arXiv:1902.00349v1 [astro-ph.HE] 18 Jan 2019

Universal relations for the Keplerian sequence of rotating neutron stars

R. Riahi^{1,2},^∗ S. Z. Kalantari^1,^† and J. A. Rueda^{2,3,4‡} 1Department of Physics, Isfahan University of Technology, 84156-83111, Iran 2ICRANet, Piazza della Repubblica 10, I–65122 Pescara, Italy 3Dipartimento di Fisica and ICRA, Sapienza Università di Roma, P.le Aldo Moro 5, I–00185 Rome, Italy and 4ICRANet-Rio, Centro Brasileiro de Pesquisas Físicas, Rua Dr. Xavier Sigaud 150, Rio de Janeiro, RJ, 22290–180, Brazil (Dated: February 4, 2019)

We investigate the Keplerian (mass-shedding) sequence of rotating neutron stars. Twelve different equations of state are used to describe the nuclear structure. We find four fitting relations which connect the rotating frequency, mass and radius of stars in the mass-shedding limit to the mass and radius of stars in the static sequence. We show the breakdown of approximate relation for the Keplerian frequency derived by Lattimer and Prakash [Science, 304, 536, (2004)] and then we present a new, EOS-independent and more accurate relation. This relation fits the Keplerian frequency of rotating neutron stars to about 2% for a large range of the compactness MS /RS of the reference non-rotating neutron star, namely the static star with the same central density as the rotating one. The performance of the fitting formula is close to 4% for MS /RS ≤ 0.05 M⊙/km (fK ≤ 350 Hz). We present additional EOS-independent relations for the Keplerian sequence including relations for MK fK and RK fK in terms of MS fS and RS fS , respectively, one of MK /RK as a function of fK /fS and MS /RS , and a relation between the MK , RK and fK . These new fitting relations are approximately EOS-independent with an error in the worst case of 8%. The universality of the Keplerian sequence properties presented here add to the set of other neutron star universal relations in the literature such as the I-Love-Q relation, the gravitational binding energy and the energy, angular momentum and radius of the last circular orbit of a test-particle around rotating neutron stars. This set of universal, analytic formulas, facilitate the inclusion of general relativistic effects in the description of relativistic astrophysical systems involving fast rotating neutron stars.

PACS numbers: 97.10.Kc, 26.60.Kp, 04.25.D-, 04.40.Dg Keywords: Stellar rotation, Equation of state, Neutron star, Universal relation

I. INTRODUCTION

Neutron stars are the densest stars in the Universe and play a fundamental role in the understanding of a large number of relativistic physics and astrophysics issues, e.g. the behavior of matter at supra-nuclear densities, the mechanisms that trigger the most energetic cataclysmic events in the Universe (supernovae and gamma-ray bursts), the formation of heavy nuclei via rprocess nucleosynthesis in the ejecta of neutron star binary mergers and the population of high-frequency (kHz) gravitational-waves sources. In addition, the observations of neutron stars in less energetic systems, e.g. pulsars in binary systems, the thermal X-ray emission from isolated neutron stars and of the quasi-periodic oscillations from accreting neutron stars, is important to obtain information about neutron stars radii, masses, ages, internal composition and temperatures.

The relation between the structure of a neutron star (mass, radius, etc) and the microphysical input, namely the equation of state (EOS) of ultra-dense matter, is crucial for the understanding of all the above physical and astrophysical scenarios. In view of the absence of a com-

∗ r.riahi@ph.iut.ac.ir † zafar@cc.iut.ac.ir ‡ jorge.rueda@icra.it

plete knowledge of the nuclear EOS at supra-nuclear conditions, a variety of approaches has been used for modeling neutron stars and deriving their properties which depend on the selected EOS [1–5]. These properties have been compared with the observational constraints that help to narrow down the physically plausible nuclear EOS (see e.g. [6]).

