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The hyperon puzzle refers to the challenge of reconciling the existence of hyperons in neutron
star cores and the observed high masses of neutron stars. The recent discovery of PSR J0952-0607
(2.35 ± 0.17M⊙) has intensified this challenge. Existing solutions fail to achieve such a high mass,
and often predict unrealistically fast cooling that is at odds with observations. Here, we propose a
novel solution to the hyperon puzzle. Using the Dyson-Schwinger equation approach, we incorporate
the quantum many-body effects caused by strong baryon-meson interactions into the equation of
state for cold baryonic matter and find it stiff enough to support a maximum hyperon-star mass of
Mmax ≈ 2.59M⊙, which can explain all the observed high neutron-star masses. The resulting proton
and hyperon fractions are remarkably low, thus the nucleonic and hyperonic direct Urca processes
are significantly suppressed. As a result, fast cooling typically does not occur in ordinary neutron
stars.

I. INTRODUCTION

Neutron stars (NSs) provide a unique platform for ex-
ploring the intriguing behaviors of dense matter [1, 2].
The baryon density in their inner cores can be several
times higher than the nuclear saturation density nB0,
offering extreme conditions unattainable in all terres-
trial laboratories. In particular, hyperons - baryons with
strange quark content - have long been conjectured to
exist in NS cores due to β-equilibrium [3–8]. It is widely
recognized that NSs present the most promising environ-
ment for studying the physical effects of hyperons.

The Walecka-type relativistic mean-field theory
(RMFT) [4, 9–11] has demonstrated remarkable success
in describing both finite nuclei [12–16] and nuclear mat-
ter [13, 15–18]. Consequently, it has become the most
frequently employed method of calculating the equation
of state (EOS) of NS matter, reliably reproducing a wide
range of astronomical observations [18–22]. Extensive
early studies based on this method have revealed that
the EOSs are significantly softened after including hy-
perons [4–8, 23]. This reduces the maximum NS mass
Mmax down to values lower than 2.0M⊙, where M⊙ is
the solar mass. Since 2010, several NSs with masses ex-
ceeding 2.0M⊙ have been observed. Notable examples
include PSR J1614-2230 with a mass of 1.97 ± 0.04M⊙

[24], PSR J0348+0432 with a mass of 2.01±0.04M⊙ [25],
and PSR J0740+6620 with a mass of 2.08±0.07M⊙ [26].
It is difficult to reconcile the observations of these mas-
sive NSs with the hypothesized existence of hyperons.
This mass problem is termed the hyperon puzzle in the
NS community [27–54].

Many possible solutions [38–54] have been proposed to
address the hyperon puzzle. Generically, these solutions
fall into two main categories. The first category assumes
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the appearance of novel degrees of freedom, such as hy-
brid hadron-quark phases [38–40] or ∆ isobar [41–44],
which can delay the emergence of hyperons until higher
densities are reached. The second one focuses on refin-
ing the description of hyperon-involved interactions or
exploring extra repulsive interactions to stiffen the hy-
peron star (HS) EOS [45–54]. With such manipulations,
the maximum mass can be lifted to values slightly larger
than 2.0M⊙. However, despite these advancements, the
hyperon puzzle remains unsettled, as the maximum mass
computed within RMFT still falls short of the observed
NS values. This puzzle has been further complicated by
the recent discovery of the supermassive “black-widow”
pulsar PSR J0952-0607, whose mass 2.35± 0.17M⊙ [55]
is subject to large uncertainty because its determination
relies on a number of more complex, model-dependent
astrophysical assumptions than those for NSs in white
dwarf binaries.

In addition to the mass discrepancy mentioned above,
the hyperon puzzle usually entails a cooling inconsistency
[30]. While some specific RMFT models can support NS
masses in the range of 2.2M⊙− 2.3M⊙, their consistency
with thermal-evolution observations of NSs remains an
open issue [30]. Within RMFT, the symmetry energy of
NS matter tends to increase rapidly with growing baryon
density. This behavior results in a low threshold den-
sity nnDU and, consequently, a low threshold NS mass
MnDU above which nucleonic direct Urca (DU) process
[56], such as n→ p+ e− + ν̄e, are activated in a baryon-
matter core [19, 57–60]. Moreover, RMFT studies predict
hyperon fractions much higher than the threshold value
needed to trigger hyperonic DU processes [61], such as
Λ → p+ e+ ν̄e. Even when the suppression from baryon
pairing is taken into account [62, 63], the calculated NS
cooling still proceeds markedly faster than observed, so
HSs would become undetectable within few years, which
contradicts astrophysical observations [30].

The limitations of current theoretical approaches may
originate from the oversimplified nature of RMFT, which

ar
X

iv
:2

60
2.

07
93

9v
1 

 [
nu

cl
-t

h]
  8

 F
eb

 2
02

6

https://arxiv.org/abs/2602.07939v1


2

cannot incorporate the impact of meson dynamics and
quantum many-body effects induced by the baryon-
meson interactions. A critical investigation is needed to
examine whether including these essential features can
provide satisfactory solutions to the above two aspects of
the hyperon puzzle.

