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Role of Complexity on the Minimal Deformation of Black Holes
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We investigate spherically symmetric classes of anisotropic solutions within the realm of a
schematic gravitational decoupling scheme, primarily decoupling through minimal geometric de-
formation, applied to non-rotating, ultra-compact, self-gravitational fluid distributions. In this re-
spect, we employ the minimal complexity factor scheme to generate physically realistic models for
anisotropic matter distributions, using a well-behaved model. The zero-complexity factor condition
enables us to determine the deformation function for solving the decoupled system. We explore all the
structure-defining scalar variables, such as density inhomogeneity, strong energy condition, density
homogeneity, and the complexity factor (an alloy of density inhomogeneity and pressure anisotropy)
for the decoupling constant ranging between 0 and 1. We observe that the anisotropy vanishes when
the coupling constant is set to unity. This finding holds significance as it implies that, in the context of
a zero-complexity factor approach, an anisotropic matter distribution becomes perfect without requir-
ing any isotropy requirements. This work effectively explored the impact of complexity on the com-
position of self-gravitational stellar distributions. This effective approach enables the development
of new, physically realistic isotropic stellar models for anisotropic matter distributions. Additionally,
our findings indicate that the complexity factor in static, spherically symmetric self-gravitational ob-
jects can significantly affect the nature of the matter distribution within these systems. It is concluded
that the minimally deformed Durgapal-IV model features an increasing pressure profile, and the local
anisotropy of pressure vanishes throughout the model under complexity-free conditions.

PACS numbers: 04.20.Dw; 04.40.Dg; 0 4.50.Kd; 52.40.Db.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Einstein gravitational-field equations (EFEs), which describe the effects of spacetime curvature, present sig-
nificant challenges due to their complex and nonlinear nature when attempting to construct closed-form analytical
solutions. In this regard, Schwarzschild made a groundbreaking attempt by constructing an interior solution to the
EFEs, endowed with spherical symmetry and isotropic matter content [1]. He also solved the EFEs for the exterior
vacuum case with a perfect fluid configuration. The recognition of Schwarzschild’s interior solution as a three-sphere
geometry is attributed to Weyl [2]. In subsequent decades, significant development occurred in the advancement of
closed-form analytical solutions to EFEs. Understanding the structure and evolution of compact stars requires an
equation of state (EoS) for dense nuclear matter. This EoS should describe both the crust and core of a neutron star
using a single, consistent physical model. Tolman [3] made significant contributions by constructing the internal
solutions of the EFEs within the background of perfect fluid spheres governed by polytropic EoS. Subsequently, the
properties of polytropes in cosmological spacetimes were explored in detail by various authors (see [4, 5] for details).
The fascinating characteristics of these spherically symmetric polytropes have been thoroughly investigated in sub-
sequent studies [6-8]. Besides proposing an EoS to correlate the matter variables, we can employ the geometrical
constraints on the functions. By utilizing this scheme, Tolman formulated a family of eight isotropic solutions. Tol-
man’s closed-form solutions characterize the configuration of static, stellar structures with a perfect fluid EoS, where
radial and tangential stresses are equal, denoted as P, = Py.

* Email: zeeshan.math@pu.edu.pk

* Email: bamba@sss.fukushima-u.ac.jp; Corresponding author
¥ Email: baalmutairi@ksu.edu.sa

§ Email: suraj.pu.edu.pk@gmail.com

T Email: mzaeem.math@pu.edu.pk


http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.10451v1
mailto:zeeshan.math@pu.edu.pk
mailto:bamba@sss.fukushima-u.ac.jp
mailto:baalmutairi@ksu.edu.sa
mailto:suraj.pu.edu.pk@gmail.com
mailto:mzaeem.math@pu.edu.pk

However, follow-up studies revealed that spherical symmetry does not necessarily ensure isotropic pressure. Rec-
ognizing this limitation, the introduction of anisotropic matter (P, # Py) became crucial for understanding highly
dense objects. Lemaitre [9] explored the interiors of stars by solving the equations of general relativity (GR) for
matter distributions with anisotropic properties. This approach has opened new avenues of research, attracting sci-
entists interested in understanding the structure and behavior of stellar matter. Ruderman’s work [10] highlights the
possibility of anisotropic nuclear matter at ultra-high densities (> 10'°g/cm?). This implies a non-isotropic EoS in
these regimes. Additionally, Bowers and Liang [11] elaborated on the importance of anisotropic EoS for highly dense
self-gravitational configurations of fluid spheres. Finding physically viable solutions to the EFEs in the presence of
anisotropy remains a significant challenge [12]. Despite its considerable challenge, a wide range of works in this
direction have been available in the literature [13-23]. These investigations have successfully addressed the impact
of anisotropy for understanding the evolution and formation of highly dense stellar distributions. Harko pointed
out that various mechanisms can induce anisotropy in ultra-compact stellar distributions, including the presence
of a type 3A superfluid [24], the existence of a solid core [10], pion condensation [25], or different types of phase
transitions [26].

The existence of anisotropy gives rise to several characteristics in the matter distribution of self-gravitational ob-
jects. For example, a positive anisotropic factor A = P, — Py > 0 introduces a repulsive force (attractive when the
anionic factor A is negative) that counters the gravitational collapse. This enables us to construct highly dense struc-
tures with anisotropic fluids compared to isotropic fluids [15, 16]. Additionally, positive anisotropy enhances the
stability and equilibrium of the self-gravitational distribution.

