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ABSTRACT

We study the nuclear isentropic equation of state for a stellar matter composed of nucleons, hyperons, and ∆-

resonances. We investigate different snapshots of the evolution of a neutron star, from its birth as a lepton-rich

protoneutron star in the aftermath of a supernova explosion to a lepton-poor regime when the star starts cooling to

a catalyzed configuration. We use a relativistic model within the mean-field approximation to describe the hot stellar

matter and adopt density-dependent couplings adjusted by the DDME2 parameterization. We use baryon-meson

couplings for the spin-1/2 baryonic octet and spin-3/2 decuplet determined in a unified manner relying on SU(6) and

SU(3) symmetry arguments. We observe that Λ is the dominant exotic particle in the star at different entropies for

both neutrino-free and neutrino-trapped stellar matter. For a fixed entropy, the inclusion of new particles (hyperons

and/or delta resonances) in the stellar matter decreases the temperature. Also, an increase in entropy per baryon

(1 to 2) with decreasing lepton number density (0.4 to 0.2) leads to an increase in stellar radii and a decrease in its

mass due to neutrino diffusion. In the neutrino transparent matter, the radii decrease from entropy per baryon 2 to

T = 0 without a significant change in stellar mass.

Key words: stars: neutron, protostars

1 INTRODUCTION

The equation of state (EoS) is an essential tool for study-
ing strongly interacting matter and performing astrophysi-
cal simulations of compact objects and has already been ex-
ploited in several forms (Typel et al. 2022; Dutra et al. 2014).
However, the microscopic composition of compact objects is
still an open problem, and its resolution requires an enhanced
understanding of the dense region of the EoS, both to under-
stand current data and also to accommodate new observa-
tional advancements. Notable among emerging events that
require the application of the EoS are multimessenger obser-
vations of binary neutron star mergers, isolated X-ray pulsars,
and radio pulsars. The major constraints imposed on the EoS
to study these objects include β-equilibrium, charge neutral-
ity, and lepton number conservation – see Baym et al. (2018);
Menezes (2021) for recent reviews and references therein.
A hot and dense proto-neutron star (PNS) is a neutrino-

rich object formed during a core-collapse supernova explo-
sion or in a binary neutron star merger. The PNS evolves
through several processes, including heat transfer, neutrino
diffusion, deleptonization, and entropy gradients. When the
star emits enough radiation, its mass decreases and its tem-
perature drops to a point where matter becomes neutrino
transparent and continues cooling till it catalyzes into a cold
neutron star (Glendenning 2012). The neutrino signature at
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the later stages of the evolution is determined by micro-
scopic properties such as the EoS and its composition, neu-
trino opacity, and other microphysical properties that impact
neutrino diffusion and finite entropy systems (Sedrakian &
Harutyunyan 2022; Roberts et al. 2012; Prakash et al. 1997;
Janka et al. 2007). The study of gravitational collapse and
supernova explosions are essential astrophysical events due
to their rich physics and diversity. For instance, the process
involves all four known fundamental forces of nature, making
it an ideal laboratory for physics on different lengths and time
scales and a testbed for new phenomena. The process starts
in a strong gravitational field. Neutrino emission and delep-
tonization are weak interaction properties, the thermody-
namic properties are governed by electrodynamics and strong
interactions, while the change in the composition of the stel-
lar gas is governed by nuclear and weak interactions (Camelio
et al. 2017; Fischer et al. 2010; Pons et al. 1999; Camelio et al.
2016).

In this study, we analyze the temperature profile and mass-
radius diagram of the isotropic, static, spherically symmetric
hot star containing the spin-1/2 baryon octet and the non-
strange JP = 3/2+ decuplet. We investigate the behavior
of the EoS and the particle abundances in the evolution of
a newly born PNS until it catalyzes. Several studies of cold
neutron stars have been carried out within the framework of
relativistic models within a mean-field approximation taking
into account all of the spin-1/2 octet and/or ∆-resonances
using various meson-baryon coupling formalism at zero tem-
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perature (Marquez et al. 2022; Schürhoff et al. 2010; Drago
et al. 2014a; Li et al. 2018; Raduta 2021; Li & Sedrakian
2019; Ribes et al. 2019; Zhu et al. 2016). Studies on PNS
at finite temperature and fixed entropy considering heavy
baryons have also been done in Sedrakian & Harutyunyan
(2022); Malfatti et al. (2019). At the same time, hadron-quark
phase PNS is also studied in Shao (2011) under fixed entropy
conditions. In this work, we aim to give an overview of a neu-
tron star’s evolution, from its birth as a lepton-rich proto-
neutron star in the aftermath of a supernova explosion to its
final stages, when the star cools to a catalyzed configuration.
Different non-nucleonic degrees of freedom are considered

