arXiv:2009.13653v2 [nucl-th] 16 Feb 2021

Bayesian inference of dense matter EOS encapsulating a first-order hadron-quark phase transition from observables of canonical neutron stars

Wen-Jie Xie^1 and Bao-An Li^{∗2} 1Department of Physics, Yuncheng University, Yuncheng 044000, China 2Department of Physics and Astronomy, Texas A&M University-Commerce, Commerce, TX 75429, USA (Dated: February 17, 2021)

Background: The remarkable progress in recent multimessenger observations of both isolated neutron stars (NSs) and their mergers has provided some of the much needed data to improve our understanding about the Equation of State (EOS) of dense neutron-rich matter. Various EOSs with or without some kinds of phase transitions from hadronic to quark matter (QM) have been widely used in many forward-modelings of NS properties. Direct comparisons of these predictions with observational data sometimes also using χ^2 minimizations have provided very useful constraints on the model EOSs. However, it is normally difficult to perform uncertain quantifications and analyze correlations of the EOS model parameters involved in forward-modelings especially when the available data are still very limited.

Purpose: We infer the posterior probability distribution functions (PDFs) and correlations of nine parameters characterizing the EOS of dense neutron-rich matter encapsulating a first-order hadron-quark phase transition from the radius data of canonical NSs reported by LIGO/VIRGO, NICER and Chandra Collaborations. We also infer the QM mass fraction and its radius in a 1.4 M⊙ NS and predict their values in more massive NSs.

Method: Meta-modelings are used to generate both hadronic and QM EOSs in the Markov-Chain Monte Carlo sampling process within the Bayesian statistical framework. An explicitly isospin-dependent parametric EOS for the npeμ matter in NSs at β equilibrium is connected through the Maxwell construction to the QM EOS described by the constant speed of sound (CSS) model of Alford, Han and Prakash with and without using the Seidov stability condition for first-order phase transitions.

Results: In the default calculation with the Seidov stability condition, we find that (1) The most probable values of the hadronquark transition density ρt/ρ0 and the relative energy density jump there Δε/εt are ρt/ρ0 = 1.6^{+1.2}_{−0.4} and Δε/εt = 0.4^{+0.20}_{−0.15} at 68% confidence level, respectively. The corresponding probability distribution of QM fraction in a 1.4 M⊙ NS peaks around 0.9 in a 10 km sphere. Strongly correlated to the PDFs of ρt and Δε/εt, the PDF of the QM speed of sound squared c^2_{QM}/c^2 peaks at 0.95^{+0.05}_{−0.35} , and the total probability of being less than 1/3 is very small. (2) The correlations between PDFs of hadronic and QM EOS parameters are very weak. While the most probable values of parameters describing the EOS of symmetric nuclear matter remain almost unchanged, the high-density symmetry energy parameters of neutron-rich matter are significant different with or without considering the hadron-quark phase transition. Removing the Seidov condition, while there are appreciable and interesting changes in the PDFs of quark matter EOS parameters, the qualitative conclusions remain the same.

Conclusions: The available astrophysical data considered together with all known EOS constraints from theories and terrestrial nuclear experiments prefer the formation of a large volume of QM even in canonical NSs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Probing the Equation of State (EOS) of dense neutronrich matter has been a long standing and shared goal of both astrophysics and nuclear physics. Much progress has been made in realizing this goal using various messengers from both isolated neutron stars (NSs) and their mergers especially since LIGO/VIRGO’s observation of GW170817. For recent reviews, see, e.g., Refs. [1–7]. Among the many interesting questions studied in the literature, significant efforts have been devoted for a long time to investigating whether quark matter exists in NSs, the nature as well as where and when the hadron-quark phase transition may happen, what its size and EOS may be if quark matter does exist in NSs or can be created during their mergers, see, e.g., Refs. [8–20]. Since the earlier debate [21, 22] on whether the mass and ra-

∗Corresponding author: Bao-An.Li@tamuc.edu

dius of EXO 0748-676 can rule out the existence of its quark core, despite of the great progresses made using various astrophysical data including the latest ones from LIGO/VIRGO, NICER and Chandra observations, stateof-the-art theories and models as well as updated nuclear physics constraints, see, e.g., Refs. [5, 23–26] and references therein, no consensus has been reached on most of the issues regarding the nature and EOS of dense NS matter.