For decades, self-gravitational compact entities like stars and galaxies have been crucial tools in unraveling the
mysteries of our vast universe. Large-scale surveys like the Sloan Digital Sky Survey and the Large Synoptic Survey
Telescope provide invaluable data on these cosmic bodies. However, these objects are incredibly complex heav-
enly configurations. Even slight fluctuations within them can significantly alter their physical properties, potentially
offering new insights into the universe’s origin and evolution. Within this domain, a notable challenge resides in
precisely gauging the complex interplay among various physical phenomena transpiring within stars and analo-
gous self-gravitational compact structures. This is where the notion of a “complexity factor” stems and assumes
paramount importance. This factor seeks to enfold the collective effects of numerous internal mechanisms and
their collective influence on the system’s global dynamics. Within stable self-gravitational distributions, complexity
emerges from the interconnection of these diverse elements, often giving rise to emergent phenomena that cannot be
easily foreseen based solely on the behavior of individual components. Presently, ongoing research across diverse
scientific fields is centered on establishing precise definitions and characterizations of complexity. Within the do-
main of compact configurations, especially those of significant mass, the analysis of complexity frequently entails
evaluating metrics related to information and entropy present within the configuration of the system. The inves-
tigation of ultra-compact stellar configurations with anisotropic matter content often involves the examination of
the complexity of self-gravitational structures. In physics, isolated gases are regarded as intricate systems due to
their disorder and high information content, while perfect crystals, with their periodic behavior and symmetric dis-
persion, are seen as possessing minimal complexity. ”disequilibrium” as a measure of complexity in systems. This
measure quantifies the deviation from the system’s most probable, equally likely state, essentially capturing the sys-
tem’s “distance” from equilibrium. They argued that for ideal gases and perfect crystals, the concept of complexity
vanishes when considering both disequilibrium and information content. Considering the limitations in existing
complexity measures for self-gravitating systems, Herrera [27] proposed a novel approach based on fluid properties.
This includes fundamental quantities like energy density and pressure, capturing the system’s overall content. The
complexity is then constructed using a “complexity factor”, one of the structural scalars derived from the orthogonal
decomposition of the intrinsic curvature.

Building upon their prior work, Herrera et al. [28] extended the complexity concept to dissipative fluids. They
went beyond mere complexity analysis and established conditions for evolutionary paths with minimal complexity.
Their investigation revealed the existence of multiple solutions, with the fluid exhibiting shearing and geodesic
properties in the dissipative regime. Herrera ef al. further explored the interplay between complexity and geometry
[29]. Utilizing axially symmetric geometries, they identified three distinct complexity categories and demonstrated
the relationship between complexity and symmetry. Notably, they obtained analytical solutions in this specific case.
On the other hand [30], they investigated the evolution of non-static geometries endowed with spherical symmetry
using the notion of complexity, considering both dissipative and non-dissipative scenarios. In this context, they



constructed anisotropic stellar-type models and explored the implications for understanding their evolution using
the quasi-homologous condition. Many researchers have employed this approach to explore the evolution of stellar
distributions through alternative gravitational models [31-34]. Herrera et al. [35] extended the complexity factor
concept to geometries with hyperbolic symmetry. They incorporated both the Misner-Sharp mass and Tolman mass,
along with various structural scalars obtained through the orthogonal decomposition of the intrinsic curvature.
Interestingly, their analysis revealed that the Tolman mass exhibits a negative nature in this specific case. For more
related references, see [36] (recent review) and references therein.

The minimal geometric deformation (MGD) method has gained attraction as a powerful and versatile tool for
extending isotropic solutions to EFEs. Its primary advantage lies in its direct and analytical methodology, which ne-
cessitates minimal geometric alterations. This feature renders it a valuable substitute for current techniques. Within
the context of GR, the gravitational decoupling (GD) facilitated by the minimal geometric deformation (MGD) ap-
proach offers a seamless means of introducing the necessary alterations to equations or solutions. The MGD the
technique presents a strong capability: providing a pre-existing solution to EFEs, it enables the discovery of innova-
tive solutions that integrate an additional gravitational-field source. Primarily, proposed for the Randall-Sundrum
braneworld [37-44], the MGD scheme has found significant applications beyond its initial domain. Significantly,
it has played a crucial role in investigating novel categories of black hole solutions [37, 38]. This feat is based on
the application of MGD decoupling to the conventional Schwarzschild metric, showcasing the method’s adaptabil-
ity in tackling various gravitational challenges. The original applications of this scheme also focused on black hole
acoustics [45] and GUP Hawking fermions [46]. After its development, the MGD scheme was employed within the
framework of GR [47, 48]. This implementation extended the method’s capability beyond perfect fluids, with a key
achievement being the generalization of solutions from isotropic fluids to encompass anisotropic domains. As we
will discuss in the following section, this methodology comprises two primary components: (i) two independent
gravitational sectors, Ty, and X, which interact solely gravitationally, and (ii) an MGD scheme introduced in the
radial metric potential g,.. This deformation enables the decoupling of the system into two sets of equations, one for
each source. In the MGD scheme, the source T}, often serves as the source for a well-established isotropic interior
solution and X, introduces a local anisotropic behavior into the system. Consequently, GD is known for extending
isotropic solutions to encompass anisotropic scenarios. Utilizing the MGD scheme for anisotropic fluids within GR
poses a distinctive challenge. The geometric deformation and the components of the X-gravitational field source X,
remain undetermined. To tackle this issue, researchers have investigated diverse approaches to impose additional
constraints that facilitate solving for these unknowns. For example (i) mimic constraints scheme [45, 49] (ii) some
anisotropy mechanism [50] (iii) zero complexity factor condition [51, 52].

This work explores anisotropic Class I stellar-type configurations by constructing solutions to EFEs that adhere to
the complexity-free condition. In this context, we employ one of the effective theoretical techniques for construct-
ing EFEs solutions: the GD scheme, which admits the zero-complexity factor condition. The well-behaved and
viable metric ansatz, combined with the anisotropic fluid sphere is utilized to solve the system of equations. Kar-
markar (see [53] and references therein) introduced the embedding Class I condition, which serves as a versatile and
straightforward auxiliary condition for solving the EFEs. This condition is typically applicable to any n-dimensional
(pseudo)-Riemannian metric. The Durgapal-IV metric ansatz [54] is a relativistic model proposed by M.C. Durgapal.
He observed that by considering a simple relation e”1 o« (1 + r#)" (where 1 denotes a positive real constant), closed-
form analytical solutions of the EFEs could be derived. Based on our findings, the pressure anisotropy increases as
the radial variable rises, resulting in a more effective stabilization of the shell compared to the central core areas.
Additionally, we observe that contributions from MGD decoupling, characterized by a complexity-free condition,
appear to diminish the anisotropy of the stellar structures.

