arXiv:1206.6011v1 [gr-qc] 24 Jun 2012

Gen. Relativ. Grav./ DOI: 10.1007/s10714-012-1406-8

Space-time inhomogeneity, anisotropy and gravitational collapse

R. Sharma^∗ Department of Physics, P. D. Women’s College, Jalpaiguri 735101, India.

R. Tikekar^† Formerly at: Department of Mathematics, Sardar Patel University, Vallabh Vidyanagar, Gujarat, India. (Dated: June 27, 2012)

We investigate the evolution of non-adiabatic collapse of a shear-free spherically symmetric stellar configuration with anisotropic stresses accompanied with radial heat flux. The collapse begins from a curvature singularity with infinite mass and size on an inhomogeneous space-time background. The collapse is found to proceed without formation of an even horizon to singularity when the collapsing configuration radiates all its mass energy. The impact of inhomogeneity on various parameters of the collapsing stellar configuration is examined in some specific space-time backgrounds.

Keywords: Gravitational collapse; Radiating star; Einstein’s field equations; Space-time inhomogeneity.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most fundamental problems in general relativity is the construction of realistic models describing various evolutionary stages of a star collapsing under its own gravity. When a star exhausts all its thermonuclear fuel, it cannot withstand the gravitational pull and starts collapsing. As it contracts appreciably, the density increases and at a sufficiently high density it produces non-thermal pressure via degenerate fermions and particle interactions to support it against further collapse and becomes a ‘compact star’. Stable stellar configurations like neutron stars are the end products of such radiative collapse processes. A massive star, however, can not come to a stable stage by such processes. In the absence of any mechanism that can withstand the gravitational pull, the general relativistic prediction is that such a collapse must terminate into a space-time singularity. In view of the Cosmic Censorship Conjecture(CCC), such a singularity must be covered within its event horizon of gravity[1]. However, there are several counter examples where a naked singularity is more likely to be formed. In fact, there is yet no established theory available governing the formation of either a black hole or a naked singularity (for a recent review see [2] and references therein). The physics of evolving dynamical systems, therefore, continues to generate a great deal of interest in various fields of astrophysics and cosmology even today.

To understand the nature of collapse of a self gravitating body, one needs to provide an accurate description of the exterior and interior space-times of the collapsing body. It is also necessary to find out the appropriate boundary conditions joining the two regions. The theoretical understanding of gravitational collapse was first initiated by Oppenheimer and Snyder[3] who considered the contraction of a highly idealized spherically symmetric dust cloud. The exterior space-time of the collapsing dust cloud was described by the Schwarzschild metric and the interior space-time was represented by a Friedman-like solution. Later on, the Vaidya[4] metric corresponding to the exterior gravitational field of a stellar body describing an outgoing null fluid gave a tremendous impetus in this direction. Making use of the Vaidya[4] solution, Santos[5] proposed a procedure to obtain the description of the interior spacetime of a spherically symmetric radially shrinking distribution of non-adiabatic fluid. Several stellar models (see for example, [6–34] and references therein) have been obtained and examined critically using Santos’s approach. The procedure has been found to be useful to examine the impact of various factors such as shear, inhomogeneity, anisotropy, electromagnetic field and various dissipative processes on the evolution. In the absence of any established theory governing the nature of collapse, such investigations have been found to be very useful to understand the dynamic behaviour of a gravitationally collapsing system.

The objective of the present work is to formulate a framework to study the nature of collapse of an inhomogeneously distributed anisotropic source. The dynamical behaviour of a gravitating system is expected to be influenced by density inhomogeneity and anisotropy. Amongst many other issues, these factors have been found to play crucial role in our theoretical understanding of the nature of singularity and its genericity (see [1, 2, 35–39] and references therein). Eardley and Smarr[40] have shown that inhomogeneous distributions may lead to a naked singularity in contrast

∗Electronic address: rsharma@iucaa.ernet.in †Electronic address: tikekar@gmail.com

to a homogeneous distribution where a black hole is more likely to be formed. For a spherically symmetric dust cloud, Mena et al[41] have examined the role of inhomogeneity and anisotropy in Lamaitre-Tolman-Bondi collapse. Hererra et al[16, 18] have examined the role of various factors contributing to inhomogeneity of matter distribution, its evolution and development of anisotropy. It has been observed that tidal forces tend to make a gravitating system more inhomogeneous which may lead to the formation of a naked singularity while for a homogeneously distributed body it is more likely to form a black hole. Similar observations may be found in [21] where it has been shown that if an initially static star undergoing collapse has a homogeneous distribution it ends up with the formation of a black hole. However, if an anisotropic star contains an inhomogeneous distribution of matter before the collapse sets in, then for a shearing model of collapse, the black hole is never formed as the condition for the formation of apparent horizon is never satisfied under such a condition[21].

