
ar
X

iv
:2

21
2.

11
62

0v
1 

 [
gr

-q
c]

  2
2 

D
ec

 2
02

2

Equilibrium of slowly rotating polytropes in modified theories of gravity
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A general formalism to find the density profile of a slowly rotating stellar object in modified
gravity is presented. We derive a generic Lane-Emden equation and its analytical solution for a
wide class of modified theories of gravity.

1. INTRODUCTION

A polytropic equation of state (EoS) turns out to be
a useful approximation to describe matter properties in
substellar and stellar objects, as well as neutron stars. It
has a simple form

P = Kρ1+
1

n , (1.1)

relating stellar density ρ to the pressure P , where K and
n are polytropic parameters or functions, taking different
expressions and values being dependent upon the class of
stellar objects we are considering. Because of that, it al-
lows one to analyze, often analytically, a given astrophys-
ical object in modified theories of gravity [1–4] before ap-
plying a more complex approach, with more realistic mi-
crophysics. However, even with such a simple form, many
sophisticated processes can be hidden in this EoS. The
most important one is the electron degeneracy, crucial in
modelling some layers of the Sun [5, 6] and other Main Se-
quence stars [7, 8], low-mass stars [9–11], brown dwarfs,
and giant exoplanets [12] as well as white dwarfs [13–18].
Another improvement which can also be incorporated
into microphysics modelling and then rewritten in the
polytropic form are strongly coupled plasma [19], finite
gas temperatures with phase transition points between
metallic hydrogen and molecular state [20]. Moreover, a
merger of the third-order finite strain Birch-Murgnagham
equation of state [21] with Thomas-Fermi-Dirac one [22–
26] turns out to be also approximated by the polytropic
EoS [27], which is suitable to describe matter behaviour
in cold low-mass spheres such as terrestrial planets.

The set of following equations: polytropic EoS (1.1),
Poisson equation (G is the Newton’s gravitational con-
stant, with U being the gravitational potential)

∇2U = −4πGρ, (1.2)

together with the equation of hydrostatic equilibrium
in Newtonian gravity, both considered in the spherical-
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symmetric spacetime

1

r2
d

dr

(

r2
dU

dr

)

= −4πGρ (1.3)

dP

dr
= ρ

dU

dr
(1.4)

can be rewritten into the Lane-Emden equation (LEE)

1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dθ

dξ

)

= −θn, (1.5)

where θ is a function of ξ, satisfying the boundary con-
ditions θ(0) = 1, θ′(0) = 0, with ′ denoting derivative
with respect to ξ. To do so, one needs to introduce the
dimensionless variables θ and ξ, such that

ρ = ρcθ
n, r = rcξ with r2c =

K(n+ 1)ρ
( 1

n
−1)

c

4πG
.

(1.6)
where ρc denotes the central density. The solution of the
LEE with a particular value of the polytropic index n and
polytropic constant K provides the total stellar massM ,
stellar radius R, and the density profile (1.6), pressure
(1.1), temperature T as well as the core quantities ρc
and Tc:

M = 4πr3cρcωn, R = γn

(

K

G

)
n

3−n

M
1−n

n−3 , (1.7)

ρc = δn

(

3M

4πR3

)

, T = Tcθ = K
mHµ

kB
ρ

1

n

c θ, (1.8)

where kB is Boltzmann’s constant, mH is the mass of
Hydrogen atom, and µ being the mean molecular weight
while

ωn = −ξ21
dθ

dξ

∣

∣

∣

ξ=ξ1

, (1.9)

γn = (4π)
1

n−3 (n+ 1)
n

3−nω
n−1

3−n

n ξ1, (1.10)

δn = −
ξ1

3 dθ
dξ
|ξ=ξ1

. (1.11)

For more properties, see [28].
On the other hand, modified theories of gravity (MG)

often introduce additional terms to Poisson equation [11,
29–32], which we can write in a generic form as:

1

r2
d

dr

(

r2
dU

dr

)

= −4πGρ+ LVmod0(r), (1.12)
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where the modification term LVmod0(r) is a general func-
tion being different for different classes of modified grav-
ity theories. As before, introducing to it the polytropic
EoS (1.1), the pressure balance equation (1.4) along with
the dimensionless quantities (1.6), we can write down the
modified Lane-Emden equation (MLEE)

