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ABSTRACT

We investigate the radial stability of neutron stars under conditions where their com-
position may or may not remain in chemical equilibrium during oscillations. Using
different equations of state that include nucleons, hyperons, and/or ∆ resonances, we
compute stellar configurations and examine their fundamental mode frequencies in two
limiting scenarios. In one limit, nuclear reactions are fast enough to maintain chemi-
cal equilibrium throughout the pulsation, resulting in a lower effective adiabatic index,
ΓEQ, and softer stellar responses. In the opposite limit, nuclear reactions are too slow
to adjust particle abundances during oscillations, yielding a higher index, ΓFR, and
stiffer stellar responses. We find that the equilibrium scenario triggers dynamic insta-
bility at the maximum mass configuration, whereas the frozen composition scenario
allows stable solutions to persist beyond this mass, extending the stable branch. This
effect is modest for simpler equations of state, but becomes increasingly pronounced
for more complex compositions, where the emergence of new particle species at high
densities leads to a significant disparity between ΓEQ and ΓFR. Realistic conditions,
in which different nuclear reactions have distinct timescales, will place the effective Γ
between these two extreme values. Short-timescale reactions push the star toward the
equilibrium limit, potentially restricting the length of the stable branch. Conversely,
slow reactions preserve a frozen composition, allowing the stable branch to grow. Thus,
the actual extent of the stable configuration range depends critically on the interplay
between nuclear-reaction timescales and the star’s fundamental oscillation period.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the conditions under which neutron stars (NSs) remain dynamically stable is central
to the study of compact objects. Establishing stability criteria is crucial not only from a theoretical
standpoint but also because modern observational techniques have provided stringent constraints on
NS masses and radii. In particular, precise mass measurements of pulsars exceeding 2M⊙ (Demorest
et al. 2010; Antoniadis et al. 2013; Arzoumanian et al. 2018; Cromartie et al. 2020; Fonseca et al. 2021),
as well as the gravitational-wave event GW170817 and its electromagnetic counterpart (Abbott et al.
2017a,b, 2018, 2020), have offered valuable insights into the equation of state (EoS) and the internal
structure of NSs. Furthermore, observations from the NICER telescope (Miller et al. 2019; Riley et al.
2019; Miller et al. 2021; Riley et al. 2021) have refined radius measurements of isolated NSs, enabling
direct comparisons between theoretical models and empirical data. As these increasingly precise
measurements become available, it is now feasible to test stability predictions against astrophysical
observations. Determining the extent to which out-of-equilibrium processes can influence NS stability
is therefore of vital importance.
The idea that radial pulsations might occur out of chemical equilibrium, i.e. that weak interactions

responsible for adjusting the stellar composition to density changes may proceed more slowly than
or on timescales comparable to the pulsation period, is not a new concept. Soon after the relativistic
radial oscillation equations were formulated by Chandrasekhar (1964), early works considered the
possibility that the adiabatic index could differ significantly when matter is not in chemical equi-
librium (Meltzer & Thorne 1966; Chanmugam 1977). Although these pioneering studies identified
considerable differences between equilibrium and non-equilibrium adiabatic indices, such differences
did not produce any evident modification to the standard stability criterion. According to this
criterion, stable configurations are confined between stationary points in the mass–central-density
diagram, and the introduction of non-equilibrium effects did not seem to extend the stable region of
configurations.
A more significant breakthrough emerged with the work of Gourgoulhon et al. (1995), who inves-

tigated NS stability near the maximum mass limit under conditions of “frozen” composition due
to slow weak interactions. Their study revealed that when matter cannot rapidly return to chemi-
cal equilibrium during oscillations, stable configurations can exist at central densities exceeding the
nominal maximum mass density. In other words, slow reaction rates allow some NS configurations
to remain stable even beyond what would be the traditional endpoint of stability if the matter were
fully equilibrated. Although the effect was moderate (a few percent increase in density compared to
equilibrium-based scenarios), it hinted that the standard maximum mass criterion might not fully
capture the complexity of the stability landscape when compositional changes lag behind the pulsa-
tion cycle.
Subsequent investigations on protoneutron stars corroborated that the conventional maximum mass

criterion still identifies the onset of relativistic instability, even in scenarios involving thermal effects,
neutrino trapping, and frozen compositions (Gondek et al. 1997). However, these studies also showed
that the so-called minimum mass criterion does not universally apply. While it works reliably for
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hot, isentropic, neutrino-opaque protoneutron stars, it fails for those with hot, isothermal interiors.
These results highlight that assumptions about the internal thermal structure and reaction timescales
can qualitatively alter the stability conditions, indicating that non-equilibrium processes need careful
consideration.
More recently, out-of-equilibrium oscillations have been explored in depth within the context of

hybrid stars featuring quark cores. Pereira, Flores, & Lugones (2018) demonstrated that if the
phase transition between hadronic and quark matter is sharp and the conversion timescale between
phases is slow relative to the oscillation period, a slow stable hybrid star (SSHS) branch emerges. In
these configurations, stability can extend far into regions where the gravitational mass decreases with
increasing central density, defying the standard mass-peak-based stability criterion. Subsequent work
has confirmed the existence and robustness of SSHSs for various hybrid EoS (Mariani et al. 2019;
Malfatti et al. 2020; Tonetto & Lugones 2020; Rodŕıguez et al. 2021; Curin et al. 2021; Gonçalves &
Lazzari 2022; Mariani et al. 2022; Ranea-Sandoval et al. 2022; Lugones et al. 2023; Ranea-Sandoval
et al. 2023a,b; Rau & Sedrakian 2023; Rau & Salaben 2023; Rather et al. 2024; Jiménez et al. 2024),
and related analyses have been extended to hybrid models with slow conversion reactions but without
sharp phase discontinuities (Ghosh et al. 2024).
In light of this progression, it is clear that compositional complexity and its interplay with reaction

timescales can substantially reshape the NS stability landscape. The objective of this work is to
explore how chemically non-equilibrated radial pulsations might influence the stability of purely
hadronic neutron stars beyond the mass peak, when the EoS includes multiple species, ranging from
nucleons and hyperons to ∆ resonances. By doing so, we aim to assess how non-equilibrium processes,
potentially more pronounced in complex compositions, alter the conventional stability criteria and
determine whether this complexity can give rise to long extended stable branches that transcend the
standard mass-peak stability boundary.
The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe the EoS considered and the parametriza-

tions used to construct the NS models. In Section 3, we summarize the procedure for analyzing radial
pulsations and assessing dynamical stability. In Section 4, we briefly discuss the adiabatic index and
relaxation times, considering both the equilibrium and frozen composition limits, which provide lower
and upper bounds for the star’s response to density changes. Finally, Section 5 presents our main
results, including the existence of stable NSs beyond the maximum mass peak, while Section 6 offers
a summary and discussion of the key findings.