Pressure anisotropy also plays a significant role in the construction of a dynamically evolving system. Elaborate discussions on the microscopic origin of anisotropic stresses in stellar bodies may be found in [14],[43]. Amongst many other factors, electromagnetic field and shear have been found to contribute significantly to the generation of anisotropic stresses. The effect of charge on non-static models of gravitationally bound objects have been investigated by many authors[9, 10, 12, 14, 16–19, 24–28, 31, 33, 34, 39, 42, 44, 45] and references therein). Shear is also a generator of anisotropic stresses[28]. Effects of shear and anisotropy in the dynamical behaviour of a self gravitating system have been analyzed by Govinder et al[46]. It has been observed that if a star has isotropic pressure before the collapse sets in, anisotropy may develop at a later stage due to the presence of shear[20, 22].

In our work, we have developed a model describing a spherically symmetric inhomogeneous anisotropic fluid configuration radiating away its energy in the form of radial heat flux and shrinking in size as the collapse proceeds. In our construction, we have assumed that the collapsing star is charge neutral and the back ground space-time is shear-free. However, the energy-momentum tensor corresponding to the fluid distribution filling the interior of the collapsing star has been assumed to be anisotropic, in general. The model developed here is a generalization of an earlier model presented by Banerjee et al[48] describing the collapse of a homogeneously distributed isotropic fluid. Schäfer and Goenner[49] used the Banerjee et al[48] model to investigate the collapse of a homogeneously distributed isotropic fluid configuration and also critically analyzed various features of the model parameters involving the background space-time. In the Schäfer and Goenner[49] model, the collapse begins at time t = −∞ with both infinite mass and radius and contracts to a point at time t = 0 without forming an event horizon. The horizon is never formed in this set up because the rate of collapse is counter balanced by the rate at which energy is dissipated to the exterior space-time of the star.

In our construction, we have traced the evolution of the collapse on the background of space-time obtained by introducing an inhomogeneous perturbation in the Robertson-Walker space-time. Inhomogeneity in the geometry of the background space-time may be interpreted in the following way. We have considered the 3-sub-space of the 4-D manifold as having a geometry of a 3-spheroid rather than a 3-sphere as in [48]. We have examined the impacts of inhomogeneous nature of background space-time and anisotropic stresses on the collapse by comparing the behaviour of physical parameters in our set up to the behaviour of corresponding parameters in Banerjee et al[48] model, admissible as a special class in our model. We have also explored the thermal behaviour at the interior of the collapsing star by considering two different space-time backgrounds. We have not incorporated bulk viscosity and electromagnetic field in our model as these factors are likely to be absorbed into the anisotropic stresses. We have also considered a shear-free model so as to keep the governing field equations reasonably simple and tractable. Moreover, since the Schäfer and Goenner[49] model was assumed to be shear-free, this simplifying assumption helps us to examine the impact of inhomogeneity directly by comparing our results to its homogeneous counterpart.

The paper has been organized as follows: In Section 2, we have presented an inhomogeneous generalization of the Banerjee et al[48] model by introducing a perturbation in the background space-time for a spherically symmetric anisotropic fluid undergoing non-adiabatic radiative collapse. Stipulating the boundary conditions across the surface separating the stellar configuration from the Vaidya[4] space-time describing its exterior filled with outgoing radiation, we have solved the surface equation which governs the evolution of the collapse. In Section 3, we have examined the implications of inhomogeneity on the collapse by comparing the evolutions of the physical quantities to the homogeneous model discussed in [49]. Bounds on the model paramters based on physical requirements and evolution of temperature have been analyzed in this Section. Finally, some concluding remarks have been made in Section 4.

II. INTERIOR SPACE-TIME

The conformally flat space-time metric formulated by Maiti[47], representing a spherically symmetric shear-free and rotation-free fluid with heat flux as source, has the form

ds^2_− = − [ 1 + a(t) 1 + k(t)^{r2}_4

]_2

dt^2 +

R^2(t) ( 1 + k(t)^{r2}_4

)_2 [ dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2 ] . (1)

The line element (1) reduces to Robertson-Walker metric for a(t) = k̇ = 0. Making use of the metric (1), Banerjee et al[48] presented a simple model for a collapsing body with outgoing radiation by assuming a(≠ 0) and k as remaining constants during collapse. The collapsing matter in this set up was assumed to be a homogeneously distributed isotropic fluid. Various aspects of this model have been extensively examined by Schäfer and Goenner[49] putting constraints on model parameters complying with various physical plausibility requirements. Following Schäfer and Goenner[49], we express the space-time metric of Banerjee et al[48] model in standard coordinates as ds^2_− = −(C − √ 1 − kr^2)^2dt^2 + R^2(t) [ dr^2 1 − kr^2 + r^2dΩ^2 ] , (2)

where, C and k(≠ 0) are constants.