1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dθ

dξ

)

= −θn + gmod0(ξ) (1.13)

where the extra term appearing in the above

gmod0 =
LVmod0

4πGρc
(1.14)

is a dimensionless term induced by a given MG.
So far, most of the stellar and substellar objects have

been studied in MG with some form of polytropic EoS,
however in the spherical-symmetric spacetime (for re-
view, see [30, 33, 34]). In order to obtain limiting masses,
such as, for instance, the Chandrasekhar mass-limit of
white dwarfs [16, 35–43], the minimum Main Sequence
mass [44–47], minimum mass for deuterium burning [48],
Jeans [49] and opacity mass [50], the authors were using
the considered EoS. To constrain models of gravity with
the use of seismic data from stars [5, 6], and rocky plan-
ets [51–53], polytropic EoS was also applied to describe
at least some of the object’s layers. In a similar manner,
to obtain light elements’ abundances [54], the polytrope
was also adopted, the same as in the evolutionary phases
of various astrophysical objects [55–65].
Although the astrophysical objects rotate, rotating

polytropes [66–72] (for the second order approxima-
tion, see [73]) have not been studied widely in the non-
relativistic framework of MG. Several studies of stellar
rotation in MG in the relativistic framework are found in
the literature. Rotating neutron stars have been studied
in the context of various MG theories using polytropic
equation of state such as scalar-tensor theories [74], dila-
tonic Einstein–Gauss–Bonnet theory [75], and Rastall’s
gravity [76]. In the relativistic context [77, 78] one usu-
ally uses the numerical approach, which is even more
inevitable in the case of modifications introduced to the
Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equation by MG (for re-
view, see [30] and references therein). Because of this
poorly studied branch, we are going to look for an ana-
lytic density profile given for a wide class of MG in the
non-relativistic regime. Interestingly, MG’s effects in the
stellar interior are prominent even in the non-relativistic
limit.
The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we

provide a form of the modified Lane-Emden equation for
a rotating polytrope together with its analytical solu-
tion. Those are given for a wide class of modified theo-
ries of gravity, which satisfies three specific conditions as
demonstrated in the further part of the section. Section 3
is devoted to specific examples of MG, which allows us to
put forward a corollary on the conditions to be satisfied
by a modified Poisson equation, such that the presented
formalism is valid. We draw our conclusions in section 4.

2. ANALYTIC DERIVATION FOR THE

DENSITY PROFILE OF A SLOWLY ROTATING

STELLAR OBJECT IN MODIFIED THEORIES

OF GRAVITY

In this section, we present the analytical formalism
to incorporate slow rotation in any modified theories of
gravity in general. We would be specifically following the
approach of [66]. Therefore, we will consider the rotation
of the object to be along the Z-axis of the 3D Cartesian
coordinate system, with the uniform angular speed de-
noted by ω. In polar coordinates {r, µ, φ}, where r is the
radial coordinate, and µ(= cosϑ), φ being the angular
coordinates, the equations of mechanical equilibrium are
as follows:

∂P

∂r
= ρ

∂V

∂r
+ ρω2r(1 − µ2) , (2.1)

∂P

∂µ
= ρ

∂V

∂µ
− ρω2r2µ (2.2)

with φ being neglected on account of axial symmetry, and
abiding by the convention of [66], V is chosen to be the
negative of the gravitational potential energy. Although
no additional terms due to modified gravity theories ap-
pear explicitly in Eq. (2.1) and (2.2), the potential V
inherently captures the effect of MG. However, in modi-
fied gravity theories the Poisson equation gets modified,
as can be seen, for example, from [29], [79], and [80]

∇2V = −4πGρ+ LVmod(r, µ). (2.3)

In the above Eq. (2.3), we refer to the modification term
LVmod(r, µ) as a general function, without mentioning
its actual form; the form is going to be different for dif-
ferent classes of modified gravity theories. The µ depen-
dence in the modification term is induced by the rotation,
i.e., in the absence of rotation the modification term will
solely depend upon the radial coordinate r1, leading to
Eq.(1.12). Therefore, regarding the matter description,
we take the total pressure P inside a rotating stellar ob-
ject to be related to its density ρ = ρ(r, µ) by means of
a polytropic relation:

