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Abstract

Parity-violating electron scattering experiments on 48Ca (CREX) and 208Pb (PREX-II) offer valuable insight into the isovector
properties of finite nuclei, providing constraints for the density dependence of the nuclear equation of state, which is crucial
for understanding astrophysical phenomena. In this work, we establish functional dependencies between the properties of finite
nuclei—such as weak charge form factors and neutron skin thickness—and the bulk properties of neutron stars, including tidal
deformability from binary neutron star mergers and neutron star radii. The dependencies are formulated by introducing a family
of β-equilibrated equations of state based on relativistic energy density functionals with point coupling interactions. The charge
minus the weak form factors derived from CREX and PREX-II measurements, combined with the observational constraints on tidal
deformability from the GW170817 event, are used to constrain the symmetry energy and neutron star radii. Notably, the energy
density expanded up to the fourth order in symmetry energy yields larger radii compared to calculations limited to the second order
term. However, the results reveal a discrepancy between the constraints provided by the CREX and PREX-II experiments. For a
more quantitative assessment, higher precision parity-violating electron scattering data and neutron star observations are required.

Keywords: Neutron stars, Gravitational waves, Equation of state, Relativistic energy density functional, Parity-violating electron
scattering

The nuclear matter equation of state (EoS), which governs the
properties of neutron stars, is subject to uncertainties that arise
mainly from the density dependence of the nuclear symmetry
energy, especially at higher densities. The nuclear symmetry
energy sets a high sensitivity to the EoS through the isovector
channel of nuclear interaction, which plays a key role in under-
standing asymmetric nuclear matter. In particular, the isovec-
tor component of the interaction affects both the macroscopic
properties of neutron stars and those of finite nuclei, serving
as a bridge between nuclear physics and nuclear astrophysics.
Therefore, terrestrial experiments on the structure of finite nu-
clei provide significant insights into the structure of neutron
stars [1–3].

To date, numerous studies have been conducted on finite nu-
clei to extract possible correlations between nuclear properties,
nuclear symmetry energy, and its density dependence [see Refs.
[4, 5] and references therein]. Particular importance is given to
the values of the symmetry energy and its slope around the satu-
ration density. Relevant isovector nuclear quantities include, e.g.,
neutron skin thickness [5–10], dipole polarizability [5, 8, 11–13],
and weak form factor [14, 15]. Recently, of particular interest
are parity-violating electron scattering experiments in 208Pb [16]
and 48Ca [17], namely PREX-II and CREX, respectively. Specif-
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ically, the measurement of parity-violating asymmetry allows the
extraction of weak form factors and the neutron skin thickness—
both quantities strongly linked to the density-dependence of the
symmetry energy [7, 14].

Microscopic and macroscopic properties of neutron stars also
exhibit a significant dependence on the nuclear symmetry energy,
including mainly the composition of matter, neutrino processes
relevant to the rapid cooling of neutron stars, reaction rates
involved in the astrophysical r-process, as well as the crust’s
thickness, mass, and radius [3]. In addition, astrophysical phe-
nomena, such as the GW170817 event [18], describing a binary
neutron star merger, probe the low-density behavior of the EoS
through measurements of the tidal deformability, which is di-
rectly related to the density dependence of nuclear symmetry
energy.

In recent years, extensive research has focused on establish-
ing a connection between the PREX-II and CREX experiments
and neutron stars. In Refs. [19–22], the neutron skin thickness
value extracted from the PREX-II measurement has been com-
bined with astrophysical observations to constrain the symmetry
energy and its slope. Furthermore, in Refs. [23–25] the impli-
cations of PREX-II on the neutron star’s bulk properties have
been investigated. Additional studies have incorporated both
PREX-II and CREX experiments to assess their implication
on nuclear matter as well as neutron star matter, as detailed in
Refs. [26–30].

In this letter, we present, for the first time, a family of β-
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equilibrated EoSs based on relativistic energy density function-
als (EDFs) with density-dependent point-coupling interactions
(DD-PC), recently developed in Ref. [31], and employ three
other EoSs that are consistent with the CREX and PREX-II
experimental data [28]. EDFs provide a robust framework for in-
vestigating the properties of both finite nuclei and neutron stars,
incorporating the behavior of nuclear matter across various den-
sities. By capturing the essential aspects of the symmetry energy,
EDFs provide valuable insights into nuclear properties, both in
terrestrial experiments and astrophysical phenomena. In partic-
ular, we aim to connect experimental probes of nuclear matter
introduced by the recent parity-violating electron scattering ex-
periments (PREX-II [16] and CREX [17]), namely the weak
form factors, as well as the corresponding extracted values for
neutron skin thickness, to astrophysical observables of neutron
stars in the multimessenger era, such as the gravitational mass-
radius and dimensionless tidal deformability at 1.4 M⊙ [18]. The
aforementioned procedure allows us to derive strong constraints
originating from the EDF framework with DD-PC interactions
on the bulk properties of neutron stars, as well as the symmetry
energy, which is explicitly linked to the EoS of dense nuclear
matter.