To generalize the Banerjee et al[48] model, we assume that the collapsing configuration is comprised of an inhomogeneous distribution of anisotropic fluid with its background space-time having the form

ds^2_− = −A^2_0(r)dt^2 + R^2(t) [ 1 + λkr^2 1 − kr^2 dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2 ] . (3)

Here, the metric potential A_0(r) and the scale factor R(t) are undetermined metric functions and λ is a parameter measuring departure from homogeneous geometry. The t = constant hyper surface of the space-time (3) has a geometry of a 3-spheroid[50–54] representing a perturbation from that of a 3-sphere. The energy-momentum tensor of the fluid with anisotropy in pressure filling the interior of the collapsing body is written explicitly in the form

T_{αβ} = (ρ + p_t)u_αu_β + p_tg_{αβ} + (p_r − p_t)χ_αχ_β + q_αu_β + q_β u_α. (4)

Here ρ represents the energy density, p_r is the radial pressure, p_t is the tangential pressure, χ^α is a unit space like four vector along the radial direction, u^α is the 4-velocity of the fluid and q^α = qδ^α_r is the heat flux vector which is orthogonal to the velocity vector so that q^αu_α = 0. Einstein’s field equations in view of (3) and (4) lead to the following system of four independent equations 8πρ = 1 R^2 [ 1 r^2 − 1 r^2B^2_0 + 2B^′_0 rB^3_0 ] + 3Ṙ^2 A^2_0R^2

, (5)

8πp_r = 1 R^2 [ − 1 r^2 + 1 B^2_0 r^2 + 2A^′_0 rA_0B^2_0 ] − 1 A^2_0 ( Ṙ2 R^2 + 2 R̈ R ) , (6)

8πp_t = 1 R^2 [ A^{′′}_0 A_0B^2_0 + A^′_0 rA_0B^2_0 − B^′_0 rB^3_0 − A^′_0B^′_0 A_0B^3_0 ] − 1 A^2_0 [ 2R̈ R + Ṙ^2 R^2 ] , (7)

8πq = − 2A^′_0Ṙ A^2_0B^2_0 R^3

, (8)

where,

B_0 = √( 1 + λkr^2 1 − kr^2 ) . (9)

We have used in above the system of units rendering G = c = 1. Combining Eqs. (6)-(7), a time-independent differential equation of the form A^{′′}_0 A_0B^2_0 − A^′_0 rA_0B^2_0 − B^′_0 rB^3_0 − A^′_0B^′_0 A_0B^3_0 − 1 B^2_0 r^2 + 1 r^2

− δ(r) = 0, (10) may be obtained if it is assumed that the anisotropy evolves as

8π(p_t − p_r) = Δ(r, t) = δ(r) R^2(t)

. (11)

By making a transformation x^2 = 1 − kr^2 and using the expression for B_0(r), Eq. (10) may be rewritten as

(1 + λk − λkx^2) d^2A_0 dx^2 + λkx dA_0 dx + ( λk(λk + 1) − (1 + λk − λkx^2)^2δ(r) k(1 − x^2) ) A_0 = 0. (12)

In terms of a new dependent variable

Ψ(x) = A_0(x)[1 + λk − λkx^2]^{−1/4}, (13)

Eq. (12) assumes the form

d^2Ψ dx^2 + [ 2λk(λk + 1)(2λk + 1) − (4λk + 7)λ^2k^2x^2 4(1 + λk − λkx^2)^2 − (1 + λk − λkx^2)δ(r) k(1 − x^2) ] Ψ = 0. (14)

Ψ can be determined from Eq. (14) if the nature of anisotropic parameter δ(r) is known. We shall examine the effect of inhomogeneity on the evolution of the collapse using the simple tractable solution

Ψ = C + Dx, (15)

of Eq. (14), obtained by stipulating δ(r) = k(1 − x^2)[2λk(λk + 1)(2λk + 1) − (4λk + 7)λ^2k^2x^2] 4(1 + λk − λkx^2)^3

. (16)

Note that the anisotropy parameter δ(r) is regular at all interior points of the configuration. In Eq. (15), C and D are arbitrary constants of integration. Combining Eqs. (13) and (15), the metric function A_0(r) is obtained as

A_0(r) = (1 + λk^2r^2)^{1/4}(C + D √ 1 − kr^2). (17)

Consequently the space-time of the collapsing shear-free stellar body with anisotropic stresses is described by metric

ds^2_− = −(1 + λk^2r^2)^{1/2}(C + D √ 1 − kr^2)^2dt^2 + R^2(t) [ 1 + λkr^2 1 − kr^2 dr^2 + r^2dΩ^2 ] . (18)

The Banerjee et al[48] model is a sub-class of (18) which follows on setting λ = 0 and D = −1[49]. We shall examine the impact of the inhomogeneous nature of the background geometry due to presence of λ without any loss of generality by stipulating D = −1 .

