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With a interpolation method on the P-u plane, a hybrid equation of state is explored. The quark phase
is described by our newly developed self-consistent two-flavor Nambu—Jona-Lasinio model. It retains the
contribution from the vector channel in the Fierz-transformed Lagrangian by introducing a weighting parameter
o [Chin. Phys. C 43, 084102 (2019)]. In the hadron phase we use the relativistic mean-field theory. We study
the dependence of hybrid EOS and mass-radius relation on ¢. It is found that increasing o makes the hybrid
EOS softer in the medium pressure. We can get stellar mass larger than 2M,. Further, we calculate the tidal
deformability A for binary stars and compare with recent analysis GW 170817 [Phys. Rev. X 9, 011001 (2019)].

I. INTRODUCTION

The phase transition of strongly interacting matter is an im-
portant topic in hadron physics. As the temperature and den-
sity increase, the strongly interacting matter will undergo a
phase transition from hadronic phase to quark-gluon plasma
(QGP), which is deconfined, approximate chiral symmetric
state, superfluid and superconductivity, etc [1-3]. It is gen-
erally believed that quarks exist in a hadronic state within a
few times the saturation density of nuclear matter. However,
how many times is still an open question. This is due to our
lack of limited density experimental data. From quark phase
to hadron phase, the transition at high temperature and low
density may occur as a crossover ]. But whether there is
a first-order phase transition at zero temperature and high den-
sity or not, along with the existence of the critical end point
are still very unclear. Many works indicate that a quarkyonic
zone ( chiral symmetry is partly restored but quark is still con-
fined) may exist in the phase diagram ]. If so, it will
affect chemical equilibrium at the hadron-quark phase transi-
tion. Unfortunately, the lattice simulation at present is not suc-
cessful in exploring high chemical potential regions. What’s
more serious is that experiments on Earth in the foreseeable
future will have difficulty entering high density.

The boom in the astronomical observations of pulsars and
neutron star mergers provides the possibility to check theo-
retic models of hadron physics. Phase transition in neutron
stars has links to gravitational waves [@—IE]. Astronom-
ically, it is not easy to determine if phase transitions hap-
pened in the inner core of compact stars. Massive stars with
quark core are possibly less abundant in the first place. If
the observed pulsars are only pure neutron stars or quark
stars, there is no possibility to observe any effect of hadron-
quark phase transition. In addition, the hadron-quark tran-
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sition could also be a crossover at low temperature and high
density. In Ref. (14), a peak of postmerger gravitational waves
frequency (fpeqk) is used to identify a first-order phase transi-
tion in the interior of neutron stars. But it requires highly
precise measurements of the masses and tidal deformabilities.

The discovery of high-mass neutron stars has eliminated
a lot of models that provided soft equation of state (EOS)
[15-19]. Without modification in the Tolman-Oppenheimer-
Volkoff (TOV) equations, only a sufficiently stiff equation of
state can support high-mass neutron star. It has been previ-
ously thought that stable quark matter should contain strange
quarks ], and strange quark stars has become a hot is-
sue. Recent studies have shown that the two-flavor light quark
matter can still exist stably [@, @]. On the other hand, the
introduction of strange hadrons will soften the EOS which
makes it hard to obtain high-mass compact star [25-27]. It is
reasonable to construct a hybrid EOS not containing strange
quarks. In Ref. (28], the authors have found that only data
from GW170817 [29] is compatible with the existence of hy-
brid stars.

Two methods are usually used in constructing the hadron-
quark phase transition EOS (30-132], i.e., the Maxwell con-
struction and the Gibbs construction. In the Maxwell con-
struction separate neutrality of electric charge is required for
the phase transition, but the energy and baryon densities can
take different values. It always results in a first-order phase
transition and may lead to mass-twin stars [@—@]. In con-
trast, for the Gibbs construction global neutrality of electric
charge is required. Phase transition occurs in a broad area
with smoothly increasing of energy density and baryon den-
sity.