In this paper, we demonstrate that both the mass and
cooling problems associated with hyperon puzzle may be
resolved in a unified manner when quantum many-body
effects are incorporated into the theoretical framework.
Based on the Dyson-Schwinger (DS) equation approach
illustrated in a previous publication [64], we carry out
a quantum field-theoretical study of the strong baryon-
meson interactions. The inclusion of many-body effects
leads to sufficiently stiff EOSs that permit the existence
of hyperons in the NS interior and support a maximum
mass Mmax ≈ 2.59M⊙, which is high enough to account
for all the observed NS masses. We calculate the re-
sulting proton and hyperon fractions and show that they
are all remarkably low, even in the high density regions.
This prohibits nucleonic DU process and also substan-
tially suppresses hyperonic DU processes. Consequently,
in our scenario, the HSs normally do not experience rapid
cooling, provided that superfluid and superconductivity
are not considered [65–67]. Our results provide a new
perspective on the internal structure of NSs and reveal
the crucial role of quantum many-body effects.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In II, we
present the effective model of the HS matter and derive
the self-consistent integral equations for three renormal-
ization functions that account for quantum many-body
effects. In III, we evaluate the NS EOS and HS EOS
based on the numerical solutions of renormalization func-
tions. In IV, we determine the maximum HS mass for
several different values of the symmetry energy slope. In
V, we show the results of particle fractions and analyze
their physical influence on the fate of HS cooling rate. A
brief summary is given in VI.

II. MODEL OF NS MATTER

As an extension of a previous work [64], we describe
the physics of NS matter through an effective quantum
hadrodynamics model in which the baryons are cou-
pled to three sorts of mesons [64], including neutral σ
mesons, denoted by an isoscalar scalar field σ, neutral
vector ω mesons, denoted by an isoscalar vector field
ωµ = (ω0, ω1, ω2, ω3), and charged vector ρ mesons, de-
noted by an isovector vector field ρµ = (ρ1µ, ρ

2
µ, ρ

3
µ) with

ρiµ = (ρi0, ρ
i
1, ρ

i
2, ρ

i
3). Considering the rotational invari-

ance around the third axis in isospin space, we only retain
the isospin three-component of ρ3µ, namely the neutral ρ0

mesons. Such a σ-ω-ρ model is represented by the fol-
lowing Lagrangian density

L = LBaryon + Lmeson + Llepton, (1)

where

LBaryon =
∑

B

ψB

(
i∂µγ

µ −mB + gσBσ − gωBωµγ
µ

−ΓρBρ
3
µI3Bγ

µ
)
ψB,

Lmeson =
1

2
∂µσ∂

µσ −
1

2
m∗2

σ σ
2 −

1

4
ωµνω

µν

+
1

2
m2

ωωµω
µ −

1

4
ρ3µνρ

3µν +
1

2
m2

ρρ
3
µρ

3µ,

Llepton =
∑

l

ψl (i∂µγ
µ −ml)ψl, (2)

where ∂µ = (∂t,∂), γ
µ = (γ0,γ), ωµν = ∂µων − ∂νωµ,

and ρ3µν = ∂µρ
3
ν −∂νρ

3
µ. The spinor ψB, whose conjugate

is ψB = ψ†
Bγ

0, has four components for baryonic matter,
and the summation on B is over all the charge states
of the baryon octet B = (n, p,Λ,Σ+,Σ−,Σ0,Ξ−,Ξ0).
The baryons couple to σ, ω, and ρ0 mesons. The
isospin projection in isospin-space is denoted by I3B =
diag

(
− 1

2 ,
1
2 , 0, 1,−1, 0,− 1

2 ,
1
2

)
, which is the matrix con-

taining the isospin charges. Bare baryon masses are
mn,p = 939 MeV, mΛ = 1116 MeV, mΣ0,± = 1193 MeV,
and mΞ0,− = 1318 MeV. Rest meson masses are mσ =
550 MeV, mω = 783 MeV, and mρ = 763 MeV. m∗

σ de-
notes the renormalized mass of σ. Leptons ψl, where
l = e−, µ−, are included to ensure the β-equilibrium
and electrical neutrality. The rest lepton masses are
me = 0.511 MeV and mµ = 105.7 MeV.
The pronounced isospin asymmetry of NSs renders

their properties, such as the crust structure, radius,
tidal deformability, and the thresholds for DU processes,
highly sensitive to the symmetry energy slope Ls [60, 64,
68–72], which is strongly influenced by isovector mesons.
To systematically investigate how Ls affects properties of
NSs, we introduce the density-dependent isovector cou-
pling parameter ΓρB, which has been widely adopted in
density-dependent RMFT models [13, 16, 17, 72] and
takes the form

ΓρB = gρB exp

[
−aρ

(
n∗
F

nB0

− 1

)]
. (3)

Here, gρB is a density-independent coupling constant, n∗
F

is the total baryon density, and aρ is a tuning parameter.
At the nuclear saturation density n∗

F = nB0, ΓρB reverts
back to gρB. Notably, the effective coupling of the ρ0

meson to baryons is governed by the product gρBI3B .
Previous studies [64, 71, 72] have revealed that increasing
aρ markedly lowers the symmetry energy slope Ls. A
smaller Ls would soften the EOS of NS core, which yields
more compact NSs in the intermediate-mass regime and
leaves the maximum mass nearly unchanged. The other
two nucleon-meson coupling constants gσB and gωB are
density independent.
In addition to baryon-meson couplings, mesons can

couple to themselves and to each other through terms
such as −g3σ

3, −g4σ
4, and −g22σ

2ω2, etc. These nonlin-
ear self- and cross-couplings appear in almost all RMFT
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FIG. 1: Feynman diagrams for one-loop self-energy correc-
tions to the σ meson mass. Solid line represents free baryon
propagator. Dashed (dotted) line represents free σ (ω) meson
propagator. Corrections of (a), (b), (c), and (d) come from
baryon-σ coupling, self-coupling g3σ