Many attempts have been made to obtain approximate, EOS-independent relations between neutron star properties which become useful tools in astrophysical applications without suffering from the EOS indeterminacy. Those relations are usually EOS-independent to within O(1%) error and they have been called universal relations (see e.g. [7] and references therein). For instance, Laarakkers and Poisson [8] calculated the quadrupole moment of the mass distribution, Q, and concluded that for a fixed mass and EOS, the Q-dependence on the angular momentum J can be fitted by a quadratic formula. In [9] it was found a fitting relation between the parameter QM/J^2, and the ratio of the circumferential radius of star to its Schwarzschild radius, R/(2M), for rotating neutron stars within the Hartle-Thorne, slowrotation approximation. In [10] it was introduced an EOS-independent relation for the maximum rotational frequency of stars in terms of mass and radius of nonrotating stars. In [11] it was connected the frequency and damping rate of the quadrupole f-mode to the mass and moment of inertia of non-rotating neutron stars. In

[12, 13] there were derived relations, within the framework of the Hartle-Thorne approximation, which connect the moment of inertia I, the Love number and the quadrupole moment Q of rotating neutron stars, called I-Love-Q relations. Afterwards, in [14] it was demonstrated the breakdown of such relations in fast rotating stars, then [15] extended these relations to fast rotating by replacing the dimensional frequency with the dimensionless angular momentum, j = cJ/(GM^2_⊙). Finally, in [16] other dimensionless quantities such as M × f and R×f were used to extend these relations. In [17] a pair of relations connecting the maximum and minimum masses of a rotating star of rotation frequency f, to the maximum mass of static configuration, were derived. Additional relations between the redshift (polar, forward and backward) and the minimum and maximum compactness of the star were also presented. It was there reproduced the formula suggested in [18] and reformulated in [19], with different coefficients. In [20] formulas for the binding energy of static and rotating stars as a function of the gravitational mass and dimensionless angular momentum, j, where presented. Also, they provided a formula connect the maximum mass, i.e., along the secular instability limit, and j. Ref. [21] studied the last circular orbit of a test particle around fast rotating neutron stars. They presented a pair of fitting relations that connect the radius and orbital frequency of this orbit to the rotation frequency f and mass M of the rotating neutron star.

The aim of this work is to investigate the Keplerian (mass-shedding) sequence of rotating neutron stars to search for EOS-independent relations useful for astrophysical applications. We present here universal relations connecting the mass and frequency of a configuration along the Keplerian sequence, to the mass and radius of the non-rotating (static) configuration with the same central density as the rotating star, and to the Keplerian frequency of a test-particle in an orbit of size equal to the static neutron star radius. Although we use c = G = 1 geometric units in our calculations, we restore physical units to simplify the use of results in astrophysical situations. We use units M_⊙, km and Hz, respectively for the mass, radius and frequency.

II. KEPLERIAN (MASS-SHEDDING) SEQUENCE OF ROTATING NEUTRON STARS

The EOS, namely relation between energy density and pressure, is an essential requirement for describing the macroscopic properties of stars. The EOS is used as input to the Einstein field equations. Non-relativistic [22] and relativistic models [23] have been used to obtain stellar properties. In this work, we use 12 EOS with different theoretical features including microscopic calculations, relativistic mean-field and Skyrme mean-field to find the universal relations. All of our selected EOS used in the fits of the numerical data support a nonrotating neutron star with a maximum mass larger than M_S >∼ 2.0 M_⊙, consistent with the current observational constraints [24, 25]. There are two EOS based on microscopic calculations, APR [26] and BL [27], eight relativistic mean-field models ,BKA22, BKA24 [28], CMF [29], DDHδ(with hyperons) [30, 31], DD-MEδ [32], G1 [33], GM1(with hyprons) [34–36] and TW99 [37] and two Skyrme mean-field models, SKa [38] and SLy4 [39], to find the fitting relations. In order to test the robustness of the universal relations and the obtained fits, we compute the relative error for three additional EOS, not used in the fitting procedure, and check their relative error lies with the error attached to the given fits. For this task we use a soft EOS, G2^∗ [40], a moderately stiff EOS, GM1 (without hyperons)[34], and a stiff EOS, NL3 [41].

