arXiv:1103.2403v1 [nucl-th] 12 Mar 2011

Effects of a weakly interacting light U boson on the nuclear equation of state and properties of neutron stars in relativistic models

Dong-Rui Zhang^1, Ping-Liang Yin^1, Wei Wang^1, Qi-Chao Wang^1, Wei-Zhou Jiang^{1,2∗} 1 Department of Physics, Southeast University, Nanjing 211189, China 2 National Laboratory of Heavy Ion Accelerator, Lanzhou 730000, China

We investigate the effects of the light vector U-boson that couples weakly to nucleons in relativistic mean-field models on the equation of state and subsequently the consequence in neutron stars. It is analyzed that the U-boson can lead to a much clearer rise of the neutron star maximum mass in models with the much softer equation of state. The inclusion of the U-boson may thus allow the existence of the non-nucleonic degrees of freedom in the interior of large mass neutron stars initiated with the favorably soft EOS of normal nuclear matter. In addition, the sensitive role of the U-boson in the neutron star radius and its relation to the test of the non-Newtonian gravity that is herein addressed by the light U-boson are discussed.

PACS numbers: 26.60.Kp, 21.60.Jz, 97.60.Jd

I. INTRODUCTION

Confronting nuclear physics, we should highlight the great importance of the equation of state (EOS), for it being significantly important to study the structure of nuclei, the reaction dynamics of heavy-ion collisions, and many issues in astrophysics [1–4]. The nuclear EOS consists usually of two ingredients: the energy density for symmetric matter and the density dependence of the symmetry energy. For the former, the saturation properties are quite clear nowadays, though its high-density behavior remains to be revealed in more details. However, the density dependence of the symmetry energy is still poorly known especially at high densities [4–7], and even the trend of the density dependence of the symmetry energy can be predicted to be contrary. While most relativistic theories [2, 3, 8–12] and some non-relativistic theories [5, 7, 13, 14] predict that the symmetry energy increases continuously at all densities, many other nonrelativistic theories (for instance, see [5, 13, 15, 16]), in contrast, predict that the symmetry energy first increases, then decreases above certain supra-saturation densities, and even in some predictions [4–6] becomes negative at high densities, referred as the super-soft symmetry energy. Therefore, the experimental extraction is of necessity.

Recently, by analyzing the FOPI/GSI data on the π^−/π^+ radio in relativistic heavy-ion collisions [17], the evidence for a super-soft symmetry energy was found [18]. This finding can result in many consequences, while a direct challenge is how to stabilize a normal neutron star with the super-soft symmetry energy. Conventionally, a mechanical instability may occur if the symmetry energy starts decreasing quickly above the certain supra-saturation density [15, 19, 20]. To solve this problem, one possible way is to take into account the hadron-quark phase transition which lifts up the pressure in pure quark matter [21], while the transition is expected to occur at much higher densities within a narrow region of parameters. Instead,

∗wzjiang@seu.edu.cn

one may consider the possible correction to the gravity. Though the gravitational force was first discovered in the history, it is still the most poorly characterized, compared to three other fundamental forces that can be favorably unified within the gauge theory. For the further grand unification of four forces, the correction to the conventional gravity seems necessary. The light Uboson, which is proposed beyond the standard model, can play the role in deviating from the inverse square law of the gravity due to the Yukawa-type coupling, see Refs. [20, 22–24] and references therein. This light U-boson was used as the interaction propagator of the MeV dark matter and was used to account for the bright 511 keV γ-ray from the galactic bulge [25–30]. As a consequence of its weak coupling to baryons, the stable neutron star can be obtained in the presence of the super-soft symmetry energy [20]. In addition, it is noted that through the reanalysis of the FOPI/GSI data with a different dynamical model another group extracted a contrary density dependent trend of the symmetry energy at high densities [31]. The solution of the controversy is still in progress.

In pursuit of the covariance in addressing neutron stars bound by the strong gravity, the relativistic models are favorable to obtain the EOS, though the fraction, arisen from the relativistic effect of fast particles in the compact core of neutron stars, is just moderate. Apart from the non-relativistic models to obtain the EOS of neutron stars in Ref. [20], we will adopt the relativistic mean-field (RMF) models in this work. The RMF theory which is based on the Dirac equations for nucleons with the potentials given by the meson exchanges achieved great success in the past few decades [32–41]. The original Lagrangian of the RMF model was first proposed by Walecka more than 30 years ago [32]. The Walecka model and its improved versions were characteristic of the cancellation between the big attractive scalar field and the big repulsive vector field. To soften the EOS obtained with the simple Walecka model, the proper medium effects were accounted with the inclusion of the nonlinear self-interactions of the σ meson proposed by Boguta et. al. [33]. A few successful nonlinear RMF models, such as NL1 [42], NL2 [43], NL- SH [44], NL3 [45], and etc., had been obtained by fitting saturation properties and ground-state properties of a few spherical nuclei. Later on, an extension to include the self-interaction of ω meson was implemented to obtain RMF potentials which were required to be consistent with the Dirac-Brueckner self-energies [46]. In this direction, besides the early model TM1 [46], there were recent versions PK1 [47] and FSUGold [48].