to be present in neutron star matter, depending on the
model adopted. In most of the contemporary literature, the
nucleons and hyperons (the entire spin-1/2 baryon octet)
are taken as the standard constituents of such objects, in-
cluding the baryons of the spin-3/2 decuplet (especially ∆-
resonances) proving also to be relevant in the latest years.
The presence of hyperons and ∆-resonances in the neutron
star matter composition generally softens the EoS, lowering
the maximum mass of the star below the expected threshold
of ∼ 2M⊙ (Antoniadis et al. 2013). The recent measurement
of the massive pulsar PSR J0740+6620 by NICER (Cromar-
tie et al. 2019; Fonseca et al. 2021) of M = 2.072+0.067

−0.066 M⊙
and R = 12.39+1.30

−0.98 km, at a confidence interval of 68%
(Riley et al. 2021), gives a well-defined mass-radius win-
dow that must be reached by the NS description. As the
RMF model parameters are fitted to reproduce nuclear mat-
ter observables, these astrophysical observations can be ad-
dressed mainly by adjusting the baryon-meson couplings of
the non-nucleonic constituents of the stellar matter (Weis-
senborn et al. 2012; Miyatsu et al. 2013; Lopes & Menezes
2014; Lopes et al. 2023).
In this study, we use baryon-meson couplings recently de-

termined using group theory in Lopes et al. (2022), to study
the evolution of a PNS from its birth when S/nB = 1 with
trapped neutrinos, neutrino diffusion stage S/nB = 2 few sec-
onds of its birth, neutrino transparent stage for S/nB = 2,
and finally to the formation of a cold neutron star at T = 0.
The work is organized as follows: In Sec. 2 we present the

details of the relativistic model in the mean-field approxima-
tion and the required conditions necessary for thermodynam-
ics applications. The section is divided into two subsections;
in Sec. 2.1 we present the details of the equations of state and
in Sec. 2.2 we present the necessary equilibrium conditions for
supernova physics. The results and analyses are contained in
Sec. 3, where we discuss the particle abundances, the EoS,
the temperature profiles, and the mass-radius diagrams. The
final findings are in Sec. 4, where we summarize all the stages
of the star’s evolution.

2 NEUTRON STAR MATTER AT FINITE ENTROPY

2.1 Equation of State

The Lagrangian of the relativistic model in the mean field
approximation used to describe the hadronic interactions is
given by

LRMF = LH + L∆ + Lmesons + Lleptons, (1)

meson(i) mi(MeV) ai bi ci di giN (n0)

σ 550.1238 1.3881 1.0943 1.7057 0.4421 10.5396

ω 783 1.3892 0.9240 1.4620 0.4775 13.0189
ρ 763 0.5647 — — — 7.3672

Table 1. DDME2 parameters.

where the Dirac-type Lagrangian for the JP = 1/2+ baryon
octet is given by

LH =
∑
b∈H

ψ̄b

[
iγµ∂µ − γ0(gωbω0 + gϕbϕ0 + gρbI3bρ03

)
−

(
mb − gσbσ0

)]
ψb, (2)

and the Rarita-Schwinger–type Lagrangian for the JP =
3/2+ particles of baryon decuplet is given by

L∆ =
∑
d∈∆

ψ̄dν

[
γµi∂µ − γ0 (gωdω0 + gρdI3dρ03)

− (md − gσdσ0)
]
ψdν . (3)

We stress that spin-3/2 baryons are described by the Rarita-
Schwinger Lagrangian density and that their vector-valued
spinor has additional components when compared to the four
components in the spin-1/2 Dirac spinors. However, as shown
in de Paoli et al. (2013), spin-3/2 equations of motion can be
written compactly as the spin-1/2 ones in the RMF regime.
The mesonic part of the Lagrangian is given by

