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Abstract
Nuclear physicists have been attempting to comprehend nuclear systems ranging

from finite nuclei to hot and dense nuclear matter in a systematic manner within
a single theoretical framework. The nucleus is a many-body system composed of
protons and neutrons that are highly interacting and self-bound. As a result,
describing the nucleus in a concise manner becomes quite challenging. The
relativistic mean-field (RMF) theory, which takes into account relativistic nucleons
interacting with one other by exchanging mesons, is one of the most successful and
widely employed approaches. In this approach, a nuclear system is composed of
relativistic nucleons whose self-energy is governed by meson fields created by nuclear
density. It has also been quite successful in explaining a wide range of nuclear
events, both in the low-density and high-density regions. The recent detection
of gravitational waves from LIGO/Virgo detectors and heavy-ion colliders have
greatly enlarged the window through which nuclear matter and neutron stars (NSs)
can be investigated in the high-density area. Such investigations contribute to
a deeper knowledge of the RMF model as well as new suggestions for how to
strengthen it further. Since it is a phenomenological model, its effectiveness may be
evaluated by comparing it to the experiment. This thesis focuses on a variety of
active research topics, such as nuclear matter, neutron stars, and phase transition
within the framework of the RMF model.

We use the previously successful effective field theory-driven Relativistic Mean-
Field (RMF) and density-dependent RMF formalisms for analyzing hadron matter
to examine the infinite nuclear matter and neutron stars. The presence of exotic
phases such as quarks will be investigated using the MIT Bag model and its variants,
such as the vBag model, at various bag constants. The other exotic phases, such as
hyperons, are also studied under the influence of a strong magnetic field.

After a detailed description of the theoretical models developed in the study of
nuclear matter and neutron stars, Chapter 1, Chapter 2 provides a brief introduction
to various modern examples of infinite nuclear matter, the formation of NSs, their
properties, and possible exotic phases. Chapter 3 concentrates on the mathematical
derivations used throughout our study. We begin with the extended RMF Lagrangian
density with meson and cross-coupling, which has a large number of terms with
various levels of self-and cross-coupling. The DD-RMF model is also used to analyze
hadron matter, allowing for a consistent computation of neutron stars and yielding
findings equivalent to previous models. It uses microscopic interactions at various
densities as input to include the characteristics of the Dirac-Brueckner model.
Extrapolation to higher densities is more confined than in phenomenological RMF
calculations, which employ only information from the finite nuclei’s narrow density
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range to determine their parameters. The RMF and DD-RMF parameter sets, as
well as their nuclear matter properties, are also explored in this thesis study. In
addition, the equation of state is computed using the energy-momentum tensor, and
various formulae for the characteristics of symmetric nuclear matter, pure neutron
matter, and infinite nuclear matter are created in the RMF approximation.

In Chapter 4, we study the hybrid Equation of State (EoS) produced by mixing
hadron and quark matter under Gibbs conditions. The E-RMF model for hadron
matter with newly published parameter sets, as well as the MIT bag model for
quark matter with variable bag constants, are employed. The MIT bag model is a
degenerate Fermi gas comprising of quarks (u,d, and s) and electrons stabilized in
chemical equilibrium by a number of weak interactions. The quarks are thought
to be contained in a colorless region where they are free to move in this scenario.
To balance the behavior of the bag and determine its size, a bag constant B is
introduced into the system as a constant energy density. For the phase transition
from hadron matter to the quark matter, the Gibbs condition, which accounts for
the global charge neutrality, is used. Nuclear matter properties including symmetry
energy (J), slope parameter (L), and incompressibility (K) are determined for
hybrid EoS. It is observed that the values of symmetry energy J and other variables
for a hybrid EoS are extremely large and that they grow with the bag constant, but
incompressibility decreases with B. Star matter characteristics such as mass and
radius are calculated for various bag constants. A bag constant in the range B1/4 =
130 - 160 MeV is shown to be enough for describing quark matter in neutron stars.
The findings obtained with bag values less than 130 MeV predict the presence of
quarks below the nuclear saturation density (ρ0), which is unphysical. The bag
values greater than 160 MeV contradict previous gravitational wave observables.

The RMF model is used in Chapter 5 to investigate NS properties such as mass,
radius, and tidal deformability. To determine the influence of symmetry energy
slope parameter on an NS, inner crust EoSs with varying symmetry energy slope
parameters are used. For the outer crust, the BPS EoS is used for all sets as the
outer crust part doesn’t affect the NS maximum mass and radius. For the inner
crust part, parameter sets such as NL3, TM1, FSU, NL3ωρ, DD-MEδ, DD-ME2,
and IU-FSU are used whose slope parameter varies from 118.3 - 47.2 MeV. For the
core part, NL3, TM1, IU-FSU, IOPB-I, and G3 parameter sets are used. The unified
EoSs are constructed using the thermodynamic approach by correctly matching the
crust EoS with the outer crust and the core EoS. As the slope parameter is adjusted
from low to high values, the radius R1.4 increases. The effect of Lsym on the NS
maximum mass, radius, and radius at 1.4M� is calculated. Although the variation
in the maximum mass and the corresponding radius of an NS are very small, a
difference of about 2 km in radius at the canonical mass is identified. The same
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combination of EoSs is used to estimate the properties of a maximally rotating star,
such as mass, radius, the moment of inertia, and T/W ratio. The maximum mass
and corresponding radius for a rotating neutron star, like a static neutron star, do
not fluctuate significantly. However, the radius at the canonical mass is affected by
the slope parameter, but the radius at the canonical mass is affected by the slope
parameter. The moment of inertia and the kinetic to potential energy ratio also
vary with the change in the symmetry energy slope parameter of the crust. However,
such rotating NS properties are more related to the mass and the radius of the star.

The hadron-quark phase transition is studied in Chapter 6 in the context of
the recent discovery of the gravitational wave event GW190814 with a secondary
component of mass 2.50 - 2.67M�. A set of recent DD-RMF parameter sets such
as DDV, DDVT, DDVTD, DD-LZ1, and DD-MEX, along with the widely used
parameter sets DD-ME1 and DD-ME2, are used to investigate the properties
of stellar matter. The Vector-Enhanced Bag (vBag) model for quark matter is
used to investigate the phase transition from hadron matter to quark matter.
The vBag model is an efficient method that takes into account dynamic chiral
symmetry breaking (DχSB) and repulsive vector interactions. It also considers
the phenomenological correction to the quark matter EoS that characterizes the
deconfinement, which is dependent on the hadron EoS used to construct the phase
transition. The repulsive vector interaction is important because it allows the hybrid
stars to reach the 2M� maximum mass limit. The inclusion of flavor-dependent
chiral bag constants is justified by fits to the pressure of the chirally restored phase.
Furthermore, a deconfined bag constant is provided to reduce energy per particle,
favoring strange stable matter. The Maxwell and Gibbs methods are both used to
build the mixed-phase between hadrons and quarks. The effective bag constant
B1/4
eff is used, with values of 130 and 160 MeV.
We see that the hadronic EoSs generated using the most recent DD-RMF

parameterizations satisfy the mass constraint from the GW190814 data, allowing
us to investigate the idea that the GW190814 secondary component could be a
possible massive NS. In order to meet the requirements from the GW170817 data,
the phase transition from hadron matter to quark matter reduces NS parameters
such as mass, radius, and tidal deformability, imposing further limits on the NS
maximum mass and thus on the dense matter EoS. In addition to static NS
properties, maximally rotating NS properties such as mass, stellar radius, the
moment of inertia, Kerr parameter, and so on are investigated. With the given
parameter sets, it is seen that the secondary component of GW190814 is a possible
supermassive NS with a strange quark core.

In Chapter 7, we use a DD-RMF model to simulate massive nucleonic and
hyperonic stars that meet the constraints imposed by the discovery of the possibly
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most massive neutron star (NS) ever discovered (GW190814). The hyperonic
counterparts of the used DD-RMF parameter sets soften the EoS, hence producing an
NS with a maximum mass lower than the pure nucleonic ones with all configurations
satisfying the mass-radius limits inferred from the NICER experiment.

Strong magnetic field effects on nucleonic and hypeornic EoSs are also observed.
We investigate the EoS and particle populations by creating a realistic chemical
potential-dependent magnetic field by solving Einstein-Maxwell equations. Under
very strong magnetic fields, the spherically symmetric solutions obtained by solving
the TOV equations result in an overestimation of the mass and underestimation
of the radius and thus cannot be used to determine stellar parameters. As a
result, we use the LORENE library to determine the stellar properties of magnetic
NSs. At low values of the magnetic dipole moment, the EoS resembles the non-
magnetic one, implying lower magnetic field intensities. The maximum mass and
the corresponding radius increase with the increase in the magnetic field. The
radius at the canonical mass increases by about 1 km. The variation obtained in
the mass radius is larger for hyperonic stars than for the pure nucleonic stars due to
the additional effect of de-hyperonization that takes place due to the magnetic field.
The dimensionless tidal deformability for NSs with and without hyperons reaches a
value of Λ1.4 ≈ 1550, which is much larger than the constraints from GW170817
data. For an NS and a hyperon star with dimensionless tidal deformability well
within the limit of GW170817 at 90% confidence, a magnetic field with a maximum
value of ≈ 2 × 1016 G is required.

The mass-radius profile for DD-MEX parameter set without magnetic field and
with magnetic field considering different magnetic dipole moments by solving general
relativity spherically symmetric solutions (TOV) are also shown. As the magnetic
field increases by changing magnetic dipole moment, the maximum mass increases
by about 0.1M� for NS and 0.2M� for hyperon star. It is seen that neglecting the
deformation effects by solving the spherically symmetric TOV equations leads to
an overestimation of the mass and an underestimation of the radius. This happens
because the extra magnetic energy that would deform the star is being added to
the mass due to the imposed spherical symmetry.

When different coupling schemes are considered, the maximum mass reproduced
satisfies the GW190814 mass limit implying that its secondary component can be a
possible hyperonic magnetar. It is seen that for a central magnetic field approaching
1017 G, the radius at canonical mass increases by about 1.5 km as compared to the
previous couplings, where the radius changes by around 1 km. For an even stronger
magnetic field, the different coupling scheme for hyperons increases the radius by
0.2 km in comparison to the previous one, in which case it increases by 1 km. Thus,
we see that different hyperon couplings and different hyperon potentials populate
the star matter differently and, hence, change the stellar properties significantly.
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Chapter 8 comprises an overall summary of the thesis work and few conclusions
are presented along with future plans.
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Acquire knowledge and teach people. Learn along
with it dignity and tranquility and humility for those
who teach you and humility for those whom you
teach. Do not be tyrannical scholars and thus base
your knowledge upon your ignorance.

— Umar Ibn Al-Khattab

1
Introduction

1.1 Introduction

Finite nuclei and Neutron Stars (NSs) are many-body nuclear systems dominated by

strong force. Despite the fact that Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) [1] is the basic

theory of the strong interaction, solving the theory in the non-perturbative domain,

applicable to nuclear systems, has been challenging. Until recently, these systems

could only be examined within the context of an effective theory with adequate

degrees of freedom. The approach based on the density functional theory (DFT)

[2, 3] is an effective approach, which may be applied to the whole nuclear landscape

as well as the study of neutron stars. Several energy density functionals (EDFs),

which may be classified into two categories: non-relativistic [4] and relativistic

[5], have been developed over the past few decades. Within the non-relativistic

realm, where nucleons interact through density-dependent effective potentials,

Skyrme-type functionals are the most prevalent [6, 7]. Relativistic mean-field

(RMF) models, on the other hand, have been utilized effectively which offer a

covariant description of finite nuclei as well as extended nucleonic matter [8–11].

They are based on a quantum field theory in which nucleons interact via the

interchange of different mesons.
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2 1.1. Introduction

Density functional theory offers a distinct framework for estimating the ground-

state properties and collective excitations of medium and heavy nuclei. Based

on the foundational work of Hohenberg and Kohn [2], Kohn and Sham [3], DFT

focuses on the considerably simpler one-body density rather than the complicated

many-body wave function. The substantial complexity of calculating the correct

ground-state energy and one-body density from the many-body wave function is

therefore reduced to minimizing an appropriate density functional.

Kohn and Sham [3] provided the necessary formalism to derive the ground-

state energy and corresponding one-body density from a variational problem

that reduces to a self-consistent solution of a sequence of mean-field-like (“Kohn-

Sham”) equations. Despite having the same form as the self-consistent Hartree (or

Hartree-Fock) problem in the presence of nucleon-nucleon (NN) interaction, the

constants parametrizing the Kohn-Sham potential were fitted directly to many-

body properties such as binding energies and charge radii, rather than two-body

data. The parameters implicitly capture the complex many-body dynamics in this

manner. In theory, a good formulation of DFT and the Kohn-Sham equations

integrate many-body effects into parameters that are functionals of the one-body

density, such as the ground-state energy.

Nuclear experimental data obtained under normal laboratory circumstances,

particularly at or near nuclear saturation density and with small-to-moderate

isospin asymmetries, are used to calibrate both non-relativistic and relativistic

EDFs. The scarcity of experimental data at higher densities and/or with substantial

isospin asymmetries produces a broad range of model predictions, even when

all models are calibrated to the identical experimental data. As a consequence,

important nuclear characteristics such as neutron density in medium-to-heavy

nuclei [12], neutron and proton drip lines [13] and a vast range of neutron star

properties [14] remain unknown.

The non-relativistic, as well as relativistic theories have been developed and

used to explore the infinite-body nuclear and neutron-matter properties. We briefly

summarize them in the following sections.
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1.2 Non-Relativistic Models

A quantitative microscopic description of actual nuclei has only been feasible on a

phenomenological level thus far. In order to account for ground-state characteristics,

effective interactions based on density have been built. These effective forces are

calculated in certain studies using a local density approximation (LDA) to BHF

calculations [3, 15, 16], with extra density dependence to imitate the influence of

the missing higher-order corrections [17]. Purely phenomenological models with

density-dependent interactions, such as the (zero range) Skyrme force [18] or the

(limited range) Gogny force [19], are very effective approximations. These forces

can be considered as effective parametrizations of the G-matrix but with only a

few free adjustable parameters. To reproduce the nuclear matter densities and

binding energies, these forces have shown the capability of not only yielding excellent

nuclear ground-state properties of both spherical and deformed nuclei but also of

quantitatively describing nuclear dynamical phenomena such as fission and heavy-

ion collisions at low temperatures. The density-dependent Hartree-Fock (DDHF)

technique is reviewed and explained in Refs. [20, 21].

We focus primarily on neutrons and their interactions since they are the

fundamental constituents of matter within neutron stars. The experimental data on

nucleon-nucleon scattering and known deuteron properties do not uniquely define

the NN potential. As a result, in order to build up the equation of state, it must be

consistent with the known features of the nuclear matter properties such as binding

energy per nucleon, symmetry energy, compressibility, and so on at saturation

density. In this section, we will briefly cover some of the most important work

done on high-density equations of state in the last century.

Reid [22] developed a phenomenological NN potential model that matches the

scattering data notably and this model has been widely used to compute the NS

structure [23]. The lowest order governed variational technique appears to be precise

enough for calculating the equation of state P(ρ) for the central section of the Reid

potential [24]. However, when Pandharipande and Wiringa [25, 26] used the Reid

potential to compute the nuclear matter characteristics, they discovered that both
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the saturation density and binding energy were very large. As a result, the Reid

potential model was considered as impractical.

With the nucleon-nucleon scattering data not able to determine the nucleon-

nucleon short-range interaction uniquely, Bethe and Johnson [27] presented a

phenomenological potential model, in which they provided various potential models

for nucleon-nucleon interaction. By fitting the scattering data, they hypothesized

several reasonable intensities for short-range repulsion. Using this equation of state,

Malone et al. [28] estimated the maximum mass of neutron stars. Because we expect

nucleons (N) and hyperons (Y) to be present at large densities, the hyperon-nucleon

interactions are not completely described in that model. These two models are

static potential models with separate phenomenological densities. According to

their estimates, at large densities, the nuclear matter energy rises linearly.

When several tensor interaction models were proposed [29], Pandharipande and

Smith [30] generalized various tensor interaction models and suggested that the

attraction between nucleons is generated by the pion exchange tensor interaction

with contribution from higher orders. These interactions, however, only matched

the s-wave scattering data and could not explain the anticipated strength specific

form of the short-range repulsion. Smith and Pandharipande demonstrated that all

the nucleon attraction may be explained by attributing all nucleon scattering

data to tensor interaction [31]. The tensor interaction model was unable to

adequately represent the nuclear matter features since calculations utilizing the

tensor interaction employing the lowest order variational and Brueckner approaches

only fulfilled half of the nuclear matter binding energy at saturation density. Then

Pandharipande and Smith developed a model in which nucleon attraction was

generated by the exchange of an effective scalar meson [32]. The generic name

for this approach is the mean-field model.

A comprehensive evaluation of the attractive interaction owing to all conceivable

tensor potentials [31] suggests that it is virtually independent of the spin as well

as isospin of the interacting nucleons and therefore its contribution to matter may

be analogous to that due to nucleon coupling to a scalar field. In the mean-field
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approximation (MFA), Walecka used the scalar field [8] where the nucleons interact

through a central potential produced by σ, ω and π meson exchanges. While the

center regions of the pion exchange potentials have a minimally small influence, the

potential approximation may be appropriate for ω and ρ vector fields. Because the

ω-ρ exchange potential has a range of ∼ 0.2 fm, significantly less than the mean

interparticle spacing of ∼ 1.2 fm, the MFA is inappropriate for the vector field. The

variational approach with a hypernetted chain formalism is used to address the

short-range corrections produced by the ω-ρ exchange potentials [24]. The coupling

constants σ, ω, and ρ are calculated using nuclear matter binding energy, symmetry

energy, and saturation density. According to this theory, the incompressibility

parameter is ∼ 310 MeV. The interactions used in the mean-field model could not

explain nucleon-nucleon scattering results. This model, on the other hand, fulfills

all experimentally observed nuclear matter characteristics. In tensor and mean-field

models, the attraction between nucleons decreases as density increases. This is,

however, a typical property of microscopic models based on mean-field theoretical

calculations. The shortcoming of these models is that energy is proportional to the

density at low densities, but tends to saturate at large concentrations.

Friedman and Pandharipande [33] developed a model to compute the equation

of state for a broad variety of densities of dense neutron and nuclear matter,

using the variational technique described previously by Pandharipande [34]. The

phenomenological nucleon-nucleon interactions were used [25] with the contribution

from short and intermediate-range components as well as the pion-exchange. A

complicated three-nucleon interaction (which is a function of strength parameters,

inter-particle distance and alignment angles) also contributed and the parameters

of the three-nucleon interactions were determined by procreating the nuclear

matter saturation density, binding energy, and incompressibility, using variational

calculations. The results from nucleon-nucleon scattering cross-sections and nuclear

matter characteristics were accurately explained by this model.

Wiringa et al. [35] proposed a model based on available nuclear data that

improved the previous work by Friedman and Pandharipande [33]. The two-nucleon
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potential is assumed to be the Argonne v14 (AV14) [36] or Urbana (UV14) potential

[37] in this model. The structure of the Argonne v14 (AV14) and Urbana (UV14)

potentials is the same, but the magnitude of the short-range tensor force varies. They

are referred to as v14 models since they are composed of v14 operator components

(such as σi, σj, πi, πj and so on). Each v14 model component contains three radial

pieces: a long-range one-pion exchange process, an intermediate-range two-pion

exchange process, and a short-range portion resulting from heavier meson exchange

or composite quark system overlap. The data from nucleon-nucleon scattering and

deuteron characteristics are used to fit all of the free parameters. The Urbana VII

potential [38] is used for the three-nucleon interaction, which includes a two-pion

exchange component and an intermediate range repulsive contribution. Calculations

using the Lagaris and Pandharipande’s Urbana v14 plus three-nucleon interaction

(TNI) model have been carried out [39]. The variational principle is utilized in the

many-body computations and the Fermi Hypernetted Chain–Single Operator Chain

(FHNC–SOC) integral equations are used [25, 40]. For the UV14 plus TNI model, the

nuclear matter binding energy and incompressibility value at saturation density of

0.157 fm−3 are -16.6 MeV and 261.0 MeV, respectively. This method outperforms all

other non-relativistic strategies. Using this non-relativistic method, the equation of

state for beta-stable matter violates causality above ρ = 1 fm−3 (dp/dε ≤ c2) which

is an unfavorable feature of this technique at high concentrations. They predicted

an NS with a maximum mass of 2.2M� and for a 1.4M� neutron star, the central

density is found to be considerably less than 1 fm−3, which is very feasible. It should

be noted that current potentials, when coupled with actual three-body interactions,

provide remarkably comparable models of NS structural parameters. The 1.4M�

models predict a radius in the range 10.4-11.2 km with a core density of roughly 6ρ0.

With the substantial development of high-precision NN potentials and computa-

tional techniques, different advanced nuclear many-body methods with realistic NN

potentials, such as the Brueckner-Hartree-Fock method [15, 16], quantum Monte

Carlo methods [41, 42], self-consistent Green’s function method [43], coupled-cluster
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method [44], and many-body perturbation theorem [45, 46] were developed in

a non-relativistic framework.

These methods can approximate the saturation behaviors for symmetric nuclear

matter using modern high-precision potentials like Nijmegen [47], Reid93, AV18

[48], CD-Bonn [49] and chiral N3LO [50] and N4LO potentials [51]. The saturation

properties obtained from these calculations with only two-body force are not able to

reproduce the empirical data such as E/A = -16 ± 1 MeV at ρ0 = 0.16 ± 0.01 fm−3.

The three-body nuclear force must be added to these non-relativistic frames to add

repulsion contributions to reproduce the acceptable saturation properties [52].

1.3 Relativistic Models

Despite the amazing effectiveness of these advanced non-relativistic calculations,

inconsistencies with experimental data remain, suggesting that such a conventional

approach has reached its limitations. To begin with, the degenerate neutrons Fermi

momentum is high in the interior of the neutron star. Secondly, the form of the

baryonic potential is yet unknown at extremely small inter-particle separations (≤

0.5 fm) and it is uncertain if the potential description will still be valid at such

short distances. As a consequence, numerous authors have gravitated towards

the relativistic viewpoint. Typically, the relativistic method starts with a local,

renormalizable field theory containing degrees of freedom for baryons and explicit

mesons. Although these models have the advantage of being relativistic, they cannot

be connected to data on nucleon-nucleon scattering. The theory is designed to be

renormalizable such that the empirical nuclear matter at saturation properties such

as binding energy, saturation density, compression modulus, effective mass, and

symmetry energy may be used to generate coupling constants and mass parameters.

Anastasio et al. [53] proposed the relativistic version of the Brueckner-Hartree-

Fock approach in the 1980s, which was later refined by Horowitz and Serot [54] and

Brockmann and Machleidt [55]. The relativistic effect produces a repulsive contribu-

tion in the relativistic Brueckner-Hartree-Fock (RBHF) model, which may accurately

explain nuclear saturation properties with two-body realistic NN potential.
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It was also shown that the Z diagram and the three-body force contributed to

the nucleon-antinucleon excitation from the relativistic effect. The contributions of

the three-body force, Z diagram and the relativistic effect are partly in accordance

with Ref. [56], as the nucleon/antinucleon excitations affect the nuclear matter

energy in RBHF models via the second order term of scalar meson. This can be

regarded as a component of the microscopic three-body force generated through

the two-meson exchange between nucleon excitation states. The RBHF was also

used to investigate superfluidity, properties of neutron stars [57] and to fit the free

parameters nuclear density functional theory [58]. Shen et al. [59, 60] achieved a

completely consistent calculation of RBHF model for finite nuclei and expanded

this framework on neutron drops [60]. Tong et al. [61] also proposed a method to

calculate the angular integral of center-of-mass momentum for asymmetric nuclear

material within the RBHF-model.

In order to use the RBHF Model, the nuclear media effect must be considered in

the NN Potential. Bonn potentials [62] is one example of NN interaction that can

be considered. With a large amount of two nucleon scattering information, many

high precision NN potentials were suggested based on charge-dependent partial

wave analyses from 1990s [63, 64]. The chiral NN potentials derived in chiral

perturbation theories were also rapidly developed. These state-of-the-art chiral

possibilities have been widely used to explain the structures of finite, and infinite

nuclei, as well as the saturation properties of infinite nuclear matter. The properties

of light nuclei and nuclear matter were perfectly reproduced when the four-body

(and three-body) forces obtained from chiral perturbation theory are included.

This controlled hierarchy allows for easy estimation of uncertainties due to the

few-body forces. The breakdown scale of these chiral potentials was discovered to

be approximately 600 MeV and the uncertainty from high-order potentials increase

with density. With such studies, the characteristics of nuclear matter below 0.4 fm−3

should be conceivable given the current chiral potentials. The study of compact

stars, on the other hand, necessitates the equation of state of nuclear matter at

0.8 fm−3. As a result, it is critical to use a readily available many-body technique
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and high-precision NN potentials for a more accurate description of nuclear matter,

particularly in the high-density area.

The mean-field approximation (MFA) is employed as a starting point, which

should be adequate at extremely high densities (a few times normal nuclear density)

[65]. The second stage involves the inclusion of one-loop vacuum fluctuations, which

results in the Relativistic Hartree Approximation (RHA) [9]. This method has been

utilized as a viable method of parameterizing the equation of state.

A fine description of nuclei and the nuclear matter was introduced by J. D.

Walecka in 1974 [8]. This description based on the interaction between baryons

and mesons is referred to as the Quantum Hydrodynamics (QHD). In nuclear

matter, nucleons interact through the exchange of mesons and hence the relativistic

effects are incorporated naturally.

With nuclei and nuclear matter being complex systems, various models exist

among which the QHD is one. For all the models, some experimental inputs

are necessary to constraint them and in the case of QHD, these are the coupling

constants between nucleons and different mesons. These coupling constants are

determined by fitting the calculated properties of nuclei with the experimentally

observed values. By fitting various observed parameters, different QHD parameter

sets have been developed which differ from each other in terms of the meson fields

considered and different couplings between the fields.

Quantum Hydrodynamics I (QHD-I), also known as the σ − ω model, is the

original and simplest QHD parameter set [9, 66]. This model involves the exchange

of isoscalar sigma σ and isoscalar vector mesons ω with the baryons (neutron

and proton) which are found to be important in the description of the nuclear

matter. The correct values of nuclear matter binding energy, E/A = -15.75 MeV

and saturation density, kf = 1.42 fm−1 are used to fix the model parameters. Within

this model, a phase transition similar to liquid-gas transition is obtained, which at

asymptotically high densities approaches the causal limit P = E , breaking causality.

The NS with a maximum mass of 2.57M� as a function of central density is obtained.

To improve the models’ realism, the interplay of charged vector mesons such as
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ρ-meson was included (QHD-II) which stiffened the EoS in low-density regime [8].

This model, however, produced a very large value of nuclear matter incompressibility

at saturation density, although it was not mentioned that the isospin triplet vector

meson is essential in the NS interior. The NS maximum mass increases slightly to

2.6M�. Glendenning [67] developed a theoretical relativistic field model at densities

approaching to and beyond nuclear matter density, including isospin-asymmetric

baryon matter. Nucleons (neutron, proton), mesons (σ, ω and ρ) and leptons (e−

and µ−) were included along with the scalar meson self-interaction.

To reproduce the properties of neutron-rich nuclei more accurately, the NL-

SH parameter set was developed by fitting the coupling constants to reproduce

the observed values of neutron-rich nuclei [68]. In late 1994, the TM1 and TM2

parameter sets were developed by Sughara and Toki, by introducing a non-linear

self-coupling ω-meson field in the Lagrangian density [69]. To improve the value

of nuclear incompressibility, Lalazissis et al. [70], Piekarewicz [71] developed an

NL3 parameter set based on the QHD-I Lagrangian density with the addition

of ρ meson and scalar field self-coupling. Applying these parameter sets to the

study of high dense matter predicted heavy NSs with a maximum mass > 2.5M�.

Several other parameter sets were developed over time to explain the nuclear matter

properties more accurately [72, 73]. These parameter sets provided a soft EoS

to decrease the NS maximum mass to a value ≈ 2M� which satisfied the mass

constraints from various measurements.

Bahcall and Wolf [74] considered pions (π−) as free particles, as they are light

mesons and could replace electrons to condensate and showed that they could be

present at densities ρ ≥ ρ0. It was shown that although the pion condensation

softens the EoS, the short-range correlations in the dense matter make them less

likely to appear in the core of an NS. Kaplan and Nelson [75] introduced the negative

kaons (K−) in NSs, which are strange mesons, using a simplified dense-matter model,

and showed that K− condensates at densities 2-3 times the normal nuclear density.

The effect on the nucleonic component of dense matter, particularly, neutrino

emissivity, was observed due to Kaon condensation. It was seen that the presence
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of kaons initiates fast cooling of NSs. Banik and Bandyopadhyay [76, 77], Banik

et al. [78], Ramos et al. [79] considered the condensation of both negative kaon

(K−) and negative antikaon (K̄0) within the RMF formalism and showed that the

antikaon condensate depends upon the optical potential of antikaon and hence is

quite sensitive to the EoS. Furthermore, with hyperons taken into account, the EoS

becomes softer, thereby delaying the onset of antikaon condensation [80, 81].

An earlier study of Fermi gases by Ambartsumyan and Saakyan [82] presented

a very reasonable argument for the presence of a hyperon charge on neutron stars.

Because of the weak equilibrium, the core of NSs is supposed to be dense enough to

allow the appearance of new particles with strangeness content in addition to the

usual nucleons and leptons. At approximately 2-3ρ0, hyperons appear as the first odd

baryons in an NS. To construct an EoS of hyperonic matter, Glendenning expanded

the preceding formalism of RMF by adding the K and K∗ meson exchanges, as

well as the self-interaction form, while applying the same constraints as previously

to fix the different parameters [83, 84]. The coupling of hyperons was determined

by symmetry relations and hypernuclear observables. This allowed us to assume

that hyperons dominate the cores of heavier neutron stars and the overall hyperon

population varies between 15% and 20% for such stars, depending on whether pions

condense or not. The presence of hyperons softened the EoS as the high energy

neutrons are replaced by massive low energy hyperons, which reduced the maximum

mass of an NS. The hyperonic contribution to the core of NS has been studied

with both non-relativistic and relativistic formalisms [85, 86].

Diaz Alonso and Ibanez Cabanell [87] developed a model where the nucleons

interact with one other via scalar (σ) mesons, vector (ω and ρ ) mesons as well as

pions (π). The renormalized Hartree approximation was employed, which generated

two sets of EoSs, I & II, with I determined by fitting the characteristics of symmetric

nuclear matter at nuclear saturation density adequately. This is compatible with

Baym, Bethe and Pethick’s equation of state for neutron matter in the area above

the neutron drip line [88]. The nuclear matter incompressibility reported in this

model is far too high (∼ 460 MeV), which may be attributable to the Lagrangian’s
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omission of a σ-self interaction component. The II EoS is built using the chirally

invariant σ-model Lagrangian, coupled to ω and ρ mesons, along with an explicit

symmetry breaking component. This EoS accurately describes all of the known

symmetry energy properties at nuclear density. At saturation density, the nuclear

incompressibility is predicted to be 225 MeV.

Chiral symmetry is an excellent hadron symmetry, second only to isotope spin

symmetry [89]. As a consequence, in any theory of dense hadronic matter, chiral

symmetry is desired. Simultaneously, the theory should be competent to describe

the bulk nuclear matter properties. However, there is no hypothesis that satisfies

both of these criteria. Glendenning developed an EoS based on the mean-field

approximation where the ω meson is analyzed in terms of its dynamical masses [67].

The gauge field ωµ of a massless vector meson is incorporated into the chiral model

via covariant derivatives. Furthermore, the symmetry breaking term that gives the

pion a definite mass is represented by the linear term from the σ field present. The

theory also contains the scalar meson and the pseudoscalar pion, in addition to

ω-mesons. The nuclear saturation density and the binding energy per nucleon in

the typical symmetric matter are used to determine the parameters in this theory.