3, self-coupling g4σ
4, and

cross-coupling g22σ
2ω2, respectively.

models and play a crucial role in the determination of a
realistic EOS. However, their coefficients are frequently
negative, which can drive the thermodynamic potential
unbounded from below and trigger an instability [4, 64].
We wish to retain the contributions of such nonlinear
couplings while eliminating any risk of instability. Ac-
cording to the generic principles of quantum field theory,
the main effects of meson self- and cross-couplings is the
renormalization of bare meson masses. To illustrate this,
consider the σ meson as an example. At one-loop level,
its self-energy receives contributions from the baryon-σ
couplings and the nonlinear meson couplings, with the
corresponding diagrams shown in Fig. 1. These correc-
tions shift the bare σ mass mσ to an effective renormal-
ized massm∗

σ, whose value depends on gσ, g3, g4, and g22.
This implies that the influence of σ self-couplings and
cross-couplings between σ and ω meson is packaged into
a single quantity m∗

σ. Guided by this consideration, we
replace the bare mass mσ in Lmeson by the renormalized
mass m∗

σ from the outset and treat the ratio m∗
σ/mσ as

an adjusting parameter, whose value will be determined
by fitting to nuclear saturation properties [64]. This sub-
stitution eliminates potential instability while packaging
the physical effects of nonlinear meson interactions com-
pactly into m∗

σ. At the same time, m∗
σ automatically

incorporates the feedback of baryon-σ coupling through
the processes given by Fig. 1(a). The ω and ρ0 masses
can be modified by similar nonlinear couplings, but the
modifications are numerically negligible since their bare
masses (mω and mρ) are already quite large. We there-
fore fix mω and mρ at their bare values.

Throughout the following calculations, NSs are treated
as approximately at zero temperature, as the typical
baryon Fermi energies (EFB ≈ 100 − 1000MeV) in NSs
far exceed the characteristic thermal energies (kBT ≈
0.01−0.1MeV). We anticipate that strong baryon-meson
interactions will lead to significant quantum many-body
effects, such as the Landau damping of baryons, the
baryon velocity renormalization, and the baryon mass
renormalization. To incorporate these effects into the

EOS, we will handle the model of Eq. (2) by employ-
ing the field-theoretical approach developed in [64]. The
essence of this approach is to calculate the EOS based on
the solutions of the DS equation of renormalized baryon
propagator GB(k). As shown in [64], GB(k) satisfies the
following DS equation

G−1
B (k) = G−1

B0 (k)− ig2σB

∫
d4q

(2π)4
GB(k + q)D0(q)

−ig2ωBγµ

∫
d4q

(2π)4
GB(k + q)Fµν

0 (q)γν

−iΓ2
ρBI3Bγµ

∫
d4q

(2π)4
GB(k + q)V µν

0 (q)I3Bγν .

(4)

The free baryon propagator is

GB0(k) =
1

kµγµ −mB

, (5)

and three free propagators of σ, ω, and ρ0 mesons, which
are listed in order below:

D0(q) =
1

q2 −m∗2
σ

, (6)

Fµν
0 (q) ≈ −

gµν

q2 −m2
ω

, (7)

V µν
0 (q) ≈ −

gµν

q2 −m2
ρ

. (8)

The four-momenta of neutrons and mesons are k ≡ (ε,k)
and q ≡ (ω,q), respectively. The meson propagators
are functions of both the energy and momentum, thus
the DS equation (4) incorporates the dynamics of all
mesons, which is neglected in mean-field theories. More-
over, we have dropped the terms qµqν/m2

ω from Fµν
0 (q)

and qµqν/m2
ρ from V µν

0 (q) to preserve the baryon number
conservation and isospin conservation, respectively. On
account of the translational invariance and the rotational
symmetry of infinite baryonic matter in the rest frame,
we retain solely the time-component of ωµ and ρ3µ, which
is achieved by

γµ → γ0, I3Bγµ → I3Bγ0, (9)

Fµν
0 (q) ≈ F 00

0 (q), V µν
0 (q) ≈ V 00

0 (q). (10)

The Fermi energy EFB of baryons provides a natural
energy scale [64] and will be used to define the integration
range of ω. Here, we choose ω ∈ [−Ωc,+Ωc], where Ωc =
1000 MeV is of the same order of EFB at 6nB0. We have
verified through numerical calculations that the EOS and
NS properties are virtually insensitive to the precise value
of Ωc for Ωc ≥ 1000 MeV. The absolute value of the
meson momentum |q| lies within the range of [0,ΛckFB],
where kFB is the Fermi momentum of baryon and Λc

is a positive tuning parameter [64]. The parameter Λc is
constrained by fitting the saturation properties of nuclear
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matter. The integral measure is expressed as