Although various RMF models reproduce successfully the saturation properties of nuclear matter and structural properties of finite nuclei, the corresponding EOS’s may behave quite differently at high densities especially in isospin-asymmetric nuclear matter. It was reported in the literature [20, 23] that the light U-boson can significantly modify the EOS in isospin-asymmetric matter. However, the further systematic work to analyze the effect of the light U-boson on various nuclear EOS’s is still absent. In this work, we will investigate in detail the effect of light U-boson on the EOS and properties of neutron stars with various RMF models. In particular, we will address the difference of the effects induced by the U-boson in various RMF models.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present briefly the formalism based on the Lagrangian of the relativistic mean-field models. In Sec. III, numerical results and discussions are presented. At last, a summary is given in Sec. IV.

II. FORMALISM

In the RMF approach, the nucleon-nucleon interaction is usually described via the exchange of three mesons: the isoscalar meson σ, which provides the medium-range attraction between the nucleons, the isoscalar-vector meson ω, which offers the short-range repulsion, and the isovector-vector meson b_0, which accounts for the isospin dependence of the nuclear force. The relativistic Lagrangian can be written as:

L = ψ[iγ_μ∂^μ − M + g_σσ − g_ωγ_μω^μ − g_ργ_μτ_3b^μ_0 ]ψ − 1 4 F_{μν} F^{μν} + 1 2 m^2_ωω_μω^μ − 1 4 B_{μν} B^{μν} + 1 2 m^2_ρb_{0μ}b^μ_0 + 1 2 (∂_μσ∂^μσ − m^2_σ σ^2) + U_{eff} (σ, ω, b_0) + L_u, (1)

where ψ, σ, ω,b_0 are the fields of the nucleon, scalar, vector, and neutral isovector-vector mesons, with their masses M, m_σ, m_ω, and m_ρ, respectively. g_i(i = σ, ω, ρ) are the corresponding meson-nucleon couplings. F_{μν} and B_{μν} are the strength tensors of ω and ρ mesons respectively,

F_{μν} = ∂_μω_ν − ∂_ν ω_μ, B_{μν} = ∂_μb_{0ν} − ∂_ν b_{0μ}. (2)

The self-interacting terms of σ, ω mesons and the isoscalar-isovector coupling are given generally as

U_{eff} (σ, ω^μ, b^μ_0 ) = − 1 3 g_2σ^3 − 1 4 g_3σ^4 + 1 4 c_3(ω_μω^μ)^2

+4Λ_V g^2_ρg^2_ωω_μω^μb_{0ν} b^ν_0 . (3)

Here, the isoscalar-isovector coupling term is introduced to modify the density dependence of the symmetry energy [2]. In addition, we include in Lagrangian L_u for the U-boson that is beyond the standard model. A very light U-boson can be utilized to interpret the deviation from the Newton’s gravitational potential which is usually characterized in the form [20, 23]: V (r) = − G_∞m_1m_2 r (1 + αe^{−r/λ}) (4)

where G_∞ is the universal gravitational constant, α = −g^2_u/4πG_∞M^2_B is a dimensionless strength parameter with g_u and M_B being the boson-nucleon coupling constant and baryon mass, respectively, and λ = 1/m_u is the length scale with m_u being the boson mass. According to the conventional view, the Yukawa-type correction to the Newtonian gravity resides at the matter part rather than the geometric part. Thus, following the form of the vector meson, L_u is written as: L_u = −ψg_uγ_μu^μψ − 1 4 U_{μν} U^{μν} + 1 2 m^2_uu_μu^μ, (5)

with u the field of U-boson. U_{μν} is the strength tensor of U-boson,

U_{μν} = ∂_μu_ν − ∂_ν u_μ. (6)

With the standard Euler-Lagrange formala, we can deduce from the Lagrangian the equations of motion for the nucleon and mesons. They are given as follows:

[iγ_μ∂^μ − M + g_σσ − g_ωγ_μω^μ − g_uγ_μu^μ − g_ργ_μτ_3b^μ_0 ]ψ = 0 (7) (∂^2_t − ▽^2 + m^2_σ)σ = g_σψψ − g_2σ^2 − g_3σ^3, (8) (∂^2_t − ▽^2 + m^2_ω)ω_μ = g_ωψγ_μψ − c_3ω^3_μ

