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Lectures will attempt to provide an 
overall personal  picture of the emergent 
field of multi-messenger astronomy from 

a nuclear physics perspective 

Please ask questions!



Neutron Stars: The Role of Nuclear Science
Neutron stars are the remnants of massive stellar explosions (CCSN) 
Bound by gravity — NOT by the strong force!  
Satisfy the TOV equations: Transition from Newtonian Gravity to Einstein Gravity 

Only Physics that the TOV equation is sensitive to: Equation of State  

Increase from 0.7 to 2 Msun transfers ownership to Nuclear Physics!

Status before GW170817 
 

Many nuclear models that account for 
the properties of finite nuclei yield 

enormous variations in the prediction of 
neutron-star radii and maximum mass 

Only observational constraint in the 
form of two neutron stars with a mass  

in the vicinity of 2Msun 

Neutron Stars as Nuclear Physics Gold Mines
Neutron Stars are the remnants of massive stellar explosions

Are bound by gravity NOT by the strong force
Satisfy the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equation (vesc/c⇠1/2)

Only Physics sensitive to: Equation of state of neutron-rich matter
EOS must span about 11 orders of magnitude in baryon density

Increase from 0.7!2M� must be explained by Nuclear Physics!

common feature of models that include the appearance of ‘exotic’
hadronic matter such as hyperons4,5 or kaon condensates3 at densities
of a few times the nuclear saturation density (ns), for example models
GS1 and GM3 in Fig. 3. Almost all such EOSs are ruled out by our
results. Our mass measurement does not rule out condensed quark
matter as a component of the neutron star interior6,21, but it strongly
constrains quark matter model parameters12. For the range of allowed
EOS lines presented in Fig. 3, typical values for the physical parameters
of J1614-2230 are a central baryondensity of between 2ns and 5ns and a
radius of between 11 and 15 km, which is only 2–3 times the
Schwarzschild radius for a 1.97M[ star. It has been proposed that
the Tolman VII EOS-independent analytic solution of Einstein’s
equations marks an upper limit on the ultimate density of observable
cold matter22. If this argument is correct, it follows that our mass mea-
surement sets an upper limit on this maximum density of
(3.746 0.15)3 1015 g cm23, or ,10ns.
Evolutionary models resulting in companion masses.0.4M[ gen-

erally predict that the neutron star accretes only a few hundredths of a
solar mass of material, and result in a mildly recycled pulsar23, that is
one with a spin period.8ms. A few models resulting in orbital para-
meters similar to those of J1614-223023,24 predict that the neutron star
could accrete up to 0.2M[, which is still significantly less than the
>0.6M[ needed to bring a neutron star formed at 1.4M[ up to the
observed mass of J1614-2230. A possible explanation is that some
neutron stars are formed massive (,1.9M[). Alternatively, the trans-
fer of mass from the companion may be more efficient than current
models predict. This suggests that systems with shorter initial orbital
periods and lower companion masses—those that produce the vast
majority of the fully recycled millisecond pulsar population23—may
experience even greater amounts of mass transfer. In either case, our
mass measurement for J1614-2230 suggests that many other milli-
second pulsars may also have masses much greater than 1.4M[.
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Figure 3 | Neutron star mass–radius diagram. The plot shows non-rotating
mass versus physical radius for several typical EOSs27: blue, nucleons; pink,
nucleons plus exoticmatter; green, strange quarkmatter. The horizontal bands
show the observational constraint from our J1614-2230 mass measurement of
(1.976 0.04)M[, similar measurements for two other millisecond pulsars8,28

and the range of observed masses for double neutron star binaries2. Any EOS
line that does not intersect the J1614-2230 band is ruled out by this
measurement. In particular, most EOS curves involving exotic matter, such as
kaon condensates or hyperons, tend to predict maximum masses well below
2.0M[ and are therefore ruled out. Including the effect of neutron star rotation
increases themaximum possiblemass for each EOS. For a 3.15-ms spin period,
this is a=2% correction29 and does not significantly alter our conclusions. The
grey regions show parameter space that is ruled out by other theoretical or
observational constraints2. GR, general relativity; P, spin period.
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Enormous spread in stellar radii!