∫
d4q

(2π)4
≡

∫ +Ωc

−Ωc

dω

2π

∫ ΛckFB

0

d3q

(2π)3
. (11)

All the results are free of divergences, thus renormaliza-
tion calculations are not needed.
In infinite baryonic matter, we further assume invari-

ance under parity and time reversal, in addition to the
translational and rotational symmetries already imposed
above. Under these symmetries, tensor or pseudoscalar
terms are forbidden in the baryon propagator. We define
three functions A0B(k), A1B(k), and A2B(k) to manifest
the Landau damping, velocity renormalization, and mass
renormalization, respectively. Then the baryon propaga-

tor GB(k) can be expressed in a generic form

GB(k) =
1

A0B(k)εγ0 −A1B(k)k · γ −A2B(k)mB

. (12)

A0B(k), A1B(k), and A2B(k) are equal to unity in the
non-interacting limit, but driven by baryon-meson inter-
actions to deviate from unity. According to our numerical
calculations [64], A0B(k), A1B(k), and A2B(k) exhibit a
rather weak dependence on the momentum k for a fixed
energy. It is therefore justified [64] to fix their |k| at the
Fermi momentum kF. Then, A0B(ε), A1B(ε), and A2B(ε)
depend solely on the energy ε. Substituting Eq. (12) into
the DS equation (4) leads to three self-consistent integral
equations:

A0B(ε) = 1−
i

ε

∫
dωd3q

(2π)4
A0B(ε+ ω)(ε+ ω)

A2
0B(ε+ ω)(ε+ ω)2 −A2

1B(ε+ ω)(k+ q)2 −A2
2B(ε+ ω)m2

B

×
( g2σB
ω2 − q2 −m∗2

σ

−
g2ωB

ω2 − q2 −m2
ω

−
Γ2
ρBI

2
3B

ω2 − q2 −m2
ρ

)
, (13)

A1B(ε) = 1−
i

|k|

∫
dωd3q

(2π)4
A1B(ε+ ω)|k+ q|

A2
0B(ε+ ω)(ε+ ω)2 −A2

1B(ε+ ω)(k+ q)2 −A2
2B(ε+ ω)m2

B

×
( g2σB
ω2 − q2 −m∗2

σ

+
g2ωB

ω2 − q2 −m2
ω

+
Γ2
ρBI

2
3B

ω2 − q2 −m2
ρ

)
, (14)

A2B(ε) = 1 +
i

mB

∫
dωd3q

(2π)4
A2B(ε+ ω)mB

A2
0B(ε+ ω)(ε+ ω)2 − A2

1B(ε+ ω)(k+ q)2 −A2
2B(ε+ ω)m2

B

×
( g2σB
ω2 − q2 −m∗2

σ

−
g2ωB

ω2 − q2 −m2
ω

−
Γ2
ρBI

2
3B

ω2 − q2 −m2
ρ

)
. (15)

The three functions A0B(ε), A1B(ε), and A2B(ε) can be
determined by numerical solving the above three equa-
tions using the iteration method [64]. It is challenging to
compute the EOS directly from these energy-dependent
functions. To simplify the calculation, we find it conve-
nient to average over the energies of A0B(ε), A1B(ε), and
A2B(ε). The average is carried out as follows

Ā0B,1B,2B =

∫
A0B,1B,2B(ε)dε∫

dε
. (16)

These three quantities depend on the baryon density and
take into account the quantum many-body effects caused
by strong baryon-meson interactions. Then the orig-
inal Lagrangian density for the baryon sector, namely
LBaryon, is renormalized to become

L̃Baryon =
∑

B

ψB

(
iA0B∂tγ

0 + iA1B∂ · γ −A2BmB

+gσBσ − gωBωµγ
µ − ΓρBρ

3
µI3Bγ

µ
)
ψB.(17)

The hyperon-meson coupling parameters are treated

following the usual approach [73]. Define several ratios:

xσB =
gσB
gσN

, xωB =
gωB

gωN
, xρB =

gρB
gρN

. (18)

For the couplings with ω and ρ0 mesons, we utilize the
SU(6) symmetry relations [74]:

xωΛ = xωΣ =
2

3
, xωΞ =

1

3
, (19)

xρΛ = xρΣ = xρΞ = 1. (20)

The coupling constants for hyperon-σ meson can be ob-
tained from hypernuclear potentials:

VΛ = xωΛVωN − xσΛVσN = −28 MeV, (21)

VΣ = xωΣVωN − xσΣVσN = +30 MeV, (22)

VΞ = xωΞVωN − xσΞVσN = −18 MeV, (23)

where VωN = gωNω0 and VσN = gσNσ are the nuclear
potentials for saturated symmetric nuclear matter [75,
76]. Combining Eqs. (19-23), we can ultimately obtain

xσΛ = 0.5969, xσΣ = 0.4223, xσΞ = 0.3105. (24)
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III. EQUATION OF STATE

In this section, we calculate the EOS of the NS matter.
For this purpose, we replace LBaryon appearing in Eq. (1)

with L̃Baryon given by Eq. (17), and then compute the
energy-density and pressure by adopting the standard
procedure of RMFT [4]. The quantum many-body effects
resulting from the baryon-meson interactions are already
incorporated in the three averaged quantities A0B, A1B,
and A2B.