A. Determination of R(t)

The evolution of the collapse in the stellar body with interior space-time metric (18) is governed by the function R(t) which has role of a scale factor in the process. It is determined by the boundary conditions across the boundary surface Σ of the configuration as it shrinks in size. The space-time outside the collapsing body will be appropriately described by the Vaidya[4] metric

ds^2_+ = − ( 1 − 2m(v) r̄ ) dv^2 − 2dvdr̄ + r̄^2dΩ^2. (19)

Here v denotes retarded time and m(v) represents the total mass of the collapsing star which is expected to be a function of the retarded time v. Following the method presented by Santos[5], we write the matching conditions linking smoothly the interior and the exterior space-times across the boundary 3-space-time of the evolving system as m(v) = (rR(t))_Σ 2 1 − 1 B^2_0 + ( rṘ A_0 )_2

Σ , (20)

(p_r)_Σ = (qR(t)B_0)_Σ. (21)

From (20) it follows that the mass of matter enclosed within the boundary surface r < r_Σ will be m(r, t) = rR(t) 2 1 − 1 B^2_0 + ( rṘ A_0 )_2 . (22)

Eqs. (6), (8) and the boundary condition (21) at r = r_Σ lead to

R̈R + 1 2 Ṙ^2 − αṘ + β = 0, (23)

where, α and β are constants given by α = Cλk^2r_Σ √ 1 − kr^2_Σ + kr_Σ(2 − λk + 3λk^2r^2_Σ) 2 √ 1 + λkr^2_Σ(1 + λk^2r^2_Σ)^{3/4}

, (24) β = k(C − √ 1 − kr^2_Σ) 2(1 + λkr^2_Σ) √ 1 + λk^2r^2_Σ [ C(1 + λ − λk + 2λk^2r^2_Σ + λ^2k^2r^2_Σ)

− (3 + λ − λk − λkr^2_Σ + 5λk^2r^2_Σ + λ^2k^2r^2_Σ − 3kr^2_Σ − λ^2k^3r^4_Σ − 4λk^3r^4_Σ) √ 1 − kr^2_Σ ] . (25)

A simple solution of Eq. (23) will then be[49] R(t) = nt, (26) where, n = α ± √ α^2 − 2β. (27)

For collapsing configurations we must have Ṙ < 0. Hence n should be negative implying n = α − √ α^2 − 2β. (28)

The constants C, k and λ should be chosen to ensure α^2 > 2β and n < 0.

III. PHYSICAL ANALYSIS

Einstein’s field equations lead to the following explicit expression for the dynamical variables of matter density, the radial and transverse pressures and the heat flux parameter associated with the collapsing stellar structure 8πρ = k(λ + 1)(3 + λkr^2) n^2t^2(1 + λkr^2)^2 + 3 t^2(1 + λk^2r^2)^{1/2}(C − √ 1 − kr^2)^2

, (29) 8πp_r = 8πρ − 4 t^2(1 + λk^2r^2)^{1/2}(C − √ 1 − kr^2)^2

, (30)

8πp_t = 8πp_r + k^2r^2 [ 2λk(1 + λk)(1 + 2λk) − λ^2k^2(1 − kr^2)(4λk + 7) ] 4n^2t^2(1 + λk^2r^2)^3

, (31) 8πq = − r √ 1 − kr^2 [ Cλk √ 1 − kr^2 + (2 − λk + 3λk^2r^2) ] n^2t^3(1 + λkr^2)(C − √ 1 − kr^2)^2(1 + λk^2r^2)^{5/4}

. (32)

These physical parameters have zero values at t → −∞; the density and the two pressures evolve with time as ∼ 1/t^2 while the heat flux evolves as ∼ 1/t^3. The proper radius r_p = [R(t)r]_Σ = ntr_Σ is infinite when collapse begins, positive at any later instant t and shrinks to zero at t = 0. The mass at any instant t within the boundary radius r_Σ has expression

m(v)^Σ= m(r_Σ, t) = nr_Σt 2 [ (1 + λ)kr^2_Σ (1 + λkr^2_Σ) + n^2r^2_Σ (C − √ 1 − kr^2_Σ)^2(1 + λk^2r^2_Σ)^{1/2} ] , (33)

which shows that the collapse begins with an infinite mass and size of the configuration at t → −∞ and it evaporates completely as the epoch t = 0 approaches. As in [56], the collapsing matter radiates all the mass energy when the singularity is reached as proper boundary radius of the configuration r_p = [rR(t)]_Σ = 0 at t = 0.