The structure of this paper is as follows: In Sec. II, we briefly review the formalism of GD primarily in the context
of anisotropically structured spherical matter distributions. Section III covers the introduction of MGD decoupling
along with the formulation of junction conditions. In Sec. IV, we discuss the zero-complexity factor constraint and
the embedding Class I scheme for constructing the MGD-based, anisotropic Durgapal-1V self-gravitational compact
stars. Section V presents a detailed physical analysis of the results, and the concluding remarks are provided in Sec.
VL



II. THE STANDARD PROTOCOL FOR DECOUPLING GRAVITATIONAL SOURCES

To explore the physical properties inherent to decoupled, self-gravitating compact stars, the modified version of
standard gravitational action reads [47, 48]

S= / d4x\/g (16% + Lm) + B(corrections), (1)

where 3 corresponds to the new gravitational source. The above action can also be defined as

s /d4x\/@ (16% ¥ L +ﬁLx>, @)

where R = g''R,,;, denotes the Ricci scalar, while R, and g"¥ represent the Ricci tensor and metric tensor, respec-
tively.

Furthermore, the Lagrangian for ordinary matter is L,,, whereas the contribution from the additional gravitational
field source, originating from scalar, vector, or tensor fields (beyond the purview of GR), is denoted by Le. Addi-
tionally, g is the trace of g"” and f is a free parameter that determines the strength of decoupling. Thus, the EFEs
featuring the decoupled stellar fluid configurations can be obtained by varying the action 5° with respect to g,
yielding

1
Guv = Ryy — ERgF”/ = SNT;V, 3)
where the stress-energy tensor (SET) T}, is defined as
T:;l/ = T’,ﬂ/ + DCX}H/‘ (4)

Here, X, represents generic type of fluid distribution (X-gravitational sector, hereafter), induced by GD. Further-
more, Tj, denotes the interior matter content of the decoupled, self-gravitational spherical object, which is approxi-
mated with an anisotropic distribution of energy density (), tangential pressure (Py) and radial pressure P,. Thus,
the SET T}, in canonical form is defined as

[Ty = (¢ + P)U"Uy — Pod'y + (Pr — Po) X" X,, (5)
where U is the four-velocity and X'# denotes the unit four vector along the radial radiation direction and satisfy
u* = (e791/2,0,0,0), X* = (0,e%/2,0,0), )

respectively, such that UFU, = —X#&), = 1. In standard coordinates, x* = x0123 — {t,r,9, ¢}, the most general
form of the metric with static, spherical symmetry can be expressed as

ds? = eP1dt? — eP2dr* — r2d0)?, 7)
where dO? = dr? — sin? 8d¢? denotes the metric of the unit 2-sphere, while ¢; = ¢ (r) and ¢ = ¢»(r) are functions
of the areal radius r only. Then, under the spherical symmetry endowed metric ansatz (7), the non-null components
of Tj;, read

[T =0" [Ty =-F, [TK=[T=-F. )
As a consequence, the tt, rr and #9 components of the decoupled EFEs turn out to be

GY = 8n[T*]% 1 <l — 4’—5> e = 8 (T% + pXY), )

/
GY = 8n[T*]Y : RN <l - %) e = 87t(T7 + pXY), (10)
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where f' = 9, f. Because G/, is divergence-free, the SET [T*] uv follows the subsequent conservation expression

d[T*]yV
dxV

0=[T"]", = + The[ T + Ty [T, (12)

which, for y = 1, provides a decoupled hydrostatic equilibrium equation, defined as

= (1) = =588 (I — [1]1) - 2582 (I, — (113, (13)
where [T*], = [T*]%, due to spherical symmetry. Therefore, under the GD approach Eq. (13) reads
apr ¢y 2 1Y _ P (x0 _x1) 2 (x2
TR R Ty | (Xh) -G (X xh) - T ()] =

which is a linear combination of the Egs. (9)-(11). Additionally, the values of o, P;, and Py correspond to the effective
energy density, effective radial pressure, and effective tangential pressure, respectively, which are determined by

ot =T+ Xy =0+ 0%, (15)
P} = =T} = pX4 = pr + P, (16)
Py =-T% - BX% =p, + P, (17)

which are associated with the SET [T*],,. Then, by making use of the above-stated physical variables, the pressure
anisotropy for the source [T*],, can be defined as

A =Pf —P; = A+ A% (18)
Here,
A=P — Py, A=PX-Pf=—ua(X|-X3), (19)

where IT and IT* denote the pressure anisotropies corresponding to seed-sector and X-gravitational sector respec-
tively. It is interesting to observe that even if the seed sector is isotropic, the X-gravitational sector will tend to pro-
duce anisotropy in the compact system because, in general, X!, # XZ. Now, we will construct the gravitational field
equations corresponding to the seed sector as well as the 6-gravitational sector by employing the MGD-decoupling
approach.