However, the incompressibility predicts a high value, K = 650 MeV. Based on the

mean-field approximation, Glendenning expanded the chiral sigma model, with no

dynamical mass for the ω-meson, even when the vacuum renormalization corrections

are considered [90]. Glendenning only included the typical non-pion condensed

state of matter, with hyperons incorporated in beta-equilibrium with nucleons and

leptons. By generating accurate nuclear matter, he fitted the theory’s parameters to

obtain two equations of state, a "stiff" (K = 300 MeV ) and a "soft" (K = 200 MeV )

one, corresponding to two nuclear incompressibility values. Prakash and Ainsworth

[91] presented a chiral sigma model-based equation of state. They investigated

the relevance of chiral sigma-models many-body effects in the symmetric nuclear

matter and neutron-rich matter EoS. They incorporated the σ-meson one-loop

contributions, but since the isoscalar vector field is not generated dynamically, its

contribution is reduced to that of an empirical one. The empirical nuclear matter
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saturation density, binding energy, and symmetry energy are all fitted by a set

of equations of state. They determined the incompressibility of nuclear matter

at saturation density for the symmetric matter that differs from the estimated

experimental result. As a result, they allowed for arbitrarily varying the values

of coupling parameters in order for the theory to produce the appropriate value

of nuclear incompressibility. In this method, the vector field has no influence on

the value of the nucleon’s effective mass.

For the equation of state of neutron matter, Baron et al. [92] proposed a

phenomenological model with nuclear pressure given in terms of baryon density

compression factor µγ. This model was further modified to fit well with the pure

hadron as well as mixed EoSs [27, 33, 93].

Similar to the Walecka model, Zimanyi and Moszkowski [94] presented a model,

but with the scalar field linked through the derivative scalar coupling (DSC).

The intriguing characteristic of this model is that the scalar field equation of

motion becomes non-linear without the inclusion of any additional parameters.

This model predicts a good effective nucleon mass and a suitable value of nuclear

matter incompressibility at saturation density. Glendenning et al. [95] generalized

the model to include hyperonic matter and utilized it to determine star matter

properties. Instead of solely coupling the scalar field to the vector meson fields

and baryons as presented in the preceding (DSC) model, they linked it here with

both Yukawa point and derivative coupling to both vector fields and baryons.

When compared to the previous calculation, this improved the value of the nuclear

incompressibility (K = 224.9 MeV) and effective nucleon mass (M∗ = 797.64

MeV) at saturation density. They also included the contribution from ρ-meson

to account for the asymmetry impact.

The DSC models were shown to be related to SU(6) model for the meson-baryon

couplings and hence applied to the study of nuclear matter properties, finite nuclei,

and neutron star models (including hyperons) [95, 96].

Since quarks are the fundamental constituents of hadrons, a basic description

of dense matter should necessitate quark degrees of freedom. Ivanenko and
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Kurdgelaidze [97, 98] first proposed the presence of quarks in NS cores, suggesting

that the baryons should convert to the quark matter at relatively high densities.

A free degenerate gas quark model was developed for superdense low mass stars

[99]. After the foundation of Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD), perturbative

calculations to study the quark matter EoS were established, but it was restricted to

very high densities. Chodos et al. [100] developed the MIT Bag model to study the

quark matter, using non-perturbative effects of confinement via the bag constant.

This model was widely used to calculate the quark matter EoS by varying the bag

constant and strange quark mass [101]. Witten [102] used the simple MIT Bag

model with non-interacting quarks to show that the uds quark matter could be

absolutely stable for reasonable values of the bag constant . Farhi and Jaffe [103]

explored the properties of uds matter including the finite mass of s quark and

low-order QCD interactions. This simple version of MIT Bag model is referred

to as "Strange Quark Matter" (SQM). With the discovery of new pulsars and

heavier NSs, models with massive quarks, such as Nambu-Jona-Lasinio and its

extensions [104, 105], which restores the chiral symmetry, were frequently used to

study such heavy NSs and to describe the conversion of NSs into strange stars

via phase transition at higher densities [106–108].

The density-dependent quark mass phenomenological models via a scalar density-

dependent potential were also developed in order to show that the quark masses

tend to current quark masses as ρb → ∞ [109, 110]. These models predicted stars,

completely made up of quarks, with a maximum mass ∼ 2M� and thus allowing the

existence of Bare strange stars [111]. Several other models include Color-flavor-locked

(CFL) [112, 113], Quark mean-field (QMF) [114], and Quark meson coupling (QMC)

[115]. The phase transition from pure hadronic matter to the quark matter leads to

a strong softening of the EoS, thereby decreasing the NS maximum mass [116].

Lai and Shapiro [117] studied the effect of a strong magnetic field on the NSs

by employing the scalar virial theorem. A magnetic field of the order of 1018 Gauss

was found in the inner surface. Calculations by various groups limited the range
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between 1017 - 1020 G, depending upon the models used and studied the properties

of static as well as accreting NSs [118–121].

One of the fundamental findings in the success of RMF models is that nonlinear

self-interactions for the scalar meson must be added to give adequate flexibility

[122–124]. Because these models were meant to be renormalizable, scalar self-

interactions are restricted to a quartic polynomial, and scalar–vector and vec-

tor–vector interactions are not permitted [125]. As mentioned by Walecka, one of

the incentives for renormalizability is that once the model parameters are calibrated

to observable nuclear characteristics, one may extrapolate into regimes of high

density or temperature without the introduction of additional, unknown parameters.

Effective field theories, such as chiral perturbation theory [126, 127], successfully

describe the low-energy phenomenology of hadronic Goldstone bosons [128], inspire

an alternate approach. Although a lagrangian is generally used as the starting

point, the meson and baryon fields are no longer termed elementary and the

renormalizability constraint is eliminated.

Mean-field models of nuclear structure and the EoS must be evaluated in a

new context within the methodology of effective field theory. Near normal nuclear

density, the mean scalar and vector fields, denoted as Φ and W , are large on

nuclear energy scales but small in comparison to the nucleon mass M and vary

slowly in finite nuclei. This implies that the Φ/M and W/M ratios, as well as

their gradients |∇Φ|/M2 and |∇W |/M2, are useful expansion parameters. The

implication of "naturalness" is also important in effective field theory. Naturalness

signifies that one should include all the possible terms via a given order and that

the coefficients of the various terms in the lagrangian should all be of order unity

when interpreted in appropriate dimensionless form.

From this perspective, it is necessary to stabilize nuclear mean-field models that

only contain scalar self-interactions [123, 124] and extensions that include quartic

self-interactions for the neutral vector meson [129]. In addition, a comprehensive

study including all meson self-interactions through fourth-order in the isoscalar-

scalar and vector fields has been carried out [130]. These additions result in new
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model parameters i.e, coupling constants, that must be constrained by comparing

to observed nuclear properties. The parameters obtained should be natural for

the truncation at fourth-order to be reasonable.

Over the last decade, there has been significant progress in linking laboratory

observables to astronomical data. Indeed, significant advancements in theory,

experiment, and observation have taken us precariously closer to determining the

EoS of neutron-rich matter. In a consistent approach, appropriately optimized

energy density functionals are now commonly utilized to compute the ground-

state properties of finite nuclei, their collective excitations, and the structure

of neutron stars.

1.4 Plan of Thesis

The primary objective of this thesis work is to investigate NSs using the RMF

model and its extended variants, which are successful in recreating nuclear matter

properties at saturation density and describing the structure and properties of

NSs while fulfilling current constraints. The existence of exotic phases, namely

quarks and hyperons, is investigated, as is its impact on NS properties. Through

astronomical measurements and gravitational wave detections, we investigate

whether the occurrence of such exotic particles is supported by NSs.

After an extensive description of the nuclear models (both non-relativistic and

relativistic) used in the study of dense matter objects in Chapter 1, Chapter 2

provides information about the formation and structure of NSs with extension to

the exotic matter present in their cores. In Chapter 3, a detailed description of the

relativistic mean-field (RMF) model is presented. We begin with the fundamental

concept of mean-field theory, followed by the RMF method influenced by effective

field theory and its EoS. Following a discussion of the density-dependent RMF

(DD-RMF) models, the nuclear matter properties and parameter sets utilized in our

calculations for both RMF and DD-RMF models are explored in depth. Finally, the

infinite nuclear matter (symmetric and asymmetric), as well as the beta-equilibrium

and charge neutrality criteria for NSs are explored.
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The role of quark matter in the core of NSs is investigated in Chapter 4. The

phase transition characteristics of hadron matter to quark matter are investigated

using the basic MIT bag model. The nuclear matter properties such as symmetry

energy and slope parameter are computed for hybrid EoS for different values of the

bag constant B1/4 using the unified EoS. The mass-radius profile for various hybrid

EoSs created is derived by solving TOV equations and the value of bag constant

is constrained in the context of gravitational wave data GW170817.

The influence of inner crust EoS with varied symmetry energy slope parameters

on the properties of NS is investigated in Chapter 5. The inner crust and core EoSs

from several RMF models are combined to form a single EoS. The characteristics

of both static and rotating NSs are investigated, including mass, radius, tidal

deformability, and the moment of inertia.

The hadron-quark phase transition is studied in Chapter 6 in the context of the

recently detected gravitational wave GW190814. The DD-RMF model is used to

investigate the hadronic matter, whereas the vector enhanced bag (vBag) model,

an extended version of the MIT bag model, is used to explore quark matter. The

characteristics of NS are investigated utilizing various phase transition fabrication

approaches. Properties such as the moment of inertia, Kerr parameter, mass, star

radius, and redshift are computed for maximally rotating NS to investigate if the

secondary component of GW190814 may be a potential supermassive NS.

Chapter 7 examines the influence of a strong magnetic field on the characteristics

of neutron and hyperon stars using various hyperonic parameters. On the micro-

scopic level, a chemical potential-dependent magnetic field is utilized to describe

matter. The deformation caused by the magnetic field and how its absence results

in an overestimation of the mass and an underestimation of the stellar radius of

NS and hyperon stars have been explored.

Finally, Chapter 8 combines our research of NS and the findings obtained to

make some significant conclusions about NS and the occurrence of unusual phases.

The potential expansion of this thesis work is also explored.
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The neutron stars/black holes of nature are the
most perfect macroscopic objects there are in the
universe: the only elements in their construction are
our concepts of space and time.

— Subrahmanyan Chandrasekhar
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2.1 Introduction

Neutron stars (NSs) are dense, compact objects that have a significant appeal as

probes for studying many aspects of physics. They are the ideal astrophysical

laboratories with the greatest magnetic fields and gravity known (except black

holes). Within a radius of 10 km, NSs contain over a solar mass of stuff at densities

of the order of 1015 g/cc and hence give chances to investigate the characteristics

19
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of matter at extremely high densities. They have also proved to be excellent test

bodies for theories incorporating general relativity. In a larger sense, NS gives users

access to the phase diagram of matter at high densities and temperatures, which

serves as the foundation for comprehending a variety of astrophysical phenomena.

NSs are great observatories for testing our current knowledge of matter’s

fundamental characteristics under the impact of strong gravitational and magnetic

fields at high density, isospin asymmetry, and temperature conditions. They provide

a fascinating interaction between nuclear processes and astrophysical observables.

Their research is one of the fascinating areas of study, necessitating skills from

several disciplines such as general relativity (GR), high-energy physics, nuclear

and hadronic physics, and quantum chromodynamics (QCD). Massive theoretical

gains have been made in comprehending the extraordinary and one-of-a-kind

features of these exceedingly dense objects. NSs are good gravitational wave

emitters. Exotic materials are attracted when the matter is squeezed beyond

nuclear densities. Many physical processes violently transfer significant quantities

of mass at relativistic speeds, altering spacetime and hence emitting huge amounts

of gravitational radiation.

The complementary efforts in theory and experiment have resulted in new fields

of nuclear physics, such as the extension of the nuclear chart and access to the

nuclear matter at various densities [131, 132]. Testing/developing nuclear models

while describing these additional aspects is a challenge and also aids in the validation

of ideas and underlying assumptions. Nuclear matter in NS, which has extreme

isospin and density, might be an extreme testing ground in this regard. In this

thesis, we have chosen a class of nuclear models, particularly relativistic mean-field

models, from among the many available. We investigate how the most current and

successful versions of this model may explain some aspects of the NS while also

expanding the model with the introduction of quarks and hyperons. The following

text provides the bare minimum of information on the NS.

After Chadwick discovered the neutron in 1932 [133], scientists predicted the

presence of neutron stars. In 1934, Baade and Zwicky theorized that neutron
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stars might originate in supernovae, which occur when the iron core of a large star

surpasses the Chandrasekhar limit and collapses [134]. The immense amount of

energy released during the collapse vaporizes the rest of the star and the collapsing

core may form a neutron star. For this mechanism to create neutron stars efficiently,

the maximum mass of neutron stars should be more than 1.4M�.

In 1939, Tolman [135], Oppenheimer and Volkoff [136] performed the first

theoretical calculations of neutron stars, assuming that they are gravitationally

confined states of neutron Fermi gas. Maximum masses were calculated to be 0.7M�,

with densities of up to ∼ 6 × 1015 g/cm3 and radii of 10 km. In comparison, the

density of nuclear matter within a large nucleus such as 208Pb is ∼ 0.16 nucleons/fm3,

or ' 2.7 × 1014 g/cm3 [137]. Their expected maximum mass was less than the

Chandrasekhar mass limit of ∼ 1.4M� for white dwarfs with iron-group nuclei and

densities as high as ∼ 109 g/cm3 [138]. The pressure required to counteract the

gravitational attraction of white dwarfs and Oppenheimer-Volkoff NSs is provided

by degenerate electron and neutron Fermi gases, respectively. Tsuruta and Cameron

proved in the 1960s that using schematic nuclear force models, they could increase

neutron star masses over 1.4M� [139].

In 1967, Bell and Hewish discovered radio pulsars, which Gold soon identified

as rotating neutron stars [140]. The subsequent finding of the Crab pulsar in

the remnants of the Crab supernova in China in 1054 confirmed the connection

to supernovae and inspired ongoing efforts to better understand neutron stars.

Hulse and Taylor’s 1974 discovery of the first binary pulsar, PSR 1913+16 [141]

(PSR stands for pulsar and 1913+16 marks the pulsar’s position in the sky),

ushered in a scientific revolution.

A basic introduction about the NS, its formation, and properties are discussed be-

low.

2.1.1 Formation

The stuff in the very early cosmos was diffuse gases of light elements. These dispersed

gases are drawn together and form stars as a result of gravity’s attraction. Main
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Figure 2.1: Schematic representation of a star burning through a succession of nuclear
fusion fuels. Re represents the radius of the earth ≈ 6400 km and AU represents the
astronomical units (1.5× 108 km).

sequence stars spend the majority of their lives fusing Hydrogen to produce Helium

[142]. When all of the Hydrogen has been turned into Helium, the star begins to burn

Helium, followed by Carbon, Oxygen, Silicon, and so on, until they seek to fuse iron,

as seen in Fig. 2.1. The approximate time scales of burnings are: Hydrogen burning

≈ 107 years, Helium burning ≈ 106 years, Carbon burning ≈ 500 years, Neon

burning ≈ 10 years, Oxygen burning ≈ 1 year, and Silicon burning ≈ 1 day [143].

For a star with mass greater than 8M�, the nuclei in the outer portions of the

star tug against each other, forming elements heavier than Iron, which eventually

leads to core-collapse supernovae. As the core runs out of fuel, it contracts and

the outer layers of the star expand and the stars become less bright, which further

become either a red giant or a red super giant star, depending upon the initial

mass of the star. Finally, these giant stars will collapse and explode, will either

become a white dwarf, an NS, or a black hole.

Fig. 2.2 is a schematic representation of the life cycle of a star. In the heart

of the core-collapse supernova, an extreme new state of matter (NS) develops for
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Figure 2.2: Schematic representation of life cycle of stars.

M ≈ 8 - 20M�. The elements of the star melt into the uniform nuclear matter

due to the star’s high density. Finally, nuclear interactions and nucleon degeneracy

balance the gravitational pull and a neutron star emerges. Because the typical

densities of NSs are equal to that of nuclei, it is thought that NS is composed of

baryonic matter (such as protons and neutrons) and may thus be considered as

gigantic nuclei, albeit with a mass number of about 1057 [67]. More discussion on

the discovery of NSs and other key contributions to their understanding may be

found in the work of Novak [144], Greiner et al. [145] and references therein.

2.1.2 Mass and radius

The most visible quantity is the mass of an NS. The most precise mass determinations

of NS are obtained by timing observations of pulsars in binary systems, i.e., with

a white dwarf or a second NS. The Doppler effect typically allows us to estimate

the orbital size as well as the overall mass of the binary system; subsequently, in

many circumstances, the discovery of relativistic effects such as Shapiro delay or

orbit contraction owing to gravitational wave emission provides a measure of the
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two masses. In certain situations, the masses are determined with remarkable

precision (for example, the Hulse-Taylor binary PSR 1913+16 with masses m1 =

1.4398 ± 0.0002M� and m2 = 1.3886 ± 0.0002M�), but the mass measurement

of an accreting NS in X-ray binaries yields less precise findings. Fig. 2.3 displays

the measured masses of neutron stars in binary systems.

The precise measurements of pulsar masses PSR J1614-2230 (1.928 ± 0.017)M�
[146],PSR J0348+0432(2.01 ± 0.04)M� [147], and PSR J0740+6620 (2.04+0.10

−0.09)M�
[148] show that the maximum mass of an NS should be at least 2M�. The Laser In-

terferometer Gravitational-wave Observatory (LIGO)-Variability of solar IRradiance

and Gravity Oscillations (VIRGO) detector network detected a gravitational-wave

signal, GW170817, from the inspiral of two low-mass compact objects on August 17,

2017, compatible with a binary neutron star (BNS) merger. The total mass of the

GW170817 BNS merger was found to be around 2.7M� with the heavier component

of 1.16 - 1.60M� for low spin priors, and the maximum mass approached 1.9M� for

high spin priors [149]. The gravitational wave event GW170817 is interpreted as

the possibility of an upper limit on the NS maximum mass which is around 2.3M�
[150]. A recent gravitational wave detection, GW190814, with a black hole merger

of mass 22.2 - 24.3M� and a secondary component with mass 2.50 - 2.67M� [151]

gained a lot of attention about the nature of its secondary component, whether

it’s a light black hole, supermassive NS, or some other exotic object.

The LIGO Scientific and Virgo Collaborations (LVC) [152] announced two

gravitational wave occurrences, GW200105, and GW200115, that are consistent

with neutron star-black hole (NSBH) binaries based on the second part of the third

observation run. At 90% confidence, the major components were discovered to be

black holes with masses of 8.9+1.2
−1.5M� and 5.7+1.8

−2.1M�, respectively and secondary

ones with masses of 1.9+0.3
−0.2M� and 1.5+0.7

−0.3M�, respectively. When compared to

the maximum mass of NSs, these secondary components are compatible with NSs

with a probability of ≈ 90%. The radius measurement with mass is critical for

understanding the structure of the NS. There is only one type of neutron star, known

as an X-ray burster [154], that, despite losing all of its magnetic field, continues to
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Figure 2.3: NS masses in binary pulsars (yellow, grey, and blue areas) and X-ray binaries
(green region) are depicted graphically. The dashed and dotted vertical lines indicate the
masses’ simple and weighted averages, respectively. Figure taken from Ref. [153].

rotate around a partner and permits radius measurements. The measurement of

the thermal spectra of NS offers information on the gravitational redshift, which

relies on the NSs mass and radius [155]. As a result, this finding is valuable in

determining the mass and radius of the NS. However, the mass and radius cannot

be calculated precisely with a single observation and substantial work is being done

to make such exact and simultaneous measurements [156, 157].
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The Neutron Star Interior Composition ExploreR (NICER) is an International

Space Station (ISS) experiment that uses soft X-ray timing to study neutron

stars. Through rotation-resolved X-ray spectroscopy, NICER challenges nuclear

physics theory by investigating unusual states of matter within neutron stars. Riley

and Miller estimated the size and mass of pulsar J0030+0451 using NICER data.

Riley obtained the inferred mass M and equatorial radius Req as 1.34+0.15
−0.16M� and

12.71+1.14
−1.19 km [158], while the radius and mass estimates obtained by Miller are

Re = 13.02+1.24
−1.06 km andM = 1.44+0.15

−0.14M� (68%) [159]. Very recently, data from the

NICER X-ray Timing Instrument (NICER XTI) event constrained the equatorial

radius and mass of PSR J0740+6620 in the limit 12.39+1.30
−0.98 km and 2.072+0.067

−0.066M�

respectively [160]. The equatorial circumferential radius of PSR J0740+6620

is found to be 13.7+2.6
−1.5 km (68%) from NICER and X-ray Multi-Mirror (XMM-

Newton) X-ray observations [161]. The inferred radius range for 1.4M� neutron

stars has been considerably narrowed by new measurements. Before the new NICER

measurements, the radius of PSR J0030+0451 had been constrained to 11.2-13.3 km

at 90% credibility and 11.9-13.0 km at 68% credibility using a Gaussian process EoS

model, nuclear data, information about neutron star tidal deformability from the

gravitational wave event GW170817 and previous mass and radius measurements.

With the addition of the new data from the PSR J0740+6620 measurement, these

ranges are reduced to 11.8-13.4 km (90%) and 12.2-13.1 km (68%) [161]. Based on the

recent measurements reported by the Lead Radius EXperiment (PREX-2) exploiting

the strong correlation between R208
skin and the symmetry energy slope parameter L,

the radius at 1.4M� is constrained in the region 13.25 ≤ R1.4 (km) ≤ 14.26 [162].

2.1.3 Tidal Deformability

The gravitational waves heralded the start of a spectacular light show. Because black

holes are the gravitational fields left behind when extremely massive stars collide,

they contain nothing that might generate light when an isolated pair of them merges.

Neutron stars, on the other hand, are the dead cores left behind after relatively

smaller stars explode in supernovae and they are composed of nearly pure neutrons
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in the densest materials known. When such orbs collide, they should release debris

that emits light at all wavelengths. The discovery of the first binary pulsar, PSR

1913+16, by Hulse and Taylor in 1974 ushered in a scientific revolution [141]. In

the BNS system, we have two astronomical entities with a radius of approximately

ten kilometers, but a mass equivalent to that of the sun, and they are just a few

times the moon’s distance from the Earth. This finding confirmed the existence of

gravitational waves, which Einstein’s general theory of relativity anticipated.

Figure 2.4: The schematic representation of the gravitational waves produced by the
inspiral of compact bodies in a binary neutron star system.

Two stars spin around a shared center of mass in this mechanism. As they

revolve, they emit gravitational waves, causing the orbits to lose energy and get more

close, a process known as inspiralling. As they grow closer, they emit additional

gravitational waves and get even closer, finally crashing. Just before the merger, the

star is tidally disrupted by the other companion stars’ exterior tidal field, causing

a slight adjustment in the phase of the gravitational waves. During the inspiral

phase of an NS-NS merger, an extraordinarily powerful tidal gravitational field is

created, which deforms the stars’ multipolar structure (Fig. 2.4). This impact may

be expressed in terms of the stars tidal deformability or tidal Love number, which

provides information on the internal structure of the NS [163, 164].

The Love numbers have a direct effect on the amount of tidal bulge on bodies

caused by a non-uniform external gravitational field. To demonstrate this, imagine

the Sun and Earth, where the Sun is seen as a point mass. It has been discovered that

the Sun’s gravitational field is strongest on the side of the Earth that is closest to the
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Sun. As a result, there is relative acceleration, resulting in quadrupole deformation

as seen from the Earth’s center-of-mass frame. As a result, the production of two

high tides every day at a particular place on Earth is the overall result.

A spherical star placed in a static external quadrupolar tidal field Eij causes star

deformation as well as quadrupole deformation, resulting in leading order disruption.

This type of deformation is assessed by [163, 164]

λ = −Qij

Eij
= 2

3k2R
5, (2.1)

Λ = 2k2

3C5 , (2.2)

where Qij is a binary star’s induced quadrupole moment and Eij is the companion

star’s static external quadrupole tidal force. λ is the tidal deformability parameter,

which is determined by the EoS through the NS radius and a dimensionless quantity

k2, also known as the second Love number [164]. C = M/R is the compactness

parameter. Λ is the dimensionless equivalent of λ. In general relativity, we must

differentiate k2 gravitational fields produced by masses (electric type) from those

produced by mass motion, i.e., mass currents (magnetic type), which have no

counterpart in Newtonian gravity [165, 166]. According to Eq. (2.1), λ is strongly

influenced by the radius of the NS and the value of k2. Furthermore, k2 is influenced

by the internal structure of the component body and enters the gravitational wave

phase of the inspiraling BNS directly, conveying information about the EoS. Because

the gravitational gradient grows with the radius of the NS, so does the deformation

produced by the external field. In other words, stiff (soft) EoS generates significant

(little) deformation in the BNS system.

Recently, upgraded LIGO and Virgo detectors reported for the first time the

direct detection of gravitational waves from a spinning NS-NS binary, dubbed

GW170817 [167]. The binary chirp mass is found to be 1.188+0.004
−0.002M� at the 90%

credible intervals, as determined by data analysis of GW170817. The dimensionless

tidal deformability Λ1 and Λ2 with 90% and 50% confidence limits derived for two

stars in the BNS merger seen by GW170817 are presented in Fig. 5 of Ref. [167].
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The measurement is stated as a limit for average dimensionless tidal deformability

Λ ≤ 800 for low-spin prior. In their subsequent analysis [168], the LVC suggests

a much smaller upper limit of 580 on dimesionless tidal deformability, ruling

out the stiffer EoSs [169].

2.2 Static and Rotating Neutron stars

2.2.1 Static neutron star

For a spherically symmetric, static NS (SNS), the metric element has the Schwarzschild

form (G = c = 1)

ds2 = −e2φ(r)dt2 + e2Λ(r)dr2 + r2(dθ2 + sin2θdφ2), (2.3)

where the metric functions e−2φ(r) and e2Λ(r) are defined as

e−2φ(r) = (1− γ(r))−1, (2.4)

e2Λ(r) = (1− γ(r)), (2.5)

with

γ(r) = 2M(r)/r. (2.6)

The energy-momentum tensor reduces the Einstein field equations to well-known

Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff coupled differential equations given by [135, 136]

dP (r)
dr

= − [E(r) + P (r)][M(r) + 4πr3P (r)]
r2(1− 2M(r)/r) , (2.7)

and
dM(r)
dr

= 4πr2E(r), (2.8)

where M(r), E(r) and P (r) represent the gravitational mass at radius r with

fixed central density, energy density, and pressure, respectively. The boundary

conditions P (0) = Pc, M(0) = 0 allow one to solve the above differential equations

and determine the properties of a NS.
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The tidal deformability λ is defined as the ratio of the induced quadrupole mass

Qij to the external tidal field Eij as defined by Eqs. (2.1) and (2.2) [163, 170]. The

expression for the Love number is written as [163]

k2 = 8
5(1− 2C)2[2C(y − 1)]

{
2C(4(y + 1)C4 + (6y − 4)C3

+(26− 22y)C2 + 3(5y − 8)C − 3y + 6)

−3(1− 2C)2(2C(y − 1)− y + 2)log
( 1

1− 2C

)}−1
.

(2.9)

The function y = y(R) can be computed by solving the differential equation [164,

170]

r
dy(r)
dr

+ y(r)2 + y(r)F (r) + r2Q(r) = 0, (2.10)

where

F (r) = r − 4πr3[E(r)− P (r)]
r − 2M(r) , (2.11)

Q(r) =
4πr

(
5E(r) + 9P (r) + E(r)+P (r)

∂P (r)/∂E(r) −
6

4πr2

)
r − 2M(r)

−4
M(r) + 4πr3P (r)
r2(1− 2M(r)/r)

2

.

(2.12)

The above equations are solved for spherically symmetric and static NS to determine

the properties such as mass, radii, and tidal deformability.

2.2.2 Rotating neutron star

For a rapidly rotating NS (RNS) with a nonaxisymmetric configuration, they would

emit gravitational waves until they achieve axisymmetric configuration. The rotation

deforms the NS. Here we study the rapidly rotating NS assuming a stationary,

axisymmetric space-time. The energy-momentum tensor for such a perfect fluid

describing the matter is given by

T µν = (E + P )uµuν + Pgµν , (2.13)

where the first term represents the contribution from matter. uµ denotes the

fluid-four-velocity, E is the energy density, and P is the pressure. For RNS, the
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metric tensor is given by [171]

ds2 = −e2ν(r,θ)dt2 + e2ψ(r,θ)(dφ− ω(r)dt)2

+e2µ(r,θ)dθ2 + e2λ(r,θ)dr2,
(2.14)

where the gravitational potentials ν, µ, ψ, and λ are the functions of r and θ only.

The Einstein’s field equations are solved for the given potential to determine the

physical properties that govern the structure of the RNS. Global properties such

as gravitational mass, equitorial radius, moment of inertia, angular momentum,

etc. are calculated.

For a RNS, the angular momentum J is easy to calculate. By defining the

angular velocity of the fluid relative to a local inertial frame, ω̄(r) = Ω − ω(r),

ω̄ satisfies the following differential equation

1
r4

d

dr

r4j
dω̄

dr

+ 4
r

dj

r
ω̄ = 0, (2.15)

where j = j(r) = e−(ν+λ)/2.

The angular momentum of the star is then given by the relation

J = 1
6R

4

dω̄
dr


r=R

, (2.16)

which relates the angular velocity as

Ω = ω̄(R) + 2J
R3 . (2.17)

The properties of a rotating neutron star studied in this thesis are calculated by

using the RNS code [172–174].

2.3 Neutron star structure

The many possibilities of the NS structure are discussed below, albeit as will

be demonstrated, the contents are not always neutrons. In light of this, further

definitions of NS include hyperon stars, quark stars, and hybrid stars to characterize

compact stellar objects [67, 175]. Beyond basic interactions, we need physics

to comprehend these stars. The physics of neutron (and nucleon) matter has
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developed from very basic explanations consistent with observation to numerous

more complicated descriptions incorporating many species such as baryons, mesons,

leptons, and quarks. The current study contributes to a deeper understanding

of matter at both the microscopic and macroscopic sizes, as well as the theory

and formalism that connects these two extremes. With increasing density, the

radial structure of NS may be separated into the atmosphere, crust, and core

of NS (see Fig. 2.5) [176].

The NSs atmosphere or surface is a thin plasma layer that creates the thermal

electromagnetic radiation spectrum. This radiation contains valuable information

about NS, such as effective surface temperature, surface gravity, chemical com-

position, surface magnetic field strength and shape. The atmosphere’s thickness

ranges from 10 cm to a few millimeters.

Outer Crust
0.3-0.5 km

Inner Crust
1-2 km

Outer Core
≈ 9 km

Inner Core
0-3 km

0.3-0.5 ρ0

0.5-2.0 ρ0

2-15 ρ0

Figure 2.5: Schematic representation of the NS structure in terms of its radial distance.
ρ0 is the nuclear saturation density (≈ 0.15 fm−3).

2.3.1 Crust

The crust of a neutron star accounts for just a small fraction of the star’s mass, but

it has a significant influence on phenomena such as cooling rate and the production

of spectacular gamma-ray bursts. The microscopic structure of the outer crust is a
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lattice of neutron-rich nuclei surrounded by a homogenous cloud of electrons. The

outer crust (the outer envelope) stretches from the bottom of the atmosphere to

a layer with a density of ρ ≈ 4 × 1011 g cm−3 and a thickness of about 0.3-0.5

km. The higher pressure fuses more electrons and protons into neutrons as we get

closer to the star’s core, increasing the neutron density in the nucleus. When the

inner crust’s nuclei can no longer accept any more neutrons, the released neutrons

form a superfluid that penetrates the lattice.

The inner crust is approximately 1-2 km thick. The inner crust’s density ranges

from ρ ≈ 4 × 1011 g cm−3 (at the upper border) to ∼ 0.5 ρ0 (at the base). Electrons,

free neutrons, and neutron-rich atomic nuclei make up the inner crust. The fraction

of free neutrons increases as density increases. The inner crust of NS is made up

of several components known together as the pasta structure. The outer layer

of the NS crust, with a density less than the nuclear saturation density, presents

special challenges. Nucleons are correlated over short distances by attractive strong

interactions, but anti-correlated over long distances by Coulomb repulsion at this

density. Complex and unique nuclear structures such as spheres, bubbles, rods,

slabs, and tubes develop as a result of the rivalry between these short and long-range

interactions. The term "pasta phases" has been used to describe these complex

structures. Various approaches have been used to investigate the pasta phases [177].

Deformations and fissures in neutron star crusts have been related to phenomena

such as gravitational waves, bursts of gamma rays, and "glitches"-events in which a

star’s spin rapidly accelerates [178]. The structure of the inner crust is critical to

understanding these occurrences. The inner crust’s structure influences its strength

and rigidity, which can have serious consequences on a star’s behavior. A neutron

star’s crust, for example, can sustain mountain-like formations on its surface if

it is sufficiently strong. These mountains rotate more than 600 times per second,

causing disturbances in spacetime known as gravitational waves.
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2.3.2 Core

The core of an NS is roughly 10 km thick and comprises the majority of the NSs mass.

