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In this work, we develop a new relativistic model for a charged anisotropic compact star in the
framework of modified symmetric teleparallel gravity, namely f(Q)-Euler-Heisenberg gravity. By
employing the MIT bag model equation of state, we establish a relation between the metric poten-
tials, leading to an exact solution of the field equations for an anisotropic fluid configuration coupled
with a non-linear electromagnetic source. The interior spacetime is smoothly matched with the ex-
terior geometry calculated from the theoretical setup of f(Q)-Euler-Heisenberg gravity using the
Darmois-Israel junction conditions, ensuring the continuity of the metric functions and their deriva-
tives at the stellar boundary. The physical viability of the model is examined through regularity,
energy, and causality conditions, all of which are satisfied throughout the stellar interior. A detailed
examination of the physical features, namely the energy density, the radial pressure, the tangential
pressure, the anisotropy, and the associated equation-of-state parameters, has been carried out for
several choices of the parameter . The study highlights how the pressure anisotropy, the propaga-
tion speeds of sound, and the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff balance condition are interconnected,
showing that the star remains in mechanical equilibrium only when the gravitational, hydrostatic,
electric, and anisotropic contributions counterbalance one another appropriately. The dynamical
stability of the configuration is further supported by the requirement I" > % for the adiabatic in-
dex, indicating resilience against small radial perturbations. The plots of compactness, surface
redshift, and the mass—radius profiles confirm that all physical quantities behave regularly and vary
smoothly throughout the stellar interior. We graphically plotted the mass-radius curves for one
star (PSRJ 1614 — 2230), and numerically calculated the predicted radius for five star candidates
(PSRJ 1614 — 2230, PSR J074 4+ 6620, PSR J1959 + 2048, PSR J2215 + 5135, GW190814).The
behavior of the f(Q) term together with the Euler-Heisenberg coupling shows that these modifica-
tions introduce an additional stiffness in the effective equation of state. As a result, the theory is
capable of supporting stars that are both heavier and more compact than those allowed within gen-
eral relativity. When the model is tested against the well-measured pulsar PSR J1614 — 2230, the
predicted mass and radius fall within the range of current observational constraints, demonstrating
the physical reliability of the framework.

Keywords: Compact stars; MIT bag model; Modified gravity; f(Q) gravity; Euler-Heisenberg
gravity.
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Einstein’s general theory of relativity (GR) revolution-
ized the concept of gravitation by replacing the Newto-
nian picture with a geometric interpretation. In this the-
ory, he described gravity as the curvature of spacetime.
The GR serves as the cornerstone for astrophysical sci-
ences which permits the study of gravitational collapse,
cosmic expansion, and the intricate dynamics of com-
pact astrophysical systems. Some recently collected ob-
servational data, particularly those involving large-scale
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structure surveys, CMB radiation, and Type I, super-
novae [1-5], established that our cosmos is expanding in
an accelerating manner. It suggests the presence of an
exotic component commonly referred to as dark energy.
The dark energy appears to dominate the present cos-
mic dynamics as it is responsible for the repulsive cosmic
behavior, whereas dark matter influences the formation
and evolution of visible large scale structures throughout
the Universe. Among the key factors shaping cosmic ex-
pansion, Einstein’s cosmological constant remains a cen-
tral theoretical element, despite its elegance, GR alone
struggles to fully explain Universe’s accelerated expan-
sion without resorting to hypothetical entities such as
dark energy [6-11].

In consequence of Einstein’s formulation of GR, nu-
merous modified and extended theories of gravitation
that go beyond the classical Einstein framework were de-
veloped in an effort to overcome certain conceptual and
mathematical challenges inherent in GR. These frame-
works extend or generalize the Einstein-Hilbert action
to incorporate higher order curvature terms, matter ge-
ometry couplings, or torsional contributions and non-
metricity. Consequently, exploring these theories has
become a significant direction in contemporary theoreti-
cal physics, with profound implications for both cosmol-
ogy and high energy astrophysics [12-17]. One of the
earliest and most notable attempts made by Weyl in
1918 [18], who proposed a theoretical framework aim-
ing to unify the fundamental interactions of gravitation
and electromagnetism within a single geometric scheme.
In 1928 Einstein [19, 20] motivated by similar unifica-
tion ideas and explored an alternative approach based on
Weitzenbock geometry, unlike GR, where the spacetime
dynamics governed by the metric tensor, this formulation
employs tetrad fields as the fundamental dynamical vari-
ables. Each tetrad field comprises sixteen independent
components, leading Einstein to hypothesize that the six
components exceeding the ten of the metric tensor could
potentially account for the electromagnetic field degrees
of freedom. However, subsequent studies revealed that
these additional components are not physical in nature
but instead correspond to the local Lorentz symmetry in-
trinsic to the theory as studied in [21, 22]. Although the
early unification attempts of Weyl and Einstein did not
succeed in achieving their intended goals. They played a
pivotal role in introducing the concept of gauge symme-
try into gravitational physics which marked the begin-
ning of extensive efforts to develop gauge formulations of
gravity [23], while Einstein gravity with Gauss-Bonnet
entropic corrections investigated in [24] and study of one
loop Euclidean Einstein Weyl gravitational theory in the
de Sitter cosmos conducted in [25]. In 1979 building
on this perspective, Hayashi and Shirafuji [26], proposed
a novel gravitational framework known as the New-GR,
which interpreted gravity as a gauge theory correspond-
ing to the group of spacetime translations and the for-
mulation of New-GR incorporated three undetermined
coupling parameters whose values expected to be con-

strained through experimental observations.

Within the framework of Weitzenbock geometry, an
alternative formulation of gravity known as the Telepar-
allel Equivalent of GR developed in which the dynamical
description of gravitation diverges fundamentally from
that of GR, while both theories yield identical field equa-
tions, their corresponding action principles are not the
same difference arises from a boundary or total diver-
gence term [27-30]. The Teleparallel Equivalent of GR
framework attributes the origin of gravity to spacetime
torsion (T), with the curvature tensor constrained to
vanish identically. The GR explains gravitational phe-
nomena through spacetime curvature governed by the
metric tensor, assuming a torsion free geometry [31-
33]. The actions [d'z\/=gT reproduce the dynam-
ical content of GR in flat spacetime and also action
Jd*z\/=gQ for nonmetricity (Q) equivalent to GR in
flat space. The Prominent among these extensions are
f(R) gravity, f(T) teleparallel gravity, and the recently
developed f(Q) gravity, constructed within the symmet-
ric teleparallel framework among many others. Extend-
ing Teleparallel Equivalent of GR by promoting T' (em-
ploying the torsion scalar T as the Lagrangian density
instead of curvature) to a general function f(T') leads to
the so-called f(T) gravity [19, 34, 35]. This paradigm
is especially driven by its capacity to address cosmolog-
ical obstacles without incorporating exotic matter com-
ponents. The f(T) gravity has sparked significant at-
tention for its ability to adequately explain both the
early Universe inflationary phase and the late-time ac-
celerated expansion. Especially, this gravity produces
second-order field equations, which are more technical
in nature than the fourth-order equations characteris-
tic of f(R) theories. A substantial body of research ex-
plored multiple aspects of f(T') gravity like: classification
of different principal categories of this models emphasiz-
ing their relevance to cosmic acceleration and null tetrad
formalism effectively accommodates various geometries
[36-41]. Furthermore, Paliathanasis and his collabora-
tors [42] found accurate cosmological solutions for ra-
diation and dust dominated cosmos, and applied their
findings to anisotropic Bianchi I scenarios, demonstrating
that isotropic distribution represented by Laurent series
techniques. The latter represents a geometrically dis-
tinct formulation in which both curvature and torsion
vanish, while nonmetricity acts as the sole geometrical
descriptor of gravitation, while the symmetric teleparal-
lel approach introduces the nonmetricity scalar @ as the
fundamental gravitational invariant. This introduction
allows the gravitational action to be generalized to an ar-
bitrary function f(Q) [43] and this framework preserves
the metric as the primary dynamical variable and ensures
covariance under coordinate transformations, providing a
mathematically consistent platform to investigate grav-
itational phenomena without invoking curvature or tor-
sion. Recent studies revealed that f(Q) gravity can suc-
cessfully reproduce viable cosmological dynamics, mimic
the Lambda-CDM expansion history, and account for



late-time acceleration, while Maurya et al. [44] formu-
lated a stellar model using a linear f(Q) action, ensuring
regularity and stability through realistic physical condi-
tions and it also employed to analyze stellar equilibrium
configurations in [45].