The research in this work is performed within the relativistic
EDF framework, where the nuclear ground-state density and
energy are determined through the self-consistent solution of rel-
ativistic single-nucleon Kohn-Sham equations [32]. This frame-
work is based on a Lagrangian density formulation that incorpo-
rates an effective nucleon-nucleon interaction described by four-
fermion contact terms across several channels: isoscalar-scalar,
isoscalar-vector, isovector-vector, and isospace-space [33, 34].
The couplings in the interaction terms, denoted as αi(ρ), are
explicitly density-dependent to account for medium effects. The
point-coupling models are typically parameterized with ten ad-
justable parameters, which are constrained through the relativis-
tic Hartree-Bogoliubov (RHB) model to reproduce the properties
of open-shell nuclei [34]. This model also includes a separable
pairing interaction for protons and neutrons, governed by two
additional parameters, Gp and Gn, for pairing strengths [35].

For this study, we employ a recently developed family of eight
relativistic DD-PC functionals [31]. These functionals are opti-
mized to consistently describe nuclear ground-state properties
across a range of nuclei and systematically vary the symmetry
energy at saturation density, J, with values ranging from 29 to 36
MeV. Each functional in the DD-PC family is derived through
a χ2 minimization procedure to provide a high-quality descrip-
tion of nuclear binding energies and radii while also allowing
for variation in the symmetry energy parameter J to assess the
sensitivity of various nuclear properties on the symmetry energy.
This family has been successfully applied in various studies
of nuclear excitation properties, including dipole polarizabil-
ity and magnetic dipole transitions [31]. We denote the eight
functionals of this family as DD-PC-J29,...,36. In addition, we
use two functionals, DD-PC-CREX and DD-PC-PREX, which
are constrained by the experimental results from the weak form
factors FW , measured in the CREX (48Ca) [17] and PREX-II
(208Pb) [16] experiments, respectively. We also include the DD-
PC-REX functional, which is jointly constrained by weak charge

data for both 48Ca and 208Pb, providing further information on
nuclear matter properties. Finally, the DD-PCX functional [36],
optimized using both isovector dipole and isoscalar monopole
excitation properties of 208Pb alongside nuclear ground-state
data, offers an independent constraint on the symmetry energy
relevant to this study. Overall, this diverse set of functionals en-
ables a comprehensive exploration of nuclear matter properties
across different symmetry energies.

Moving on to the structure of the EoS for the neutron star mat-
ter, we require that matter is in a neutral charge state consisting of
neutrons, protons, electrons, and muons in a β-equilibrium [37].
The calculation of the energy density and pressure for the baryon
components of the EoS of nuclear matter is implemented by the
expansion up to the fourth order in symmetry energy

Eb(n, α) = Eb(n, 0) + nα2S 2(n) + nα4S 4(n), (1)

Pb(n, α) = n2 ∂(Eb(n, α)/n)
∂n

, (2)

where Eb(n, 0) is the energy density of symmetric nuclear matter,
n denotes the density, α = (nn − np)/(nn + np) is the neutron-
proton asymmetry parameter, and the terms S k(n), with k = 2, 4,
are referring to the second and fourth order of the symmetry
energy,

S k(n) =
1
k!
∂kEb(n, α)
∂αk

∣∣∣∣∣∣
α=0
, (3)

where Eb(n, α) is the energy per baryon. The symmetry energy
S 2(n) is typically expanded around the saturation density n0

S 2(n) = J + Lx + O(x2), (4)

where x = (n − n0)/3n0, J ≡ S 2(n0), and L ≡ 3n0
∂S 2(n)
∂n |n=n0 rep-

resent the symmetry energy and its slope at saturation density,
respectively (see Ref. [4]). The contribution to both the energy
density and pressure due to leptons is given by the well-known
formula of the relativistic Fermi gas [37]. The aforementioned
equations, together with the β-equilibrium condition [37], are
employed to construct (a) a family of EoSs with symmetry ener-
gies ranging from 29 to 36 MeV based on the family of DD-PC
EDFs, (b) EoSs calibrated to parameters from the CREX and
PREX-II experiments, as well as a combination of both, and
(c) an EoS adjusted to meet constraints derived from dipole
polarizability measurements.

The mechanical equilibrium of neutron star matter is governed
by the well-established Tolman–Oppenheimer–Volkoff (TOV)
equations, which are solved self-consistently with the EoS of
the fluid interior [37, 38]. The TOV equations are expressed as
follows:

dP(r)
dr

= −
GE(r)M(r)

c2r2

(
1 +

P(r)
E(r)

) (
1 +

4πP(r)r3

M(r)c2

)
(5)(

1 −
2GM(r)

c2r

)−1

,

dM(r)
dr

=
4πr2

c2 E(r), (6)

providing fundamental properties of neutron stars.
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Figure 1: Gravitational mass as a function of the radius for the DD-PC EoSs. The
solid lines denote the family of DD-PC EoSs spanning J = 29, 30, ..., 36 MeV,
while the dashed, dash-dotted, dotted, and dash-dot-dotted lines correspond
to the DD-PC-CREX, DD-PC-PREX, DD-PC-REX, and DD-PCX EoSs, re-
spectively. The shaded contours from bottom to top represent the HESS J1731-
347 remnant [44], the PSR J1231-1411 [45], the PSR J0437-4715 [46], the
GW170817 event [18], and the PSR J0740+6620 [47, 48], while the horizontal
shaded regions denote the PSR J1614-2230 [49], PSR J0348+0432 [50], and
PSR J0952-0607 [51] pulsar observations with possible maximum neutron star
mass.