The equation of motion of the baryon field has the form

[
iĀ0B∂tγ

0 + iĀ1B∂ · γ − Ā2BmB

]
ψB(z)

= −gσBσ(z)ψB(z) + gωBωµ(z)γ
µψB(z)

+ΓρBρ
3
µ(z)I3Bγ

µψB(z) + ΣR
µγ

µψB(z). (25)

where the density dependence of ΓρB contributes a rear-
rangement term [77] for baryons:

ΣR
µ =

Jµ
n∗
F

∑

B

∂ΓρB

∂n∗
F

ρ3νψBI3Bγ
νψB. (26)

Here, the total baryon current is given by

Jµ =
∑

B

ψ̄BγµψB, (27)

and the total baryon density is

n∗
F =

∑

B

n∗
B, (28)

in which the renormalized baryon density of each species
is

n∗
B = 2

∫ kFB

0

d3k

(2π)3
1

Ā0B
. (29)

The equations of motion of the three meson fields are
of the forms:

(
∂µ∂

µ +m∗2
σ

)
σ(z) =

∑

B

gσBψ̄B(z)ψB(z), (30)

∂µω
µν(z) +m2

ωω
ν(z) =

∑

B

gωBψ̄B(z)γ
νψB(z), (31)

∂µρ
3µν(z) +m2

ρρ
3ν(z) =

∑

B

ΓρBψ̄B(z)I3Bγ
νψB(z),

(32)

Then, replace the meson fields with their expectation val-
ues, namely

σ(z) → 〈σ(z)〉 = σ, (33)

ωµ(z) → 〈ωµ(z)〉 = ω0, (34)

ρ3µ(z) → 〈ρ3µ(z)〉 = ρ30. (35)

Then the renormalized Lagrangian density is converted
to

LMF =
∑

B

ψ̄B(z)
(
iĀ0B∂tγ

0 + iĀ1B∂ · γ − Ā2BmB

+gσBσ − gωBω0γ
0 − ΓρBρ

3
0I3Bγ

0
)
ψB(z)

−
1

2
m∗2

σ σ
2 +

1

2
m2

ωω
2
0 +

1

2
m2

ρ(ρ
3
0)

2

+
∑

l=e−,µ−

ψl (iγ
µ∂µ −ml)ψl. (36)

The equation of motion of baryon fields, namely Eq. (25),
is now simplified to

[
iĀ0B∂tγ

0 + iĀ1B∂ · γ − gωBω0γ
0 − ΓρBρ

3
0I3Bγ

0

−ΣR
0 γ

0 − (Ā2BmB − gσBσ)
]
ψB(z) = 0, (37)

where ΣR
0 is the time component of the rearrangement

term. Accordingly, Eqs. (30)-(32) are modified:

σ =
∑

B

gσB
m∗2

σ

〈ψ̄B(z)ψB(z)〉 =
∑

B

gσB
m∗2

σ

n∗
sB, (38)

ω0 =
∑

B

gωB

m2
ω

〈ψ†
B(z)ψB(z)〉 =

∑

B

gωB

m2
ω

n∗
B, (39)

ρ30 =
∑

B

ΓρB

m2
ρ

〈ψ†
B(z)I3BψB(z)〉 =

∑

B

ΓρB

m2
ρ

I3Bn
∗
B.(40)

Here, a raised asterisk is used to denote the inclusion
of quantum many-body effects. The renormalized scalar
density is

n∗
s =

∑

B

n∗
sB, (41)

where

n∗
sB = 2

∫ kFB

0

d3k

(2π)3
m∗

B/Ā0B

E∗
FB(k)

, (42)

E∗
FB(k) =

√
Ā2

1B

Ā2
0B

k2 +m∗2
B , (43)

m∗
B =

Ā2BmB − gσBσ

Ā0B
. (44)

The expectation value of the energy-momentum tensor
in the rest frame of the matter is diagonal, namely

〈T µν〉 = diag(ǫ, P, P, P ). (45)

The energy density ǫ = 〈T 00〉 is

ǫ =
∑

B

2

∫ kFB

0

d3k

(2π)3
E∗

FB(k) +
1

2
m∗2

σ

(∑

B

gσB
m∗2

σ

n∗
sB

)2

+
1

2
m2

ω

(∑

B

gωB

m2
ω

n∗
B

)2

+
1

2
m2

ρ

(∑

B

ΓρB

m2
ρ

I3Bn
∗
B

)2

+
∑

l=e−,µ−

1

π2

∫ kl

0

k2d|k|
√

k2
l +m2

l , (46)
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TABLE I: Simulated model parameters for the σωρ2 model and the nuclear quantities computed at the saturation density
within it, as developed in Ref. [64]. The experimental data for empirical nuclear quantities are: nB0 = (0.16 ± 0.01) fm−3,
Eb = (−16± 1) MeV, m∗

N/mN = (0.56− 0.75), K = (240± 20) MeV, and Es = (28− 34) MeV [64]. Due to the uncertainty in
the value of Ls [78], we select three values: Ls = 60 MeV, Ls = 80 MeV, and Ls = 87.56 MeV [64].