The EOS from Maxwell construction can get smoothened
by pasta structures in the mixed phase with sigmoid function
Sf+(p). The parametrization of the EOS is

e(p) = en(p)f-(p) +&/(p)f+ (p). )]

Here, €(p) is energy density in the mixed EOS while g,(p)
and g,(p) are the energy densities in the hadronic and quark
matter phases, respectively. With this smooth EOS, ‘mass-
twin’ phenomenon may also exist [36]. In this paper, we try
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to use a different interpolation method in exploring the hybrid
EOS. The hybrid EOS is derived with a sigmoid interpolating
function fy (u) which we will give later. The energy combi-
nation is dependent on the baryon chemical potential with a
term A€ to guarantee thermodynamic consistency

e(n) = (W) f-(u)+el)fs(u)+ae. (2

Here, £(u) is the total energy density while € (1) and €2 ()
are the energy densities of hadron and quark matter respec-
tively. In this method, two parameters (i, and I" need to be set
at the beginning. The p. is the central baryon chemical po-
tential and I" is half of the interpolating interval at the phase
transition area. Out of the interpolating interval, the phases in
the low and high chemical potential range are purely hadron
and quark phase, respectively.

In Ref.[37)], an additional term related to speed of sound
com in the quark matter is added in the energy density of quark
phase

e(P) = &"(P)+Ae+cyy(P—Pians) 3)
when pressure P is larger than the transition pressure Pqps.
Other method to link the hadron and quark phase with first
order phase transition can be found in Refs. [@, ], where
the the combination of pressure is treated as a function that
depends on the positions of the end point of hadron phase and
the start point of quark phase in the P-p or P-u plane.

At the quark level, we will use our new self-consistent
mean-field approximation model [40-43]. Based on
the Nambu—Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model and its Fierz-
transformation, a parameter ¢ is introduced to weight the con-
tribution from Fierz-transformation Lagrangian. Here o in
some sense is like the 1 in Ref. [Iﬁ] to count on the vector
channel strengths but the way of introduction is totally differ-
ent. We can adjust o to get stiffer EOS of the quark matter
and obtain quark star mass larger than 2 M. By adjusting
weighting parameter o and the vacuum pressure of quark mat-
ter we will get the hybrid EOS and compare it with the latest
astronomical observation data by calculating the mass-radius
relation and tidal deformability.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we introduce
the Walecka’s nonlinear relativistic mean-field model and our
newly developed self-consistent mean-field theory of the NJL.
model. Then we give our construction for hybrid EOS. In
Sec. III, We give our numerical results and analysis on the
phase transition. The mass-radius relations are calculated and
results are compared with the newly observed high-mass stars.
Sec. IV is a short summary of our work.

II. QURK AND HADRON MODELS

In construction of EOS of hybrid star, we need on one
hand models for quark and hadron phases respectively, and
on the other hand a method to connect the EOS of quark and
hadron phases. In this paper, Walecka’s relativistic mean-field
(RMF) theory is used to describe the hadronic state and the
recently developed two-flavor NJL model is used to study the

quark state [40-143]. The envelope of the compact object is
described by the EOS of Baym-Pethick-Sutherland [|Z_le|] and
Negele-Vautherin [IE].

A. The nonlinear ¢ — ® — p model

The nonlinear RMF approach has widely being used in de-
scriptions of nuclear matter and finite nuclei [@g . In the
RMF model, the nucleon-nucleon interaction is modelled by
the exchanging of ¢, ® and p mesons. Leptons are added
in a B-equilibrium system to keep chemical equilibrium and
charge neutrality. In the simplest n-p-e system, the effective
Lagrangian can be written as:
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where @y and pyy are the antisymmetric tensors of vector
mesons

Oyy = aywv—akua (5)
Piuv = aypiv—avpiu- (6)

In the mean-field approximation, the Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions reduce to simpler forms which depend on the ground
state expectations of nucleon currents. Meson fields are re-
placed by their expectation values. The nucleons and elec-
trons are considered as ideal Fermi gas, and then the require-
ment of charge neutrality p, = p. gives U, = .. Combining
with the B equilibrium (1, = u, + ), there is only one free
parameter (baryon chemical potential up or baryon number
density p# = Pp + Ppn) in solving the Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions which gives the EOS of the hadronic system. The energy
density and pressure of nuclear matter are written as
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where m* = M — g50 is the nucleon effective mass, kp is
Fermi momentum and all meson fields (o, w, p) denote their
mean-field values.