P (r, µ) = Kρ1+
1

n . (2.4)

We emphasize the fact that the pressure and density are
functions of both the radial as well as the angular coor-
dinate in presence of rotation-induced asymmetry. Anal-
ogously to the non-rotating case, we can introduce the
dimensionless variables Θ and ξ, such that

ρ = ρcΘ
n, r = rcξ with r2c =

K(n+ 1)ρ
( 1

n
−1)

c

4πG
(2.5)

1 For example in beyond-Horndeski, the density perturbation to
the FRW metric is in general spherically symmetric in the ab-
sence of rotation.
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where Θ is a function of both ξ and µ. It should be noted
that Eq.(2.5) is similar to Eq.(1.6), other than θ(ξ) being
replaced by Θ(ξ, µ).
To go further, let us propose the following:

Proposition: Let θ = θ(ξ) be a solution of the mod-
ified Lane-Emden equation (1.13) of the non-rotating
polytrope (1.1) and Θ = Θ(ξ, µ) of the rotating one (2.4)
in the polar coordinates. Then, the Lane-Emden equa-
tion for a rotating polytrope with the uniform angular
speed ω in modified gravity is given by

1

ξ2
∂

∂ξ

(

ξ2
∂Θ

∂ξ

)

+
1

ξ2
∂

∂µ

(

(1− µ2)
∂Θ

∂µ

)

= v + gmod(ξ, µ)−Θn (2.6)

where v = ω2/2πGρc is a dimensionless parameter,
which is a measure of the outward centrifugal force com-
pared to the self-gravity of the rotating polytrope, while
gmod(ξ, µ) = LVmod/4πGρc is the dimensionless modifi-
cation term depending on a given theory of gravity in
general.

Proof:

The Poisson equation (2.3) in polar coordinates takes the
form

1

r2
∂

∂r

(

r2
∂V

∂r

)

+
1

r2
∂

∂µ

(

(1− µ2)
∂V

∂µ

)

= −4πGρ+ LVmod(r, µ). (2.7)

Using the mechanical equilibrium equations (2.1), (2.2),
along with the polytropic EoS (2.4) and Eq.(2.5), the
Poisson equation (2.7) reduces to the modified Lane-
Emden equation (MLEE)

1

ξ2
∂

∂ξ

(

ξ2
∂Θ

∂ξ

)

+
1

ξ2
∂

∂µ

(

(1− µ2)
∂Θ

∂µ

)

= v + gmod(ξ, µ)−Θn

Therefore, we have demonstrated the general form
of the MLEE for the rotating polytrope (2.6).

Q.E.D.

Note that for a given central density, the parameter v,
being the measure of the strength of rotation, will be the
expansion parameter for certain functions and solutions
in the sequel. Hereafter, such an exact form of the
modified Lane-Emden equation in the case of rotation
allows now to study rotating objects. Usually, one
solves this equation numerically. However, we may also
try to get the analytical solution - this is particularly
useful because one can track the effects of modified
gravity and easily compare it with the Newtonian case
[66]. Moreover, having an analytic solution allows us
to distinguish the modifications introduced by a given
theory of gravity from the other effects, like the ones

coming from, e.g. microphysics or other processes which
happen in the stellar and substellar interiors. Therefore,
let us propose the following theorem:

Theorem: If gmod(ξ, µ) can be expanded in terms of
the Legendre functions Pl(µ)’s as

gmod(ξ, µ) = gmod0(ξ) (2.8)

+ v

{

¯̃gmod(ξ)P0(µ) +
∞
∑

j=1

¯̃̄gmodj(ξ)Pj(µ)

}

,

where gmod0(ξ) is the non-rotating part, with ¯̃gmod(ξ),

and ¯̃̄gmodj(ξ) being the rotation induced ones, then the
solution Θ of the modified Lane-Emden equation in pres-
ence of slow rotation is

Θ(ξ, µ) = θ(ξ) (2.9)

+ v
[

ψ0(ξ) +A2ψ2(ξ)P2(µ)
]

