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2 Departament de F́ısica Quàntica i Astrof́ısica (FQA), Universitat de Barcelona (UB), c. Mart́ı i Franquès 1, E08028 Barcelona, Spain
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ABSTRACT

Motivated by gravitational wave observations of binary neutron-star mergers, we study the ther-

mal index of low-density, high-temperature dense matter. We use the virial expansion to account

for nuclear interaction effects. We focus on the region of validity of the expansion, which reaches

10−3 fm−3 at T = 5 MeV up to almost saturation density at T = 50 MeV. In pure neutron mat-

ter, we find an analytical expression for the thermal index, and show that it is nearly density- and

temperature-independent, within a fraction of a percent of the non-interacting, non-relativistic value

of Γth ≈ 5/3. When we incorporate protons, electrons and photons, we find that the density and

temperature dependence of the thermal index changes significantly. We predict a smooth transition

between an electron-dominated regime with Γth ≈ 4/3 at low densities to a neutron-dominated region

with Γth ≈ 5/3 at high densities. This behavior is by and large independent of proton fraction and

is not affected by nuclear interactions in the region where the virial expansion converges. We model

this smooth transition analytically and provide a simple but accurate parametrization of the inflection

point between these regimes. When compared to tabulated realistic models of the thermal index, we

find an overall agreement at high temperatures that weakens for colder matter. The discrepancies can

be attributed to the missing contributions of nuclear clusters. The virial approximation provides a clear

and physically intuitive framework for understanding the thermal properties of dense matter, offering

a computationally efficient solution that makes it particularly well-suited for the regimes relevant to

neutron star binary remnants.

Keywords: dense matter – equation of state – stars: neutron –supernovae: general

1. INTRODUCTION

The detection of the gravitational wave (GW) event

GW170817(Abbott et al. 2017a), originating from a bi-

nary neutron star (BNS) merger and accompanied by

electromagnetic (EM) counterpart radiation across the

spectrum (Abbott et al. 2017b; Coulter et al. 2017;

Savchenko et al. 2017; Lazzati et al. 2017; Murguia-

Berthier et al. 2017; Duffell et al. 2018; Lamb et al. 2018,

2019; Mooley et al. 2018a,b; Wu & MacFadyen 2018),

marked the beginning of multimessenger astronomy, i.e.
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the observation of coincident GWs with electromagnetic

radiation. This single event provided: i) the most direct

evidence that BNSs are progenitors of the central en-

gine that power short gamma-ray bursts (sGRBs); ii)

a strong observational support to theoretical proposals

linking stellar compact binary mergers with production

sites for r-process nucleosynthesis and kilonovae (Li &

Paczynski 1998; Metzger 2017; Troja et al. 2017; Kasen

et al. 2017); iii) an independent measure for the expan-

sion of the Universe (Abbott et al. 2017; Dietrich et al.

2020); and iv) tight constraints on the equation of state

(EoS) of matter at supranuclear densities (Rezzolla et al.

2018; Ruiz et al. 2018; Shibata et al. 2017; Margalit &

Metzger 2017; Abbott et al. 2018, 2019).
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GWs from both the inspiral and the postmerger

epochs carry signatures of the EoS. During the in-

spiral, tidal forces transfer energy and angular mo-

mentum from the orbit to the NS. Most of the trans-

ferred energy is converted into gravitational radiation

and deformation of the NS structure, while internal

heating remains minimal. As a result, NSs are often

considered to have effectively zero temperature dur-

ing the inspiral, see e.g. (Kastaun et al. 2016). GW

observations of this phase, along with semi-analytical

approaches (Flanagan & Hinderer 2008; Baiotti et al.

2010) have been used to infer EoS-independent, quasi-

universal relations that can be used to estimate NS prop-

erties. In particular, it has been shown that frequencies

at GW peak amplitude are tightly correlated with the

tidal deformability of the two stars (Read et al. 2013;

Takami et al. 2015; Rezzolla & Takami 2016; Maione

et al. 2017).

In contrast, during the postmerger phase, full gen-

eral relativistic simulations have shown that the remnant

can reach temperatures as high as ≈ 100MeV (Kastaun

et al. 2016; Sun et al. 2022; Bamber et al. 2024), and

hence a proper treatment of finite-temperature effects

is required to extract signatures of the EoS during this

epoch. Several numerical studies have assessed the prop-

erties of the GW spectrum which can be used to con-

straint the EoS (Takami et al. 2015; Bauswein & Janka

2012; Stergioulas et al. 2011; Hotokezaka et al. 2013;

Bauswein et al. 2012; Takami et al. 2014), to probe the

relevance of thermal effects on the stability of the rem-

nant (Rezzolla & Zanotti 2013; Alford et al. 2018; Most

et al. 2024; Miravet-Tenés et al. 2024; Villa-Ortega et al.

2023; Rivieccio et al. 2024) and to assess its detectabil-

ity. Recent studies suggest that thermal effects my be

measurable with third generation detectors if the cold

EoS is well constrained (Raithel & Paschalidis 2024).

Such GW observation can thus provide an understand-

ing of the thermal properties of dense matter. A first-

principles understanding of hot nuclear matter proper-

ties requires the solution of the nuclear many-body prob-

lem at finite temperature (Rios 2020; Brady et al. 2021;

Keller et al. 2021, 2023). This solution is challenging

for several reasons, including the uncertainties associ-

ated to the strong nuclear force and the complexity of

solving the finite-temperature many-body Schrödinger

equation (Drischler et al. 2021). The notoriously diffi-

cult nature of the problem has motivated the use of sim-

plifying assumptions to incorporate thermal effects in

hydrodynamical simulations. A widely used approach is

the so-called thermal index (or Gamma-law EoS), which

relates the thermal components of energy density and

pressure in the dense matter of NS interiors (Bauswein

& Janka 2012; Rezzolla & Zanotti 2013).

In this approach, one decomposes the cold and the

thermal components of the pressure and the energy den-

sity of the fluid,

P (nb, Yp, T ) =P (nb, Yp, T = 0) + Pth(nb, Yp, T ) , (1)

ϵ(nb, Yp, T ) =ϵ(nb, Yp, T = 0) + ϵth(bn, Yp, T ) , (2)

where nb is the number of particles per unit of volume,

Yp = nproton/nb is the proton fraction and T , the tem-

perature of the system. Thermal effects in the EoS can

then be recast in terms of a thermal index, which de-

pends only on the thermal pressure and thermal energy

density (Rezzolla & Zanotti 2013; Constantinou et al.

2015; Carbone & Schwenk 2019; Kochankovski et al.

2022),

Γth = 1 +
Pth

ϵth
. (3)

This is a dimensionless quantity that provides a simple

characterization of the thermal properties of dense mat-

ter. Knowledge of Γth immediately allows for the ther-

mal components of the EoS to be linked to one another.

This can facilitate BNS simulations by avoiding costly

extrapolations of the EoS across density, temperature

and isospin asymmetry space.

There are a few simple, non-interacting models that

provide predictions for the thermal index of dense mat-

ter, and indicate that it should be a constant (Rezzolla

& Zanotti 2013). When nuclear interactions and other

effects, like clustering or hyperon production, are ac-

counted for, the density, temperature and isospin asym-

metry dependence of Γth is more difficult to character-

ize (Constantinou et al. 2015; Carbone & Schwenk 2019;

Raduta et al. 2021; Kochankovski et al. 2022). Here, we
aim to clarify the origin of some of these dependences by

exploiting the virial expansion (Huang 1928; Horowitz &

Schwenk 2006a,b,c). The virial expansion allows for the

quantification of nuclear interaction effects in a model-

independent way. It has been used in the past to treat

relevant astrophysical environments, including also the

propagation of neutrinos in supernovae (Lin & Horowitz

2017; Horowitz et al. 2012). This very useful tool, how-

ever, has so far not been exploited in the analysis of the

thermal index of NS matter.

Our analysis focuses in the high-temperature, low-

density regime where the virial expansion converges, but

also where simulations indicate that a significant portion

of matter occurs in BNS mergers (Villa-Ortega et al.

2023; Kastaun et al. 2016; Shibata & Hotokezaka 2019).

As shown by Espino et al. (2024), neutrinos can sig-

nificantly influence the composition of matter, helping
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maintain it near β-equilibrium with minimal deviation.

The regime where the virial expansion converges is such

that thermal contributions are dominant and interaction

effects are relatively small.

In our analysis, we shall largely ignore nuclear clus-

ters. It is well known that density, temperature and

isospin asymmetry strongly affect nuclear clusterization.

At sufficiently large temperature (T ≈ 15) and isospin

asymmetries, nuclei tend to dissolve completely (Hempel

& Schaffner-Bielich 2010; Shen et al. 2011, 2020). The

average temperatures in the bulk of the binary rem-

nant following merger are typically above this thresh-

old (Villa-Ortega et al. 2023; Kastaun et al. 2016; Shi-

bata & Hotokezaka 2019), and hence it is reasonable to

discard clustering treatment as a first approximation.

The reminder of the paper is organized as follows.

Sec. 2 provides a comprehensive review of the key as-

pects of the virial expansion and the thermal index in

the context of pure neutron matter (PNM). In Sec. 3, we

extend this analysis to more realistic scenarios by consid-

ering isospin-asymmetric matter consisting of neutrons

and protons, along with the contributions from electrons

and photons (npeγ matter). Our results are compared

to those of existing equations of state (EoSs) from the

CompOSE database (Oertel et al. 2017; Typel et al.

2015) in Sec. 4. Finally, we summarize our results and

conclude in Sec. 5. For reference, we present the numer-

ical values of virial coefficients at different temperatures

in Appendix A and discuss details of the virial expansion

in asymmetric matter in Appendix B.

2. VIRIAL EXPANSION FOR PURE NEUTRON

MATTER

We begin our discussion by providing a brief descrip-

tion of the virial expansion in PNM. This is an informa-

tive exercise that provides an insight on the relevance

of nuclear interactions for the thermal index in neutron-

star matter. PNM is also ideally suited for the quantifi-

cation of the truncation error in the virial expansion.