There are many set of parameters in the RMF theory. We
have tried the two typical sets of parameters, NL3 [47] and
TMI [48] . We found only the NL3 parameters is suitable
in out construction of quark-hadron hybrid EOS. With a sat-
uration density pg = 0.148 fm—3, the NL3 parameters are
my = 939.0 MeV, ms = 508.194 MeV, m, = 782.501 MeV,
mp = 763.0 MeV, g5 = 10.217, go = 12.868, gp = 4.474,
g2 = —10.431 fm~!, g3 = —28.885, ¢3 = 0. For a proton-
neutron star with these parameters and without considering
the EOS of outer crust, the maximum mass of neutron star is
about 2.76 M, with radius about 12.66 km. If one considers
hyperons in the Lagrangian, the coupling between hyperons
and mesons must be considered and the EOS will be softened.
The hyperons will not be considered in this work since we
only consider a non-strange star. Therefore for the quark mat-
ter we will also use a two-flavor model.

B. NJL model

We investigate the deconfined quark matter within our
newly developed NJL model [40-43]. The NJL model is
originally a model of interacting nucleons but later used for
quarks. It works in the regions where perturbative QCD is not
accessible [[1,49,[50]. The simplest form of NJL Lagrangian
includes only the scalar and pseudo-scalar four-quark inter-
actions. Its Fierz-transformation is just a rearrangement of
fermion field operators. They can be written as

i =
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where m is the current quark mass, G is the four-quark effec-
tive coupling, and N, is the number of color. Since the two
forms are equivalent under Fierz-transformation, they can be
linearly combined with complex o:

Ze=(1— o) Ly + 0 Liers. (11)
In the mean-field approximation at finite density,

(L) = W(id —m)y+26o9y+uy'y, (12)

<$Fierz> = ll_/(la_m)

G
ZNCGZZ. (13)

Here a term uy 'y is added in both Lagrangians, with chem-
ical potential u associated with quark number density. The
two-quark condensate (Yy) is denoted as o) and oy =
(y'y). From Eqs. ([IHI3), the effective quark mass and
chemical potential are defined respectively, as

M = m—2Goy, (14)
G o

= U——— 0. 15
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Here G’ is the four-quark effective coupling for the mixed La-
grangian Eq. (TD) which has the relation with G

“ 6. (16)
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The new coupling G’ needs to be recalibrated to fit the low
energy experimental data. In the proper-time regularization,
the quark condensate is given by
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where Tyy is introduced to regularize the ultraviolet diver-
gence, and E, = \/ p2 + M? defines the particle energy. Three
parameters (m, G', and Tyy) are fixed by fitting to the Gell-
Mann—Qakes—Renner relation: —2m (Yy) = (fzmy)?. Here,
Jr =93 MeV, my = 135 MeV, and m = 3.5 MeV. The quark
condensate is (yy))!/3 = —282.4 MeV. Then we have G’ =
4.1433 x 107°MeV 2, and tyy = 955 MeV. At a zero tem-
perature, the quark number density is given by

. d3
pu,dZZNC./ #e(ur_EP)' (18)

The quark pressure and energy density for quark matter are
given by 51,52

(M Ma) = —P(tu, ta) + Y P (1), (19)
u,d
B
P, a) = Po+Y / dup(u). (20)
wd”0

Here, Py represents the vacuum pressure density at 4 = 0. In
many works, Py is taken as a free parameter corresponding



to the bag constant in the MIT bag model, or defined as the
pressure difference between Nambu phase and Wigner phase
in the case of chiral limit. Here we take Py=—(140 MeV)*.
We include the electron to guarantee the local neutrality of
electric charge with

2 1

Zpu—=pg—p.=0. 21

3 p 3 Pa — Pe 21

Using . to denote the electron-charge chemical potential and

treating the electron as ideal Fermi gas, the electron density is

given by

W
3n?

