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Spherically symmetric Einstein-æther (EÆ) theory with a Maxwell-like kinetic term is revisited. We consider
a general choice of the metric and the æther field, finding that: (i) there is a gauge freedom allowing one always
to use a diagonal metric; and (ii) the nature of the Maxwell equation forces the æther field to be time-like in the
coordinate basis. We derive the vacuum solution and confirm that the innermost stable circular orbit (ISCO) and
photon ring are enlarged relative to general relativity (GR). Buchdahl’s theorem in EÆ theory is derived. For a
uniform physical density, we find that the upper bound on compactness is always lower than in GR. Additionally,
we observe that the Newtonian and EÆ radial acceleration relations run parallel in the low pressure limit. Our
analysis of EÆ theory may offer novel insights into its interesting phenomenological generalization: Æther–
scalar–tensor theory (ÆST).
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I. INTRODUCTION

General relativity (GR) has been a successful theory for de-
scribing gravity; however, interest in going beyond the conven-
tional gravity theory has never ceased. Æther–scalar–tensor
(ÆST) theory [1–11] is a promising modified gravity the-
ory, which is fully relativistic but can nevertheless lead to
behaviour similar to modified Newtonian dynamics (MOND)
on intermediate scales [4–6], whilst being compatible with
CDM on the largest scales [9–11] and having tensor gravita-
tional waves (GWs) which propagate at the speed of light [1–
3]. This is in contrast to the hitherto most successful can-
didate for a relativistic theory incorporating MOND effects,
namely, tensor-vector-scalar (TeVeS) theory [12–14], which is
phenomenologically inconsistent with the observed GWs [15–
17] and cosmic microwave background (CMB) [18–20]. ÆST
holds out of the hope of being able to provide an explanation
in terms of modified gravity for some of the regularities in
the radial acceleration relations for galaxies, for which there
is currently strong evidence in the data [12–14, 21–24] (see
also reviews [25, 26]). Moreover, it achieves this in a fully rel-
ativistic context. The Lagrangian and equations of motion for
the theory are rather complicated, however, and it is of interest
to investigate solutions both for matter and vacuum scenarios
in a simpler context which nevertheless captures some of the
essential features of ÆST.

Such a theory is the much older Einstein–æther (EÆ) theory,
relative to which ÆST theory can be viewed as an extension
with an extra scalar field. In 1951 Dirac briefly considered an
alternative to the then-nascent (or “ugly and incomplete” [27])
renormalisation of electron self-energy [28–34]. In particular,
Dirac proposed the normalised electromagnetic potential to be
unit-timelike on shell

𝐴𝜇𝐴
𝜇 = 1. (1)
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Today we instead imagine such 𝐴𝜇 as being the four-velocity
of an æther fluid [35]. In contrast [36, 37] to its luminifer-
ous æther namesake, this æther is not a fixed, non-dynamical
medium, but a dynamical field that can evolve and interact with
gravity and matter. Fields which obey Eq. (1) moreover have
a growing importance in modified theories of gravity [38–41].
By embedding Dirac’s model directly into GR, we obtain the
minimal EÆ theory with a Maxwell-like kinetic term [42–69]
(see the review [70]), which is an important progenitor to other
modern theories of modified gravity, such as bumblebee [71–
73] and Hořava gravity [74–77], as well as to ÆST.

The action of the minimal EÆ theory can be written as

𝑆EÆ ≡ ∫ d4𝑥
√

−𝑔
[

−
𝑀Pl2
2

𝑅 −𝐾B𝑀Pl2𝐹𝜇𝜈 𝐹
𝜇𝜈

− 2𝜆
(

𝐴𝜇𝐴
𝜇 − 1

)

−𝑀Pl2Λ + 𝐿M
]

, (2)

which is fully parameterised by the Planck mass 𝑀Pl and cos-
mological constantΛ from GR, and also the dimensionless EÆ
coupling 𝐾B which lies in the range

0 < 𝐾B < 2. (3)
In Eq. (2)𝐹𝜇𝜈 ≡ 2∇[𝜇𝐴𝜈], whilst𝑅 ≡ 𝑅𝜇𝜇 ≡ 𝑅 𝜇𝜈

𝜇𝜈 is the Ricci
scalar, and 𝜆 is a Lagrange multiplier enforcing Eq. (1). In𝐿Mwe put all other matter fields, including standard electromag-
netism — though a large literature (see e.g. [78–80]) now mo-
tivates EÆ extensions to 𝑓 (𝐹 ) or 𝐴𝜇𝐴𝜈𝑅𝜇𝜈 and 𝐴𝜇𝐴𝜇𝑅 op-
erators, or ‘soft’ realisations of Eq. (1) at potential vacua, via
effective nonlinear quantum electrodynamics (QED).

From the equation of motion with respect to 𝐴𝜇 derived
from Eq. (2), one finds that

𝜆 = −𝐾B𝑀Pl2𝐴𝜇∇𝜈𝐹𝜇𝜈 . (4)
Therefore, the non-GR part in Eq. (2) is all proportional to𝐾B,
which means 𝐾B → 0 corresponds to the GR limit. The need
for limited range of 𝐾B values in Eq. (3) is not at all obvious
from Eq. (2), but it does emerge in the EÆ field equations,
which not only yield exact GR equivalence for 𝐾B → 0, but
also identify 𝐾B → 2 with the ‘extremal æther’ regime [46].

In this paper, we focus on vacuum and matter solutions of
minimal EÆ theory under the assumption of spherical sym-
metry. In particular, we derive Buchdahl’s theorem in EÆ the-
ory; this sets an absolute bound on the compactness of spher-
ically symmetric objects in the theory, which may be relevant
to the physics of neutron stars. Additionally, we investigate
the radial acceleration curve, i.e., the acceleration that would
be observed in EÆ theory compared to what would be seen in
Newtonian gravity. While EÆ theory is not considered a vi-
able candidate for replacement of GR, it is plausible that some
of the properties we consider will also be found in the more
promising ÆST theory, although this remains a topic for fur-
ther research.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section II, we
first examine the spherically symmetric vacuum solution and
its associated gauge invariance, followed in Section III by a

discussion of the solution with matter content. In particular,
we derive Buchdahl’s theorem within the context of EÆ the-
ory. In Section IV, we present the scaling relation of the ra-
dial acceleration relation, comparing the EÆ profiles to the
Newtonian and MOND ones. Conclusions follow in Sec-
tion V. Throughout this paper, we adopt geometrised units,
setting 𝐺 ≡ 𝑐 ≡ 1, unless otherwise specified.

II. THE VACUUM EXTERIOR

The general form of the spherically symmetric line element
is discussed using the tetrad formalism in [81], and originates
from the functions shown in Table IV of [82]. In a spacetime
labelled with some set of coordinates 𝑥𝜇, the (holonomic) co-
ordinate basis vectors 𝐞𝜇 (denoted by Greek indices) at each
point are related to the metric via 𝐞𝜇 ⋅ 𝐞𝜈 ≡ 𝑔𝜇𝜈 . At each
point one may also define a local Lorentz frame by another
set of (anholonomic) orthonormal basis vectors �̂�𝑎 (denoted
by Roman indices), for which �̂�𝑎 ⋅ �̂�𝑎 ≡ 𝜂𝑎𝑏 , where 𝜂𝑎𝑏 ≡
diag(1,−1,−1,−1) is the Minkowski metric. The two sets of
basis vectors are related by the tetrads (or vierbeins) 𝑒 𝜇

𝑎 , where
the inverse is denoted 𝑒𝑎𝜇, such that �̂�𝑎 ≡ 𝑒 𝜇

𝑎 𝐞𝜇 and 𝐞𝜇 ≡
𝑒𝑎𝜇 �̂�𝑎. It is straightforward to show that 𝑔𝜇𝜈 ≡ 𝜂𝑎𝑏𝑒

𝑎
𝜇𝑒
𝑏
𝜈 ,which is invariant under local rotations of the Lorentz frames.

For a stationary, spherically-symmetric system and assum-
ing a spherical polar coordinate system [𝑥𝜇] = (𝑡, 𝑟, 𝜃, 𝜙), one
may choose the only non-zero tetrad coefficients to be 𝑒 0

0 ≡
𝑓1(𝑟), 𝑒 0

1 ≡ 𝑓2(𝑟), 𝑒 1
1 ≡ 𝑔1(𝑟), 𝑒 1

0 ≡ 𝑔2(𝑟), 𝑒 2
2 ≡ 1∕𝑟

and 𝑒 3
3 = 1∕(𝑟 sin 𝜃). In so doing, we have made use of

the invariance under local rotations of the Lorentz frames to
align �̂�2 and �̂�3 with the coordinate basis vectors 𝐞2 and 𝐞3 at
each point. As discussed in [82], it is also convenient to adopt
the ‘Newtonian gauge’, in which 𝑓2 = 0. One may then write
the line-element as

d𝑠2 =
𝑔21 − 𝑔

2
2

𝑓 2
1 𝑔

2
1

d𝑡2 +
2𝑔2
𝑓1𝑔21

d𝑡 d𝑟 − 1
𝑔21

d𝑟2

− 𝑟2
(

d𝜃2 + sin2 𝜃 d𝜙2) , (5)
which involves three scalar functions of 𝑟, where we have
adopted a ‘physical’ (non-comoving) radial coordinate for
which the proper area of a sphere of radius 𝑟 is 4𝜋𝑟2. The line-
element in Eq. (5) possesses a single further gauge freedom,
which is the direction of the timelike unit frame vector �̂�0 =
𝑓1𝐞0 + 𝑔2𝐞1 at each point. This may be chosen to coincide
with the four-velocity of some radially-moving test particle or
observer (which need not be in free-fall), so that the compo-
nents of its 4-velocity in the tetrad frame are [𝑢𝑎] = [1, 0, 0, 0],
and hence in the coordinate basis one has [𝑢𝜇] = [�̇�, �̇�, �̇�, �̇�] =
[𝑓1, 𝑔2, 0, 0], where dots denote differentiation with respect to
the observer’s proper time. In the presence of a fluid, it is
most natural to choose the observer to be comoving with the
fluid; indeed, depending on the gravitational theory and phys-
ical system under consideration, this coincidence may be re-
quired by the equations of motion. In any case, since 𝑔2 is the



3

rate of change of the 𝑟 coordinate of the observer with respect
to its proper time, it can be physically interpreted as the ob-
server’s three-velocity, which is consistent with its presence in
the d𝑡 d𝑟 cross term of Eq. (5).