Lmesons = −1

2
m2

σσ
2
0 +

1

2
m2

ωω
2
0 +

1

2
m2

ϕϕ
2
0 +

1

2
m2

ρρ
2
03, (4)

where the interaction mediators are the scalar meson σ, the
vector mesons ω and ϕ (which carries hidden strangeness),
both isoscalars and the isovector-vector meson ρ⃗. The sub-
script ’0’ here indicates that the field equations are calculated
in the mean field approximation. Finally, the free leptons are
described by the Dirac Lagrangian

Lleptons =
∑
L

ψ̄L (iγµ∂µ −mL)ψL (5)

where the summation runs over all leptons considered in
each stage of the star evolution. For cold stellar matter,
the index L runs over electron and muons L ∈ (e, µ) and
their corresponding antiparticles with a degeneracy factor of
γL = 2JL + 1 = 2, with JL the total angular momentum
of the leptons. For a finite temperature and in the case of
fixed entropy and lepton number density, we consider only
the electron and its neutrino, since muons only become rel-
evant after the star becomes neutrino-free (Malfatti et al.
2019). In this case, we consider the left-handed electron neu-
trino in the Standard Model with a degeneracy of γL = 1 for
a complete study.

We use the density-dependent parametrization known as
DDME2 (Lalazissis et al. 2005), where the meson couplings
are adjusted by the expression

gib(nB) = gib(n0)ai
1 + bi(η + di)

2

1 + ci(η + di)2
, (6)

for i = σ, ω, ϕ and

gρb(nB) = gib(n0) exp
[
−aρ

(
η − 1

)]
, (7)
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b χωb χσb χρb χϕb

Λ 0.714 0.650 0 -0.808
Σ0 1 0.735 0 -0.404

Σ−, Σ+ 1 0.735 0.5 -0.404

Ξ−, Ξ0 0.571 0.476 0 -0.606
∆−, ∆0, ∆+, ∆++ 1.285 1.283 1 0

Table 2. The ratio of the baryon coupling to the corresponding
nucleon coupling for hyperons and ∆s.

for i = ρ, with η = nB/n0. The model parameters are fit-
ted from experimental constraints of nuclear matter at or
around the saturation density, namely the binding energy,
compressibility modulus, symmetry energy, and its slope, and
are shown in Table 1, considering the associated bulk prop-
erties of nuclear matter at saturation n0 = 0.152 fm−3 as of
being B/A = −16.4 MeV, K0 = 251.9 MeV, J = 32.3 MeV,
and L = 51.3 MeV, which are in good agreement with current
constraints (Dutra et al. 2014; Lalazissis et al. 2005; Reed
et al. 2021; Lattimer 2023).
The fitting of the model-free parameters is made consider-

ing the pure nucleonic matter, and to determine the meson
couplings to hyperons and deltas we define the ratio of the
baryon coupling to the nucleon one as χib = gib/giN . One way
to extend the model parameterization to other baryonic de-
grees of freedom is to use flavor SU(3) symmetry arguments
to fix the values of the couplings, a procedure well adopted
in the literature as it gets rid of the huge arbitrariness of
the previously used recipes (c.f. Stancu 1997). On the other
hand, Lopes et al. (2022) calculated the baryon-meson vec-
tor coupling constants of the spin-1/2 baryonic octet, and for
the first time, calculated that of the spin-3/2 decuplet, in a
model-independent way, using the potentials UΛ = −28 MeV,
UΣ = 30 MeV, UΞ = −4 MeV, and U∆ ≈ −98 MeV to fix
the scalar couplings. The values of χib are shown in Tab. 2
and are equivalent for the choice of αV = 0.5 in the free pa-
rameter of the baryon-meson coupling scheme. Please note
that some of the χρb parameters are different from the ones
reported in Lopes et al. (2022) because the model presented
in Lopes et al. (2022) does not involve the isospin projections
in the Lagrangian terms unlike the one under consideration
here.
From the Lagrangian, thermodynamic quantities can be

calculated. The density of a baryons b is given by

nb = γb

∫
d3k

(2π)3
[fb+ − fb−] (8)

