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Abstract

We study the implications of the recent development in nuclear symmetry energy constraints from PREX-2 data on dense matter
equation of state and its impact on dURCA threshold density. In this work, we construct the equation of state within the framework
of covariant density functional theory implementing coupling schemes of non-linear and density-dependent models and exploring
the coupling parameter space of isovector-vector meson to baryons constrained by the isospin asymmetry parameter values deduced
from recent PREX-2 data. The modified parameter sets are applied to evaluate the dense matter properties. We find that the updated
data suggests the occurence of dURCA process within neutron star even with mass as low as one solar mass.
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1. Introduction

Neutron stars (NSs) provide the most suitable environment
to study dense matter behaviours [1, 2] as they are highly com-
pact objects containing matter at a few times nuclear satura-
tion density (n0). The properties of that kind of matter can
not be studied from terrestrial experimental data as it is diffi-
cult to produce that much high density on any terrestrial facil-
ity. Hence one way to understand matter at that density region
is by extrapolating nuclear matter properties obtained in nu-
clear experiments. However, the matter inside NSs are highly
asymmetric. Hence the nuclear symmetry energy and its den-
sity dependence play an important role to fix the dense mat-
ter properties inside NSs. Earlier, studies [3, 4, 5] were ac-
complished to constrain the values of nuclear symmetry energy
Esym and its slope Lsym at n0 based on data from various as-
trophysical observations as well as terrestrial experiments. The
values of Esym(n0), Lsym(n0) were estimated to be in the range
[28.5−34.9] MeV and [30.6−86.8] MeV [6] respectively based
on data from various models. Another nuclear saturation pa-
rameter, the curvature of symmetry energy Ksym has been stud-
ied in recent years with predicted range values −111.8 ± 71.3
MeV [7], −85+82

−70 MeV [8], −102+71
−72 MeV [9] at n0 based on

nuclear and astrophysical observational data which put addi-
tional constraint on dense matter equation of state (EOS). Re-
cently, there is significant advancement in constraining the val-
ues of Esym and its dependence on density from the measure-
ment of neutron skin-thickness (∆Rnp). Ref. [10] reported the
updated value of ∆Rnp = 0.283 ± 0.071 fm of 208Pb from the
Lead Radius EXperiment-II (PREX-2) with ∼ 1% precision.
Based on this data, Ref. [11] deduced the isospin asymmetry
involving parameter values as Lsym(n0) ∼ 106 ± 37 MeV and
Esym(n0) ∼ 38.1 ± 4.7 MeV.

Among many nuclear matter properties Esym and its depen-
dence on density play a crucial role to determine the relative
abundance of different isotopic spin projections of nucleons.

On the other hand the variation of relative abundances of dif-
ferent particles with matter density is very important for the
threshold of direct URCA (dURCA) process. Inside the NS
core, the constituent particles namely nucleons and leptons re-
main in the degenerate state. Hence, the Fermi momenta of the
particles are determined by their respective number density. If
the Fermi momenta of the participating particles in the dURCA
process do not satisfy the triangle condition then dURCA pro-
cess is forbidden. dURCA processes produce neutrinos expe-
ditiously in dense NS matter which leads to rapid NS cooling
[12, 13, 14, 15, 16]. Interior to star’s core, among many other
possible processes, dURCA process is several orders of magni-
tude more efficient that other neutrino emitting processes [17].
NSs are born as the stellar remnant of type-II supernova explo-
sions with average temperature of the order ∼ 1011 K. After
the birth, the core of the NSs cools down comparatively faster
than the crust part by neutrino emission. Due to the uncertain-
ties in nuclear physics sector at high matter density regimes,
the occurrence of dURCA process in NS interior lies in ques-
tion. With the matter EOS constructed from so far available
nuclear physics data, cooling by dURCA process for stars with
masses in the range Mtyp ∼ 1.0 − 1.5 M� is not admissible
[18, 19, 20]. In this letter we examine the dURCA threshold
in light of the newly obtained nuclear symmetry energy and its
slope by PREX-2 experiment [11].

