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A B S T R A C T

Recent observations of neutron stars, combined with causality, thermodynamic stability, and nuclear
constraints, indicate rapid stiffening of QCD matter at density slightly above nuclear saturation density
(𝑛0 ≃ 0.16 fm−3). The evolution of the stiffening is quicker than expected from purely nucleonic
models with many-body repulsion. Taking into account the quark substructure of baryons, we argue
that the saturation of quarks states occur at ∼ 2-3𝑛0, driving the quark matter formation even before
baryonic cores of the radii ∼0.5 fm spatially overlap. We describe the continuous transitions from
hadronic to quark matter are described within a quarkyonic matter model in which gluons are assumed
to be confining at density of interest. To obtain analytic insights for the transient regime, we construct
an ideal model of quarkyonic matter, IdylliQ model, in which one can freely switch from baryonic to
quark languages and vice versa.

1. Introduction
The properties of highly compressed matter are one

of central topics in quantum chromodynamics (QCD). The
most basic quantities are equations of state (EOS) of matter
(Oertel, Hempel, Klähn and Typel, 2017; Baym, Hatsuda,
Kojo, Powell, Song and Takatsuka, 2018). They are directly
related to the neutron star (NS) structure, especially the
mass-radius (𝑀-𝑅) relations. The 𝑀-𝑅 relations have one-
to-one correspondence with the pressure-energy density (𝑃 -
𝜀) relations, and can be categorized by the stiffness of EOS.
For stiff (soft) EOS, 𝑃 is large (small) at a given 𝜀, and the
former (latter) leads to larger (smaller) radii and masses.

One of crucial discoveries from NS observations is the
rapid evolution of the stiffness. A useful measure to char-
acterize the density evolution of the stiffening is the sound
speed, 𝑐𝑠 = (𝑑𝑃∕𝑑𝜀)1∕2, whose behaviors are strongly
correlated with the shape of 𝑀-𝑅 curves (Tan, Dexheimer,
Noronha-Hostler and Yunes, 2022; Kojo, 2021a). Recent
NS observations for 1.4𝑀⊙-and 2.1𝑀⊙ NS (𝑀⊙: the solar
mass), together with causality, thermodynamic stability, and
nuclear constraints at low density ∼ 𝑛0 (𝑛0 ≃ 0.16 fm−3:
nuclear saturation density) (Drischler, Holt and Wellenhofer,
2021b), suggest that the stiffness evolves rapidly, see the
Bayesian inference (Han, Huang, Tang and Fan, 2023; Mar-
czenko, McLerran, Redlich and Sasaki, 2023; Brandes and
Weise, 2024). The rapid stiffening begins to occur slightly
above 𝑛0, and considerable pressure is developed already at
density of 2-3𝑛0.

One of key questions is how to interpret such rapid
stiffening. In the language of nucleonic matter, stiffening
is typically achieved by two- and three-body repulsion,
see, e.g., Akmal, Pandharipande and Ravenhall (1998). We
parametrize the EOS as (𝑎 is a coefficient universal for
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kinetic energies)

𝜀𝑁 (𝑛𝐵) = 𝑚𝑁𝑛𝐵 + 𝑎
𝑛5∕3𝐵
𝑚𝑁

+ 𝑏𝑛𝑁𝐵 , (1)

where the first term is from the mass energy, the second from
the non-relativistic kinetic energy, and the third from 𝑁-
body interaction whose coefficient 𝑏 is taken positive. This
sort of matter is very soft unless the interaction dominates
over the other terms. Indeed, computing the pressure 𝑃 =
𝑛2𝐵𝜕(𝜀∕𝑛𝐵)∕𝜕𝑛𝐵 , we find

𝑃𝑁 = 2𝑎
3
𝑛5∕3𝐵
𝑚𝑁

+ 𝑏(𝑁 − 1)𝑛𝑁𝐵 . (2)

We note that the leading mass term, which dominates the
energy density at moderate density, drops out of the pressure.
The kinetic energy is suppressed by the nucleon mass. Hence
the pressure is dominated by interactions. If we extrapolate
the present parametrization to high density, the 𝑁-body
terms blow up and would dominate over the mass energy.
In such limit, let us keep only the 𝑁-body term for both the
energy and pressure. Then we get 𝑃𝑁 (𝜀) and 𝑐2𝑠 at large 𝑛𝐵 ,

