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Recent studies based on the relativistic mean field (RMF) model found certain nuclear empiri-
cal parameters, in particular the nucleon effective mass, to be strongly correlated with observable
properties of Neutron Stars (NSs), such as the frequencies of f—mode oscillations. This shows the
potential to constrain the values of effective mass from future observations of f—modes. One of
our primary goals of this work is to investigate whether such correlations are physical or an artifact
of the underlying nuclear model. To test this, we perform a comparative study of the correlations
between NS astrophysical observables and nuclear physics parameters using two different equation of
state models based on RMF theory and non-relativistic Meta-Modelling (MM) scheme. The nuclear
meta-model does not assume any underlying nuclear model and therefore allows us to test the model
dependence of the results. The calculations of the f—mode characteristics are performed within the
relativistic Cowling approximation. We use state-of-the-art nuclear microscopic calculations at low
density and multi-messenger astrophysical data at high-density within a Bayesian-inspired scheme
to constrain the parameter space of the nuclear models. From the posterior distribution, we probe
the underlying correlations among nuclear parameters and with NS observables. We find that the
correlation between the symmetry energy and its slope is physical, while that of the nucleon effective
mass with NS observables is model-dependent. The study shows that the effective mass governs the
high density behaviour in RMF models, while in the MM it is controlled by the higher order satu-
ration parameters, and hence the effective mass in the MM is not correlated with NS observables.
The findings of this investigation are interesting both for astrophysics as well as nuclear physics

communities.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the discovery of Neutron Stars (NSs), one of the
primary motivations for studying these compact objects
has been to infer the properties of dense matter under
extreme conditions. While the scope of studying nuclear
properties with nuclear experiments is limited to den-
sities close to saturation (ngu¢ ~ 0.16fm~3), heavy-ion
collision experiments in particle accelerators allow us to
probe dense matter properties up to ~ 2 — 3ngq;. As the
densities in the NS interior (up to 8 — 10n44;) are much
higher than those accessible by terrestrial experiments,
it provides a natural astrophysical environment to probe
the nature of dense nuclear matter [1-4].

The relation between the pressure and density i.e.
Equation of state (EoS) is the main entity that governs
the observable NS properties [5-11]. The composition of
the NS interior (such as presence of strangeness) may af-
fect its EoS and hence the bulk NS properties such as its
mass, radius, moment of inertia, and tidal deformability.
Given the EoS, it is possible to describe the NS mass-
radius relations by solving Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff
(TOV) equations (which ensure mass conservation and
hydrostatic equilibrium) simultaneously with the EoS
[1, 2]. A stiffer EoS corresponds to a large maximum
mass of the NS and vice versa. Therefore, the mass and
radius are the significant observables to constrain the
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EoS of the neutron star. Another important observable
in binary NSs is the tidal deformability (A), which de-
pends on the compactness (C = M/R) parameter of the
NS [12, 13]. One can use these observables to constrain
the EoS of the NS to improve the understanding of the
NS interior composition.

Neutron stars are usually observed as pulsars (rotat-
ing and highly magnetized NS). NSs can be observed
at multiple wavelengths across the electromagnetic
spectrum with ground-based as well as space-based
telescopes (e.g. Fermi, INTEGRAL, Chandra, LOFAR,
GMRT etc). One can derive NS observables from
multi-messenger astronomical data. In the case of
neutron stars in binary, one can measure the mass to
high precision from post-Keplerian parameters [14, 15].
From X-ray observations one can obtain gravitational
redshift and compactness, from which one can calculate
the radius of the NS given the mass. X-ray observations
also provide information about the NS cooling rate.
However, the precise measurement of NS radius is still
a challenge. Using advanced techniques onboard the
NICER (Neutron Star Interior Composition ExploreR)
mission [16] and the planned eXTP (enhanced X-ray
Timing and Polarimetry Mission) [17], we expect to
measure the masses and radii of NSs simultaneously
with even higher precision.

Non-axisymmetric perturbations in NSs can produce
Gravitational Waves (GWs) [18, 19]. Neutron stars are
prominent GW sources in both isolated and binary sys-
tems. These GWs carry information about the interior
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composition of the NS, that can be used in constraining
EoS. The direct detection of GWs from the binary NS
merger event GW170817 by the LIGO-Virgo Collabora-
tion along with its electromagnetic counterparts opened
up a new window to multimessenger astronomy [20].
GWs may also be produced by unstable NS oscillation
modes such as fluid f—,p—,g— modes or rotational
r-modes through the Chandrasekhar-Friedman-Schutz
(CFS) mechanism. Although GWs from such modes
have not yet been detected, even a non-detection imposes
important constraints on NS matter properties [21-23].

Matter probed in terrestrial experiments (nuclear and
heavy-ion experiments) is isospin symmetric, in contrast
with NS matter which is highly isospin asymmetric, and
therefore they provide complementary information on
the nuclear EoS. As the behaviour of the EoS at large
density and isospin asymmetry is unknown, one needs
to resort to theoretical EoS models to extrapolate the
known information to both higher densities and finite
asymmetry. However such an extrapolation is the source
of uncertainties in the EoS models. The difference
between the energy of pure neutron matter (PNM)
and symmetric nuclear matter (SNM), the so-called
symmetry energy and its density dependence are known
to show strong correlations with the neutron skin in
neutron-rich nuclei as well as with the NS radius [24-27].

Many theoretical models have been proposed in the
literature to describe the microscopic EoS of NSs, such
as the ab initio and the phenomenological models [28-
30]. In ab-initio models, the many body problem is
solved starting with the nuclear properties in vacuum.
Chiral Effective Field Theory (xEFT) is one such
microscopic ab-initio framework based on the chiral
perturbation theory, that provides a reliable description
of pure neutron matter (PNM) at low density (up to
1.4ngq:) [31]. Recently, these calculations have also
been extended to asymmetric nuclear matter (ANM)
relevant for application in neutron stars [32, 33]. On the
other hand, in phenomenological models, the density
functional theory is applied to describe the EoS. E.g.
in the Relativistic Mean Field (RMF) model, nucleons
participate in strong interaction via meson exchange,
and a mean-field approximation is applied for meson
fields. In the RMF model, the model parameters are
fitted to reproduce nuclear empirical observables at
nuclear saturation density.

There also exist various parametric EoS models which
model the EoS using functional forms without depending
on the underlying nuclear physics, such as piecewise
polytropes [34-37], spectral representation [38, 39] or
the speed-of-sound parametrization [40-42].  These
have been widely applied in numerical relativity sim-
ulations as well as for parameter estimation from
gravitational waveforms. The nuclear metamodelling
technique [43, 44] employs an expansion of the energy

in terms of the nuclear empirical observables, and is by
definition model-independent, but this parametrization
is only valid close to the saturation density. Recently,
non-parametric inference schemes have also been con-
structed [45, 46], using Gaussian processes trained on
nuclear EoSs and extended to include yEFT calcula-
tions [47]. The above schemes satisfy general physical
constraints such as causality, but the possible degrees
of freedom appearing at intermediate or high densities
are not included, and the role of the underlying nuclear
saturation parameters in controlling the behaviour of NS
global observables is not evident. A few EoSs have also
attempted to combine nuclear + piecewise polytrope
parametrizations [48] or supplemented non-parametric
priors with nuclear information at low densities to
obtain posterior distributions of empirical parameters
but the correlations between the nuclear empirical
parameters and NS astrophysical observables were not
clearly established. Parametric EoSs have been used
to impose constraints on the EoS by using NS multi-
messenger observations within a statistical Bayesian
formalism [48-54] by matching the low density EoS
constrained by theoretical and experimental nuclear
physics with parametrized high density EoSs satisfy-
ing multi-messenger observational data [40, 55-58].
Some of these works explored correlations among empiri-
cal nuclear parameters and a few NS observables [59-63].