−8Λ_V g^2_ρg^2_ωb_{0ν} b^ν_0 ω_μ, (9)

(∂^2_t − ▽^2 + m^2_ρ)b_{0μ} = g_ρψγ_μτ_3ψ

−8Λ_V g^2_ρg^2_ωω_ν ω^ν b_{0μ}, (10)

(∂^2_t − ▽^2 + m^2_u)u_μ = g_uψγ_μψ. (11)

In the mean-field approximation, all derivative terms drop out and the expectation values of space-like components of vector fields vanish (only zero components survive) due to translational invariance and rotational symmetry of the nuclear matter. In addition, only the third component of isovector fields survives because of the charge conservation. In the mean-field approximation, after the Dirac field of nucleons is quantized [35], the fields of mesons and U-boson, which are replaced by their classical expectation values, obey following equations:

m^2_σ σ = g_σρ_s − g_2σ^2 − g_3σ^3, (12) m^2_ωω_0 = g_ωρ_B − c_3ω^3_0 − 8Λ_V g^2_ρg^2_ωb^2_0ω_0, (13)

m^2_ρb_0 = g_ρρ_3 − 8Λ_V g^2_ρg^2_ωω^2_0 b_0, (14)

m^2_uu_0 = g_uρ_B , (15)

where ρ_s and ρ_B are the scalar and baryon densities, respectively, and ρ_3 is the difference between the proton and neutron densities, namely, ρ_3 = ρ_p − ρ_n. The set of coupled equations can be solved self-consistently using the iteration method. With these mean-field quantities, the resulting energy density ε and pressure P are written as: ε = ∑ i=p,n 2 (2π)^3 ∫_{kFi} d^3kE^∗_i + 1 2 m^2_ωω^2_0 + 1 2 g^2_u m^2_u ρ^2_B + 1 2 m^2_σσ^2_0 + 1 2 m^2_ρb^2_0 + 1 3 g_2σ^3 + 1 4 g_3σ^4 + 3 4 c_3ω^4_0 + 12Λ_V g^2_ρg^2_ωω^2_0 b^2_0, (16) P = 1 3 ∑ i=p,n 2 (2π)^3 ∫_{kFi} d^3k k^2 E^∗_i + 1 2 m^2_ωω^2_0 + 1 2 g^2_u m^2_u ρ^2_B − 1 2 m^2_σσ^2_0 + 1 2 m^2_ρb^2_0 − 1 3 g_2σ^3 − 1 4 g_3σ^4 + 1 4 c_3ω^4_0 + 4Λ_V g^2_ρg^2_ωω^2_0 b^2_0, (17)

with E^∗_i = √ k^2 + (M^∗_i )^2.

Given above is the formalism for nuclear matter without considering the β equilibrium. For asymmetric nuclear matter at β equilibrium, the chemical equilibrium and charge neutrality conditions need to be additionally considered, which are written as:

μ_n = μ_p + μ_e, (18) ρ_e = ρ_p, (19) ρ_B = ρ_n + ρ_p, (20)

where μ_n, μ_p, μ_e are the chemical potential of neutron, proton and electron, respectively, and ρ_e is the number density of electrons. In neutron star matter, the EOS is obtained by adding in Eqs.(16) and (17) the contribution of the free electron gas.

The neutron star properties are obtained from solving the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equation [49, 50]: dP (r) dr = − [P (r) + ε(r)][M(r) + 4πr^3P (r)] r(r − 2M(r)) , (21) M(r) = 4π ∫_r 0 dr̃r̃^2ε(r̃), (22)

where r is the radial coordinate from the center of the star, P (r) and ε(r) are the pressure and energy density at position r, respectively, and M(r) is the mass contained in the sphere of the radius r. Note that here we use units for which the gravitation constant is G_∞ = c = 1. The radius R and mass M(R) of a neutron star are obtained from the condition p(R) = 0. Because the neutron star matter, consisting of neutrons, protons, and electrons (npe) at β equilibrium in this work, undergoes a phase transition from the homogeneous matter to the inhomogeneous matter at the low density region, the RMF EOS obtained from the homogeneous matter does not apply to the low density region. For a thorough description of neutron stars, we thus adopt the empirical low-density EOS in the literature [51, 52].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Among a number of nonlinear RMF parametrizations, we select several typical best-fit parameter sets, for instance NL1 [42], NL-SH [44], NL3 [45], TM1 [46] and FSUGold [48], to investigate the effects of the Uboson on the EOS of isospin-asymmetric nuclear matter and properties of neutron stars. The nonlinear RMF models usually include the nonlinear self-interactions of the σ meson to simulate appropriate medium dependence of the strong interaction. This is typical in RMF parameter sets NL1, NL-SH and NL3. In addition to the nonlinear σ meson self-interactions, in TM1 and FSUGold the nonlinear self-interaction of the ω meson is also included. Parameters and saturation properties of these parameter sets are listed in Table I.

