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We show that the existence of massive neutron stars and asymptotic freedom of QCD place robust
upper bounds on the lowest sound speed of the ultra-dense matter unattainable in neutron stars.
Our approach does not rely on explicitly representing the equation of state in the density range
∼ 2 − 40n0, and does not require probabilistic interpretations. The upper limit decreases rapidly
when the maximum mass of neutron stars is greater than about 2.5M⊙. Discovery of ∼ 3M⊙
neutron stars would strongly support first-order phase transitions at high baryon densities.

I. INTRODUCTION

The nature of quark deconfinement at zero temper-
ature and finite density is an outstanding question in
the Standard Model. It remains unclear if the quark
and nucleonic phases are separated by phase transitions
and efforts to identify a critical point in the QCD phase
diagram using heavy-ion experiments remain inconclu-
sive [1, 2]. The liberation of quarks from hadrons can
either occur through a smooth crossover [3–5], through
a first-order phase transition (FOPT) [6–9], or both
hadrons and quarks could coexist over a wide range of
densities [10, 11].

Neutron stars (NSs) offer a unique window to address
this question since their interior probes a considerable
region of cold QCD where the baryon number density
may reach nB ∼ 2 − 10n0 (n0 = 0.16 fm−3). It is
well-known that sufficiently strong FOPT inside NSs can
significantly lower maximum mass of NSs and may re-
sult in a third family of compact stars with masses sim-
ilar to NSs but distinct sizes (e.g. [12–14]). Here, we
point out that FOPTs above NS densities not realized
in nature can also be inferred from astrophysical obser-
vations. We shall show that the minimum of squared
sound speed Cs = c2s is bounded from above. Depending
on the details of the microscopic interactions, FOPTs
manifest as periods of vanishing or low Cs. Evidence
for diminished Cs thus would lend support for FOPT in
cold QCD. Previous work has shown that the maximum
of sound speed squared Cs,max most likely exceeds 1/3 in
order to explain the existence of two-solar-mass pulsars,
either model-independently [15, 16] or via statistical in-
ferences [17, 18]. Since Cs asymptotes to 1/3 from be-
low, indications of Cs,max > 1/3 inside NSs necessitate
a trough in Cs with Cs,min < 1/3 above NS densities,
though its numerical value remains undetermined. The
present letter aims to fill this gap.

Our main finding is that the NS maximum mass, com-
monly known as the Tolman–Oppenheimer–Volkoff limit
MTOV [19, 20], places robust bounds on Cs,min above
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NS densities. Presently, the heaviest known pulsars are
around 2M⊙ [21–25]. While multimessenger observa-
tions of the post-merger evolution of GW170817 [26]
likely indicate MTOV ≲ 2.2 − 2.3M⊙ [27–31], the pos-
sibility of higher MTOV has yet to be conclusively ruled
out. In particular, the mass of the secondary compo-
nent of GW190814 is inferred to be 2.59+0.08

−0.09M⊙ [32].
Its implication for NS interiors has been explored previ-
ously in refs [15, 33, 34] assuming it is an NS, and here
we focus on its impacts above NS densities motivated
by the fact that future gravitational wave observations
could dramatically increase the sample of observed NS
masses [35, 36].
Probing the ultra-dense matter not realized in NSs

is enabled by taking a global view of the entire zero-
temperature QCD phase diagram. This strategy of comb-
ing information about the equation of state (EOS) of
cold dense matter at low density where nuclear physics
provides guidance, intermediate density where NS con-
straints are useful, and high density where perturbative
QCD (pQCD) is applicable [37–44] have been explored
in recent work [45–49]. Employing previously-known
model-independent bounds on the EOS [15, 50–52], in
[49] we clarified that while pQCD may exclude a consid-
erable fraction of EOSs in scenarios where Cs,max ≳ 0.6
inside NSs, it cannot improve bounds on NS masses and
radii. Additionally, we pointed out that the existence
of 2M⊙ NSs places robust limits on non-perturbative ef-
fects at ultra-high densities unattainable in NSs. This
work expands model-independent bounds on the ultra-
dense matter.
The rest of the manuscript is organized as follows. Sec-

