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Abstract. Using a meta model for nuclear Equation of State (EOS) with its parameters constrained by
astrophysical observations and terrestrial nuclear experiments, we examine effects of nuclear EOS especially
its symmetry energy Esym(ρ) term on the speed of sound squared C2

s (ρ) and the critical density ρt where
C2

s (ρt) vanishes (indicating the onset of spinodal decomposition) in both dense neutron-rich nucleonic
matter relevant for relativistic heavy-ion collisions and the cold n + p + e + µ matter in neutron stars
at β-equilibrium. Unlike in nucleonic matter with fixed values of the isospin asymmetry δ, in neutron
stars with a density dependent isospin profile δ(ρ) determined consistently by the β equilibrium and
charge neutrality conditions, the C2

s (ρ) almost always show a peak and then vanishes at ρt. The latter
strongly depends on the high-density behavior of Esym(ρ) if the skewness parameter J0 characterizing
the stiffness of high-density symmetric nuclear matter (SNM) EOS is not too far above its currently
known most probable value of about −190 MeV inferred from recent Bayesian analyses of neutron star
observables. Moreover, in the case of having a super-soft Esym(ρ) that is decreasing with increasing density
above about twice the saturation density of nuclear matter, the ρt is significantly lower than the density
where the Esym(ρ) vanishes (indicating the onset of isospin-separation instability and pure neutron matter
formation) in neutron star cores.

PACS. 2 1.65.Mn; 26.60.Kp

1 Introduction

The energy per nucleon E(ρ, δ) in cold neutron-rich nu-
cleonic matter of density ρ and isospin asymmetry δ =
(ρn − ρp)/ρ where ρn and ρp are the densities of neutrons
and protons, respectively, can be written as [1]

E(ρ, δ) = E0(ρ) + Esym(ρ) · δ
2 +O(δ4) (1)

where E0(ρ) is the energy per nucleon in symmetric nu-
clear matter (SNM) while the symmetry energy Esym(ρ)
encodes the energy cost to make the matter more neutron-
rich [2]. Both the E0(ρ) and Esym(ρ) are important for
the stiffness and stability of neutron-rich nuclear mat-
ter. For example, within the minimal model of neutron
stars consisting of neutrons (n), protons (p), and electrons
(e) the incompressibility of n+p+e matter at β equilib-

rium is approximately [3,4,5] Kµ(ρ) = ρ2 d2E0

dρ2 + 2ρdE0

dρ
+

δ2[ρ2
d2Esym

dρ2 +2ρ
dEsym

dρ
−2E−1

sym(ρ)(ρ
dEsym

dρ
)2]. When Kµ(ρ)

is negative the corresponding speed of sound Cs(ρ) become
imaginary, indicating the onset of the so-called spinodal
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decomposition. When this happens, the density fluctua-
tions in the dynamically unstable region grow exponen-
tially.

At zero temperature, the Kµ can become negative at
both sub-saturation and supra-saturation densities depend-
ing on the characteristics of both E0(ρ) and Esym(ρ). At
low densities, the onset of spinodal decomposition in ei-
ther the n+p+e matter or purely nucleonic matter is often
used to identify the crust-core transition in neutron stars
[3,4,5] or a liquid-gas phase transition [6,7,8,9,10,11] re-
lated to the nuclear multifragmentation phenomenon in
intermediate energy heavy-ion reactions [12,13,14,15,16,
17,18]. In hot dense hadronic matter formed in relativis-
tic heavy-ion reactions, a high-density spinodal decompo-
sition has been associated with a first-order hadron-quark
phase transition, see, e.g., Refs. [19,20,21,22,23]. Many
potential signatures of such transition have been proposed.
For example, the resulting time delay of expansion and/or
the rapid growth of fluctuations after the spinodal decom-
position may lead to the disappearance of elliptic flow [20]
or a minimum in the excitation function of collective flow
[21,22] or an enhanced production of composite particles
[23] in relativistic heavy-ion collisions. In cold neutron star
matter, when the high-density SNM EOS E0(ρ) is not
very stiff and the symmetry energy Esym(ρ) is very soft,
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the spinodal decomposition was also found to occur in
n+p+e matter at supra-saturation densities in the cores
of neutron stars [4,24]. It is thus possible that there are
two spinodal instability regions. While the onset of the
low-density instability indicates the crust-core transition,
the nature of the high-density one is still unclear. Kubis [4]
speculated that the high-density spinodal instability may
indicate that the homogeneous phase in the inner core
splits into mixed two phases. The new phase may include
funny phases or solidification of the central part of stel-
lar core. It was further pointed out that such solid inner
core may have important consequences on the rotation of
a star and its magnetic properties [4].

Depending on the EOS of neutron-rich matter [4], start-
ing from the crust-core transition density the Kµ (and
the corresponding C2

s may first increase and then decrease
smoothly to zero at a critical density ρt above which the
second spinodal instability happens in neutron stars. In
view of the extensive studies in the literature about the
speed of sound, here we emphasize two important distinc-
tions of the behavior of C2

s described above from that
studied extensively earlier. Firstly, often a sudden drop
of C2

s to zero in hadronic matter is taken as an indica-
tion of a first-order phase transition. The transition den-
sity is model dependent and is often taken as a free pa-
rameter [25], see, e.g., Ref. [26] for a brief recent review.
Thus, a continuously decreasing C2

s to zero does not sig-
nal a first-order phase transition as by definition the lat-
ter is characterized by a discontinuous, nonanalytic drop
in C2

s . Secondly, there are many interesting studies on
the sound speed in different phases of dense matter or
neutron stars , see, e.g., Refs. [27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,
35,36,37,38,39,40,41,42,43,44,45] and references therein.
Model predictions and/or parameterizations of C2

s [46,47]
often purposely make the C2

s reach its QCD conformal
limit of 1/3 at densities far exceeding that is reachable in
neutron stars. As we shall show, depending on the high-
density EOS, the possible second spinodal instability in
dense neutron-rich matter happens long before reaching
the QCD conformal limit. Moreover, some of these studies
conjectured that a peak of C2

s appears at certain density
due to some fundamentally new physics happening in the
cores of neutron stars, such as the formation of quarky-
onic matter [32] and/or derivative contribution from the
trace anomaly [45]. While we do not question these fun-
damentally new physics as possible origins of the peak in
C2

s , within a traditionally minimal neutron star model, we
show that the C2

s (ρ) in neutron stars almost always show
a peak and then vanishes at certain ρt strongly depending
on the high-density behavior of Esym(ρ) if the skewness
parameter J0 characterizing the stiffness of high-density
SNM EOS is not too far above its currently known most
probable value of about −190 MeV [48,49].