𝑃𝑁 ∼ (𝑁 − 1)𝜀𝑁 → 𝑐2𝑠 ∼ 𝑁 − 1 . (3)

The 𝑐2𝑠 asymptotically approaches 𝑁 − 1; in the two-body
case, 𝑐2𝑠 → 1; in the three-body case, 𝑐2𝑠 → 2, violating
the causality bound 𝑐2𝑠 ≤ 𝑐2 with 𝑐 = 1 being the light
speed in the natural unit. While many-body repulsion offers
the stiffness necessary to explain the existence of 2𝑀⊙ NS,
there are at least two problems: firstly the importance of two-
body and three-body forces raise questions concerning the
convergence of many-body expansion; secondly the power
growth of the stiffness is rather slow and the radius of 2𝑀⊙
tends to be smaller than the radius constraint of 2.1𝑀⊙ NS
(Kojo et al., 2022).

The trend of nuclear many-body forces is difficult to infer
within nuclear models. For example in order to avoid the
causality violation in models with three-body repulsions, we
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Figure 1: Examples of 𝑀-𝑅 relations (upper panel) and 𝑐2𝑠
as a function of 𝑛𝐵∕𝑛0 (lower panel) for the crossover (QHC21
models (Kojo et al., 2022)) and hadronic models (ChEFTex
(Hensh et al., 2024) and Togashi (Togashi et al., 2017)). The
bands in the 𝑀-𝑅 plots are from observational constraints
with the 68% confidence interval. The hadronic models include
three-body forces which stiffen EOS but its extrapolation
toward high density violates the causality constraint around
≃ 5-6𝑛0. The figures are taken from Hensh et al. (2024).

must include more-body forces with negative signs to temper
the growth of 𝑐2𝑠 . The cancellations among large positive
and large negative terms are what we would like to avoid
in constructing theories. To handle this sort of problems at
fundamental level, we need quark descriptions.

2. Quark descriptions
The simplest quark EOS is a free massless quark gas

𝜀(𝑛) = 𝑎′𝑛4∕3 +  , (4)

where 𝑎′ is some constant and  is the normalization con-
stant for the EOS. After computing pressure and eliminate 𝑎′
using 𝜀, we find 𝑃 = 𝜀∕3−4∕3 from which the conformal
value 𝑐2𝑠 = 1∕3 is deduced. We note that, depending on the
value of , the EOS can be very stiff or very soft. In fact the
maximum mass 𝑀max and the corresponding 𝑅|𝑀max

can be

expressed as a function of  as (Witten, 1984)

𝑀max∕𝑀⊙ = 2.03𝑀⊙

(

56MeV∕fm3



)1∕2
,

𝑅|𝑀max
= 10.7 km ×

𝑀max
2.0𝑀⊙

. (5)

With  ≲ 56MeV∕fm3, the 2𝑀⊙ constraint can be passed;
relativistic kinetic energy of quarks can yield large pressure.
But we often choose a model which yields large  suitable
for hybrid hadron-to-quark matter models.

If we trust nuclear matter at low density as the true
ground state, the above argument draws our attention to
the interplay between nuclear and quark matter. Instead of
considering massless quark matter, we here consider matter
of non-relativistic quarks to separate discussions on the mass
reduction at high density. We assume 𝑀𝑁 ≃ 𝑁𝑐𝑀𝑞 where
𝑀𝑞 ≃ 300 MeV is the constituent quark mass. The energy
density for two-flavor matter is parametrized as

𝜀𝑞(𝑛𝐵) = 𝑁𝑐𝑀𝑞𝑛𝐵 + 𝑎 ×𝑁𝑐
𝑛5∕3𝐵
𝑀𝑞

+⋯ , (6)

where the constant 𝑎 is the same as in Eq. (1) and we take the
quark Fermi momentum to be ∼ 𝑛1∕3𝐵 since the quark density
of a given color should be equal to the baryon density, i.e.,
𝑛red𝑞 = 𝑛green𝑞 = 𝑛blue𝑞 = 𝑛𝐵 . The corresponding pressure is

𝑃𝑞 =
2𝑎
3

×𝑁𝑐
𝑛5∕3𝐵
𝑀𝑞

+⋯ . (7)