III. FIELD EQUATIONS FOR [T*],, AND X, SECTORS VIA MGD-DECOUPLING

In this section, we will examine how the gravitational system can be decomposed into two independent gravita-
tional sectors such that the equations of motion associated with the additional fluid X,,;, correspond to the effective
“quasi-Einstein system”. We will now apply the GD approach by assuming a solution for the system Eqgs. (9)—(11),
with B = 0, whose dynamics can be described as the metric ansatz

ds? = Mg — g2 — 24002, (20)

with

" 2
£ =1 [ 21 yar =12, (21)
J0




where m; is the mass function associated with the seed gravitational sector. Ovalle [47] proposed that the influ-
ence of the X-gravitational sector on the seed SET, T;;; can be determined by introducing the following geometric
transformations.
et efr = AP, (22)
e ¢ e =e"% 4 Bf, (23)

where f(r) and h(r) are the corresponding deformation functions governed by the free parameter f. The MGD-
decoupling requires that

h(r) — 0, f(r) — F°(r). (24)

This shows that the temporal metric potential remains the same, while the presence of the X-gravitational source
induces a deformation of the radial metric potential (23). Therefore, all the effects stemming form the X-gravitational
sector is encoded in the radial metric potential g,,(r) = e?2(r) Thus, under the MGD-decoupling the gravitational
system (9)-(11) is divided as follows:

1. the standard EFEs associated with seed gravitational sector

Gh(A, &) =8nTh, V,T), =0, (25)
where
1 (1 ¢
0 _
Gh(A8) =~ —e 5<r—2—7>, (26)
1 1 A
1 . —
Gh(A8) =~ —e 5<r—2+7>, (27)
2 3 e (;I/ N !t n "
GH(A,§) = Gh(0,9) = - (27 2+ ¢ =A% -21" |, (28)

2. the gravitational equations corresponding to the X-gravitational sector

BGh (A& F°) =8nXh, VX, =0, (29)
where
gt — - (f—z+f7> (30
G\ = F° (}2 n %) , (31)
Gh=03= —Fg <2A” +A72 +2)‘7,> — FZO <A’ + %) : (32)

The hydrostatic equilibrium equations corresponding to the seed SET and X-gravitational sector read

dP, ms + 4rr3P, 2
and
dpX ms +47r3PF o xv 2% ox
== (‘7 +Pr)+ (PG - P )/ (34)

dr— (r—2my) r



respectively. Next, the mass functions associated with both gravitational sectors are related through the expression

;

m = ms + Pmy, where myx = —EFO. (35)
Here, the mass function induced by the X-gravitational sector and the seed SET are denoted by myx and m;, respec-
tively. Herrera [27] proposed that the mass function corresponding to the spherical self-gravitational distribution
with anisotropic matter content can be expressed as a sum of two quantities: the homogeneous density and the
corresponding alteration due to the non-homogeneous behavior of diversity, which reads

CAm s, A (7

m=—zrot == | [0 (x)] x3dx. (36)

Then, the corresponding expressions of the mass function for the seed sector and the X-gravitational source take the
form

471 4 4 (7 /3
m=—Zre—— | [o(s)]" s°ds, (37)
4r 4 (7 !
X _ T3 x _ 27T X 3
me=—-r'c 3 Jy [(T (x)} x°ds. (38)

Furthermore, Tolman’s groundbreaking research provided a foundation for understanding the total energy content
associated with relativistic self-gravitational objects, which is formally defined as (for details see [55])

;
mr = 47t/ Y x2e(01+¢2)/2 ([T*]Oo — [T} — Z[T*]zz) dx, (39)
0
or, alternatively,
my = e(P1+¢2)/2 (m + 47'cr3Pr*) . (40)

The above expression can be cast into the form
3
— Y e[ 4_7-[/r # () x3ds — BT x| pl9r+02)/2
mr = [mr(r)]y, (VZ> r /r [x‘l ; [0 (x)])'xds AT e dx, (41)

which can be expressed in terms of Weyl scalar E as

3 e

mr = [mr(r)]s, (%) +r / ;6(¢1+¢2)/2 [4mTA* + E] dx. (42)
b Jr

Across the boundary of the compact star, the continuity of the first and second fundamental forms imposes a match-

ing condition for the compact object. This is achieved by ensuring that the interior and exterior metrics, which

describe the geometry inside and outside the sphere respectively, match at the boundary surface r = ry. In this

respect, the Schwarzschild exterior metric reads

2
g2 = (12 Mg 97 paep 43)
r (1-2)
r

The necessary and sufficient conditions at the boundary can be obtained by matching two metrics and applying the
first and second fundamental forms as

, (44)

, (45)

Pl =o0. (46)




IV. COMPLEXITY FACTOR AND OTHER SCALARS UNDER MGD-DECOUPLING

To explore the inherent features of relativistic compact self-gravitational structures endowed with anisotropic
matter configurations, Herrera [27] coined the term “complexity factor”. This factor is primarily a scalar function
derived from the orthogonal decomposition of the Riemann-Christoffel tensor and is referred to as such because it
plays a role in computing the complexity of anisotropic compact stars. Herrera and his coworkers [56] analyzed the
growth and structure of spherical anisotropic fluid distributions by constructing a full set of equations in terms of
five scalar functions that reduce to {Xt, X, Y7, Y7r} in the case of non-dissipative conditions. Additionally, they
have demonstrated that all possible solutions to the EFEs corresponding to the time-independent spherical fluid
spheres can be expressed explicitly in terms of these scalar quantities. These properties include pressure anisotropy,
inhomogeneous density, Tolman mass, heat flux as well as the homogeneous distribution of density. These scalar
functions appear as trace and trace-free parts of the specific tensor terms (see [56, 57] for details)

1 P
Y;w - (Sysv - ghw> YTF + gthTr (47)
1 .1 §

The term hy,, represents the projection tensor. This tensor allows us to project vectors and tensors onto specific
surfaces within spacetime, facilitating the analysis and manipulation of geometric structures. The projection tensor
enables us to decompose various quantities, such as velocity, momentum, or energy density, into components that
are parallel and perpendicular to the hypersurfaces under consideration. The vector S, represents the worldline
(path through spacetime) of a massless particle traveling along a null geodesic. The expressions of the structural
scalars in terms of physical variables read

4t 7

Yip = 47A" +E = 87A" — 5 | [0 (x)] *dx, (49)