where γb = 2Jb + 1 = 2 is the spin degeneracy factor for the
baryon octet, with J the total angular momentum. Moreover,
f(k) is the Fermi–Dirac distribution function

fb±(k) =
1

1 + exp[(Eb ∓ µ∗
b)/T ]

with energy Eb =
√
k2 +m∗

b
2. Interchanging b ↔ d the de-

generacy factor of the ∆-resonances becomes γd = 2Jd+1 = 4
and Ed =

√
k2 +m∗

d
2. The effective chemical potentials read

µ∗
b,d = µb,d − gωb,dω0 − gρb,dI3b,dρ03 − gϕbϕ0 − Σr, (9)

where Σr is the rearrangement term due to the density-

dependent couplings

Σr =
∑
b

[
∂gωb

∂nb
ω0nb +

∂gρb
∂nb

ρ03I3bnb +
∂gϕb
∂nb

ϕ0nb

− ∂gσb

∂nb
σ0n

s
b + b↔ d

]
. (10)

The effective masses are

m∗
b = mb − gσbσ0, m∗

d = md − gσdσ0, (11)

and the scalar density

ns
b = γb

∫
d3k

(2π)3
m∗

b

Eb
[fb+ + fb−] . (12)

We obtain equivalent expressions above for the ∆-resonances
by replacing b with d. The mesonic mean-field approximation
yields

m2
σσ0 =

∑
b

gσbn
s
b +

∑
d

gσdn
s
d, (13)

m2
ωω0 =

∑
b

gωbnb +
∑
d

gωdnd, (14)

m2
ϕϕ0 =

∑
b

gϕbnb, (15)

m2
ρρ03 =

∑
b

gρbnbI3b +
∑
d

gρdndI3d. (16)

The baryon energy and pressure are given by

εB = εb + εm + εd + εL (17)

PB = Pb + Pm + Pd + PL + Pr (18)

with the baryonic contributions

εb = γb

∫
d3k

(2π)3
Eb [fb+ + fb−] , (19)

Pb = γb

∫
d3k

(2π)3
k

Eb
[fb+ + fb−] , (20)

and the meson contributions

εm =
m2

σ

2
σ2
0 +

m2
ω

2
ω2
0 +

m2
ϕ

2
ϕ2
0 +

m2
ρ

2
ρ203, (21)

Pm = −m
2
σ

2
σ2
0 +

m2
ω

2
ω2
0 +

m2
ϕ

2
ϕ2
0 +

m2
ρ

2
ρ203. (22)

The expressions for Pd and εd are similar to (17) and (18)
with the replacement of b with d. The pressure further re-
ceives a correction from the rearrangement term to guaran-
tee thermodynamic consistency and energy-momentum con-
servation (Typel & Wolter 1999; Fuchs et al. 1995)

Pr = nBΣ
r. (23)

The free Fermi gas contribution of the leptons are accounted
for in ελ and Pλ.

From these quantities, we can finally calculate the baryon-
free energy density FB = εB − TsB , and the entropy density

sB =
εB + PB −

∑
b µbnb −

∑
d µdnd

T
. (24)
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2.2 The Equilibrium Conditions

We implement numerical codes to solve the equations of mo-
tion for the meson fields, scalar, and baryon densities, and
temperature profile by fixing S/nB and YL,e towards the
study of PNSs. Here, YL,e = (ne + nνe)/nB , where ne and
nνe are the electron and electron neutrino number densities
respectively. A newly born PNS contains trapped neutrinos,
so it is standard to consider the electron and the muon lepton
numbers as fixed. In our calculations in the neutrino-trapped
regime, we fix the electron lepton number YL,e = Ye + Yνe

and ignore the contribution of the muon and muon neutrino
YL,µ = Yµ+Yνµ = (nµ+nνµ)/nB ≈ 0 in accordance with su-
pernova physics (Malfatti et al. 2019), with nµ and nνµ being
the muon and muon neutrino number densities respectively.
We consider different values of S/nB for different YL,e in ac-
cordance with the various stages of PNS evolution (Nakazato
et al. 2022; Raduta et al. 2020): for the newly born neutron
star (at t = 0 s) we consider S/nB = 1 and YL,e = 0.4, but a
few seconds (∼ 0.5−1.0 s) after the star is born it starts heat-
ing, so the entropy increases (1 < S/nB < 3) and the lepton
number concentration decreases, thus we consider S/nB = 2
and YL,e = 0.2 at this stage. Further discussions on fixed en-
tropy calculations can be found in Raduta (2021). The star
gets maximally heated and becomes neutrino-free (Yνe = 0)
with S/nB = 2, and finally, it shrinks to a catalyzed cold
neutron star at T = 0, (Steiner et al. 2000; Shao 2011; Reddy
et al. 1998). For the neutrino-free region, we consider both
electrons and muons in the calculation. A snapshot of each
stage is discussed in detail below in Fig. 1.