In this regard, a useful approach to further improving
our comprehension of gravity is to study numerous theo-
retical models and find observational signs that can dis-
criminate between different approaches, and astrophys-
ical structures occurring in the strong field regime offer
natural cosmic research resources for such studies. Poten-
tial discriminating features may arise from highly com-
pact objects, such as neutron stars and black holes, or
from distinct polarization modes present in gravitational
wave signals [46, 47]. From an astrophysical perspective,
compact stellar remnants emerge when massive stars de-
plete their thermonuclear energy sources, leading to the
end of internal fusion processes, whereas the subsequent
gravitational contraction can result either in the forma-
tion of stable, extremely dense configurations or in total
collapse, producing black holes. Among these remnants,
neutron stars represent objects whose immense density
is counteracted by the pressure arising from neutron de-
generacy, effectively resisting further gravitational com-
pression, while another well-known category is that of
white dwarfs, whose structural stability is sustained by
the degeneracy pressure of electrons opposing the inward
gravitational force. From a theoretical perspective, it is
well established that the first exact vacuum solution de-
rived within the framework of GR was the Schwarzschild
metric [48], since then, a wide variety of exact and ap-
proximate solutions developed to explore the behavior of
compact stellar configurations. The quest for physically
viable interior solutions that accurately depict compact
stars emerged as a significant domain for evaluating GR
and its modified extensions. Using the right equation of
state (EoS), one can look at the stability and balance of
compact stars and come to conclusions about what they
are made of. The EoS is also very important for look-
ing at the physical properties of stellar matter, especially
through the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equa-
tion, which shows the relativistic condition of hydrostatic
equilibrium that comes from the interior Schwarzschild
solution.

The numerical outcomes of the TOV equations were
very important in finding the upper limit on the mass
of neutron star systems. These studies show that the
upper limit on stable neutron star structures is about
3.2 Mg [49]. This number comes straight from basic
physical principles like the principle of causality, the
Zeldovich stiff EoS, as well as Le Chatelier’s principle.
Before these investigations Chandrasekhar [50] derived
the critical mass limit for white dwarfs, yielding M¢y, =~
1.4 M), beyond which these stars undergo gravitational
collapse. The extensive theoretical analyses, supported
by observational evidence, established that the major-
ity of neutron stars possess masses clustered around this
characteristic value of 1.4 Mg [51, 52]. In such compact

systems, the degeneracy pressure of neutrons counterbal-
ances the gravitational pull, thereby maintaining hydro-
static equilibrium, while a neutron star with this mass ex-
hibits an average density of approximately 6 x 1014 g /cm?
and radius in the range of 10-15km. Some measurements
challenged this conventional paradigm, in which observa-
tions of pulsars and gravitational wave detections suggest
a broader mass spectrum for neutron stars than previ-
ously assumed [53]. The investigation of gravitational
as well as electromagnetic signals from the binary neu-
tron star combined event GW170817 put a strict and es-
sentially model independent limit on the maximum neu-
tron star mass, which is Myax < 2.17 Mg [54]. How-
ever, later analyses of the identical event [55] demon-
strate that neutron matter EoS must be sufficiently stiff
in order to enable the occurrence of long lived, massive
neutron stars with M.« > 2 My, especially in cases the
post merger remnant surpasses an initial overall mass of
2.73 M. The absence of a relativistic optical counter-
part to GW170817 further limits the maximum mass to
lie within Mpyax ~ 2.15-2.25 Mg, while the comparable
mass intervals also investigated in [56]. Observationally,
the pulsar PSR J1614-2230 measured to possess a mass of
1.928 £ 0.017 M, based on the Shapiro delay effect [57],
while the millisecond pulsar MSP J07404-6620 exhibits
an even higher mass of 2.1475-15 M, [58].

In the framework of GR, the compactness of a self-
gravitating stellar configurations is constrained by the
well-known Buchdahl limit [59, 60], which imposes the
condition M/R < 4/9, while this bound signifies that
beyond a certain mass to radius ratio, a static and sta-
ble compact object cannot exist without collapsing into a
black hole. An intriguing question that arises is whether
alternative or extended gravitational theories can permit
configurations exceeding this classical limit, within mod-
ified gravitational frameworks, particularly in the con-
text of f(T) or f(Q) gravities, it becomes possible to
explore stellar models whose structural properties differ
from those predicted by GR. One of the key motivations
for such studies lies in determining how the modification
of the gravitational action affects the maximum permis-
sible mass for a given EoS, so these alternative formu-
lations may yield different upper mass limits, offering
valuable insights into the behavior of ultra dense stellar
matter [54, 61]. Such investigations are also of astrophys-
ical relevance, for instance, in interpreting events like
PSR J0740+ 6620 and GW190814 [62], where the sec-
ondary component has been proposed as a candidate for
an unusually massive neutron star that challenges con-
ventional GR predictions. These findings provide com-
pelling evidence that neutron stars may attain signifi-
cantly higher masses than previously predicted by tra-
ditional GR-based models, thus motivating the explo-
ration of alternative gravity frameworks like structure,
maximum mass, and stable behavior of compact entities
in f(Q), f(Q,T) gravitational theory among many oth-
ers, to account for such massive compact objects [63].
In the theoretical modeling of stellar structures, it is



often convenient to begin with the simplifying assump-
tion of an isotropic matter distribution, implying that
the radial and tangential pressures are identical through-
out the configuration, however, this idealization does
not accurately represent realistic astrophysical scenarios.
In actual stellar interiors, the radial pressure generally
differs from the tangential one, giving rise to pressure
anisotropy, consequently, such systems are characterized
by unequal stress components in different spatial direc-
tions. In 1933 the concept of anisotropic stellar mod-
els firstly introduced by Lemaitre [64], furthermore, it
demonstrated that for a compact object to achieve a sta-
ble equilibrium state, the radial pressure must vanish at
the stellar center and decrease monotonically toward the
surface, where it becomes zero [65].

A variety of physical mechanisms must be considered
when investigating the emergence of anisotropy in com-
pact stellar configurations, but one of the primary fac-
tors is the high density regime, in which nuclear inter-
actions can no longer be described by classical physics
and must instead be treated within a relativistic sce-
narios [66]. The presence of a solid core or the for-
mation of a type-3A superfluid phase may also induce
pressure anisotropy within the stellar interior [67]. Slow
rotational motion represents another potential source of
anisotropy [68]. The emergence of pressure anisotropy in
compact stars examined from various theoretical stand-
points, notably, the studies by Dev and Gleiser [69] and
subsequently by Gleiser and Dev [70] explored different
physical operators capable of producing such anisotropic
behavior within stellar interiors. Furthermore, configu-
rations supported by scalar fields, such as boson stars,
naturally display anisotropic pressure components [71].
Other exotic astrophysical models including gravastars
and traversable wormholes also fall within the class of
anisotropic compact systems [72, 73]. Yousaf et al. [74]
explored conservative anisotropic topologically charged
wormbholes, incorporating relativistic corrections to an-
alyze their stability and energy conditions, while Dai
et al. [75] investigated the imprints of monopole charge
in higher-dimensional, revealing how dimensional exten-
sions and anisotropic background modify the distribution
of exotic matter. Furthermore, cylindrically symmetric
wormbholes in the presence of electromagnetic fields, high-
lighting the dynamical interplay between charge, geome-
try, and matter anisotropy studied in [76]. Anisotropy’s
role in identifying the structural features of neutron star
systems is examined in detail [77], demonstrating its sig-
nificant impact on the equilibrium mass as well as the
associated surface redshift, thus affecting observable stel-
lar aspects. The incorporation of anisotropy in stellar
fluid structures is crucial for obtaining accurate repre-
sentations of massive astrophysical objects, as it affects
physical parameters such as internal pressure distribu-
tion, mass-to-radius ratios, along with the overall sta-
bility of dense star formation. The comprehension of
the implications was aided by a number of analytical
together with numerical studies conducted within the