Most of the studies about the nature of hadron-quark phase transition and the size of possible quark matter core in NSs have been carried out by using the traditional forward-modeling approach based on various theories for both the hadronic and quark phases, perhaps except very few recent studies using Bayesian analyses, see, e.g., Refs. [5, 26]. Often, various forms of polytropes or spectrum functions are used to interpolate the NS EOS starting slightly above the saturation density ρ_0 of nuclear matter (below which reliable theoretical predictions and some experimental constraints exist) to very high densities where predictions of perturbative QCD exist. Comparisons of model predictions with observational data have provided very useful constraints on the model EOSs considered. Although χ^2 minimizations are sometimes used, often conclusions are strongly model dependent. Moreover, it is normally difficult to perform uncertain quantifications and analyze correlations of the EOS model parameters involved in forward-modelings especially when the available data are still very limited.

In this work, meta-modelings are used for both hadronic and quark phases to construct very generally the EOSs of NS matter. An explicitly isospin-dependent EOS [27] for the npeμ matter in NS at β equilibrium is connected through the Maxwell construction to the constant speed of sound (CSS) quark matter EOS [28]. With totally 9 parameters in their prior ranges allowed by general physical principles and available constraints, the constructed NS EOS is so generic that it can essentially mimic any NS EOS available in the literature. Without restrictions and possible biases of underlying energy density functionals of specific theories, we infer the probability distribution functions (PDFs) of the nine EOS parameters using the available NS radius data from LIGO/VIRGO, NICER and Chandra, satisfying the causality and dynamical stability condition within the Bayesian statistical framework. We found that the available astrophysical data considered together with all known EOS constraints from theories and terrestrial nuclear experiments prefer the formation of a large volume of QM even in canonical NSs.

II. THEORETICAL APPROACH

Here we summarize the major features of our approach. In the CSS model of Alford, Han and Prakash [28] for hybrid NSs, the pressure in NSs is parameterized as

ε(p) = { ε_{HM}(p) p < p_t ε_{HM}(p_t) + Δε + c^{−2}_{QM}(p − p_t) p > p_t , (1)

where ε_{HM}(p) is the hadronic matter (HM) EOS below the hadron-quark transition pressure p_t, Δε is the discontinuity in energy density ε at the transition, and c_{QM} is the QM speed of sound. Once the HM EOS ε_{HM}(p) is specified, the transition pressure p_t and energy density ε_t are uniquely related to the hadron-quark transition density ρ_t. In our Bayesian analyses using the CSS model, we use the ρ_t/ρ_0, Δε/ε_t and c^2_{QM}/c^2 as three independent parameters to be generated randomly with uniform prior PDFs in the range of 1 to 6 (or 10 for comparison), 0.2 − 1 and 0 − 1, respectively. We thus use the CSS model as a generic meta-model for generating the QM EOS.

In several recent applications of the CSS model, see, e.g., Refs. [29–32], various HM EOSs predicted by microscopic nuclear many-body theories and/or phenomenological models have been used. These HM EOSs are often restricted by the underlying energy density functionals of the theories used and are usually not flexible enough in statistical analyses to explore the whole EOS parameter space permitted by general physics principles and known constraints as pointed out already in Refs. [24, 33]. On equal footing as the generic QM EOS, we use the meta-model of Ref. [27] for generating the HM EOS. The explicitly isospin dependence of the latter built into the EOS at the level of average nucleon energy in neutron-rich matter is an important distinction compared to directly parameterizing the HM pressure as a function of energy or baryon density with piecewise polytropes or spectrum functions. Such kinds of parameterizations with minor variations for HM EOSs have been widely used in both nuclear physics, see, e.g. Refs. [34, 35] and astrophysics applications, see, e.g., Refs. [2, 24, 27, 33, 36–43]. For this work, we calculate the pressure within the npeμ model for the core of NSs using P (ρ, δ) = ρ^2 dϵ_{HM}(ρ, δ)/ρ dρ (2) where the HM energy density ϵ_{HM}(ρ, δ) = ϵ_n(ρ, δ) + ϵ_l(ρ, δ) with ϵ_n(ρ, δ) and ϵ_l(ρ, δ) being the energy densities of nucleons and leptons, respectively. While the ϵ_l(ρ, δ) is calculated using the noninteracting Fermi gas model [44], the ϵ_n(ρ, δ) is from

