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A B S T R A C T
Previous studies have claimed that there exist correlations among certain nuclear saturation parameters
and neutron star observables, such as the slope of the symmetry energy and the radius of a 1.4𝑀⊙neutron star. However, it is not clear whether such correlations are physical or spurious, as they are
not observed universally for all equation of state models. In this work, we probe the role of vector
self-interaction within the framework of the Relativistic Mean Field model and its role in governing
the observable stellar properties and their correlations with nuclear parameters. We confirm that the
effect of this term is not only to control the high density properties of the equation of state but also
in governing such correlations. We also impose a limit on the maximum strength of the vector self-
interaction using recent astrophysical data.

1. Introduction
Neutron stars (NSs) are compact remnants of stellar

evolution, that allow us to study extreme matter physics that
is beyond the reach of terrestrial experiments. While nuclear
experiments give us information about the nuclear interac-
tion close to nuclear saturation density (𝜌0 ∼ 1017 kg/m3),
densities in the core of a neutron star can reach much higher
values. Heavy-ion collision experiments in particle acceler-
ators can reach densities up to several times 𝜌0, but both
heavy-ion and nuclear experiments probe approximately
symmetric nuclear matter (equal number of neutrons and
protons) while neutron stars are highly isospin-asymmetric.
This introduces uncertainties due to the extrapolation of
our current knowledge of nuclear interactions to unknown
territories of high densities and asymmetries [1, 2] .

A recent breakthrough in this field has been achieved by
multi-messenger astrophysical observations of NSs. While
these compact objects have been observed for many decades
at multiple frequencies across the electromagnetic spectrum
using ground- and space-based facilities, a new method
to directly probe its interior has emerged with the recent
direct detection of gravitational waves by the LIGO-Virgo
Collaboration [3, 4]. In particular, the detection of GWs
from the binary NS merger GW170817 and its counterparts
in electromagnetic observations have led to the verification
of many theoretical conjectures related to these systems as
well as major implications for the study of the equation
of state (EoS) of dense matter [3, 5]. Using this wealth
of astrophysical data, it is possible to derive a number of
global stellar quantities, such as their mass, radius, or tidal
deformation, all of which depend on the NS EoS.
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The EoS relates the underlying nuclear interactions to the
global properties of the NS. There are two main approaches
to describing the nuclear EoS [6]; the first is microscopic
or ab-initio while the other includes phenomenological (ef-
fective theories where parameters are fitted to reproduce the
saturation properties of nuclear matter and/or the properties
of finite nuclei) interactions of Skyrme [7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12],
Gogny type [13, 14, 15, 16, 17] and those of the relativistic
approach [18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24]. In this work, we
employ the Relativistic Mean Field (RMF) model, which
is a relativistic effective field theoretical model successfully
applied to a wide range of nuclei and nuclear matter [25, 26,
27, 28, 29, 30].

Previous studies in the literature have shown that there
may exist correlations among certain nuclear saturation
parameters and neutron star observables, such as the slope of
the symmetry energy and the radius of a 1.4𝑀⊙ neutron star
[31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38]. However, such correlations
are not observed for some other EoS models [26, 28, 29,
39, 40, 41, 42], it is not clear whether these are physical
or spurious. In this work, we particularly probe the vector
self-interaction within the framework of the RMF model
and its role in governing the observable stellar properties
(mass, radius, tidal deformability) and their correlations with
nuclear parameters.

The outline of the paper is as follows: in Section 2, we
describe the methodology of the microscopic EoS and the
global structure of the NS. In Section 3, we provide the
results of our investigation. Finally, in Section 4, we discuss
the implications of the results of this study. In this work, we
adopt the natural unit system with ℏ = 𝑐 = 𝐺 = 1.

2. Formalism
As mentioned in Section 1, different theoretical models

have been developed in order to describe the behavior of
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nuclear matter at high densities. In Relativistic Mean Field
(RMF) models, the strong force between nucleons is medi-
ated by the exchange of mesons. It is a phenomenological
model in which each particle feels the potential of other par-
ticles, and this framework of mean-field approximation uses
the expectation values removing all quantum fluctuations of
the meson fields. In this study, for the EoS we consider RMF
models with certain nonlinear meson self-couplings.

Consequently, the RMF model parameter set is obtained
by simultaneously fitting the isoscalar couplings to satura-
tion nuclear properties and nucleon effective mass while
allowing for variations of the isovector parameters so as to
reproduce the symmetry energy and its slope within reason-
able theoretical and experimental limits. For this investiga-
tion, we follow Hornick et al. [26], which allows for variation
of the parameter space within the current uncertainties in
nuclear empirical observables. The resultant parameter set,
including the ranges of saturation number density 𝑛0, energy
per particle 𝐸𝑠𝑎𝑡, the incompressibility coefficient 𝐾𝑠𝑎𝑡, the
effective mass of nucleon 𝑚∗∕𝑚𝑁 , symmetry energy 𝐽𝑠𝑦𝑚and slope of symmetry energy 𝐿 is represented in Table 1.
2.1. Microscopic EoS model

