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Abstract

We investigate the physical behaviour of a stellar configuration by developing a compact stellar

model within the framework of f(Q) gravity. We study the mass-radius (M −R) relationship and

obtain the maximum compactness bound of the resultant stellar configuration by assuming the

modification to be linear in non-metricity Q, i.e. f(Q) = α Q + β. The maximum compactness

bound proposed in f(Q) gravity is analogous to the Buchdahl bound in general relativity. We note

that the compactness bound increases in f(Q) gravity. In the general relativistic limit (α = −1),

our approach regains the Buchdahl bound for an incompressible star. Our observation might be

relevant in the context of a recent observation with the MeerKAT observatory, which indicates

the existence of high mass non-black hole compact objects which cannot be modelled by using the

conventional neutron star equation of state (EoS).

I. INTRODUCTION

The General Theory of Relativity (GTR) developed by Einstein remains the most mod-

ern theory of gravity to date, as the theory has successfully predicted many gravity tests,

including the most recent discovery of gravitational waves. Despite its remarkable success,

GTR faces many challenges on small and large scales. Among many other issues, one of

the biggest challenges that GTR faces is its limitation in explaining the current accelerated

expansion of the universe vis-a-vis the hidden source of the extra repulsive pressure. To

explore the possible sources of late time cosmic expansion, different modified theories of

gravity have so far been developed [1–4]. Such modifications are mostly done in the matter

segment of the Einstein–Hilbert action as well as in the geometry of the associated space-

time. Amongst many other alternative theories, one of the most popular proposals is the

f(R) theory of gravity in which the Ricci scalar (R) is replaced by an arbitrary function f(R)

in the Einstein–Hilbert (E–H) action [5]. GTR is based on the Riemannian geometry, where

one considers the Ricci curvature R as a fundamental property of spacetime. However, this

prescription does not include torsion or non-metricity, in general. A non-Riemannian geom-

etry can incorporate torsion and non-metricity as additional geometrical properties of the
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spacetime. Teleparallel gravity is an alternative to GTR, where the gravitational forces arise

from the torsion T instead of the curvature R. As an extension of the symmetric telepar-

allel gravity, Harko et al [6] proposed the modified f(Q) gravity. The consideration of the

non-metricity (Q) serves as the mediator of gravitational interactions resulting in the f(Q)

gravity [7]. It turns out that the choice of non-zero metricity can be an alternative approach

to explain the late cosmic expansion [8]. Consequently, f(Q) gravity has gained significance

in understanding its other cosmological and astrophysical implications. Hohmann et al [9]

examined the propagation velocity and potential polarization of gravitational waves in f(Q)

gravity. Soudi et al. [10] studied the strong field behaviour by analyzing the gravitational

wave polarization. Various investigations have been carried out to explore the implications

of f(Q) gravity in constraining observational data [11, 12], energy conditions [13], cosmog-

raphy [14], bouncing scenarios [15, 16] and studies of black holes [17]. For a comprehensive

study of f(Q) gravity models, we refer to [18–23] and references therein.

Even though f(Q) gravity is primarily motivated by cosmological observations, the theory

has gained widespread attention in astrophysics in the recent past. In particular, such

a modification provides a platform to study relativistic, highly compact stars. Assuming

Buchdahl metric potential [24] for a strange star, Sokoliuk et al. [25] analyzed the physical

features of the star in both linear and non-linear forms of modified symmetric teleparallel

gravity. Maurya et al [26] investigated the maximum mass limit of a compact anisotropic

star composed of strange quark matter in f(Q) gravity where f(Q) is linear in Q. The

investigation predicts higher mass compact stars consistent with recent GW 190814 event

observations. Lin and Zhai [27] analyzed the implications of f(Q) gravity in the case of a

spherically symmetric configuration. In their paper, with f(Q) = Q+αQ2, for a polytropic

star, they have shown that a negative modification (α < 0) could provide more stellar

masses. In contrast, a positive value could reduce the amount of matter within the star.