The core of the NS, like the crust, is split into two parts: the outer core and the

inner core. The outer core has a density range of 0.5ρ0 ≤ ρ ≤ 0.20ρ0 and a thickness

of several kilometers. It is composed of neutrons with a significant admixture (5 to

15%) of protons, electrons, and potentially muons called npeµ composition. The

state of this matter is controlled by electric neutrality and beta equilibrium, which

are complemented with a microscopic model of many-body nucleon interaction.

The center area of NS is occupied by the inner core, where ρ ≥ 2ρ0. It

has a radius of many kilometers with a core density of ∼ (10-15)ρ0. The inner

core’s composition and EoS are poorly understood and heavily model-dependent.

Several hypotheses have been proposed, each of which predicts the arrival of

new fermions and/or bosons.

Surface
Hydrogen/Helium plasma

Outer Crust
Ions
Electron gas

Inner Crust
Heavy ions
Relativistic e− gas
Superfluid neutrons

Outer Core
n, p
e−, µ−

Inner Core
n,p
e−,µ−
Hyperons (Λ,Σ)
Deltas (∆)
Boson (π,K)
Deconf. quarks (u,d,s)

Figure 2.6: Hypothetical view of the NS structure depicting many conceivable phases in
various types of NS represented by different sectors such as hyperon stars, strange stars,
and so on [179].
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Atoms are so closely packed together at the high densities seen inside neutron

stars that new states of matter can arise. While neutron stars are extreme settings

in and of themselves, the matter may be transformed into something much more

unusual by increasing density. The most obvious example is quark deconfinement, in

which basic particles (for example, neutrons) are broken down into their constituent

quarks. Quarks do not typically exist as free particles, but this can happen at the

high temperatures and densities that occur during quark deconfinement. A quark

star might form if quark matter is more stable than conventional matter.

The major possible exotic phases such as Kaons, Hyperons, and deconfined

quark matter in the NS core are displayed in Fig. 2.6. The modelling of these

exotic phases in the NS core and their effect on the NS properties are discussed

in Chapter 1 of this thesis.

Because we examine quark matter in depth in this thesis, it’s important to

describe it adequately.

2.4 Quark matter

2.4.1 MIT Bag Model

The Bag Model provides a reasonable phenomenological explanation of quarks in

hadrons by confining quarks inside a hadron. While there are many other variants

of the model, the MIT Bag Model incorporates the fundamental properties of quark

confinement phenomenology. In 1974, the Massachusetts Institute of Technology

proposed the MIT bag model to account for hadronic masses in terms of their

quark components [100]. Quarks are represented as massless particles inside a

finite-dimensional bag and infinitely enormous outside the bag in the MIT bag

model. Confinement in the model is caused by the balance between the inwardly

directed bag pressure B and the stress caused by the kinetic energy of the quarks.

Bag pressure B is a phenomenological variable established in this case to account

for the nonperturbative effects of QCD. It has a value in the range (100-200)4 MeV.

If the quarks are confined in the bag, the gluons should be confined as well. Gauss’s

law requires that the total color charge of the stuff inside the bag be colorless.
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Figure 2.7: Representation of quarks in a bag. At high densities, the quark bags overlap
(left panel). As the density increases, the quarks exist in a deconfined phase (right panel).

Quarks in the bag model inhabit single-particle orbitals. If all of the quarks are

in the ground state, the bag has a spherical form (Fig. 2.7). A suitable boundary

condition at the bag surface assures that no quark may escape. This indicates that

no quarks exist outside of the bag. The “vacuum” of QCD is supposed to have the

property of excluding quarks. The vacuum must be ejected inside the hadronic

region, or more broadly within any volume containing quarks. This requires a lot

of energy. The bag constant, indicated by B, is the energy per unit volume. The

energy thus associated with the simple existence of quarks in volume V is denoted by

the symbol BV . Because of the energy associated with the kinetic motion of quarks

in the volume, the QM energy density, and pressure will have two components: the

contribution of the confining bag and the kinetic motion of the quarks [67].

The total energy of the bag system is thus

E = Eq +BV, (2.18)

where Eq is the energy associated with the kinetic motion of quarks and BV is

the energy due to the mere presence of quarks.

In the simplest of bag model, only light quarks (u and d) are considered with

vanishing mass. The baryon density is then given as

ρB = γqµ
3

18π2 , (2.19)
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where µ is the baryonic chemical potential and γq is the degeneracy factor =24 (2

flavors × 3 colors × 2 spin × 2 anti-quarks). The energy density can be written as

E = γqµ
4

8π2 +B. (2.20)

The corresponding pressure is

P = γqµ
4

24π2 −B. (2.21)

From the above equations, a linear relationship between energy density and

pressure is obtained.

E = 3P + 4B. (2.22)

Fig. 2.8 displays the variation of pressure with energy density for simple MIT bag

model at different values of bag constant B1/4 = 130, 140, 150, and 160 MeV. As

seen, the pressure decreases with increase in the value of B. Refs. [103, 180–184]

discuss the MIT bag model, its extensions, and bag constant constraints.
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Figure 2.8: Energy density vs pressure for simple bag model at different values of bag
constant.
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2.4.2 Color-Flavored Locked Phase

Quark matter is generally color-superconducting at very high densities and low

temperatures. Quarks create a degenerate Fermi liquid at sufficiently high concentra-

tions and low temperatures. At these densities, QM is weakly interactive, with one

gluon exchange providing the main interaction between quarks, resulting in quarks

forming condensates of cooper pairs of equal and opposite momenta with distinct

flavors around the Fermi surface. Because the cores of NSs are not dense enough to

contain any charm or heavier quarks, we always use the high-density limit with up,

down, and strange quarks when considering the matter at high densities [185].

The thermodynamic potential or free energy at zero temperature is Ω = E−µN ,

where E represents the overall energy of the system, µ represents the chemical

potential and N represents the number of fermions. If no interactions occurred,

then adding a particle to the system would require the energy equal to the Fermi

energy EF = µ, meaning that adding or removing particles or holes at the Fermi

surface would cost no free energy. When we add a pair of particles or holes with

the attractive channel’s quantum numbers to a weak attractive interaction in any

channel, the potential energy of their attraction reduces the free energy. As a result,

the creation of cooper pairs on the Fermi surface is encouraged.

As a result of the attractive color-antisymmetric channel in the interaction

between quarks, a pairing gap is formed in the system’s free energy. As a result of

colour superconductivity in dense quark matter, one of the primary consequences

is the emergence of a non-zero energy gap ∆ in the one-particle spectrum. In a

standard BCS method, this is stated as

Ek =
√

(εk − µ)2 + ∆2, (2.23)

where Ek is the modified (quasi-particle) energy of the kth level and εk is the

equivalent single-particle energy. Because the quark pairs cannot be color singlets,

the Cooper pair condensate in quark matter will violate the local color symmetry

SU(3)c, thereby giving rise to the phrase color superconductivity.
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The Color-Flavor Locked (CFL) phase, in which quarks of all three colors

and flavors form conventional zero momentum spinless Cooper pairs, is the most

symmetric and appealing option in quark matter at sufficiently high densities, where

the up, down, and strange quarks can be treated on an equal footing and the

disruptive effects of the strange quark mass can be ignored. As a result, the CFL

phase with an equal amount of u, d, and s quarks is most likely the ground state of

QCD. The symmetry of state enforces the same number of flavors and therefore

electrons are missing since the combination is inherently neutral [113].

The thermodynamic potential for CFL phase is given as [186]

ΩCFL = Ωf −
3
π2 ∆2µ2 +B. (2.24)

The pressure and energy density for the CFL phase arise from thermodynamic

potential and are given as

P =
3∑
i=1

1
4π2

[
µiν

(
µ2
i −

5
2m

2
i

)
+ 3

2m
2
i log

(
µi + ν

mi

)]
+ 3
π2 ∆2µ2 −B, (2.25)

E =
3∑
i=1

µiρi − P = 3µρB − P, (2.26)

where, 3µ = µu + µd + µs. ρB is the baryon density written as

ρB = ρu = ρd = ρs = ν3 + 2∆2µ

π2 , (2.27)

and ν is the common fermi momentum defined as

ν = 2µ−
√
µ2 + m2

s

3 . (2.28)

Fig. 2.9 shows the variation of pressure with energy density for CFL quark

phase at ∆ = 100 MeV and bag values of B1/4 = 130, 140, 150, and 160 MeV.

Comparing this with the simple bag model (Fig. 2.8), we see that the CFL phase

yields more pressure at a given value of bag constant than the simple bag model.

This shows that the CFL phase is most confined state with the lowest energy

density (at a given density). This finding also explains why the presence of CFL

phases is more common in high-density matter.
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Figure 2.9: Energy density vs pressure for CFL quark matter at ∆ = 100 MeV and bag
values of B1/4 = 130, 140, 150, and 160 MeV.

Other approaches, such as the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model and its extensions,

can also be used to study the quark matter EoS [104, 105], although the parameters

involved in most quark matter models are poorly constrained. However, the addition

of vector-isoscalar and vector-isovector interactions stiffen the EoS and hence produce

a neutron star with maximum mass ≈ 2M�, satisfying constraints from various

measurements. The confining quark matter (CQM) model with extension to isospin-

dependency (ICQM), can describe pure quark stars with mass around 2M� [187].



All intelligent thoughts have already been thought;
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3.1 Quantum Hydrodynamics

A fine description of nuclei and nuclear matter was introduced by J. D. Walecka

in 1974. This description based on the interaction between baryons and mesons is

referred to as the Quantum Hydrodynamics (QHD). In nuclear matter, nucleons

interact through the exchange of mesons and hence the relativistic effects are

incorporated naturally.

With nuclei and nuclear matter being complex systems, various models exist

41
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Figure 3.1: Nucleon-nucleon potential.

among which the QHD is one. For all the models, some experimental inputs

are necessary to constraint them and in the case of QHD, these are the coupling

constants between nucleons and different mesons. These coupling constants are

determined by fitting the calculated properties of nuclei with the experimentally

observed values. By fitting various observed parameters, different QHD parameter

sets have been developed which differ from each other in terms of the meson fields

considered and different couplings between the fields.

Quantum Hydrodynamics I (QHD-I), also known as the σ − ω model, is the

original and simplest QHD parameter set [9, 66]. This model involves the exchange

of isoscalar sigma σ and isoscalar vector mesons ω with the baryons (neutron and

proton) which are found to be important in the description of the nuclear matter.

The effective nucleon-nucloen potential of QHD-I is defined as

Veff = g2
ω

4π
e−mωr

r
− g2

σ

4π
e−mσr

r
. (3.1)

The σ meson represents the strong attractive central force while as the ω meson

represents the strong replusive central force as shown in Fig. 3.1. The Lagrangian
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density of QHD-I is written as [9]

L = ψ̄[γµ(i∂µ − gωV µ)− (M − gσσ)]ψ + 1
2(∂µσ∂µσ −m2

σσ
2)

− 1
4VµνV

µν + 1
2m

2
ωVµV

µ, (3.2)

where ψ represents the baryonic field, σ and ω denote the scalar and vector

meson fiels, mσ, mω, and M represent the sigma, omega meson, and nucleon

mass, respectively. gσ and gω are the scalar and vector coupling constants and

Vµν = ∂µVν − ∂νVµ. The first term of Eq. (3.2) represents the non-interactive

dynamics of baryonic field with the meson fields, the second, and third terms

represent the dynamics of σ and ω fields, repsectively.

Using the Euler-Lagrange equation

∂

∂xµ

 ∂L
∂(∂qi/∂xµ)

− ∂L
∂qi

= 0, (3.3)

the different field equations are obtained as

(∂µ∂µ +m2
σ)σ = gσψ̄ψ, (3.4)

(∂µV µν +m2
ω)V µ = gωψ̄γ

µψ, (3.5)

and

[γµ(i∂µ −mωVµ)− (M − gσσ)]ψ = 0. (3.6)

The energy momentum tensor is given by the expression [9]

Tµν =
∑
i

∂νφi
∂L

∂(∂µφi)
− gµνL, (3.7)

where, gµν is the Lorentz transformation matrix given by

gµν =


1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0
0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 −1

 (3.8)

The energy density and pressure are obtained from the above tensor expression

as the zeroth annd third component respectively.

E = g2
ω

2m2
ω

ρ2
b + m2

σ

2g2
σ

(M −M∗)2 + γ

(2π)3

∫ kf

0
(k2 +M∗2)1/2d3k, (3.9)
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P = g2
ω

2m2
ω

ρ2
b −

m2
σ

2g2
σ

(M −M∗)2 + 1
3

γ

(2π)3

∫ kf

0

k2

(k2 +M∗2)1/2d
3k, (3.10)

where, kf represents the fermi momentum of nucleons, γ denotes the spin-isospin

degeneracy which is 4 for nuclear matter and 2 for neutron matter. ρb represents

the baryon density given by the expression

ρb = γ

(2π)3

∫ kf

0
(k2 +M∗2)1/2d3k = γ

6π2k
3
f . (3.11)

The effective mass of nucleons M∗ is obtained by minimizing the energy density

concerning the effective mass which leads to the relation

M∗ = M − g2
σ

m2
σ

γ

(2π)3

∫ kf

0

k2

(k2 +M∗2)1/2d
3k

= M − g2
σ

m2
σ

γM∗

4π2

kfE∗f −M∗2 ln
kf + E∗f

M∗

, (3.12)

with E∗f =
√
k2
f +M∗2.

The equations of motion (Eqs. 3.4-3.6) are non-linear, coupled equations that

are difficult to solve and hence are approximated. This approximation is provided

by the relativistic mean-field theory. In the RMF theory, the meson fields are

replaced by the classical fields i.e., their ground state expectation values, to simplify

the solution of the field equations [9]. The addition of several other mesons along

with the self-and cross-coupling terms lead to the development of new parameter

sets which have been discussed in chapter 1.

3.2 Effective field theory motivated RMF model

Quantum Hadrodynamics (QHD), the Effective Field Theory (EFT) for strong

interaction [8, 122, 188] at low energies has been studied extensively to describe

the properties of both finite nuclei [10, 123, 124, 189] and infinite nuclear matter

(INM) [8]. In this theory, the interaction of nucleons occurs with the exchange

of mesons like σ, ω, ρ, and δ.

A systematic formalism based on naturalness and Naive Dimensional Anal-

ysis (NDA), the effective field theory motivated relativistic-mean-field (E-RMF)
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lagrangian is constructed. The E-RMF is an extension to the basic RMF theory

in which all possible self- and cross-couplings between the mesons are included

[130, 190, 191]. The E-RMF Lagrangian contains the contribution from σ-, ω-

mesons upto 4th order expansion along with the ρ- and δ- mesons upto 2nd order

and is given by [130, 191, 192]

E(r) =
∑
α

φ†α(r)

−iα ·∇ + β[M − Φ(r)− τ3D(r)] +W (r) + 1 + τ3

2 A(r)

+ 1
2τ3R(r)− iβα

2M .

fω∇W (r) + 1
2fρτ3∇R(r)

φα(r)− ζ0

4!
1
g2
ω

W 4(r)

+
1

2 + k3

3!
Φ(r)
M

+ k4

4!
Φ2(r)
M2

m2
s

g2
s

Φ2(r) + 1
2g2

s

1 + α1
Φ(r)
M

(∇Φ(r))2

− 1
2g2

ω

1 + α2
Φ(r)
M

× (∇W (r))2 − 1
2

1 + ηρ
Φ(r)
M

m2
ρ

g2
ρ

R2(r)

− 1
2

1 + η1
Φ(r)
M

+ η2

2
Φ2(r)
M2

m2
ω

g2
ω

W 2(r)− 1
2e2 (∇A(r))2 − 1

g2
ρ

(∇R(r))2

− Λω(R2(r)W 2(r)) + 1
2g2

δ

(∇D(r))2 + 1
2
m2
δ

g2
δ

(D(r)2), (3.13)

where Φ,W , R, D, and A are σ, ω, ρ, δ, and photon fields respectively, gσ, gω, gρ, gδ,

and e2

4π are the corresponding coupling constants and mσ, mω, mρ, and mδ are the

masses for σ, ω, ρ, and δ mesons respectively. φα is the nucleonic field. The addition

of parameters like η1, η2, ηρ, α1, α2 in G3 set have their own importance in explaining

various properties of finite as well as INM. For example, the non linear interaction

of η1 and η2 parameters analyze the surface properties of finite nuclei [193].

Using the equation
(
∂E
∂φi

)
ρ=const

= 0, we obtain equation of motion for mesons.

The energy eigenvalue of the Dirac equation constraining the normalisation condition∑
α φ
†
α(r)φα(r)=1 is used to calculate the single particle energy for nucleons using the

Lagrange multiplier Eα. For the wave function φα(r), the Dirac equation becomes

∂

∂φ†α(r)

E(r)−
∑
α

φ†α(r)φα(r)
 = 0, (3.14)
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which when solved together with the Eq. (3.13) gives−iα ·∇ + β[M − Φ(r)− τ3D(r)] +W (r) + 1
2τ3R(r) + 1 + τ3

2 A(r)

−iβα2M .

fω∇W (r) + 1
2fρτ3∇R(r)

φα(r) = Eαφα(r). (3.15)

The mean-field equation of motion for Φ, W , R, D, and A field are then given as

−∆Φ(r) +m2
sΦ(r) = g2

sρs(r)−
m2
s

M
Φ2(r)

k3

2 + k4

3!
Φ(r)
M


+ g2

s

2M

η1 + η2
Φ(r)
M

m2
ω

g2
ω

W 2(r) + ηρ
2M

g2
s

g2
ρ

m2
ρR

2(r)

+ α1

2M [(∇Φ(r))2 + 2Φ(r)∆Φ(r)] + α2

2M
g2
s

g2
ω

(∇W (r))2, (3.16)

−∆W (r) +m2
ωW (r) = g2

ω

ρ(r) + fω
2 ρT (r)

− Φ(r)
M

η1 + η2
Φ(r)
M

m2
ωW (r)

− 1
3!ζ0W

3(r) + α2

M
[∇Φ(r) ·∇W (r) + Φ(r)∆W (r)]

− 2Λωg
2
ρR(r)W 2(r), (3.17)

−∆R(r) +m2
ρR(r) = 1

2g
2
ρ

ρ3(r) + 1
2fρρT,3(r)

− ηρΦ(r)
M

m2
ρR(r)

− 2Λωg
2
ρR(r)W 2(r), (3.18)

−∆A(r) = e2ρp(r), (3.19)

−∆D(r) +m2
δD(r) = g2

δρs3(r), (3.20)

where ρ(r), ρs(r), ρ3(r), and ρs3(r), ρp(r), ρT (r), and ρT,3(r) are the corresponding

baryon, scalar, isovector, proton, and tensor densities, respectively, given as

ρ(r) =
∑
α

φ†α(r)φα(r) = ρp(r) + ρn(r)

= 2
(2π)3

∫ kp

0
d3k +

∫ kn

0
d3k

, (3.21)
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ρs(r) =
∑
α

φ†α(r)βφα(r) = ρsp(r) + ρsn(r)

= 2
(2π)3

∑
α

∫ kα

0
d3k

M∗
α

(k2
α +M∗2

α )1/2 , (3.22)

ρ3(r) =
∑
α

φ†α(r)τ3φα(r) = ρp(r)− ρn(r), (3.23)

ρs3(r) =
∑
α

φ†α(r)τ3βφα(r) = ρsp(r)− ρsn(r), (3.24)

ρp(r) =
∑
α

φ†α(r)
(1 + τ3

2

)
φα(r), (3.25)

ρT (r) =
∑
α

i

M
∇ · [φ†α(r)βαφα(r)], (3.26)

and

ρT3(r) =
∑
α

i

M
∇ · [φ†α(r)βατ3φα(r)], (3.27)

where kα is the nucleonic Fermi momentum with the summation over all occupied

states. During the fitting process, the coupling constants of the effective Lagrangian

are determined from a set of experimental data while accounting for vacuum

polarisation effects in the no-sea approximation, which is important in determining

the stationary solutions of the RMF equations that describe the nuclear ground-

state properties. The effective masses of proton and neutron M∗
p and M∗

n which

are splitted due to σ and δ meson are written as

M∗
p = M − Φ(r)−D(r), (3.28)

and

M∗
n = M − Φ(r) +D(r). (3.29)
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3.3 Nuclear Equation of State

The nuclear equation of state (EoS) plays a vital role in explaining the properties

of NM and NS. The EoS provides a very good explanation of the matter at low and

high density, especially in NSs. The energy per nucleon is described by the nuclear

EoS as a function of the nucleonic density (neutron ρn and proton ρp densities) of

a uniform and infinite system at zero temperature that interacts via the residual

strong interaction, or nuclear force [153]. For the uniform, infinite, and isotropic

nuclear matter, the field gradient in Eqs. (3.16-3.20) vanish. The electromagnetic

interaction A(r) is also neglected in the context of infinite nuclear matter. The

expression for the EoS (energy density and pressure) for such a system is obtained

using the energy-momentum tensor given by the Eq. (3.7).

The zeroth component of the energy-momentum tensor corresponds to the energy

density while the third component calculates the pressure for the given system

EH =< 0|T00|0 > =
∑
i=n,p

2
(2π)3

∫ ki

0
d3kE∗i (k) + ρW + m2

sΦ2

g2
s

1
2 + k3

3!
Φ
M

+ k4

4!
Φ2

M2


− 1

4!
ζ0W

4

g2
ω

+ 1
2ρ3R−

1
2mω2

W 2

g2
ω

1 + η1
Φ
M

+ η2

2
Φ2

M2


− 1

2

1 + ηρΦ
M

m2
ρ

g2
ρ

R2 − Λω(R2W 2) + 1
2
m2
δ

g2
δ

(D2), (3.30)

and

PH = 1
3

3∑
i=1

< 0|Tii|0 > =
∑
i=n,p

2
3(2π)3

∫ ki

0
d3kE∗i (k)− m2

sΦ2

g2
s

1
2 + k3

3!
Φ
M

+ k4

4!
Φ2

M2


+ 1

4!
ζ0W

4

g2
ω

+ 1
2mω2

W 2

g2
ω

1 + η1
Φ
M

+ η2

2
Φ2

M2


+ 1

2

1 + ηρΦ
M

m2
ρ

g2
ρ

R2 + Λω(R2W 2)− 1
2
m2
δ

g2
δ

(D2), (3.31)

where

E∗i (k) =
√
k2 +M∗2

i is the effective energy of nucleons.
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3.4 Density dependent RMF model

The self- and cross-coupling of various mesons in the RMF model can be replaced by

the density-dependent nucleon-meson coupling constants in the density-dependent

RMF (DD-RMF) models [194]. The density-dependent coupling constants enable

a consistent computation of NSs and strange matter, with findings comparable

to previous models. It uses microscopic interactions at various densities as input

to include the characteristics of the Dirac-Brueckner model. Extrapolation to

higher densities is more confined than in phenomenological RMF calculations,

which employ only information from the finite nuclei’s narrow density range to

determine their parameters [195].

The contribution of the rearrangement term self-energy to DD-RMF field

equations is the most significant variation from the RMF model. The rearrangement

term physically accounts for the effects of static polarisation in the nuclear medium.

The contribution of rearrangement term to pressure implies that by not considering

its contribution, it violates thermodynamic consistency because the mechanical

pressure obtained from the energy-momentum tensor must coincide with the

thermodynamic derivation.

The coupling constants can be either dependent on the scalar density ρs or the

vector density ρB, but usually the vector density parameterizations are considered

which influences only the self-energy instead of the total energy.

The DD-RMF Lagrangian is given as:

L =
∑
α=n,p

ψ̄α

γµ
i∂µ − gω(ρB)ωµ −

1
2gρ(ρB)γµρµτ


−

M − gσ(ρB)σ − gδ(ρB)δτ
ψα + 1

2

∂µσ∂µσ −m2
σσ

2


+ 1

2

∂µδ∂µδ −m2
δδ

2

− 1
4W

µνWµν + 1
2m

2
ωωµω

µ

− 1
4R

µνRµν + 1
2m

2
ρρµρ

µ, (3.32)

where ψ denotes the nucleonic wave-function. σ, ωµ, ρµ, and δ represent the

sigma, omega, rho, and delta meson fields, respectively. gσ, gω, gρ, and gδ are
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the meson coupling constants which are density-dependent and mσ, mω, mρ, and

mδ are the masses for σ, ω, ρ, and δ mesons respectively. The anti-symmetric

tensor fields W µν and Rµν are given by

W µν = ∂µW ν − ∂νW µ, (3.33)

Rµν = ∂µRν − ∂νRµ. (3.34)

The density-dependent coupling constants are represented as:

gi(ρB) = gi(ρ0)fi(x), (3.35)

where

fi(x) = ai
1 + bi(x+ di)2

1 + ci(x+ di)2 , i = σ, ω (3.36)

is a function of x = ρB/ρ0 with ρ0 as the NM saturation density.

For the function fi(x), one has five constraint conditions fi(1) = 1, f ′′σ (1) = f
′′
ω (1),

f
′′
i (0) = 0 which reduce the number of free parameters from eight to three in

Eq. (3.36). The first two constraints lead to

ai = 1 + ci(1 + di)2

1 + bi(1 + di)2 , 3cid2
i = 1. (3.37)

For ρ and δ mesons, the coupling constants are given by an exponential dependence as

gi(ρB) = gi(ρ0)exp[−ai(x− 1)]. (3.38)

Following the Euler-Lagrange equation, we obtain equation of motion for nucleons

and mesons as

∑
α=n,p

iγµ∂µ − γ0

gω(ρB)ω + 1
2gρ(ρB)ρτ3 +

∑
R

(ρB)
−M∗

α

ψi = 0, (3.39)

m2
σσ = gσ(ρB)ρs, (3.40)

m2
ωω = gω(ρB)ρB, (3.41)

m2
ρρ = gρ(ρB)

2 ρ3, (3.42)

m2
δδ = gδ(ρB)ρs3. (3.43)
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∑
R

is the rearrangment term introduced in the equation of motion of mesons due

to the density dependent coupling constants.

∑
R

(ρB) = − ∂gσ
∂ρB

σρs + ∂gω
∂ρB

ωρB + 1
2
∂gρ
∂ρB

ρρ3 −
∂gδ
∂ρB

δρs3, (3.44)

where ρs, ρB, ρs3, and ρ3 are the scalar, baryon and isovector densities, respec-

tively, given by

ρs =
∑
α=n,p

ψ̄ψ = ρsp + ρsn =
∑
α

2
(2π)3

∫ kα

0
d3k

M∗
α

E∗α
, (3.45)

ρB =
∑
α=n,p

ψ†ψ = ρp + ρn =
∑
α

2
(2π)3

∫ kα

0
d3k, (3.46)

ρs3 =
∑
α

ψ̄τ3ψ = ρsp − ρsn, (3.47)

and

ρ3 =
∑
α

ψ†τ3ψ = ρp − ρn. (3.48)

The effective masses of nucleons are given as:

M∗
p = M − gσ(ρB)σ − gδ(ρB)δ, (3.49)

and

M∗
n = M − gσ(ρB)σ + gδ(ρB)δ. (3.50)

Also,

E∗α =
√
k2
α +M∗2

α (3.51)

is the effective mass of nucleons with kα as the nucleon momentum. The energy-

momentum tensor determines the energy density and pressure for the NM as

EH = 1
2m

2
σσ

2 − 1
2m

2
ωω

2 − 1
2m

2
ρρ

2 + 1
2m

2
δδ

2

+ gω(ρB)ωρB + gρ(ρB)
2 ρρ3 + Ekin, (3.52)

PH = −1
2m

2
σσ

2 + 1
2m

2
ωω

2 + 1
2m

2
ρρ

2 − 1
2m

2
δδ

2

− ρB
∑
R

(ρB) + Pkin, (3.53)
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where Ekin and Pkin are the contributions to the energy density and pressure

from the kinetic part,

Ekin = 1
π2

∫ kα

0
k2
√
k2 +M∗2

α dk,

Pkin = 1
3π2

∫ kα

0

k4dk√
k2 +M∗2

α

. (3.54)

3.5 Nuclear matter properties

The characteristics of nuclear matter are deduced from the experimentally observed

properties of finite nuclei. The semi-empirical mass formula developed by Bethe-

Weizsacker in 1936, based on the liquid drop model, is quite successful in describing

the properties of finite nuclei. In this model, the binding energy per particle

of a nucleus is defined as

E(Z,N)
A

= M − avol + asurf
1

A1/3 + acoul
Z2

A2/3 + aasym
(N − Z)2

A2 + ..., (3.55)

where, A = Z +N is the total number of nucleons. avol, asurf , acoul, and aasym are

the strength parameters corresponding to volume, surface, coulomb, and asymmetry

term, respectively. For INM, the liquid drop is extended by switching off the

coulomb term acoul = 0 and neglecting the contribution from surface part asurf .

The binding energy per nucleon of the system thus becomes

E(Z,N)
A

−M = −avol + aasym
(N − Z)2

A2 ,

e(ρ, α) = E
ρB
−M = −avol + aasymα

2, (3.56)

where α = (N−Z)
A

= ρn−ρp
ρn+ρp is termed as the neutron excess of INM. For compressible

matter around α = 0, the binding energy per particle can be approximated by

the parabolic law as [196]

e(ρ, α) = e(ρ, α = 0) + S(ρ)α2 +O(α4), (3.57)

where e(ρ) is the binding energy per particle of symmetric nuclear matter (α = 0).

α = 1 corresponds to the pure neutron matter. Due to the charge symmetry of



3. Relativistic mean field models 53

nuclear force, the linear terms in α vanish. The second term in above equation,

S(ρ), is the symmetry energy defined as

S(ρ) = 1
2

[
∂2e(ρ, α)
∂α2

]
α=0

. (3.58)

The symmetry energy S for a nuclear system with mass number A is defined as

S = E
A

(A,N = A) − E
A

(A,N = Z). Huge literature is devoted to the calculation

of the symmetry energy S and its slope parameter L. Different phenomenological

approaches like Hartree-Fock [197] and Thomas-Fermi [198] have been used to

study the symmetry energy which predicts the value in the range 27-38 MeV

at saturation. Such studies have also shown the correlation between the slope

parameter of symmetry energy and the neutron skin thickness.

This isospin asymmetry arise as a result of difference in the masses and densities

of proton and neutron. The isovector-vector meson ρ takes care of asymmetry

density while the isovector-scalar meson δ takes care of mass asymmetry. The

combined expression of the ρ and δ meson symmetry energies gives the overall

symmetry energy of the system [193, 199]

S(ρ) = Skin(ρ) + Sρ(ρ) + Sδ(ρ), (3.59)

where

Skin(ρ) = k2
F

6E∗F
, (3.60)

and

Sρ(ρ) =
g2
ρρ

8m∗2ρ
. (3.61)

Due to the cross-coupling between the ρ-ω fields, the mass of the ρ meson is modified

as

m∗2ρ =
(

1 + ηρ
Φ
M

)
m2
ρ + 2g2

ρ(ΛωW
2). (3.62)

The contribution to the symmetry energy due to the δ meson is

Sδ(ρ) = −1
2ρ

g2
δ

m2
δ

M∗

EF

2

uδ(ρ,M∗). (3.63)
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The discreteness of the Fermi momentum leads to the function uδ. This momentum

is relatively big in nuclear matter, thus the system may be regarded as continuous,

implying that the function uδ≈1. So the final expression for the symmetry

energy becomes

S(ρ) = k2
F

6E∗F
+

g2
ρρ

8m∗2ρ
− 1

2ρ
g2
δ

m2
δ

M∗

EF

2

. (3.64)

Numerically, the symmetry energy S(ρ) is calculated as the difference in the

energy of the Symmetric Nuclear Matter (SNM) and Pure Neutron Matter (PNM).

The symmetry energy around the saturation density ρ0 can be expanded by

Taylor series as:

S(ρ) = J + LY + 1
2KsymY2 + 1

6QsymY3 +O[Y4], (3.65)

where

J=S(ρ0) corresponds to the symmetry energy at the saturation density ρ0 and

Y = (ρ− ρ0)/(3ρ0). The derivatives of S(ρ) are L, Ksym, and Qsym are defined as:

L = 3ρ0
∂S(ρ)
∂ρ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ρ=ρ0

, (3.66)

Ksym = 9ρ2
0
∂2S(ρ)
∂ρ2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ρ=ρ0

, (3.67)

and

Qsym = 27ρ3
0
∂3S(ρ)
∂ρ3

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ρ=ρ0

. (3.68)

Here L is the slope parameter and Ksym represents the symmetry energy curvature

at saturation density. Qsym is the skewness of S(ρ) at ρ0. To fix the values of

all these quantities, a large number of attempts have been made [200–202]. The

density dependence of symmetry energy is an important quantity for understanding

the characteristics of both finite and infinite matter [12]. The presently recognised

symmetry energy and slope values are J = 31.6 ± 2.66 MeV and L = 58.9 ± 16

MeV, as determined by different astrophysical observations [203]. Pu et al. [204]

calculated the value of nuclear matter fourth-order symmetry energy. The following
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limits for symmetry energy and slope parameter have been determined by combining

the original PREX finding with the recently released PREX-2 measurement: J =

(38.1 ± 4.7) MeV and L = (106 ± 37) MeV [162, 205].

