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Determinants of the second-rank tensors stand useful in forming generally invariant terms as in
the case of the volume element of the gravitational actions. Here, we extend the action of the
matter fields by an arbitrary function f(D) of the determinants of their energy-momentum, and the
metric, D = |det.T |/|det.g|. We derive the gravitational field equations and examine the nonlinear
terms induced by the determinant, specifically, the inverse of the energy-momentum tensor. We
also show that these extensions require a nonzero stress-energy tensor for the vacuum. We propose
a scale-free model, f(D) = λD1/4, and show how it induces the familiar invariant terms formed by
the trace of the energy-momentum tensor by expanding the action around the stress-energy of the
vacuum. We study the hydrostatic equilibrium equations for a neutron star by providing relevant
values of the dimensionless constant λ. We show that the differences from the predictions of general
relativity, in the mass-radius relations, which are sensitive to the equations of state, are conspicuous
for λ ∼ −10−2. We also show that the model does not affect the predictions on the primordial
nucleosynthesis when it is applied to the early radiation era. This novel and unfamiliar type of
gravity-matter coupling can lead to a rich phenomenology in gravitational physics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Despite the great success of General Relativity (GR)
as a theory of gravity, it is still facing various challenges.
Theoretical problems such as spacetime singularities and
the incomplete description of the theory itself at the
quantum level, as well as from the observational data
which brings to the forefront the problems of the dark
sector, may be an indication to the need for going be-
yond GR [1–3].

There have been many attempts to modify GR in the
last few years. First of all, gravity, as presently under-
stood, is identified by the curvature of spacetime which
in turn results from the distribution of matter fields via
their energy-momentum tensor Tµν . Therefore, there are
ways to modify GR either from the pure geometric (cur-
vature) or from the matter (energy-momentum) parts.

One line of thought seeks to modify the geometric sec-
tor solely and consider scalar curvature invariant terms
added to the Einstein-Hilbert action. The resulting the-
ories such as the famous f(R) gravity have been exten-
sively studied and considered for a possible explanation
of various cosmological problems [4]. The other line of
thought is to modify the matter sector. In this way, the
extension largely follows from the energy-momentum ten-
sor of matter fields by adding a general function of its
trace T or its square TµνT

µν . Among these, are the famil-
iar f(R, T, TµνT

µν , . . .) constructed from both spacetime
curvature R and the stress-energy momentum tensor [5].

The shared property of all these terms is that they
are formed by contracting spacetime indices, a standard
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procedure that allows the covariant character of the the-
ories to manifest both generally and locally. However, it
is known that the determinant of the spacetime metric
tensor is also crucial for the overall actions to be gener-
ally invariant. It turns out that not only the metric but
any tensor of second rank can be considered. Thereby,
the determinant of rank-two tensors are supported by the
principle of general invariance, and therefore are allowed
in the generalized gravitational actions unless forbidden
by a specific symmetry.

For instance, the square-root of the determinant of
the Ricci tensor (usually referred to Eddington action)
leads to the same field equations which can be derived
from the standard Einstein-Hilbert action. Interestingly,
the Ricci-determinant can be combined with the metric-
determinant to finally form a scalar that is also relevant
to gravity [6, 7]. Motivated by these determinant-based
constructions, it is worth considering the matter sector
as well by establishing a new type of matter-geometry
interaction through its stress-energy momentum tensor.

In this paper, we will consider the determinant of the
energy-momentum tensor |det.T | for the possible ex-
tension of the matter sector. The common practice is
to build the volume element from the metric density,
|det.g|1/2 as in GR, and therefore gravity from the de-
terminant of the energy momentum will be based on a
general function f(D) of the scalar D = |det.T |/|det.g|.

Besides the fundamental difference from the usual ex-
tensions, the presence of the determinant will induce the
inverse of the energy-momentum of matter fields in the
equations of motion. In the cosmological context where
the sources are approximated by perfect fluids, this con-
tribution will in turn induce the inverse of the equation
of state of the species [8]. Generally speaking, the inverse
of the energy-momentum tensor is defined only when the
determinant does not vanish everywhere, and therefore
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one has to consider the nonzero vacuum energy (the cos-
mological constant) in the absence of matter fields. Thus,
at large scales, the solutions of these models are not com-
pletely flat but (anti-) de Sitter spacetimes.

