
ar
X

iv
:2

11
1.

02
24

7v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 3

 N
ov

 2
02

1
APS/123-QED

On the nature of the mass-gap object in the GW190814 event
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In this letter, we discuss the possibility of the mass-gap object in the GW190814 event being
different classes of compact objects: hadronic neutron stars with nucleons only, hadronic stars with
nucleons and hyperons, hybrid stars with nucleons and quarks, hybrid stars with nucleons, hyperons
and quarks, and strange stars satisfying the Bodmer-Witten conjecture. We show that for the
current limit of the observational constraints none of these possibilities can be ruled out.

I. INTRODUCTION AND FORMALISM

In 2019, the GW190814 [1] was detected as the result
of a coalescence of a 25.6 M⊙ black-hole and a compact
object of mass 2.5-2.67M⊙, which can be either the most
massive neutron star or the least massive black hole ever
seen. As no electromagnetic counterpart was detected
and the signal-to-noise ratio is not good enough to com-
pute the tidal deformability, this object remains a mys-
tery. It lies in the region known as mass-gap, in between
2.5 and 5 M⊙.
The possibility of the mass-gap object being a neutron

star has already been studied in previous works. For in-
stance, in ref. [2] the influence of the symmetry energy
was studied, and a pure nucleonic neutron star with mass
around 2.75 M⊙ was obtained. The possibility of dark
matter admixed in pure nucleonic neutron star was stud-
ied in ref. [3], and a maximum mass of 2.50 M⊙ was
shown to be possible. In refs. [4, 5] the authors discuss
the possibility of hybrid stars and hadronic neutron stars
with hyperons. They conclude that the mass-gap object
can be a hybrid star only if the star is fast rotating [4].
Nevertheless, the presence of hyperons seems to be un-
likely even in the Kepler frequency limit [4, 5]. On the
other hand, ref. [6] rules out the possibility of quark-
hadron phase transition, at least in the non-rotating case.
But, according to a model-independent analysis based on
the sound velocity, quark-cores are indeed expected in-
side massive stars [7]. The possibility of the mass-gap
object being a strange star was studied in ref. [8], where
the authors consider a color superconducting quark mat-
ter, while in ref. [9], the authors consider a repulsive bag
model with dynamical generated gluon mass.
In the present work, we discuss the possibility of the

mass-gap object in the GW190814 event being differ-
ent classes of compact objects (for a review, see [10]):
hadronic neutron stars with nucleons only, hadronic stars
with nucleons and hyperons, hybrid stars with nucleons
and quarks, hybrid stars with nucleons, hyperons and
quarks, and strange stars satisfying the Bodmer-Witten
conjecture [11, 12]. To accomplish that, we use for the
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hadronic phase an extend version of the QHD model,
whose Lagrangian reads [13, 14]:

LQHD = ψ̄B[γ
µ(i∂µ − gBωωµ − gBρ

1

2
~τ · ~ρµ) +

−(MB − gBσσ)]ψB − U(σ) +

+
1

2
(∂µσ∂

µσ −m2
sσ

2)−
1

4
ΩµνΩµν +

1

2
m2

vωµω
µ +

+
1

2
m2

ρ~ρµ · ~ρ µ −
1

4
Pµν ·Pµν + Lωρ + Lφ, (1)

in natural units. ψB is the baryonic Dirac field, where
B can stand either for nucleons only (N) or can run
over nucleons (N) and hyperons (H). The σ, ωµ and
~ρµ are the mesonic fields. The g′s are the Yukawa cou-
pling constants that simulate the strong interaction, MB

is the baryon mass, ms, mv, and mρ are the masses of
the σ, ω, and ρ mesons respectively. The U(σ) is the
self-interaction term introduced in ref. [15], and Lωρ is a
non-linear ω-ρ coupling interaction as in [14]:

Lωρ = Λωρ(g
2
Nρ

~ρµ · ~ρµ)(g
2
ωω

µωµ), (2)

which is necessary to correct the slope of the symmetry
energy (L) and has a strong influence on the radii and
tidal deformation of the neutron stars [16, 17], while Lφ

is related the strangeness hidden φ vector meson, which
couples only with the hyperons (H), not affecting the
properties of symmetric matter:

Lφ = gHφψ̄H(γµφµ)ψH +
1

2
m2

φφµφ
µ −

1

4
ΦµνΦµν , (3)

as pointed in ref. [18, 19], this vector channel is crucial
to obtain massive hyperonic neutron stars.
For the quark phase, we use an extended version of the

MIT bag model, as presented in ref. [20], which has a vec-
tor meson-quark coupling, as well as a meson mass term
to ensure thermodynamic consistency. Its Lagrangian
reads:

LvMIT = {ψ̄q[γ
µ(i∂µ − gqV Vµ)−mq]ψq +

+
1

2
m2

V VµV
µ −B}Θ(ψ̄qψq). (4)
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Besides, leptons are added to account for β stable mat-
ter.

