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Abstract

We present a simultaneous calculation of heavy singhggpernuclei and compact stars containing
hypernuclear core within a relativistic density functibtfzeory based on a Lagrangian which
includes the hyperon octet and lightest isoscalar-isavenesons which couple to baryons with
density-dependent couplings. The corresponding dengitgtional allows for SU(6) symmetry
breaking and mixing in the isoscalar sector, whereby thadeges in ther-A ando-X couplings
away from their values implied by the SU(3) symmetric modelw@sed to adjust the theory to the
laboratory and astronomical data. WedixA coupling using the data on the singlehypernuclei
and derive an upper bound on ek from the requirement that the lower bound on the maximum
mass of a compact star i$/R.
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1. Introduction

The current and upcoming experimental studies of the pti@sensf A-hypernuclei in labora-
tory, such as HKS experiment at JLab in the US, J-PARC expariim Japan, PANDA experiment
at FAIR in Germany, the ALICE experiment at CERN, will grgadidvance our understanding of
the strange sector of the nuclear forces and propertiesp#Erhyclei. Astronomical motivation to
study hypernuclear stars resurged after the recent olisers®f two-solar-mass pulsars in binary
orbits with white dwarfs|[1,/2]. Hyperons become energdligdavorable once the Fermi energy
of neutrons exceeds their rest mass. The onset of hyperdusa® the degeneracy pressure of a
cold thermodynamic ensemble, therefore, the equationaté $E0S) becomes softer than in the
absence of the hyperons. As a result the maximum possible afi@acompact star decreases to
values which contradict the observations. This contraahias known as “hyperonization puzzle”.

What can be said about th&ective amount of attraction of hypernuclear forces? Thegxp
mental observations of bournthypernuclei imply that the interaction must be attracéweugh
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to bind aA particle to a medium and heavy mass nucleus. At the same lienexistence of two-
solar-mass pulsars requiredistient repulsion (at least at high densities) to guarantesttbility
of hypernuclear compact stars, if such exist. Thereftre,combined laboratory and astronom-
ical data limit from above and below the attraction among érgms in nuclear medium in any
particular model.

In this work we use a relativistic density functional the@@fT) of hypernuclear matter to ex-
tract these bounds. Density functional theory is a veryssgftil theoretical tool to study complex
many-body systems in various fields including strongly elated electronic systems, quantum
chemistry, atomic and molecular systems, classical Igjurtagnetic materials, etc! [3]. In particu-
lar, relativistic covariant DFTs have been applied to stowlk hypernuclear systems and compact
stars both in the past (see, for example, [4, 5] for an acaooiuthe early work) and in recent years,
notably to address the “hyperonization puzzle’ | [6—14]. E8enning and Moszkowski [15] were
the first to recognize the importance of reconciliation aftnen-star masses and binding energies
of the A-hypernuclei. Since the recent discoveries of heavy coirgiacs the astronomical con-
straints have become much tighter. The quality of relditvdensity functionals have considerably
improved in the last decade due to better constraints fremplienomenology of nuclei [16]. Here
we use an extension of nuclear density functional with a itledependent parameterization of
the couplings|[16], which was extended to the hypernucleeaios in Ref. [17] within the SU(3)
symmetric model. The focus of that work was on the sengjtdithe EoS of hypernuclear matter
to the unknown hyperon—scalar-meson couplings. Withis ft@amework, it was argued that the
parameters can be tuned such that two-solar mass hypemnjact stars emerge (which is not
possible within the standard SU(3) parameterization).

Here we test this model by carrying out calculations of a neindd hypernuclei and by pro-
viding acombined constrairdn the parameters of the underlying DFT by invoking both gteca
nomical and laboratory data on hypernuclear systems. W #iat the coupling ofr-meson to
the A-hyperon can be optimized to fit the data on hypernuclei, tlausowing down the parameter
space. We then constrain the parameter space of the reairiX coupling using some general
inequalities as well as the astronomical observationdvbf Aulsars.

2. Density functional theory of hypernuclear matter

The relativistic Lagrangian density of our model reads
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where theB-sum is over thel® = %+ baryon octety g are the baryonic Dirac fields with masses
The meson fields, w, andp, mediate the interaction among baryon fields, andp,, represent
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the field strength tensors of vector mesons aggd m,, andm, are their masses. The baryon-
meson coupling constants are denotedyly. The last line of Eq.L{1) stands for the contribution
of the free leptons, where thiesum runs over the leptores, ™, ve andy, with massesn,. The
density dependence of the couplings implicitly takes irtooaint many-body correlations among
nucleons which are beyond the mean-field approximation.nlickeon-meson coupling constants
are parametrized ag(ps) = n(po)Ni(¥), for i = o, w, andg,n(os) = gun(oo) Expl-a,(x — 1)]

for the p,-meson, whergyg is the baryon density, is the saturation density, = pg/po and the
explicit form of the functiongy(x) and the values of couplings can be found elsewhere [16, 17].
This density functional is consistent with the following@meters of nuclear systems: saturation
densitypg = 0.152 fn3, binding energy per nucleoB/A = —16.14 MeV, incompressibility

