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We investigate how vector and isovector interactions can be determined within the density regime of neutron
stars, while fulfilling nuclear and astrophysics constrains. We make use of the Chiral Mean Field (CMF) model,
a SU(3) nonlinear realization of the sigma model within the mean-field approximation, for the first time within
a Bayesian analysis framework. We show that neutron-matter χEFT constraints at low density are only satisfied
if the vector-isovector mixed interaction term is included, e.g., a ω2ρ2 term. We also show the behavior of the
model with respect to the conformal limit. We demonstrate that the CMF model is able to predict a value for the
parameter dc related to the trace anomaly and its derivative takes values below 0.2 above four times saturation
density within a hadronic model that does not include a phase transition to deconfined matter. We compare these
effects with results from other (non-chiral) Relativistic Mean Field models to assess how different approaches
to incorporating the same physical constraints affect predictions of neutron-star properties and dense matter
equations of state. We also include data from the gravitation wave event GW230529 detected by the LIGO-
Virgo-Kagra collaboration and the most recent radius measurement of PSR J0437-4715 from the NASA NICER
mission. Our analysis reveals that this new NICER measurement leads to an average reduction of approximately
∼ 0.15 km radius in the posterior of the neutron-star mass-radius relationship.

Introduction- Neutron stars, which are remnants of super-
nova explosions, serve as celestial markers that shed light
on the boundaries of physical principles [1]. These objects,
known for their extremely high density, ∼ 4-5 times nuclear
saturation density, provide a natural setting for investigating
the fundamental characteristics of matter in extreme environ-
ments [2, 3]. The equation of state (EoS) of neutron-star mat-
ter, crucial for unraveling the enigmas surrounding these cos-
mic entities, explains the relationships among their physical
attributes such as density, pressure, and temperature. Theoret-
ical modeling of EoS plays a vital role in understanding the
inner composition and behavior of neutron stars [4–8].

We examine the EoS of neutron-star matter using the Chiral
Mean Field (CMF) model within the framework of the SU(3)
nonlinear sigma model, implemented in the mean-field ap-
proximation. This approach enables a detailed examination
of vector and isovector interactions, which are crucial factors
in describing the repulsion component of the strong force and
consequently shaping the EoS of neutron stars. This model in-
corporates meson exchange interactions to describe hadronic
systems, with a keen focus on maintaining chiral invariance
[9, 10], an important characteristic of Quantum chromody-
namics (QCD). This ensures that particle masses, emerging
from interactions within the medium, approach zero under ex-
treme conditions, aligning with the properties of high-density
and/or high-temperature environments. The model distin-
guishes itself by exploring various self-interactions among
vector mesons [11–13], adhering strictly to chiral invariance
principles, and investigating the delta meson’s influence on
predicted microscopic and macroscopic observables [14–17].
Through these considerations, the updated model aims to
align closely with the latest empirical data and theoretical
insights into nuclear physics, thereby enhancing its predic-
tive power and relevance to current astrophysical and nuclear
physics research.

In this work, we utilize for the first time advanced param-

eter estimation techniques using Bayesian inference to inves-
tigate the CMF model in the setting of high-density environ-
ments commonly found in neutron stars. Bayesian inference,
a widely recognized statistical technique for improving pa-
rameter estimates based on prior information, offers a statisti-
cal approach to understanding the EoS of neutron-star matter
[18–27]. By employing this approach, our goal is to method-
ically investigate the impacts of vector and isovector interac-
tions, ultimately advancing our understanding of the underly-
ing physics that governs the interior of neutron stars.

A key focus in this letter is to highlight the importance of
vector self-interaction and mixed terms, specifically the ω2ρ2

terms, and their significant impact on matching pure neutron-
matter requirements at low densities. These terms are es-
sential components of the model and affect the density vari-
ation of the symmetry energy and the speed of sound squared,
which is crucial for neutron stars. Our results highlight the
essential nature of including these terms correctly to align
with the observed behavior of neutron stars. Here, we focus
solely on nucleonic degrees of freedom and investigate how
chiral symmetry is restored within an astrophysics and nuclear
physics informed interactions in dense matter. Our goal is to
perform an inference analysis using a chiral effective field the-
ory (χEFT) [28] informed prior, and apply constraints derived
from perturbative QCD (pQCD) [29], and astrophysical obser-
vations including NASA’s Neutron star Interior Composition
Explorer (NICER) [30–34] and LIGO-VIRGO Collaboration
(LVC) data [35], see also [28, 36].