A. Nature of singularity

To understand the nature of singularity, in general, it is necessary to verify the existence of radial null geodesics emerging from the singularity. The existence of a naked singularity is characterized by the absence of apparent horizon as the collapse approaches the central singularity r = 0. However, such a test is not required in our model since the ratio of (2m(r, t)/rR)_Σ is independent of time. One can always suitably choose the model parameters so that the ratio (2m(r, t)/rR)_Σ < 1. The function 1 − [2m(r, t)/(rR)]_Σ will then remain positive throughout the collapse process which indicates that the collapse would terminate into a naked singularity. The Ricci curvature, in our model, turns out to be ℜ = 6r^2n^2B^2_0 − 2A^2_0(B_0 − 2rB^′_0) + 2rA_0[A^′_0B^′_0 − B_0(2A^′_0 + rA^{′′}_0 )] r^2A^2_0B^2_0 n^2t^2

, (34)

which show that the curvature diverges as 1/t^2. This suggests that it is a weak curvature singularity.

B. Energy conditions

A physically reasonable solution should satisfy certain energy conditions, namely, (1) the null energy condition (ρ ≥ 0); (2) the weak energy condition (ρ−p_r ≥ 0, ρ−p_t ≥ 0); and (3) the dominant energy condition (ρ−p_r −2p_t ≥ 0).

From Eq. (29)-(31), it is easy to show that ρ, p_r, p_t > 0 and ρ^′, p^′_r, p^′_t < 0, if the conditions λ > 0 and k > 0 are satisfied simultaneously. Eq. (30) shows that ρ > p_r. Note that at r = 0, p_r = p_t and both p_r and p_t decrease radially outward. We, therefore, may conclude that the null and weak energy conditions are satisfied in our model. It is difficult to verify the dominant energy condition unless numerical techniques are invoked. However, we note that by setting R(t) = 1 in our model, it is possible obtain an initial static configuration. The t = constant hypersurface of the initial static configuration describes a space-time geometry which is spheroidal in nature. The corresponding static configurations have been found to comply with the energy conditions mentioned above (see [55] and references therein). Since ρ, p_r and p_t evolve as 1/t^2, it is expected that the fulfillment of the energy conditions will be sustained throughout the collapse.

C. Bounds on model parameters

The rate of expansion, in our model, has the explicit expression

Θ = u^α_{;α} = 3Ṙ A_0R = 3 t(1 + λk^2r^2)^{1/4}(C − √ 1 − kr^2)

, (35)

and should be negative since our model describes a contracting body. Therefore, during the whole collapse process from time t = −∞ to t = 0, we must have

(1 + λk^2r^2)^{1/4}(C − √ 1 − kr^2) > 0. (36)

Eq. (36) implies a lower bound on C such that C > 1. Eq. (36) also follows from the requirement A_0(r) > 0. The constraints on the model parameters obtained in view of physical viability are specified below:

(a) From Eq. (29), the central density is obtained as

ρ_c =

3k(λ + 1)

n^2t^2 + 3 t^2(C − 1)^2 . Therefore, for a positive energy density, we must have k > 0. Moreover, the requirements ρ, p_r, p_t > 0 and ρ^′, p^′_r, p^′_t < 0, demand that λ > 0.

(b) For 0 ≤ r ≤ r_Σ, the factor √ 1 − kr^2 appearing in the metric function A_0(r) will be real if 0 < k ≤ 1/r^2_Σ.

(c) As discussed earlier, the lower bound on C is given by C > 1. The upper bound on C may be obtained by noting that α^2 > 2β which ensures that n in Eq. (28) remains real. Thus, bounds on C may be expressed as 1 < C < 8 √ 1 − kr^2_Σ + 4 √ 1 + λkr^2_Σ(1 + λk^2r^2_Σ)^2 + aλ √ 1 − kr^2_Σ 4 + bλ , where,

a = 4 − 4k + 22k^2r^2_Σ + 8λk^2r^2_Σ − 5λk^3r^2_Σ + 15λk^4r^2_Σ + 4λ^2k^4r^4_Σ, b = 4 − 4k + 12k^2r^2_Σ + 8λk^2r^2_Σ − 5λk^3r^2_Σ + 9λk^4r^4_Σ + 4λ^2k^4r^4_Σ.

(d) For collapsing configurations we must have Ṙ < 0 which implies that n < 0.