In a series of recent works [64, 65], a formalism was
developed to investigate the role of empirical nuclear
parameters on NS observables. This Bayesian-inspired
scheme involved varying nuclear parameters within
the RMF formalism within their allowed uncertainties,
and then imposing constraints from nuclear, heavy-ion
experiments and multi-messenger astrophysical observ-
ables. The correlation studies in these works indicated
that the Dirac effective nucleon mass m},/m is the most
sensitive parameter that strongly correlates with the
NS properties. Systematic investigations of f—mode
oscillations within the RMF scheme [66-68] (for Cowling
approximation and full GR-formalism, and recently
extended to hot NSs) have also revealed that among the
nuclear empirical parameters, it is the Dirac effective
nucleon mass m},/m which shows the strongest correla-
tion with f—mode characteristics. The inverse problem
was also demonstrated, i.e. how future observations of
GWs from f—modes in isolated or binary systems can
be used to constrain the nuclear empirical parameters
within the RMF scheme [69, 70]. The question naturally
arises whether such a correlation of the NS observables
with the effective nucleon mass or with other nuclear
empirical parameters is physical or an artifact of the
chosen nuclear model (non-linear RMF) scheme.

Aim of this work: In this work, one of our primary
goals is to investigate whether the correlations of the
NS and f—mode properties with nuclear empirical
parameters are physical or an artifact of the underlying



nuclear model considered. For this, we compare our
results from the non-linear RMF framework with the
nuclear meta-modelling (MM) scheme [43, 44], which
does not assume any underlying nuclear model and
therefore allows us to test the model dependence of
the results. In this work, we perform the calculations
of the f—mode characteristic within the relativistic
Cowling approximation. In our previous work [68], we
demonstrated that although the relativistic Cowling
approximation overestimates the f—mode frequencies
by ~ 20%, it captures the correct qualitative features
of the f—mode properties, such as the correlations with
nuclear parameters.

This paper is organized as follows: in Sec. II, we
describe the construction of NS models, from the
microscopic description of the EoSs within two different
schemes to calculating the global NS observables. The
calculation of the f—mode oscillations and the scheme
for calculation of correlations are also discussed. In
Sec. III, preliminary studies of the sensitivity of NS
observables to nuclear parameters are performed. The
results of the correlation study for both the EoS models
is discussed in Sec. IV. Finally, in Sec. V, we discuss the
implications of our work and compare our findings with
other recent works in the literature.

II. FORMALISM

In this section, we describe the detailed formalism
adopted for the microscopic as well as macroscopic
description of the NS. In Sec. IT A, we define the nuclear
empirical parameters. In Sec. II B, we describe the EoS
of the NS core using two different models: the Relativis-
tic Mean Field (RMF) and the Meta-model (MM). In
Sec. I1C, we describe the calculation of the global struc-
ture properties of NSs. In the subsection 11D, we detail
the calculation of f—mode characteristics within the
relativistic Cowling approximation. Finally, we describe
the constraints imposed within the Bayesian-inspired
scheme in subsection ITE.

A. Nuclear empirical parameters

The extrapolation from nuclear saturation density to
higher densities and from symmetric (SNM) to asym-
metric nuclear matter (ANM) is introduced in theoretical
models. The energy per nucleon can be expanded around
the isospin asymmetry coefficient § = 0,

e(x,0) = e;s(x) + 52eiv(m) (1)

where £ = (n — Ngat)/3Nsae is the dimensionless density,
and § = (n1/n) = (np,—np)/(np+np) is the isospin asym-
metry parameter. n, n,, n, are the number densities of

baryon, neutron, and proton, respectively. Nuclear sat-
uration density (nsq¢) is the density at which the energy
per nucleon is minimum for symmetric nuclear matter.
The isoscalar and isovector contributions to the energy
per nucleon, e;s(x) and e;,(x) respectively, can be ex-
panded around saturation density (z = 0) as
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where Nsat, Esah Ksata szma Lsyma Ksyma Qsata
Qsym, Zsaty Zsym and m*/m are the empirical nu-
clear parameters measured in terrestrial experiments.
Esaty, Koat, Jsyms Lsym, and Kgyp, are the energy per
nucleon (or binding energy per nucleon), the incompress-
ibility modulus, the symmetry energy, the slope of the
symmetry energy, and the isovector incompressibility re-
spectively, all calculated at saturation density. The pa-
rameter m*/m is the effective nucleon mass at ngq:. The
higher-order parameters Qsat, Qsyms Zsat, and Zgym cor-
respond to the isoscalar skewness, isovector skewness,
isoscalar kurtosis, and isovector kurtosis respectively.
The empirical parameters at saturation density are ex-
tracted from measurements of the neutron skin thick-
ness of 2°8Pb and “®Ca, electric dipole polarizability ap,
isoscalar giant monopole resonances, nuclear masses, and
several other experimental data [71-74].

B. Microscopic description (EoS)
1. RMF Model

The Relativistic Mean Field (RMF) model is one of
the commonly used phenomenological models to describe
the nuclear EoS of neutron stars. In the RMF model,
the nucleon-nucleon (NN) interactions are described by
the exchange of mesons [25, 75]. The total effective La-
grangian density in the non-linear RMF model can be
written as follows.
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where Wy is the Dirac field for nucleons N, v* and
7 denote the Dirac and Pauli matrices. o,w,,p, are
scalar, vector and isovector mesonic fields respectively.



Here m, mg, m,, and m, are the average nucleon mass
and masses of the o, w and p mesons respectively.

The isoscalar coupling constants g, and g, of 0 — N
and w — N interactions fix the energy per particle and
ground state density. The isovector coupling strength
gp and A, of p — N and w — p interactions control the
density-dependent nuclear symmetry energy. The o
meson self-interaction strengths b and c are important
for reproducing the correct incompressibility of nuclear
matter at saturation. In our study, we set the quartic
w-coupling constant ¢ as zero as it is known to soften
the EoS, which conflicts with the 2M constraints from
pulsar data.

Using the total effective Lagrangian density from equa-
tion (4) in the Euler-Lagrange equations, one can obtain
the energy density
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where the Dirac effective mass of the nucleon m7, is de-
fined as

(6)

0, w, and p denote the expectation values of the meson
fields in the mean field approximation. Here kg, is the
Fermi momentum of nucleon and Fermi energy is given

by Epy = y/k%, +mj5. The pressure can be obtained
from the Gibbs-Duhem relation

P:ZMN'”N_€7
N

mp =m — gs0 .