Equation of state plays a vital role in relating nuclear
matter and properties of the NS. For this investigation,
we adopt the relativistic mean field (RMF) model to de-
scribe the 𝛽−equilibrated and charge-neutral hadronic mat-
ter. The NS core is assumed to be composed of nucle-
ons (neutrons and protons) and leptons (electrons 𝑒− and
muons 𝜇−). In RMF theory, the Lagrangian density de-
scribes the interaction between baryons through the ex-
change of mesons: the scalar-isoscalar (𝜎), vector-isoscalar
(𝜔), vector-isovector (𝜌) mesons as given in Eq. (1). In addi-
tion, the Lagrangian density takes into account the scalar and
vector self-interactions, while also including contributions
from possible mixed interactions between the mesons up to
quartic order.
 =

∑

𝑁
�̄�𝑁 (𝑖𝛾𝜇𝜕𝜇 − 𝑚 + 𝑔𝜎𝜎 − 𝑔𝜔𝐵𝛾𝜇𝜔𝜇 −
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�̄�𝑙(𝑖𝛾𝜇𝜕𝜇 − 𝑚𝑙)𝜓𝑙 , (1)

where Ψ𝑁 is the Dirac field of the nucleons 𝑁 , 𝜓𝑙 is the
Dirac field for leptons, while 𝛾𝜇 and 𝜏 are the Dirac and Pauli
matrices respectively. 𝜎, 𝜔, 𝜌 denote the meson fields, with
isoscalar coupling constants 𝑔𝜎 , 𝑔𝜔, isovector coupling 𝑔𝜌and mixed 𝜔 − 𝜌 coupling Λ𝜔. 𝑏 and 𝑐 represent the scalar
meson self interaction, while the coupling 𝜁 represents the
quartic vector self-interaction. The vacuum nucleon mass is
𝑚while𝑚𝑙 denotes lepton masses. The field tensors 𝜔𝜇𝜈 and

⃗𝜌𝜇𝜈 are defined as:
𝜔𝜇𝜈 = 𝜕𝜇𝜔𝜈 − 𝜕𝜈𝜔𝜇 ,

𝜌𝜇𝜈 = 𝜕𝜇𝜌𝜈 − 𝜕𝜈𝜌𝜇 .

From the above Lagrangian density, the equations of
motion for the nucleons and mesons can be obtained in the
mean-field limit. The energy density can be derived from the
energy-momentum tensor as,

𝜀 =
∑

𝑁
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The pressure can be obtained from the energy density 𝜀

via the Gibbs-Duhem relation,
𝑃 =

∑

𝑁
𝜇𝑁𝑛𝑁 − 𝜀 (3)

where the chemical potential of nucleons is given by

𝜇𝑁 =
√

𝑘2𝐹𝑁 + 𝑚∗2 + 𝑔𝜔𝜔 +
𝑔𝜌
2
𝜏3𝑁𝜌 .

Mesonic equations of motion as evaluated by using
Euler-Lagrange equations,

𝑚2
𝜎𝜎 =

∑

𝐵
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𝜔𝜌

2𝜔 (5)

𝑚2
𝜌𝜌 =

∑

𝐵 𝑔𝜌𝐼3𝐵𝑛𝐵 − 2Λ𝜔𝑔2𝜌𝑔
2
𝜔𝜔

2𝜌 (6)
where 𝑛𝑠𝐵 and 𝑛𝐵 are scalar and vector baryon densities

respectively.
The isoscalar set of couplings 𝑔𝜎 , 𝑔𝜔, 𝑏 and 𝑐 are deter-

mined by fixing the saturation density 𝑛0, binding energy per
nucleon 𝐸𝑠𝑎𝑡, the incompressibility coefficient 𝐾𝑠𝑎𝑡 and the
effective nucleon mass 𝑚∗ = 𝑚 − 𝑔𝜎𝜎 at saturation. On the
other hand, isovector couplings 𝑔𝜌 and Λ𝜔 are determined as
a function of the symmetry energy 𝐽𝑠𝑦𝑚 and the slope of the
symmetry energy at saturation 𝐿. However, the parameter
𝜁 is fixed such that the EoS should be able to reproduce
the maximum observed neutron star mass. In many works,
the vector self-interaction is either ignored [26, 28, 29, 42]
or they are fixed to constant value [25, 43] by choosing
a particular EoS model. In this work, we will consider the
variation of all nuclear saturation parameters along with
𝜁 , and the ranges for each of the variables are provided
in Table 1. As the change of the crust EoS does not affect
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Table 1
Chosen parameter set used in this study. Masses of mesons are set to 𝑚𝜎 = 550 MeV, 𝑚𝜔 = 783 MeV, 𝑚𝜌 = 770 MeV and nucleon
mass is fixed to 𝑚𝑁 = 939 MeV.

Model 𝑛0 (fm−3) 𝐸𝑠𝑎𝑡 (MeV) 𝐾𝑠𝑎𝑡 (MeV) 𝐽𝑠𝑦𝑚 (MeV) 𝐿 (MeV) 𝑚∗∕𝑚𝑁 𝜁
Hornick et al. [26] 0.150 -16.0 240 32 60 0.65 0.00

Variation [0.14, 0.17] [-16.5, -15.5] [200, 300] [28, 34] [40, 70] [0.55, 0.75] [0.00, 0.1]

the NS bulk properties significantly [1], we fix the crust EoS
to that of [44] and stitch the core EoS such that the EoS
is thermodynamic stable (𝑑𝑝∕𝑑𝜖 > 0) and also satisfies the
causality requirements (i.e, the in-medium sound speed is
less than the speed of light).
2.2. Macroscopic NS properties