Microscopic EoS- For this work we use the nucleonic ver-
sion of the model [37] (with protons and neutrons only) and
relax all the vector interaction parameters, which are now
freely varied. The scalar interactions remain fitted to repro-
duce nucleon masses, as well as meson masses and decay con-
stants (see Ref. [38] for details). The CMF Lagrangian density
can be written as: L = LKin+LInt+LSelf+LSB , with terms
for the kinetic energy, for the interactions between nucleons
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and vector and scalar mesons, self interactions of scalar and
vector mesons, and explicit chiral symmetry breaking, the lat-
ter being responsible for producing the masses of the pseudo-
scalar mesons. As there is no strangeness included in the
system, we do not include mesons with hidden strangeness.
This leaves the vector-isoscalar ω and vector-isovector ρ, the
scalar-isoscalar σ and scalar-isovector δ to mediate the strong
force. The isovector mesons affect isospin-asymmetric matter
and, thus, are important to describe neutron-star physics.

As in other chiral models, the effective masses for the nu-
cleons i are mainly generated by the scalar mesons, M∗

i =
giσσ + giδτ3δ +∆mi, with a small explicit mass term ∆mi,
whose possible values we explore. We start by describing
the different chiral invariant possibilities for the vector self-
interaction terms:

2Tr(V 4) ,
(
(Tr(V 2)

)2
,

(
(Tr(V )

)4
/4 , (1)

where V is the vector-meson multiplet matrix, which re-
duces to a diagonal matrix in the mean-field approximation:
V = diag

(
(ω + ρ)/

√
2 (ω − ρ)/

√
2 0

)
. The different

self-interaction terms of the vector mesons shown above cor-
respond, respectively, to the coupling schemes C1, C3, and
C4 in the following. We also include the coupling schemes
C2 and for the first time C5, which are linear combination of
the others:

• For C1: LSelf
vec = g4,1(ω

4 + 6ω2ρ2 + ρ4) ;

• For C2: LSelf
vec = 3C3− C1 = g4,2(ω

4 + ρ4) ;

• For C3: LSelf
vec = g4,3(ω

4 + 2ω2ρ2 + ρ4) ;

• For C4: LSelf
vec = g4,4(ω

4) ;

• For C5: LSelf
vec = C1− C2 = g4,5(ω

2ρ2) .

Note that in the past we used either only one of the terms C1,
C2, C3, C4 [39], or we used C4 and added non-chiral invariant
terms [38, 40, 41], always including the meson with hidden
strangeness ϕ. Here we study C5 in detail, together with all
linear combinations of C4 and C5, and all linear combinations
of C2, C3, and C4.

Bayesian Likelihood- The parameters of the CMF model
are determined through the Bayesian Inference framework.
We enforce minimal nuclear saturation properties (NMP): (i)
the nuclear saturation density ρ0 = 0.16 ± 0.005 fm−3, the
binding energy per nucleon ϵ0 = −16.1 ± 0.2 MeV, and the
symmetry energy J0 = 30± 2 MeV at saturation density, (ii)
constraints on low-density neutron matter from various χEFT
calculations regarding the energy per particle at 4 intermediate
densities: 0.05, 0.1, 0.15, and 0.20 fm−3 [28], (iii) constraints
derived from pQCD at seven times the saturation density for
the highest renormalizable scale X=4 [42], (iv) astrophysi-
cal constraints such as mass-radius measurements from PSR
J0030+0451 [30, 32, 43] and PSR J0740+6620 [31, 33, 44],
and tidal deformability from GW170817 [35]. We also dis-
cuss recent mass-radius NICER results for PSR J0437-4715
[34].