framework of standard GR and its expanded theories. In
the Buchdahl scenario, for example, Maurya et al. [78]
provided a detailed investigation of anisotropic compact
star formation, showing how anisotropy affects the phys-
ical feasibility as well as equilibrium of stellar structures.
Similarly, Maurya and a few other co-autors [79] cre-
ated a generalized model for anisotropic dense massive
stars, and Bhar et al. [80] looked into embedding class
one geometries to study the internal stellar configura-
tion. Ivanov [81] provided an analytical treatment of
anisotropic configurations, emphasizing the role of pres-
sure anisotropy in ensuring stability while, more recently,
Kumar and Bharti [82] presented a detailed review sum-
marizing diverse relativistic models for anisotropic com-
pact stars and their physical implications. Several ear-
lier studies, such as those by Hossein et al. [83] and
Das et al. [84], examined anisotropic stellar systems in
GR with variable cosmological constants, while in the
framework of modified gravity, Almutairi et al. [85] ex-
plored radial perturbations and stability in higher dimen-
sional anisotropic fluid spheres. The dynamical aspects
of anisotropic collapse further investigated by Yousaf [86]
and Yousaf et al. [87], who studied the influence of modi-
fied curvature functions and hyperbolic corrections on the
evolution of compact fluids in f(R) and f(R,T) theories,
respectively, providing valuable insights into the nonlin-
ear dynamics of anisotropic self-gravitating systems. The
stability properties of anisotropic configurations explored
in [88], where it showed that their dynamical behavior
closely resembles that of isotropic stellar configurations,
while Bhatti et al. [89] analyzed impact of non-minimal
curvature matter coupling on the dynamical behavior of
self-gravitating compact fluid configuration in modified
gravity. A wide range of anisotropic stellar models pro-
posed to incorporate pressure anisotropy into the energy-
momentum tensor, leading to several exact spherically
symmetric interior solutions describing realistic cosmic
entities [90-95].

A comprehensive discussion on the physical origin and
implications of pressure anisotropy in compact objects
can be found in [96, 97], while, the investigation of su-
permassive neutron stars within the framework of alter-
native theories of gravity attracted considerable atten-
tion [98, 99]. In the context of teleparallel and sym-
metric teleparallel theories, several notable investiga-
tions extended the modeling of compact stars beyond
the Riemannian paradigm, like Ilijic and Sossich [100]
examined anisotropic stars in f(T') gravity, establishing
physically consistent models compatible with observa-
tional data. The effects of dark energy components and
modified matter fields analyzed by Saha and Debnath
in [101], and Chanda et al. [102] employed the Finch
Skea geometry to describe anisotropic configurations in
f(T) gravity. With the advent of symmetric teleparal-
lel gravity, where nonmetricity rather than curvature or
torsion defines the gravitational interaction, new direc-
tions have emerged for modeling dense astrophysical sys-
tems. Adeel et al. [103] carried out a detailed analysis of



anisotropic compact stars within f(Q) gravity. Comple-
mentary studies by Rani et al. [104] and Bhar et al. [105]
explored the effects of nonmetricity coupling on the sta-
bility and energy conditions of anisotropic configurations,
demonstrating that f(Q) gravity supports viable com-
pact star solutions consistent with current astrophysical
observations.

In order to figure out the interaction between mat-
ter geometry connection, energy constraints, as well as
the nontrivial topology of universe, it is essential to in-
vestigate compact entities such as wormhole geometri-
cal structures within a backdrop of modified telepar-
allel as well advanced gravitational theories. For ex-
ample, Ditta et al. [106] comprehensively studied the
traversable wormhole solutions in extended teleparallel
gravity with matter interaction, showing how coupling
settings affect the breach of conventional energy con-
straints. Ditta et al. [107], examined embedded some
compact structures along with their thermodynamic con-
sequences in the same setting, advanced this approach
by applying it to phantom wormhole structure and also
demonstrating that modified teleparallel interactions are
capable of maintaining non-exotic matter distributions
demonstrated in [108]. While Saleem and his collabora-
tors [109] developed new relativistic compact structures
in the Rastall teleparallel approach, highlighting the
significance of energy constraints in guaranteeing their
traversability, Channuie et al. [110] investigated worm-
hole structures with nonlinear electrodynamic amend-
ments, identifying unique gravitational lensing character-
istics and energy constraints behaviors in the backdrop
of Einstein Euler Heisenberg gravity. Furthermore, how
geometric deformations affect the feasibility of such sys-
tems by presenting new wormhole solutions based on non-
commutative geometry under the influence of extended
teleparallel gravity demonstrated in [111]. Mandal et
al. [112] evaluated the impact of quintessence fields in
the formation of anisotropic dense spheres-like struc-
tures, revealing how dark energy components influence
pressure anisotropy along with equilibrium. Smitha and
co-authors [113] investigated anisotropy associated with
massive compact stars in f(Q) gravity, revealing signif-
icant connections between nonmetricity terms and the
stiffness of the EoS. These and other advancements in
this field broadened the theoretical landscape of f(Q)
gravity. In the same manner, Kaur et al. [114] created a
solution that met the vanishing complexity requirement,
connecting the stellar configuration’s geometric simplic-
ity and physical regularity. These studies highlight the
consistent explanation of observed stellar masses, radii,
and stability bounds by anisotropic self-gravitating com-
pact fluid configurations in f(7T') and f(Q) frameworks.

The structure of the paper is outlined as follows: In
Sec. II, we outlined the basics of the field equations in
f(Q)-EEH Gravity. In Sec. ITI, we studied the evalua-
tion of outer space time and its matching with the inner
spacetime to evaluate the unknown parameters involved
in the study. In Sec. IV, we present the discussion about

our results and their related physics. In Sec. 5, we present
the graphical evolution of mass-radius relation to predict
the radius of a star for fixed mass. Our last sec. VI sug-
gests the conclusion summary of our study.

II. GEOMETRIC PRELIMINARIES AND
ACTION

General Relativity (GR) is traditionally formulated on
a spacetime manifold endowed with the Levi-Civita con-
nection. However, the same manifold can accommodate
different choices of affine connection, and each alternative
connection gives rise to a distinct but physically mean-
ingful gravitational description, offering its own geomet-
ric interpretation [115, 116]. To recover the Levi-Civita
connection utilized in GR, one must impose the vanish-
ing of torsion and nonmetricity, leaving curvature R as
the only geometric property of spacetime. If these restric-
tions are relaxed, a broader class of gravitational theories
can be developed within non-Riemannian geometry, al-
lowing for the coexistence of non-zero curvature, torsion,
and nonmetricity.

By choosing an affine connection in which both curva-
ture and nonmetricity vanish, one arrives at the telepar-
allel equivalent of General Relativity (TEGR) [117]. In
contrast, symmetric teleparallel gravity arises when the
connection is constructed to have vanishing curvature
and torsion but non-vanishing nonmetricity [118-120].
This geometric setup leads naturally to the formulation
of f(Q) gravity, where the gravitational Lagrangian is
generalized to an arbitrary function of the nonmetricity
scalar Q.

