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The density-dependent relativistic Hartree-Fock (DDRIgt€ory is extended to includi-isobars for the
study of dense nuclear matter and neutron stars. To thisvemdolve the Rarita-Schwinger equation for spin-
3/2 particle. Both the direct and exchange terms of/AHsobars’ self-energies are evaluated in details. In
comparison with the relativistic mean field theory (Harteg@roximation), a weaker parameter dependence is
found for DDRHF. An early appearance Afisobars is recognized @ig ~ 0.28fm 3, comparable with that
of hyperons. Also, we find that thi-isobars’ softening of the equation of state is mainly duéh®reduced
Fock contributions from the coupling of the isoscalar masavhile the pion contributions are negligibly small.
We finally conclude that with typical parameter sets, naustars withA-isobars in their interiors could be as
heavy as the two massive pulsars whose masses are precesdymad, with slightly smaller radii than normal
neutron stars.

PACS numbers: 21.60.Jz, 21.30.Fe, 26.60.-c, 26.60.Kp

I. INTRODUCTION A-matter study.

) Besides theA-puzzle problem in NSs, we are also inter-
Recently the early appearance fisobars in dense nu- ested in how the DDRHF results depend on the uncertain
clear matter has intrigued many illuminating studies f@& th A-meson coupling constants, since there are hardly previous
interest of both neutron stars (NSs) [1-6] and heavy ionsy,dies except with RMF. Presently, there is no constraint o
collision [7]. In particular, very compact stellar configur A-p coupling. Several constraints exist for,w couplings
tions ﬂ,l:i] are reached due to the introductiodagobars as  fom the quark mode[[26-28], finite-density QCD sum-rule
required by some current radius measureméhts [8—10]. HOV\fhethodS|_L_2|9], quantum hadrodynamics [30, 31], and labora-
ever, there is thé puzzle [1] simi_Iar with Fhe hyperon puz- tory experiments [32—34]. Based on the quark counting argu-
zle [11+13] that the corresponding maximum NSs’ massesent éé], there are the universal couplings between nu-
could not fulfill the constraint from the recent two&rec;eel cleons A-isobars with mesons, namely, = gya/dan = 1 (A
measured 2-solar-mass pulsars PSR J1614-2230 [14, 15] apghe|s meson). A theoretical analydis|[28] of M1 giant reso-
PSR 39348"'043_@6]- ) ~nance and Gamow-Teller transitions in nuclei found-28%
Previous studies have suggested the two-family scenario @kductions of the transition strength due to the couplings t
compact stars to resolve this probler [3], we here go beyong isobars, while recent experiments|[32-34] bring down the
the previously-employed relativistic mean field (RMF) theo  quenching value to be at most 2QL5% due to the coupling
to include the contributions due to the exchange (Fock)sermio A-isobars. This means that tie couplings of isoscalar
and the pseudo-vectar-meson couplings which are effec- mesons ¢, w) should be weaker than those of quark model
tive only through exchange terms. Therefore, we employ th‘brediction, namelyy, X, < 1 are suggested by these experi-
density-dependent relativistic Hartree-Fock (DDRHF)-the ments. Also, at the saturation densgty, a possible smaller
ory [17] to study this problem. A-isobars’ vector self-energy was indicated [29] than the co
As one of the most advanced nuclear many-body modelesponding value for the nucleon [i.&(po) <~ 1], while
based on the covariant density functional theory, DDRHRheA-isobars’ scalar self-energy was difficult to predict. Ia th
resents a quantitative description of nuclear phenonifeha [ analysis of Ref/[31] in Hartree approximation, the diffece
] with a similar accuracy as RMF. In DDRHF, the Lorentz petweenx, andx, was found to be, = x, — 0.2. A recent
covariant structure is kept in full rigor, which guaranteesstudy, however, concluded that the cross sections invaived
all well-conserved relativistic symmetries. Previousfjias  not sensitive to, andxg either [30]. In the present study,
been demonstrated that the isoscalar Fock terms are @dsenfor the purpose of comparing with previous RMF studiés [4],
for the prediction of NS propertiels [18,119]. Also, we expectwe scale the density-dependencefsineson coupling in a
that the density-dependentel[20, 25] introduced in theepites  reasonable range according to previous constraints fax p
study for all meson couplings would make difference on themesons. Ther meson coupling is fixed to be; = 1.0 here-
after.

We provide the DDRHF formula extended to inclufle
“liang@xmu.edu.cn isobars in Sect. Il. Our results and discussions will be give
Thujinniu@nankai.edu.cn in Sect. Ill, before drawing conclusions in Sect. IV.
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Il. DDRHF MODEL WITH A-ISOBARS The field operators of nucleons afAeisobars could be ex-
panded in the second quantization forms:
Here we extend the DDRHF calculation tt-matter. r - -
_ —iExtpN Ejt 4Nt

The model system consists of nucleogs, A-isobars Ylat) = 3 _fK(m)e b + ge(@)e } . (6)
(A~,A% AT ATT) which are treated as a Rarita-Schwinger _ _ -
particle ¢/, and the effective fields of two isoscalar mesons ~ ¢/'(z,t) = > f,I(a:)e'EKth+gl(w)e*'Eth,'2‘} . @
(0 andw) as well as two isovector mesong &ndp). The K-
effective Lagrangian density can be written as three parts: Yo (x,t) £ (x)e Blpl 4 gl (z)€ E’thf’f} . (8