Making use of the Tolamn-Kuchowicz ansatz [28] for a hybrid star composed of strange

quark matter together with baryonic matter, Bhar et al [29] analyzed the maximum mass-

radius relationship in f(Q) gravity. In a recent article, Araujo and Fortes [30] investigated

the maximum mass limit of a compact star admitting a polytropic EOS in f(Q) = Q+ ξQ2

gravity. The dynamical behaviour of compact sources has been studied by many investigators

in f(Q) gravity [31–33].

It should be stressed here that physical features of compact stars have also been probed
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in other modified theories of gravity which include the works in f(R) gravity [34, 35], f(T )

gravity [36, 37], f(G) gravity [38, 39], f(G, T ) gravity [40, 41], Rastall gravity [42], f(Q, T )

gravity [43] and Teleparallel Palatini theory [44]. Using the minimal geometric deformation

technique, Pradhan et al [45] studied geometrically deformed compact objects in f(Q, T )

gravity in the presence of an electric field. Gul et al [46] explored the viability and stability of

compact stellar objects characterized by anisotropic matter within the framework of f(Q, T )

gravity.

In this paper, we plan to analyze the implications of f(Q) gravity on the gross physical

behaviour of a compact stellar configuration and its compatibility with recent observational

data. In particular, we are interested in studying its effect on the maximum compactness

bound. Note that in GTR, the maximum compactness bound is constrained by the Buchdahl

boundM/R ≤ 4/9. As far as mass is concerned, the known neutron star EOS provides stellar

configurations within the mass range 1− 2 M⊙. Recently, Barr et al [47] noted the masses

of some of the pulsars in the mass gap region of known neutron stars (NSs) and low-mass

black holes (BHs). The internal structure of such compact objects is unknown and demands

further probe. We intend to study a stellar configuration in f(Q) gravity and explore its

possible application in explaining such mass gap objects.

To achieve our goal, we first develop an internal solution for an anisotropic stellar config-

uration in f(Q) gravity whose exterior spacetime is described by the Schwarzschild-de Sitter

metric. A relaxation in the pressure isotropy condition is relevant in the studies of compact

stars, as pointed out by Herrea [48]. Various factors like a magnetic field, phase transition,

viscosity, rotation and the mixture of two fluids, among others, can be potential sources for

such as anisotropy [49–52]. Amongst many others, anisotropic stellar distribution has been

investigated by Sharma and Maharaj [53] and Maurya et al [54, 55].

Our paper is organized as follows: Section II provides the mathematical framework of

f(Q) gravity. Corresponding to a static and spherically symmetric anisotropic stellar config-

uration, we lay down the subsequent field equations in this section. In Section III, making

use of the Karmarker condition [56–58] together with a particular ansatz for one of the

metric potentials, we provide an exact solution to the system. Using the relevant matching

conditions in section IV, we fix the values of the model parameters. Gross physical properties

of the resultant stellar configuration are studied in section V. In section VI, we determine

the maximum compactness bound in our developed model, which might be treated as f(Q)
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analogue of the Buchdal bound in GTR. The mass-radius relationship of the resultant con-

figuration is studied and its relevance in the context of some recent observations is analyzed.

Some concluding remarks are made in section VII.

II. FORMALISM OF f(Q) GRAVITY

A. General formalism

One formulates the f(Q) gravity model by setting the curvature R and the torsion T

to be zero in the non-Riemannian geometry, assuming that the geometric information is

encoded in the non-metricity Q only [59]. For the action

S =

∫ √
−g d4x

[
1

2
f(Q) + λbmn

a Ra
bmn + λmn

a T a
mn + Lm

]
, (1)

the non-metricity Q is defined in terms of the affine connections as

Qaun ≡ ∇agun = ∂agun − Γϱ
augϱn − Γϱ

anguϱ, (2)

where

Γϱ
un = {ϱun}+Kϱ

un + Lϱ
un, (3)

{ϱun} =
1

2
gϱb (∂u gbn + ∂n gbu − ∂b gun) , (4)

Kϱ
un =

1

2
T ϱ
un + T ϱ

(u n), (5)

T ϱ
un ≡ 2Γϱ

[un], (6)

Lϱ
un =

1

2
Qϱ

un −Q ϱ
(u n). (7)