Bayesian probability functions are defined as the probabil-
ity of observation data specified in the statistical model and

parameterized by a set of parameters (θ). The probability of a
set of constraints and the posterior distribution of astrophysi-
cal observations can be calculated as follows:

(i) nuclear saturation properties (NMP) and low density
χEFT: with DNMP, PNM ± σ representing the desired value
or the value to be fitted (where the data follows a symmet-
ric Gaussian distribution) and D(θ) representing the predicted
value for that quantity for a given parameter set, the likelihood
is given by:

L(DNMP,PNM|θ) =
1√
2πσ2

exp(
−(D(θ)−DNMP,PNM)2

2σ2
)

= LNMP,PNM ; (2)

(ii) perturbative Quantum Chromodynamics (pQCD):
with dpQCD representing a constant probability distribution
throughout the area enclosed in the energy density and pres-
sure plane at 7 times the saturation density calculated for the
renormalizable scale X=4, the likelihood is given by:

L(dpQCD|θ) = P (dpQCD|θ) = LpQCD , (3)

where P (dpQCD|θ) = 1 if it is within dpQCD; otherwise, it is
zero;

(iii) gravitational-wave (GW) observation: information
about EoS parameters comes from the masses m1,m2 of the
two binary components and the corresponding tidal deforma-
bilities, Λ1 and Λ2. In this case, the likelihood is [45]:

P (dGW|EoS) =
∫ MU

m2

dm1

∫ m1

ML

dm2P (m1,m2|EoS)

×P (dGW|m1,m2,Λ1(m1,EoS),Λ2(m2,EoS))

= LGW , (4)

where P(m|EoS) [24, 46–48] can be written as:

P (m|EoS) =
{

1
MU−ML

if ML ≤ m ≤ MU ,
0 otherwise.

(5)

In our calculation we set ML = 1.36 M⊙ and MU =1.6 M⊙;
(iv) X-ray observation (NICER) : these give simultaneously

mass and radius measurements of neutron stars. Therefore,
the corresponding evidence takes the following form,

P (dX−ray|EoS) =
∫ Mmax

Mmin

dmP (m|EoS)

×P (dX−ray|m,R(m,EoS))

= LNICER . (6)

Since the posterior information for PSR J0437−4715 is
not yet accessible to the public, we utilize the constrained
radius RJ0437 (M=1.418 M⊙) = 11.36+0.95

−0.63 km reported by
the NICER group during the April APS meeting [34]. In our
calculation, we include the likelihood for this specific pulsar
LJ0437 in a manner akin to the NMP likelihood, with σ set
to 0.63 km for radii less than 11.36 km and 0.95 km for radii
greater than 11.36 km.
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The final likelihood for the calculation is then given by

L = LNMP,PNMLpQCDLGWLNICERILNICERII . (7)

NICER I and NICER II correspond to the mass-radius mea-
surements of PSR J0030+0451 [49] and PSR J0740+6620
[50], respectively. When, the NICER PSR J0437-4715 con-
straints on radius are incorporated, the term LJ0437 enters Eq.
7.

Results- Withing the CMF model, we explore various chiral
invariant scenarios for the vector self-interaction term within
the Bayesian Inference framework, supported by the selection
of nuclear and astrophysical constraints already discussed. We
perform three different identical inference analyzes using dif-
ferent linear combinations of the C1-C5 terms: Set 1 (C5
term), Set 2 (all combinations of C4 and C5 terms), and Set
3 (all combinations of C2, C3, and C4 terms). Note that the
terms C5≡ ω2ρ2, and C4≡ ω4, have a direct effect on, respec-
tively, the symmetry energy and on the softness of the EoS
at large densities [51]. Their effect on the neutron-star mass
radius properties is to decrease the radius of low-mass stars
(C5 with a positive coupling) and to decrease the maximum
mass and the radius of high mass stars (C4 with a positive
coupling) [52–54]. We have also considered the combination
C1-C4≡ ω2ρ2 + ρ4, however the results were almost coin-
cident with the ones obtained with C5, and, therefore, in the
following this combination is not considered.