In order to solve Einstein field equations and investigate the structure and gravitational field of relativistic, axisymmetric, stationary and uniform rotating stars, many numerical methods have been developed since the 1970’s (see e.g. [42–47]). Based on these methods a few publicly numerical codes have been developed [48] to solve them. We use the public LORENE library (https://lorene.obspm.fr) for the numerical solution. This code has being developed based on the multidomain spectral method which had presented by Bonazzola et al. [49, 50] and developed by Ansorg et al. [51].

One of the most important sequences limiting the equilibrium states of the rotating star is the mass-shedding or Keplerian sequence. This limiting configuration is usually determined by obtaining the configuration for which the velocity of a fluid element at the stellar equator equals the one of a test particle in a stable circular orbit at the equator of the star, namely the limit when the centrifugal and gravitational forces are in balance (see [52] for a review on rotating stars). At the equator of the star, fluid elements are dislodged at velocities higher than this and the star begins to shed mass. Assuming the observed rotation frequency f of the neutron star is not close to the absolute maximum rotation frequency, or that the mass of the star is not near the maximum stable mass (see e.g. FIG. 1), then the Keplerian frequency can be assumed as the maximum frequency at which the star can rotate and therefore the condition f ≤ f_K imposes a lower limit to M, the Keplerian mass, M_K or, equivalently, an upper limit to R , the Keplerian radius, R_K .

III. RESULTS

A. EOS-dependent sequence

Despite much studies on high density matter, there is no still agreement on its EOS and a large number of EOS are presented in the literature. Each EOS determines the different equilibrium sequences of static and rotating stars. In FIG. 2 we show, for the selected EOS, the massradius relation of a star in the Keplerian sequence. It is

FIG. 1. Mass versus equatorial radius along constant highfrequency sequences for the GM1 EOS. It can be seen how above some frequency value (here ≈ 1200 Hz) the mass at which the constant frequency sequence cuts the Keplerian sequence does not represent a minimum mass bound.

obvious that the sequences depend on the EOS. This apparent strong dependence on the EOS is our motivation to unveil possible universal relations.

B. Universal (EOS-independent) relations

Lattimer and Prakash (hereafter L&P) derived in [10] a relation, nearly independent of the EOS, which gives the Keplerian frequency of a rotating neutron star, in terms of the radius R_S and mass M_S of the reference nonrotating neutron star (star with the same central density as the rotating one), providing it is not close to the maximum stable mass allowed by the EOS. The relation is

f_K = 1045 ( M_S M_⊙ )_{1/2} ( 10 km R_S )_{3/2} Hz ≈ 0.5701f_S, (1)

where f_S = 1833(M_S/M_⊙)^{1/2}(10 km/R_S)^{3/2} Hz is the orbital frequency of a test particle spins around a spherical mass M_S at a distance R_S . First, in FIG. 3 we plot f_K /f_S ratio against M_S and it shows that Eq. (1) underestimates this ratio and the relative error between this relation and the calculated ratio from EOS reaches up to 30% by increasing M_S .

In order to find a more accurate relation for f_K , we consider as parameter the compactness of the nonrotating configuration of the same central density, M_S /R_S (dimensionless parameter in geometric units). We plot f_K /f_S as a function of M_S /R_S in FIG. 4. It becomes clear that this is an approximately EOSindependent and follows the universal relation fitted by

y = a_0 + a_1x + a_2x^2 + a_3x^3, (2)

FIG. 2. Mass versus equatorial radius of the configurations at the Keplerian sequence for the selected EOS used in this work.

FIG. 3. fK /fS ratio versus MS for each selected EOS.