Pe (22)

The total baryon number density is p@ = (p, +pg)/3. The
chemical potentials satisfy the weak equilibrium d <+ u+e +
V. which gives

Pa = P+ e (23)

Then the pressure and energy density of the quark matter are

0 He

£ = S(lJthde)"' 471'27 (24')
0 He

PO = Pl ba) + 7555 (25)

respectively. With a fixed pressure of vacuum P, the stiffness
of EOS increases along with o.

C. Construction for the phase transition

Commonly there are two methods to mix the quark phase
and hadron phase by requiring the chemical, thermal, and me-
chanical equilibrium. The Gibbs construction. With a volume
fraction y of the quark phase, it only requires the charge neu-
trality to be fulfilled globally. In this construction, the pressure
of mixed phase continuously increase with the baryon number
density. The Maxwell construction. It requires the local elec-
trical neutrality. The EOS can be obtained independently. At
the phase transition point the two different phases have same
chemical potential, temperature, and pressure with u” = u2,
P = p2 and nI; = an = 0, where n, is the local electric
charge density. It is different from Gibbs construction that the
two phases at the phase transition point have different baryon
number density. It is expected for star with spherical sym-
metry that the pressure is a continuous function of radius and
thus of baryon density. Furthermore, this construction means
a very large hadron-quark surface tension and leads to a first
order phase transition between hadron and quark phases.

How the nature of the phase transition depends on the sur-
face tension still remains unclear. Based on the analysis of
the two methods above, to get the hybrid EOS in this paper,
we try to use an interpolating approach to connect the hadron
and quark EOS. Specifically, we adopt the P-interpolation in
P — u plane. In this method, the pressure and energy density

of hybrid EOS are give by

P(u) = P7(u)f-(u)+P2u)fi(u), (26)
e(n) = () f-(n)+e(u)fr(u)+ae, 27

with
1 H— He
fe(u) = 2<1:|:tanh<—r )), (28)
Ae = %“(PQ — P (X )72, (29)
_ H—He
X = T (30)

The function f4 is a sigmoid function which has similar role
as the x in the Gibbs construction and realize a smooth EOS
in the interval of (u, —T', . +T'). The additional term Ag
guarantees thermodynamic consistency. The pressure (P,
P?) and energy density (e, £2) can be derived separately
at the hadron phase and quark phase. But for the hybrid EOS,
two free parameters, fi and I', remain to be determined. As
showed in Figure[Il when I" approaches zero, the smooth EOS
transitions to a discontinuous EOS that is a result of Maxwell
construction.
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FIG. 1: EOSs at a=0.5 for different interpolating interval I'. The

Maxwell construction of hybrid EOS corresponds to I' = 0. The in-
fluence of I on the stiffness of EOS at the two sides of p are differ-
ent.

III. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS
A. The hybrid EOS

The quark chemical potential related to baryon chemical
potentials can be written in detail as any of the following equa-
tions:

M = (Un—24.)/3, (1)
Ha = (Hn+He)/3, (32)
Hn = “u+2uda (33)



where L, is the baryon chemical potential of neutron.

In the sigmoid function fi (i) of Eq. @8), u. — T sets the
beginning of deconfinement of quark. The parameter I" affects
the stiffness of the EOS. For an illustration, we plot the EOS
of o = 0.5 for different I'’s in Figure[[l There is a jump for
I' = 0, but not for large enough I'. As shown in Figure [Tl for
I' > 50 MeV, all lines of hybrid EOS smoothly increase with
pressure and have an intersection at the equilibrium pressure
defined in Maxwell construction. As I" gets larger than 1 GeV,
the hyperbolic tangent function approaches zero, then the two
phases will have equal weights. Thus, it is important to set
constraints on the possible values of I'. However, in our NJL
model only chiral transition is studied, whose relation with
deconfinement transition is unclear. Some studies [@, @]
suggest that the transition starts at roughly 1 GeV. So, it set
constrainton I' with ' < u — 1 GeV.