ϵ_n(ρ, δ) = ρ[E(ρ, δ) + M_N ] (3)

where M_N is the average nucleon mass. The average energy per nucleon E(ρ, δ) in neutron-rich matter of isospin asymmetry δ = (ρ_n − ρ_p)/ρ is parameterized in terms of the energy per nucleon E_0(ρ) ≡ E(ρ, δ = 0) in symmetric nuclear matter (SNM) and the symmetry energy E_{sym}(ρ) as [45]

E(ρ, δ) = E_0(ρ) + E_{sym}(ρ)δ^2. (4)

The E_0(ρ) and E_{sym}(ρ) are parameterized respectively as E_0(ρ) = E_0(ρ_0) +

K_0 2 ( ρ − ρ_0 3ρ_0

)^2 +

J_0 6 ( ρ − ρ_0 3ρ_0

)^3, (5)

E_{sym}(ρ) = E_{sym}(ρ_0) + L( ρ − ρ_0 3ρ_0 ) + K_{sym} 2 ( ρ − ρ_0 3ρ_0

)^2 + J_{sym} 6 ( ρ − ρ_0 3ρ_0

)^3 (6)

where E_0(ρ_0) = −15.9 MeV. Guided by our prior knowledge from both astrophysics and nuclear physics, see, e.g., Ref. [2] for a recent review, we generate randomly with uniform prior PDFs for the six HM EOS parameters K_0, J_0, E_{sym}(ρ_0), L, K_{sym} and J_{sym} in their currently known uncertain ranges: 220 ≤ K_0 ≤ 260 MeV, −800 ≤ J_0 ≤ 400 MeV, 28 ≤ E_{sym}(ρ_0) ≤ 36 MeV, 30 ≤ L ≤ 90 MeV, −400 ≤ K_{sym} ≤ 100 MeV, and −200 ≤ J_{sym} ≤ 800 MeV, respectively.

The density profile of isospin asymmetry δ(ρ) in charge neutral NSs at β equilibrium is uniquely determined by the symmetry energy E_{sym}(ρ). Once the δ(ρ) is determined, both the P (ρ, δ) and ϵ_{HM}(ρ, δ) become barotropic functions of density ρ. The core EOS outlined above is then connected smoothly to the NV EOS [46] for the inner crust and the BPS EOS [47] for the outer crust using the crust-core transition density and pressure evaluated consistently using a thermodynamical approach from the core side with the same parameters given above [27].

The role of Seidov stability condition for first-order phase transitions [8, 9, 11] Δε ε_t ≤ 1 2 + 3 2 p_t ε_t (7) in forming different topologies of hybrid stars was studied in detail in Ref. [28]. Enforcing the above condition leads to a stable connected hybrid branch on the mass-radius curve but does not rule out a disconnected stable hybrid branch. On the other hand, without the above condition, additional hadronic or a hadronic together with a disconnected hybrid branch may also be formed depending on the hadron-quark transition density and the energy jump there. Overall, it was concluded that the Seidov condition is not a good guide for the presence of observable hybrid branches [28]. In this work, we carried out two calculations. In the default calculation to be presented first in the following, we enforce the Seidov condition. We focus on discussing if quark matter may exist and how big it may be in canonical neutron stars of mass 1.4 M_⊙ as well as if the inferred EOS parameters are consistent with their known constraints from both astrophysics and nuclear physics. In another calculation, we remove the Seidov stability condition and then compare the resulting PDFs of the CSS model parameters with those from the default calculation. A comparison of these two calculations will allow us to evaluate the role of the Seidov condition on the inferred PDFs of quark matter EOS parameters.

We use the standard Bayesian formalism and the Markov-Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) technique to evaluate the posterior PDFs of EOS parameters as in our previous work where no hadron-quark phase transition was considered but using the same HM meta-model for the entire core of NSs [40, 41]. For easy of the following discussions, we notice the following key inputs and aspects of our Bayesian analyses:

• The likelihood function P [D|M(p_{1,2,···9})] measures the ability of the model M with 9 parameters p_{1,2,···9} to reproduce the observational data D. We use [40, 41]

P [D|M(p_{1,2,···9})] = P_{filter} × P_{mass,max} × P_{radius}

where the P_{filter} is a filter selecting EOS parameter sets satisfying the following conditions: (i) The crust-core transition pressure always stays positive; (ii) At all densities, the thermaldynamical stability condition (i.e., dP/dε ≥ 0), the Seidov stability of Eq. (7), the causality condition (i.e, the speed of sound is always less than that of light) are satisfied. The P_{mass,max} stands for the requirement that each accepted EOS has to be stiff enough to support the observed NS maximum mass M_{max}. We present results with M_{max}=1.97 M_⊙ to be consistent with that used by the LIGO/VIRGO Collaborations in their extraction of the NS radius from GW170817 [48]. Using 2.01 or 2.14 M_⊙ for M_{max} has only some minor quantitative effects.