After setting up the general framework, we propose a
specific model in which the coupling constant is dimen-
sionless, i.e. f(D) = λD1/4. We adapt the resulting field
equation for a static spherically symmetric background
and study the corresponding stellar structure. In order
to constrain our coupling constant, we apply the model
to the famed mass-radius relation of a neutron star. The
latter has been a viable accommodation for testing grav-
ity models at the strong field regime. However, since the
equation of state is not rigorously constrained, we will
study our model through various, mainly four different
equations of state. We will solve the stellar structure
equations numerically, and based on the resulting mass-
radius relations we show how the predictions of our model
become distinguishable from those of GR. This obviously
depends on the strength of matter-gravity coupling in-
duced by the determinant of the stress energy. Guided
by the maximum measured mass and radius of the neu-
tron star, we deduce the relevant constraints on the free
parameter of the model. We will also highlight the pos-
sible effects on primordial nucleosynthesis.

The rest of the article is organized as follows: in sec-
tion II A we set up the general formalism starting from
the action principle that includes the determinant of
the energy-momentum. In section II C, we propose the
scale-independent model and apply it to the perfect fluid
sources. We then study the stellar structure in III B and
conclude in section IV.

II. GRAVITY FROM THE DETERMINANT OF
THE ENERGY-MOMENTUM

A. Gravitational action and the field equations

In this section, we will introduce our total gravitational
action which includes the standard GR action (Einstein-
Hilbert) plus matter and extend it with the determinant
of the energy-momentum. We will derive the associated
field equations by varying the action with respect to the
main field (the metric tensor.) This can also be realized
in the Palatini formalism if the GR action is written in
terms of both metric and a symmetric connection as in-
dependent variables. In this paper, we will be interested
only in the former. The invariant action reads

S =

∫
d4x
√
|det.g|

{
1

2κ
(R− 2Λ0) + Lm[g]

}
+

∫
d4x
√
|det.g| f(D), (1)

where κ = 8πG, with G being Newton’s constant. In the
first line of this action we have the Ricci scalar R, the
cosmological constant Λ0, and the Lagrangian density of
matter fields Lm[g]. The latter describes the minimal

coupling of matter to gravity, i.e. through only the met-
ric. The novel quantity in the above action is f(D) which
is a general function of the scalar

D ≡ |det.T |
|det.g|

. (2)

where det.T is the determinant of the energy-momentum
tensor Tαβ . This is given by its definition

det.T =
1

4!
εαβγρεᾱβ̄γ̄ρ̄TαᾱTββ̄Tγγ̄Tρρ̄, (3)

where εαβγρ is the anti-symmetric Levi-Civita (permuta-
tion) symbol. Like the determinant of any second rank
tensor, the quantity (3) transforms identically to det.g,
thus, the quantity D transforms like a scalar and then the
total action is invariant under general coordinate trans-
formation.

In varying the action, one has to take into account that
the energy-momentum depends on the metric, hence, it
is worth giving the expression for the variation of its de-
terminant. This reads

δgdet.T = det.T
(
T inv

)µν
δgTµν , (4)

where
(
T inv

)µν
is the inverse of Tµν such that(

T inv
)να

Tµα = δνµ, and it is given by its definition as

(
T inv

)µν
=

1

3!

1

det.T
εµαβγενᾱβ̄γ̄TαᾱTββ̄Tγγ̄ . (5)

Therefore, by varying the total action (1), the gravita-
tional field equations are obtained as

Gµν = −Λ0gµν + κTµν + κf(D)gµν + 2κDf ′(D)Tµν
(6)

where Gµν is the Einstein tensor, Tµν = Lmgµν −
2δLm/δgµν is the energy-momentum tensor of matter,
and f ′(D) = df/dD. The last term is given by

Tµν =−gµν + Lm

(
T inv
µν −

1

2
gµνT

inv

)
+

1

2
T invTµν

+2(T inv)αβ
δ2Lm

δgαβδgµν
. (7)

where T inv is the trace of (T inv)µν (not to be con-
fused with the inverse of the trace of Tµν), and T inv

µν =

gαµgβν
(
T inv

)αβ
.

