
Static Charged Polytropic Spheres with a Cosmological Constant:
Physical Acceptability and Trapped Orbits

Alex Stornelli* and Anish Agashe†

Department of Physics and Materials Science,
St. Mary’s College of Maryland,

47645 College Dr, St. Mary’s City,
Maryland, USA 20686

Abstract

We consider static charged fluid spheres with a cosmological constant. We assume a polytropic
equation of state, p ∝ ρΓ, and a power law charge distribution, q ∝ rn. Using this, we convert the
generalised Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equation into a differential equation for the mass profile. By
solving this equation numerically, we analyse both physical and geometric properties of these charged
fluid spheres for different values of n and Γ. By imposing subluminal sound speeds and energy condi-
tions, we restrict ourselves to configurations that are physically acceptable. Then, within these physical
models, we study internal trapping of circular geodesics and find the trapping regions in the n-Γ pa-
rameter space. Going beyond the traditionally studied case of null geodesics, we consider orbits of
charged and/or massive particles. We show that for neutral null particles (and only for them), their
trapping depends purely on the properties of the space-time. In the other three cases, properties such
as the particle’s own charge and/or energy also play a role. In general, we find that trapping of all
types of particles is allowed for a broad range of n and Γ.
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1 Introduction

In the theory of general relativity (GR), static spherically symmetric fluid solutions have been historically
significant due to their interesting mathematical properties as well as relevance in modelling compact
objects. A common method to build these models is by taking an ansatz on the equation of state (EOS).
Within this approach, a frequently used equation of states is the polytropic EOS [1–4]. In this, the
pressure (p) and density (ρ) are related through a simple power law relationship, p ∝ ρΓ, where Γ is
known as the polytropic (or adiabatic) index. Such ‘polytropic solutions’ have also been generalised to
include either a charge [5–10] or a cosmological constant [11–13]. However, to the best of our knowledge,
there have been no studies that involve both.

Polytropic configurations have been used to describe neutron stars [14–17], self bound stars (such as
compact objects made of quark matter) [18, 19] and even non-compact objects such as dwarf galaxies and
dark matter halos [20, 21]. In analyses of ultra-compact objects using exact solutions like the Tolman VII
solution, it is common to study the phenomenon of the internal trapping of circular geodesics [22–27].
The possibility of trapping of neutrinos or gravitational waves provides such studies with some astro-
physical significance [25, 28]. Despite polytropes being used to model ultra-compact objects, trapping
of geodesics in polytropic configurations has been studied in only a handful recent papers [29–32].

The goal of this paper is to extend the works mentioned above by providing an exposition to charged
polytropic fluid spheres with a cosmological constant and the phenomenon of trapped geodesics within
such configurations. To solve the polytropic system of equations, it is common to use the ansatz on

the density profile due to Tooper [1] where, ρ ∝ θ
1

1−Γ . This leads to a relativistic analogue of the Lane-
Emden equation [1, 11, 29], which can then be solved. Here, we take a different route and reformulate
the generalised Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equation in terms of the mass profile as done pre-
viously in [33]. We extend the treatment in [33] to include charge and a cosmological constant. This
leads to a highly non-linear differential equation with two unknowns – the mass profile and the charge
distribution. We assume a power law charge distribution, q ∝ rn, which has been extensively used in the
literature [34–38]. Then, for a range of values of Γ and n, we solve this differential equation numerically
to find the mass profile. Using the mass profile, we calculate the physical properties of the fluid such
as density, pressure and sound speed. We also analyse energy conditions and filter out the physically
acceptable configurations. After the physical properties, we calculate the geometric properties such as
metric functions and spatial curvature for these cases.

We then turn our attention to the phenomenon of internal trapping of circular geodesics. For a
range of values of the central density, ρ0, central pressure, p0, and total charge, Q, we explore the n-Γ
parameter space to look for values that allow such trapping. We do this for all four possible types of
particles: neutral null, neutral timelike, charged null, and charged timelike. Only for the case of neutral
null particles (such as photons and gravitons), whether a circular geodesic will be trapped is determined
entirely by the gravitational potential. For the other three types, properties such as charge and energy
of the particles also play a role. We analyse their effect on the trapping as well. In general, we find that
trapping occurs for all the cases for a range of central density and total charge values that correspond to
ultra-compact objects as well as a range of Γ and n. We also find that the bounds on the n-Γ parameter
space for different central densities do not differ in a significant manner but increasing the total charge
and the cosmological constant is detrimental to having trapped orbits.

The paper is arranged in the following manner: in section 2, we solve the Einstein field equations
for charged polytropic fluids and derive the generalised Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equation. Using
this, we present the physical properties of the fluid in section 3 as well as geometric properties in section
4. In section 5, we derive the generalised effective potential and note down the conditions for internal
trapping of various types of particles. We explore different polytropic configurations and check which
values of parameters allow for internal trapping in section 5.1. Finally, in section 6, we summarise our
results and provide some concluding remarks.