Following Jiménez et al. [121], the f(Q) theory is a
symmetric teleparallel extension of GR in which the non-
metricity scalar @ determines the gravitational action. In
the following, we explore the static, spherically symmet-
ric field equations within the framework of f(Q) gravity.
The action corresponding to this theory is expressed as:

S = [ 57Q=gd'a s [ (Lot Lon(FG)V=gd'a(1)

where g denotes the determinant of the metric tensor
and L,, represents the matter Lagrangian density, and
F = F,F" and G = F,,F"° are the electromag-
netic invariants built from the antisymmetric field tensor
F,, = 0,4,—0,A4,. In a general metric-affine spacetime,
the nonmetricity tensor is defined as

Qkne = Vigne = Okgne — Fi;kggl - Flgkgnla (2)

where FZV denotes the affine connection and Vj is the
covariant derivative. The general affine connection can
be decomposed as
E _ gk k
an - Kng + Ln@’ (3)
where Kf;Q and Lf; o represent the contortion and defor-
mation tensors, respectively, defined by

E _ 1Ak k k _ 1k k
Lie= 2%~ Q(n@)’ Koo = 3T + 1) (4)



The antisymmetric part of the affine connection corre-

sponds to the torsion tensor, Tffg = 21"{379]. For the non-

metricity tensor, the superpotential is expressed as
k 1 k k k Ak k
P =1 [_ Qe +29(m0) + L 9o = Q900 — 9, 20) | (5)

From the symmetry properties of the metric, two distinct
traces of the nonmetricity tensor can be identified:

Qo =9, Qr=oM. (6)

The nonmetricity scalar Q is then constructed as
Q= —QanPan = _gmn (LngnLan - LngnLan) : (7)

The corresponding field equations for f(Q) gravity take
the form of

2
= ViV | + Jgnof + Jo| P @}
*QlegP:l} = *Tng, (8)

where fo = 0f/0Q and T,, denotes the en-
ergy—momentum tensor of the matter content. Varying
the action (1) with respect to the connection yields

VoV (V=gfoP}, + H},) =0, (9)

where HZ;Q = —%5Lm/51"f;g is the density of the hypermo-

mentum tensor. By imposing the constraint VanHffg =
0, Eq. (9) simplifies to

vnv@ (\/__ngPévg) =0.

Considering the affine connection’s properties, it is
convenient to express it in terms of coordinate functions
as

(10)

ozt
k l
Iy, = (8—51) 0n0,€", (11)
where ¢/ = ¢/(2"). A coordinate system can be chosen
in which I‘fm = 0; this configuration is known as the
coincident gauge, where the covariant derivative reduces
to the partial derivative. Consequently, the nonmetricity
tensor in this gauge simplifies to
Qkne = Okgne-

(12)

In this formulation, the metric becomes the fundamen-
tal dynamical variable, and unlike in GR, the action loses
diffeomorphism invariance, a limitation that f(Q) gravity
successfully overcomes. In Eq. (11), the affine connec-
tion is purely inertial, allowing for a fully covariant de-
scription independent of gravitational effects [122, 123].
For astrophysical applications, we now consider a static,

spherically symmetric spacetime described by the line el-
ement

ds? = —e"Mdt? + AN dr? 4+ r2(d6? + sin? 0 dp?). (13)
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FIG. 1: Graphical representation of interdependence of den-
sity p, pressures p,, and p; along one an other with stellar
radius r for fixation of parameters (given in table-I) and varia-
tion of parameters (y = —2.3, v = —2.4, v = —2.5, v = —2.6)

Modeling compact stars in the Einstein-Euler-
Heisenberg (EEH) scenario requires solving the f(Q)
gravitational field equations in conjunction with the non-
linear electrodynamics sector arising from the Euler-
Heisenberg (EH) prescription. This combined treatment
enriches the standard formulation f(Q) by embedding
quantum electrodynamical corrections, thereby provid-
ing a more refined description of strong-field stellar envi-
ronments. The EH Lagrangian introduces modifications
to Maxwell’s classical electrodynamics that emerge from
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vacuum polarization effects occurring under intense elec-
tromagnetic fields [124, 125]. The explicit form of the
EH Lagrangian density, which accounts for the one-loop
quantum corrections, is expressed as [126]:

1 -
Lgn = _ZFWFW + a(Fn@FW)2 + 5(FUQFW)2(14)

1
- —ZF—i—aFQ—i—BGQ, (15)

where the first term represents the classical Maxwellian
contribution. The corresponding electromagnetic energy-
momentum tensor takes the conventional form:

o 1 &
Ty = FoFS — 1IneFrs . (16)

The EH Lagrangian Lgy depends on two electromag-
netic field invariants, defined as:

F=F,,F", G =F,F"m, (17)

where [}, and Fn@ denote the electromagnetic field
tensor and its dual, respectively. The constants a and
B encapsulate the QED one-loop correction parameters.
Within the EEH formalism, these parameters introduce
nonlinear corrections to the electromagnetic sector. The
total stress-energy tensor, incorporating both classical
and quantum contributions, can be expressed as:

Ty = Ti" + TC (18)

ne >’

where T%C represents the stress-energy contribution
due to quantum effects. The explicit expression for the
complete EEH stress-energy tensor reads:

OLEn
OF

OLgn -

EyF,T —A=2R FoF,T. (19)

C
Ty% = g’r]gACEH —4 iy
The corresponding energy density for the EEH config-
uration is derived from the temporal component of the
above tensor as [110]:

1
~TPC = (B? + B?) + 2a(E* — BY)? + 26(E - B)*20)

where E = Fy,. and B = Ftr denote the magnitudes
of the electric and magnetic fields. The higher-order
terms proportional to « and § represent the nonlinear
quantum modifications to the classical electromagnetic
energy density. The term with « primarily alters the
balance between the electric and magnetic field intensi-
ties, which can influence the equilibrium conditions by
reducing dependence on the matter charge distribution.
Similarly, the S-dependent term contributes only when
the electric and magnetic fields are nonorthogonal, i.e.,
when E - B # 0.

In this setup, p, ps, and p, correspond to the energy
density, tangential pressure, and radial pressure, respec-
tively. Using Eq. (13), the nonmetricity scalar is given
by:

o- _Qe*A(T) (12—|— 7“1/(7“))’ (21)

r

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect
to r. The coupled field equations combining Eq. (13),
Eq. (8), and the EEH energy-momentum tensor are:



81 (p 4 24aE + —) - g — fo [Q + 5+ e_A(T)(X(T) I(r))}, (22)

8 (pT - 2aE" - SO‘EQ) = Ja (Q " Ti?) -4 (23)

8T (pt + 24aE* + %) fo [% e~ ) [ (1/1(17") + %) (W' (r) = N(r)) + VN2(T)” — g, (24)
cot9

0= Q' faq- (25)

En,=——rr+F——— 26
/79 5gev ( )
and its stress-energy tensor takes the form:
¢_1 ¢
Eo, =2 FF) — ZngCXF X (27)

with the field tensor components given by:

Fe'u = Ae,v - -A'u,e-

The Maxwell identities and field equations follow as:

Fev,{ + F{e,v + Fv{,e = Oa

(V=IF) 0 = 5V 35"

(28)

= (29)
Here, A, denotes the electromagnetic four-potential,
and j¢ represents the four-current density. In a static,
spherically symmetric configuration, the only nonvan-
ishing component of j¢ is j°, directed radially. Conse-
quently, the static electric field implies that all compo-
nents of F, vanish except the radial component Fpq,
satisfying Fy; = —F1o due to antisymmetry. The electric
field intensity E(r) can be obtained from Eq. (27) as

1

atm [ . q(r)
E(r) = e+l )/O o(r)er?dr = 2 (0

2r

where o denotes the charge density and ¢(r) is the total
charge enclosed within radius r. The charge function
scales with the cube of the radius [127], such that:

q(r) = kr®, (31)

where the constant k characterizes the charge intensity,
with k£ = 0 corresponding to an uncharged configuration.
This formulation provides a flexible model in which the
magnitude of electric charge can be tuned by varying k.
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If the motion equations are combined with Eq. (8), one
obtains fgg = 0, which implies that the function f(Q)
must be linear. Any attempt to adopt a nonlinear form,
such as f(Q) = Q?, results in inconsistencies within the
equations of motion and yields nonphysical solutions. In
general, nonlinear f(Q) models can only be meaningfully
analyzed under a coincident gauge using an extended ver-
sion of the spherically symmetric metric, as discussed in
Ref. [128]. In the present work, we adopt a linear form
of f(Q) satisfying foo = 0. Integrating Eq. (25) gives
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the following relation:

f=7Q+ ¢,

where o and ¢ are constants. To determine the physical
characteristics of the system, we employ the MIT Bag
equation of state (EoS), which provides a realistic repre-
sentation of quark matter in compact stars. The EoS is
given as

(32)

Pr = w(p - 4Bg)ﬂ (33)
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where B, denotes the bag constant. The MIT Bag model
describes quark stars as composed of deconfined quarks
confined by a vacuum pressure rather than by gravity
alone [129]. Modern extensions of this model intro-
duce density-dependent bag pressure and vector interac-
tions among quarks, improving the thermodynamic accu-
racy of strange quark matter (SQM) and up-down quark
matter (udQM) [130]. These refinements enable better
agreement with observed mass-radius relations of com-
pact stars such as EXO 1785-248, PSR J0740+6620, and



GW190814 [131, 132]. The consistency between the pre-
dictions of the MIT Bag model and recent observational
data, including gravitational-wave events like GW170817
[133], strongly supports its applicability in modeling mas-
sive quark stars.