In addition, gravitational wave detectors have accurately mea-
sured the effective tidal deformability, Λ̃, which is expressed
as [18]

Λ̃ =
16
13

(12q + 1)Λ1 + (12 + q)q4Λ2

(1 + q)5 , (7)

where q = m2/m1 ≤ 1 is the binary mass ratio, and Λi is the
dimensionless tidal deformability for each star [18]

Λi =
2
3

k2

(
Ric2

MiG

)5

≡
2
3

k2β
−5
i , i = 1, 2, (8)

with k2 denoting the tidal Love number, and β = GM/Rc2 repre-
senting the compactness of the star. Ri and Mi represent the radii
and masses of the components of the binary system, respectively.
It needs to be noted that the dimensionless tidal deformability
is notably sensitive to the neutron star radius, which is directly
influenced by the low-density behavior of the EoS. This behav-
ior reflects the interplay between the microscopic properties of
finite nuclei and the macroscopic characteristics of neutron stars.
For modeling the crust region of the EoSs, the inner crust is
described using the SLy EoS [39], while the outer crust follows
the EoSs established by Baym, Pethick, and Sutherland [40]
and Feynman, Metropolis, and Teller [41], ensuring a compre-
hensive treatment of neutron star structure. In addition, the
crust-core transition was calculated using the thermodynamical
method [42, 43].

Fig. 1 illustrates the neutron star gravitational mass as a func-
tion of the corresponding radius for the DD-PC EoSs. For
comparison, mass-radius constraints derived from observational
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Figure 2: Effective tidal deformability as a function of the binary mass ratio for
the DD-PC EoSs. The solid lines denote the family of DD-PC EoSs spanning
J = 29, 30, ..., 36 MeV, while the dashed, dash-dotted, dotted, and dash-dot-
dotted lines correspond to the DD-PC-CREX, DD-PC-PREX, DD-PC-REX, and
DD-PCX EoSs, respectively. The shaded region represent the excluded values
provided by LIGO for the GW170817 event [18].

data are illustrated as shaded contours [18, 44–48], and maxi-
mum neutron star mass constraints based on pulsar observations
denoted as horizontal shaded regions [49–51]. It is noteworthy
that all EoSs under consideration conform to the established
constraints on the maximum neutron star mass [47, 49–51], as
well as the mass-radius limits imposed by the observation of the
GW170817 event [18], and the PSR J0437-4715 [46]. Addition-
ally, the majority of EoSs fullfil the derived limits from PSR
J1231-1411 [45]. Furthermore, a significant subset of these EoSs
with lower symmetry energy values (J = 29−32 MeV), success-
fully describe the characteristics of the ultra-light compact object
HESS J1731-347 [44], while simultaneously satisfying the mass-
radius constraints from GW170817 and PSR J0740+6620. The
GW170817 constraints are further depicted in Fig. 2, given in
terms of effective tidal deformability Λ̃ from Eq. (7), shown as a
function of the binary mass ratio, where all the EoSs also reside
within the permitted region defined by the GW170817 event,
Λ̃ ≤ 720.

Focusing on the microscopic properties of finite nuclei con-
strained by parity-violating electron scattering experiments, as
well as the macroscopic characteristics of neutron stars, both
having their foundation in the same EDFs, we investigate the
potential relationships between these quantities and their impli-
cations for deriving neutron star constraints.

Fig. 3(a,b) denotes the dimensionless tidal deformability at
1.4 M⊙, Λ1.4, as a function of the difference between charge
and weak form factors Fch − Fw [28], calculated for the DD-PC
family of EDFs (J = 29 − 36 MeV) and for the individual DD-
PC interactions constrained in Ref. [28] by PREX-II and CREX
data. The momentum transfer for CREX is ⟨Q2⟩ = 0.0297 GeV2

and for PREX-II is ⟨Q2⟩ = 0.00616 GeV2 [16, 17]. In particular,
solid symbols represent the full calculation of the energy density,