A. The Eling–Jacobson solution

In this section, we obtain fresh details about the central
anatomy of the asymptotically flat vacuum solution to the EÆ
theory in Eq. (2). This solution was first identified in [83] by
aligning the æther field with the timelike Killing vector. It
shares the Newtonian limit of the Schwarzschild black hole in
GR, and indeed the solutions are fully identical in the 𝐾B →
0 limit. For finite 𝐾B, however, the innermost stable cir-
cular orbit (ISCO), photon ring and singular surface of the
Schwarzschild-like coordinates all lie at increased radii. The
derivation of the vacuum solution is provided here, serving
as a foundation for the subsequent discussions on the ISCO
in Section II B, mass conversion in Section III C, and bound-
ary matching in Appendix A.

We look for static, Schwarzschild-like vacuum solutions
to Eq. (2) with vanishing vacuum energy Λ = 0. We thus
choose 𝑔2 = 0, so that

d𝑠2 = T d𝑡2 − Rd𝑟2 − 𝑟2
(

d𝜃2 + sin2 𝜃d𝜙2) , (6)
where T ≡ T (𝑟) = 1∕𝑓 2

1 (𝑟) and R ≡ R(𝑟) = 1∕𝑔21(𝑟) are
dimensionless functions to be determined. We want to find the
closest analogue to the Schwarzschild exterior solution in GR

T (𝑟) = 1
R(𝑟)

= 1 −
𝑟Sz
𝑟
, 𝑟Sz < 𝑟, (7)

which is fully parameterised by the constant Schwarzschild ra-
dius 𝑟Sz ≡ −2ΦNt𝑟, where ΦNt is the Newtonian potential as-
sociated with the (gravitational) mass of the interior. Guided
by Eq. (7), we will focus on

0 < T ≤ 1 ≤ R. (8)
We further assume complete alignment of the æther with the
timelike Killing vector, so from Eqs. (1) and (6)

𝐴𝑡(𝑟) = 1∕
√

T (𝑟), 𝐴𝑟(𝑟) = 0. (9)
Whilst Eq. (9) seems somewhat arbitrary, it can be shown that
a vanishing radial component is demanded by the Maxwell
equation, which is discussed in more detail in Section II C.
Moreover, Eq. (9) does yield an isotropic spacetime at infinite
radius, and is hence consistent with the cosmological princi-
ple. Combining Eqs. (6) and (9) the field equations read

0 = 8 (1 − R) + 𝑟T ′T −2 (8T +𝐾B𝑟T ′) , (10a)
0 = 3𝐾BT −1RT ′2 + 2𝐾B𝑟−1T ′ (𝑟R′ − 4R

)

+ 8𝑟−2T
[

(R − 1)R + 𝑟R′] − 4𝐾BRT ′′, (10b)
where a prime denotes d∕d𝑟. It is straightforward to show
that Eqs. (10a) and (10b) do indeed admit at spatial infinity

a series solution
T (𝑟) = 1 −

𝑟Sz
𝑟

−
𝐾B𝑟Sz3

48𝑟3
+ 

(

𝑟Sz4∕𝑟4
)

, (11a)

R(𝑟) = 1 +
𝑟Sz
𝑟

+
(

1 +
𝐾B
8

)

𝑟Sz2

𝑟2
+ 

(

𝑟Sz3∕𝑟3
)

, (11b)

which is consistent with the Newtonian limit of Eq. (7), but
which departs from the nonlinear Schwarzschild physics for
generic EÆ parameter 𝐾B.

It is possible to make Eqs. (11a) and (11b) exact. We can
use Eq. (10a) to determine R algebraically, and substitute it
into Eq. (10b) to yield

𝐾B𝑟2T ′3 + 8T 2 (2T ′ + 𝑟T ′′) = 0, (12)
which neatly separates the novel contribution — the first term
in Eq. (12) — from what is present in GR to give Eq. (7),
i.e. 2T ′ + 𝑟T ′′ = 0. The nonlinearity of Eq. (12) makes the
EÆ solution harder to obtain than the Schwarzschild counter-
part. Instead, we obtain a formal expression1 for T directly
from Eq. (10a)

T (𝑟) =

exp

[

2
𝐾B ∫

∞

𝑟
d𝑟′

2 −
√

4 + 2𝐾B (R (𝑟′) − 1)
𝑟′

]

, (13)

and when Eq. (13) is substituted into Eq. (10b) with the con-
ditions in Eqs. (3) and (8) we find

4R − 2R
√

4 + 2𝐾B (R − 1)
+𝐾B

[

2 (R − 1)R + 𝑟R′] = 0, (14)
which integrates to give 𝑟 as an inverse function of R

𝑟 (R) =
𝑟Th

√

2𝐾BR
√

4 + 2𝐾B (R − 1) − 2

×

[
√

2 +𝐾B (R − 1) −
√

2 −𝐾B
√

2 +𝐾B (R − 1) +
√

2 −𝐾B

]
1

√

4−2𝐾B
. (15)

The integration constant 𝑟Th > 0 in Eq. (15) has been nor-
malised so as to represent the throat radius. As with the
Schwarzschild case in Eq. (7), the throat is defined by R → ∞,
at which point Eq. (15) evaluates to2

lim
R →∞

𝑟 (R) = 𝑟Th. (16)

1 The solution branch (i.e. the sign of the square root) and limits of integra-
tion are determined by the Newtonian limit in Eqs. (11a) and (11b). The
discussion of branch choice is demonstrated in Appendix A.

2 It is important to observe that, unlike for the Schwarzschild case, the time
function T (𝑟) does not vanish as 𝑟 → 𝑟Th. For this reason, we refer to the
feature here as a ‘throat’ rather than a ‘horizon’. It is shown in [83] that the
Eling–Jacobson solution is, in fact, an asymmetric wormhole whose throat
is located at 𝑟 = 𝑟Th. The wormhole nature of the solution may be seen by
tracing radial null geodesics, which display a minimum radius here. Except
for the discussion in Appendix A we will avoid considering the ‘far side’ of
the wormhole; nor do we focus on the physical nature of the throat surface.
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To interpret Eq. (16), we must fix the other (Newtonian) limit
of Eq. (15) to that stipulated in Eq. (11b), giving

lim
R →1

(R − 1) 𝑟 (R) = 𝑟Sz. (17)
Substituting Eq. (15) into Eq. (17) and evaluating this limit,
we determine the necessary relation 𝑟Th ≡ 𝑟Th

(

𝑟Sz, 𝐾B
) to be

𝑟Th
(

𝑟Sz, 𝐾B
)

≡
𝑟Sz

√

𝐾B
2
√

2

[√

2 +
√

2 −𝐾B
√

2 −
√

2 −𝐾B

]

1
√

4−2𝐾B
. (18)

We may notice in Eq. (18) the limiting representation of Eu-
ler’s number 𝑒. Recall that the Newtonian limit is associated
with a concrete scale 𝑟Sz, and 𝑟Sz is also associated with the
horizon radius of the Schwarzschild black hole in Eq. (7). But
according to Eq. (18), an EÆ vacuum with this same Newto-
nian limit instead has a throat at 𝑟Th, where

𝑟Sz < 𝑟Th <
𝑒
2
𝑟Sz. (19)

Thus, for constant gravitational mass, the inner region of
the EÆ solution is smoothly enhanced by a factor of up
to 𝑒∕2 ≃ 1.359 as the EÆ parameter 𝐾B increases from the
GR limit — through Eq. (3) — to the ‘extremal æther’ limit.

In summary, given a Newtonian limit 𝑟Sz to a compact object
in the 𝐾B-specific EÆ theory of Eq. (2), the analytic formula
for the augmented throat radius is given in Eq. (18), whilst
for 𝑟Th < 𝑟 the line element functions in Eq. (6) can be ob-
tained from the inverse of the analytic function in Eq. (15) and
the consequent definite integral in Eq. (13).