We work with geometric units, i.e., c = 1, G = 1, ϵ0 = 1, and follow the Landau-Lifshitz space-like
convention [39].
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2 Charged Fluid Spheres with a Cosmological Constant

We use the following line element for a static spherically symmetric space-time,

ds2 = −e2Φ(r)dt2 + e2Ψ(r)dr2 + r2
(

dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2
)

(2.1)

The time-like unit 4-vector field admitted by such space-time is given by, uα =
[
e−Φ, 0, 0, 0

]
. The energy-

momentum tensor for a perfect fluid is given by,

(matter)Tα
β = (ρ + p)uαuβ + pδα

β (2.2)

where, ρ(r) is the energy density and p(r) is the pressure of the fluid. The fluid is taken to be charged
such that it generates a static radial electric field, E(r). The energy-momentum tensor for the electro-
magnetic field is given by,

(emfield)Tα
β =

1
4π

(
FασFβσ −

1
4

δα
βFϵσFϵσ

)
(2.3)

where, the Faraday tensor is given by,
Fϵσ = 2δ1

[ϵδ0
σ]E(r) (2.4)

The radial electric field depends on the radial charge distribution in the following manner,

E(r) = e(Φ+Ψ) q(r)
r2 (2.5)

The Einstein-Maxwell-Λ (EM-Λ) field equations are given by,

Rα
β −

1
2

Rδα
β = 8π

(
(matter)Tα

β +
(emfield) Tα

β

)
− Λδα

β (2.6)

Using equations (2.2) - (2.5), the field equations for the metric in (2.1) take the form,

e−2Ψ

r2

(
1 − 2rΨ′)− 1

r2 = −8πρ − q2

r4 − Λ (2.7a)

e−2Ψ

r2

(
1 + 2rΦ′)− 1

r2 = 8πp − q2

r4 − Λ (2.7b)

e−2Ψ

r2

[
r
(
Φ′ − Ψ′)+ r2

(
Φ′′ + Φ′2 − Φ′Ψ′

)]
= 8πp +

q2

r4 − Λ (2.7c)

where, ‘prime’ represent differentiation with respect to the coordinate, r. Further, the conservation of
energy-momentum leads to only one equation, given by,

p′ + Φ′ (ρ + p) =
qq′

4πr4 (2.8)

2.1 Solutions to the Field Equations

Before we present our polytropic models, we would like to briefly discuss their place in the landscape
of static spherically symmetric charged perfect fluid solutions of the EM-Λ field equations. Since the
system of equations is not closed, additional assumptions are necessary. A classification scheme was
presented in [40], based on which variables are specified to close the system. However, we recognise
that such assumptions are usually also based on a physical modelling methodology rather than only
the purely mathematical issue of closure. For example, we choose to work with a polytropic EOS and
a power law charge distribution. Considering this, we identify three broad classes of such modelling
methodologies: (I) those that make assumptions on the matter variables (density, pressure, charge, or an
EOS); (II) those that make assumptions on the geometric data (one or both metric functions, a relation
between metric functions, an embedding or symmetry condition, or a generating function); and (III)
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those that make assumptions on both the geometry and the matter sector simultaneously. Further, sub-
classes can be defined according to the specific assumptions that go in construction of the solutions.

Here, we will focus on class I since clearly our work falls into this class. Without assuming anything
about the metric functions, the first field equation (2.7a) can be simplified as,[

r
(

e−2Ψ − 1
)]′

= −8πρr2 − q2

r2 − Λr2 (2.9)

This can be integrated to give,

e2Ψ(r) =

[
1 − 2m(r)

r
− ϵ(r)

r
− Λr2

3

]−1

(2.10)

Here, we have defined,
m(r) := 4π

∫
ρ(r)r2 dr (2.11a)

ϵ(r) :=
∫ q2(r)

r2 dr (2.11b)

This remains true for any given density profile or charge distribution. Therefore, a general spherically
symmetric charged fluid space-time has the following line element,

ds2 = −e2Φ(r)dt2 +
dr2

1 − 2m(r)
r − ϵ(r)

r − Λr2

3

+ r2
(

dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2
)

(2.12)

Therefore, e2Ψ is completely determined through only two matter quantities: m and q. Let us see if we
can get something similar for e2Φ. To do this, we use equations (2.10) and (2.7b) to write,

Φ′ =
24πpr3 + 6m + 3ϵ − 3rϵ′ − 2Λr3

2r (3r − 6m − 3ϵ − Λr3)
(2.13)

From the existence of pressure on the right hand side above, it is clear that e2Φ can only be determined
through all three of the matter variables: m( (or ρ), p, and q.

To find pressure, we use equation (2.13) in equation (2.8) to get,

p′ +
{

24πpr3 + 6m + 3ϵ − 3rϵ′ − 2Λr3

2r (3r − 6m − 3ϵ − Λr3)

}(
p +

m′

4πr2

)
− qq′

4πr4 = 0 (2.14)

where, we have also replaced density with mass using, ρ = m′

4πr2 . This is the generalised Tolman-
Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equation for charged static perfect fluid spheres with a cosmological con-
stant in GR. This is an integro-differential equation in terms of all the three matter quantities1. Then,
based on the methodology employed to solve this equation, our class I can be divided into three sub-
classes where: (Ia) a direct ansatz is taken on two of the three quantities (three further sub-classes: {ρ, q}
or {ρ, p} or {q, p}); (Ib) a relationship between two of the three quantities is specified and a direct ansatz
is taken for the third quantity (three further sub-classes: {p(ρ), ansatz on q} or {q(ρ), ansatz on p}
or {p(q), ansatz on ρ}); and (Ic) a relationship between all three quantities is specified making them
interdependent (three further sub-classes: {p(ρ), q(ρ)} or {p(ρ), q(p)} or {p(q), q(ρ)}).