L =L+ AN+ 4a, 1)
Yl(zt) =

fla(2)e='0" + glo(w)e 't . (9)
where the%, denotes the free Lagrangian density of baryons .
and mesons¥n denotes the interaction Lagrangian density
between mesons and nucleons, &fd denotes the interac- _ . (N/A) (N/B)t
tion Lagrangian between mesons anisobars. More physics ators for nucleon&\-isobars, whiled, "™ anddj are the
details can be found in Ref. [117], and we write explicitly @er @nnihilation and creation operators for the correspondirig
only the Za term which is newly introduced in the present Particles, respectively. The no-sea approximation is &tbp

Hereb&N/A) andb,g\'/A>T are the annihilation and creation oper-

work: in this work. Then the contributions of antiparticles are ne
glected, and only the particle terms of the baryon field opera
An = —Yoalpa OYR tors are reserved.
B fon — For nuclear matter, the Dirac spindi(x) or Rarita-
G Una Yu wH Y5 + Th,waAaauvde“wX Schwinger spinofZ (x) could be written as:
_ for — fe(x) = u(p,k)eP® (10)
_ K.+ a _'Pn g0 oM T a K ) o
YopWnaYup" - TaPp My Ypa Opv 0’ p= - TAY, t9(z) = U (p, k)P, (11)
fon —
—m—m%a ysyuot T TAUR (2)  where thai(p, k) andu®(p, k) are the solutions of the follow-
m ing equations, respectively:
where theA isospin operatot-a has the form of a 4 4 ma- .
trix. Ma denotes the bam-isobar mass. We follow Ref, [17] (v-p+Mn+ ZN)S(p’K) - yOEugp,K), (12)
and neglect the small tensor coupling @fmeson for both (v p+Ma+ I (p.k) = YEU(p,k). (13)

nucleons and-isobars in our calculations.
From the Lagrangian in Eq. (1), following the standard pro-
cedure in Ref.[17], one can derive the Hamiltonian as:

HereE is the single particle energy in nuclear mattercon-
tains both spirs and isospirr components. From now on, we
omit for simplicity the indext.

S 3 In consistent with the rotational invariance of the in-
H :/t:() U (=i - D+ M) gndx finite nuclear matter, the baryon self-energy (i =
_ _ 43 n, p, A—, A% AT, A*), produced by the meson exchanges,
+/t:0 Wna (=i -0+ Ma) g dx can be written quite generally as
53 [ o BB (X)TED, (x—X) b (X )a(x), 2i(p) = Zo(P) + Zo(P)+7-BEY(P)  (14)
4 Ji=

whereXg, 3, 2y are respectively the scalar, timelike and
) spacelike-vector components of the self-energy.

where the indexA represents each mesoh £ o, w, 1, p), Then Eq. (12)is simplified as

anda, b represent nucleon qsr—isopar.l'ib are th_e \_/ertices be- (v-p* +M"u(p,s) = E*u(p,s), (15)

tween mesons and baryons as listed in details in Egs. (43-48) - ]

of Appendix A.D, (x— X)) are the propagator of each meson, Where the starred quantities are defined by

respectively. X _ 55, 16
In the mean field approximation, the field operator of nu- '\I/I)*(p) B T\T—pzv(p)’ (17)

cleon should satisfy the Dirac equation: (p) = M+25(p), (17)

0,4 My 45 0 A E*(p) = E(p)—Zo(p). (18)
—I + + X) = ) . .
( H N+ IN)P) “) M* is the usual scalar effective mass of the baryon,&ifd=

while the field operator ah-isobars must be described by the P2+ M*2,
Rarita-Schwinger equations as spif2darticle, Eqg. (15) has the similar form with the Dirac equation of a

y ; " free particle. The positive energy solution is
(=1 0u+Ma+Za)P(x)" =0, ya“(x)=0,  (5)

E* + M* 1/2 1
with the corresponding self-energigg, > to be determined u(p,s) = < > ) o-p° | Xs, (29)
self-consistentlyMy is the bare nucleon mass. E* + M*




whereys is the wave function of spin. The normalization con-
dition of Dirac spinor is chosen as
u'(p,s)u(p,s) = 1. (20)
While for theA-isobarsu®(p,sy) can be obtained from the
angular momentum coupling of spin 1 and spif2las fol-
lows:
(21)

W p.s) = Y (155 os)e (p5)ulp. %),
S1,52

where (1s135|3sy) is the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient and
€%(p,s1) is the unit vector of spin 1 particle. Introducing
the detailed values of Clebsch-Gordan coefficients in[EL), (2
one can write explicitly the wave function Afisobars for all
spin components:

W (p ) = € (pE P+ ) 22
1 2 1
a - “oa -
Fpth) = 2 p0uip D)
1, 1
2 s ).
(23)
The unit vectoe?(p,s;) are determined by
YaU® (p,sp) = 0. (24)