Ko = 25090 MeV, symmetry energy = 32.30 MeV, symmetry energy slopge= 51.24 MeV, and
symmetry incompressibilitisym = —87.19 MeV all taken at saturation density [18]. These values
of parameters are in an excellent agreement with the nugtearomenology [19]. The third order
derivatives of the energy and symmetry energy with respedénsity taken at saturation have the
following valuesQ, = 47830 andQgym = 777.10 MeV.

The pressure and energy density of the model is further sapgtted by the contribution com-
ing from the so-called rearrangement self-energy![20,2hjch guarantees the thermodynamical
consistency. The hyperon—meson couplings are fixed acwptdi the SU(3)-flavor symmetric
octet model. Due to the universal coupling of themeson to the isospin current and the ideal
mixing between they and¢ mesons|[22], the couplings between hyperons and vectormaese
as follows:

1 2
Xz =1 X5=2, Xwgzé, Xw2=XwA=§, Xon = 0. (2)

wherex,z = go=/gon, Xox = Goz/Gon, EtC.

Within the octet model the baryon—scalar-mesons coupbhtiege scalar octet can be expressed
in terms of only two parameters, the nucleagsmeson coupling constagg and theF/(F + D)
ratio of the scalar octet [23]. Allowing for mixing of the daasinglet state, the couplings of the
baryons with ther-meson obey the following relation [17]: @+ 9s=) = 30oa + 9oz We assume
that the hyperon coupling constants must be positive arsdtes the nucleon coupling constants.
Solving this equation for one of the dependent hypesemeson coupling constant, sgy=, one
finds

1
1< 5%+ %) <2 3)

These inequalities define a bound on the area spanned by tipdngp constants¢,, and X,s,
which we will constrain further in the following.

3. Finitenucla

We now apply the same density functional, which is derivedifthe Lagrangiari{1) to finite
A-nuclei. For alternative applications of relativistic dég functionals to finiteA-hypernuclei
see, for example, Refs. [24+26] and references therein.Hemeiltonian for protons, neutrons,
and A-hyperons is the sum of the nuclear Hartree-Fock (HF) pattthea Coulomb contribution



which acts only among the charged patrticles (here protons)

Hure = Hrvre + Heoudsps (4)

whereHgrueg is the mean-field Hamiltonian corresponding to the dengitycfional discussed
above andHc,, denotes the Coulomb contribution. Note that the Hamiltonglocal. It is
defined in terms of the single-particle densities resulthogn the eigenstates dfiyeg, which
implies that they have to be determined in a self-consistagyt The HF Hamiltonian is expressed
in terms of the matrix elements between the basis staiek-g|3) of an appropriate basis. The
HF single-patrticle statg¥,) are defined in terms of the expansion mgents in this basis

W) = > laXal¥n) = > Cla). (5)

If the HF variational procedure is constrained to a sphedeacription of hypernuclei, an ap-
propriate basis system is formed by spherical plane wavis [#528], where a baryon is freely
moving in a spherical cavity with a radil® Since the HF Hamiltonian is already diagonal in
the angular momentum quantum numbgils andm, it only needs to be diagonalized in the ra-
dial guantum number. The radial part of the wave functiom&ntexpanded in terms of spherical
Bessel functions. The radidis chosen to be large enough to guarantee that the resulisefor
bound single-particle states are insensitive to the ctang¢he value ofR. Furthermore, we
choose the number of basis states high enough to guaraatdbetresults are noffacted by the
truncation. The eigenvalues, i.e. the single-particlegies, and eigenvectors, i.e. the expansion
codficients, are then determined by matrix diagonalizationfiefHamiltonians for the protons,
neutrons, anc\-hyperons.

The total energy of &-hypernucleug,, can then be obtained from the expression,

1
Etot = 5 Z US(tS + 85) + Erear + Ecm, (6)
a,B

where&? is the single-particle energy of th&baryon,t? is its kinetic energy, ang® is its oc-
cupation factor. Because the couplings of our model areiyedspendent we need to include
the rearrangement contributide,, to insure the consistency of the model. Finally, the centter o
mass correction is given ., = —(1/2M)(P2_), with