2.2 Charged Polytropic Solutions

We will proceed to work with class Ib, specifically the subcase of {p(ρ), ansatz on q}. We begin by
choosing a polytropic EOS,

p(ρ) = κρΓ (2.15)

where, Γ is a constant known as polytropic index. For a given polytropic index, the constant, κ, is fixed
through initial conditions on pressure and density since we can write,

κ =
p0

ρΓ
0

(2.16)

1An alternative would be to use equations (2.10) and (2.13) in equation (2.7c) and obtain a similar integro-differential equation.
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where, p0 = p(0) and ρ0 = ρ(0) are the central pressure and central density of the fluid sphere.
We reformulate the polytropic EOS in terms of mass by writing,

p(m) = κ

(
m′

4πr2

)Γ

(2.17)

Using this in the TOV equation, we get,

κΓ
(

m′

4πr2

)Γ (m′′

m′ −
2
r

)
+

{
24πκρΓr3 + 6m + 3ϵ − 3rϵ′ − 2Λr3

2r (3r − 6m − 3ϵ − Λr3)

}{
1 + κ

(
m′

4πr2

)Γ−1
}(

m′

4πr2

)
− qq′

4πr4 = 0 (2.18)

This is a differential equation with two unknowns: m and q. To solve this, one needs an ansatz for one
of these quantities such that the other can be solved for. We choose to take the following ansatz on the
charge distribution,

q(r) = Q
rn

rn
b

(2.19)

where n is real, rb is the boundary radius of the sphere, and Q = q(rb) is the total charge of the sphere.
Using this, we get a differential equation for the mass profile,

r2κΓ

[
m′′

(
m′

4πr2

)Γ−1

− 8πr
(

m′

4πr2

)Γ
]

+ r2m′
[

1 + κ

(
m′

4πr2

)Γ−1
] 24πr3κ

(
m′

4πr2

)Γ
+ 6m + 6Q2(1−n)r2n−1

r2n
b (2n−1)

− 2Λr3

6r2 − 12m − 6Q2r2n−1

r2n
b (2n−1)

− 2Λr4


− Q2nr2n−1

r2n
b

= 0 (2.20)

This equation will serve as a ‘master equation’ for the analysis in this paper2. If we can solve this equa-
tion to find m(r), then all the other physical and geometric properties of the corresponding polytropic
configuration will follow from there. However, we can only do this numerically owing to the highly non-
linear nature of equation (2.20). We use numerical integrators and differential equation solvers in Python
[41] to obtain the mass profiles. The initial conditions used are, m(ri) = 1 × 10−12 and m′(ri) = ρ0

4πr2
i
,

where, ri = 0.001. The initial values, m(ri) and ri, are taken to be not exactly zero to avoid numerical
errors that may arise due to division by zero.

We consider the range, 1 ≤ Γ ≤ 5, since the polytropic index for compact objects falls in this range
[42, 43]. We note that the above equation becomes singular at centre for n < 1

2 and everywhere for n = 1
2 .

To avoid this, we choose the range, 1 ≤ n ≤ 5. We also vary the values of ρ0 and Q and present several
cases. The values of these two parameters are taken to be their typical values for ultra-compact objects,
which in geometric units become, ρ0 ∼ 10−9 m−2 and Q ∼ 103 m [5, 6] while κ is calculated by fixing
the ratio, p0

ρ0
= 0.2. We use this value because it satisfies the constraint, p0

ρ0
< 1

Γ that comes from causality

[11, 30]. Further, the cosmological constant is fixed by cosmology [44] while we take rb = 104 m which is
a typical size of a neutron star. We plot the mass profile for different values of these parameter in figure
1 below.

We find that for these ranges of different parameters, the mass distribution is relatively well-behaved.
Corresponding to different values of Q, the generalised Buchdahl limit [45] on the total inertial mass can
be calculated to be between 4 × 103 m to 6 × 103 m. The total mass, m(rb), falls in this range for all the
cases. For ρ0 ≳ ×10−8 and Q ≳ 104, distribution slowly ceases behaving well as seen in the bottom row
of the plot. Further, in all of the well-behaved cases, the models obey the generalised Buchdahl limit [45]

2An alternative would have been to impose an ansatz on the mass (or density) profile and derive a similar master equation in
terms of charge distribution.
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for Q ∼ 103. We will show in the proceeding sections that these cases also follow the standard physical
acceptability criteria.
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Figure 1: The mass profile, m(r), of various charged polytropic configurations (different values of n and Γ) obtained
by solving equation (2.20). The central density, ρ0, and total charge, Q, correspond to their typical values for ultra
compact objects [5, 6, 46]. The boundary radius is, rb = 104 m and Λ = 10−52 m−2.