In this framework, the field equations (22)-(25) depend
on the two metric potentials A(r) and v(r). Regularity
at the stellar center requires that e*(©) = 1, ¢¥(%) remains
finite, and the first derivatives of both potentials vanish
at r = 0. These boundary requirements ensure that both
the pressure and the energy density attain their highest
values at the stellar center and decline smoothly toward
the outer surface, a behavior characteristic of a physically
stable configuration. With the equation of state (33), the
metric function v(r) can be expressed as

v(r)

/ {3—; [2@”\(T) [7‘2 {167ng + 3mk?r? [3@
+ 128k + 1} - qb} + 27} — 4y
+ 'yT/\/(r)Hdr (34)

To fulfill the physical requirements discussed above, we
assume a generalized form of the metric potential:

A =1 4 r2esnr (35)

where a, n, and ¢ are parameters with dimensions of
length™2. Substituting Eq. (35) into Eq. (34) yields

vir) = A+ % [23;(:: [agn3 {TQ {167ng + 3mk?r? [304
+ 128ak%? + 1] - ¢>} + 27] +a’n? [qﬁ ~on [8Bg
+ 3k%r? (3a + 192ak?r? + 1) H + 6mak®n [3@
+ 384ak?r? + 1] - 2304rak’|
+ 2vlog (che‘”””2 + 1) +r? [327ng + k*r?
x (90 +2560k%? + 3) — 2] |. (36)

The chosen form of the potential, e*") =1 +cr26‘“"2, re-

mains regular and physically acceptable throughout the
stellar interior. At the center r = 0, the condition e*(©)
1 eliminates any singular behavior in the radial metric
component, while the requirement d%e’\(” ’T:O = 0 guar-
antees smoothness at the origin. The temporal compo-
nent e”(") derived from Eq. (36), also stays finite and
positive for every r < R, where R denotes the stellar
boundary. Its vanishing derivative at the center reflects
that both pressure and density attain their peak values at
the core and decrease steadily toward the surface. Alto-
gether, these properties confirm a regular geometry and
support a stable equilibrium configuration.

To solve the system of Egs. (22)-(24) for final versions
of p, pr, and p¢, using Eqgs.(31), (32), (35), and (36), we
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obtain the following final expressions:

1 |:( 2an7‘2+1)(2¢ 2(
= Cr e T -
P 1672 (wer2ea™® + ) !
deyr2ea™ (anr? + 1
192k +6wk2r4)) Sl (2 )
cr2eant® 41
—|—2’7}, (37)
2
1 2 anr
o= L ( -2 (v (e 4 2an) +3)
48T (CTQeanrz + 1)
—384makirt — 127k*r? 4+ ¢ — 647TBg)a (38)
1 4
o= — 5 [p1272 (er2een” 1)
1447~ (c7’26‘””“2 + 1)

x Bg?r? + 32nBg (CTQea"TZ + 1)2 {7687rak47"6

X (07"26'””2 + 1)2 +6m(3a + 1)7t (cereamZ + k)2
+ 7 (CTQe‘”””2 (r2 (406’”"2 + 5an) + 15) + 6)

— 20 (cr?’eaw2 + T) 2} 4 2chy 8 gtanr” (7’2¢ - 27)2

_ Bpiglanr® ( —4~2 (5cm7“2 + 9) + yrie

X

(10anr2 +37) — 87‘4¢2) +pt3(7“)} . (39)

where,

pa(r) = [37T(3a +1)%r? (che‘""z + 1)2 + 64a (7
X (07"26'””2 (27’2 (4ceam2 + 5an) + 51) 4 33)
—4¢ (cr?’e“m2 + r) ’ )} ,

pea(r) = cyrlenr” ( - ((304 +1)r? (Zlce’“”2 + 5an))

2
—9(7Ta + 3)) +2Ba+1)¢ (cr3e‘“"2 + 7’)
—18(2a + 1),

pea(r) = —2p2elant? (72 (2anr? (2anr® — 15) — 30)

+y72¢ (20cm7°2 +53) — 127“4¢2) + 2949127 k®
w10 (CT%WZ + 1)4 +46087%a(3a + 1)kor®

X (07"26'””2 + 1)4 + 67kt (CTQea"TZ + 1)2pt1(7")
—6mk?r? (CT2€anT2 + 1)2pt2(7’) + et

X (672 (anr® + 3) (2anr® + 1) — yr?¢(10anr?

127) + 8r4¢2) + 6 (2r%0 — 37) .



III. MATCHING OF INTERIOR METRIC WITH
THE EXTERIOR METRIC TO EVALUATE
UNKNOWN PARAMETERS

When developing a static and spherically symmetric
compact star model, suitable boundary conditions must
be imposed to achieve a physically meaningful configu-
ration. These conditions ensure that the interior space-
time connects smoothly with the exterior geometry at
the stellar surface. Such a matching not only maintains
the continuity of the metric functions but also fixes the
integration constants that appear in the interior solution.

The total gravitational mass of the stellar configura-
tion can be obtained by integrating the matter energy
density throughout the interior region, which yields

M(r) = /47rr2p dr. (40)

Here, M(r) denotes the gravitational mass enclosed
within a radius r, while p represents the energy density
of the matter distribution inside the star.

Using Eq. (22) in Eq. (40), the expression for the
metric potential corresponding to the exterior spacetime
takes the form

AP 2M  6mk*rt 192mak®r®  1r2¢
e =14+—+ + .
yr 5y 7y 6y

Accordingly, the exterior line element describing the

=R (5760mak? R7 + 2521k RS + 420M — 35R%¢)
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vacuum region surrounding the star can be written as

2M 6wkt 192makirS 2
dsi: L4 2 s r+ mak™r g a2
yr 5y ™y 6y
-1
(14 ﬂ " 6k2rt n 1927 kA6 B 7’2_¢ a2
yr 5y ™y 6y
— 7% (d0® +sin* 0 d¢?) . (42)

At the boundary surface » = R, the interior and ex-
terior spacetimes must join smoothly according to the
Darmois-Israel junction conditions, which require the
continuity of the metric potentials and the vanishing of
the radial pressure at the stellar surface:

G4 = g;;a Gpp = g;’_ra and pr(R) =0. (43)
These boundary conditions provide a system of equa-
tions that can be solved simultaneously to determine the
constants appearing in the interior solution. Specifically,
the matching ensures that both the gravitational poten-
tials and their physical derivatives are continuous across
the surface, guaranteeing the absence of surface layers or
discontinuities in the spacetime geometry. The evaluated
constants A, ¢, and B, parameters related to the coupling
constants (a,7,k,$) can thus be obtained from these
matching relations, establishing a complete and physi-
cally consistent stellar model. These constants are as:

¢ T TR (5760mak* R + 2527k2 R° + 420M — 35R%¢ + 2107 R)’ (44)

_ 4p7 2 25 2 _ 5 30,
By = oo T [20M 1152070k BT (anR? +1) + 504mk*R® (anR? +1) = 35 [2anR%6 + R*(26 — 6ayn)

— 97R|| + R°[33177600m%0 %k  R® (anR? + 1) + 29030407%akC R (anR? + 1) + 10087k R 637
X (anR4 + RQ) — 400« (anR4¢ — 3aynR? + 67 + R2¢) } — 176407k? (anR4¢ —3aynR? + 3v + R2¢)
+ 1225¢ (—6ayn + anR2¢ + o) } +176400M2 (anR? + 1) } , (45)
. [5760mak'RT + 2527k2R5 4+ 420M — 35R3¢ + 210yR] 1 [2ce® 1 o or -

A = log| 30T |- o | = |a*n® | R |167Bg + 37k R
% (o (128K2R% +3) +1) — 6| + 27| +a%n? (¢ — 27 (8Bg + 3K2R2 (3a (G4K°R? +1) + 1))
+ 6rak?n (o (384K2R? + 3) +1) — 2304rak?| + 2y log (B2 4 1)
+ R?(32mBg + mk?R? (o (256K2R2 +9) + 3) — 20) |. (46)

Numerical values of these calculated constants are given
in table-I, for other fixed parameters.