While effects of nuclear EOS on the crust-core (or
liquid-gas) transition density and pressure have been ex-
tensively studied, see, e.g., reviews in Ref. [50,51,52,53],
little is known about the EOS effects on the onset den-
sity of the second spinodal instability in neither heavy-ion
reactions nor neutron stars. In this work, we study the

C2
s (ρ) and its possible second vanishing point ρt in both

dense neutron-rich nucleonic matter relevant for relativis-
tic heavy-ion collisions and the n + p + e + µ matter in
neutron stars at β-equilibrium and zero temperature. To
explore easily the whole EOS parameter space allowed by
our current knowledge, we use a meta model for nuclear
EOS with its parameters constrained by astrophysical ob-
servations and terrestrial nuclear experiments. We focus
on effects of nuclear EOS especially its symmetry energy
Esym(ρ) term on the C2

s (ρ) and ρt. Because of the long
time needed for β-equilibrium due to weak interactions,
it is the partial derivative of pressure (∂P (ρ, δ)/∂ρ)δ at a
constant δ determines the C2

s in relativistic heavy-ion re-
actions which happen on very short time scales. While in
neutron stars at β−equilibrium, it is the total derivative
dP (ρ, δ(ρ))/dρ determines the sound speed as the density
profile δ(ρ) of the isospin asymmetry δ is already deter-
mined by the β-equilibrium and charge neutrality condi-
tions.

We notice that while we can find the second spinodal
decomposition onset density ρt from the hadronic EOS
alone and there are interesting speculations in the litera-
ture about what may happen afterwards, in this work we
do not study neither the nature of the possible phase tran-
sition nor properties of the new phases at higher baryon
densities. Nevertheless, the vanishing point of the speed
of sound in dense hadronic matter and its dependence on
the hadronic EOS parameters are important information
useful for both nuclear physics and astrophysics.

It is also necessary to note that instabilities of nuclear
matter with Skyrme forces above saturation density have
been discussed previously, see, e.g., Refs. [54,55,56]. Some
studies consider such instabilities as being an undesired
feature of Skyrme forces in calculating the EOS within
the Skyrme-Hartree-Fock approach, see, e.g., Ref. [55,56],
mostly with respect to the desire of supporting neutron
stars of masses above about 2M⊙ with only the hadronic
EOS (plus the EOS of leptons to make the neutron star
matter charge neutral and stay at β−equilibrium) without
considering a possible phase transition and including the
EOS of the new phase. To our best knowledge, while it
may be undesirable in the sense mentioned above, no one
has concluded that the hadronic EOS having high-density
instabilities is unphysical. In our opinion, the instability
just indicates the onset of a new phase requiring additional
physics to construct the high-density EOS above the in-
stability onset point. Only with the latter, one can use the
astrophysical requirement of supporting neutron stars at
least as heavy as the latest most massive neutron star ob-
served. Otherwise, the latter requirement will preclude the
EOS in neutron stars from going beyond nucleonic degrees
of freedom and the appearance of possible new phases of
dense matter. Similarly, it is well known qualitatively that
instabilities driven by the onset of Delta-baryons [57,58],
appearances of hyperons and/or other particles may soften
the EOS to levels that can not support 2M⊙ neutron stars.
Quantitatively, however, the softening of the EOS depends
strongly on the poorly known interactions of these new
particles with mesons, nucleons and among themselves [59,
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60]. Nevertheless, the inability of supporting 2M⊙ neutron
stars with the softened EOSs does not necessarily mean
the EOS used to find out when/where the instability may
occur is wrong, or new phases/particles should not appear.
It just calls for new physics to be included once these new
phases/particles are produced.

In the same spirit, in the present study we do not im-
pose the condition that the hadronic EOS itself has to
be stiff enough to support 2M⊙ neutron stars, although
most of the EOS parameters we use are actually within
the 68% confidence boundaries of the posterior probabil-
ity distribution functions inferred from Bayesian analyses
of neutron star observables under the condition that the
maximum neutron star mass to be supported by each EOS
is a Gaussian function centered at (2.01 ± 0.04) M⊙ [48,
49]. Moreover, we use the minimum model for neutron
stars consisting of neutrons, protons, electrons and muons
without considering baryon resonances and hyperons. As
mentioned earlier, we investigate the behavior of the speed
of sound and when/if it reaches zero. Once the spinodal
decomposition happens, some new physics has to be in-
corporated to support 2M⊙ neutron stars. For example,
consistent with several other studies in the literature, see,
e.g., Refs. [61,62,63,64], using the same meta model EOS
used here it was found that the most probable hadron-
quark transition density is 1.6+1.2

−0.4ρ0 in neutron stars from
a Bayesian analysis of available neutron star observables
under the condition that the EOS has to be stiff enough to
support 2M⊙ neutron stars [65]. Such a low hadron-quark
transition density seems undesirable as no signature of
such low transition density has been seen in heavy-ion col-
lisions, and one may suspect that the low transition den-
sity may pose difficulties to support massive neutron stars.
But the Bayesian analysis indicates that all one needs is
a very stiff EOS of quark matter (namely, high speed of
sound in quark matter) and a relatively large skewness
parameter J0 of symmetric nuclear matter. Unfortunately,
the posterior probability distributions of all nucleonic EOS
parameters with or without considering the hadron-quark
phase transition in neutron stars are all consistent with
our current knowledge from both terrestrial experiments
and astrophysical observations, indicating a hadron-quark
duality of the EOS/composition in understanding the cur-
rently available neutron star observables [65]. In this re-
gard, it is interesting to note that under the assumption
that nucleons are the only constituents of neutron star
cores, a very recnt Bayesian inference indicates that the
current observations are fully compatible with the nucle-
onic hypothesis [66]. Thus the readers should be advised
that all our results and discussions in the following should
be understood with the cautions mentioned above.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In the
next section, we summarize the major ingredients and
available constraints of a meta EOS model for nucleonic
matter and neutron star matter. We also recall definitions
of a few relevant physical quantities. We present and dis-
cuss our results in section 3. We then conclude in section
4.

