =

∫ rΣ

0

r̃2FG
2

(

T
(D)0
0 − T

(D)1
1 − 2T

(D)2
2

)

dr̃, (19)

which, for the current setup, is expressed as

mTol = FG
[

m(r) +
r3

2fR

{

(pr − ϕ + ϕ11) +
(

ρ2 + 2ρpr − 2ρp⊥

+ p2r − 2prp⊥
)

f
T

2 + 2πE2
}

]

. (20)

Using the field equations, the above expression reduces to

mTol =
2F ′

G

(

r2

2

)

.

The gravitational acceleration of a test particle in a static gravitational field
is related to Tolman mass as

a =
F ′

FG =
mTol

Fr2
.

The above expression describes the interpretation of mTol as active gravita-
tional mass. The expression for Tolman mass can be rewritten using Eq.(16)
as

mTol = (mTol)Σ

(

r

rΣ

)3

+ r3
∫ rΣ

r

FG
r̃

[

1

2fR
{(pr − p⊥) + (ϕ11 − ϕ22)

+ 4πE2 + (3ρpr − 3ρp⊥ + p2r − prp⊥)fT2

}

+ E
]

dr̃. (21)

The integral term shows that the Tolman mass depends mainly on anisotropy,
inhomogeneous energy density, electromagnetic field and non-linear combi-
nation of f(R,T2) dark source terms.
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4 Structure Scalars

Herrera et al. [41] formulated a methodology for orthogonal decomposition
of the Riemann tensor to obtain structure scalars. Adopting his technique,
we consider the following tensor quantities

Yµν = Rµγνδv
γvδ, (22)

Zµν = ∗Rµγνδv
γvδ =

1

2
ηµγλςR

λς
νδv

γvδ, (23)

Xµν = ∗R∗
µγνδv

γvδ =
1

2
ηλςµγR

∗
λςνδv

γvδ, (24)

where ∗ denotes the dual tensor defined as R∗
µνeδ =

1
2
ηλωeδR

λω
µν . Using Eq.(12),

we can write the Riemann tensor as

R
µγ
νδ = Cµγ

νδ + 2T
(D)[µ
[ν δ

γ]
δ] + T (D)

(

1

3
δ
µ

[νδ
γ

δ] − δ
[µ
[ν δ

γ]
δ]

)

. (25)

The Riemann tensor can be split using the above expression as

R
µγ
νδ = R

µγ

(I)νδ +R
µγ

(II)νδ +R
µγ

(III)νδ,

where

R
µγ

(I)νδ =
2

fR

[

∇[µ∇[νδ
γ]
δ] +

{

(ρ2 − ρpr + ρp⊥ − prp⊥)fT2 + (ρ+ p⊥)
}

× v[µv[νδ
γ]
δ] +

{

(−ρ2 + ρpr − ρp⊥ + prp⊥)fT2 + (ϕ− p⊥ −�fR)
}

× δ
[µ
[ν δ

γ]
δ] +

{(

ρ2 + 3ρpr − 3ρp⊥ − prp⊥
)

f
T

2 + (pr − p⊥)
}

s[µs[νδ
γ]
δ]

+ E
[µ
[νδ

γ]
δ]

]

,

R
µγ

(II)νδ =
2

3fR

{

3�fR − 4ϕ− (ρ− pr − 2p⊥) + (3ρ2 − 4prp⊥ − p2r)fT2

}

×
(

δ
[µ
[ν δ

γ]
δ]

)

,

R
µγ

(III)νδ = 4v[µv[νEγ]
δ] − ǫµγα ǫνδβEαβ,

where ηµανβ = vµǫανβ , ǫµναv
α = 0. The structure scalars are very helpful

in exploring the physical properties of a system as they are a combination
of physical parameters that are useful in determining the complexity of a
system.
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We can formulate Xµν , Yµν and Zµν in terms of physical variables using
the Riemann tensor. The quantities Xµν and Yµν can be expressed in terms
of their trace-free (XTF , YTF ) and trace parts (XT = X µ

µ , YT = Yµ
µ ) as

Xµν =
XThµν

3
+ XTF

(

sµsν +
1

3
hµν

)

,

Yµν =
YThµν

3
+ YTF

(

sµsν +
1

3
hµν

)

.