IV. PHYSICAL ANALYSIS OF THE STELLAR
MODEL

Assessing the physical potentials of the model is an im-
portant step in determining whether the resulting stellar



TABLE I: Constants evaluated after fixing « = 0.01, k =
0.00001, a = 0.001, n = 0.5, & ¢ = 2.0 x 1072* by choosing
different values of v for following compact star candidates.

PSRJ 1614 — 2230(M = 1.97M /Mg, R = 13.067 km)[134]

v By (km™?) c A pﬁ (r=0)
-2.3 0.0000506964 0.000811354 -2.49466 <1
-2.4 0.0000509047 0.000772690 -2.33290 <1
-2.5 0.0000510963 0.000737543 -2.18880 <1
-2.6 0.0000512732 0.000705455 -2.05976 <1

PSR JO74 + 6620(M = 2.08M /Mo, R = 14.0 km)[135]
-2.3 0.0000439165 0.000686314 -2.00328 <1
-2.4 0.0000440947 0.000653676 -1.87658 <1
-2.5 0.0000442588 0.000653676 -1.84402 <1
-2.6 0.0000444102 0.000596905 -1.66217 <1

PSR J1959 + 2048(M = 2.180M /Mo, R = 13.98 km)[136]
-2.3 0.0000459948 0.000727956 -2.16809 <1
-2.4 0.0000461917 0.000693094 -2.02955 <1
-2.5 0.0000463728 0.000661418 -1.90604 <1
-2.6 0.0000465401 0.000632512 -1.79536 <1

PSR J2215 + 5135(M = 2.28M /Mo, R = 13.94 km)[136]
-2.3 0.0000482603 0.000774284 -2.35559 <1
-2.4 0.0000484781 0.000736931 -2.20346 <1
-2.5 0.0000486784 0.000703016 -2.06794 <1
-2.6 0.0000488634 0.000672085 -1.94658 <1

GW 190814 (M = 2.67M/My, R = 13.58 km) [157]

-2.3 0.0000596187 0.0010198 -3.42232 <1
-2.4 0.0000599488 0.00096898 -3.19091 <1
-2.5 0.0000602525 0.000922986 -2.98545 <1
-2.6 0.0000605328 0.000881161 -2.80203 <1

configuration is compatible with the behavior expected
from real compact objects. A principal goal in the study
of compact stars is to investigate the internal physical
properties that govern their structure and stability. To
validate the present model as a realistic stellar config-
uration, it must satisfy the essential conditions of reg-
ularity, causality, and stability outlined earlier. In this
section, we examine the physical soundness of the so-
lution obtained in the context of modified f(Q) grav-
ity coupled with Euler—Heisenberg—type nonlinear elec-
trodynamics (the f(Q)-EEH framework). The analysis
involves checking the behavior of several internal quanti-
ties, including the energy density, pressure components,
anisotropy, and equilibrium conditions, to ensure that
each remains physically acceptable throughout the star’s
interior. For numerical comparison, the solution is ap-
plied to the well-known star PSR J1614 — 2230, whose
observed mass and radius provide useful benchmarks for
evaluating the viability of the model.

In this work, particular attention is given to under-
standing how the various stellar characteristics respond
within the combined framework of f(Q) gravity and EEH
nonlinear electrodynamics. The EEH sector introduces
electromagnetic corrections that have a direct impact on
the behavior of anisotropy and the distribution of density
inside the star. By studying how the geometric modifi-
cations introduced through f(Q) interact with the non-
linear electromagnetic field, we aim to clarify the com-
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bined influence of these effects on the star’s stability, de-
gree of compactness, and mass-radius relationship. This
coupling offers a more complete picture of the internal
composition of compact stars and helps illuminate the
interplay between modified gravitational dynamics and
strong-field astrophysical processes.

The trends displayed in Fig. 1 illustrate how the en-
ergy density p, radial pressure p,, and tangential pres-
sure p; evolve inside the star for various choices of the
parameter . All three quantities reach their peak values
at the stellar center and then decrease steadily toward
the boundary, where the radial pressure drops to zero,
allowing for a smooth junction with the exterior space-
time. This monotonic behavior confirms that the mat-
ter distribution remains regular and physically accept-
able throughout the configuration. The figure further
shows that increasing y shifts the curves upward, indicat-
ing that larger v values produce higher pressures for the
same energy density. This reflects a comparatively stiffer
equation of state, which supports more compact and mas-
sive stellar objects. The small separation between the p,
and p; curves reveals a mild degree of anisotropy, with
the interior being nearly isotropic near the core and grad-
ually becoming slightly anisotropic as one approaches the
outer layers. Overall, the figure highlights how variations
in v influence the internal pressure-density structure in
the f(Q)-EEH framework, reinforcing the regularity and
stability of the resulting stellar model.

Figure 2 illustrates how the anisotropy factor A =
pt — pr changes across the interior of the star. At the
central point, where p, = p;, the anisotropy vanishes, in-
dicating a perfectly isotropic core. Since A reflects the
difference between tangential and radial stresses, its de-
pendence on p, p., and p; provides useful information
about the balance of forces within the star. In the high-
density central region, the matter distribution remains
nearly uniform, which keeps p; close to p, and ensures
that A remains close to zero. This guarantees that no di-
rectional stress imbalance distorts the central geometry.
As one moves outward and the density decreases, the ra-
dial pressure drops faster than the tangential component,
producing a positive anisotropy (A > 0). This outward
increasing anisotropy introduces an additional repulsive
effect that counteracts gravity, allowing the star to sus-
tain higher masses and greater compactness. A negative
anisotropy would do the opposite and weaken the equilib-
rium. In the present model, A grows smoothly from zero
at the center to positive values near the surface, indicat-
ing a stable and physically realistic configuration. This
behavior reflects the way tangential stresses dominate at
lower densities; an expected feature of anisotropic mat-
ter in compact stars described by modified gravity models
such as f(Q)-EEH gravity.

The energy conditions play a central role in examining
whether a relativistic stellar model is physically accept-
able. As seen from Table II, all expressions associated
with the different energy conditions decrease smoothly
from the center of the star (r = 0) toward its boundary



(r = R). This decline is expected because both the den-
sity and the pressures diminish in the outer layers of a
compact object. For each choice of the parameter 7y, the
quantities p+ p, and p+ p;, which represent the null and
weak energy conditions (NEC and WEC), remain pos-
itive throughout the star’s interior. This confirms that
the effective energy density exceeds the internal pressures
everywhere, ensuring a physically meaningful matter dis-
tribution that respects the basic positivity requirements.

The strong energy condition (SEC), expressed through
p + pr + 2p, also retains positive values for all v, in-
dicating that the resultant gravitational interaction re-
mains attractive across the configuration. Its gradual de-
cline from the core to the surface mirrors the decrease in
density and the corresponding reduction in gravitational
pull. The dominant energy condition (DEC), requiring
p > |pr| and p > |p¢], is similarly satisfied, showing that
the energy flow is causal and that no superluminal behav-
ior arises within the interior. The trace energy condition
(TEC), given by p — p, — 2p;, remains positive as well,
demonstrating that the model does not rely on exotic
matter. The gentle drop toward the boundary reflects
the increasing role of tangential stresses, consistent with
the anisotropic nature of realistic compact stars.

Altogether, Table I confirms that all standard energy
conditionslike NEC, WEC, SEC, DEC, and TEC are ful-
filled everywhere inside the star for every value of v con-
sidered. Their monotonic decay toward the outer sur-
face is consistent with a well-behaved physical system in
which the density and pressures decrease steadily out-
ward, ensuring stability, causality, and physical admissi-
bility in the setting of f(Q)-EEH gravity.

