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Considering the NJL model with a repulsive vector channel, parametrized by GV , I show that one
may generate a non-monotonic behavior for the speed of sound which peaks at V 2

s > 1/3. This can
be achieved by assuming GV to be density dependent so that the resulting EoS is stiff/repulsive at
low densities and soft/non-repulsive at high densities. The interpolation between the two regimes
happens through a cross-over which takes place after the first order chiral transition sets in. The
model explicitly shows that a non-conformal peak in V 2

s is not in tension with the QCD trace
anomaly being positive at all densities, supporting recent claims in this direction. A brief discussion
on how the running coupling may affect the mass-radius relation is carried out in the context of
simple non-strange quark stars.

Introduction: Understanding how strongly interacting
matter behaves at high densities and low temperatures
is crucial to describe neutron stars (NS) which represent
the only laboratory where cold and dense quantum chro-
modynamics (QCD) can be currently tested. This can be
understood by recalling that at the present time most rel-
ativistic heavy ion collisions experiments are devoted to
study hot and moderately compressed hadronic matter.
At the same time, this regime is not yet fully accessible
to lattice simulations. On the theoretical side, the recent
discovery of NS whose estimated masses are about twice
the value of the solar mass [1–3] implies that the existing
equations of state (EoS) need to be further improved in
order to present higher stiffness. An observable which
can describe the stiffness of matter (a condition which
prevents a static NS from collapsing into a black hole)
is the speed of sound, Vs. At vanishing temperatures
this quantity can be evaluated from the knowledge of the
baryon number density, nB . Thermodynamic stability
and causality allow the value of the speed of sound to
be within a generous range, 0 ≤ V 2

s ≤ 1. Fortunately,
this large uncertainty can be further reduced by consid-
ering the extreme limits of very low and very high den-
sities. In the first case, nB . n0 (n0 = 0.16 fm−3), the
EoS can be appropriately described by effective field the-
ory models [4–7] which predict small values, V 2

s << 1.
At the other extreme, nB & 40n0, where the EoS can
be described by perturbative QCD (pQCD) [8, 9] the
speed of sound converges towards the conformal value,
V 2
s = 1/3. Between these two limits, the EOS cannot

be derived from ab initio evaluations so that the value
of the speed of sound within compressed baryonic mat-
ter remains essentially unknown (Ref. [10] offers a de-
tailed discussion on the possible scenarios). While some
authors [11, 12] advocate the existence of an universal
bond, V 2

s < 1/3, the measurements performed in Refs.
[1–3] and the theoretical predictions on the maximum
(gravitational) mass performed in Refs. [13–17] favor
stiff EOSs with V 2

s & 1/3 at nB & n0. In this case,
recent simulations [18] indicate that the most probable
scenario is the one in which V 2

s is a non-monotonic func-
tion of nB , which in turn suggests the existence of at least

one local maximum where V 2
s > 1/3. This possibility is

supported by a large number of applications employing
frameworks such as quarkyonic matter [19–22], models
for dense QCD [23–30], as well as models based on the
gauge/gravity duality [31–33], among others. To empha-
size the importance of V 2

s it is worth mentioning that
changes in its slope can also provide important informa-
tion related to the phase transitions and cross-overs that
can take place within dense baryonic matter. Therefore,
given its essential role in the description of NS, the speed
of sound recently became the object of intense research.
Since first principle evaluations are still not accessible in
the relevant density regime some authors have chosen a
more pragmatic strategy where the description is carried
out through simple models (incorporating some ansatz)
which supposedly capture the physics necessary to de-
scribe the non-conformal peak [19, 34]. Largely inspired
by Refs. [19, 34], this Letter aims to provide an alterna-
tive framework, based on the Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model
(NJL) [35], which may help to answer (even if partially)
some of the following questions: i) what is the physical
origin of the non-conformal peak?, ii) what type of func-
tion is V 2

s (nB)?, iii) is the trace anomaly always positive
in dense matter?, iv) the existence of a non-conformal
peak implies the existence of other phase transitions or
cross-overs? Here, I suggest that the NJL model with
a density dependent repulsive interaction, parametrized
by the coupling GV , provides a solid framework to ana-
lyze the non-conformal behavior displayed by V 2

s . After
proposing an ansatz to describe how GV runs with the
quark chemical potential, µ, I find that V 2

s indeed has
a non-monotonic behavior with a peak at nB ' 3n0.
The quark susceptibility shows that the expected (chi-
ral) transition happens at nB ' 2.5n0 but a novelty
shows up at nB ' 6n0 when a cross-over from a stiff
EoS to a soft one takes place. As a result, the presence
of a non-conformal peak is not in tension with a positive
trace anomaly, ∆, (at all densities) in agreement with
the recent conjecture made in Ref. [34]. Finally, a naive
application to the case of non-strange stars suggests that
GV = 0 and GV (µ) observe the bond ∆ > 0, contrary to
the fixed GV case (which gives the stiffest EoS).
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Model set up: In order to account for nuclear repulsion,
Nambu suggested [36] that the Yukawa potential should
receive a vector contribution. Later, a quantum field the-
ory aiming to describe nuclear matter was introduced by
Walecka [37] through the Langrangian density