The trace and trace-free parts in the context of f(R,T2) gravity are calcu-
lated as

XT =
3�fR

2fR
− ϕ

fR
− q2

8πr4fR
− 1

fR
(ρ+

11

2
prp⊥)fT2 , (26)

YT = − ϕ

fR
+

1

2fR

[

ρ+ 3p+ 3�fR +
q2

4πr4
+
(

3ρ2 + p2r − 6prp⊥
)

f
T

2

]

,

(27)

XTF = −E − 1

2fR

[

(p⊥ − pr) +
q2

4πr4
+
(

3ρp⊥ − 3ρpr − p2r + prp⊥
)

f
T

2

]

,

(28)

YTF = E +
1

2fR

[

(pr − p⊥)−
q2

4πr4
+
(

p2r + 3ρpr − 3ρp⊥ − prp⊥
)

fT2

]

.

(29)

It is noted from Eq.(28) that the scalar XTF is associated with the impact
of total charge and inhomogeneous energy density of matter distribution.
The scalar YT analyzes the impact of principal stresses generated by density
inhomogeneity while the total energy density of the structure is determined
through XT in the presence of charge. The physical importance of scalar YTF

can be interpreted by utilizing Eqs.(21) and (29) as

mTol = (mTol)Σ

(

r

rΣ

)3

− r3
∫ rΣ

r

FG
r̃

[

1

2fR
(ϕ22 − ϕ11)− YTF

]

dr̃. (30)

Equations (29) and (30) show that the scalar YTF determines the effect of
inhomogeneous energy density, anisotropic pressure and charge on the Tol-
man mass in the presence of correction terms in EMSG. We obtain local

13



anisotropic pressure and electric charge with dark source terms of f(R,T2)
theory as

YTF + XTF =
1

fR

[

(pr − p⊥) + (p2r + 3ρpr − 3ρp⊥ − prp⊥)fT2 − q2

4πr4

]

.

5 Complexity Factor

Many factors are responsible for creating complexity in a stellar structure.
Such factors include heat dissipation, electromagnetic field, inhomogeneity,
pressure anisotropy, viscosity, etc. In general, any structure possessing ho-
mogeneous energy together with isotropic pressure is considered as the only
framework with insignificant complexity. In the considered setup, complexity
is caused by energy density inhomogeneity, pressure anisotropy, electromag-
netic field and correction terms of f(R,T2) gravity. The structure scalar
YTF connects the sources of complexity and also measures their impact on
Tolman mass. Thus, YTF is a suitable candidate for the complexity factor of
the considered system. Substituting Eq.(16) in (29) yields YTF in terms of
state variables as

YTF =
1

2fR

{

2(pr − p⊥) + ϕ11 − ϕ22 −
q2

2πr4
+
(

2p2r + 6ρpr − 6ρp⊥

− 2prp⊥) fT2

}

− 1

2r3

∫ r

0

r̃3

{

(

1

fR

)′ (

ρ+ ϕ+ ϕ00 −
q2

8πr̃4

)

+

(

1

fR

)(

ρ+ ϕ+ ϕ00 −
q2

8πr̃4

)′

dr̃

}

. (31)

We proceed by assuming the following expression for charge [42]

q(r) = qo(r)

(

r

rΣ

)3

= βr3, (32)

where subscript o denotes the value of the physical quantity at r = 0 and
β = q

o
(r)

r3Σ
. From Eqs.(31) and (32), we deduce that complexity decreases in

the presence of charge.
In f(R,T2) theory, five unknowns (F ,G, ρ, pr, p⊥) are present in the sys-

tem of field equations. We therefore require additional conditions to obtain a
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solution. For this purpose, one constraint is obtained through the vanishing
complexity factor. By setting Eq.(31) equal to zero, we acquire the vanishing
complexity condition as

Π =
1

1 + (3ρ+ pr)fT2

[

1

2r3

∫ r

0

r̃3

{

(

1

fR

)′ (

ρ+ ϕ+ ϕ00 −
q2

8πr̃4

)

+

(

1

fR

)(

ρ+ ϕ+ ϕ00 −
q2

8πr̃4

)′
}

dr̃ +
(ϕ22 − ϕ11)

2
+

q2

4πr4

]

. (33)

The complexity factor vanishes for isotropic and homogeneous fluid distri-
bution in GR. However, in f(R,T2), the complexity of a stellar system with
homogeneous and isotropic matter configuration vanishes if the system obeys
the following condition