3
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Figure 3: Dimensionless tidal deformability at 1.4 M⊙ as a function of (a,b) the difference between charge and weak form factors and (c,d) the neutron skin thickness
for 48Ca (left panel) and 208Pb (right panel) nuclei. The horizontal shaded region represents the constraints from GW170817 event [18], while the vertical shaded
regions correspond to the experimental constraints extracted from (a,c) CREX and (b,d) PREX-II. The symbols denote different EoSs: DD-PC family of EoSs (stars,
where lighter color denotes higher values of J), DD-PC-CREX (square), DD-PC-PREX (diamond), DD-PC-REX (plus sign), and DD-PCX (triangle). Open symbols
represent the approach considering terms up to S 2(n). The dashed line represents the fit corresponding to the DD-PC family of EoSs, while the dotted lines denote the
standard deviation. The inset plots illustrate the differences between expansions up to the second- and fourth-order terms of the symmetry energy, where the solid line
represents the fit corresponding to the approach considering terms up to S 4(n), and the dashed line the approach considering terms up to S 2(n).

as detailed in Eq. (2), for the DD-PC EoSs, incorporating terms
up to the fourth order in symmetry energy, S 4(n). In contrast,
the corresponding open symbols denote calculations truncated at
the second order term, S 2(n). The results reveal an exponential
relationship between Λ1.4 and Fch − Fw, particularly within the
family of DD-PC EoSs. The remaining EoSs generally adhere to
this relationship, with DD-PC-CREX and DD-PC-PREX EoSs
exhibiting the highest deviations. Moreover, the approaches up
to S 2(n) and S 4(n) terms align closely at mid-range values of
symmetry energy, J = 31, 32 MeV, while at lower and higher
values one can observe differences. This behavior is also empha-
sized in the inset figures containing fit curves for the approach
up to the second- and fourth-term in symmetry energy. Although

there are no substantial differences observed in the mass-radius
plane, tidal deformability is notably influenced by the variations
in the EoS as it is related to the low density behavior of the EoS.
It is worth noting that the majority of the previous studies have
considered calculations only up to the second-order in the sym-
metry energy, neglecting the comparatively small contribution
from the fourth-order term [2, 54–56].

The results of model calculations, as shown in Fig. 3(a,b),
are compared with constraints on tidal deformability from
GW170817 event [18] (horizontal shaded region), and experi-
mental constraints on weak form factors from CREX and PREX-
II experiments (vertical shaded regions). Given the significant
uncertainty in Λ1.4, all DD-PC interactions considered in the cal-
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Figure 4: Radius at 1.4 M⊙ as a function of (a,b) the difference between charge and weak form factors and (c,d) neutron skin thickness for the 48Ca (left panel) and
208Pb (right panel) nuclei. The vertical shaded region represents the experimental constraints extracted from (a,c) CREX and (b,d) PREX-II, while the horizontal
shaded regions correspond to constraints extracted from Refs. [52, 53]. The symbols denote different EoSs: DD-PC family of EoSs (stars), DD-PC-CREX (square),
DD-PC-PREX (diamond), DD-PC-REX (plus sign), and DD-PCX (triangle). The dashed line represents the fit corresponding to the DD-PC family of EoSs (since
σ ≪ 0.1, the standard deviation is not plotted).

culations remain consistent with the observational data. Clearly,
further observations are necessary to achieve more precise mea-
surements of tidal deformability. Additionally, the constraints
from CREX and PREX-II experiments appear contradictory,
where the former one favors the DD-PC-J29 interaction con-
taining the lowest symmetry energy under consideration, while
the latter supports the DD-PC-J34,35,36 interactions with high
values of symmetry energy, as discussed in Ref. [28]. Similar
discrepancy can also be observed for the two distinct interactions
directly constrained by the CREX and PREX-II data, DD-PC-
CREX and DD-PC-PREX, respectively.

Furthermore, Fig. 3(c,d) depicts the dimensionless tidal
deformability at 1.4 M⊙, Λ1.4, as a function of the calculated
neutron skin thickness, Rnp, for 48Ca and 208Pb, along with the

constraints for the Rnp extracted from the CREX and PREX-
II experiments, respectively. Similar to the trend observed in
Fig. 3(a,b), the data exhibit an exponential relationship, rein-
forcing the consistency in behavior across these parameters.
This is also a consequence of the strong correlation between
Fch − Fw and Rnp [28]. Overall, the microscopic properties
examined exhibit a consistent trend when correlated with the
neutron star Λ1.4. With the introduction of the neutron skin thick-
ness, the experimental data from the CREX experiment is only
consistent with the DD-PC-J29 interaction, while the PREX-II
experiment leads to the acceptance of DD-PC interactions, such
as DD-PC-J35 and DD-PC-J36. The aforementioned results are
further supported by the neutron star radius at 1.4 M⊙, R1.4, as
shown in Fig. 4, which demonstrates a comparable dependence
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Table 1: Coefficients of expression (9) for 48Ca and 208Pb nuclei for Q = Λ1.4, R1.4, andN = Fch −Fw, Rnp. In addition, the standard deviation, σ, and the coefficient
of determination R2 are also noted. The units of coefficients and σ are defined so Λ1.4 and Fch − Fw to be dimensionless, R1.4 to be in km, and Rnp to be in fm.