FIG. 1: Energy density ε (upper panel) and pressure P (lower panel) as a function of density with various RMF parameter sets, NL3, NL1, NL-SH, TM1, and FSUGold in npe matter at β equilibrium.

In Fig. 1, the energy density and pressure of npe matter at β equilibrium are shown as a function of nucleon density for various models without the inclusion of the U-boson. It is seen that the EOS with parameter sets TM1 and FSUGold is clearly softer than that with the NL1, NL-SH and NL3 with the increase of the density. The softening stems from the inclusion of the nonlinear self-interaction of the ω meson that lowers the repulsion provided by the ω meson at high densities, while the excess softening with the FSUGold as compared to that with the TM1 can be attributed dominately to the larger parameter c_3 in FSUGold.

Shown in Fig. 2 is the correlation between the pressure and the energy density given in Fig. 1. This correlation is usually regarded as the EOS that is used as the input of the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equation [49, 50] for the evaluation of the neutron star properties. Once again, we see the large deviations in the EOS with different RMF models especially at high

TABLE I: Parameters and saturation properties for various parameter sets. Here, the NL3ΛV is the same as the original parameter set NL3 but with the readjusted gρ after the ΛV is included to modify the density dependence of the symmetry energy, and the TM1ΛV to the TM1 is the same as the NL3ΛV to the NL3. Meson masses, incompressibility and symmetry energy are in units of MeV, and the density is in unit of fm^{−3}. gσ gω gρ mσ mω mρ g2 g3 c3 ΛV ρ0 κ M^∗/M Esym NL1 10.138 13.285 4.976 492.250 795.359 763 12.172 -36.265 - - 0.153 211.3 0.57 43.7 NL-SH 10.444 12.945 4.383 526.059 783.000 763 6.910 -15.834 - - 0.146 355.4 0.60 36.1 NL3 10.217 12.868 4.474 508.194 782.501 763 10.431 -28.890 - - 0.148 271.8 0.60 37.4 TM1 10.029 12.614 4.632 511.198 783.000 770 7.233 0.618 71.31 - 0.145 281.2 0.63 36.9 FSUGold 10.592 14.302 5.884 491.500 782.500 763 4.277 49.934 418.39 0.03 0.148 230.0 0.61 32.5 NL3ΛV 10.217 12.868 5.664 508.194 782.501 763 10.431 -28.890 - 0.03 0.148 271.8 0.60 31.8 TM1ΛV 10.029 12.614 5.720 511.198 783.000 770 7.233 0.618 71.31 0.03 0.145 281.2 0.63 32.1

FIG. 2: The correlation between the pressure and the energy density in npe matter at β equilibrium with various RMF models.

densities. In the following, it is thus interesting to see how the U-boson affects the EOS produced by various RMF models that differs largely at high densities.

In the RMF approximation, the contribution of the U-boson in a linear form is just decided by the ratio of the coupling constant to its mass, i.e., g_u/m_u, as seen in Eqs.(16) and (17). In Figs. 3 and 4, the EOS’s with various models are depicted for a set of ratios (g_u/m_u)^2. It is shown in Figs. 3 and 4 that the inclusion of the Uboson stiffens the EOS. This is physically obvious since the vector form of the U-boson provides an excess repulsion in addition to the vector mesons, whereas an interestingly large difference appears for different types of models. As shown in Figs. 3 and 4, the EOS’s with the TM1 and FSUGold acquires a much more apparent stiffening than that with the NL1, NL-SH and NL3 by including the U-boson. This phenomenon can be understood by the inherent feature of these models. In models NL1, NL-SH and NL3, the repulsion is quadratic in the density because the nonlinear self-interaction of the ω meson is not considered. With the increase of the

FIG. 3: Equation of state of neutron star matter with three RMF models, NL3, NL1 and NL-SH with the inclusion of the U-boson. The numbers in the legend are the values of (gu/mu)^2 in units of GeV^{−2}.

density, the repulsion provided by the ω meson dominates the attraction provided by the σ meson. The cancellation between the repulsion and attraction in the pressure (see Eq.(17) is not prominent at high densities so that the U-boson plays a similar role in the energy density and pressure. Thus, these EOS’s are just moderately modified by the U-boson, as shown in Fig. 3. For models TM1 and FSUGold that feature a clearly softer EOS at high densities, the cancellation between the repulsion and attraction becomes significant and thus sharpens the importance of the U-boson in the pressure. Comparing to the addition of the big repulsion and attraction in the energy density, the U-boson just plays a marginal role in modifying the energy density. Thus, the U-boson can modify appreciably the correlation between the pressure and energy density in