The normalization condition of the Rarita-Schwinger spino
satisfies

U (p,s0)u% (p, %) = —1. (25)
Next we define some useful quantities as
5 = |p*| 7 = M_*
P= = M_E* (26)
They can also be expressediy,s) andu? (p,sh):
~ 1
MN(p) - Egu(pvs)u(pvs)7 (27)
o 1 _
Ru(p) = 3> Ulp,s)y-pu(p,s); (28)
S
- 1 _ a
Va(p) = —3 3 o[PSt (p.50). (29)
A 1 _
Pa(p) = =73 Ua(p,sn)y-pu"(p,s),  (30)
Sy

where the coefficient/M in Egs. (29-30) is generated by spin
3/2.
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FIG. 1: (Color online)A critical densitypgrit as a function ofp,
for (Xg,%w) = (0.8,1.0),(1.0,1.0),(1.0,1.2). Previous RMF calcu-
lations [4] with (Xg,X,) = (1.0,1.0) are also shown for comparison.

where|0) is the physical vacuum. With this wave function,
the energy density of nuclear matter could be written as:

£ = & (HFHIHF) = (T) + (V). (32)
whereQ is the volume of the systendT) and(V) are the ki-
netic part and potential part of the energy density, respagt
(V) can be further decomposed into direct (Hartree) térg)
and exchange (Fock) tert\e) (See details in Appendix B for
the calculations of the energy density).

The self-energies for nucleodsisobars are obtained by
differentiating(V) with respect tau(p,s)/u®(p,sa). The re-
sults for all self-energy components are presented in Ap-
pendix D.

For neutron star matter, there are not only baryons but also
leptons (electrons and muons). They are in equilibrium unde
weak processes, which leads to the following relations gmon
the involved chemical potentials:

Hn=Hp+ He, Huy= He, (33)
Hn= Hp- — He,  Hn= Hpo, (34)
Hn= Hp+ + He,  Pn= Pp++ + 2He. (35)

The chemical potentials are determined by the relativistic
energy-momentum relation at Fermi momentuypm=(kg),

Hio= Zp(kei) +E (kei), (36)
wo= /i, . (37)

wherei =n, p, A~, A%, At, A** andl = e, u. Furthermore,

The energy density of nuclear matter will be obtainedthe baryon number conservation and charge neutrality are im

through calculating the Hamiltonian density with the Heetr
Fock wave function of baryons,

HF) = [b"(p.x)[0), (31)

posed in neutron star matter as,

PB = PBn+ PBp+ PeA- + PEp0 + PRA+ + PRA++; (38)
Pe+ Pu = 2ppa++ + Pea+ + PBp. (39)
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Effective baryonic mass* as a function of ~ FIG. 3: (Color online) Relative fractiol; = pj/pg of NAeu mat-
the baryon densityg for both Neu matter andNAeu matter. The  ter as a function of the baryon densipg with the representative
calculations are done for one representative paramet@Pk€ll) at  parameter set (PKO1) and fixed meson coupling@f, Xe, Xp) =
fixed meson coupling ofXg, Xw, Xp) = (0.8,1.0,0.5). (0.8,1.0,0.5).

The pressure is calculated following the thermodynamies re(0.8,1.0),(1.0,1.0),(1.0,1.2). Previous calculations using

lation as RMF [4] with (xg,Xw) = (1.0,1.0) are also shown for com-
P(pe) — g2 = — -+ pE S D (40) parisofr']' ice a similarly lineax, dependence f
pB) = depB o j:zu PBjHj pBJ:ZIJ H;j dps’ We first notice a similarly lineax, dependence for DDRHF

and RMF, namely, the largep, the largeipg™/po. However,
due to remarkable adjustment of the coupling strengthes in-
troduced by the density dependence in the present study, two

Once the equation of state (Eo8J¢), is specified, the sta- main differences are present: One is an even earlier appear-

i crit _ i
ble configurations of a NS then can be obtained from the welf"gr(i:te ofA-isobars, aipy™/po = 1.45, to be compared with
known hydrostatic equilibrium TOV equations as in our pre-Pa " /Po = 2.1 with RMF (4], for the same choice of me-
vious work [12/ 35-40]: son coupling of(Xg,Xw, %) = (1.0,1.0,1.0); The other is a
weakerx, dependence, which is not subject to the modifica-

HereY; = p;/pg is the relative fraction of each particle species
j, respectively.

3 ) . :
1+ P(r) 14 4™ P(r) tions of X4, X, as one can notice from all three solid curves
dP(r) _ _Gm(ns(rn) [ g(r)} [ m(r) } . (41) inFig. 1. The increase of;(x,) leads to an earlier/latex
dr rz 1- m appearance, which can be attributed to the attractionsmspeu
dm(r) nature of theo(w) coupling withA-isobars in the dominate
_ 2 <A
= 4mree(r), (42)  Hartree contributions.

' In Fig. 1, very similarA critical density is found for RMF

whereP(r) is the pressure of the star at radiyusandm(r) is  at(Xg,Xw,Xp) = (1.0,1.0,0.5), and DDRHF a{Xg,Xw, Xp) =
the total star mass inside a sphere of radi(S is the gravi-  (0.8,1.0,0.5). Therefore, we do the following calculations
tational constant). mainly using one fixed meson coupling ¢fs,Xw,Xp) =
(0.8,1.0,0.5) with the same representative PKO1 param-
eter set. We mention here that the choice »f =
I1l. RESULTSAND DISCUSSION doa(PB)/don(p) = 0.8 corresponds to a 20% relaxation![25]
of the QCD result apg = pg [29].