2 Summary of a meta model EOS for

neutron-rich matter

Meta-modeling of nuclear EOS has been widely used in
both astrophysics and nuclear physics, see, e.g., Refs. [67,
68,69] for detailed discussions on the advantages and dis-
advantages of such approach. In our meta model for neutron-
rich matter [70,71], the SNM EOS E0(ρ) and symmetry
energy Esym(ρ) in Eq. (1) are parameterized respectively
according to

E0(ρ) = E0(ρ0) +
K0

2
(
ρ− ρ0
3ρ0

)2 +
J0
6
(
ρ− ρ0
3ρ0

)3, (2)

where E0(ρ0)=-15.9 MeV and

Esym(ρ) = Esym(ρ0) + L(
ρ− ρ0
3ρ0

)

+
Ksym

2
(
ρ− ρ0
3ρ0

)2 +
Jsym
6

(
ρ− ρ0
3ρ0

)3. (3)

Such models have been widely used in Bayesian inferences
of nuclear EOS from neutron star observables or forward
modelings of the structures of neutron stars and nuclei
as well as their mergers and collisions. The parameters in-
volved have the asymptotic boundary conditions that they
become Taylor expansion coefficients when the above pa-
rameterizations are used near the saturation density ρ0
of SNM and δ = 0. Thus, the fiducial values of the in-
compressibilityK0 = 9ρ20[∂

2E0(ρ)/∂ρ
2]|ρ=ρ0

and skewness
J0 = 27ρ30[∂

3E0(ρ)/∂ρ
3]|ρ=ρ0

of SNM EOS E0(ρ) at ρ0,
the magnitude Esym(ρ0), slope L = 3ρ0[∂Esym(ρ)/∂ρ]|ρ=ρ0

,
curvature Ksym = 9ρ20[∂

2Esym(ρ)/∂ρ
2]|ρ=ρ0

and skewness
Jsym = 27ρ30[∂

3Esym(ρ)/∂ρ
3]|ρ=ρ0

of nuclear symmetry
energy Esym(ρ) at ρ0, respectively, from astrophysical ob-
servations and terrestrial nuclear experiments provide a
guide and some constraints on the parameters of the meta
model EOS.

For studying the high-density spinodal decomposition
in this work, we fix the low-density EOS parameters at
their currently known most probably values, e.g., K0 =
240 MeV [72] and Esym(ρ0) = 31.7 MeV [73] and L =
60±20 MeV, but vary the high-density parameters within
their current uncertain ranges if known. To justify the L
value we use, in Fig. 1 we provide an updated compilation
of L with respect to its 2016 fiducial value of L = 58.7±28
MeV (light mint band) from averaging results of 53 inde-
pendent analyses of various terrestrial and astrophysical
data available [74]. Starting from the left are the L val-
ues from (1) 24 independent analyses of neutron star ob-
servables carried out by various groups between 2017 and
2021, they give an average L = 58 ± 19 MeV (horizontal
line) [75]; (2) the original analysis of the PREX-II data [76]
by Reed et al. [77] and 3 independent analyses of PREX-
II data together with different combinations of terrestrial
and/or astrophysical data by Reinhard et al. [78], Essick
et al. [79] and Yue et al. [80], respectively; (3) liquid drop
model analyses using separately the PREX-I & II data to-
gether, CREX data only, and the combination of all data
assuming they are equally reliable by Lattimer [81]; (4)
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L 
(M

eV
)

 L= 58  19 MeV

24 analyses 
neutron stars 
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2016 average of 53 analyses, Oertel 

PREXI&II

48Ca

PREXI&II+CREX, 
Lattimer, 2023

PREXII

Charged pion ratio, Estee

Difference of charge radii
Mirror 54Ni-54Fe, Pineda

Reinhard

Slope L of symmetry energy as of Feb. 2023

208Pb

      cEFT, Drischler

STAR isobar collisions, Xu
Yue

Essick

Reed

Fig. 1. An updated compilation of the slope paramter L of nuclear symmetry energy extracted from analyses of several recent
terrestrial experimenst in comparison with the 2016 fiducial value of L = 58.7± 28 MeV (light mint band) [74] and the average
value of L = 58±19 MeV (black horizonal line) from 24 analyses (listed in Ref. [75]) of neutron star observables after GW170817.
See the text for more details.

charged pion ration in heavy-ion reactions at RIKEN by
Estee et al. [82]; (5) the ratio of average transverse mo-
mentum (sky blue star) and the ratio of charged particle
multiplicites (black star) in isobar collisions (96Zr+96Zr
and 96Ru+96Ru) from STAR/RHIC experiments analysed
by Xu et al. [83]; (6) the difference of charge radii of the
mirror pair 54Ni-54Fe by Pineda et al. [84]; the chiral EFT
prediction by Dirschler et al. [85]. It is beyond our abil-
ity to comment on the underlying physics differences of
the different analyses listed above and the compilation
is certainly incomplete as we only used selected results
from analyzing some new terrestrial experiments over the
last 2 years. However, we notice that the great interest
stimulated by the PREX-II result has now been increased
even further by the recent publication of the CREX re-
sult [86]. Of course, there are diverse opinions in under-
standing the PREX and CREX results in the community.
For example, on one hand, Ref. [87] cautioned that “Until
the tension between theory and experiment, or between
the two measurements, is resolved, one should exercise
extreme caution when interpreting the new APV measure-
ments in the context of neutron skins or nuclear symmetry
energy”. On the other hand, it was found that “The two
experiments separately predict incompatible ranges of L
(L = −5 ± 40 MeV from CREX and L = 121 ± 47 MeV
from combined PREXI & II data, respectively), but ac-