Therefore, invoking the determinant of the stress-
energy tensor in the gravitational action modifies the
Einstein’s field equations as follows:

• First, the geometrical part (curvature terms) is not
altered since matter field are assumed to be cou-
pled only to the metric. Then, the Bianchi iden-
tity, ∇µGµν = 0, can be easily applied. How-
ever, this will certainly lead to an extended energy-
momentum conservation equation.
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• An important contribution to the modified mat-
ter sector originates from the inverse of the energy-
momentum tensor. Hence, the determinant of the
energy-momentum tensor should not vanish. This
is guaranteed if one considers the non-vanishing
cosmological constant which is highly supported by
observations. Indeed, the total energy-momentum
tensor contains, in addition to matter fields’
sources, the stress-energy tensor of the vacuum.

T (tot)
µν = T (vac)

µν + T (i)
µν , (8)

where T
(i)
µν is the energy-momentum tensor of all

fluid types (matter and radiation) in the universe.

The tensor T
(vac)
µν = Egµν is the stress-energy of

the vacuum where E being the vacuum energy den-
sity. The latter contains the bare cosmological con-
stant Λ0 and all non-vanishing contributions from
the ground states of the quantum fields as well as
from phase transitions (see Refs [9] for detailed re-
views). Cosmological observations imply a value
around 10−10 erg/cm3 but not zero for the vacuum
energy density. Thus, even in the absence of mat-

ter (and radiation) sources, i.e., when T
(i)
µν = 0,

the energy-momentum tensor and its determinant
do not vanish thanks to the cosmological constant
term (the vacuum energy).

B. The case of perfect fluids

Before proposing any particular model f(D), one can
calculate and examine the quantity D in terms of all
sources of gravity at hand. If the latter are described by
perfect fluids then one writes

Tµν =
∑
a

(ρa + Pa)uµuν +
∑
a

Pagµν , (9)

which contains all the content of the universe, namely,
nonrelativistic matter and radiation as well as the vac-
uum (cosmological constant).

With all the contributions, one finds

D =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(∑

a

ρa

)(∑
a

Pa

)3
∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (10)

We notice here that unlike the case of models extended
by functions of the trace or the square of the energy-
momentum, the contribution of the pressure controls this
new quantity at the level of the action. However, it is
worth noticing again that the inverse of both pressure and
energy density will come out due to the emergence of the
inverse of the energy-momentum after the variation of the
action. That being said, we should emphasize again that,
in general, the total energy-momentum tensor involves a
nonzero vacuum energy. In fact, the last expression of

the determinant can be written for matter and radiation
(a = i), and the vacuum (a = vac) as

D =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(∑

i

ρi + E

)(∑
i

Pi − E

)3
∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (11)

Hence, for matter (or radiation) such as the case of the
interior of massive objects, the cosmological constant is
negligible, whilst in the vacuum (where ρi and Pi vanish),
the cosmological constant becomes important, and in this
case D = E4 is nonzero.

In the subsequent section we will propose a scale
free-model; the first model of the energy-momentum-
determinant gravity that we consider in practice.

C. Scale-free model

As in extended gravity theories, one may think of Dn

models where n does not need to be an integer. In con-
trast, dimensional analysis favors an inverse of an integer.
However, the high dimension of the determinant requires
a high dimensional constant for the action to be dimen-
sionless. With a mass scale M , this requires a general
model of the form

f(D) = M4(1−4n)Dn. (12)

Powers of D are not the only interesting models one may
consider. In fact, from the field equations (6) we notice
the presence of the term Df ′(D) which can be absorbed
by a logarithmic model, and leads to a simple dynamics.