2.1. Virial expansion

The virial expansion is a model-independent frame-

work that accounts for strong interactions between nu-

cleons in the EoS of a hot, dilute gas (Horowitz &

Schwenk 2006a,b; Huang 1928). For a single species,

here assumed to be neutrons, the virial EoS is derived

by expanding the pressure in a power series of the fu-

gacity z = eµ/T as (Huang 1928)

P =
2T

λ3

∞∑
n=1

b(n)zn , (4)

where µ is the chemical potential and T , the tempera-

ture of the system. Throughout this work, we set the

Boltzmann constant kB = 1. We also introduce the neu-

tron de Broglie thermal wavelength λ = ℏ (2π/mn T )
1/2,

with mn the neutron mass. The term b(n) denotes the

dimensionless virial coefficient at the nth order (Huang

1928). This expansion is valid under the condition that

z ≪ 1, which implies a regime of very low densities and

high temperatures (Horowitz & Schwenk 2006a). Our

study focuses on the EoS and the thermal index under

conditions of low density and high temperature, consis-

tent with the requirements of the virial expansion. We

assume a homogeneous gas, focusing on a temperature

range of approximately T ≈ 1 − 50 MeV for tempera-

ture and a density range of nb ≈ 10−5 − 10−1 fm−3.

To ensure that the expansion remains perturbative, we

impose the condition of z < 0.3 throughout our study.

In the virial expansion framework, the nth virial coef-

ficient b(n) encodes information about interactions and

correlations between clusters of n particles (Huang 1928;

Czejdo et al. 2022). These coefficients quantify how the

presence of interactions between multiple particles af-

fects the thermodynamic properties of the system, such

as pressure or energy density. The first virial coefficient,

b(1) = 1, corresponds to the behavior of non-interacting

particles, while higher-order coefficients account for pro-

gressively more complex many-body correlations (Hou

& Drut 2020a,b). Virial coefficients are typically split

into two components, b(n) = b
(n)
0 + ∆b(n). The non-

interacting term, b
(n)
0 = (−1)n+1/n5/2, is associated to

the free Fermi gas. In contrast, the interaction-induced

term ∆b(n) accounts for n-body correlations such as

clustering, that may become significant under the rele-

vant thermodynamic conditions (Hou & Drut 2020a,b).

In fermionic systems, only the first few terms of the

expansion can and have been computed (Hou & Drut

2020a,b). Notably, these coefficients depend only on

temperature (Huang 1928; Horowitz & Schwenk 2006a).

However, the overall thermodynamic quantities also de-

pend on the fugacity z, which introduces an additional

dependence on the chemical potential µ or, equivalently,

the number density of the system n.

We start by considering PNM as a first approxima-

tion for NS matter, which enables us to analyze the ef-

fects of nucleon interactions. In nuclear physics, the

virial expansion is typically truncated at second or

third order, and the expressions for the EoS are well

known (Horowitz & Schwenk 2006a,b,c). We reproduce

them here for convenience, and to illustrate how they

affect the thermal index. We work up to third order in

the fugacity z, so the pressure can be expressed as

P =
2T

λ3

(
z + z2b(2)n + z3b(3)n

)
. (5)
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b
(2)
n and b

(3)
n are the second and third virial coefficients

for PNM, respectively. The density is obtained by dif-

ferentiating the pressure with respect to the chemical

potential which results in

nb =
z

T

(
∂P

∂z

)
V,T

=
2

λ3

(
z + 2z2b(2)n + 3z3b(3)n

)
. (6)

The entropy density can be obtained by differentiating

the pressure with respect to temperature

s =

(
∂P

∂T

)
µ

=
5

2

P

T
− nb logz +

2

λ3

(
z2 b

(2)
n + z3 b

(3)
n

)
,

(7)

where we introduce a bar notation, b
(m)
n = Tb

(m)′
n =

T∂b
(m)
n /∂T , to denote the dimensionless temperature

derivative of the mth-order virial coefficient. Finally,

the energy density is calculated from the entropy den-

sity and the pressure, ϵ = Ts+ nbµ− P , leading to

ϵ =
3

2
P +

2T

λ3

(
z2b

(2)
n + z3b

(3)
n

)
. (8)

These expressions help clarify how nuclear interac-

tions, parametrized by the virial coefficients, change the

thermal index of PNM. First, we note that the virial

expansion predictions for the pressure and the energy

density are intrinsically thermal. In other words, the

expressions vanish at T = 0, e.g. P (n, T = 0) = 0 and,

by virtue of Eq. (1), the pressure in Eq. (5) is the full

thermal contribution, P = Pth. The same holds for the

energy density.

Second, the pressure and energy density expressions in

Eqs. (5) and (8) can help us identify deviations from the

behavior of a standard ideal gas, particularly departures

from the conventional relation ϵ = 3/2P . For PNM, this

ideal gas law leads to a temperature and density inde-
pendent thermal index, Γth = 5/3. We note in passing

that a gas of free relativistic particles would have a ther-

mal index Γth = 4/3. Taking the ratio of the pressure

and energy density in the virial approximation, we find

an expression for the thermal index of PNM that reads

Γth =
5

3
− 4

9

b
(2)
n + zb

(3)
n

1 + z
(
b
(2)
n + 2

3b
(2)
n

)
+ z2

(
b
(3)
n + 2

3b
(3)
n

) .
(9)

This equation suggests that deviations from the simple

5/3 law will only occur when the derivative coefficients

b
(2)
n and b

(3)
n are large enough. The actual virial co-

efficients b
(m)
n appear on the denominator with higher

powers of fugacity and hence provide higher-order cor-

rections. As we shall see later explicitly, the temperature

derivatives coefficients are in fact the main source of the

deviations from the trivial non-interacting behavior of

the thermal index in PNM.

There is, in fact, a known scenario where the ther-

mal index is also a trivial constant but the system is

strongly interacting. This scenario occurs for the uni-

tary Fermi gas: a system of spin−1/2 fermions interact-

ing only through an S−wave potential with infinite scat-

tering length (Ho & Mueller 2004; Horowitz & Schwenk

2006a; Lee & Schäfer 2006; Hou & Drut 2020a). For

this system, the second order virial coefficient b(2) ̸= 0 is

non-zero, but it is a temperature-independent constant.

In this case, b(2)′ = 0, and the thermal index reduces

to the trivial value Γth = 5/3. PNM can be relatively

well approximated as a unitary gas and, as we shall see

below, the temperature dependence of the virial coeffi-

cients is very mild. One may thus anticipate that the

thermal index of PNM may not be substantially affected

by interactions.

2.2. Virial coefficients

We now provide a discussion on the calculation of

the virial coefficients of PNM, which follows closely the

scheme devised by Horowitz & Schwenk (2006a). The

second virial coefficient b
(2)
n is entirely determined by the

two-body neutron-neutron (nn) elastic scattering phase

shifts (Huang 1928). The interacting term ∆b
(2)
n is cal-

culated as

∆b(2)n (T ) =
1√
2πT

∫ ∞

0

dE e−E/2T δtot(E). (10)

For PNM, δtot(E) is the sum of the isospin-triplet (I =

1) elastic scattering phase shifts at a given laboratory

energy, E,

δtot(E) =
∑
S,L,J

(2J + 1)δ2S+1LJ
(E) (11)

= δ1S0
+ δ3P0

+ 3δ3P1
+ 5δ3P2

+ 5δ1D2
+ · · · .

The sum runs over all partial waves allowed by spin

statistics, with two-particle spin S and angular momen-

tum L, and includes a degeneracy factor that depends

on the total angular momentum J . To compute δtot(E),

we use the phase-shifts from the Granada database with

J ≤ 7 for energies up to 350 MeV (Navarro Pérez et al.

2013). For energies above this threshold, we approxi-

mate the phase shifts as a constant. This approximation

introduces an error of less than 3% in the virial coeffi-

cients at the highest temperatures we consider (T = 50

MeV). We estimate the integral of Eq. (10) using nu-

merical quadratures, e.g. the QUADPACK package in

scipy (Virtanen et al. 2020). The dimensionless virial



5

coefficient derivatives b
(m)
n are explicitly computed di-

rectly from their integral forms, rather than relying on

numerical temperature derivatives.

Since nn scattering phase-shifts are not experimen-

tally available, we estimate the nn phase shifts by ap-

plying charge-independence breaking (CIB) corrections,

as originally proposed by Horowitz & Schwenk (2006a).

We employ the effective range expansion

p

tan δττ
′

1S0

= − 1

aττ ′ +
1

2
rττ

′
p2, (12)

which is valid for the scattering of pairs of neutrons,

τ = n, or protons, τ = p. The expansion parametrizes

the scattering amplitude information at low scattering

momenta p in terms of two length scales, the so-called

scattering length aττ
′
and effective range rττ

′
(Tay-

lor 1972). For neutron-proton (np) scattering, we em-

ploy the values anp = −23.71 fm and rnp = 2.75 fm

from Hackenburg (2006) in Eq. (12) to compute an ap-

proximate phase-shift δnp1S0
in the 1S0 partial wave. We

subtract this approximate expression to the Granada np

phase-shift and add up an approximate nn phase-shift

based on Eq. (12) with a nn scattering length value

of ann = −18.5 fm (G̊ardestig 2009) and an effective

range, rnn = 2.86 fm (Malone et al. 2022). This proce-

dure yields results consistent with Horowitz & Schwenk

(2006a), with deviations within 1% up to 200MeV and

4% up to 350MeV in the total phase shift. We note

that our analysis includes partial waves up to J = 7,

while Horowitz & Schwenk (2006a) used waves up to

L ≤ 6. For reference, we provide a table of virial

coefficients and their derivatives in Appendix A. The

code used to generate this data is available in (Rivieccio

2025).

Fig. 1 displays the second-order virial coefficient b
(2)
n

as a function of temperature for PNM with a red solid

line. Clearly, this virial coefficient is rather insen-

sitive to temperature. As discussed by Horowitz &

Schwenk (2006a), this bodes well with the idea that

PNM closely resembles a unitary Fermi gas, for which

b
(2)
n ≈ 0.52 (Ho & Mueller 2004; Lee & Schäfer 2006;

Horowitz & Schwenk 2006a). For PNM, in contrast, the

value is closer to b
(2)
n ≈ 0.3, but b

(2)
n remains essentially

temperature independent.

The level of temperature independence of the virial

coefficient can be further quantified by examining the

dimensionless temperature derivative coefficient b
(2)
n ,

which are displayed as red dashed line in Fig. 1. For

PNM, these derivative remain quite small, b
(2)
n < 0.04,

across the relevant domains of temperature. As ex-

plained above, this suggests that the thermal index of

PNM in the virial approximation should be very close to

0 10 20 30 40 50
Temperature, T [MeV]

0.50

0.25

0.00

0.25
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0.75

1.00

1.25

Vi
ria

l c
oe

ffi
cie

nt
s

b(2)
n

b(2)
np

b(2)
n

b(2)
np

Figure 1. The second-order virial coefficient as a function
of temperature for neutrons is shown by the dashed red line,
computed from Eq. (10). For comparison, the corresponding
np coefficient from Eq. (B3) is displayed as a dashed green
line. The dimensionless temperature derivatives of these co-
efficients are represented by solid lines in the same respective
colors. The gray horizontal dashed line highlights the value
of zero for the coefficients.

the non-interacting value. We also note that b
(2)
n changes

from a positive to negative sign around T ≈ 41 MeV, a

feature that has some significance on Γth as we shall see

below.