cepting both measurements to be equally valid suggests
L = 50±12 MeV, nearly the range suggested by either nu-
clear mass measurements or neutron matter theory, and is
also consistent with nuclear dipole polarizability measure-
ments” [81]. There are also other efforts to simultaneously
explain both PREX-II and CREX data within the same
theory/model with very limited success, see, e.g., Refs. [69,
88,89,90,91,92]. Given the results described above and
shown in Fig. 1, it is seen that the 2016 fiducial value,
the average L from the 24 analyses of neutron stars after
GW179817 as well as several new results from the last 2
years are all in perfect agreement with the chiral EFT pre-
diction of L = 59.8 ± 4.1 MeV [85], albeit with different
error bars. Adopting the philosophy that all published ex-
perimental data are eqully reliable within their reported
confidence boundaries, the value of L = 60 ± 20 MeV we
use in this work is completely consistent with our current
best knowledge. Similarly, we notice that the magnitude
of symmetry energy Esym(ρ0) = 31.6 ± 2.7 MeV [73] or
Esym(ρ0) = 31.7 ± 3.2 MeV [74] based on earlier analy-
ses of mostly terrestrial experiments also agrees very well
with the chiral EFT result (Esym(ρ0) = 31.7 ± 1.1 MeV)
[85]. These fiducial values have been used already in many
of the analyses in extracting the L values.

While several analyses have found strong supports for
Ksym to be around−100±100MeV [28,68,75,93], a larger
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range is still often used in the literature. As to the Jsym
parameter, only some theoretical predictions put it in the
range between about -200 to +800 MeV [94,95,96,97]. To
our best knowledge, none of the analyses of neither astro-
physical nor nuclear physics data has provided a reliable
constraint on Jsym. Consequently, the high-density behav-
ior of Esym(ρ) above about 2ρ0 is largely open [75,98].

To see how diverse the metal model Esym(ρ) can be, a
few examples are shown in Fig. 2 by varying the L, Ksym,
and Jsym parameters in their uncertainty ranges discussed
above. It is seen that the generated Esym(ρ) ranges from
being super-soft (first increases up to about 2ρ0 then start
decreasing with increasing density and can even become
negative at high densities) to super-stiff (increases with
increasing density much fast than linear). The spread of
nuclear symmetry energy at suprasaturation densities is
consistent with the present constraints [71] and predic-
tions from different models [52,75,99]. Interestingly, one
can even simulate a “cusp” in Esym(ρ) due to a topol-
ogy change as predicted by a pseudo-conformal symme-
try theory [29]. To our best knowledge, currently nei-
ther experimental findings nor fundamental physics prin-
ciples can rule out any of the high-density behaviors of
Esym(ρ) illustrated in Fig. 2. It has been recognized that
the poorly known isospin-dependent tensor force and the
corresponding short-range nucleon-nucleon correlation as
well as the spin-isospin dependence of three-body force in
neutron-rich matter are among the most important origins
of the wide open behavior of high-density symmetry en-
ergy [52,100]. Impacts of the diverse high-density behav-
iors of Esym(ρ) on properties of neutron stars and heavy-
ion collisions have also been studied in several works, see,
e.g., Refs. [29,54,75,100,101,102,103,104,105,106,107,108,
109]. Is there any physical meaning for the spread in the
density dependence of symmetry energy beyond about
twice the nuclear saturation density? Yes, albeit there
is currently no consensus and model-independent answer,
see, e.g., Ref. [52] for a recent review. In fact, to pin down
the physics origin of the spreading of symmetry energy at
suprasaturation densities and find sensitive observables to
probe it has been a longstanding goal of many theoretical
and experimental efforts. The latest and most detailed dis-
cussions on this question can be found in subsection VI-D
of a very recent white paper on “Dense Nuclear Matter
Equation of State from Heavy-Ion Collisions” [110].

On the other hand, there are several available con-
straints on the J0 parameter which characterizes the stiff-
ness of SNM EOS at densities above about (2− 3)ρ0. For
example, recent Bayesian analyses of neutron star radii
from LIGO and NICER observations have inferred the
most probable value of J0 to be about J0 = −190+40

−40

at 68% confidence level [48,49]. While its most proba-
ble value extracted from a Bayesian analysis of nuclear
collective flow in relativistic heavy-ion collisions is J0 =
−180+100

−110 MeV at 68% confidence level [111]. Moreover,
it was found that to support an earlier reported neu-
tron star of mass 2.17 M⊙ a minimum value of about
J0 = −180 MeV is needed [112]. While the causality re-
quirement can provide an upper limit on J0, the range of

about −90 < J0 < 200 MeV obtained in this way depends
strongly on the correlation between the high-density SNM
EOS and symmetry energy [112]. We will thus explore ef-
fects of J0 in a large range around its most probable value
of about -190 MeV.

It is worth noting here that most of the microscopic
models/theories have a more complex behavior with den-
sity compared to the meta model EOS used here. In par-
ticular, higher orders in powers of the density and, there-
fore, the same coefficients may have different meanings
in different models/theories. For example, most Skyrme
models predict J0 < −300 MeV, some RMF models may
predict a very negative value as the Skryme forces, or large
positive values, and ab-initio theories predict various neg-
ative values. Concerning the Jsym all models predict quite
large values except for chiral EFT, see, e.g., Refs. [67,113]
for more detailed discussions. We are not knowledgeable
enough to explain why the J0 and Jsym from these different
models/theories may be very different. In fact, to under-
stand and constrain their predictions in a common frame-
work has been a main science driver in the field. We notice
that (1) each one of these models/theories has multiple
parameters and they are often strongly correlated, (2) of-
ten the structures/formalisms of these models/theories are
not flexible enough to be used directly in Bayesian-kind
of statistical inferences, (3) one of the main advantages
of meta model EOSs is to fully explore the whole EOS
parameter space freely without the structural limitations
that most microscopic many-body models/theories have,
(4) the most probable values and uncertainty ranges of
J0 and Jsym discussed above are from both Bayesian in-
ferences and bruteforce inversions of neutron star observ-
ables using the same meta EOS model used here. Thus, we
have at least self-consistency although we can not explain
why some other EOS models/theories may give different
values for J0 and Jsym. Considering this situation, we also
show as demonstrations in several cases results from using
J0 and Jsym values significantly different from their most
probable values given above.