The baryon density and pressure of the hadron matter is
2.67 po and 108 MeV/ fm?, respectively, at 4 = 1300 MeV
and 2.98 py and 151 MeV/fm> at u = 1400 MeV. For the
quark matter, the baryon density at u = 1300(1400) MeV is
about 4.5(5.6) po for different o with pressure range from 100
MeV to 400 MeV. An illustration of the interpolation in the
P — u plane is presented in Figure[2l
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FIG. 2: An illustration of the EOS with pressure-interpolation. The
transition can be realized smoothly in the region of (u. —I', y. +1T).

Plots of the energy density as function of pressure are pre-
sented in Figure 3l The interpolation width I has significant
influences on the stiffness of hybrid EOS at the two sides of [i.
At large I', the lines monotonically increase. When I' is rel-
atively small, the lines become non-monotonically increasing
around P = 150 MeV/fm? which is the pressure of hadron
matter at it = 1300 MeV. The weighting parameter o has sig-
nificant impact on the stiffness of hybrid EOS. The stiffness of
quark EOS increases with «, but this only happens for small
I at high pressure in the hybrid EOS. This confirms that the
hadron EOS is dominant at low density.

To produce the EOS of Maxwell construction, it is not just
to set I = 0 with arbitrary t.. We must find the intersection of
the quark and hadron EOS in the P — u plane. The transition
chemical potential is 1215 MeV for v = 0.5. We plot the
EOS that corresponds to the one from Maxwell construction
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1300 MeV. The results of different o begin to differentiate when I

becomes smaller.

in Figure @l For o larger than 0.5 at g = 1215 MeV, both
energy density and pressure are discontinuous.
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FIG. 4: Hybrid EOS for different o at u. = 1215 MeV. In this case,
the EOS from the interpolation method is corresponding to the EOS
from Maxwell construction.

B. Mass-radius relations

We use the TOV equations (in units G=c=1):

dP(r)  (e+P)(M+4nrP)
dr r(r—2M) ’ (34)
am(r) _ 4nrle, (35)
dr

to investigate the mass-radius relation.

The mass-radius relations are showed in Figure[§ which has
several features. First of all, when the I" and . are fixed, the
difference of hybrid EOS mainly lies in the difference of o,
and then affects the mass radius relation. The maximum mass
of hybrid stars increases with increasing ¢, which is differ-
ent with that of pure quark stars. As shown in the upper-left
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FIG. 5: The mass-radius relation for different o, I, and .

picture in Figure 3 the hybrid EOS becomes softer with in-
creasing ¢ in the middle region of pressure. Second, we use
the harder EOS of hadron matter that neutron star can have
maximum mass about 2.7 M. In the Figure[3l the maximum
mass of the hybrid star appears below 2.5 M. The curves
almost coincide with each other in low mass regions, but sep-
arate with the change of & in high mass regions. This shows
that for hybrid stars from our model, hadron matter dominates
in low mass stars, while for high mass stars, quark matter has
a great influence on the star mass. Third, when I" is fixed,
the maximum mass of the hybrid star increases with increas-
ing chemical potential .. When . is fixed, quark matter
and hadron matter can be mixed in a larger chemical poten-
tial region with increasing I'. This is reflected in the Figure 3]
where the curves begin to separate at a smaller mass. Lastly,
in the upper-left picture of Figure [l it seems that mass twin
phenomenon appears for larger o¢ when extending the curves.
But the energy density and pressure of the hybrid EOS given
by our model is not high enough. We need to do further anal-
ysis on this point.

In Figure 3 the radius for a 1.4 M, star is less than the
constraints R < 13.76 km or R < 13.6 km [@, @] and larger
than 10.7 km [@]. Although these radius constraints are
model-dependent and may not suitable for hybrid stars, we
still present here as a comparison.