Virial coefficients beyond second order are notoriously

challenging to compute. While some coefficients have

been calculated for specific condensed matter systems,

such as the unitary Fermi gas (Bedaque & Rupak 2003;

Liu et al. 2009; Leyronas 2011; Kaplan & Sun 2011; Hou

& Drut 2020b,a), there are, to the best of our knowl-

edge, no available results for b
(3)
n in nuclear physics.

Following Horowitz & Schwenk (2006a,b), we instead

employ the third-order virial coefficient to provide an

error estimate for our results. We study variations of

the third-order terms in order to quantify the uncer-

tainties associated to the truncation in the virial expan-

sion. We assume that the ratio between the interacting

components of the second- and third-order virial coeffi-

cients in PNM is analogous to that of the unitary Fermi

gas ∆b
(3)
unit/∆b

(2)
unit = −0.5022 (Hou & Drut 2020a). Us-

ing this assumption, we estimate the third-order coeffi-

cient as

b(3)n = 3−5/2 +∆b(3)n ≈ 3−5/2 − 0.5022∆b(2)n , (13)

and the corresponding derivative coefficient as b
(3)
n ≈

−0.5022 b(2)n . In the following, we shall present second-

order results as central values, and provide uncertainty

bands that reflect the inclusion of third-order virial coef-
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ficients, ranging from +b
(3)
n and +b

(3)
n to −b(3)n and −b(3)n

in Eq. (9).

2.3. Thermal index

Having determined the EoS from the virial expansion

and having computed a set of virial coefficients, we can

now explore the predicitions of the virial expansion for

the thermal index, Γth. As explained above, it is evident

that the virial expansion, by its very nature, predicts

only the thermal components of the pressure and energy

density. Taking the pressure in Eq. (5) and the energy

density in Eq. (8) and employing Eq. (3), we find an

expression for the virial expansion of Γth itself. The

expansion up to second order can be written as

Γth =
5

3
− 4

9
Γ(1)z +

4

9
Γ(2)z2, (14)

with first- and second-order coefficients given by

Γ(1) = b
(2)
n , (15)

Γ(2) = b
(2)
n

[
b(2)n +

2

3
b
(2)
n

2
]
. (16)

These expressions are interesting for a variety of rea-

sons. First of all, in the non-interacting case, b
(m)
n = 0,

the thermal index is Γ
(0)
th = 5/3, as expected for a very

dilute gas of non-relativistic neutrons. Second, the co-

efficients Γ
(m)
th in the virial expansion with m = 1 and

2 are globally multiplied by the m = 2 dimensionless

temperature derivative, b
(2)
n . For a strongly-interacting

unitary Fermi gas, for instance, in which b
(m)
n ̸= 0 but

b
(2)
n = 0 (Hou & Drut 2020b,a), the thermal index is

exactly the same as for the non-interacting case.

Furthermore, Eq. (14) indicates that Γth should ap-

proach the non-interacting limit for a very dilute gas of

non-relativistic neutrons, Γth → 5/3 as z → 0. More-

over, as we have already mentioned, b
(2)
n is a very small

and positive quantity up until about T ≈ 41 MeV. In

consequence, the first order correction Γ(1) is expected

to be small and to reduce the thermal index with respect

to the non-interacting baseline so long as T < 41 MeV.

We give the values of Γ(1) in Appendix A for further

reference.

Fig. 2 displays the thermal index Γth of PNM as a

function of density for temperatures ranging from T = 5

MeV to T = 45 MeV, in increments of 10 MeV. Each

line illustrates the evolution of the thermal index for

a given temperature. Dashed lines represent the first-

order results using only Γ(1) and putting the quadratic

contribution to zero, while the second-order expansion,

that uses also Γ(2), is indicated by dotted lines. These

two expressions are derived from Eq. (14) for a given
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Figure 2. Thermal index of neutron matter as a function
of density for different temperatures. We show results from
T = 5 to T = 45 MeV with increments of 10 MeV. Dotted
(dashed) lines represent the first- (second-)order expansion
of Eq. (14). Solid lines are the results of the ratio of Eq. (3)
with second-order pressure in Eq. (5) and energy densities in
Eq. (8). The shaded area shows an estimate for the error in
the expansion, based on incorporating the third-order correc-
tion ±b

(3)
n . The dotted grey shows the value of Γth = 5/3 in

the non-interacting limit, for reference. We only show results
with fugacities below z < 0.3.

fugacity z, with the corresponding number and energy

densities, Eqs. (6) and (8), computed at the same or-

der. These expansions are compared to the full expres-

sion (solid lines), Eq. (9), calculated using the ratio of

the virial thermal pressure and energy density, Eqs. (5)

and (8), computed up to second order. We provide an

error-band associated to the truncation error of the third

order in the expansion, employing the values ±b(3)n and

±b(3)n described above. We note that these error bands

are almost as large as the difference between the first

and second orders, and hence are likely to be an over-

estimation of the associated truncation error. Based on

the size of these bands, we evaluate the truncation error

to be ≈ 0.05% as an average across different tempera-

tures.

A key takeaway from Fig. 2 is that interactions have

a negligible impact on the thermal index of PNM. The

maximum deviation that we observe is always ≲ 0.2%

away from the ideal gas limit, Γth = 5/3 ≈ 1.6666. We

note that this result holds across several orders of mag-

nitude in density. We stop our virial expansion simula-

tions whenever z = 0.3, which for the highest tempera-

ture considered here corresponds to a density of nb ≈ 0.1

fm−3. The virial expansions thus suggests that, within

the low-density, high-temperature regime where the ex-

pansion is valid, the strong interaction does not play
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a significant role in dictating thermal effects for PNM.

The extremely naive approximation Γth = 5/3 should

work well within this regime. We stress that these pre-

dictions are model-independent and dictated purely by

two-nucleon phase-shifts. Additional effects associated

to many-body correlations at higher densities can and,

in general, do modify this behavior (Constantinou et al.

2015; Carbone & Schwenk 2019; Raduta et al. 2021;

Kochankovski et al. 2022).

Moreover, we also find that interaction effects gener-

ally tend to decrease the thermal index with respect to

the non-interacting value at temperatures below T < 40

MeV. In this regime, the density dependence of Γth is

monotonous and the thermal index decreases with den-

sity. In contrast, for higher temperatures, Γth is larger

than 5/3, and increases with density. These results can

be traced back to the temperature dependence of the

Γ(n) coefficients. Whereas at low temperatures Γ(1) and

Γ(2) are small and positive, we find that around T ≈ 41

MeV these two coefficients change sign. As observed in

Fig. 2, the main driver of the density dependence is the

first-order term Γ(1). In the temperature regime where

Γ(1) > 0, the thermal index is lower than 5/3 and the

second order correction tends to bring the results closer

to this value. When Γ(1) < 0, the predictions for Γth are

above 5/3 but the second-order effect tends to reduce

further the thermal index. Moreover, the onset of in-

teraction effects, as measured by a fixed deviation with

respect to the non-interacting case, happens at higher

densities as temperature increases. For instance, the

value Γth = 1.665 is reached at around nb ≈ 6 × 10−3

fm−3 at T = 15 MeV, but at T = 35 MeV a density

of nb ≈ 4 × 10−2 fm−3 is required instead. We offer

a more detailed analysis of the temperature dependence

of the thermal index virial coefficients in Appendix A.

Overall, our analysis indicates that the thermal in-

dex of PNM within the virial approximation is highly

insensitive to temperature, density and interaction ef-

fects. We note that within the region of validity of the

expansion, the results of the virial expansion are model-

independent, and hence predictions for the PNM ther-

mal index from any other theoretical methods should

coincide with our findings.

3. VIRIAL EXPANSION FOR ISOSPIN

ASYMMETRIC MATTER

The results of PNM only provide a crude approxima-

tion for the matter that is encountered in BNSs. We

extend our approach towards more realistic settings by

considering isospin asymmetric matter formed of neu-

trons and protons, together with the contribution of

electrons and photons. Multicomponent npeγ matter

is expected to be a relevant for a substantial section

of the phase space of BNS remnants, particularly at

high temperatures in which nuclei are likely to be photo-

disintegrated (Espino et al. 2024). We begin by intro-

ducing the nucleonic contributions within the virial ap-

proximation, and then move on to discuss how the pres-

ence of leptons and photons changes the thermal index.

3.1. Virial expansion

To obtain the virial EoS for arbitrarily asymmetric

matter, we extend the procedure of Sec. 2 to a mul-

ticomponent case, including neutrons and protons fol-

lowing (Horowitz & Schwenk 2006b). We expect the

truncation error to be as small as in the PNM case. For

conciseness, we neglect a full assessment of this error in

npeγ matter. In other words, we work at second order

in the virial expansion only in this case. We provide

mathematical and code implementation details in Ap-

pendix B.

We work in conditions of low density and high temper-

ature and assume a homogeneous gas. We impose the

condition of small fugacities for neutrons and protons,

zτ < 0.3. In the regime of interest (densities around

nb ≈ 10−5 − 10−1 fm−3 and temperatures T ≈ 1 − 50

MeV), the only non-trivial cluster that we consider is

the deuteron. This appears explicitly as an interacting

term in the virial expansion, see Eq. (B3).

Compared to PNM, the virial expansion in the isospin

asymmetric case depends on an additional coefficient,

b
(2)
np , quantifying neutron-proton interactions. We dis-

play this virial coefficient in Table 1. We find that

it reaches a maximum at low temperatures, driven by

the deuteron bound state contribution. However, as the

temperature increases, this contribution becomes negli-

gible, which is physically expected because of the ther-

mal disruption of the bound state. This trend is clearly

illustrated in Fig. 1, where the virial coefficients for the

scattering of nn and np are displayed by red and green

solid lines, respectively, while their derivatives are shown

as dashed lines. Whereas the nn coefficients are rather

temperature independent, the b
(2)
np derivative is negative

and decreases in absolute magnitude with temperature.

Our analysis indicates that nuclear interaction effects,

driven by the virial approximation, do not modify sub-

stantially the thermal index in the region of interest. We

provide an illustration of this behavior in Subsec. 3.4.