We consider the matter to be in β-equilibrium during all
the stages, and use the following relations for the chemical
potentials:

µΛ = µΣ0 = µΞ0 = µ∆0 = µn = µB , (25)

µΣ− = µΞ− = µ∆− = µB − µQ, (26)

µΣ+ = µ∆+ = µp = µB + µQ, (27)

µ∆++ = µB + 2µQ, (28)

with µB the baryon chemical potential and µQ = µp−µn the
charged chemical potential.

In the neutrino-trapped region, the charge chemical poten-
tial can be expressed in terms of the lepton and neutrino
chemical potentials as

µQ = µνl − µl, (29)

where l is a lepton i.e., either electron e or muon µ and µνl is
the neutrino chemical potential. In the neutrino transparent
region, the chemical potential of the neutrinos vanishes and
the lepton chemical potential is related to the charge chemical
potential as

µQ = −µl. (30)

Also, lepton number densities are conserved, YL,l = Yl + Yνl

in the neutrino-trapped matter. The system is charge neutral,
so baryon and lepton charges must cancel out

np+nΣ+ + 2n∆++ + n∆+

− (nΣ− + nΞ− + nΞ− + n∆−) = ne + nµ.
(31)

3 RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

In Fig. 1 we present the results for particle composition of nu-
cleonic (N), hyperonic (H), and ∆-resonances (∆) admixed
hypernuclear matter in PNS core during its evolution till it
catalyzes into a neutron star. The quantity Yi is the parti-
cle fraction which can be expressed explicitly as Yi = ni/nB ,
where i represents the different particles in the system. In
the upper panels from left to right, we observe that the
ratio of proton fraction (Yp) to the neutron fraction (Yn),
Yp/Yn, decreases across the panels. However, the asymmetry
(δ) between proton and neutron in the system is given by
δ = (nn − np)/n, with n = nn + np, while nn and np are
neutron and proton number densities respectively. Therefore,
a decrease in Yp/Yn results in larger values of δ making the
system even more asymmetric across the panels from left to
right. This is also true for the neutrino-free regime in the
lower panels from left to right. Comparing the particle frac-
tions for the evolution of the star in the neutrino-trapped
matter; we observe two main effects, the abundance of the
neutrinos affects the Yp/Yn, and the appearance of particles
at low baryon densities. Trapped neutrinos delay the appear-
ance of heavy baryons in general, at low densities, and further
delay the appearance of strange matter constituents to higher
densities. Comparing the upper panels (ambient condition
of core birth at various stages) and the lower panels (am-
bient conditions after deleptonization at various stages) we
observe that neutrino-trapping increases proton and electron
concentration in the stellar matter. At S/nB = 1, YL,e = 0.4,
the ∆-resonances start appearing at densities equivalent to
the saturation density, firstly the ∆−, and then the ∆0, be-
fore the appearance of the first particle with strangeness,
the Λ. Subsequently, heavy baryons start appearing at rela-
tively low densities during deleptonization: at densities lower
than the saturation density. When S/nB = 2, YL,e = 0.2
the baryonic composition of the star up to nB ∼ 2n0 is
∆−, ∆0, Λ, Σ−, Σ0 and Ξ−. We can infer that during the
early stages of PNS evolution, the stellar matter is mostly
composed of non-strange baryons while strange matter con-
stituents are found at higher densities, towards the center of
the star.