2. EQUATION OF STATE

To describe the matter inside NSs at different density regimes, we employ the BPS-BBP EoS for
the outer and inner crust (Baym et al. 1971a,b), and the SW4L parametrization for the cores of these
objects (Spinella & Weber 2019; Malfatti et al. 2020; Celi et al. 2024).
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Model xσ∆ xω∆ Mmax Rmax MT RT

N 0 0 2.33 11.4 2.33 11.4

N∆1 0.9 1.1 2.29 11.3 2.29 11.2

N∆2 1.25 1.1 2.20 10.3 2.21 10.3

NH∆1 0.9 1.1 2.13 11.4 2.06 10.5

NH∆2 1.25 1.1 2.14 10.5 2.08 9.90

Table 1. Particle compositions of the EoS models used in this study (N = nucleons, H = hyperons, ∆ = ∆
resonances). All models also include electrons and muons. The table presents the coupling constant ratios
xσ∆ and xω∆, which quantify the interaction strengths between ∆ resonances and the σ and ω meson fields,
respectively. Additionally, it provides the maximum gravitational mass Mmax with its corresponding radius
Rmax, as well as the terminal mass MT and its corresponding radius RT for each model. The only difference
between the models labeled 1 and 2 is the value of xσ∆.

The Lagrangian density used to describe the baryon matter in the cores of NSs is given by

LB=
∑
B

ψB

[
γµ(i∂

µ − gωBω
µ − gϕBϕ

µ

−1
2
gρB(nb)τ · ρµ)− (mB − gσBσ − gσ∗Bσ

∗)
]
ψB

+1
2

(
∂µσ∂

µσ −m2
σσ

2
)
+ 1

2

(
∂µσ

∗∂µσ∗ −m2
σ∗σ∗2)

−1
3
bσmn (gσNσ)

3 − 1
4
cσ (gσNσ)

4

−1
4
ωµνω

µν + 1
2
m2

ωωµω
µ − 1

4
ϕµνϕµν +

1
2
m2

ϕϕµϕ
µ

−1
4
ρµν · ρµν + 1

2
m2

ρρµ · ρµ, (1)

where the sum over B includes the nucleons N , hyperons H and the four states of the resonances ∆,
as indicated in Table 1.
The Lagrangian density for the leptons is given by

Ll = ψ̄l (iγµ∂
µ −ml)ψl, (2)

where l = e−, µ−. The interactions between the baryons in Eq. (1) are modeled in terms of scalar
(σ, σ∗), vector (ω, ϕ), and isovector (ρ) meson fields. To determine the meson-nucleon and meson-
hyperon coupling constants, giB, where i = σ, ω, ρ, σ∗ and ϕ we use the Nijmegen extended soft-
core (ESC08) model, based on a modified SU(3) symmetry (details about the determination of the
coupling constants for SW4L parametrization can be found in Malfatti et al. 2020; Celi et al. 2024).
In particular, the quantities gρB(nb) in Eq. (1), denote density-dependent isovector meson–baryon
coupling constants given by

gρB(nb) = gρB(n0) exp

[
−aρ

(
nb

n0

− 1

)]
, (3)

where nb =
∑

B nB is the total baryon number density. The values of the constants involved are
aρ = 4.06× 10−3 and the nuclear saturation density, n0 = 0.15 fm−3.
It is worth noting at this point that determining the interaction of mesons with ∆-particles poses

challenges due to limited experimental data. Consequently, since meson-∆ couplings are poorly
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constrained, specific coupling sets can be selected depending on the focus of the proposed study. For
example, there are studies that vary the ratio xi∆ ≡ gi∆/giN within defined ranges (see, for example,
Kalita et al. (2024) and references therein) or propose ranges for these coupling ratios (see Sedrakian
& Harutyunyan (2022) and references therein).
For the particle composition including ∆-matter, we first explore the (xσ∆, xω∆) space over a

broader range, considering the suggested ranges for the vector meson-∆ couplings from Sedrakian &
Harutyunyan (2022). Based on this exploration, we then select the combinations of xσ∆ and xω∆ as
provided in Table 1. It is important to note that in these cases, we used for the rest of the meson-∆
couplings the following values: xρ∆ = xϕ∆ = 1.0 and xσ∗∆ = 0.0, where xσ∗B ≡ gσ∗B/gσ∗Λ, and
gσ∗Λ = 1.9242.
To solve the equations of motion associated with Eq. (1), we use a density-dependent relativistic

mean-field approximation. The corresponding coupled non-linear equations of motion are

m2
σσ̄=

∑
B

gσBn
s
B − b̃σmNgσN(gσN σ̄)

2 (4)

−c̃σgσN(gσN σ̄)3

m2
σ∗σ̄∗=

∑
B

gσ∗Bn
s
B , (5)

m2
ωω̄=

∑
B

gωBnB , (6)

m2
ρρ̄=

∑
B

gρB(nb)I3BnB , (7)

m2
ϕϕ̄=

∑
B

gϕBnB , (8)

where σ̄, σ̄∗, ω̄, ρ̄, and ϕ̄ are the mean field values of the corresponding meson fields. Here I3B is the
3-component of isospin, and ns

B and nB are the scalar and particle number densities for each baryon
B, which are given by

ns
B=

1

4π2

∫ pFB

0

d3p

(2π)3
m∗

B√
p2 +m∗2

B

, (9)

nB=
p3FB

3π2
, (10)

where m∗
B = mB − gσBσ̄ − gσ∗Bσ̄

∗ is the effective baryon mass and pFB
is the Fermi momentum.

The chemical potential of a baryon within the SW4L parametrization can be expressed as

µB = gωBω̄ + gρBρ̄I3B + gϕBϕ̄+
√
p2FB

+m∗2
B + R̃ , (11)

where the term R̃ =
∑

B[∂gρB(nb)/∂nb]I3BnBρ̄, is the rearrangement term necessary to guarantee
thermodynamic consistency (Hofmann et al. 2001).