∫ r

0

r̃3
{(

1

fR

)′ (

ρ+ ϕ+ ϕ00 −
q2

8πr̃4

)

+

(

1

fR

)

(

ϕ+ ϕ00

− q2

8πr̃4

)′
}

dr̃ +
1

2fR
(ϕ22 − ϕ11) +

1

fR

q2

4πr4
= 0. (34)

We now evaluate the vanishing complexity condition for a specific EMSG
model given as [30]

f
(

R,T2
)

= R + ζT2. (35)

For the above model, the vanishing complexity condition reduces to

Π =
1

1 + (3ρ+ pr)ζ

[

1

2r3

∫ r

0

r̃3ρ
′

dr̃ +

(

1− 1

4π

)

q2

r4

+
ζ

4r3

∫ r

0

r̃3
(

ρ2 + p2r + 2p2⊥
)′

dr̃

]

. (36)

Even after employing the condition YTF = 0, we still require a condition to
solve the field equations. For this purpose, we utilize the energy density of
Gokhroo-Mehra solution as well as polytropic equation of state to obtain the
corresponding solutions.

5.1 The Gokhroo-Mehra Solution

Gokhroo and Mehra [43] considered a specific form of energy density to com-
pute the solutions of the field equations representing an anisotropic spherical
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structure. They formulated a model that explained greater red-shifts of var-
ious quasi-stellar system as well as the dynamics of neutron stars. For the
considered system, we will assume the form of energy density proposed in
[43] and determine the behavior of compact structures by incorporating the
condition of disappearing complexity in the presence of charge. The assumed
energy density is

ρ = ρo

(

1− Hr2

r2Σ

)

, (37)

where ρo is constant and H ∈ (0, 1). Employing Eqs.(14), (35) and (37), we
have

m(r) =
ρor

3

6
− Hρor

5

10r2Σ
+

ζρ2or
3

6

(

1

2
− 3Hr2

5r2Σ
+

3H2r4

14r4Σ

)

+
ζ

4

∫ r

0

r̃2(p2r + 2p2⊥)dr̃ −
q2

16πr
+

1

8π

∫ r

0

qq
′

r̃
dr̃, (38)

which leads to

G−2 = 1− ρor
2

3
+

Hρor
4

5r2Σ
− ζ

(

ρ2or
2

6
+

H2ρ2or
6

14r4σ
− Hρ2or

4

5r2σ

)

− ζ

2r

∫ r

0

r̃2(p2r + 2p2⊥)dr̃ +
q2

8πr2
− 1

4πr

∫ r

0

qq
′

r̃
dr̃.

We introduce new variables (to determine the unknowns) as

F2(r) = e
∫

(2z(r)− 2
r
)dr,

1

G2
= x(r).

From Eqs.(10) and (11), we obtain

Π [1 + (3ρ+ pr)ζ ] =
1

G2

[

1

r2
− F ′′

F +
F ′

Fr
+

G ′

G

(F
F +

1

r

)]

− 1

r2
− q2

4πr4
.

After inserting new variables, the above equation is rewritten as

x
′

+ x

[

2z
′

z
+ 2z− 6

r
+

4

r2z

]

+
q2

2πr4z
= −2

z

[

1

r2
+Π {1 + ζ(3ρ+ pr)}

]

,

whose integration yields the radial metric function as

G2(r) =
e
2
∫

(

2
r2z(r)

+z(r)
)

dr
z2(r)

r6

[

−2
∫

e
2
∫

(

2
r2z(r)

+z(r)

)

dr

z(r)(1+Π(r)[1+ζ(3ρ+p
r
)])

r8
dr −

∫

q2

2πr4z(r)
d(r) + C

] ,
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where C is the constant of integration. Thus, the line element can be written
in terms of z(r) and Π as

ds2 =
−e

2
∫

(

2
r2z(r)

+z(r)
)

dr
z2(r)dr2

r6

[

−2
∫

e
2
∫

(

2
r2z(r)

+z(r)

)

dr

z(r)(1+Π(r)[1+ζ(3ρ+p
r
)])

r8
dr −

∫

q2

2πr4z(r)
d(r) + C

]