II. PARAMETRIZATION AND RESULTS

It is crystal clear that we need a very stiff equation of
state (EoS) in order to obtain at least a 2.50M⊙. There-
fore, for the hadronic EoS, we use here an extended ver-
sion of the so called NL3 model [21]. Due to the inclusion
of the Lωρ term, we are able to reduce the original values
of the symmetry energy, S0, from 37.4 MeV to 30.4 MeV
and the slope, L, from 118 MeV to 43 MeV by fixing gNρ

= 14.00 and Λωρ = 0.44. With these parameters, most
of the physical quantities at saturation density fulfill the
constraints discussed in ref. [22, 23]. When hyperons are
present it is also crucial to determine the strength of cou-
pling constant of each meson relative to each hyperon.
As pointed in ref. [24], different values of the hyperon-
meson coupling constants can lead to a maximum mass
difference up to 100%. Here, we use the SU(3) flavor
symmetry to fix the coupling of the hyperons with the
vector mesons. To produce very stiff EoS we use next
αv = 0.25 (see Tab.2 from ref. [25]). The coupling of the
hyperons with the scalar meson σ is determined in or-
der to reproduce the so-called hyperon potential depths.
The UΛ = -28 MeV is well known in the literature [24];
while the values of UΣ and UΞ still present some uncer-
tainties. We use the standard UΣ = +30 MeV and UΞ

= -4 MeV, which was recently favored by lattice QCD
calculations [26]. Pure hadronic EoS and neutron stars
are labeled as ‘NN’ if they are constituted by only nu-
cleons, and ‘NH’ if they are constituted by nucleons and
hyperons.
Now, the quark EoS must play different roles if we are

dealing with a hybrid star or a strange star.
If we want to construct a hybrid star, we have to en-

sure that the u− d− s matter (as well, the u− d matter)
is unstable. Otherwise, it is possible that, as soon as
the core of the star converts to the quark phase, the en-
tire star converts into a quark star in a finite amount of
time [27, 28].
Therefore, we use in the hybrid star case the bag value

as B1/4 = 158 MeV and GV = 0.40 fm2 and 0.43 fm2,
where we define GV =̇ (g/mv)

2 as in ref. [20]. The meson
and quark masses are the same as presented in ref. [20].
We also use an universal coupling, indicating that the
strength of the coupling constant is the same for all quark
flavors.
To produce a hybrid star EoS, we use the so-called

Maxwell construction. In this case the star presents no
mixed phase, in contrast to the one obtained with the
Gibbs construction (for a discussion on the differences,
see [10]). The star is purely hadronic up to a critical
chemical potential value, and presents a pure quark core
for values above this critical chemical potential. The crit-
ical chemical potential is, in turn, defined as the value
where both, the chemical potential and the pressure of

both phases (quark and hadron) are equal: µq = µH at
pq = pH . A hybrid star with only nucleons and quarks
with GV = 0.40 fm2 (GV = 0.43 fm2) is labeled as ‘NQ40’
(‘NQ43). In the same way, a hybrid star with nucleons,
hyperons and quarks with GV = 0.40 fm2 (GV = 0.43
fm2) is labeled ‘NHQ40’ (‘NHQ43’). The critical chemi-
cal potential and the related pressure for each model of
hybrid star is presented in Tab. I. As can be seen, in rela-
tion to the hadronic EoS, the hyperon onset softens the
EoS, and pushes the quark-hadron phase transition to
higher values of the chemical potential. On other hand,
the higher the value ofGV , the higher is the critical chem-
ical potential. We can conclude that a stiff hadronic EoS
and a soft quark EoS favors the phase transtion.

- NQ40 NQ43 NHQ40 NHQ43
µc (MeV) 1403 1496 1440 1584

p (MeV/fm3) 145 188 165 240

TABLE I. Critical chemical potential and pressure with and
without hyperons for different values of GV .

