arXiv:0705.2999v1 [nucl-th] 21 May 2007

Constraining properties of neutron stars with heavy-ion reactions in terrestrial laboratories

Bao-An Li^1, Lie-Wen Chen^2, Che Ming Ko^3, Plamen G. Krastev^1, Andrew W. Steiner^4, Gao-Chan Yong^1

1Department of Physics, Texas A&M University-Commerce, Commerce, TX 75429, U.S.A 2Institute of Theoretical Physics, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200240 3Cyclotron Institute and Physics Department, Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas 77843, USA 4Joint Institute for Nuclear Astrophysics and National Superconducting Cyclotron Laboratory, Michigan State University, East Lansing, MI 48824, USA

Abstract. Heavy-ion reactions provide a unique means to investigate the equation of state (EOS) of neutron-rich nuclear matter, especially the density dependence of the nuclear symmetry energy E_{sym}(ρ). The latter plays an important role in understanding many key issues in both nuclear physics and astrophysics. Recent analyses of heavy-ion reactions have already put a stringent constraint on the E_{sym}(ρ) around the saturation density. This subsequently allowed us to constrain significantly the radii and cooling mechanisms of neutron stars as well as the possible changing rate of the gravitational constant G.

PACS numbers: 26.60.+c,24.10.-i

1. Introduction

Within the parabolic approximation which has been verified by all many-body theories to date, the EOS of isospin asymmetric nuclear matter can be written as E(ρ, δ) = E(ρ, δ = 0) + E_{sym}(ρ)δ^2 + O(δ^4), where δ ≡ (ρ_n − ρ_p)/(ρ_p + ρ_n) is the isospin asymmetry and E_{sym}(ρ) is the density-dependent nuclear symmetry energy. The latter is very important for understanding many interesting astrophysical problems [1, 2], the structure of radioactive nuclei [3, 4], and the dynamics of heavy-ion reactions [5, 6, 7, 8].

2. Constraining the density dependence of the nuclear symmetry energy in terrestrial nuclear laboratories

Considerable progress has been made recently in determining the density dependence of the nuclear symmetry energy at sub-normal densities in terrestrial nuclear laboratories. Shown in Fig. 1 are several typical theoretical model predictions [9, 10, 11] compared with the constraints obtained from model analyses of experimental data (those labeled

Constraining properties of neutron stars with heavy-ion reactions in terrestrial laboratories2

Figure 1. Left panel:Density dependence of the nuclear symmetry energy using the MDI interaction with x = 0 and x = −1 and other many-body theories predictions (taken from [22]). Right panel: symmetry energies obtained from 21 sets of Skyrme interactions and the MDI interaction with x = −1 and x = 0 [19].

x = 0, x = −1 and FSU-Gold). The constraints labeled x = 0 and x = −1 were extracted recently from studying isospin diffusion in the reaction of^{124}Sn +^{112}Sn at E_{beam}/A = 50 MeV within a transport model [12, 13, 14, 15] using the MDI interaction [16]. For this particular reaction the maximum density reached is about 1.2ρ_0. The constraints are thus only valid below this density. Moreover, it was shown that the neutron-skin thickness in^{208}Pb calculated within the Hartree-Fock approach using the same underlying Skyrme interactions as the ones labeled x = 0 and x = −1 is consistent with the available experimental data [17, 18, 19]. The symmetry energy labeled as FSU-Gold was calculated within a Relativistic Mean Field Model (RMF) using a parameter set such that it reproduces both the giant monopole resonance in 90Zr and^{208}Pb, and the isovector giant dipole resonance of^{208}Pb [20]. These results all together represent the best phenomenological constraints available on the symmetry energy at sub-normal densities. The various predictions at supra-normal densities still diverge widely. Hopefully, nuclear reactions with high energy radioactive beams will allow us to pin down the high density behavior soon using several probes predicted recently [21].