6

The hadronic contribution to the pressure is given by

Ph=
1

π2

∑
B

∫ pFB

0

dp
p4√

p2 +m∗2
B

− 1
2
m2

σσ̄
2

−1
2
m2

σ∗σ̄∗2 + 1
2
m2

ωω̄
2 + 1

2
m2

ρρ̄
2 + 1

2
m2

ϕϕ̄
2 (12)

−1
3
b̃σmN(gσN σ̄)

3 − 1
4
c̃σ(gσN σ̄)

4 + nbR̃.

To obtain the total pressure, P , we must include the contribution of the leptons l, which are modeled
as a free degenerate Fermi gas of electrons and muons. Finally, the energy density of the system
follows from

ϵ = −P +
∑
i=B,l

µi ni . (13)

In this work, we focus on describing radial perturbations in spherically symmetric stars. We assume
that the star being perturbed is initially in hydrostatic and thermodynamic equilibrium. The pertur-
bations we consider cause slight deviations from this equilibrium configuration, temporarily shifting
the matter into a new state, which may either remain in equilibrium or move out of equilibrium,
depending on the rate of the chemical reactions involved. However, it is important to emphasize
that the initial configuration is indeed in thermodynamic equilibrium. Therefore, when calculating
the EoS of unperturbed matter, we adopt the standard conditions of chemical equilibrium under
weak interactions. Since we are analyzing cold NSs, neutrinos can escape the system because their
mean free path is much larger than the star’s radius, implying that the neutrino chemical potential is
zero (µνe = 0). Finally, we assume local electric charge neutrality and baryon-number conservation.
In this context, the chemical potentials of unperturbed matter are related by the following set of
equations

µB=µn + qB µe, (14)∑
i=B,l

qini=0, (15)

nb −
∑
B

nB=0, (16)

where qB (ql) is the baryon (lepton) electric charge, and µn and µe are the chemical potentials of
neutrons and electrons, respectively.

3. RADIAL OSCILLATIONS AND DYNAMICAL STABILITY

In the following, we outline the procedure for analyzing the dynamical stability of non-rotating,
spherically symmetric stellar models. The space-time metric for such configurations is expressed as

ds2 = eνdt2 − eλdr2 − r2(dθ2 + sin2 θ dϕ2), (17)

where ν and λ are functions of the radial coordinate r. The hydrostatic equilibrium of these con-
figurations is described by the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations, which can be solved
once an EoS of the form P = P (ϵ) is specified.
To analyze the response of the star to small disturbances, we introduce into Einstein’s equations a

field of small radial Lagrangian displacements of fluid elements, which induces small changes in the
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metric and thermodynamic quantities. Working within the linear regime and assuming a harmonic
time dependence for perturbations of the form exp(iω̃t), the pulsation equations are reduced to a
Sturm-Liouville problem for the relative radial displacement ξ ≡ ∆r/r, the Lagrangian perturbation
in pressure ∆P , and the associated eigenfrequencies ω = ω̃/(2π). In this study, we employ the
equations detailed in Appendix A:

dξ

dr
=−1

r

(
3ξ +

∆P

ΓP

)
− dP

dr

ξ

(P + ϵ)
, (18)

d∆P

dr
=ξ

{
ω̃2eλ−ν(P + ϵ)r − 4

dP

dr

}
+ξ

{(
dP

dr

)2
r

(P + ϵ)
− 8πeλ(P + ϵ)Pr

}
(19)

+∆P

{
dP

dr

1

(P + ϵ)
− 4π(P + ϵ)reλ

}
,

where Γ is the adiabatic index, which will be examined in detail in the next section.
To solve Eqs. (18) and (19), two boundary conditions are required. The condition of regularity at

r = 0 requires that
(∆P )r=0 = −3(ξΓP )r=0. (20)

Notice that, as we are working with linearized equations, the amplitude of the perturbation is irrele-
vant. For this reason, the eigenfunctions can be normalized so that ξ(0) = 1. The radius of the star,
R, is determined by imposing the condition of vanishing pressure at the surface, P (R) = 0, when
solving the TOV equations. For the pressure perturbation, the boundary condition required at the
surface is that ∆P must vanish:

(∆P )r=R = 0. (21)

Since this system of differential equations and boundary conditions constitutes a Sturm-Liouville
problem, the real eigenvalues ω2

n are ordered and the fundamental mode, characterized by ω2
0, de-

termines the stability of the star. A positive ω2
0 indicates stable oscillations, whereas a negative ω2

0

signals exponential growth of the perturbation and stellar instability.
Calculations using a wide variety of EoS agree that NSs with small central baryon number density

nbc are dynamically stable. As we move along the curve M versus R in the direction of increasing
nbc , the values of ω2

0 initially increase. However, beyond a certain point, they begin to decrease
until they finally become zero at the last stable object in that sequence. Under the condition that
perturbations occur in chemical equilibrium (cold-catalyzed matter), the last dynamically stable
object in the sequence —where ω2

0 = 0— is the one with the maximum mass. Beyond this point, any
additional mass leads to instability, causing the star to disrupt or collapse into a black hole.
However, this is not the case in more general situations. When perturbations are considered that

do not maintain chemical equilibrium -such as when the reactions restoring equilibrium are slow
compared to the oscillation timescale - the static stability criterion changes. In these scenarios, the
point at which ω2

0 = 0 does not necessarily occur at the maximum mass configuration. In analogy to
the definition introduced in Pereira, Flores, & Lugones (2018), we will refer to the star with ω2

0 = 0
as the terminal configuration.
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4. ADIABATIC INDEX AND RELAXATION TIMES

