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Abstract A shear-free, collapsing compact object, described
by an embedding class I solution and emitting radiation, is
presented here. Because of the properties of embedding class
I, this four-dimensional interior spacetime can be embed-
ded in pseudo-flat five-dimensional space. Starting with an
initially static and shear-free gravitating body through the
Karmarkar condition, we have explored the time evolution
of the system using the time-dependent Einstein field equa-
tions. The interior solution is smoothly matched with the
Vaidya outgoing solution across a time-like hypersurface
which yields the temporal behaviour of the model. Further, a
thorough physical analysis of the thermodynamic variables
has been presented spatially and temporally. As the time
progresses into the future, the surface compactness factor
approaches the Buchdahl limit until it crosses this to pro-
ceed with the collapse. Before 2m�/r� → 8/9, the equation
of state adjusts itself like a self-immune system to hold the
system by increasing �rc (i.e. increasing stiffness). All the
physical quantities, e.g., density, pressure anisotropy, radia-
tion, luminosity, temperature, are non-singular throughout
the interior of the star at a finite time slice. As the time
progresses, these quantities point towards a future singular-
ity. Throughout the evolution, the surface density and sur-
face pressure always remain lower than their corresponding
central values. Similarly, the causal temperature also always
remains higher than the non-causal counterpart throughout
the interior as well as during the evolution.
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1 Introduction

A collapsing radiating compact star could refer to a scenario
in astrophysics where a massive star undergoes gravitational
collapse, leading to a compact object such as a neutron star
or a black hole. During this collapse, radiation is emitted,
often in the form of gamma-ray bursts or other energetic
phenomena. This process is of great interest to astronomers
and in the field of astrophysics in understanding the life cycles
of stars and the physics of extreme environments.

Even in this era of advanced computing power and tech-
nologies, solving the Einstein field equations as a whole is
still a very difficult task, as these equations are highly non-
linear and coupled. For static cases, exact solutions are pos-
sible only once the specific assumptions are made. How-
ever, for non-static cases, it remains a challenging task. In
non-static cases, the field equations are highly coupled non-
linear partial differential equations. The first analytic solu-
tion of the field equations describing collapsing stars (or
time-dependent solutions) was presented by Oppenheimer
and Snyder [1]. The solution they discovered was simply a
model of non-radiating collapse of a spherically symmet-
ric dust distribution with simple initial conditions. In 1943,
Vaidya [2] showed that the exterior spacetime surrounding
a radiating star is affected by the presence of radiation. The
development of this Vaidya solution provided researchers the
motivation to model the gravitational collapse of radiating
stars. As a result, several physical conditions were brought
into the problem, and several researchers proposed various
models. In 1964, Minser and Sharp [3] introduced the pres-
sure gradient terms into the equations of motion. In addition,
numerous models were proposed that allow outgoing radia-
tion from the collapsing body [4,5] by matching an adiabatic
distribution of matter [6]. Afterward, several authors also
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discussed radiating solutions assuming perfect fluids [7,8].
The junction conditions were studied for a shear-free isotopic
fluid undergoing radial heat flow with outgoing unpolarized
radiation [9]. These results were used to study a particular
solution of the field equation for the interior of spacetime
which can be matched with the exterior solution given by the
Vaidya metric, and it was shown that in the infinite past, a
static distribution of matter gradually collapses, eventually
forming a black hole. The physical process of radiative col-
lapse can be found in the pre (formation) and the post (dying)
main sequence (MS) of stars. The collapse originates in an
MS star if the hydrogen at the core is exhausted. When MS
stars of mass < 8M� run out of core hydrogen, they form
a degenerate core (due to electron degeneracy) and the col-
lapse will stop, cooling down into white dwarfs. If the mass
of the MS stars happens to be more than 8M�, the collapse
will continue until a degenerate neutron core is formed. This
sudden stop in collapse generates an outward shock-wave
which eventually leads to a supernova explosion. It has been
shown that dissipative collapse can generate neutrinos [10],
which carry away most of the shock-wave energy. If the MS
star mass happens to be > 30M�, it will collapse until a
black hole is formed.