3 Physical Properties of the Fluid

3.1 Density and Pressure

Once we solve for the mass profile, it is straightforward to calculate the physical properties of the fluid
for a given polytropic configuration. For example, the density profile can be found by inverting equation
(2.11a). This gives,

ρ(r) =
m′(r)
4πr2 (3.1)

The pressure can be found by using the density profile above in equation (2.15). We plot the density and
pressure below.
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Figure 2: The density profile, ρ(r), for various polytropic configurations. We present the cases where the energy
density decreases monotonically throughout the extent of the fluid sphere.
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Figure 3: The radial profile for pressure, p(r), for various polytropic configurations. We present the cases where the
pressure decreases monotonically throughout the extent of the fluid sphere.

Figures 2 and 3 show the radial profiles of the energy density and pressure of the charged polytropic
fluid for different values of Γ and n. For most of the values where 1 < n, Γ < 5, both the density and
pressure are monotonically decreasing and the pressure tends to vanish at the boundary. However, not
all configurations exhibit these features. We filter such cases out, along with others that do not follow
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additional physical acceptability criteria in the following sections.

3.2 Sound Speed and Bulk Modulus

Using equations (2.15) and (2.16), we find an expression for the speed of sound in the polytropic fluid to
be,

c2
s (r) =

∂p
∂ρ

= Γ
p
ρ
= Γ

p0

ρΓ
0

(
m′

4πr2

)Γ−1

(3.2)

The second equality above ensures that if causality is respected (i.e., c2
s < 1), then the fluid is also a

Newtonian fluid since for Γ > 1. Moreover, at r = 0, we must have, c2
s (0) < 1, which fixes the ratio of

the central pressure and density as, p0
ρ0

< 1
Γ . This has already been noted in [11, 30].

Further, the bulk modulus, B, of a polytropic fluid would be given by,

B(r) = ρc2
s = Γp = Γ

p0

ρΓ
0

(
m′

4πr2

)Γ

(3.3)

We plot the sound speed and the bulk modulus in figures 4 and 5 below. We find that causality id
respected in most of the cases as well as the sound speed is monotonically decreasing.
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Figure 4: The speed of sound squared, c2
s (r), as a function of the radial coordinate, r. For all the presented cases, we

find subluminal sound speeds (c2
s < 1), i.e., causality is not violated.
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Figure 5: The bulk modulus, B(r), as a function of r for various charged polytropic configurations.

3.3 Energy Conditions

Using the sound speed, we filter out the configurations (i.e., values of Γ and n) for which causality is
respected. To investigate the physicality of the remaining cases even further, we plot the so-called energy
conditions. These are restrictions on the matter content and constitute four individual inequalities as
listed below [27, 47].

Null Energy Condition : ρ + p ≥ 0 (3.4)

Weak Energy Condition : 8πρ +
q2

r4 + Λ ≥ 0 (3.5)

Dominant Energy Condition : 4π(ρ − p) +
q2

r4 + Λ ≥ 0 (3.6)

Strong Energy Condition : 4π(ρ + 3p) +
q2

r4 − Λ ≥ 0 (3.7)

We plot these energy conditions one by one below in figures 6, 7, 8, and 9, respectively.
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Figure 6: The left hand side of the null energy condition for various charged polytropic configurations. The null
energy condition is satisfied for most of the configurations.
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Figure 7: The left hand side of the weak energy condition for various charged polytropic configurations. The weak
energy condition is satisfied for most of the configurations.
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Figure 8: The left hand side of the dominant energy condition for various charged polytropic configurations. The
dominant energy condition is satisfied for most of the configurations.
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Figure 9: The left hand side of the strong energy condition for various charged polytropic configurations. The
strong energy condition is satisfied for most of the configurations.

Using all the figures in this section, we find that most of our models satisfy the basic physical accept-
ability criteria. We filter out the regions in the n-Γ parameter space that allow for such configurations
and plot the regions of physical acceptability in figure 10 below. We find that there are only very few
physically acceptable cases for Γ < 2 for all values of n. Moreover, increasing the amount of total charge
is detrimental to physical acceptability and as n and Γ increase with Q, the acceptable region almost
vanishes (see the top right plot in figure 10).
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Figure 10: The regions in the n-Γ parameter space for which the corresponding charged polytropic static spherically
symmetric fluid configurations follow the basic physically acceptability criteria.

4 Geometric Properties of the Space-time

4.1 Metric Functions

Using the mass profile and the charge distribution, the metric functions can be found using equations
(2.10) and (2.13). We plot them below in figures 11 and 12. We find that the metric coefficients remain
regular and finite in most of the cases. However, as the total charge and the central density increases,
the metric functions for some configurations do not remain smooth.
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Figure 11: The radial profile of the metric function, e2Φ.
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Figure 12: The radial profile of the metric function, e2Ψ.