The energy density in neutron stars consisting of neu-
trons, protons, electrons, and muons at β-equilibrium is
given by

ǫ(ρ, δ) = ρ[E(ρ, δ) +MN ] + ǫl(ρ, δ), (4)

whereMN represents the average nucleon mass and ǫl(ρ, δ)
denotes the lepton energy density. The pressure is then

P (ρ, δ) = ρ2
dǫ(ρ, δ)/ρ

dρ
. (5)

The pressure in neutron stars at β-equilibrium becomes
barotropic once the density-profile of the isospin asymme-
try δ(ρ) is obtained self-consistently from the β-equilibrium
condition

µn − µp = µe = µµ ≈ 4δEsym(ρ) (6)

and the charge neutrality condition ρp = ρe + ρµ. The
chemical potential µi for a particle i is obtained from
µi = ∂ǫ(ρ, δ)/∂ρi [114,115]. Note that the last term in
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Fig. 2. The density dependences of nuclear symmetry energy with different L, Ksym, and Jsym values as indicated.

Eq. (6) is obtained assuming the mass of electrons can
be neglected and the fraction of muons is smaller than
that of electrons. We notice that in nucleonic matter at
fixed isospin asymmetries relevant for heavy-ion reactions,
the nucleonic part of the above equations gives the corre-
sponding pressure P (ρ, δ).

For easy of our following discussions, it is useful to
recall that the pressure in the n+p+e model of neutron
stars is given by [116]

P (ρ, δ) = ρ2[
dESNM(ρ)

dρ
+
dEsym(ρ)

dρ
δ2]+

1

2
δ(1−δ)ρEsym(ρ)

(7)
and the isospin profile δ(ρ) (or the corresponding proton
fraction xp(ρ) = (1− δ)/2) at β-equilibrium is determined
completely by the Esym(ρ) via [116]

xp(ρ) = 0.048 [Esym(ρ)/Esym(ρ0)]
3
(ρ/ρ0)(1 − 2xp(ρ))

3.(8)

Based on this equation and as we shall illustrate numeri-
cally, as the Esym(ρ) goes to zero at high densities in the
case of a super-soft symmetry energy, the δ approaches 1
and if the Esym(ρ) is super-stiff the resulting δ will vanish
at very high densities.

As the speed of sound Cs(ρ) is a measure of the stiff-
ness of nuclear EOS, its high-density behavior is largely
controlled by the skewness J0 of SNM EOS as well as the
curvature Ksym and skewness Jsym of nuclear symmetry
energy. Through the charge neutrality and β-equilibrium
conditions, the Ksym and Jsym also determine the high-
density behavior of the isospin profile δ(ρ) of neutron
stars. As we shall discuss, the δ(ρ) plays a significant role
in determining the density dependence of the sound speed
Cs(ρ) and its possible vanishing point ρt. In the following,
we denote the speed of sound squared in nucleonic matter
of fixed isospin asymmetry δ with C2

NM (the so-called adi-
abatic speed), and that in neutron stars at β-equilibrium
with C2

s (the so-called equilibrium sound speed). More

specifically, they are respectively defined by

C2
NM ≡

(

∂P

∂ǫ

)

δ

and C2
s ≡

dP

dǫ
. (9)

It has been shown earlier that in terms of the pressure P

and incompressibility K ≡ 9
(

∂P
∂ρ

)

δ
, the adiabatic sound

speed in unit of c2 in nuclear matter can be rewritten as
[28,117,118]

C2
NM =

K

9(MN + E(ρ, δ) + P/ρ)
. (10)

Since the density profile δ(ρ) has to be calculated numer-
ically above the µ production threshold, no analytical ex-
pression for the C2

s is available.
We notice that besides the equilibrium sound speed

one can also calculate the adiabatic sound speed in study-
ing the core g-mode of neutron star oscillations [118,119]
and its dependence on the Esym(ρ) [30,31,52,118]. While a
fluid element in a neutron star in a core g-mode oscillation
is always in mechanical equilibrium with the surroundings,
its composition stays a constant during the adiabatic oscil-
lation process because the weak interaction timescale lead-
ing to β-equilibrium is much longer than the dynamical
timescale of the oscillation. Namely, the established den-
sity profile δ(ρ) of neutron stars at β-equilibrium will not
change with time during the g-mode oscillation. As dis-
cussed in detail in Ref. [118], the adiabatic speed of sound
is then determined by the partial derivative of pressure
with respect to density at a constant proton/electron frac-
tion or isospin asymmetry δ (the same expression as for
C2

NM but with the pressure P for neutron stars). The dif-
ference between the adiabatic and the β-equilibrium sound
speeds determines the g-mode frequency. It also deter-
mines the so-called Brunt-Väisälä frequency quantifying
the stability condition of the core g-mode against convec-
tive instability [118,119]. Interestingly, the high-density
behavior of Esym(ρ) was found to have a significant effect



Zhang & Li: Sound Speeds and Spinodal Decompositions in Dense Neutron-Rich Matter 7

1 2 3 4 5
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5 6

d=0.1

800

C2 N
M

-200

d=0.3

800

r/r0

-200

d=0.6 800Esym(r0)=31.7  L=60
Ksym=-230     J0=-190

-200

Fig. 3. The speed of sound C2
NM in unit of c2 in nucleonic matter with fixed isospin asymmetries as a function of density using

the symmetry energy Esym(ρ) functions with Jsym varying between -200 and 800 MeV as shown in the right panel of Fig. 2.
The orange dashed line corresponds to the conformal limit C2 < 1/3.

on the core g-mode frequency, see, e.g., Ref. [118] and the
review in Section 7.1 of Ref. [52].

As noticed earlier, there are many interesting studies
on the sound speed in different phases of dense matter or
neutron stars under various conditions, see, e.g., Refs. [27,
28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41,42,43,44,45]. As
outlined above, we focus on studying the density depen-
dence of the sound speed in purely nucleonic matter or
the n+ p+ e+ µ matter and its possible vanishing point
ρt. The latter may be used as an input in constructing
more complicated EOSs to study some of the interesting
and unresolved issues about the phase diagram of dense
neutron-rich matter.

3 Results and Discussions

In the following, we present our results on the speeds of
sound in nucleonic matter and neutron star matter sepa-
rately. We examine effects of the EOS parameters on the
density dependence of the speeds of sound and their pos-
sible vanishing points.