TABLE II: Values of energy conditions showing monotonic
decrease from center to boundary.

expression center (r=0) r=06.5 boundary(r = R)

o p+pr 0.000229406  0.00022286 0.000202786
N p+pt 0.000229406  0.0002233 0.000203767
Ll p—p. 0.000216096 0.000212823  0.000202786
l P —Dpt 0.000216096 0.000212383  0.000201804
p—pr — 2p¢ 0.000242716 0.000233778  0.000204749

- p+pr 0.000227273 0.000221544  0.000203619
~ p+pt 0.000227273 0.000222057  0.000204899
! p—Pr 0.000215446 0.000212581  0.000203619
l P — Pt 0.000215446 0.000212068  0.000202339
p—pr—2p, 0.0002391 0.000231533  0.000206178
o p+Dpr 0.000225331 0.000220338  0.000204385
] P+ Dt 0.000225331  0.00022092 0.000205946
l p—Dr 0.000214858 0.000212362  0.000204385
l 2 0.000214858  0.00021178 0.000202824
p—pr — 2p¢ 0.000235803 0.000229478  0.000207507

© p+pr 0.000223555 0.000219231  0.000205093
o~ p+pt 0.000223555 0.000219876 0.00020692
! p—Pr 0.000214324 0.000212162  0.000205093
l P — Pt 0.000214324 0.000211517  0.000203266
p—Dpr —2py 0.000232786 0.000227589  0.000208746

The adiabatic index (I') serves as a crucial stability
indicator for compact stellar configurations, as it quan-
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tifies the responsiveness of pressure to perturbations in
the energy density under adiabatic conditions. In the
context of spherically symmetric systems, the analysis
of I' provides valuable insights into the rigidity and dy-
namical behavior of the stellar matter. For a physically
realistic and stable configuration, it is required that the
condition I > % be satisfied throughout the interior of
the star [138]. Mathematically, the adiabatic index is
defined as

Td’l“
o PP apr

pr dp

(47)

In the present study, the variation of I' has been ex-
amined for different values of the model parameter ~,
as shown in figure 3. The figure illustrates the interde-
pendence of the adiabatic index on the energy density p,
radial pressure p,., and radial coordinate r. It is observed
that I' takes a smaller value near the stellar core and in-
creases gradually toward the surface. This monotonic
growth indicates that the matter distribution becomes
progressively stiffer outward, ensuring that the critical
stability threshold I" > % is maintained throughout the
stellar interior, particularly near the boundary. The ob-
served increase in I' can be attributed to the interplay
between the radial pressure gradient and the decreasing
energy density profile. As the energy density decreases
outward, the ratio of pressure to density gradually in-
creases, allowing the matter to provide stronger support
against the inward pull of gravity. For larger values of the
parameter v, the adiabatic index assumes slightly higher
values, indicating a stiffer equation of state and leading
to more compact and stable stellar configurations. The
overall behavior of I' illustrated in Fig. 3 demonstrates
that the system remains dynamically stable under small
radial disturbances, confirming that the stellar model de-
veloped in the f(Q)-EEH framework satisfies the neces-
sary stability requirements expected of realistic compact
stars.

In addition, this work also investigates the causality
condition within the context of the proposed configura-
tion in f(Q)-EEH gravity. This criterion restricts the
speeds at which small perturbations propagate through
the matter distribution, characterized by the radial and
tangential sound speeds, v2 and v?. To satisfy the causal-
ity requirement, these quantities must obey the inequal-

1ty

0<v?<l, (i =nrt), (48)
ensuring that the local signal propagation remains sublu-
minal throughout the stellar interior. The corresponding

expressions are defined as

2:dpr

y 2 _ dpe
T dp’

vy = i

(49)

The three-dimensional plots presented in Fig. 4 de-
pict how the radial and tangential sound speeds, v? and



vZ, vary with the radial coordinate for different choices

of the parameter 7. In each case, the velocities stay
strictly within the interval 0 < v? < 1. This behavior
confirms that the propagation of perturbations remains
causal throughout the stellar interior, indicating that the
model obeys the fundamental physical requirement on
signal speeds.

To further examine the stability of the system, we ap-
ply the Herrera—Abreu cracking criterion [139], which
states that

~1<vf —v2 < 1. (50)
This condition helps determine whether local
anisotropies may induce cracking or overturning in-
stabilities in anisotropic matter distributions. As shown
in figure 4 (middle panel), the difference v? — v2 remains
within the prescribed limits for all considered v values,
indicating the absence of any cracking instabilities and
confirming that the model is locally stable throughout
the stellar interior.

In addition, we explore the equilibrium conditions of
the compact configuration within the Bardeen geome-
try under conformal motion, incorporating the Euler—
Heisenberg (EH) quantum corrections. The equilibrium
of the system is governed by the generalized Tolman—
Oppenheimer—Volkoff (TOV) equation, which for an
anisotropic and charged fluid in f(Q)-EEH gravity takes
the form

’

2 )~ ) 4 [00B0)E ()
“r%E(T)El (r) + % (16aE*(r) + E%«))} =0, (51)

This can be conveniently expressed as a balance among
four distinct force components:

Fo+ Fn + Fy+ Feul(r) =0, (52)
where

2 _ dpy

Fo = T(pt pr), Fn = o
a \r
]:g = - ;)(p—i_p’f)a
/ 3 /
Foulr) = [96aE*(r)E (r) + SE(E (1)

+

S I

(160 E*(r) + E*(r)) }

The three-dimensional visualization in figure 4 (bot-
tom panel) reveals the interactive behavior of these forces
with respect to the energy density p and the radial co-
ordinate r. The gravitational and anisotropic forces act
inward, while the hydrostatic and EH forces counterbal-
ance them outward. The net effect of all four components
remains zero across the stellar radius, demonstrating that
the system attains perfect hydrostatic equilibrium. The
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FIG. 6: Graphical representation of interdependence of mass
function on Redshift zs, compactness u, and density p and
radial coordinate r for fixation of parameters (given in table-
I) and variation of parameters (v = 2.3, v = 2.4, v = 2.5,
v =2.6)

smooth, symmetric trends in the figure confirm that equi-
librium is maintained for all chosen parameter values, en-
suring both mechanical stability and physical plausibility
of the proposed stellar model under f(Q)-EEH gravity.

In order to examine the physical viability of the pro-
posed stellar configuration, we further investigate the
equation of state (EoS) parameters that connect the ra-
dial and tangential pressures with the energy density of
the matter distribution. The EoS parameters are defined



as

wp =2 =2 (53)
P p

where w, and w; denote the radial and tangential com-
ponents of the EoS, respectively. These parameters play
a crucial role in understanding the thermodynamic be-
havior and internal composition of compact objects. For
a physically reasonable stellar model, both parameters
should satisfy the condition 0 < w,, wy < 1, ensuring
that the matter distribution corresponds to a normal
(non-exotic) fluid and that the pressure remains subdom-
inant to the energy density [140].

Figure 5 presents the three-dimensional variation of w,
and w; with respect to the energy density p and the ra-
dial coordinate r for a fixed set of parameters (as listed
in Table I) and different choices of v = 2.3, 2.4, 2.6. The
profiles indicate that both w, and w; remain positive
and lie within the expected physical range throughout
the stellar interior. The behavior suggests that the mat-
ter configuration adheres to a realistic equation of state
and excludes the possibility of dark or exotic matter con-
tributions. Moreover, the smooth evolution of w, and wy
with increasing r implies that the pressure anisotropy is
well-behaved and contributes to the overall stability of
the system.

An additional feature observed in the profiles of w,. and
wy is that their slopes become progressively steeper as the
parameter 7 increases. This behavior signals a strength-
ening of the equation of state, meaning that the material
inside the star reacts more sharply to changes in density.
As a result, configurations corresponding to larger ~y val-
ues develop a more rigid core, enabling them to sustain
higher central densities without compromising stability.
This sensitivity of the equation-of-state parameters to -y
highlights the role of microphysical interactions in shap-
ing the internal structure of compact stars and provides
useful constraints for selecting physically realistic values
of the model parameters.