4.2 Spatial Curvature

The line element for a spherically symmetric charged perfect fluid space-time (equation (2.12)) can be
written in the form,

ds2 = −e2Φdt2 +
dr2

1 − k(r)r2 + r2
(

dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2
)

(4.1)

where,

k(r) :=
1 − e−2Ψ(r)

r2 =
2m(r) + ϵ(r)

r3 +
Λ
3

(4.2)

The function, k(r), above is directly proportional to the scalar curvature of the t = const. hypersurfaces.
In other words, it measures the spatial curvature of the configuration. In figure 13, we plot the spatial
curvature as a function of the radial coordinate, r. We find that for our chosen values of ρ0 and Q,
the spatial geometry remains spherical (i.e., k(r) > 0) throughout the extent of the fluid sphere for
1 < n, Γ < 5. However, in the case of a negative cosmological constant, the spatial curvature may take
negative values (only when |Λ| ∼ ρ0).
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Figure 13: The radial profile of the spatial curvature, k(r), for various polytropic configurations. The spatial curva-
ture remains positive, i.e., the spatial geometry remains spherical for all of our models (1 < n, Γ < 5) constructed
with realistic values of ρ0 and Q.

5 Effective Potential and Trapped Circular Geodesics

The equations of motion for a test particle in a space-time containing charge are given by,

ẍα + Γα
βσ ẋβ ẋσ − eFα

β ẋβ = 0 (5.1)

where, ‘dot’ represents a differentiation with respect to some affine parameter, Γ is the Levi-Civita con-
nection, e is the specific charge (charge per unit mass) of the test particle, and F is the electromagnetic
field tensor (also known as Faraday tensor). For electrically neutral test particles, e = 0, and the equation
of motion is reduces to the usual geodesic equation without any contribution from the Lorentz force.

To solve these equations, we first note that due to spherical symmetry, we can chose θ = π
2 (equato-

rial plane) without the loss of generality. Then, the geodesic equations become,

ẗ + 2ṙṫΦ′ − e−2Φ ṙeE(r) = 0 (5.2)

r̈ + ṙ2Ψ′ + e2Φ−2Ψ ṫ2Φ′ − e−2Ψrφ̇2 − e−2Ψ ṫeE(r) = 0 (5.3)
rφ̈ + 2ṙφ̇ = 0 (5.4)

where, E(r) is the static, radial electric field of the charged fluid. Further, due to metricity of the geome-
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try, we also have,

gαβ ẋα ẋβ = µ

⇒ −e2Φ ṫ2 + e2Ψ ṙ2 + r2 φ̇2 = µ (5.5)

where, µ = 0 and − 1 for null and timelike particles, respectively.
Using equations (5.2) and (5.4), one can find the conserved quantities for the motion of a test particle,

given by,
e2Φ ṫ − eF = E ; r2 φ̇ = L (5.6)

where, we have defined, F (r) =
∫

E(r)dr, E is the specific total energy and L is the specific angular
momentum of the particle. Using equation (5.6) in (5.5), we can write,

−e−2Φ(E + eF )2 + e2Ψ ṙ2 +
L2

r2 = µ (5.7)

After rearranging the above equation, we get,

e2Ψr2ṙ2 = E2
[(

1 +
e
E F

)2
r2e−2Φ +

µ

E2 r2 − L2

E2

]
(5.8)

As is traditionally done, we define the impact parameter as, b = L
E . Then, the motion of the test particles

can be analysed easily by defining an effective potential given by,

Veff(r) =
(

1 +
e
E F

)2
r2e−2Φ +

µ

E2 r2 (5.9)

The effective potential follows the constraint, Veff ≥ b2. It is not surprising that in addition to the metric
coefficients, the effective potential also depends on the electric field produced by the fluid sphere. This
would mean that the motion of a (charged) test particle will be governed by both gravity and Lorentz
force which is expected. For a neutral particle, the Lorentz force plays no part. However, the electric
field (or charge) of the fluid does still affect the motion indirectly through its contribution in the metric
functions. Further, it is worth noting that the specific (not absolute) values of charge and energy of the
test particles determine their trajectory. Only in the case of neutral null particles, the effective potential
depends purely on the curvature and not at all on the properties of the particle.

With the above expression for the effective potential, it is now straightforward to derive conditions
for the trapping of geodesics. A trapped circular orbit exists if for some radius, rc < rb, we have,

dVeff
dr

∣∣∣∣
rc

= 0 (5.10)

using the expression in (5.9), this gives,(
1 +

e
E F

)
e−2ΦE2

[(
1 +

e
E F

) (
1 − rΦ′)+ e

E F ′r
]∣∣∣

rc
= −µ (5.11)

The above condition reduces to different forms for different types of particles. Therefore, it is useful
to distinguish these cases from each other. In table 1, we present each of these cases along with the
corresponding condition for trapping.