The incompressibility of nuclear matter K at saturation is the amount of nuclear

matter that can be compressed and is defined as

K = 9ρ0
∂2E
∂ρ2

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ρ=ρ0

. (3.69)

The current accepted value of K = 240 ± 20 MeV is determined from the isoscalar

giant monopole resonance (ISGMR) for 90Zr and 208Pb [206, 207].

The symmetry energy and its density dependence have a strong correlation

between the pressure (at ρ ≈ ρ0) inside a neutron star and its radius [208]. Studies

have also shown that the slope parameter L is related to the neutron skin thickness

[209]. A large value of L corresponds to a higher neutron matter pressure, and

a thicker neutron skin [11, 210]. It is found that the value of the parameters L,

Ksym, and Qsym have a huge impact on the radius-mass relation of a neutron star.

The more accurate values of these parameters may come from future experiments

or better knowledge of neutron star MR relation.

3.6 Parameter sets

3.6.1 RMF model

The nucleon coupling constants for a given parameter sets are denoted by the

symbols gσ, gω, gρ, k3, k4, ζ0, η1, η2, ηρ, and Λω. All these coupling constants

display different values for different parameter sets. The coupling constants for

QHD-I were fitted to reproduce the nuclear matter saturation at Fermi momentum

of 1.30 fm−1 and binding energy of -15.75 MeV. This basic relativistic Lagrangian

has the contribution from σ and ω mesons without any self-coupling terms which

is the original Walecka model [10] as discussed in Sec. 3.1. The prediction of the

nuclear incompressibility K by this model is very large (≈ 550 MeV) [8] and hence

the self-coupling terms were added by Boguta and Bodmer in σ meson to minimize
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the value of K. With the added coupling terms, several parameter sets like NL1

[188], NL2 [188], NL3 [70] were produced, which provided the results well within the

range [124]. With this, the problem of incompressibility and finite nuclei was solved,

but the equation of states at high-density region was quite stiff and the mass-radius

of neutron stars were quite high. The addition of vector meson self-coupling allowed

the formation of new parameter sets [129, 211], which explained both finite nuclei

and infinite nuclear matter properties with greater accuracy.

The contribution of isoscalar and isovector cross-couplings with new parameter

sets such as FSUGold [73] and IU-FSU [212] have a huge effect on neutron star

radius without compromising the predictive power of finite nuclei. The introduction

of δ meson [213, 214] influences various quantities like symmetry energy, neutron

skin thickness, neutron-proton effective masses. While the effect of δ meson on the

properties of finite nuclei is minimal due to low isospin asymmetry, its contribution

to the strong isospin asymmetry matter at high densities like neutron stars is large

and hence the contribution of δ meson should be considered. The inclusion of

cross-couplings has a huge impact on neutron-skin thickness, symmetry energy,

and radius of NSs. The different coupling constants, nucleon masses, and meson

masses for different parameter sets are shown in Table 3.1.

To calculate the symmetry energy and all other parameters for a hadron EoS,

different parameter sets NL3 [70], FSUGarnet [215], G3 [216] and IOPB-I [192]

have been used. The NM properties for the hadron EoS at saturation density

J , L, Ksym, and Qsym for all parameter sets are listed in Table 3.2. For NL3

set, the symmetry energy J = 37.43 MeV and slope parameter L = 118.65 MeV

are little higher than the empirical value J = 31.6 ± 2.66 MeV, and L = 58.9

± 16 MeV [203]. The J and L for other parameter sets lie well within the given

range. The incompressibility of the given parameter sets lies within the range

240 ± 20 MeV with NL3 set producing a little higher value than the rest. The

G3 set predicts a more accurate value of K = 243.96 MeV, which shows that the

contribution of δ mesons is necessary for the high dense matter. The value of

incompressibility for different parameter sets is compatible with the observational
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data from various experiments. The value of the incompressibility parameter at

saturation density is an important feature of nuclear matter. It appears as a

parameter in the calculations of mass spectrum and properties of neutron stars,

which are important in understanding nuclear matter at high densities.

Table 3.1: Nucleon mass, meson mass, and coupling constants of various RMF parameter
sets for hadron matter. For all the sets, the nucleon mass is M= 939.0 MeV. All the
coupling constants are dimensionless.

NL3 FSUGarnet G3 IOPB-I
ms/M 0.541 0.529 0.559 0.533
mω/M 0.833 0.833 0.832 0.833
mρ/M 0.812 0.812 0.820 0.812
mδ/M 0.0 0.0 1.043 0.0
gs/4π 0.813 0.837 0.782 0.827
gω/4π 1.024 1.091 0.923 1.062
gρ/4π 0.712 1.105 0.962 0.885
gδ/4π 0.0 0.0 0.160 0.0
k3 1.465 1.368 2.606 1.496
k4 -5.688 -1.397 1.694 -2.932
ζ0 0.0 4.410 1.010 3.103
η1 0.0 0.0 0.424 0.0
η2 0.0 0.0 0.114 0.0
ηρ 0.0 0.0 0.645 0.0
Λω 0.0 0.043 0.038 0.024
α1 0.0 0.0 2.000 0.0
α2 0.0 0.0 -1.468 0.0
fω/4 0.0 0.0 0.220 0.0
fρ/4 0.0 0.0 1.239 0.0
βσ 0.0 0.0 -0.087 0.0
βω 0.0 0.0 -0.484 0.0

3.6.2 DD-RMF model

In this thesis work, several DD-RMF parameterizations are also used. Recently

proposed DD-RMF parameters like DD-MEX [221], DD-LZ1 [222], and DDV,

DDVT, DDVTD [223] have been used. All these parameter sets were obtained
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Table 3.2: Nuclear matter properties like symmetry energy J , slope parameter L, and
other higher order derivatives of various RMF parameter sets for hadron matter. The
empirical/experimental values of nuclear matter properties are also shown.

NL3 FSUGarnet G3 IOPB-I Emp./Exp.
ρ0 (fm−3) 0.148 0.153 0.148 0.149 0.148 - 0.185 [217]
ε0(MeV) -16.29 -16.23 -16.02 -16.10 -(15.00 - 17.00) [217]
M*/M 0.595 0.578 0.699 0.593 —
J(MeV) 37.43 30.95 31.84 33.30 30.20 - 33.70 [218]
L(MeV) 118.65 51.04 49.31 63.58 35.00 - 70.00 [218]

Ksym (MeV) 101.34 59.36 -106.07 -37.09 -(174 - 31) [219]
Qsym (MeV) 177.90 130.93 915.47 862.70 —
K (MeV) 271.38 229.5 243.96 222.65 220 - 260 [220]

by different groups by fitting the ground state properties of finite nuclei. These

parameter sets include the necessary tensor couplings of the vector mesons to

nucleons apart from the basic couplings. Apart from the above, we also used

DD-ME1 [224] and DD-ME2 [225] parameter sets.

The nucleon and meson masses and the coupling constants between nucleon and

mesons for DD-LZ1, DD-ME1, DD-ME2, DD-MEX, DDV, DDVT, and DDVTD

parameter sets are shown in Table 3.3. The independent parameters a, b, c, and

d for σ, ω, and ρ mesons are also shown. None of the mentioned parameter sets

in the Table 3.3 includes the contribution from delta meson and hence its mass

and coupling constants are not shown here.

It is necessary to mention that the coefficients of meson coupling constants gi, i

= σ, ω, ρ in DD-LZ1 parameter set are the values at zero density, while for other

parameter sets, the values obtained are at nuclear saturation density (ρ0).

The symmetry energy parameter J for the listed parameter sets are compatible

with the J = (31.6 ± 2.66) and (38.1 ± 4.7) MeV obtained from various astrophysical

observations [203]. The symmetry energy slope parameter L also satisfies the

recent constraints L = (59.57 ± 10.06) MeV [218]. The K0 value for all the given

parameter sets satisfies the range K0 = 240 ± 20 MeV except for the DD-MEX

which predicts a little higher value.
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Table 3.3: Nucleon and meson masses and different coupling constants for various
DD-RMF parameter sets.

DD-LZ1 DD-ME1 DD-ME2 DD-MEX DDV DDVT DDVTD
mn 938.900 939.000 939.000 939.000 939.565 939.565 939.565
mp 938.900 939.000 939.000 939.000 938.272 938.272 938.272
mσ 538.619 549.525 550.124 547.333 537.600 502.599 502.620
mω 783.000 783.000 783.000 783.000 783.000 793.000 783.000
mρ 769.000 763.000 763.000 763.000 763.000 763.000 763.000

gσ(ρ0) 12.001 10.443 10.539 10.707 10.137 8.383 8.379
gω(ρ0) 14.292 12.894 13.019 13.339 12.770 10.987 10.980
gρ(ρ0) 15.151 7.611 7.367 7.238 7.848 7.697 80.060
aσ 1.063 1.385 1.388 1.397 1.210 1.204 1.196
bσ 1.764 0.978 1.094 1.335 0.213 0.192 0.192
cσ 2.309 1.534 1.706 2.067 0.308 0.278 0.274
dσ 0.380 0.466 0.442 0.402 1.040 1.095 1.103
aω 1.059 1.388 1.389 1.393 1.237 1.161 1.169
bω 0.418 0.852 0.924 1.019 0.039 0.0456 0.026
cω 0.539 1.357 1.462 1.606 0.072 0.067 0.042
dω 0.787 0.496 0.477 0.456 2.146 2.227 2.806
aρ 0.776 0.501 0.565 0.620 0.333 0.549 0.558

Table 3.4: NM properties Binding energy (E/A), incompressibility (K0), symmetry
energy (J), slope parameter (L) in units of MeV at saturation density ρ0 (fm−3) for
various DD-RMF parameter sets.

DD-LZ1 DD-ME1 DD-ME2 DD-MEX DDV DDVT DDVTD
ρ0 0.158 0.152 0.152 0.152 0.151 0.154 0.154
E/A -16.126 -16.668 -16.233 -16.140 -16.097 -16.924 -16.915
K0 231.237 243.881 251.306 267.059 239.499 239.999 239.914
J 32.016 33.060 32.310 32.269 33.589 31.558 31.817
L 42.467 55.428 51.265 49.692 69.646 42.348 42.583

M∗
n/M 0.558 0.578 0.572 0.556 0.586 0.667 0.667

M∗
p/M 0.558 0.578 0.572 0.556 0.585 0.666 0.666

Fig. 3.2 shows the density-dependent symmetry energy for the RMF parameter

sets NL3, FSUGarnet, IOPB-I, and G3 as well as DD-RMF parameter sets DD-LZ1,

DD-MEX, DDV, DDVT, and DDVTD. The constraints from various experimental
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Figure 3.2: Density dependence of Symmetry energy for the given RMF (solid lines)
and DD-RMF (dashed lines) parameter sets. The shaded regions represent the constraint
on the symmetry energy from IAS [218], HIC Sn+Sn [226], and ASY-EoS experimental
data [227].

measurements are also shown. The symmetry energy for NL3 set satisfies the IAS and

HIC data at low-density region, but predicts a stiff S(ρ) at high-density. The DDV

parameter set satisfies the symmetry energy constraint in the low-density region,

but stiffens as the density increases. DDVT and DDVTD parameter sets provide a

soft S(ρ) with the increasing density similar to FSUGarnet and G3 parameter sets.

All the RMF and DD-RMF parameter sets satisfy all the low-density symmetry

energy constraints from various experimental data.

3.7 Infinite Nuclear Matter

3.7.1 Symmetric nuclear matter

An infinite system with equal number of protons and neutrons is termed as symmetric

nuclear matter (SNM). Since there is no asymmetry present between neutrons

and protons, the asymmetry parameter α = (ρn − ρp)/(ρn + ρp) becomes zero.

This implies that

ρn = ρp (3.70)
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Furthermore, the SNM is electrically charge neutral which implies that ρe = 0. For

a chosen baryon density ρ = ρn + ρp, the field equations are solved to calculate

meson fields and fermi momentum of nucleons which is related to the density as

ρn =
k3
fn

3π2 , ρp =
k3
fp

3π2 . (3.71)
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Figure 3.3: Pressure variation with baryon density for symmetric nuclear matter for the
given parameter sets. The shaded area represents the experimental data from HIC [228].

Fig. 3.3 shows the variation of SNM pressure with baryon density for NL3,

FSUGarnet, IOPB-I, and G3 parameter sets. The calculated pressure for the G3 set

shows an excellent agreement with the heavy-ion collision (HIC) data for the whole

density range. The parameter sets like IOPB-I and FSUGarnet, although produce

stiff EoSs as compared to G3, also agree with the HIC data. The NL3 parameter

set produces very stiff EoS and disagrees with the HIC data. The addition of

higher-order couplings soften the EoS [212]. The ζ0 self-coupling of the ω meson

(Eq. (3.13)) is efficient in softening the EoS at supra-normal densities and the

isoscalar-isovector coupling Λω softens the symmetry energy considerably as seen

in case of IOPB-I and G3 parameter sets [11, 229].
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3.7.2 Pure neutron matter

For the case of pure neutron matter (PNM), the total baryon density is equal

to the neutron density, while the proton and electron densities are equal to

zero. For such case

α = ρn − ρp
ρn + ρp

= 1 (3.72)

which implies that ρp = 0. For charge neutral condition, ρe = 0.
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Figure 3.4: Pressure variation with baryon density for Pure neutron matter for the
given parameter sets. The shaded area represents the experimental data from HIC [228].

Fig. 3.4 shows the variation of pressure for PNM with baryon density, which

in this case is neutron density, for NL3, FSUGarnet, IOPB-I, and G3 parameter

sets. The shaded regions represent the stiff and soft HIC data [228]. The results

produced are similar to SNM, but the PNM shows a soft EoS at low density.

FSUGarnet produces more soft EoS than IOPB-I at higher densities. All parameter

sets agree with the HIC-soft data except the NL3 parameter set, which produces

very stiff EoS at both low and high density.
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3.7.3 Neutron star matter

For neutron star matter, where the baryons are strongly interacting particles, the

β-equilibrium, and charge neutrality are two important conditions to be satisfied

to determine the composition of the system. For any baryon B, the relation

µB = bBµn − qBµe, where µB is the chemical potential with charge qB and baryon

number bB, represents the beta-equilibrium condition. For the present case with

n, p, e, and µ only, the β-equilibrium condition is given by the chemical potential

of proton µp, neutron µn, and electron µe as [67]

µp = µn − µe,

µe = µu. (3.73)

The chemical potential of a baryon can thus be obtained from these two independent

chemcial potentials µn and µe. The charge neutrality condition is given by

qtotal =
∑
i=n,p

qik
3
i /(3π2) +

∑
l=e,µ

qlk
3
l /(3π2) = 0, (3.74)

which implies, np = ne +nµ, where np, ne, and nµ are the number densities of

proton, electron, and muon, respectively. The total energy density and pressure

of neutron star matter is then given as

E = EH + El,

P = PH + Pl. (3.75)

Here, El and Pl are the lepton energy density and pressure. EH and PH are the

hadronic energy density and pressure which follow from Eqs. (3.30) and (3.31) for

RMF and Eqs. (3.52) and (3.53) for DD-RMF model.

El =
∑
l=e,µ

2
(2π3)

∫ kl

0
d3k

√
k2 +m2

l , (3.76)

and

Pl =
∑
l=e,µ

2
3(2π3)

∫ kl

0
d3kk2/(

√
k2 +m2

l ) (3.77)
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The total baryon density in the NSM case is given as

ρ = ρn + ρp. (3.78)
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Figure 3.5: Equation of state of β-equilibrated and charge neutral matter for NL3,
FSUGarnet, IOPB-I, and G3 parameter sets. The shaded regions represent 50% (brown)
and 90% (yellow) posterior credible limit set by GW170817 data [168].

Fig. 3.5 shows the EoS for neutron star matter in β-equilibrium and charge-

neutral conditions for NL3, FSUGarnet, IOPB-I, and G3 parameter sets. The

shaded regions represent the 50% (brown) and 90% (yellow) posterior credible

limits by GW170817 data [168]. The NL3 EoS satisfies the posterior credible limits

at higher densities while producing stiff EoS at low energy density. FSUGarnet,

IOPB-I, and G3 EoSs satisfy the GW170817 constraint at low density and produce

a soft EoS at higher densities. With these EoSs, the TOV equations can be used

to determine the properties of neutron star [135, 136].
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4.1 Introduction

Since the Quark matter is by assumption completely stable, it may be the true

ground state of the hadronic matter [102, 103]. So the quark matter, the deconfined

quark phase, is quite likely to occur in the inner regions of compact objects like

neutron stars. It may exist both as a pure phase in the central regions and as a

mixed phase with hadronic matter [230]. The neutron stars with a hadronic crust

and a quark core (pure or mixed) are termed as "Hybrid stars".

In nuclear physics and nuclear astrophysics, the EoS plays a very crucial role

in understanding the nature of the matter in finite and infinite nuclear matter

[228, 231, 232]. The binding energy per nucleon e(ρ, α) = E/A and the isospin

asymmetry α = (ρn − ρp)/ρ are one of the basic inputs for calculating the pressure

65
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and the energy density (EoS) of NSM. The symmetry energy S(ρ) and other

quantities have a huge impact on the EoS. However, the S(ρ) cannot be measured

directly, so fully depends on the theoretical models. Unfortunately, these models

predict a wide range of symmetry energy [233]. At saturation density (ρ0), all

these quantities are known more or less to a good extent, but the results are

very much uncertain for the densities above ρ0. While many theoretical models

predict the symmetry energy S(ρ) to be increasing with the density, several other

models predict that the S(ρ) increases with the density up to ρ0 and thereafter

decreases [210]. At densities around 2-8 ρ0, the symmetry energy and the higher

derivatives such as the slope parameter L = 3ρ0S
′(ρ0), curvature of symmetry

energy Ksym = 9ρ2
0S
′′(ρ0), Qsym = 27ρ3

0S
′′′(ρ0) and also the incompressibility plays

a key role in determining the structure and properties of neutron stars [234] and

the possibility of the exotic phases [235].

The properties of a NS such as its composition, mass, radius, etc. depend upon

the EoS. The outer part of the neutron star where the density is low (≈ ρ0) is mainly

described by the hadronic matter. As the density increases (> 3-4 ρ0), a phase

transition from hadronic matter to quark matter is possible, where a mixed hadron-

quark phase is formed for a certain density range followed by a pure quark phase.

In the present work, we combine the two phases to build a single hybrid EoS.

We calculate the nuclear matter properties for hybrid EoS and the effect of bag

constant on these properties. For hadronic matter, the E-RMF model is employed

by using recently proposed different parameter sets as discussed in Sec. 3.2. The

MIT Bag Model is used to describe the Unpaired Quark Matter (UQM) [100, 103].

The theoretical approach employed to study the EoS of the quark matter and

the phase transition to hadron matter are discussed in Sec. 4.2.1 and 4.2.2. The

NM properties like symmetry energy and other quantities for hybrid EoS are

obtained and discussed in Sec. 4.3, which is followed by the summary along with

the conclusion in Sec. 4.4. The calculations discussed in this chapter are based

on the work from Ref. [180, 181].
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4.2 Formalism

4.2.1 Quark Matter

In the central part of the NS, the density is presumed to be high enough for the

hadron matter (HM) to undergo a phase transition to quark matter (QM). This

transition leads to the formation of a mixed-phase at the density that varies from

saturation density ρ0 to few times ρ0 depending upon the properties of NS and the

models used. For the quark phase, we employ the simple MIT Bag model for the

unpaired quark matter [100, 103]. This model is a degenerate Fermi gas of quarks (u,

d, and s) and electrons with chemical equilibrium being maintained by several weak

interactions. In this model, the quarks are assumed to be confined in a colorless

region where the quarks are free to move. The quark masses considered are mu =

md = 5.0 MeV and ms = 150 MeV. For the present work, we ignore the one gluon

exchange inside the gas. The equilibrium condition satisfied by the quark matter is

µd = µs = µu + µe. (4.1)

The chemical potential of the individual quark follows from the neutron and electron

chemical potentials µn and µe respectively as:

µu = 1
3µn −

2
3µe, (4.2)

µd = 1
3µn + 1

3µe, (4.3)

and

µs = 1
3µn + 1

3µe. (4.4)

The charge neutrality condition obtained is

2
3nu −

1
3nd −

1
3ns − ne = 0, (4.5)

where nq (q = u, d, s), the total quark matter density is given as

nq = 1
3(nu + nd + ns). (4.6)
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The pressure of the quarks (q = u, d, s) is given by [236]

PQ = 1
4π2

∑
q

µqkq
µ2

q −
5
2m

2
q

+ 3
2m

4
qln

µq + kq
mq

. (4.7)

The total pressure due to quarks and leptons is given by

P = PQ + Pl −B, (4.8)

The expression for the quark energy density is

EQ = 3
4π2

∑
q

µqkq
µ2

q −
1
2m

2
q

− 1
2m

4
qln

µq + kq
mq

+B. (4.9)

where B is the Bag constant. The bag constant is defined as the difference between

the energy densities of the perturbative and non-perturbative vacuums (true ground

state of QCD). The pressure exerted by the freely moving quarks at the surface of

the bag can make the bag unstable. To prevent this an external pressure defined as

the Bag pressure B is applied to compensate the internal pressure of the system.

The quarks are assumed to have a very low mass inside the bag as compared to

that outside, where the mass is very high. To balance the behavior of the bag and

to find its size, a bag constant B is introduced as a constant energy density in the

system. At the surface of the bag, the outward pressure produced by the quarks is

balanced by the inward pressure B. Thus the quark pressure decreases with the

increasing value of B thereby influencing the structure of the star. With a very low

mass of u and d quarks, the value of B depends on the mass of the strange quark.

The value of B varies from B1/4 ≈ 145-160 MeV for massless strange quark [172].

This range narrows down with the increase in the mass of strange quark. However,

different bag values have been used in the literature. The bag value B1/4 ≈ 200

MeV is used in the QCD calculations by Satz [237]. Also, following the CERN-SPS

and RHIC data, the bag constants are allowed to have a wider range [238, 239].

So, we can consider the bag constant as an effective free parameter.

A range of bag constants have been used in the literature [240–242]. In the

bag model, the standard value of B is taken as B1/4= 140 MeV [243]. But the

definite range of bag values for hybrid stars is yet to be obtained. It is important
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to obtain a definite range of bag values for hybrid stars that will correspond to

their stable configuration. The proper choice of bag constant can explain the

hybrid stars with constraints imposed from recent gravitational wave observation

using the simple MIT bag model.

4.2.2 Phase Transition

The deconfined phase transition from hadron matter to quark matter is assumed

to be of the first order, so the transition should produce a mixed-phase between

the pure hadron phase and pure quark phase. The mixed-phase region between the

pure HM and QM is not well-defined [230]. Beta-equilibrium and charge neutrality

conditions determine the density range over which the mixed-phase can exist. The

quark-hadron phase transition in neutron stars has been widely studied using

different techniques [238, 244]. Usually, the technique involved in constructing

the mixed-phase depends upon the surface tension. Beyond a critical value of the

surface tension, the Maxwell construction (MC) [245] is used. With no specific value

of surface tension being known, the Gibbs construction (GC) [230] is found to be

more relevant. The MC is appropriate to obtain the liquid-vapor phase transition

EoS. However, Glendenning [230, 246] pointed out that MC is not appropriate

for the hadron-quark phase transition. Glendenning further pointed out that the

standard Maxwell formulation is only valid for systems with one particle species and

one chemical potential, but in neutron stars, two variables are relevant: the charge

and baryon number chemical potentials. The global charge neutrality constraint is

applied in GC, which indicates that both the hadron phase and the quark phase are

permitted to be charge neutral independently, whereas the local charge neutrality

criterion is utilized in Maxwell construction. Also, in GC, the pressure increases

with the density in the mixed-phase contrary to Maxwell construction, where the

pressure remains constant throughout the phase transition.

The Gibbs conditions for the mixed-phase are given by:

PHP (µHP ) = PQP (µQP ) = PMP , (4.10)
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and

µHP,i = µQP,i = µi, i = n, e. (4.11)

In case of two independent chemical potentials which follow from Eqs. (3.73) and

(4.1), the gibbs conditions (Eqs. (4.10) and (4.11)) can be fulfilled if the coexisting

phases have opposite electric charges with global charge neutrality imposed, the

baryon density for the mixed-phases then follows from the equation:

ρMP = χρQP + (1− χ)ρHP . (4.12)

where χ = VQ/V represents the quark volume fraction obtained using the global

charge neutrality of the mixed-phase within the volume V which implies that the

charge density integral Q = 4π
∫
V drr

2q(r), must vanish rather than q(r) itself.

0 = Q

V
= (1− χ)qH(µn, µe) + χqQ(µn, µe) + qL, (4.13)

where qL is the lepton charge density. The energy density in the mixed-phase then

reads:

εMP = χεQP + (1− χ)εHP + εl, (4.14)

By definition, the χ ranges between 0 and 1 depending on how much hadronic

matter has been converted to quark matter.

Once the mixed phase is obtained, the Eqs. (4.12) and (4.14) can be solved

to determine the properties of the mixed-phase.

4.3 Results and Discussions

To calculate the symmetry energy and all other parameters for a hybrid EoS, we

used NL3, FSUGarnet, G3, and IOPB-I parameter sets for hadron matter. The

NM properties for the hadron EoS at saturation density J , L, Ksym and Qsym

for all parameter sets are listed in Table 3.1. To obtain energy density and the

pressure for NS matter in β-equilibrium and charge neutrality condition, we solve

Eqs. (3.30) and (3.31) for different parameter sets.

To obtain hybrid EoS, we solve Eqs. (4.12) and (4.14) together with the hadronic

and quark EoS. All the hybrid EoS for different hadronic matter parameter sets
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(NL3, IOPB-I, and G3) and different quark matter bag values (B1/4 = 100, 130,

160, 180 and 200 MeV) are shown in Fig. 4.1. The energy density increases with

the bag constant and hence the pressure will correspondingly decrease with the

bag constant. This implies that the hybrid EoS becomes softer as we increase the

bag value. It is to be mentioned that the phase transition density of mixed-phase

changes with the bag constant. For small values of B, the phase transition takes

place below the nuclear saturation density, which is unphysical [247]. As the bag

value increases, the phase transition density shifts to higher values. The importance

of hybrid EoS lies in the formation of mixed-phase. The transition from HM to

QM using Gibbs condition determines the stiffness or softness of the EoS. Due

to the stiffness/softness of hybrid EoS by the mixed phase, the nuclear matter

properties of hybrid EoS change with the bag constant.
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Figure 4.1: Hybrid EoS for different bag constants for a) NL3, b) IOPB-I and c) G3
parameter sets.

Table 4.1 shows the transition densities for the mixed-phase. ρMP
start represents

the end of the pure hadron-phase and beginning of hadron-quark mixed-phase,

while ρMP
end represents the beginning of pure quark phase. For B1/4 = 100 MeV, the

transition density from pure hadron phase to mixed phase occurs at around nuclear

saturation density. With increasing bag constant, the phase transition density also
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Table 4.1: Transition densities for the mixed phase. ρMP
start and ρMP

end denote the formation
and the end of the mixed phase respectively.

B1/4

(MeV)
100 130 160 180 200

NL3
ρMP
start(ρ0) 0.98 1.12 1.81 3.05 4.63
ρMP
end (ρ0) 1.43 2.44 3.22 6.12 8.12

IOPB-I
ρMP
start(ρ0) 0.96 1.04 1.63 2.96 4.42
ρMP
end (ρ0) 1.16 2.14 3.02 5.81 7.93

G3
ρMP
start (ρ0) 0.96 1.02 1.58 2.84 4.16
ρMP
end (ρ0) 1.20 2.06 2.92 5.34 7.15

increases. For B1/4 = 200 MeV, the mixed phase region extends from ≈ (4-8)ρ0.

The mixed phase region broadens with the bag constant.

From the EoSs obtained, quantities like energy density, pressure, and density

are now known for the hybrid EoS. The nuclear matter properties like symmetry

energy and other quantities for the hybrid EoS at saturation are calculated as

shown in Table 4.2.

Table 4.2: NM properties such as symmetry energy, slope parameter, and incompress-
ibility of Mixed EoS for different bag constants.

B1/4 (MeV) 100 130 160 180 200
NL3

J(MeV) 45.11 41.72 35.76 32.20 36.84
L(MeV) 130.75 128.12 124.59 121.05 131.78
K (MeV) 580.08 566.95 557.83 554.43 522.84

IOPB-I
J(MeV) 35.88 37.86 38.45 43.64 54.54
L(MeV) 69.61 62.28 68.64 72.18 89.32
K (MeV) 455.76 432.61 415.29 401.08 400.85

G3
J (MeV) 37.48 37.89 38.71 51.49 56.17
L (MeV) 55.66 55.82 68.73 76.39 81.05
K (MeV) 557.03 543.93 540.79 539.58 537.24
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The value of symmetry energy J at saturation and other parameters is very

large as compared to the hadronic matter. The J value of hadronic EoS for G3 set

is 31.84 MeV, while for G3 hybrid EoS the value is 37.48 MeV for B1/4 = 100 MeV

and increases with the bag constant. The value of slope parameter for hybrid EoS

with G3 set lies in the range (50-80) MeV which is compatible with the astrophysical

observations [203], but for NL3 hybrid EoS, the L value is very large and lies in the

range (120-130) MeV. However, with the recent measurement of slope parameter

L = (106 ± 37) MeV from PREX-2 experiment [162], the values obtained for all

the parameter sets at all bag constants satisfy this constraint.
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Figure 4.2: Symmetry energy S and slope parameter L for Hybrid EoS as a function of
bag constant B1/4 for NL3, IOPB-I, and G3 parameter sets.

The nuclear parameters of hybrid EoS such as symmetry energy J and slope

parameter L at saturation are plotted as a function of Bag constant B1/4 for different

parameter sets as displayed in Fig. 4.2. The symmetry energy J increases with

the bag values for IOPB-I and G3 sets, while for NL3 it decreases initially for

B1/4 values up to 180 MeV and then increases for 200 MeV, showing a completely

different nature than the rest of the parameter sets. The slope parameter L varies

almost in a similar fashion for IOPB-I and G3 sets. NL3 has higher value of slope

parameter L. The incompressibility coefficient K for all parameter sets is displayed
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in Fig. 4.3. The values lie in the range 400-600 MeV, which is very large compared

to the predicted values from ISGMR [206, 207].
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Figure 4.3: NM incompressibility for Hybrid EoS as a function of bag constant B1/4 for
NL3, IOPB-I, and G3 parameter sets.

The variation of symmetry energy for hybrid EoS with density for different HM

parameter sets and different bag values are shown in Fig. 4.4. The symmetry energy

for NL3 set increases smoothly with density for all bag constants. However, for

IOPB-I and G3 sets, the symmetry energy shows a rapid increase for bag constants

B1/4 = 180 and 200 MeV. The G3 set produces softer symmetry energy for low

bag values in comparison to the IOPB-I and NL3 sets, while as it produces a very

stiff value of symmetry energy for bag constants 180 and 200 MeV. The symmetry

energy at saturation density ρ0 for NL3 set initially decreases with bag constant up

to B1/4 = 180 MeV, thereafter it increases for B1/4 = 200 MeV. No such variation

in the symmetry energy is seen for IOPB-I and G3 sets. The large variation in

symmetry energy for 180 MeV and 200 MeV bag values for IOPB-I and G3 sets at

higher densities may well contribute to the star matter properties.

The slope parameter L versus ρ is displayed in Fig. 4.5. For NL3 set, L shows

similar behavior for all bag constants at density ρ > ρ0. However, for ρ < ρ0,

the L value shows more saturation for all bag constants. IOPB-I set follows an

almost similar pattern. However, for G3 set, the L value increases with density
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Figure 4.4: Symmetry energy J versus density for hybrid EoS with different bag values
for a) NL3, b) IOPB-I and c) G3 parameter sets.
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Figure 4.5: Slope parameter L as a function of density for hybrid EoS with different
bag values for a) NL3, b) IOPB-I and c) G3 parameter sets.

at ρ > ρ0. The G3 set produces soft slope parameter L as compared to NL3

and IOPB-I parameterizations.