(7)

where chemical potential py is defined as

un = Epy + goi + %pT?,Nﬁ .

2. Meta Model (MM)

The Meta-model is a non-relativistic phenomenological
model to study the EoS of nuclear matter inside neutron
stars [43, 44]. In this metamodelling approach, the en-
ergy per particle is defined as

eN(n,ny) =t (n,ny) + VN (n,ny) | (9)
Here, the kinetic energy term t¥'“*(n,n;) and the poten-
tial energy term V¥ (n,n1) (up to order N of the Taylor

series) are defined as follows:
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where t£G = (3h2/(10m))(372/2)2/3n2/% is the kinetic
energy per nucleons for symmetric matter at saturation,
m is the average nucleon mass. The asymmetry coeffi-
cient § = [0,1] and the dimensionless density z are as
defined earlier in Sec. IT A. v** and v are the isoscalar
and isovector model parameters, respectively. Here,

U () = 1 (=82)10 cap (~bn /o)

is the correction factor introduced to reproduce the cor-
rect behavior of energy density at zero density (model
ELFc) [43]. The parameter b = 10In(2) =~ 6.93. The
functions f; and fy are defined as follows,

fl(é) 2(1 4+ 6)5/3 + (1 _ 5)5/3
J2(8) =3[(1+ ) — (1 - 8)°%] .

The Landau effective nucleon mass (mj ) in MM is de-
fined as

m n
=1+ (Hsat + TBNHsym(s)T

sat
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Here 73 = +1 and —1 for neutrons and protons, re-
spectively. It is important to note that the definition of
the effective mass (Landau effective mass) in the meta-
model is different from the RMF model (Dirac effective
mass) [76]. The parameters rgq¢ and Kgym are functions
of Landau effective mass at saturation for SNM (m} /m),
and isospin mass splitting at saturation (Amj /m) for
pure neutron matter (PNM) [77, 78]. These can be writ-
ten as follows,

Ksat =— — 1,
L
1 1 Am7 2
_ + e
Ksym = o) (15)
m

For small values of isospin splitting (Amj/m),
2
Am*
o > —4 225 ()

Now, one can derive the relations between the model
parameters and the nuclear empirical parameters at sat-



uration. For isoscalar model parameters,
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Similarly, for isovector parameters,
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The pressure is the first derivative of the energy per
nucleon, which is denoted as P = n? [%].

C. Macroscopic properties
1. Mass and Radius of NS

Once the microscopic EoS is obtained using the RMF
or Meta model, the mass and radius of a spherically
symmetric non-rotating NS can be obtained by solving
Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations [1, 2].

dm(r) _ 2
o = dre(r)r
dp(r) _  [p(r) 4 e(r)][m(r) + 4mr’p(r)]
dr r(r —2m(r)) ’ (18)

Here, the natural units (¢ = A = G = 1) have been used.
To solve these equations, the boundary conditions are
m(r =0) =0, m(r = R) = M, p(r =0) = p, and
p(r = R) = 0, where M and R are the total mass and
radius of the neutron star corresponding to the central
pressure p., respectively.

2. Tidal deformability

In a binary NS system, one compact object gets dis-
torted because of the tidal field of the other. The strength
of distortion is referred to as the tidal deformability (X),
and it measures the induced quadrupole moment @;; due
to the tidal field €;; of the companion star,

Qij = _)\Eij . (19)

The tidal deformability A is connected to the dimension-
less [ = 2 tidal love number ko by the relation,

2
A= §k2R5 : (20)
The dimensionless tidal deformability A is defined as
2%y 2k (R’
A=—=—"|— 21
3C5 3 (M > (21)

where C' = M/R is the compactness parameter of the
NS. In order to calculate the tidal deformability, one has
to solve a set of differential equations coupled with the
TOV equation as done in [79, 80].

D. Calculation of oscillation modes

Non-radial oscillation modes in stars have been
studied in great detail [81, 82]. In the non-relativistic
framework, Cowling first outlined the procedure to
analyze these modes [83], while the general relativistic
(GR) treatment was developed by Thorne and Campol-
lataro [84]. In full GR, one must account for the metric
perturbations while solving the perturbed fluid equa-
tions, which are time-consuming and computationally
expensive. However, within the Cowling approximation,
which is valid in weak gravitational fields, these metric
perturbations can be neglected. Many works in the
literature [67, 85-87], have employed this simplification
for studies of f—modes. It has been demonstrated that
the oscillation frequency for the f—mode obtained using
the Cowling approximation is real and overestimated
by less than 20% from those calculated using the full
GR treatment [68, 88]. In the Cowling approximation a
calculation of the damping time of QNMSs is not possible.

In the present work, we focus on the Cowling approx-
imation, and hence the metric for the spherically sym-
metric background is given by,

ds? = —e2®M g% 4+ MM @2 4 1240 + 12 sin?0dg? (22)

The equation governing the fluid oscillations with per-
turbations can be derived by varying the conservation
of the energy-momentum tensor. The fluid’s Lagrangian
displacement vector is given by

¢i= (e—AWW, —Vdy, —Vsz'n_296¢) Y1 (0, 9)
(23)
where Y}, is the spherical harmonics. Assuming the
harmonic time dependency, two functions W (r) and V (r)
satisfy the following coupled equations [67, 89]:

dVZ:T) = Z—; |:w27’2€A(T)2¢(T)V(T) + th(;r) W(T)]
— 1+ 1)tV (r) (24)
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o= 2 - V(r)— T—QeA( YW (r) , (25)



where
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The functions W(r) and V(r) at the centre of the NS
behave as

W(r) = Artth V(r) = —

%rl , (27)

where A is an arbitrary constant. Given the EoS p =
p(e), one can determine the eigen frequencies (w) satis-
fying the following boundary condition at the surface for
each [ value,

1 .do(r)
R?2 dr lr=r

where R is the radius of the Neutron Star.

WM B-22(RY(R) 4 W(R)=0, (28)

E. Imposing constraints on the EoS

In order to study the correlations between NS proper-
ties and nuclear empirical parameters, in this work we
apply the cut-off filter scheme inspired by a Bayesian
formalism following our recent works [64, 65]. In this
scheme, the nuclear parameters are varied randomly
within their allowed uncertainty range compatible
with nuclear experimental data, to generate a flat
EoS prior set. Then ‘cut-off’ filters are applied i.e.
physical constraints are imposed at different densities
and the EoS posteriors are generated. Then correlation
studies are performed using these posteriors. In this
study, we use two cut-off filters described in the following;:

1. xEFT at low density

In the baryon density range of 0.08 — 0.21 fm ™3, the
EoS for pure neutron matter (PNM) can be calculated
using the Chiral Effective Field Theory (xEFT) [31]
calculations. This theory is based on the microscopic
calculation of many-body interactions among nucleons
considering order-by-order expansions. We use this
constraint on the pure neutron matter (PNM) EoS
priors at lower densities. The required EoS parameter
sets should comply with the results of YEFT within the
mentioned baryon density region.