3.1 Speed of sound in neutron-rich nucleonic matter
with fixed isospin asymmetries

Shown in Fig. 3 is the speed of sound C2
NM in nucleonic

matter with fixed isospin asymmetries of δ = 0.1, 0.3 and
0.6, respectively, as a function of density using the symme-
try energy Esym(ρ) functions with Jsym varying between
-200 and 800 MeV as shown in the right panel of Fig.
2. All other EOS parameters are fixed at their currently
known most probable values as we discussed earlier. As
one expects, as the matter becomes more neutron-rich, ef-
fects of Jsym become larger. Interestingly, with relatively
small δ and/or Jsym values the C2

NM shows a peak. From

inspecting the expression of Eq. (10) for C2
NM in the lim-

iting case of SNM, one can see that while the denominator
keeps increasing with density, the incompressibility K in
the numerator peaks at certain density since the K0 is
positive but J0 is negative. Thus, the C2

NM in SNM nor-
mally has a peak. With the parameters L and Ksym fixed,
the isospin asymmetric energy, pressure, and its deriva-
tive all increase with positive and increasing Jsym. Their
net effect is adding a positive and continuously increasing
contribution to C2

NM , making its peak disappears gradu-
ally when the Esym(ρ) becomes very stiff for large Jsym
values. Of course, if one uses negative Jsym values leading
to super-soft Esym(ρ) functions, the C2

NM not only has a
peak but also vanishes at a lower density ρt as we shall
discuss next.

As shown in Fig. 2, with small or negative Jsym values,
the Esym(ρ) is super-soft and vanishes at some point or be-
comes negative at higher densities. It is thus interesting to
compare the transition density ρt where C2

NM (ρt)=0 and
the critical density ρc where Esym(ρc) = 0. It is known
that a vanishing Esym(ρ) in nucleonic matter indicates the
onset of the so-called isospin separation instability, namely
it is energetically more favorable to split SNM into pure
neutron matter and proton matter when the Esym(ρ) be-
comes negative [101,102]. For neutron stars, two isospin
separation mechanisms were considered by Kutschera et
al. [101]: A bulk separatmn of protons and neutrons or
formation of a neutron bubble around a single localized
proton (the so-called proton polaron). The latter was con-
sidered to be more likely to occur than the bulk separtion
in neutron star matter. Moreover, it was speculated that
the proton polarons in a neutron star core could form a
lattice due to the Coulomb interaction at low tempera-
ture. Properties of such matter has been studied in a series
of papers, see, e.g., Refs. [54,103,104]. Possible ramifica-
tions of isospin separation instability in heavy-ion reac-
tions and neutron stars have also been studied in several
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Fig. 4. A comparison of the transition density ρt where
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indicating the onset of isospin separation instability with EOS
parameters leading to super-soft symmetry energies.

other works, see., e.g., Refs. [29,75,100,102,105,106,107,
108,109]. However, many interesting issues remain to be
addressed.
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Fig. 5. Effects of J0 characterizing the stiffness of SNM
EOS on the speed of sound in nucleonic matter with the
Esym(ρ) parameters fixed at the values specified leading to a
stiff Esym(ρ) function. The solid, dashed and dot-dashed lines
are for δ = 0.1, 0.3 and 0.6, respectively. The orange dashed
line corresponds to the conformal limit C2 < 1/3.

Shown in Fig. 4 is a comparison of the two transi-
tion densities where either C2

NM (ρt)=0 or Esym(ρc) = 0
as a function of Ksym with several small Jsym values all
leading to super-soft Esym(ρ) functions. As illustrated in

Fig. 2, it is the combination of Ksym and Jsym that is
determining the high-density behavior of Esym(ρ) above
about 2ρ0. It is seen that when both the Ksym and Jsym
are small leading to very soft Esym(ρ) functions that van-
ish quickly, the critical density for Esym(ρc) = 0 (isospin
separation instability) is smaller than that for C2

NM (ρt)=0
(spinodal decomposition instability). Since most of the ex-
isting analyses support Ksym ≈ −100± 100 MeV at 68%
confidence level and if indeed the Jsym is small, a super-
soft Esym(ρ) is realized, and then the isospin separation
occurs first. However, as we discussed earlier, there is cur-
rently no experimental constraint on the Jsym, leaving all
possibilities open. Thus, our findings here add more im-
portance for constraining the high-density behavior of nu-
clear symmetry energy especially its skewness parameter
Jsym.

In the results presented above, we have used the cur-
rently known most probable value of −190 MeV for the
skewness parameter J0 of SNM EOS. As we discussed ear-
lier, the J0 still has a large uncertainty range. To reveal its
quantitative effects on the speed of sound, we vary J0 be-
tween 0 and -190MeV using a relatively stiff Esym(ρ) func-
tion created with Ksym = −230 MeV and Jsym = 800
MeV. The results are shown in Fig. 5. It is seen that the
peak in the speed of sound gradually disappears if the J0
is far from its most probable value of -190 MeV such that
the SNM EOS becomes very stiff at high densities. This
effect is stronger for more neutron-rich matter as a very
large Jsym of 800 MeV is used. These features are easily
understood from the terms involved in the expression for
C2

NM in Eq. (10).
In short, in nucleonic matter with fixed isospin asym-

metries, if the J0 is close to its most probable value of -190
MeV and the Esym(ρ) is not too stiff, the C2

NM (ρ) shows
a peak and may become zero at high densities. However,
if the Esym(ρ) is super-stiff especially with high isospin
asymmetries the C2

NM (ρ) will keep increasing with density
until reaching the causality limit. As we shall illustrate and
discuss next, the physical consequence of the last case will
be changed completely when the β-equilibrium condition
is introduced in building the EOS for neutron stars.