The simplest model of NS interior is the matter composed
of nucleons and leptons (electrons and muons). Various ap-
proaches both phenomenological [21, 22, 23] as well as mi-
croscopic [24, 25, 26] have been explored to understand the
dense matter composition in many studies. Phenomenological
Covariant Density Functional (CDF) approach has been widely
implemented [27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35] to study NS
matter in which the effective interaction between baryons are
accounted via exchange of several mesons. Within this formal-
ism, the model parameters are decided in such a way that the
model can reproduce the nuclear matter properties at n0. CDF
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models can opportunely describe the finite nuclei properties viz.
effective Dirac nucleon mass, saturation energy, incompress-
ibility, symmetry energy, its slope and curvature at n0.

The interaction through isovector-vector ρ meson is closely
related to the iso-spin asymmetric nature of the matter. Hence,
phenomenologically the ρ-meson coupling with nucleon de-
termines the Esym. The density variation of Esym can be im-
plemented in the matter considering the density dependent
isovector-vector (ρ-meson) coupling with nucleons. Conse-
quently, we implement the density-dependence of (ρ-meson)
coupling with GM1, GM2, GM3 [36] in non-linear (NL) sec-
tor and tune the density dependent ρ-meson coupling parameter
space in NL sector as well as with DD1 [37], DD2 [38], DD-
ME1 [39], DD-ME2 [40], DD-MEX [41] coupling parametriza-
tions in density-dependent (DD) sector within CDF model
scheme to get the newly obtained values of Esym and Lsym.
Then we examine the dURCA threshold with this newly ob-
tained matter.

This paper is organized as follows. The formalism based
on CDF model for constructing the EOS is briefly described
in sec.-2. Nuclear symmetry energy influence on dense matter
and subsequent implications on NS observables are displayed
and discussed in sec.-3, 4, 5. Finally, the summary and con-
cluding remark of this work are provided in sec.-6.

Conventions: We implement the natural units G = ~ = c = 1
throughout the work.

2. CDF Model

The CDF model implemented in this work to construct the
EOS is briefly discussed in this section. The Lagrangian density
describing the interaction between the mesons (σ, ω, ρ) and
nucleons is given by [1]

L =
∑

N≡n,p

ψ̄N(iγµDµ − m∗N)ψN +
1
2

(∂µσ∂µσ − m2
σσ

2)

−
1
4
ωµνω

µν +
1
2

m2
ωωµω

µ −
1
4
ρµν · ρ

µν +
1
2

m2
ρρµ · ρ

µ

− U(σ) +
∑

l≡e−,µ−
ψ̄l(iγµ∂µ − ml)ψl,

(1)

where ψN , ψl represent the Dirac fields of nucleons and leptons
respectively, and the covariant derivative Dµ = ∂µ + igωωµ +

igρτ3 · ρµ with gω and gρ being the coupling constnat for cou-
pling of nucleons with ω and ρ mesons respectively. The scalar
self-interaction term present only in NL CDF models is given
by, U(σ) = (1/3)g2σ

3 + (1/4)g3σ
4 with g2, g3 being the co-

efficients of self-interactions. The re-arrangement term neces-
sary to maintain thermodynamic consistency in case of density-
dependent coupling schemes is given by [42]

Σr =
∑

N

[
∂gω
∂n

ω0nN −
∂gσ
∂n

σns
N +

∂gρ
∂n

ρ03τ3nN

]
. (2)

Here, the vector and scalar number densities are denoted by
nN = 〈ψ̄γ0ψ〉 and ns

N = 〈ψ̄NψN〉 respectively and gσ is cou-
pling constant for coupling between nucleons and σ mesons.

Charge neutrality and global baryon number conservation con-
straints are taken into consideration as well while evaluating
dense matter EOSs.

The coupling parameters and mass of the mesons are consid-
ered in the way that the model can reproduce certain properties
of nuclear matter at saturation density. One of the saturation
properties the Esym and its density dependence are important
to get the idea about the isovector-vector meson coupling con-
stants gρ and its variation with density. In terms of energy den-
sity we can get the values of Esym by the Taylor’s expansion of
the energy density of symmetric nuclear matter (NM) in terms
of neutron-proton asymmetry factor, α = (nn − np)/n

ε(n, α) = ε(n, 0) +
1
2

[
∂2ε(n, α)
∂α2

]
α=0

α2 + O(α4), (3)

where n, nn, np denote the baryon number, vector number den-
sities of neutron and proton respectively. The coefficient of
second term in eq.-(3) refers to the nuclear symmetry energy
Esym(n). Subsequent expansion of Esym(n) around n0 provides
[43, 44]

Esym(n) = Esym(n0) + Lsym(n0)ζ +
1
2

Ksym(n0)ζ2

+ O(ζ3),
(4)

where ζ = (n−n0)/3n0, Esym(n0) denotes the nuclear symmetry
energy at nuclear saturation density. The slope and curvature of
symmetry energy coefficient at n0 are represented respectively
by

Lsym(n0) = 3n0

[
∂Esym(n)

∂n

]
n=n0

,

Ksym(n0) = 9n2
0

[
∂2Esym(n)

∂n2

]
n=n0

.