FIG. 4: The same as in Fig. 3 but for the RMF models TM1 and FSUGold.

the high-density region in favorably softened models, for instance, the TM1 and FSUGold, as shown in Fig. 4. Because in TM1 and FSUGold the nonlinear term of the ω meson plays a decisive role in softening the EOS, the larger the parameter c_3, the more apparent the modification, as shown comparatively in the upper and lower panels of Fig. 4.

FIG. 5: (Color online) The same as in Fig. 3 but to exhibit the difference between the cases with and without the modification to the symmetry energy. Left panels represent the results with the NL3 and NL3ΛV , and right panels are the results with the TM1 and TM1ΛV . Different density dependencies of the symmetry energy are drawn in the insets of upper panels, while given in the insets of lower panels are the EOS of two cases in the absence of the U-boson.

In addition, it is interesting to examine whether the significant difference in the U-boson-induced modification to the EOS can be created by softening the symmetry energy. The symmetry energy is softened by including the isoscalar-isovector coupling term in RMF models (see Eq.(3)). In Fig. 5, we depict the EOS without (upper panels) and with (lower panels) the softening of the symmetry energy in NL3 and TM1. However, no visible difference in two cases with the NL3 is observed, and with the TM1 the difference is not significant. This observation seems to show a contrast with that in Ref. [20] where the fluffy EOS due to the supersoft symmetry energy can be lifted up by the U-boson to support a normal neutron star. In deed, the magnitude of the modification to the EOS caused by the U-boson relies on the softness of the EOS. As long as the EOS is modified significantly by softening the symmetry energy, the stiffening role of the U-boson in the EOS can be considerably enhanced accordingly. Given that the stiff EOS with the NL3 is little modified by softening the symmetry energy, as shown in the inset of the left lower panel in Fig. 5, the softening of the symmetry energy can scarcely affect the role of the U-boson. For models with a softer EOS, the situation can turn out to be different when the EOS is modified appreciably by softening the symmetry energy. Indeed, the vital role of the U-boson in the EOS of the non-relativistic MDI model with a super-soft symmetry energy [20] is a typical case that the role of the U-boson can be largely amplified due to the softening of the symmetry energy. In RMF models, for instance, the TM1 whose EOS is softer than that with the NL3, the softening of the symmetry energy can also result in some visible difference in the EOS and thereby the role of the U-boson, as shown in right panels of Fig. 5.

FIG. 6: The mass-radius relation of neutron stars with various models. The U-boson is included with various ratio parameters of (gu/mu)^2.

Next, we turn to the consequences in hydrostatic neutron stars with the EOS modified by the U-boson. Using Eqs.(21) and (22), the mass and radius of hydrostatic neutron stars can be obtained with the given EOS. In Fig. 6, the mass-radius (M-R) relation of neutron stars is depicted with different ratio parameter (g_u/m_u)^2 for the U-boson in various models. With the inclusion of the U-boson, we can see that both the maximum mass and radius of neutron stars increase significantly. It is clearly seen that the star maximum mass with the soft EOS is modified more significantly by the U-boson. This is consistent with the corresponding modification to the high-density EOS caused by the Uboson, as shown in Figs. 3 and 4. The consistency is established on the fact that the maximum mass of neutron stars is dominated by the high-density behavior of the EOS. In the past, a few neutron stars with large masses around 2M_⊙ had been observed [53–55]. Though it can have improvements in experimental aspects, the observation of neutron stars with large masses is not so scarce. Recently, the mass of the LMXB 4U1608- 52 is measured to be 1.74M_⊙ [56], and most recently a 2M_⊙ neutron star J1614-2230 was measured through the Shapiro delay [57]. Note that the model FSUGold which is well consistent with the nuclear laboratory constraints just produces a maximum mass about 1.7M_⊙ for the neutron star without hyperons, whereas the hyperonization can further reduce the maximum mass to a value below 1.4M_⊙. In this case, the role of the Uboson is constructive in increasing the maximum mass of neutron stars, either as the EOS is softened by the creation of new degrees of freedom, or the EOS is too soft to obtain a large maximum mass.