Additionally, in the neutrino-free phase of the star’s evolu-
tion, the bottom panels from left to right, the strange matter
population at densities lower than 2n0 decreases as the star
cools down. The heavy baryon content of the stellar matter at
nB ∼ 2n0, when it cools down to T = 0, is ∆−. The Λ appears
slightly further from 2n0, and the Ξ− appears around 3n0. In
sum, the strange matter constituents are suppressed to higher
densities when the entropy in the core is low (Prakash et al.
2001). In general, the threshold density for the emergence of
the hyperons decreases with increasing entropy and decreas-
ing lepton number density. This implies higher temperatures
favor the appearance of the hyperons at low densities since an
increase in entropy is accompanied by an increase in temper-
ature — see Fig. 3. In the bottom panel with S/nB = 2, the
star is lepton-poor but still hot, indeed, the star is expected
to reach its maximum temperature when S/nB = 2, Yνe = 0
before it starts cooling. This can be seen in Fig. 3 below. The
star then continues cooling until it forms a cold neutron star
at T = 0.

In Fig. 2 we present the results for the EoS of hot star mat-
ter at various stages of evolution for N , H, and ∆-resonances

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2023)
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Figure 1. The figures show the particle fraction (Yi) as a function of baryon density at various stages of PNS evolution. The upper panels

show the results for the neutrino-trapped region; the first panel from the left S/nB = 1, YL,e = 0.4 shows when the star was born, and

the second panel S/nB = 2, YL,e = 0.2 shows when the star starts deleptonization following neutrino diffusion. The lower panels show
the neutrino-free regime of the star; the first panel S/nB = 2, Yνe = 0 shows a maximally heated star and the right panel T = 0 shows

the stage where a cold neutron star is born.

admixed hypernuclear matter in β-equilibrium at a fixed en-
tropy. We show the results for the pressure P as a function
of the total energy density ε. The figure in the top panel rep-
resents the EoS for neutrino-trapped matter and the bottom
panel represents neutrino-free matter. The EoS for N , NH,
and NH∆ hypernuclear matter becomes stiffer with decreas-
ing YL,e (0 ≤ YL,e ≤ 0.4) and S/nB (1 ≤ S/nB ≤ 2).This
behavior is accompanied by a decrease in Yp/Yn as the pri-
mary attribute which makes the system more asymmetric
thereby increasing the symmetry energy. The inclusion of
hyperons to hypernuclear matter generally softens the EoS
while the ∆-resonances soften the EoS at low to intermedi-
ate densities and stiffen it at higher densities. This obser-
vation is well established in zero temperature studies of neu-
tron stars (Schürhoff et al. 2010; Drago et al. 2014b; Cai et al.
2015; Ribes et al. 2019; Sahoo et al. 2018). We see from Fig. 1
that the presence of a large electron neutrino fraction delays
the appearance of the hyperons to higher densities while the
low electron content at higher entropies enhances the appear-
ance of the heavy baryons at low densities. The appearance of
heavy baryons at low densities significantly softens the EoS,

both for neutrino-free and neutrino-trapped stellar matter,
which is a well-known result also related to the hyperon puz-
zle (Menezes 2021)

In Fig. 3, we present the results for temperature as a func-
tion of baryon density for hot hypernuclear matter composed
of nucleons, nucleons, and hyperons, and nucleons, hyperons
and ∆-resonances. The diagram in the upper panel is the
temperature profile in neutrino-trapped hot star for different
S/nB and YL,e while the lower panel represents the temper-
ature profile for neutrino transparent matter for S/nB = 2.

Generally, the changes in the slope of the figures are
attributed to the appearance of heavy baryons. For pure
nucleonic matter, the temperature increases steadily with
baryon density. When hyperons and ∆-resonances are intro-
duced into the hypernuclear matter they decrease the tem-
perature significantly, and we start seeing a departure from
the N, NH, and NH∆ curves at baryon densities between
n0, and 2n0. It is worth mentioning that introducing ad-
ditional particles into the system increases its entropy per
baryon, which is accounted for by the temperature drop in
the system. Thus, the temperature profile for nucleon-only

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2023)
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Figure 2. We present the EoS composed of N , NH, and NH∆ at

various stages of PNS evolution. The upper panel shows the EoS for
neutrino-trapped matter for different S/nB and YL,e, and the lower

panel shows the EoS for the neutrino-free region for S/nB = 2 and

T = 0.