Nuclei Microscopic Properties c1 c2 c3 σ R2

Λ1.4
48Ca Fch − Fw 94.946 32.874 – 14.611 0.944

Rnp 97.846 7.129 – 14.674 0.944
208Pb Fch − Fw 200.443 23.895 – 14.768 0.943

Rnp 185.554 3.719 – 14.751 0.943

R1.4
48Ca Fch − Fw 3.084 × 10−4 172.174 11.772 0.019 0.997

Rnp 2.931 × 10−4 38.317 11.779 0.019 0.997

208Pb Fch − Fw 2.068 × 10−2 116.622 11.752 0.018 0.997

Rnp 1.374 × 10−2 18.282 11.754 0.018 0.997

on the microscopic properties of finite nuclei under investiga-
tion, reflecting the trends observed for the dimensionless tidal
deformability. Fig. 4 also shows the experimental constraints
extracted from CREX and PREX-II experiments (vertical shaded
regions), and the constraints for the neutron star radius extracted
from observation data [52, 53], indicating that further studies
are required to provide tighter constraints.

To quantify the relationships shown in Figs. 3 and 4, the
following expression is employed,

Q = c1 exp(c2N) + (c3), (9)

where Q stands for Λ1.4 and R1.4, while N stands for Fch − Fw

and Rnp. The coefficient c3 is only applicable when Q = R1.4.
The coefficients c1, c2, and c3, along with the standard deviation
of the Eq. (9) and the coefficient of determination R2, obtained
by the fit to the results based on the DD-PC family of EDFs, are
given in Table 1.

Utilizing the constraints on Fch − Fw from the CREX and
PREX-II experiments, and the extracted neutron skin thickness,
along with their established linear dependence with the nuclear
symmetry energy at the saturation density and the functional
dependence of the quantities of interest introduced in Eq. (9), we
derive boundaries on the neutron star radius at 1.4 M⊙ and the
symmetry energy. Specifically, the CREX experiment provides
a radius range of 11.790 ≤ R1.4 ≤ 11.861 km and a nuclear
symmetry energy of 24.306 ≤ J ≤ 29.037 MeV, while PREX-II
suggests R1.4 ≥ 12.417 km and J ≥ 34.190 MeV. Notably, due
to the well-defined behavior of the density-dependent interaction
and its consistency with the GW170817 event at high symmetry
energy values (J = 36 MeV marks the highest value under
consideration), we do not impose an upper limit on the radius.

To summarize the constraints derived for the nuclear symme-
try energy and the properties of neutron stars, Fig. 5 illustrates
the dimensionless tidal deformability as a function of radius
at 1.4 M⊙, along with the extracted constraints from this study.
The regions defined by the aforementioned quantities based
on CREX and PREX-II exhibit a contradiction, resulting in a
∼ 0.5 km gap between their predictions. In addition, we em-
ploy the relation Λ1.4 = c4Rc5

1.4, where c4 = 5.389 × 10−4 and
c5 = 5.357 (correlation coefficient: r = 0.957, R2 = 0.897) to

provide a general behavior of the EoSs based on the relativistic
EDFs with the point-coupling interaction. The values of the
coefficients are consistent with the strong correlation proposed
in Ref. [57] and similar studies in Refs. [2, 54, 55, 58, 59]. By
applying the upper limit for the dimensionless tidal deformabil-
ity at 1.4 M⊙, the radius is limited to R1.4 ≤ 13.366 km, which
is in agreement with previous studies [54, 55, 58, 59]. Fur-
thermore, as this upper limit lies within the region defined by
PREX-II experiment, we adopt this value as the upper limit to
impose an upper limit for the nuclear symmetry energy, which
is obtained in the range 34.190 ≤ J ≤ 36.658 MeV. The results
for the neutron star radius at 1.4 M⊙ and the nuclear symmetry
energy at the saturation density are provided in Table 2. We note
that while the experimental uncertainties derived from CREX
and PREX-II are comparable, the corresponding constraints on
radius and symmetry energy exhibit different behaviors. Specif-
ically, the CREX band for the neutron star radius is narrower
than the PREX-II band. This discrepancy arises from CREX
favoring lower symmetry energy values, which correspond to
the lower part of the exponential curve where the slope is more
gradual. Conversely, PREX-II favors higher symmetry energy
values, corresponding to the upper part of the exponential curve,
characterized by a steeper slope.

For comparison, Fig. 5 also shows functional dependencies
for Λ1.4 − R1.4 from other studies [2, 54, 58, 59]. The present
calculation including up to S 2(n) term appears very similar to
previous studies, which also assume expansion up to the second
order in the symmetry energy [2, 54]. The complete calculation
up to fourth order in the symmetry energy, S 4(n), is rather dif-
ferent than presented results from previous studies. Generally,
the inclusion of S 4(n) term in the symmetry energy results in
larger radii compared to the S 2(n) approach, with this effect
becomes more pronounced at higher symmetry energy values.
Furthermore, the corresponding tidal deformability exhibits a
distinct trend based on the symmetry energy: (a) for low symme-
try energy (J ≤ 30 MeV) the inclusion of S 4(n) leads to higher
values of tidal deformability, (b) for intermediate symmetry en-
ergy (30 < J ≤ 32 MeV) the inclusion of S 4(n) yields tidal
deformability values similar to those from the S 2(n) approach,
and (c) for higher symmetry energy (J > 32 MeV) the inclusion
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Figure 5: Dimensionless tidal deformability as a function of the radius at 1.4 M⊙
for the DD-PC EoSs. The horizontal shaded region represents the GW170817
event [18], while the vertical shaded regions correspond to the constraints derived
in this work. The brown solid line represents the fit for the DD-PC family of
EoSs incorporating terms up to the fourth order in the symmetry energy, with
the dotted lines denoting the standard deviation. The green dash-dotted line
corresponds to the fit for the DD-PC family of EoSs incorporating terms up to
the second order in the symmetry energy. Additional comparisons include the
black dashed-dot-dotted line from Annala et al. [58], the turquoise dash-dotted
line from Fattoyev et al. [59], and the magenta dashed line from Tsang et al. [54]