Micro-macro connection



Gravity vs Degeneracy Pressure

Why are not all death stars black holes? 
What supports death stars  

against gravitational collapse?

Sirius A and B



Scaling the equations: dealing  
with astronomical numbers
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A Toy Model for Newtonian Stars 
(A star of uniform density)

Gravitational Energy: 

NR free Fermi Gas:
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Transition from Newtonian Gravity to Einstein Gravity is essential!  
Neutron stars also collapse (black holes) but by a very different mechanism than WDs 
The hydrostatic configuration becomes unstable against small oscillations … 

Neutron Stars are NOT Newtonian Stars! 

Neutron Stars as Nuclear Physics Gold Mines
Neutron Stars are the remnants of massive stellar explosions

Are bound by gravity NOT by the strong force
Satisfy the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff equation (vesc/c⇠1/2)

Only Physics sensitive to: Equation of state of neutron-rich matter
EOS must span about 11 orders of magnitude in baryon density

Increase from 0.7!2M� must be explained by Nuclear Physics!

common feature of models that include the appearance of ‘exotic’
hadronic matter such as hyperons4,5 or kaon condensates3 at densities
of a few times the nuclear saturation density (ns), for example models
GS1 and GM3 in Fig. 3. Almost all such EOSs are ruled out by our
results. Our mass measurement does not rule out condensed quark
matter as a component of the neutron star interior6,21, but it strongly
constrains quark matter model parameters12. For the range of allowed
EOS lines presented in Fig. 3, typical values for the physical parameters
of J1614-2230 are a central baryondensity of between 2ns and 5ns and a
radius of between 11 and 15 km, which is only 2–3 times the
Schwarzschild radius for a 1.97M[ star. It has been proposed that
the Tolman VII EOS-independent analytic solution of Einstein’s
equations marks an upper limit on the ultimate density of observable
cold matter22. If this argument is correct, it follows that our mass mea-
surement sets an upper limit on this maximum density of
(3.746 0.15)3 1015 g cm23, or ,10ns.
Evolutionary models resulting in companion masses.0.4M[ gen-

erally predict that the neutron star accretes only a few hundredths of a
solar mass of material, and result in a mildly recycled pulsar23, that is
one with a spin period.8ms. A few models resulting in orbital para-
meters similar to those of J1614-223023,24 predict that the neutron star
could accrete up to 0.2M[, which is still significantly less than the
>0.6M[ needed to bring a neutron star formed at 1.4M[ up to the
observed mass of J1614-2230. A possible explanation is that some
neutron stars are formed massive (,1.9M[). Alternatively, the trans-
fer of mass from the companion may be more efficient than current
models predict. This suggests that systems with shorter initial orbital
periods and lower companion masses—those that produce the vast
majority of the fully recycled millisecond pulsar population23—may
experience even greater amounts of mass transfer. In either case, our
mass measurement for J1614-2230 suggests that many other milli-
second pulsars may also have masses much greater than 1.4M[.
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Théor. 44, 263–292 (1986).

15. Freire, P.C.C.&Wex,N.Theorthometricparameterisationof theShapirodelay and
an improved test of general relativity with binary pulsars.Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc.
(in the press).

16. Iben, I. Jr & Tutukov, A. V. On the evolution of close binaries with components of
initial mass between 3 solar masses and 12 solar masses. Astrophys. J Suppl. Ser.
58, 661–710 (1985).

17. Özel, F. Soft equations of state for neutron-star matter ruled out by EXO 0748 -
676. Nature 441, 1115–1117 (2006).

18. Ransom, S. M. et al. Twenty-one millisecond pulsars in Terzan 5 using the Green
Bank Telescope. Science 307, 892–896 (2005).