• We use the following radii of canonical NSs as independent data: 1) R_{1.4} = 11.9 ± 1.4 km extracted by the LIGO/VIRGO Collaborations from GW170817 [48], 2) R_{1.4} = 10.8^{+2.1}_{−1.6} extracted independently also from GW170817 by De et al. [49], 3) R_{1.4} = 11.7^{+1.1}_{−1.1} from earlier analysis of quiescent low-mass X-ray binaries observed by Chandra and XMM-Newton observatories [50], and 4) R = 13.02^{+1.24}_{−1.06} km with mass M = 1.44^{+0.15}_{−0.14} M_⊙ [51] or R = 12.71^{+1.83}_{−1.85} km with mass M = 1.34 ± 0.24 M_⊙ [52] for PSR J0030+0451 from NICER Collaboration. The errors quoted are at 90% confidence level. Correspondingly, the P_{radius} is a product of four Gaussian functions, i.e.,

P_{radius} = 4∏ j=1 1 √ 2πσ_{obs,j} exp[−

(R_{th,j} − R_{obs,j} )^2 2σ^2_{obs,j} ]

where σ_{obs,j} represents the 1σ error bar of the radius from the observation j while R_{th,j} is the corresponding theoretical prediction. More details can be found in our previous work in Refs. [40, 41].

• In the MCMC process of sampling the posterior PDFs of EOS parameters, we throw away the initial 100,000 burn-in steps/EOSs before the stationary state is reached. Afterwards, we generate 1600,000 steps/EOSs to calculate the posterior PDFs and correlations of EOS parameters. The acceptance rate is about 15%.

We emphasize that a fundamental assumption made in the CSS model is that once the energy density reached in the core of NS is higher than a critical value ε_c = ε_{HM}(p_t) + Δε, QM will be formed through the first-order hadron-quark phase transition. All results presented here thus have to be understood with this assumption in mind.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In the following, we first present results of the default calculation with the Seidov condition. Effects of the latter on the PDFs of quark matter EOS parameters will be examined in Section III E by comparing the default calculation with a calculation without using the Seidov condition.

FIG. 1: (Color online) The inner window: mass-radius sequences of selected samples with the three different hadron-quark transition densities but all other parameters fixed at the values specified. The middle and outer windows are the normalized probability distribution of the quark matter radius and fraction, respectively, from all accepted EOSs in the Bayesian analysis.

A. Quark matter fraction and size in hybrid stars

Shown in Fig. 1 (a) are the mass-radius sequences in selected samples with the hadron-quark transition density ρ_t/ρ_0 = 1.5, 3.5 and 5.5, respectively, while all other parameters are fixed at the values specified in the figure (notice in particular that c^2_{QM}/c^2 = 1.) As expected, the stable hybrid branches are all connected to the NS branches.

In the study of hybrid stars, a key question has been whether the densities reached inside NSs are high enough to form a sizeable QM core. To answer this question, we show in Fig. 1 (c) and (b) the normalized probability distribution of the QM fraction f^{mass}_{QM} (defined as the ratio of QM mass over the total NS mass) and the corresponding QM radius R_{QM}, in regions where the energy density is higher than the QM critical energy density ε_c in NSs of mass 1.4, 1.6, 1.8 and 2.0 M_⊙, respectively, in the default Bayesian analysis with the nine EOS parameters. It is interesting to see the two peaks indicating the formation of purely hadronic and hybrid stars. The major peaks at f^{mass}_{QM} = 0 correspond to pure hadronic NSs in cases where the ε_c is always higher than the maximum energy density at the core of the NSs considered. The second peaks around f^{mass}_{QM} = 0.90 ∼ 0.95 and R_{QM} = 10 ∼ 11 km corresponds to the formation hybrid stars consisting of mostly quark matter. While the probability ratio of the two peaks is about 6.7, the total probability of forming hybrid stars with f^{mass}_{QM} higher than 0.1 is 77.6%, 81.8%, 85.2% and 88.7% for M=1.4, 1.6, 1.8 and 2.0 M_⊙, respectively.