FIG. 4. The fitting curve given by Eq. (2) (black solid curve) and fK /fS ratio versus MS /RS for each selected EOS (upper panel). The relative error between the calculated data and Eq. (2)(lower panel)

where y = f_K /f_S and x = (M_S/M_⊙)(km/R_S) and the fitting parameters are a_0 = 0.5926, a_1 = 1.5933, a_2 = −9.9582 and a_3 = 26.2608. The order of the polynomial is chosen in such a way that the relative error is small (e.g. <∼ 5%) and that the addition of more terms does not improve the fit. In the upper panel of FIG. 4, the fitting relation is indicated by a black solid line and, in the lower panel, the relative error between the numerical calculations y_{cal} and the fitting relation y, (y_{cal} −y)/y is shown. We conclude the numerical data can be fitted by Eq. (2) with a relative error about 2% for a large range of M_S /R_S and increases up to 4% for M_S/R_S ≤ 0.05 M_⊙/km which related to f_K ≤ 350 Hz. It is worth to mention that, for some EOS (see e.g. the BL one), the code numerical results show some “fluctuations” which could in principle a affect the accuracy of our results. The problem persists even if we use an EOS table with 500 points or more. Fortunately, those fluctuations are observed only in the low mass range, e.g. M < 1.0 M_⊙, which is of no astrophysical relevance. In addition, we have checked that the order of magnitude of such fluctuations in that low-mass region is of the order of 0.1 km for the equatorial radius. The relative error introduced is therefore ∼ 0.1/20 = 0.005. In the case of the frequency ratio f_K /f_S, the fluctuations are of the order of 0.02, then the relative error introduced is ∼ 0.02/0.66 = 0.03 which is due to the Keplerian frequency error. This shows that these fluctuations, very likely, are not affecting our numerical results. This is further strengthened by the fact that the majority of EOS of our sample are well-behaved. In the calculations, we have used around 750 points for each EOS, when using more than these number of points does not improve the fitting results. .

We can now compare the new relation, Eq. (2), and L&P relation, Eq. (1). To this aim we use the up-to-know

FIG. 5. Comparison of the new relation, Eq. (2), and L&P relation, Eq. (1). We here use the fastest observed pulsar up to know, PSR J1748-2446ad [53] with f = 716 Hz and a frequency of f = 1122 Hz, the rotation rate claimed of the neutron star in the XTE J1739-285 [54], but not yet confirmed. The light gray dot-dashed and dotted curves give the relation (1) from Ref. [10]. The dark gray dot-dashed and dotted curves are obtained from our Eq. (2). We also show the non-rotating mass-radius relation obtained with all the EOS used in this work.

considered to be the fastest known pulsar, PSR J1748– 2446ad [53], which rotates with a frequency of 716 Hz. In addition to this, for completeness purpose, we do the same analysis using the XTE J1739-285 [54], which has been claimed to rotate with a frequency of 1122 Hz. If these latter observations will be fully confirmed, this pulsar will become the fastest observed neutron star. It can be seen that the approximate relation of L&P is more stringent than ours, namely the lower limit to M_S it imposes for PSR J1748–2446ad (f = 716 Hz) is larger than the one set by our Eq. (2) or, equivalently the upper limit to R_S is lower than ours.

This EOS-independent property motivates us to seek for additional independent quantities. We investigate other dimensionless parameters: M_K f_K , R_K f_K and M_K /R_K where M_K and R_K are the mass and circumferential equatorial radius of star in the Keplerian sequence,

FIG. 6. MK fK versus MS fS for each selected EOS. The black solid curve indicates Eq. (3) (upper panel). The relative error between the curve and data (lower panel).

respectively. FIG. 6 and 7 show M_K f_K and R_K f_K in terms of M_Sf_S and R_S f_S , respectively. It is clear they are approximately EOS-independent. M_K f_K can be fitted by

y = b_0 + b_1x + b_2x^2 + b_3x^3 + b_4x^4 + b_5x^5 (3)

where y = M_K f_K and x = M_S f_S are in M_⊙Hz unit. This equation is shown by a solid curve in the upper panel of FIG. 6. The fitting parameters are b_0 = −11.4297, b_1 = 7.3839 × 10^{−1}, b_2 = 1.4973 × 10^{−4}, b_3 = −5.2280 × 10^{−8}, b_4 = 6.3072 × 10^{−12}, b_5 = −1.7919 × 10^{−16}. The relative error between the calculated data and the fitting relation is presented in the lower panel of FIG. 6. We can see the data can be fitted by this equation with relative error to about 6%.