tions II and III introduce bounds on the extrema of Cs

over an arbitrary interval of baryon chemical potential
µB ∈ [µL, µH ]. They follow from the requirements that
the baryon number density nB and separately the pres-
sure P at the endpoints L and H are consistent with
zero-temperature thermodynamics. For any neutron star
model, we apply these bounds between µB at the center
of most massive NSs which we label µTOV, and the lowest
baryon chemical potential µpQCD down to which pQCD
is believed to remain valid. This leads to upper bounds
on Cs,min over [µTOV, µpQCD] specific to each NS EOS.
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FIG. 1. Schematics for the mean value bound eq. 3 and the
∆Pmax bound eq. 10. The maximally stiff and soft EOSs be-
tween the low- and high-density endpoints are shown in blue
and red respectively. The dotted lines show these limits when
Cs,min = 0 and Cs,max = 1, the solid lines depict generalized
bounds with Cs,min > 0 and Cs,max < 1. The dashed line in
black is the secant whose slope is C−1

s,mean eq. 2.

Next, in section IV we remove dependencies on the NS in-
ner core EOS by maximizing the resulting upper bounds
among all physical possibilities.

II. THE MEAN VALUE BOUND

We begin by deducing a bound on the extrema of Cs

from the properties of the function nB(µB). At any point
in the µB-nB plane, the speed of sound squared Cs of a
given EOS is related to the slope via the thermodynamic
relation

d log nB

d logµB
= C−1

s . (1)

This bound is based on the dashed black line in fig. 1,
the secant connecting low- and high-density endpoints.
The inverse of its slope, which we denote Cs,mean (whose
meaning will be clear shortly), is given by

Cs,mean =
log (µpQCD/µTOV)

log (npQCD/nTOV)
, (2)

where npQCD ≡ nB(µpQCD) is prediction by pQCD, and
both nTOV and µTOV are specific to each NS model.

By the mean value theorem, for any EOS that passes
through the specified endpoints there exists at least one
point inside the interval where the slope is given by that
of the secant C−1

s,mean
1. It follows that the minimum and

maximum of Cs must bracket Cs,mean, i.e.,

Cs,min ≤ Cs,mean ≤ Cs,max. (3)

The mean value bound eq. 3 does not make use of the
pressure information at the endpoints so only provides

1 The mean value theorem assumes Cs is continuous and differen-
tiable. A proof relaxing these assumptions is given in appendix A
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FIG. 2. Upper bounds on the mean value eq. 2 maximized
across all NS EOSs (see section IV for details). By the mean
value bound eq. 3 they are also upper limits on Cs,min. The
lines and the bands correspond to the central value and the
2σ uncertainties of chiral effective field theory (χEFT). Each
color represents a choice of the pQCD renormalization scale
X = Λ̄/(µB/3). All physical possibilities lie on or below these
bounds, assuming χEFT is valid up to 2n0.

a conservative limit. Nevertheless, it is robust against
pQCD uncertainties as npQCD is known within ∼ 10%,
a consequence of accurate pQCD predictions for CpQCD

s

and eq. 1. Properties of the logarithm further ensure
Cs,mean is insensitive to the choice of µpQCD.
Figure 2 shows upper limits on Cs,mean as a function of

NS maximum mass MTOV. By eq. 3 they are also upper
limits on Cs,min. These bounds strengthen rapidly with
increasing MTOV, and are insensitive to nuclear theory
uncertainties. The details and the procedure to obtain
these results will be discussed in section IV.

III. BOUNDS FROM PRESSURE

Stronger limits on Cs,min are possible by demanding
the pressure of cold quark matter in the perturbative
regime can be reached from PTOV, the central pressure
of the most massive NS. Model-independent lower and
upper bounds on the pressure have long been known in
the literature [15, 16, 50–52]. Above an arbitrary den-
sity which we label L, the lowest (highest) and highest
(lowest) pressures at any chemical potential (density) are
given by the so-called maximally stiff and maximally soft
EOSs respectively. They are depicted in blue and red in
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fig. 1 and are specified by

Cs(nB) =

{
Cs,max, nB ≤ nL +∆nonset

Cs,min, nB > nL +∆nonset
max stiff,

(4)

Cs(nB) =

{
Cs,min, nB ≤ nL +∆nPT

Cs,max, nB > nL +∆nPT
max soft.