The available constraints on the symmetry energy limit the nuclear effective interactions in nuclear matter. This can be seen by comparing them with the symmetry energies obtained from Skyrme effective interactions [19]. The right panel of Fig. 1 displays the density dependence of E_{sym}(ρ) for 21 sets of Skyrme interaction parameters that are currently used widely in nuclear structure studies. Surprisingly, most of these effective interactions lead to symmetry energies rather inconsistent with the constraints discussed above.

Constraining properties of neutron stars with heavy-ion reactions in terrestrial laboratories3

3. Constraining the radii and cooling mechanisms of neutron stars

While the maximum mass of neutron stars is mainly determined by the incompressibility of symmetric nuclear matter, their radii are primarily determined by the isospin asymmetric pressure that is proportional to the slope of the symmetry energy E^′_{sym}(ρ). For the simplest case of a neutron-proton-electron (npe) matter in neutron stars at β equilibrium, the pressure is given by P (ρ, δ) = P_0(ρ) + P_{asy}(ρ, δ) = ρ^2 (_{∂E} ∂ρ ) δ +^1_4 ρ_eμ_e = ρ^2 [ E^′(ρ, δ = 0) + E^′_{sym}(ρ)δ^2 ] +^1_2 δ(1 − δ)ρE_{sym}(ρ), where the electron density is ρ_e =^1_2 (1 − δ)ρ and the chemical potential is μ_e = μ_n − μ_p = 4δE_{sym}(ρ). The equilibrium value of δ is determined by the chemical equilibrium and charge neutrality conditions, i.e., δ = 1 − 2x_p with x_p ≈ 0.048 [E_{sym}(ρ)/E_{sym}(ρ_0)]^3 (ρ/ρ_0)(1 − 2x_p)^3. Because of the large δ value in neutron stars, the electron degenerate pressure is small. Moreover, the isospin symmetric contribution to the pressure is also very small around normal nuclear matter density as E^′(ρ_0, δ = 0) = 0. The pressure is thus dominated by the term proportional to the slope of the symmetry energy. Since neutron star radii are determined by the pressure at moderate densities where the proton content of matter is small, they are very sensitive to the slope of the symmetry energy near and just above ρ_0. In particular, a stiffer symmetry energy is expected to lead to a larger neutron star radius.

Figure 2. Left panel: mass and proton fraction of neutron star and the symmetry energy as functions of density. Right panel: correlations in neutron star masses and radii [18]. All results are for spherically-symmetric, nonrotating, non-magnetized neutron stars consisting of npeμ matter at zero temperature.

The dependence of some basic properties of neutron stars on the nuclear EOS is shown in the left panel of Fig. 3. The top and middle panels give, respectively, the mass of neutron star and its proton fraction x_p, calculated from the MDI interaction with x = 0, −1, and −2, as functions of its central density. The symmetry energies obtained from these interactions are shown in the lower panel together with that from the AV18+δv+UIX^∗ interaction of Akmal et al. (APR) [23]. It is interesting to see that up to about 5ρ_0 the symmetry energy predicted by APR agrees very well with that

Constraining properties of neutron stars with heavy-ion reactions in terrestrial laboratories4

from the MDI interaction with x = 0. For x_p below 0.14 [1], the direct URCA process for fast cooling of proto-neutron stars does not proceed because energy and momentum conservation cannot be simultaneously satisfied. For EOSs from the MDI interaction with x = −1 and x = −2, the condition for direct URCA process is fulfilled for nearly all neutron stars above 1 M_⊙. For the EOS from x = 0, the minimum density for the direct URCA process is indicated by the vertical dotted line, and the corresponding minimum neutron star mass is indicated by the horizontal dotted line. While this indicates that neutron stars with masses above 1.39 M_⊙ have a central density above the threshold for the direct Urca process, this conclusion may be modified by the presence of terms in the symmetry energy which are quartic in the isospin asymmetry at high density[24].