LW = L0 + U(σ, ωµ) + gσσψψ − gωψ(ωµγ
µ)ψ , (1)

where L0 represents the free theory, U(σ, ωµ) describes
self mesonic interactions while the vertices parametrized
by gσ and gω respectively provide for attraction and re-
pulsion. On the other hand, the NJL model was origi-
nally proposed in terms of a scalar and a pseudo-scalar
channels parametrized by the coupling GS . Then, to ac-
count for stability, Koch et al. [38] have introduced a
repulsive vector channel parametrized by GV . In this
case, the extended Nf = 2 theory can be described by

LNJL = L0 +GS [(ψψ)2−(ψ~τγ5ψ)2]−GV (ψγµψ)2 . (2)

To assure rotational invariance only the zeroth compo-
nent of the vector channel contributes so that, at the
mean field level, the chemical potential gets shifted as
µ → µ − 2GV n, with n = 3nB representing the quark
number density, while the pressure receives a contribu-
tion proportional to GV n

2 [39–41]. In 3 + 1 d the NJL
interactions are described by irrelevant operators and the
couplings turn out to have canonical dimensions [-2], im-
plying that the model is non-renormalizable. In most
cases the divergent integrals are regularized by a sharp
cut-off, Λ, which is also the procedure adopted here.
This new “parameter” is then fixed, together with GS
and the quark current masses, by requiring the model to
reproduce the phenomenological values of fπ, mπ and
〈ψψ〉 at T = µ = 0. Here, for simplicity I consider
mu = md ≡ m and then adopt the following parametriza-
tion: m = 5.6 MeV, Λ = 587.9 MeV and GSΛ2 = 2.44
[39]. However, fixing GV poses and additional problem
since this quantity should be fixed using the ρ meson
mass which, in general, happens to be higher than the
maximum energy scale set by Λ. In this situation, most
authors adopt values between 0.25GS and 0.5GS (see Ref.
[42] for more details). The present work is totally based
on the possibility that the value of GV varies with µ just
like αs in pQCD applications. A crucial difference is that
the αs running is dictated by ab initio evaluations of the
QCD β function before µ gets related to the MS renor-
malization scale. In the NJL case one alternative is to use
plausible physical arguments in order to obtain an ansatz
which gives a physically appealing running. With this
aim, let us start by imposing that, at low-µ, GV (µ) re-
produces the result predicted by Sugano et al. [43], GS/3.
The next step is to determine the intermediate scale at
which the chiral transition occurs. By using the adopted
parametrization and standard mean field evaluations one
finds that the quark effective mass value at zero density is
M(0) = 400 MeV [39]. Since chiral symmetry will be par-
tially restored at µ ∼ M(0) we can further impose that

GV be approximately constant from µ = 0 to µ = M(0)
so that the usual results for the first order chiral tran-
sition obtained with a fixed coupling are preserved. We
next require GV (µ) → 0 at a larger scale, where the
model starts to lose its effectiveness. For the NJL model,
this should happen at around µ ' Λ. Expecting the de-
crease in GV (µ) to be more intense between µ = M(0)
and µ = Λ we finally require GV (µ0) = GV (0)/2 at a par-
ticular scale, µ0 = [M(0) + Λ]/2. Then, it is not difficult
to foresee that the required form of GV (µ) is reminiscent
of the Woods-Saxon potential. Namely,

GV (µ) =
GV (0)

1 + e(µ−µ0)/δ
, (3)

where µ0 = 500 MeV and GV (0) = GS/3 . The “thick-
ness” δ = 10 MeV assures that the drop starting at
µ = M(0) terminates at µ = Λ. It is obvious from Eq.
(3) that such running coupling interpolates between the
two extrema, GV = 0 and GV = GS/3, which respec-
tively give a softer and a stiffer EoS [39–41]. Therefore,
G(µ) has the potential to reproduce the expected non-
conformal maximum in V 2

s . Note that the ansatz tac-
itly implies that after chiral symmetry gets (partially)
restored the repulsion among the (bare) quarks becomes
negligible as the density increases. Also, remark that δ
was chosen so as to give a smooth transition within a
narrow 10 MeV width since taking δ → 0 could lead to
discontinuities in V 2

s which do not seem to be observed
in the simulations of Ref. [18]. With this conservative
choice one can anticipate that the transition from the re-
pulsive/stiff phase to the non-repulsive/soft phase will be
driven by a cross-over.