(5)

The onset density ∆nonset in the maximally stiff and the
strength ∆nPT in the maximally soft constructions as-
sociated with Cs,min segments are uniquely determined
by MTOV when employed to describe NS inner cores, or
by the high-density boundary condition (nH , PH , µH)
when constraining the EOS between endpoints L and H.
In this section, eqs. 4 and 5 are used for the latter pur-
pose, and the endpoints are taken to be the TOV and the
pQCD points. While previous work [15, 16] focused on
Cs,max assuming Cs,min = 0, our aim is to infer Cs,min.

The increment in pressure from µTOV to µpQCD pre-
dicted by these limiting EOSs follows directly from the
thermodynamic relation dP/dµB = nB , i.e., the areas
beneath these EOSs in fig. 1:

∆P =

∫ µpQCD

µTOV

nB(µB) dµB , (6)

where nB(µB) is obtained by integrating eq. 1. Denote
α = C−1

s,max and β = C−1
s,min, the maximal gain in pressure

associated with the maximally soft EOS is given by

∆Pmax =
npQCDµpQCD

α+ 1

[
1−

(
µ1

µpQCD

)α+1
]

+
nTOVµTOV

β + 1

[(
µ1

µTOV

)β+1

− 1

]
. (7)

Above, µ1 specifies the transition point marked as red
“+” in fig. 1 where Cs is switched from Cs,min to Cs,max.
This transition point is

µ1 = µTOV

(
µTOV

µpQCD

) δ
1−δ

(
npQCD

nTOV

)Cs,min
1−δ

, (8)

n1 = nTOV

(
npQCD

nTOV

) 1
1−δ

(
µTOV

µpQCD

) α
1−δ

, (9)

where δ = Cs,min/Cs,max = α/β.
The expressions for n2, µ2, and ∆Pmin associated with

the maximally stiff EOS (blue) are related to eqs. 7 to 9
via swapping α ↔ β. We explained in [49] that the unde-
termined size of non-perturbative superconducting gaps
precludes interpreting ∆Pmin as a constraint, so only give
its expression in appendix B.

For a chosen high-density matching point µpQCD, sta-
ble and causal connections between µTOV and µpQCD ex-

ist if and only if [49]

∆P = PpQCD − PTOV

≤ ∆Pmax(Cs,min, Cs,max, nTOV, µTOV). (10)

When taking Cs,min = 0 and Cs,max = 1, eq. 10 is a ro-
bust constraint on NS EOSs [46, 48, 49]. Its interpreta-
tion becomes murky when Cs,min > 0 and/or Cs,max < 1.
In principle, one may either assume values for Cs,min

and Cs,max and view eq. 10 as a constraint on NS EOSs
through PTOV, nTOV, and µTOV, or bound Cs,min and
Cs,max of the ultra-dense phase via eq. 10 given astro-
physical inputs that inform the TOV point. Since mul-
timessenger astronomy is expected to provide accurate
NS measurements in the coming decade [36], we pursue
the second avenue here2. As foretold by eq. 3, Cs,min

is bounded from above, whose upper limit max {Cs,min}
saturates the inequality eq. 10 and is implicitly given by

PpQCD − PTOV

= ∆Pmax(max {Cs,min} , Cs,max, nTOV, µTOV). (11)

Equation 11 is transcendental and we discuss the numer-
ical strategy of solving it in appendix B.

IV. EXTREMIZING OVER NS INNER CORES

To construct neutron stars, we adopt the procedure
discussed in [49]. Our approach centers on the state-of-
art next-to-next-to-next leading order (N3LO) chiral ef-
fective field theory (χEFT) predictions for pure neutron
matter [53, 54], and accurately captures both the cen-
tral values and correlated truncation errors. The beta-
equilibrium EOS is then constructed via a fifth-order ex-
pansion in proton fraction (for details see [55]). As for
the NS inner core above nB = 2n0, it is suffice for now
to assume some form of EOS is adopted.