We emphasize that the first term in 𝜀 is similar for nucleonic
and quark descriptions since 𝑁𝑐𝑀𝑞 ≃ 𝑚𝑁 . However, the
coefficients of the kinetic energies are different; for nuclear
models ∼ 1∕𝑁𝑐 while for quark models ∼ 𝑁𝑐 . There
is about 𝑁2

𝑐 ∼ 10 difference. Accordingly the pressure
originating from the kinetic energy is about 10 times larger in
quark descriptions than in nuclear ones without many-body
repulsion. In order to construct the stiff EOS with 𝑃 ∼ 𝜀,
the pressure of 𝑂(𝑁𝑐) is needed; for nuclear models the
necessary pressure comes from the interactions, while in
quark models it can be supplied by kinetic energies.

Note that, if we take Eqs. (1) and (6) literally, we would
get either of the following conclusions; (i) if nuclear forces
are neglected in Eq. (1), then 𝜀𝑁 < 𝜀𝑞 holds because
of the large kinetic energy in quark matter descriptions.
As a result the quark matter never shows up and the EOS
remains soft; (ii) if nuclear repulsive forces are included,
then at sufficiently large density 𝜀𝑁 exceeds 𝜀𝑞 . Also the
extrapolated 𝑃𝑁 eventually becomes greater than 𝑃𝑞 at large
density. Before these excesses indeed happen there should be
a first order phase transition at which the chemical potential
becomes equal, 𝜇𝐵 = 𝜕𝜀𝑁∕𝜕𝑛𝐵 = 𝜕𝜀𝑞∕𝜕𝑛𝐵 . After the phase
transition EOS becomes softer. This would give impressions
that quark matter EOS is soft.

In the following we develop arguments in which nuclear
models without interactions are forced to transform into
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quark matter as the density increases. During the transforma-
tion changes in the energy density is modest and continuous
but the pressure increases rapidly. The roles of nuclear many-
body interactions is mentioned briefly but their primary role
is to smooth out the transition behaviors by filling the gap
between nuclear and quark EOS.

3. A quarkyonic matter model
In the last ten years or so, models describing a crossover

from hadronic to quark matter have been developed as
templates including the constraints from astrophysics, nu-
clear physics, causal and thermodynamic stability conditions
(Masuda, Hatsuda and Takatsuka, 2013a,b; Kojo, Powell,
Song and Baym, 2015). The models are mostly based on
phenomenological interpolations but have succeeded in
extracting some general trends such as the sound speed peak,
weaker impacts of the strangeness in quark matter than in
hadronic matter, the importance of pairing effects, and so
on. Meanwhile explicit descriptions for the crossover regime
have not been worked out until recently. Below we discuss
one of the concrete realizations of the crossover using the
quarkyonic matter concept.

3.1. Sum rules and quark saturation
In order to describe a crossover in a unified setup, we

need to start with quarks in a single baryon, and then
consider quarks in a many-baryon system. Needless to say it
is difficult to directly deal with quantum many-body states.
Hence we consider a coarse-grained description. We de-
scribe the system by specifying how baryonic and quark
states are occupied in many-body systems. Writing a quark
momentum distribution in a baryons as 𝜑, the occupation
probabilities of baryons and quarks as 𝑓𝐵 and 𝑓𝑄, respec-
tively, we consider the following simple sum rule (∫𝑝 ≡
∫ 𝑑3𝐩∕(𝟐𝜋)𝟑) (Kojo, 2021b)

𝑓𝑄(𝑞) = ∫𝑘
𝑓𝐵(𝐤)𝜑(𝐪 − 𝐤∕𝑁𝑐) , (8)

where 𝑓𝑄 is quark distributions for a given color; explicitly
𝑓 red
𝑄 = 𝑓 green

𝑄 = 𝑓 blue
𝑄 ≡ 𝑓𝑄. The RHS simply sums

quark states in baryons. The average momentum of quark
in a baryon with the momentum 𝑘 is given by 𝑘∕𝑁𝑐 . The
normalization of 𝜑 is ∫𝑞 𝜑(𝑞) = 1. We assume the width of
the distribution 𝜑 is ∼ Λ ∼ 0.2− 0.4 GeV so that the proton
radius is ∼ 0.5-1.0 fm.