,

where ψ0 and ψ2 satisfy the following equations:

1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dψ0

dξ

)

= −nθn−1ψ0 + 1 + ¯̃gmod(ξ), (2.10)

1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dψ2

dξ

)

=
( 6

ξ2
− nθn−1

)

ψ2 +
¯̃̄gmod2(ξ)

A2
, (2.11)

where

A2 = −
5

6

ξ21
[3ψ2(ξ1) + ξ1ψ

′

2(ξ1)]
, (2.12)

with ξ1 being the first zero of θ(ξ) while ′ denotes deriva-
tive with respect to ξ.

Proof:

Let us make the following choice for the modification
term gmod

gmod(ξ, µ) = gmod0(ξ) + vg̃mod(ξ, µ), (2.13)

where gmod0(ξ) is the standard modification term coming
from modified gravity theories in the non-rotating sce-
nario Eq.(1.13), while g̃mod(ξ, µ) is the correction term
appearing in the modified gravity theories when rotation
is taken into consideration. The above expansion will
enable us to extract out terms in orders of v, in the sub-
sequent calculations, as we will see shortly.
In order to find a solution to Eq.(2.6), we assume the

following form for Θ

Θ(ξ, µ) = θ(ξ) + vΨ(ξ, µ) + v2Φ(ξ, µ) (2.14)

where θ is the non-rotating solution, with Ψ and Φ being
the rotation induced correction terms. We are consider-
ing slow rotation where the effects arising from ω4 can
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be neglected. Therefore, we consistently work only up to
the first order in v. Putting Eq.(2.14) in Eq.(2.6), the
O(v0) gives back Eq.(1.13) as expected, while O(v) gives
the following equation

1

ξ2
∂

∂ξ

(

ξ2
∂Ψ

∂ξ

)

+
1

ξ2
∂

∂µ

(

(1− µ2)
∂Ψ

∂µ

)

= −nθn−1Ψ+ 1 + g̃mod(ξ, µ) (2.15)

Now, for a given stellar object (i.e. fixing n) and a theory
of modified gravity in non-rotating scenario (i.e. knowing
the form of gmod0(ξ)), we know the solution θ(ξ) from
Eq.(1.13). Therefore, all we need to find is the solution
Ψ(ξ, µ) from Eq.(2.15), in order to obtain the complete
solution Θ. For that, we assume the following form for
Ψ

Ψ(ξ, µ) = ψ0(ξ) +

∞
∑

j=1

Ajψj(ξ)Pj(µ) (2.16)

where Aj ’s are arbitrary constants and Pj(µ) corresponds
to Legendre function of index j, satisfying the Legendre
differential equation

∂

∂µ

(

(1 − µ2)
∂Pj

∂µ

)

+ j(j + 1)Pj = 0. (2.17)

Substituting Eq.(2.16) in Eq.(2.15) and using Eq.(2.17)
we get

0 =
[ 1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dψ0

dξ

)

+ nθn−1ψ0 − 1
]

+ g̃mod(ξ, µ)

+
∞
∑

j=1

Aj

[ 1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dψj

dξ

)

−
( j(j + 1)

ξ2
− nθn−1

)

ψj

]

Pj(µ)

(2.18)

From the above equation, it is clearly seen that the mod-
ification term g̃mod couples to the independent terms as-
sociated to the linearly independent Legendre functions,
and thus forbids their complete extraction and equating
them to zero. One possible way of averting the situation
is by having g̃mod of this particular form:

g̃mod(ξ, µ) = ¯̃gmod(ξ) +

∞
∑

j=1

¯̃̄gmodj(ξ)Pj(µ) (2.19)

Upon using Eq.(2.19) in Eq.(2.18) and equating coeffi-
cients of the linearly independent Legendre functions, we
get

1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dψ0

dξ

)

= −nθn−1ψ0 + 1 + ¯̃gmod(ξ) (2.20)

1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dψj

dξ

)

=
( j(j + 1)

ξ2
− nθn−1

)

ψj +
¯̃̄gmodj(ξ)

Aj

(2.21)