C. Tidal deformability

In the early works of Ref. , @], restrictions on the
tidal deformability for a 1.4 M, is less than 800 (1400) for
low (high) —spin prior case . The most recently analysis in
analysis on the binary neutron star merger GW170817 have
found tighter constraints on the component mass to lie be-
tween 1.00 and 1.89 M., with A in (0, 630) when allowing
for large component spins and on the component masses to lie
between 1.16 and 1.60 M., with A= 3001“2‘%8 when the spins
are restricted to be within the range observed in Galactic bi-
nary neutron stars ].

The A is a mass-weighted linear combination of the two

tidal parameters A and A;. With M, and M, the correspond-
ing gravitational masses, the A is defined as

i_l6 (M) + 12M) M} Ay + (Mo + 12M1) M3 Ay
13 (M + M>)3 '

(36)

In deducing the A in the low-spin case, the component mass
have being constrained to M; € (1.16,1.36) M, and M, €
(1.36,1.60) M, with total mass 2.73Jj8:8‘1‘M@ and chirp mass

1.186f8:88}M@. The chirp mass is defined as

(M1M2)3/5

(M +My)'/3 57

Mchirp =

In the calculation of tidal deformability A, one way is to
use a universal relation only between A and compactness C =
%R with M and R being the star mass and radius respectively

,161]. But here, we calculate A through the compactness
and the Love number. The tidal deformability is related to the
[ =2 dimensionless tidal Love number k; through

3. (MY’

in units G = ¢ = 1. The [ = 2 tidal Love number k, for the
internal solution is given by l62]

§c5(1 —2CP124+2C(y—1) —y]

x{2C[6 — 3y +3C(5y — 8)]

+4C3[13 = 11y +C(3y —2) +2CH(1 +y)]

+3(1 =2C)*2 —y+2C(y — D)]in(1—-2C)}
(39)

ky =

in matching the interior and exterior solutions across the star
surface. Here, y is related to the metric variable H and surface
energy density &

RB(R) 4nR%

Y“HR) M

(40)

For some neutron star model the surface energy density is
zero. But in our NJL model with negative vacuum pressure,
the surface energy & is nonzero. So the last term can not be
neglected.

The metric variable H related to the EOS can be obtained
by integrating two differential equations

dH(r) _
dr =b “v
dl;(rr) — 2gH{-27[Se+9P+ f(e+P)|

3 M
= +2g(= +4nrP)?
+r2+ g(r2+ nrP)"} +

2g€[—1+¥+2nr2(8—P)], (42)



where g = (1 —2M/r)~! and f = de/dP. The iteration start
from the center at r = 0 via expansions H(r) = agr® and
B(r) = 2apr with constant ag. As can be seen from Eq. (@0),
we only concern the ratio 3/H. So ag can be arbitrarily cho-
sen in numerical calculation.

TABLE I: Results of tidal deformability with mass constraints from
Ref. [59] in the low-spin case. Here, the parameters in the interpola-
tion are I' = 50 MeV and u, = 1300 MeV.

M, (Mo) My(Ms) A As A
1.160 1.609 1952.10 371.394 839.237
1326 1.400 1027.41 768.748 888.738
1362 1.363 887.325 883.712 885.517

In Tablelll we show the calculated A and A for masses satis-
fying the mass constraints given above, i.e., M| € (1.16,1.36)
M and M, € (1.36,1.60) M, with total mass 2.7301M:,
and chirp mass 1.186f8:88{M@. To include the boundary and
mass of 1.4 M, we design three sets of mass as shown in
the table. First, we choose a narrow width I' = 50 MeV with
U = 1300 MeV. As shown in Figure 3] for the mass between
(1.16,1.60) the curve does not show a dependence on &, so
the hybrid stars are dominated by hadron matter in this mass
range. The calculated results of A in Table [l are out of the
range 3002%8 in the low-spin case.

Then we take a larger value of I'. When I is increased,
quark matter and hadron matter are considered to mix in a
larger region in the P — i plane. We can find in Table [l that
the calculated tidal deformabilities are within 3005%8 from
analysis on the binary neutron star merger GW170817. In
Table [l we also give results when I is increased further.
Compared with the results in Table[[T] the tidal deformabilities
A are obviously reduced but still within the allowed range.
The results are more close to the center value.