For an arbitrary NS model that follows our χEFT-
based low-density EOS up to nχEFT and truncated at its
TOV point, the mean value Cs,mean eq. 2 gives an up-
per bound on Cs,min eq. 3 among all possibilities over
the range [µTOV, µpQCD]. We then extremize Cs,mean

across all physical inner core EOSs at given MTOV to
obtain the global maximum max {Cs,mean} independent
of models over the range between nχEFT and µpQCD. We
will report the technical details of the extremization pro-
cess elsewhere, and present the results here. We find
that max {Cs,mean} is reached by the maximally stiff in-
ner core EOS eq. 4 where nL = nχEFT and ∆nonset is
uniquely determined by MTOV:

Cs(nB) =

{
Cs,max, nB ≤ nχEFT +∆nonset

Cs,min, nB > nχEFT +∆nonset
(12)

2 If ab-initio limits on Cs,min become available, our framework can
be readily turned around to constrain NSs.
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FIG. 3. max {Cs,min}, max {Cs,min} from eq. 11 maximized
across all NS EOSs. The colors and lines are consistent with
those in fig. 2.

If Cs,min in eq. 12 were to vanish identically, the constant
Cs,min piece would not be realized in nature, since there
is no volume at the center of the most massive NSs for the
new phase above FOPT to materialize. However, phase
transitions with Cs,min > 0 at the center of maximum-
mass stars appear to be physical. Although in reality the
NS EOS is likely smoother than the maximally stiff in-
ner core, values of Cs,min for any such possibilities would
lie below the bounds based on eq. 12, rendering our re-
sults conservative. This is confirmed by over a billion NS
samples generated from perhaps the most agnostic EOS
parameterization, to be reported in the ensuing letter.

The resulting max {Cs,mean} are shown in fig. 2.
Throughout the main text we assume χEFT along with
its 2σ uncertainties up to 2n0, and impose pQCD at
µpQCD = 2.4 GeV where the truncation error is
estimated by varying the renormalization scale X ≡
Λ̄/(µB/3) = 1, 2, 4. We employ the N2LO quark mat-
ter EOS [37, 38] plus the O(α3

s log
2 αs) contribution at

N3LO [42, 43], and use two-loop running of αs. Since
χEFT and pQCD are the sole assumptions, our result
only depends on the central values and uncertainties of
their predictions. Higher pQCD renormalization scales
X yield stronger limits since they predict higher npQCD

and enhance the denominator in eq. 2. Uncertainties
associated with χEFT are generally negligible except
near the highest MTOV, where ∼ 40% errors on the
pressure P (nB = 2n0) translate to ∼ 0.1M⊙ uncer-
tainties on MTOV. This combined with the steep drop
in max {Cs,mean} leads to increased sensitivities toward
χEFT uncertainties when MTOV ≳ 2.8M⊙. A detailed
account on the uncertainties of these bounds is presented
in appendix D.

Following a similar extremization process, the global
maximum of max {Cs,min} across all high-density NS
models at fixedMTOV can be obtained, and is again given
by the maximally stiff inner core EOS. For clarity we use
boldfaced max {Cs,min} ≡ maxNS {max {Cs,min}} to dis-

tinguish this limit extremized across EOSs both below
and above NS densities from max {Cs,min} that is spe-
cific to each NS EOS. The results are shown in fig. 3.
Compared to the mean values bounds in fig. 2, the con-
straints here are stronger since the pressure information
is taken into account. But this improvement comes at
the expense of amplified uncertainties due to the poorly
determined PpQCD. All in all, if a NS was involved in
GW190814, Cs,min is robustly placed below ∼ 0.2− 0.25,
a bound strengthens to Cs,min ≲ 0.15 if MTOV ≳ 2.9M⊙.
So far, only causality Cs,max = 1 is imposed. Stronger