With the EoSs obtained for the hybrid stars, we use the TOV Eqs. (2.7) and

(2.8) that are used to evaluate the structure of the star. With the higher value of

slope parameter for NL3 set, we have used NL3ωρ which includes the non-linear

ω − ρ terms that softens the symmetry energy density dependence [11]. NL3ωρ set
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Figure 4.6: Mass Radius profile of pure hadronic matter for NL3, NL3ωρ, IOPB-I, and
G3 parameter sets. The recent constraints on mass and radius [167, 248] are also shown.

has symmetry energy and its slope parameter as 31.66 and 55.21 MeV respectively

which is much lower than the NL3 set [249].

Fig. 4.6 shows the mass-radius profile obtained for pure hadronic matter using

different parameter sets. The NL3 set predicts a large radius and mass for NS.

The NS mass is found to be 2.81M� and the corresponding radius is 13.20 km.

NL3ωρ produces an NS with a maximum mass of 2.75M� which is quite close to

NL3 NS maximum mass. This close resemblance is also seen in the NS radius. The

NL3ωρ MR curve differs from the usual NL3 MR curve at low mass and low radii.

This means that the NL3ωρ set predicts a smaller radius of NS at the canonical

mass. For the IOPB-I parameter set, the NS maximum mass is around 2.15M�
and the radius is 12.27 km. The G3 set predicts an NS with a maximum mass of

2.03M� and the corresponding radius 11.06 km [192]. The maximum mass of a

non-rotating NS is in the range 2.01 ± 0.04 ≤ M(M�) ≤ 2.16 ± 0.03. This range

was obtained by Rezzolla et al. [250] by combining the recent GW observation of a

BNS merger (GW170817) [167] with the quasi-universal relation between rotating

and non-rotating neutron star maximum mass.

All the MR plots shown in Fig. 4.6 represent the complete stellar EoS obtained
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Figure 4.7: Mass Radius profile of hybrid star for a) NL3, b) NL3ωρ, c) IOPB-I and d)
G3 parameter sets. The corresponding asterisks denote the transition from pure hadron
star to hybrid star.

by properly joining the inner crust EoS with outer crust and core EoS. The inner

crust EoS for all the models is taken such that the symmetry energy properties of

both the crust and core EoS match with each other. For IOPB-I and G3 families,

we do not have a unified EoS for the inner crust. However considering the slope

parameter L of symmetry energy for these two families, we have used IU-FSU [212]

and FSU [73] models as the inner crust EoS for G3 and IOPB-I, respectively as

they have a close comparison in the slope parameter value. All the inner crust

EoSs used can be found in Ref. [249].

The mass-radius profile for hybrid EoS obtained for different bag constants is

shown in Fig. 4.7. The green band represents the maximum mass range obtained for

a non-rotating star [147, 167, 251] . This band also satisfies the precisely measured

mass of PSR J0348+0432 and PSR J1614-2230 with mass (2.01 ± 0.04)M� [147] and

(1.97 ± 0.04)M� [146] respectively. These measurements imply that the maximum

mass of any NS predicted by any theoretical model should reach the limit of ≈
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2.0M�. The maximum mass of the hybrid star decreases as the bag constant

increases. For lower bag values, the maximum mass produced is very high at ≈

2.5M� for IOPB-I and G3 sets, and for higher values of the bag, the mass is reduced

to ≈ 1.8M�. The mass-radius profile of pure hadronic matter is also shown (solid

lines) again for all parameter sets for comparison. The mass of pure hadronic matter

for IOPB-I and G3 sets lie well within the bag values B1/4 = 130-160 MeV. The

MR curves for NL3 and NL3ωρ sets show a similar trend for all bag constants.

The asterisk symbols denote the transition masses from hadron star to hybrid

star. The transition to a hybrid star begins earlier for low bag values. As the bag

values increase, the phase transition also increases. The addition of inner crust EoS

stabilizes the transition between hadronic matter and quark matter. The mass at

which the transition from pure hadron matter to hybrid star matter takes place

increases with the bag constant, which means that as the bag constant increases,

the hybrid star becomes more and more hadronic.

The maximum mass along with the corresponding radius of hybrid star matter

for different parameter sets is shown in Table 4.3 for different bag constants. The

calculations for the pure hadron matter are also shown. A decrease in the maximum

mass is seen with bag constant. The radius also decreases except for NL3 and

IOPB-I parameter sets at bag value of 200 MeV. Fig. 4.8 shows the variation of

maximum mass and radius with bag constants. The maximum mass for NL3 set at

bag value B1/4 = 100 MeV is 2.98M� while for pure hadronic matter, it predicts

a mass of 2.81M�. As the bag constant increases, the maximum mass decreases

from 2.98 to 1.81M�. The hybrid NS maximum mass for the NL3ωρ set is almost

similar to the NL3 set. However, it predicts a hybrid star with a smaller radius as

compared to NL3. So, while the GW170817 data rules out the pure NL3 and NL3ωρ

EoSs, the addition of quarks softens the EoS and hence reduces the maximum mass

satisfying the GW170817 mass constraints. Similarly, the maximum mass of IOPB-I

and G3 set decreases from 2.46 to 1.90M� and 2.40 to 1.69M� respectively. From

Fig. 4.8, we see that for NL3 set with B1/4 = 100 MeV the maximum mass obtained

is 2.98M� which doesn’t agree with the recent mass measurements from GW data.
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Table 4.3: Maximum mass and radius of hybrid stars for different bag constants. The
results for pure hadron matter are also shown.

B1/4 (MeV) Pure Hadron 100 130 160 180 200

NL3

M (M�) 2.81 2.98 2.43 2.08 1.97 1.81
R (km) 13.20 16.15 14.72 14.39 14.13 14.65

NL3ωρ

M (M�) 2.75 2.95 2.41 2.03 1.94 1.79
R (km) 13.01 16.06 12.82 12.68 12.87 13.40

IOPB-I

M (M�) 2.15 2.46 2.32 2.07 1.95 1.90
R (km) 12.27 14.45 13.50 12.91 12.64 13.00

G3

M (M�) 2.03 2.40 2.15 1.88 1.82 1.69
R (km) 11.06 13.40 12.59 12.24 11.88 11.57
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Figure 4.8: Variation of Maximum Mass and Radius of hybrid stars with different bag
constants for NL3, NL3ωρ, IOPB-I and G3 parameter sets.

For IOPB-I and G3 sets, the maximum mass produced at this bag value is 2.46

and 2.40M� respectively, which are also larger than the recent mass measurements.
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Furthermore, for B1/4 = 100 MeV, the transition from hadron matter to quark

matter takes place well below the normal nuclear density, predicting the presence of

quarks below nuclear density, which is unphysical. So we agree that the bag value

of 100 MeV produces unphysical results and hence cannot be considered as a proper

choice for the bag constant. Similar results follow for bag value of 200 MeV where

the maximum mass produced is much less than 2M� and thus this bag value isn’t

considered as a good choice to explain the quark matter in neutron stars.

From the GW observation of the maximum mass of NS in the range 2.01 ±

0.04 ≤ M(M�) ≤ 2.16 ± 0.03 [250], one can see that the bag constant B1/4 = 130

MeV produces a maximum mass of 2.15M� for G3 set, while the same bag constant

gives 2.43M� for NL3 set and 2.32M� for IOPB-I set. For B1/4 = 160 MeV, the

maximum mass is 2.08, 2.07 and 1.82M� for NL3, IOPB-I and G3 respectively.

The radius of the canonical mass for the bag constants B1/4 = 130-160 MeV is

found to be in the range 12.5-13.2 km which is well withing the range of R1.4 ≤

13.76 km as extracted from the NS tidal deformability of GW170817 event [248].

Further, the recently detected GW190425 constrains the NS mass in the range 1.12

to 2.52M� [252]. Thus we see that the most probable values of bag constant for

the obtained EoSs lies in the range 130 MeV < B1/4 < 160 MeV. This range of

bag constants determines the properties of hybrid stars that agree with the recent

gravitational-wave observations GW170817 and GW190425. Aziz et al. [253] have

constrained the value of bag constant in the range 150 MeV ≤ B1/4 ≤ 180 MeV. The

precisely measured mass of 1.97 ± 0.04M� for binary millisecond PSR J1614-2230

by Demorest et al. [146] supports the presence of quarks in the NS [254–256].

4.4 Conclusion

In this chapter, we studied the hybrid EoS by mixing hadron matter and quark

matter using Gibbs conditions. The E-RMF model for hadron matter with recently

reported parameter sets and MIT bag model for quark matter with different bag

constants were employed. The nuclear matter properties such as symmetry energy

(J), slope parameter (L), and incompressibility (K) are calculated for hybrid EoS. It
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is found that the values of symmetry energy J and other quantities are very high for

a hybrid EoS and they increase with the bag constant except for the J and L values

(for NL3) and incompressibility K (for all parameter sets) which decreases with the

bag values B. The values obtained for symmetry energy and other quantities are very

large as compared to their predicted values for the hadronic matter. The predicted

values of these quantities from various theoretical models also have large uncertainty.

All these quantities have a huge impact on the neutron star mass-radius relation

and other important quantities. The slope parameter influences the properties

of both finite and infinite nuclear matter. The phase transition properties of

hadron-quark matter and the existence of exotic phases like Kaons, Hyperons,

etc., in neutron stars are also dependent on these quantities. Since the symmetry

energy cannot be measured directly, it is important to identify the observables that

correlate the symmetry energy and its density dependence to impose constraints

on the quantities like slope parameter, symmetry energy curvature, etc. The

additional information about these quantities can be extracted from the astrophysical

observations of high dense matter objects like neutron stars or better knowledge of

EoS. The nature of EoS is influenced remarkably with these quantities and since

these parameters are controlled by the bag constant B, then it will be possible to

adjust the mass and radius of a NS by tuning the bag constant B.

The star matter properties like mass and radius are calculated for different bag

constants. It is found that the value of bag constant in the range 130 MeV ≤ B1/4

≤ 160 MeV is suitable for explaining the quark matter in neutron stars. The results

obtained with bag values less than 130 MeV and greater than 160 MeV do not agree

with the recently measured observables from gravitational wave data. Hence such

bag values are not suitable enough to explain the quark matter in neutron stars.

Since the bag constant has a huge effect on the EoS, a more dominant theoretical

approach is required to constrain the value of the bag constant. Furthermore, it

may allow us to properly calculate the fraction of quark matter present in neutron

stars. Considering color flavor or one gluon exchange in the simple MIT bag model

or using other models like NJL for quark matter may further constrain these nuclear
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matter properties for hybrid EoS. The presence of exotic phases like kaons, hyperons,

etc in the neutron stars will further modify the EoS. The presence of quarks will

provide new insight into the physics of neutron stars and other high dense objects.
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5.1 Introduction

The structure and the properties of NSs have been studied effectively from exper-

imental as well as theoretical models. Such studies reveal the inner structure of

NS and the presence of exotic phases. The results obtained from the astrophysical

observations require several theoretical inputs for the interpretation. A coextensive

effort from theory and experiments has improved and provided new insights into

the field. After the discovery of GW170817, more theoretical work has been done

to understand the relation between EoS and NS properties through various aspects

like a phase transition, symmetry energy [248, 257, 258]. However, there are still

numerous fundamental problems related to the matter under extreme conditions

that are yet to be answered. The most important one is the unified model which

can describe the overall structure of an NS, from the outer crust to the inner core.

83
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The unified EoS describes the NS from its outer crust to the inner core. However,

a unified EoS is generally not available. Hence the complete EoS is divided into

three different phases: the outer crust phase, the inner crust, and the core phase.

It has been shown [259] that the NS properties such as mass and radius do not

depend upon the outer crust EoS, but a particular choice of inner crust EoS and

its matching with the core EoS is critical and the variations larger than 0.5 km

have been obtained for a 1.4M�. For the outer crust which lies in the density range

104-1011 g/cm3, the Baym-Pethick-Sutherland (BPS) EoS [260], the Haensel-Pichon

(HP) EoS [261] are widely used in the literature. Both these EoSs do not affect

the mass and radius of an NS. For the matter beyond the neutron drip density

(4×1011 g/cm3) ranging from 1011-1014 g/cm3, the inner crust EoS follows. The

Baym-Bethe-Pethick (BBP) EoS [262] is usually used. However to avoid the large

uncertainties in mass and radius of an NS, studies have shown that for the complete

unified EoS, the inner crust EoS should be either from the same model as core EoS

or the symmetry energy slope parameter should match [249, 259].

The observation of the mass and the radius of static as well as rotating NSs may

provide some useful constraints on the EoS. The NSs, due to their compactness,

can rotate very fast as compared to the other astrophysical observables. Hence

the measurements of RNS properties like mass, radius, frequency, the moment of

inertia, etc., close to the mass-shielding limit may lead to more constraints on

the composition of the nuclear matter at higher densities and the EoS. Rotating

NSs provide more information about the structure and the composition of the star

through the measurement of more quantities than the non-rotating ones. Quantities

like the moment of inertia, eccentricity provide information about how fast an

object can spin with a given angular momentum and the deformation of the mass

while spinning. The universal relations between these bulk properties of NSs may

help to impose constraints on the radius of an NS. The choice of inner crust EoS

on the static and rotating NS will affect the mass and radius and consequently

the other star matter properties.
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This chapter is organized as follows. In Sec. 5.2, the Thomas-Fermi approxima-

tion within the RMF framework to describe the inner crust part and the transition

from crust to the core is discussed. The unified EoS by combining the outer crust,

inner crust, and the core EoS will be discussed in Sec. 5.3. The NS properties

for static as well as rotating NS’s with different EoSs are also discussed. Finally,

the summary, and conclusions are outlined in Sec. 5.4. The calculations discussed

in this chapter is based on the work [263].

5.2 Formalism

The inner crust which contains the inhomogenous NM is defined by applying the

Thomas-Fermi (TF) approximation [264] within the same RMF model [265]. The

Skyrme type interactions like Lattimer and Swesty EoS [266] and the compressible

liquid drop model have been widely used in the literature by several authors to

describe the nonuniform matter [6, 267].

The outer crust of an NS consists of nuclei distributed in a solid body-centered-

cubic (bcc) lattice filled by free electron gas. Moving from the outer crust to the

inner crust part, the increasing density leads to the complete ionization of all the

atoms and beyond a certain density, leads to the formation of a quasiuniform gas.

As we move to the greater density regions, more and more electrons are captured

by the nuclei, which thus become neutron-rich. At the density around 4.2×1011

g cm−3, neutron drip sets in. With the help of nuclear models, the neutron drip

density determines the boundary between the outer crust and the inner crust.

The inner crust part contains the free electrons and the neutron gases, forming

different types of pasta structures. Both the inner and the outer crust densities

are a fraction of the normal nuclear density.

The transition density at the crust-core interface is uncertain due to the

insufficient knowledge of the neutron-rich NM EoS. Furthermore, the determination

of the transition density is very complicated as the inner crust part may contain

some internal structures (pasta phases). A well-defined approach is to find the

density at which the uniform liquid phase becomes unstable against small density
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fluctuations, indicating the formation of nuclear clusters. This boundary between the

inhomogeneous solid crust and the liquid core is connected to the isospin dependence

of nuclear models below the saturation value by the widely used thermodynamic

method [268, 269]. In the present work, we use the thermodynamic method to

determine the crust-core transition boundary, which allows the stability of the NS’s

to be determined in terms of their bulk properties. A more detailed description

of the crust-core transition is given in Refs. [268, 269].

5.3 Results and Discussion

To study the effect of crust EoS on NS properties, we have chosen several parameter

sets to construct the core EoS. Since the outer crust EoS does not affect the NS

maximum mass and radius, therefore the BPS EoS [260] has been used for the

outer crust part. For the inner crust part, the relativistic mean-field model with

constant couplings, non-linear terms [123] and density-dependent couplings [270]

have been used. These include NL3 [70] set with non-linear σ terms, TM1 [271]

with non-linear σ and ω terms, NL3ωρ [11, 229] which includes the non-linear ωρ

terms in addition to the previous couplings, FSU [73] and IU-FSU [212], and the

density-dependent DD-ME2 [225] and DD-MEδ [199].

The NM properties at saturation density for the above considered crust EoSs

are shown in Table 5.1. The symmetry energy slope parameter Lsym of the given

sets lies in the range 47-118 MeV. The E-RMF formalism is used to construct

the core EoS. We covered a wide range of models containing only σ self-coupling

terms to the models with all types of self-and cross-couplings along with the δ

meson inclusion. NL3, TM1, IU-FSU [212], IOPB-I, and G3 parameter sets are

used to study the NS core. All the coupling constants and the meson masses for

the above parameter sets are given in [192, 212, 271]. The parameter sets for the

core EoS used in the present study cover an NS maximum mass range from ≈

2-2.8M�. This allows us to determine the variation in the properties of the NS for

a range of maximum mass with the symmetry energy slope parameter in the range

47-118 MeV. The complete EoS consisting of the outer crust, the inner crust, and
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Table 5.1: NM properties for the inner crust EoS at saturation density (ρ0), energy
(E0), symmetry energy (S), slope parameter (Lsym), incompressibility coefficient (K),
and skewness parameter (Qsym). All the values are in MeV except for the (ρ0) which is
in fm−3.

Model ρ0 E0 S Lsym K Qsym

NL3 0.148 -16.24 37.3 118.3 270.7 203
TM1 0.145 -16.26 36.8 110.6 280.4 -295
FSU 0.148 -16.30 32.6 60.5 230.0 -523
IU-FSU 0.155 -16.40 31.3 47.2 213.2 -288
NL3ωρ 0.148 -16.30 31.7 55.2 272.0 203
DD-ME2 0.152 -16.14 32.3 51.4 250.8 478
DD-MEδ 0.152 -16.12 32.4 52.9 219.1 -741

the core are constructed using the above-defined parameter sets. The unified and

non-unified EoSs follow as BPS (for the outer crust)+ BBP, NL3, TM1, NL3ωρ,

FSU, IU-FSU, DD-ME2, and DD-MEδ (for the inner crust)+ NL3, TM1, IU-FSU,

IOPB-I, and G3 (for the core). The EoS without inner crust is also constructed to

see the impact of inner crust on NS properties. All the inner crust EoSs used are

taken from the reference [249]. The different unified and non-unified EoSs produced

are shown in Fig. 5.1. The green dot in the inset (as well as in the main plot) of

Fig. 5.1 shows the matching of outer crust with inner crust EoS while the black

dot in the main plot represents the crust-core transition point. The NL3 parameter

set produces stiff core EoS as compared to other parameter sets. IU-FSU produces

soft EoS at low density. G3 set produces soft EoS as compared to NL3, TM1, and

IOPB-I at both low and high energy densities. Among the inner crust EoS, NL3

and TM1 set produce soft EoS at very low density and become stiff as the density

increases. IU-FSU crust initially produces stiff EoS but becomes soft at higher

energy density (E ≈ 45 MeV/fm3). For the outer crust, the BPS EoS is used for all

different combinations of inner crust and core EoSs as the outer crust EoS doesn’t

affect the mass and radius of an NS. The TOV Eqs. (2.7) and (2.8) are solved to

obtain the NS properties. Apart from obtaining the properties of a static NS, we

also see the impact of inner crust on maximally rotating NS (RNS). The properties

of rotating NS are obtained using the RNS code [174].
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Figure 5.1: Unified EoS with different inner crust and core EoS. The inset shows the
matching of outer crust with the inner crust. The green dot shows the matching point of
BPS EoS with the inner crust. The black dot represents the point of crust-core transition.

Fig. 5.2 shows the mass-radius relation for a static and maximally rotating

NS for NL3 core with different inner crust EoS. The shaded regions represent the

constraints on the maximum mass of an NS by pulsars PSR J1614-2230 (1.928

± 0.017)M� [146], PSR J0348+0432 (2.01 ± 0.04)M� [147], PSR J0740+6620

(2.04+0.10
−0.09)M� [148], and GW190814 (2.50-2.67M�) [151]. The NICER constraints

on the stellar radius obtained from the measurement of millisecond pulsar (MSP)

PSR J0030+0451 at the inferred mass M = 1.34+0.15
−0.16M� and M = 1.44+0.15

−0.14M�

given by R = 12.71+1.14
−1.19 km and R = 13.04+1.24

−1.06 km are also shown [158, 159].

The upper limit on the radius at the canonical mass of an NS is found to be

R1.4 ≤ 13.76 km [248]. The constraints on the maximum mass show that the

theoretical prediction of an NS maximum mass should reach the limit ≈ 2.0M�.

But the recent observation of gravitational wave data GW190814 has a second

component with a maximum mass in the range (2.5-2.67)M�. This secondary object

is considered to be either a light black-hole or a supermassive NS.

From Fig. 5.2, it is clear that the NS maximum mass produced using different

inner crust EoS varies by small margins and lies in the range 2.764-2.787M�. The

corresponding radius varies from 13.027-13.378 km. However, the radius at canonical
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Figure 5.2: Mass-Radius profile of SNS and RNS for NL3 core with different inner
crust EoS. The solid (dashed) lines represent the rotating NS’s (static NS’s) The recent
constraints on the mass [146–148, 151] and radius from NICER measurements [158, 159]
of NS are also shown.

mass is much more affected than the radius at maximum mass. For an NS without

inner crust, the radius at the canonical mass is found out to be R1.4 = 14.987 km.

The large value for the radius of an NS at 1.4M� without inner crust is due to the

direct transition from the outer crust to the core part of the star. The neutron drip

density determines the outer crust-inner crust boundary and the thermodynamic

method provides the transition between the inner crust and the core. With no inner

crust considered, the transition density obtained for the outer crust-core boundary

affects the core EoS which results in an unexpectedly large value of the radius. With

the addition of the inner crust, the proper measurement of the transition density

leads to a true value of the NS radius which varies from 14.496-13.853 km. The NS

with a small radius at the canonical mass is produced by using NL3 as inner crust

EoS which satisfies the constraints by GW170817. The NL3 set has a higher value

of symmetry energy slope parameter Lsym = 118.3 MeV, but matches completely

with the core EoS and hence forms a unified EoS. Thus, a unified EoS produces

an NS with a smaller radius at the canonical mass. The other inner crust EoSs

have a smaller value of slope parameter than the NL3 set and such low-value slope
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Figure 5.3: Same as Fig. 5.2, but for a) TM1 and b) IU-FSU core EoS.

parameter sets like IU-FSU produces a larger radius at the canonical mass as seen

in the figure. Also, the NL3 inner crust EoS satisfies the radius constraints from

the NICER measurements. Thus we see that the R1.4 has a significant relation with

the slope parameter. This is consistent with the work in Refs. [248, 272].

Fig. 5.2 also shows the MR profile for maximally rotating stars (RNS). Similar

to the Static NS (SNS), the RNS maximum mass, and the corresponding radius are

not much affected by the inner crust EoS, but the radius at 1.4M� varies in a similar

fashion as SNS in the range R1.4 = 19.5-21.4 km. The Mass-Radius profile for TM1
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and IU-FSU parameter sets are shown in Fig. 5.3. For TM1 core EoS with different

inner crust EoS, the maximum mass and the corresponding radius lie in the range

2.141-2.177M� and 12.234-12.805 km, respectively as shown in figure. The radius at

the canonical mass varies from 13.572 km for TM1 crust EoS to 15.549 km produced

without using the inner crust. As seen in the figure, although every EoS for TM1

core along with different inner crust satisfies the mass constraint from recently

observed GW data, only the unified EoS (TM1 inner crust + TM1 core) satisfies

the radius constraint at the canonical mass, R1.4 ≤ 13.76 km. For IU-FSU core EoS,

as shown in the figure, the maximum mass and radius vary from 1.931-1.940M� and

11.030-11.263 km, respectively. The radius at the canonical mass varies from 12.295

km for IU-FSU crust EoS to 12.778 km without inner crust, all satisfying the radius

constraint from NICER measurements. The maximum mass and the radius for RNS

with TM1 and IU-FSU core are almost identical with mass in the range 2.57-2.63M�
satisfying the GW190814 mass constraint and radius around 16 km. This also shows

the possibility of the secondary component of GW190814 to be a maximally RNS.

The unified EoS in TM1 (Lcrust = Lcore = 110.6 MeV) and IU-FSU (Lcrust = Lcore

= 47.2 MeV) produce an NS with smaller radius for SNS as well as RNS.

Fig. 5.4 shows the MR profile for IOPB-I and G3 core EoS. For IOPB-I set,

the maximum mass varies from 2.141-2.156M� and the radius 11.872-12.029 km.

R1.4 varies from 13.118-13.508 km. Similar results follow for G3 EoS, where the

NS maximum mass and the corresponding radius vary slightly with different inner

crust EoS. However, as usual, the radius R1.4 varies from 12.436-14.447 km. For

RNS, the radius at the canonical mass varies from 18.65 to 19.18 km and 17.72 to

20.86 km for IOPB-I and G3 EoS, respectively. It is to be mentioned here that both

IOPB-I and G3 sets do not form a unified EoS i.e, inner crust and core EoS with

same symmetry energy slope parameter. However, we see that for IOPB-I core EoS,

the FSU inner crust with a similar value of slope parameter as IOPB-I, predicts a

smaller radius for NS at 1.4M� than any other crust EoS. Similar follows for G3

set (Lsym = 49.3 MeV), the IU-FSU inner crust with a slope parameter value of

47.2 MeV gives a smaller radius NS. From the above MR relations, we see that the
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Figure 5.4: Same as Fig. 5.2, but for a) IOPB-I and b) G3 core EoS.

maximum mass and the radius of both static and rotating NS’s do not change by

a large amount using the inner crust with different slope parameters. The unified

EoSs (NL3, TM1, and IU-FSU) produce NS’s with a small radius at the canonical

mass. However, for non-unified EoSs (IOPB-I and G3), the inner crust EoS from

the same or different model with smaller symmetry energy slope parameter Lsym
predicts a smaller radius at the canonical mass of an NS.

The effect of the inner crust on the static NS tidal deformability λ is also studied

for all core EoSs. In addition to this, the variation in the RNS properties like
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Moment of Inertia (MI) is also discussed. The tidal deformability of an NS is

defined by Eqs. (2.1) and (2.2). Fig. 5.5 shows the variation of the dimensionless
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Figure 5.5: The relation between dimensionless tidal deformability and the mass of
an NS for NL3 core EoS with different inner crust EoS. The overlaid arrows (green and
orange) represents the combined constraints on the tidal deformability at 1.4M� from
PSR J0030+0451 and GW170817 and x ray data [168, 273, 274] . The grey dashed line
represents the upper limit on the Λ1.4 value [167] .

tidal deformability with the NS mass for NL3 core EoS with different inner crust

EoS. The constraint on the Λ from the recent GW data is also shown. The green

overlaid arrow shows the recent constraints on the Λ1.4 from the combined data

of PSR J0030+0451 and GW170817, Λ1.4 = 370+360
−130 [273], while the orange one

shows the non-parametric constraints from PSRs + GWs + X-ray, Λ1.4 = 451+241
−279

[274].The grey dashed line represents the upper limit on the dimensionless tidal

deformability at the canonical mass from GW170817 data, Λ1.4 = 800 [167]. The

NL3 unified EoS predicts the lowest value of the dimensionless tidal deformability

at 1.4M�, Λ1.4 = 800, due to the small radius at the canonical mass. The other

non-unified NL3 EoSs (NL3 core + other crust EoSs except NL3) predict a value

in the range 800-1400 with Λ1.4 = 1400 for NL3 without the inner crust. This

shows that the unified EoS is important in determining the NS properties that

support the contraints from recent GW data.
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Figure 5.6: Same as Fig. 5.5, but for a) TM1 and b) IU-FSU core EoS.
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Figure 5.7: Same as Fig. 5.5, but for a) IOPB-I and b) G3 core EoS.

Fig. 5.6 shows the dimensionless tidal deformability for TM1 and IU-FSU core

EoS with different crust EoSs. The unified TM1 EoS (TM1 crust + TM1 core)

provides a low value for tidal deformability, Λ1.4 = 1060. This value increases

upto to Λ1.4 = 1587 for TM1 NS without inner crust. For IU-FSU, the unified

EoS gives Λ1.4 = 368 and Λ1.4 = 637 without inner crust EoS. For other non-

unified EoSs, the variation in the tidal deformability at 1.4M� is very small for



5. Effect of Inner Crust Equation of State 95

both TM1 and IU-FSU core EoSs.

Fig. 5.7 shows the dimensionless tidal deformability for IOPB-I and G3 core sets.

For IOPB-I, the FSU crust EoS predicts the smallest value of Λ1.4 = 637, while the

other crust EoSs determine the value in the range 640-730. Similarly for G3 set, the

IU-FSU gives a low value for tidal deformability, Λ1.4 = 349, while others provide

a value in the range 393-450. The value increases with the increase in the value

of the symmetry energy slope parameter. The NS without inner crust provides a

value of Λ1.4 = 914 and 620 for IOPB-I and G3 sets respectively.

In the simplest form, the moment of inertia I is defined as the ratio of the

angular momentum to the angular velocity of an NS, I = J/Ω. In terms of the

angular frequency ω, the moment of inertia is defined as [275]

I ≈ 8π
3

∫ R

0
(E + P )e−φ(r)

[
1− 2m(r)

r

]−1 ω̄

Ωr
4dr, (5.1)

where ω̄ is the dragging angular velocity of a rotating star, satisfying the bound-

ary conditions

ω̄(r = R) = 1− 2I
R3 ,

dω̄

dr
|r=0 = 0, (5.2)

In the present work, the NSs rotating at the Kepler frequency are studied, hence the

numerical calculations for the moment of inertia are performed using the RNS code.

The MI of an NS has been calculated by various groups [172, 276], but the variation

in the value of MI with different inner crust EoS hasn’t been calculated. The

variation in the moment of inertia for RNS with NL3 core EoS and different crust

EoSs is shown in Fig. 5.8. As clear from the figure, the change in the moment of

inertia with different crust EoSs is very small. For unified NL3 EoS, the value of I is

found to be 1.53 × 1045 g cm2 well satisfying the constraint from PSR J0737-3039A I

= 1.53+0.38
−0.24 × 1045 g cm2. For the non-unified EoSs, the moment of inertia increases

with the symmetry energy slope parameter Lsym as they predict a large radius.

For TM1, IU-FSU, IOPB-I, and G3 core EoSs, the moment of inertia variation

with the NS mass is shown in Fig. 5.9. For the TM1 and IU-FSU, the unified EoS

provides a small moment of inertia I = 1.31 & 1.29 × 1045 g cm2, respectively.
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Figure 5.8: Variation of moment of inertia I with the mass of an NS for NL3 core EoS
with different crust EoS. The green arrow represents the constraints on the moment of
inertia from PSR J0737-3039A [277, 278] obtained from the GW 170817 data analysis
[167, 168] .

With no unified EoS available for IOPB-I and G3 sets, the low symmetry energy

slope parameter crust EoS provides a lower value of the moment of inertia, I =

1.27 & 1.22 × 1045 g cm2, respectively. The moment of inertia is approximated by

the relation I ∝ MR2 which shows that it increases almost linearly with the NS

mass for all models. The NS radius starts to decrease as soon as the maximum

mass is achieved which allows the moment of inertia to drop sharply. Since I is

proportional to the mass linearly and square of the radius, it is more sensitive to

the density dependence of nuclear symmetry energy and its derivatives like slope

parameter, which influence the NS radius [279]. By using different inner crusts for

a given core EoS, the change in the radius at the canonical mass is observed, which

affects the moment of inertia. Therefore the contribution to the moment of inertia

due to the crust part of the star is much less than the core part.

An important quantity that characterizes the rotation of a star is the T/W ratio,

which is defined as the ratio of the rotational kinetic energy T to the gravitational

potential energy W. For a given rotating star, if this ratio is greater than a critical

value, the star becomes dynamically unstable. The critical value of the T/W ratio
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Figure 5.9: Same as Fig. 5.8, but for a) TM1, b) IU-FSU, c) IOPB-I and d) G3 core
EoSs.

is not fixed. Some measurements predict a value of 0.27 as the critical limit [280]

and some show it to be in the range 0.14-0.27 [281]. Fig. 5.10 displays the variation

in the T/W ratio of a RNS with the gravitational mass. With the increase in the

central density, the angular velocity increases which in turn produces a star with a

higher value of T/W ratio. The unified EoS for NL3, TM1, and IU-FSU parameter

sets predict the highest value of the T/W ratio as compared to other non-unified

equation of states. For NL3 set, the unified EoS (Lcrust = Lcore = 118.3 MeV) has

T/W ratio of 0.15, while for TM1 and IU-FSU unified EoSs, the ratio is 0.12 and

0.13, respectively. The EoS without the inner crust part predicts a value of 0.13,

0.11, and 0.12 for NL3, TM1 and IU-FSU sets respectively.