The adiabatic index introduced in the previous section is defined as

Γ =
nb

P

∂P

∂nb

∣∣∣∣
{C}
, (22)

and measures how pressure changes with local baryon number density under the set of physical
conditions {C} that characterize the perturbation. To understand which conditions {C} should be
applied, it is necessary to consider the typical timescales τnuc of the various nuclear reactions that
occur within the NS and compare them with the pulsation period T (Meltzer & Thorne 1966),
which is on the order of 0.1 to 1 millisecond. As emphasized by Haensel et al. (2002), equilibration
processes in NSs occur on vastly different timescales relative to T (also see the recent work of Rau &
Salaben 2023, where this is extended to hybrid stars). Strong and electromagnetic elastic collisions,
as well as strong interaction processes that conserve strangeness, have extremely short relaxation
times (on the order of 10−16 to 10−19 seconds), ensuring immediate equilibration without changing
particle fractions. In contrast, weak interaction processes operate much more slowly. For a typical
temperature of 109K (compatible with the zero-temperature approach of our study), modified Urca
processes are the slowest, with relaxation times of several days, while direct Urca processes are
faster, but still take several seconds. Nonleptonic processes that change strangeness are the fastest
among the weak interactions, with relaxation times of about 1 millisecond, playing a crucial role
in equilibrating hyperonic matter. It is important to note that these rough estimates are valid for
δµ ≪ T , where δµ is a typical pulsation amplitude of chemical potentials. In the regime where
δµ ≳ T , these estimates may change significantly.
We can bypass the complexities of calculating the reaction rates discussed earlier by focusing on

two limiting cases: oscillations in chemical equilibrium (τnuc ≪ T ) and oscillations with frozen
composition (τnuc ≫ T ). As noted in the previous discussion, the actual scenario does not align
fully with either of these extremes, as some reactions occur faster than T , while others are slower.
However, analyzing these limiting cases will allow us to place constraints on the dynamical stability
of stellar models in the mass-radius diagram.
If τnuc ≪ T , the perturbed matter has enough time to adjust its composition through nuclear

reactions, which means that it will oscillate in a state of permanent chemical equilibrium. Therefore,
the adiabatic index for this scenario can be directly determined from the EoS used to calculate the
TOV equations,

ΓEQ =
nb

P

∂P

∂nb

∣∣∣∣
{EoS}

. (23)

In contrast, if τnuc ≫ T , nuclear reactions cannot adjust the abundances of particles during an
oscillation period, and the relative fractions of different species of particles remain fixed as the
density changes. This situation is referred to as a perturbation occurring with “frozen” chemical
composition. Under these conditions, the adiabatic index ΓFR must be determined by taking the
derivative while keeping the abundances Yi =

ni

nb
of all particle species constant:

ΓFR =
nb

P

∂P

∂nb

∣∣∣∣
{Yi}

. (24)



9

 0.1

 1

 10

 100

 1000

 10000

 100  1000

(a)

NHΔ1
NHΔ2
NΔ1
NΔ2
N

P
 [M

eV
/fm

3 ]

ε [MeV/fm3]
 7  8  9  10  11  12  13  14  15  16

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

J1614-2230

J0348+0432

(b)

J0740+6620-2
J0740+6620-1
J0030+0451-2
J0030+0451-1
GW190425-2
GW190425-1
GW170817-2
GW170817-1

M
 [M

⊙
]

R [km]

Figure 1. (a) Pressure P against the energy density ϵ for the baryonic compositions described in the
text: N , N∆, and NH∆ for two parameterizations of xσ∆. Our models satisfy the chiral EFT constraint
(light blue area) from Drischler et al. (2021). (b) Mass-radius relationships for NSs based on the EoS
shown in (a), compared with observational constraints from pulsars and gravitational wave events. The
purple circles represent the maximum mass configurations, while the green crosses indicate the terminal
mass configurations for the frozen composition case.

Since the unperturbed model is locally electrically neutral, the condition of frozen abundances au-
tomatically ensures baryon number conservation and electrical charge neutrality of the perturbed
matter as well (see Lugones & Benvenuto (1998); Benvenuto & Lugones (1999), though in a slightly
different context).
The adiabatic indices defined earlier represent the lower and upper bounds of Γ. In equilibrium,

the system can fully adjust its composition through nuclear reactions, reducing the pressure response
to a change in density by redistributing particles among different species. In contrast, when the
composition is frozen, the particles cannot be redistributed at all, leading to a higher pressure than
in equilibrium for the same density change. As a result, ΓFR is always greater than ΓEQ. In a more
realistic scenario, where some redistribution of particles is possible but not complete, the adiabatic
index will fall between ΓEQ and ΓFR.

5. RESULTS

In this work, we consider three types of composition for the baryonic sector of the EoS, with the
leptonic part always consisting of electrons and muons. The three cases, presented in Table 1 and
depicted in Figure 1(a), are as follows:

• only protons and neutrons (N), represented by the solid yellow line;

• protons, neutrons, and ∆ resonances (N∆), represented by red lines;

• the complete baryon octet plus ∆ resonances (NH∆), shown by black lines.
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Figure 2. (a) The adiabatic indices ΓEQ and ΓFR plotted against the baryon number density nb (in units
of the nuclear saturation density n0) for a NS composition consisting of protons, neutrons, electrons, and
muons. The different particle abundances Yi = ni/nb are shown as a function of nb. (b) The fundamental
radial oscillation frequency ω0 (in kHz) as a function of the central baryon number density nbc (in units of
n0) and the corresponding NS mass M . The results for ω0 are shown for oscillations in chemical equilibrium
(ωEQ) and with a frozen composition (ωFR).
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Figure 3. Panels (a) and (b) display the particle populations and the adiabatic indices ΓEQ and ΓFR as
functions of nb for the N∆ case with xσ∆ = 0.9 and xσ∆ = 1.25, respectively. Panels (b) and (d) present
similar analyses for the NH∆ case. The corresponding fundamental oscillation frequencies ωEQ and ωFR

are plotted against the central baryon number density nbc in panels (e), (f), (g), and (h), along with the
gravitational mass curves as functions of nbc .

For the cases involving ∆ resonances, we adopt two different parameterizations of xσ∆: specifically,
xσ∆ = 0.9 (dashed lines) and xσ∆ = 1.25 (dashed-dotted lines). The resulting EoS are presented
alongside the light blue area, which corresponds to the constraints from chiral EFT calculations
performed by Drischler et al. (2021).
Using the aforementioned compositions, we solved the TOV equations to obtain stellar configura-

tions in hydrostatic equilibrium. Figure 1(b) presents the mass-radius relationships for each EoS,
using the same colors and line styles as in Figure 1(a). The resulting curves are consistent with the
modern astronomical constraints discussed in Section 1. In every curve in Figure 1(b), two special
configurations are highlighted: the maximum mass configuration (indicated by a purple circle) and
the terminal configuration (defined in Section 3) for the frozen composition case (marked by a green
cross). As previously emphasized, the maximum mass object represents the first unstable configura-
tion in the sequence of stars when perturbations occur under permanent chemical equilibrium (i.e.,
when using ΓEQ in the pulsation equations). In contrast, if the composition remains “frozen” during
pulsations (i.e., when using ΓFR), the first unstable configuration is identified by locating the point
where ω2

0 = 0.
The results in Figure 1(b) lead to an intriguing conclusion: in the frozen composition scenario, the

terminal configuration is located beyond the maximum mass configuration, resulting in an extended
branch of stable configurations where ∂M/∂nbc < 0. The length of this extended branch is relatively
short for cases with less diversified compositions, such as those with only nucleons or with nucleons
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and ∆ resonances, but is considerably longer for the NH∆ composition. In the following subsections,
we analyze each of the models in detail.