of S 4(n) leads to lower values of tidal deformability. In addi-
tion, from the derived fits, two key trends emerge regarding the
interplay between radius and tidal deformability. For a fixed
tidal deformability, the S 4(n) approach results in lower radii for
J ≲ 30 MeV, whereas for J ≳ 30 MeV, it yields higher radii.
Conversely, for a fixed radius, the S 4(n) approach leads to higher
tidal deformability values for J ≲ 30 MeV and lower values for
J ≳ 30 MeV.

To provide a neutron star description that is more directly con-
sistent with findings from both the CREX and PREX-II experi-
ments, we also present results from three additional EoSs: DD-
PC-PREX, DD-PC-CREX, and DD-PC-REX functionals [28].
Although the first two EoSs successfully satisfy both micro-
scopic and macroscopic constraints, they deviate from the DD-
PC family of systematically obtained EoSs. In contrast, DD-PC-
REX better aligns with the characteristics of the DD-PC family
while simultaneously satisfying both the CREX and PREX-II
constraints. Notably, the DD-PC-REX EoS exhibits relatively
low symmetry energy, closely approaching the upper edge of the
CREX experimental range.

In conclusion, the connection between nuclear matter prop-
erties and neutron star observables facilitates the relationship
between terrestrial experiments on finite nuclei and astrophysi-
cal observations of neutron stars. Specifically, this work utilizes
the set of DD-PC interactions within the relativistic EDF frame-
work, spanning a range of symmetry energy values J, along
with the charge and weak form factors obtained from the CREX
and PREX-II experiments and the tidal deformability extracted
from neutron star merger observation data. In this work, the

Table 2: Neutron star radius at 1.4 M⊙ and nuclear symmetry energy at the satu-
ration density obtained using constraints from CREX and PREX-II experiments.

R1.4 (km) J (MeV)
min max min max

CREX 11.790+0.019
−0.019 11.861+0.019

−0.019 24.306+0.233
−0.233 29.037+0.253

−0.253

PREX-II 12.417+0.018
−0.018 13.366+0.084

−0.087 34.190+0.186
−0.186 36.658+0.186

−0.186

energy density in the EoSs is extended to include the second-
and fourth-order terms of the symmetry energy. These two ap-
proaches result in differences not only in the microscopic prop-
erties of neutron stars, such as the crust-core transition density
and proton fraction [42, 60], but also in macroscopic charac-
teristics, including neutron star radius and tidal deformability.
The increase in neutron star radius and the distinct behavior
of tidal deformability, considering a neutron star of 1.4 M⊙,
highlight the necessity of including higher order terms in the
symmetry energy. Although the impact of these terms are com-
paratively smaller than the second-order term, their inclusion
provides a more accurate description of dense matter properties
and contributes to improving the agreement between theoretical
predictions and astrophysical observations.

The DD-PC framework and the resulting EoSs are consis-
tent with prior studies and reaffirm the discrepancy between the
constraints provided by the CREX and PREX-II experiments.
The CREX suggests a softer EoS at saturation density, whereas
PREX-II favors a stiffer EoS. Furthermore, the DD-PC frame-
work is employed to derive constraints on R1.4 and J by utilizing
the calculated functional dependencies between the microscopic
properties of finite nuclei and the macroscopic characteristics
of neutron stars. Finally, three additional EoSs are discussed,
which are established directly from the measured weak form
factors. Notably, the DD-PC-REX EoS aligns with the general
trend observed in the DD-PC family and provides well-defined
values for R1.4 and J within the region defined by CREX.