In equation (1), λbmn
a corresponds to multipliers of the Lagrangian and Lm is the density of

the Lagrangian matter. Expressing the non-metricity conjugate as

P a
un = −1

4
Qa

un +
1

2
Q a

(u n) +
1

4

(
Qa − Q̄a

)
gun −

1

4
δa (uQ n), (8)

we have

Q = −QaunP
aun, (9)

where, Q̄a ≡ Qu
au, Qa ≡ Q u

a u.
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The subsequent field equations are obtained by varying the action (1), which yields

−Tun =
2√
−g

∇a

(√
−g fQ P a

un

)
+

1

2
gun f + fQ

(
Puab Q

ab
n − 2 Qabu P ab

n

)
, (10)

where fQ = ∂Q f(Q). Further, varying equation (1) with respect to the affine connections,

one obtains

∇ρ ϱnuρa + ϱuna =
√
−g fQp

un
a +Hun

a , (11)

where the energy-momentum tensor has the form

Tun = − 2√
−g

∂ (
√
−g Lmatter)

∂ gun
. (12)

The density for the hyper-momentum tensor has the form

Hun
a = −1

2

δ Lmatter

δΓa
un

. (13)

Now, using the asymmetric property of n and u, equation (11) can be written as

∇u∇n

(√
−g fQ P un

a +Hun
a

)
= 0. (14)

Using the relation ∇u∇n Hun
a = 0, we write equation (14) as

∇u∇n

(√
−g fQ P un

)
= 0. (15)

In a particular coordinate system, in the case of coincident gauge, the non-metricity is

reduced to the following expression

Qaun = ∂a gun, (16)

where, in the absence of curvature or torsion, the affine connections are given by

Γa
un =

(
∂xa

∂ξϱ

)
∂u ∂nξ

ϱ. (17)

In the following sub-section, for a given line element, we obtain the non-metricity scalar and

subsequent field equations.
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B. The line element

To understand the physical behaviour of a spherically symmetric, static and compact

stellar object, we assume that the following line element describe the internal geometry of

the star

ds2 = −eν(r) dt2 + eλ(r) dr2 + r2
(
sin2 θ dϕ2 + dθ2

)
, (18)

where ν(r) and λ(r) are the undetermined functions of the radial coordinate r. Substituting

equation (18) into (9), we obtain the non-metricity scalar Q as

Q = −
(
2 e−λ(r)

) (
ν ′(r) + 1

r

)
r

, (19)

where a prime denotes a derivative with respect to r. The energy-momentum tensor for an

anisotropic matter is assumed to be of the form

Tij = (ρ+ pt) ζiζj − pt gij + (pr − pt) ξiξj, (20)

where ρ, pr and pt are the energy density, radial pressure and tangential pressure, respec-

tively. ζi is the four-velocity and ξi corresponds to a radial four-vector obeying the following

relations

ζa = e−
ν
2 δa0 , ζaζa = 1, ξa = e−

λ
2 δa1 , ξaξa = −1.

For the metric (18) and the energy-momentum tensor (20), using (10), we obtain the

independent set of the field equations as

ρ = −fQ

[
Q+

1

r2
+

e−λ(r) (λ′(r) + ν ′(r))

r

]
+

f

2
, (21)

pr = fQ

(
Q+

1

r2

)
− f

2
, (22)

pt = fQ

[
Q

2
− e−λ(r)

[(
ν ′(r)

4
+

1

2r

)
(ν ′(r)− λ′(r)) +

ν ′′(r)

2

]]
− f

2
, (23)

0 =
cot θ

2
Q′fQQ. (24)

To close the system, we first assume a linear form of f(Q)

f(Q) = αQ+ β, (25)

where α and β are constants.
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We now apply the Karmakar condition [56]

R0101 R2323 = R0202 R1313 −R1202 R1303. (26)

and by determining the non-vanishing components of the Riemann tensor in Karmakar’s

condition, we obtain

[λ′(r)− ν ′(r)] ν ′(r) eλ(r) + 2
(
1− eλ(r)

)
ν ′′(r) + ν ′2(r) = 0. (27)

Integration of (27) yields

eν(r) =

(
C +D

∫ √
eλ(r) − 1 dr

)2

, (28)

where C and D are constants of integration. Consequently the line element (18) is obtained

in the form

ds2 = −
(
C +D

∫ √
eλ(r) − 1 dr

)2

dt2 + eλ(r)dr2 + r2
(
dθ2 + sin2θ dϕ2

)
. (29)

Note that that the system can now be closed by choosing a physically meaningful form of

λ(r). This will be taken up in the following section.