3.2 Speed of sound in charge neutral npeµ matter in
neutron stars at β-equilibrium

Besides the contributions from leptons, the most impor-
tant difference between the EOSs of nucleonic matter at
fixed δ and neutron star matter is the consequence of
charge neutrality and β-equilibrium in the latter. It is
well known that in neutron stars at β-equilibrium, the
isospin profile δ(ρ) is uniquely determined by the Eq.(6).
As mentioned earlier, the resulting δ(ρ) approaches one
(zero) when the Esym(ρ) becomes zero (very high or stiff).
This result is also easy to understand qualitatively from
the energy conservation point of view. As shown in Eq.
(2), the E(ρ, δ) ∝ Esym(ρ) · δ

2. To conserve the total en-
ergy, if the Esym(ρ) is high (low) at certain density ρ,
the δ(ρ) there will be low (high). In both cases, the same
isospin asymmetry δ of the whole system is just being
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distributed to different density regions according to the
well-known isospin fractionation mechanism in asymmet-
ric nuclear matter [11,120,121,122,123]. Considering two
connected regions with local densities ρ1 and ρ2, respec-
tively, the chemical equilibrium condition requires that
[122] Esym(ρ1)δ(ρ1) = Esym(ρ2)δ(ρ2). Thus, for a given
Esym(ρ) function, the local isospin asymmetries will ad-
just themselves according to the relative symmetry energy
in those regions.
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Fig. 6. The density profile of isospin asymmetry δ(ρ) (upper
panel) and the corresponding sound speed squared C2

s (ρ) in
unit of c2 in neutron stars at β-equilibrium with Jsym varying
between -200 and 800 MeV but other parameters fixed at their
currently known most probable values indicated. The orange
dashed line corresponds to the conformal limit C2 < 1/3.

Shown in Fig. 6 are the density profile of isospin asym-
metry δ(ρ) (upper panel) and the corresponding squared
speed of sound in neutron stars at β-equilibrium with
Jsym varying between -200 and 800 MeV but other pa-
rameters fixed at their currently known most probable val-
ues. Again, the corresponding Esym(ρ) is the one shown
in the right panel of Fig. 2. Indeed, it is seen that the
super-stiff Esym(ρ) with Jsym=800 MeV leads to a van-
ishing δ (SNM) at high densities. While the super-soft
Esym(ρ) with Jsym ≤0 leads quickly to δ = 1 (pure neu-

tron matter) at high densities. Namely, in both cases the
product of Esym(ρ) and δ at high densities reach zero as
required by the β-equilibrium and charge neutrality condi-
tions. Consequently, regardless of the high-density behav-
ior of Esym(ρ) (super-soft or super-stiff), the equilibrium
speed of sound C2

s (ρ) in neutron stars at β-equilibrium al-
ways show a peak with its position depends on the values
of Jsym and other EOS parameters as we shall discuss in
more detail. Therefore, compared to the results shown in
the previous subsection, it is clearly seen that the high-
density behaviors of sound speeds in neutron stars at β-
equilibrium and nucleonic matter with fixed δ values are
very different.
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transition asymmetry δt at ρt where C2

s (ρt) = 0 as functions
of Ksym with Jsym = 0,−100 and -200 MeV. The horizontal
dotted line corresponds to the critical δ below which the direct
URCA process happens. All other parameters are fixed at their
currently known most probable values.
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Again, it is interesting to compare the critical den-
sity ρc/ρ0 where the symmetry energy Esym(ρc) = 0 with
ρt/ρ0 where the sound speed C2

s (ρt) = 0 in the case of
having super-soft Esym(ρ) functions. Shown in the upper
panel of Fig. 7 are the two critical densities as functions
of Ksym with Jsym = 0,−100 and -200 MeV, respectively,
and all other parameters fixed at their currently known
most probable values. The horizontal dotted line corre-
sponds to the critical δt below which the direct URCA pro-
cess happens. Several interesting observations and specu-
lations can be made: (1) since the δt becomes less than the
direct URCA limit mostly with large/positiveKsym values
far above its most probable value, the direct URCA is un-
likely to happen before the spinodal decomposition sets in.
To our best knowledge, currently there is no strong obser-
vational evidence for direct URCA and most of the cooling
curves can be well described by the slow modified URCA
processes within normally very large error bars. We thus
can not say much about the implication of our work here
on cooling of neutron stars, (2) in the whole EOS param-
eter space considered, the spinodal decomposition onset
density ρt is always lower than the critical density ρc where
Esym(ρc) = 0 when the isospin separation instability sets
in. Around the most probable value ofKsym = −100 MeV,
as seen in the upper panel of Fig. 7, the spinodal decom-
position density is around the outer core density while the
isospin separation density is around the inner core density.
Thus, we speculate that these two instabilities may hap-
pen in the outer and inner core regions of neutron stars
separately. Consequences and/or observational evidences
of this speculation deserves further studies. We emphasize
again that the isospin separation instability only happens
when the high-density symmetry energy is super-soft. On
the other hand, regardless of the high-density behavior
(super-soft or super-stiff) of symmetry energy, the speed
of sound almost always first goes up, then goes down and
finally vanishes at ρt in neutron stars. Of course, as we em-
phasized earlier, at this time we do not know what new
phases may appear and how to handle them above ρt.

3.3 Onset density ρt of spinodal decomposition in
neutron stars at β-equilibrium

We now focus on examining the spinodal decomposition
onset density ρt where C2

s (ρt) = 0 in neutron stars at
β-equilibrium. First, we fix the J0 at its most probable
value of -190 MeV and study the dependence of ρt on
the slope L, curvature Ksym, and skewness Jsym param-
eters of Esym(ρ) within their current uncertainty ranges
in Fig. 8. Overall, a softer Esym(ρ) leads to a smaller ρt.
Approaching the lower limits of Ksym and Jsym where the
Esym(ρ) is super-soft, the ρt can be as low as about 2ρ0
depending on the L value used. Interestingly, such a low
onset density of spinodal decomposition is actually consis-
tent with the lower boundary of hadron-quark transition
density inferred from several recent Bayesian analyses of
neutron star observables [61,62,64,65,124]. However, at
the other limit where both the Ksym and Jsym take large
positive values, the Esym(ρ) is super-stiff and the result-
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Fig. 8. The spinodal decomposition onset density ρt in 3D
in neutron stars at β−equilibrium as a function of Jsym and
Ksym with L = 40, 60, 80 and 140 MeV, respectively. All other
parameters are fixed at their currently known most probable
values.

ing ρt are larger than 6ρ0. It is also seen that varying
the L parameter from 40 to 80 MeV causes an approxi-
mately 30% change in ρt. The PREX-II result indicates
L = 106 ± 37 MeV [77]. While its mean is far above the
fiducial value of L as shown in Fig. 1, its lower boundary
is in the 2016 fiducial band of L. To see implications of its
upper boundary on the transition density ρt, results with
L = 140 MeV is also shown in Fig. 8. Obviously, it makes
the symmetry energy very stiff with the same Ksym and
Jsym parameters compared to the results using lower L
values. Consequently, the ρt becomes much higher as one
expects. The wide range of ρt due to the uncertainty of
the Esym(ρ) especially at high densities signifies again the
need to better constrain the density dependence of nuclear
symmetry energy.