On the other hand, the radius of neutron stars is primarily determined by the EOS in the lower density region of 1ρ_0 to 2ρ_0, see Refs.[1, 4] and references therein. Because the symmetry energy in this density region offers the most important ingredient of the pressure in pure neutron matter, the density dependence of the symmetry energy plays a crucial role in determining the radius of neutron stars. While in the present case the pressure in the lower density region is increased appreciably by the U-boson, it is not surprising that the sensitive variation of the neutron star radius is obtained accordingly. This is similar to the non-relativistic case in Ref. [20]. In fact, the radius of neutron stars relies sensitively on the stiffness of the EOS. Thus, the stiffening of the EOS caused by the U-boson gives rise to a significant increase of the radius. Concretely, we can see from Fig. 6 that the larger rise of the radius comes up with the more apparent stiffening role of the U-boson in softer models. It is known that the radius of neutron stars extracted from the observation can have a wide range due to the uncertainties of the distance measurement and theoretical models used for the spectrum analyses [1, 58–60]. A more precise extraction of the neutron star radius, probably through the coincident measurements, thus becomes very significant, because it can test the non-Newtonian gravity due to its promising sensitivity to the star radius.

To stress the role of the U-boson in the maximum mass and radius of neutron stars, we depict in Fig. 7 the M-R relation for various models with and without the U-boson. Here, for the case with the inclusion of the

FIG. 7: Mass-radius relations for various models with the (gu/mu)^2 = 0GeV^{−2} (left panel) and the (gu/mu)^2 = 100GeV^{−2} (right panel).

U-boson, the calculation is performed with (g_u/m_u)^2 = 100GeV^{−2}. It is seen clearly that the large difference in maximum masses with various types of models can be reduced largely by the U-boson with suitable parameter (g_u/m_u)^2. We can see once again that the reduction of the difference is mainly attributed to the role of the U-boson in the models featuring much softer EOS’s. Interestingly, we see that the uncertainty of the radius for a canonical neutron star (with the mass 1.4M_⊙) can also be reduced by the U-boson.

In view of interesting and significant roles of the Uboson, we may say that the task to look for the Uboson and further confirm the non-Newtonian gravity is also confronted. The recent experimental constraints on the relationship between parameters α (g_u) and λ (m_u) can be found in Ref. [23]. To recover the stability of neutron stars using the EOS constrained by the FOPI/GSI data [18], the ratio (g_u/m_u)^2 ∼ 100GeV^{−2} was found to be needed [20]. In this work, the effect of the U-boson is investigated within the parameter region (g_u/m_u)^2 = 0 ∼ 100GeV^{−2}. To avoid the visible effect beyond low energy constraints in finite nuclei, with these values of the ratio parameter we may estimate that the mass of the U-boson should be of order below 1MeV with the coupling strength being almost or at least three orders less than the fine-structure constant, while these estimated orders can be compatible with parameter regions allowed by a few experimental constraints, see Ref. [23]. We expect that more precision experiments will be performed to better determine or exclude the parameter regions for the non-Newtonian gravity.

At last, it is interesting to discuss the relevance between the parameters of the non-Newtonian gravity touched upon in this work and the solution to the dark matter problem. In order to explain the flatness of the rotational curve of galactic spirals, one needs to assume the non-luminous dark matter being the additional gravitational source. Alternatively, the Newtonian gravity that was well tested in the solar system may be assumed to fail at the large distance scales of galaxies, and hence the Newtonian gravity should be modified to be the non-Newtonian one [61]. The Yukawa-type modification to the Newtonian gravity due to the boson exchange may possibly be considered as a candidate to solve the dark matter problem. In this work, the vector coupling of the U-boson that is restrained by the U(1) symmetry produces a repulsion other than the anticipated attraction. We may thus suppose to solve the dark matter problem through the introduction of light scalar bosons. However, since the flatness of the rotational curve requires a supplemental force roughly linear inversely in the distance from the center of the galaxy, even if the light scalar boson is assumed to provide the needed attraction in one region, the exponential suppression factor of the Yukawa-type potential (see Eq.(4)) actually inhibits the reproduction of the rotational curve in other regions. In deed, in addition to the introduction of the light scalar boson, more considerations are necessary to solve the dark matter problem [62]. On the other hand, we may explore the constraints from the effect of the U-boson on the dark matter. However, the coupling of the U-boson with the dark matter candidates should be assumed to be much stronger than that with the normal particles to explain the 511keV γ-ray observation while simultaneously compatible with the low-energy constraints [25– 28]. To sum up, we are presently not able to restrain the parameters of the non-Newtonian gravity originated from the U-boson exchange in this work directly by using the effect of the U-boson on the dark matter and/or the solution to the dark matter problem with the modified Newtonian dynamics. Nonetheless, this deserves further exploration. For instance, the further first-principle understanding of the underlying origin of the difference in the U-boson couplings to normal and dark matter particles may open possibility to extract constraints on the parameters of the non-Newtonian gravity.