The compactness factor is another key quantity that
characterizes the relativistic behavior and gravitational
binding of a compact star. Defined as the ratio of the
enclosed gravitational mass to the stellar radius, it mea-
sures the influence of the gravitational field on the inter-
nal equilibrium and overall structural properties of the
configuration. The mass function m(r), which quantifies
the amount of mass enclosed within a radial distance r,
is defined as

m(r) = = /p(r) r? dr. (54)

V. MASS-RADIUS CURVES IN f(T)-EULER
HEISENBERG GRAVITY

In this section, we examine the mass-radius relation,
which plays a central role in assessing the physical via-
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Furthermore, the effective mass of the stellar model can
be expressed as

1 P\ o R ~A(R)
Mg <p+§)rd7"§[le } (55)

27 )y

which incorporates the geometric modification parame-
ters (v, @) appearing in the f(Q)-gravity formalism.

Using this effective mass, the compactness factor u(r)
is given by

(56)

and the corresponding surface gravitational redshift is
determined as

—2u)"2 1. (57)

Figure 6 presents the graphical interdependence of the
mass function, compactness, and redshift for different
choices of the model parameter v = 2.3, 2.4, 2.6. The
plots reveal that the mass function m(r) increases mono-
tonically from the center outward, confirming that the
stellar mass accumulates gradually with increasing ra-
dius, consistent with the regular behavior of a realis-
tic compact star. The compactness parameter u(r) also
shows a smooth and increasing trend, maintaining values
within the Buchdahl limit (v < 4/9), thereby ensuring
that the configuration avoids horizon formation.

The surface redshift z, follows a similar monotonic be-
havior, increasing steadily with radius and reaching its
largest value at the stellar boundary. This tendency re-
flects the expected gravitational redshifting of photons
escaping from a relativistic compact object. As the pa-
rameter ~ increases, both the compactness u(r) and the
corresponding redshift z, increase in magnitude, indicat-
ing that the stellar configuration becomes increasingly
relativistic and more tightly bound by gravity. This de-
pendence underscores how sensitive the internal structure
of the star is to variations in «y, with larger values of the
parameter leading to denser, more gravitationally intense
configurations.

Overall, the observed trends of m(r), u(r), and zs con-
firm the physical viability of the proposed model in f(Q)
gravity, indicating that the compact star satisfies all nec-
essary regularity and stability conditions throughout its
interior.

bility of our stellar model. The mass-radius curves cor-
responding to the fixed density 2.13 x 104 g/cm3 are
presented in Fig. 7 for several values of the parameter
~. For reference, the observationally measured mass of
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TABLE III: Predicted radii of different stellar candidates from the model of f(T')-Euler-Heisenberg Gravity for ps ~ 2.13 X

10 g/cm®.

Predicted radii (km)

Stellar object M/Mg T S — ] T —— S p—Y
PSRJ 1614 — 2230 1.97 12.75 13.50 13.75 14.25
PSR J0O740 + 6620 2.08 12.70 13.40 13.70 14.15
PSR J1959 + 2048 2.18 12.50 13.20 13.60 14.00
PSR J2215 + 5135 2.28 12.25 13.10 13.40 13.90
GW190814 2.67 11.75 12.25 13.00 13.50

GW 1908141

a ,,,,,,,,,,,
(2]
1]
=
15
2 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
(o] L
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RIkm]
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FIG. 7: Graphical representation of (M-R) curves for different
values of ~.

the star PSR J1614 —2230 is represented in a graphical
analysis, while the radii of four additional compact stars
are predicted numerically from the generated mass-radius
profiles and summarized in Table III. The graphs show
a clear trend: as v decreases, both the maximum sup-
ported mass and the corresponding radius increase, in-
dicating a stiffer effective equation of state within this
gravity framework.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this study, we have developed a comprehensive
model of charged anisotropic compact stars within the
framework of modified symmetric teleparallel gravity,
specifically f(Q)-EEH gravity. The metric potentials
were related through the phenomenological MIT Bag
model equation of state, which effectively characterizes
the behavior of strange quark matter at ultra-high den-
sities. The physical quantities such as density, pressure
components, and anisotropy are interdependent through
the gravitational potentials and electromagnetic field, en-
suring that any variation in one parameter dynamically

influences the others within the stellar interior. This in-
terplay between the geometric and electromagnetic sec-
tors determines the stability, equilibrium, and degree of
compactness of the stellar configuration. To obtain a
complete and physically consistent solution, appropriate
boundary conditions were imposed so that the interior
spacetime could be smoothly joined to the correspond-
ing exterior region. The exterior geometry was derived
within the same f(Q)-EEH framework using Darmois-
Israel matching conditions, ensuring the continuity of the
metric components across the stellar surface and allow-
ing the determination of all remaining constants in the
model.

A careful analysis of the model shows that all physi-
cal variables, like the matter density together with the
radial and tangential pressures, remain finite and well
behaved throughout the stellar interior. Each of these
quantities decreases smoothly from its maximum value
at the center toward the boundary, thereby meeting the
fundamental requirements of regularity and physical sta-
bility. These variables are also closely linked: the gra-
dients of both pressures are determined by the density
distribution and the associated gravitational potential,
while the electric field and the degree of anisotropy in-
fluence the magnitude and slope of the pressure curves.
The anisotropy parameter, A = p; — p,, vanishes in the
center and increases outward, reflecting the combined ef-
fect of the density profile and the radial coordinate. This
outward growth signals a coordinated response between
radial and tangential stresses, giving rise to a repulsive
anisotropic force that counteracts gravitational attrac-
tion and helps maintain hydrostatic equilibrium.

The equation-of-state parameters w, = p,./p and
wy = p¢/p remain within physically reasonable limits
0 < wy,wy < 1, indicating that the distribution of matter
adheres to the expected thermodynamic behavior. Their
dependence on the density and radial coordinate high-
lights how pressure adjustments and matter composition
evolve coherently across the star. The behavior of the
sound speeds (v2,v?) further demonstrates the intricate
dynamical connection among these variables. Both sound
speeds are within the causal domain 0 < v2,v? < 1, and
the inequality [v7 —v?2| < 1 is satisfied everywhere, ruling
out any local cracking instabilities.

An important aspect of this work is the examination of
how the sound speeds relate to the forces present in the
generalized Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equation. The



equilibrium study shows that gravitational, hydrostatic,
electric, and anisotropic forces counterbalance each other
precisely at all interior points. Changing the parameter
~ modifies this balance, demonstrating how variations in
the underlying geometry and coupling with matter in-
fluence the distribution of forces, density, and pressure
gradients simultaneously.

The adiabatic index, I' = P;’%%, remains above the

critical value of % throughout the star, confirming sta-
bility against small radial perturbations. Its dependence
on r and p shows that regions of higher density corre-
spond to stiffer equations of state, which, in turn, en-
hance resistance to gravitational collapse. The compact-
ness u = Meg/R and the associated surface redshift zg
also exhibit smooth and physically acceptable behavior,
remaining within the allowed relativistic limits.

The analysis of the energy conditions (NEC, WEC,
SEC, DEC, and TEC) confirms that all are satisfied, val-
idating the energy distribution, and ensuring that the
matter content is physically realistic. The influence of the
f(Q) and EEH coupling parameters introduces a strong
correlation between geometry and matter, enhancing the
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stiffness of the equation of state and allowing for more
massive and stable compact configurations compared to
standard general relativity.

We also calculated the curves showing the Mass-Radius
relation for different values of y. Our analysis shows that
for fixed mass, density, and other parameters, decreasing
values of v show an increasing trend in the predicted
radius of the star candidates.

Overall, the results demonstrate a clear interdepen-
dence among the key stellar quantities; density, pres-
sures, anisotropy, sound speeds, adiabatic index, and
TOV forces, all of which collectively determine the equi-
librium and stability of the system. When applied to
the pulsar PSR J1614-2230, the predicted mass and ra-
dius are found to be consistent with the observational
data, confirming the astrophysical viability of the model.
Therefore, the f(Q)-EEH gravity framework combined
with the MIT Bag model provides a physically robust and
observationally consistent description of strange quark
stars, establishing a promising direction for future inves-
tigations of ultra-dense matter in modified gravity theo-
ries.
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