5.1. Model N

In Figure 2(a), we present the particle abundances along with the two limiting adiabatic indices,
ΓEQ and ΓFR, as functions of the baryon number density for the case N in Table 1.
To draw physical conclusions about the behavior of ΓEQ and ΓFR, it is instructive to analyze

how the abundances of particles redistribute in response to variations in density, as shown by the
abundances of particles Yi in panel (a) of the figure. In the region where nb ≲ 2n0, the abundances of
electrons and protons exhibit significant variations as the density changes. As the density increases
to n0 ≲ nb ≲ 3n0, even small changes in nb lead to substantial alterations in the abundance of
muons. Consequently, in the case of perturbations occurring in chemical equilibrium, there will be
considerable redistribution of particles, which mitigates the increase in pressure in response to changes
in density. In this regime, ΓEQ is markedly lower than ΓFR due to this redistribution. At higher
densities (nb ≳ 3n0), the differences between ΓEQ and ΓFR decrease substantially. This is because
the curves representing the abundances of particles become more horizontal, indicating that small
changes in nb do not result in significant particle redistribution. Thus, a perturbation in chemical
equilibrium behaves similarly to one with a frozen composition since the particle abundances do not
adjust substantially. Therefore, at these higher densities, both adiabatic indices tend to converge in
their behavior.
In Figure 2(b), the frequency of the fundamental mode is shown as a function of the central

baryon number density, nbc , for both equilibrium (ωEQ) and frozen composition (ωFR) cases. These
results were obtained by solving the radial oscillation equations, Eqs. (18) and (19). For comparison
purposes, the NS mass is also displayed as a function of nbc .
The fundamental oscillation frequency for both cases begins near zero at low nbc , increases to a

maximum, and then gradually decreases as nbc continues to rise, eventually reaching zero at the
last stable configuration. This behavior is characteristic of NS models, which typically exhibit both
a minimum mass and a maximum (or terminal) mass beyond which the star becomes dynamically
unstable. In particular, ωFR is generally higher than ωEQ, particularly at lower densities. This
difference arises because, with ΓEQ < ΓFR, the star exhibits a stiffer response to perturbations in the
frozen composition case, leading to stronger restoring forces and thus higher oscillation frequencies.
At higher central densities (nbc ≳ 3n0), the regime in which both adiabatic indices are nearly identical
becomes dominant in the interior of the NS, leading to similar dynamical behavior in both the
equilibrium and frozen composition scenarios. Consequently, ωEQ and ωFR tend to converge at these
higher densities.
The yellow line in Figure 2(b) shows the NS mass as a function of nbc . As in Figure 1, the maximum

mass configuration is represented by a violet circle, while the terminal mass configuration is marked by
a green cross. The point where ωEQ = 0 corresponds to the maximum mass configuration. However,
in the frozen composition scenario, instability occurs at a higher central density, where ωFR = 0,
indicating that stars can remain stable beyond the maximum mass limit. Although the difference
between the maximum mass and the terminal mass is small in this case, we will show below that it
can become significant depending on the composition of the matter.

5.2. Model N∆1
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In Figure 3(a), we present the same analysis as in Figure 2(a), but for the case N∆ with xσ∆ = 0.9.
For densities nb ≲ 3n0, the abundances of n, p+, e−, and µ−, as well as the indices ΓEQ and ΓFR,
closely resemble those shown in Figure 2(a). However, the appearance of ∆− resonances at nb ∼ 3n0

introduces an additional channel that enables the redistribution of other particles, as clearly seen
in the kinks in the abundances around nb ∼ 3n0. Consequently, a density perturbation that occurs
in chemical equilibrium around nb ∼ 3n0 leads to significant changes in the partial pressures of
all particle species, resulting in a pronounced drop in ΓEQ. In contrast, ΓFR, as usual, exhibits a
more gradual decline as density increases. At densities nb ≳ 5− 6n0, both adiabatic indices tend to
converge as the particle abundances stabilize.
The fundamental frequencies corresponding to the model in Figure 3(a) are shown in Figure 3(e).

Both ωFR and ωEQ exhibit qualitatively similar behavior to that seen in the simpler model of Fig-
ure 2(b). However, the main difference lies in the fact that, for central densities exceeding 3n0, ωFR

is significantly higher than ωEQ. This occurs because, for nbc ≳ 3n0, the region where ΓFR is much
larger than ΓEQ covers a substantial portion of the star. As a result, the overall restoring force is
stronger in the frozen composition scenario, leading to a higher oscillation frequency. Additionally,
the extended branch where ωFR > 0 stretches beyond the point where ωEQ = 0, indicating that the
star can remain dynamically stable at higher central densities compared to the equilibrium scenario.

5.3. Model N∆2

In Figure 3(b) we show the same as in Figure 3(a) but with the parameterization xσ∆ = 1.25, which
allows the appearance of all four types of resonances ∆. The resonances ∆−, ∆0, ∆+, and ∆++ emerge
successively at densities that are approximately 1.5n0, 2.5n0, 3n0, and 3.5n0, respectively. In each
case, the corresponding abundance increases sharply, opening a new channel for the redistribution of
the other particles, and a significant drop in ΓEQ is observed due to substantial softening of the EoS.
The most dramatic effect is associated with the appearance of ∆−, which drives ΓEQ to an almost

vanishing value. This is related to the quasi-plateau observed in the EoS in Figure 1(a). The
drops related to the appearance of ∆0, ∆+, and ∆++, while still significant, are comparatively less
pronounced. As the density increases beyond nb ∼ 4n0, where the abundances of all resonances ∆
stabilize and begin to decrease, the ΓEQ curve becomes nearly indistinguishable from the ΓFR curve.
The behavior of ωEQ and ωFR shown in Figure 3(f) is similar to that previously described, except for

the appearance of a dip in ωEQ, which is associated with the softening introduced by the sequential
appearance of the resonances ∆ over a narrow range of densities. Despite these differences, the
length of the extended branch remains small, as in the previous cases. This is because the main
difference between ΓFR and ΓEQ is confined to a density range between 2n0 and 4n0, which affects
the oscillation frequency of intermediate-mass stars, but not those with masses close to the maximum
mass.