By changing the prior range of hadron-quark transition density ρ_t/ρ_0 from the default 1-6 to 1-10, we found very little effect. We also found that correlations between the HM and QM EOS parameters are very weak, thus in the following we present the PDFs and correlations of quark matter and hadronic matter EOSs separately.

B. Posterior probability distribution functions of quark matter EOS parameters and their correlations

Shown in Fig. 2 are the posterior PDFs and correlations of QM EOS parameters ρ_t/ρ_0, Δε/ε_t and c^2_{QM}/c^2, as well as the f^{mass}_{QM} and R_{QM} for canonical NSs in the default calculation. Several interesting features deserve emphasizing:

• The most probable values of the QM EOS param-

FIG. 2: (Color online) The posterior probability distribution functions (in arbitrary units) and correlations of the three quark matter EOS parameters as well as the fraction and radius of quark matter in hybrid neutron stars of mass 1.4 M⊙.

eters are ρ_t/ρ_0 = 1.6^{+1.2}_{−0.4}, Δε/ε_t = 0.4^{+0.20}_{−0.15} and c^2_{QM}/c^2 = 0.95^{+0.05}_{−0.35} at 68% confidence level. Because the transition density peaks at a rather low density, and the energy jump at the transition is also relatively low, the QM stiffness represented by its c^2_{QM} value is rather high to provide the necessary pressure in QM. Since the average baryon density of a canonical NS with a 12 km radius is about 2ρ_0, it is thus not surprising that for canonical NSs the PDFs of QM fraction and its radius peak around f^{mass}_{QM} ≈ 0.9 and R_{QM} ≈ 10 km, respectively.

• The total probability for c^2_{QM}/c^2 ≤ 1/3 is rather small. The considered astrophysical data informed us clearly that the value of c^2_{QM}/c^2 in QM is likely very high while the strength of the phase transition measured with the energy density jump Δε/ε_t is modest (around 0.4).

• The f^{mass}_{QM} , R_{QM} and Δε/ε_t are all anti-correlated with ρ_t/ρ_0 as one expects. When the transition density is low and the energy jump is weak, the required c^2_{QM}/c^2 has an approximately equally high probability to be between 0.5 to 1.

C. The role of the speed of sound in quark matter

Motivated by perturbative QCD predictions at extremely high densities or the casual limit, often in forward-model predictions one sets c^2_{QM}/c^2=1/3 or 1 among other constants examined. In fact, much efforts have been devoted to finding signatures/imprints of c^2_{QM}/c^2 from/on astrophysical observables especially since LIGO/VIRGO Collaborations’ recent discovery that GW190814’s secondary component has a mass of (2.50-2.67) M_⊙, see, e.g., Ref. [53] and references therein.

While in our default Bayesian analysis we have generated c^2_{QM}/c^2 randomly with a uniform prior PDF in the range of 0 to 1, it is interesting to compare the default results with calculations setting c^2_{QM}/c^2 to certain constants. Shown in Fig. 3 are the posterior PDFs of the transition density (upper) and the jump of energy density there (lower) with c^2_{QM}/c^2=1/3 and 1, respectively. While the results with c^2_{QM}/c^2 = 1 are very close to the default ones, setting c^2_{QM}/c^2=1/3 requires a much higher transition density and a larger energy density jump. This is simply because the resulting very soft QM EOS can’t support the NSs considered if the hadron-quark transition happens at too low densities. Consequently, only very small QM fractions are allowed in the hybrid NSs. Quantitatively, we find that with c^2_{QM}/c^2=1/3 the f^{mass}_{QM} has a value of only 2.3%, 2.3%, 2.3% and 2.8% for 1.4, 1.6, 1.8 and 2.0 M_⊙ NS, respectively. While with c^2_{QM}/c^2=1 the f^{mass}_{QM} almost remains the same as in the default calculation where the PDF of c^2_{QM}/c^2 peaks at c^2_{QM}/c^2 = 0.95^{+0.05}_{−0.35} at 68% confidence level as shown in Fig. 2 (f).

FIG. 3: (Color online) The posterior probability distribution functions of the hadron-quark matter transition density (upper) and the energy density jump at the transition (lower) from Bayesian analyses by setting the quark matter speed of sound squared c^2_{QM}/c^2 to 1/3 (solid curves) and 1 (dashed curves), respectively.