Yi = 4m(c* + 3P —20%), (50)

Xip = dna* —E =2 [ [0 (x)] x*dx (51)
r3 Jo ’

X1 = 8mo*(r), (52)

where the values of A* and A are defined in Egs. (18) and (19). Then, according to the MGD decoupling, the
aforementioned scalars split as

Yig =Y+ YRy YE=Yr4+ Y Xip=Xrrt+ X% Xt = Xr+ XY (53)
where
4Tt (7 ! 3
Yrr = 4ntA + E = 87A — = / [o(x)] x°dx, (54)
Jo
4 T /
YR, = 4nI1X + E = 87AX — r_73T / [O'X(x)} x3dx, (55)
0
Yr = 47(0 43P, — 2A); Y = 4m(cX +3PX — 2AX), (56)
a7 P30 vX X 47 11 X413
X1p = 47A — E = r_3/0 [o(x)] x’dx;  Xqp =4nll* —E = = J, [0‘ (x)} x dx, (57)
Xt =80, Xy =8mcX. (58)

In this context, the scalars X7 and X{ denote the density homogeneity and density inhomogeneity of the anisotropic
compact star, while the remaining scalars Y1 and Y7 denote the strong energy condition and the complexity factor,
respectively. Next, the local anisotropy in decoupled anisotropic stellar distribution is governed by the interaction
between X7y and Y7y, which can be expressed as

Yip + Xip = |Yap + V3| + X + X3| = 87 (8 + 4%). (59)



The definition of Tolman mass in terms of the complexity factor reads
r 3 3 "R g(¢1+¢1)/2
my = <—) My +r / ——— Y pdx. (60)
R r X
or, alternatively,
3 R o(P1+¢1)/2 R o(@1+¢1)/2
mr = <%> MT+r3/ %YTFdx—l—ﬁr?’/ efy%ﬁpdx, 61)
r r

which describes the influence of the X-gravitational sector regulated by decoupling parameter 5. Furthermore, Mt
represents the total value of the Tolman mass for the self-gravitational compact star with radius R. The value of mr,
using the strong energy condition Y7, can be written as

mr = /r x2e0192)/ 2y dx 4 B /r x2e(P1H02) /2y X iy (62)
0 0

Now, for solving both the gravitational sectors, we will adopt different strategies:

1. Seed sector T),,: We will use the Embedding Class I condition (Karmarkar condition) to solve this system. This
approach utilizes known solutions to constrain the solution space.

2. X-gravitational sector Xy,: This gravitational will be solved by applying the constraint of zero complexity
factor (Y7 = 0).

A. Complexity-free Embedding Class I Solutions

If the spherical symmetry endowed metric associated with the seed SET T),, satisfies the Karmarkar condition [58],
then we have

R1010R2323 = R1212R3030 + R1220R1330- (63)

The above condition fulfills the Pandey and Sharma condition [59], i.e., Rp323 # 0. Then, according to the seed metric
ansatz with geometric variables {A, ¢}, the Karmarkar condition [58] provides the following differential equation

glAl

ozl " 512
1—e€(r>_“ 20— A2, (64)

Notably, if a metric ansatz follows this condition, it can be embedded within a five-dimensional pseudo-Euclidean
space. This kind of metric ansatz is called an embedding Class I metric. Next, the integration of Eq. (64) provides a
significant relationship between the geometric variables {7, ¢}.

2 12 ,A(r)
M) = (Lo + My / % eé(’)—1) or et = (1 + Ae ) , (65)

4M,

where Ly and M are integration constants. Now, we will construct the complexity-free compact star models corre-
sponding to both the gravitation sectors. Firstly, we solve the compact system { Gy, T,y } for the seed sector involv-
ing the variables {A, {}. Specifying both the metric potentials unlocks the complete set of physical variables (o, P,
P,) for the SET Tyy. For physically realistic solutions of EFEs, Lake’s algorithms [60] constraint the source variable
A(r). In particular, A(r) needs to have a regular minimum at » = 0 and increase monotonically. This guarantees a
time-independent, spherically symmetric solution to the EFEs, with a regular center r = 0. Therefore, we assume
the source function ¢*(") as the Durgapal-IV metric ansatz [54]

M) = D(1+ AP, (66)

where A and D are the integration constants with units [length~2]. The Durgapal-IV metric ansatz remains regular at
the center, ¥ = 0, and consistently increases positively throughout the interior of the self-gravitational compact star,
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resulting in a realistic model of a stellar distribution. Now, using the Durgapal-IV metric potential, the embedding
Class I condition gives [61] as

8 =14 AB2(1+ Ar?)?, (67)

where B = 16, AD /M. The metric potential e¢(") may be represented as ¢?(") = 1 + O(r?), which characterizes a
necessary condition for the construction of a regular stellar solution at the origin. There, the solution associated with
the gravitational system { Gy, T,v } may be expressed through the metric

ds®> = D(1+ Ar*)*dt> — [1 + ABr* (1 + Ar?)?)dr® — r*dQ%. (68)

We can now obtain the physical variables {c, P;, Py} by inserting the values of the metric potentials M) and e6(7)
into Egs. (26)-(28) as
AB(1+ Ar?)[—1+ (B — 5) Ar* + 3BA*r* + 3BA%® + BA*®]
(1+ ABr2 +2A2Br* + A3Br6)?
A[-8+B(1+ Ar2)3]
(1+ Ar?) (1+ ABr2 +2A2Br + A3Br°)’
A8+ 16Ar2 — B(1 4 Ar?)?(—1+9.A4%r%))

7'(P9 = 5 . (71)
(1+ Ar2)” (14 ABr? +2A2Br* + A3Bro)

8o = , (69)

8P, = — (70)

Now, we solve the gravitational system {g,w, XHV} for the X'-gravitational sector involving the variables {A, &, F®}
by employing the complexity-free condition, i.e., Y7 = 0 with Yt # 0. Them, from Eq.(49), we have