− r2dθ2 − r2sin2θdΦ2 + e
∫

(2z(r)− 2
r
)drdt2. (39)

5.2 Polytropic Equation of State

Various physical variables have different roles in determining the interior of
self-gravitating structures. However, some variables play a more dominant
role in analyzing the structure than others. An equation of state that effec-
tively determines the combination of vital variables assists in the analysis of
stellar structures. The polytropic equation of state, defining the relation of
energy density with radial pressure, has widely been used to study anisotropic
stellar objects [44]. The polytropic equation of state for anisotropic fluid dis-
tribution is

pr = Kργ = Kρ1+
1
n ,

where γ is the polytropic exponent, the polytropic constant is represented by
K and n denotes the polytropic index. We introduce the following variables
to determine the dimensionless forms of TOV equation and mass function

ω =
pro
ρo

, r =
ξ

A , A2 =
ρo

2ω(n+ 1)
, Ω(ξ)n =

ρ

ρo
, Υ(ξ) =

2m(r)A3

ρo
,

where ω, ξ, Ω and Υ are dimensionless variables. Substituting these variables
in TOV equation and mass function, we obtain their respective dimensionless
forms as

(

1− 2(n+1)ωΥ
ξ

+ q2ρo
4πω(n+1)ξ2

)

(1 + ωΩ)

[

{

(−ρoΩ
n − 2Π− 7ω2Ωn+2 − 8Π2

ρoΩn
)

}−1

{(

ξ2
dΩ

dξ

)

(

1 + (2Π− ωρoΩ
n+1 + 2ρoΩ

n)2ζ
)

− 2ζξ2

ω(n+ 1)

[

−ρonΩ
n−1dΩ

dξ

+2ωρo(n + 1)ΩndΩ

dξ
− 2nΩ−1Π

dΩ

dξ
− 2

dΠ

dξ
− 12ω2ρo(n+ 1)Ωn+1dΩ

dξ
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+12ωΩ
dΠ

dξ
+ 14ω(n+ 1)Π

dΩ

dξ
− 14Π

ρoΩn

dΠ

dξ
+

2

ξ

(

3Π− 15ωΩΠ− 8Π2

ρoΩn

−8ω2ρoΩ
n+2

)]

+
2ΠξΩ−n

ωρo(n+ 1)
−

ω2ρoq
dq

dξ
Ω−n

4πξ2(n + 1)2

}]

− ξ3ζ

ρo

[

ρ2oΩ
n

(

1

2
Ωn

+
1

2
ω2Ω− ω2Ωn+2 − ω2Ωn+1

)

+ 4ωρoΠΩ
n+1

]

+Υ+ ωξ3Ωn+1
{

1 +
ζ

2

×
(

ρoΩ
n + 3ω2ρoΩ

n+2 +
2Π2

ρoΩn
− 4ωΩΠ

)}

− q2ρo

4πξω2(n+ 1)2
= 0, (40)

dΥ

dξ
= ξ2Ωn

{

1− q2ρo

4πΩn(n+ 1)2ξ4
+

ζ

2

(

ρoΩ
n + 3ω2ρoΩ

n+2 +
2Π2

ρoΩn

−4ωΩΠ
)

}

. (41)

Equations (40) and (41) constitute a system of differential equations consist-
ing of three unknown functions Ω(ξ),Π(ξ) and Υ(ξ). To evaluate a unique
solution of this system, we impose the condition of vanishing complexity.
The vanishing complexity condition is written in dimensionless variables as

6π

nρo
(1 + (3 + ωΩ)ρoΩ

nζ) +
2ξ

nρo

[

1 + (3 + ωΩ)ρoζΩ
n − ωζρoΩ

n+1

+ζΠ]
dΠ

dξ
=

[−2ξΠ

nρo

(

3nρoΩ
n−1 + ωρo(n + 1)Ωn

)

ζ + ξΩn−1 +
ζξ

n

×
(

nρoΩ
2n−1 + 3ω2ρo(1 + n)Ω2n+1 − 2ω(n+ 1)ΩnΠ

)

]

dΩ

dξ
− 1

4πnρo

×
(

qq
′

ξ4
− 4q2

ξ5

)

. (42)