19. Freire, P. C. C. et al. Eight new millisecond pulsars in NGC 6440 and NGC 6441.
Astrophys. J. 675, 670–682 (2008).

20. Freire, P. C. C.,Wolszczan, A., vandenBerg,M.&Hessels, J.W. T. Amassiveneutron
star in the globular cluster M5. Astrophys. J. 679, 1433–1442 (2008).

21. Alford,M.etal.Astrophysics:quarkmatterincompactstars?Nature445,E7–E8(2007).
22. Lattimer, J. M. & Prakash, M. Ultimate energy density of observable cold baryonic

matter. Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 111101 (2005).
23. Podsiadlowski, P., Rappaport, S. & Pfahl, E. D. Evolutionary sequences for low- and

intermediate-mass X-ray binaries. Astrophys. J. 565, 1107–1133 (2002).
24. Podsiadlowski, P. & Rappaport, S. CygnusX-2: the descendant of an intermediate-

mass X-Ray binary. Astrophys. J. 529, 946–951 (2000).
25. Hotan, A.W., van Straten,W. &Manchester, R. N. PSRCHIVE andPSRFITS: an open

approach to radio pulsar data storage and analysis. Publ. Astron. Soc. Aust. 21,
302–309 (2004).

26. Cordes, J.M. & Lazio, T. J.W.NE2001.I. A newmodel for theGalactic distribution of
free electrons and its fluctuations. Preprint at Æhttp://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/
0207156æ (2002).

27. Lattimer, J. M. & Prakash, M. Neutron star structure and the equation of state.
Astrophys. J. 550, 426–442 (2001).

28. Champion, D. J. et al. An eccentric binary millisecond pulsar in the Galactic plane.
Science 320, 1309–1312 (2008).

29. Berti, E., White, F., Maniopoulou, A. & Bruni, M. Rotating neutron stars: an invariant
comparison of approximate and numerical space-time models.Mon. Not. R.
Astron. Soc. 358, 923–938 (2005).

Supplementary Information is linked to the online version of the paper at
www.nature.com/nature.

Acknowledgements P.B.D. is a Jansky Fellow of the National Radio Astronomy
Observatory. J.W.T.H. is a Veni Fellow of The Netherlands Organisation for Scientific
Research.We thankJ. Lattimer for providing theEOSdataplotted inFig. 3, andP. Freire,
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Figure 3 | Neutron star mass–radius diagram. The plot shows non-rotating
mass versus physical radius for several typical EOSs27: blue, nucleons; pink,
nucleons plus exoticmatter; green, strange quarkmatter. The horizontal bands
show the observational constraint from our J1614-2230 mass measurement of
(1.976 0.04)M[, similar measurements for two other millisecond pulsars8,28

and the range of observed masses for double neutron star binaries2. Any EOS
line that does not intersect the J1614-2230 band is ruled out by this
measurement. In particular, most EOS curves involving exotic matter, such as
kaon condensates or hyperons, tend to predict maximum masses well below
2.0M[ and are therefore ruled out. Including the effect of neutron star rotation
increases themaximum possiblemass for each EOS. For a 3.15-ms spin period,
this is a=2% correction29 and does not significantly alter our conclusions. The
grey regions show parameter space that is ruled out by other theoretical or
observational constraints2. GR, general relativity; P, spin period.
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The Liquid Drop Model
Bethe-Weizsäcker Mass Formula (circa 1935-36)
Bethe-Weizsäcker Mass Formula (circa 1935-36)

Nuclear forces saturate ) equilibrium density
Nuclei penalized for developing a surface
Nuclei penalized by Coulomb repulsion
Nuclei penalized if N 6=Z

B(Z , N) = �avA + asA
2/3 + acZ

2/A1/3 + aa(N�Z )2/A + . . .
+ shell corrections (2, 8, 20, 28, 50, 82, 126, ...)

av'16.0, as'17.2, ac'0.7, aa'23.3 (in MeV)
Neutron stars are gravitationally bound!
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+ shell corrections (2, 8, 20, 28, 50, 82, 126, ...)
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Nuclear forces saturate           equilibrium density
Nuclei penalized for developing a surface
Nuclei penalized by Coulomb repulsion
Nuclei penalized for isospin imbalance (N≠Z)

R = r0A
1/3
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Why is there a neutron drip line?



