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We show the existence of a lower bound on the volume symmetry energy parameter S0 from unitary gas
considerations. We further demonstrate that values of S0 above this minimum imply upper and lower bounds
on the symmetry energy parameter L describing its lowest-order density dependence. The bounds are found to
be consistent with both recent calculations of the energies of pure neutron matter and constraints from nuclear
experiments. These results are significant because many equations of state in active use for simulations of
nuclear structure, heavy ion collisions, supernovae, neutron star mergers, and neutron star structure violate
these constraints.

The nuclear symmetry energy is one of the decisive in-
gredients in compact star astrophysics as well as in nuclear
physics. It provides the pressure of neutron star matter, which
is nearly pure neutron matter (PNM) near the saturation den-
sity n0 ' 0.16 fm−3, which largely determines neutron star
radii [1] and therefore properties of their crusts, moments of
inertia, tidal polarizabilities and binding energies [2]. The
symmetry energy is also important in calculations of the r-
process [3], supernovae [4], and neutron star mergers [5]. Ter-
restrial experiments measuring nuclear masses, dipole reso-
nances and neutron skin thicknesses can constrain the sym-
metry energy [6], as can experiments using normal and ra-
dioactive nuclear beams [7].

A possible source of additional information is the unitary
gas. Universal behavior emerges for fermions interacting via
pairwise s-wave interactions with an infinite scattering length
(a0) and a vanishing effective range (reff ), i.e. the unitary gas
(see Ref. [8] for an historical review). Since in this case the
average particle distance is the only length scale of the sys-
tem, the ground state energy per particle in the unitary gas
EUG is proportional to the Fermi energy EF, EUG = 3

5 EF ξ,
where ξ is referred to as the Bertsch parameter and has the
experimentally measured value ξ ' 0.37 [9, 10]. PNM at low
densities is considered to be close to the unitary limit since the
s-wave scattering length of the nn system is a0 = −18.9 fm.
This corresponds to (a0kF)

−1 ' −0.03 at n0, where kF =
(3π2n)1/3 is the neutron Fermi momentum, whereas the uni-
tary gas limit is (a0kF)

−1 = 0.
We demonstrate that nuclear symmetry energy parameters

are significantly constrained by the unitary gas energy, based
on the conjecture that EUG provides the lower bound of the
energy per nucleon in PNM (EPNM),

EPNM(n) ≥ EUG(n) . (1)

Justification of the conjecture: For spin-one-half fermions
interacting solely via the s-wave interactions without two-
body bound states (a0 < 0), the unitary limit, a0 → −∞
and reff → 0, indicates the largest attraction. Thus, the uni-
tary gas energy should serve as a lower bound for EPNM at
low densities. At higher densities, however, p and higher par-
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FIG. 1. Unitary gas bound with ξ = 0.37 compared to ab initio cal-
culations of Refs. [12] (Lynn et al.), [11] (Tews et al.), [13] (Hebeler
et al.), [14] (TT), [15] (GCR), [16] (GC), [17] (APR), [18] (FP).

tial wave interactions may spoil this bound. For example, the
average p-wave interaction is very small but attractive.

When comparing the unitary gas with calculations using
only nucleon-nucleon (NN) interactions, one finds that neu-
tron matter behaves approximately as a unitary gas. Softer
NN interactions lead to slightly more attraction compared to
the unitary gas and harder interactions give slightly more re-
pulsion. This may be due to less short-range correlations for
softer interactions. In the NN-only results of Ref. [11], the
maximum difference of the energy from that of the unitary
gas is approximately 2MeV at n0.

In neutron matter, however, recent ab initio calculations
showed the importance of the inclusion of three-body (3N)
forces, which are repulsive in low- to moderate-density neu-
tron matter and increase the neutron-matter energy by several
MeV at n0. In Fig. 1 we show a comparison of the unitary gas
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bound with several ab initio calculations for PNM including
both NN and 3N forces of Refs. [11–18]. Only two calcula-
tions intersect with the unitary gas constraint within their un-
certainty bands and for the softest interactions: a chiral N3LO
calculation [11] and Quantum Monte Carlo N2LO calcula-
tions using chiral forces [12]. For the first this is due to the
behavior of one particular Hamiltonian at intermediate densi-
ties, while for the latter this is due to the use of local regula-
tors, which lead to less repulsion from 3N forces [19].

Thus, empirically one finds EPNM > EUG in ab initio cal-
culations. Although it cannot be proven that the unitary gas is
a lower bound for the neutron matter energy at all densities,
the combination of effective-range effects, small tensor inter-
actions, and repulsive 3N forces in neutron matter strongly
suggests that this conjecture is justified.