Another interesting parameter we study is R_K f_K . As FIG. 7 shows, we fit this data with a relation (black solid curve) which written

y = c_0 + c_1x + c_2x^2 + c_3x^3 (4)

where y = R_K f_K and x = R_S f_S are in kmHz unit. The fitting parameters are c_0 = −2.8321 × 10^3, c_1 = 1.2792, c_2 = −8.6628 × 10^{−6} and c_3 = −2.0203 × 10^{−11}. The lower panel of FIG. 7 shows the relative error between the numerical data and the fit is about 4% for a large range of R_S f_S and increases up to 8% for R_S f_S ≤ 8000 kmHz which related to f_K ≤ 350 Hz and M_S ≤ 0.3 M_⊙.

The next parameter we study is the compactness along the Keplerian sequence, M_K /R_K . FIG. 8 shows in the upper panel the numerical data and the fitting relation (block solid curve). The relative error, which is around 4%, is shown in the lower panel.

The numerical relation is well fitted by

y = d_1x + d_2x^2 + d_3x^3 + d_4x^4 (5)

FIG. 7. RK fK versus RS fS for each selected EOS. The black solid curve indicates Eq. (4) (upper panel). The relative error between the curve and data (lower panel).

FIG. 8. The dimensionless parameter, compactness, versus (MS /RS )(fK /fS ) for each selected EOS. The black solid curve indicates Eq. (5) (upper panel). The relative error between the curve and data (lower panel).

where x = (M_S /M_⊙)(km/R_S )(f_K /f_S) is a dimensionless quantity and the fitting parameters are obtained in such a way that y = M_K /R_K is also dimensionless. The fitting parameters are d_1 = 1.7658, d_2 = 7.0424, d_3 = −7.5442 × 10^1 and d_4 = 2.2236 × 10^2. This equation, which shows the relation between the compactness of rotating neutron star in the Keplerian sequence and that of the reference static neutron star, gives the least compact rotating neutron star for a given rotation frequency.

The introduced equations give the relation between the various quantities of rotating and static neutron stars. The following equations give the relation between dimensionless parameters, e.g. R_K f_K and M_K f_K . FIG. 9

FIG. 9. RK fK versus MK fK for each selected EOS. The black solid curve indicates Eq. (6) (upper panel). The relative error between the curve and data (lower panel).

shows that these quantities can be related in an EOSindependent fashion and a fitting relation is

y = e_0 + e_1x + e_2x^2 + e_3x^3 + e_4x^4 + e_5x^5 + e_6x^6, (6)

where y = R_K f_K , x = M_K f_K are in kmHz and M_⊙Hz units, respectively. The fitting parameters are e_0 = 56.8408 × 10^2, e_1 = 17.5480, e_2 = −1.2587 × 10^{−2}, e_3 = 5.9763 × 10^{−6}, e_4 = −1.5983 × 10^{−9}, e_5 = 2.1962 × 10^{−13} and e_6 = −1.2032 × 10^{−17}. The relative error is about 1% for M_K f_K ≥ 500 M_⊙ Hz and increases to 4% for smaller amounts. We can also reverse the above relation to obtain

y = h_0 + h_1x + h_2x^2 + h_3x^3 + h_4x^4 + h_5x^5 + h_6x^6, (7)

where y = M_K f_K and x = R_K f_K . The fitting parameters are h_0 = −28.1955 × 10^2, h_1 = 1.3433, h_2 = −2.5528 × 10^{−4}, h_3 = 2.5133 × 10^{−8}, h_4 = −1.3087 × 10^{−12}, h_5 = 3.5361 × 10^{−17} and h_6 = −3.8115 × 10^{−22}. This relation fit the numerical data to about 2% for R_K f_K ≥ 1000 km Hz and the relative error increases to 13% for smaller R_K f_K .