TABLE II: Results of tidal deformability with I' = 300 MeV and
Ue = 1300 MeV for different ¢t. Here, the labels a, b, and ¢ indicate
the three sets of component mass as listed in Table [l

o A, A Ae
0.5 482.991 515.836 517.420
0.6 475.476 518.318 520.031
0.7 474.121 507.478 506.659
0.8 470.32 503.15 506.235
0.9 459.558 490.097 492.191

IV. SUMMARY

Investigation of QCD matter transition at low temperature
and high baryon chemical potential relies heavily on effec-
tive models for lacking data from experiment. Among it, a

TABLE III: Results of tidal deformability at & = 0.5 with interpola-
tion parameters I' = 500 MeV and u,. = 1300 MeV.

M\(Mo) My(Ms) A As A
1.160 1.609 753.687 151.865 330.689
1326 1.400 406.400 304.145 351.581
1362 1363 351.925 354.034 352.981

construction connecting the hadron and quark phases is indis-
pensable. There are two commonly used criteria for the phase
transition in construct a hybrid EOS, i.e., the Gibbs construc-
tion and the Maxwell construction. During the hadron-quark
transition, the baryon number density changes continuously
by using the Gibbs construction, but not continuously with
the Maxwell construction. Since the transition still remains
uncertain experimentally, we take P-interpolation on the P-u
plane to get the EOS of hybrid stars. This method, depending
on the central baryon chemical potential of interpolating area
[t and half of the interpolating interval I', gives a smooth EOS.

We use Walecka’s RMF theory to describe the nuclear
phase and use our recently developed NJL model to describe
the quark phase. We have tried two sets of parameters (TM1
and NL3) in the RMF theory and found only the NL3 param-
eter set can be used in our analysis. At the quark level, we
have two parameters in adjusting the EOS. It is the vacuum
pressure Py and the parameter o that weights the contribution
from the vector channel in the Fierz-transformed Lagrangian.

We have studied the dependence of hybrid EOS and mass-
radius relation on {1 and I'. The results show that the stiffness
of the EOS and maximum mass given by the hybrid EOS are
sensitive to [l and I'. In this paper, we use the possible de-
confinement chemical potential and baryon chemical potential
equilibrium to fix it and I". Parameters [t and I" as a function
of o give the area of mixed phases. The central baryon den-
sity is about 3 pg for hadron matter and about 4.5 pg for quark
matter, where p is the saturation density of nuclear matter.

The stiffness of hybrid EOS increases with ¢. By adjusting
o, maximum mass of hybrid stars can be larger than masses
from PSR J1614-2230 (M = 1.928+0.017 M) [16] and PSR
J0348+0432 (M =2.014+0.04 M) [17] and the recent obser-
vation of MSP J0740+6620 with star mass 2.14 7000 within
the 68.3 credibility interval HE]. The calculated radii of a
1.4-solar-mass star for two different quark vacuum pressures
are less than R < 13.76 km or R < 13.6 km from Refs.
, @] which are model-dependent constrains. The lower
limit 10.7 km of a 1.6-solar-mass neutron star is also satis-
fied. In a recent analysis on the binary neutron star merger
GW170817, the tidal deformability is A = 3007330 for the
component masses to lie between 1.16 Mg and 1.60 M when
the spins are restricted @].

When the interpolation area of the two phases is narrow,
mass-twin phenomenon that have been found in the Maxwell
construction seems to appear in the mass-radius plot. But un-
der the current parameter choices, the core energy of stars can
not reach the required high value. Moreover, in the mass range



of (1.16,1.36) M, the stars are mainly of hadron matter. The
calculated tidal deformabilities A do not satisfy the results in
Ref. ]. When I is increased, we have found that the cal-
culated A are in the range A = 3005%8 of low spin case. The
results are better when I increases further. So, EOS of pure
hadron phase or hybrid phase with Maxwell construction can
be excluded by the observation of tidal deformability from
GW170817, but hybrid phase with a crossover transition may
is still suggested to be effective to describe the phase in hybrid
star.
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