Yip =4nA* +E=Yrp + YR =0, (72)

where Yrr and Y3} are the specific complexity factors associated with the seed sector and the X-gravitational sector,
respectively. The above equation implies

7
Yip = 8TA* — %T / [U*(x)]/x3dx =0. (73)
Jo

As density (0), radial pressure (P,), and tangential pressure (Py) are fully determined by Egs. (69)-(71), the expres-
sion for Y7r can be directly obtained as

4 A1 -2+ B(1 + Ar?)3]

Yrr = 5 5 (74)
(14 Ar2)" (1+ ABr? +2A2Br* + A3Br°)
Building on Eq. (49), we need to satisfy the following condition
* * X 4m 7 X '3
Y7p = 87A™ +8TA™ — P /0 {(7 (x)} x’dx =0, (75)
with 8 = 1. Next, substituting Eqgs. (30)-(32) into the aforementioned equation, we have
1 ol 1 " / / i
NE + | 2rA +(m —Z)A F® — 4Yqp =0, (76)
whose solution can be obtained by using the Durgapal-IV metric ansatz (66) along with Eq. (75) as
1
Fo(r) = —C (77)

(14 Ar2)2 1+ ABr2 +2A2Br* + A3Br6’

where Cj is an arbitrary integration constant. The specific value of C; can be determined by using a physically
relevant condition, which reads

e 7200 = ¢=¢0) 4 gFo(0) =1 = F°(0) = 1. (78)
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Therefore, the deformed radial metric potential takes the following form

(n _ 1+ [1+ABr?(1+ Ar?)?]BF°

674)2
1+ ABr2(1+ Ar2)?2] 7

79)

and the corresponding metric reads

[1+ ABr2(1+ Ar?)?]
1+ [1+ ABr?(1+ Ar?)2]BF®

ds* = D(1+ Ar?)*dt* — dr® — r?dQ?. (80)

The physical variables associated with the above metric are defined in Appendix A as Egs. (81)—(88).

V. PHYSICAL ANALYSIS OF THE MINIMALLY DEFORMED DURGAPAL-IV METRIC WITH Y{; =0

In this section, the physical feasibility of the anisotropically structured Class I Durgapal-IV metric is explored
within the framework of the radial metric deformation scheme (MDG decoupling), satisfying the zero-complexity
factor condition. It is well-established that physically and mathematically sound modeling of the relativistic stel-
lar distributions must satisfy certain physical constraints. In this work, we analyze the salient features associated
with the minimally deformed Durgapal-1V relativistic model under a complexity-free background. The physical
properties of these types of anisotropic stellar solutions offer valuable insights into the formation and evolution of
self-gravitational compact stars. We discuss the structural features corresponding to the complexity-free Durgapal-
IV metric ansatz filled with anisotropic matter content using the radial metric deformation approach in FIGs. 1-4.
These profiles depict various properties plotted against the radial variable r with decoupling parameter g € [0,1].
The characteristics include:

¢ Physical variables: energy density (c*), radial pressure (P;), tangential pressure (P;) and pressure anisotropy
(A%).

* Structure scalars: density inhomogeneity (X{p), complexity factor (Y7p), strong energy condition (Y1) and den-
sity homogeneity (X7).

A. Behavior of Physical Variables

The behavior of energy density and stress components for different -values are displayed in FIGs. 1 and 2. Their
profiles describe that o, P,, and Py are gradually decreasing functions towards the stellar’s boundary and exhibit a
maximum at the center of the object, as required. We observe that ¢, P, and Py decrease monotonically towards
the stellar’s surface for § =0.0, 0.19, 0.42, 0.61, 0.83 and 1 as shown in FIGs. 1 and 2. Similarly, the anisotropy A* de-
creases as we move away from the center for § =0.0,0.19, 0.42, 0.61, and 0.83 as displayed in the left panel of FIG. 2.
However, for f = 1, anisotropy vanishes entirely throughout the model. This disappearance of anisotropy signifies
a Class I isotropic solution, i.e., P} = P; for all ¥ € [0, R]. This is consistent with a matter distribution described by
the stress-energy tensor T,. The vanishing of pressure anisotropy reveals an important physical insight regarding
the deviation of the anisotropic stellar-type configuration into the isotropic regime. Because under a zero-complexity
factor background, with no explicit constraints imposing isotropy, the anisotropic matter content (represented by the
SET, T}, ) effectively transforms into an isotropic fluid (P, = Py) without any explicit constraints enforcing isotropy.
This interconnection between vanishing complexity and MGD decoupling offers a novel approach to constructing
Durgapal-1V isotropic stellar models by assuming an initially anisotropic matter content. This finding has strong
physical implications. Because, generally, GD has been employed for extending isotropic solutions to anisotropic
domains or exploring more complex anisotropic scenarios. This solution shows that the nature of the matter distri-
bution can be strongly influenced by the complexity factor in time-independent spherical stellar configurations. This
points to a possible the connection between the geometric complexity of the system and the physical characteristics
of the filled matter. Further investigation into this interconnection could provide valuable insights into the compo-
sition of relativistic stellar fluids, shedding light on the intricate relationships between their geometric and matter
variables.
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B. Behavior of Complexity factor

The variation of Y for the minimally deformed Durgapal-IV solution is displayed in FIG. 3 (left panel) for dif-
ferent B-values. It is observed that Y[ increases initially for a certain distance, followed by a decrease towards the
boundary of the compact distribution. The value of Y decreases as the parameter § is increased, and it vanishes
when B = 1. This suggests that the complexity factor has less of an impact on the gravitationally decoupled stellar
distribution. Another important finding is that Y influences the matter variables, such as density and pressure.
It affects the surface density, central pressure, and central density because the decline of these matter variables is
directly linked with Y*TF. Furthermore, we see that the complexity factor Y{} increases as we move towards the
boundary of the model as displayed in FIG. 3 (left panel). However, for higher values of the decoupling constant f,
the overall complexity factor decreases.