The relations between neutron star masses and radii for above EOSs are given in the right panel of Fig. 3. Also given are the constraints due to causality as well as the mass-radius relations from estimates of the crustal fraction of the moment of inertia (ΔI/I = 0.014) in the Vela pulsar [25] and from the redshift measurement from Ref. [26]. Allowed equations of state should lie to the right of the causality line and also cross the other two lines. The hatched regions are inferred limits on the radius and the radiation radius (the value of the radius which observed by an observer at infinity) defined as R_∞ = R/ √ 1 − 2GM/Rc^2 for a 1.4 M_⊙ neutron star. It is seen that the symmetry energy affects strongly the radius of a neutron star but only slightly its maximum mass [1, 27]. These analyses have led to the conclusion that only radii between 11.5 and 13.6 km (or radiation radii between 14.4 and 16.3 km) are consistent with the EOSs from the MDI interaction with x = 0 and x = −1 and thus with the terrestrial nuclear laboratory data. The observational determination of the neutron star radius from the measured spectral fluxes relies on a numerical model of the neutron star atmosphere and uses as inputs the composition of the atmosphere, a measurement of the distance, the column density of x-ray absorbing material, and the surface gravitational redshift. Since many of these quantities are difficult to measure, only a paucity of radius measurements are available. Nevertheless, it is interesting to note that the calculations shown in Fig.3 are consistent with recent observations [28] including the very rapidly rotating pulsar discovered recently [29].

4. Constraining the changing rate of the gravitational constant G

Testing the constancy of the gravitational constant G has been a longstanding fundamental question in natural science. As first suggested by Jofré, Reisenegger and Fernández [30], Dirac’s hypothesis [31] of a decreasing gravitational constant G with time due to the expansion of the Universe would induce changes in the composition of neutron stars, causing dissipation and internal heating. Eventually, neutron stars reach their quasi-stationary states where cooling due to neutrino and photon emissions balances the internal heating. As shown in ref. [30] the stationary surface temperature is directly related to the relative changing rate of G via T^∞_s = D̃ | |˙_G G | |^{2/7}, where the

function D̃ is a quantity depending only on the stellar model and the equation of state.

Constraining properties of neutron stars with heavy-ion reactions in terrestrial laboratories5

Figure 3. Left: Neutron star stationary surface temperature for stellar models satisfying the mass constraint by van Straten et al. [33]. The solid lines are the predictions versus the stellar radius for the considered neutron star sequences. Dashed lines correspond to the 68% and 90% confidence contours of the blackbody fit of Kargaltsev et al. [34]. The value of |Ġ/G| = 4 × 10^{−12}yr^{−1} is chosen so that predictions from the x = 0 EOS are just above the observational constraints. Right: Same as left but assuming |Ġ/G| = 8 × 10^{−13}yr^{−1}.

The correlation of surface temperatures and radii of some old neutron stars may thus carry useful information about the changing rate of G. Using the constrained symmetry energy with x = 0 and x = −1 shown in Fig.1, within the gravitochemical heating formalism, as shown in Fig.3 we obtained an upper limit of the relative changing rate of |Ġ/G| ≤ 4 × 10^{−12}yr^{−1}. This is the best available estimate in the literature[32]. For a comparison, results with the EOS from the recent Dirac-Brueckner-Hartree-Fock (DBHF) [35] calculations using the Bonn B potential are also shown. The Bonn B potential gives roughly the same result on the stationary surface temperature but slightly larger radius compared to the x = 0 case.

5. Summary

In summary, the symmetry energy of neutron-rich matter is fundamentally important for both nuclear physics and astrophysics. Available data from heavy-ion reactions in terrestrial laboratories allowed us to constrain the symmetry energy at sub-saturation densities. This has led to stringent constraints on not only the nuclear effective interactions but also the cooling mechanisms, radii of neutron stars and the changing rate of the gravitational constant G.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported in part by the US National Science Foundation under Grant Nos. PHY-0652548, PHY-0457265, the Research Corporation, the Welch Foundation

Constraining properties of neutron stars with heavy-ion reactions in terrestrial laboratories6

under Grant No. A-1358, the Joint Institute for Nuclear Astrophysics under NSF- PFC grant PHY 02-16783 and the U.S. Department of Energy at Los Alamos National Laboratory under Contract No. DE-AC52-06NA25396, the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant Nos. 10575071, and 10675082, MOE of China under project NCET-05-0392, Shanghai Rising-Star Program under Grant No. 06QA14024, the SRF for ROCS, SEM of China.