We obtain a unique solution for a complexity-free spherical stellar struc-
ture for some specific values of the parameter n and ω. The numerical solu-
tion is obtained by solving Eqs.(40)-(42) together with the initial conditions
Υ(0) = 0, Ω(0) = 1, Π(0) = 0 [45]. It is essential for a physically valid
model that the state parameters (such as energy density, pressure) should
be finite, maximum and positive at its center. Moreover, they should follow
a monotonically decreasing behavior towards the boundary. Also, the mass
function should be a positive and increasing function of the radial coordinate.
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Figure 1: Plots of energy density versus ξ for n = 3, ρo = 5, ζ = 7, β = 0.001.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0.000

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004

0.005

0.006

0.007

Ξ

U

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0

1

2

3

4

Ξ

U

Figure 2: Plots of mass function versus ξ for n = 3, ρo = 5, ζ = 7, β = 0.001.
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Figure 3: Plots of anisotropy versus ξ for n = 3, ρo = 5, ζ = 7, β = 0.001.

19



For graphical analysis, we choose n = 3, ρo = 5, ζ = 7 and β = 0.0010.
Figures 1-3 show the behavior of dimensionless energy density, mass func-
tion and anisotropy, respectively. It can be seen from Figure 1 that Ω is a
decreasing function for smaller as well as greater values of ω. Moreover, the
mass function has an inverse relationship with ω while it varies directly with
ξ. Further, we note an increment in the anisotropy as ω rises from 1.3 to 1.7.
In contrast, the anisotropy within the system is negative when ω increases
from 0.01 to 0.05. Thus, the physically acceptable solution is associated with
ω = 1.3, 1.5, 1.7.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we have studied the impact of charge on the complexity of a
static sphere within the framework of EMSG. In this respect, we have con-
structed the EMSG fields equations for a static sphere by considering an
anisotropic fluid distribution in the presence of electromagnetic field. We
have formulated the mass functions m and mTol by utilizing the definitions
given by Misner-Sharp and Tolman, respectively. Their link with Weyl ten-
sor and matter variables has also been discussed. We have also formulated
the TOV equation in the context of EMSG. The complexity factor has been
obtained by formulating the structure scalars through the orthogonal de-
composition of the curvature tensor. The scalar YTF accommodated the
inhomogeneous energy density, charge, anisotropic pressure and dark source
terms of f(R,T2) gravity. Moreover, we have obtained the expression of
Tolman mass in terms of this strucuture scalar in the presence of charge.
Consequently, we have chosen YTF as a complexity factor. We have found
that the addition of charge decreases the complexity of stellar structure.

We have formulated the disappearing complexity condition by setting
YTF = 0. The vanishing complexity condition provides an extra constraint
which assists in obtaining the solution of field equations by reducing the de-
grees of freedom. In this respect, we have determined the complexity factor
for a specific model, f

(

R,T2
)

= R+ ζT2. In GR, the self-gravitating spher-
ical system has zero complexity if it is isotropic and homogeneous. However,
in our work, an isotropic and homogeneous system does not correspond to
zero complexity which implies the impact of dark source terms. Zero com-
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plexity is obtained for

∫ r

0

r̃3

{

(

1

fR

)′ (

ρ+ ϕ+ ϕ00 −
q2

8πr4

)

+

(

1

fR

)

(

ϕ+ ϕ00 −
q2

8πr4

)′

}

dr̃

+
1

fR

(

(ϕ22 − ϕ11)

2
+

q2

4πr4

)

= 0.

Hence, the presence of additional matter terms of f(R,T2) gravity has en-
hanced the complexity of stellar structure.

Finally, we have developed two solutions of EMSG field equations by as-
suming q(r) = βr3. Firstly, to investigate the features of stellar objects, we
have assumed the energy density of compact structure suggested by Gokhroo
and Mehra. Secondly, we have applied the polytropic equation of state and
constructed a system of dimensionless equations by introducing some new
variables. This system contained the dimensionless TOV equation, mass and
disappearing complexity condition. We have graphically analyzed the nu-
merical solution of this system by varying the parameter ω. The system has
positive energy density for smaller as well as larger values of ω. However, the
anisotropy corresponding to smaller values of ω is negative. Thus, we have
concluded that the behavior of the considered system is physically acceptable
for ω = 1.3, 1.5, 1.7. It is important to mention here that results of GR [5]
can be retrieved corresponding to ζ = 0.

Data availability: No new data were generated or analyzed in support
of this research.
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