D. Posterior probability distribution functions of nuclear matter EOS parameters extracted with and without considering the hadron-quark phase transition in neutron stars

Properties of NSs have been studied extensively using various models with or without considering the hadronquark phase transition in the literature for many years. Within the framework of the present work, it is thus in-

FIG. 4: (Color online) The posterior probability distribution functions (in arbitrary units) of nuclear matter EOS parameters inferred from Bayesian analyses with (thick blue curves) and without (thin red curves) considering the hadron-quark phase transition in neutron stars in comparison with their uniform priors (dashed curves).

teresting to study effects of considering the hadron-quark phase transitions in NSs on extracting nuclear matter EOSs using astrophysical observables. Shown in Fig. 4 are our results. Some interesting observations can be made:

• The incompressibility K_0 of symmetric nuclear matter and the symmetry energy E_{sym}(ρ_0) at saturation density ρ_0 are not affected at all. In fact, their posterior PDFs are not much different from their uniform prior PDFs. These are not surprising and consistent with earlier findings. While the most probable value of J_0 characterizing the stiffness of symmetric nuclear matter at suprasaturation densities does not change, the hadronquark phase transition requires more contributions from larger J_0 values as it generally softens the EOS unless the c^2_{QM}/c^2 is close to 1.

• The L and K_{sym} parameters together characterize the density dependence of nuclear symmetry energy around (1 − 2)ρ_0. They are known to have significant effects on the radii of canonical NSs in both forward-modelings and Bayesian inferences, see, e.g., Ref [2], for a recent review. It is seen that their posterior PDFs shift significantly to higher values especially for L when the hadron-quark phase is considered. This can be well understood as the

FIG. 5: (Color online) The posterior probability distribution functions (in arbitrary units) of the three quark matter EOS parameters as well as the fraction and radius of quark matter in hybrid neutron stars of mass 1.4 M⊙ with (solid curves) and without (dashed curves) considering the Seidov condition of Eq. (7).

hadron-quark phase transition reduces significantly the pressure above ρ_t compared to the extension of the hadronic pressure into higher density regions. To reproduce the same radius data, the contribution to pressure from the symmetry energy in the (1 − 2)ρ_0 density region has to increase. Thus, the L and K_{sym} parameters have to be higher. Since the J_{sym} characterizes the symmetry energy at densities above about (2 − 3)ρ_0 [37], with the PDF of ρ_t/ρ_0 peaks at 1.6^{+1.2}_{−0.4} and all the QM EOS parameters are isospin-independent, the analysis considering the hadron-quark phase transition is thus not sensitive to what one uses for the J_{sym}. Consequently, the posterior PDF of J_{sym} is almost identical to its prior PDF. Therefore, the high-density behavior of nuclear symmetry energy extracted from NS properties does depend on whether one considers the hadron-quark phase transition or not. Moreover, the nuclear symmetry energy loses its physical meaning above the hadron-quark transition density.

• While the most probable values of L and K_{sym} extracted from the astrophysical data with and without considering the hadron-quark phase transition are significantly different, they are unfortunately all consistent with currently known theoretical predictions and findings from terrestrial nuclear experiments [2, 54]. Moreover, to our best knowledge, there is currently no terrestrial experimental constraint on the J_{sym} at all. Thus, the available constraints on the nuclear EOS from terrestrial nuclear laboratory experiments do not provide any additional preference on whether QM exists or not in NSs.

E. Effects of the Seidov condition on the posterior probability distribution functions of quark matter EOS parameters

As mentioned earlier, the Seidov stability condition of Eq. (7) may affect topologies of the mass-radius curve. It may thus also affect the PDFs of quark matter EOS parameters we inferred from the neutron star observables.

It is therefore interesting to compare the PDFs of quark matter EOS parameters inferred with and without considering the Seidov stability condition. Shown in Fig. 5 is such a comparison for canonical neutron stars of mass 1.4 M_⊙. As one expects, by removing the Seidov condition of Eq. (7) the most probable transition density ρ_t/ρ_0 shifts slightly lower from 1.6 to 1.3 while the PDF of the energy density jump has higher weights towards larger Δε/ε_t values compared to the default calculation. Interestingly, there are additional bumps around f^{mass}_{QM} ≈ 0.2 and R_{QM} ≈ 4 km in the calculation without the Seidov condition besides the major peaks at the same locations as in the default calculation. The minor peaks in the PDFs of f^{mass}_{QM} and R_{QM} indicate an enhanced formation of a small quark core with a high energy density, probably due to the formation of an additional disconnected stable hybrid branch with smaller radii, compared to the calculation with the Seidov condition.