Model gσN gωN gρN m∗
σ
/m

σ
Λc aρ

σωρ2L60 17.5758 11.3153 6.5393 1.9355 1.6011 0.4097

σωρ2L80 17.5758 11.3153 6.5393 1.9355 1.6011 0.1123

σωρ2L87.56 17.5758 11.3153 6.5393 1.9355 1.6011 0.0000

n
B0

(fm−3) Eb(MeV) m∗
N
(MeV) K(MeV) Es(MeV) Ls(MeV)

σωρ2L60 0.1597 -16.4255 0.6462 220.5497 28.9727 60.0000

σωρ2L80 0.1597 -16.4255 0.6462 220.5497 28.9727 80.0000

σωρ2L87.56 0.1597 -16.4255 0.6462 220.5497 28.9727 87.5612

and the pressure P = 1
3 〈T

ii〉 is

P =
∑

B

2

3

∫ kFB

0

d3k

(2π)3
Ā2

1Bk
2/Ā2

0B

E∗
FB(k)

−
1

2
m∗2

σ

(∑

B

gσB
m∗2

σ

n∗
sB

)2

+
1

2
m2

ω

(∑

B

gωB

m2
ω

n∗
B

)2

+
1

2
m2

ρ

(∑

B

ΓρB

m2
ρ

I3Bn
∗
B

)2

+
∑

l=e−,µ−

1

3π2

∫ kl

0

d|k|
k4

√
k2 +m2

l

+ n∗
FΣ

R
0 . (47)

The energy density and pressure are functions of baryon
density n∗

F through the Fermi momenta kFB of each
species. We have checked that the EOS satisfies the ther-
modynamic relationship P = n∗2

F ∂(ǫ/n
∗
F)/∂n

∗
F.

The NS cores contain, in addition to neutrons, a small
fraction of protons and electrons. As the density n∗

F is
sufficiently high, some electrons are replaced by muons
when the Fermi energy of electrons surpasses the rest en-
ergy of muons. In that case, muons are energetically more
favorable and the chemical potentials satisfy µe = µµ. As
the density continues to increase, hyperons could be ex-
cited in the inner core of NSs. A NS having hyperons
inside is also referred to as a hyperon star (HS). The
formation threshold of the baryon B can be expressed
through the following relationship [4]:

µB ≥ m∗
B + gωBω0 + gρBI3Bρ0(3) +ΣR

0 . (48)

The baryon chemical potentials µB are determined by the
conditions of β equilibrium [4]

µn = µΛ = µΞ0 = µΣ0 , (49)

µp = µΣ+ = µn − µe, (50)

µΣ− = µΞ− = µn + µe, (51)

where the chemical potentials of baryons, electrons, and

muons are given by

µB =

√
Ā2

1B

Ā2
0B

k2FB +m∗2
B + gωB

(∑

B

gωB

m2
ω

n∗
B

)

+gρBI3B

(∑

B

gρB
m2

ρ

I3Bn
∗
B

)
+ΣR

0 , (52)

µe =
√
k2e +m2

e, (53)

µµ =
√
k2µ +m2

µ. (54)

Here, ke, and kµ denote the Fermi momenta of electrons
and muons, respectively. Notice that the many-body ef-
fects are incorporated in these chemical potentials. The
lepton densities are related to the corresponding Fermi
momenta via the relation ne,µ = k3e,µ/(3π

2). In addition,
the NS core should obey the baryon number conserva-
tion and preserve electric charge neutrality, which are
described by two identities:

n∗
F =

∑

B

n∗
B =

∑

B

k3FB
3π2Ā0B

, (55)

∑

B

QB +
∑

l

Ql =
∑

B

qBk
3
FB

3π2Ā0B
−
∑

l

k3l
3π2

= 0.(56)

Here, QB and Ql represent the electric charges carried by
baryons and leptons, respectively, and qB is the electric
charge of the baryon B in units of the elementary charge.
Making use of Eqs. (48-56), we determine the densities
of baryons and leptons at a given total density n∗

F, which
then generates a more realistic HS EOS that satisfies the
β equilibrium, using Eq. (46) and Eq. (47).

IV. MAXIMUM MASS Mmax

We adjust the six parameters gσN, gωN, gρN, m
∗
σ/mσ,

Λc, and aρ to fit six typical nuclear quantities, including
the nuclear saturation density nB0, binding energy Eb,
effective nucleon mass m∗

N, compressibility modulus K,
symmetry energy Es, and symmetry energy slope Ls at



7

(b)

FIG. 2: Particle fractions versus baryon density n∗
F in unit of

nB0. The hL60 (L60) model refers to σωρ2L60 model with
(without) hyperons. The hL80 (L80) model refers to σωρ2L80
model with (without) hyperons. Shadowed regions marked
with nDU (hDU) illustrate the uncertain lower limit of the
threshold fractions for nucleonic (hyperonic) DU processes.

the saturation density of symmetric nuclear matter. Ta-
ble I shows that varying aρ does not affect the first five
nuclear quantities, but has a remarkable effect on Ls. In
Table I, we list three sets of adjustable parameters, re-
ferred to as σωρ2L60 model with Ls = 60MeV, σωρ2L80
model with Ls = 80 MeV and σωρ2L87.56 model with
Ls = 87.56 MeV.