The sum rule has the following general properties; (i)
if we integrate over 𝑞, we find ∫𝑞 𝑓𝑄 = 𝑛𝐵 = ∫𝑘 𝑓𝐵 .
The number of quarks in a given color is the same as the
baryon number, as it should; (ii) if we hold 𝑘 fixed at a low
momentum and then take 𝑞 → ∞, the asymptotic behavior
is 𝑓𝑄(𝑞) ∼ 𝜑(𝑞) ∫𝑘 𝑓𝐵(𝑘) = 𝑛𝐵𝜑(𝑞); (iii) if we regard 𝑁𝑐
as large and assume 𝑘∕𝑁𝑐 ≪ Λ, we find 𝑓𝑄 scales as
𝑓𝑄(𝑞) ∼ 𝜑(𝑞) ∫𝑘 𝑓𝐵(𝑘) = 𝑛𝐵𝜑(𝑞).

The last point (iii) calls special attention. The probability
𝑓𝑄 overall grows as a function of 𝑛𝐵 so that 𝑓𝑄 eventually
reaches the upper bound 1, first occurring at 𝑞 = 0. We call it

quark saturation (Kojo, 2021b). This indicates that at some
𝑛𝐵 it becomes impossible to regard 𝑘∕𝑁𝑐 in 𝜑 as small. To
be more explicit about the problem, we consider 𝑞 = 0 and
rescale the variable as 𝑘∕𝑁𝑐 = 𝑘′ to write

𝑓𝑄(0) = 𝑁3
𝑐 ∫𝑘′

𝑓𝐵(𝑁𝑐𝑘
′)𝜑(𝑘′) , (9)

with the constraint 𝑛𝐵 = ∫𝑘 𝑓𝐵(𝑘) = 𝑁3
𝑐 ∫𝑘′ 𝑓𝐵(𝑁𝑐𝑘′). The

overall factor 𝑁3
𝑐 apparently violates the Pauli constraint

𝑓𝑄 ≤ 1, but it depends on the range of the integrand
determined by 𝑓𝐵 . Writing the range of |𝐤| as [0, 𝑘max], the
range of |𝐤′| shrinks to [0, 𝑘max∕𝑁𝑐] and hence the phase
space is reduced by a factor 1∕𝑁3

𝑐 , cancelling the overall
factor in front of the integral. But once 𝑘max becomes𝑂(𝑁𝑐),
the phase space for 𝑘′ becomes 𝑂(1) and the overall factor
𝑁3

𝑐 cannot be cancelled. In order not to violate the Pauli
principle, we need 𝑓𝐵(𝑘) ∼ 1∕𝑁3

𝑐 for the majority of the
range [0, 𝑘max] (Kojo, 2019). Quark states are saturated from
low momenta and such saturated domain expands as the den-
sity increases. This saturation forces baryons to occupy low
momentum state only with small probability. Meanwhile,
with high enough momenta, we suppose baryons become
free from the quark saturation. These considerations lead
us to the picture of the momentum shell in the baryonic
distribution, which we derive explicitly using an ideal model
of quarkyonic matter.

3.2. IdylliQ model
Now we construct a dynamical model which includes

the sum rule as a constraint. To derive analytic insights,
we consider the following idealization (Fujimoto, Kojo and
McLerran, 2024b): (i) The model neglects all interactions
but the forces confining quarks. The confinement is ef-
fectively implemented by demanding quarks as parts of
baryons. Then the energy density is simply

𝜀[𝑓𝐵] = ∫𝑘
𝐸𝐵(𝑘)𝑓𝐵(𝑘) . (10)

(ii) The density dependence of the distribution 𝜑 is ne-
glected. In reality we expect that the width of 𝜑 in momen-
tum space becomes smaller as baryons swell in matter. (iii)
We choose a special momentum distribution with which one
can invert the sum rule and calculate 𝑓𝐵 as a functional of
𝑓𝑄. Explicitly we take

𝜑(𝑞) = 2𝜋2

Λ3
𝑒−𝑞∕Λ

𝑞∕Λ
, (11)

which is the inverse of the operator

𝐿 = −∇2
𝑞 +

1
Λ2

, 𝐿
[

𝜑(𝐪 − 𝐩)
]

= (2𝜋)3𝛿(𝐪 − 𝐩) . (12)

With this we can express 𝑓𝐵 as

𝑓𝐵(𝑁𝑐𝑞) =
Λ2

𝑁3
𝑐
𝐿
[

𝑓𝑄(𝑞)
]

. (13)

For instance, in a domain where quark states are saturated,
i.e., 𝑓𝑄(𝑞) = 1, then the derivative term drops and we find
𝑓𝐵(𝑁𝑐𝑞) = 1∕𝑁3

𝑐 .