Particle Condition for Trapping

charged, massive (e ̸= 0, µ = −1)
(

1 +
e
E F

)
e−2ΦE2

[(
1 +

e
E F

) (
1 − rΦ′)+ e

E F ′r
]∣∣∣

rc
= 1

charged, massless (e ̸= 0, µ = 0) e
E F

(
rΦ′ − r

F ′

F − 1
)
+ rΦ′

∣∣∣∣
rc

= 1

neutral, massive (e = 0, µ = −1) e−2ΦE2 (1 − rΦ′)∣∣∣
rc
= 1

neutral, massless (e = 0, µ = 0) rΦ′∣∣
rc
= 1

Table 1: Conditions for the trapping of various types of geodesics in a static spherically symmetric charged space-
time.
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5.1 Trapping Regions

With the expression for the effective potential and trapping conditions derived in the previous section,
we now have everything necessary to check the existence of trapped orbits. We do this for all the four
different particle types listed in table 1. We explore the n-Γ parameter space and find regions that allow
for trapped orbits. We refer to them as ‘trapping regions’. Below, we present the plots for the effective
potential and the trapping regions in all the four cases. All the plots are made with Λ = 10−52 m−2. To
analyse the effect of changing Λ, Q, rb, E , and e

E on the trapping regions, we also generate animations
sweeping through various values values of these parameters3.

We find that trapping regions exist for all types of particles for typical values of ρ0, Λ, Q, and rb. For
neutral null particles, trapping regions become smaller as Q or Λ increase. For charged and/or massive
particles, the energy per unit mass, E and the charge to energy ratio, e

E affects the trapping regions as
well. We find that trapping regions do not exist for neutral timelike particles for E < 1 while increasing
E beyond this does not have a significant effect. For charged timelike particles, increasing e

E makes the
trapping regions smaller. For all the four cases, the trapping regions become bigger with increasing rb.

Neutral and Massless Particles

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

0
=

2×
10

9

1e7 Q = 1 × 103

n=2.3, =2.06
n=3.6, =2.06
n=3.6, =3.12
n=4.9, =2.06
n=4.9, =3.12

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

1e7 Q = 3 × 103

n=3.6, =2.06
n=3.6, =3.12
n=4.9, =2.06
n=4.9, =3.12

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

1e7 Q = 5 × 103

n=3.6, =2.06
n=4.9, =2.06

0

2

4

6

8

0
=

5×
10

9

1e6

n=2.3, =2.06
n=3.6, =2.06
n=3.6, =3.12
n=4.9, =2.06
n=4.9, =3.12

0

2

4

6

8

1e6

n=3.6, =2.06
n=3.6, =3.12
n=4.9, =2.06
n=4.9, =3.12

0

2

4

6

8

1e6

n=3.6, =2.06
n=3.6, =3.12
n=4.9, =2.06
n=4.9, =3.12

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
1e4

0

1

2

3

4

0
=

1×
10

8

1e6

n=2.3, =2.06
n=3.6, =2.06
n=3.6, =3.12
n=4.9, =2.06
n=4.9, =3.12

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
1e4

0

1

2

3

4

1e6

n=2.3, =2.06
n=3.6, =2.06
n=3.6, =3.12
n=4.9, =2.06
n=4.9, =3.12

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
1e4

0

1

2

3

4

1e6

n=3.6, =2.06
n=3.6, =3.12
n=4.9, =2.06
n=4.9, =3.12

V e
ff(

r)

r [m]

Figure 14: The effective potential, Veff(r), for neutral, null particles as a function of the radial coordinate, r.

3These animations could be found at this link: https://github.com/astornelli/CPS.
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Figure 15: The trapping regions for neutral, null particles for various values of ρ0 and Q.
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Neutral and Massive Particles
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Figure 16: The effective potential, Veff(r), for neutral, timelike particles as a function of the radial coordinate, r. We
have used E = 5.
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Figure 17: The trapping regions for neutral, timelike particles for various values of ρ0 and Q.
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Charged and Massless Particles
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Figure 18: The effective potential, Veff(r), for charged, null particles as a function of the radial coordinate, r. We
have used, e

E = 6 as well as F (0) = 0.
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Figure 19: The trapping regions for charged, null particles for various values of ρ0 and Q. We have used, e
E = 6.
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Figure 20: The effective potential, Veff(r), for charged, timelike particles as a function of the radial coordinate, r. We
have used, 1

E2 = 0.04 and e
E = 8.3 as well as F (0) = 0.
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Figure 21: The trapping regions for charged, timelike particles for various values of ρ0 and Q. We have used,
1
E2 = 0.04 and e

E = 8.3.

6 Summary and Discussion

In this work, we presented a preliminary analysis of static spherically symmetric charged polytropic
configurations with a cosmological constant. We started with setting up the Einstein-Maxwell-Λ field
equations for a polytrope, p ∝ ρΓ, and a power law radial charge distribution, q ∝ rn. Using this,
we converted the generalised TOV equation into a ‘master equation’ for the mass profile. All charged
polytropic systems with a power law charge distribution can be analysed in an unified manner using
this equation. We solved this equation numerically for typical values of the polytropic index, Γ, the
exponent, n, central density, ρ0 and total charge, Q. We found that the total mass, m(rb), obeys the
generalised Buchdahl limit only for Q ≲ 104.

Using these solutions, we analysed properties of the polytropic fluid and presented bounds on n and
Γ that lead to physically acceptable configurations. We found that the models corresponding to ρ0 ∼
10−9 and Q ∼ 103 fit the best to all the criteria for physicality (see figures 2 - 9). Higher values of these
parameters led to smaller regions of physical acceptability in the n-Γ parameter space (figure 10). On the
other hand, Λ = 10−52 is very small to have any significant effect on the physical acceptability. However,
values comparable to the central density would lead to violation of the strong energy condition. Then,
we investigated the geometric properties of the space-time. We found that within the acceptable regions,

26



both the metric functions were smooth and regular at the centre. We also showed that within this region,
the spatial hypersurfaces exhibit a spherical geometry. We noted that varying the values of ρ0 or Q did
not change the nature of geometry while large negative values of Λ may.