Over time, researchers in the fields of astrophysics and
cosmology have advanced this field by employing higher-
dimensional gravity models, leading to significant discov-
eries. Recent studies demonstrate many compact star mod-
els employing Einstein–Gauss–Bonet gravity, braneworld
gravity, and Lovelock gravity. Additionally, the relation
between Kaluza–Klein geometry and electromagnetism has
been widely studied. However, embedding four-dimensional
spacetime into higher dimensions provides an innovative
approach for developing various cosmological and astro-
physical models. This idea of embedding four-dimensional
spacetime into a five-dimensional hypersurface was intro-
duced by Castroa et al. [11], where they embedded four-
dimensional spacetime into a five-dimensional braneworld.
Another embedding was performed by Karmarkar [12].
Here, four-dimensional spacetime was embedded into five-
dimensional Euclidean space, which is known as class I. In
this method, the metric coefficients gtt and grr are linked
into an equation, making it easier to solve the field equa-
tions. In this paper, we use the Karmarkar condition, which
is a necessary and sufficient condition for a spherically sym-
metric line element to be of class I to derive exact solutions
of the Einstein field equations. Ospino and Núñez [13] used
the scalar Karmarkar condition to explore all possible class I
static solutions by choosing a specific energy density profile.
Paliathanasis et al. [14] explored embedding class I solutions
using the Lie symmetry method. In addition, Maharaj et al.
[15] discussed the Karmarkar embedding condition in several
spherically symmetrical metrics admitting Lie symmetries.

Fig. 1 Variation of radial pressure with radial coordinate r for c1 =
0.015, C = 0.01, c2 = 0.01

Fig. 2 Variation of transverse pressure with radial coordinate r for the
values used in Fig. 1

The paper is organized as follows: In Sect. 2, we con-
sider static Karmarkar spacetime for a spherically symmetric
radiating star model using a sheer-free gravitating body and
demonstrate the gravitational behaviour of the static solution.
In Sect. 3, we consider non-static Karmarkar spacetime and
find the solution. In Sects. 4 and 5, a physical analysis of the
matter and thermodynamic variables is presented which con-
cludes that our results support recent observations for models
in embedding class I.

2 Static Karmarkar spacetime

In order to generate a complete model of dissipative collapse,
we assume that the stellar object is initially in a state of
static equilibrium. This scenario has been studied by several
authors and yielded rich insights into the collapse processes
[16–22]. The initial static interior spacetime is given by

ds2 = −A0(r)
2dt2 + B0(r)

2dr2 + r2 d�2, (1)
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Fig. 3 Variation of pr and pt with f for the values used in Fig. 1

Fig. 4 Variation of density with r for the values used in Fig. 1

where d�2 = dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ2, and the functions (A0, B0)

are only dependent on r . Assuming the static energy–
momentum tensor as

Tμν = (ρs + pTs )uμuν + pTs gμν + (pRs − pTs )χμχν, (2)

provided ρs , pRs , and pTs are the energy density, radial
pressure, and tangential pressure, respectively, for comov-
ing coordinates, we can write

uμ = A−1δ
μ
0 , χμ = B−1δ

μ
1 , (3)

where uμ is the time-like four-velocity vector and χμ is the
unit space-like vector.

The Einstein field equations take the form

ρs = − 1

B0
2

[
2

(
B0

′

B0

)′
+

(
B0

′

B0

)2

+ 4

r

B0
′

B0

]
, (4)

pRs = 1

B0
2

[(
B0

′

B0

)2

+ 2
A0

′

A0

B0
′

B0
+ 2

r

(
A0

′
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+ B0

′

B0

)]
, (5)

pTs = 1

B0
2

[
1

r

A0
′

A0
+ 1

r

B0
′

B0
3 + A0

′′

A0
−

(
B0

′

B0

)2

+ B0
′′
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]
. (6)

Fig. 5 Variation of density with f for the values used in Fig. 1

Fig. 6 Variation of ωr = pr/ρ with r for the values used in Fig. 1

The corresponding components of the static Riemann cur-
vature tensor are

R1212 = r2B ′2
0 − r B0B

′
0 − r2B0B

′′
0 (7)

R1313 = sin2 θ r2B ′2
0 − sin2 θ r B0B

′
0 − sin2 θ r2B0B

′′
0 (8)