Recently, YEFT calculations have been extended up
to 0.25 fm™3 (see Figure 1) for arbitrary proton
fractions and temperatures, and using nonparametric
EoS calculations to [-equilibrated neutron star mat-
ter [32, 90]. In this work, in order to compare with
previous results, we first employ the YEFT results of
Drischler et al. (2016) [31] for PNM. We then impose the
new constraints from Keller et al. (2023) [32] for PNM
and comment on how they affect the correlations.
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FIG. 1. The variation of energy per baryon (E/A) with
baryon number density (ng) for pure neutron matter has been
plotted. The bands display theoretical yEFT uncertainty at
next-to-next-to-next-to-leading order (N®LO). These bands
are taken from [31, 32]. See text for further details.

2. Astrophysical Observations at high density

Multi-messenger (electromagnetic and gravitational
wave) observations provide information about the EoS
at high density. Some of the crucial state-of-the-art
multi-messenger constraints on the NS EoS are the
following:

i) Pulse profile modelling (PPM) of X-ray data by
NICER allows precise measurements of the highest
observed NS mass as well as its radius. Until re-
cently, mass-radius inferences were published for the
millisecond pulsars PSR J00304-0451 [91, 92] and PSR
JO740+6620 [93, 94]. These observations suggested that
the pulsar with the highest maximum observed mass
is PSR J0740+6620, with a mass of 2.0870 57 M [95].
This imposes an important constraint on the maximum
mass predicted by theoretical EoS models, which should
be able to explain the highest observed NS mass.

Very recently, NICER published inference of the
mass and radius for PSR J0437-4715 [96] as well as
reanalysis of previous results, using upgraded PPM
techniques and instrument models, providing tighter
mass-radius constraints [33, 97, 98]. We use the lower
limit of 2.01 My, for the maximum NS mass [95]. We also
checked the compatibility of the mass-radius posteriors
with the old and new NICER constraints.

ii) Another important constraint comes from the
binary merger event GW170817 [20]. It limits dimen-
sionless tidal deformability (A) for 1.4M; NS such as
A < 720. The correlation (Eq. 21) between A with
radius (R) allows to put important constraints on its



value, such that R < 13.5 km.

It is important to note here that there exists an ap-
parent tension between GW data and the astrophysical
data from NICER. For the constraint solely from the
observation of massive pulsars (PSR J07404+6620), the
preferred EoS has to be stiff irrespective of the EoS
parameterization. Adding the constraint only from GW
events makes the preferred EoS softer, while further
demanding compatibility with NICER results makes
the EoS stiffer again, although lesser than that from
only pulsar mass observation. In [63], an apparent
tension was found between the empirical parameter
based meta-modelling of neutron stars and astrophysical
observations. In their article, [48] showed that this
tension is an artifact that arises on applying empiri-
cally parameterized EoS to high densities relevant for
astrophysical observations, which shows preference for a
different characterization at high densities.

We also mention that in this work do not impose the
constraints from heavy-ion data in this work as they are
known to be model dependent (see discussions in [64]).

3. Correlations

In our study, we take the variables to be random
within the allowed uncertainty range to generate a
uniformly distributed prior set. Using the posteriors,
we study the physical correlations between the nuclear
parameters as well as the NS observables such as Ry 41, ,
Avans, framg, Re.omy, Moo, and faonr, i.e. radius,
tidal deformability, and f—mode frequency of 1.4 and
2.0Mg NSs, respectively. Following [64, 65], we use
Pearson’s linear correlation coefficient, defined as follows,

_ Cou(X,Y)

0= 500s) =

where Cov(X,Y) is the covariance of the two random
variables X and Y. The S(X) and S(Y) are the
standard deviations of X and Y, respectively.

In our previous work [64], the correlations applying fil-
ters from yEFT and NS astrophysical observables were
studied both with and without statistical weighting. It
was shown that the inclusion of weights does not qualita-
tively affect the correlations. Further, experimental data
may be model dependent or have large uncertainties and
the inclusion of incorrect statistical weights may intro-
duce a false confidence in the results. Therefore in this
work, we apply hard cut-off filter constraints and do not
include statistical weights, following other works [65].

III. PRELIMINARY STUDIES

To investigate the role of the nuclear empirical param-
eters on NS observables, as a preliminary check we first
perform a sensitivity study where the parameters are var-
ied individually within the uncertainty range allowed by
current experimental data. For comparison, we employ
the two different models, i.e., RMF and Meta-model, and
reproduce the results from previous studies. The results
are discussed in detail below.

A. Sensitivity study using RMF

In order to test the numerical scheme, we first perform
a sensitivity study using the RMF parameter set given in
Table I considered in our previous work [64, 75]. Using
the RMF set, we examine the behaviour of the EoS as
well as NS observables such as mass, radius, and tidal de-
formability, f—mode frequency to the variation of the nu-
clear empirical parameters within the uncertainty region.
We use the relativistic ‘HS-DD2’ [99] EoS for the crust
to determine the NS macroscopic properties in sensitiv-
ity and correlation studies within the RMF framework.
It is known that a non-unified EoS model may introduce
errors in the estimation of the NS radius [100]. However,
we verified the maximum error in radius estimation using
the non-unified EoS model. We obtained thermodynam-
ically consistent unified crust for the S-equilibrated core
EoS using the CUTER code [101]. From this comparison,
we observed that the use of non-unified crust affects the
radius for the low mass NSs, but the relative error in ra-
dius for the canonical mass NS (1.4Mg) is less than 1%.
We also obtained negligible effects on the dimensionless
tidal deformability and f-mode frequencies.

MOdel Nsat Esat Ksat szm Lsym
(fm™3) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV)

mp/m

HTZCS 0.150 -16.0 240 [30, 32] [40, 60] [0.55, 0.75]

TABLE I. The nuclear empirical parameters and their varia-
tions at saturation density for the RMF model. These values
are taken from [75].

As the uncertainty in the saturation density ngq:, en-
ergy per particle at saturation FEs,; and compressibil-
ity K¢ are smaller compared to the other parameters,
these are not varied. We study the individual effects
of the other parameters i.e., symmetry energy Jgym, its
slope Lgym, and the Dirac effective nucleon mass mp,/m.
We find that the NS structure properties (mass, radius,
f—mode frequency) are highly sensitive to the Dirac ef-
fective nucleon mass among all the nuclear parameters,
as seen in previous works [66-68] (figures not provided).



B. Sensitivity study using MM

In this section, we repeat the sensitivity study within
the Meta-model framework by varying the nuclear pa-
rameters independently within their uncertainties, as
given in Table II. The Meta-model is described by a
Taylor series expansion in density. So, one can observe
that the empirical parameters at different orders play a
crucial role at different densities. The higher-order pa-
rameters have an impact away from saturation density.
As reported in [43], we find that among the lower or-
der parameters, the effects of Esu, Kgar, and Jeym on
the energy per particle, pressure, and symmetry energy
are negligible for SNM (6 = 0), PNM (§ = 1), and a
special case of ANM (6 = 0.5). However the EoS shows
significant sensitivity to ngas, Lsym, and higher-order pa-
rameters such as Ksym, @Qsats Lsat, Qsym, Zsym. But the
EoS is insensitive to variations in Landau effective mass

(m3/m), and the isospin mass splitting (Am} /m).