At low temperatures and levels of asymmetry, the

formation of α particles and other clusters may affect

the thermodynamical properties (Horowitz & Schwenk

2006b; Hempel & Schaffner-Bielich 2010; Lattimer &

Swesty 1991). Clusterization is sensitive to the ther-

modynamical properties of matter. Numerical sim-
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ulations have shown that the proton fraction Yp in

BNS merger remnants typically ranges between 0.1 and

0.4 (see e.g. Fujibayashi et al. (2020)), depending on the

specific region. In the dense, hot core, where temper-

atures exceed 10MeV, the proton fraction remains low

Yp ≈ 0.1 due to the neutron-rich environment. However,

in the outer layers and the accretion disk, where densi-

ties are lower and weak interactions are more significant,

Yp can increase to around 0.2−0.3 (see e.g. Radice et al.

(2018); Sun et al. (2022); Perego et al. (2014)). In the

phase space that we are interested in for BNS simula-

tions, the α−particle fraction is expected to be relatively

small (Horowitz & Schwenk 2006b; Lattimer & Swesty

1991; Shen et al. 2011). We therefore ignore the effects

of clusters with A > 2 in the following. While we observe

that the presence of clusters and heavy nuclei is signif-

icant at relatively low temperatures, as we describe in

Sec. 4 in the context of a comparison with more sophis-

ticated models, we argue in the following that the bulk

dependence of the thermal index in temperature, den-

sity and proton fraction across the relevant phase space

can already be understood in this simple homogeneous

approximation.

3.2. Lepton and photon contributions

We treat electrons and photons as ideal gases. The

EoS for the non-interacting gas of electrons follows

that of an ideal Fermi gas. However, for temperatures

T > 2mec
2 ≈ 1MeV, the contributions from electron-

positron pairs must also be considered. We assume equi-

librium in the γ ←→ e+ + e− reaction, leading to

µe+ =− µe− . (17)

For electrons, we define the degeneracy parameter η =

µe/T and the relativity parameter θ = T/me c
2. For

positrons, in contrast, the degeneracy parameter is in-

stead κ = −η−2/θ, due to the mass excess related to the

pair production. With this, we obtain the expressions

for the pressure and energy density of leptons (Faus-

surier 2016),

P lep =
2
√
2m4

e c
5 θ5/2

3π2 ℏ3
[
F3/2(η, θ) + F3/2(κ, θ) (18)

+
θ

2

(
F5/2(η, θ) + F5/2(κ, θ)

) ]
,

ϵlep =

√
2m4

e c
5θ5/2

π2 ℏ3
[
F3/2(η, θ) + F3/2(κ, θ) (19)

+ θ
(
F5/2(η, θ) + F5/2(κ, θ)

) ]
+ me c

2 ne+ +me c
2 ne− .

We note the the last two terms account for the rest mass

contribution of electrons and positrons. Fk represents

the generalized Fermi-Dirac integral,

Fk(η, θ) =

∞∫
0

dx
xk

√
1 + θ x/2

1− ex−η
. (20)

We evaluate this integral numerically using the imple-

mentation of the QUADPACK package in the Scipy li-

brary for Python (Virtanen et al. 2020; Rivieccio 2025).

We then obtain the thermal pressure and energy den-

sity using the relations P lep
th = P lep − P lep(T = 0) and

ϵlepth = ϵlep − ϵlep(T = 0), where we employ the zero-

temperature expressions,

P lep(T = 0) =
m4

e c
5

24π2 ℏ3
[
xF

√
1 + x2

F

(
2x2

F − 3
)

+ 3 arcsinhxF

]
, (21)

ϵlep(T = 0) =
m4

e c
5

8π2 ℏ3
[
xF

√
1 + x2

F (1 + 2xF )

− arcsinhxF

]
, (22)

with the dimensionless Fermi momentum, xF =

ℏ (3π nb Yp)
1/3

/mec. We employ this formula only

for the electrons, since at T = 0 the pair production

from photons is not possible, leading to an absence of

positrons.

For the photon gas, the pressure and energy density

are given by (Weiss et al. 2003; Lattimer & Swesty 1991),

P γ =
π2 T 4

45 ℏ3 c3
, ϵγ = 3P γ . (23)

These quantities are inherently thermal, with no corre-

sponding cold counterparts. By incorporating the con-

tributions from leptons and photons, we calculate the

thermal index using the thermal pressures and energy

densities of all components, which is given by

Γth = 1 +
P nuc
th + P lep

th + P γ
th

ϵnucth + ϵlepth + ϵγth
. (24)

In principle, the thermal index depends on the to-

tal baryonic density, nb; the temperature, T ; and the

matter composition through the proton fraction Yp =

np/nb. The latter dependence can be simplified in β-

equilibrium.

3.3. β−equilibrium
Cold, isolated NSs are expected to achieve β−equilibrium

due to the long timescales involved in their evolution,

allowing particle interactions to balance the chemical

potentials of neutrons, protons, and electrons. In addi-

tion, theoretical indications suggest that matter within

BNS remnants may also be β−equilibrated (see e.g. Fu-

jibayashi et al. (2020)). However, the dynamics of the
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merger process can lead to rapid changes in density and

temperature, disrupting the equilibrium established in

isolated stars. Furthermore, the timescales for dynam-

ically evolving matter in the interior of BNS may be

shorter than the expected times for β−equilibration (Be-

loborodov 2003; Yuan 2005). Our virial expansion ap-

proach is capable of addressing both β−equilibrated
matter and matter with arbitrary asymmetry.

However, for clarity, we briefly review the equations

relevant to β−equilibrium. In this regime, β decay and

electron capture reactions are expected to achieve chem-

ical equilibrium (Misner et al. 1973; Shapirol & Teukol-

sly 1984; Haensel et al. 2007),

n→ p+ e+ ν̄e, (25)

p+ e→ n+ νe. (26)

This leads to a relationship between the chemical poten-

tials of neutrons, protons, and electrons,

µn +mnc
2 = µp +mpc

2 + µe− +me−c
2 . (27)

To maintain charge neutrality, the densities of protons,

electrons, and positrons must satisfy the constraint

np + ne+ = ne− . (28)

For each value of baryon density nb and temperature T ,

the previous equations fix the proton fraction, Yb(nb, T ),

at equilibrium. We show below a few indications of

the β−equilibrium trajectory in the relevant domain of

densities and temperatures. Broadly speaking, at very

low densities, our approach predicts relatively proton-

rich matter, with Yp ≈ 0.5, whereas matter becomes

neutron-rich close to nuclear densities.

3.4. Numerical results

We start our analysis of npeγ matter by looking into

the separate contributions of nucleons and leptons to the

thermal index. We define the nuclear thermal index,

Γnuc
th = 1 +

P nuc
th

εnucth

, (29)

as the ratio of the nuclear-only contributions to the ther-

mal and energy density of matter. In isospin asymmetric

matter, the virial expansion expressions for the thermal

index are relatively complex, see (B8). We show results

for this quantity as a function of density for different

temperatures in Fig. 3. The nuclear thermal index is

shown in dashed lines for different temperatures for npeγ

matter with a proton fraction of Yp = 0.2. The corre-

sponding lepton thermal index, Γlep
th = 1 + P lep

th /εlepth , is

shown in dash-dotted lines.
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Figure 3. Thermal index of npeγ matter as a function of
baryon density nb for different temperatures and a fixed pro-
ton fraction of Yp = 0.2. Solid lines show the total thermal
index of asymmetric matter, Eq. (24). Dashed lines display
the nuclear thermal index, Eq. (29), while the dashed-dotted
line represents the lepton contribution. The two dotted lines
indicate the thermal index of an ideal relativistic and non-
relativistic gas, corresponding to Γth = 4/3 and 5/3, respec-
tively.

The nuclear thermal index at low densities always

tends to the non-interacting value Γth
nuc = 5/3. As the

density increases, we observe a small changes due to nu-

clear interactions. At T = 5 MeV, the nuclear thermal

index deviates from the free value at densities above

nb ≈ 10−4 fm−3, and reaches a maximum value ≈ 1.72

before the virial expansion breaks down. This corre-

sponds to a deviation of ≈ 3% from the free value. At

higher temperatures, we find that the deviation from the

non-interacting value is delayed in density and, in fact,

it is generally smaller.

First, we stress the fact that, just as in PNM, the

modifications due to the interaction within the virial

expansion are small in the region where the expansion

is valid. Interaction effects modify the nuclear thermal

index by a maximum of ≈ 10%, at T = 5 MeV, a proton

fraction of Yp = 0.5 and nb ≈ 6× 10−3 fm−3. However,

unlike PNM, we find that in isospin-asymmetric mat-

ter the nuclear thermal index increases with respect to

the non-interacting value. This interaction-induced ef-

fect is reduced as temperature increases and can be par-

tially understood from Eq. (24). The derivative virial

coefficient b
(2)
nuc is always negative and at least an order

of magnitude larger than b
(2)
n . Therefore, one expects

it to dominate the numerator in Eq. (24) whenever zp
becomes relatively large (e.g. for moderate proton frac-

tions). This turns the interaction contribution to the nu-

clear thermal index negative. The steep decreasing tem-
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perature dependence of b
(2)
nuc also suggests that medium

modifications should be mitigated with temperature, as

observed in Fig. 3. While we do not explicitly assess the

virial expansion truncation error of the thermal index

in this case, we expect it to be as small or comparable

to the PNM case in relative terms inside the range of

convergence of the virial expansion.

We now turn our attention to the total thermal index,

Eq. (24), shown in solid lines in Fig. 3. Compared to the

nuclear thermal index, the density dependence of the to-

tal thermal index is much more pronounced. In all cases,

we find that the total thermal index is a monotonically

increasing function of density.

At low densities (say, below nb ≈ 10−4 fm−3 for the

T = 25 MeV case), leptons dominate the pressure bud-

get of matter and, in consequence, the thermal index of

npeγ matter is that of a relativistic free Fermi gas. In

this region, the total thermal index is basically the same

as the lepton thermal index, Γth = Γlep
th ≈ 4/3. We stress

the fact that this lepton index is independent of density

and temperature across the whole regime explored in our

work, in spite of the fact that we explore a wide range

of temperatures for these two lepton species (electrons

and positrons). In contrast, at high densities neutron

degeneracy sets in and dominate the pressure and ther-

mal index. We find, in agreement with the previous

Section, that Γnuc
th ≈ 5/3, with a small effect of interac-

tions that is visible only at relatively high densities. At

T = 5 MeV, the total thermal index shows a quasi-linear

behavior beyond nb ≈ 10−3 fm−3, when the total index

gets right above the non-relativistic value. This is an im-

print of nucleon-nucleon interactions incorporated in the

virial approximation. Our findings indicate that the to-

tal thermal index of npeγ matter evolves smoothly with

density, from a lepton-dominated region to the nuclear-

dominated regime. A temperature-dependent inflection

point is clearly visible between these two regimes. We

now explore whether this smooth behavior depends on

temperature T and proton fraction Ye.