Since we fixed the neutron star mass at 1.4 M_⊙, for the nuclear pressure to remain the same but at higher energy densities to reproduce the same set of observables under the same conditions, the speed of sound of quark matter has to become smaller compared to the default calculation. Consequently, the PDF of the speed of sound in quark matter shifts towards lower c^2_{QM}/c^2 values. Interestingly, it has a minor peak around c^2_{QM}/c^2 = 0.1 that is even less than the 1/3 predicted by the perturbative QCD. It would also be interesting to sort out the posterior events (accepted EOS parameter sets) to study the fractions and topologies of the different branches in the mass-radius plot with and without using the Seidov condition. Such a study within the same Bayesian framework using expected/imagined future radius measurements of more massive neutron stars is in progress and will be reported elsewhere.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In summary, within the Bayesian statistical framework using generic EOS parameterizations for both the hadronic and quark matter connected through the Maxwell construction we inferred the PDFs of EOS parameters as well as the QM fraction and its size from NS radius data from several recent observations with and without using the Seidov stability condition. We found that the available astrophysical data and all known EOS constraints prefer the formation of a large volume of QM even in canonical NSs regardless whether the Seidov condition is used or not. Future Bayesian inferences using unified EOS models describing both NSs and heavy-ion reactions with possible phase transitions from combined multimessenger data from both fields will significantly improve our knowledge about the EOS of super-dense neutron-rich matter. Acknowledgments

This work was supported in part by the Yuncheng University Research Project under Grant No. YQ-2017005, the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, under Award Number DE-SC0013702, the CUSTIPEN (China- U.S. Theory Institute for Physics with Exotic Nuclei) under the US Department of Energy Grant No. DE- SC0009971, and the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant No. 11505150.

[1] L. Baiotti, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys., 109, 103714 (2019). [2] B.A. Li, P.G. Krastev, D.H. Wen, and N.B. Zhang, Euro.

Phys. J. A, 55, 117 (2019).

[3] C. Providência, AIP Conference Proceedings 2127, 020022 (2019); https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5117812 [4] C. D. Capano, I. Tews, S. M. Brown, B. Margalit, S. De, S. Kumar, D. A. Brown, B. Krishnan, S. Reddy, Nature Astronomy, 4, 625 (2020).

[5] David Blaschke, Alexander Ayriyan, David Alvarez- Castillo, Hovik Grigorian, Universe 6, 81 (2020) [6] Katerina Chatziioannou, General Relativity and Gravitation, 52, 109 (2020) [7] A. Li, Z. -Y. Zhu, E. -P. Zhou, J. -M. Dong, J. -N. Hu, C. -J. Xia, Journal of High Energy Astrophysics, 28, 19 (2020) [8] Z. F. Seidov, Sov. Astron. 15, 347 (1971) [9] R. Schaeffer, L. Zdunik, and P. Haensel, Astron. Astrophys. 126, 121 (1983).

[10] J. L. Zdunik, P. Haensel, and R. Schaeffer, Astron. Astrophys. 172, 95 (1987).

[11] L. Lindblom, Phys. Rev. D58, 024008 (1998). [12] N. Glendenning, Compact Stars: Nuclear Physics, Particle Physics and General Relativity (Berlin: Springer),

2012.

[13] F. Weber, R. Negreiros, P. Roseneld, and M. Stejner, Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 59, 94 (2007).

[14] Andreas Bauswein, Niels-Uwe Friedrich Bastian, David Blaschke, Katerina Chatziioannou, James Alexander Clark, Tobias Fischer, Hans-Thomas Janka, Oliver Just, Micaela Oertel and Nikolaos Stergioulas, AIP Conference Proceedings 2127, 020013 (2019);

https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5117803

[15] Mark G. Alford, Sophia Han, Kai Schwenzer, J. Phys. G:

Nucl. Part. Phys. 46, 114001 (2019).

[16] Sophia Han, AIP Conference Proceedings 2127, 020006 (2019); https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5117796 [17] E. R. Most, L. J. Papenfort, V. Dexheimer, M. Hanauske, S. Schramm, H. Stöcker, and L. Rezzolla, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 061101 (2019).