Nevertheless, as a first application of our setup based
on the energy-momentum determinant, we will consider
the scale-independent model, n = 1/4 and M0 ≡ λ (a
dimensionless constant) which takes the form

f(D) = λD1/4. (13)

Based on the generic case we studied above, the model
(13) is worth studying because it is the only resulting case
that does not require a higher (mass) dimensional con-
stant in the gravitational action (1). Additionally, with
the non-vanishing stress-energy of the vacuum (see the
above discussion), this particular model can lead to in-
teresting implications. In fact, the determinant structure
(13) can induce the familiar invariant terms formed by
the trace of the energy-momentum tensor as an approx-
imation. This can be realized if we expand the energy-
momentum tensor around the stress-energy of the vac-
uum as

Tµν → Egµν + Tµν , (14)

where Tµν is a small perturbation.
This leads to

det.T ' E4 × det.g ×

{
1+

T νν
E

+

(
T νν
2E

)2

−
T νβT

β
ν

2E2

+O
(
T νν
E

)3
}
, (15)
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and finally

D1/4 ' E+
1

4
T +

(
1

16E

)
T 2 −

(
1

8E

)
TµνT

µν

+O(T/E)3. (16)

The first term in this expansion is the vacuum energy
with a theoretical estimation of E ∼ Λ4

UV, where ΛUV

being an Ultra-Violet cutoff, defined as the energy scale
up to which one trusts quantum field theory. At the
level of the action (1), this term would simply contribute
to the cosmological constant. The terms proportional
to the trace of the energy-momentum tensor have been
considered separately in the literature as possible mod-
els to be applied to cosmology and astrophysics, such as
the f(R, T ) and energy-momentum squared gravity [5].
These models seem to arise from the determinant struc-
ture we proposed here.

Next, we will explore the astrophysical implication of
this model where we will focus on the stellar structure for
neutron stars. We will give a thorough phenomenological
study and examine the new effects by putting relevant
constraints on our free parameter.

III. ASTROPHYSICAL IMPLICATION

In this section we restrict the study to the interior of a
neutron star where the cosmological term is ignored com-
pared to matter. To simplify the calculation, we simply
use ρi = ρ and Pi = P for the single fluid describing the
star. Then, from (11), one writes D = ρP 3 which does
not vanish inside the star.

In this case, the gravitational field equations (6) read
(taking κ = 1)

Gµν =(ρ+ P )uµuν + Pgµν

+λD1/4

{
gµν +

(
1 +

P

4ρ
+

3ρ

4P

)
uµuν

}
(17)

However, as stated above, outside the star the energy-
momentum tensor will be described in terms of the cos-
mological constant. In this vacuum case, the Lagrangian
Lvac = P vac = −E and the energy-momentum tensor
T vac
µν = Egµν . Hence, one can easily show that the gravi-

tational action (1) leads to the field equations in vacuum

Gµν = −Λeff gµν , (18)

where

Λeff = Λ0 + κ(1− λ)E (19)

is simply a nonzero effective cosmological term.
If the contribution to the vacuum energy comes only

from the bare cosmological constant Λ0, i.e., when E =
Λ0/κ, one would simply have Λeff = (1 − λ)Λ0. Here,
the factor of two in Λ0 that would arise from the second
term in (19) is ignored because in this case the (similar)
contributions from the Lagrangian Lvac and the term Λ0

in the action describe the same source.

The nonzero effective cosmological constant (19) im-
plies (anti-) de Sitter spacetime solution.

A. Weak-field limit

The weak field limit (or the Newtonian regime) of the
previous equations will be derived now by considering
small perturbations about all the quantities. We expand
the energy density and pressure around their background
values ρ̄ and P̄ as

ρ→ ρ̄+ ρ, P → P̄ + P, (20)

and apply that for the perturbed spacetime metric in
which the time-time component is given by the Newto-
nian potential |Φ| � 1 as g00 ' −1− 2Φ.

In the weak field limit, one considers tiny stresses Tij
(or pressure) compared to the energy density T00, i.e.
|Tij |/T00 � 1. Therefore, we will neglect all the terms
proportional to P/ρ for both the background and first
order terms. To that end, at first order, the time-time
component of the gravitational equations (17) reads

∇2Φ = 4πGN

(
1 +

3λ

4

( ρ̄
P̄

)1/4
)
ρ (21)

which describes the deviation from the standard Poisson
equation when λ 6= 0.