Evaluations and numerical results: Let us consider the
quark number density as representing the fundamental
quantity of interest. Then, at T = 0, a standard MFA
evaluation yields the following per flavor result [42]

nf =
Nc
3π2

p3
F,f , (4)

where the Fermi momentum is pF,f =
√
µ̃2
f −M2

f with

µ̃f = µf − 2GV
∑
nf . The quark effective mass is given

by Mf = m− 2GS
∑
σf where

σf = − Nc
2π2

Mf

[
ΛpΛ,f −M2

f ln

(
Λ + pΛ,f

Mf

)]
+

Nc
2π2

Mf

[
µ̃fpF,f −M2

f ln

(
µ̃f + pF,f

µ̃f

)]
, (5)

where pΛ,f =
√

Λ2 −M2
f . Having the quark density,

n =
∑
f nf , one can obtain the squared speed of sound

from V 2
s = nB/[µB(dnB/dµB)], where µB = 3µ.

At finite chemical potential and zero temperature, the
pressure versus chemical potential relation for quark mat-
ter can be obtained from [41, 45]

P (µ) = P (0) +

∫ µ

0

n(ν)dν , (6)



3

where P (0) = is the vacuum pressure. From P (µ) one
can determine the energy density, ε = −P + µBnB , the
trace anomaly, ∆ = ε − 3P , as well as the conformal
measure, C = ∆/ε. For simplicity let us start by consid-
ering the case of symmetric quark matter, µu = µd ≡ µ.
Fig. 1 illustrates the baryon density as a function of
µ for GV = 0, GV = GS/3 and GV (µ). The figure
clearly shows how GV (µ) interpolates between the other
two cases predicting that, after the chiral transition, nB
converges to the free gas result. The possible phase tran-
sition patterns can be better analyzed by evaluating the
quark number susceptibility, χq = dn/dµ. The results
displayed in Fig. 2 show that all the three possibilities re-
produce the usual first order (chiral) transition which, as
expected, is delayed and softened when GV 6= 0 [39–42].
On top of that, at µ = 508.73 MeV the running coupling
induces a cross-over towards the free gas result. Fig. 3
shows the squared speed of sound as a function of nB .
The results obtained with the running coupling indicate
that V 2

s exceeds the conformal limit at nB ' 2.8n0 for
both cases in which repulsion is present. However, when
GV is fixed, V 2

s continues to rise monotonically whereas a
non-monotonic behavior is displayed by the running cou-
pling which produces a peak at nB ' 3n0. After that, V 2

s

returns to the sub-conformal region and reaches a mini-
mum induced by a cross-over (at nB ' 6n0) before con-
verging to the conformal value. The figure also illustrates
the pQCD results when the MS renormalization scale
varies from the “central” value, 2µ, to 4µ. The pQCD
predictions were obtained by adapting the Nf = 2 + 1
results of Ref. [49] to Nf = 2. Notice that the con-
jectured coupling running predicts that after peaking at
the super-conformal region, V 2

s approaches the confor-
mal value from below, like pQCD, whereas evaluations
performed with the hard density loop resummation [46]
predict that the approach is from above. A preliminary
analysis with the renormalization group optimized the-
ory resummation [47] also indicates that the approach is
from below [48]. Finally, it should be emphasized that
the shape of the curve generated with GV (µ) resembles
some of those recently predicted in Refs. [18, 50].

Fig. 4 indicates that when GV runs with µ the
EoS is stiff for ε ≈ 500 − 700 MeV/fm−3. It then
becomes very soft before the cross-over takes place at
ε = 1286 MeV/fm−3 resulting in dP/dε → 1/3 when
ε & 2000 MeV/fm−3 .

Having in mind the very recent analysis about the sign
of the trace anomaly [34] let us now investigate how the
related conformal measure behaves for the GV values
considered in this work. Fig. 5 shows that the fixed
GV = GS/3 produces a maximally stiff EoS which yields
a negative C for nB & 8.3n0. When repulsion is absent,
the EoS is softer causing C → 0 as nB →∞ in conformity
with pQCD predictions. At the same time, our running
coupling predicts that the cross-over, at nB = 6n0, pre-
vents C from diving into the C < 0 region. It shifts the
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FIG. 1. Baryon density, in units of n0, as a function of the
quark chemical potential. The thin dotted line shows the
result for the quark number density nfree = NcNfµ

3/(3π2)
which corresponds to a gas of free quarks.
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FIG. 2. Quark number susceptibility, normalized by χfree
q =

NcNfµ
2/π2, as a function of the quark chemical potential.