B. The ISCO and the photon ring

The ISCO of the Eling–Jacobson solution was considered for
the first time in [50] (the phenomenological implications are
discussed in [51, 84], see also [53, 54, 67, 85] for the ISCOs
and [85, 86] for the photon rings around black hole solutions
in EÆ theory). The stationary observer at 𝑟 > 𝑟Th perceives
massive particles on circular orbits of radius 𝑟 to have orbital
speed 𝑣 as they pass by, where 𝑣 is given by a well-known
formula for any Schwarzschild-like line element of the form
in Eq. (6), namely

𝑣2 ≡ 𝑟T ′

2T
. (20)

Substituting Eq. (13) into Eq. (20) yields

R(𝑣) = 1 + 2𝑣2 +
𝐾B
2
𝑣4. (21)

Note that Eq. (21) is exact, so we can clearly identify a quar-
tic æther correction proportional to the EÆ parameter 𝐾B. At
large distances, we can verify in Eqs. (11b) and (21) the New-
tonian result that 𝑟Sz∕2𝑟 ≡ −ΦNt = 𝑣2 + 

(

𝑟Sz2∕𝑟2
). More

generally, Eq. (21) may be substituted into Eq. (15) to give 𝑟 as
an inverse function of 𝑣. In this nonlinear regime, we are espe-
cially interested in the luminal orbit radius 𝑟𝛾 for which 𝑣 = 1,

since the monotonicity of Eqs. (15) and (21) guarantees that
no massive orbits (even unstable ones) may lie at or within 𝑟𝛾 .We find
𝑟𝛾

(

𝑟Th, 𝐾B
)

≡
𝑟Th
√

𝐾B

√

6 +𝐾B

×

[

2 +𝐾B −
√

2
√

2 −𝐾B
2 +𝐾B +

√

2
√

2 −𝐾B

]

1
√

4−2𝐾B
, (22)

and by substituting Eq. (18) into Eq. (22) we obtain
3
2
𝑟Sz < 𝑟𝛾 <

√

𝑒𝑟Sz, (23)
where the lower bound is consistent with the Schwarzschild
case in Eq. (7), as expected. Whilst 𝑟𝛾 itself is a forbidden
orbital radius for massive particles of finite energy, it is equiv-
alently the location of the only circular null geodesic. Equa-
torial null geodesics at θ = 𝜋∕2 in the Schwarzschild-like
line element of Eq. (6) are associated with temporal 𝑘 and az-
imuthal ℎ integrals of motion

( d𝑟
d𝜏

)2
= 𝑘2

T R
− ℎ2

𝑟2R
, 𝑘 ≡ T

d𝑡
d𝜏
, ℎ ≡ 𝑟2

dϕ
d𝜏
, (24)

where 𝜏 is the affine parameter. By definition, Eq. (24)
associates the circular null geodesic with the specific ra-
tio 𝑘𝛾2∕ℎ𝛾2 = T (𝑟𝛾 )∕𝑟𝛾2. By differentiating Eq. (24) with
respect to 𝜏, and applying Eqs. (13), (14) and (21) we obtain
near 𝑟𝛾 an unstable radial oscillator for adjacent (non-circular)
null geodesics

d2𝑟
d𝜏2

=
ℎ𝛾2

𝑟𝛾4
(

𝑟 − 𝑟𝛾
)

+ 
[

(

𝑟 − 𝑟𝛾
)2
]

. (25)

From Eq. (25) we conclude that the instability of the photon
ring which forms at 𝑟𝛾 is not improved in EÆ theory.

We can also consider the stability of the massive orbits. In the
massive case 𝜏 is most conveniently defined as the proper time
along the geodesic, whereupon 𝑘 is identified with the specific
energy and ℎwith the specific angular momentum. A family of
massive circular orbits is possible, and the conditions d𝑟∕d𝜏 =
d2𝑟∕d𝜏2 = 0 lead — as with Eq. (20) — to further results at
given 𝑟 in any line element of the form in Eq. (6)

𝑘2 = 2T 2

2T − 𝑟T ′ , ℎ2 = 𝑟3T ′

2T − 𝑟T
. (26)

Note again that massive orbits will only be possible for real 𝑘
or ℎ, i.e., at radii 𝑟 < 𝑟𝛾 according to Eqs. (13), (21) and (26).
Analogously to Eq. (25), it can be shown that the stability
criterion for massive circular orbits is 𝑘′ > 0. Substitut-
ing Eq. (13) into Eq. (26) and eliminating R′ with Eq. (14),
we obtain an algebraic solution for 𝑘′ in R. There are two an-
alytic roots 𝑘′ = 0 lying in the finite exterior, and these are
associated with the line element values R±

R±
(

𝐾B
)

≡ 2
𝐾B

(

4 +𝐾B ±
√

2
√

8 +𝐾B
)

. (27)
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FIG. 1. Upper panel: the T and R functions in Eq. (6) for vari-
ous 𝐾B and fixed 𝑟Sz, according to the exact EÆ exterior solution
in Eqs. (13), (15) and (18). Lower panel: the central structures com-
prise the throat 𝑟Th in Eq. (18), the ISCO-like radii 𝑟± in Eq. (28), and
the photon ring 𝑟𝛾 in Eq. (22). The dimensionless numbers 𝜁± cor-
respond (in units of 𝑟Sz) to the upper bounds of the ISCO-like radii
in Eq. (29). These radii all connect with their counterparts for the
Schwarzschild black hole of GR in the 𝐾B → 0 limit.

When the values in Eq. (27) are substituted into Eq. (15), we
obtain the radii 𝑟± ≡ 𝑟

(

R±
)

𝑟±
(

𝑟Th, 𝐾B
)

≡
2𝑟Th

√

4 +𝐾B ±
√

2
√

8 +𝐾B
√

2
√

10 +𝐾B ± 2
√

2
√

8 +𝐾B − 2

×

⎡

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎣

√

10 +𝐾B ± 2
√

2
√

8 +𝐾B −
√

2 −𝐾B
√

10 +𝐾B ± 2
√

2
√

8 +𝐾B +
√

2 −𝐾B

⎤

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎦

1
√

4−2𝐾B

. (28)

Note that we can also substitute Eq. (18) into Eq. (28) to ob-
tain 𝑟± in terms of 𝑟Sz and𝐾B. Corresponding to Eq. (19), the
ranges of the critical radii in Eq. (28) are then

(2 ∓ 1) 𝑟Sz < 𝑟± <

√

3 ±
√

5𝑒
2
√

3±
√

5−
√

2

2
√

3±
√

5

2
√

3 ±
√

5 −
√

2
𝑟Sz ≡ 𝜁±𝑟Sz, (29)

The upper bounds correspond to 𝜁±𝑟Sz in Fig. 1. From Eq. (29)
we identify the physically interesting branch3 𝑟− with the
EÆ counterpart of the GR ISCO, which lies at 3𝑟Sz in the
Schwarzschild solution of Eq. (7).

C. Formulation with a radial æther component

The ansatz considered in the Section II A had an æther field
which was chosen to lie solely in the time direction. We want
to show here how if this is generalised to allow a radial com-
ponent, then of necessity this entails a cross-term in the met-
ric, and thus a non-zero 𝑔2. We will then show, however, that
in the new ansatz the equations can be expressed in terms of
variables which are ‘gauge invariant’ under the introduction
of a radial component, meaning that the new solution is physi-
cally identical to the old one, and contains no additional phys-
ical information. This is consistent with the expectation that
in a vacuum, the choice of ‘four-velocity’ (which is basically
what the 𝐴𝜇 field represents here) is purely gauge. It is only
when we have an additional physical velocity, such as the four-
velocity of a fluid, to compare with, that this choice becomes
a physical one. Prompted by this observation, we move on
to consider a case in which a perfect fluid is indeed present,
the four-velocity of which does provide a physical compari-
son, and we show that while we again have a gauge freedom
left over, it still only represents a single degree of freedom,
since (at least in our current setup) the directions of the 𝐴𝜇
field and of the fluid velocity vector are obliged to coincide.
This will be discussed in Section III A.

It is convenient to consider the components of the unit-length
æther vector in the local Lorentz basis at each point, for which
we use the simple ansatz

[𝐴𝑎] = [cosh 𝛼(𝑟), sinh 𝛼(𝑟), 0, 0]. (30)
Thus interpreted as a four-velocity, 𝐴𝑎 corresponds to radial
motion with a rapidity parameter 𝛼(𝑟) relative to the local
Lorentz frame.