Then, we turned our attention to the phenomenon of internal trapping of circular geodesics which
has been previously studied mainly for neutral, massless particles in uncharged polytropic configura-
tions [30]. Here, we included the massive and charged cases as well as included a charge into the fluid.
Using the effective potential for these cases, we showed that trapping is allowed for all types of particles
for a broad range of n and Γ. We found that higher values of Q reduced the possibility of trapping while
higher values of rb increased it. On the other hand, the cosmological constant enters the geodesic equa-
tions only via the metric function, e2Φ. For the currently accepted astrophysical value of 10−52 m−2, it
has negligible effect on geodesics. As was the case with physical acceptability, for Λ to become relevant
for geodesic trapping, it must be ∼ 10−9, which is comparable to ρ0. In such cases, the cosmological
constant leads to even smaller trapping regions.

We noted that, unlike in the case of neutral, massless particles, the effective potential for mas-
sive/charged particles also depends on properties such as specific energy, E , and specific charge, e.
For the case of neutral, massive particles, we found that trapped geodesics exist only for E > 1. Increas-
ing E beyond this does not have any qualitative effect on the trapping regions. This makes sense since
from table 1, we can see that E must be greater than unity for the trapping condition to be satisfied since
other terms are smaller than unity. For charged, massless particles, trapping takes place only for e

E ≲ 10
while decreasing the value of this ratio leads to larger trapping regions. For charged, massive particles,
both E and e play a role where their effect on the trapped regions remains qualitatively the same as in
the other mentioned above.

It is important to note here that the actual physical trajectories of the test particles will also depend on
additional physical effects such as radiation backreaction (for charged particles) and scattering. There-
fore, our results here should be considered only a first step towards a more comprehensive analysis
of trapped orbits in charged polytropic configurations. Moreover, charged, massless particles have not
been observed in nature but do exist in various contexts in the literature [48–54]. Nevertheless, the pos-
sibility of trapped orbits means that this work might prove relevant for the study of neutrino trapping
[24, 25, 55] and black hole mimickers [30, 56, 57].

Finally, we remark on other possible constructions of static charged fluid spheres with Λ. One could
construct models where, instead of a power law charge distribution, one assumes that the charge density
is proportional to the matter density as done in [5, 7, 8]. This would fall into class Ic under the scheme
described in section 2.1. Other classes of solutions could also be derived. A generalised relativistic Lane-
Emden type system with charge and Λ can also be derived in the same manner as [11, 58]. In addition
to these, a direct follow up to the current work may include stability analysis and anisotropic extensions
of our models [59–61]. We keep these issues, particularly the last two, for future work.
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D. Laxalde, J. Perktold, R. Cimrman, I. Henriksen, E.A. Quintero, C.R. Harris, A.M. Archibald, A.H.
Ribeiro, F. Pedregosa, P. van Mulbregt, SciPy 1.0 Contributors, SciPy 1.0: Fundamental Algorithms
for Scientific Computing in Python. Nature Methods 17, 261–272 (2020). https://doi.org/10.
1038/s41592-019-0686-2

[42] F. Douchin, P. Haensel, A unified equation of state of dense matter and neutron star structure.
Astron. Astrophys. 380, 151 (2001). https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011402. arXiv:astro-
ph/0111092

[43] P. Haensel, K.P. Levenfish, D.G. Yakovlev, Adiabatic index of dense matter and damping of neutron
star pulsations. Astron. Astrophys. 394, 213–218 (2002). https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:
20021112. arXiv:astro-ph/0208078

29

https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-021-09309-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.05750
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-020-08642-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.13616
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-024-13654-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.20615
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.63.124002
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0103062
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.95.043009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1703.04604
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/06/056
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2017/06/056
https://arxiv.org/abs/1704.07713
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5905-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/1811.04948
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271820500303
https://arxiv.org/abs/2001.05999
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10509-019-3608-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/1806.05719
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.024003
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0108082
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-011-1223-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/1010.1367
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.084009
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.084009
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.92.084009
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5930-x
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-018-5930-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/1802.01332
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7054-3
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-019-7054-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.01689
https://press.princeton.edu/books/hardcover/9780691177793/gravitation
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.65.104001
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0203070
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41592-019-0686-2
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011402
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0111092
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0111092
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20021112
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20021112
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0208078


[44] N. Aghanim, et al., Planck 2018 results. VI. Cosmological parameters. Astron. Astrophys. 641, A6
(2020). https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910. [Erratum: Astron.Astrophys. 652, C4
(2021)]. arXiv:1807.06209 [astro-ph.CO]

[45] H. Andreasson, C.G. Boehmer, A. Mussa, Bounds on M/R for Charged Objects with positive Cos-
mological constant. Class. Quant. Grav. 29, 095012 (2012). https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/
29/9/095012. arXiv:1201.5725 [gr-qc]