We consider three hyperon species: Λ, Ξ−, and Σ−.
The Λ and Ξ− are the first strange baryons to appear
with increasing baryon density. Although Σ hyperons
are generally disfavored by a repulsive potential [42], we
include the Σ− to evaluate its impact. In Fig. 2, we
present the dependence of particle fractions on the nor-
malized baryon density n∗

F/nB0 for four models: hL60,
hL80, L60, and L80. Obviously, models with different
Ls’s exhibit distinct sequences of appearance for Λ and
Ξ−. For hL60 model, shown in panel (a), the fractions
of Λ and Ξ− begin to noticeably emerge as the baryon
density increases, with Ξ− appearing at a critical den-
sity of 2.70nB0, followed by Λ at 2.75nB0. This sequence
differs from hL80 model, shown in panel (b), in which Λ
appears first at 2.50nB0, and Ξ− emerges shortly after
at 2.55nB0. Meanwhile, the Σ− hyperon appears only
at much higher densities, around 3.00nB0, in both hL60
and hL80 models. Hence, the value of Ls has an obvious
impact on the critical density for the emergence of hyper-
ons. Notably, even at densities above 4nB0, the fractions
of Λ, Ξ−, and Σ− all remain below 0.02, which justifies
the consideration of only these three hyperons.

A comparison between the ǫ-P curves obtained for HSs
(solid lines) and pure NSs (dashed lines) is depicted in
Fig. 3. Clearly, the inclusion of hyperons softens the
EOSs at high energy-densities. Notice that the EOSs,
particularly for models with smaller values of the sym-
metry energy slope Ls (e.g., hL60), exhibit a dramatic
abrupt softening. This behavior is caused by the sudden
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P 
[M

eV
/fm

3 ]
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FIG. 3: Comparison between HS EOSs and NS EOSs in terms
of the pressure P versus the energy-density ǫ.

and concurrent emergence of Λ and Ξ− hyperons within
a narrow density interval, as illustrated by Fig. 2(a). The
tuning parameter aρ, which governs the density depen-
dence of isovector meson coupling parameter ΓρB, plays
a crucial role. As shown in Table I, Ls is reduced as
aρ becomes larger, indicating that the symmetry energy
increases more slowly with growing density. This de-
creases the energy cost for converting nucleons into hy-
perons at high densities and leads to a sudden increase in
the hyperon fractions. Consequently, once the formation
threshold (48) is crossed, multiple hyperon species (Λ and
Ξ−) can appear almost simultaneously and their abun-
dances rise sharply, which leads to the observed abrupt
softening in the ǫ–P relation. Therefore, the parameter
aρ regulates both the hyperon fractions and the stiffness
of hyperonic matter.

The M-R relations are obtained by combining EOSs
with the Tolman-Oppenheimer-Volkoff (TOV) equations
[79, 80]. To construct unified EOSs, we use the CUTER

v2 code [81, 82] to self-consistently reconstruct the low-
density crust EOSs and match them to the high-density
core EOSs, which ensures thermodynamic consistency
and smoothness across the crust–core transition. In
Fig. 4, we compare the M-R curves calculated based on
six different models with the empirical data extracted
from astrophysical observations of compact stars. Notice-
ably, the radii for low-mass NSs inferred from our M–R
curves are in full agreement with NICER constraints on
PSR J0030+0451 [83, 84]. The M-R relations predict
smaller radii for low-mass NSs when Ls takes smaller
values. This trend holds true irrespective of whether the
hyperons are included, since the properties of low-mass
NSs are nearly unaffected by hyperons that emerge at
densities around 2nB0-3nB0 in the NS core.

In a number of existing solutions to the hyperon puz-
zle based on RMFT [28, 34, 37, 51, 57, 58], the max-
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FIG. 4: Comparison between the theoretical results of M-R
relations obtained from six models (hL60, hL80, hL87.56, L60,
L80, and L87.56) and some recent astrophysical observations
of compact stars.

imum mass Mmax has been elevated to the range of
2.2M⊙−2.3M⊙ through careful selections of appropriate
hyperon-meson interactions. While such a mass range
suffices to explain most high-mass NSs, PSR J0952-0607
remains an exception. In a recent work [85], the high
mass of PSR J0952-0607 was explained within some pure
nucleonic RMFT models. These models invoke a set of
extended nonlinear self- and cross-coupling terms [85] to
stiffen the EOS at high densities, leading to maximum NS
masses in the range∼ (2.34-2.50)M⊙. As in other RMFT
studies, the nonlinear terms are handled within the static
Hartree approximation. These static terms furnish a clas-
sical background potential for the baryons as their quan-
tum fluctuations are neglected. When a baryon is scat-
tered by this potential, its energy is not changed. This
implies that the baryons are nearly independent: each
feels the same potential yet none affects another. The
static potential shifts the baryon masses and chemical
potentials, but otherwise the baryons propagate freely,
forming an almost non-interacting degenerate fermion
gas rather than a truly correlated quantum many-body
system. After hyperons are included, the resulting EOS
will be drastically softened even with the same nonlinear
meson couplings [86], which decreases the maximum HS
mass well below the ∼ (2.34-2.50)M⊙ range.