Now, for a given theory of modified gravity, upon know-
ing the explicit forms of ¯̃gmod(ξ) and ¯̃̄gmodj(ξ), one
can solve for ψ0 and ψj from the above Eq.(2.20) and
Eq.(2.21). At this point, it is important to mention that
solving Eq.(2.21) for ψj , seems improbable due to the ex-
istence of Aj , which is not known beforehand. However,
for such modified gravity theories, in which the modifica-
tion term ¯̃̄gmodj(ξ) inherently carries a factor of Aj , one
can solve for ψj . In sequel, we will show with examples
that it does happen for certain classes of modified gravity
theories.
Assuming for the time being that there exist modi-

fied gravity theories for which one can solve for ψ0 and
ψj ’s using the above set of equations (2.20) and (2.21),
we are still left with determining the unknown arbitrary
constants Aj ’s. For that we will first determine V in
terms of Aj ’s using Poisson equation and equations of
mechanical equilibrium. Now, at the stellar surface, this
V must correspond to a physically viable generic form
of the potential exterior (say, Vext) to the object. This
necessitates equating V with Vext as well as the radial-
derivative of V with that of Vext. Upon doing this, we
will obtain the coefficients Aj ’s in terms of the known so-
lutions. We explicitly develop the formalism as follows.
Poisson equation (2.7) in ξ, µ variables takes the form

(to the first order in v)

1

ξ2
∂

∂ξ

(

ξ2
∂V

∂ξ

)

+
1

ξ2
∂

∂µ

(

(1− µ2)
∂V

∂µ

)

(2.22)

= −(n+ 1)Kρ
1

n

c

[

θn + nθn−1v
{

ψ0 +

∞
∑

j=1

Ajψj(ξ)Pj(µ)
}]

In order to solve for V in the above equation, we develop
V in the form (to the first order in v)

V = U(ξ) + v
{

V0(ξ) +

∞
∑

j=1

Vj(ξ)Pj(µ)
}

, (2.23)

where U is the modified gravity potential of the
non-rotating configuration. Upon using Eq.(2.23) in
Eq.(2.22), and then equating O(v0) component and co-
efficients of Pj(µ) in O(v) component, we get

1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dU

dξ

)

= −R
{

θn − gmod0(ξ)
}

(2.24)

1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dV0
dξ

)

= −R
{

nθn−1ψ0 − ¯̃gmod(ξ)
}

(2.25)

1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dVj
dξ

)

−j(j+1)Vj = −R
{

nθn−1Ajψj−
¯̃̄gmodj(ξ)

}

,

(2.26)

where R := (n + 1)Kρ
1

n

c . Although, it appears that
one might not achieve analytic solutions to the above
set of equations, we will show that it is not true; we
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do get analytic forms of the potential functions U , V0,
and Vj ’s, after a little bit of algebra. At this point, it is
convenient to mention that obtaining the analytic forms
of the aforementioned functions is an integral part of
our entire formalism; had we not been able to obtain the
same, our entire analytic approach would have broken
down at this stage.

Using Eq.(1.13) in Eq.(2.24) we obtain

1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dU

dξ

)

=
R

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dθ

dξ

)

(2.27)

whereby we deduce

U = Rθ + const (2.28)

Although this analytic form looks exactly the same in
case of standard Newtonian gravity (see [66]), the dif-
ference lies in the fact that here θ, being solution to
Eq.(1.13), is implicitly carrying the information of the
modified gravity theory under consideration. Such an
information is also included in R, as it depends on ρc,
which is given by (1.8) and (1.11).
Using Eq.(2.20) in Eq.(2.25) and Eq.(2.21) in Eq.(2.26)

we obtain

1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dV0
dξ

)

= R
[ 1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dθ

dξ

)

− 1
]

, (2.29)

1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dVj
dξ

)

− j(j + 1)Vj (2.30)

= RAj

[ 1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dψj

dξ

)

−
j(j + 1)

ξ2
ψj

]

,

whereby we deduce

V0 = R
(

ψ0 −
1

6
ξ2
)

+ const, (2.31)

Vj = R
(

Ajψj +Bjξ
j
)

+ const, (2.32)

where Bj are arbitrary constants appearing from the reg-
ular solution of the Eq.(2.26). After rearranging terms
we get