Given an EoS, one can calculate the mass-radius (M-
R) relationship of non-rotating NSs using the Tolman-
Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations of hydrostatic equi-
librium

𝑑𝑚(𝑟)
𝑑𝑟

= 4𝜋𝜖(𝑟)𝑟2,

𝑑𝑝(𝑟)
𝑑𝑟

= −
[𝑝(𝑟) + 𝜖(𝑟)][𝑚(𝑟) + 4𝜋𝑟3𝑝(𝑟)]

𝑟(𝑟 − 2𝑚(𝑟))
. (7)

For a given EoS (pressure-density relation), stable stellar
configurations are obtained by integrating TOV Eqs (7)
from the center to the surface of the star with the proper
boundary condition that the pressure vanishes at the surface,
i.e, 𝑝(𝑅) = 0 to obtain the radius 𝑅 and the enclosed mass
within 𝑅 presents the NS mass 𝑀 = 𝑚(𝑅).

In an NS merger, coalescing binary NSs get deformed
due to highly distorted space-time surrounding them (acts
as an external tidal field) and this is measured as tidal
deformability. The tidal deformability depends upon the NS
composition and can be used to constrain the NS EoS. One
can derive important information about the structure of NSs
from the tidal deformability which is given as a function
of radius 𝑅 and tidal love number 𝑘2 in Eq. (8). The love
number 𝑘2 can be obtained by solving an additional set of
differential equations along with the TOV equations [45].

𝜆 = 2
3
𝑘2𝑅

5 (8)
The dimensionless tidal deformability is defined as,

Λ̄ = 2
3
𝑘2𝐶

−5 (9)
where 𝐶 is the compactness i.e., the ratio of mass and radius
𝐶 =𝑀∕𝑅.

3. Results
3.1. Preliminary studies

Before a systematic investigation of the impact of 𝜁 ,
we perform a preliminary study where we fix other nuclear

saturation parameters to the parameter set for Hornick et
al. [26] as given in Table 1 and vary the values of 𝜁 . Modified
coupling constants, as well as the corresponding changes
in the properties of a canonical 1.4𝑀⊙ NS obtained for
increasing 𝜁 , are tabulated in Table 2. As expected from
previous works [46, 47], the EoS softens with increasing
contribution of the vector self-interaction 𝜁 and hence re-
duces the maximum mass that can be supported by the
EoS. We further investigate the behavior of meson fields as
a function of density with different vector self-interaction
strength and display the behavior of 𝜎, 𝜔 and 𝜌 meson fields
in Figures 1a to 1c respectively. Additionally, we display the
variation of electron fraction (𝑌𝑒, see Eq. (12) for definition)
of the NS matter with different EoS models in Figure 1d. It
was discussed in earlier works [46, 47], that the vector meson
field 𝑉 = 𝑔𝜔𝜔 is related to the baryon density 𝑛𝑏 through
the relation (10). From Figure 1b, we observe that the linear
behavior of omega meson field with baryon density (𝑛𝑏) at
𝜁 = 0 changes to the relation given in Eq.(10) for finite
non zero 𝜁 values [47], i.e., a finite 𝜁 leads to an effective
medium dependence of the 𝜔 mass [48].

𝑉

(

𝑚2
𝜔

𝑔2𝜔
+
𝜁
6
𝑉 2

)

= 𝑛𝑏 . (10)

For the case 𝜁 = 0, it reduces to

𝑉 =
𝑔2𝜔
𝑚2
𝜔
𝑛𝑏 (11)

The electron fraction ‘𝑌𝑒’ is defined as,
𝑌𝑒 = 𝑛𝑒∕𝑛𝑏 (12)

where 𝑛𝑒 is the electron number density and 𝑛𝑏 is the baryon
number density.

The EoS, mass-radius relations and tidal deformability
corresponding to the nuclear parameter set and different
values of 𝜁 given in Table 2 are displayed in Figures 2a to 2c
respectively. The low density behavior of nuclear matter
is (0.5 ≤ 𝑛𝑏∕𝑛0 ≤ 1.5) constrained by the properties of
the pure neutron matter (PNM) resulting from recent chiral
effective field theory (𝜒EFT) [49]. To impose the 𝜒EFT
constraints, we check whether or not the binding energy
of the PNM matter at each density lies within the limiting
values resulting from [49]. The EoS model satisfies the
astrophysical constraints, if it satisfies the following, (1) the
model is able to produce a stable 2𝑀⊙ NS (2) the reduced
tidal deformability (Λ̃ [5]) for the binary companion of
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Table 2
Coupling constants, radius and tidal deformability of a 1.4𝑀⊙ neutron star (NS) (𝑅1.4𝑀⊙

and Λ̄1.4𝑀⊙
) and the maximum possible

NS mass for different 𝜁 values are tabulated. Other nuclear saturation parameters are fixed to the values given for Hornick et al.
in Table 1.