[46] G.J. Mathews, P. Marronetti, J.R. Wilson, Relativistic hydrodynamics in close binary systems: Anal-
ysis of neutron star collapse. Phys. Rev. D 58, 043003 (1998). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.
58.043003. arXiv:gr-qc/9710140

[47] E. Curiel, A Primer on Energy Conditions. Einstein Stud. 13, 43–104 (2017). https://doi.org/10.
1007/978-1-4939-3210-8_3. arXiv:1405.0403 [physics.hist-ph]

[48] P.O. Kazinski, A.A. Sharapov, Radiation reaction for a massless charged particle. Class. Quant.
Grav. 20, 2715–2726 (2003). https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/20/13/319. arXiv:hep-
th/0212286

[49] F. Azzurli, K. Lechner, Electromagnetic fields and potentials generated by massless charged parti-
cles. Annals Phys. 349, 1 (2014). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2014.06.005. arXiv:1401.5721
[hep-th]

[50] F. Azzurli, K. Lechner, The Lienard-Wiechert field of accelerated massless charges. Phys. Lett.
A 377, 1025–1029 (2013). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2013.02.046. arXiv:1212.3532
[hep-th]

[51] F. Azzurli, K. Lechner, Electromagnetic fields and potentials generated by massless charged parti-
cles. Annals Phys. 349, 1 (2014). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2014.06.005. arXiv:1401.5721
[hep-th]

[52] K. Lechner, Electrodynamics of massless charged particles. J. Math. Phys. 56(2), 022901 (2015).
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4906813. arXiv:1405.4805 [hep-th]

[53] C. Fairoos, A. Ghosh, S. Sarkar, Massless charged particles: Cosmic censorship, and the third law
of black hole mechanics. Phys. Rev. D 96(8), 084013 (2017). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.
96.084013. arXiv:1709.05081 [gr-qc]

[54] U. Moitra, Lumos extrema. JHEP 03, 168 (2025). https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2025)168.
arXiv:2408.08308 [hep-th]

[55] Z. Stuchlik, J. Hladik, M. Urbanec, Neutrino trapping in braneworld extremely compact stars. Gen.
Rel. Grav. 43, 3163–3190 (2011). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-011-1229-z. arXiv:1108.5767
[gr-qc]

[56] H. Saida, A. Fujisawa, C.M. Yoo, Y. Nambu, Spherical polytropic balls cannot mimic black holes.
PTEP 2016(4), 043E02 (2016). https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptw032. arXiv:1503.01840 [gr-qc]

[57] N.K. Johnson-Mcdaniel, A. Mukherjee, R. Kashyap, P. Ajith, W. Del Pozzo, S. Vitale, Constraining
black hole mimickers with gravitational wave observations. Phys. Rev. D 102, 123010 (2020). https:
//doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.123010. arXiv:1804.08026 [gr-qc]

[58] R. Picanco, M. Malheiro, S. Ray, Charged polytropic stars and a generalization of Lane-
Emden equation. Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 13, 1441–1446 (2004). https://doi.org/10.1142/
S0218271804005663. arXiv:astro-ph/0402253

[59] S.S. Bayin, Anisotropic Fluid Spheres in General Relativity. Phys. Rev. D 26, 1262 (1982). https:
//doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.26.1262

[60] L. Herrera, W. Barreto, General relativistic polytropes for anisotropic matter: The general formalism
and applications. Phys. Rev. D 88(8), 084022 (2013). https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.
084022. arXiv:1310.1114 [gr-qc]

[61] S.N. Sajadi, M. Khodadi, O. Luongo, H. Quevedo, Anisotropic generalized polytropic spheres: Reg-
ular 3D black holes. Phys. Dark Univ. 45, 101525 (2024). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2024.
101525. arXiv:2312.16081 [gr-qc]

30

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201833910
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.06209
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/9/095012
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/9/095012
https://arxiv.org/abs/1201.5725
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.58.043003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.58.043003
https://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9710140
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-3210-8_3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-3210-8_3
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.0403
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/20/13/319
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0212286
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0212286
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2014.06.005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1401.5721
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2013.02.046
https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.3532
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2014.06.005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1401.5721
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4906813
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.4805
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.084013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.084013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1709.05081
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2025)168
https://arxiv.org/abs/2408.08308
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10714-011-1229-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/1108.5767
https://doi.org/10.1093/ptep/ptw032
https://arxiv.org/abs/1503.01840
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.123010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.123010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.08026
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271804005663
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0218271804005663
https://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0402253
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.26.1262
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.26.1262
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.084022
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.084022
https://arxiv.org/abs/1310.1114
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2024.101525
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dark.2024.101525
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.16081

	Introduction
	Charged Fluid Spheres with a Cosmological Constant
	Solutions to the Field Equations
	Charged Polytropic Solutions

	Physical Properties of the Fluid
	Density and Pressure
	Sound Speed and Bulk Modulus
	Energy Conditions

	Geometric Properties of the Space-time
	Metric Functions
	Spatial Curvature

	Effective Potential and Trapped Circular Geodesics
	Trapping Regions

	Summary and Discussion