Though, more stringent constraints on the model parameters can not be ruled out, the constraint equations obtained previously by Schäfer and Goenner[49] may be regained by stipulating λ = 0 in this model. The parameter λ will take on value such that all the above mentioned conditions are satisfied simultaneously. In Fig. (1), we have shown the range of values for k and C consistent with the constraints which can ensure regular behaviour of the physical parameters. Note that the condition (d) yields a more stringent bound on the parameters as compared to the condition (c).

We have checked the behaviour of the physical parameters like energy density, radial and tangential pressures by assuming a set of values of λ, k and C consistent with the above constraints. Fig. (2)-(7) describe the behaviour of various physical parameters and indicate that they all comply with the requirement of the regularity. In the figures, we have assumed that the collapsing object has an initial radius r_Σ(t → −∞) = r_s = 1 as in [49]. The proper radius r_p = R(t)r_Σ = ntr_Σ, shrinks to zero at t = 0 as R(t) = 0 at t = 0. Therefore, a choice of r_s is possible for convenience and will not have any impact on the nature of collapse. The choice r_s = 1 has the effect of changing the length measuring scale only. The bounds on the model parameters are valid for all 0 ≤ r_Σ ≤ ∞ including r_Σ(t → −∞) = r_s = 1.

In Fig. (2)-(4), we have shown the evolution of the central values of the energy density, radial and tangential pressures, respectively, by assuming a set of values consistent with the constraints (we have assumed λ = 5, k = 0.2, C = 1.2) for an inhomogeneous anisotropic distribution. Setting λ = 0, k = 0.2, C = 2.5, behaviour of the corresponding parameters for a homogeneous isotropic distribution have been shown in Fig. (5)-(7). The plots clearly indicate that the physical parameters start with zero value at t → −∞ and increase till the singularity is reached at t = 0 and r_Σ = 0. Since anisotropy vanishes at the centre, evolution of the radial and tangential pressures show identical behaviour though explicit expressions for p_r and p_t in Eqs. (30)-(31) clearly indicate their inequality for r ≠ 0. If λ = 0, p_r = p_t at all interior points of the star which implies that pressure isotropy condition can be regained by setting λ = 0. In Fig. (8) -(9), we have shown the variations of the total mass m(r_Σ, t) for λ = 0 and λ = 5, respectively. Evolution of the scale factor R(t) has been shown in Fig. (10) for two different values of λ(= 0, 5). The λ = 0 case corresponds to the Schäfer and Goenner[49] model describing the collapse of a homogeneous fluid model with isotropic fluid pressure.

D. Thermal behaviour

Let us now investigate the evolution of temperature of the collapsing star. In view of extended irreversible thermodynamics, the relativistic Maxwell-Cattaneo relation for temperature governing the heat transport within the collapsing matter in the truncated Israel-Stewart theory[57–60] has the form

τ(g^{αβ} + u^αu^β)u^δq_{β;δ} + q^α = −κ(g^{αβ} + u^αu^β )[T_{,β} + T u̇_β], (37)

where κ(≥ 0) is the thermal conductivity and τ(≥ 0) is the relaxation time. In view of the line element (18), Eq. (37) reduces to τ d dt (qRB_0) + qRA_0B_0 = −κ 1 RB_0 d dr (A_0T ) (38)

The relativistic Fourier heat transport equation may be obtained by setting τ = 0 in (38). To get a simple estimate of the temperature evolution, we set τ = 0 in our calculations. For τ = 0, combining Eqs. (8) and (38), we obtain

8πκ(A_0T )^′ =

2A^′_0Ṙ A_0R

, (39)

Following an earlier treatment[60], we choose the thermal conductivity parameter in the form κ = γT^ω, where γ and ω are constants. Eq. (39), then, yields

8πγ(A_0T )^′ =

2A^′_0 A_0 T^{−ω} t , (40) where we have used Eq. (26). Integrating the above equation, we get

8πγA_0T^{1+ω} =

2Ln[A_0] t . (41)

The surface temperature at any instant for the special case (ω = 0) in our model thus turns out to be

T (r_Σ, t) =

Ln[(1 + λk^2r^2_Σ)^{1/4}(C − D √ 1 − kr^2_Σ)] 4πγt(1 + λk^2r^2_Σ)^{1/4}(C − D √ 1 − kr^2_Σ)

. (42)

Obviously, the surface temperature has zero value at t → −∞ and it evolves as 1/t. Time evolution of the surface temperature for inhomogeneous (λ = 5) and homogeneous (λ = 0) distributions has been shown in Fig. (11). An interesting feature of our model is that the surface temperature for the inhomogeneous, anisotropic distribution appears to be less than that of its homogeneous, isotropic counterpart. However, evolution of the temperature shows identical behaviour in both the cases.