Model 𝜁 𝑔𝜎 𝑔𝜔 𝑔𝜌 𝑏 𝑐 Λ𝜔 𝑅1.4𝑀⊙
Λ̄1.4𝑀⊙

𝑀max Astro 𝜒EFT
(km) (𝑀⊙)

PCSB0 0 10.429 11.774 10.273 0.003084 -0.003682 0.027841 13.487 707.904 2.53 ✓ ✓

PCSB1 0.01 10.488 11.928 10.357 0.002694 -0.002280 0.028508 13.262 623.650 2.19 ✓ ✓

PCSB2 0.02 10.548 12.088 10.443 0.002308 -0.000886 0.029175 13.051 553.791 2.02 ✓ ✓

PCSB3 0.03 10.611 12.254 10.531 0.001927 0.000499 0.029842 12.852 494.164 1.89 X ✓

PCSB4 0.04 10.675 12.427 10.620 0.001550 0.001875 0.030509 12.524 442.134 1.81 X ✓

PCSB5 0.05 10.742 12.608 10.714 0.001178 0.003242 0.031176 12.476 397.598 1.74 X ✓

GW170817 is ≤ 800 [50, 5] (this can be loosely imple-
mented using Λ̄1.4𝑀⊙

≤ 800) and (3) the EoS model should
also produce the radii within the maximum limit resulting
for electromagnetic observations at a different region of NS
masses resulting from NICER measurements [51, 52]. For
a given EoS model, in Table 2 we provide a check mark
(cross mark) if the model satisfies (does not satisfy) the astro-
physical and 𝜒EFT constraint. The models listed in Table 2
all satisfy the 𝜒EFT constraints. At such low density 𝜁 has
no significant impact on the meson fields (see, Figure 1 ) or
on the PNM properties (see Figure 9a in Appendix) [25,
46, 53]. However, increasing 𝜁 from 0.03, the EoS models
fail to produce the maximum 2𝑀⊙ NS. This implies that,
although the impact of the vector self-interaction at low
density is insignificant, 𝜁 controls the high-density behavior
of dense matter, and therefore astrophysical constraints at
high density can be used to constrain its maximum value (in
fact in Section 3.3 we will see that 𝜁 should be ≤ 0.033 to
satisfy the astrophysical constraints).

EoS tables for different parameterized models tabulated
in Table 2 are provided in a public GitHub repository 1 and
can be used for future works.
3.2. Correlation studies

We investigate the correlations among the nuclear satu-
ration parameters themselves as well as with NS properties.
Astrophysical observations come with uncertainties in their
observed values. To consider the effect of uncertainties of
astrophysical observations, we assign a statistical weighting
factor (𝑊 ) to each parameter set. Assuming a Gaussian
likelihood, the statistical weight for a parameter set {P} can
be defined as [54, 55],

𝑊{P} = 𝑤[{P}] exp
(

−𝜒2
{P}∕2

)

, (13)
where the weighted sum of squared deviation for a

parameter set {P} can be defined as

𝜒2
{P} =

∑

𝑖

(𝑂𝑖 − 𝐶𝑖[{P}])2

𝜎2𝑖
. (14)

For astrophysical observations, we consider the observed
mean (𝑂) and standard deviation (𝜎) corresponding to

1https://github.com/bikramp-hub/PCSB_EoSs

mass measurement of PSR J0740+6620 [56] (2.072+0.067−0.066)
and the tidal deformability of a 1.4𝑀⊙ NS resulting from
GW170817 [50] (190+390−120). 𝐶[{P}] is the calculated value
obtained for a parameter set {P}. To a parameter set {P},
we assign the weight independently corresponding to each
astrophysical observation and then multiply them to get total
weight (i.e, 𝑊{P} = 𝑊{P}, PSR × 𝑊{P}, Λ̄1.4M⊙

). For EoSs
with maximum mass ≥ 2.072, we assign 𝑊{P}, PSR = 1.
The window function 𝑤[{P}] in Eq. (13) is defined such
that, it has a value 1 for a parameter set {P}, if it satisfies
the necessary conditions like the causality ( i.e, the speed
of sound in the NS interior < speed of light ), stability (
the pressure is a monotonic function of density) and the
EoS must able to produce a stable 2𝑀⊙ NS (additionally
we have also implemented that the tidal deformability of a
canonical 1.4𝑀⊙ is within the upper limit (800) resulting
from GW170817 [5].) . The weighted Pearson’s correlation
coefficient between two variables ‘𝑋’ and ‘𝑌 ’ in presence
of weight vector 𝑊 (corr(𝑋, 𝑌 ;𝑊 )) can be defined as,

corr(X,Y;W) =
cov(X,Y;W)

√

cov(X,X;W) cov(Y,Y;W)
(15)

where cov(𝑋, 𝑌 ;𝑊 ) is the covariance between two vari-
ables 𝑋 and 𝑌 and defined as,

cov(X,Y;W) =
∑

iWi[Xi −M(X;W)][Yi −M(Y;W)]
∑

iWi
(16)

where 𝑀(𝑋;𝑊 ) is the weighted mean of variable 𝑋
(

𝑖.𝑒,𝑀(𝑋;𝑊 ) =
∑

𝑖𝑊𝑖 𝑋𝑖
∑

𝑖𝑊𝑖

)

.