Next, we examine in Fig. 9 effects of J0 on ρt while
the Esym(ρ) parameters are also varied around their most
probable values. For exploration purposes only, in one of
the calculations we purposely used a very low J0 of -290
MeV leading to an EOS that is not stiff enough to sup-
port a neutron star of mass 2.01 M⊙. We also extended
the lower limit of Ksym to -400 MeV that is far below its
1σ lower boundary of Ksym ≈ −100± 100 MeV from sev-
eral surveys of its constraints in the literature [75]. It is
seen that even with such a low Ksym (which controls the
behavior of Esym(ρ) around (1− 2)ρ0) value, the spinodal
decomposition may still happen at densities below about
(1.5− 3)ρ0. However, as the Ksym increases in the case of
using a very stiff SNM EOS (e.g., with J0 = −90 MeV
shown in the left panel far above its most likely value of
−190 MeV used in the middle panel) and a large Jsym, it
may not occur as indicated by the ending of the ρt curves
with Jsym=200 MeV in the left panel.
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Fig. 9. Effects of the skewness J0 of SNM EOS on the spinodal decomposition onset density ρt in neutron stars at β-equilibrium.

At the other extreme of using a very soft SNM EOS
with J0 = −290 MeV shown in the right panel), the ρt
is again dominated by the SNM EOS and becomes less
dependent on the Esym(ρ) as indicated by the tendency of
saturation at the high Ksym limit in the right panel in Fig.
9. These features indicate that there are strong interplays
and correlations among the SNM EOS and Esym(ρ) pa-
rameters as one expects.

In short, unlike in nucleonic matter with fixed δ val-
ues, the speed of sound in neutron stars at β-equilibrium
almost always show a peak as long as the J0 characteriz-
ing the stiffness of high-density SNM EOS is not too far
above its currently known most probable value of about
−190 MeV. Moreover, the spinodal decomposition onset
density ρt strongly depends on the high-density behavior
of nuclear symmetry energy Esym(ρ).

4 Summary

In summary, within a meta EOS model we studied the
speed of sound and the possible onset of high-density spin-
odal decomposition in both nucleonic matter with fixed
isospin asymmetries and the n+ p+ e+ µ matter in neu-
tron stars at β-equilibrium. While in nucleonic matter
with fixed isospin asymmetries the speed of sound may
continuously increase with density and does not undergo
a spinodal decomposition especially for neutron-rich mat-
ter if the Esym(ρ) is very stiff, the sound speed in neutron
star matter at β-equilibrium almost always show a peak
at certain density depending strongly on the high-density
behavior of Esym(ρ) if the skewness J0 of SNM EOS is not
too far above its currently known most probable vale of
about −190 MeV. Moreover, the spinodal decomposition
onset density depends sensitively on the high-density be-
havior of nuclear symmetry energy Esym(ρ). Furthermore,
in the case of using a super-soft Esym(ρ), the spinodal de-
composition occurs at a density lower than the critical
density above which isospin separation instability occurs.

As we have stated in several places above, our work has
caveats. A major one is that all calculations are carried out
with the minimum model of neutron stars consisting of
nucleons, electrons and muons only without treating the
physics of new phases and new degrees of freedom that
may appear. In particular, it is known that the appear-
ance of Delta resonances and some hyperons is strongly
correlated with the density dependence of nuclear sym-
metry energy, albeit depending also sensitively on their
poorly known couplings/interactions with other particles
[60,125]. Some of these particles may start appearing at
densities around (2− 3)ρ0. It thus remains an interesting
question how the appearance of these particles may affect
the density dependence of the speed of sound as well as
the onset densities or possible removals of the instabilities
we studied in this work.
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104. A. Szmagliński, W. Wójcik, M. Kutschera., Acta Phys.

Pol. B 37, 277 (2006).
105. D.H. Wen, B.A. Li, L.W. Chen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103,

211102 (2009).
106. D.T. Khoa, W. von Oertzen, A.A. Ogloblin, Nucl. Phys.

A 602, 98 (1996).
107. D.N. Basu, P. Roy Chowdhury, C. Samanta, Nucl. Phys.

A 811, 140 (2008).
108. S. Banik, D. Bandyopadhyay, J. Phys. G 26, 1495 (2000).
109. S. Kubis, M. Kutschera, Nucl. Phys. A 720, 189 (2003).
110. A. Sorensen et al., arXiv:2301.13253 [nucl-th].
111. W.J. Xie, B.A. Li, J. Phys. G 48, 025110 (2021).
112. N.B. Zhang, B.A. Li, Astrophys. J. 879, 99 (2019).
113. C. Ducoin, J. Margueron, C. Providencia, I. Vidana,

Phys. Rev. C 83, 045810 (2011).
114. R.B. Wiringa, V. Fiks, A. Fabrocini, Phys. Rev. C 38,

1010 (1988).
115. J.M. Lattimer, C.J. Pethick, M. Prakash, P. Haensel,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 66, 2701 (1991).
116. J.M. Lattimer, M. Prakash, Astrophys. J. 550, 426

(2001).
117. J.P. Blaizot, Phys. Rep. 64, 171 (1980).
118. D. Lai, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 270, 611 (1994).
119. A. Reisenegger, P. Goldreich, Astrophys. J. 395, 240

(1992).
120. B.A. Li, C.M. Ko, Nucl. Phys. A 618, 498 (1997).

121. V. Baran, A. Larionov, M. Colonna, M. Di Toro, Nucl.
Phys. A 632, 287 (1998).

122. L. Shi, P. Danielewicz, Euro. Phys. Lett. 49, 34 (2000).
123. H.S. Xu, M.B. Tsang, T.X. Liu et al., Phys. Rev. Lett.

85, 716 (2000).
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