In numerical relativity simulations, matter typically

begins in a state of chemical equilibrium. Including neu-

trinos in the detailed balance is crucial, as their interac-

tions help regulate weak processes such as β-decay which

influence the evolving composition of matter. While the

presence of neutrinos can help maintain the composition

close to β−equilibrium, dynamical conditions during

events like BNS mergers may temporarily disrupt this

equilibrium (Espino et al. 2024). Fig. 4 shows the full

thermal index Γth as a function of the proton fraction Yp

(y-axis) and the baryon number density nb (x-axis). We

choose three representative temperatures in the panels

going from left to right: T = 5, 15 and 50 MeV. We

choose contour lines between values of Γth = 1.4 and

1.9, spaced in steps of 0.1, to easily identify the evolu-

tion of the thermal index with density and temperature.

We also draw two dashed lines in each panel. The bold,

yellow curve indicates the boundary of the region where

zn, zp ≤ 0.3. In other words, to the left of this curve the

virial expansion should converge well and we expect our

predictions to be robust. To the right of this curve, in-

medium effects need to be considered beyond the virial

approximation.

The three panels in Fig. 4 show remarkably similar

behavior. The thermal index is roughly independent of

the proton fraction in the region where the virial ap-

proximation is valid. At T = 5, 15 and 50 MeV, the

contour line Γth = 1.5 is almost vertical and is centered

around nb ≈ 2×10−5 fm−3; 5×10−4 fm−3; and 2×10−2

fm−3, respectively. The dependence on proton fraction

is largest at lower temperatures, as indicated in the left-

most panel. There, the virial approximation is only valid

up to nb ≈ (2 − 8) × 10−3 fm−3. We find that, beyond

those densities, there is a relatively complex dependence

in Yp. This prediction, however, cannot be taken as a

robust prediction of our model since it falls beyond the

convergence region of the virial expansion. In contrast,

at higher temperatures (e.g. T = 50 MeV on the right

panel) the virial approximation is valid up to 0.1 fm−3,

with the thermal index ranging between Γth ≈ 1.3 and

1.6. Results in those conditions are essentially indepen-

dent of proton fraction.

The narrow, violet dashed curve in each panel displays

the trajectory in the Yp − nb plane that corresponds to

β-equilibrium. At low densities, we find that matter

tends toward a symmetric composition (Yp ≈ 0.5) across

all temperatures as expected from general physics argu-

ments. At a fixed number density, increasing the tem-

perature effectively raises Yp. For instance, at nb = 10−3

fm−3, we find that the equilibrium proton fraction is

Yp ≈ 0.05 at T = 5 MeV; 0.3 at T = 15 MeV; and 0.48

at 50 MeV. A symmetric composition at low density

has a substantial impact on the thermal index. Proton-

rich matter is also lepton-rich due to charge neutrality,

so that the thermodynamics of the low-density regime,

which is the region where the virial approximation holds,

is lepton dominated. In this situation, the thermal in-

dex remains close to the minimum Γth = 4/3. As den-

sity increases, the thermal index smoothly increases to-

wards the nucleon-dominated, degenerate regime where

Γth ≈ 5/3.

3.5. Analytic parametrization

The above observations suggest that it is possible to

derive an analytical expression for the density evolution
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Figure 4. Density contour plot of the thermal index of npeγ matter as a function of baryon density nb and proton fraction
Yp. The three panels correspond to temperatures T = 5, 15 and 50 MeV from left to right. Contours are displayed in steps of
0.1. The dashed violet line represents the β−equilibrium trajectory, while the yellow line indicates the constraint zn, zp ≤ 0.3.
The virial approximation is valid to the left of this line.

of the thermal index in β−equilibrium. The thermal in-

dex of npeγ matter continuously grows from Γth = 4/3

to 5/3 as a function of density. The transition be-

tween these two regimes is driven by the evolution of

the β−equilibrium proton fraction, which in turn is rel-

atively simple to model. We use a heuristic formula to

account for this transition,

Γth =
4

3
+

1

3

nb

nb + ninf
, (30)

with ninf the density at which the regime shift mentioned

above is expected to occur.

We estimate the transition density considering that, at

ninf , the condition P e
th ≈ Pnuc

th is met. We approximate

the thermal pressure of electrons as (Lattimer & Swesty

1991)

P e
th =

µ2
e T

2

6 ℏ3 c3
, (31)

and employ the relativistic, degenerate expression for

the electron chemical potential, µe = (3π2ne−)
1/3. Ig-

noring the presence of positrons, the electron density is

ne− ≈ np = Ypnb. For the nucleon thermal pressure,

Pnuc
th , we assume that at extremely low densities nucle-

ons behave like a classical gas and hence Pnuc
th ≈ nbT .

Taking Yp ≈ 0.55 as an illustrative value at very low

densities, the density at the inflection point is

ninf = 1.5× 10−4

(
T

10 MeV

)3

fm−3. (32)

This simple estimate suggests that: (a) the inflection

point has a strong dependence on temperature; and

(b) matter at saturation density may become thermally

dominated by leptons at T ≈ 100 MeV.

Fig 5 displays a comparison between the heuristic ap-

proximation from Eq. (30) and the full npeγ thermal

index at β−equilibrium. The density dependence of the

heuristic formula is illustrated for temperatures rang-

ing from from T = 5 to 50 MeV (dotted lines) with

the actual values of Γth (solid lines). The red dot in

each line indicates the position of the inflection density

ninf in Eq. (32) for which the heuristic formula gives

Γth = 1.5, the value in between the lepton and the

fermion-dominated regimes. Remarkably, the inflection

density predicted by our simple model provides a very

good approximation to the complete virial approxima-

tion numerical simulations. Within the selected range of

densities and temperatures, our heuristic formula pre-

dicts the full thermal index with deviations of no more

than ≲ 0.5%.

We saw in the previous Section that the effect of inter-

actions in the thermal index of neutron matter is negli-

gible in the relatively wide range of densities and tem-

peratures where the virial approximation holds. This

is also the case for npeγ matter. We do not show re-

sults here for brevity, but the effect of interactions in

the temperature and density regime shown in Fig. 5

is very small. Although interactions can yield a 9%

(10%) modification in Pth (εth), they only change Γth

by 0.3% (Nadal Matosas 2022).

4. COMPARISON WITH DATABASE-EOS

Our findings indicate that the thermal index of npeγ

matter can be understood employing relatively simple

ideas in the low-density and high-temperature regime.
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Figure 5. Thermal index of npeγ matter as a function
of baryon density nb for temperatures ranging from T = 5
to 50 MeV in steps of 5 MeV. For each temperature, a solid
line represents the thermal index of asymmetric matter at
β-equilibrium, accounting for interactions through the virial
approximation. The dotted line indicates the approximation
of the thermal index as given in Eq. (30). Red dots mark the
inflection densities of Eq.(32). Gray dotted lines represent
the values of Γth in both the relativistic and non-relativistic
limits. All data shown are consistent with the condition z <
0.3.

Our analysis suggests that the thermal index is almost

independent of proton fraction. Importantly, in the low

density regime, the thermal index is dominated by lep-

tons and hence also independent of density, with values

very close to 4/3. Our approach does not account for

the effects of clustering beyond the presence of deuterons

and, therefore, may not fully capture every detail of the

physical system. We now turn to comparing our results

to state-of-the-art EoSs as from a complete astrophys-

ical database, CompOSE1 (Typel et al. 2015; Oertel

et al. 2017; Typel et al. 2022). These EoSs incorpo-

rate contributions from various phases of matter and,

more importantly, from nuclear clusters. With this, we

want to try and elucidate which effects, if any, we can

expect from more realistic nuclear physics simulations.

We shall examine this by looking at the nuclear-only

thermal index, Eq. (29). This is more sensitive to nu-

clear effects than the total thermal index, as we shall see

in the following.

To derive the thermal index, we apply Eq. (3) di-

rectly on the data provided in CompOSE. We em-

ploy the following EoSs because they include a variety

of theoretical approaches of nuclear interactions and

clustering effects: FYSS(TM1) (Furusawa et al. 2011,

2013, 2017), HS(IUF) (Hempel & Schaffner-Bielich

2010; Fattoyev et al. 2010), HS(TMA) (Hempel &

1 https://compose.obspm.fr
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Figure 6. Nuclear thermal index Eq. (29) as a function
of baryon number density for the HS(IUF) EoS taken from
CompOSE database fixing Yp = 0.2. The dashed line have
been adjusted accounting for the binding energy while the
solid not. The line color changes with temperature from 5
MeV to 45 MeV.

Schaffner-Bielich 2010; Toki et al. 1995), LPB(chiral)

(Logoteta et al. 2021; Bombaci & Logoteta 2018),

SFH(SFHo) (Steiner et al. 2013), SFH(SFHx) (Steiner

et al. 2013), STOS(TM1) (Shen et al. 1998a,b) and

TNTYST(KOST2) (Togashi et al. 2017). In order to

calculate the thermal index we need to isolate the ther-

mal contributions subtracting the data slice at zero

temperature to the one of interest, as explained pre-

viously. All chosen EoS provide data with a lowest

temperature of 0.1 MeV, which is considered a good

approximation for the zero temperature in this range

of densities. We also assessed the thermal components

using a higher minimum temperature (T = 0.2 MeV).

Although the thermal index shows a slight offset in its
asymptotic limit, it also shows a pronounced upward

trend at extremely low densities. This behavior, as

discussed in Sec. 3, is attributed to neutron-proton in-

teractions, which are expected to be negligible within

the relevant density range. This implies that the min-

imum temperature is indeed critical to determine the

thermal properties. In the case of interest, the choice

T = 0.1 MeV effectively decreases the thermal index in

some regions of the phase space.

We begin our discussion by looking at a single, rep-

resentative EoS for simplicity. Fig. 6 shows the nuclear

thermal index, Eq. (29), as a function of density for the

HS(IUF) equation of state. The solid lines show the nu-

clear thermal index as given from the CompOSE dataset

for temperatures T = 5, 15, 25 and 45 MeV. We find

that the nuclear thermal index at very low densities is
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relatively flat and independent of density, but not in-

dependent of temperature. At the lowest temperature

considered here, the nuclear thermal index ranges from

Γnuc
th ≈ 1.4 at T = 5 MeV up to ≈ 1.58 at 45 MeV.