III. EXACT SOLUTION

In this section, we assume a particular form of the metric potential grr. We consider the

Vaidya-and-Tikekar (VT) metric ansatz [60], which has been found to be a useful geometric

approach that can provide realistic stellar models. The VT ansatz is given by

eλ(r) =
1 +K r2

L2

1− r2

L2

. (30)

The t =constant hyper-surface of the associated spacetime, when embedded in a 4−D Eu-

clidean spacetime, turns out to be spheroidal rather than spherical. The spheroidal geometry

is governed by the dimensionless curvature parameters K and another parameter L having

the dimension of a [length]. Substituting (30) in (28) and integrating, we obtain

eν(r) = [C −D
√

(1 +K)(L2 − r2)]2. (31)

The constants C and D can be determined from the boundary conditions.
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Subsequently, the physical variables are obtained in the form

ρ =
β

2
− (K + 1)(3L2 +Kr2)α

(L2 +Kr2)2
, (32)

pr =
1

2(L2 +Kr2)(D(1 +K)− C
√

1+K
L2−r2

(
C

√
1 +K

L2 − r2

(−2α(1 +K) + β(L2 +Kr2))−D(1 +K)(−2α(3 +K) + β(L2 +Kr2))

)
, (33)

pt =
1

2(L2 +Kr2)2(D(1 +K)− C
√

1+K
L2−r2

(
C

√
1 +K

L2 − r2

(−2αL2(1 +K) + β(L2 +Kr2)2)−D(1 +K)(−2α(3 +K) + β(L2 +Kr2))

)
,(34)

∆ = pt − pr. (35)

The mass contained within a radius r is obtained as

m(r) =

(
r3

12

)(
β − 6α(K + 1)

L2 +Kr2

)
. (36)

IV. EXTERIOR SPACETIME AND BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

The exterior spacetime of the star under consideration is assumed to be described by the

Schwartzchild de-Sitter metric

ds2 = −
(
1− 2M

r
− Λ

3
r2
)
dt2 +

(
1− 2M

r
− Λ

3
r2
)−1

dt2 + r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2

)
, (37)

where Λ = β
2α

is the cosmological constant and M is the total mass of the star. Matching the

interior solution to the exterior solution across the physical boundary r = R of the star and

demanding that the radial pressure should vanish at the boundary, we obtain the junction

conditions as

1− 2M

R
− Λ

3
R2 = eν(R) = e−λ(R), (38)

pr|r=R = 0. (39)

Substituting the values of eν(r) and eλ(r) in the above boundary conditions and utilizing
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equation (33), we determine the constants of the model as

C =

√
1− 2M

R

(
3 +K

2
− β

4α
(L2 +KR2)

)
, (40)

D =
1√

(1 +K)(L2 +KR2)

(
1 +K

2
− β

4α
(L2 +KR2)

)
, (41)

L =
R√
2M

√
R(1 +K)− 2KM. (42)

It should be stressed that the value of the cosmological constant is ∼ 10−54/km2, and hence

we take β ≈ 0 in our construction. Consequently, the constants can be fixed for different

choices of α, which will be taken up in the following section.

V. PHYSICAL ANALYSIS

In order to analyze the physical features of the resultant stellar configuration, we consider

the pulsar 4U1608-52 whose mass and radius are estimated to be M = 1.74± 0.14 M⊙ and

R = 9.52 ± 0.15 km, respectively [61]. For the given mass and radius, in Table I, we show

numerical values of the constants for different choices of α.

α L C D

-1.0 63.5691 17.9892 0.0386

-1.5 63.5691 17.9892 0.0386

-2.0 63.5691 17.9892 0.0386

TABLE I. Values of the constants for different choices of α with β = 0. For numerical calculation,

we have considered the estimated mass and radius of the pulsar 4U1608− 52.