3 We note that the second solution lies within the range 𝑟Th < 𝑟+ < 𝑟𝛾 for
all 𝐾B. The fact that this solution separates from the throat at all is a prop-
erty of the EÆ solution that is not seen in the GR limit — however in both
theories 𝑟+ corresponds to superluminal orbits.
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If we solve the time component of the æther field equations
for 𝛼′′, and then substitute the result into the radial component,
we obtain the simple relationship

𝜆
(

𝑔1 sinh 𝛼 + 𝑔2 cosh 𝛼
)

= 0. (31)
Thus the possibilities are that either 𝜆 = 0 or

𝑔2 = −𝑔1 tanh 𝛼. (32)
By examining the remaining equations of motion, it turns out
that 𝜆 = 0 leads to an analogue of the Reissner-Nordström so-
lution, complete with the Schwarzschild geometry as its zero-
charge limit. Therefore, we will assume 𝜆 ≠ 0 so that Eq. (32)
applies. The 𝑡𝜃 component of the Einstein equations reads (up
to factors which cannot vanish)

𝜆𝑟 cosh 𝛼 sinh 𝛼𝑓1 + 𝑔2
(

𝑔1𝑓
′
1 + 𝑓1𝑔

′
1
)

= 0, (33)
from which, in conjunction with Eq. (32), we deduce

𝜆 =
𝑔1

(

𝑔1𝑓1
)′

𝑟𝑓1 cosh
2 𝛼
. (34)

We can now use Eq. (32) and Eq. (34) in the æther equations,
which reduce to a single equation involving the first and second
powers of 𝑓 ′

1, 𝛼′ and 𝑔′1, and contain an overall factor of𝐾B−2.
Assuming𝐾B ≠ 2 (and thus avoiding the ‘extremal æther limit
in Eq. (3)) we can use this equation to obtain an expression
for the square of 𝛼′, which we then insert into the 𝑡𝑡 Einstein
equation. This yields a simple equation which is linear in the
first derivatives 𝑓 ′

1, 𝛼′ and 𝑔′1
𝑓1 cosh

3 𝛼 − 𝑟𝑔1𝑓1𝑔′1 cosh 𝛼 − 𝑔
2
1𝑓1 cosh 𝛼

+ 𝑟𝑔21𝑓
′
1 cosh 𝛼 + 2𝑟𝑔21𝑓1𝛼

′ sinh 𝛼 = 0. (35)
Solving this equation for 𝛼′ and substituting the solution back
into the Einstein and æther equations then yields equations
which have no 𝛼 derivatives, but which are still relatively com-
plicated. However, there are some substitutions which sim-
plify the equations significantly. We define two new vari-
ables 𝑋(𝑟) and 𝑌 (𝑟) according to

𝑋 ≡ 𝑓1𝑔1, 𝑌 ≡ 1
𝑔1

cosh 𝛼, (36)

and use these to substitute for 𝑓1 and cosh 𝛼 in the equations.
This yields a much simplified set of three equations

0 =2𝑟𝑌 ′𝑋 + 𝑌 3𝑋 + 𝑟𝑌 𝑋′ − 𝑌 𝑋, (37a)
0 =𝐾B(𝑌 − 1)2(𝑌 + 1)2𝑋2

− 2𝑋′ [4 +
(

𝑌 2 − 1
)

𝐾B
]

𝑟𝑋 +𝐾B𝑟2𝑋′2, (37b)
0 =𝐾B(𝑌 − 1)2(𝑌 + 1)2𝑋2

+ 2𝑟
[(

𝑋′′𝑟 + 𝑌 2𝑋′ + 2𝑋′)𝐾B − 4𝑋′]𝑋

−𝐾B𝑟2𝑋′2, (37c)
respectively from the the 𝛼′, Einstein and æther equations.
There are other components to the Einstein and æther equa-
tions, but they do not yield anything new beyond Eqs. (37b)

and (37c). Since there are no derivatives of 𝑌 in either
of Eqs. (37b) and (37c), it is possible to use these to get an
equation involving 𝑋 alone, and which is still second order,
namely

𝐾B
(

𝑋′′𝑟 + 3𝑋′)2𝑋2

+ 2𝑟
[(

𝑋′′𝑟 + 3𝑋′)𝐾B − 16𝑋′]𝑋′2𝑋

+𝐾B𝑟2𝑋′4 = 0. (38)
If the second order equation in Eq. (38) can be solved for 𝑋,
then one can show that using Eq. (37a) it is possible to re-
cover 𝑌 via

𝑌 =
√

𝑟
[

𝑋
(

∫
d𝑟
𝑋

+ 𝑐
)]− 1

2
, (39)

where 𝑐 is a constant of integration, and we take the positive
root since both 𝑔1 and cosh 𝛼 have to be positive. Alternatively,
one can use Eq. (37a) to derive 𝑋 in terms of 𝑌 , for which the
result is

𝑋 = 𝐶𝑟
𝑌 2

exp
(

−∫
𝑌 2d𝑟
𝑟

)

, (40)

where 𝐶 is another constant. Substituting Eq. (40)
into Eq. (37b) then yields a first order equation in 𝑌 alone:

−𝐾B𝑌 6 + (2𝐾B − 2)𝑌 4 − 2𝐾B𝑌 3𝑌 ′𝑟

+(2 −𝐾B)𝑌 2 + 2𝑌 ′𝑟(𝐾B − 2)𝑌 −𝐾B𝑌 ′2𝑟2 = 0, (41)
which can be solved implicitly in terms of an integral in
which 𝑌 (𝑟) is the upper limit. One can check that the sec-
ond order equation Eq. (37c) is compatible with both these
approaches, i.e. that we have a consistent set of equations.

Now, it will have been noticed that the definitions Eq. (36)
involve three variables as input, i.e. 𝑓1, 𝑔1 and 𝛼, but with two
variables, 𝑋 and 𝑌 as output. However, there are no further
independent equations in the system apart from those we have
just written down for 𝑋 and 𝑌 . This means we cannot deter-
mine 𝑓1, 𝑔1 and 𝛼 individually — there must be a gauge free-
dom between them meaning, for example, that we can choose 𝛼
as we wish, with the other two changing to accommodate this
choice, but with 𝑋 and 𝑌 remaining fixed.

If we convert the expression for 𝜆(𝑟) given in equa-
tion Eq. (34) to be in terms of our𝑋 and 𝑌 variables, we obtain

𝜆 = 𝑋′

𝑟𝑋𝑌 2
. (42)

Eq. (42) confirms that in general 𝜆 is ‘intrinsic’, i.e. has the
same physics attached to it regardless of the value of 𝛼.

It is important to emphasize that although Eq. (30) has a ra-
dial component, the components 𝐴𝜇 = 𝑒 𝜇

𝑎 𝐴𝑎 in the coordi-
nate basis possess only a time-like component after impos-
ing Eq. (32). This behavior stems from the equations of motion
and the assumption that 𝐴𝜇 depends solely on 𝑟. For simplic-
ity, one may consider this in Minkowski spacetime without any
sources. The Maxwell equations read [

𝐴𝑡(𝑟)′ + 𝑟𝐴𝑡(𝑟)′′
]

∕𝑟 =
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0 and 𝐴𝑟(𝑟)∕𝑟2 = 0, which immediately lead to 𝐴𝑟 = 0. This
result can be generalised to electromagnetism in curved space-
time and EÆ theory, where the radial component still vanishes
as derived above. This outcome is quite general and is inde-
pendent of the condition 𝐴𝜇𝐴𝜇 = 1. Thus, constraining the
æther field to be purely 𝑟-dependent forces it to align exclu-
sively with the time-like direction in the coordinate basis (and
therefore be Lorentz-violating).

It is also worth highlighting how we can reach the expression
of the equations in 𝑋, 𝑌 form via a coordinate transformation
from our setup involving an explicit 𝛼. Specifically we can
do this via the following transformation of the time and space
coordinates:

(𝑡, 𝑟) → (𝑡 + 𝑓 (𝑟), 𝑟), (43)
where the function 𝑓 (𝑟) satisfies

𝑓 ′(𝑟) =
𝑓1 sinh(2𝛼)

2𝑔1
. (44)

Integrating this with respect to 𝑟 would require the assump-
tion of a specific form for 𝛼(𝑟) of course, but the formula just
given for the derivative of 𝑓 is enough to show that under this
transformation (and assuming the 𝑔2 = −𝑔1 tanh 𝛼 relation-
ship enforced by the Maxwell equations), the metric loses its
off-diagonal part, and becomes

d𝑠2 = 1
(

𝑓1 cosh 𝛼
)2

d𝑡2 −
(

cosh 𝛼
𝑔1

)2
d𝑟2

− 𝑟2
(

d𝜃2 + sin2 𝜃d𝜙2) . (45)
We recognise from the definitions in Eq. (36) that

1
(

𝑓1 cosh 𝛼
)2

= 1
(𝑋𝑌 )2

,
(

cosh 𝛼
𝑔1

)2
= 𝑌 2 (46)

and so we have succeeded in reaching an intrinsic form of the
metric. Everything in the earlier sections can now be accessed
via the identifications

R = 𝑌 2, T = 1
𝑋2𝑌 2

. (47)

Note the effect on the contravariant components of 𝐴 due to
the transformation Eq. (43) is to leave them invariant, i.e. 𝐴𝜇
for 𝜇 = 0, 1 is given by 1∕√T and 0, respectively, both before
and after the transformation.

III. THE MATTER INTERIOR

A. The introduction of matter

We carry on by looking at the case where a perfect fluid is
introduced. We do this initially for the ansatz in Eq. (30),
where the rapidity parameter 𝛼(𝑟) for the 𝐴𝑎 unit vector, is
allowed to vary. Additionally, we let the fluid velocity 𝑣𝑎 in

the local Lorentz basis have a radial component, with rapidity
parameter 𝛽(𝑟). We note that we have already shown in Sec-
tion II C that, in the case without matter, the introduction of
non-zero 𝛼 is effectively just a gauge choice, with no physical
consequences. Similarly, if we had no æther component, then
the introduction of 𝛽 would not necessarily mean that the fluid
had a genuine radial velocity. Indeed, with the accompanying
introduction of a cross-term in the metric, this can again just
be a choice of gauge. However, having both present means
that the angle between them could in principle be measurable,
so it is worth investigating this aspect, and having a suitably
general setup from which to start.