assumptions on Cs,max can lead to tighter constraints on
Cs,min. This possibility is demonstrated in fig. 4. For in-
stance, the current putative value MTOV ≃ 2.2M⊙ [27–
31] places Cs,min below ∼ 0.25 if Cs,max ≲ 0.5. On one
hand, decreasing Cs,max above NS densities (in eq. 10)
reduces ∆Pmax, the area below the red curve in fig. 1.
Ensuring eq. 10 remains satisfied and saturated, i.e., fix-
ing the area ∆Pmax, thus requires lower max {Cs,min}.
On the other hand, reducing Cs,max inside NSs at fixed
MTOV necessitates an extended Cs,max segment inside
NSs, which generally leads to lower max {Cs,min} above
NS densities (full explanation given below).
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FIG. 4. max {Cs,min} as a function of Cs,max. The colors and
bands are consistent with those in fig. 2. The dashed lines are
for MTOV = 2.2M⊙ and the solid for MTOV = 2.6M⊙.

V. DISCUSSION

The main result of this work can be simply under-
stood by considering the mean values between χEFT
and pQCD densities, CχEFT,pQCD

s,mean . They are listed in
the last column of table I and are very close to 1/3.
The mean value bounds eq. 3 suggest that the “aver-
age” of Cs between nχEFT and npQCD cannot diverge
too much from CχEFT,pQCD

s,mean , although sizable local devi-
ations are permitted. Elevated Cs over a wide density
ranges required to support a high MTOV thus must be
compensated by segments of low Cs above NS densities.
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Intriguingly, the mean value bound on Cs,max (second in-
equality in eq. 3) also suggests that the conformal limit
Cs,max ≤ 1/3 [56, 57] if not breached is maximally satu-
rated in dense QCD, an observation independent of any
neutron star physics (see appendix C).

X P (GeV/fm3) nB (n0) Cs CχEFT,pQCD
s,mean

1 1.24 30.5 0.365 0.308+0.014
−0.011

2 2.68 31.3 0.311 0.305+0.014
−0.011

4 3.07 33.5 0.319 0.298+0.014
−0.011

TABLE I. The pQCD EOS at µB = 2.4 GeV. The last column
shows the mean value between nχEFT = 2.0n0 and µpQCD =
2.4 GeV. The uncertainties are due the 2σ error of χEFT,
where the upper (lower) range corresponds to the soft (stiff)
side. Our χEFT-based EOS becomes unstable below ∼ −1.7σ
and is cut off at this value.

Our bounds carry little information about the location
of the minimum, except that it is above µTOV. The value
of µTOV is highly model-dependent [49], but is bounded
from both sides by the maximally soft and maximally
stiff NS EOSs. These are shown in fig. 6 in appendix D.
Additionally, the strength of phase transitions, i.e., the
jump in density ∆nB = n1 −nTOV (see eq. 9) associated
with the constant Cs,min piece is bounded from above
(lower Cs,min allows for milder ∆nB). We postulate this
upper limit is again given by the maximally stiff NS inner
core. Upper bounds on ∆nB can thus be translated to
stronger limits on Cs,min. For details see appendix D.
A key ingredient underlies our results is the near-

conformal pQCD predictions for the massless and gap-
less quark matter where CpQCD

s remains close to 1/3
and uncertainties tightly controlled even with naive ex-
trapolations down to non-perturbative regimes. This
can be traced back to the absence of O(αs) contribu-
tions to the trace anomaly [58]. We note that while
both the strange quark mass ms and the superconduct-
ing gap ∆CFL would quantitatively (but moderately at
best since the quark matter EOS is only considered at
µq ∼ GeV ≫ ms,∆CFL) affect our bounds [49, 59],
none of these neglected effects appear to offer a com-
plete explanation of Cs,min ≲ 1/3 on their own. Since
PCFL ∼ ∆2

CFLµ
2
B where ∆CFL ∝ µBg

−5
s exp(−1/gs) from

the leading order gap equation [60–66], pairing gaps alone
predict Cs ≳ 1/3. On the other hand, phase transitions
from either nucleonic or asymmetric quark phases such
as the two-flavor color superconductor [67, 68] could ex-
plain Cs ≲ 1/3. Furthermore, at N2LO [40] the strange
quark mass does not produce a dip below ∼ 0.3, though
higher order corrections may change this. One possible
alternative cause of the trough in Cs is hyperon conden-
sation. Distinguishing or disentangling its effect from
FOPT likely requires precise determinations of Cs,min.
Our work thus motivates ab-initio calculations of dense
hyperon gases.