R1010 = A0A
′′
0 − A0B ′

0A
′
0

B0
(9)

R2323 = −r4B ′2
0 sin2 θ − 2r3 sin2 θ B0B

′
0 (10)

R2020 = r2A0A′
0B

′
0

B0
+ r A0A

′
0 (11)

R3020 = r2 sin2 θ A0A′
0B

′
0

B0
+ r2 sin2 θ A0A

′
0 . (12)

This can be used in the Karmarkar condition [12]

R1010R2323 = R1212R3030 − R2102R3103 (13)

along with R2323 �= 0 [23]. Considering the non-zero com-
ponents of the static Riemann tensor in (13), we obtain

B0 + 2r B ′
0

r(2B0 + r B ′
0)

− A′′
0

A′
0

+ (B0 + r B ′
0)B

′′
0

(2B0 + r B ′
0)B

′
0

= 0, (14)
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Fig. 7 Variation of ωt = pt/ρ with r for the values used in Fig. 1

Fig. 8 Variation of anisotropy � = pr − pt with r for the values used
in Fig. 1

which on integration yields

A′
0 = C

[
r B ′

0(2B0 + r B ′
0)

]1/2
. (15)

Further integration yields

A0(r) = c2 + C
∫ [

(r2B0)
′B ′

0

]1/2
dr. (16)

Assuming the function B0(r) as

B0(r) = 1 + c1r
2, (17)

we can integrate (16) to

A0(r) = c2 + C

3
√
c1

(
2c1r

2 + 1
)3/2

, (18)

where c2 is the constant of integration. Now we have con-
structed our static solution which will further convert into a
non-static solution for collapsing systems.

Fig. 9 Variation of radial sound speed with r for the values used in
Fig. 1

3 Non-static interior spacetime and boundary
conditions

The static interior spacetime (1) can be modified for a radi-
ating star with vanishing shear as

ds2− = −A2
0 (r)dt2 + f 2(t)

[
B2

0 (r) dr2 + r2d�2
]
. (19)

It has been found that the density inhomogeneities and dis-
sipation can mimic shear-like effects, which can alter its sta-
bility. The shear scalar is defined as [32]

YT F = 16πησ + 4π

�3

∫ R

0
�3

(
D�ρ − 3q

DT�
� E

)
d�

−8π(pr − pt ), (20)

which also determines the stability of the shear-free con-
dition. Here, η is the shear viscosity coefficient, σ is the
shear viscosity, D� ρ is the density inhomogeneity, q is the
radial heat flux, � = f (t) r , DT = 1

A0

∂
∂t , D� = 1

�′ ∂
∂r and

E = �′/B0. Now we can see that even in the absence of shear
(i.e. YT F = 0), the interlayer friction, the inhomogeneities
in density, and dissipation can alter the shear scalar. It is also
expected that the shear-free condition during dissipative col-
lapse may hold for a particular epoch of the evolution of the
star.

The exterior is governed by the well-known Vaidya metric
[4] for a matter-free, null-radiation-filled spacetime given by

ds2+ = −
(

1 − 2m(v)

R

)
dv2 − 2dv dR + R

2d�2, (21)

where m(v) represents the mass as perceived by an observer
located at infinity. On matching the (19) and (21) at the hyper-
surface �, we obtain

A0(r� ) dt =
(

1 − 2m

R
+ 2

dR

dv

)1/2

�

dv (22)

r� f (t) = R(v) (23)
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Fig. 10 Variation of transverse sound speed with r for the values used
in Fig. 10

Fig. 11 Variation of mass with r for the values used in Fig. 1

m(v) = m(r� , t) =
[
r f (t)

2

{(
r ḟ (t)

A0

)2

− 1

B2
0

+ 1

}]
�

(24)[
pr

]
�

= [
qB

]
�

. (25)

In our model, the energy–momentum tensor for the radi-
ating stellar fluid is given by

Tμν = (ρ + pt )uμuν + pt gμν + (pr − pt )χμχν

+qμuν + qνuμ, (26)

whereρ is the energy density, pr and pt are the radial pressure
and tangential pressure, respectively, and qμ is the heat flow
four-vector assumed to flow in the radial direction because
of spherical symmetry.