The matter we introduce will be a perfect fluid with
(Lorentzian) stress-energy tensor

𝑇 𝑎𝑏 = (𝑃 + 𝜌)𝑣𝑎𝑣𝑏 + 𝑃𝜂𝑎𝑏, (48)
where the four-velocity 𝑣 is confined to the (𝑡, 𝑟) plane and
has rapidity parameter 𝛽(𝑟). This 𝑇 𝑎𝑏 multiplied by 8𝜋 is then
added to the right hand side of the Einstein equations, but with
the ansatz for other quantities remaining the same.

Here we provide a schematic account of how these equations
can be treated. Firstly, as before, we solve the time component
of the æther equations for 𝛼′′, and insert this into the radial
component. Since the æther equations are not directly affected
by the presence of the matter, this yields Eq. (31) as before,
and since we are going to assume 𝜆 to be non-zero here, this
once again leads to the expression for 𝑔2 in Eq. (32). We can
then use the 𝑡𝑟 Einstein equation to find an expression for 𝜆,
and go through all the equations again substituting this for 𝜆
and Eq. (32) for 𝑔2. However, if we now take the new 𝑟𝑟 Ein-
stein equation and solve for 𝛼′2, and substitute this into the 𝑡𝑡
Einstein equation, we get the result (omitting factors which
cannot vanish)

sinh [2(𝛼 − 𝛽)] (𝜌 + 𝑃 )
sinh(2𝛼)

= 0. (49)

Thus, assuming 𝜌 ≠ −𝑃 , if 𝛼 is non-zero4 we must have 𝛽 = 𝛼.
We now take a similar route through to obtaining an equa-
tion which is linear in 𝛼′ as was already discussed follow-
ing Eq. (34) above. Again, we reinsert the solution for 𝛼′ in all
the equations. At this stage, we find that despite the presence
of the matter we can make exactly the same substitutions as
in Eq. (36), which replace the three variables 𝑓1, 𝑔1 and 𝛼 with
the two variables 𝑋 and 𝑌 . This means that the function 𝛼(𝑟)
(or equivalently 𝑔2) is a pure gauge choice once again, since
the physics is described by the reduced set 𝑋 and 𝑌 . We pick
out two physical quantities of interest relative to the vacuum
case, namely the pressure gradient d𝑃∕d𝑟 and the expression
for the Lagrange multiplier 𝜆. We find

𝑃 ′ = [ln (𝑋𝑌 )]′ (𝜌 + 𝑃 ) , (50a)
𝜆 = 4𝜋 (𝜌 + 𝑃 ) +

[ln (𝑋)]′

𝑟𝑌 2
. (50b)

4 The conclusion 𝛼 = 𝛽 remains true for the case 𝛼 = 0 despite the denomi-
nator being zero.
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The ‘vacuum’ contribution to 𝜆matches that given in Eq. (42),
whilst the matter contribution is a multiple of the pressure gra-
dient, in the sense that both are proportional to 𝜌 + 𝑃 .

B. The governing equations

In this section, we derive the governing equations that
will be used in later discussions on Buchdahl’s limit, and
other numerical results. Specifically, we derive the Tol-
man–Oppenheimer–Volkoff (TOV) equation for the Einstein-
æther theory5, where we define an æther energy that compact-
ifies the final expression compared to [88]. Due to the gauge
invariance discussed above, we are free to set 𝛼 = 𝛽 = 0, sim-
plifying the line element to that in Section II A. The resulting
governing equations are

8𝜋𝑟2𝜌 = 1 −
( 1

R

)

− 𝑟
( 1

R

)′

+ 𝑟𝐾B

[

− 𝑟
8

(

T ′

T

)2
( 1

R

)

− 𝑟
2

( 1
R

)

(

T ′

T

)′
−
( 1

R

)

(

T ′

T

)

− 𝑟
4

(

T ′

T

)

( 1
R

)′]

, (51a)

8𝜋𝑟2𝑃 = −1 +
( 1

R

)

+ 𝑟
(

T ′

T

)

( 1
R

)

+
𝐾B
8
𝑟2
(

T ′

T

)2
( 1

R

)

, (51b)

8𝜋𝑟2𝑃 = 1
4

(

T ′

T

)2
( 1

R

)

𝑟2 −
𝐾B𝑟2
8

(

T ′

T

)2
( 1

R

)

+ 𝑟2

2

( 1
R

)

(

T ′

T

)′
+ 𝑟

2

( 1
R

)′

+
(

T ′

T

)[

𝑟
2

( 1
R

)

+ 𝑟2

4

( 1
R

)′]

, (51c)

𝑃 ′ = −1
2

(

T ′

T

)

(𝜌 + 𝑃 ). (51d)

We can define the æther energy as

𝜖 ≡ 𝐹 0𝜇𝐹 0
𝜇 − 1

4
𝑔00𝐹 𝜇𝜈𝐹𝜇𝜈 = 1

32𝜋

(

T ′

T

)2
( 1

R

)

. (52)

Using the Schwarzschild parameterisation 1∕R = 1−2𝑚(𝑟)∕𝑟
and combining Eq. (51b) and Eq. (51c), we obtain

𝑟
(

T ′

T

)

( 1
R

)

= 𝑚′ + 12𝜋𝑟2𝑃 − 8𝜋𝑟2𝜖

+ 2𝜋𝐾B𝑟2𝜖 − 8𝜋𝑟2𝜖′
(

T ′

T

)−1
. (53)

5 See also [87] for the full ÆST case.

Then, by combining Eq. (51a) and Eq. (53), we can express
the ‘mass’ function as

𝑚(𝑟) = ∫

𝑟

0

8𝜋𝜌 + 2𝜋𝐾B
[

6𝑃 − (2 −𝐾B)𝜖
]

2 −𝐾B
�̄�2d�̄�. (54)

One should note that to convert the ‘mass’ here to the
Schwarzschild mass, ensuring asymptotic flatness at infin-
ity, one should substitute the radial metric into Eq. (15)
and Eq. (18). From Eq. (51b) and Eq. (51d), one can derive
the expression

𝑃 ′ = −
(𝑃 + 𝜌)(𝑚 + 4𝜋𝑟3𝑃 − 2𝜋𝐾B𝑟3𝜖)

𝑟(𝑟 − 2𝑚)
. (55)

The final form of EÆ TOV equations are comprised of Eq. (54)
and Eq. (55).

C. Buchdahl’s theorem

We are now in a position to derive Buchdahl’s theorem,
which describes the limit of compactness for static, spheri-
cally symmetric interiors. In GR, this limit is 𝑀Sz∕𝑟b ≤ 4∕9,
where 𝑟b is the star radius (the radius beyond which lies the
Eling–Jacobson vacuum). To proceed, we assume the follow-
ing conditions within the star: d(𝑚∕𝑟3)∕d𝑟 ≤ 0, 𝑚 ≥ 0, T (𝑟 =
0) ≥ 0, and dT ∕d𝑟 ≥ 0, which qualify a stable spherical star
as outlined in [89, 90]. It should be noted that we do not as-
sume any equation of state while deriving the theory as [91]
does. To make use of the condition of monotonically decreas-
ing effective density, we should rewrite the equations of mo-
tion so that 𝑚∕𝑟3 shows up in the equation. Once this is done,
one should find an expression involving T (𝑟) at centre and
boundary so as to constrain the expression between 0 and 1,
which can be exploited to solve for the final Buchdahl’s limit.
By combining Eq. (51b) and Eq. (51c) to eliminate𝑃 , and after
some algebraic manipulations, we obtain

d
d𝑟

[

1

𝑟
√

RT 𝐾B

dT 1∕2

d𝑟

]

=
√

T (1−𝐾B)R d
d𝑟

[

𝑚(𝑟)
𝑟3

]

. (56)

The condition d(𝑚∕𝑟3)∕d𝑟 ≤ 0 implies that the left-hand side
of Eq. (56) is less than or equal to zero. Integrating this from 𝑟
to 𝑟b yields

1

𝑟
√

RT 𝐾B

dT 1∕2

d𝑟
≥ 1

2𝑟b
√

RbT
𝐾B+1

b

dT (𝑟b)
d𝑟

= 1

2𝑟b
√

RbT
(𝐾B−1)

b

(

T ′

T

)

b
, (57)

where the subscript ‘b’ indicates that the quantity is evaluated
at the star surface. To address the LHS of Eq. (57), we need

∫

𝑟b

0

(
√

T
)−𝐾B dT 1∕2

d𝑟
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= 1
1 −𝐾B

(

√

Tb
(1−𝐾B) −

√

Tc
(1−𝐾B)) , (58)

where the subscript ‘c’ denotes that the quantity is evaluated
at 𝑟 = 0. This expression is only valid if 𝐾B ≠ 16. Multiply-
ing Eq. (57) by 𝑟√R and integrating from 0 to 𝑟b, we obtain

1
1 −𝐾B

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

√

Tc
Tb

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

(1−𝐾B)