The Equation of State of Neutron-Rich Matter
The EOS of asymmetric matter: a=(N-Z)/A; x=(r-r0)/3r0; T=0 

r0  x0.15 fm-3 — saturation density 4 nuclear density

Symmetric nuclear matter saturates:  
e0  x-16 MeV — binding energy per nucleon 4 nuclear masses
K0x230 MeV — nuclear incompressibility 4 nuclear “breathing” mode

Density dependence of symmetry poorly constrained:  
J  x30 MeV — symmetry energy 4 masses of neutron-rich nuclei
Lx? — symmetry slope 4 neutron skin (Rn-Rp) of heavy nuclei ?
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“Stiff”           L large
“Soft”           L small



e-Scattering at Stanford
Our most accurate picture of the nuclear charge distribution

Uniform interior 
density is a clear  
manifestation of 

nuclear saturation



“Symmetrized Fermi” Form Factor

⇢F(r) =
⇢0

1 + e(r�c)/a

⇢SF(r) = ⇢F(r) +
⇥
⇢F(�r)� ⇢0

i

FSF(q) !
cos(qc+ �)

qc
e�⇡qa

Diffractive Oscillations (“c”) 
modulated by an exponential 

falloff (“pa”)

Conventional Fermi function

“Symmetrized Fermi” function

Nuclear saturation — the existence of  
an equilibrium density — is a hallmark  

of the nuclear dynamics!
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Experimental Form Factor is the 
Fourier transform of the Density

Uniform interior is a clear manifestation of 
nuclear saturation, namely, the existence of  

an equilibrium density



Parity Violating Electron Scattering 
Laboratory Constraints on the EOS

Laboratory experiments constrain the EOS of pure  
neutron matter around saturation density: PPNM=L

Although a fundamental parameter of the EOS, L is not 
a physical observable — yet is strongly correlated to one: 
   the neutron-rich skin of a heavy nucleus such as 208Pb

Parity-violating elastic electron scattering is the cleanest 
experimental tool to measure the neutron radius of lead 
(PREX, PREX-II, and MREX)

protons
skin

The Quest for L=PPNM
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From nuclear physics to astrophysicsFrom nuclear physics to astrophysics

3) Symmetry Energy

Yang, J., & Piekarewicz, J. (2017).Utama, R., Chen, W. C., & Piekarewicz, J. (2016)
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Heroic effort from our 
experimental colleagues
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PREX: L is BIG! 
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From nuclear physics to astrophysicsFrom nuclear physics to astrophysics

3) Symmetry Energy

Yang, J., & Piekarewicz, J. (2017).Utama, R., Chen, W. C., & Piekarewicz, J. (2016)
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The neutron skin thickness 
of 208Pb (Z=82, N=126)



Heaven and Earth 
Laboratory Constraints on the EOS

3

From nuclear physics to astrophysicsFrom nuclear physics to astrophysics

3) Symmetry Energy
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18 orders 
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The slope of the symmetry energy L controls both the 
neutron skin of heavy nuclei as well as the radius of (low mass)  

neutron stars — objects that differ in size by 18 orders of magnitude!



protons

skin

The EOS Density Ladder

ultimate determination of the neutron-skin 
thickness of 208Pb 

(some people call it „P2“)

P2:
measurement of the weak mixing angle:
10000 hours (= 417 days)
measurement of the weak charge of 12C
2500 hours (= 105 days)
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Each rung on the ladder relies on 
other methods for measuring the 
EOS that are often piggybacking 

on a neighboring one.

Succession of methods to determine the 
distances to celestial objects. Each rung 

of the ladder provides information that 
can be used to determine the distances 

at the next higher rung. 

The Cosmic Distance Ladder