1. Sensitivity study of higher-order parameters in NS
observables (MM)

Next, we perform a detailed study of the sensitivity
of the NS mass, radius, dimensionless tidal deformabil-
ity and frequency of f—mode oscillations, to the higher-
order parameters i.e., Koym,Qsat, Zsats Qsyms Lsym S
well as Landau effective mass. For this, we calculate
the p-equilibrated EoS within the MM framework for the
npep matter in the NS core. As Meta-model is a non-
relativistic model, the core EoS may become acausal at
high density. To circumvent this unphysical scenario, we
limit the core EoS up to a certain density beyond which
the causality principle no longer holds, while also ensur-
ing that the symmetry energy remains positive for all
considered densities. Though some non-relativistic crust
EoSs such as SLy4 and BPS are available, it is well known

Model Nsat Esat Ksat Qsat Zsat szm Lsym Ksym stm Zsym mZ/m AmZ/m
(fm™3) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV)
MM 0.155 -15.8 230 300  -500 32 60 -100 0 -500  0.75 0.1
variation 0.005 0.3 20 400 1000 2 15 100 400 1000 0.1 0.1

TABLE II. The nuclear empirical parameters values and their variations at saturation density for Meta-model, estimated from
the analyses of various experimental data. These uncertainties are taken from [43].
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FIG. 2. Mass-radius (M-R) relations due to variation in higher-order parameters (Ksym, Qsat; Zsat, Qsym; Zsym) and the
Landau effective mass (m7 /m) within Meta-model framework. The individual parameters are varied around their central values
(when others are fixed at the central values) within their uncertainties from Table II.
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L. "
for variation in Ksym, Qsat, Zsat; Qsym, Zsym, and mj /m

within Meta-model framework. The individual parameters are varied around their central values (when others are fixed at the

central values) within their uncertainties from Table II.

that the crust-core matching may result in uncertainties
in the NS radii up to 30% [100, 102]. For this work
in MM, we use the publicly available CUTER code [101]
to construct the NS crust EoS corresponding to the
NS core EoS in a thermodynamically consistent way

and obtain a unified EoS. Solving the TOV equations
described in Sec. ITC, we calculate the mass and radius
of the NS. The f—mode frequency is obtained using
the Cowling approximation, as described in Sec. I1D.
The effects of variation of higher-order parameters as



well as the Landau effective mass on mass-radius, tidal
deformability, and f—mode frequency are shown in
Figures 2, 3, and 4 respectively. All higher-order param-
eters influence NS radius, tidal deformability, and f—
mode frequency. However, Q4. has a greater impact on
Ry.4nr, and Raonr, compared to the other parameters
Zsat and Zgym, which affect the radius for heavier NSs.
The lower limit of Qsym uncertainty is unable to support
a 2Mg NS. The radius and tidal deformability increase
with increasing the value of the higher-order nuclear
parameters, whereas the f—mode frequency decreases.
Thus one can observe that the high-density behaviour in
Meta-model is governed by all the higher-order param-
eters (Ksyma Qsata Zsata strm Zsym)~ An important
distinction in the Meta-model is that the uncertainty
in the Landau effective nucleon mass does not have an
appreciable impact on NS observables, unlike in the
RMF model, where NS observables are highly sensitive
to the Dirac effective nucleon mass. For the meta-model
version of the chiral Hamiltonian H2, a comparable
sensitivity study was performed by [103].

IV. RESULTS

From the sensitivity study, it is clear which nuclear
parameters influence the different NS osbervables. How-
ever, as the parameters are varied independently, it is
not evident whether there may be underlying correlations
among the parameters themselves.

A. Correlation study using RMF

In the next step, we vary all the nuclear empirical pa-
rameters within their uncertainty range from the analy-
sis of various nuclear experiments and impose the con-
straints from nuclear theory and astrophysical observa-
tions, as discussed in Sec. ITE. From the posteriors, we
then extract the underlying correlations among the pa-
rameters and with the NS observables. For the RMF
model, we use Table III for the values of all the nuclear
parameters and their maximum possible variations, and
reproduce the results from our previous works [64, 65].

Model Nsat Esat Ksat Lsym

(fm™) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV)

Jsym mp/m

RMF 0.14-0.17 -16+£0.2 200-300 28-34 40-70 0.55-0.75

TABLE III. The prior range of the nuclear empirical param-
eters considered for the correlation study within RMF frame-
work. This table is taken from our previous work [64].

We vary all the parameters randomly within their un-
certainty range to obtain a flat prior. For these randomly
generated parameters set, we calculate the energy per

10

particle (binding energy) as a function of baryon num-
ber density (np) for pure neutron matter (PNM). We
impose the YEFT constraint (Drischler et al. 2016 [31])
on the prior distribution for the baryon density range
0.08 — 0.21 fm~3 and accept only the nuclear parameter
sets that generate the PNM EoSs within this band for
this above-mentioned baryon density range.
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FIG. 5. Mass-radius relations for posterior ANM FEoSs

within RMF framework after applying xEFT (Drischler et
al. 2016 [31]) and Astro filters. The 68% and 95% contours
of the NICER mass-radius measurements are shown by dark
and light regions, respectively [33, 96-98]. (See text for more
details)

Next, we calculate the ANM EoS for the yEFT fil-
tered nuclear parameters sets. Following the formalism
discussed in Sec. IIC and IID, we obtain the mass-
radius relationship, tidal deformability, and f—mode
frequency. Now we apply the Astro constraints at high
density described in section IIE2. The maximum mass
predicted by any EoS should exceed the mass of PSR
J07404-6620. The maximum radius and dimensionless
tidal deformability limits come from GW170817 for
1.4Mg NS.

We plot the mass-radius relations for the posterior
ANM EoSs after applying these constraints in Figure 5.
The mass-radius posterior is compatible with the M-R
contours (shown as red patches) of the binary compo-
nent from the GW170817 event, as well as the 2-0 con-
tours of the NICER mass-radius measurement of the ob-
served pulsars, as shown in Figure 5. The fraction of
EoSs that pass only the YEFT constraint is around 30%,
while only around 21% EoSs pass both filters. We gener-
ate 10000 random parameter sets within the uncertainty
range as priors, out of which we effectively obtain around
2100 parameter sets that pass both filters. We obtain the
correlation matrices shown in Figures 6 and 7 following
Sec. I E 3 after applying only the yEFT filter and both
xEFT + Astro filters, respectively.
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FIG. 7. Same as Figure 6, but after applying both xEFT
(Drischler et al. 2016 [31]) and Astro (lower limit of maximum
mass 2.01 Mg from PSR J07404 6620 and upper limit on tidal
deformability A1,4M® < 720 from GW170817 event) filters.
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FIG. 8. The probability density functions (PDF's) of the most sensitive parameters in the RMF model (nsat, Lsym and mp/m)
after passing both YEFT (Drischler et al. 2016 [31]) and Astro filters. The mean and 1o values (shown as filled regions) of each

parameter are provided on the top of their PDF.