Toru Kojo: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 3 of 7



Stiffening of matter in quark-hadron continuity: a mini-review

Figure 2: 𝑓𝐵 and 𝑓𝑄 before quark saturation.

Figure 3: 𝑓𝐵 and 𝑓𝑄 at quark saturation.

Figure 4: 𝑓𝐵 and 𝑓𝑄 after quark saturation.

Here one might wonder why the last (iii) is needed; the
Yukawa form of the distribution 𝜑 looks unrealistic. The
answer is that we would like to know the qualitative trend
of 𝑓𝐵 at high density. At high density we have physical
intuitions for quark descriptions; we expect the quark Fermi
sea at high density. We are now interested in the density
which is high but still not too high to be far away from the
crossover regime. Meanwhile for low density we have some
intuition about 𝑓𝐵 and can calculate 𝑓𝑄 using the sum rule.
Hence, with the assumption (iii) we can describe a matter
from low to high density using two different languages at the
same time. This should bring us to more stable conclusions
than those based on single description.

Now the rest is straightforward; we simply minimize 𝜀
by optimizing 𝑓𝐵 at each momentum. While the logic is
straightforward the methodology deserves some explana-
tions. First we need to fix 𝑛𝐵 during the optimization of
𝑓𝐵(𝑘). This constraint can be implemented if we always pair
up the variation at different point of the momentum space

𝛿𝑓𝐵(𝐤1) + 𝛿𝑓𝐵(𝐤2) = 0 . (14)

The corresponding variation in the energy density is

𝛿𝜀 = 𝐸𝐵(𝑘1)𝛿𝑓𝐵(𝐤1) + 𝐸𝐵(𝑘2)𝛿𝑓𝐵(𝐤2)
=
[

𝐸𝐵(𝑘1) − 𝐸𝐵(𝑘2)
]

𝛿𝑓𝐵(𝐤1) . (15)

It simply means that the relocation of a particle from 𝐤2
to 𝐤1 reduces the energy if |𝐤2| > |𝐤1|. Now we define

𝑘sh as the largest momentum of the optimized distribution.
Then we conclude that 𝑓𝐵(𝑘) goes to zero for 𝑘 > 𝑘sh
while is maximized for 𝑘 ≤ 𝑘sh. The maximally possible 𝑓𝐵
depends on the sum rule constraint. If none of quark states
are saturated, 𝑓𝐵 simply reaches 1, forming the ideal gas
distribution 𝑓 ideal

𝐵 (𝑘) = Θ(𝑘sh−𝑘). If some domain of quark
momentum is saturated, however, 𝑓𝐵 cannot reach 1 but is
limited by 1∕𝑁3

𝑐 which is dual to 𝑓𝑄(𝑞) = 1.
The last question is how to patch the distributions

𝑓𝐵(𝑘) = 1 or 0 and 𝑓𝐵(𝑘) = 1∕𝑁3
𝑐 for different domains. It

turns out that we need to take the following form

𝑓𝐵(𝑘) =
1
𝑁3

𝑐
Θ(𝑘bu − 𝑘) + Θ(𝑘sh − 𝑘)Θ(𝑘 − 𝑘bu) . (16)

The domain 𝑘 ≤ 𝑘bu is dual to 𝑓𝑄 = 1. For the domain
𝑘bu ≤ 𝑘 ≤ 𝑘sh, baryons are free from the quark saturation
constraint and hence can take 𝑓𝐵 = 1. When 𝑘 is too large
𝑓𝐵(𝑘) drops to zero.