5.4. Model NH∆1

In Figure 3(c), we present the results for the NH∆ case with xσ∆ = 0.9. The Λ0 hyperon appears
around 2.5n0, followed by the Ξ− and ∆− resonances at approximately 3n0, and the Ξ0 hyperon at
about 6n0. Hyperons Σ

+ and Σ0 emerge only after 10n0. Due to the wide availability of redistribution
channels in a wide range of densities, the adiabatic index ΓEQ is significantly lower than ΓFR from
about 3n0 to beyond 10n0. As usual, ΓFR shows a smoother and more gradual decline.
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The behavior of ωEQ is very similar to that shown in Figure 3(e). However, the behavior of ωFR

changes significantly compared to the cases without hyperons. The most notable change is that ωFR

remains positive well beyond the maximum mass configuration because ΓFR is significantly higher
than ΓEQ in a density range extending far beyond the central density of the maximum mass object
(∼ 6n0). As a result, the extended branch in the frozen composition scenario is significantly longer
than in cases without hyperons, as indicated by the distance between the circle and the cross on the
curve M versus nbc in Figure 3(g). While the last stable configuration for equilibrium oscillations
occurs at nbc ∼ 6n0, in the frozen composition scenario, the last dynamically stable configuration is
reached at nbc ∼ 9n0.

5.5. Model NH∆2

In Figure 3(d), we present the results for the NH∆ case with xσ∆ = 1.25. Due to the higher value
of xσ∆ compared to Figure 3(c), all four types of resonance ∆ are now present. The ∆ appear in
the same order and within the same density range (∼ 1.5 − 3.5n0) as in the N∆2 model shown in
Figure 3(b), which also used xσ∆ = 1.25.
Compared to the NH∆1 model in Figure 3(c), the emergence of the four resonances ∆ causes the

onset of the Λ0 and Ξ− hyperons to shift to significantly higher densities. This pattern of particle
abundances makes the behavior of ΓEQ very similar to that of the N∆2 model in Figure 3(b) up
to ∼ 3.5n0. However, beyond ∼ 3.5n0 in Figure 3(d), the particles Λ0, ∆++, Ξ−, and Ξ0 appear
sequentially, allowing for further chemical redistribution as nb varies. This results in a substantial
reduction in ΓEQ compared to the N∆2 model shown in Figure 3(b).
At low central densities, it can be seen from Figure 3(h) that ωEQ and ωFR are nearly identical,

similar to what we observed in previous models. However, much like in the N∆2 case, ωEQ shows
a noticeable drop around nbc ∼ 2n0, which corresponds to the density range where the sequential
appearance of ∆ resonances causes a significant softening of the EoS. In contrast, ωFR remains
relatively stable and higher than ωEQ due to the stiffer behavior of matter under the assumption
of frozen composition. As the central density approaches nbc ∼ 7n0, ωEQ tends to zero, indicating
the onset of dynamic instability at the maximum mass model. On the other hand, ωFR remains
positive until much higher central densities, resulting in an extended branch of dynamically stable
configurations when the composition is frozen. The curve ωFR ultimately reaches zero near nbc ∼ 9n0,
as shown by the green cross on the curve M versus nbc .

6. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

This work examined the stability of NSs, with a particular focus on the possibility that their oscil-
lations may occur out of chemical equilibrium. We considered three different baryonic compositions
for the EoS: (i) nucleonic matter composed solely of protons and neutrons (N); (ii) nucleonic matter
including ∆ resonances (N∆); and (iii) the full baryonic octet supplemented by ∆ resonances (NH∆).
The leptonic sector always consists of electrons and muons. For scenarios involving ∆ resonances,
we investigated two different values of the coupling constant xσ∆, namely xσ∆ = 0.9 and xσ∆ = 1.25.
Using these various compositions, we solved the TOV equations to construct stellar configurations
in hydrostatic equilibrium. We then evaluated their stability by determining the fundamental mode
frequency of small, adiabatic, radial oscillations. The frequency calculation is performed under two
limiting regimes, depending on the relative values of the nuclear timescale τnuc and the pulsation
period T of the NS: one in which the system maintains continuous chemical equilibrium (τnuc ≪ T )
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and another in which the chemical composition remains frozen throughout the oscillation process
(τnuc ≫ T ). As demonstrated in the appendix, the set of pulsation equations is formally identical in
both cases, the only difference being the choice of the adiabatic index - ΓEQ or ΓFR - appropriate to
each physical scenario.
The analysis of the adiabatic indices reveals a clear trend. When stellar matter remains in chemi-

cal equilibrium during perturbations, significant particle redistributions can occur within each fluid
element, particularly in density regimes that facilitate the emergence of new particle species. These
redistributions substantially lower the effective adiabatic index under equilibrium conditions, making
the star’s response to perturbations softer. In contrast, if the stellar composition remains fixed during
the oscillation process, the inability of particles to readjust their abundances with changing density
leads to a stiffer response characterized by higher adiabatic indices.
The distinction between equilibrium and frozen scenarios tends to vanish once small density changes

no longer trigger substantial compositional rearrangements, which typically occur at sufficiently high
densities. However, in models with more complex compositions—especially those that include multi-
ple hyperons and resonances—large regions of the star’s interior allow the emergence of new particle
species, even at high densities. As a result, for these more complex EoSs, the difference between ΓEQ

and ΓFR becomes even more pronounced. Notice that the discrepancy between the two adiabatic
indices is strongly influenced by the value of xσ∆, as this parameter determines the thresholds at
which ∆ resonances emerge.
In all the models considered, the lower value of ΓEQ leads to lower oscillation frequencies, while