Constraint on symmetry energy: At baryon density n =
un0, the unitary gas energy is given as

EUG(u) =
3

5
EF(n) ξ =

3~2k2
F

10mn
ξ = E0

UG u
2/3 , (2)

wheremn is the neutron mass andE0
UG = EUG(u=1). Sym-

metric nuclear matter energy (ESNM) can be expanded as

ESNM(u) =E0 +K (u− 1)2/18 +O[(u− 1)3] , (3)

where E0 ' −16 MeV and K ' 230 MeV are the saturation
energy and incompressibility parameters, respectively. We de-
fine the symmetry energy as S(u) = EPNM(u) − ESNM(u).
The conjecture (1) yields the lower bound SLB(u):

S(u) ≥E0
UGu

2/3 −
[
E0 +

K

18
(u− 1)2

]
≡ SLB(u) . (4)

In Fig. 2, we show the lower bound on S(u) imposed by
the unitary gas using typical values for the nuclear parame-
ters. The shaded area shows the excluded region, inside which
S(u) should not enter. From Eq. (4), it is clear that S0 ≡
S(u= 1) is bounded from below, S0 ≥ E0

UG − E0 ≡ SLB
0 .

At S0 = SLB
0 , the slopes of S(u) and SLB(u) must agree as

shown by the dashed line in Fig. 2, and we thus find

L ≡ 3 dSLB/du
∣∣
u=1

= 2E0
UG ≡ L0 , (5)

These values are independent of K, the most uncertain of the
saturation parameters, and thus appear to be very general.

For a given value of S0 > SLB
0 , L takes the upper (or lower)

bound when S(u) becomes tangent to the region excluded by
SLB(u), as shown by solid lines in Fig. 2. Calculation of the
tangent conditions requires some assumptions about the func-
tional form of S(u).

It is often assumed that the nuclear energy E(u, x), where
x is the proton fraction, can be quadratically interpolated
between ESNM and EPNM, i.e., E(u, x) ' E(u, 1/2) +
S(u)(1 − 2x)2 with no higher order terms. Recent calcu-
lations of neutron-rich matter [20] have, in fact, shown that
this is highly accurate at all densities, for both x ' 1/2 and
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FIG. 2. Unitary gas bound on the symmetry energy, using Eq. (4)
and parameters in Eq. (9). Hatched area shows the excluded region
of S(u). Solid lines show those cases where S(u) becomes tangent
to the boundary.

x � 1/2. Then one can Taylor expand S(u) around u = 1
using the usual symmetry parameters S0, L, and Ksym,

S(u) = S0+
L

3
(u−1)+Ksym

18
(u−1)2+O[(u−1)3]. (6)

This allows Eq. (4) to be expressed as

S0 +
L

3
(u− 1) ≥ E0

UGu
2/3 −

[
E0 +

Kn

18
(u− 1)2

]
, (7)

whereKn = K+Ksym is the incompressibility of PNM. The
condition that both S = SLB and dS/du = dSLB/du at the
tangent density ut leads to the parametric equations

S0 =
E0

UG

3u
1/3
t

(ut + 2) +
Kn

18
(ut − 1)2 − E0,

L =
2E0

UG

u
1/3
t

− Kn

3
(ut − 1). (8)

For every value of ut, one can then determine a point on the
boundary of the excluded region, i.e., S0(L). By expanding
EUG(u) around u = 1 to the second order, we can obtain
an approximate but analytic form of this boundary as S0 =
E0

UG − E0 + (L− 2E0
UG)

2/[2(2E0
UG +Kn)].

The (S0, L) boundary depends on the saturation and uni-
tary gas parameters, n0, E0,K,Ksym and ξ, and becomes
less exclusionary the smaller E0

UG ∝ n
2/3
0 ξ, or the larger

E0 and Kn, are chosen. The experimental values of the
saturation properties are E0 = −15.9 ± 0.4 MeV, n0 =
0.164 ± 0.007 fm−3 [21], and K = 240 ± 20 MeV [22, 23]
or K = 230 ± 40 MeV [24]. In general, Ksym < 0 for re-
alistic relativistic mean field and Skyrme forces, i.e., those
that have been fit to properties of laboratory nuclei. For
example, N3LO chiral EFT calculations [11] yield Kn =
119 ± 101MeV [25]. Therefore, using Kn = K is a conser-
vative choice. The Bertsch parameter for spin-half fermions
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FIG. 3. Unitary gas bound on the symmetry energy parameters
from Eq. (8) using the conservative parameter set from Eq. (9) is
shown as the thick solid curve. The colored region to the left of this
curve is excluded. Filled circles show the points at the tangent den-
sity ut = 1, where (S0, L) = (SLB

0 , L0), and ut = 1/2. Alterna-
tive bounds from variations of parameters are shown as thin solid
(δE0