(Paw = D natalplle) = > (Marts + Ludi) BlPala) - (alpylB), (7)
17 af

where/, is the anomalous occupation factor. To explore the sengitof the results on the
coupling of A-hyperon to mesons we consider three sets of parameter®l madth x,, = 0.52,
modelb with x,, = 0.59, and modet with x,, = 0.66; all three models have,, = 2/3 and
X,» = 0. The HF calculations were carried out in a spherical bok witadius oR = 15 fm using
the spherical plane wave basis for thehypernuclei}’O, *!Ca, and{’Ca. The results of these
calculations are presented in Table 1, where we list thdesiparticle energy of tha 15, state,
the binding energy of the nucleus and the rms rggliior neutrons, protons and the-hyperon.
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A 1s, state E/A Mo M N
[MeV] [MeV] [fm] [fm] [fm]
170
A
a 0.846 —-7.443 2.609 2.579 8.313
b -4.564 -7.760 2.606 2.576 3.203
c —-27.279 -9.035 2.563 2.534 1.977
41C
A
a 0.934 -8.336 3.372 3.319 8.710
b -8519 -8.565 3.370 3.317 3.168
C -35224 -9.199 3.347 3.294 2.298
49C
A
a 0.973 -8.442 3.389 3.576 8.825
b -9.882 -8.662 3.387 3.571 3.140
c -37.257 -9.207 3.365 3.548 2.419

Table 1: Properties of-hypernuclet/O, 4lC, and*3C for the models, b, andc. The columns list the single-particle
energy of theA 1s;,, state, the binding energy and the rms radii for neutrongppssandA-hyperon.
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Figure 1: (Color online.) Proton (dashed), neutron (dastatted), and\ (dashed-double dotted) density distributions
in 22C for the model# (left panel) anct (right panel).
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EmasdA 1s12] | E[A 1s10] | E/A Mo M M
[MeV] [MeV] [MeV] | [fm] [fm]  [fm]
o -12109 -11716 | -8.168| 2.592 2.562 2.458
180 - - -8.001| 2.609 2.579 -
“C —-17.930 -17.821 | -8.788| 3.362 3.309 2.652
40Ca - - -8573|3.372 3.320 -
ACa -19.215 -19618 | -8.858| 3.379 3.562 2.71%
48Ca - - -8.641|3.389 3576 -

Table 2: Single-particle energies of thels,,, states, binding energies, and rms radii of thdiyperon, neutron,
and proton of/O, 4'C, and{°Ca are presented for optimal model. In addition, singldiglarenergies of the\ 1s;>
states, i.e. separation energies of thgarticle, obtained from the mass formula of Ref.|[29] areegifor these
A-hypernuclei. Furthermore, the properties®®, °Ca, and*®Ca are given for the optimal model.

Model a with the smallest value of th&-o- coupling predicts a positive single-particle energy for
the A 1s,,, state of these nuclei, which means that Axayperon is not bound. The fact that one
does not have a hypernucleus is also reflected in the unysagaje value ofr,. The other two
models with larger values of th&-o- coupling predict negative single-particle energies of Ahe
1s,,, state. It is seen from Table 1 that a larger value ofAhe coupling yields a larger binding
energy and a smalley.
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Figure 2: (Color online.) Zero temperature equations akesté hypernuclear matter for fixed., = 0.6164 and a
range of values Q5 < x,5 < 0.65. These values generate the shaded area, which is boundb&low by the softest
EoS (dashed red line) correspondingge = 0.65 and from above by the hardest EoS (solid line) correspondi
X,z = 0.15.

In Fig.[d we show the proton, neutron, andlensity distributions if’Ca. Since moded with
its smallest value of tha-o- coupling clearly contradicts experimental data, only nieteandc
are considered. The modeWhich has the largest value of tileo coupling predicts the highest
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centralA density for4°Ca. Also the neutron and proton density distributions arsotme extent
affected by the large value of the-o- coupling.

Table[l shows clearly that the single-particle energy oftles, , state is very sensitive to the
value of theA-o coupling. The experimental data on properties of a numbex-bfpernuclei,
such as the single-particle energy of thels,, state, has been used to construct a mass for-
mula [29], which extends the familiar Bethe-Weizsacker srasmula to include in addition to
the non-strange nuclei the-hypernuclei. A comparison with the predictions of this sideamula
shows that the 15, states in the modélare too weakly bound, whereas those in the modet
too strongly bound. Therefore, we proceed further to fimeetilnex,,, coupling in order to fit the
values of the single-particle energies, i.e. separati@nges of theA particle, obtained from the
mass formula of Refl [29]. Theptimal modebbtained in this way has,, = 0.6164. Within this
optimal model we have recomputed the propertieS©f *'Ca, and’?Ca. The results are given in
Table[2, where we observe that the rms radius ofAlhie the 13/, state increases with increasing
mass number, which is in agreement with other theoreticaletsd24--26].