This temperature dependence differs significantly from

the results obtained, where the low-density thermal in-

dex is essentially density- and temperature-independent,

and very close to 5/3 (see Fig. 2). It is also differs from

the behavior of the nuclear thermal index in npeγ mat-

ter shown in Fig. 3. We speculate that this effect is

largely due to clustering. When we compare data slices

at different temperatures to compute the thermal pres-

sure and energy density, we are effectively examining

mixtures of varying compositions. At low densities and

very low temperatures, matter is expected to be in a

clustered phase with a wide range of isotopes (Shen et al.

2011; Horowitz & Schwenk 2006c). At higher temper-

atures (≳ 15 MeV), clusters are instead dissolved and

matter is homogeneous. In order for clusters to dissolve

as temperature increases, they must absorb an energy

from the medium which is roughly equal to their bind-

ing energy. This reduces the available thermal energy

and can significantly change the thermal index (Raduta

et al. 2021).

To account for this effect, we add back into the system

the energy required to disintegrate nuclei. The HS(IUF)

CompOSE dataset includes information on cluster com-

position. We employ this information and compute the

binding energy for each species using tabulated data

from AME2020 (Huang et al. 2021; Wang et al. 2021)

when available. We rely on the liquid drop model other-

wise (Möller et al. 2016). This approach is of course only

approximate: it only considers the average cluster given

in the CompOSE database (instead of the full nuclear

composition) and it does not take into account medium-

induced binding energy changes (Typel et al. 2010). In-

troducing these binding energy corrections to remove

the effect of clusters, however, changes the low-density

behavior of the nuclear thermal index. We display in

Fig. 6 these cluster-adjusted nuclear thermal indices in

dashed lines. We observe that removing the effects of

clusters approximately restores the temperature inde-

pendence of the nuclear thermal index for temperatures

T > 15 MeV. At low densities, Γnuc
th settles at ≈ 1.6 for

T ranging from 15 to 45 MeV.

This approximate cluster adjustment procedure has a

similar effect in the nuclear thermal index of a wide va-

riety of EoS. We show in the left panels of Fig. 7 the

nuclear thermal index for the virial EoS (solid blue line)

and several database EoSs (dashed lines) at tempera-

tures T = 15 (top panels) and 50 MeV (bottom panels).

For simplicity, we limit our focus to a fixed proton frac-
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Figure 7. Thermal index Γth as a function of number den-
sity for our virial approximation (blue solid line) and several
EoSs from CompOSE (dashed lines). The left and right pan-
els display the nuclear thermal index (Eq. (29)) and the full
thermal index (Eq. (24)), respectively, for a proton fraction
Yp = 0.2 and at a temperature of T = 15 MeV (top) and at
a temperature of T = 50 MeV (bottom). Note the different
scales in the y−axis of left and right panels. Horizontal dot-
ted lines represent the values of Γth in both the relativistic
and non-relativistic limits.

tion of Yp = 0.2. The left panels display the nuclear

thermal index (Eq. (29)), while the right panels present

the complete thermal index (Eq. (24)), which includes

contributions from leptons and photons. We discuss the

nuclear-only index first, before focusing on the full ther-

mal index.

The virial nuclear thermal index at low densities be-

gins from a value very close to 5/3 (marked by a dotted

line), characteristic of a non-interacting gas. As the den-

sity increases, interaction effects become significant and

the nuclear thermal index increases to values closer to

≈ 1.7 before the virial expansion breaks down. At low

temperatures (T = 15 MeV, top panel), the thermal in-

dex of database EoSs show a richer density dependence

even after they have been corrected for clustering ef-

fects. In the density range nb ≈ 10−5 − 10−3 fm−3, the

nuclear thermal index is roughly constant, with values

close to Γnuc
th ≈ 1.6 for all tabulated EoSs. We take

this as an indication that our treatment correctly sub-

tracts the effect of clusters and yields a nuclear ther-
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mal index that is close to the homogeneous case. We

find a relative sensitivity to the EoS, presumably due to

the different nuclear physics ingredients in the selected

CompOSE data which our cluster adjustment procedure

misses. As density increases, the thermal index gener-

ally decreases slightly around nb ≈ 0.01 fm−3, before

showing a rapid increase as density reaches nuclear val-

ues close to nb ≈ 0.1 fm−3. This increase is very sensi-

tive to the EoS model and is likely due to the transition

between the NS crust and the core.

The nuclear thermal index in the lower left panel

corresponds to results at a higher temperature, T =

50 MeV, where one would naively expect the cluster-

ing to be irrelevant. We observe a relatively density-

independent nuclear thermal index at low densities,

Γnuc
th ≈ 1.63, but this time cluster-adjusted results are

much more model independent. The virial approxima-

tion predicts a nuclear thermal index about≈ 0.05 larger

than the CompOSE data. Despite these differences, the

discrepancy between the nuclear thermal index of npeγ

matter at β-equilibrium within the virial approximation

and the cluster-corrected database EoSs never exceeds

≈ 5%.

The discrepancies in the nuclear thermal index at low

densities appear to have minimal impact on the full

thermal index, as shown in the right panels of Fig. 7.

The virial prediction overlaps with the full CompOSE

thermal indices across a wide range of densities, up to

nb ≈ 10−4 fm−3 at 15 MeV (top right panel), and almost

up to 0.1 fm−3 at T = 50 MeV (bottom right panel).

The reason is that the region where the nuclear differ-

ences are most important is precisely where the nucle-

onic contributions to thermal effects are less dominant.

At low densities, leptons and photons dominate and the

overall behavior of a smooth transition between a lepton-

dominated at low densities and a nucleon-dominated

regime at higher densities is maintained. However, once

the models reach a certain density, they consistently

start to diverge. We take this as an indication of the

onset of excluded-volume and nuclear effects.

The comparisons so far indicate that the full ther-

mal index of a wide variety of CompOSE data is well

described by the relatively simple virial approximation,

especially if we remove clustering effects from the tabu-

lated data. We provide a broader perspective on these

comparisons with the color density plots of Fig. 8. Here,

we display the relative error of our virial approximation,

accounting also for leptons and photons, with respect to

the average CompOSE behavior, that is

∆Γth =
|ΓVirial − ⟨ΓDatabase⟩|

⟨ΓDatabase⟩
, (33)
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Figure 8. Relative error of the virial thermal index com-
pared to the average thermal index from database EoSs for
temperatures T = 5 (top), T = 15 (central) and 50 MeV
(bottom panels). The y−axis shows the proton fraction
Yp, while the x−axis shows the baryon number density nb

ranging from 10−5 to 10−1 fm−3. We show contour lines
to guide the eye. The violet dashed line represents the β-
equilibrium path, while the yellow line indicates the con-
straint zn, zp ≤ 0.3, as shown in Fig. 4. Each panel depicts
the complete EoS, incorporating contributions from leptons
and photons. In the right panels, the virial expansion is
directly compared to the database EoS, whereas in the left
panels, the data are cluster-adjusted as described in the main
text.

where we take the average

⟨ΓDatabase⟩ =
1

N EoS

NEoS∑
EoS=1

Γth,EoS , (34)

over the NEoS = 8 EoS employed in this comparison.

The panels provide the density and proton fraction de-

pendence of the relative error for the three represen-

tative temperatures T = 5 (top), 15 (middle) and 50
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MeV (bottom). We provide indicative contour plots

to guide the eye. The dashed lines are the same as

those in Fig. 4, indicating the β−equilibrium trajec-

tory (purple line) and the limit to the virial approxima-

tion zn, zp = 0.3 (yellow, bolder line). Left panels show

results where clusters are removed employing our rela-

tively simple prescription, while right panels correspond

to the relative error with respect to the raw CompOSE

data. This distinction provides a practical quantifica-

tion of clustering in the thermal index.

We find a substantial temperature dependence, going

from top to bottom panels in Fig. 8. At T = 5 MeV (top

panels), for instance, the virial expansion only converges

for very low densities and only exhibits a good match

with respect to the average EoS behavior at low proton

fraction. We observe relatively large differences with re-

spect to the raw CompOSE data ≳ 20% (right panel).

When we adjust for the clusters (left panel), the region

nb < 10−3 fm−3 is relatively well described by the virial

npeγ thermal index up to ≈ 10%. Beyond this den-

sity and up to nb ≈ 10−2 fm−3, the differences pile up

substantially, reaching values of over 20%, with higher

discrepancies for higher proton fractions. Despite these

discrepancies, after correcting the data for clusters, and

in the region where the virial approximation is valid,

the β−equilibrium thermal index in the virial approxi-

mation is within 5% of the average, clustered-adjusted

EoSs. In fact, close to PNM, for proton fractions below

Yp ≈ 0.05, the relative difference is within 1%.

The results of the top right panel indicate that, at T =

5 MeV, the effects of clustering are quite relevant. We

observe that, without removing the cluster contribution,

the virial prediction becomes less accurate across most

densities and proton fractions. Differences of more than

10% are consistently observed for proton fractions Yp >

0.1. At this low temperature, the virial approximation

only reproduces the CompOSE data for proton fractions

Yp ≲ 0.03.

The relatively large discrepancies between the virial

thermal index and the CompOSE averages decrease

steeply with temperature. The central panels at T = 15

MeV illustrate this fact. We observe that, when the

EoSs are adjusted for clusterig effects (right panels),

the region where ∆Γth exceeds 10% is already beyond

the validity of the virial approximation. Similarly as

in the T = 5 MeV case, the cluster adjustment is such

that the β−equilibrium thermal index remains within

1 − 3% of the average CompOSE result. The raw data

(right panel) differs from the virial approximation in a

wider range of densities and proton fractions. How-

ever,the most proton-rich cases, the virial approxima-

tion is within 10−15% of the average CompOSE result.

For proton fractions below Yp = 0.1, the virial approxi-

mation remains within 5% of the full database average.

Finally, the bottom panels show the results obtained

at T = 50 MeV. At this temperature we do not expect

clustering to be significant. We indeed observe that the

left and the right panels provide very similar results. Re-

gardless clustering processes, we observe that the virial

approximation is within a few percent of results pro-

vided by CompOSE EoSs. We take this as an indi-

cation that, for large temperatures, our approximation

provides a valid description of the thermal properties of

dense matter, in agreement with more microscopic nu-

clear models. This may be a consequence of the fact

that leptons dominate the thermal properties of mat-

ter in this high-temperature regime, to the point that

nuclear effects become largely irrelevant.