The above 𝑓𝐵(𝑘) is dual to (we define 𝑁𝑐𝑞bu ≡ 𝑘bu and
𝑁𝑐𝑞sh ≡ 𝑘sh)

𝑓𝑄(𝑞) = Θ(𝑞bu − 𝑞)

+ 𝑓𝑓𝐵=1
𝑄 (𝑞)Θ(𝑞sh − 𝑞)Θ(𝑞 − 𝑞bu)

+ 𝑓𝑓𝐵=0
𝑄 (𝑞)Θ(𝑞 − 𝑞sh) . (17)

The solution of 𝑓𝑄 for 𝑓𝐵 = 0 is linear combination of
functions 𝑔± that satisfy 𝐿[𝑔±] = 0. Explicitly the form is
𝑓𝑓𝐵=0
𝑄 = 𝑐+𝑔+(𝑞) + 𝑐−𝑔−(𝑞). Similarly the solution of 𝑓𝑄

for 𝑓𝐵 = 1 is given by 𝑓𝑓𝐵=0
𝑄 = 𝑑+𝑔+(𝑞) + 𝑑−𝑔−(𝑞) +𝑁3

𝑐 .
The large term of 𝑂(𝑁3

𝑐 ) must be canceled by the first two
terms. We have four coefficients but one of them (𝑐+) can be
eliminated by demanding 𝑓𝑄(𝑞 → ∞) → 0. Then the three
coefficients and 𝑞bu (or 𝑘bu) are the parameters to be fixed.

Applying 𝐿 on this expression, we find the requirement
that 𝑓𝑄 at 𝑞sh and 𝑞bu must be continuous up to the first
derivative, otherwise the condition 0 ≤ 𝑓𝐵 ≤ 1 is violated by
the 𝛿-functions and their derivatives; the coefficients in front
of these 𝛿- and 𝛿′-functions must be cancelled. We have two
conditions at each of 𝑞bu and 𝑞sh, so the four conditions in
total can fix all the unknown parameters. The explicit form
is given in Fujimoto et al. (2024b).

We have just derived the momentum shell solution for
𝑓𝐵 which is dual to the quark Fermi sea plus diffused Fermi
surface for 𝑓𝑄. The matter is characterized by the quark
Fermi sea in the bulk but the baryonic Fermi surface. This
is the concrete realization of the quarkyonic matter concept
proposed by McLerran and Pisarski (McLerran and Pisarski,
2007). The momentum shell of baryons was first conjectured
in McLerran and Reddy (2019) to achieve rapid stiffening
of the EOS. For seminal works in this direction, see, e.g.,
Jeong, McLerran and Sen (2020); Duarte, Hernandez-Ortiz
and Jeong (2020b,a); Zhao and Lattimer (2020).

It is often insisted that the low momentum part should be
dominated by baryons and high momentum part by quarks.
See arguments in Koch and Vovchenko (2023) for instance.
Our model calculations found the opposite. It seems that
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Figure 5: Stiffening associated with a transition from baryonic
to quark matter. The transition is triggered by the quark
saturation. Baryon-baryon interactions mediated by quark
exchanges make the transition smoother.

whether we look at states at low or high energy are not key
issues here. Instead we focus on the availability of the phase
space to interpret the results of IdylliQ model in physical
term.

At high density, using the ground state baryons to form
baryonic matter is unnatural, since to make composite parti-
cles we need to superpose several quantum state of quarks.
Such superposition is optimized to minimize the energy,
but such arrangement is possible only when sufficient phase
space is available to develop specific superposition of states.
When the quark states are highly occupied, however, we
no longer have liberty to choose optimized combinations.
Eventually quark states are fully occupied and it is not
appropriate to stick to the baryonic picture.

In contrast, near the Fermi surface, the phase space is
available and we naturally expect a optimized superposition
of quark states. We note that the saturated quark Fermi
sea is color-singlet because of full occupation of colored
states, while in the unsaturated domain not all superposition
of quark states satisfy the color-singlet condition. Obvi-
ous candidates forming the color-singlet Fermi surface are
baryonic states. Whether such baryonic objects form more
complicated paired states are not remains to be analyzed.

3.3. Equations of state
EOS in quarkyonic matter rapidly stiffens from the pre-

to post-saturation regime. Before the quark saturation bary-
onic matter is in the non-relativistic regime. After the satura-
tion baryons are pushed away from the low momentum phase
space and become relativistic. We note that if baryons could
occupy momentum to 𝑝𝐹 with the probability 1, the rela-
tivistic regime 𝑝𝐹 ∼ 𝑀𝐵 would be reached at 𝑛𝐵 ∼ 𝑀3

𝐵 ∼
100𝑛0. Taking the quark Pauli blocking constraint into ac-
count, however, baryons occupy low momentum states only
with the probability ∼ 1∕𝑁3

𝑐 so that relativistic baryons can
emerge already at 𝑛𝐵 ∼ 𝑀3

𝐵∕𝑁
3
𝑐 ∼ Λ3 ∼ 5𝑛0.