It is worth noting here that, unlike most of the famil-
iar modified theories, this deviation is proportional to the
inverse of the pressure which results from the inverse of
the stress-energy tensor. This contribution is significant
in the case of small pressure (compared to the energy
density) as in the case of the Solar system which we con-
sider here. The quantity ρ̄/P̄ in the second term can be
constrained from the strength of the Newtonian gravi-
tational potential of the Solar system which is nowhere
larger than 10−5 [11]. In fact, the pressure to which the
system is subjected is comparable to ρ|Φ|, hence, one has

P̄

ρ̄
∼ |Φ| ∼ 10−5, (22)

which leads to the modified Poisson equation

∇2Φ ' 4πGN
(
1 + 0.13× 102λ

)
ρ. (23)

In the following section we study the stellar struc-
ture equations for a neutron star based on the energy-
momentum determinant gravity model.

B. Stellar structure equations for a neutron star

In what follows we apply our field equations (17) to a
static spherically symmetric background

ds2 = −e2Φ(r) dt2+e2Ψ(r) dr2+r2 dθ2+r2 sin2 θ dφ2 (24)

where Φ(r) and Ψ(r) are functions of the radial coordi-
nate.
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The following main equations can be easily derived by
the same method used in GR [12]. The main differences
are in the right hand side of (17) which includes the non-
linear terms in the energy density and pressure. There-
fore, we find it unnecessary to put here all the details of
the derivation.

Using the field equations (17), one finds the equation
for the potential Φ(r) as

dΦ

dr
=
m+ 4πr3P

r(r − 2m)
+ λD1/4

(
4πr3

r(r − 2m)

)
, (25)

where we have introduced the mass m(r) of the sphere
of radius r.

As we have seen previously, outside the star (at large
r), the spacetime approaches not the flat but (anti) de
Sitter solution due to the presence of the cosmological
constant. Hence, the exterior vacuum solution implies

e2Ψ(r) =

(
1− 2M

r
+

Λeff

3
r2

)−1

. (26)

Needless to say, although the term Λeff is required in our
theories in order to prevent the inverse of the energy-
momentum from going singular, its effect however is
purely cosmological, thus it must not affect the stellar
structure.

On the other hand, the radial component of (17) gives
the equation for the mass as

dm

dr
= 4πr2ρ

{
1 +

λ

4
D1/4

(
P

ρ2
+

1

P

)}
. (27)

The extended TOV equation is derived by applying
the Bianchi identity on (17). This in turn leads to a
generalized continuity equation from which one gets the
equation for the pressure

dP

dr
= −

{
m+ 4πr3P

r(r − 2m)
+ λD1/4 4πr3

r(r − 2m)

}
(ρ+ P )

×
{

1 +
λ

4
D1/4

(
1

ρ
+

3

P

)}
×
{

1 +
λ

4
D1/4

(
1

c2sρ
+

3

P

)}−1

, (28)

where c2s = dP/dρ is the speed of the sound wave.
The set of equations (27)-(28) describes the stellar

structure where their GR-limit is clearly understood for
λ = 0. We notice that the new contributions, induced
by the determinant of the stress-energy of matter, are
nonlinear in the energy density and pressure. Thus, an-
alytical expressions of these quantities cannot be found
easily. This necessitates a numerical solution which we
present below.

C. Constraints from neutron stars

In this section we will put a constraint on the coupling
constant λ by studying the effects of the scale-free model

(13) on the mass-radius relation of the neutron stars. The
latter have been used extensively in constraining various
models of gravity in strong field regimes [13].

Here, we briefly describe the numerical method used
to solve the hydrostatic equilibrium equations (27)-(28).
First, one has to close the system of equations by provid-
ing an equation of state relating pressure to the energy
density, P = P (ρ). In the case of neutron stars, the
equations of state of the dense matter is not accurately
constrained by the nucleon scattering experiments. Nev-
ertheless, with various assumptions on the compositions
and the nucleon-nucleon interactions, several equations
of state are provided [14]. In our case, we will solve
the main equations for four different equations of state,
namely, AP4 [15], SLY4 [16], MPA1 [17], and MS1 [18],
by inspecting the effects of the novel contributions for
each case.

For the numerical solution, we use the second order
Runge-Kutta method (midpoint method). We also use
the adaptive radial step-sizes [19]

∆r = 0.01

(
1

m

dm

dr
− 1

P

dP

dr

)−1

, (29)

which is adapted via the local mass and pressure gra-
dients.