After the first order (chiral) transition a cross-over can be
observed at µ = 508.7 MeV for the case GV (µ).

pQCD

Gv=0
Gv=Gs�3
GvHΜL

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

Baryon density nB �n0

Sp
ee

d
of

so
un

d
V s

2

FIG. 3. Speed of sound (squared) as a function of nB/n0.
The gray band represents the µ > Λ region. The light
band corresponds to the pQCD results for MS renormaliza-
tion scales from the central scale, 2µ (bottom edge), to 4µ
(top edge). The thin dotted line represents the conformal
result, V 2

s = 1/3.
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FIG. 4. EoS for the three cases considered. The GV (µ) result
predicts a stiff EoS at low energies. A cross-over to a softer
EoS takes place at ε = 1286 MeVfm−3. The vacuum pressure
has been subtracted.
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FIG. 5. Conformal measure as a function of nB/n0. The gray
band represents the µ > Λ region. The light band corresponds
to the pQCD results for MS renormalization scales from the
central scale, 2µ (top edge), to 4µ (bottom edge).

high-nB behavior of the trace anomaly which then con-
verges to zero while remaining positive. Curiously, the
NJL with GV (µ) and pQCD give similar results when the
later is evaluated at the MS central scale, 2µ.

Finally, to get a general idea on how G(µ) may impact
the description of NS let us apply our model to the case
of non-strange quark stars. This can be achieved by en-
forcing β-stability and charge neutrality upon requiring
µd−µe = µu ≡ µ and ne = (2nu−nd)/3 ne = µ3

e/(3π
2).

After solving the TOV equations one obtains the mass-
radius relations displayed in Fig. 6 where the results
for the standard cases GV = 0 and GV = GS/3 are in
agreement with Ref. [51]. The maximum mass-radius ra-
tio obtained with G(µ) is 0.15 while those obtained with
GV = 0 and GV = GS/3 are respectively 0.18 and 0.19.
Referring to the discussion carried out in Ref. [34] it is
important to mention that the case with fixed GV does
not observe the C > 0 bond, contrary to the cases GV = 0
and GV (µ).

Conclusions: This work shows that it is possible to
describe a non-conformal peak at V 2

s > 1/3 using a
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FIG. 6. Mass-radius relation for a non-strange quark star.
The Mmax/R ratios are 0.18 for GV = 0, 0.19 for GV = GS/3
and 0.15 for GV (µ). The dashed line indicates the maximum
mass-radius values which could be obtained by using EoS with
different fixed GV values, as in Ref. [51], which do not observe
the C > 0 bond.

standard effective quark model which contains a repul-
sive vector channel parametrized by a density dependent
coupling. Here, it has been suggested that the repul-
sion among (dressed) quarks is important only up to the
point where the chiral transition occurs so that repulsion
among (bare) quarks should be negligible. To model this
situation a simple ansatz was proposed. Basically, it in-
terpolates between a regime where repulsion is high (the
EoS is stiff) and a regime where repulsion low (the EoS
is soft). Thanks to this property the model is able to
predict a non-monotonic behavior for V 2

s which is in line
with recent simulations [18, 50]. Regarding the conformal
measure the results indicate that a non-conformal peak
in V 2

s is not in tension with the trace anomaly being posi-
tive for all densities, a result which agrees with a scenario
proposed in Ref. [34]. This happens because the model
generates a peak in V 2

s at lower densities by stiffening
the EoS before the softening, at intermediate densities,
forces convergence towards the pQCD predictions, as the
authors of Ref. [34] have conjectured. Moreover, a re-
cent study shows that QCD predicts the softening of the
EoS in most massive NSs [52]. In a crude application
to the description of non-strange quark stars the model
predicts a smaller maximum mass-radius ratio than the
cases where GV = 0 and GV = GS/3. The results here
obtained also allow us to conclude that although the stan-
dard NJL model, with a fixed GV , leads to stiffer EoS (an
larger NS masses) [51] this is accomplished by employing
an EoS which is in disagreement with pQCD predictions
at asymptotically high densities. These results are possi-
bly related to those obtained in the much more realistic
application performed in Ref. [34], where the mass-radius
relation has been analyzed in conjunction with the ∆ > 0
bond.
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