In Table[2, the properties 8f0O, “°Ca, and*®Ca are also given to investigate thieets of the
A hyperon on the nucleons. The binding energieg’6f, 4'Ca, and*’Ca are larger than those
of 180, 4°Ca, and®Ca, respectively. This can be explained by the fact that theeon single-
particle states are slightly deeper due to the presenceedf-thyperon. In addition, the rms radii
of the nucleons are slightly smaller (by about 0.01 to 0.0Rifmthe A-hypernuclei. However, the
addition of theA-hyperon t0*®*O and“°Ca does not change theffdirences between neutron and
proton radii (neutron skin). The values of neutron skin iest nuclei are, — r, = —0.030 and
-0.052 fm, respectively. Only in the case BfCa we observe a small change: the neutron skin
changes from 0.187 fm iffCa to 0.184 fm irf2Ca.

4. Compact stars

The recent observations of two-solar-mass pulsars in piodyits with white dwarfs|[1, 2]
place an observational lower bound on the maximum mass ofsaqyence of compact stars
based on the unique equation of state (hereafter EoS) okdeaster. Massive compact stars
may demand substantial population of heavy baryons (hyisgrdn Ref. [17]both parameters
X,n andx,, were varied around the Nijmegen Soft Core (NSC) potentinlesa,, = 0.58 and
X,z = 0.448 [30] in a range that is consistent with Ed. (3). In thigisecwe revisit this problem
using additional insight gained from the studies of M¥ypernuclei above. Specifically, we use
the optimal model from previous section to fix the valyg = 0.6164. Then, we are left with the
couplingg,s which is allowed to vary in the limits provided by Eql (3).

The dependence of the EoS on the variation otteecoupling atfT = 0 at fixed value oiA-o-
is shown in Figl.R. The dfiest EoS is obtained for the smallest valuexgf = 0.15. The EoS band
generated by the values 0fl® < x,s < 0.65 is bounded from below by EoS which, as we shall
see, is incompatible with the lower bound on the maximum nodsscompact star. Therefore,
the parameter space included in this figure can be narrowed flother by exploring the masses
of corresponding configurations. F[d. 3 shows the grawaiteti masses (in solar units) vs radii
for our sequences of stars. First, we see that large enoughem&an be obtained within the
parameter range covered. However, for large enoyglihe maximum masses of the sequences

7



MM

3
R [km]

Figure 3: The mass-radius relations for compact hyperaudirs at zero temperature. We fix, = 0.6164
and assign values tg,y from the range @5 < x,» < 0.65 as indicated in the plot. The horizontal line shows the
observational lower limit on the maximum mas82+0.04)M [2].
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Figure 4: (Color online.) The parameter space spanneg,Ryand x,s, where the inset enlarges the physically
relevant area. The shaded (blue online) area corresporttie ionequality [B). The dot corresponds to the values
x-n = 0.58 andx,s = 0.448 derived from the Nijmegen Soft Core (NSC) potential. @ashed (red online) line
shows the best fit value of,, = 0.6164 derived from hypernuclei. The square in the inset stibe/dimiting value

of X,5 = 0.45 for fixedx,, = 0.6164 beyond which no stars withVR, exist.



drop below the observational valu&ig, specifically forx,, = 0.6164 this occurs fok,s > 0.45.
The predicted radii of massive hypernuclear stars are ireihge of 13 km and are typically larger
than the radii of their purely nucleonic counterparts.

Fig.[4 shows the parameter space covered by the couplingactss,s andx,,. The shaded
(blue online) area is the parameter space consistent with{3q The dot corresponds to the
values of these parameters predicted by the Nijmegen So& GI5C) potential. The dashed (red
online) line shows the optimal value &f, implied by the hypernuclear data. The solid vertical
and horizontal lines show the parameter space exploredfin[Rg. Finally, the square in the
inset shows the maximal value rfs ~ 0.45 (at fixedx,,) which is still consistent with theld,
maximum value of a configuration. Thus, we conclude that ffiter@l values of the parameters
correspond to

X,a = 0.6164 0.15< X,z <045 (8)

The first value is set by the study of (heavy) hypernucleiuyger limit of the second value is set
by the 2V, constraint, whereas the lower limit is set by the requireneéithe consistency with

inequality (3).

5. Conclusions

In this work we used a relativistic density functional theof hypernuclear matter to extract
bounds on the density-dependent couplings of a hypernubled. To do so, we used simulta-
neous fits to the medium-heawrhypernuclei and the requirement that the maximum mass of a
hyperonic compact star is at least two-solar masses. Tlbiged us to narrow down significantly
the parameter space of couplings of DFT - the range of optualales of parameters is given in
Eq. (8). Although our work was carried out within a specificgraeterization of the hypernuclear
density functional, it provides a proof-of-principle oktimethod for constraining any theoretical
framework that describes hypernuclear systems usingrdueieoratory and astrophysical data.
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