the frozen composition scenario, with its higher ΓFR, yields stronger restoring forces and thus higher
frequencies. The consequence of this distinction is evident in the location of the dynamic instability
threshold. As expected, when perturbed matter is able to attain fast chemical equilibrium, the
maximum-mass NS is the first configuration in the sequence to become unstable. In contrast, if
the composition remains fixed during pulsations, the onset of instability (i.e., the configuration with
ω2
0 = 0) occurs beyond the maximum mass point. This shift creates an extended stable branch despite
∂M/∂nbc being negative. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time that the existence of
a sufficiently long branch of purely hadronic stable configurations beyond the maximum mass has
been reported in the literature. This physical scenario is comparable to that of hybrid stars with a
slow conversion regime between hadronic and quark matter at the discontinuity that separates both
phases, which was first discussed in Pereira, Flores, & Lugones (2018) and implemented in several
models by (Mariani et al. 2019; Malfatti et al. 2020; Tonetto & Lugones 2020; Rodŕıguez et al. 2021;
Curin et al. 2021; Gonçalves & Lazzari 2022; Mariani et al. 2022; Ranea-Sandoval et al. 2022; Lugones
et al. 2023; Ranea-Sandoval et al. 2023a,b; Rau & Sedrakian 2023; Rau & Salaben 2023; Rather et al.
2024; Jiménez et al. 2024).
For EoSs with simpler compositions, the difference between the equilibrium and frozen scenarios is

more modest. As the star’s central density increases, both adiabatic indices tend to converge, causing
the equilibrium and frozen oscillation frequencies to approach one another. Under these conditions,
the extended stable branch extends only slightly beyond the equilibrium maximum mass. That is,
while the fundamental mode frequency is sensitive to the adiabatic index, the terminal configuration
remains close to the mass peak because the differences between ΓFR and ΓEQ are not significant in
the density range that dominates in the cores of NSs with M ∼Mmax.
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In contrast, for EoSs with more complex compositions featuring multiple hyperons and/or res-
onances, the disparity between the two indices becomes more pronounced over a wide range of
densities. A substantial increase in ΓFR relative to ΓEQ within the density regime typical of NS
cores with M ∼Mmax significantly elevates the frozen oscillation frequencies above their equilibrium
counterparts for stars with masses near the maximum mass. As a result, the stable branch under
frozen conditions can extend far beyond theMmax configuration identified in the equilibrium scenario.
The preceding discussion suggests that the compositional diversity of the inner cores of NSs plays a
critical role in the existence of extended branches.
When a more realistic scenario is considered in which various nuclear reactions have different

timescales, the situation becomes more nuanced. If certain reactions occur on timescales shorter
than the oscillation period T , their associated particle species can readily reach chemical equilibrium
during the star’s pulsations, behaving as if τnuc ≪ T . On the other hand, for reactions with much
longer timescales (τnuc ≫ T ), the relevant particle abundances will remain essentially frozen over an
oscillation period. In this intermediate regime, the effective adiabatic index Γ would lie somewhere
between the extremes represented by ΓEQ and ΓFR.
Of particular importance are the reaction timescales of the particle species that emerge in the stellar

core. These species, such as hyperons or ∆ resonances, appear at higher densities and therefore have
the potential to significantly influence the extended branch of the star. If the particles that trigger
substantial compositional rearrangements possess relatively fast reaction channels, their ability to
reach equilibrium states during oscillations could limit the extension of the stable branch. In contrast,
if these key particles have predominantly slow reactions, their composition remains effectively frozen
on the timescale of the star’s fundamental mode, leading to a scenario closer to the ΓFR limit and
allowing the extended branch to grow longer.
In essence, the actual length of the extended branch will depend critically on the interplay between

the characteristic timescales of the reactions producing new particle species and the oscillation period
of the star. By placing realistic constraints on these nuclear reaction timescales, one can gain a more
accurate understanding of the stability landscape of neutron stars and the true extent to which their
stable configurations may be prolonged beyond the conventional maximum mass threshold.
While our analysis points to the potential for extended stable branches beyond the conventional

maximum mass configuration, it is important to acknowledge that these solutions may, in fact, be
metastable rather than truly stable. A more comprehensive hydrodynamic treatment is needed to
fully assess their resilience; however, this is beyond the scope of this work. Under such scrutiny,
even relatively small yet sufficiently disruptive perturbations might trigger gravitational collapse,
revealing whether these stars reside in a firmly established equilibrium state or merely hover on the
brink of instability. By evaluating the energy barriers that must be overcome to destabilize these
configurations, it could be possible to better determine the nature of the extended branch and refine
the understanding of the conditions under which NSs can resist collapse.
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APPENDIX

A. EQUATIONS FOR RADIAL ADIABATIC STELLAR PULSATIONS OUT OF CHEMICAL
EQUILIBRIUM

Chandrasekhar (1964) derivation of relativistic stellar oscillation equations is based on the assump-
tion that perturbations occur while maintaining chemical equilibrium (catalyzed matter). Subsequent
investigations into pulsations out of chemical equilibrium (Meltzer & Thorne 1966; Chanmugam 1977;
Gourgoulhon et al. 1995; Gondek et al. 1997) adopted these same equations, but simply substituted
the equilibrium adiabatic index ΓEQ with the non-equilibrium index Γ1, making no other adjustments.
Rau & Salaben (2023) recently attempted to re-derive the pulsation equations in a similar setting
but unfortunately introduced certain incorrect terms. Therefore, in this appendix, we re-derive the
pulsation equations for the general case where chemical equilibrium is not instantaneously achieved
during adiabatic perturbations.