To summarize, our findings suggest that the approx-

imation of npeγ matter matter, using the virial expan-

sion to account for nuclear effects, closely aligns with the

average result predicted by state-of-the-art microscopic

tabulated EoS. Clustering is largely responsible for the

differences with respect to tabulated EoSs. Our ap-

proach, however, leads to errors ≲ 20% at very low tem-

peratures (T = 5 MeV), and mostly in the regions where

the proton fraction is larger. Along the β−equilibrium
trajectories, for instance, the differences with respect to

tabulated EoS is generally smaller within the complete

temperature regime. A potential assessment of the im-

portance of these discrepancies in numerical simulations

could provide further insight on the importance of clus-

tering in BNS physics.

5. CONCLUSION

The thermal properties of the dense matter in the in-

terior of neutron stars play a key role in determining

the dynamics of binary neutron star systems, influenc-

ing phenomena such as tidal interactions, gravitational

wave emission, and the equation of state. We provided

a description of the thermal index employing the virial

expansion to describe nuclear correlations.

The virial expansion is a model-independent approach

to evaluate the thermodynamical properties of an in-

teracting fermionic gas. Our approach is reliable at

very low densities, starting from a fiducial value of 10−5

fm−3. The high-density limit of the virial expansion is

temperature-dependent, and ranges from about 2×10−3

fm−3 at T = 5 MeV up to 0.1 fm−3 at T = 50 MeV,

covering a broad range of densities relevant for binary

neutron star mergers.

For neutron matter, the virial expansion suggests a

negligible impact of interactions on the thermal index.

We observed that, where the virial expansion converges,
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the thermal index is within a fraction of a percent of the

free Fermi gas value Γth = 5/3, independently of density

and temperature. Our estimate for truncation errors is

an order of magnitude smaller. We generalized our find-

ings to the case of npeγ matter employing a well-known

extension of the virial expansion to an arbitrary proton

fraction, including the effect of deuterons. The contri-

bution of leptons and photons is always relativistic and

dominates at the lowest densities. As the density in-

creases towards saturation, the thermal index for npeγ

matter can be understood in terms of a smooth transi-

tion from a lepton dominated regime at low densities,

with thermal index Γth ≈ 4/3, to a fermion-dominated

region, with Γth ≈ 5/3, as density increases. The ther-

mal index can be approximated by a very simple inter-

polation between these two regimes, Eq. (30), with an

inflection point that depends steeply on temperature,

Eq. (32). The effect of nuclear interactions in the density

regime of interest is extremely small, within a fraction

of a percent.

A limitation of our approach is that it does not ac-

count for nuclear clustering. At the density and temper-

ature regimes of interest for BNS remnants (see e.g. Ruiz

et al. (2021); Bamber et al. (2024), it can modify sub-

stantially the thermal properties of matter due to the

changing compositions with temperature and the en-

ergy absorption that results in the melting of nuclear

clusters. Our results indicate that the effect of cluster-

ing is relevant for the thermal index at relatively low

densities (T = 5 MeV), where on average microscopic

nuclear models may differ up to ∼ 10% from our simple

parametrization, particularly in areas of moderate pro-

ton fraction, with Yp > 0.1 − 0.2. However, Our model

can reproduce CompOSE database data at high tem-

peratures (T = 50 MeV) within a fraction of a percent.

More importantly, along the β−equilibrium trajectory,

our predictions for the thermal index are reliable com-

pared to the average CompOSE behavior within 10%

(2%) at temperature of T = 5 (T = 50) MeV.

We emphasize that our straightforward approach,

based on the virial expansion, closely reproduces the

behavior of some tabulated EoSs (see Sec. 4). The dom-

inant contribution in the evolution of the thermal index

at low densities is the transition from the lepton to the

nucleon-dominated regimes. Clustering effects are rele-

vant at low densities and temperatures, whereas nuclear

interactions are largely irrelevant below saturation den-

sity. Our numerical results are available in (Rivieccio

2025).

Our work may be expanded in several ways. First,

it will be of interest to determine whether the generic

transition for the thermal index predicted in our work

has an impact on numerical simulations of BNS mergers

in the determination of the ejecta properties. While the

high-density regime, dominated by nuclear interactions,

is interesting in terms of the GW signal, the phase space

of BNS simulations is much wider and the observable

consequences of such a transition may be relevant. Our

work suggests that this effect may have been present in

previous simulations employing tabulated data, but a

more thorough quantification is required. The simple

parametrization proposed in Eq. (30) and Eq. (32) may

provide a good starting point in this direction.

Our predictions are limited by the range of validity

of the virial expansion, which at low temperatures is a

substantial constrain. Expanding these towards higher

densities is also an important undertaking. We want

to extend the virial expansion beyond the second or-

der since our current estimates for the truncation error

of the expansion are relatively heuristic (Hou & Drut

2020b). A deeper understanding of the thermal index in

the nuclear-density regime may also require the use of

more complex nuclear many-body schemes (Rios 2020;

Kochankovski et al. 2022; Keller et al. 2023).
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APPENDIX

A. NUMERICAL VALUES OF THE VIRIAL COEFFICIENTS

Below, we discuss key details relevant to the implementation of the virial expansion. Table 1 displays the numerical

values for the relevant virial coefficients for PNM and also for asymmetric matter. Calculations are performed at several
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T [MeV] b
(2)
n (with CIB) b

(2)
n ≡ Γ(1) Γ(2) b

(2)
np b

(2)
np b

(2)
nuc b

(2)
nuc

1.0 0.2874 0.0321 0.0099 18.1309 -43.4614 18.4182 -43.4293

2.0 0.3023 0.0119 0.0037 4.9615 -7.2588 5.2638 -7.2469

3.0 0.3054 0.0037 0.0011 2.9232 -3.4110 3.2285 -3.4073

4.0 0.3059 0.0005 0.0002 2.1368 -2.1762 2.4427 -2.1757

5.0 0.3059 -0.0001 0.0000 1.7202 -1.5969 2.0262 -1.5970

6.0 0.3060 0.0007 0.0002 1.4607 -1.2673 1.7666 -1.2667

7.0 0.3062 0.0022 0.0007 1.2822 -1.0567 1.5884 -1.0545

8.0 0.3066 0.0041 0.0013 1.1512 -0.9113 1.4577 -0.9072

9.0 0.3072 0.0061 0.0019 1.0503 -0.8052 1.3574 -0.7991

10.0 0.3079 0.0082 0.0026 0.9698 -0.7245 1.2777 -0.7163

12.0 0.3098 0.0121 0.0038 0.8485 -0.6103 1.1583 -0.5982

14.0 0.3119 0.0153 0.0049 0.7606 -0.5336 1.0725 -0.5183

16.0 0.3141 0.0178 0.0058 0.6931 -0.4786 1.0072 -0.4609

18.0 0.3163 0.0194 0.0064 0.6392 -0.4375 0.9555 -0.4181

20.0 0.3184 0.0203 0.0068 0.5948 -0.4057 0.9132 -0.3853

25.0 0.3230 0.0197 0.0066 0.5107 -0.3510 0.8337 -0.3313

30.0 0.3264 0.0157 0.0053 0.4499 -0.3167 0.7763 -0.3009

35.0 0.3287 0.0094 0.0032 0.4028 -0.2931 0.7315 -0.2837

40.0 0.3299 0.0015 0.0005 0.3647 -0.2757 0.6946 -0.2741

45.0 0.3303 -0.0073 -0.0024 0.3328 -0.2619 0.6632 -0.2693

50.0 0.3301 -0.0168 -0.0054 0.3055 -0.2504 0.6356 -0.2672

Table 1. Numerical values of the virial coefficients at different temperatures. We list the second virial coefficient b
(2)
n for

PNM, the first and second order term of the approximation Γ1 and Γ2 respectively in Eq. (14), the second virial coefficient

for asymmetric matter b
(2)
np , the dimensionless temperature derivative of the latter b

(2)
n = Tb

(2)′
n , the contribution to the virial

coefficient b
(2)
nuc, and its dimensionless derivative temperature b

(2)
nuc.

temperatures (first column in Table 1), with the corresponding values of the various coefficients discussed in the main

text displayed in the subsequent columns. The integrals for the coefficients (second and fifth columns in Table 1) are

performed using phase shift data from the Granada database for energies up to 350 MeV (Navarro Pérez et al. 2013).

Beyond this energy, we assume a constant phase shift, equal to the value δττ ′(E = 350 MeV). We have checked that

changing this energy threshold has a minimal impact (less than 3%) on the virial coefficients, as contributions from

high energies are suppressed by the exponential factors in the integrals. The neutron contribution to the scattering

phase shift includes effects from CIB (Horowitz & Schwenk 2006a,b). While we employ partial waves up to J ≤ 7,

Ref. Horowitz & Schwenk (2006a) used L ≤ 6. Our results for the virial coefficients are however consistent up to 4%

across the whole temperature regime. A publicly available code for our implementation can be found in (Rivieccio

2025).

In addition to the standard virial coefficients, the calculation of the thermal index requires an accurate calculation

of the temperature derivatives b
(2)
n . We do not rely on numerical derivatives with respect to temperature, but rather

rewrite the derivatives as

b
(2)
n = T

db
(2)′
n

dT
= −∆b(2)n +

1

2
√
2πT 2

∫ ∞

0

dE E e−E/2T δtot(E) , (A1)

and explicitly compute the integral. Once again, we use the QUADPACK package for a fast and reliable calculation

of this component (Virtanen et al. 2020).

Although the range of validity of the virial expansion primarily applies at high temperatures, we also provide

numerical results down to T = 1MeV. We observe that the virial coefficient for neutron matter (second column in

Table 1) increases with temperature up to around T ≈ 41 MeV. Beyond this point, the virial coefficients reaches a

steady state and slowly decreases with temperature. In turns, this means that the temperature derivative of the virial

coefficient (third column in Table 1) becomes negative. Eqs. (14) and (15) suggests that the first-order coefficient for
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the thermal index, Γ(1), depends on the sign of the second-order virial derivative coefficient, b
(2)
n . This has several

implications. First, since Γ(1) is small, and Γ(2) is about a factor of 3 smaller, the medium modifications to Γth are

small. Second, when the derivative of the virial coefficient changes sign, the dependence on fugacity of the thermal

index also changes. In particular, at low temperatures, where b
(2)
n < 0, the thermal index tends to decrease with

density. In contrast, at high temperatures, where b
(2)
n > 0, the thermal index increases with density (see Fig. 2).