From both the correlation matrices, we observe that
the nuclear parameters J,y,, and Ly, are strongly cor-
related (0.7 after passing both filters). The parameter
Ngqr Shows a weak correlation with Jgy,, in both matrices.
The anti-correlation between ngq: and m?,/m is moder-
ate after applying both filters (-0.36), whereas it shows no
correlation when it passes only the yEFT filter. The pa-
rameters ngq¢ and Ly, have moderate correlations with
1.4M@ NS observables (R1.4M®, A1.4M®, f1~4MO)‘ But
they have a very weak correlation for 2M; NS observ-
ables (R2.0n1,, A2.0Mg s f2.00,). All the NS observables
are strongly correlated with each other, which is expected
from the equation (21). The nuclear parameter m},/m
is strongly correlated with NS observables (R, A, and
f—mode frequency). This correlation further increases

with increasing NS masses. Therefore, in the RMF
model, the Dirac effective nuclear mass (m?,/m) plays a
crucial role in determining the NS observables like mass,
radius, and dimensionless tidal deformability. These re-
sults are consistent with our previous works [64, 67, 68].

The probability density functions (PDFs) of some of
the nuclear empirical parameters (nsqe, Lsym, mh/m)
those are strongly correlated with NS observables are
shown in Figure 8. From the PDF's, one can observe
that the symmetry energy slope parameter (Lgyn,) gets
slightly constrained. Another important observation is
that the inclusion of the Astro filter favours the higher
values of the Dirac effective mass.
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MOdel Nsat Esat Ksat Qsat Zsat szm

(fm™) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV) (MeV)

(MeV) (MeV)

Ksym
(MeV)

stm
(MeV)

Zsym
(MeV)

Lsym mz /m Amz /m

MM 0.14-0.17 -16 £ 0.2 200-300 300 £ 400 -500 £ 1000 28-34 40-70 -100 £ 100 0 £ 400 -500 £ 1000 0.65-0.85 0.0-0.2

TABLE IV. The prior range of the nuclear empirical parameters considered for the correlation study within the Meta-model

framework.

B. Correlation study using MM

Here, we follow similar steps as in RMF for the
correlation study. We keep the same prior ranges for the
lower-order parameters (ngat, Fsat, Ksat, Jsym, Lsym)7
as these are also present in RMF model. The prior
ranges from the higher-order parameters (Ksym, Qsat,
Zsat, Qsym, Zsym), Landau effective mass (mj /m), and
isospin mass splitting (Amj/m) are taken from [43].
The large uncertainties used as priors for the correlation
study within Meta-model framework are given in Ta-
ble 1V.

For the correlation study in the Meta-model, we
use xEFT constraint (Drischler et al. 2016 [31]) at
low density and the lower limit of maximum mass
constraint of 2.01 M (PSR J0740+6620), and the max-
imum tidal deformability of 1.4Mg NS (Ayan, < 720
from GW170817) at higher density. We first apply the
xEFT filter on the randomly generated uniform prior
PNM EoSs between density region 0.08 — 0.21 fm™3
within the Meta-model framework. Following the
discussion in Sec. IIC and IID, we calculate the NS
observables. Then applying the Astro filter, we obtain
the posterior in this Meta-model. As we already
discussed in the Sec. IIIB 1, in the posterior, we only
consider EoSs that simultaneously satisfy the minimal
physics conditions (positive symmetry energy and
causality for all densities up to maximum core density)
along with the aforementioned constraints. Here, we
generated 12500 priors in this model. Among those
only 3000 (24%) EoSs pass the yEFT filter, and around
1950 (15.6%) EoSs pass both the filters (YEFT + Astro).

The M-R relations for the EoS posteriors have been
plotted in Figure 9 after applying both YEFT and Astro
constraints. We observe that the posterior mass-radius
curves are compatible with the 2-o contours of the recent
NICER observational data for pulsars J0740, J0030, and
J0437 [33]. The posterior mass-radius relations are also
compatible with M-R contours of GW170817 event.

We obtain the correlation matrix among nuclear
parameters and NS observables for MM after following
the description in Sec. IIE 3. The correlation matrices
after applying only xYEFT filter and after applying both
the filters are shown in Figures 10 and 11 respectively.
The correlation matrix for MM shows that the param-
eters Jsym and Lgy,, are strongly correlated (0.66 after

951 ---- Posterior ]

[ PSR JO740 + 6620

F GW170817 M1
F GW170817 M2

1.0}
0.5} ]
0.0g 10 12 14 16 18
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FIG. 9. Mass-radius posteriors for ANM EoSs within Meta-
Model framework after applying both xEFT (Drischler et
al. 2016 [31]) and Astro filters. The 68% and 95% contours
of the NICER mass-radius measurements are shown by dark
and light regions, respectively [33, 96-98].

passing both filters). The parameters Lgym and Koy,
are weakly correlated in both matrices. They show a
moderate correlation with the NS observables of 1.4Mg,.
This correlation decreases for 2M g NS observables. Qsq¢
is moderately correlated with the NS observables of mass
2Mg. It is expected as Qsq¢ affects the high-density
behaviour much compared to the other higher-order
parameters. There is a weak correlation between ngq;
and Jgym (0.3) after applying only xEFT filter, and it
decreases after applying the Astro filter. Strong corre-
lations are observed between ng,; and NS observables
(R, A, and f—mode frequency) after applying yEFT
filter. However, these correlations become moderate
after applying the Astro filter. The f—mode frequency
shows comparatively strong correlation with ng,; than
the radius and tidal deformability. The Landau effective
mass (m}/m) and its isospin mass splitting (Am} /m)
at saturation are not correlated with the other nuclear
parameters as well as with the NS observables.

The higher-order parameters in the Meta-model ex-
hibit large uncertainties. To assess how much the nu-
clear parameters get constrained, we present the proba-
bility density functions (PDFs) of the posterior nuclear
parameters (Nsqt, Loym, Ksym, @sats Zsats Qsym, and
Zsym) in Figure 12, which govern the high-density be-
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FIG. 10. Correlations among the nuclear parameters and NS observables within Meta-Model framework after applying only
XEFT (Drischler et al. 2016 [31]) filter. The (negative)positive values indicate the (anti-)correlation.
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FIG. 11. Same as Figure 10, but after applying both YEFT (Drischler et al. 2016 [31]) and Astro (lower limit of maximum
mass 2.01M¢ from PSR J0740 + 6620 and upper limit on tidal deformability A1.4nr., < 720 from GW170817 event) filters.



haviour in this model and thus influence the NS observ-
ables. We also include the PDF of the Landau effective
mass (mj /m) for comparison with the Dirac effective
mass (m},/m). From the PDFs distributions, we observe
that the symmetry energy slope parameter Lgy,, is con-
strained better than the other parameters in this model.
The higher-order parameters (Kgym, Qsats Zsat, Qsym,
and Zsy.m,) are very poorly constrained. The PDFs of
the YEFT and yEFT + Astro posteriors do not differ
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14

significantly. However, we obtain a flat posterior for the
Landau effective mass as it is not correlated with the
NS observables. We compare the posterior radius, tidal
deformability, and f— mode frequency of 1.4Mg Neu-
tron Star between the RMF and Meta-models in Fig-
ure 13. The Meta-model predicts a slightly larger ra-
dius and tidal deformability, as well as a slightly lower
f-mode frequency for 1.4Mg neutron stars, compared to
the RMF model.
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FIG. 12. The probability density functions (PDFs) of the sensitive nuclear parameters in the Meta model after applying both
XEFT (Drischler et al. 2016 [31]) and Astro filters. The mean and 1o values (shown as filled regions) of each parameter are
provided on the top of their PDF.
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FIG. 13. Comparison between the probability density functions (PDFs) of the NS observables (R1,4M®, Aramg, f1‘4M®) in the
RMF and Meta-model after passing both yEFT (Drischler et al. 2016 [31]) and Astro filters. The mean and 1o values (shown
as filled regions) of each observable are provided on the top of their PDF.