IV. DISCUSSION

We have generalized the Banerjee et al[48] model and examined the impacts of inhomogeneous nature of background space-time and anisotropic stresses on the collapse by comparing the behaviour of physical parameters in our set up to the behaviour of corresponding parameters of a collapsing homogeneous, isotropic stellar configuration of Schäfer and Goenner[49] model, admissible as a particular class. We have considered two cases setting the parameter λ = 0, 5, for studying the evolution of the collapse using numerical procedures. The parameter λ is a geometrical parameter which is a measure of inhomogeneity. We have derived new bounds on the model parameters and the bounds on the model parameters found in [49] may be regained simply by setting λ = 0.

Though, in general, the physical parameters evolve differently for two different back ground space-times, an inhomogeneous perturbation of the background space-time of the collapsing stellar configuration seems to have very little impact on the gross features of the evolving system. Apparently departure from homogeneity does not have any drastic impact on the evolution of collapse except for a change in the collapse rate by a factor (1 + λk^2r^2)^{1/4}. The possibilities of an in-depth analysis in different set up giving conflicting results cannot be ruled out.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank the anonymous referees for useful suggestions. RS gratefully acknowledges support from IUCAA, Pune, India, under Visiting Research Associateship Programme. RT would like to thank the UGC of India for Award of Emeritus Fellowship and IUCAA, Pune, for hospitality and facilities for work.

[1] P. S. Joshi, Global Aspects in Gravitation and Cosmology (Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1993). [2] P. S. Joshi and D. Malafarina, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 20 (2011) 2641; preprint: gr-qc/1201.3660v1; pre-print: 1105.4336v1 [3] J. R. Oppenheimer & H. Snyder, Phys. Rev. 56 (1939) 455. [4] P. C. Vaidya, Proc. Indian Acad. Sci. A33 (1951) 264. [5] N. O. Santos, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 216 (1985) 403.

[6] W. B. Bonnor, A. K. G. de Oliveira and N. O. Santos, Phys. Rep. 181 (1989) 269. [7] A. K. G. de Oliveira and N. O. Santos, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 216 (1988) 1001. [8] A. K. G. de Oliveira, C. A. Kolassis and N. O. Santos, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 231 (1988) 1011. [9] A. K. G. de Oliveira and N. O. Santos, Astrophys. J. 312 (1987) 640. [10] R. Tikekar and L. K. Patel, Pramana-J. Phys. 39 (1992) 17. [11] J. Martinez, Phys. Rev. D 53 (1996) 6921.

[12] S. D. Maharaj and M. Govender, Pramana-J. Physics 54, (2000) 715. [13] L. Herrera and W. Barreto, Int J. Mod. Phys. D 20 (2011) 1265. [14] L. Herrera and N. O. Santos, Phys. Rep. 286 (1997) 53. [15] L. Herrera and W. Barreto, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 20 (2011) 1265.

[16] L. Herrera, A. di Prisco and J. L. Hernández-Pastora, N. O. Santos, Phys. Lett. A 237 (1998) 113. [17] L. Herrera, J. Martin and J. Ospino, J. Math. Phys. 43 (2002) 4889. [18] L. Herrera, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 20 (2011) 1689.

[19] L. Herrera, A. di Prisco, J. Martin and J. Ospino, N. O. Santos and O. Troconis, Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 084026. [20] G. Pinheiro and R. Chan, Gen. Relativ. Grav. 40 (2008) 2149. [21] G. Pinheiro and R. Chan, Gen. Relativ. Grav. 43 (2011) 1451. [22] R. Chan, Mon. Not. R. Astro. 316 (2000) 588. [23] R. Chan, Astron. & Astrophys. 368 (2001) 325. [24] G. Pinheiro and R. Chan, preprint: gr-qc 1111.4921v2 (2012).

[25] W. Barreto, B. Rodríguez, L. Rosales and O. Serrano, Gen. Relativ. Grav. 39 (2007) 23. [26] C. Ghezzi, Phys. Rev. D 72 (2005) 104017.

[27] A. di Prisco, L. Herrera and V. Varela, Gen. Relativ. Grav. 29 (1997) 1239.

[28] A. di Prisco, L. Herrera, G. L. Denmat, M. A. H. MacCallum and N. O. Santos, Phys. Rev. D 76 (2007) 064017. [29] M. Sharif and A. Siddiqe, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 25 (2010) 2831. [30] M. Sharif and A. Siddiqe, Gen. Relativ. Grav. 43 (2011) 73. [31] M. Sharif and G. Abbas, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 80 (2011) 104002. [32] M. Sharif and F. Sundas, Gen. Relativ. Grav. 43 (2011) 127. [33] M. Sharif and G. Abbas, Astrophys. Space Sci. 335 (2011) 515. [34] M. Sharif and S. Fatima, Gen. Relativ. Grav. 43 (2011) 127. [35] B. Waugh and K. Lake, Phys. Rev. D 38 (1988) 1315. [36] P. S. Joshi and I. H. Dwivedi, Phys. Rev. D 47 (1993) 5357. [37] T. P. Singh and P. S. Joshi, Class. Quantum Grav. 13 (1996) 559.