In opposition to the hybrid case, if we want to con-
struct a pure quark star, generally known as strange star,
we need to ensure that the u−d−s matter is stable (while
the u−dmatter is still unstable). For a given value of GV

there are just a small range of the bag values that satisfy
the Bodmer-Witten conjecture. These values form the
so-called stability window [20]. Here, we use B1/4 = 139
MeV with GV = 0.30 fm2 and GV = 0.34 fm2. We la-
beled ‘Q30’(‘Q34’) the quark EoS, as well as the strange
star produced with GV = 0.30 fm2 (GV = 0.34 fm2).
In Fig. 1 (top left) we display the EoS for each model

discussed in this work and the particle population for
the hyperonic star, NH (top right). We can see that the
hadronic EoS are the stiffest ones, followed by the strange
matter EoS. The softest EoS are the hybrid, once they
have higher values of the bag. The hyperon threshold
happens at n = 0.32 fm−3, which indicates that for the
NL3 model, only neutron stars with masses above 1.70
M⊙ present hyperons in their cores.

- M/M⊙ R (km) ǫc (MeV/fm3) Mmin/M⊙

NN 2.76 12.96 886 -
NH 2.66 12.83 911 -
Q30 2.61 12.86 852 -
Q34 2.64 13.05 787 -
NQ40 2.52 13.38 790 2.45
NQ43 2.61 13.55 767 2.58
NHQ40 2.52 13.30 809 2.47
NHQ43 2.60 13.32 828 2.59

TABLE II. Hadronic, quark and hybrid star properties for
different values of the GV .

We show the mass-radius relation obtained after solv-
ing the TOV equation [29] in Fig. 1 (bottom). The main
macroscopic properties are summarized in Tab. II, where
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Top: EoS for the different models presented in the text (left) and the particle population for the hadronic
star with hyperons - NH (right). Bottom: Mass radius relation for pure hadronic and strange stars (left) and the mass radius
relation for the hybrid stars within different models. The hatched area refers to the uncertainty of the lower mass compact
object present in the GW190814 event [1]).

Mmin is the minimum mass which produces a hybrid star.
Values below it indicate a pure hadronic star. As can be
seem, every class of neutron star discussed in this work re-
produces the masses of the GW190814 event. We can also
see that the hybrid branch is very small, and only very
massive neutron stars can present quark in their cores.
Also, hybrid stars with or without hyperons present very
similar maximum masses, indicating that the quark EoS
is dominant over the hadronic one.

We also estimate the mass and size of the quark core in
the most massive hybrid star of each model presented in
Tab. II. To accomplish that, we solve the TOV equations
for the quark EoS from the energy density correspond-
ing to the critical pressure displayed in Tab. I up to the
energy density at the maximum mass shown in Tab. II.
We also calculate the speed of sound of the quark matter
and compare our results with the proposal presented in
ref. [7], where the authors claim that the size and mass
of the quark core is directly linked to the speed of sound.
The results are presented in absolute and relative values
in Tab. III. We see that our quark core mass (radius)

vary from 2% (21 %) up to 15 % (40%). These results
are way below those presented in ref. [7], where the quark
core mass (radius) can reach 40% (60%). On the other
hand, we could produce even more massive quark cores
using low values of GV , but in this case we would not be
able to reproduce the GW190814 event. We also see that
while lower values of the speed of sound indeed produce
higher values of quark masses and radii, the variation in
the speed of sound is not as drastic as pointed in ref. [7].

- NQ40 NQ43 NHQ40 NHQ43
MQ/M⊙ 0.39 0.14 0.29 0.06
RQ (km) 5.38 3.77 4.80 2.74

% MQ/Mmax 15% 5% 12% 2%
% RQ/Rtotal 40% 28% 36% 21%
v2s (at µc) 0.50 0.52 0.51 0.53

TABLE III. Masses and radii of the quark cores and their
proportional contribution for the most massive star within
different hybrid star models.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Dimensionless tidal parameter for the
hadronic and strange stars.