The explanation of stiff EOS within baryonic descrip-
tions looks highly exotic. Indeed it seems very difficult to
generate such baryon distributions from nuclear models even

if we add many-body repulsions. Alternatively, one can use
quark descriptions to describe the evolution of the stiffness.
Let us assume the baryon energy can be expressed as

𝐸𝐵(𝑘) = 𝑁𝑐 ∫𝑞
𝐸𝑄(𝐪)𝜑(𝐪 − 𝐤∕𝑁𝑐) . (18)

In the IdylliQ model one can derive the expression of 𝐸𝑄
explicitly by applying the operator 𝐿, but we proceed within
the present abstract form.

As an example let us look at the non-relativistic baryon
energy. Expanding in powers of 𝑘∕𝑁𝑐 ,

𝐸𝐵(𝑘) = 𝑁𝑐⟨𝐸𝑄⟩|𝑘=0 +
⟨ 𝜕2𝐸𝑄

𝜕𝑞𝑖𝜕𝑞𝑗

⟩

|

|

|

|𝑘=0

𝑘𝑖𝑘𝑗
2𝑁𝑐

+⋯ , (19)

where we defined ⟨𝑂⟩ ≡ ∫𝑞 𝑂𝜑(𝐪). The first term is the
baryon mass and the second is the kinetic energy of baryons
plus some corrections. The term linear in 𝑘 vanishes because
of the angle average.

Using the sum rule and the energy density Eq. (10), we
may express the energy density as

𝜀 = 𝑁𝑐 ∫𝑘,𝑞
𝐸𝑄(𝑞)𝜑(𝐪 − 𝐤∕𝑁𝑐)𝑓𝐵(𝑘)

= 𝑁𝑐 ∫𝑞
𝐸𝑄(𝑞)𝑓𝑄(𝑞) . (20)

Before the quark saturation, 𝑓𝑄(𝑞) scales like ∼ 𝑛𝐵𝜑(𝑞) (see
the last section) and increases the amplitude but does not
change typical momenta. Then 𝜀 ∼ 𝑛𝐵𝑁𝑐 ∫𝑞 𝐸𝑄𝜑 ∼ 𝑛𝐵𝑀𝐵
as it should. Here 𝜀∕𝑛𝐵 ∼ 𝑂(1∕𝑁𝑐) so the pressure is small,
𝑃 ∼ 𝑂(1∕𝑁𝑐). After the saturation, 𝑓𝑄 behaves as

𝑓𝑄(𝑞) = Θ(𝑞bu − 𝑞) + 𝑓 sh
𝑄 (𝑞) . (21)

where 𝑓 sh
𝑄 (𝑞) ∝ Θ(𝑞−𝑞bu). Unlike the pre-saturation regime,

the evolution of 𝑓𝑄 evolves toward higher momentum. The
corresponding energy density is

𝜀 = 𝑁𝑐 ∫𝑞
𝐸𝑄(𝑞)Θ(𝑞bu − 𝑞) +𝑁𝑐 ∫𝑞

𝐸𝑄(𝑞)𝑓 sh
𝑄 (𝑞)

= 𝑁𝑐 ∫𝑞
𝐸𝑄(𝑞)Θ(𝑞bu − 𝑞) +𝑁𝑐�̄�

sh
𝑄
(

𝑛𝐵 − 𝑛bu
)

, (22)

where 𝑛bu = ∫𝑘 Θ(𝑞bu−𝑞) and �̄�sh
𝑄 ∼ 𝐸𝑄(𝑞bu) is the average

energy for 𝑞 ≥ 𝑞bu. Now we examine the energy per particle,
𝜀∕𝑛𝐵 , to study the pressure. We first consider the case just
after the saturation where most of 𝑛𝐵 is carried by the shell
part. The energy per particle is 𝜀∕𝑛𝐵 ≃ 𝑁𝑐�̄�sh

𝑄 with which

𝑃 ≃ 𝑁𝑐𝑛
2
𝐵

𝜕�̄�sh
𝑄

𝜕𝑛𝐵
. (23)