This technique permits for acceptable radial resolution
at the regions of high pressure gradients. Furthermore,
we keep the steps up to 103 cm, but not larger. First,
we choose a central pressure Pc (at the origin r = 0)
and m(0) = 0 as a boundary condition for our system.
We then integrate outwards up to the surface of the star
where the pressure takes a very small value. We take
for the surface pressure P ∼ 1010 dyne/cm2 which can
be considered negligible compared to the pressure at the
center, but yet is non-vanishing.

This point corresponds to the radius of the star R and
its total mass M . Last but not least, we obtain both mass
and radius by varying the central pressure from 3× 1033

to 9×1036 dyne cm−2. Since our equations include a free
parameter, we repeat the above process for various values
of λ, and the above equations of state.

An important condition on λ can be found from the
requirement that the mass m(r) should increase while
integrating outwards starting from the center. There-
fore, for general energy density and pressure, dm/dr > 0
implies{

1− ρ+ P

2ρ

(
1 +

3ρ− P
2P

)}(
P

ρ

) 3
4

λ < 1. (30)

At the center of a typical neutron star one has P/ρ ∼
0.2 which leads to λ > −0.8. Therefore, the constraints
on λ from the measurements of the mass-radius relation
(see below) must not fall below this negative value.

In Figure 1, we have depicted the mass of the neutron
star versus its radius for both GR and the model (13)
for different values of λ and for four different equations
of state. In all four cases, we notice that the departure
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FIG. 1. Mass vs. radius of neutron stars from model (13). Each panel corresponds to a different equation of state. The gray
shaded region corresponds to R < 2GM/c2 (Black hole). The maximum measured mass M = 2.14+0.10

−0.09 for a neutron star

[20] is shown by the horizontal line. The measured radius R = 12.391.30
−0.98 km [20] is illustrated by the cyan colored shaded

region. Departure from GR is clear for values around λ ∼ −10−2 for all the cases. However, the model is compatible with the
maximum measured mass and radius in the case of MPA1.

from GR becomes conspicuous starting from values λ .
−10−2. However, this deviation from GR falls within
the region of the maximum measured mass and radius
of a neutron star PSR J0740+6620, M = 2.14+0.10

−0.09 and

R = 12.391.30
−0.98 km [20], for the case MPA1.

D. Effects on the big bang nucleosynthesis

One of the most important predictions of the standard
hot big bang cosmology is the determination of the abun-
dances of the light elements formed in the early universe.
Below we discuss briefly the possible deviations from the
standard big bang-predicted abundances for D and 4He.



7

The possible deviations can be described by the ex-
pansion rate parameter S ≡ H/HSBBN, where H is the
Hubble parameter associated to the present model and
HSBBN for the standard big bang nucleosynthesis [21].
These parameters are calculated during the early radia-
tion era where the energy density of the universe is dom-
inated by relativistic particles.

From the gravitational field equations (17), one can
show that the energy density of the radiation evolves with
the redshift z as [8]

ρr = ρr0(1 + z)
4+10×(1/3)3/4λ

1+7×(1/3)7/4λ , (31)

whereas the expansion rate is given by

3H2 = κ

(
1 +

7

3

(
1

3

)4/3

λ

)
ρr. (32)

The changes from the standard big bang nucleosynthesis
arise when S 6= 1 where

S =
2
(
9 + 7× 31/4λ

)
3
(
6 + 5× 31/4λ

) . (33)

In [22], a limited range on the baryon density and
the parameter S are provided as 4 . η10 . 8 and
0.85 . S . 1.15, respectively. Interestingly, the values of
λ predicted from the mass-radius relations of the neutron
star (see Figure 1 above) are compatible with this range.
Hence, the scale-free model in (13) does not alter the cos-
mological constraints on the abundances of the light ele-
ments although it leads to deviations from the standard
hot big bang nucleosynthesis. We leave the thourough
study of more cosmological implications of this model to
a separate work [8].

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have considered a new type of matter-
gravity coupling which is based on the determinant of the
energy-momentum of matter fields. The main motivation
is inherited from the fact that, like scalar invariant terms
which are formed by contracting the covariant indices,
the determinantal actions (mainly second rank tensors)
also stands useful in curved spactimes.