C. Energy Condition and Energy Density: Homogeneous and Inhomogeneous Scenarios

The behavior of other structural scalars, including the density homogeneity, strong energy condition, and density
inhomogeneity, is observed for the permissible values of the parameter  as displayed in FIGs. 3 and 4. The solution
profile encompasses the entire parameter space of the decoupling constant 8. This profile satisfies all relevant scalar
constraints, ensuring its physical viability. These constraints include the complexity factor, density inhomogeneity,
strong energy conditions, and homogeneous energy density distribution. On the other hand, it is observed that as
the value of j increases from 0 to 1, the values of Y7 and X7 decrease as shown in FIG. 4 Furthermore, the profile of
X7p displays that its value increases as 8 increases from 0 to 1 as shown in FIG. 4 (right panel).

8 0.9
74 0.8
N ~ -
6 \'\ 0.7 1 \'\.\'
\ \'\.
RN 0.6 .
540 S
woN B=0.00| T S =0.00
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c 4 \ (N | R &042 Pr \.\ ..... &042
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FIG. 1: Plot of the energy density [c*(r, B) x 10*] (left panel) and radial pressure [P} (r, B) x 10%] (right panel) for the
Durgapal-IV model against the radial variable r with different values of B € [0, 1].
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FIG. 2: Plot of the tangential pressure [P} (r, B) x 10%] (left panel) and anisotropic factor [A*(r, B) x 10%] (right panel)
corresponding to the Durgapal-IV model versus r with different -values.
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FIG. 3: Plot of the complexity factor [Yg(r, B) x 10%] (left panel) and density inhomogeneity [X#x(r, B) x 10%] (right
panel) subject to the Durgapal-IV model versus r with different values of the coupling constant S.
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FIG. 4: Plot of strong energy condition [Y;(r, B) x 10%] (left panel) and density homogeneity [X4(r, B) x 10%] (right
panel) for the Durgapal-IV model versus r with g € [0, 1].

VI. CONCLUSIONS

Determining the presence of anisotropic matter distribution in compact stars through direct observation is cur-
rently a significant challenge. The internal structure of compact stars cannot be directly observed using current
observational methods. However, observations of phenomena like gravitational waves or extreme matter behavior
can provide indirect clues about the internal structure of compact stars. Regarding the transition from an anisotropic
matter configuration into an isotropic domain within compact stars, theoretical possibilities exist, but the extent to
which this process occurs in the majority of compact stars remains uncertain. Evolutionary models and simulations
indicate that physical processes like accretion or nuclear reactions can cause changes in the matter distribution within
compact stars over time. However, the prevalence of such transformations among compact stars is an active area of
research and debate. The MGD decoupling approach offers a straightforward and efficient framework for generating
well-behaved solutions for EFEs. Despite its apparent simplicity, this approach provides profound insights into self-
gravitating anisotropic configurations. Its primary advantage lies in breaking down a complex gravitational system
into two simpler, decoupled sets. The first set corresponds to the standard EFEs for the considered seed matter con-
tent, while the second, influenced by the additional gravitational source term Xpv, governs the anisotropic sector.
This second system is often termed the quasi-Einstein gravitational system, leading to a departure from the standard
EFEs. In this context, we have considered the Durgapal-IV model for exploring the dynamics of complexity-free stel-
lar distribution. Subsequently, the quasi-Einstein equations necessitate supplementary information, either through
constraints such as an EoS or the physically acceptable condition, such as a zero-complexity factor, for the source
term Xpuv or by specifying an appropriate representation of the MGD-function F°(r), as implemented in this study.
This work demonstrates that the presented complexity-free Durgapal-IV model of anisotropic fluid spheres satis-
fies all necessary criteria for a valid solution. In this work, we have merged the embedding Class I approach with
gravitational decoupling via the MGD scheme to construct complexity-free anisotropic solutions for stellar interiors.
To investigate the potentiality of finding simple, analytical solutions for non-rotating, spherically symmetric, and
stationary stellar structures with zero-complexity factor (Y{z = 0), we use the MGD approach combined with the
Durgapal-IV metric model. In this direction, we utilize the combination of the Class I condition and the condition
Yip = 0 as the basis for the MGD function to construct physically realistic compact star models.

We have analyzed the structural features of self-gravitating, anisotropic stars within the Durgapal-IV model
using gravitational decoupling. We analyzed various matter variables {¢*, P}, P;,A*} and four scalar quantities
{Yip, Xpp, Tf, X3} for B € [0,1]. We have noted the impact of the decoupling parameter B on all matter variables
within the framework of the Durgapal-IV relativistic model. The scalar function Y7} used for measuring complex-
ity notably affects the inherent structural characteristics of stellar interiors and facilitates the transition from an
anisotropic to an isotropic solution. Specifically, when B = 1, indicating a vanishing complexity factor, solutions
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derived from the Durgapal-IV ansatz shift from the initially considered anisotropic regime to the isotropic domain.
This emphasizes the relevance of the complexity factor on physical features associated with self-gravitational stellar
distributions through the mechanism of GD. In particular, we probed the captivating structural properties corre-
sponding to the Durgapal-IV model: the disappearance of the anisotropic factor as the complexity factor approaches
zero (B = 1). This finding involves the conversion of an anisotropic matter content of stress tensor constitution Ty,
into a homogeneous matter configuration, where P, = P,. This transformation is encouraged by GD, coupled with
the condition Y = 0, without requiring any isotropic precondition. Furthermore, we have observed significant
trends in stress components throughout the solution employing the Durgapal-IV metric potential. Specifically, it
has been observed that as Y1 — 0, there is a noticeable rise in pressure throughout the interior of the star, a situ-
ation considered undesirable. Moreover, we have revealed that contributions from GD, enforced by the constraint
Ttp = 0, act to reduce the anisotropic factor. Interestingly, incorporating the structure scalar T7y can lead to required
outcomes, exerting substantial influence on all matter variables and producing a feasible solution for the minimum
values of .