Besides MTOV, we do not find additional NS static ob-

servables including radii and tidal deformabilities for a
wide range of NS masses that may robustly inform Cs,min,
although weak correlations between Cs,min and the size
of NSs may emerge for certain subgroups of NS models.
As pointed out in the preceding paper [49], µTOV and
nTOV would largely decouple from observables at lower
NS masses for sufficiently flexible EOSs. Along with the
shallow slopes dM

dR ∼ 0 near MTOV this highlights the
difficulty of constraining the TOV point from measure-
ments of NS sizes. Caveats associated with interpreting
confidence interval-based statistical evidence will be dis-
cussed in the ensuing letters.
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Appendix A: A proof of the mean value bound eq. 3

The speed of sound squared Cs(n) for thermodynam-
ically stable matter at zero temperature may contain a
finite number of discontinuities or non-differentiable sin-
gularities, but must be a Lebesgue integrable function,
whose integral yields the chemical potential. Therefore,
by the fundamental theorem of calculus,

logµ(nH)− logµ(nL) =

∫ lognH

lognL

Cs(n)d log n

≥
∫ lognH

lognL

min {Cs(n)} d log n

= (log nH − log nL)min {Cs(n)} ,
(A1)

from which the first half of eq. 3 follows:

Cs,min ≡ min {Cs(n)} ≤ logµ(nH)− logµ(nL)

log nH − log nL
≡ Cs,mean.

(A2)
The proof for the second inequality in eq. 3 follows simi-
larly.

Appendix B: Details of ∆Pmin,max

Here we present the derivations and full expressions of
∆Pmax and ∆Pmin for generic Cs,min ≥ 0 and Cs,max ≤ 1.
We begin with ∆Pmax. The EOSs of the constant Cs,min

and Cs,max segments (red in fig. 1) follow from integrating
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eq. 1 and are given by

nB(µB) =

 nTOV

(
µB

µTOV

)β

, µTOV ≤ µB ≤ µ1

npQCD

(
µB

µpQCD

)α

, µ1 ≤ µB ≤ µpQCD

(B1)
where as in the main text we have defined α = 1/Cs,max,
β = 1/Cs,min, and µ1 the baryon chemical potential at
which the two segments intersect. This point of intersec-
tion is marked by the red “+” in fig. 1, and its coordinate
is straightforward to solve:

µ1 = µTOV

(
µTOV

µpQCD

) δ
1−δ

(
npQCD

nTOV

) 1
β−α

, (B2)

n1 = nTOV

(
npQCD

nTOV

) 1
1−δ

(
µTOV

µpQCD

) α
1−δ

. (B3)

Utilizing eq. 6, we arrive at

∆Pmax =

∫ µ1

µTOV

dµ nTOV

(
µ

µTOV

)β

+

∫ µpQCD

µ1

dµ npQCD

(
µ

µpQCD

)α

, (B4)

which evaluates to eq. 7. This is the largest increment in
pressure from µTOV to µpQCD.
For ∆Pmin associated with the maximally stiff EOS

(blue in fig. 1), since it only differs from ∆Pmax in the
order of the Cs,min and Cs,max segments, the related ex-
pressions are obtained by swapping α ↔ β in those of

∆Pmax. To begin with, the stiff EOS takes the form

nB(µB) =

 nTOV

(
µB

µTOV

)α

, µTOV ≤ µB ≤ µ2

npQCD

(
µB

µpQCD

)β

, µ2 ≤ µB ≤ µpQCD

(B5)
where the transition point (µ2, n2) is given by

µ2 = µpQCD

(
µpQCD

µTOV

) δ
1−δ

(
nTOV

npQCD

) 1
β−α

, (B6)

n2 = npQCD

(
nTOV

npQCD

) 1
1−δ

(
µpQCD

µTOV

) α
1−δ

, (B7)

and is marked by the blue “+” in fig. 1. It follows that

∆Pmin =

∫ µ2

µTOV

dµ nTOV

(
µ

µTOV

)α

+

∫ µpQCD

µ2

dµ npQCD

(
µ

µpQCD

)β

=
nTOVµTOV

α+ 1

[(
µ2

µTOV

)α+1

− 1

]