In Fig. 1, the probability distributions of the value of the
log likelihood has been plotted for all the three sets; in each
case we allow for all linear combinations of the different chiral
invariant terms. They reflect the freedom of the CMF consid-
ering the number of terms. Set 3 with three terms shows the
broadest distribution, while set 1, with the smallest number of
terms presents the most localized distribution.

In Fig. 2, we plot the results of our Bayesian inference cal-
culation, in particular, the posteriors for the energy per particle
of neutron matter as a function of the baryonic density (left),
for the mass-radius distributions (middle) and for the mass
tidal deformability distributions (right) acquired within a 90%
confidence interval (CI) for three different sets of CMF cases,
Set 1 (C5), Set 2 (C4, C5), and Set 3 (C2, C3, and C4). In the
panel for the neutron-matter energy per particle, the prediction
from several χEFT calculations as given in [28] is also shown
in light pink. Set 3, the combination C2, C3, and C4, is not
able to reproduce the low density results of χEFT. However,
set 1 corresponding to the term that affects the symmetry is
already quite successful in satisfying χEFT results. The extra
term in set 2 (with respect to set 1) gives more freedom and
improves even more the fulfillment of the χEFT constraints,
as also seen from the probability distributions of the value of
the log likelihood shown in Fig. 1.

Solving the Tolmann-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equations [58,
59] to determine the mass and radius of static spherical neu-
tron stars, we have obtained the mass-radius distributions
shown in the middle panel of Fig. 2 for the three sets. In the
same figure, we have also included the GW170817 data from
the LIGO-Virgo collaboration [35], together with the 2D pos-
terior distribution in the mass-radius domain for the millisec-
ond pulsars PSR J0030+0451 [30, 32] and PSR J0740+6620

80 60 40 20
Ln-likelihood

Pr
ob

ab
ilit

y CMF C5
CMF C4, C5
CMF C2, C3 and C4

FIG. 1. The probability distributions of the value of the log likelihood
for the three sets analyzed including in each one all linear combina-
tions of the different chiral invariant terms.

[31, 33] from the NICER X-ray data. We also illustrate the
most recent mass-radius measurements from NICER for PSR
J0437-4715 [34] (orange dot with error bars). For reference,
the 90% CI region obtained in a previous study using RMF
and nonlinear mesonic interactions in [55] is marked with
a black dashed line. Finally, we also show the very recent
data predicted using the BSK24 neutron-star EoS [60] from
the GW230529 event detected by the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA
(LVK) collaboration and identified as the merger of two com-
pact objects with masses of 2.5 − 4.5 M⊙ and 1.2 − 2.0 M⊙
[56]. This event has been interpreted by the LVK collabo-
ration as most likely a neutron star-black hole merger. Fi-
nally, we have also shown the 90% CI obtained in [55] using
a RMF description of nuclear matter with non-linear meson
terms (RMF-NL). While all sets seem to agree with the ob-
servations of NICER and GW170817, set 3, which predicts
the largest radii, is somewhat in tension with the results de-
rived from GW230529 using the BSK24 EoS. On the other
hand, both sets 1 and 2 are consistent with this last data, in
particular, the M-R 1σ distribution obtained for GW230529
lies completely inside the set 2 distribution. As expected, in
comparison with set 1, set 2 spans a larger region in the M-
R diagram and predicts larger radii for the low mass stars.
Comparing with other approaches as in [55], sets 1 and 2 are
compatible with RMF-NL although spanning a narrower re-
gion. Note that the M-R range associated with sets 1 and 2
also marginally meets the 1σ range of PSR J0437 - 4715. In
addition, we performed an inference analysis for Set 2, in-
corporating all the constraints defined above along with PSR
J0437 - 4715, which showed a slight effect on the minimum
of the M-R posterior, resulting in an average decrease of about
0.15 km for masses ranging from 1.3 to 1.8 M⊙, as shown by
the dash-dotted red line.