Further experiments, such as the upcoming parity-violating
electron scattering MREX, have the potential to provide more
precise constraints on the weak form factor, and, as a conse-
quence, smaller uncertainties in extracted neutron skin thickness
and symmetry energy. The MREX experiment could also open
perspectives to reduce the symmetry energy and radius gap be-
tween the CREX and PREX-II results. These advancements will
deepen our understanding of neutron star properties and improve
the accuracy of existing models by providing more precise data
on the isovector components of nuclear matter.
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[33] T. Nikšić, D. Vretenar, P. Ring, Relativistic nuclear energy density func-
tionals: Adjusting parameters to binding energies, Phys. Rev. C 78 (2008)
034318. doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.78.034318.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.78.
034318

[34] T. Nikšić, N. Paar, D. Vretenar, P. Ring, DIRHB—A rela-
tivistic self-consistent mean-field framework for atomic nu-
clei, Comput. Phys. Commun. 185 (6) (2014) 1808–1821.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2014.02.027.
URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/
article/pii/S0010465514000836

[35] Y. Tian, Z.-y. Ma, P. Ring, Axially deformed relativistic Hartree Bogoli-
ubov theory with a separable pairing force, Phys. Rev. C 80 (2009) 024313.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.80.024313.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.80.
024313

[36] E. Yüksel, T. Marketin, N. Paar, Optimizing the relativistic energy den-
sity functional with nuclear ground state and collective excitation proper-
ties, Phys. Rev. C 99 (2019) 034318. doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.99.
034318.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.
034318

[37] S. Shapiro, S. Teukolsky, Black Holes, White Dwarfs, and Neutron Stars,
John Wiley and Sons, New York, 1983.

[38] N. Glendenning, Compact Stars: Nuclear Physics, Particle Physics, and
General Relativity, Springer, Berlin, 2000.

[39] Douchin, F., Haensel, P., A unified equation of state of dense matter
and neutron star structure, Astron. Astrophys. 380 (1) (2001) 151–167.
doi:10.1051/0004-6361:20011402.
URL https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011402

[40] G. Baym, C. Pethick, P. Sutherland, The Ground State of Matter at High
Densities: Equation of State and Stellar Models, Astrophys. J. 170 (1971)
299. doi:10.1086/151216.
URL https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1971ApJ...
170..299B

[41] R. P. Feynman, N. Metropolis, E. Teller, Equations of State of Elements
Based on the Generalized Fermi-Thomas Theory, Phys. Rev. 75 (1949)
1561–1573. doi:10.1103/PhysRev.75.1561.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.75.
1561

[42] B.-J. Cai, L.-W. Chen, Nuclear matter fourth-order symmetry energy

in the relativistic mean field models, Phys. Rev. C 85 (2012) 024302.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.85.024302.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.
024302

[43] N. Paar, C. C. Moustakidis, T. Marketin, D. Vretenar, G. A. Lalazissis,
Neutron star structure and collective excitations of finite nuclei, Phys. Rev.
C 90 (2014) 011304. doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.90.011304.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.90.
011304

[44] V. Doroshenko, V. Suleimanov, G. Pühlhofer, A. Santangelo, A
strangely light neutron star within a supernova remnant., Nat. As-
tron. 6 (2022) 1444–1451. doi:https://doi.org/10.1038/
s41550-022-01800-1.
URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-022-01800-1

[45] T. Salmi, et al., A NICER View of PSR J1231-1411: A Complex Case, As-
trophys. J. 976 (1) (2024) 58. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ad81d2.
URL https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad81d2

[46] D. Choudhury, et al., A NICER View of the Nearest and Brightest Mil-
lisecond Pulsar: PSR J0437–4715, Astrophys. J. Lett. 971 (1) (2024) L20.
doi:10.3847/2041-8213/ad5a6f.
URL https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ad5a6f

[47] E. Fonseca, et al., Refined Mass and Geometric Measurements of the
High-mass PSR J0740+6620, Astrophysical J. Lett. 915 (1) (2021) L12.
doi:10.3847/2041-8213/ac03b8.
URL https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac03b8

[48] A. J. Dittmann, et al., A More Precise Measurement of the Radius of PSR
J0740+6620 Using Updated NICER Data, Astrophysical J. 974 (2) (2024)
295. doi:10.3847/1538-4357/ad5f1e.
URL https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad5f1e

[49] Z. Arzoumanian, et al., The NANOGrav 11-year Data Set: High-precision
Timing of 45 Millisecond Pulsars, Astrophys. J. Suppl. S. 235 (2) (2018)
37. doi:10.3847/1538-4365/aab5b0.
URL https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/aab5b0

[50] J. Antoniadis, et al., A Massive Pulsar in a Compact Relativis-
tic Binary, Sci. 340 (6131) (2013) 1233232. arXiv:https://
www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.1233232,
doi:10.1126/science.1233232.
URL https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/
science.1233232

[51] R. W. Romani, D. Kandel, A. V. Filippenko, T. G. Brink, W. Zheng, PSR
J0952-0607: The Fastest and Heaviest Known Galactic Neutron Star,
Astrophys. J. Lett. 934 (2) (2022) L17. doi:10.3847/2041-8213/
ac8007.
URL https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac8007

[52] C. D. Capano, I. Tews, S. M. Brown, B. Margalit, S. De, S. Kumar, D. A.
Brown, B. Krishnan, S. Reddy, Stringent constraints on neutron-star radii
from multimessenger observations and nuclear theory, Nat. Astron. 4
(2020) 625–632. doi:10.1038/s41550-020-1014-6.
URL https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-020-1014-6