Table 5.2 shows the deviation in the properties of a static NS like maximum

mass, the corresponding radius and the radius at the canonical mass for the given

parameter sets. The deviations are calculated by considering the NS with different

inner crust EoS with respect to the NS without inner crust. The NS without inner

crust predicts a very large radius at the canonical mass, while the unified EoS

(same crust and core EoS) for any parameter set gives the low radius NS, which

satisfies the radius constraints as explained before. For a given EoS, the deviation
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between an NS without inner crust and with crust is large, implying that the unified

EoS gives a better estimate of the radius at the canonical mass as compared to

other non-unified EoSs. It is clear that the variation in the maximum mass and

the corresponding radius are very small for EoSs, but the radius at 1.4M� is highly

impacted by the inner crust EoS. For NL3 core EoS, the variation in the radius

at R1.4 is maximum for NL3 inner crust ≈ 7.57% which is around 1.2 km. The

maximum variation in the radius, R1.4, for IOPB-I and G3 core EoSs is with the

FSU and IU-FSU inner crust EoS, respectively. Such large deviations in the radius,

R1.4, show that a proper choice of inner crust EoS is important to calculate the

mass and radius of an NS with small uncertainties in these values.

The constraints on the inner crust EoS of an NS and the proper matching of

inner crust with core EoS help consider the nuclear and astrophysical applications

of the RMF model. A core EoS with a smaller symmetry energy slope parameter

implies small symmetry energy at high densities [282]. For a model with higher

symmetry energy at sub-saturation density, the inner crust properties of an NS

are affected in addition to the pasta phases as shown in Refs. [283, 284]. Studies
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Table 5.2: Variation (in percent) in the maximum mass, corresponding radius and the
radius at 1.4M� of an NS without inner crust and the corresponding inner crust.

Model BBP IU-
FSU

DD-
ME2

DD-
MEδ

NL3ωρ FSU TM1 NL3

∆Mmax 0.25 0.14 0.11 0.07 0.11 0.11 0.32 0.58
NL3 ∆Rmax 1.90 2.62 0.87 1.22 0.93 0.79 0.73 1.19

∆R1.4 3.28 3.12 3.22 3.30 3.54 4.74 6.51 7.57
∆Mmax 0.60 1.65 1.51 1.70 1.38 1.56 0.64 1.65

TM1 ∆Rmax 4.51 2.12 1.85 1.92 4.68 2.98 4.46 3.29
∆R1.4 9.69 10.22 10.19 10.16 10.13 10.11 12.73 11.28
∆Mmax 0.10 0.00 0.05 0.26 0.10 0.05 0.15 0.21

IU-
FSU

∆Rmax 1.35 2.07 1.41 2.23 1.25 1.26 1.71 1.79

∆R1.4 2.91 3.78 3.55 3.42 3.30 3.19 2.78 2.53
∆Mmax 0.04 0.02 0.06 0.04 0.04 0.07 0.04 0.04

IOPB-
I

∆Rmax 1.11 1.17 0.66 0.61 0.73 0.54 0.92 1.30

∆R1.4 1.84 2.57 2.34 2.29 2.26 2.89 1.85 1.79
∆Mmax 0.05 0.00 0.15 0.20 0.15 0.30 0.04 0.50

G3 ∆Rmax 3.94 5.74 4.02 3.79 4.24 3.28 0.92 3.50
∆R1.4 11.50 13.91 11.82 11.66 9.45 11.36 9.56 10.17

have shown that for a complete unified EoS, the inner crust part should either

be from the same model or the symmetry energy slope parameter should match.

Thus the crust-core transition allows the construction of a stellar EoS and a precise

measurement of the NS properties for both static and rotating stars.

5.4 Conclusion

The NS properties like mass and radius were investigated using the relativistic

mean-field (RMF) model. To study the effect of symmetry energy and its slope

parameter on an NS, the inner crust EoSs with different symmetry energy slope

parameters have been used. For the outer crust, the BPS EoS is used for all sets

as the outer crust part doesn’t affect the NS maximum mass and radius. For the

inner crust part, the NL3, TM1, FSU, NL3ωρ, DD-MEδ, DD-ME2, and IU-FSU



100 5.4. Conclusion

parameter sets have been used whose slope parameter varies from 118.3-47.2 MeV.

For the core part, NL3, TM1, IU-FSU, IOPB-I, and G3 parameter sets are used. The

unified EoSs are constructed by properly matching the inner crust EoS with outer

crust and core EoS using the thermodynamic method. The EoSs constructed for the

spherical and symmetrical NS under charge neutral and β-equilibrium conditions are

taken as the input into the TOV equation to obtain NS properties. It is seen that

although the NS maximum mass and the corresponding radius do not change by a

large amount, the radius at the canonical mass, R1.4, are largely impacted by using

inner crust EoSs with different symmetry energy slope parameter. By varying the

slope parameter from low to high values, the radius R1.4 also increases. The effect

of Lsym on the NS maximum mass, radius and the radius at 1.4M� are calculated

and the variation of about 2 km is found in the radius at the canonical mass. The

properties like mass, radius, the moment of inertia, T/W ratio of maximally rotating

stars are also calculated using the same combination of EoSs. It is seen that similar

to SNS, the maximum mass and the corresponding radius for RNS does not vary

much, but the radius at the canonical mass is affected by the slope parameter. The

moment of inertia doesn’t vary too much with a change in the symmetry energy

slope parameter Lsym. The kinetic to potential energy ratio also varies with the

change in the symmetry energy slope parameter of the crust. Such RNS properties

are more related to the mass and the radius of the star and the variation in the

radius at the canonical mass influences the other properties of the star.

Several different aspects need to be further studied in the current work. A

unified EoS for the parameter sets like IOPB-I and G3 with both crust and core part

described by the same model with different slope parameters Lsym will be a better

investigation to see the behavior of radius and other NS properties at canonical mass.
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6.1 Introduction

The successful discovery of gravitational wave detection by LIGO and Virgo

Collaborations (LVC) of a BNS merger GW170817 event [167, 168] has allowed us

to study the dense matter properties at extreme conditions. The estimation of tidal

deformability for NS provided a new constraint on the NS EoS. The total mass

of the GW170817 BNS merger was found to be around 2.7M� with the heavier

component of 1.16 - 1.60M� for low spin priors and the maximum mass approached

1.9M� for high spin priors [149]. The variation of tidal deformability with the

101
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radius as Λ ∝ R5 provides a strong constraint on the nuclear EoS at high density.

After GW170817, the second possible BNS event GW190425 occurred with a total

mass of 3.3 - 3.7M�. The mass of its components with high spin prior are around

1.12 - 2.52M� [252]. Recently, a new gravitational wave event reported by LVC as

GW190814 [151] was observed with a 22.2 - 24.3M� black hole and 2.50 - 2.67M�
secondary component. The secondary component attracted a lot of attention as it

has no measurable tidal deformability signatures and no electromagnetic counterpart.

The mass of the secondary component of GW190814 lies in the lower region of the

so-called mass-gap (2.5M� < M < 5M�) which raises the question of whether it

is a light black hole or a supermassive NS. To explain the secondary component

of GW190814, many interesting works have been proposed recently regarding its

nature as supermassive NS, lightest black hole, or fast pulsar [285–289].

Different models with different parameterizations have been used in the literature

to construct the NS EoS at supranuclear densities. The NM EoS at saturation density

from many-body theories is well constrained. The extrapolation of these EoSs to

higher densities ≈ 4 − 5ρ0, where ρ0 is the nuclear saturation density, describes

the properties of NSs. However, only few EoSs like NL3 and recently proposed

BigApple [290, 291] generate massive NSs with maximum mass of ≈ 2.6M�.

The presence of exotic phases in the inner core of NSs has been studied over

the past decade and the variation in the properties of NSs has constrained the EoS

at high densities. Annala et al. [292] has shown that the quarks are present in

the NS core at several times the normal nuclear density. Hence the quark matter

can exist inside the NSs in a deconfined phase [102, 103] or as a mixed-phase

of hadrons and quarks (hybrid star) [230, 239, 254]. Depending upon the phase

transition between outer hadronic matter and inner quark matter of the hybrid

stars, the twin-star solution might appear as the mass-radius relation could exhibit

two stable branches with the same maximum mass but different radius [293, 294]. A

steep first-order phase transition (large density jump) combined with an incredibly

stiff quark equation of state can generate twins. It’s seen that when twin-star

solution appears, the tidal deformability also displays two distinct branches with
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the same maximum mass, which is different from the pure neutron and hybrid

stars. However, a recent study shows that an NS with a maximum mass constraint

of 2.5M� rules out the twin star solution [295].

In this work, we use a few recently obtained DD-RMF parameter sets which

generate an NS with a maximum mass around 2.5M�, thus implying the nature of the

secondary component of GW190814 as a massive NS. Following a phase transition,

the QM is studied using the Vector-Enhanced Bag (vBag) model [296]. We use its

mass to put additional constraints on the NS maximum mass and dense matter EoS.

This chapter is organized as follows: in Sec. 6.2, the Vector-Enhanced Bag

(vBag) model to discuss the quark matter is presented. The phase transition from

hadron matter to quark matter is also discussed. The results Sec. 6.3 is divided

into two parts. In Sec. 6.3.1, the parameter sets DD-ME1, DD-ME2, DD-LZ1,

DD-MEX, and DDV are used for spherically symmetric, static NS. The star matter

properties such as mass, radii, and tidal deformability for the given parameter sets

are calculated. The properties of the phase transition are also studied. In Sec. 6.3.2,

the star matter properties are calculated for a rotating neutron star with quark

core for the parameter sets DDV, DDVT, DDVTD, DD-LZ1, and DD-MEX. The

summary and concluding remarks are finally given in Sec. 6.4. The calculations

presented in this chapter are based on the work from Refs. [297, 298].

6.2 Formalism

6.2.1 Vector-Enhanced Bag (vBag) model

The commonly used effective models to explain the presence of quark matter in

NS cores either mimic quark confinement while keeping the quark masses constant

like the Bag model [100, 103, 299] or do exhibit the Dynamic Chiral Symmetry

Breaking (DχSB) without confinement like Nambu-Jona-Lasino (NJL) models [104,

105]. Both these types of models do not include the repulsive vector interactions,

which is important in the study of NS properties as it allows the HSs to achieve

2M� limit which results from the recent constraints of PSR J1614-2230, PSR

0348+0432, and PSR J0740+6620.
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We employ an extension of the bag model, Vector-Enhanced Bag (vBag)

model [296] which is an effective model accounting for DχSB and repulsive vector

interactions. It also takes into consideration the phenomenological correction to the

quark matter EoS that characterizes the deconfinement and is dependent on the

hadron EoS used to build the phase transition. The repulsive vector interaction

is important as it allows the HSs to attain 2M� limit on the maximum mass

[300]. Fits to the pressure of the chirally restored phase justifies the inclusion of

flavor-dependent chiral bag constants. In addition, a deconfined bag constant is

provided to minimize the energy per particle, favoring stable strange matter.

The expression for the energy density and the pressure in vBag model are given as

[301]

EQ =
∑

f=u,d,s
EvBag,f −Bdc, (6.1)

PQ =
∑

f=u,d,s
PvBag,f +Bdc, (6.2)

where Bdc is the deconfined bag constant introduced to lower the energy per particle

thereby favoring stable strange matter. EvBag,f and PvBag,f are the energy density

and pressure of a single quark flavor defined as:

EvBag,f (µf ) = EFG,f (µ∗f ) + 1
2Kνn

2
FG,f (µ∗f ) +Bχ,f , (6.3)

PvBag,f (µf ) = PFG,f (µ∗f ) + 1
2Kνn

2
FG,f (µ∗f )−Bχ,f , (6.4)

Here FG represents the ideal, zero temperature Fermi gas formula. Kν parameter is

a coupling constant resulting from the vector interactions and controls the stiffness

of the quark matter EoS [302]. Bχ,f represents the bag constant for a single quark

flavor. The chemical potential µ∗f of the system is parameterized by the relation

µf = µ∗f +KνnFG,f (µ∗F ). (6.5)

An effective bag constant is defined in the vBag model so that the phase transition

to quark matter occurs at the same chemical potential

Beff =
∑

f=u,d,s
Bχ,f −Bdc. (6.6)
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This allows us to illustrate how Beff can be used in the case of two and three

flavor quark matter in HSs.

For the quark matter, the charge neutrality and β-equillibrium conditions are

given as:

2
3ρu −

1
2(ρd + ρs)− ρe − ρu = 0, (6.7)

µs = µd = µu + µe;µµ = µe. (6.8)

6.2.2 Phase Transition

In the present work, we employ both Gibbs and Maxwell methods to construct the

phase transition between hadrons and quarks to determine how the change in the

phase transition affects the NS properties such as mass, radius, and tidal deformabil-

ity.

The equations governing the global charge-neutral conditions, Gibbs construction,

are discussed in Sec. 4.2.2.

In Maxwell Construction, the local charge neutrality condition is defined as:

ρH(µB, µe) = 0; ρQ(µB, µe) = 0. (6.9)

The expressions for the pressure and chemical potential are then given as:

PH(µB, µe) = PQ(µB, µe) = PMP , (6.10)

µB,H = µB,Q. (6.11)

6.3 Results and Discussions

6.3.1 Static Neutron stars

To study the hadron-quark phase transition and to determine the NS properties,

several DD-RMF parameterizations are used. The nucleon and meson masses and

different coupling constants between nucleon and mesons along with the independent
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Figure 6.1: Energy density vs pressure for the given DD-LZ1, DD-ME1, DD-ME2, DD-
MEX, DDV, DDVT, and DDVTD parameter sets. The joint constraints from GW170817
and GW190814 shown are taken from [151].

parameters a, b, c, d for σ, ω and ρ mesons for DD-ME1, DD-ME2, DD-MEX, DD-

LZ1, DDV, DDVT, and DDVTD parameter sets are shown in Table 3.3. The nuclear

matter properties of the above-mentioned parameter sets are shown in Table 3.4.

Fig. 6.1 shows the variation of pressure with energy density (EoS) for an NS

in beta-equilibrium and charge-neutral conditions. The DD-ME2 parameter set

produces stiff EoS at low densities while DD-LZ1 and DD-MEX produce stiff EoS

in the high-density region. DDV set produces soft EoS at both low and high

densities and hence defines an NS with low maximum mass as compared to other

sets. The stiff EoS produced by the given parameter sets results in a high pressure

due to strong vector potentials. The recent constraints on the EoS from GW170817

and GW190814 are also shown in the shaded area. The joint constraints were

calculated by assuming a spectral distribution of EoS conditioned in GW170817 and

re-weighted each EoS by the probability that its maximum mass is at least as large

as the secondary component of GW190814. This was introduced by considering

the GW190814 event as an NS-Black hole (NSBH) merger, with its secondary

component assumed to be an NS. For this scenario, the maximum mass should
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be not less than the secondary component of GW190814, which constraints the

distribution of EoSs compatible with astrophysical data [151]. With energy density

less than E ≈ 600 MeV/fm3, the DD-RMF EoSs satisfy the constraints from the

gravitational waves. As the energy density increases, the pressure from the obtained

EoSs starts to lower than the gravitational wave constraints. For the unified EoS,

the Baym-Pethick-Sutherland (BPS) EoS [260] is used for the outer crust part.

For the inner crust, the EoS in the non-uniform matter is generated by using the

DD-ME2 parameter set in Thomas-Fermi approximation [259].

To construct the hadron-quark phase and determine the phase transition

properties of a three-flavor configuration, we consider the effective bag constant

with a value of B1/4
eff = 130 MeV and B1/4

eff = 160 MeV. The value of Kν parameter

varies for two flavor and three flavor configurations. In the present study, we will

keep its value fixed at Kν = 6 GeV−2.

100 1000

ε ( MeV/fm
3
)

10

100

1000

P
 (

M
e
V

/f
m

3
)

DDV
DD-LZ1
DD-ME1
DD-ME2
DD-MEX

B
eff

1/4
=130 MeV

B
eff

1/4
=160 MeV

Figure 6.2: Equation of state for the hadron-quark phase transition for different DD-
RMF hadronic parameter sets and three flavor quark matter at B1/4

eff = 130 & 160 MeV
using Gibbs construction. The solid (dashed) lines represent the phase transition at B1/4

eff

= 130 MeV (B1/4
eff = 160 MeV).

Fig. 6.2 shows the hadron-quark phase transition with DD-RMF parameter sets

for hadronic matter and vBag model for quark matter using the Gibbs method for
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constructing mixed-phase. The global charge neutrality condition ensures a smooth

transition between the two phases. For effective bag constant B1/4
eff = 160 MeV, the

phase transition takes place at higher density as compared to the bag value B1/4
eff =

130 MeV. In DDV EoS, the transition to quark matter at B1/4
eff = 130 MeV starts

from the energy density E ≈ 400MeV/fm3 and ends at around E ≈ 1200 MeV/fm3

which corresponds to the density range ρB = (2.47− 4.03)ρ0. For B1/4
eff = 160 MeV,

the phase transition region exists from ρB = (3.69− 5.31)ρ0. Similarly for DD-MEX

EoS, the phase transition begins from 2.45 to 4.44ρ0 and 3.09 to 5.57ρ0 for bag

values 130 and 160 MeV, respectively. It is clear that the phase transition for higher

bag values occurs at higher densities and with large mixed-phase region.
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Figure 6.3: Same as Fig. 6.2 but using Maxwell construction.

Fig. 6.3 represents the hadron-quark phase transition using the Maxwell con-

struction method. The local charge neutrality condition allows the phase transition

to take place at constant pressure which results in a sharp shift from hadron matter

to quark matter. For DDV EoS, the phase transition occurs in the density region

(2.62− 3.91)ρ0 for B1/4
eff = 130 MeV and (4.08− 5.23)ρ0 for bag constant B1/4

eff =

160 MeV. As clear from Figs. 6.2 and 6.3, the EoS at low densities (hadronic)

satisfies the joint GW constraints. The phase transition to quark matter satisfies

this constraint at beginning of the mixed-phase for a low value of bag constant.
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Table 6.1: Phase transition density for hadron-quark matter at B1/4
eff = 130 & 160 MeV

using both Maxwell and Gibbs construction methods. ρMP represents density of the
mixed-phase region in terms of the saturation density ρ0 which has the dimensions of
fm−3.

ρMP (ρ0)

EoS
Gibbs Construction Maxwell Construction

130 MeV 160 MeV 130 MeV 160 MeV
DDV 2.47-4.03 3.69-5.31 2.62-3.91 4.08-5.23
DD-LZ1 2.56-4.23 3.04-5.43 2.71-4.18 3.21-5.24
DD-ME1 2.70-4.18 3.04-5.47 2.89-4.11 3.39-5.41
DD-ME2 2.87-4.39 3.42-5.53 3.01-4.35 3.75-5.44
DD-MEX 2.45-4.44 3.09-5.57 2.49-4.28 3.47-5.49

As the pure quark phase begins, the softness of EoS shifts away from the joint

GW170817 and GW190814 constraints. This implies that a too stiff EoS is required

for a quark matter to satisfy these constraints. Table 6.1 shows the phase transition

density region between hadron and quark matter at bag values B1/4
eff = 130 and 160

MeV using both Maxwell and Gibbs construction. The mixed-phase region exists

between (2− 6)ρ0, where ρ0 is the nuclear saturation density, which is important in

obtaining NSs with a maximum mass larger than 2M� [238]. The increase in the

value of bag constant delays the phase transition and softens the pure quark phase

[245]. Also, the phase transition in the case of GC starts earlier than MC which is

consistent with the work from Refs. [303]. However, the width of the mixed-phase

region in GC is much broader than in MC and it increases further for GC as the

bag constant increases. These properties certainly affect the mass and radius.

Fig. 6.4 displays the hadronic mass vs radius curves for DD-LZ1, DD-MEX,

DDV, DDVT, and DDVTD parameter sets. The DD-LZ1 set produces an NS

with a maximum mass of 2.55M� and with a radius of 12.30 km. DD-MEX set

produces a 2.57M� NS with a 12.46 km radius. Both these parameter sets satisfy the

constraints from recent gravitational wave data GW190814 and recently measured

mass and radius of PSR J0030+0451, M = 1.34+0.15
−0.16M� and R = 12.71+1.14

−1.19 km

by NICER. The DDV, DDVT, and DDVTD predict a maximum mass of 1.95M�,

1.93M� and 1.85M� for a static NS with 12.11, 11.40 and 11.33 km radius at
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Figure 6.4: Mass vs Radius profiles for pure DD-LZ1, DD-MEX, DDV, DDVT, and
DDVTD parameters for a static NS. The recent constraints on mass from the various
gravitational wave data and the pulsars (shaded region) [146–148, 151] and radii [158, 159]
are also shown.

canonical mass, R1.4, respectively. DDV and DDVT satisfy the mass constraint

from PSR J1614-2230 and radius constraint from PSR J0030+0451. The DDVTD

parameter set produces an NS with a slightly lower maximum mass than PSR

J1614-2230. The shaded regions display the constraints on the maximum mass of an

NS from PSR J1614-2230 (1.928 ± 0.017M�), PSR J0348+0432 (2.01 ± 0.04M�),

MSP J0740+6620 (2.14 +0.10
−0.09M�), and GW190814 (2.50-2.67M�).

To understand the configuration of the star produced by a given EoS model, the

mas-radius profile is analyzed. The HS models are divided according to the phase

transition construction and will be assessed by the pure hadronic configurations.

Fig. 6.5 shows the mass-radius curves for pure hadronic DD-RMF EoSs (solid

lines) and hybrid NS EoS (dashed lines) at different bag constants. The upper two

panels represent the HS configuration with Maxwell construction at two different bag

values B1/4
eff = 130 & 160 MeV, while the lower panels represent the HS configuration

with Gibbs construction at the same bag values 130 & 160 MeV. The pure hadronic

EoSs produce an NS with a maximum mass of ≈ 2.5M� for DD-LZ1, DD-ME1,

DD-ME2, and DD-MEX parameter sets, while DDV set produces an NS with a
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Figure 6.5: Mass-Radius profile for pure hadronic DD-RMF parameters and HSs for
different bag constants. The solid (dashed) lines represent MR plot for pure hadronic
matter (hybrid NSs). The upper panels display the HS configuration with MC and the
lower panels represent the same configuration with GC. The recent constraints on the
mass [146–148, 151] and on the radii from NICER’s observation [158, 159] are also shown.

maximum mass of 1.95M�. The vBag model parameters Kν and Beff control the

type of curves that result after the phase transition. While the Kν parameter

controls the stiffness of the curves, Beff triggers the location of the phase transition

along the curve. In the upper two panels of Fig. 6.5, the MR curves produce a

sharp discontinuous transition from hadron matter to quark matter due to sharp

phase transition in Maxwell construction. The NS maximum mass is reduced from

2.555M� to 2.275M� for DD-LZ1 hybrid EoS at B1/4
eff = 130 MeV and further

reduced to 2.146M� at B1/4
eff = 160 MeV. Other hybrid EoSs follow a similar pattern.

All the HS configurations satisfy the recently observed mass and radius constraints

except that from DDV HS configuration whose maximum mass lies below the 1.9M�
from PSR J1614-2230 at both 130 & 160 MeV effective bag constant. This implies

that a DDV EoS with phase transition to quark matter is too soft to satisfy the

recent astrophysical constraints on the maximum mass and radius.

The HS models with Gibbs construction produce mass-radius curves with a

smooth transition from hadron to quark matter because of the smoothly mixed-phase
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in GC. The maximum mass of HS DD-LZ1 decreases from 2.555M� to 2.192M� at

B
1/4
eff = 130 MeV and to 2.043M� at B1/4

eff = 160 MeV. We see that the maximum

mass in MC is higher than that for the GC case. It is because of the delayed phase

transition in MC than the GC that allows the star to stay longer in the hadronic

phase. The radius at the maximum mass changes from 12.297 to 12.475 km and

12.355 km at bag constant 130 & 160 MeV, respectively. For MC, the radius changes

to 12.428 and 12.574 km respectively. This shows that the Maxwell construction

produces an NS with a large maximum mass and radius as compared to the Gibbs

construction. However, the radius at the canonical mass, R1.4, is the same for MC

as the pure hadronic star but smaller for GC as seen in Fig. 6.5. Thus the maximum

mass of the given NS configurations is lowered to satisfy the 2M� constraint.
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Figure 6.6: The dimensionless tidal deformability (Λ) as a function of NS mass
corresponding to DDV, DD-LZ1, DD-ME1, DD-ME2, and DD-MEX EoSs and their
HS configurations. The solid (dashed) lines represent MR plot for pure hadronic matter
(hybrid NSs). The upper panels display the HS configuration with MC and the lower
panels represent the same configuration with GC. The brown dashed line represents
the NS canonical mass. The grey dashed line shows the upper limit of Λ1.4 value from
GW170817 [167]. The non-parametric constraints on the tidal deformability of canonical
NS mass are shown [274]. The constraint from joint PSR J0030+0451, GW170817 and
the nuclear data analysis [273].

Fig. 6.6 displays the dimensionless tidal deformability as a function of NS mass
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for pure hadronic EoSs and HS configurations. As seen, the tidal deformability

decreases with NS mass and becomes very small at the maximum mass. The softer

EoS like pure hadronic DDV has tidal deformability at 1.4M�, Λ1.4 = 392.052,

while for other stiffer EoSs, the value lies in the range Λ1.4 = 690-790, which is well

constrained by the upper limit on tidal deformability from GW170817 data [167].

The non-parametric constraints on the tidal deformability given by Λ = 451+241
−279 is

shown [274]. The constraint from the joint PSR J0030+0451, GW170817 and the

nuclear data analysis at the canonical mass, Λ1.4 = 370+360
−130 [273] is also shown. For

the phase transition with Maxwell construction, we see that the tidal deformability

at the canonical mass remains the same as the pure hadronic one, while for the

Gibbs phase transition, the tidal deformability decreases from 728.351 to 698.233

and 536.173 for effective bag constants 130 & 160 MeV, respectively. The tidal

deformability for the obtained HS configurations using the Gibbs phase transition

is favored over Maxwell construction by the tidal constraint from GW170817. We

see that for the parameters used and phase transition construction, the maximum

mass of each hybrid star curve is different from each other, which implies that no

two curves produce a twin star that shares the same maximum mass and hence

shows two branches of tidal deformability.

Table 6.2 shows the NS properties like maximum mass, radius, the radius at the

canonical mass, and the dimensionless tidal deformability for pure hadronic phase

and HSs. All the NS matter properties have been calculated for HS configurations

using both Gibbs and Maxwell construction to see how the global and local charge

neutrality conditions shape up the mass radius of an NS. It is clear from the table

that the radius at the canonical mass and the tidal deformability of an NS remains

the same for Maxwell transition as that for pure hadronic matter, while both decrease

for Gibbs transition. The obtained properties of HSs with Gibbs transition satisfy all

the constraints from the recent observations of mass, radius and tidal deformability.
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Table 6.2: NS matter properties Maximum mass (Mmax), corresponding radius (Rmax),
canonical mass radius (R1.4), and dimensionless tidal deformability (Λ1.4) for pure hadron
matter and HS configurations at effective bag constants B1/4

eff = 130 & 160 MeV. The HS
properties with both Gibbs as well as Maxwell construction are shown.

Star
properties

Pure
Hadronic

Gibbs Construction Maxwell Construction
130 MeV 160 MeV 130 MeV 160 MeV

DDV EoS
Mmax(M�) 1.951 1.793 1.665 1.821 1.680
Rmax(km) 10.851 10.298 10.805 10.943 11.211
R1.4(km) 12.132 11.459 11.427 12.132 12.132

Λ1.4 392.052 356.261 297.815 392.052 392.052
DD-LZ1 EoS

Mmax(M�) 2.555 2.192 2.043 2.275 2.146
Rmax(km) 12.297 12.475 12.355 12.428 12.574
R1.4(km) 13.069 12.752 12.706 13.069 13.069

Λ1.4 728.351 698.233 536.173 728.351 728.351
DD-ME1 EoS

Mmax(M�) 2.449 2.106 1.974 2.219 2.027
Rmax(km) 11.981 11.211 10.128 12.162 12.349
R1.4(km) 12.898 11.507 11.543 12.898 12.898

Λ1.4 689.342 658.047 495.146 689.342 689.342
DD-ME2 EoS

Mmax(M�) 2.483 2.174 2.008 2.246 2.074
Rmax(km) 12.017 12.187 12.013 12.204 12.391
R1.4(km) 12.973 12.224 12.247 12.973 12.973

Λ1.4 733.149 572.844 475.367 733.149 733.149
DD-MEX EoS

Mmax(M�) 2.575 2.246 2.095 2.325 2.164
Rmax(km) 12.465 12.547 12.506 12.659 12.754
R1.4(km) 13.168 12.497 12.451 13.168 13.168

Λ1.4 791.483 594.376 462.753 791.483 791.483

6.3.2 Rotating Neutron stars

To study the maximally rotating hybrid stars, the global charge neutrality between

two different phases has been employed. The effective bag model with an effective

bag constant B1/4 is used to study the QM. The coupling constant parameter Kν
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is fixed at 6 GeV−2 for the three flavor configurations. Three different values of

effective bag constant are used B
1/4
eff = 130, 145 and 160 MeV. Parameter sets

that produce stiff EoS such as DD-LZ1 and DD-MEX and soft EoS such as DDV,

DDVT, and DDVTD sets have been used.
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Figure 6.7: Mass-Radius profile for pure hadronic and hybrid rotating NSs for (a)
DD-LZ1 and (b) DD-MEX parameter sets at bag values B1/4

eff = 130, 145 & 160 MeV.
The shaded regions represent recent constraints on the mass from various measured
astronomical observables.

The RNS mass-radius profile for DD-LZ1 and DD-MEX parameter sets are

shown in Fig. 6.7. The solid lines represent the pure hadronic star while the dashed

lines represent the HS at different bag constants. The effective bag constant B1/4
eff

is written as B1/4 for convenience. The DD-LZ1 EoS produces a pure hadronic

RNS with a maximum mass of 3.11M� with a radius of 18.23 km. With the phase

transition from HM to QM, the maximum mass and the corresponding radius

decrease with the increase in the bag constant. For the DD-LZ1 set, the maximum

mass decreases from 3.11M� to 2.98M� for B1/4 = 130 MeV and to 2.75M� and

2.64M� for B1/4 = 145 and 160 MeV, respectively. The radius R1.4 decreases from

18.32 km for pure HM to 16.64 km for hybrid star matter at 160 MeV bag value.

Similarly, for the DD-MEX parameter set, the maximum mass for pure hadronic
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matter is 3.15M� at radius 16.53 km which reduces to 2.69M� at 16.63 km for bag

constant of 160 MeV. Thus, while the pure hadronic RNS predicts a large maximum

mass, the phase transition to QM lowers the maximum mass and the radius thereby

satisfying the maximum mass constraint from GW190814. These results imply that

the secondary component of GW190814 could be a possible fast-rotating hybrid star.
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Figure 6.8: Same as Fig. 6.7, but for (a) DDV, (b) DDVT and (c) DDVTD EoSs.

Fig. 6.8 displays the mass-radius relation for hadronic and hybrid rotating NS

with DDV, DDVT, and DDVTD EoSs. The maximum mass for an RNS with

DDV EoS is 2.37M� with a 17.41 km radius at the canonical mass. Both the

maximum mass and the radius decrease to 2.23M�, 2.13M�, 2.01M� and 16.91,

16.68, 16.13 km for bag constants B1/4 = 130, 145, and 160 MeV, respectively,

thereby satisfying the 2M� constraint. For DDVT, the maximum mass reduces

from 2.28M� to 1.99M�. R1.4 also decreases from 17.82 km to 16.01 km. Similarly

for the DDVTD EoS, the RNS maximum mass reduces to 1.93M� from 2.21M�
at B1/4 = 160 MeV. For all the parameter sets, the phase transition to QM lowers

the maximum mass which satisfies the 2M� limit.

The measurement of the NS moment of inertia is important because it follows

a universal relation with the tidal deformability and the compactness of an NS.