(5)

Recently, from PREX-2 data the constraints on the Esym and
Lsym has been updated as discussed in sec.-1. We use this up-
dated data to evaluate the coupling constant parameters and
hence the corresponding matter and star properties. As men-
tioned earlier, the values of Esym and Lsym in the matter can be
tuned by fixing the parameters in density dependent gρ. We
implement density dependent gρ in NL sector too and use the
identical empirical form of its density dependence [42] as

gρ(n) = gρ(n0)e−aρ(n/n0−1). (6)

where aρ is a constant parameter as used in DD sector.

3. Equation of state parameters

As discussed above, first we determine the CDF model
parametrizations from the newly estimated range of Esym and
Lsym. In this purpose, we employ the CDF model with coupling
parametrizations of GM1, GM2, GM3 [36] in NL sector and
DD1 [37], DD2 [38], DD-ME1 [39], DD-ME2 [40], DD-MEX
[41] in DD sector.

With so far known ranges of the nuclear saturation prop-
erties, the above prametrizations are fixed to reproduce the

2
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Figure 1: Left panel: Esym as a function of baryon number density for all the considered parametrization models and right panel: Similar to left panel, but with
isovector couplings of the considered parametrizations calibrated to reproduce values of Esym(n0) = 38.1 MeV and Lsym(n0) = 75 MeV following PREX-2 data.
The shaded region represents the constraint from heavy-ion collisions [45, 46]. The red vertical range denote the empirical range of Esym(n0) following recent model
calculations based on experimental data [6]. The black vertical range is obtained from updated PREX-2 data [11]. The different curves represent various coupling
models as labelled in the figure.

Table 1: The nuclear properties of the considered CDF coupling models at n0. Here E0, K0 denote the binding energy per nucleon and incompressibility respectively.

CDF n0 −E0 K0 Esym Lsym Ksym

Model (fm−3) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV)
DD1 0.1487 16.02 240 31.60 55.95 −95.24
DD2 0.149 16.02 242.7 32.73 54.97 −93.24

DD DD-ME1 0.152 16.20 244.5 33.10 55.37 −101.07
DD-ME2 0.152 16.14 250.89 32.30 51.25 −87.31
DD-MEX 0.1518 16.14 267.06 32.27 49.58 −71.47

GM1 0.153 16.30 300 32.50 93.86 17.91
NL GM2 0.153 16.30 300 32.50 89.29 −11.98

GM3 0.153 16.30 240 32.50 89.63 −6.46

same as shown in table-1. With these existing parametriza-
tions, the density-dependence of Esym(n) is shown in the left
panel of fig.-1. It can be seen that the mentioned coupling
models do not satisfy the recent constraint of Esym(n0) deduced
from PREX-2 data as also evident from table-1. To get the up-
dated ranges of Esym, we tune the values of gρ(n0) and aρ for
different parametrizations in both NL and DD schemes keep-
eing their other parameters same. The corresponding tuned
parametrizations to produce the isospin asymmetry parameters,
Esym = 38.1 MeV and Lsym = 75 MeV at n0 fulfilling PREX-
2 data are displayed in the right panel of fig.-1. Since both
the parameter values are taken to be identical for all the cou-
pling models, the curves for different EOSs nearly overlap upto
∼ 1.5 n0. Beyond that density range, the curves deviate. This
is because of the difference in density-dependent isovector cou-
pling behavior at high matter density regimes. It is observed
that with higher Esym(n0) values, the constraint from heavy-ion
collisions is satisfied only at sub-saturation densities ∼ 0.37 n0.