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We studied the Keplerian (mass-shedding) sequence of uniformly rotating neutron stars by using a variety of EOS. We searched for nearly EOS-independent relations that connect structure properties of the star to each other.

We showed that the relation (1) by L&P [10], namely the ratio between the rotation frequency of a neutron star at the Keplerian sequence, f_K , and the Keplerian frequency f_S of a particle in a circular orbit at the surface of the non-rotating neutron star with the same central density as the rotating one, is neither accurate nor EOS-independent as originally thought at the time it was proposed (see FIG. 4). We thus found the new relation given by Eq. (2) of the ratio f_K /f_S as a function of the non-rotating neutron star compactness, M_S/R_S , which is EOS-independent within only a 4% error. We use this new relation to put new constraints to the neutron star mass-radius relation using the fastest pulsar observed (see FIG. 5).

We proceeded to search for additional (nearly) EOSindependent relations and derive fitting polynomials for M_K f_K in terms of M_Sf_S (see Eq. 3 and FIG. 6); R_K f_K in terms of R_S f_S (see Eq. 4 and FIG. 7); for M_K /R_K in terms of M_Sf_K /(R_S f_S ) (see Eq. 5 and FIG. 8); and for R_K f_K in terms of M_K f_K (see Eq. 6 or 7 and FIG. 9). These new fitting relations are nearly EOS-independent within a maximum error of 8%.

The universality of the Keplerian sequence properties found in this article, in particular Eqs. (2), (5) and (6 or Eq. 7) which have been shown to be most accurate, add to the set of other universal relations of neutron stars known in the literature such as the I-Love-Q relation [12, 13], the binding energy of non-rotating and rotating neutron stars [55] and the nearly EOS-independent behavior of the energy, angular momentum and radius of the last circular orbit of a test-particle around rotating neutron stars [20, 21]. This set of universal, analytic formulas, facilitate the inclusion of general relativistic effects in the description of relativistic astrophysical systems involving fast rotating neutron stars (see e.g. [56–58]) and can be also used to put constraints to the mass-radius relation of neutron stars and so to the EOS of nuclear matter (see FIG. 5).

V. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

R.R thanks ICRANet headquarters in Pescara for hospitality and the Faculty members and researchers for valuable discussions. We thank the team members of LORENE for developing the public code.

[1] P. Haensel, A. Y. Potekhin, and D. G. Yakovlev, Neutron stars 1: Equation of state and structure, vol. 326 (Springer Science & Business Media, 2007).

[2] A. W. Steiner, J. M. Lattimer, and E. F. Brown, The Astrophysical Journal 722, 33 (2010), URL

http://stacks.iop.org/0004-637X/722/i=1/a=33.

[3] J. M. Lattimer, Astrophysics and Space Science 336, 67 (2011), ISSN 1572-946X, URL

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10509-010-0529-1.

[4] J. L. Zdunik and P. Haensel, Astron. Astroph. 551, A61 (2013), 1211.1231.

[5] J. M. Lattimer and M. Prakash, Physics Reports 621, 127 (2016), ISSN 0370-1573, memorial Volume in Honor of Gerald E. Brown, URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370157315005396.

[6] F. Özel, Nature 441, 1115 (2006).

[7] K. Yagi and N. Yunes, Physics Reports 681, 1 (2017). [8] W. G. Laarakkers and E. Poisson, The Astrophysical Journal 512, 282 (1999), URL

http://stacks.iop.org/0004-637X/512/i=1/a=282.

[9] M. Urbanec, J. C. Miller, and Z. Stuchlk, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society 433, 1903 (2013), URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt858.