≤ 1
1 −𝐾B

− 1
2𝑟b

√

Rb

(

T ′

T

)

b ∫
𝑟b

0

𝑟d𝑟
√

1 − 2𝑚(𝑟)∕𝑟

≤ 1
1 −𝐾B

− 1
2𝑟b

√

Rb

(

T ′

T

)

b ∫
𝑟b

0

𝑟d𝑟
√

1 − 2𝑀𝑟2∕𝑟3b

= 1
1 −𝐾B

− 1
2𝑟b

√

1 − 2𝑀
𝑟b

(

T ′

T

)

b

×
𝑟3b
2𝑀

(

1 −

√

1 − 2𝑀
𝑟b

)

. (59)

The second inequality arises from the assumption on the mass,
namely 𝑚 ≥ 𝑀𝑟3∕𝑟3b, with 𝑀 ≡ 𝑚(𝑟b). In the final equality,
we insert 1∕Rb = 1 − 2𝑀∕𝑟b, which itself sets the constraint
that 𝑀∕𝑟b ≤ 1∕2. Moreover, (T ′∕T )b can be determined
from Eq. (51b) with vanishing fluid pressure 𝑃 = 0 at the
boundary

(

T ′

T

)

b
= 4

⎡

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎣

√

1 − (2−𝐾B)𝑀
𝑟b

−
√

1 − 2𝑀
𝑟b

𝐾B𝑟b
√

1 − 2𝑀
𝑟b

⎤

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎦

. (60)

A thorough discussion of why 𝑃b = 0 is presented in Ap-
pendix A 1. With these observations, and with Eq. (60), it is
possible to rewrite Eq. (59) as

1
1 −𝐾B

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

√

Tc
Tb

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

(1−𝐾B)

≤ 1
1 −𝐾B

−
𝑟b

𝑀𝐾B

(

1 −

√

1 − 2𝑀
𝑟b

)

×
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

√

1 −

(

2 −𝐾B
)

𝑀
𝑟b

−

√

1 − 2𝑀
𝑟b

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

≡ ℎ(𝐾B,𝑀∕𝑟b), (61)
where the function ℎ(𝐾B,𝑀∕𝑟b) is introduced as a useful def-
inition. For 0 ≤ 𝐾B < 1, the LHS of Eq. (61) is larger

6 The calculation can be repeated for the 𝐾B = 1 case. Still, we find that no
further constraint will be put in this particular case.

than or equal to 0; therefore, we can solve the inequality
that ℎ(𝐾B,𝑀∕𝑟b) is greater than or equal to 0 and thereby
obtain Buchdahl’s theorem. As this inequality depends only
on 𝑀∕𝑟b, it can be solved to yield the final bound on 𝑀∕𝑟b,
namely

𝑀
𝑟b

≤
4
(

1 −𝐾B
)

(

3 − 2𝐾B
)2
. (62)

One should note that this expression is valid only for 0 ≤
𝐾B ≤ 1∕2. For 1∕2 < 𝐾B < 2, no further constraint is im-
posed, and the only condition in this regime is 0 < 𝑀∕𝑟b <
1∕2. This is illustrated numerically in Fig. 2, which plots
the function ℎ(𝐾B,𝑀∕𝑟b) over the entire allowed parameter
space. The white region, where ℎ(𝐾B,𝑀∕𝑟b) = 0, corre-
sponds to Buchdahl’s limit in Eq. (62). For 1∕2 < 𝐾B <
1, ℎ(𝐾B,𝑀∕𝑟b) is positive throughout the entire range, in-
dicating no constraint other than 𝑀∕𝑟b ≤ 1∕2 (which fol-
lows from definition). Similarly, since the left-hand side
of Eq. (61) becomes negative and unbounded for 𝐾B > 1,
no additional constraint applies in this part of the parame-
ter space either. Analytically, by inserting Eq. (62) into the
expression for ℎ(𝐾B,𝑀∕𝑟b), one finds that ℎ(𝐾B,𝑀∕𝑟b) ∝
−1+2𝐾B+ |1−2𝐾B| for 0 < 𝐾B < 1, implying that solutions
only exist for 0 < 𝐾B < 1∕2. A physical explanation would
be, for 𝐾B > 1∕2, the throat where R → ∞ sits inside the ob-
ject, which will be further discussed in Appendix A 3. We note
once again that the 𝑀 is not the Schwarzschild mass 𝑀Sz ≡
𝑟Sz∕2, but it can be converted to the Schwarzschild mass us-
ing Eq. (15) and Eq. (18). The resulting constraint is illus-
trated in Fig. 3. One can see that even if there is no constraint
on𝑀∕𝑟b, the bound on𝑀Sz∕𝑟b is still lowered due to the def-
inition of the Schwarzschild mass.

D. The saturated mass profile

In this section, a saturated case of the Buchdahl’s theorem is
discussed, in which 𝑚(𝑟)∕𝑟3 is constant. Under this assump-
tion, we define R ≡ 1∕(1 − 𝑘𝑟2), where 𝑘 is a constant. With
these ansätze there exists an analytical solution

T ′

T
= 2𝑘𝑟

𝑘
(

𝑟2 + 2𝑐1
√

1 − 𝑘𝑟2
)

+𝐾B − 1 − 𝑘𝐾B𝑟2
, (63a)

𝑃 = 𝑘
(

𝑘𝑟2 − 1
)

[

8𝑘2𝑐12 +𝐾B2 (2 − 2𝑘𝑟2
)

+𝐾B
(

7𝑘𝑟2 + 8𝑘𝑐1
√

1 − 𝑘𝑟2 − 8
)

− 2𝑘
(

3𝑟2 + 8𝑐1
√

1 − 𝑘𝑟2
)

+ 6
]

× 1
16𝜋

[

𝐾B
(

𝑘𝑟2 − 1
)

− 𝑘
(

𝑟2 + 2𝑐1
√

1 − 𝑘𝑟2
)

+ 1
]−2

. (63b)
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FIG. 2. The change of ℎ(𝐾B,𝑀∕𝑟b), which is the final inequality of
Buchdahl theorem Eq. (61) with 0 being the limit, with different 𝐾Band 𝑀∕𝑟b. The dotted line is the analytical solution from Eq. (62).
It can be seen that there is a white region near ℎ(𝐾B,𝑀∕𝑟b) = 0
between 0 < 𝐾B ≤ 1∕2, which corresponds to Eq. (62). For the
remaining region, there is no additional bound from Eq. (61).

We force the pressure to vanish at the boundary 𝑟b, and solve
for 𝑐1 to obtain

𝑐1 =
1
2𝑘

√

1 +
(𝐾B − 2)𝑀

𝑟b
−
𝐾B − 2
2𝑘

√

1 − 2𝑀
𝑟b

. (64)

To solve the extreme case, one should calculate 𝑀∕𝑟b when
the denominator of pressure vanishes. This leads to

𝑀
𝑟b

=
4(1 −𝐾B)
(3 − 2𝐾B)2

. (65)

This result is only valid if 𝐾B ≤ 1∕2 due to the same rea-
soning as presented in Section III C and Appendix A 3; that
is, the throat is inside the object. Accordingly, there is no ex-
treme case for the alternative region. Furthermore, Eq. (65)
matches the Buchdahl theorem in Eq. (62), and is thus con-
sistent with our derivation in Section III C. On the other hand,
one should note that the solution presented here is from the
physical branch, which satisfies the strong energy condition.
A wrong branch choice would render the solution unable to
match the asymptotically flat spacetime as discussed in Ap-
pendix A 3.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we numerically examine EÆ theory across
different scales. We begin by considering a uniform physical
density as a toy model of a neutron star with which to illustrate
Buchdahl’s theorem. Subsequently, we present an analysis of
the radial acceleration relation (RAR), comparing the results

with the Newtonian relation. To address these scenarios, we
assume an exponentially decreasing density profile given by

𝜌 = 𝜌0𝑒
−𝑢0𝑟, (66)

where 𝑢0 is a constant that characterizes the length scale. In
this analysis, we set 𝛼 = 0 for simplicity. The evolution equa-
tions remain the same as in Eqs. (51a), (51b) and (51d). To
solve for the pressure and metric functions, we perform a se-
ries expansion around 𝑟 = 0. The resulting solutions are

T =
8𝜋

(

3𝑃0 + 𝜌0
)

𝑟2

3
(

2 −𝐾B
) −

4𝜋𝜌0𝑢0𝑟3

3
(

2 −𝐾B
) + 𝑂

(

𝑟4
)

, (67a)

R = 1 +
8𝜋

(

3𝐾B𝑃0 + 2𝜌0
)

𝑟2

3
(

2 −𝐾B
)

−
4𝜋𝜌0𝑢0𝑟3

2 −𝐾B
+ 𝑂

(

𝑟4
)

, (67b)

𝑃 = 𝑃0 −
4𝜋

(

3𝑃 2
0 + 4𝑃0𝜌0 + 𝜌20

)

𝑟2

3
(

2 −𝐾B
)

+
2𝜋

(

15𝑃0𝜌0𝑢0 + 7𝜌20𝑢0
)

𝑟3

9
(

2 −𝐾B
) + 𝑂

(

𝑟4
)

, (67c)

where 𝑃0 is the pressure at the origin. This initial pressure 𝑃0must be chosen carefully to ensure that the pressure vanishes
at infinity. Further discussion on this point is provided in Sec-
tion IV A.