V = R
[

Θ+ v
{

∞
∑

j=1

Bjξ
jPj(µ)−

1

6
ξ2
}]

, (2.33)

where once again we mention that although this ana-
lytic form looks exactly the same in case of standard
Newtonian gravity (see [66]), the information of modi-
fied gravity theory is carried implicitly by the solution
Θ, as pointed out above.
After converting the first relation of Eq.(2.2) into its

dimensionless form (by using Eq.(2.5) and Eq.2.4), we

substitute Eq.(2.33) for V in the same. Equating coeffi-
cients of Pj(µ) we obtain

Bj = 0 ∀ j 6= 2; B2 =
1

6
. (2.34)

Thus we have

V = R
[

Θ−
1

6
v
(

ξ2 − P2(µ)ξ
2
)]

+ const (2.35)

where the arbitrary constants Aj ’s contained within Θ
are still unknown. The Aj ’s now get determined by im-
plementing the condition of continuity of V as well as
its radial-derivative at the stellar surface. For that we
assume a particular form of the gravitational potential
exterior to the stellar surface

Vext = R
[C0

ξ
+ v

∞
∑

j=1

Cj

ξj+1
Pj(µ)

]

+ const, (2.36)

where Ci, i = {0, 1, ...} are arbitrary constants. Now,
since a rotating stellar object is oblate, it does not have
a single well defined radius defining the stellar surface.
On the other hand, analytic values of the stellar radii,
corresponding to different angular coordinates (let us call
them angular stellar radii), can only be obtained if one
has the complete solution Θ. Unfortunately, without
knowing Aj ’s one cannot obtain Θ and thus the angular
stellar radii. Thus with the spirit of analytic formalism,
we choose the first zero ξ1 of the Emden’s function cor-
responding to non-rotating modified gravity scenario as
the point where we enforce the continuity of the potential
and its radial-derivative in the rotating scenario i.e.,

V |ξ1 = Vext|ξ1 ,
∂V

∂ξ

∣

∣

∣

ξ1

=
∂Vext
∂ξ

∣

∣

∣

ξ1

(2.37)

Since we are considering slow rotation, where the degree
of oblateness is not high, this approximation is well jus-
tified. Now, implementing the aforementioned condition
Eq.(2.37) we get,

Aj = 0 ∀ j 6= 2; A2 = −
5

6

ξ21
[3ψ2(ξ1) + ξ1ψ

′

2(ξ1)]
.

(2.38)
Again, the form of A2 is the same as in the standard
Newtonian gravity, although the effects of modified grav-
ity theory is encoded in ξ1 and ψ2 implicitly. Having
obtained the Aj ’s we now write the complete analytic
solution of the MLEE,

Θ(ξ, µ) = θ(ξ)

+ v
[

ψ0(ξ)−
5

6

ξ21
[3ψ2(ξ1) + ξ1ψ

′

2(ξ1)]
ψ2(ξ)P2(µ)

]

where ψ0 and ψ2 are solutions to the following equations,
obtained from Eq.(2.20) and Eq.(2.21), respectively

1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dψ0

dξ

)

= −nθn−1ψ0 + 1 + ¯̃gmod(ξ)
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1

ξ2
d

dξ

(

ξ2
dψ2

dξ

)

=
( 6

ξ2
− nθn−1

)

ψ2 +
¯̃̄gmod2(ξ)

A2
, (2.39)

Q.E.D.

Recalling the discussion after Eq.(2.21), we see from
Eq.(2.39), that in order to solve for ψ2 one needs to know
A2, which itself depends upon the solution ψ2. Therefore,
unless the term (¯̃̄gmod2(ξ)/A2) in entirety is independent
of A2, one cannot solve for the complete solution in this
analytic formalism. We, therefore, enlist the three con-
ditions, which the generic correction term gmod due to
modified gravity theories should satisfy, in order to ob-
tain the complete solution in this particular analytic for-
malism2:

1. gmod can be expanded as in Eq.(2.13) to the first
order in v.