B. VIRIAL EXPANSION FOR A NEUTRON-PROTON MIXTURE

We now turn to discussing the virial expansion in arbitrary isospin-asymmetric matter. This is a well-known

approach (Horowitz & Schwenk 2006b), but we reproduce here the main expressions for completeness. We assume

that the pressure is a power series of the neutron zn = eµn/T and proton zp = eµp/T fugacities. To second order, this

expansion is given by

P =
2T

λ3

[
zn + zp +

(
z2n + z2p

)
b(2)n + 2 zn zp b

(2)
np

]
, (B2)

where b
(2)
np is the second virial coefficient for the np interaction. We employ the same b

(2)
n from Sec. 2 as the second

virial coefficient for both nn and pp interactions. The thermal de Broglie wavelength λ is computed with the average

nucleon mass. This approximation neglects Coulomb interaction effects and assumes that nuclear interactions are

charge-independent.

The coefficient b
(2)
n is obtained as described in Eq. (10), while the coefficient b

(2)
np can be decomposed into different

isospin components, b
(2)
np (T ) = b

(2)
nuc(T )− b

(2)
n (T ). We explicitly include the deuteron as a bound state contribution to

b
(2)
nuc, with experimental binding energy of Ed = 2.22 MeV (Horowitz & Schwenk 2006b). This contribution, together

with the scattering np phase-shifts, yields

b(2)nuc(T ) = −2−5/2 +
3√
2

(
eEd/T − 1

)
+

1

23/2πT

∫ ∞

0

dE e−E/2T δtotnuc(E), (B3)

where δtotnuc is now the sum over all partial waves and includes degeneracy factors depending on the isospin, I, and the

total angular momentum J ,

δtotnuc(E) =
∑
S,L,J

(2J + 1)(2I + 1)δ2S+1LJ
(E) = 3δ1S0

+ 3δ3S1
+ 3δ1P1

+ 3δ3P0
+ · · · . (B4)

As for the PNM described in Sec. 2, we assume that for energies beyond our data range δtot remains constant.

The virial coefficient for asymmetric matter (fifth column in Table 1) peaks at low temperatures, driven by the pres-

ence of the deuteron bound states which enhances the b
(2)
nuc coefficient (seventh column in Table 1) at low densities. As

the temperature increases, however, the deuteron bound state melts, and the np virial coefficients become smaller. The

temperature-derivative-coefficients in columns 6 and 7 in Table 1 start from large negative values at low temperatures

and subsequently become smaller in magnitude. We find that, since b
(2)
n is very small, the two derivative coefficients

are essentially the same, b
(2)
np ≈ b

(2)
nuc.

The densities for neutrons and protons are obtained by differentiating the pressure with respect to the corresponding

fugacities,

nτ =
zτ
T

(
∂P

∂zτ

)
V,T

=
2

λ3

(
zτ + 2 z2τ b

(2)
n + 2 zn zp b

(2)
np

)
, (B5)

with τ = n, p. The entropy density is obtained by differentiating the pressure with respect to temperature,

s =

(
∂P

∂T

)
µn,µp

=
5P

2T
− nn log zn − np log zp +

2

λ3

[
(z2n + z2p)b

(2)
n + 2znzpb

(2)
np

]
. (B6)

Finally, the energy density is calculated from the entropy density and the pressure,

ϵ = T s+
∑
i=n,p

niµi − P =
3

2
P +

2T

λ3

[
(z2n + z2p) b

(2)
n + 2 zn zpb

(2)
np

]
. (B7)
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As in Sec. 2.1, by examining Eqs. (B2) and (B7) and comparing them to Eq. (1) and Eq. (2), it is evident that both

the pressure and energy of the system are intrinsically thermal and hence Pnuc
th = P and ϵnucth = ϵ. With this, one can

readily obtain an expression for the nuclear thermal index up to second order in the virial expansion of the pressure

and the energy density,

Γnuc
th =

5

3
− 4

9

(zn − zp)
2b

(2)
n + 2znzpb

(2)
nuc

zn + zp + (zn − zp)2b
(2)
n + 2znzpb

(2)
nuc +

2
3

[
(zn − zp)2b

(2)
n + 2znzpb

(2)
nuc

] . (B8)

In our calculations, we use this expression computing Γnuc
th explicitly from the ratio of thermal energies and pressures.

We note that, just like in PNM, the leading virial expansion modifications to the nuclear thermal index arise from the

temperature derivatives of the virial coefficients, b
(2)
n and b

(2)
nuc, rather than the coefficients themselves.
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Möller, P., Sierk, A. J., Ichikawa, T., & Sagawa, H. 2016,

Atom. Data Nucl. Data Tabl., 109-110, 1,

doi: 10.1016/j.adt.2015.10.002

Mooley, K. P., Deller, A. T., Gottlieb, O., et al. 2018a,

Nature, 561, 355, doi: 10.1038/s41586-018-0486-3

Mooley, K. P., et al. 2018b, Astrophys. J. Lett., 868, L11,

doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/aaeda7

Most, E. R., Haber, A., Harris, S. P., et al. 2024, Astrophys.

J. Lett., 967, L14, doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/ad454f

Murguia-Berthier, A., et al. 2017, Astrophys. J. Lett., 848,

L34, doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/aa91b3

Nadal Matosas, A. 2022, Final year project, University of

Barcelona. https://hdl.handle.net/2445/188747
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Oertel, M., Hempel, M., Klähn, T., & Typel, S. 2017, Rev.

Mod. Phys., 89, 015007,

doi: 10.1103/RevModPhys.89.015007

Perego, A., Rosswog, S., Cabezón, R. M., et al. 2014, Mon.

Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 443, 3134,

doi: 10.1093/mnras/stu1352

http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.73.044002
http://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2010.02.010
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.160404
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2006.05.055
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2006.05.009
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2006.09.042
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.86.065806
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.044026
http://doi.org/0.1103/PhysRevLett.125.050403
http://doi.org/10.1103/physreva.102.033319
http://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/abddb0
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.030601
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature24453
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.044060
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.072701
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.103.055806
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2671
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty2196
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aaf96b
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx1683
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.73.015201
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.053633
http://doi.org/10.1086/311680
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.96.055804
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.160401
http://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039457
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.063011
http://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.137557
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aa991c
http://doi.org/10.1007/s41114-017-0006-z
https://arxiv.org/abs/2401.02493
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.adt.2015.10.002
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0486-3
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aaeda7
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ad454f
http://doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aa91b3
https://hdl.handle.net/2445/188747
http://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.88.024002
http://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.89.015007
http://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu1352


21

Radice, D., Perego, A., Bernuzzi, S., & Zhang, B. 2018,

Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 481, 3670,

doi: 10.1093/mnras/sty2531

Raduta, A. R., Nacu, F., & Oertel, M. 2021, Eur. Phys. J.

A, 57, doi: 10.1140/epja/s10050-021-00628-z

Raithel, C. A., & Paschalidis, V. 2024, Phys. Rev. D, 110,

043002, doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.110.043002

Read, J. S., Baiotti, L., Creighton, J. D. E., et al. 2013,

Phys. Rev. D, 88, 044042,

doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.88.044042

Rezzolla, L., Most, E. R., & Weih, L. R. 2018, Astrophys.

J. Lett., 852, L25, doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/aaa401

Rezzolla, L., & Takami, K. 2016, Phys. Rev. D, 93, 124051,

doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.93.124051

Rezzolla, L., & Zanotti, O. 2013, Relativistic

Hydrodynamics, EBSCO ebook academic collection

(OUP Oxford)

Rios, A. 2020, Front. Phys., 8, 00387,

doi: 10.3389/fphy.2020.00387

Rivieccio, G. 2025.

https://github.com/Gpeppee/Virial-EoS.git

Rivieccio, G., Guerra, D., Ruiz, M., & Font, J. A. 2024,

Phys. Rev. D, 109, doi: 10.1103/physrevd.109.064032

Ruiz, M., Shapiro, S. L., & Tsokaros, A. 2018, Phys. Rev.

D, 97, 021501, doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.97.021501

Ruiz, M., Tsokaros, A., & Shapiro, S. L. 2021, Phys. Rev.

D, 104, 124049, doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.104.124049

Savchenko, V., et al. 2017, Astrophys. J. Lett., 848, L15,

doi: 10.3847/2041-8213/aa8f94

Shapirol, S. L., & Teukolsly, S. A. 1984, Black Holes, White

Dwarfs, and Neutron Stars: The Physics of Compact

Objects (Wiley-VCH)

Shen, H., Ji, F., Hu, J., & Sumiyoshi, K. 2020, Astrophys.

J., 891, 148, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/ab72fd

Shen, H., Toki, H., Oyamatsu, K., & Sumiyoshi, K. 1998a,

Prog. Theor. Phys., 100, 1013, doi: 10.1143/PTP.100.1013

—. 1998b, Nucl. Phys. A, 637, 435,

doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9474(98)00236-X

—. 2011, Astrophys. J. Suppl.,, 197, 20,

doi: 10.1088/0067-0049/197/2/20

Shibata, M., Fujibayashi, S., Hotokezaka, K., et al. 2017,

Phys. Rev. D, 96, 123012,

doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.96.123012

Shibata, M., & Hotokezaka, K. 2019, Annu. Rev. Nucl.

Part. Sci., 69, 41,

doi: 10.1146/annurev-nucl-101918-023625

Steiner, A. W., Hempel, M., & Fischer, T. 2013, Astrophys.

J., 774, 17, doi: 10.1088/0004-637X/774/1/17

Stergioulas, N., Bauswein, A., Zagkouris, K., & Janka,

H.-T. 2011, Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 418, 427,

doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.19493.x

Sun, L., Ruiz, M., Shapiro, S. L., & Tsokaros, A. 2022,

Phys. Rev. D, 105, 104028,

doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.105.104028

Takami, K., Rezzolla, L., & Baiotti, L. 2014, Phys. Rev.

Lett., 113, 091104, doi: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.091104

—. 2015, Phys. Rev. D, 91, 064001,

doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.91.064001

Taylor, J. R. 1972, Scattering Theory: The Quantum

Theory of Nonrelativistic Collisions (New York: John

Wiley & Sons, Inc.)

Togashi, H., Nakazato, K., Takehara, Y., et al. 2017, Nucl.

Phys. A, 961, 78,

doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2017.02.010

Toki, H., Hirata, D., Sugahara, Y., Sumiyoshi, K., &

Tanihata, I. 1995, Nucl. Phys. A, 588, c357,

doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9474(95)00161-S

Troja, E., Piro, L., van Eerten, H., et al. 2017, Nature, 551,

71, doi: 10.1038/nature24290

Typel, S., Oertel, M., , & Klähn, T. 2015, Phys. Part.
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