IV. SUMMARY

We have studied in this work the effects of the Uboson in RMF models on the equation of state and subsequently the consequence in neutron stars. All RMF models are chosen to have similarly nice reproduction of saturation properties and ground-state properties of finite nuclei, whereas they can give rise to a significantly large difference in EOS’s at high densities and massradius relations of neutron stars. Interestingly, we find that the U-boson in models with much softer EOS plays a much more significant role in increasing the maximum mass of neutron stars. The distinction can be attributed analytically to the different modification caused by the U-boson in soft and stiff models to the pressure. Thus, the inclusion of the U-boson may allow the existence of the non-nucleonic degrees of freedom in the interior of large mass neutron stars initiated with the favorably soft EOS of normal nuclear matter. In addition, it is worth notifying that the radius of canonical neutron stars in all models can be sensitively modified by the U-boson due to its stiffening role in the EOS. Meanwhile, the difference in the mass-radius relations predicted by various models can favorably be reduced by increasing the coupling strength between the U-boson and baryons. At last, constraints on the parameters of the non-Newtonian gravity are discussed. Presently, we have not found the direct relevance between the parameters of the non-Newtonian gravity originated from the U-boson exchange and its effect on the dark matter concerning the dark matter problem. Together with the future coincident measurements and more precise extraction of the mass and radius of neutron stars, the sensitive role of the U-boson in the M-R relation may be helpfully used to test the physics beyond the standard model and consequently the existence of the non- Newtonian gravity in the dense neutron star.

Acknowledgement

Authors thank Professors De-Hua Wen, Lie-Wen Chen and Bao-An Li for useful discussions. The work was supported in part by the SRTP Grant of the Educational Ministry of China, the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant No. 10975033, the China Jiangsu Provincial Natural Science Foundation under Grant No.BK2009261, and the China Major State Basic Research Development Program under Contract No. 2007CB815004.

[1] J. M. Lattimer and M. Prakash, Phy. Rep. 333, 121 (2000); Astrophys. J. 550, 426 (2001); Science 304, 536 (2004); Phy. Rep. 442, 109 (2007).

[2] C. J. Horowitz and J. Piekarewicz, Phy. Rev. Lett. 86, 5647 (2001).

[3] A. W. Steiner, M. Prakash, and J. M. Lattimer, P. J.

Ellis, Phy. Rep. 411, 325 (2005).

[4] B. A. Li, L. W. Chen, and C. M. Ko, Phys. Rep. 464, 113 (2008).

[5] B. A. Brown, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 5296 (2000). [6] S. Kubis and M. Kutschera, Nucl. Phys. A 720, 189 (2003).

[7] A. E. L. Dieperink, Y. Dewulf, D. Van Neck, et.al.,

Phys. Rev. C68, 064307 (2003).

[8] C. H. Lee, T. T. S. Kuo, G. Q. Li, and G. E. Brown, Phys. Rev. C57, 3488 (1998).

[9] B.G.Todd and J.Piekarewicz, Phys. Rev. C 67, 044317 (2003).

[10] W. Z. Jiang and Y. L. Zhao, Phys. Lett. B 617, 33 (2005).

[11] W. Z. Jiang, B. A. Li, and L. W. Chen, Phys. Lett. B 653, 184 (2007).

[12] L. W. Chen, C. M. Ko, and B. A. Li, Phys. Rev. C 76, 054316 (2007).

[13] L. W. Chen, C. M. Ko, and B. A. Li, Phys. Rev. C 72, 064309 (2005).

[14] Z.H.Li, U. Lombardo, H. J. Schulze, W. Zuo, L. W.

Chen, and H. R. Ma, Phys. Rev. C 74, 047304 (2006). [15] J. R. Stone, J. C. Miller, R. Koncewicz, et. al., Phys.

Rev. C 68, 034324 (2003).

[16] P. R. Chowdhury, D. N. Basu, and C. Samanta, Phys.

Rev. C 80, 011305(R) (2009).

[17] W. Reisdorf, et. al.,(FOPI Collaboration), Nucl. Phys.

A 781, 459 (2007).

[18] Z. G. Xiao, B. A. Li, L. W. Chen, G. C. Yong, and M.

Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett.102, 062502 (2009).

[19] N. Glendening, Compact Stars, Springer, New York(2000),ISBN 0387989773.

[20] D. H. Wen, B. A. Li, and L. W. Chen, Phys. Rev. Lett.

103, 211102 (2009).

[21] M. Alford, M. Braby, M. Paris, and S. Reddy, Astrophys. J.629, 969 (2005).

[22] E. G. Adelberger, B. R. Heckel, and A. E. Nelson, Annu.