The pressure is 𝑂(𝑁𝑐) since the derivative of �̄�sh
𝑄 is 𝑂(1) as

𝑞bu grows with 𝑛𝐵 . If we instead consider the case that most
of 𝑛𝐵 is carried by 𝑛bu, the energy density scales as in the
standard quark matter with the degenerate Fermi sea. Here
𝑞bu ∼ 𝑛1∕3𝐵 and the pressure is 𝑂(𝑁𝑐).
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The above-mentioned arguments suggest that the quark
saturation drives inevitable and rapid stiffening of EOS,
increasing the pressure from 𝑂(1∕𝑁𝑐) to 𝑂(𝑁𝑐). During
this transition the energy density remains 𝑂(𝑁𝑐); before the
saturation it is primarily carried by the baryon mass and after
the saturation by the quark kinetic energy.

We note that the quark kinetic energy is always present
but before the saturation it does not contribute to the thermo-
dynamic pressure. The confinement does not allow quarks
to individually contribute to the thermodynamics. In other
words the mechanical pressure inside of baryons cancel each
other. After the saturation, however, the quark Fermi sea
demands some orientation for collectively moving quarks
and they contribute to the pressure.

4. Summary
The scenario of rapid stiffening in this article is based on

the observation that quarks can give stiff EOS. This might
not be too surprising as the kinetic energy of quarks can be
much larger than the nucleon’s. What makes the situation
obscure is confinement; it prevents quarks from contributing
to the pressure while allows them to participate in the energy
density through the masses of baryons. Such regime does
not continue forever even if we assume the confinement
persists to very high density. The quark saturation effects set
in anyway and quark matter scaling of EOS is inevitable.

It is surprising to us that quarks play very important roles
already at densities slightly above the nuclear saturation
density. For reasonable choices of the scale Λ for 𝜑, the
density for the quark saturation is found to be roughly a half
of the density for baryons to spatially overlap. If baryons are
assumed to overlap at ∼5-6𝑛0, the quark saturation occurs
at ∼ 2-3𝑛0. Using the lattice results for QCD-like theo-
ries such as two-color or isospin QCD (Brandt, Cuteri and
Endrodi, 2023; Abbott, Detmold, Romero-López, Davoudi,
Illa, Parreño, Perry, Shanahan and Wagman, 2023; Iida,
Itou, Murakami and Suenaga, 2024), we have examined
the overlap density of diquarks or pions from their radii,
reaching the similar estimate (Kojo and Suenaga, 2022;
Chiba and Kojo, 2024; Kojo, Suenaga and Chiba, 2024). We
note that, the mechanism of soft deconfinement (Fukushima,
Kojo and Weise, 2020), which is characterized by the overlap
of meson clouds around baryons, also suggests the beyond-
nuclear regime at ∼ 2𝑛0. It seems to us that all the above
arguments are related to the breakdown scale ∼ 2𝑛0 (or
even lower density) estimated in the chiral effective theory
calculations (Drischler, Han, Lattimer, Prakash, Reddy and
Zhao, 2021a). There are also attempts to interpret nuclear
saturation properties at 𝑛0 as the consequence of the quark
saturation (Koch, McLerran, Miller and Vovchenko, 2024;
McLerran and Miller, 2024).

Considerations based on the quark degrees of freedom
also affect our baryonic descriptions with strangeness. Nu-
cleons, hyperons, and possible excitations such as Δ and so
on, share quarks and hence cannot be treated individually.
For neutron star matter there are large number of neutrons

and they saturate the down-quark states first. With the satu-
rated down-quark Fermi sea, hyperons such asΣ0,Λ0, and so
on, as well as some of the decuplet such as Δ+, Δ0, Δ−, are
energetically disfavored since we need to remove neutrons at
low momenta to open the phase space or put massive baryons
to the high momentum domain. Quark descriptions mitigate
the softening associated with strangeness (Fujimoto, Kojo
and McLerran, 2024a).

The current version of the model is still primitive and
there remains a lot of issues to be clarified. To complete
descriptions of the crossover it is necessary to discuss how
baryon-baryon interactions are related to the quark dynam-
ics. The most relevant in baryon interactions seems to be the
quark exchanges which become meson exchanges at long
distance and typically yield hard core repulsion at short
distance. Another important issue is the structural changes
of hadrons triggered by quark exchanges. Further studies of
the crossover are called for.
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