In figure 1(a), we show the behaviour of the metric potentials at the interior of the star,

which is regular throughout the stellar configuration. Interestingly, the metric potentials

remain unaltered for different values of α. To examine the f(Q) modification on other

physical quantities, we plot the behaviour of physically meaningful quantities for different

choices of α. We note that the mass function m(r) increases for any departure from the GR

limit (α = −1) as shown in figure 1(b).

We note that the density and both the radial and the tangential pressures increase as α

become more negative (figure 2(a) and figure 2(b)). Note that the anisotropic parameter
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FIG. 1. (a) Metric potentials eλ(r) and eν(r) plotted against r. (b) Plot of mass function m(r)

against radial distance r for different values of α.
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FIG. 2. (a) Plot of radial pressure pr and transverse pressure pt against radial coordinate r for

different values of α. (b) Density(ρ) vs radius(r) plot for different values of α.

∆ > 0 increases as α departs from its GR limiting value (figure 3(a)). The thermodynamic

relation between the energy density and the radial pressure provides the equation of state

(EOS) of the matter composition as shown in figure 3(b). The EOS is almost linear and

remains so for different values of α. It is noteworthy that for α > 0, we get unrealistic

density and pressure profiles and hence we restrict our analysis for negative values of α only.
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FIG. 3. (a) Anisotropic factor ∆ plotted against radial distance r for different values of α. (b)

Equation of state (EOS) for different values of α.

VI. MAXIMUM COMPACTNESS BOUND IN f(Q) GRAVITY

A. Compactness bound

In (33), by imposing the condition that the central pressure must not diverge, we get

LD
√
1 +K − C ≥ 0 (L ̸= 0). (43)

We use this condition to determine the maximum compactness bound of the stellar config-

uration in f(Q) gravity. Substituting the values of C, D and L in equation (43), we obtain

a general compactness bound in f(Q) gravity as

M

R
≤ 2(3α(1 +K) + α2(2K + 1))

4Kα2 − 9(1 +K)
. (44)

In equation (44), by setting α = −1 and K = 0, we regain the Buchdahl bound M
R

≤ 4
9
. Note

that for K = 0 and α = −1, the associated geometry is spherical and the model corresponds

to an interior fluid sphere solution obtained by Schwarzschild. For K ̸= 0 with α = −1, we

regain the maximum compactness bound

M

R
≤ 2(K + 2)

(5K + 9)
, (45)

obtained earlier by Sharma et al [62]. The parameter K in this model was identified as the

measure of anisotropic pressure. Thus, equation (44) turns out to be a generalization of

the compactness bound for an anisotropic star within the framework of f(Q) gravity. The

bound is obtained simply by demanding that the central pressure must not diverge.
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In our model, for a departure from the general relativistic limiting value of α = −1,

the compactness can go beyond the Buchdahl bound, as shown in figure 4. The bound,

however, does not exceed the black hole limit 0.5. Moreover, for an arbitrary choice of

K ̸= 0, α cannot take values α = ±3
2

√
(K+1)

K
as the compactness bound becomes singular

for such choices. In figure 5, we show the maximum compactness bound for different values

of K and α.

2.0 1.8 1.6 1.4 1.2 1.0

0.45

0.46

0.47

0.48

0.49

0.50
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ss
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FIG. 4. Compactness bound M
R for different values of α with K = 0.

FIG. 5. Compactness bound M/R for different values of K and α.
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B. Mass-radius (M −R) relationship

To obtain the mass and radius (M −R) relationship, using equation (32), we first obtain

the surface density of the star

ρs =
β

2
− (K + 1)(3L2 +KR2)α

(L2 +KR2)2
. (46)

For a given surface density ρs and curvature parameter K, we obtain the M−R relationship

as shown in figure (6). In our calculation, we assume the surface density to be 350 MeV fm−3

and K = 50. From the figure, we note that for α −1.0,−1.5,−2.0, the respective values of

the maximum masses are obtained as 3.2479 M⊙, 3.9778 M⊙ and 4.5932 M⊙, respectively.