Rev. Nucl. Phys. Sci. 53, 77 (2003).

[23] M. I. Krivoruchenko, F. S imkovic, and A. Faessler, Phys. Rev. D 79, 125023 (2009).

[24] M. Reece and L. T. Wang, J. High Ener. Phys. 07, 051 (2009).

[25] C. Boehm, D. Hooper, J. Silk, M. Casse, and J. Paul, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 101301 (2004).

[26] C. Boehm and P. Fayet, Nucl. Phys. B 683, 219 (2004). [27] N. Borodatchenkova, D. Choudhury, and M. Drees, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 141802 (2006).

[28] S. H. Zhu, Phys. Rev. D 75, 115004 (2007). [29] P. Fayet, Phys. Rev. D 75, 115017 (2007). [30] P. Jean et al., Astron. Astrophys. 407, L55 (2003); J.

Knodlseder et al., Astron. Astrophys. 411, L457 (2003). [31] Z. Q. Feng and G. M. Jin, Phys. Lett. B 683, 140 (2010).

[32] J. D. Walecka, Ann. Phys.(NY) 83, 491 (1974). [33] J. Boguta and A.R. Bodmer, Nucl. Phys. A 292, 423 (1977).

[34] S. A. Chin, Ann. Phys. 108, 301 (1977). [35] B. D. Serot and J. D. Walecka, Adv. Nucl. Phys. 16, 1 (1986).

[36] P. G. Reinhard, Rep. Prog. Phys. 52, 439 (1989). [37] P. Ring, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 37, 193 (1996). [38] B. D. Serot and J. D. Walecka, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 6, 515 (1997).

[39] M. Bender, P. H. Heenen, and P. G. Reinhard, Rev.

Mod. Phys. 75, 121 (2003).

[40] J. Meng, H. Toki, S. G. Zhou, S. Q. Zhang, W. H. Long, and L. S. Geng, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 57, 470 (2006).

[41] W. Z. Jiang, B. A. Li, and L. W. Chen, Phys. Rev. C 76, 054314 (2007).

[42] P. G. Reinhard, M. Rufa, J. Maruhn, W. Greiner, and J. Friedric, Z. Phys. A 323, 13 (1986).

[43] S. J. Lee, J. Fink, A.B. Balantekin, M.R. Strayer, et.al.

Phys. Rev. Lett. 57, 2916 (1986).

[44] M.M. Sharma, M.A. Nagarajan, and P. Ring, Phys.

Lett. B 312, 377 (1993).

[45] G.A. Lalazissis, J. König, and P. Ring, Phys. Rev. C 55, 540 (1997).

[46] Y. Sugahara and H. Toki, Nucl. Phys. A 579, 557 (1994).

[47] W. H. Long, J. Meng, N. V. Giai and S. G. Zhou, Phys.

Rev. C 69, 034319 (2004).

[48] B. G. Todd-Rutel and J. Piekarewicz, Phys. Rev. Lett.

95, 122501 (2005).

[49] J. Oppenheimet and G. Volkoff, Phys. Rev. 55, 374 (1939).

[50] R. C. Tolman, Phys. Rev. 55, 364 (1939). [51] G. Baym, C. Pethick and P. Sutherland, Astrophys. J 170, 299 (1971).

[52] K. Iida and K. Sato, Astrophys. J 477, 294 (1997). [53] D.J. Nice, E. M. Splaver, I. H. Stairs, O. Loehmer, et.al., Astrophys. J. 634, 1242 (2005).

[54] D. J. Nice, I. H. Stairs, and L. E. Kasian, 2008, in AIP Conf. Ser. 983, 40 Years of Pulsars: Millisecond Pulsars, Magnetars and More, ed. C. Bassa, Z.Wang, A. Cumming, and V. M. Kaspi (AIP: New York), 453.

[55] F. Özel, Nature 441, 1115 (2006).

[56] T. Güver, F. Özel, A. Cabrera-Lavers, and P. Wroblewski, Astrophys. J. 712, 964 (2010).

[57] P. B. Demorest, T. Pennucci, S. M. Ransom, M. S. E.

Roberts and J. W. T. Hessels, Nature 467, 1081 (2010). [58] P. Haensel, Astron. Astrophy. 380, 186 (2001). [59] B. A. Li and A. W. Steiner, Phys. Lett. B 642, 436 (2006).

[60] C. M. Zhang, H. X. Yin, Y. Kojima, H. K. Chang, et.al., Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc. 374, 232 (2007).

[61] P. D. Mannheim, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 56, 340 (2006).

[62] J. P. Mbelek, Astron. Astrophys. 424, 761 (2004).