C. Improved constraints

We presented our results of the correlation study
in Sec. IV A using the YEFT constraint for PNM by
Drischler et al. 2016 [31] within RMF framework. In
this section, we investigate whether the recently ex-
tended YEFT (up to 0.25 fm~3) calculation (Keller et
al. 2023 [32]) for PNM can improve the previous results
(Figure 1 compares two YEFT bands of PNM). In or-
der to do that, we follow the similar steps as discussed
in Sec. IV A. The correlation matrix between nuclear pa-
rameters and NS observables within RMF framework af-
ter applying only improved yEFT (Keller et al. 2023 [32])
filter for PNM is shown in Figure 14.
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FIG. 14. Correlations among nuclear parameters and NS

observables within RMF framework after applying improved
XEFT (Keller et al. 2023 [32]) filter for pure neutron matter
(PNM).

If we compare Figures 6 and 14, we can see that
the strong nuclear correlation between Jgym, and Lgym
increases (from 0.63 to 0.81). The moderate correlations
between ng,; and NS observables become weak after
using new YEFT constraint (Keller et al. 2023 [32]). The
correlations of ngq with Jgym and Lgy,, which were
weak in the previous result, get stronger after using this
improved YEFT constraint. The weak anti-correlation
between Ly, and m},/m gets increased (from -0.32 to
-0.63). As the YEFT constrains the low-density region,
the correlations between m7},/m and NS observables do
not change significantly. We show a comparison between
the mass-radius posteriors obtained after imposing the
previous xEFT [31]4+ Astro and the new xEFT [32] +
Astro constraints in Figure 15. We observe that the
improved YEFT of PNM provides tighter constraints on
the radius of low-mass Neutron Stars.
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FIG. 15. The comparison between the mass-radius posteriors
of the previous YEFT (Drischler et al. 2016 [31]) + Astro
and the improved xEFT (Keller et al. 2023 [32]) + Astro
constraints within RMF framework. The 68% and 95% con-
tours of the NICER mass-radius measurements are shown by
dark and light regions (‘teal’, ‘green’, and ‘yellow’) respec-
tively [33, 96-98]. The blue M-R contours are for the binary
component of the GW170817 event.

V. DISCUSSIONS
A. Summary of this work

In a series of works based on a formalism inspired
by the Bayesian scheme [64, 65, 104], information from
nuclear theory and state-of-the-art multi-messenger
astrophysical data were imposed to constrain the
parameter space of uncertainties in nuclear empirical
parameters within the RMF model framework with non-
linear couplings. A study of the correlations revealed the
Dirac effective nucleon mass to be the most dominant
parameter that controls NS observable properties (ra-
dius, tidal deformability and f-mode frequency). It was
also demonstrated how this information can be useful for
constraining the nuclear parameters, in particular the
nucleon effective mass [69, 70], via NS asteroseismology
with future f-mode observations. In this work, our main
motivation is to determine whether such a correlation
is generic or an artifact of the underlying nuclear
(non-linear RMF) model considered.

To investigate this, we first performed a sensitivity
study to determine the important nuclear parameters
that influence the NS observables. We reproduced the
results of the correlation study within the RMF scheme,
following [64]. To test the model dependence of the
correlations, we then repeated the sensitivity and corre-
lation studies using a different nuclear EoS model, the
generic Meta-model. By construction, the meta-model
parametrization does not assume any underlying nuclear



model and therefore can be used to check whether
correlations are physical or spurious. The caveats of the
MM are that it is non-relativistic (therefore becomes
acausal at high densities) and is based on an expansion
valid close to the saturation density. At large densities,
the higher order parameters in the MM, which are highly
uncertain, gain importance and therefore the validity of
the model at densities away from saturation becomes
questionable.

As a summary of our comparative study considering
the two models, we observed that the strong correlation
between the symmetry energy Jsy,, and its slope Lgym
is present in both models and therefore this correlation
is intrinsic. The moderate correlation between Lgym
and NS observables is also present in both models. The
saturation density mg,: shows a moderate correlation
with NS observables in both models (comparatively
stronger in MM than in the RMF). The moderate
correlation of Ky and Qs with the NS observables
are found in the MM, but these higher-order parameters
are not present in the RMF model. A large disagreement
in the correlation has been seen for the effective nucleon
mass with NS observables and with ng;. In the RMF
model, we recover the strong correlation of the Dirac
effective mass m?¥,/m with radius and dimensionless tidal
deformability of NS, which increases with increasing NS
masses. In contrast, the Landau effective mass m} /m in
MM is not at all correlated with NS observables.

From the results of this study, we come to the
conclusion that most of the correlations between nuclear
parameters and NS observables are common to both
models (and physical), except for the effective nucleon
mass with NS observables. However one must note
that the definition of the effective nucleon mass varies
across models, and is different in the case of the RMF
and Meta-model. In non-linear RMF models, the
effective nucleon mass is the known to control the
high density behaviour of the EoS and is therefore
correlated with the observables. It was demonstrated in
Pradhan et al. (2023) [104] that, upon adding the vector
self-interaction coupling, which also influences the high
density behaviour of the EoS, the correlation of the NS
observables with the nucleon effective mass is reduced.
In the MM, the high density EoS behaviour in this
model is controlled by higher order parameters such as
Ksym, Qsat, Zsats Qsym and Zgy,,. The Landau effective
mass mj /m therefore shows no correlation with the NS
observables. However these higher order parameters
have large uncertainties as they cannot be constrained
by nuclear experimental data close to saturation density.

In the present work, we mostly focused on the
model dependence of the nuclear correlations. It was
demonstrated by several recent works within the RMF
formalism that the effective nucleon mass affects the
f-mode characteristics in NSs and therefore future
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f-mode detections can be used to constrain its value
[67, 69, 70]. As an extension of this work, one may
investigate whether higher order nuclear parameters
could similarly be constrained from future NS obser-
vations. We found that if we impose constraints from
xEFT calculations, current astrophysical data from NS
maximum mass, tidal deformability of GW170817, and
NICER mass-radius measurements to 2-o precision,
then the values of the higher order parameters are
not significantly constrained. We checked that current
mass-radius measurements to a 1-o precision improve
constraints on the high-density behavior of nuclear
symmetry energy (Lsym, Ksym) but are unable to
significantly constrain higher-order parameters. It was
suggested in [105] employing the Meta-model that the
more precise measurements of the NS radius (1.0 - 0.1
km) may significantly help to constrain the parameter
space as well as the pairwise correlations among the
nuclear parameters.