A.1. Generalization of Equation (53) from Chandrasekhar (1964)

We consider a cold EoS of the form P = P (ϵ, Yi), where ϵ denotes the energy density, and Yi
represents the particle abundances. The Eulerian (δ) and Lagrangian (∆) variations of the pressure
are given by:

δP =
∂P

∂ϵ
δϵ+

∂P

∂Yi
δYi, ∆P =

∂P

∂ϵ
∆ϵ+

∂P

∂Yi
∆Yi, (A1)

where repeated indices imply summation. When chemical equilibrium is established on a timescale
much shorter than the oscillation period, the Eulerian perturbation in composition, δYi, becomes
negligible. In contrast, if chemical equilibrium is achieved over a timescale significantly longer than
the oscillation period, fluid elements oscillate with a fixed composition, resulting in the vanishing of
the Lagrangian composition change, ∆Yi.
Replacing Eq. (39) of Chandrasekhar (1964)

δϵ = −ξ dϵ0
dr

− (ϵ0 + P0)
eν0/2

r2
∂

∂r

(
r2e−ν0/2ξ

)
, (A2)

into Eq. (A1), we obtain:

δP = − Γ1P0

ϵ0 + P0

ξ
dϵ0
dr

− Γ1P0
eν0/2

r2
∂

∂r

(
r2e−ν0/2ξ

)
+ P0βYi

δYi. (A3)

Here, P0 and ϵ0 denote the unperturbed equilibrium quantities, and we define:

βYi
≡ ∂ lnP

∂Yi

∣∣∣∣
ϵ,Yj ̸=Yi

. (A4)
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To eliminate dϵ0/dr from Eq. (A3), we start with the relation dP = (∂P/∂ϵ)dϵ + (∂P/∂Yi)dYi
and use the fact that since ξ is small and any thermodynamic quantity X can be expressed as
X(r) = X0(r)+δX, the following approximation holds at first order: ξdX0/dr ≈ ξdX/dr. Therefore,
we find:

− P0Γ1

ϵ0 + P0

ξ
dϵ0
dr

= −ξ dP0

dr
+ P0βYi

ξ
dYi0
dr

, (A5)

where Yi0 represents the unperturbed configuration. When substituted into Eq. (A3), this yields:

δP = −ξ dP0

dr
+ P0βYi

ξ
dYi0
dr

− Γ1P0
eν0/2

r2
∂

∂r

(
r2e−ν0/2ξ

)
+ P0βYi

δYi. (A6)

Using the relationship between the Eulerian and Lagrangian variations of the chemical composition,
∆Yi = δYi + ξdYi0/dr, we obtain the generalized form of Chandrasekhar’s Eq. (53):

∆P = δP + ξ
dP0

dr
= −Γ1P0

eν0/2

r2
∂

∂r

(
r2e−ν0/2ξ

)
+ P0βYi

∆Yi. (A7)

In this equation, in addition to replacing ΓEQ with Γ1, extra composition-dependent terms appear
compared to the original equation. If the composition is frozen, the last term vanishes, and the
equation reduces to Chandrasekhar’s Eq. (53), with Γ1 substituting ΓEQ.

A.2. Generalization of Equation (55) from Chandrasekhar (1964)

Following Section VI of Chandrasekhar (1964), we substitute δϵ from his Eq. (37) and our general-
ized expression for δP into his Eq. (43). This procedure leads to a generalized form of his Eq. (55):

ω2eλ0−ν0(P0 + ϵ0)ξ = − d

dr

(
ξ
dP0

dr

)
−

(
1
2

dλ0
dr

+
dν0
dr

)
ξ
dP0

dr
− 1

2
(P0 + ϵ0)

(
dν0
dr

+
1

r

)(
dλ0
dr

+
dν0
dr

)
ξ

−1
2

dν0
dr

{
∂

∂r
[(P0 + ϵ0)ξ] +

2

r
(P0 + ϵ0)ξ

}
− e−(λ0/2+ν0)

d

dr

[
eλ0/2+ν0

(
Γ1P0e

ν0/2

r2
d

dr
(r2e−ν0/2ξ)− P0βYi

∆Yi

)]
.

(A8)
Following a similar derivation process as in Section VI of Chandrasekhar (1964), one also obtains the
generalized form of his Eq. (59), known as the “pulsation equation”:

ω2eλ0−ν0(P0 + ϵ0)ξ =
4

r

dP0

dr
ξ + 8πeλ0P0(P0 + ϵ0)ξ −

1

P0 + ϵ0

(
dP0

dr

)2

ξ

+ e−(λ0/2+ν0)
d

dr

[
eλ0/2+ν0

(
−Γ1P0

r2
eν0/2

d

dr
(r2e−ν0/2ξ) + P0βYi

∆Yi

)]
.

(A9)

The key modifications relative to Chandrasekhar’s original equation are the inclusion of a
composition-dependent term and the use of Γ1 instead of the original adiabatic index ΓEQ.

A.3. Pulsation equations in the form used in this work

In Chandrasekhar’s original formulation, the variable ξ = ∆r denotes the radial displacement.
Here, we redefine the variable so that it represents the relative radial displacement:

ξ =
∆r

r
. (A10)
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The second-order pulsation equation can be transformed into a system of two first-order equations
in terms of the variables ∆P and the newly defined ξ. This approach, proposed by Gondek et al.
(1997), is particularly convenient for numerical implementations. For simplicity, we will omit the
subscript 0 from the unperturbed quantities.
The first pulsation equation is obtained by expanding the radial derivative in Eq. (A7) and rear-

ranging the terms:
dξ

dr
= −1

r

(
3ξ − ∆P

PΓ1

)
− dP

dr

ξ

(ϵ+ P )
+
βYi

∆Yi
rΓ1

. (A11)

Compared to the equation in Gondek et al. (1997) for catalyzed matter, this expression introduces
an additional composition-dependent term and substitutes ΓEQ with Γ1. Since this work focuses on
oscillations with frozen composition, the last term of the above equation is neglected in Eq. (18).
The second pulsation equation is derived by recognizing that the right-hand side of Eq. (A7) is

present in the final term of Eq. (A9). By substituting this expression with ∆P and expanding the
derivative, one obtains:

ω2eλ−ν(P + ϵ)rξ = 4ξ
dP

dr
+ 8πeλP (P + ϵ)rξ − 1

(P + ϵ)

(
dP

dr

)2

rξ +
d

dr
(∆P ) + ∆P

(
1
2

dλ

dr
+
dν

dr

)
.

(A12)
Using Eq. (22) of Chandrasekhar (1964), we can replace the factor (1

2
dλ/dr+ dν/dr) in the previous

equation, which results in:

d

dr
(∆P ) = ξ

[
ω2eλ−ν(P + ϵ)r − 4

dP

dr

]
+ ξ

[
r

(P + ϵ)

(
dP

dr

)2

− 8πeλ(P + ϵ)Pr

]

+∆P

(
1

(P + ϵ)

dP

dr
− 4π(P + ϵ)reλ

)
.

(A13)

This equation matches the one derived by Gondek et al. (1997), meaning that it retains exactly the
same form for both catalyzed and non-catalyzed matter.
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