In a general framework, we have extended the standard
matter Lagrangian by an arbitrary function f(D) that in-
volves the determinant of the energy-momentum and the
metric so that the overall quantity, D ≡ |det.T |/|det.g|,

transforms as a scalar under the general coordinate trans-
formations. We have derived the most general field equa-
tions from the action principle and examined the effects
of the new terms induced by the determinant. Unlike the
familiar extensions of gravity, we noticed the emergence
of the inverse of the stress-energy tensor. We have dis-
cussed how the theory coincides with general relativity
plus an effective cosmological constant in the case where
the energy-momentum involves only the vacuum energy.

To apply the work to an astrophysical phenomenon,
we have proposed a model in which the free parameter is
a dimensionless constant, i.e. a scale-independent model
where f(D) = λD1/4. When matter fields are approxi-
mated to perfect fluids, we have seen that, as expected,
the novel contribution are nonlinear in the energy den-
sity and pressure, and involve their inverse. We derived
the hydrostatic equilibrium equations and solved them
numerically by assuming various equations of state for a
neutron star. Then, we have presented our predictions in
plots showing the important mass-radius relation for dif-
ferent values of the coupling constant λ. In this respect,
we have focused on values that bring out noticeable de-
parture from the predictions of general relativity, namely,
values around λ ∼ −10−2.

We have also shed light on the possible effects of the
scale-free model on the predictions of primordial nucle-
osynthesis. In this regard, we have shown that although
the model must bring out slight deviations from the
abundances of light elements predicted by the standard
big bang nucleosynthesis, it still fits with observation. A
separate work will be devoted to a more detailed study
of the cosmological implications of this model [8].

Gravity models where matter fields enter the ac-
tion principle through its determinant can lead to more
interesting phenomenology. Therefore, various scale-
dependent models different than the one presented here
must be explored in various theoretical and phenomeno-
logical contexts. On the other hand, the rapid growth
of the gravitational wave astronomy via LIGO, LISA,
and other experiments is expected to probe precisely the
gravitational physics [23]. This will provide a test for the
validity of various extended theories of gravity including
the stress-energy determinant gravity we explored in the
present work [24].
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[6] H. Azri, K. Y. Ekşi, C. Karahan and S. Nasri, Ricci-
Determinant gravity: Dynamical aspects and astrophysi-
cal implications, Phys. Rev. D 104, no.6, 064049 (2021)

[7] S. Chakraborty and T. Padmanabhan, Eddington gravity
with matter: An emergent perspective, Phys. Rev. D 103,
no. 6, 064033 (2021).

[8] to be submitted (2022).
[9] J. Martin, Everything You Always Wanted To Know

About The Cosmological Constant Problem (But Were
Afraid To Ask), Comptes Rendus Physique 13, 566-665
(2012); S. M. Carroll, The Cosmological constant, Liv-
ing Rev. Rel. 4, 1 (2001); S. Weinberg, The Cosmological
Constant Problem, Rev. Mod. Phys. 61, 1-23 (1989).

[10] O. Bertolami, F. S. N. Lobo and J. Paramos, Non-
minimum coupling of perfect fluids to curvature,” Phys.
Rev. D 78, 064036 (2008)

[11] C. M. Will,Theory and Experiment in Gravitational
Physics, Cambridge University Press (2018).

[12] C. W. Misner, K. S. Thorne and J. A. Wheeler, Gravita-
tion, W. H. Freeman, San Francisco, 1973.

[13] P. Pani, E. Berti, V. Cardoso and J. Read, Compact
stars in alternative theories of gravity. Einstein-Dilaton-
Gauss-Bonnet gravity, Phys. Rev. D 84, 104035 (2011);
C. Deliduman, K. Y. Eksi and V. Keles, Neutron star so-
lutions in perturbative quadratic gravity, JCAP 05, 036
(2012); K. V. Staykov, D. D. Doneva, S. S. Yazadjiev
and K. D. Kokkotas, Slowly rotating neutron and strange

stars in R2 gravity, JCAP 10, 006 (2014); S. Capozziello,
M. De Laurentis, R. Farinelli and S. D. Odintsov, Mass-
radius relation for neutron stars in f(R) gravity, Phys.

Rev. D 93, no.2, 023501 (2016); Ö. Akarsu, J. D. Bar-
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