3.2.1. Constant 𝜁 RMF models and correlations
We investigate the impact of 𝜁 on the correlations among

the nuclear saturation parameters and global NS properties
for different constant 𝜁 values. We consider 𝜁 ∈ [0, 0.03],
as higher values of 𝜁 give maximum masses below the
highest observed 2𝑀⊙ (see Table 2).The area spanned in the
energy density and pressure plane corresponding to different
constant 𝜁 models subject to astrophysical constraints are
displayed in Figure 3a and the corresponding mass-radius
relation is presented in Figure 3b . From Figure 3, one
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Figure 1: Mean meson field strengths of neutron star matter as a function of baryon number density with different 𝜁 values, (a)
for isoscalar 𝜎 meson,(b) for isoscalar-vector 𝜔 meson and (c) for isovector 𝜌 meson. (d) Shows the variation of the electron
fraction 𝑌𝑒 in the NS core as a function of baryon number density for different 𝜁 values.

can conclude that with increasing the values of 𝜁 , the range
of EoSs as well as the spread in the 𝑀 − 𝑅 relation in
the vicinity of 𝑀 ∼ 2𝑀⊙ becomes narrower. This is
expected, as with increasing 𝜁 the range of the parameter
sets producing maximum stable NS mass higher than 2𝑀⊙becomes smaller.

Correlation matrices corresponding to different 𝜁 values
are displayed in Figure 4. We have tabulated coefficients of
important correlations between nuclear saturation parame-
ters and NS global observables in Table 3 to investigate how
they are affected by the choices of different 𝜁 values. From
the correlation matrices presented in Figures 4a to 4d (also
from Table 3), one can conclude the following:

1. As expected from Eq. (9), NS radius (𝑅) shows strong
correlation with Λ̄. The NS properties of 1.4𝑀⊙ and
2𝑀⊙ show strong correlations among themselves as
well as with the NS maximum mass (𝑀max).

2. The correlation among symmetric nuclear energy 𝐿
and 𝑅1.4𝑀⊙

increases with increasing 𝜁 and it reaches
a moderate value of 0.60 at 𝜁 = 0.03.

3. 𝑀max correlation with𝑚∗ decreases with increasing 𝜁
(from 0.93 to 0.49).

4. The correlation between 𝑚∗ and both 𝑅1.4𝑀⊙
and

𝑅2𝑀⊙
decreases with increasing 𝜁 (see Table 3). Sim-

ilarly, the correlation of 𝑚∗ with Λ̄ decrease with
increasing 𝜁 for both 1.4𝑀⊙ (from 0.69 to 0.14) and
for massive 2𝑀⊙ NS (from 0.86 to 0.37).

5. We also notice a moderate correlation between𝑅1.4𝑀⊙and 𝑛0 increasing 𝜁 from 0 to 0.03.

We also check how the obtained posteriors for nuclear
and NS parameters are affected by changing self vector inter-
action strength. The joint posterior distributions of nuclear
parameters and NS properties for 𝜁 ∈ [0, 0.03] are displayed
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Figure 2: (a) Equations of state with different 𝜁 values. (b)
Mass-radius relations and (c) dimensionless tidal deformability
(Λ̄) are displayed as a function of stellar mass corresponding
to EoSs displayed in Figure 2a.

in Figure 5, from which the impact of vector self-interaction
strength can be concluded as follows:

1. In the absence of 𝜁 , higher 𝑚∗ values are more
favourable (see the distribution of 𝑚∗ for 𝜁 = 0 in
Figure 5). This is expected, as at 𝜁 = 0 the Λ̄1.4𝑀⊙constraint from GW170817 plays an important role
(2𝑀⊙ constraint is mostly satisfied), favoring soft
EoSs and higher effective masses corresponding to
lower tidal deformability values. For 𝜁 = 0.01, 0.02,
the EoSs being already softened due to the appearance
of 𝜁 , higher 𝑚∗ (softer EoSs) become incompatible
with the 2𝑀⊙ constraints. Now the combined effect
of GW170817 and maximum NS observed mass make

the distribution of 𝑚∗ to peak at 0.66𝑚𝑁 and 0.61𝑚𝑁for 𝜁 = 0.01 and 0.02, respectively. Further increasing
𝜁 to 0.03, the EoS models with 𝑚∗ > 0.6𝑚𝑁 fail to
produce a 2𝑀⊙ NS and the distribution of 𝑚∗ shifts
towards the lower 𝑚∗ values, i.e, 0.56𝑚𝑁 ≤ 𝑚∗ ≤
0.6𝑚𝑁 .

2. The maximum stable NS mass (𝑀max) that can be
explained by EoS models with 𝜁 = 0 is ∼ 2.70𝑀⊙,
whereas, with finite 𝜁 models with constant values
of 𝜁 = 0.01, 0.02 and 0.03, the RMF models can
support stable NSs with a maximum mass 𝑀max ∼
2.4𝑀⊙, 2.15𝑀⊙ and 2.05𝑀⊙ respectively. In Fig-
ure 5, the distribution of 𝑀max for 𝜁 = 0.03 is too
narrow to be visible, this can be understood using the
𝑀 − 𝑅 plane displayed in Figure 3b for 𝜁 = 0.03.