[18] A. Bauswein et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 061102 (2019). [19] L. R. Weih, M. Hanauske, and L. Rezzolla, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 124, 171103 (2020).

[20] A. Bauswein et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 125, 141103 (2020). [21] F. Ozel, Nature 441, 1115 (2006).

[22] Mark Alford, David Blaschke, Alessandro Drago, Thomas Klahn, Giuseppe Pagliara, Juergen Schaffner-

Bielich, Nature 445, E7 (2007) [23] Eemeli Annala, Tyler Gorda, Aleksi Kurkela, Joonas Nättilä, Aleksi Vuorinen, Nature Physics, 16, 907 (2020).

[24] Márcio Ferreira, Renan Câmara Pereira, Constança Providência, Phys. Rev. D 101, 123030 (2020).

[25] J.-E. Christian and J. Schaffner-Bielich, Astrophys. J.

Lett. 894, L8 (2020), [26] Shao-Peng Tang, Jin-Liang Jiang, Wei-Hong Gao, Yi- Zhong Fan, Da-Ming Wei, arXiv:2009.05719v1 [27] N.B. Zhang, B.A. Li, J. Xu, Astrophys. J. 859, 90 (2018). [28] M. G. Alford, S. Han, and M. Prakash, Phys. Rev. D 88, 083013 (2013).

[29] Christian Drischler, Sophia Han, James M. Lattimer, Madappa Prakash, Sanjay Reddy, Tianqi Zhao, arXiv:2009.06441 [30] Sophia Han, Madappa Prakash, Astrophys. J. 899, 2 (2020).

[31] Zhiqiang Miao, Ang Li, Zhenyu Zhu, Sophia Han, ApJ 904, 103 (2020) [32] Katerina Chatziioannou, Sophia Han, Phys. Rev. D 101, 044019 (2020).

[33] C. Y. Tsang, M. B. Tsang, P. Danielewicz, W. G. Lynch, F. J. Fattoyev, Phys. Rev. C 102, 045808 (2020).

[34] J. Margueron, R. Casali, F. Gulminelli, Phys. Rev. C 96, 065805 (2018).

[35] J. Margueron, R. Casali, F. Gulminelli, Phys. Rev. C 96, 065806 (2018).

[36] N.B. Zhang and B. A. Li, Astrophys. J., 879, 99 (2019). [37] N.B. Zhang, B.A. Li, Euro. Phys. J. A 55, 39 (2019).

[38] N.B. Zhang, B.A. Li, Astrophys. J. 893, 61 (2020). [39] N. Baillot d’Etivaux, S. Guillot, J. Margueron, N.A.

Webb, M. Catelan, and A. Reisenegger, Astrophys. J., 887, 48 (2019).

[40] W.J. Xie and B.A. Li, Astrophys. J. 883, 174 (2019). [41] W.J. Xie and B.A. Li, Astrophys. J. 899, 4 (2020). [42] H. Güven, K. Bozkurt, E. Khan, and J. Margueron, Phys.

Rev. C 102, 015805 (2020).

[43] Bhaskar Biswas, Prasanta Char, Rana Nandi, Sukanta Bose, arXiv:2008.01582 [astro-ph.HE] [44] J. R. Oppenheimer, G.M. Volkoff, Phys. Rev. 55, 374 (1939).

[45] I. Bombaci, U. Lombardo, Phys. Rev. C 44, 1892 (1991). [46] J.W. Negele and D. Vautherin, Nucl. Phys. A 207, 298 (1973).

[47] G. Baym, C.J. Pethick, P. Sutherland, Astrophys. J. 170, 299 (1971).

[48] B.P. Abbott et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 161101 (2018). [49] S. De, D. Finstad, J.M. Lattimer, D.A. Brown, E. Berger, and C.M. Biwer, Phys. Rev. Lett., 121, 091102 (2018).

[50] J.M. Lattimer and A. W. Steiner, Eur. Phys. J. A, 50, 40 (2014).

[51] M.C. Miller et al., ApJL, 887, L24 (2019). [52] T.E. Riley et al., ApJL, 887, L21 (2019).

[53] H. Tan, J. Noronha-Hostler and N. Yunes, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 125, 261104 (2020).

[54] B.A. Li, Nuclear Physics News, 27, 7 (2017).