The dynamic Einstein field equations for the line element
(19) and energy–momentum tensor (26) are given by

ρ = 1

f 2

[
1

r2 − 1

r2B2
0

+ 2B ′
0

r B3
0

]
+ 3 ḟ 2

A2
0 f

2
, (27)

Fig. 12 Variation of compactness parameter with f for the values used
in Fig. 1

pr = 1

f 2
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(28)
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]
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q1 = − 2A′
0 ḟ

8π A2
0B

2
0 f 3

, (30)

� = uα ;α = 3 ḟ

A0 f
= −6n(1 − √

f )

A0 f 3/2 . (31)

The first three equations further simplify to

ρ = ρs

f 2 + 3 ḟ 2

8π A2
0 f

2
, (32)
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f 2 − 1

8π A2
0

[
2
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f
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]
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pt = pTs

f 2 − 1

8π A2
0

[
2
f̈

f
+ ḟ 2

f 2

]
, (34)

which contains a static configuration at a particular time slice.
The anisotropy between radial and tangential pressures is

defined as

�s(r) = (
pRs − pTs

) = 1

f 2

[
− A′′

0

A0B2
0

+ A′
0

r A0B2
0

+ B ′
0

r B3
0
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0B

′
0
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0

+ 1
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0

− 1
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which can also be written as

�(r, t) = pr − pt = �s(r)

f 2 , (36)
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Fig. 13 Variation of rate of collapse with r for the values used in Fig. 1

Fig. 14 Variation of rate of collapse with f for the values used in Fig. 1

where �s corresponds to the static configuration.

4 Temporal evolution and physical parameters

Using the Santos [24] junction conditions, one can determine
the f (t). Because of the external radiation pressure, radial
pressure at the hypersurface is non-vanishing, i.e.,

pr� = (qB)�, (37)

which leads to a temporal evolution equation

2 f̈ f + ḟ 2 − 2n ḟ = 0 with n =
(
A′

0

B0

)
�

. (38)

This can be integrated to

t = 1

n

[
f

2
+ √

f + log (1 − √
f )

]
. (39)

This method has been used by various researchers in the case
of dissipative gravitational collapse [25–29].

Fig. 15 Variation of adiabatic index with r for the values used in Fig. 1

Now the thermodynamic quantities through the field equa-
tions take the form

ρ = ρs

f 2 + 3n2(1 − √
f )2

2π A2
0 f

3
, (40)

pr = pRs

f 2 + n2(1 − √
f )

2π A2
0

√
f 5
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pt = pTs

f 2 + n2(1 − √
f )

2π A2
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√
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f
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2
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)
3

×
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√
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(
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R
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)3

×
[
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4
� + 4c1Cr

2
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√
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(
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� + 1
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]−2
(44)

� = − 12r
√
c1 C

(
1 − √

f
) √

2c1r2 + 1

f 3/2
(
c1r2 + 1

) [
c2 + C

3
√
c1

(
2c1r2 + 1

)3/2
] , (45)

where the non-dynamic quantities are given by

ρs = c1
(
c2

1r
4 + 3c1r2 + 6

)
(
c1r2 + 1

)3 (46)

pRs = c1
(
c1r2 + 1

)−2

4c2
1Cr

4 + 4c1Cr2 + 3c2

√
c1

(
2c1r2 + 1

) + C

×
[

10C − 4c3
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2
(
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−c2

√
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(
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√
c1

(
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(47)

pTs =
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1Cr
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√
c1
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√
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(
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Fig. 16 Variation of surface luminosity with r for the values used in
Fig. 1

Fig. 17 Variation of heat flux with r for the values used in Fig. 1

× 2c1(
c1r2 + 1

)3 . (48)

The variations of these parameters are given in Figs. 1, 2, 3, 4,
and 5. The equation of state parameters, i.e. ωt = pT s and
ωr = pRs variations, are shown in Figs. 6 and 7. The varia-
tion of the pressure anisotropy is also shown in Fig. 8, where
one can see that the anisotropy is increasing with future time
parameter f . The causality of the system is also satisfied
for a finite time future (see Fig. 9 and 10); however, it tends
towards violating the causality in far future time (collapsing
stage). The mass function and the compactness factor varia-
tions with r can be seen in Figs. 11 and 12, where both tend to
increase toward future time. The compactness factor crosses
the Buchdahl limit from around f = 0.4, i.e., a finite future
time slice, implying that the system will proceed to a gravi-
tational collapse at f = 0.4. The variations of collapse rate,
adiabatic index, surface luminosity, and heat flux are shown
in Figs. 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18. Many authors have also
presented shear-free radiating collapse [30–43]. Numerous
static solutions have also been explored by several authors
[44–49].