In summary, this research effectively examined the influence of complexity on self-gravitational, anisotropic stars
employing the MGD-based GD approach. This potent method allows for the generation of novel, physically plausi-
ble isotropic models for anisotropic fluid configurations by assuming the Durgapal metric potential within the for-
malism of embedding Class I method. Our results illustrate the pivotal role of the complexity factor in altering the
distribution of matter within static, self-gravitational stellar interiors. The influence of complexity on the structural
features of anisotropic stellar objects can be explored through the mechanism of the complete geometric deformation
approach. However, this study specifically focuses on investigating the complexity of minimally deformed compact
systems. The examination of the complexity factor for completely deformed stellar structures could be considered
for future investigation. We have provided insights into the geometric properties and behavior of spacetime through
matter-geometric relationships.

This finding is significant because the disappearance of pressure anisotropy throughout the model suggests that an
anisotropic matter distribution transforms into an isotropic matter content under the paradigm of a zero-complexity
factor, without necessitating any isotropy requirement. This result illustrates how the coupling of MGD decoupling
with the concept of a zero-complexity factor can be employed to model the isotropic stellar structures that are origi-
nally filled with anisotropic matter content. Until now, gravitational decoupling has been utilized to extend isotropic
solutions into anisotropic domains or from anisotropic to more potent anisotropic domains. This work differs from
previous studies in which the notion of GD is generally used to extend isotropic stellar solutions to the anisotropic
domain. In the past, several attempts have been made to extend isotropic stellar configurations into the anisotropic
regime within the GD approach, including the Durgapal-IV metric [62-65]. However, this work features a novel as-
pect of the GD approach: the coupling of GD with a zero-complexity factor may be used to transform the originally
anisotropic matter distribution into an isotropic domain with any pre-assumed isotropic condition.

APPENDIX A

The physical variables associated with the X-gravitational sector take the form

groX _PAO+3A + APt 4 AB?r2 (14 Ar?)}(—1+4 3Ar%) — B(1+ Ar?)2(3 4 Ar? 4 1A% 4 5A4%°)] 81)
(1+ Ar2)® (1+ ABr2 +2A2Br* + A3Br6)? '
gpX — BA+IA)[-2 — Ar? + B(1+ Ar?)’] (82)
" (14 A4)° (14 ABr2 +2A2Br 4 A3BsS)’
8PX — — BA2(—1+ 3Ar? + 20 A%r* + 8A437°) + B(1 + Ar?)?(1 — 2Ar> + 12A%r* + 78 A316 + 31.4%8)]
(1+Ar2)* (1 4 ABr2 + 2A2Br4 + A3Br6)?
BA[2AZB%(5 + 13Ar)(r + Ar®)4] (83)

(1+ Ar2)* (1+ ABr2 + 2A2Br* + A3Br6)?’
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where 0%, PX, and P)¢ denote the physical variables associated with the decoupling fluid X,,. The anisotropic factor
associated with the Durgapal-IV metric potential takes the form

AN*(r, B) =[A(—4B + AB?r*(1 + Ar})*(—2 — 6 Ar* + 14A%1° + 8AY® + A4 (2 —17B) + B) +4(—4 + 3B)
x A?rt + A3r0(—8 +7B) — Ar*(8 +15B) +2B(1+ Ar*)*(—1 — 3A%* + 342 (B — 1) + B + 118A
x 8+ A3(—1+25B8)r°)]/[(1 4+ Ar®)*(1 + ABr? + 2A%Br* + A3Br%)?]. (84)
The corresponding value of the complexity factor Y7y turn out to be
2,2 213
Yir(B) = (1= Py Ar;;iﬁ Azsjzi(lzzzf;:ﬁj BB
This expression captures the effects of the X-gravitational source on the complexity of self-gravitational compact star

by interpolating between the original value of §, i.e., = 0 and complexity-free condition (8 = 1). The corresponding
values of the other structure scalars read

Xip(r, B) = — A*2[B*(1 4+ Ar*)* (1 + 3A4%* + A3 —3Ar% (B — 1) — B+ 2B(1 + Ar?)?

X (B—1+ A% (28 —1) 4+ Ar*(58 — 2))]/[(1+ Ar?)3(1 + ABr* + 2A%Br* + A3Br%)?], (86)
Yi(r,B) = — [A(—20 4 70A8B?r'® - 11.47B?r'8 4- 2,47 B%r14(95 — 16B) + 2(B — 2) 8 + Ar*(—68 — 20B + B>

+12B) + 2A°Br'?(—10 + B(143 — 72B) + 198) + 2.A*Br8(—100 + B(73 — 1128) + 131p) — 2.4%

x (38 4 B(50 — 9B) — 268 + B*(—5+ 8B)) + 2.A%%(B?(25 — 488) +2(—7 + 5B) + 4B(—25+ 18B))

— 4 A5Br1%(25 — 448 + B(—65+ 64B)))]/[(1 4+ Ar?)3(1 + ABr? 4+ 2A%Br* 4+ A3Br®)?], (87)
X4 (r, B) =[A(—4B + AB*2(1+ Ar*)*(—2 — 6 Ar* + 14.43/% + 8A*8 + A%*(2 —178) + B) + (—4 +3B)

x 4 A% + A3(—8 4 7B) — Ar*(8 +15B) +2B(1 4 Ar*)?(—1 — 3A%r* +3AP(B—1) + B+ 11.A4%

x Br® + A3r®(—1+258)))]/[(1 + Ar*)*(1 + ABr* + 2A%Br* + A3Br®)?]. (88)

where X7, Y7, X7, and Y7 denote density inhomogeneity, complexity factor, density homogeneity, and the strong
energy condition for the compact system, respectively.

(85)
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