+
npQCDµpQCD

β + 1

[
1−

(
µ2

µpQCD

)β+1
]
. (B8)

By plugging in the expressions of µ1 and µ2, ∆Pmin

and ∆Pmax simplify to

∆Pmax =
npQCDµpQCD

α+ 1

[
1−

(
µTOV

µpQCD

) 1+α
1−δ

(
npQCD

nTOV

) 1+α
β−α

]
+

npQCDµpQCD

β + 1

[(
µTOV

µpQCD

) 1+α
1−δ

(
npQCD

nTOV

) 1+α
β−α

− nTOVµTOV

npQCDµpQCD

]
,

(B9)

∆Pmin =
nTOVµTOV

α+ 1

[(
µpQCD

µTOV

) 1+α
1−δ

(
nTOV

npQCD

) 1+α
β−α

− 1

]
+

nTOVµTOV

β + 1

[
npQCDµpQCD

nTOVµTOV
−
(
µpQCD

µTOV

) 1+α
1−δ

(
nTOV

npQCD

) 1+α
β−α

]
.

(B10)

Now we discuss the procedure to find max {Cs,min},
the highest Cs,min that satisfies the inequality eq. 10, or
equivalently the minimum of β = 1/Cs,min. It saturates
the ∆Pmax bound eq. 10 and is implicitly given by

Z =
1

1 + α
[1−A] +

1

1 + β

[
A− x

y

]
, (B11)

where for notational simplicity we have defined dimen-

sionless quantities x = µL

µH
, y = nH

nL
, A = x

1+α
1−δ y

1+α
β(1−δ) ,

and Z = PH−PL

µHnH
. This is a transcendental equation in

either α or β and to the best of the author’s knowl-

edge no analytical solution exists. We therefore solve
min {β} ≡ max {Cs,min} numerically.
Useful insights may be gleaned from the geometric in-

terpretation of eq. 6, namely ∆Pmax as the area under
the red curve in fig. 1. It ensures ∆Pmax(Cs,min) is a
smooth and monotonically decreasing function, i.e., shal-
lower slopes of C−1

s,min reduce the area ∆Pmax below the

maximally soft EOS. Therefore, the root max {Cs,min} if
exists must be unique on and bracketed by the interval
[0, Cs,max]. Further, the mean value bound eq. 3 tightens
the bracketing interval to [0, Cs,mean]. A simple bisection
algorithm or methods of similar flavors are thus handy.
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FIG. 5. The mean value between µpQCD = 2.6 GeV abd
the QCD critical point where µB ≈ 931 MeV. If the ground
state near the critical point is strange quark matter, causality
demands nB(µB = 931 MeV) ≲ 10n0, and the conformal limit
if hold would require nB(µB = 931 MeV) ≲ n0.

We note that a solution to eq. B11 is not guaranteed,
in which cases even Cs,min = 0 that yields the highest
possible ∆Pmax cannot satisfy eq. 10. The NS EOS un-
der consideration is therefore robustly excluded for the
specified maximum sound speed Cs,max and pQCD EOS
at the chosen µpQCD [46, 48, 49].

Appendix C: the mean value bound and the
conformal limit

In table I we showed that the mean value bound eq. 3
leads to intriguing clues about possible violations of the
conformal limit Cs ≲ 1/3, simply by knowing χEFT up
to ∼ 2n0 and pQCD EOS down to 30 − 50n0. This
assumes the ground state of low-density QCD is nucle-
onic and is faithfully described by χEFT. If instead the
strange quark matter is favored, eq. 3 may provide use-
ful information on the baryon number density around the
critical point µB ≃ 931 MeV. The mean value bound sug-
gests nB(µB = 931 MeV) ≲ 2n0 if the conformal limit
were to be respected across all densities in cold QCD,
and demand nB(µB = 931 MeV) ≲ 10n0 on the basis of
causality. See fig. 5. These values are insensitive to de-
tails of the pQCD EOS (e.g., whether ms, ∆CFL, or the
N3LO contribution are included, or the choices of µpQCD

and X).