Fig. 18 Variation of surface luminosity and heat flux with f for the
values used in Fig. 1

Fig. 19 Variation of temperature with r for the values used in Fig. 1

5 Heat transport equation and thermodynamics

The use of extended irreversible thermodynamics has been
well motivated and extensively used to determine the causal
temperature profiles of radiating stars [30]. The causal trans-
port equation for the line element (19) is given by

τ ∂t (qB) + A0q B = − κ

B
∂r (A0 T ) where

B ≡ f (t) B0(r), (49)

where

κ = γ T 3τc, τc =
(

ψ

γ

)
T−σ , τ =

(
βγ

ψ

)
τc, (50)

where κ is the thermal conductivity, τc is the mean collision
time of massive–massless particles, and the relaxation time
is τ . Now the causal heat transport equation (49) becomes

β ∂t (qB) T−σ + A0(qB) = −ψ
T 3−σ

B
∂r (A0T ). (51)

The integration of (51) for constant and variable τ was pro-
posed by Govinder and Govender [43].
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Fig. 20 Variation of temperature with f for the values used in Fig. 1

Fig. 21 Variation of surface redshift with r for the values used in Fig. 1

For mean collision time σ = 0, the solution of (51) is

(AT )4 = − 4

ψ

[
β

∫
A3B ∂t (qB) dr +

∫
A4q B2dr

]
+g(t), (52)

where g(t) is the function of integration which can be fixed
by the surface temperature. The effective surface temperature
can be defined as

(T 4)� = 1

r2B2

∣∣∣∣
�

L∞
4πδ

, (53)

where δ > 0, and L∞ is the total luminosity at infinity.
The solutions of (52) for causal and non-causal tempera-

ture for mean collision time are respectively

T 4
c = g(t) + 1

1890πc1 f 3ψ
[
d

(
2c1r2 + 1

)3/2 + 3
√
c1c2

]4

×
[{

5040β
√
c1d(4

√
f − 5)μ1(r)

c1r2 + 1
− f 3/2

(
315

√
c1c2d

μ3(r) + 15120c1c
2
2μ4(r) + 16d2μ2(r)

)}
d2(1 − √

f
)]

(54)

T 4
nc = g(t) + 1

70π f 3/2ψ
[
3c2

√
c1 + d(2c1r2 + 1)3/2

]4

×
[√

c1d
2(√ f − 1

){
315c2d

√
c1 ζ2(r) + 15120c1c

2
2

×
(√

c1r(2c1r
2 − 3) + 3 tan−1(

√
c1r)

)
+ ζ1(r)

}]
, (55)

where

μ1(r) = d
[
8c4

1r
8 + 2c3

1r
6 + 12c2

1r
4 + 18c1r

2 − 21(c1r
2 + 1)

× log
(
c1r

2 + 1
)

− 3
]

+ 3
√
c1c2

[
24(c1r

2 + 1)

× tan−1
(√

2c1r2 + 1
)

+
√

2c1r2 + 1

×(4c2
1r

4 − 12c1r
2 − 19)

]
(56)

μ2(r) = √
c1r

(
560c4

1r
8 + 720c3

1r
6 + 504c2

1r
4 + 315

)
−315 tan−1 (√

c1r
)

(57)

μ3(r) = 42
√
c1r

√
2c1r2 + 1 + 24 log

(
3c1r

2 + 1 + 2
√
c1r

×
√

2c1r2 + 1
)

− 24 log
(

3c1r
2 − 2

√
c1r

√
2c1r2 + 1 + 1

)
+64c5/2

1 r5
√

2c1r2 + 1 + 8c3/2
1 r3

√
2c1r2 + 1

−69
√

2 sinh−1
(√

2c1r
)