We begin this section with the sensitivity study of the Fig. 2 shows the baryonic effective masses of Eq. (34). For
uncertainA-meson couplings with one representative modelhe study ofA-isobar effects, the results foley matter in the
parameter set (PKO 0]). As mentioned in the intro-left panel are compared to thoseN&eu matter in the right
duction, the calculations are done by varying the densitypanel. All baryonic effective madd* decrease with density
dependence features Afcouplings witho,w,p mesons in  because of the attractive field for nucleons and-isobars.
reasonable ranges. The resultihgritical densitiesoS™/po A slightly lower value forM;; thanM}; in both panels is due
are shown in Fig. 1 as functions of the presently-unknowrto its larger fraction in the matter. Similarly, we can tdilet
Xp in the range of ®— 3.0, for three cases ofxs,Xw) Of  merging sequence fdk-isobars agh—, A% At AT, follow-
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Total pressuff@ for NAeu matter as a func- FIG. 5. (Color online) Total pressui as a function of the baryon

tion of the baryon densitgg with all four available DDRHF param-  densitypg for both Neu matter (in dashed lines) ardAeu matter

eter sets (PKO1, PKO2, PKO3, PKA1), at fixed medooeupling (in solid lines). The corresponding contributions from tHartree

of (Xg,Xw,%p) = (0.8,1.0,0.5). The results without-isobars with  channels (in blue) and Fock channels (in red) also shown ca@loe-

PKOL1 are also shown for comparison. lations are done for one representative parameter set (P&@ilat
fixed meson coupling ofXg, Xw,%p) = (0.8,1.0,0.5).

ing the requirements of chemical equilibrium of Egs. (34-35
With A~ first appearing apg ~ 0.28 fm~3, the proton popu- matter, which might not be physically valid. We also mention
lation increases under the condition of charge neutrdlisn  here that a much delayed appearancé-@&fobars (the earliest
My, decreases to be close M; in the right panel foNAeu of 3.22pg for T1 parameter set) was found in the calculation
matter. of the chiral hadronic model][5], even with an enhanced
The detailed composition dAeu matter is given in Fig. 3 meson coupling ok; = 1.39. The last point demonstrated in
as a function of the baryonic density. It is clear that he Fig. 4 for DDRHF is that, with increasing density, the PKA1
isobars appear in the same sequence expected Mtiseudy ~ (PKO3) parameter set provides as the softest (stiffest), EoS
in F|g 2. After its ear|y presencﬂ* qu|Ck|y rep|aces neu- with the PKO1 and PKO2 cases in the middle. Moreover, the
tron and achieves a Comparab|e (even h|gher) popu|at|d‘n Witweak-dependence feature continues at hlgh denSitieSﬂVﬂ-th
proton at high densities. Itis a nature consequence of taein Pressure only lifting- 12.8% from softest PKA1 to the stiffest
play between the baryon number conservation and the chardé<O3 at the highest density plotted here (1.0 fin
neutrality. In the following two figures, we continue to use PKO1 as
The resulting EoSs are then presented in Fig. 4. Heréhe representative parameter set to discuss in detailefhie s
all four available DDRHF parameter sets (PKO1, PKO2,arate contributions from various meson terms for the EoSs.
PKO3 [20], and PKA1[[21]) are employed and compared. Welhe meson couplings are also fixed to bes,Xw,Xp) =
see that at thé&~ threshold density around.ZB fm=3, the  (0.8,1.0,0.5).
pressure curves MAeu matter start to differ from (actually In Fig. 5, the total pressures of batley matter andNAeu
be softer than) those ey matter. The modification of the matter are plotted together with the corresponding contri-
A~ threshold density due to different model parameter embutions from the Hartree terms and Fock terms. One can
ployed is shown to be quite limited (onty 5.99%). For ex- immediately notice that there are discontinuous in separat
ample it is 0.2805 fm3, 0.2775 fm3, 0.2715 fm3, 0.2640  Hartree/Fock contributions at threshold densitieA-igobars,
fm~—23 for PKO1, PKO2, PKO3, PKA1, respectively. This as a result of the third term in the right hand side of Eq. (40).
weak-dependence feature was not observed in previous RMBoth the Hartree channel and Fock channel become less re-
calculations([5]. In particular, as shown in Fig. 2 of Ref],[5 pulsive once a new type @f-isobars appears. Also, for both
to substitute the parameter set from NL1 to TM1, the modtwo cases of with and withouk-isobars, the total pressures
ification in theA threshold in the nonlinear Walecka model are dominated by the Hartree channels, which stay repulsive
is ~ 37.6%; Similarly, a change from T1 to T3 for a chiral at high densities. However, the Fock contribution could&e d
hadronic model resulted in a corresponding modification otreased to be attractive at high densities (arousé tm3)
~ 28.9%. In addition, we notice that in the calculations of the after the presence @~ andA°. One may then conclude that
nonlinear Walecka modéll[5], the-excited matter is found to the A softening on the EoS is largely due to a reduced Fock
be the ground state of nuclear matter instead of noiepd  contribution introduced b-isobars.
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Pressure contributions from differenesons  FIG. 7: (Color online) Gravitational madd as a function of the
for both the Hartree channels (left panel) and Fock chanfiglst central densityo. (the stellar radiu®) in the left (right) panel. The
panel), with (in solid lines) or without (in dashed lings)isobars.  calculations with PKO1 parameter set are done for threesaafas
The calculations are done for one representative paranseter meson coupling ofxg,Xe) = (0.8,1.0),(1.0,1.0),(1.0,1.2) at fixed
(PKO1) and at fixed meson coupling ¢, Xw, Xp) = (0.8,1.0,0.5). Xp = 0.5. The calculations with PKA1, PKO2, PKO3 parameter sets
are done for one case Afmeson coupling ofXg, Xw) = (0.8,1.0).
The results withoutA-isobars for PKO1 and PKA1 are also shown