We now discuss some astrophysical constraints inferred
from neutron star observations. One of the open issues is
the radius of the canonical neutron star (M = 1.40M⊙).
Results obtained via the NICER x-ray telescope points
out that R1.4 should be in the range of 11.52 km to 13.85
km [30] and 11.96 km to 14.26 km [31]; while ref. [32]
points to radius between 11.3 to 13.5 km and ref. [33] to
an upper limit of 13.5 km. An interval between 11.82 km
and 13.72 was obtained in ref. [34]. Our values of R1.4

= 13.49 km for hadronic and hybrid stars, as well 12.10
km and 12.14 km for strange stars with GV equal to 0.30
fm2 and 0.34 fm2 respectively, are in agreement with all
of these studies. But, notwithstanding, an upper limit
of 13.2 km [35] and 12.45 km [36] can be found in the
literature. In these cases, only strange stars can fulfill
such constraints. An even lower value of 11.9 km was
also pointed in ref. [37], and within the models investi-
gated in the present work, we are unable to satisfy both
the radius of the canonical star and the mass of the lower
compact object in the GW190814 event. It is also worth
mentioning that the PREX2 experiment [38], whose re-
sults face some criticisms, points to a canonical radius
between 13.25 km < R1.4 < 14.26 km, which is again in
agreement with our results for hadronic and hybrid stars.
Such constraint does not apply to the strange stars, once
is derived directly from nuclear physics analyzes.
Another important quantity is the dimensionless tidal

deformability parameter Λ, defined as:

Λ =
2k2
3C5

(5)

where M is the compact object mass and C = GM/R is
its compactness. The parameter k2 is called Love num-
ber and is related to the metric perturbation. A larger
tidal deformability indicates that the object is easily de-
formable. On the opposite side, a compact object with a
small tidal deformability parameter is more compact and

more difficult to be deformed (see ref. [39–42] for more
details).
We display in Fig. 2 the dimensionless tidal parameter

for hadronic and strange stars. As we can see, as strange
stars are self bounded and present no crust, their tidal pa-
rameter are much lower in comparison with the hadronic
case. We found a value of Λ1.4 = 788 for hadronic and
hybrid stars and Λ1.4 = 111 and 113 for strange stars
with GV = 0.30 fm2 and 0.34 fm2 respectively.
Exactly as in the case of the radius, the dimension-

less tidal parameter of the canonical star, Λ1.4 can be
used as a constraint. A limit between 302 - 806 was
found in ref. [32]. Within this constraint, no strange
stars can simultaneous reproduce this value for Λ1.4 and
reach the mass limit of the lower mass compact object
in the GW190814 event, while both constraints can be
satisfied concomitantly for hadronic and hybrid stars. In
complete opposition, ref. [39] proposed a limit between
70 < Λ1.4 < 580, which can only be fulfilled by strange
stars and rules out hadronic and hybrid stars. In ref. [42]
we have Λ1.4 < 800. In this case, all neutron star classes
are still valid as possible candidates to the GW190814
event. Moreover, our results are once again in agreement
with the PREX2 values, which lie between 642 < Λ1.4 <
955 [38] for hadronic and hybrid stars. Again, this result
does not apply to strange stars.

III. CONCLUSION

We have discussed the possibility of the mass-gap ob-
ject in the GW190814 event being different classes of
static compact objects: hadronic neutron stars with only
nucleons, hadronic stars with nucleons and hyperons, hy-
brid stars with nucleons and quarks, hybrid stars with nu-
cleons, hyperons and quarks, and strange stars satisfying
the Bodmer-Witten conjecture. We have shown that for
the current limit of the observational constraints none
of these possibilities can be ruled out. Indeed with the
help of SU(3) symmetry group and the strangeness hid-
den φ meson, we are able to reproduce a static hyperonic
star with masses up to 2.66 M⊙. In the same sense, hy-
brid stars with masses above 2.50 M⊙ are also possible,
even when hyperons are present. The same is true for
strange stars satisfying the Bodmer-Witten conjecture.
We have also found that strange stars are more com-
pact and present significantly lower values for the tidal
deformability parameter when compared with hadronic
and hybrid ones.
In the light of astrophysical constraints, we see for the

radius of the canonical star, R1.4, that the hadronic and
hybrid stars are in agreement with the constraints pre-
sented in ref. [30–34], but fails to reproduce the con-
straints from ref. [35–37]. For strange stars, only the
constraint from ref. [37] is violated.
For the dimensionless tidal deformability parameter,

we see that hadronic and hybrid stars fulfil the constraint
from ref. [32] and fail to reproduce the constraint from
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ref. [39], while strange stars do exactly the opposite. Fur-
thermore every neutron star class fulfill the constraint
from ref. [42].
More reliable values for the radii and tidal deformabil-

ity are still necessary to correctly tune the EoS.
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