stellar matter is higher than that of the nucleon plus hy-
peron admixture which is, in turn, higher than nucleon plus
hyperon plus ∆- resonances admixture. This observation is
in agreement with the discussions in Oertel et al. (2016);
Raduta et al. (2020) which argue that the entropy of a hy-
pernuclear system increases with the number of constituent
particles. In that regard, in a system with fixed entropy, an
increase in constituent particles leads to an increase in the
specific heat of the system which favors a temperature de-
crease. That notwithstanding, it has been argued in Mayle
et al. (1993) that the introduction of negatively charged par-
ticles into hypernuclear matter other than electrons reduces
the net electron number density, releasing electron degener-
acy energy and resulting in a high-temperature supernova
core.
Comparing the temperature profiles to the particle abun-

dances, we observe that the temperature profile for N and
NH∆ start departing from each other at a density in which
the first ∆-resonance baryon, i.e. when ∆− appears in the
matter for each system. Likewise, the temperature profile for
NH departs from N at a density in which the first strange
particle appears in the matter, mostly, the Λ-particle. More-
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Figure 3. The figures show the temperature profiles in a PNS at

different stages of its evolution. The upper panel shows the temper-
ature profiles of the neutrino-trapped region and the lower panel

shows the temperature profiles of the neutrino-free region of the

evolution.

over, hyperons and ∆-resonances appear at relatively lower
densities for higher entropy, S/nB = 2 matter as in Fig. 1,
this reflects in the temperature profiles as well. The charac-
teristics of the temperature profile are attributed to the ap-
pearance of new particles introducing new degrees of freedom
and altering the specific heat of the system which is compen-
sated by the change in temperature to keep the entropy fixed
— see Sedrakian & Harutyunyan (2022); Raduta et al. (2020)
for more discussion.

In Fig. 4 we show the results of the gravitational mass of
stars as a function of their radii at different stages of their evo-
lution for baryonic matter composed of N, NH, andNH∆.
The onset of new degrees of freedom is distinctively repre-
sented by different curves with different slopes. The top panel
shows the regime in which the neutrinos are trapped inside
the star at different S/nB and YL,e while the bottom panel
shows the results for neutrino transparent region of the star
for S/nB = 2 and T = 0. Generally, the presence of hyper-
ons and ∆s are expected to reduce the maximum mass of
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S/nB ; YL,e Matter content Mmax/M⊙ R/km

1; 0.4

N

NH
NH∆

2.44

2.32
2.32

12.34

12.41
12.41

2; 0.2
N
NH

NH∆

2.49
2.29

2.29

12.83
12.59

12.56

2; Yνe = 0

N

NH

NH∆

2.49

2.24

2.24

12.87

12.51

12.41

T = 0

N

NH
NH∆

2.48

2.26
2.26

12.03

11.96
11.91

Table 3. Maximum masses (Mmax) and radii (R) of stellar matter
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Figure 4.Gravitational massM of a PNS as a function of radii R for
non-rotating spherically-symmetric stars. The top panel shows the

results for neutrino-trapped β-equilibrated star matter at different
stages of the star’s evolution with different S/nB and YL,e. The

bottom panel shows a neutrino-transparent star for S/nB = 2 and

T = 0.

the star, preventing it from reaching the maximum observ-
able mass (Antoniadis et al. 2013; Demorest et al. 2010). One
way of dealing with this problem is through a consistent def-
inition of the baryon-meson coupling. That notwithstanding,
the model under investigation is compatible with the 2M⊙
constraint. We observe from Tab. 3 and the figures that the
radius of the star increase with increasing S/nB and decreas-

ing YL,e. This is because at higher entropies the star gets
heated and expands and its mass also reduces due to neu-
trino diffusion.

Aside from the discussions above, we employ different
couplings and carry out the study at fixed lepton number
density and entropy. This makes our results for S/nB =
1, and 2 different from cold β-equilibrated neutron stars.
As can be observed in Fig. 4, the mass-radius diagrams for
hot non-rotating spherically symmetric neutron stars, the
intermediate-masses, and the maximum masses presented in
Table. 3 have radii relatively large for both neutrino-trapped
and neutrino-transparent matter compared to a cold neutron
star. This is attributed to the hot nature of the stars under
study in those stages.