[38] R. Goswami and P. S. Joshi, Class. Quantum Grav. 21 (2004) 3645 ; Phys. Rev D 69 (2004) 027502. [39] S. Chakraborty and T. Bandyopadhyay, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 17 (2008) 1271. [40] D. M. Eardley and L. Smarr, Phys. Rev. D 19 (1979) 2239. [41] F. C. Mena, B. C. Nolan and R. Tavakol, Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 084030. [42] J. D. Bekenstein, Phys. Rev. D 4 (1971) 2185.

[43] R. L. Bowers and E. P. T. Liang, Astrophys. J. 188 (1974) 657.

[44] L. Rosales, W. Barreto, C. Peralta and B. Rodríguez-Muller, Phys. Rev. D 82 (2010) 084014. [45] S. Thirukkanesh and S. D. Maharaj, Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 32 (2009) 684. [46] K. S. Govinder, M. Govender and R. Maartens, Mon. Not. R. Astro. Soc. 299 (1998) 809. [47] S. R. Maiti, Phys. Rev. D 25 (1982) 2518.

[48] A. Banerjee, S. Choudhury and B. Bhui, Phy. Rev. D 40 (1989) 670. [49] D. Schäfer and H. F. Goenner, Gen. Relativ. Grav. 42 (2000) 2119. [50] P. C. Vaidya and R. Tikekar, J. Astrophys. Astron. 3 (1982) 325. [51] R. Tikekar, J. Math. Phys. 31 (1990) 2454. [52] H. Knutsen, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 232 (1988) 163. [53] S. D. Maharaj and P. G. L. Leach, J. Math. Phys. 37 (1996) 430. [54] S. Mukherjee, B. C. Paul and N. K. Dadhich, Class. Quantum Grav. 14 (1997) 3475. [55] S. Karmakar, S. Mukherjee, R. Sharma and S. D. Maharaj, Pramana-J. Phys. 68 (2007) 881. [56] A. Banerjee, S. Chatterjee and N. Dadhich, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 35 (2002) 2335. [57] W. Israel and J. Stewart, Ann. Phys. 118 (1979) 341.

[58] R. Maartens, Class. Quantum Grav. 12 (1995) 1455; pre-print: astro-ph/9609119v1. [59] J. Martinez, Phys. Rev. D 53 (1996) 6921.

[60] S. Sarwe and R. Tikekar, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 19, 1889 (2010).

FIG. 1: Range for the parameters k and C for λ = 0 (blue shaded region which includes the green shaded region) and λ = 5 (green shaded region) obtained by imposing the condition n < 0. For λ = 0 and 5, the blue and green curves respectively give the bounds on the model parameters obtained from the condition (c).

FIG. 2: Evolution of the energy density (8πρ) at the centre (r = 0) for an inhomogeneous and anisotropic distribution (λ = 5, k = 0.2, C = 1.2).

FIG. 3: Evolution of the radial pressure (8πpr) at the centre (r = 0) for an inhomogeneous and anisotropic distribution (λ = 5, k = 0.2, C = 1.2).

FIG. 4: Evolution of the transverse pressure (8πpt) at the centre (r = 0) for an inhomogeneous and anisotropic distribution (λ = 5, k = 0.2, C = 1.2).

FIG. 5: Evolution of the energy density (8πρ) at the centre (r = 0) for a homogeneous and isotropic distribution (λ = 0, k = 0.2, C = 2.5).

FIG. 6: Evolution of the radial pressure (8πpr) at the centre (r = 0) for a homogeneous and isotropic distribution (λ = 0, k = 0.2, C = 2.5).

FIG. 7: Evolution of the transverse pressure (8πpt) at the centre (r = 0) for a homogeneous and isotropic distribution (λ = 0, k = 0.2, C = 2.5).

FIG. 8: Evolution of the mass function m(rΣ, t) for a homogeneous and isotropic distribution (λ = 0, k = 0.2, C = 2.5).

FIG. 9: Evolution of the mass function m(rΣ, t) for an inhomogeneous and anisotropic distribution (λ = 5, k = 0.2, C = 1.2).

FIG. 10: Evolution of Scale factor R(t) for homogeneous (λ = 0) and inhomogeneous (λ ≠ 0) distributions.

FIG. 11: Time evolution of the surface temperature TΣ for homogeneous (λ = 0) and inhomogeneous (λ = 5) distributions.