For the recently obtained range of Esym, the variation of
gρ(n0) for different parametrizations is shown in fig.-2. The
variation of Esym with density and hence the Lsym depends on

the choice of the parameter value of aρ i.e. on the density de-
pendence of gρ. For the recently obtained experimental range of
Lsym, the variation of aρ is shown in the fig.-3 without compro-
mising other nuclear saturation properties. For this evaluation,
the value of Esym(n0) is fixed to 38.1 MeV inferred from recent
PREX-2 data and the corresponding values of gρ(n0) for differ-
ent parametrization schemes are given in table-2. A strong lin-
ear correlation is observed between these two parameters with
slope steeper in case of DD models compared to NL ones.

We verify the new parametrization with the constrained val-
ued of Ksym(n0) as obtained from empirical parametrization
based on Monte Carlo simulation approach by fitting the spec-
tra of quiescent low-mass X-ray binaries [8]. Fig.-4 provides
the variation of Lsym with its corresponding curvature Ksym at
n0. It can be observed that the considered coupling models fall
well within the overlapped constrained region. Along lower
end values of Lsym(n0), the curvature of Esym values diverge,
while at the higher end of Lsym(n0), they converge. Based on
−155 6 Ksym(n0)/MeV 6 −3 constraint incorporated here, it
can be seen that the upper limit of Lsym(n0) tends to be around
∼ 110 MeV.
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Table 2: Calibrated isovector-vector ρ meson couplings to baryons at n0 corresponding to Esym(n0) = 38.1 MeV for different parametrizations considered in this
work.

CDF Model DD1 DD2 DD-ME1 DD-ME2 DD-MEX GM1 GM2 GM3
gρ(n0) 4.45450 4.44010 4.41853 4.40010 4.35400 4.74027 4.88940 4.89040

34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42
E

sym
(n

0
) (MeV)

3.5

3.75

4

4.25

4.5

4.75

5

5.25

5.5

g
ρ
(n

0
)

DD1
DD2
DD-ME1
DD-ME2
DD-MEX
GM1
GM2
GM3

GM2
GM3

GM1

]

Figure 2: Variation in the values of the isovector coupling parameter to baryons
(gρ) at n0 with Esym(n0). The various curves represent the same coupling mod-
els as labelled in fig.-1.
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Figure 3: Variation in the values of the parameter aρ with Lsym(n0) The various
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4. Star structure

Getting the ranges of parameters to fix the EOS of matter, we
study the properties of stars composed of that kind of matter.
We obtain the mass-radius structure of the stars with the Baym-
Pethick-Sutherland (BPS) [54] + Baym-Bethe-Pethick (BBP)
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Figure 4: Slope and curvature of Esym for the considered coupling parametriza-
tions. The shaded region represents the empirical range in Lsym − Ksym plane
based on terrestrial and astrophysical data [11, 8].

[55] EOS for the crust for non-rotating, spherically symmetric
configurations. For different EOSs we show the mass-radius
relation in fig.-5. The left panel shows the M-R relation with
existing parametrizations. The middlle and right panels show
different parametrizations of gρ producing different values of
Esym and Lsym corresponding to the their newly obtained range
from PREX-2. It is observed that with higher values of Lsym,
the radius of the intermediate mass star increases. This evantu-
ally restricts the upper limit of Lsym from NICER measurment
of radius of intermediate mass stars. It is to be noted that with
lower values of Lsym = 75, the NL coupling models GM2, GM3
fail to satisfy the observed minimum value of maximum attain-
able mass of the NSs. This tallies with the results from Refs.-
[56, 57] which reports the small affect of Lsym on maximum
mass configurations.

5. Direct URCA process in Neutron stars

Now we study relative abundances of constituent particles
with newly obtained EOS parametrizations of gρ and conse-
quently the possibility of appearance of dURCA process - the
most efficient neutrino emission process. The dURCA process
is given by

n→ p + e− + ν̄e, p + e− → n + νe. (7)

This process activates only when the proton fraction surpasses
the critical value, xDU following the inequality, pFp + pFe > pFn

4
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Table 3: Threshold estimates for nucleonic DU process in NS matter. xDU, nDU, MDU represent the minimum proton fraction for DU onset, corresponding matter
density and threshold masses of the NSs respectively. Esym at n0 is fixed to 38.1 MeV. Here, “OL" denote the respective original coupling parameterizations.