(58)

μ4(r) = √
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(
2c1r

2 − 3
)

+ 3 tan−1 (√
c1r

)
(59)

ζ1(r) = 16d2
[√

c1r
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1r

8 + 720c3
1r

6 + 504c2
1r

4 + 315
)

−315 tan−1 (√
c1r

) ]
(60)

ζ2(r) = 42
√
c1r

√
2c1r2 + 1 + 24 log

(
3c1r

2 + 1 + 2
√
c1r

×
√

2c1r2 + 1
) − 24 log

(
3c1r

2 + 1 − 2
√
c1r

×
√

2c1r2 + 1
) + 64c5/2

1 r5
√

2c1r2 + 1 + 8c3/2
1 r3

×
√

2c1r2 + 1 − 69
√

2 sinh−1
(√

2
√
c1r

)
. (61)

The temporal and spatial behaviour of the causal and non-
causal temperatures is plotted in Figs. 19 and 20, which shows
that the causal temperature is higher than the non-causal tem-
perature at the center of the compact star, while they are the
same at the surface. However, throughout the evolution time
in the future, the causal temperature is also greater than the
non-causal temperature. As the compact object evolves, the
star becomes more compact and hence the surface redshift
increases over time, eventually exploding in the far future
when the singularity is formed (Fig. 21).

6 Results and final comments

We have presented a static compact model which in the near
future will initiate a shear-free radiative collapse to form
a singularity. The initial static solution was described by
A0(r) and B0(r) metric potentials, while the future evolu-
tion was described by a f (t). To simplify the model, we have
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assumed that the A0(r) metric function was static through-
out the evolution while the g11 metric function was evolv-
ing as f (t)B0(r). As the outer spacetime was filled with
radiation, the exterior spacetime was taken to be Vaidya’s
metric, which was smoothly connected with the interior at
the boundary of the hypersurface �. During the evolution
of the radiative collapse, the pressures, anisotropy, and den-
sity are finite throughout the interior in the finite near future
(Figs. 1, 2, 4, 8). These quantities also increase over time until
they explode in the far future f → 0. However, throughout
the entire evolution, the central pressure and density remain
higher than the corresponding surface values (Figs. 3, 5).
An important observation can be made from the equation
of state parameters ωi = pi/ρ, i.e., during the entire evo-
lution time, the matter at the interior never becomes exotic
(Figs. 6, 7). The speed of sound tends to violate the causality
when the formation of a singularity started in the far future
(Figs. 9, 10). As the stellar system starts compressing in the
process of collapsing, the compactness factor u� = 2m�/r�
approaches the Buchdahl limit 8/9. At a finite future time of
f ≈ 0.479, the compactness factor crosses the Buchdahl
limit, resulting in the initiation of the radiative collapse. The
collapsing scalar also vanishes at the present moment f = 1
(see Fig. 13) but increases if we forward to the future time
f → 0. One can also observe that the rate of surface col-
lapse θ� increases with the surface radius (see Fig. 14). The
static configuration at f = 1 has a central adiabatic index of
1.4, which is above the Bondi limit of 1.33, and hence the
system was non-collapsing. Because of external processes
such as accretion, matter accumulates from the surrounding
to increase the density, pressure, and anisotropy, as well as
the mass. The system also reacted as a self-immune system
to hold the static configuration by increasing the adiabatic
index (�rc ≈ 3 at f = 0.1, see Fig. 15), to increase the
stiffness of the equation of state. However, the violation of
the Buchdahl limit causes the system to collapse at around
f = 0.479. As the collapse continues into the future, radia-
tion is emitted at the exterior, and the luminosity and heat flux
increase (see Figs. 16, 17, 18). Due to the presence of heat
radiation, the thermodynamics in the static condition will
be completely different from the non-static condition. The
new thermodynamics can be dealt with by the heat transport
equation for which one can trace the temperature profile (see
Figs. 19, 20). Throughout the evolution, the causal tempera-
ture is always higher than the non-causal temperature. At the
end, the evolution of surface redshift is shown in Fig. 21.
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