Thus, stellar models in f(Q) gravity can generate larger masses, which is consistent with

some of the earlier observations. It should, however, be pointed out that due to a restriction

on α, one cannot arbitrarily increase the mass by this method.

6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
R (km)

1

2

3

4

M
 (

M
)

= 1.0
= 1.5
= 2.0

FIG. 6. Mass-radius relationship for different values of α.

In table II, we show the evaluated values of masses for the pulsar 4U1608 − 52 for its

estimated radius R = 9.52 km. While in the GR limit (α = −1), the calculated mass is

1.74 M⊙, it turns out that the mass increases in f(Q) gravity.

VII. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this paper, we have developed a static anisotropic stellar model within the f(Q)

gravity framework. We have developed a technique to obtain the maximum compactness
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R(km) α M⊙

-1.0 1.74

9.52 -1.5 2.61

-2.0 3.48

TABLE II. Table showing estimated mass of the pulsar 4U1608−52 for different values of α where

the radius fixed at R = 9.52± 0.15 km.

bound of the resultant configuration. The Buchdahl bound is regained in the GR limit

for an incompressible fluid sphere. We have also obtained the mass-radius relationship,

which clearly shows that f(Q) gravity has the potential of providing larger masses. Such

an observation is interesting in the context of some recent observations which predicts the

existence of binary pulsar systems possessing masses greater than the conventional high-

mass neutron stars or low-mass black holes. In particular, a recent deep survey of pulsars

made with the radio telescope array MeerKAT [64, 65] observed 13 millisecond pulsars

in the globular cluster NGC 1851 [63]. The observation indicates the existence of three

massive binary systems PSRJ0514 − 4002A [66], PSRJ0514 − 4002D and PSRJ0514 −

4002E [67]. The latter has a spin period of 5.6 ms, an orbital period of 7.44 days and an

orbital eccentricity of 0.71 [67]. An investigation carried out by Barr et al [47] shows that

PSRJ0514−4002E is a binary system of compact objects possessing masses 3.887±0.004M⊙

and 2.09 − 2.71 M⊙. The large mass of the companion star is not akin to conventional

neutron star models. In our model, we obtain the total mass 2.09M⊙ and 2.71M⊙ for

respective values of α = −1.07 and α = −1.8, where we have assumed K = 100 and the

surface density 874.6 MeV fm−3. The corresponding radii are estimated to be 6.1 km and

7.92 km, respectively. This is shown in figure (7). Thus, our procedure in f(Q) gravity may

provide a possible explanation for the large companion mass of the observed binary system

PSRJ0514− 4002E.

Notably, for a given value of K, our model shows that the Buchdahl bound can be

exceeded by decreasing the value of α. For example, assuming K = 50, we note that

compactness goes beyond the Buchdahl bound for α ≤ −2.8 as shown in figure 8). However,

a discontinuity in compactness is observed at α = −1.514 for the assumed value of K = 50.

This, in a way, restricts the choice of α in our analysis.

Some of the areas that remain unexplored in our analysis are as follows: Firstly, in our
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FIG. 7. Maximum mass vs radius curve for a pulsar PSRJ0514 − 4002E. For α = −1.07 and

α = −1.8 we have have obtained masses 2.09M⊙ and 2.71M⊙ respectively.

3.00 2.75 2.50 2.25 2.00 1.75 1.50 1.25 1.00

0.275

0.300

0.325

0.350

0.375

0.400

0.425

0.450

M
/R

K=+50
Buchdahl limit

FIG. 8. Compactness (M/R) plotted against α for a given value of K. The dotted straight line

indicates the Buchdahl limit.

construction, we have assumed a modification which is linear (f(Q) = αQ + β). Moreover,

due to the smallness of the cosmological constant, we have set β ∼ 0 in our analysis. It

remains to be seen whether other forms of f(Q) can provide similar results, particularly in

the context of the total mass of the resultant configuration. Secondly, we have used the

Karmakar condition and a particular metric potential ansatz to close the system. Different

techniques may be employed to generate a new class of solutions, and subsequently, the

solutions may be used for similar studies.
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