B. Comparison with other works

Recent works (see e.g. [106, 107]) employed the nuclear
meta-modelling technique to investigate correlations
among the nuclear empirical parameters, by combining
NS global properties as well as measured properties of
nuclei (such as binding energy, charge radii and neutron
skin thickness) within a full Bayesian analysis. They
found that at low densities, information from nuclear
experiments imposes strong constraints on the lower
order (up to second order) isoscalar parameters, while
adding subsequent information from yEFT, neutron
skin data and astrophysical observations marginally
affect the posterior distributions of the parameters.
The isovector parameters were found to be poorly
constrained by nuclear physics experiments but were
strongly affected by the YEFT constraints. The low
density filters were also found to have a non-negligible
impact on the higher order parameters Qgq: and Kgym,.
The parameters Z;q; and Zgy,, did not have any correla-
tions with other parameters and were unaffected by the
different constraints. The constraints from astrophysical
observables were seen to play an important role on the
parameters at high density, as expected. However, more
precise astrophysical data or from heavy-ion collision
experiments are required to tighten the constraints on
higher-order parameters. In this study, we considered
a broader prior range for the saturation density (nsq)
compared to the work by Dinh Thi et al. [106]. As
a result, we observed relatively stronger correlations
between ng,; and neutron star properties compared to
their findings [106], reflecting the significant influence
of nge: on these properties. However, it is important
to note that ng, is well constrained by data from
low-density experiments [108] and this correlation does
not help to improve the information. Once ngq; is fixed,



more precise astrophysical measurements can be used
to constrain other key parameters, such as Qsqt; Lsym,
and Ky, which are then more strongly correlated.
It is also confirmed that radius measurements from
NICER [91-94] do not show a significant impact on the
EoS, in agreement with other works [49, 109]. These
works also noted a moderate (anti-)correlation with
(Esat) Msat- The isovector parameters Jsym, Lsym and
Leym, Ksym were found to correlate strongly among
themselves, while higher order parameters Kg,: — Qsat
and Kgym — Qsym also showed weak correlations due to
narrow YEFT bands at low densities. [110] performed
Bayesian analyses of 12 nuclear experimental constraints
combined with 3 complementary constraints from astro-
physical observations to obtain the EoS of neutron-rich
matter at number densities from ~ 0.5 — 3n,,; using a
Meta-modelling scheme. Their results are compatible at
low density with the recently developed xyEFT band up
to 2ns4¢, but the disagreement increases with increasing
density, demonstrating a tension between YEFT and
nuclear experimental data.

Frequencies of f—mode oscillations calculated within
the Cowling approximation were also recently explored
within the Meta-model scheme [111]. However this
work did not perform a study of correlations of nu-
clear parameters with f-mode frequencies. In another
study [103], the sensitivity of f-mode frequencies to
high-order nuclear parameters was studied using the
meta-model version of the chiral Hamiltonian H2. It was
concluded that Ky, impacts the frequencies for low
mass stars while Qsym and Q4 affect intermediate and
heavy NSs. However, one may note that in this study
each nuclear parameter was varied independently and
therefore underlying correlations among the parameters
themselves may exist.

Other studies in the recent literature have also
confronted non-relativistic (Skyrme) and non-linear rel-
ativistic mean-field models with terrestrial experimental
(finite nuclei and heavy-ion collisions) and astrophysical
data within the Bayesian framework [112, 113]. [112]
observed that the EoSs constrained by the maximum
mass limit were further narrowed on the inclusion of
experimental data, but the impact of further addition
of other astrophysical constraints is marginal. This
indicates that more precise observations are necessary
to further refine the EoS. They also noted a significant
difference in the values of nuclear matter parameters
obtained from non-relativistic vs relativistic models:
the Skyrme model predicted a softer SNM EoS as well
as symmetry energy at saturation. [113] compared the
distribution of nuclear matter and NS properties from
the EoSs obtained by implicit and explicit treatment
of finite nuclei constraints and found them to be
distinctly different. Using an extended RMF model
with non-linear couplings, the influence of the slope
parameter Ly, on NS observables and f-modes was
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also investigated in [114]. They concluded that the Ly,
parameter could be constrained from the more precise
measurements of neutron skin thickness experiments and
the next-generation gravitational wave detectors in the
near future. A comparative study based on relativistic
and non-relativistic energy-density functionals was also
performed in [115], to constrain the nuclear symmetry
energy from low to high densities using a Bayesian
approach.

In a few other works, the correlations between various
EoS parameters, properties of nuclear matter and
NSs have also been explored within the framework of
density-dependent covariant density functional (DD-
CDF) models [116, 117]. The posterior distributions
were found to be compatible with the ones obtained
by meta-modelling techniques. Imposing constraints
from nuclear data, yEFT and bound from maximum
NS mass, correlations among nuclear matter and NS
properties were examined [116, 118].  Among the
strongest correlations were found to be between Ky,
Ksat, Qsar and Ry 4. Only a weak correlation was found
between Ly, and R;4, which can be explained by
the narrow domain of Ly, considered resulting from
PNM constraints. The parametrized density-dependent
RMF model [118, 119] was also used to calculate
f-mode frequencies within the Cowling approxima-
tion [119] and a correlation study was performed. The
f-mode frequency showed anti-correlation with Ky,
Qsat and Ky, which was explained considering that
the frequency scales as the average density of the
star. fi.4m, appeared to be correlated with the effec-
tive nucleon mass, in agreement with our previous works.

C. Implications and outlook

Multi-disciplinary data at different densities are
providing complementary information to constrain the
EoS of dense matter. The calculations from yEFT for
PNM have played an important role in constraining the
isovector nuclear parameters at low densities, that is oth-
erwise not possible only from nuclear experimental data
near saturation, which is relevant for SNM and therefore
only constrains isoscalar properties. These calculations
are now being refined and extended to higher densities
and also to B-equilibrated matter relevant for NSs, thus
improving our understanding of the NS EoS. Heavy-ion
collision experiments also provide important information
at intermediate densities, but one must exercise caution
as the results are dependent on the assumed transport
models [64]. Multi-messenger astrophysical data can
provide important input for the high density part of the
EoS that is inaccessible to terrestrial experiments. The
maximum mass of NSs imposes important limits on the
high density behaviour of the EoS. While current data
from tidal deformability is presently only restricted to



one event GW170817, the number of binary NS mergers
detectable will improve significantly with the upcoming
observing runs of the LIGO-Virgo-KAGRA network of
GW detectors and the third generation detectors such
as Einstein Telescope and Cosmic Explorer.

In future, it is also expected that we may be able to
measure characteristics (frequency and damping time) of
NS oscillation modes, in particular f-modes, which carry
important information about the high density behaviour
of the NS EoS. It was also studied how a future detection
of f-modes could be used to improve our understanding
of the nuclear parameters, particularly the effective nu-
cleon mass, within the RMF formalism [69, 70]. However
this comparative study showed that the correlation of f-
mode characteristics with the nucleon effective mass is
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model-dependent; it has been found in non-linear and
density dependent RMF models, but in the Meta-model
the higher order parameters control the high density be-
haviour of the EoS instead of the effective nucleon mass
and therefore this correlation is not seen. It is however of
interest that future f-mode detections should be able to
put constraints on the higher order nuclear parameters.
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