[10] J. M. Lattimer and M. Prakash, Science 304, 536 (2004), ISSN 0036-8075, URL

http://science.sciencemag.org/content/304/5670/536.

[11] H. K. Lau, P. T. Leung, and L. M. Lin, The Astrophysical Journal 714, 1234 (2010), URL

http://stacks.iop.org/0004-637X/714/i=2/a=1234.

[12] K. Yagi and N. Yunes, Phys.

Rev. D 88, 023009 (2013), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.023009.

[13] K. Yagi and N. Yunes, Science 341, 365 (2013), ISSN 0036-8075, URL

http://science.sciencemag.org/content/341/6144/365.

[14] D. D. Doneva, S. S. Yazadjiev, N. Stergioulas, and K. D.

Kokkotas, Astroph. J. 781, L6 (2014), 1310.7436. [15] G. Pappas and T. A. Apostolatos, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 112, 121101 (2014), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.121101.

[16] S. Chakrabarti, T. Delsate, N. Gürlebeck, and J. Steinhoff, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 201102 (2014), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.201102.

[17] Bejger, M., A&A 552, A59 (2013), URL

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201220876.

[18] J. M. Lattimer and M. Prakash, Astroph. J. 550, 426 (2001), astro-ph/0002232.

[19] M. Bejger and P. Haensel, Astron. Astroph. 396, 917 (2002), astro-ph/0209151.

[20] F. Cipolletta, C. Cherubini, S. Filippi, J. A. Rueda, and R. Ruffini, Phys. Rev. D 96, 024046 (2017).

[21] S.-S. Luk and L.-M. Lin, The Astrophysical Journal 861, 141 (2018), URL

http://stacks.iop.org/0004-637X/861/i=2/a=141.

[22] M. Dutra, O. Lourenco, J. S. Sá Martins, A. Delfino, J. R. Stone, and P. D. Stevenson, Phys. Rev. C 85, 035201 (2012), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.035201.

[23] M. Dutra, O. Lourenco, S. S. Avancini, B. V. Carlson, A. Delfino, D. P. Menezes, C. Providência, S. Typel, and J. R. Stone, Phys. Rev. C 90, 055203 (2014), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.90.055203.

[24] P. B. Demorest, T. Pennucci, S. M. Ransom, M. S. E.

Roberts, and J. W. T. Hessels, Nature 467, 1081 (2010). [25] J. Antoniadis, P. C. C. Freire, N. Wex, T. M.

Tauris, R. S. Lynch, M. H. van Kerkwijk, M. Kramer, C. Bassa, V. S. Dhillon, T. Driebe, et al., Science 340 (2013), ISSN 0036-8075, URL

http://science.sciencemag.org/content/340/6131/1233232.

[26] A. Akmal, V. R. Pandharipande, and D. G.

Ravenhall, Phys. Rev. C 58, 1804 (1998), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.58.1804.

[27] I. Bombaci and D. Logoteta, Astron. Astroph. 609, A128 (2018).

[28] B. K. Agrawal, Phys. Rev. C 81, 034323 (2010), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.81.034323.

[29] V. Dexheimer, R. Negreiros, and S. Schramm, Phys. Rev. C 92, 012801 (2015), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.012801.

[30] T. Gaitanos, M. D. Toro, S. Typel, V. Baran, C. Fuchs, V. Greco, and H. Wolter, Nuclear Physics A 732, 24 (2004), ISSN 0375-9474, URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0375947403019511.

[31] F. Grill, H. Pais, C. Providência, I. Vidaña, and S. S. Avancini, Phys. Rev. C 90, 045803 (2014), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.90.045803.

[32] X. Roca-Maza, X. Viñas, M. Centelles, P. Ring, and P. Schuck, Phys. Rev. C 84, 054309 (2011), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.84.054309.

[33] R. Furnstahl, B. D. Serot, and H.-B. Tang, Nuclear Physics A 615, 441 (1997), ISSN 0375-9474, URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0375947496004721.