) ) _ for comparisons, together with two recent massive star® F$14-
To further understand this point, we separate the contribuz230 [14[15] and PSR J0348+0482|[16]. The cross irf{thexs,) =
tions from different mesons in Fig. 6, where the Hartreekoc (1.0,1.2) curve is the point beyond which no physical solution is

part is presented in the left/right panel. We see that the corfound.
tributions from the isovector mesong, (p) are much smaller

than those of the isoscalar mesoos (). Also, although at

P = Po the w contribution is comparable with the contribu-

tion, its increasing with density is more pronounced that th | 3y A-isobars, although the symmetry energy parameters dif-
of the o contribution. As a result, the pressures in both thefer considerably, i.e.(Esym L) = (32.99 MeV,83.00 MeV)
Hartree part and the Fock part are dominated by the repulsive - b 53 and(iES'ym' L)sy:’ (3602 MeV 10350 .MeV) tor

 couplings to both nucleons aﬂdisobars. In the right pan_el PKAL. These weak sensitivities of star predictions on symme
for the Fock part, we can easily observe strong decreasing ?Fy energy parameters (especially were demonstrated be-
the repulsives, w couplings to thé\-isobars. This is the main f

. . are [18] in the case withoub-isobars. Model studies with
reason Why th? FQCk term con_trlbutes a negative pressure gy, using constant meson couplings, however, show much
high lc_iens_ltles r']n Flg.d5. In partlculatr, tggergdgcw Fock larger sensitivities|[18]. We then conclude here that the in
Zou_p '_Tg IS e”Ia’?CG honclf anew typ | fo aro'ls aﬁpeaLrs. troduction of density-dependence for meson couplingsdcoul

simprar conclusion has been previously found when LONGiq 5 tg concentrated results on predictions of star prigsert
et al. [18] studied the\-matter for theA-w coupling within

DDRHF. Moreover, the maximum mass increases/decreases with in-
Finally the NS structures are calculated based on the EoSseasingx,/Xs, as expected from the stiffened/softened EoS
obtained in the present study. The results are shown in Fig. Dbtained above. To take PKO1 as an example, a maximum
where the star’s gravitational mass is shown as a functiomass of 2.4B1., without A-isobars is lowered to 2.37.,
of the central density (the stellar radius) in the left (fjgh 2.19M corresponding t@xy, %) = (0.8,1.2),(0.8,1.0). The
panel. All four available DDRHF parameter sets are em-+adius also smaller, from 128 km down to 128 km, 1162
ployed and the calculations are done for three cases-of km, respectively. It is important to point out here that lowe
meson coupling ofxy, Xw) = (0.8,1.0),(1.0,1.0),(1.0,1.2). L values are suggested [411-43] by both nuclear experiments,
We see that the introducing édfisobars leads to a decrease chiral effective theory, and some neutron star radii. New
of the predicted maximum mass for NSs, as expected frorDDRHF parameter sets should be proposed in line with them.
adding a new degree of freedom to the system. For example @he cross in théxg, %) = (1.0,1.2) curve is the point where
(Xg,Xw) = (0.8,1.0), a maximum mass of 2.80, (2.43V,)  theA population is close to that of nucleons, and no physical
without A-isobars is lowered to 2.24; (2.14M;)) for PKO3  solution is found after that point. In that case, the HF poéaén
(PKAL). The mass (radius) difference between PKO3 andor spin-3/2 A-isobars can not be self-consistently obtained,
PKA1 are 145% (Q10%) withoutA-isobars, 246% (134%)  even the in-medium effective mass is still far from zero.



IV. CONCLUSIONS EoS is due to the large decrease in Fock channel, mainly from
the isoscalar mesons. On the other hand, the pion contribu-

Summarizing, we have extended the DDRHF theory to inlions are found to be negligibly small. Finally, we conclude
clude theA-isobars for the interest of dense matter and NSsthat within DDRHF, a NS withA-isobars in its core can be
For this purpose, we solve the Rarita-Schwinger equatio®S heavy as the two recent massive stars whose masses are
for spin-3/2 particle with the self-energy determined self- accurately measured, with a slightly smaller radius than th
consistently. Four mesons (the isoscajaand w as well as ~ corresponding normal NSs.
isovectorp andm) are included for producing interaction be-
tween the baryons. All four available parameter sets (PKO1,
PKO2, PKO3, PKA1) are employed to explore the model uti- V. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
lization. Also, the calculations are done with various clesi

of the uncertain mesoA-couplings following the constrains This work was supported by the National Natural Science

reported in the var_ious analysis of expe_rimental data. Foundation of China (Grants Nos. 11405090 and U1431107).
We found thatA-isobars appear early in the nuclear matter,

soften the EoS of NS matter, and reduce the NSs’ maximum

mass. We observed a controlled behaviour of the resulth, wit

respect to the change of the model parameter set and differ- V1. APPENDIX A
ent mesom couplings. In particular, thé softening of the