The moment of inertia as a function of gravitational mass for the RNS is displayed
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in Fig. 6.9. The constraint on the moment of inertia obtained from the joint

PSR J0030+0451, GW170817 and the nuclear data analysis predicting I1.4 =

1.43+0.30
−0.13 × 1038 kg.m2 is given in Ref. [273]. The predicted moment of inertia of

pulsar PSR J0737-3093A, I1.338 = 1.36+0.15
−0.32 × 1045 g.cm2 is also given [274]. For

pure hadronic matter, DD-LZ1 and DD-MEX EoSs predict an NS with a moment

of inertia 2.22 and 2.35 × 1045 g.cm2, respectively. The phase transition to the QM

reduces the moment of inertia to a value 1.65 and 1.93 × 1045 g.cm2 for DD-LZ1

and DD-MEX parameter sets at bag constant B1/4=160 MeV, which satisfies the

constraint from Refs. [273, 274, 304].
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Figure 6.9: Moment of inertia variation with the gravitational mass for (a) DD-LZ1 and
(b) DD-MEX EoSs. The constraints on canonical moment of inertia are also shown [304].
The constraint from joint PSR J0030+0451, GW170817 and the nuclear data analysis are
shown by green bar [273]. The predicted moment of inertia of pulsar J0737-3039A using
Bayesian analysis of nuclear EoS is shown by brown bar [274].

Fig. 6.10 displays the moment of inertia variation with the gravitational mass

for DDV, DDVT, and DDVTD parameter sets. The solid lines represent the pure

hadronic matter, while the dashed lines represent the hadron-quark mixed-phase

at bag constants B1/4 = 130, 145 and 160 MeV. The constraints on the moment

of inertia obtained from millisecond pulsars (MSPs) with GW170817 universal

relations are shown in Ref. [278]. For the DDV EoS, the moment of inertia of
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Figure 6.10: Same as Fig. 6.9 but for (a) DDV, (b) DDVT and (c) DDVTD parameter
sets. The constraints on the moment of inertia of MSPs obtained from universal relations
with GW170817 are shown [278].

a pure hadronic star is found to be 2.01 × 1045 g.cm2 while for the DDVT and

DDVTD EoSs, the value is found to be 1.95 and 1.88 × 1045 g.cm2, respectively.

For the hybrid EoS, the moment of inertia is lowered to a value of 1.71× 1045

g.cm2 for the DDV set at bag constant 160 MeV. For DDVT and DDVTD sets,

this value reduces to 1.68 and 1.64 × 1045 g.cm2 respectively for a 160 MeV bag

constant. The phase transition to QM produces an NS with the moment of inertia

that satisfies the constraints from various measurements.

A useful parameter to characterize the rotation of a star is the ratio of rotational

kinetic energy T to the gravitational potential energy W , β = T/W . For a RNS,

if β > βd, where βd is the critical value, the star will be dynamically unstable.

The critical value βd for a rigidly rotating star is found to be 0.27 [280, 305].

However, for different angular-momentum distributions, the value lies in the range

0.14 to 0.27 [281, 306, 307].

The variation in the T/W ratio of the pure hadron and HS with the gravitational

mass is shown in Fig. 6.11. The T/W ratio for pure hadronic stars is 0.147 and

0.145 for DD-LZ1 and DD-MEX parameter sets, respectively. The HSs have a large

T/W ratio and increase with bag constant. For DD-LZ1 set, the ratio increases
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from 0.150 at B1/4 = 130 MeV to 0.153 at B1/4 = 160 MeV. For the DD-MEX set,

the ratio increases to 0.149 and 0.151 for bag values 130 and 160 MeV, respectively.

The reason for large value of the T/W ratio in HSs is because the quark stars are

bound by the strong interaction, unlike hadron stars which are bound by gravity.
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Figure 6.11: Variation in the ratio of rotational kinetic energy to the gravitational
potential energy T/W with gravitational mass for (a) DD-LZ1 and (b) DD-MEX EoSs.
Solid lines represent pure hadronic stars while the dashed lines represent hybrid stars at
bag constants B1/4 = 130, 145 & 160 MeV.

Fig. 6.12 depicts the T/W variation with the gravitational mass for DDV, DDVT,

and DDVTD parameter sets. For the DDV EoS, the pure hadronic star predicts a

T/W ratio of 0.127, which lies below the critical value βd. For hybrid stars, this ratio

increases 0.142 for a bag constant of 160 MeV thereby satisfying the critical βd limit

and hence becomes dynamically unstable and emits gravitational waves. Similarly,

for DDVT and DDVTD EoS, the pure hadron star produces a ratio of 0.115 and

0.108 while the HS at B1/4 = 160 MeV gives a value of 0.127 and 0.125, respectively.

Einstein’s field equations provide Kerr space-time for so-called Kerr black holes

which can be fully described by the angular momentum J and gravitational mass

M of rotating black holes [308, 309]. The condition J ≥ GM2/c must be satisfied

to define a stable Kerr black hole. The gravitational collapse of a massive RNS

constrained to angular-momentum conservation creates a black hole with mass and
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Figure 6.12: Same as Fig. 6.11 but for (a) DDV, (b) DDVT and (c) DDVTD EoSs.

angular momentum resembling that of an NS. Thus, it is an important quantity

used in the study of black holes as well as RNSs. The Kerr parameter leads to

the possible limits on the compactness of an NS and also can be an important

criterion for determining the final fate of the collapse of a rotating compact star

[308, 310]. The Kerr parameter is described by the relation

κ = cJ

GM2 (6.12)

where J is the angular momentum and M is the gravitational mass of the rotating

NS. The Kerr parameter for black holes is a fundamental quantity with a maximum

value of 1, but it is important for other compact stars as well. To constrain the

Kerr parameter for NSs, we studied the dependence of the Kerr parameter on the

NS gravitational mass as displayed in Figs. 6.13 and 6.14 for the given parameter

sets. From Fig. 6.13, the Kerr parameter for pure hadronic DD-LZ1 and DD-MEX

parameter sets is found to be 0.64 and 0.67 respectively. This parameter increases

for the hybrid stars with a maximum value of 0.73 at B1/4 = 160 MeV for the

DD-LZ1 set. For the DD-MEX set, the maximum value of the Kerr parameter is

0.75 at 160 MeV bag constant. For the DD-LZ1 parameter sets, the Kerr parameter

remains almost unchanged once the star reaches a mass of around 1.4M� for pure
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Figure 6.13: Kerr parameter κ as a function of gravitational mass for (a) DD-LZ1 and
(b) DD-MEX EoSs. The plot shows both pure hadronic stars (solid lines) and hybrid
stars (dashed lines) at different bag constants.

hadronic matter and around 1.2M� for hybrid configurations. For DDV, DDVT,

and DDVTD parameter sets as shown in Fig. 6.14, the Kerr parameter value for

pure hadronic stars at the maximum mass is 0.64, 0.62, and 0.61 respectively. For

hybrid star configurations, the value increases to 0.75 for all parameter sets at

bag constant B1/4 = 160 MeV. The Kerr parameter for HS configurations remains

almost identical to the hadron star up to almost 0.4M�. Therefore, by definition,

the gravitational collapse of an RNS cannot form a Kerr black hole.

Another important quantity related to the NSs is the redshift which has been

investigated deeply [311–313]. The measurement of redshift can impose constraints

on the compactness, and in turn, on the NS EoS. For an RNS, if the detector

is placed in the direction of the polar plane of the star, the polar redshift, also

called gravitational redshift, can be measured. For a detector directed tangentially,

the forward and backward redshifts can be measured. The expression for the

polar redshift is given as

ZP (Ω) = e−2ν(Ω) − 1 (6.13)
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Figure 6.14: Same as Fig. 6.13 but for (a) DDV, (b) DDVT, and (c) DDVTD EoSs.

where ν is the metric function. The variation of the polar redshift with the

gravitational mass is depicted in Fig. 6.15 for DD-LZ1 and DD-MEX EoSs. For

pure hadronic stars, the polar redshift is found to be around 1.1 for both EoSs.

With the QM present in the NSs, the polar redshift for DD-LZ1 decreases to

a value 0.89, 0.84, and 0.64 for bag constants B1/4 = 130, 145, and 160 MeV,

respectively. Similarly, for the DD-MEX set, the redshift decreases up to 0.68 for

the 160 MeV bag constant. The observational limits imposed on the redshift from

1E 1207.4-5209 (ZP = 0.12-0.23) [314] , RX J0720.4-3125 (ZP = 0.205+0.006
−0.003) [315],

and EXO 07482-676 (ZP = 0.35) [316] are also shown. The redshift prediction

of ZP = 0.35 for EXO 07482-676 was based on the narrow absorption lines in

the X-ray bursts. However, it was later seen that the spectral lines from EXO

07482-676 may be narrower than predicted [317]. Therefore the estimates of the

redshift from EXO 07482-676 are uncertain.

For the softer EoS group, the polar redshift variation with the gravitational mass

is shown in Fig. 6.16 for both pure HM and HS configurations. For the DDV set, the

polar redshift is found to be 0.75 for the maximum mass of a pure hadronic star and

decreases to 0.50 for the hybrid star at a bag constant of 160 MeV. For DDVT and

DDVTD EoSs, the redshift decreases from 0.72 and 0.70 for pure HM to 0.55 and
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Figure 6.16: Same as Fig. 6.15 but for (a) DDV, (b) DDVT, and (c) DDVTD EoSs.

0.53 respectively for a hybrid star at B1/4 = 160 MeV. The NS redshift provided by

measuring the γ-ray burst annihilation lines has been interpreted as gravitationally

redshifted 511 keV electron-positron pair annihilation from the NS surface [318]. If

this interpretation is correct, then it will support an NS with redshift in the range
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0.2 ≤ ZP ≤ 0.5 and thus will rule out almost every EoS studied in this work.

6.4 Conclusion

LVC recently detected GW190814, a black hole collision of mass 22.2 - 24.3M�

with a compact object of mass 2.50 - 2.67M�. Because there are no tidal signs

or electromagnetic equivalents, the secondary object of GW190814 has drawn a

lot of attention because of its nature as either the heaviest neutron star or the

lightest black hole ever detected. We employed several latest DD-RMF parameter

sets like DDV, DD-LZ1, DD-ME1, DD-ME2, and DD-MEX to study the star

matter properties. To study the phase transition from hadron matter to quark

matter, the vBag is employed for quark matter which accounts for the Dynamic

Chiral Symmetry Breaking and repulsive vector interactions, explicitly. The hybrid

star EoSs are generated by allowing a phase transition between hadron matter

and quark matter using both Maxwell and Gibss methods. The free parameter

in the vBag model, Kν , which controls the stiffness of the EoS curve is fixed at

Kν = 6 GeV−2 for three flavor quark matter. The effective bag constant with

values B1/4
eff = 130 & 160 MeV are used.

By solving the TOV equation for the obtained pure and hybrid EoSs under

β-equilibrium and charge-neutral conditions, the NS properties such as mass, radius,

and tidal deformability are calculated for all the configurations. The softer EoS

DDV supports an NS with a maximum mass of 1.951M� at 10.851 km and tidal

deformability at 1.4M�, Λ1.4 = 392.052. The presence of quarks lowers the maximum

mass and the tidal deformability from 1.951 to 1.6M� and 392 to around 297 using

both Gibbs and Maxwell construction. For the stiffer EoSs like DD-LZ1, DD-

ME1, DD-ME2, and DD-MEX, the NS maximum mass generated lies in the range

2.44 - 2.57M� which satisfies the mass constraint from GW190814 data. However,

the phase transition between hadron and quark matter reduces the maximum to

around 2M� which satisfies the constraints from the GW170817 data. The tidal

deformability is also lowered from 790 to around 500. While the tidal deformability



6. Phase Transition in the context of GW190814 125

of the HSs remains the same as that of pure hadronic stars in maxwell construction,

it decreases with an increase in the bag constant for Gibbs construction.

The properties of rotating NSs are also studied with a hadron-quark phase

transition using the Gibbs method. In this case, the effective bag constant B1/4
eff

is varied by taking the values 130, 145, and 160 MeV. The variation in the NS

properties like maximum mass, radius, the moment of inertia, Kerr parameter,

and polar redshift are studied.

For RNSs, the maximum mass is found to be > 3M� for the DD-LZ1 and

DD-MEX EoSs which in presence of QM reduces to ≈ 2.6M� satisfying the recent

GW190814 possible maximum mass constraint. For the softer EoS group, the RNS

mass lies in the range 2.2M� - 2.3M� which then reduces with increasing bag

constant to satisfy the 2M� limit. The radius also decreases with increasing bag

constant. The moment of inertia for the stiffer group decreases from (2.2 - 2.3)×1045

g.cm2 for pure hadron EoSs to 1.7 × 1045 g.cm2 for hybrid EoS satisfying the recent

constraints. For the softer group of EoSs, the moment of inertia is lowered in the

presence of QM to satisfy the constraints from GW170817 with universal relations.

The ratio of rotational kinetic energy to the gravitational potential energy

β = T/W is studied to determine the dynamical stability of the RNS. For β > βd

(= 0.14-0.27), the star is considered to be dynamically unstable and hence emits

gravitational radiation. The T/W ratio for rotating pure hadronic stars is found

to be 0.147 and 0.145 for DD-LZ1 and DD-MEX EoSs. The QM phase transition

tends to increase the T/W ratio with decreasing mass. For a bag constant of 160

MeV, the ratio is found to be 0.153 and 0.151 for DD-LZ1 and DD-MEX EoSs,

respectively. For a softer EoS group, this ratio lies below the critical limit for a

pure hadronic star but increases to a value well within the critical limit.

For the given parametrization sets, the Kerr parameter is calculated whose value

lies around 0.65 for the stiffer group and 0.6 for the softer group. Following the

inverse relationship with the gravitational mass, the Kerr parameter increases in

the presence of quarks. For both stiffer and softer EoS groups, the value attains

a maximum value of 0.75, which remains almost unchanged as the mass increases
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beyond 1M�. The dependence of polar redshift on the NS mass is also calculated.

It is seen that the polar redshift decreases in presence of quarks. The redshift

parameter measured for all hybrid star configurations lies well above the predicted

value from EXO 07482-676, ZP = 0.35.

Thus, it is clear that the presence of quarks inside the NS affects both static

and rotating NS properties. Eliminating the uncertainties present in the values

of these quantities will allow us to rule out very stiff and very soft EoSs. The

measurement of tidal deformability for RNS will help us to constraint its properties

and hence determine a proper EoS in the near future. Additional gravitational-wave

observations of binary NS mergers and more accurate measurements of other NS

properties like mass, radius, tidal deformability will allow the universal relation-

based bounds on canonical deformability to be further refined. The theoretical

study of a uniformly RNS, along with the accurate measurements, may offer new

information about the equation of state in a high-density regime. Besides, NSs

through their evolution may provide us with a criterion to determine the final

fate of a rotating compact star.
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7.1 Introduction

At densities about a few times normal nuclear density, the composition of matter

inside NS is not known. With the increasing density, the appearance of exotic degrees

of freedom, like quarks, inside NSs are possible and have been studied over the past

decade [102, 103, 230, 254, 292, 319]. The appearance of hyperonic matter under NS

inner core conditions is energetically favored [82, 83]. The onset of hyperons reduces

the pressure, leading to a softer EoS as they open new channels filling their Fermi

sea, which decreases the maximum mass of NS by about 0.5M� [84, 320]. Several

works has been performed recently considering hyperonic matter in NSs [321–324].

127
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Heavy neutron stars are expected to contain exotic matter in their interior, even

if they are rotating fast [325]. Very massive and /or fast rotating stars could be the

result of accretion, or even a previous stellar merger, both of which have been shown

to enhance stellar magnetic fields [326, 327]. With exceptionally high density, a

magnetic field reaching ≈ 109 to 1018 G [328, 329] is attainable in massive neutron

star centers. Among various classes of compact stars available, Anomalous X-ray

pulsars (AXPs) and the Soft gamma repeaters (SGRs), usually called magnetars

[330–332], are considered to have surface magnetic field within the order 1014-1015

G [333, 334]. Fast radio bursts (FRBs) have also shown evidence of magnetars

[335, 336]. In the interior of the magnetars, the magnetic field cannot be measured

directly and hence only estimated using theoretical models. The absolute largest

value of magnetic field a star can possess in the interior (usually taken as an upper

bound for the magnetic field) can be estimated using the relativistic version of the

virial theorem [337], for which the negative total energy implies that the magnitude

of the gravitational potential energy must be greater than the magnetic field energy,

which results in the magnetic field ≈ 1018 G. As discussed in Refs. [328, 338],

assuming a poloidal configuration, the maximum allowed central magnetic field that

still fulfills Einstein’s and Maxwell’s equations is around a few times 1018 G, the

exact value being dependent on the equation of state. Similar limits exist in purely

toroidal configurations [339]. The magnitude of the magnetic field does not increase

much beyond one order of magnitude within a star, regardless of the equation of

state or magnetic field configuration, as pointed out in Refs. [339, 340]. This implies

that, regardless of its feasibility, the star would have to present ≥ 1016 G on the

surface in order to reach a magnetic field ≥ 1017 G or higher in the center. Most

of the magnetar observations inferred magnetic fields of ∼ 1015 G or below, the

only exception being data from the source 4U 0142+61 for slow phase modulations

in hard X-ray pulsations (interpreted as free precession) that suggests magnetic

fields of the order of 1016 G [341]. Ref. [342] provides 1016 G as a low bound for

the same source. To be strongly structurally changed by magnetic fields, either

more sources have not yet been discovered because their magnetic fields do not
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fit in the magnetar model (used to infer magnetic fields through period-period

derivative diagrams), their magnetic fields decay quickly due to misalignment of

rotation and magnetic axes [343], or these stars are not stable, being formed for

example in previous mergers [344, 345]. It should be mentioned that magnetic

fields ≥ 1015 G could be produced by three-dimensional simulations of supernova

explosions with the main requirement to produce a strong field dynamo being

sufficient angular momentum in the progenitor star [346].

Previous works have studied the effect of the magnetic field on the NS EoS

and the stellar properties like mass and radius [118, 347–350]. The presence of a

strong magnetic field deviates the neutron-star structure from spherical symmetry

of the strongly and hence the spherically symmetric Tolman–Oppenheimer–Volkoff

(TOV) equations can no longer be applied for studying their macroscopic struc-

ture [329, 340].

In the present work, we employ recently proposed density-dependent Relativis-

tic Mean-Field (DD-RMF) parameter sets to study the properties of NSs. By

reproducing different hyperon-hyperon optical potentials, the values of the hyperon

couplings are obtained, using several different coupling schemes, which are then used

to model hyperons in our calculations. We further analyze the effect of magnetic

fields on the nucleonic and hyperonic matter by employing a realistic chemical

potential-dependent magnetic field [340]. The macroscopic stellar matter properties

for the magnetic EoSs are obtained using the publicly available Language Objet

pour la RElativité NumériquE (LORENE) library [337, 338, 351, 352], which solves

the coupled Einstein-Maxwell field equations to determine stable magnetic star

configurations. In this case, neutron stars become more massive, especially the

ones containing hyperons in their interior.

The main motivation behind our work is to demonstrate that a possible

measurement of a neutron star mass ∼ 2.5M� does not necessarily rule out exotic

degrees of freedom in its interior, as several works in the literature claim. In this

regard, despite the fact that the GW190814 data has been available for about a

year [151], our conclusions differ significantly from all other works on the subject
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that have been published. We investigate the possibility of a star with a strong

magnetic field inside. We investigate how different particle populations and nuclear

interactions affect microscopic and macroscopic stellar properties and we illustrate

how, if the secondary object in GW190814 is a massive neutron star, we can learn

about the dense matter inside them.

The chapter is organized as follows: in Sec. 7.2, the density-dependent RMF

model is presented and the inclusion of the magnetic field for the beta-equilibrium

EoS is discussed. The various DD-RMF parameter sets, nuclear matter properties

and hyperon couplings are discussed in Sec. 7.3. The nucleonic and hyperonic

EoSs are described in Sec. 7.4.1 along with spherical solutions for star matter

properties. Sec. 7.4.2 deals with the neutron and hyperon EoS with effects of

magnetic fields, together with the discussion of their stellar properties. Sec. 7.4.3

presents additional results produced assuming different hyperon couplings. The

results are summarized in Sec. 7.5. The calculations presented in this chapter

are based on the work from Ref. [353].

7.2 Formalism

The total Lagrangian density in the presence of a magnetic field is given as:

L = Lm + Lf , (7.1)

where Lm represents the DD-RMF Lagrangian as given by Eq. (3.32) along with

the contribution from the baryon octet. The Lagrangian density for the pure

electromagnetic part is written as

Lf = − 1
16πFµνF

µν , (7.2)

where Fµν is the electromagnetic field tensor, Fµν=∂µAν − ∂νAµ. where B sums

over the baryon octet (n, p,Λ,Σ+,Σ0,Σ−,Ξ0,Ξ−) and l over e− and µ−. ψB and ψl
represent the baryonic and leptonic dirac fields, repsectively. Table 7.1 displays the

baryon octet and lepton properties. For the present case that includes all baryons
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Table 7.1: Baryon and lepton properties like mass M in MeV, isospin projection in
z-direction I3, baryon charge qb, electric charge qe and strangeness s.

Particles M(MeV ) I3 qb qe s

Λ 1116 0 1 0 -1
Σ+ 1189 +1 1 +1 -1
Σ0 1193 0 1 0 -1
Σ− 1197 -1 1 -1 -1
Ξ0 1315 +1/2 1 0 -2
Ξ− 1321 0 0 -1 0
e− 0.511 0 0 -1 0
µ− 105.7 0 0 -1 0

from the octet, the NS chemical equilibrium condition between different particles are

µn = µΣ0 = µΞ0 ,

µp = µΣ+ = µn − µe,

µΣ− = µΞ− = µn + µe,

µµ = µe. (7.3)

The charge neutrality condition follows as

ρp + ρΣ+ = ρe + ρµ− + ρΣ− + ρΞ− . (7.4)

Inclduing the baryon octet, the expression for the energy density and pressure are

Em =
∑
B

2
(2π)3

∫ kB

0
d3kE∗B(k) + 1

2m
2
σσ

2 − 1
2m

2
ωω

2 − 1
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2
ρρ

2

+ gω(ρB)ωρB + gρ(ρB)
2 ρρ3,
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+ 1
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2
ρρ

2 − ρB
∑
R

(ρB), (7.5)

where E∗B =
√
k2
B +M∗2

B . The rearrangment term ∑
R

(ρB) contributes to the pressure

only.
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In the presence of magnetic field, the scalar and vector density for charged

baryons cb, uncharged baryons ub and leptons follow as [354]

ρcbs = |qcb|BM
∗2
cb

2π2

νmax∑
ν=0

rνln

 kcbF,ν + Ecb
F√

M∗2
cb + 2ν|qcb|B

,
ρubs = M∗2

ub

2π2

Eub
F k

ub
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ub ln
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F

Mub
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F,ν ,

ρub = (kubF )3

3π2 ,

ρl = |ql|B2π2
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ν=0

rνk
l
F,ν , (7.6)

where rν is the Landau degeneracy of ν level. The expressions for the baryon and

lepton energy densities in the presence of magnetic field become
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. (7.7)

The expressions for the energy density and pressure in presence of a magnetic field

can be obtained by solving the energy-momentum tensor relation:

T µν = T µνm + T µνl , (7.8)

where [355, 356]

T µνm = Emuµuν − P (gµν − uµuν)

+MB

gµν − uµuν + BµBν

B2

,
T µνl = B2

4π

uµuν − 1
2g

µν

− BµBν

4π . (7.9)
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HereM is the magnetization per unit volume and BµBµ = −B2. For the nuclear

matter in presence of a magnetic field, the single particle energy of all charged

baryons and leptons is quantized in the direction perpendicular to the magnetic

field. For a uniform magnetic field locally pointing in the z-direction, B = Bẑ,

the total energy of a charged particle becomes

Ecb =
√
k2
z +M∗2 + 2ν|q|B, (7.10)

The quantity ν =
(
n + 1

2 −
1
2
q
|q|σz

)
= 0, 1, 2, ... indicates the Landau levels of

fermions with electric charge q. n is the orbital angular momentum quantum

number and σz is the Pauli matrix.

The fermi momentum of all baryons charged kcbF,ν and leptons klF,ν with fermi

energies Ecb
F and El

F , respectively, are given as:

kcbF,ν =
√

(Ecb
F )2 −M∗2

cb − 2ν|qcb|B,

klF,ν =
√

(El
F )2 −m2

l − 2ν|ql|B. (7.11)

The highest value of ν is obtained with sum over Landau levels under the condition

that the Fermi momentum of each particle is positive:

νmax =
(Ecb

F )2 −M∗2
cb

2|qcb|B

,
νmax =

(El
F )2 −m2

l

2|ql|B

, (7.12)

for charged baryons cb and leptons, respectively.

Following the energy density expression given by Eq. (7.7) in presence of magnetic

field, the total energy density is

E = Em + B2

8π . (7.13)

The total pressure in the perpendicular and the parallel directions to the local

magnetic field are

P⊥ = Pm −MB + B2

8π ,

P‖ = Pm −
B2

8π , (7.14)
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where the magnetization is calculated as

M = ∂Pm/∂B. (7.15)

7.3 Parameter Sets

For the present study, we employ two recently proposed density-dependent DD-MEX

and DD-LZ1 parameter sets. Additionally, widely used parameter sets DD-ME1

and DD-ME2 are also used. Table 3.3 displays the nucleon and meson masses and

the coupling constants between nucleon and mesons for the given parameter sets.

The parameters a, b, c, d for σ, ω and ρ mesons are also shown.

The density-dependent coupling constants of the hyperons to the vector mesons

are determined from the SU(6) symmetry as [80, 357, 358]

1
2gωΛ = 1

2gωΣ = gωΞ = 1
3gωN ,

1
2gρΣ = gρΞ = gρN , gρΛ = 0. (7.16)

These couplings are calculated by fitting the hyperon optical potential obtained

from the experimental data.

The hyperon coupling to the σ field is obtained, to reproduce the hyperon

potential in the symmetric nuclear matter (SNM) derived from the hypernuclear

observables [359]:

UN
Λ (ρ) = gωΛω0 +

∑
R

−gσΛσ0. (7.17)

For the present study, we reproduce the following optical potentials for the hyperons

[360]:

UN
Λ (ρ0) = −30MeV,

UN
Σ (ρ0) = +30MeV,

UN
Ξ (ρ0) = −14MeV. (7.18)

These potentials correspond to the value of the density-dependent scalar couplings

gσΛ/gσN = 0.6105, gσΞ/gσN = 0.3024 and gσΣ/gσN = 0.4426 .
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7.4 Results and Discussions

7.4.1 Nucleonic and Hyperonic neutron stars

The EoS of pure nucleonic (solid lines) and hyperonic matter (dashed lines)

under chemical equilibrium and charge neutrality conditions for several DD-RMF

parameter sets are displayed in Fig. 7.1. For pure nucleonic matter, the DD-MEX

parameter set produces a stiff EoS at low-density region while as DD-ME2 set

produces a stiff EoS in the high-density regime. The hyperons start to appear

in the density range ≈ 300-400 MeV/fm3 for all parameter sets. The onset of

hyperonization softens the EoS (reduction in the pressure) due to the hyperons

replacing the neutrons and opening new channels to distribute the Fermi energy. To

build a unified EoS, the Baym-Pethick-Sutherland (BPS) EoS [260] has been used

in the outer crust region. For the inner crust part, the EoS for non-uniform matter

is generated by using the DD-ME2 parameter set in a Thomas-Fermi approximation

[259, 361]. All the DD-RMF parameter sets considered are very similar in the outer

crust density regime. With the EoSs obtained for pure nucleonic and hyperonic
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Figure 7.1: Dense matter equation of state for DD-LZ1, DD-ME1, DD-ME2 and DD-
MEX parameter sets. The solid lines represent pure nucleonic matter, while the dashed
lines represent hyperonic matter including the entire baryon octet.

matter, stellar matter properties like mass and radius are obtained by solving
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the TOV coupled differential equations [135, 136] for a static isotropic spherically

symmetric stars (see Sec. 2.2.1).

9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
R (km)

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

M
 (

M
O

)

DDME1
DDME2
DDLZ1
DDMEX

N

Y

GW190814

MSP J0740+6620

PSR J0348+0432

.

Figure 7.2: Mass-radius relation for pure nucleonic (solid lines) and hyperonic (dashed
lines) stars using several DD-RMF parameters. The colored areas show recent constraints
inferred from GW190814, the massive pulsars MSP J0740+6620 and PSR J0348+0432 [147,
148, 151]. The constraints on the mass-radius limits inferred from NICER observations
[158, 159] are also shown.

Table 7.2: Properties of pure nucleonic and hyperonic NS for different DD-RMF
parameter sets, including maximum mass, respective radius and radius and dimensionless
tidal deformability of a 1.4M� star.

Neutron Star Hyperon Star
Mmax

(M�)
R
(km)

R1.4
(km)

Λ1.4 Mmax

(M�)
R
(km)

R1.4
(km)

Λ1.4

DD-ME1 2.449 11.981 12.898 689.342 1.983 11.515 12.898 689.342
DD-ME2 2.483 12.017 12.973 733.149 2.013 11.674 12.973 733.149
DD-LZ1 2.555 12.297 13.069 728.351 2.130 12.067 13.069 728.351
DD-MEX 2.575 12.465 13.168 791.483 2.183 12.238 13.168 791.483

Fig. 7.2 shows the mass-radius relation for pure nucleonic and hyperonic matter for

the parameter sets DD-ME1, DD-ME2, DD-LZ1 and DD-MEX. The shaded areas

represent the recent constraints on the NS maximum mass inferred from GW190814

(M = 2.50-2.67M�), the massive pulsars MSP J0740+6620 (M = 2.14+0.10
−0.09M�) and
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PSR J0348+0432 (M = 2.01±0.04M�). The constraints on the radius limits around

the NS canonical mass inferred from PSR J0030+0451 by NICER experiment

R = 13.02+1.24
−1.06 km at M = 1.44+0.15

−0.14M� [159] and R = 12.71+1.14
−1.19 km at M =

1.34+0.15
−0.16M� [158] are also shown. For pure nucleonic matter, the DD-LZ1 and DD-

MEX parameter sets reach a maximum mass of 2.55 and 2.57M�, with a radius of

12.30 and 12.46 km, respectively, indicating the possibility of GW190814 secondary

component being a supermassive NS. The hyperonic counterparts of the given DD-

RMF parameter sets, which soften the EoS, produce a maximum mass of 2.18 and

2.13M� with a radius of 12.24 and 12.07 km respectively. For DD-ME1 and DD-ME2

parameter sets, the NS maximum mass decreases from 2.45 and 2.48 to 1.98 and

2.01M� respectively, while the respective radius decreases by∼ 0.5 km. The radius at

the NS canonical mass, R1.4, remains insensitive to the appearance of hyperons. The

hyperonic configurations satisfy the maximum mass limit from the massive pulsar

MSP J0740+6620 and PSR J0348+0432, but are inconsistent with the GW190814

potential constraint (see discussion in [323]). All the nucleonic and hyperonic

configurations satisfy the mass-radius limits inferred from NICER experiment.
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Figure 7.3: Dimensionless tidal deformability variation with the NS mass for nucleonic
(dashed lines) and hyperonic (dotted-dashed lines) stars using DD-LZ1, DD-ME1, DD-
ME2 and DD-MEX parameter sets. The orange dotted line represents the upper limit on
the dimensionless tidal deformabilty set by measurement from GW170817 [167].
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The variation of the dimensionless tidal deformability with the NS mass for the

nucleonic and hyperonic stars based on the DD-RMF parametrizations are shown

in Fig. 7.3. The dimensionless tidal deformability of pure nucleonic, as well as

hyperonic matter for all the parameter sets lies well below the upper limit of Λ1.4 =

800 obtained from the gravitational wave event GW170817 [167]. The shift in the

tidal deformability for the hyperonic matter is seen as the mass increases. Table

7.2 displays the different properties of neutron and hyperon stars obtained with

different DD-RMF parameter sets. A subsequent analysis by the LVC suggest a

much smaller upper limit of 580 on the tidal deformability, which is smaller than

all the values displayed in Table 7.2 [168]. However, this value corresponds to

the 50% confidence region, the 90% confidence region extracted from the same

data includes the values we reproduce.

7.4.2 Magnetic stars

To study the effects of magnetic fields on our microscopic description of matter,

we employ a chemical potential-dependent magnetic field which was derived from

the solutions of the Einstein-Maxwell equations. The quadratic relation between

the magnetic field and the chemical potential depends on the magnetic dipole

moment and is given by [340]

B∗(µB) = (a+ bµB + cµ2
B)

B2
c

µ, (7.19)

with µB being the baryon chemical potential in MeV and µ the dipole magnetic

moment in units of Am2 to produce B∗ in units of the electron critical field

Bc = 4.414× 1013 G. The coefficients a, b and c taken as a = −0.0769 G2/(Am2),

b = 1.20×10−3 G2/(Am2 MeV) and c = −3.46×10−7 G2/(Am2 MeV2) are obtained

from a fit for the magnetic field in the polar direction of a star with a baryon mass

of 2.2M�. Fig. 7.4 displays the magnetic field profile as a function of baryon density

for a 2.2M� baryonic mass star obtained for the DD-MEX EoS. The magnetic

field effect on the DD-ME2 EoS has already been calculated [360] and DD-ME1

EoS predicts similar behavior. However, they have used spherically symmetric
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Figure 7.4: Magnetic field profile as a function of baryon density for DD-MEX EoS
with different values of magnetic dipole moment. The dashed lines represent the profile
for NS without hyperons while the dotted-dashed lines represent hyperon stars.