4 CONCLUSIONS

We investigated the presence of exotic baryon contents in
neutron stars from birth through a supernova explosion until
it catalyzes to form a cold neutron star. A relativistic model
within a mean-field approximation was used for this work.
The snapshots of the particle abundances at various stages
of the star evolution are presented in Fig. 1. We examined
the EoS for N , NH, and NH∆ mater and observed that
NH and NH∆, soften the EoS, as is well known, and the
results are presented in Fig. 2. The temperature profiles dur-
ing the evolution of the star were also studied. The inclusion
of new particles, such as the hyperons, reduces the temper-
ature below the nucleon-only stellar matter and the further
addition of ∆-resonances to nucleon plus hyperons further de-
creases the temperature of the stellar matter. Consequently,
the presence of hyperons and ∆-resonances increases the spe-
cific heat, leading to a decrease in the temperature gradient.
The mass-radius diagram was also studied and the results
are presented in Fig. 4. The evolution stages of the star are
summarized below:

• First stage: S/nB = 1, YL,e = 0.4, this is a neutrino-
trapped regime at the early stages of the evolution. Here, the
heavy baryons appear at densities greater than the saturation
density, nB > n0. The particle content up to nB ∼ 2n0 is
in the order ∆−, ∆0, and Λ. The temperature profile of the
stellar matter at this stage is relatively less than the neutrino
diffusion stage and it has a relatively stiffer EoS and smaller
radii.

• Second stage: S/nB = 2, YL,e = 0.2, this is the delep-
tonization stage where the star gets heated and expands due
to neutrino diffusion. The temperature profile at this stage is
higher than in the first stage and the EoS softens with rela-
tively high star radii. At this stage, the heavy baryons shift
more towards lower baryon densities (less than the saturation
density), and the order of particle appearance up to nB ∼ 2n0

are ∆−, ∆0, Λ, Σ−, Σ0, and Ξ−. Thus, the neutrino abun-
dance suppresses the appearance of the heavy baryons and
delays the strange matter particles to higher baryon densi-
ties, comparing this and the first stage.

• Third stage: S/nB = 2, Yνe = 0, here the star is maxi-
mally heated, neutrino-transparent, and cooling through the
emission of pairs of neutrinos. The temperature of the stel-
lar matter here is higher than in the two stages described
above, with softer EoS and higher radii. The heavy parti-
cles are shifted towards lower baryon densities, in the order

MNRAS 000, 1–9 (2023)
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∆−, ∆0, Λ, Σ−, Σ0, Ξ−, Ξ0 and Σ+, almost all the par-
ticles appear before or at nB = 2n0. Here, more strange
matter constituents appear at lower densities compared with
the previous stage.

• Final stage: T = 0, at this stage the star is neutrino-
transparent and in a catalyzed configuration The star shrinks
with stiffer EoS and smaller radii. The heavy baryons shift
towards higher baryon densities, nB > n0. The heavy baryon
content of the stellar matter up to nB ∼ 2n0 is ∆−. We have
one heavy baryon appearing at this density range, at this
stage, with it being non-strange. Comparing the three stages
above, the heavy baryons shift gradually towards higher den-
sities as the star cools.

The results qualitatively agree with the ones in references
Raduta et al. (2020); Sedrakian & Harutyunyan (2022); Mal-
fatti et al. (2019); Sedrakian & Harutyunyan (2021); Pons
et al. (1999) in terms of Λ being the most abundant heavy
baryon, the softening and hardening of the EoS, the temper-
ature profile of the stellar matter, and the hierarchy of the
mass-radius diagram. The evolution stages of the PNS, its
structure, and compositions are also discussed in Ref. Prakash
et al. (1997). We observed that the presence of higher temper-
atures inside the star favors the appearance of heavy baryons
at lower baryon densities and vice versa. We can draw a re-
lation between the entropy increase and the softening of the
EoS because the appearance of heavy baryons at lower den-
sities means a softer EoS. On average, the most abundant
heavy baryons in the star at all the stages of its evolution are;
the Λ0, which constitutes more than 18% of the matter con-
tent followed by ∆− which constitutes about 10%, followed
by Ξ− (the ∆0 surpasses it only at the first stage) which
constitutes about 7% of the matter content before the next
∆-resonance (∆0) forming about 4% of the matter content.
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