A. Uniform physical density

In this section, we discuss a top-hat density profile with 𝑢0 =
0. This profile represents the extreme case in ordinary gen-
eral relativity (GR) and is often used in GR textbooks as a
heuristic model for neutron stars. It could be difficult to com-
pute the extreme profile in EÆ theory since the integration is
from 𝑟 = 0, where the pressure 𝑃0 is required to be infinite by
construction. However, due to the property of saturation, as
long as 𝑃0 is chosen to be large enough, the radius turns out
to vary only mildly with respect to different initial pressure
choices. We select 𝑃0 to be 103 times larger than the density,
which is sufficiently large for our case while also enhancing
the computational efficiency and accuracy (larger 𝑃0 requires
finer integration steps around the centre). For example, if one
chooses an even larger 𝑃0 being 105 times of the density, the
surface radius only varies at the order of 0.1%. It should be
noted once again that the star surface is defined to be the ra-
dius where the pressure vanishes numerically. The blue line
in Fig. 3 illustrates the limit for this scenario. It is evident that
the saturation bound is lower for larger 𝐾B values. This sug-
gests a trend opposite to the naïve expectation that the ‘weight’
of the additional æther field enhances the limit, as happens in
other modified gravity theories which augment the Einstein–
Hilbert term with additional operators (see e.g. [89]). On the
other hand, this case is also an illustration of the validity of
the Buchdahl theorem derived in Section III C. One can con-
firm that the uniform density case matches all the condition



11

required for deriving the theorem. As in Fig. 3, the uniform
density case lies below the Buchdahl limit. Accordingly, uni-
form physical density is not the extreme case of EÆ theory.

0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00
KB
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0.35

0.4

0.45

0.5

M
Sz

/r b
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4/9

FIG. 3. The variation of 𝑀Sz∕𝑟b with different values of 𝐾B. The
red curve represents the theoretical prediction derived from Eq. (62),
while the blue curve corresponds to the result from numerical inte-
gration, where a uniform physical density is assumed. The horizontal
grey line marks the GR limit of 4∕9 for comparison. The theoretical
prediction indicates that the bound slightly exceeds the GR limit for
small 𝐾B, while it falls below the GR limit as 𝐾B increases. In the
case of uniform density, the bound is consistently stricter than the GR
limit.

B. Radial Acceleration Relation

In this section we will use a combination of numerical results
and our analytic series expansion, to examine the radial accel-
eration relation (RAR) for an extended object such as a galaxy
or cluster of galaxies. Here one compares the dynamical ac-
celeration as inferred from an indicator such as the azimuthal
velocity, with the Newtonian acceleration expected from the
enclosed baryonic mass. In regions of low intrinsic accelera-
tion then MOND-type theories predict a higher dynamical ac-
celeration than would be expected on a Newtonian basis, lead-
ing to curves such as the red-dashed one in Fig. 4 (see e.g.
the review [26]). The range of ‘baryonic’ versus dynamical
accelerations in this figure is appropriate to that encountered
in galaxies and clusters of galaxies, and our calculations are
directed to these scales. Of course an exponential density pro-
file, as we have used for the series expansions, is not very re-
alistic, but has the advantage of being simple analytically, and
allowing interpolation between on the one hand, the case of
constant density, as we used in the neutron star toy model, and
on the other, an object that does not have an explicit cutoff, but
does have a convergent mass, as appropriate for galaxies and
clusters.

Here, we start by inserting the series expansion Eq. (67a)
into the expression for azimuthal velocity squared given

in Eq. (20), yielding

𝑣2 =
8𝜋𝑟2

(

3𝑃0 + 𝜌0
)

3
(

2 −𝐾B
) −

2𝜋𝜌0𝑢0𝑟3

2 −𝐾B
+ 𝑂

(

𝑟4
)

. (68)

The general relativistic (GR) case can be recovered by set-
ting 𝐾B = 0. Considering the function 𝑣2∕𝑟, which gives the
inferred dynamical acceleration, it is evident that the first two
terms in the GR and EÆ cases will yield the following scaling
relation:

𝑔𝐸Æ ≈ 2
2 −𝐾B

𝑔𝑁 , (69)

Considering higher-order terms, the 𝑟4 terms differ slightly,
with the discrepancy proportional to 𝜌0𝑃0, which is expected
to be small compared to terms proportional to 𝜌0 and the same
applies to the 𝑟5 term. Therefore, we predict that, in the limit
of low, but not necessarily zero pressures, the velocities for
the two cases will differ by a constant ratio over a range of 𝑟s.
Indeed, our numerical findings support this, showing that this
ratio is maintained across the entire range of 𝑟 of interest. This
result is shown in the blue and dotted black curves of Fig. 4,
which are for the EÆ and Newtonian accelerations respec-
tively, for the specific choice𝐾B = 5∕3, and where the (small)
effects of pressure are included. Here our scaling relation
would predict a ratio of around 6 in accelerations, as is seen in
the diagram. We note that a relation of this kind is in agree-
ment with the analysis carried out in the paper [92] by Carroll
and Lim, via a different method, in which (assuming zero pres-
sure), a Newtonian limit of the 𝑡𝑡 component of the Einstein
equations was taken and they found that the effective value of
Newton’s constant𝐺 in the resulting Poisson equation changed
by a constant ratio.

One should note that EÆ alone cannot address astrophysical
observations of galaxies and clusters. On the galactic scale,
due to the parallelism between the Newtonian and EÆ rela-
tions, one cannot produce flat or rising galaxy rotation curves.
On the scale of galaxy clusters, the constant ratio in accelera-
tions bears some relation to what is observed (see e.g. [93]),
but there is no reason within the theory for the particular value
of 𝐾B which would be necessary to make this work. More-
over, since Eq. (69) renormalises the Newtonian constant on
all scales, it may in principle lead to no effective change.
A more realistic theory could possibly incorporate an effec-
tive 𝐾B, which changes with scale, but this would be a matter
for future work.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The main results of this paper are as follows:
• We discuss the vacuum and matter solution of EÆ the-

ory. In Eqs. (9), (13), (15) and (18) we have presented
the exact non-rotating vacuum solution for the minimal
EÆ theory of Eq. (2). As shown in Fig. 1, our solu-
tion smoothly connects to the Schwarzschild BH of GR.
As the EÆ parameter 𝐾B increases from the GR limit
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FIG. 4. Radial acceleration relation (RAR), where 𝑔Dyn and 𝑔Barare dynamical acceleration and Newtonian acceleration with baryons
only, respectively. The blue line shows a numerical evaluation of the
EÆ case with 𝐾B = 5∕3, while the black dotted line shows the New-
tonian case which runs straight to the origin with a slope near unity.
The red dashed line shows a prediction from MOND — see e.g. [26].
The EÆ profile is roughly six times larger than the Newtonian one and
parallel to it, which verifies the scaling relation Eq. (69) for this par-
ticular 𝐾B.

to the ‘extremal æther’ limit, the Newtonian limit of the
EÆ BH remains unchanged, whilst the central nonlinear
structures — the throat in Eq. (18), the ISCO in Eq. (28)
and the photon ring in Eq. (22) — become magnified.
Such exact formulae are an attractive route for obser-
vational constraints on modified gravity [94], in light
of recent horizon-scale images of the presumed BHs
M87* [95] and Sgr A* [96].

• In Sections II C and III A, a gauge freedom in spheri-
cally symmetric EÆ theory was established. By select-
ing a new set of parameters in Eq. (36), which includes
three metric variables, the evolution equations can be
written by these parameters exclusively as in Eqs. (37a)
to (37c), (50a) and (50b). Since there are only two phys-
ical quantities, but three metric variables, there is one
residual gauge freedom. This freedom allows us to im-
pose that the mixed metric component vanishes, thereby

simplifying the calculations.
• The analysis with the presence of perfect fluid begins

with Buchdahl’s theorem, leading to Eq. (61). Fur-
ther investigation of this equation yields Fig. 2, where
it can be observed that, for 𝐾B ≤ 1∕2, a new con-
straint Eq. (62) is found. For other values of the coupling
constant, no additional constraint other than 𝑀∕𝑟b <
1∕2 is imposed by Eq. (61). One should note that 𝑀 is
not the Schwarzschild mass, a conversion between these
two definitions is required. After performing the conver-
sion, as shown in Fig. 3, it becomes evident that Buch-
dahl’s bound is lowered. Only in the low-𝐾B region does
the bound exceed the GR limit of 4∕9.

• To investigate Buchdahl’s theorem further in a more
physical scenario, we consider a toy model of a neutron
star with uniform physical density. The numerical re-
sults for this case are shown in Fig. 3. It is evident that
the curve lies entirely below the GR limit for all allowed
values of 𝐾B, which may be opposite to the expecta-
tion that Buchdahl’s bound would be relaxed as in other
modified gravity theory [89].