Finally, in the right panel we have plotted the mass in terms
of the tidal deformability for the three sets, and include the
existing constraints from GW170817 and the ones deduced
using the BSK24 EoS from the recent GW230529 event, and
for the last constraint both the 1σ and the 2σ CI are shown. Set
3 is only marginally compatible with GW170817 but compat-
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FIG. 2. The posteriors acquired within the 90% confidence interval (CI) for three different sets of CMF interactions: (Left) The neutron-matter
energy per particle is shown as a function of density. The envelope includes constraints from various many-body calculations utilizing χEFT
interactions [28]. (Middle) The mass-radius domain is displayed. Gray lines represent the constraints derived from the binary components of
GW170817, including their 90% and 50% CI. 1σ (68%) CI for the 2D posterior distribution in the mass-radius domain for the millisecond
pulsar PSR J0030+0451 (in pastel blue and soft green) [30, 32] and PSR J0740+6620 (in blush pink) [31, 33] from the NICER X-ray data
are depicted. The black dashed area represents the 90% CI obtained in a previous study using RMF and nonlinear mesonic interaction [55].
The green dotted region indicates the inferred 90% CI from GW230529 with BSK24 [56]. The recent NASA NICER data for PSR J0437
are also shown (orange dot with error bars)[34]. The red dash-dotted line defines the 90% CI obtained with set 2 when the constraint from
J0437-4715 is included. (Right) The dimensionless tidal deformability for neutron-star (NS) masses is shown. The blue bar represent the
tidal deformability constraints at 1.36 M⊙ [35]. The green dashed and doted region is the posterior 1σ, and 2σ obtained for the secondary
component in GW230529 using BSK24 [56].
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FIG. 3. Posterior obtained within the 90% confidence interval (CI)
for three distinct groups of CMF instances: (C5), (C4 and C5), and
(C2, C3, and C4) symmetry energy with respect to baryon density.
We also compare the constraints from IAS [57].

ible with GW230529. The other two sets describe well both
events.

Next we analyze the nuclear matter properties associated
with the three sets. In Fig. 3, the symmetry energy is plotted
as a function of the baryonic density for all the sets, together
with the constraints from isospin analogue states (IAS) deter-
mined in [57]. All sets satisfy the IAS constraints, however,
clearly set 3 predicts a much harder symmetry energy. This is
confirmed looking at the corner plot shown in Fig. 4. While
for all sets the symmetry energy at saturation is very similar,
set 3 has a much larger symmetry energy slope, and curva-

ture at saturation, Lsym0 and Ksym0. It is also interesting to
analyze the symmetric nuclear matter parameters K0 and Q0.
Set 1 shows a very restricted distribution peaked at quite high
values , respectively, ∼ 350 MeV and ∼ −110 MeV, which
translates the smaller freedom of this model. Set 2 shows an
equal large incompressibility but more spread than set 1. This
large value was necessary to allow the description of massive
stars, compensating the quite soft symmetry energy.

Recently, it has been frequently discussed in the literature
how a phase transition to quark matter could be identified
[8, 61–66]. These studies use agnostic descriptions of the
EoS, both parametric and non-parametric, and discuss quan-
tities that could reflect a first order phase transition, such as,
the speed of sound cs, the polytropic index γ = d ln p

d ln ϵ [61],
where p and ϵ are respectively the pressure and the energy
density, the trace anomaly ∆ = 1/3− p/ϵ, which approaches
zero in the conformal limit [64], or other quantities derived
from these ones. An example of the latter is the quantity
dc =

√
∆2 +∆′2, where ∆′ = c2s (1/γ − 1) is the loga-

rithmic derivative of ∆ [67]. In the conformal limit c2s and
γ approach respectively 1/3 and 1. It was was proposed that
dc ≲ 0.2 would identify the proximity of the conformal limit
since for this to happen both ∆ and its derivative should be
small [67]. Since it is expected that quark matter shows an
approximate conformal symmetry, a small value of dc could
identify the presence of quark matter.