Appendix D: the location and strength of Cs,min

To begin with, we present bounds on µTOV and nTOV.
Figure 6 shows the lower and upper limits on µTOV as
functions ofMTOV. They are given by the maximally stiff
and maximally soft inner core EOSs respectively. We also
superimpose about 100 million samples of NS EOS on
top of it to corroborate these bounds. Our main results

FIG. 6. Lower and upper bounds on µTOV given by the max-
imally stiff (blue) and maximally soft (orange) inner core
EOSs. Cs,min under scrutiny in this work lies above µTOV

(and below µpQCD). The gray region consists of ∼ 108 EOS
samples, confirming the lower and upper limits.

figs. 2 and 3 are based on the maximally stiff construction
(blue). The rapid increase in µTOV forMTOV ≳ 2.5M⊙ is
a key reason behind the steep drop in max {Cs,mean} and
max {Cs,min} in figs. 2 and 3. An upper bound is also
feasible and is given by the maximally soft EOS (orange).
It stays around 2.1 − 2.2 GeV for the range of MTOV

shown here and always lies above the blue curves.
Predictions for nTOV by eq. 12 are shown as the blue

curves in fig. 7. They are not bounds on nTOV, al-
though lower limits can be obtained by setting Cs,min = 0
in eq. 12 and are shown in gray. When FOPTs are
present at the center of most massive NSs, nTOV are al-
ways pushed higher and the magnitude of this change is
insensitive to the numerical value of Cs,min as long as
Cs,min ≲ 0.01. The only exception is at the highest pos-
sible values of MTOV, where adding the Cs,min segment
at the center of the star no longer produces stable config-
urations and the blue and gray curves touch (not shown
due to limited resolutions). For a sample-based statistics,
see the preceding paper [49].

These information allows one to gain deeper insights
into our bounds in figs. 2 and 3. Since eq. 12 (with
Cs,min > 0) predicts the lowest µTOV for given MTOV,
and at these µTOV the highest nTOV, it is evident from
eq. 2 that it produces the global maxima of Cs,mean.
Therefore, even if the phase transition in the maximally
stiff inner core eq. 12 is shown to be unphysical, all realis-
tic NS EOSs would still have Cs,min below max {Cs,mean}
and max {Cs,min} derived from eq. 12. For instance, dis-
counting the Cs,min piece in eq. 12 as unrealistic and set-
ting nTOV to the onset of FOPTs (gray in fig. 7) would
reduce the denominator in eq. 2 while leaving the nu-
merator unaffected, decreasing Cs,mean. In fact, there
exists smooth deformations to eq. 12 (for instance, low-
ering ∆nonset and raising Cs,min) in which infinitesimal
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FIG. 7. Predictions of nTOV by the maximally stiff inner core
EOS eq. 12 with Cs,min = 0 (gray) and Cs,min = 10−6 (blue).
At given MTOV, lower bounds on nTOV for any NS EOS are
given by the grey curve (i.e., eq. 12 truncated at the onset of
FOPT).

changes to the EOS result in correspondingly small shifts
in Cs,mean and max {Cs,min}. One can show (at least
some of) these neighbors are physical, so eq. 12 remains
relevant even if itself may be unrealistic.
The uncertainties in fig. 2 can also be understood bet-

ter with the help of figs. 6 and 7. At MTOV ≃ 2M⊙,
the error in Cs,mean is dominated by that of nTOV

where softer χEFT EOSs predict higher central densi-
ties and consequently higher Cs,mean. Near high values
of MTOV ≳ 2.6M⊙ the uncertainty in Cs,mean is domi-
nated by that of µTOV and now softer χEFT EOSs pre-
dict higher µTOV therefore lower values of Cs,mean. It is
more challenging to pinpoint exactly the sources of er-
rors in fig. 3 due to the rather obscured dependencies on
µTOV and nTOV in max {Cs,min}. But since the ∆Pmax

bound is an additional requirement on top of eq. 3 and
the bounds in fig. 3 closely tracks those in fig. 2, the
uncertainties follow similar trends too.
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