TOV equations for central magnetic fields ∼ 1018 G with a density-dependent and

universal profile for the magnetic field. Since the DD-MEX EoS predicts a heavier

NS than other parameter sets, we choose this parameter set to study magnetic

effects and verify whether this model predicts the possibility of GW190814 secondary

component to be a hyperonic magnetar. In Fig. 7.4, the dashed curves represent

a neutron star without hyperons and dotted-dashed curves represent an NS with

hyperons. It is clear that the magnetic field produced by the NS without hyperons

is larger. This illustrates that the transition from µB to ρB is model and particle

population dependent. For magnetic dipole moment greater than 1031 Am2, the

magnetic field produced at large densities is larger than 1017 G, which is strong

enough to cause a large deformation in the NS structure. The values of the magnetic

field produced at the surface and at large densities using different values of the

magnetic dipole moment for NSs with and without hyperons are shown in Table

7.3. For a magnetic dipole moment 1032 Am2, the magnetic field produced at large

densities is greater than 4× 1017 for both cases.

Fig. 7.5 shows the variation of the transverse pressure vs the energy density for

the DD-MEX parameter set with and without hyperons. The solid line represents
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Table 7.3: Magnetic field at low densities Bs (corresponding to the stellar surfaces) and
at high values of densities Bc calculated for DD-MEX EoS at 2.2M� baryonic mass for a
neutron star and a hyperon star.

Neutron Star Hyperon Star
µ (Am2) Bs (G) Bc (G) Bs (G) Bc (G)
5×1030 1.01×1015 2.59×1016 6.65×1015 1.96×1016

5×1031 8.98×1016 2.28×1017 5.83×1016 1.89×1017

1032 1.79×1017 4.55×1017 1.12×1017 3.77×1017
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Figure 7.5: Variation of matter pressure in the transverse direction (P⊥) vs energy
density for DD-MEX parameter set without and with magnetic field effects at different
values of magnetic dipole moment. Left panel depicts the EoSs without hyperons and
right panel depicts the EoS with hyperons. The insets in each panel show the variation in
the pressure at a higher value of the energy density for different magnetic moments.

the variation in the pressure without including magnetic field (µ = 0) while the

other lines represent the variation obtained with the magnetic field at magnetic

dipole moments µ = 5×1030 Am2, 5×1031 Am2 and 1030 Am2. The insets show the

pressure at higher values of the energy density. It is clear that the change in the

pressure at a given value of energy density is larger for an NS with hyperons as

compared to the NS without hyperons, which implies that the EoS with hyperons

becomes stiffer than without hyperons (when compared to the B = 0 case) in the

presence of a strong magnetic field. The reason for such behavior will be discussed

in the following. The magnetic field produced at the magnetic dipole moment
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Figure 7.6: Particle fraction of the baryons and leptons as a function of normalized
baryon density for DD-MEX model without magnetic field (a) and with magnetic field
with different magnetic dipole moments b) µ = 5×1030 Am2, c) µ = 5×1031 Am2 and d)
µ = 1×1032 Am2.

5×1030 Am2 is of the order of 1016 G at the center, which is small enough to be

indistinguishable from the zero magnetic case. For higher magnetic dipole moments,

the magnetic field produced ≈ 4 × 1017 G is strong enough to increase the matter

pressure to higher values, thus producing a distinguishable effect.

Fig. 7.6 shows the particle fractions as a function of baryon density for a

beta stable neutron star matter obtained using the DD-MEX EoS. Fig. 7.6 panel

(a) displays the fractions in the absence of magnetic field, while panels (b), (c),

and (d) depict the particle fractions in the presence of magnetic fields with fixed

magnetic dipole moments µ = 5×1030 Am2, µ = 5×1031 Am2, and µ = 5×1032

Am2, respectively. Clearly, in all the cases, the Λ particle is the dominant hyperonic

component, which starts appearing in the density range 2 - 3 ρ0 [362–365]. The
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neutral Ξ hyperon appears at a density ≈ 5.5 ρ0 for B = 0, which remains unaltered

with the inclusion of the magnetic field. As expected, the charged particles are

more strongly affected by the magnetic field and an increase in their population

is seen with the increase in the magnetic field-strength. For B=0 (and all other

cases), the e− and µ− population is large at low densities, which suppresses the

appearance of Ξ− hyperons. With an increase in the magnetic dipole moment,

the magnetic field strength increases, which shifts the appearance of Ξ− hyperon

from ≈ 2.5 to around ≈ 3.5 ρ0. At this threshold, the density of the negatively

charged leptons e− and µ− starts to drop, as the charge neutrality condition from

Eq. (7.3) allows the Ξ− hyperon to take over. Similarly, the appearance of the Λ

hyperon accelerates the disappearance of neutrons, as both are neutral particles.

Overall, we see that the addition of a magnetic field increases the population of

leptons (re-leptonizes) and correspondingly decreases the population of hyperons

(de-hyperonizes), which renders the EoS stiffer [358].

Because of the repulsive nature of the Σ potential, the formation of Σ0 and

Σ− is suppressed for the densities considered in the present work [360, 366]. The

absence of Σ hyperons is supported by the fact that no bound Σ− hypernuclei have

been found yet, despite several searches [367]. The inclusion of strong magnetic

fields does not change this feature.

The effect of magnetic field on the mass-radius relation of an NS with and

without hyperons is displayed in Fig. 7.7. These calculations are performed for

DD-MEX EoS using the LORENE library [351]. Different values of magnetic dipole

moment are used to obtain different values of the magnetic field at the stellar surface

and the center. As can be seen, the NS maximum mass without hyperons increases

from 2.575M� for B = 0 to 2.711M� for µ = 1032 Am2. The corresponding radius

changes from 12.465 to 13.474 km. The radius at 1.4M� increases by around 1

km. With the hyperons included, the mass increases from 2.183 to 2.463M� when

magnetic field effects are included with µ = 1032 Am2. The variation obtained in

the mass-radius is larger for hyperonic stars than for the pure nucleonic stars due

to the additional effect of de-hyperonization that takes place due to the magnetic



7. Heavy Magnetic Neutron Stars 143

10 12 14
1

1.5

2

2.5

3

M
 (

M
O

)

µ=0 Am
2

µ=5x10
30

 Am
2

µ=5x10
31

 Am
2

µ=10
32

 Am
2

10 12 14 16

R (km)

GW190814

MSP J0740+6620

PSR J0348+0432

.

Figure 7.7: Relation between mass and circumferential radius for an NS without magnetic
field and with magnetic field effects considering different magnetic dipole moments without
hyperons (left panel) and with hyperons (right panel) using the DD-MEX parameter set.
The colored areas show the recent constraints inferred from GW190814, MSP J0740+6620,
and PSR J0348+0432 [147, 148, 151]. The constraints on the mass-radius limits inferred
from NICER [158, 159] are also shown.

field. The de-hyperonization results in the enhancement of the matter pressure Pm

for a given Em. For higher magnetic fields produced at magnetic dipole moments

µ = 5× 1031 and µ = 1032 Am2, the effect of the magnetic field is seen to be

very large at smaller stellar masses. For low magnetic fields, pure nucleonic stars

still satisfy the possible maximum mass constraint from the GW190814 event,

implying the possibility of its secondary component being a magnetar. The radius

constraints inferred from NICER experiments are satisfied by both nucleonic as

well as hyperonic stars with low magnetic fields. For central magnetic fields ≈ 7 ×

1016 G, the EoS obtained for pure nucleonic matter satisfies the radius constraints

from NICER measurement. For hyperonic matter, a lower magnetic field ≈ 4 ×

1016 G produces an hyperon star with a radius that satisfies NICER constraints.

This is due to the fact that for magnetic fields less than 1017 G, the deformation

produced in the stellar structure is negligible and hence the variation in radius

is too small when compared to the non-magnetic case.
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Figure 7.8: Dimensionless tidal deformability (Λ) as a function of NS mass for EoS
without magnetic field (solid line) and with magnetic field effects considering different
magnetic dipole moments. The left panel shows the results obtained for NS without
hyperons, while the right panel shows the results for NS with hyperons. The orange
dotted line represents the upper limit on the dimensionless tidal deformability set by
measurement from GW170817 [167].

Fig. 7.8 shows the variation in the dimensionless tidal deformability as a function

of gravitational mass with magnetic field effects and considering different values of

magnetic dipole moment. The results for EoS with and without hyperons are shown.

For pure nucleonic stars, the tidal deformability increases to a value Λ1.4 ≈ 1500

for a central magnetic field of 4.55× 1017 G produced fixing the magnetic dipole

moment to µ = 1032 Am2, thus violating the constraint on the dimensionless tidal

deformability from GW170817, which provides an upper limit of 800 on Λ1.4 at 90%

confidence [167]. The properties of neutron stars and hyperon stars at different values

of the magnetic dipole moment, which correspond to different magnetic field values

at the surface and the center, are shown in Table 7.4. As clear, a small magnetic

field produces an NS with tidal deformability larger than the upper limit from

GW170817. This confirms that the BNS merger event GW170817 did not consist

of magnetars. For hyperonic stars, the value at 1.4M� remains unchanged when

considering a magnetic dipole moment of µ = 5× 1030 Am2. As the magnetic dipole

moment increases, stronger magnetic fields increase the stellar radius, which allows
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the tidal deformability Λ1.4 to reach a value around 1550. For an NS and an hyperon

star with dimensionless tidal deformability well within the limit of GW170817 at

90% confidence, a magnetic field with a maximum value of ≈ 2 × 1016 G is required.

Table 7.4: Stellar properties: Maximum mass (Mmax), corresponding radius (R),
canonical mass radius (R1.4), and dimensionless tidal deformability (Λ1.4) of pure nucleonic
and hyperonic star for DD-MEX EoS without magnetic field and with magnetic field
effects for different values of the magnetic dipole moment.

µ (Am2)
Neutron Star Hyperon Star

Mmax

(M�)
R
(km)

R1.4
(km)

Λ1.4 Mmax

(M�)
R
(km)

R1.4
(km)

Λ1.4

0 2.575 12.465 13.168 791.483 2.183 12.238 13.168 791.483
5× 1030 2.580 12.536 13.235 802.801 2.224 12.506 13.168 791.483
5× 1031 2.632 13.024 14.507 1175.35 2.325 13.269 14.112 998.882
1032 2.711 13.474 15.027 1517.09 2.463 13.894 15.105 1559.194

Fig. 7.9 displays the mass radius profile for DD-MEX parameter set without

magnetic field and with magnetic field considering different magnetic dipole moments

by solving general relativity spherically symmetric solutions (TOV) for a static

NS. As the magnetic field increases by changing magnetic dipole moment, the

maximum mass increases by about 0.1M� for NS and 0.2M� for hyperon star.

The change in the radius at canonical mass is very small. Even with the strong

magnetic field produced by magnetic dipole moment µ = 1032 Am2, the radius

satisfies all the constraints. Thus, we see that neglecting the deformation effects

by solving the spherically symmetric TOV equations, leads to an overestimation

of the mass and an underestimation of the radius. This happens because the

extra magnetic energy that would deform the star is being added to the mass

due to the imposed spherical symmetry.

For similar reasons, the dimensionless tidal deformability calculated by using

the results from spherically symmetric TOV solutions is small as compared to

the LORENE calculation (Fig. 7.8). Fig. 7.10 displays the tidal deformability

variation with the NS mass for EoS without magnetic field (solid line) and with



146 7.4. Results and Discussions

10 12 14
1

1.5

2

2.5

3

M
 (

M
O

)

µ=0 Am
2

µ=5x10
30

 Am
2

µ=5x10
31

 Am
2

µ=10
32

 Am
2

10 12 14 16

R (km)

a) without hyperons b) with hyperons

GW190814

MSP J0740+6620

PSR J0348+0432

.

Figure 7.9: Relation between mass and radius for an NS without magnetic field and with
magnetic field effects considering different magnetic dipole moments without hyperons
(left panel) and with hyperons (right panel) for DD-MEX parameter set by solving general
relativity spherically symmetric solutions (TOV) for a static NS. The colored areas show
the recent constraints inferred from GW190814, MSP J0740+6620, and PSR J0348+0432
[147, 148, 151]. The constraints on the mass-radius limits inferred from NICER [158, 159]
are also shown.

magnetic field effects considering different magnetic dipole moments using results

from relativity spherically symmetric solutions (TOV). The results obtained from

TOV equations are displayed in Table 7.5.

Table 7.5: Stellar properties: Maximum mass (Mmax), corresponding radius (R),
canonical mass radius (R1.4), and dimensionless tidal deformability (Λ1.4) of pure nucleonic
and hyperonic star for DD-MEX EoS without magnetic field and with magnetic field
effects for different values of the magnetic dipole moment by solving general relativity
spherically symmetric solutions (TOV) for a static NS.

µ (Am2)
Neutron Star Hyperon Star

Mmax

(M�)
R
(km)

R1.4
(km)

Λ1.4 Mmax

(M�)
R
(km)

R1.4
(km)

Λ1.4

0 2.575 12.465 13.168 791.483 2.183 12.238 13.168 791.483
5× 1030 2.625 12.694 13.357 844.82 2.279 12.465 13.172 799.21
5× 1031 2.683 12.951 13.403 884.103 2.402 13.222 13.195 828.415
1032 2.741 13.245 13.411 956.86 2.526 13.475 13.209 884.03
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Figure 7.10: Dimensionless tidal deformability (Λ) as a function of NS mass for EoS
without magnetic field (solid line) and with magnetic field effects considering different
magnetic dipole moments using results from relativity spherically symmetric solutions
(TOV). The left panel shows the results obtained for NS without hyperons, while the
right panel shows the results for NS with hyperons. The orange dotted line represents the
upper limit on the dimensionless tidal deformability set by measurement from GW170817
[167].

7.4.3 Additional hyperon couplings

To investigate how different hyperon couplings and hyperon potentials affect the

results we presented so far, we use a more general symmetry group SU(3) to

determine the coupling constants of all baryons and mesons [368, 369]. For the

ω meson, we have
gωΛ

gωN
= 4 + 2αv

5 + 4αv
,
gωΣ

gωN
= 8− 2αv

5 + 4αv
,
gωΞ

gωN
= 5− 2αv

5 + 4αv
. (7.20)

For the ρ meson
gρΣ

gρN
= 2αv,

gρΞ

gρN
= 2αv − 1, gρΛ

gρN
= 0. (7.21)

The hyperon-scalar meson coupling constants are fixed so as to reproduce the

following optical potentials [370–372]:

UΛ = −28MeV,

UΣ = +30MeV,

UΞ = −18MeV.

(7.22)
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Table 7.6: Hyperon meson coupling constants for different values of the hyperon coupling
parameter αv.

αv = 1.0 αv = 0.75 αv = 0.50 αv = 0.25
gωΛ/gωN 0.667 0.687 0.714 0.75
gωΣ/gωN 0.667 0.812 1.00 1.25
gωΞ/gωN 0.333 0.437 0.571 0.75
gρΣ/gρN 2.0 1.5 1.0 0.5
gρΞ/gρN 1.0 0.5 0.0 -0.5
gσΛ/gσN 0.610 0.626 0.653 0.729
gσΣ/gσN 0.403 0.514 0.658 0.850
gσΞ/gσN 0.318 0.398 0.500 0.638

The coupling constants at different values of the parameter αv are displayed in Table

7.6. For αv = 1.0, the hybrid SU(6) group is recovered. The particle population of

hyperons and other particles depend upon the hyperon meson coupling constants,

which vary with the parameter αv. Changing the value of αv from 1.0 to 0.25

suppresses strange particles. The suppression of Ξ− increases the lepton fraction at

lower value of αv. The neutrons and protons are the most populated particles at αv
= 0.25. Fig. 7.11 displays the EoS obtained using different values of the parameter

αv. As the αv value decreases from 1.0 to 0.25, the stiffness of the EoS increases

due to the increase in the value of ω meson couplings.

Fig. 7.12 displays the mass-radius relation for hyperon stars without magnetic

field effects at different values of αv. Lowering the value of αv stiffens the EoS, which

increases the maximum mass to 2.283M� for αv = 0.25 (from 2.183 for αv = 1.0).

It is to be mentioned that the stellar properties of hyperon stars obtained at αv =

1.0 almost resemble that obtained from the hyperon potentials given by Eq. (7.18).

The change in the hyperon potentials alters the values of sigma meson couplings by

a small fraction and, hence, the changes obtained in the particle population and

stellar properties are negligible. With the addition of magnetic field effects, the

results of different hyperon couplings on hyperonic EoSs is determined. Fig. 7.13

displays the relation between mass and radius for a hyperon star at different αv
values without magnetic field and with magnetic field effects considered at different
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Figure 7.11: EoS for DD-MEX parameter set at different values of the parameter αv.
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Figure 7.12: Mass-radius for an NS with hyperons at different values of the parameter
αv using the DD-MEX parameter set. The shaded regions show the recent constraints
inferred from GW190814, MSP J0740+6620, and PSR J0348+0432 [147, 148]. The green
overlaid arrows show constraints on the mass-radius limits inferred from NICER [158, 159].

values of magnetic dipole moment. For αv = 0.75, the maximum mass increases to

a value 2.437M� for a magnetic dipole moment µ = 1032 Am2, which corresponds

to a central magnetic field of 3.77 × 1017 G. Similarly, for αv = 0.50 and 0.25, the

maximum mass reaches a value 2.480 and 2.556M�, respectively, at µ = 1032 Am2.
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This implies that the secondary component of GW190814 could be a hyperonic

magnetar. For the present, hyperon couplings with a magnetic dipole moment µ =

5 × 1031 Am2, which corresponds to a central magnetic field greater than 1017 G,

the deviation in the hyperon star radius at canonical mass is very large, around 1.5

km, as compared to that obtained from previous couplings. But with even stronger

magnetic field, the deviation obtained is less in the present case. This implies that

a change in hyperon couplings affects the stellar properties, especially the radius

at canonical mass at a strong central magnetic field.
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Figure 7.13: Relation between mass and circumferential radius for a hyperonic star with
magnetic field effects considering different magnetic dipole moments at different hyperon
couplings αv=0.75 (left panel), αv=0.50 (middle panel) and αv=0.25 (right panel) using
the DD-MEX parameter set. The colored areas show the recent constraints inferred from
GW190814, MSP J0740+6620, and PSR J0348+0432 [147, 148, 151]. The constraints on
the mass-radius limits inferred from NICER [158, 159] are also shown.

Fig. 7.14 displays the variation in the dimensionless tidal deformability of a

hyperonic star with magnetic field effects considered at different values of magnetic

dipole moment. For a small value of the magnetic dipole moment at different

values of αv, the Λ-M curve follows a similar pattern as for the previous hyperon

couplings. Since the variation in radius at canonical mass is large for the present

couplings, the tidal deformability, Λ1.4 obtained is also large. For αv = 0.25, the

dimensionless tidal deformability reaches a value of ≈ 1900 for magnetic dipole
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Figure 7.14: Dimensionless tidal deformability as a function of NS mass for EoS without
magnetic field (solid line) and with magnetic field effects considering different magnetic
dipole moments. Different panels show the results obtained for hyperonic EoSs at different
values of the parameter αv. The orange dotted line represents the upper limit on the
dimensionless tidal deformabilty set by measurement from GW170817 [167].
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Figure 7.15: Same as Fig. 7.13, but using solutions from spherically symmetric TOV
equations.

moment 1032 Am2. The properties of hyperon star using different hyperon coupling

values with and without magnetic field effects considered at different magnetic

dipole moments are shown in Table 7.7.
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Figure 7.16: Same as Fig. 7.14, but using solutions from spherically symmetric TOV
equations.

Figs. 7.15 and 7.16 display the mass-radius and tidal deformability for hyperonic

stars at different values of the parameter αv with and without magnetic field effects

considering different magnetic dipole moments, using solutions from spherically

symmetric TOV equations. Similar to Figs. 7.9 and 7.10, the standard TOV solutions

lead to an overestimation of the mass and underestimation of the radius. Table

7.8 displays the star matter properties obtained for hyperonic stars at different

values of the parameter αv using TOV solutions.

7.5 Conclusion

We model massive nucleonic and hyperonic stars that fulfill the constraints set by

the observation of the possibly most massive neutron star (NS) ever detected (in

the secondary object of the gravitational wave event GW190814) using a density-

dependent relativistic mean-field model (DD-RMF). This simple, yet powerful

formalism provides the freedom necessary to fulfill simultaneously nuclear and

astrophysical constraints.

The results obtained from the TOV equations show that the hyperons soften the

EoS, lowering the maximum mass of NS to around 2.2M�, thereby satisfying more
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conservative massive constraints from the astrophysical observations. The radius

of the NS canonical mass is seen to be insensitive to the appearance of hyperons.

Both the nucleonic and the hyperonic stars satisfy the constraints from mass-radius

limits inferred from NICER observations and tidal deformability constraints from

the LIGO and VIRGO collaborations.

We also study the effects of strong magnetic fields on DD-RMF nucleonic and

hypeornic EoSs. We investigated the EoS and particle populations using a realistic

chemical potential-dependent magnetic field that was developed by solving Einstein-

Maxwell equations. For very strong magnetic fields, spherically symmetric solutions

obtained by solving the TOV equations lead to an overestimation of the mass and

the radius and, hence, cannot be used for determining stellar properties. For this

reason, we used the LORENE library to determine the stellar properties of magnetic

NSs. For low values of the magnetic dipole moment, implying lower strengths of

magnetic fields, the EoS resembles the non-magnetic one. For higher magnetic

dipole moments, the EoS stiffens at higher energy density. The amount of stiffness

is larger in the case of hyperonic EoSs than in the case of pure nucleonic ones. As

the magnetic field strength is increased, the particle fractions of leptons (e− and µ−)

increase at higher densities and the appearance of charged hyperons (Ξ−) is delayed.

The stiffening in the EoS caused by the changes in population described above

increases the maximum mass of magnetic stars. For a small dipole moment of 5×

1030 Am2, the nucleonic mass-radius profiles resemble the non-magnetic case due to

the lower magnetic field produced. For higher magnetic dipole moments, although

the variation in the maximum mass is small, still satisfying the GW190814 mass

constraint, a variation of about 1 km is seen in the radius of the NS canonical mass.

For hyperonic stars, the maximum mass increases by ≈ 0.3M�.

The change in the dimensionless tidal deformability for NS masses is also

studied. It is seen that, for a higher value of the magnetic dipole moment, the

tidal deformability of the canonical mass surpasses the upper limit of 800 set by

the measurement from GW1701817 at 90% confidence, which is consistent with the

acknowledgment of such objects possessing low values of magnetic fields. No such
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measurement of tidal deformability is available for GW190814 as it has no tidal

signatures. But if in the future, measurements of tidal deformability of massive

neutron stars such as the one measured for the secondary object in GW190814 are

≤ 800, it would imply that object could not be a hyperonic magnetar.

In particular, when different coupling schemes are considered, the maximum

mass reproduced satisfies the GW190814 mass limit implying that its secondary

component can be a possible hyperonic magnetar. It is seen that for a central

magnetic field approaching 1017 G, the radius at canonical mass increases by about

1.5 km as compared to the previous couplings where the radius changes by around

1 km. For an even stronger magnetic field, the different coupling scheme for

hyperons increases the radius by 0.2 km in comparison to the previous one, in

which case it increases by 1 km. Thus, we see that different hyperon couplings

and different hyperon potentials populate the star matter differently and, hence,

change significantly the stellar properties.



Let the mind be enlarged ... to the grandeur of the
mysteries and not the mysteries contracted to the
narrowness of the mind.

—Francis Bacon

8
Summary and Conclusions

With the nuclear many-body issue being addressed primarily through phenomenolog-

ical models, it is critical to test/validate the models and underlying assumptions over

a wide range of phenomena involving nuclear interactions. Several contemporary

nuclear models seek for this broader application by providing a consistent account

of finite nuclei throughout the nuclear chart, infinite matter and neutron stars.

The relativistic mean-field (RMF) models modified to incorporate higher-order

interactions are among the most successful in this area. The primary goal of this

thesis work is to investigate how these expanded versions of RMF models, which are

effective in the limited nuclear domain, may explain neutron star features (NS). The

repercussions of accepting the presence of exotic matter, like quarks and hyperons,

at the core of NS are heavily emphasized.

The two methods of extending RMF models by introducing: (i) higher-order

couplings and (ii) density-dependent couplings have proven useful in explaining

dense infinite matter and NS, with the same parameters that have been successfully

tested by reproducing several properties of finite nuclei throughout the nuclear

chart. The theoretical basis for the various models under consideration is provided

methodically with as much information as feasible. The field equations, pressure

and energy density expressions, and field equations were deduced for all of the

157
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models included in this thesis work. The computer codes produced in this thesis

study were used to perform all calculations.

This thesis touched on various ongoing research areas, including nuclear matter,

neutron stars, and gravitational waves. We used the effective field theory motivated

RMF (E-RMF) and density-dependent RMF (DD-RMF) formalism for studying

the hadron matter, which has been very successful in the past, to analyze finite

nuclei throughout the nuclear chart, infinite nuclear matter and neutron stars.

Exotic phases such as quarks have been explored using the MIT Bag model and

its extensions such as the vBag model at various bag constants.

After providing a detailed description of the theoretical models (both non-

relativistic and relativistic) used in the study of nuclear matter and neutron stars

in Chapter 1, a brief introduction to several contemporary occurrences for infinite

nuclear matter are described in Chapter 2. Chapter 3 focuses on the mathematical

derivations that have been included throughout our work. We started with the

extended RMF Lagrangian density with δ meson and σ-ω cross-coupling, which

contain large number of terms with all sorts of self-and cross-coupling. The density-

dependent coupling RMF (DD-RMF) model is also used to study the hadron matter

that allows a consistent calculation of NSs and yield results that are comparable with

other models. It incorporates the properties of the Dirac-Brueckner model using

microscopic interactions at various densities as input. The extrapolation to higher

densities is more constrained than for the phenomenological RMF calculations

that use only information from the limited density range of finite nuclei for the

determination of their parameters. The RMF and DD-RMF parameter sets along

with their nuclear matter properties used in this thesis work are also discussed. In

addition, using the energy-momentum tensor, the equation of state is calculated and

numerous formulas for the properties of symmetric nuclear matter, pure neutron

matter, and infinite nuclear matter are produced in the RMF approximation.

In Chapter 4, we investigate the hybrid EoS created by combining hadron

and quark matter under Gibbs circumstances. The E-RMF model for hadron

matter with recently reported parameter sets is used, as is the MIT bag model for
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quark matter with varied bag constant. For hybrid EoS, nuclear matter properties

such as symmetry energy (J), slope parameter (L), and incompressibility (K) are

determined. It is discovered that the values of symmetry energy J and other variables

are quite high for a hybrid EoS and that they increase with the bag constant, while

the incompressibility decreases with B. For various bag constants, star matter

properties such as mass and radius are determined. It is observed that a bag constant

value in the range B1/4 = 130-160 MeV is acceptable for explaining quark matter in

neutron stars. The results obtained with bag values less than 130 MeV and larger

than 160 MeV disagree with the recently measured gravitational wave observables.

In Chapter 5, the RMF model is used to examine the NS properties such as

mass, radius, tidal deformability. The inner crust EoSs with varied symmetry energy

slope parameters were utilized to investigate the effect of symmetry energy and its

slope parameter on an NS. The BPS EoS is used for all sets for the outer crust

because the outer crust component does not affect the NS maximum mass and

radius. For the inner crust part, several parameter sets such as NL3, TM1, FSU,

NL3ωρ, DD-MEδ, DD-ME2, and IU-FSU are used. The parameter sets NL3, TM1,

IU-FSU, IOPB-I, and G3 are used for the core portion. Using the thermodynamic

technique, the unified EoSs are built by appropriately matching the inner crust EoS

with the outer crust and core EoS. The radius R1.4 rises as the slope parameter

is changed from low to high values. The influence of Lsym on the NS maximum

mass, radius, and radius at 1.4M� is computed and a difference of around 2 km

in the radius at the canonical mass is discovered. The parameters of a maximally

rotating star such as mass, radius, the moment of inertia, and T/W ratio, are

likewise determined using the same combination of EoSs. The highest mass and

associated radius for RNS, like SNS, do not change substantially. However, the

radius at the canonical mass is impacted by the slope parameter.

Chapter 6 studies the hadron-quark phase transition in the context of gravi-

tational wave event GW190814. To investigate the properties of stellar matter,

we used many recent DD-RMF parameter sets, including DDV, DDVT, DDVTD,

DD-LZ1, DD-ME1, DD-ME2, and DD-MEX. To investigate the phase transition
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from hadron matter to quark matter, the Vector-Enhanced Bag (vBag) model for

quark matter is used, which explicitly accounts for Dynamic Chiral Symmetry

Breaking (DχSB) and repulsive vector interactions. Both the Maxwell and Gibss

methods are used to construct the mixed-phase between hadrons and quarks. The

free parameter in the vBag model, Kν , which controls the stiffness of the EoS curve

is fixed at Kν = 6 GeV−2 for three flavor quark matter. The effective bag constant

with values B1/4
eff = 130 & 160 MeV are used. We see that the hadronic EoSs

generated using the latest DD-RMF parameterization fulfill the mass constraint

from the GW190814 data, enabling us to investigate the idea of the GW190814

secondary component being a supermassive NS. The phase transition from hadron

matter to quark matter reduces NS properties such as mass, radius, and tidal

deformability to fulfill the requirements from the GW170817 data, imposing further

limits on the NS maximum mass and hence on the dense matter EoS. Apart from

the static NS properties, the maximally rotating NS properties such as mass, stellar

radius, the moment of inertia, Kerr parameter, etc., are also studied. It is seen

that with the given parameter sets, the secondary component of GW190814 is a

possible supermassive rotating NS with a strange quark core.

In Chapter 7, Using a DD-RMF model, we simulate enormous nucleonic and

hyperonic stars that satisfy the limitations imposed by the discovery of perhaps

the most massive neutron star (NS) ever recorded (in the secondary object of the

gravitational wave event GW190814). The effects of strong magnetic fields on

nucleonic and hyperonic EoSs are investigated. We studied the EoS and particle

populations using a realistic chemical potential-dependent magnetic field created

by solving Einstein-Maxwell equations. The spherical symmetric solutions obtained

by solving the TOV equations result in an overestimation of the mass and radius

under very strong magnetic fields and hence cannot be used to determine stellar

parameters. As a result, we used the LORENE library to determine the stellar

properties of magnetic NSs. At low values of the magnetic dipole moment, the EoS

resembles the non-magnetic one, implying lower magnetic field intensities.
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In the future, I hope to investigate the NS properties in the presence of

exotic matter, such as quarks, utilizing effective field theory-driven RMF (E-

RMF) and perturbative QCD (pQCD) with recent extensions, while keeping the

observational restrictions in mind. I will investigate the effect of isospin on the

nuclear matter—quark matter phase transition at high density and finite temperature

by incorporating the nonperturbative interactions between quarks that induce color

superconductivity in the 2SC phase. This will aid in the discussion of the conditions

under which this state of matter might be formed in the laboratory and its possible

observable signs in the context of the quest for the nuclear matter—quark matter

mixed phase in heavy-ion studies. However, depending on the temperature, isospin

asymmetry, and superconducting gap value, the phase transition could involve

conventional quark matter or color superconducting matter. Therefore the effect

of isospin dependency on the phase transition will be investigated using normal

quark matter as well as color superconducting phase, with varying density and

temperature, to examine the properties of the mixed-phase. The Dark Matter

(DM) admixtured NSs with color-superconducting phases will be used to study

the post-merger analysis of gravitational waves and the oscillation modes in NSs

and compare the results obtained without considering DM.

I would also investigate the influence of introducing more exotic particles in

the E-RMF and pQCD modeling of magnetic NSs. Kaons, ∆-resonances, and

deconfined QM are examples of these (with and without mixtures of phases). To

identify the magnetic field intensities that are relevant for modifying the macroscopic

properties of NSs and demonstrate how the largest effects created by increasing

magnetic field are seen on the NS properties using general relativistic spherically

symmetric solutions (TOV equations) as well as the LORENE library, emphasizing

the importance of such calculations.
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