The verticesl'ib(l, 2) between mesons and baryons are:

r$(1,2) = —goadob (43)

r2(L2) = GunGanf (D2, (44)

ML) = 2 (egm)s (et (45)

rfivb(li) = gpalob¥* (1)7h(1)Yu(2)7a(2), (46)
foaf

M0 (1.2) = 4o (@0 m)1(o O ra):. (47)
fpa fpn0pa

M, (L2) = o PO (1) m(L)a o (2)7a(2) ~ —5p a0 (U1 (2)7a(2), (48)

wherea, b denote nucleon ak-isobars.

VIl. APPENDIX B

Here we calculate the energy density of the system. we fiiigt dire Hamiltonian densitid (Eq. (3)) in terms ofi(p, k) and
u(p, k), with the corresponding kinetic energy tefiirand the potential terid as

T = 5 Un.k)(v-p+Ma)Uun(p, k)bl b5+ S Una(p,Ke) (v - P+ Ma)Ug (p, K2)bp e Bl (49)
P,K1,K2 P,K1,K2
1 — — B Nt pNT N N

V = S UN(P1, K1)UN (P2, K2) P UN(P2+ g, K3)UN(P1 — g, Ka)bp, . D) 16,00+ kaBpy— gk

2 % q-,PZl-,Pz KLZz,
K3

,Ka
1 O T, r/\NA B NT T Ko N
52 Z Un (P2, K1)Uag (P2, K2) -5 5Up (P24 @, K3)Un(P1 — g, Ka) By o DT 0 4 0B o
X 4.pT;p2KiR2, h T4
K3,K4
v T " AT pNT N
UAa(pvil)uN(pLKZ)m% +q2UN(p2+q,Ks)UX(pl—q,K4)bp1,Klbp2,K2bp2+q,K3b§1,q,K4

NI -
™M

»P1,P Kl-j;Z-,
A a1 2K3,K4

! Uy 7). 7r§A A A
+5 Z Una (P1, K1)Ung (P2, K2) — g Us (P2 + ¢, K3) U (p1 — g, Ka) BT 0BT L 08 L 0B o
A q.P1,p2 '§13 K24~, 5

(50)



TABLE I: FunctionsA,, By, C, of A = o, w, 1, pr, py couplings for calculatingVg,, ).

A A, B, Gy
o —gaeo —g560 95 %o
©  —20%60 492 B0 292,@w
ov —2g§9p 4gpep , 2959
f f f
(i) wzor (L) o () 1=+ p0r 200 0
T 2 2 f 277
f
or (ﬁ) m26p 3(—) m3 6, (ﬁ) [~2(p? + p'? ~mB /2)grr -+ 4 ppl 6]
fog
T D =12-22(— ' 6 + o)

With Hartree-Fock wave function in Eq. (31), the kinetiateis calculated as:

1 [Prk 5 A A 2 [PRi
M= _2/ p’dp(MnMi+pR) + Y —2/ p°dp(MaMi + pR). (51)
kmp T /0 i—a—a0, /0
: A+,A’++’

The potential term can be decomposed into the direct {¥yhand the exchange ter¥p ), respectively. For the direct potential
term:

162 1¢2 163
Vo) = ~5 2 P&t 5 Phut ”’;N Ph g"gﬁ@ PsuPs, g‘*”r:?g‘*’“ Pen P, g”rﬁgpﬂ PensPess (52)
1 gUA 2 1 gwA 1 gPA

ome st o et 2mZpBA3’

where, the densities of nucleon afidsobars are defined as

Pey = PB,+ P8, PBy = Par+ +Par +Pgo+Pa- s (53)
1 [Prk 2 2 [PFi 24
Pen. =7z J, PAP Pey =15 /O p-dp, (54)
psN:panrpsp, Psy = Pst+ + Ps+ + Py + Ps-, (55)
1 2 2 PRI 5 s
Psv = 72 | “p dpM(p),  ps, = = p“dpM(p), (56)
PBns = PBp— PBny  PBpg = 3ps++ + Pg+ — Pgo — 3Pp- (57)

The calculation of exchange contribution from nucleons&iisbbars can be changed into trace calculations as

1 1

(Vew) = 5 —5 5 TrDn(p1, )T} (2)Dn (P2, T2) T3 (1), (58)
" 2;T1~,T2 P1,P2 m§ +q2
1 1

Mea) =52 WTV[SZB(DLTl)rﬁA(z)SA,ag(pz, )M (1)]. (59)

X T pp h T4

HereDn(p, T) is the propagator of nucleons:
* +M*

DN(pa T) = Zu(pvsa-[) (pvs T) p 2E* (60)

S

andsgﬁ(p, 1) is the propagator dk-isobars:

B _P*-H\/l* _ 0B 1- 2 4 B_ a [3*
S(pt ZUA (P.S TIPS T) = "oz | ~07F + 2V VP + s 3|v|*'° v —pPy) (62)
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The nucleonic exchange terms of Eq. (58) for symmetric rauateatter were calculated in Réef. [17]. We write the formuaeh
for asymmetric nuclear mattek,{ denote neutron or proton):

PRI, /1_
Ven) = Gma g/ /0 pdp’5

whereP(p) = P, P(p') = P’ are used in order to shorten the notation. The matrix ele@@rnis related to the isospin part and
will be evaluated in Appendix C. Functiods ,B,,C,,D for A = g, w, i, pv, o1, prv are shown in Table I. The functions in
Table | are defined as

~ n ~An 1 ~n PN
Y Qi (A,\ +B) MM’ +C, PP/) + éQ’k’| (PM’D(p, p)+PMD(p, p))] , (62)
A

m; +(p—p)?
0,(p,p) = In Ai} 63
h (P, P) {szr(ijp/)z (63)
, p + p/2+m2
) = 76 : 2. 64
@ (p,p) 200 h (PP + (64)
Now we turn to theA parts in Eq. (59). We first do trace calculation for each medefining
R = Tr(S” (1, 1) 32(2) S ap (P2, T2)T3A(D))- (65)
We have
1
Ry = 9ggA( 10b — 14a— 84a — 44%a), (66)
Ry = §gwA(323—4a+ 164 — 8a2a), (67)
1/ fm\? »Ma
Rr==( =2 ) (—20ciC; + 6ad + 6bd 4 4cF - +4c2— — 88%c)Cp + 448%ad + 44ad), (68)
9\ my M1 M,
1 R A
Ro, = §g§,A(320—4a+ 168a— 8a%a), (69)
f
Roy = %(2& ) (—24c1Cy + 6ad + 22bd — 164%c, ¢, + 44%ad 4 14dad), (70)
A
Ryr, = %% (4461 — 446, — 8AC, + BAG; — 24828, -+ 24826,) Ny Ny, (71)
A
whereM (p1) = M1, M(p2) = My have been used in order to shorten the notation.
The coefficient®, a, b, ¢1, ¢, €1, €, d are defined as:
. P 1 P(p1)P(p2)
a= ——=t=_ = — = = cosé, (72)
MiM;  M(py)M(p2)  M(p1)M(p2)
a = 1—P(p1)P(pz)cosb, (73)
b = M(p)M(p2), (74)
G = pé'q P(p1) p2c0os8 — P(ps) pu, (75)
1
o - P29 _p P 9 76
2 = g T (P2)p2— P(p2) p1cOS, (76)
. _ P(py) P(p1)
61 = ———2pPrCoSH — ———=py, (77)
M(p1) M(p1)
5 P(p2) P(p2)
G = =Pz~ —=—pP1€OSY, (78)
M(p2) M(p2)
d = ¢° (79)

Then the exchange term of energy fisobars could be given as (haérg = A—, A% AT AtH):

(Ve,) 27'[422/ oap [ LD <Z AAﬁmAT+AWTQﬂJmBm>, (80)

AFpvT
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TABLE II: FunctionsH™ andAR1 (m=1,2...12) of A = g, w, 11, pr, pv couplings for calculatingVg, ).

NAT Am | Am Am Am Am

gm T w T ov or
H1 MM/ —106| 320 6d6 320 22d6
H? cons. |—146| —46 6d0 —40 6d6
H3| 1/MM’ | -80] 166 4d6 160 8de
A4l 1vev” | -0 | -8 4d6 80 4d0
HE PP 149 | 4p | 20pp' 6—20(p?+p?)p—6de+20pp'n | 49 | 24pp 6 —24(p? + p'?)p—6dp+ 24pp' n
He| PP//MM’ | 160 |—32¢ —8dg —32¢ —16dg
A7| PP /M2M° | 12 | 249 | 8pp @ —8(p2+p?)p—12dp+8pp'n | 249 | 16pp' 8 —16(p?+ p'2)p— 12dg+ 16pp n
re| p2p% /Ny | —sn | 16n 4dn 161 8dn
A9 [P2P° /Ni2M7°| —12n | —24n| —16pp @+ 16(p? + p2)n + 12dn — 16pp’ ¢|—24n|—32pp @+ 32(p? + p2)n + 12dn — 32pp ¢
R19A3F°/N2N”] 49 | 8¢ | 8pp'n—8(p*+p?)¢—4dp+8pp'9 | 89 | 16pp'n—16(p>+p°)p —4dg +16pp I
A PPM/M | 0 | o 4p?0 —8pp @ +4p°n 0 0
Hi2 pPmM/M | o | o 4p%0—8pp @+4p?n 0 0

TABLE Ill: Functions J™ andBj' (m= 1,2...12) of A = pyT couplings for calculatingVg, ).

i PM/ J’ P2P/ /M B! —44p0 + 44p @ B’ 8pp—8p'n
2 PM 3 PP /M B2 — 44y 6+ 44pg B8 8p @—8pn
J3 P/M J9 PP /M2 M/ B3 —8pB+8p @ B° 48pp —48p'n
g4 PN J10 PP*/NINI B* ~8p' 6+8pp B0 48p @—48pn
e B/NIZM/ i B3R/ /NIZM/ BS —24p0 + 24p @ Bl —24pn +24p ¢
J P /MM 12 26 JNINY BS —24p 6+ 24pp B2 —24p' n+24p¢

where the matrix elememi"j is related to the isospin part and will be evaluated in Apjpe@d A\, are the coupling constants
of different meson witt\-isobars:

1 1
/\O' - 59%% ) /\w = §gi’A’ (81)
1/ frm \2 1/ fo \?
Ap—— [ Ao — =[P 82
" 9<nh> » T Q(ZMA) ’ (82)
1 1/f,9

I—A|'“,AT,JAm andBY' are the functions related to momenta and meson massesgeasitithe Tables Il and IIl. The functionp,
¢, 3 inthose tables are defined as:

p* + p?+mf
2pp/

p* + p?+mf
2pp/

p?+ p+n
T/\%(p’ p).

mpp) = o (p.p), (84)

$r(pp) = (85)

2
/ —
nﬂmm+y

h(pp) = (86)

VIIl. APPENDIX C

For the isoscalar mesone(w), the isospin part of the exchange potential requires tiairtitial and final isospin wave
functions to be identity, the matrix eleme®f; then corresponds that of a unit matrix.
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TABLE IV: Matrix elementsQy of isovector mesons for the isospin part(\f, ).
k

N T

n |1
p (2|1

While for isovector mesong( 1), the isospin part in the exchange contributions of Eqs-58Bcould be written as:

XaTAX1X3TAX1, (87)

wherey; is the isospin wave functions of baryon.

The isospin matrices for nucleons are the usual Pauli mafrhen the matrix elemerf®y for nucleons can be evaluated
(shown in Table V).

The isospin matrices fak-isobar are given as:

0 V3 0 0 0 V3 0 O 300 0
Tﬁ\/§020 7_7\/§i0—2i0 7_70100 (88)
M=1o 2 0v3|l” ™ |l o 2 o0 V3| ™7 loo-10

0 0 V3 0 0 0 V3 o0 00 0 -3

Then the matrix elemer;; for A-isobars can be evaluated (shown in Table V).
IX. APPENDIX D
The components of self-energy for nucleons are given ag khledenote neutron or proton):
2
k Yon _ 9oNGoa
Z5(p) = (mo) Psy m2 Psy
LA [P oan | S e n M)+ B@D.p)
(4m)? p ilw 2 ’
P,
1(#K)
2 1 P NNV o /
+—(47T)2p/0 pdpl/_ZMBA/(p,p)M(pHZP(p)D(p,p) : (89)
k Yo JwNJwn Yon ~ Y9oNYp.
Zo(p) = ( )pN+ mﬁ, PBp (mp) PBns T m% PBas Tk
1 1/‘9E L ,
pdp Ar(p,p)
@7 p 2
p,TT
1(#K)
2 1 [FF
toms [C Py M), (90)
(4m?pJo A/:Zp,n
) = o [T oar [BE) 3 Ginp)+ I@Dep)
(47T)2p /\:poﬁw 2

1(#K)
+(4—721)2—:J/0F pdp lf’(p’) Z Cw(p,p/)%l\?l(p’)D(p,p/) : (91)
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TABLE V: Matrix elementsQ;j of isovector mesons for the isospin part(\g, ).

jiA++A+AOA*
AT 9 [6[0]0
AT 6 [1]8]0
Al o[8]1]6
A 0[0[6]9

For A-isosbars, the three components are given as (hpre A, A% AT AT+ andA = 0, w, p, 11):

i ~ ~ An?D An?D ~ ,\3 A A
i 1 1 [P - P P 2PP' 2PP 3p2p/ 2PNIY
Z(P) = 5o Y Qg [ PR | A (PR A A+ S A A ALy 200 AL
v(P) 327122 5 o pap ; A ’\+MM”\ 2N A+MM, ’\+|\7|2|\7|’2 A+M2M2 TSI

52 I 2 A a s 3
1000 (nn 1. 1 g 2P, P% o 2P o PP o 3Pt 2PP°
~ o=t (vt B34 B B+ =B+ >—~B B ———B B
9 2M, N e T T e a2 e MM/ ’

- %
Z's(p):—g“rﬁg%p —ﬂpsa+32nzz / pdp’

INCLE 1 5, 2 v PP o 2PP I52|5:2 o 2P%P° e 2p3p7° o PV IST’Z A2
4 A ‘A M Y M3M/ ‘A MZM/ A |\7|3|\7|/2 ‘A MZM/ A |\7|3|\7|/2 A M3|\7|/2 ‘A M2 ‘A M ‘A

M/
~ ~ PO PURDN ) P PN
1 prgpA (PA/BZ AEB 2P BS P/ BG _ PZP/ B7 B 2P2P/ Bg B PP/ Blo P3P/ Bll PZP/ Blz>:|
M )

9 2M, Y T TR R VTV T Py e VY TR Py
(93)
- Jen I, 9o, Oon . % 1 et
| _ 7AY A / /
zo(p) - rn(zu pBN + rn% pBNgTI +— rnz p +—= rnz pBA3TI + 555 327_[2 Z /0 p dp
[z A (A +H3AS + 3HAAT + HOAS + 2H7AL + HOAY) + Apyy (33B3 + 3*B* + 23°B° + 23°B° + 39B% + J”lOBlo)} :
A
(94)
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