3. At higher 𝜁 values, where lower 𝑚∗ values become
more probable, the allowed range (mainly the lower
value) of the slope of symmetry energy (𝐿) shifts
to higher value and the lower 𝐿 values become less
favored. This generally happens due to the unphysical
behavior of EoSs (unstable regions due to the appear-
ance of negative pressures) at lower 𝑚∗ and lower 𝐿
values, and any such parameter set showing unphysi-
cal behavior is not considered for further analysis (also
the window function present in Eq. (13) becomes
zero). This finding is consistent with the results re-
ported in [26]. For 𝜁 = 0.03 we find a strict bound
on the lower limit of 𝐿 ∼ 48 MeV, i.e., 𝐿 should be
≥ 48 MeV. We also notice an upper bound on 𝑛0 ∼
0.160 fm−3 at 𝜁 = 0.03. The increasing correlation
at a higher 𝜁 value at 0.03 can be understood from
Fig.3: the spread in the EoS appears at a lower density
regime (1-2.5 𝑛0) while at high density the maximum
mass constraint narrows down the EoS as well as the
mass-radius range. With increasing 𝜁 , the width of the
sample distribution of NS observables becomes more
constrained.

4. The distribution of NS properties for both canonical
1.4𝑀⊙ and massive 2𝑀⊙ becomes more constrained
with increasing 𝜁 values ( see Figure 5 and Figure 3b
also). The peak of distribution of 𝑅1.4𝑀⊙

and Λ̄1.4𝑀⊙shifts towards higher values with increasing 𝜁 , while,
for massive 2𝑀⊙ NSs the peak of distribution of
𝑅2𝑀⊙

and Λ̄2𝑀⊙
moves towards lower values.

3.3. Maximum neutron star mass and 𝜔-meson
self interaction strength (𝜁 )

Figure 2 shows that the introduction of 𝜔-meson self-
interaction efficiently softens the high-density behaviour of
the EoS. The maximum NS mass that can be supported by
an EoS primarily depends on the stiffness (or softness) of
the EoS, which is affected by the high-density property of
matter. Any correct theoretical EoS model should be able to
explain the highest observed neutron star mass (≥ 2𝑀⊙). By
applying the maximum mass constraint resulting from the
observed massive pulsar, one can limit the allowed range
for 𝜁 . Other physical constraints considered in different
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Figure 3: (a) Range of EoSs with different constant 𝜁 models (other saturation parameters are varied uniformly) and (b)
corresponding mass-radius relations. Horizontal bands correspond to masses 𝑀 = 2.072+0.067−0.066𝑀⊙ of PSR J0740+6620 [56] and
𝑀 = 2.01+0.04−0.04𝑀⊙ of PSR J0348+0432 [57]. The mass-radius estimates of the two companion neutron stars in the merger event
GW170817 [50] are shown by the shaded area labeled with GW170817 M1 (M2).

Table 3
Variation of correlation coefficients with different fixed 𝜁 models.

𝜁 𝐿-𝑅1.4𝑀⊙
𝐿-𝑅2𝑀⊙

𝑚∗-𝑀𝑚𝑎𝑥 𝑚∗-𝑅1.4𝑀⊙
𝑚∗-Λ̄1.4𝑀⊙

𝑚∗-𝑅2𝑀⊙
𝑚∗-Λ̄2𝑀⊙

0.00 0.3 0.04 0.93 0.54 0.69 0.78 0.86
0.01 0.42 0.15 0.91 0.43 0.60 0.77 0.84
0.02 0.44 0.19 0.78 0.13 0.30 0.59 0.67
0.03 0.60 0.08 0.49 0.19 0.14 0.27 0.37

works include the constraints following chiral effective field
theory (𝜒EFT), which describes the behavior of low-density
nuclear matter (0.5-1.4𝑛0) [58, 59, 60, 28, 29, 61, 62]. At
such low densities, the nuclear matter is insensitive to 𝜁
[47]. Moreover, we note that the behavior of meson fields
in the regime of (0.5𝑛0-1.4𝑛0) is relatively independent of 𝜁
(Figure 1). This scenario allows 𝜁 to be constrained solely
by applying the maximum observed mass constraint.

The model parameters in the framework of the RMF
model are fixed to nucleon saturation parameters and subject
to measurement uncertainties. In addition to considering the
random uniform prior distribution for the nuclear saturation
parameters in the threshold range of the range parame-
ters Table 1, we now assume a uniform prior for 𝜁 ∈
[0, 0.1]. Based on the maximum observed mass constraints,
we are able to put a maximum limit on 𝜁 close to 0.033
(i.e., 𝜁 ≤ 0.033. Also see Figure 6a). Additionally, we
display the distribution of 𝑅1.4𝑀⊙

in Figure 6b. Our EoSs
are compatible with the upper limit of tidal deformability
obtained from the analysis of GW170817 [5]. Based on
previous studies, it has been shown that the nucleon effective
mass controls the stiffness of EoS in the absence of 𝜁 and has
shown a notable correlation with the NS maximum mass.

After including the self vector interaction, the favorable
value for nucleonic effective mass and correlation will be
altered. A discussion on how a fixed vector self-interaction
strength impacts other saturation parameters and their cor-
relation with NS properties is presented in Section 3.2.
Using the statistical weighting factor for EoS parameters
corresponding to the maximum observed pulsar mass PSR
J0740+6620 and the tidal deformability constraint from the
BNS event GW170817, the correlation matrix is displayed in
Figure 7 and the posterior distributions for some saturation
parameters and the NS properties of a canonical 1.4𝑀⊙and 2𝑀⊙ are presented in Figure 8. Comparing the cor-
relation matrix 7 and posterior distributions Figure 8 with
the correlation matrix ( 4a) and posterior distribution ( 5)
corresponding to EoS models with 𝜁 = 0, one can conclude
the following:

• The strong correlation of 𝑚∗ with 𝑀max at 𝜁 = 0
becomes poor and drops to 0.24 after considering
the variation of 𝜁 . This correlation is much lower
compared to the minimum correlation among 𝑚∗ and
𝑀max (0.49) for 𝜁 = 0.03 constant EoS models. The
decreasing correlation due to the appearance of 𝜁 can

B. K. Pradhan,D. Chatterjee, R. Gandhi, J. Schaffner-Bielich: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 7 of 15



Vector self-interaction and Neutron Star properties

(a) 𝜁 = 0 (b) 𝜁 = 0.01

(c) 𝜁 = 0.02 (d) 𝜁 = 0.03

Figure 4: Correlation matrices showing correlation among nuclear saturation parameters themselves as well as with NS properties.
(a) Models with 𝜁 = 0, (b) for 𝜁 = 0.01, (c) for 𝜁 = 0.02 and (d) for 𝜁 = 0.03.

be understood as 𝜁 also plays a vital role in controlling
the high-density behavior of NS EoS.

• 𝜁 shows a moderate correlation with 𝑚∗ (0.59) as well
as with 𝑀max (0.57). We do not notice any significant
correlation of 𝜁 with other saturation parameters or
with any other NS properties.

• Comparing with 𝜁 = 0 EoS models, the correlation
of 𝑚∗ with properties of a 1.4𝑀⊙ NS do not change
significantly. However, the strong correlation of 𝑚∗

with NS properties of a 2𝑀⊙ at 𝜁 = 0, drops to
moderate (0.58 for 𝑅2𝑀⊙

and 0.56 for Λ̄2𝑀⊙
) by

allowing the variation of 𝜁 ∈ [0, 0.1].

• 𝐿 shows a poor correlation with 𝑅1.4𝑀⊙
(0.36). We

notice a moderate correlation of 0.54 among 𝑛0 and
𝑅1.4𝑀⊙

.
• Looking at the distribution of 𝑚∗ from Figure 8 with
𝜁 ∈ [0, 0.1] the favoured value of𝑚∗ peaks ∼ 0.65𝑚𝑁compared to the 𝑚∗ distribution in Figure 5 for 𝜁 = 0
where higher 𝑚∗ values are more favourable. From
the distribution of 𝜁 values, it is evident that lower 𝜁
values are more favored as they can produce a large
maximum mass above the observed maximum mass
constraints.

• Imposing the astrophysical constraints, we found the
upper limit on 𝜁 to be ∼ 0.033.
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Figure 5: Joint posterior distribution of saturation parameters and NS properties of a canonical 1.4𝑀⊙ NS and a massive 2𝑀⊙
NS. Different distributions corresponding to different constant 𝜁 EoS models are shown with different colors.

4. Implications
In this work, we investigated the importance of vector

self-interaction term 𝜁 within the RMF model framework
in determining the NS observable properties such as mass,
radius, and tidal deformability. For this, we first investigated
the effect of this non-linear term on the global properties of a
fixed nuclear parametrization. We verified that the maximum
NS mass decreases with increasing 𝜁 . This is in accordance
with the understanding that the 𝜔-meson self-interaction

results in softening of the EoS at high-density [46, 47],
which explains the fact why this term was not included in
many recent studies employing the RMF model in order
to maintain compatibility with a high maximum mass of 2
M⊙. For different parametrizations, variation of the effective
nucleon mass 𝑚∗∕𝑚𝑁 and the vector self-interaction 𝜁
permit a modification of the high-density component of the
EoS. We further investigated the behavior of the meson fields
as a function of density for different 𝜁 . We found that the
vector 𝜔 meson field behavior, changes from 𝜔 ∝ 𝑛 for
𝜁 = 0 to 𝜔 ∝ 𝑛1∕3 at large densities for 𝜁 ≠ 0, which
is in accordance with the findings of [46, 47]. A similar
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(a) (b)
Figure 6: (a) Distribution of 𝜁 and the maximum mass (𝑀max). The horizontal black line corresponds to the maximum 2𝑀⊙
constraint, while the vertical black line corresponds to the maximum limiting value of 𝜁 after applying the 2𝑀⊙ constraint. (b)
Distribution of 𝜁 and the radius of a canonical NS (𝑅1.4𝑀⊙

).

Figure 7: Correlation matrix showing correlations among
nuclear saturation parameters themselves as well as with NS
properties. The saturation parameters are varied in the range
given in ‘variation’ row of Table 1.

behavior is seen in the 𝜌 field (symmetry energy) in pure
neutron matter.

We then performed a Bayesian analysis, by initially vary-
ing the nuclear empirical parameters within their present
uncertainties and investigated possible correlations among
the parameters and NS observables for different constant

values of 𝜁 . With increasing 𝜁 , the width of the sample
distribution of NS observables becomes more constrained.
We found that the correlation between the slope of the
symmetry energy 𝐿 and the radius 𝑅1.4𝑀⊙

increases as 𝜁
goes from 0 to higher non-zero values, and we notice a
maximum correlation of 0.6 for 𝜁 = 0.03. These results can
be compared with Hornick et. al. [26] where 𝜁 = 0 and
there is negligible dependence of the slope parameter on the
radius, as the 𝜌 field decreases with the density as 𝜌 ∝ 1∕𝑛
for 𝜁 = 0. The correlation of 𝑚∗ with NS observables
also decreases with increasing 𝜁 . For constant 𝜁 models,
we found that the favored range for 𝑚∗ shifts from higher
to lower values on increasing 𝜁 from 0 to 0.03. At higher 𝜁
values, as lower 𝑚∗ becomes more probable, lower 𝐿 values
become less favored. For 𝜁 = 0.03 constant RMF model, we
find a lower bound on 𝐿 nearly 48 MeV and an upper bound
on 𝑛0 ∼ 0.160 fm−3.