(i) Density-dependent models
DD1 DD2 DD-ME1 DD-ME2 DD-MEX

Lsym Lsym Lsym Lsym Lsym
OL 75 106 OL 75 106 OL 75 106 OL 75 106 OL 75 106

xDU − 0.13586 0.13022 − 0.13598 0.13024 − 0.13554 0.13051 − 0.13548 0.13051 − 0.13548 0.13052
nDU/n0 − 2.81 1.47 − 2.85 1.47 − 2.63 1.48 − 2.61 1.48 − 2.61 1.48

MDU/M� − 1.725 0.736 − 1.772 0.740 − 1.684 0.762 − 1.739 0.779 − 1.878 0.809
(i) Non-linear models

GM1 GM2 GM3
Lsym Lsym Lsym

OL 75 106 OL 75 106 OL 75 106
xDU 0.13257 0.13575 0.13068 0.13319 − 0.13076 0.13311 − 0.13065

nDU/n0 1.82 2.69 1.49 1.95 − 1.50 1.93 − 1.49
MDU/M� 1.093 1.553 0.779 1.080 − 0.772 0.966 − 0.712

where pFp , pFn , pFe represent the Fermi momenta of neu-
tron, proton and electron respectively. The critical value of
proton fraction for dURCA threshold is estimated consider-
ing the charge neutrality condition and given as [58], xDU =[
1 + (1 + x1/3

e )3
]−1

with xe = ne/(ne + nµ) denoting the leptonic
fraction.

As mentioned the relative abundance of protons depends
on the behaviour of the Esym. Hence, with new parametriza-
tions the proton fraction differs from the existing parametriza-
tions. The variation of the relative abundance of protons with
baryon number density is shown in the fig.-6 for different EOSs.
The left panel shows the proton fraction for the existing cou-
pling parametrizations. However, the newly obtained ranges of
Esym and Lsym changes proton fractions and hence the threshold
of dURCA process. It is observed that in EoSs with higher
Lsym(n0) values, the proton fraction exceeds xDU at compar-
atively lower densities. The values of xDU and correspond-

ing nDU is given in table-3. In case of Lsym(n0) values cor-
responding to the original coupling parametrizations, it is ob-
served that no existing coupling model in DD sector allows
dURCA to come into picture, while in case of NL sector, thresh-
old of dURCA process occurs at around ∼ 2 n0 even with
existing parametrizations. With the newly obtained value of
Lsym(n0) = 106 MeV, all the parmetrizations allow dURCA
process with lower nDU ∼ 1.5n0. This can be clearly under-
stood from the right panel as proton fraction is almost identical
for different EoSs. However, in the lower admissible range if
we consider Lsym(n0) = 75 MeV dURCA becomes forbidden in
case of NL sector except GM1 parametrization. The stars with
central densities less than nDU will not experience dURCA in
any portion of the star. The mass of stars with central density
equal to respective nDU for different EOSs are also tabulated in
table-3 as MDU. The variation of nDU and MDU in the newly
obtained range of Lsym is shown in two panels of fig.-7. All the
coupling models considered in this work show similar dURCA
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onset behavior when varied with slope of symmetry energy pa-
rameter.

6. Summary and Conclusions

We have constructed the matter EOS within the CDF for-
malism with NL and DD scheme to produce the newly ob-
tained values of Esym and Lsym. To evaluate that, we have
tuned the parametrization related to the nucleon-isovector me-
son ρ coupling. We have also studied the dURCA thershold
with this new matter. The dURCA process is observed to be
immensely influenced by the density dependence of symmetry

energy. This is because of the fact that the latter determines
the proton fraction in dense matter. This relates with the results
from Refs.-[59, 60]. Larger values of Lsym at n0 disfavors higher
neutron-proton asymmetry, consequently favoring dURCA pro-
cess at early matter densities. From astrophysical observations,
lower Lsym values are discarded. Consequently, with all ad-
missible parametrizations discussed in this work the dURCA
is allowed of stars with mass ranging from 1M�. Refined re-
sults from PREX and upcoming Calcium Radius EXperiment
(CREX) [61, 62] may provide further insight in this regard.

Hence, dURCA is possible even in case of intermediate and
low mass star. With this conclusion, the cooling rate of the NSs
should be revisited as dURCA is the most effective process in
neutrino cooling. This is beyond the scope of this study and
will be addressed in future works.
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