2. The O(v) correction term g̃mod can be expanded as
in Eq.(2.19) in terms of Legendre functions.

3. The ¯̃̄gmodj term should contain Aj , thus making
(

¯̃̄gmodj/Aj

)

term of Eq.(2.21) entirely independent

of Aj

In the next section 3 we show that the aforementioned
three conditions are indeed satisfied for a vast majority
of modified gravity theories.

3. ON THE GENERIC gmod TERM

In this section, we prove that one can carry out the
above analytical formalism in most of the modified grav-
ity theories in the literature. For that we begin by re-
viewing how the Poisson equation gets modified in three
of the most popular and working models of modified grav-
ity theories.

• In generalized beyond-Horndeski theories [81–83]
the Poisson equation takes the form (because of the
partial breaking of Vainshtein mechanism [84–86])
[11, 16]:

∇2V ∼ −
κ

2

(

ρ+
Υ

4
∇2(r2ρ)

)

(3.1)

where Υ is the modified gravity parameter for the
beyond-Horndeski class of theories.

2 We note that in case this third property does not get satisfied for
certain class of modified gravity theories, one can employ a self-
iterating numerical scheme to obtain a solution for such coupled
equations. Developing such a scheme is nevertheless a daunting
task, and we are not aware of such an attempt till now.

• In Palatini f(R) gravity, the Poisson equation reads
([31])

∇2V ∼ −
κ

2

(

ρ+ 2β∇2ρ
)

(3.2)

where κ = 8πG and β is a constant3 associated to
the O(R2) term of the function f(R), with R be-
ing the Palatini-Ricci scalar. The constant β thus
parametrizes this particular class of modified grav-
ity theories.

• In Eddington-inspired Born–Infeld (EiBI) gravity,
the Poisson equation reads ([29], [87],[88])

∇2V ∼ −
κ

2

(

ρ+
ǫ

2
∇2ρ

)

(3.3)

where ǫ = 1/MBI , with MBI being the Born-Infeld
mass. ǫ is the modified gravity parameter for this
class of theories.

From the above forms of the modified Poisson equation
in the different classes of modified gravity theories, we
can write the modification term in general as

LVmod(r, µ) = k1∇
2
(

ᾱ(r)ρ
)

(3.4)

where k1 represents the overall constant comprising of
fundamental constant G, numerical factors and the asso-
ciated modified gravity parameter. The term ᾱ(r) is in
general a radial function, which for example takes up the
constant value 1 for the Palatini f(R) and EiBI, while it
is r2 for generalized beyond-Horndeski. Converting the
above equation into its non-dimensional form and multi-
plying it with a factor of 1/4πGρc, we obtain

k̃1∇
2
ξ

(

α(ξ)Θn
)

(3.5)

where ∇2
ξ is the dimensionless Laplacian, and k̃1 is the

overall constant appearing upfront, which in general
depends on rc, and the modified gravity parameter. The
function α(ξ) is the non-dimensional version of ᾱ(r). To
put things into perspective, let us mention that Eq.(3.4)
corresponds to the LVmod term in Eq.(2.3), while
Eq.(3.5) represents gmod term in Eq.(2.6). Thus, we will
investigate whether this generic gmod term satisfies the
three conditions mentioned in the section 2, which are
required for our analytic formalism to go through.

Expressing Eq.(3.5) explicitly we have

gmod(ξ, µ) = k̃1∇
2
ξ

(

α(ξ)Θn
)

(3.6)

= k̃1

[ 1

ξ2
∂

∂ξ

(

ξ2
∂(αΘn)

∂ξ

)

+
1

ξ2
∂

∂µ

(

(1− µ2)
∂(αΘn)

∂µ

)]

.

3 β is of dimension [L]2, where [L] corresponds to length dimension.
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Then using Θn = θn + vnθn−1Ψ (to the first order in v
from Eq.(2.14)) in Eq.(3.6) we obtain

gmod(ξ, µ) = Ξ(ξ)+ v
{

Ξ0(ξ)+

∞
∑

j=1

AjΞj(ξ)Pj(µ)
}

(3.7)

where

Ξ(ξ) =
k̃1
ξ
θn−2

{

n(n− 1)ξαθ′
2
+ θ2(2α′ + ξα′′)

+ nθ
(

2(α+ ξα′)θ′ + ξαθ′′
)}

(3.8)