References

[1] J.M. Lattimer and M. Prakash, Phys. Rep., 333, 121 (2000); Science 304, 536 (2004). [2] A. W. Steiner, M. Prakash, J.M. Lattimer, and P.J. Ellis, Phys. Rep. 411, 325 (2005). [3] B.A. Brown, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 5296 (2000). [4] J.R. Stone et al., Phys. Rev. C68, 034324 (2004).

[5] B.A. Li, C.M. Ko, and W. Bauer, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E7, 147 (1998). [6] Isospin Physics in Heavy-Ion Collisions at Intermediate Energies, Eds. B. A. Li and W.

Uuo Schröder (Nova Science Publishers, Inc, New York, 2001). [7] P. Danielewicz, R. Lacey, and W.G. Lynch, Science 298, 1592 (2002). [8] V. Baran et al., Phys. Rep. 410, 335 (2005). [9] A.E.L. Dieperink et al., Phys. Rev. C 68 (2003) 064307. [10] C. Fuchs, H.H. Wolter, Eur. Phys. J. A 30 (2006) 5.

[11] W. Zuo, A. Lejeune, U. Lombardo, J. F. Mathiot, Eur. Phys. J. A 14 (2002) 469. [12] L. Shi and P. Danielewicz, Phys. Rev. C 68 (2003) 064604. [13] M.B. Tsang et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 92 (2004) 062710. [14] L.W. Chen, C.M. Ko and B.A. Li, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94 (2005) 032701. [15] B.A. Li and L.W. Chen, Phys. Rev. C 72 (2005) 064611.

[16] C.B. Das, S. Das Gupta, C. Gale, and B.A. Li, Phys. Rev. C67, 034611 (2003); B.A.

Li, C.B. Das, S. Das Gupta, and C. Gale, Phys. Rev. C69, 011603 (2004); Nucl. Phys. A735, 563 (2004).

[17] A.W. Steiner and B.A. Li, Phys. Rev. C 72 (2005) 041601(R). [18] B.A. Li and Andrew W. Steiner, Phys. Lett. B642 (2006) 436. [19] L.W. Chen, C.M. Ko and B.A. Li, Phys. Rev. C 72 (2005) 064309 [20] B.G. Todd-Rutel and J. Piekarewicz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 (2005) 122501. [21] L.W. Chen, C.M. Ko, B.A. Li and G.C. Yong, arXiv:0704.2340 [nucl-th], Frontiers of Physics in China, (2007) in press.

[22] G.C. Yong, B.A. Li and L.W. Chen, nucl-th/0703042, Phys. Lett. B (2007) in press. [23] A. Akmal, V.R. Pandharipande, and D.G. Ravenhall, Phys. Rev. C58, 1804 (1998). [24] A.W. Steiner, Phys.Rev. C74, 045808 (2006).

[25] B. Link, R. I. Epstein, and J.M. Lattimer; Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 3362 (1999). [26] J. Cottam, F. Paerels, and M. Mendez, Nature 420, 51 (2002). [27] M. Prakash et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, 2518 (1988).

[28] R.E. Rutledge et al., Astrophys. J. 580, 413 (2002); ibid, 577, 346 (2002). [29] J. W. T. Hessels et al., Science 311, 1901–1904 (2006).

[30] P. Jofre, A. Reisenegger and R. Fernandez, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 131102 (2006). [31] P. A. M. Dirac, Nature 139, 323 (1937). [32] P.G. Krastev and B.A. Li, nucl-th/0702080. [33] W. van Straten et al., Nature 412, 158 (2001).

[34] O. Kargaltsev, G. G. Pavlov and R. W. Romani, Astrophys. J. 602, 327 (2004). [35] P. Krastev and F. Sammarruca, Phys. Rev. C 74, 025808 (2006).