In order to set a maximum possible value of the vector
self-interaction strength, we vary 𝜁 within a uniform prior
[0,0.1] in the Bayesian analysis, along other saturation
parameters within the range given in Table 1. On demanding
compatibility with astrophysical observations, we found that
the maximum value of the vector self-interaction cannot
exceed 0.033. This therefore also sets the maximum depen-
dence of the correlation of 𝐿 with 𝑅1.4𝑀⊙

(∼ 0.60) at 𝜁 =
0.03. The maximum restricted value of 𝜁 ∼ 0.033 explains
our consideration of 𝜁 = 0.03 as the maximum value in
the systematic investigation explained in Section 3.2.1. For
the statistically weighted study including the variation of 𝜁 ,
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Figure 8: Joint posterior distribution of saturation parameters and NS properties of a canonical 1.4𝑀⊙ NS and a massive 2𝑀⊙
NS. Prior for 𝜁 is set to be a uniform distribution.

the correlation of 𝑚∗ with maximum mass 𝑀max drops to
a low value in contrast, while for constant 𝜁 RMF mod-
els we observed a decreasing correlation between 𝑚∗ and
𝑀max with increasing 𝜁 . The vector self-interaction strength
shows a moderate correlation with 𝑚∗ and 𝑀max, and no
significant correlations with other nuclear or NS parameters.
Interestingly, for models with varying 𝜁 , 𝑚∗ only shows
moderate correlations with NS properties compared with
strong correlations with NS properties at fixed 𝜁 models. The
correlation among symmetry energy 𝐿 and 𝑅1.4𝑀⊙

do not
change significantly and remains ∼ 0.36 after considering
the variation of vector self-interaction strength compared to

models ignoring the vector self-interaction (though fixing
the vector self-interaction strength near its maximum value
at 𝜁 = 0.03 predicts a high correlation of 0.6 among 𝐿 and
𝑅1.4𝑀⊙

).
The results of this investigation are relevant and timely,

as currently, many works are probing possible correla-
tions between nuclear empirical parameters and NS multi-
messenger properties, such as that between the slope of the
symmetry energy and the radius of a canonical NS. This
study shows that vector self-interaction plays an important
role not only in controlling the high-density properties of

B. K. Pradhan,D. Chatterjee, R. Gandhi, J. Schaffner-Bielich: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 11 of 15



Vector self-interaction and Neutron Star properties

the nuclear EoS, but also in governing such relations. This
explains why a strong correlation is found in certain cases,
while a weak correlation is found in others: the correlations
depend on the applied ansatz for vector self-interaction. The
maximum strength of the vector self-interaction obtained
from state-of-the-art NS observational data also sets an
upper limit to the strength of such a correlation.
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A. Imposing 𝜒EFT constraint
As discussed in the Section 3.1, 𝜁 does not significantly

impact the nuclear matter properties in the density regime
0.5𝑛0 ≤ 𝑛𝑏 ≤ 1.5𝑛0 where 𝜒EFT plays a crucial role
constraining the nuclear parameters. In Ghosh et al. [28],
it is shown that after imposing the 𝜒EFT constraint along
with the astrophysical conditions for RMF models without
considering the vector self-interaction (𝜁 = 0), some corre-
lations among the nuclear parameters change significantly.
The detailed analysis with the implication of astrophysical
and 𝜒EFT constraints for 𝜁 = 0 RMF model is done in
[28]. Here we will discuss the impact of 𝜒EFT constraint
considering the RMF model with allowing the variation of
𝜁 ∈ [0, 0.1] along with the variation of other saturation
parameters from Table 1. We use the data of binding energy
of the PNM matter reported in [49] to calculate the weight
for a parameter set {𝑃 } as discussed in Section 3.2. The
correlation matrix on applying the 𝜒EFT constraints on
top of astrophysical constraints is displayed in Figure 9b.
Comparing the correlation matrices Figure 7 and Figure 9b,
one can conclude that after imposing the 𝜒EFT constraint,
the correlation among the symmetry energy (𝐽 ) and slope
of symmetry energy (𝐿) becomes strong (0.72) compared
to the negligible correlation of 0.02 due to imposition of
the astrophysical constraint only. We also notice a strong
correlation of 0.75 among 𝑛0 and 𝐽 after imposing the 𝜒EFT
constraint. These findings are consistent with [28] (see Fig.
7 therein). We do not see any significant change in the
correlations of nuclear saturation parameters with the NS
observables after the implication of 𝜒EFT constraints.
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Figure 9: (a) Binding energy E/A of selective EoS model from Table 1 for pure neutron matter (PNM) as a function of baryon
density 𝑛𝑏 along with the chiral effective field theory (𝜒EFT) data [49]. (b)Correlation matrix after considering 𝜒EFT constraints
along with astrophysical constraints. The RMF model includes the vector self interaction and the uncertainty range for parameters
are set from Table 1.
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