Ξ0(ξ) =
k̃1
ξ
nθn−3

{

(n− 2)(n− 1)ξαψ0θ
′2

+ (n− 1)θ
(

2θ′(ξψ0α
′ + α(ψ0 + ξψ′

0)) + ξαψ0θ
′′
)

+ θ2
(

2(α+ ξα′)ψ′
0 + ψ0(2α

′ + ξα′′) + ξαψ′′
0

)}

(3.9)

Ξj(ξ) =
k̃1
ξ

[

nθn−3
{

(n− 2)(n− 1)ξαψjθ
′2

+ (n− 1)θ
(

2θ′(ξψjα
′ + α(ψj + ξψ′

j)) + ξαψjθ
′′
)

+ θ2
(

2(α+ ξα′)ψ′
j + ψj(2α

′ + ξα′′) + ξαψ′′
j

)}

−
1

ξ
j(j + 1)nαθn−1ψj

]

(3.10)

where ′ denotes first order derivative with respect to ξ
and ′′ denotes second order one. Comparing Eq.(3.7)
with Eq.(2.13) and Eq.(2.19) we identify that Ξ corre-
sponds to gmod0 term, while Ξ0 and AjΞj correspond to
¯̃gmod and

¯̃̄gmodj terms respectively. Therefore, we see that
all the three conditions enlisted in the previous section
get satisfied for these broad classes of modified gravity
theories and hence one can use our analytical formalism
in these theories.
At this stage, it is convenient to propose our hypothe-

sis:

Corollary In general, our analytical formalism can be
used in any modified gravity theories, where the correc-

tion term of the corresponding Poisson equation contains
density, its higher order radial-derivatives, or its Lapla-

cian.

4. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have presented a general formalism to
find the density profile of a slowly rotating stellar object
in presence of modified gravity. By adapting the formal-
ism given in [66], we demonstrated a generic approach

to incorporate modified gravity effects. We have shown
three conditions that the additional modified gravity
term arising in the Poisson equation needs to satisfy in or-
der to abide by our formalism. Firstly, the modified term
is required to be expanded into a summation between
non-rotating and rotating counterparts. Secondly, the ro-
tating part should be further expanded in series involving
Legendre functions. Finally, the coefficients appearing
with the Legendre functions need to explicitly involve
density, its derivative terms or its Laplacian. We have
undertaken three well known theories of modified grav-
ity, i.e., scalar-tensor theories beyond-Horndeski, Palatini
f(R) gravity, and Eddington-inspired Born-Infeld gravity
which are shown to satisfy all these three conditions.

As already mentioned, this work is focused on slow ro-
tation, which is necessary to set the matching conditions,
Eq.(2.37), at the first zero of a spherically symmetric non-
rotating configuration θ. While it is valid for a slowly
rotating polytrope, it prevents one from finding a solu-
tion for fast rotation. To overcome this limitation, one
must follow a semi-analytic approach, where fast rotation
is achieved using multiple small increments of stellar ro-
tation. The matching condition is reused iteratively at
the first zero of the last updated rotating Emden’s func-
tion Θ. To this end, we draw the reader’s attention to
the fact that the parameter v, being a measure of the
ratio of outward centrifugal force and self-gravity, can
incorporate fast rotation for higher central density and
yet be small enough to neglect O(v2) corrections. Let
us also emphasize that the central density can increase
when a theory parameter increases in the modification
term - then, in modified gravity theories, the same v can
correspond to larger rotation ω due to increase in ρc. It
is so because the parameter v we expand the solution Θ
about includes the central density ρ−1

c , lowering its value.
Because of that fact, this approximation breaks down for
a specific large value of v in Newtonian physics, while
in modified gravity one can still consider more rapidly
rotating objects.

To summarize, this work enables us to analytically ob-
tain the density profile of a slowly rotating star by ele-
gantly utilizing its axial symmetry. This is a stepping
stone for further studies in modeling of rotating stel-
lar and planetary objects in presence of modified grav-
ity. The provided formalism will allow us to find a com-
plete solution of a further specified modified Lane-Emden
equation. We will present the results on the overall ro-
tating density profile in future work.
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