[53] T. Dietrich, M. W. Coughlin, P. T. H. Pang, M. Bulla, J. Heinzel, L. Issa,
I. Tews, S. Antier, Multimessenger constraints on the neutron-star equation
of state and the Hubble constant, Sci. 370 (6523) (2020) 1450–1453.
doi:10.1126/science.abb4317.
URL https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/
science.abb4317

[54] C. Tsang, M. Tsang, P. Danielewicz, F. Fattoyev, W. Lynch, Insights on
Skyrme parameters from GW170817, Phys. Lett. B 796 (2019) 1–5. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.05.055.
URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/
article/pii/S0370269319304575

[55] T. Malik, N. Alam, M. Fortin, C. Providência, B. K. Agrawal, T. K. Jha,
B. Kumar, S. K. Patra, GW170817: Constraining the nuclear matter equa-
tion of state from the neutron star tidal deformability, Phys. Rev. C 98
(2018) 035804. doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.98.035804.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.98.
035804

[56] Y. Zhou, L.-W. Chen, Z. Zhang, Equation of state of dense matter
in the multimessenger era, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) 121301. doi:
10.1103/PhysRevD.99.121301.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.
121301

9

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.108.024317
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.108.024317
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269322007560
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269322007560
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269322007560
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137622
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137622
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269322007560
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269322007560
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269323003477
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269323003477
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269323003477
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2023.138013
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2023.138013
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269323003477
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269323003477
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0375947423002166
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0375947423002166
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0375947423002166
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0375947423002166
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2023.122812
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2023.122812
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0375947423002166
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0375947423002166
https://www.mdpi.com/2218-1997/7/3/71
https://www.mdpi.com/2218-1997/7/3/71
https://doi.org/10.3390/universe7030071
https://www.mdpi.com/2218-1997/7/3/71
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.140.A1133
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.140.A1133
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.140.A1133
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.140.A1133
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.140.A1133
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.140.A1133
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.78.034318
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.78.034318
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.78.034318
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.78.034318
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.78.034318
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465514000836
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465514000836
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465514000836
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2014.02.027
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465514000836
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465514000836
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.80.024313
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.80.024313
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.80.024313
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.80.024313
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.80.024313
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.034318
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.034318
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.034318
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.034318
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.034318
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.034318
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.99.034318
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011402
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011402
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011402
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20011402
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1971ApJ...170..299B
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1971ApJ...170..299B
https://doi.org/10.1086/151216
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1971ApJ...170..299B
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1971ApJ...170..299B
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.75.1561
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.75.1561
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.75.1561
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.75.1561
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.75.1561
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.024302
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.024302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.024302
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.024302
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.85.024302
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.90.011304
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.90.011304
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.90.011304
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.90.011304
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-022-01800-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-022-01800-1
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-022-01800-1
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-022-01800-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-022-01800-1
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad81d2
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad81d2
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad81d2
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ad5a6f
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ad5a6f
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ad5a6f
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ad5a6f
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac03b8
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac03b8
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac03b8
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac03b8
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad5f1e
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad5f1e
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad5f1e
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ad5f1e
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/aab5b0
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/aab5b0
https://doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/aab5b0
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4365/aab5b0
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.1233232
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.1233232
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.1233232
http://arxiv.org/abs/https://www.science.org/doi/pdf/10.1126/science.1233232
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1233232
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.1233232
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.1233232
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac8007
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac8007
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac8007
https://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac8007
https://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac8007
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-020-1014-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-020-1014-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-020-1014-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41550-020-1014-6
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.abb4317
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.abb4317
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abb4317
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.abb4317
https://www.science.org/doi/abs/10.1126/science.abb4317
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269319304575
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269319304575
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.05.055
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.05.055
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269319304575
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370269319304575
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.98.035804
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.98.035804
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.98.035804
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.98.035804
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.98.035804
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.121301
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.121301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.121301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.121301
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.121301
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.121301


[57] T. Zhao, J. M. Lattimer, Tidal deformabilities and neutron star merg-
ers, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) 063020. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.
063020.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.
063020

[58] E. Annala, T. Gorda, A. Kurkela, A. Vuorinen, Gravitational-Wave Con-
straints on the Neutron-Star-Matter Equation of State, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120
(2018) 172703. doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172703.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.
120.172703

[59] F. J. Fattoyev, J. Piekarewicz, C. J. Horowitz, Neutron Skins and Neutron
Stars in the Multimessenger Era, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 (2018) 172702.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172702.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.
120.172702

[60] L.-W. Chen, B.-J. Cai, C. M. Ko, B.-A. Li, C. Shen, J. Xu, Higher-order
effects on the incompressibility of isospin asymmetric nuclear matter, Phys.
Rev. C 80 (2009) 014322. doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.80.014322.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.80.
014322

10

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.063020
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.063020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.063020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.063020
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.063020
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.063020
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172703
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172703
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172703
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172703
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172703
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172702
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172702
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172702
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172702
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.172702
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.80.014322
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.80.014322
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.80.014322
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.80.014322
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.80.014322