UG = +1.0 MeV), dotted (δKn = −30 MeV) and dashed
(δE0 = −0.5 MeV) curves. Values for interactions used in tabu-
lated equations of state for astrophysical simulations are shown as
triangles (notation and data from Ref. [4]). We also show values of
other frequently used interactions as open squares (from Ref. [26])
and the inverted triangle (from Ref. [27]). Parameter ranges inferred
from PNM calculations of Refs. [11, 13, 15] are shown as the shaded
regions TKHS, GCR and HS, respectively.

is experimentally measured to be ξ = 0.376 ± 0.004 [9] or
ξ = 0.370± 0.005± 0.008 [10]. Thus we adopt

E0 = −15.5 MeV, n0 = 0.157 fm−3,

K = 270 MeV, Ksym = 0, ξ = 0.365, (9)

as a conservative parameter set. We find E0
UG = 12.64 MeV,

SLB
0 = 28.14 MeV, and L0 = 25.28 MeV.
In Fig. 3, the thick solid curve shows the resulting bound

on S0 and L from the unitary gas constraint. The point where
ut = 1/2 is indicated, where L ' 77 MeV, showing a plau-
sible limit of applicability of Eq. (6); note that this relation
predicts S(0) = S0 − L/3 + Ksym/18 while S(u) should,
in fact, vanish for u → 0. Eq. (8) shows that L = 0 MeV
when ut = 1.265, in which case Eq. (6) is still reliable. This
figure also shows how varying assumptions about the satura-
tion and unitary parameters changes the bound. Note that only
variations in E0, Kn and E0

UG need be considered.
To demonstrate the significance of the unitary gas bound,

we have plotted in Fig. 3 the values of the symmetry en-
ergy parameters used in ten tabularized equations of state fre-
quently used [4] for astrophysical simulations. Note that half

FIG. 4. Unitary gas bounds on symmetry energy parameters com-
pared with experimental constraints taken from Ref. [6, 30]. The
thick black solid curve shows the bound from Eq. (8) and the param-
eter set in Eq. (9). The thick black dashed curve shows the bound
from Eq. (12) and the same parameter set except that Ksym is deter-
mined from Eq. (10) using α = 3 and β = K.

of them violate the bound, which demonstrates the need for
additional equation of state tables that satisfy these minimal
constraints. We also show the results of other commonly used
interactions [26, 27], among which a non-trivial number of
interactions are found to violate the bound.

It is interesting to note that realistic forces, of both non-
relativistic potential and relativistic field theoretical types,
predict a reasonably tight correlation between Ksym and L
that is, approximately, [28, 29]

Ksym ' αL− β, (10)

where α ∼ 3 and β ∼ 270 MeV. The coincidence that β is
close to our upper limit to K implies Kn ' 3L, and allows
the boundary (8) to be expressed as

S0 =
E0

UG

3

1 + 2u2
t

u
4/3
t

− E0 , L =
2E0

UG

u
4/3
t

, (11)

or, eliminating ut, simply as

S0 =
L

6

[
1 + 2

(
2E0

UG

L

)3/2
]
− E0 . (12)
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The two forms for the exclusion boundary are compared in
Fig. 4. We note that the two bounds cross when L = K/3,
and that L ≥ 0 in the latter form.

Comparison with experimental constraints: Experimental
constraints on symmetry energy parameters are reviewed in
Refs. [6] and [7]. They indicate that consistency with mea-
surements of nuclear masses, giant dipole resonances and
dipole polarizabilities, neutron skin thicknesses, isobaric ana-
log states and flows in heavy ion collisions is achieved for 30
MeV ≤ S0 ≤ 32 MeV and 40 MeV ≤ L ≤ 60 MeV (Fig.
4). It is observed that these ranges for S0 and L, which are
compatible with neutron matter calculations (Fig. 3), are also
consistent with conservative unitary gas bounds.

Conclusions: We find new bounds on the symmetry energy
parameters (S0, L) based on the conjecture that the energy of
the unitary gas is less than the energy of pure neutron mat-
ter. This conjecture agrees with ab initio calculation results
of pure neutron matter with NN and 3N forces. Using con-
servative values for the Bertsch parameter ξ, as well as the
saturation properties E0, n0, K and Ksym, we find that sym-
metry energy parameter constraints from various nuclear ex-
periments are consistent with the unitary gas bound. However,
several theoretical interactions in active use for both theoret-
ical calculations of dense matter and for tabulated equations
of state used in astrophysical simulations of supernovae and
neutron star mergers are thereby excluded. Experimental re-
sults from cold atoms having a finite scattering length [31–
33] may eventually give more severe bounds, not only since
(a0kF)

−1 ' −0.03 at n0, but also because ξ → 1 for
(a0kF)

−1 → −∞, i.e., u → 0 (Fig. 1). Experiments imply
increases of 0.03 to ξ at n0 and 1.0 MeV to E0

UG. But p-wave
and 3N interactions could also affect these values. These re-
sults will have important consequences for astrophysical sim-
ulations, as well as for predictions of radii and other structural
properties of neutron stars.
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