• We find a scaling relation of the RAR in Eq. (69), where
the EÆ profile runs parallel to the Newtonian one. From
the analytical series expansion Eq. (68), one arrives at
this scaling relation. Numerically, the parallelism is
shown in Fig. 4. This feature may be of interest in rela-
tion to the actual RARs of galaxy clusters as described
in [93, 97–100]. However, this requires that 𝐾B varies
across different scales, and further research should be
done to understand this possibility.
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Appendix A: Matching the interior and exterior

In this appendix, we will
(a) Consider the requirement on fluid pressure for matching

at the object boundary;
(b) Discuss the exterior vacuum solutions that can be

matched to, and in particular show how one branch is
given by a form of inverse transform of the other;

(c) Briefly discuss an analytic solution for a specific 𝐾B,
which illustrates that for unphysical solutions, matching
with a Schwarzschild-like exterior solution may not be
possible.

1. Matching conditions at the boundary

We want to discuss matching at the boundary, 𝑟 = 𝑟b, and will
do this by considering the behaviour of equations Eq. (51a)
through Eq. (51d) either side of the boundary. Let us introduce

a new notation
T ′

T
= 𝜙, R = 1

𝜓
(A1)

In terms of these variables, the r.h. sides of Eq. (51a)
through Eq. (51d) can be written more succinctly. We see in
particular that Eq. (51a) and Eq. (51c) can be inverted to give
the first derivatives of 𝜙 and 𝜓 in terms of 𝜙, 𝜓 , 𝜌 and 𝑃 .
Then Eq. (51b) can be used to get 𝑃 in terms of 𝜙 and 𝜓 and
so we now have expressions for 𝜙′ and 𝜓 ′ in terms of just 𝜙, 𝜓
and 𝜌. In general, and in particular in the uniform case, 𝜌 will
have step at the boundary. This feeds through to show us that𝜙
and 𝜓 must be continuous at the boundary, but with a step in
their first derivatives.

Next, looking at Eq. (51b) and Eq. (51d), which give𝑃 and its
derivative, we see that 𝑃 has the same behaviour as 𝜙 and 𝜓 ,
i.e. 𝑃 must also be continuous at the boundary, but its first
derivative will in general have a step. There is no fluid outside
the boundary, hence continuity tells as that as𝑃 approaches the
boundary from inside, then 𝑃 → 0 there. We note in particular
that it is the fluid pressure that must be zero at the boundary,
not some assumed effective pressure equal to the sum of the
fluid and ‘æther’ pressures.

This result seems to be in contrast to the setup assumed in
reference [89], which while not working in the Einstein Æther
theory is nevertheless dealing with a case, 𝑓 (𝑅) gravity, where
there are contributions to the stress-energy tensor from both
fluid pressure, and another pressure which they say is ‘sourced
by the scalar curvature and its derivatives’. In their Section
III.B (‘Matching conditions’), they say that ‘matching the sec-
ond fundamental form dictates that the total radial pressure at
the surface of the star must vanish’, where this pressure in-
cludes both contributions, as one can see from their equation
(10). Here we believe that the equations of motion must be the
primary way for the matching conditions to be established, and
that this leads to the fluid 𝑃 at the boundary being required to
vanish.

2. Branches of vacuum solutions

In Section II A, we derived the vacuum solution. However,
it is important to note that a specific branch was selected dur-
ing the discussion. To identify the origin of these branches,
we should derive a vacuum equation involving only R by set-
ting the fluid density 𝜌 and pressure 𝑃 to zero in Eqs. (51a)
to (51c). By combining Eq. (51a) and Eq. (51c), (T ′∕T )′
can be eliminated, yielding an expression for (T ′∕T ) in terms
of R and 𝑟. By substituting this expression into Eq. (51b), and
inverting R′(𝑟) to d𝑟(R)∕dR, we obtain

𝐾B𝑟(R)2 + 8R𝑟(R)𝑟′(R) − 4𝐾BR𝑟(R)𝑟′(R)

+ 4𝐾BR2𝑟(R)𝑟′(R) − 8R2𝑟′(R)2

+ 4𝐾BR2𝑟′(R)2 + 8R3𝑟′(R)2

− 8𝐾BR3𝑟′(R)2 + 4𝐾BR4𝑟′(R)2 = 0, (A2)
which is an equation involving only the variable R with the
radial derivative 𝑟′(R) ≡ d𝑟(R)∕dR. It is important to note
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that Eq. (A2) is only valid for 𝐾B ≠ 1. This equation exhibits
symmetry under the transformation

𝑟(R) → 𝐶
𝑟(R)

R
R − 1

, (A3)

where 𝐶 is an arbitrary constant. This symmetry can be fur-
ther explained by solving Eq. (A2) for 𝑟′(R), yielding two so-
lutions:

𝑟′(R) =
𝐾B𝑟(R)∕2R

√

2
√

2 +𝐾B (R − 1) − 2 −𝐾B (R − 1)
, (A4a)

𝑟′(R) =
−𝐾B𝑟(R)∕2R

2 +𝐾B (R − 1) +
√

2
√

2 +𝐾B (R − 1)
. (A4b)

Substituting Eq. (A3) into Eq. (A4b), we find that it transforms
back into Eq. (A4a), confirming that the proposed relation be-
tween the branches is consistent.

The solution of the differential Eq. (A4a) corresponds to the
vacuum solution being used in the main text, whilst the so-
lution of Eq. (A4b) is a new branch, with different proper-
ties. We can understand more about these properties by ex-
tending the results to include the metric time component T .
An explicit expression for T can be derived from Eq. (51b)
with dT (𝑟)∕d𝑟 =

[

dT (R)∕dR
]

×
[

1∕𝑟′(R)
], where 𝑟′(R)

can be replaced with Eq. (A4a). After integration, one can get
Tnormal(R) =

(
√

2 +𝐾BR −𝐾B −
√

2 −𝐾B
√

2 +𝐾BR −𝐾B +
√

2 −𝐾B

)−
√

2
2−𝐾B

. (A5)

On the other hand, with the alternative choice for 𝑟′ which one
is led to by Eq. (A4b), and which can be generated from the
first choice by using Eq. (A3), one gets the interesting result

Talternate(R) = 1
Tnormal(R)

. (A6)

Thus there is a form of reciprocity in action for both T and 𝑟
here, when written in terms of R.

Note that both Tnormal and Talternate are set up so that they
have the value 1 at the throat (i.e. where R → ∞), but any
constant multiple of these can be used instead. In particular
one might think that since Tnormal tends to a constant at spatial
infinity, and can therefore be renormalised to be 1 at infinity, in
keeping with wanting flat space there, then the same will apply
to Talternate. However, the relationship between 𝑟 and R is
different in this case, and although the throat is still at R → ∞,
we get to spatial infinity (i.e. 𝑟 = ∞) by letting R → 0 rather
than R → 1, which is how spatial infinity in the normal case
is reached. This has the effect that T → 0 as 𝑟 → ∞ in
the ‘alternate’ case, meaning that we cannot normalise it to

be 1 at infinity. The space surrounding an object in which for
some reason the alternate 𝑟 and T solutions are picked out, is
therefore pathological.

3. An exact analytic solution for matter

We now look at a case which although interesting analyti-
cally, does indeed find itself matched to an external space of
the type just described.

This is based on the ansatz 𝐾B = 1∕2 and 1∕R = 1 −
4𝜋𝜌0𝑟2∕3, where 𝜌0 is a constant. We note particularly that
although this looks like one of the ‘extremal Buchdahl’ cases
discussed in the main text, in fact the choice of coefficient
for 𝑟2, together with the choice of 1∕2 for 𝐾B, leads to a spe-
cial case which stands outside the relations which lead to the
solutions discussed in Section III D.

In this ansatz, we find that the density is constant, with the
value 𝜌0, and the pressure is given by

𝑃 = −
𝜌0

(

5 − 8𝜋𝑟2𝜌0
)

2
(

3 − 4𝜋𝑟2𝜌0
) . (A7)

This goes to 0 at the radius 𝑟b =
√

5∕(8𝜋𝜌0), which gives the
radius of the object, and hence 𝑃 is able to satisfy the bound-
ary matching condition which we established above. Further-
more, although there is a throat according to the R value,
at 𝑟 =

√

3∕(4𝜋𝜌0), this lies outside the radius 𝑟𝑏, and so is
not a problem, given that by this radius we should be using an
external vacuum solution.

This matter solution is therefore quite interesting, as being
extremely simple analytically. However, once we do attempt
to match to an external vacuum, one finds that it matches to
the ‘alternate’ branch just discussed, and therefore does not
behave properly as 𝑟 → ∞. A speculation is that this is due
to the fact that the pressure inside, though obeying the null,
weak and dominant energy conditions for a perfect fluid, does
violate the strong energy condition, in going from −(5∕6)𝜌0at the centre to 0 at the boundary, and so for which 𝜌 + 3𝑃
fails to be ≥ 0 over some of the range. It will be of interest to
investigate this in more general scenarios.

In this context, we notice that the ‘extremal Buchdahl’ cases
discussed in Section III D, despite having some properties
which render them unphysical, such as infinite negative den-
sity at the origin, accompanying the infinite positive pressure
there, nevertheless satisfy the strong energy criterion. (This is
because the absolute value of the density is less than that of the
pressure, over the range where the density is negative.) In this
connection it is of interest that they do sit inside an asymptot-
ically flat space that looks like Schwarzschild at infinity. This
is for𝐾B < 1∕2. For𝐾B > 1∕2, the radius where R → ∞ sits
inside the object, and these solutions no longer work, as found
already in Section III D.
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