In Fig. 5 the speed of sound squared and the quantity dc
are plotted for the three sets. It is interesting to note that set
3 has a rather narrow distribution for both quantities: at high
densities it shows the smallest values of the speed of sound
squared, approaching values ∼ 0.35− 0.45 at densities of the
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FIG. 4. Corner plots for the three distinct sets of CMF posteriors us-
ing the Bayesian approach. The marginalized posterior distributions
of the nuclear matter parameters and specific neutron-star character-
istics are displayed on the diagonal. Confidence ellipses for the two-
dimensional posterior distributions are depicted with intervals of 1σ,
2σ, and 3σ on the off-diagonal. The uncertainties are reported at a
confidence level of 90%.

order of seven times the saturation density, but also the largest
values in the range of densities ρ0−2ρ0; it predicts the small-
est dc values, which fall below 0.2 at ∼ 4ρ0. The properties
shown by set 3 reflect the chiral symmetry of the model. Set 1,
which also showing very narrow distributions, gives the high-
est values for the speed of sound at high density and the lowest
values close to the saturation density. Moreover, for this set
dc always remains well above 0.2. Concerning set 2, although
having larger c2s and dc values than set 3, for set 2 dc also
drops below 0.2 and the speed of sound takes values of the
order of 0.4-0.5 at 7ρ0.

Conclusions- We have analyzed, using a Bayesian infer-
ence approach, how vector self-interacting terms could af-
fect the description of nuclear matter in the framework of
the nucleonic version of the Chiral Mean Field (CMF) model
[37], a nonlinear realization of the sigma model within the
mean-field approximation. Different combinations of the vec-
tor self-interacting terms were considered and it was shown
that the largest effects are due to the term mixing the ω and ρ
mesons and the quartic ω term. These two terms have often
been used in a relativistic mean-field description of nuclear
matter to control the density dependence of the equation of
state, in particular, the symmetry energy and the high-density
behavior of the energy density.

We have shown that the χEFT constraints for neutron
matter at low density are only satisfied if the vector self-

 [fm 3]
0.1

0.2

0.3

d c
 

CMF C5
CMF C4, C5
CMF C2,C3 and C4

10 1 100

 [fm 3]

0.0

0.4

0.8

c2 s
 [c

2 ]
 

FIG. 5. 90% confidence intervals are shown for the square of
the speed of sound (c2s), the association between dc and ρ across
three groups of posterior CMF. The dc =

√
∆2 +∆′2, where

∆′ = c2s (1/γ − 1), is the logarithmic derivative of ∆, where
∆ = 1/3 − P/ϵ, with respect to the energy density, which ap-
proaches zero in the conformal limit [67].

interacting terms are included in a correct combination, in
particular the ω2ρ2 and ω4 terms; These two vector self-
interacting terms are important to make the CMF model com-
patible with very recent NS observations, the GW230529
event by the LVK collaboration [56] and the mass-radius pre-
diction for the pulsar PSR J0437-4715 by NICER [34], by
shifting the mass-radius distributions to lower radii and the
mass-tidal deformability distributions to lower tidal deforma-
bilities.

It was shown that compatibility with the χEFT constraint
implied a softer symmetry energy, with values of the symme-
try energy slope and curvature at saturation of the order of
54 MeV and -140 MeV, respectively. As a consequence, the
incompressibility was found to be quite high, ∼ 300 − 350
MeV (but still within the experimental range - see review
[68]). We have also studied the behavior of the model with
respect to the conformal limit. It was shown that the speed
of sound increases monotonically with the baryon density and
that the vector self-interacting terms have a noticeable effect
on both the c2s and the trace anomaly related quantity dc,
which may indicate an approach to conformality when tak-
ing values smaller than 0.2 [67]. Taking a linear combination
of the different chiral invariant possibilities for the vector self-
interaction terms designed by Set 3, the model showed a be-
havior compatible with the approach to conformal symmetry.
However, this was the combination that did not reproduce the
χEFT constraint and that showed some tension with the very
recent NS observations. Using a different combination of vec-
tor self-interaction terms, we have constructed set 2 and we
have shown that it is possible to satisfy the χEFT constraints,
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observations and predict a value of dc < 0.2 above 4ρ0 within
an hadronic model that does not include a phase transition to
deconfined matter, only chiral symmetry restoration.
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