[34] N. K. Glendenning and S. A. Moszkowski, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 2414 (1991), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.67.2414.

[35] Douchin, F. and Haensel, P., A&A 380, 151 (2001), URL

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011402.

[36] M. Oertel, C. Providencia, F. Gulminelli, and A. R. Raduta, Physics of Particles and Nuclei 46, 830 (2015), ISSN 1531-8559, URL

https://doi.org/10.1134/S1063779615050214.

[37] S. Typel and H. Wolter, Nuclear Physics A 656, 331 (1999), ISSN 0375-9474, URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0375947499003103.

[38] F. Gulminelli and A. R. Raduta, Phys. Rev. C 92, 055803 (2015), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.92.055803.

[39] F. Douchin and P. Haensel, Physics Letters B 485, 107 (2000), ISSN 0370-2693, URL

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269300006729.

[40] A. Sulaksono and T. Mart, Phys.

Rev. C 74, 045806 (2006), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.74.045806.

[41] G. A. Lalazissis, J. König, and P. Ring, Phys. Rev. C 55, 540 (1997), URL

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.55.540.

[42] J. R. Wilson, Astroph. J. 176, 195 (1972). [43] S. Bonazzola and J. Schneider, Astroph. J. 191, 273 (1974).

[44] J. L. Friedman, J. R. Ipser, and L. Parker, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62, 3015 (1989), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.62.3015.

[45] H. Komatsu, Y. Eriguchi, and I. Hachisu, MNRAS 237, 355 (1989).

[46] G. Neugebauer and H. Herold, in Relativistic Gravity Research, edited by J. Ehlers and G. Schäfer (1992), vol. 410 of Lecture Notes in Physics, Berlin Springer Verlag, p. 305.

[47] N. Stergioulas and J. L. Friedman, Astroph. J. 444, 306 (1995), astro-ph/9411032.

[48] V. Paschalidis and N. Stergioulas, Living Reviews in Relativity 20, 7 (2017), ISSN 1433-8351, URL

https://doi.org/10.1007/s41114-017-0008-x.

[49] S. Bonazzola, E. Gourgoulhon, and J.-A.

Marck, Phys. Rev. D 58, 104020 (1998), URL

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.58.104020.

[50] S. Bonazzola, E. Gourgoulhon, M. Salgado, and J. A.

Marck, Astron. Astroph. 278, 421 (1993).

[51] Ansorg, M., Kleinwchter, A., and Meinel, R., A&A 405, 711 (2003), URL

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20030618.

[52] N. Stergioulas, Living Reviews in Relativity 6, 3 (2003), gr-qc/0302034.

[53] J. W. T. Hessels, S. M. Ransom, I. H. Stairs, P. C. C.

Freire, V. M. Kaspi, and F. Camilo, Science 311, 1901 (2006), astro-ph/0601337.

[54] P. Kaaret, Z. Prieskorn, J. J. M. in t Zand, S. Brandt, N. Lund, S. Mereghetti, D. Gtz, E. Kuulkers, and J. A. Tomsick, The Astrophysical Journal Letters 657, L97 (2007), URL

http://stacks.iop.org/1538-4357/657/i=2/a=L97.

[55] F. Cipolletta, C. Cherubini, S. Filippi, J. A. Rueda, and R. Ruffini, Phys. Rev. D 92, 023007 (2015), 1506.05926.

[56] L. Becerra, F. Cipolletta, C. L. Fryer, J. A. Rueda, and R. Ruffini, The Astrophysical Journal 812, 100 (2015), 1505.07580.

[57] L. Becerra, C. L. Bianco, C. L. Fryer, J. A. Rueda, and R. Ruffini, The Astrophysical Journal 833, 107 (2016), 1606.02523.

[58] L. Becerra, C. L. Ellinger, C. L. Fryer, J. A. Rueda, and R. Ruffini, ArXiv e-prints (2018), 1803.04356.