Compared to those RMFT studies, our approach treats
the baryon-meson interactions non-perturbatively and
retain their explicit time (i.e., energy) dependence. In
our scheme, all baryons are mutually correlated via the
exchange of dynamical, fluctuating mesons. Quantum
many-body effects enter the EOS through the averaged
quantities Ā0,1,2, whereas the overall effect of nonlinear
meson couplings is encoded in a single renormalized σ
mass. The resulting HS EOSs are stiff enough to support
a maximum mass of Mmax ≈ 2.59M⊙, even without con-
sidering stellar rotation or strong magnetic fields. This

value is more than adequate to account for the masses of
several known massive NSs, including PSR J1614-2230,
PSR J0348+0432, and PSR J0740+6620. Remarkably, it
also supports the exceptionally high mass of PSR J0952-
0607, which is challenging for other hyperonic scenarios
lacking many-body effects.
Our stiff EOS still respects causality after including

hyperons. Explicitly, we have verified that the sound
of speed cs is smaller than the speed of light c across all
densities relevant to the stable stellar sequences in Fig. 4,
irrespective of whether hyperons are present or not.

V. FATE OF FAST COOLING

In addition to the insufficient value ofMmax, RMFT re-
sults face another issue about the fast cooling of HSs [30].
The proton fraction obtained from RMFT calculations
typically exceeds 0.15, larger than the threshold fraction
YnDU for the nucleonic DU process [56]. Meanwhile, the
hyperon fractions are within the range of 0.20 − 0.60
[37, 41–44, 48–53, 58], much higher than the threshold
fraction YhDU for the hyperonic DU processes [61]. A
direct implication of these results is that HSs, in their
early stages, would likely be significantly colder than
what is inferred from astrophysical observations. This
situation remains unchanged when the regulating role of
baryon pairing is taken into account [62, 63]. As shown
in [87], the observed age-temperature relations for dozens
of NSs with low masses can be well explained by the stan-
dard cooling framework that precludes all DU processes.
There are also evidences [88, 89] suggesting that the ob-
served cooling data of many NSs can only be understood
if DU processes occur in NSs with masses > 1.8M⊙. In a
few RMFT models, such as NL3ωρ [51, 59], DU processes
are avoided in low-mass HSs, but they inevitably occur
in HSs having high and intermediate masses. Moreover,
the corresponding Mmax [51, 59] is not large enough to
account for PSR J0952-0607.
In our scenario, the proton and hyperon fractions are

substantially suppressed due to the quantum many-body
effects, which is in stark contrast to RMFT results. In the
absence of hyperons, a comparison between L60 and L80
models reveals that the proton fraction increases with
density at a rate proportional to Ls. For Ls = 80 MeV,
although the proton fraction increases toward the thresh-
old range of 0.11–0.15 [56] at higher densities, it remains
below this critical interval, and is therefore insufficient
to trigger the nucleonic DU process. In the case of
Ls = 60 MeV, however, the reduced Ls together with
quantum many-body effects results in a much slower rise
of the proton fraction with density. After introducing
the hyperons, the proton fraction in the Ls = 80 MeV
model is almost unchanged, whereas in the Ls = 60 MeV
model it is noticeably enhanced. Nevertheless, it still
remains smaller than 0.11 for all baryon densities below
4.5nB0, as shown in panels (a) and (b) of Fig. 2. Thus, the
nucleonic DU processes are entirely inhibited. Initially,
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the hyperon fractions rise after their onset and reach a
maximum, but they subsequently decline with further in-
creasing density. Eventually they stabilize below 0.02, a
trend clearly shown for both values of Ls. The threshold
fraction for the hyperonic DU processes is extremely low
and highly uncertain, estimated to be within the range of
0.0013-0.0320 [61]. Comparing these two values reveals
that the hyperonic DU processes may or may not oc-
cur in HSs. Although these processes cannot be entirely
ruled out in our scenario, their likelihood of occurrence
has been reduced to an unprecedentedly low level. As a
result, fast cooling normally does not occur in HSs, even
for those with high masses.
To understand why the neutron fraction is much higher

than proton and hyperon fractions, it is useful to exam-
ine the density dependence of effective baryon masses.
As shown in Fig. 5, in the absence of hyperons, the
many-body effects already reduce the effective neutron
mass m∗

n to small values at high densities. Once hyper-
ons are included, m∗

n is further decreased, dropping from
0.265m∗

n at 3.00nB0 to 0.200m∗
n at 4.00nB0. Thus, the

neutrons become increasingly relativistic at higher den-
sities. The renormalized baryon density of each species
can be rephrased as

n∗
B =

k3FB
3π2Ā0B

=

(
µ∗2
B −m∗2

B

) 3
2

3π2Ā1B
. (57)

The effective baryon chemical potential obtained from
Eq. (52) is given by

µ∗
B = µB − gωB

(∑

B

gωB

m2
ω

n∗
B

)

−gρBI3B

(∑

B

gρB
m2

ρ

I3Bn
∗
B

)
− ΣR

0

=

√
Ā2

1B

Ā2
0B

k2FB +m∗2
B . (58)

Based on Eq. (57), one can infer that a reduction in
m∗

n enhances the neutron density, which is essential to
maintain a high neutron fraction. Protons display a sim-
ilar trend but with a considerably higher effective mass,
leading to a much lower proton fraction. The effective
hyperon masses are lowered as baryon density rises, but
remain above 0.65 times bare masses. Thus, hyperons
are non-relativistic, which suppresses their fractions.
According to the above analysis, our current work

presents a distinct prediction concerning the cooling rate
of HSs, particularly those with high masses, compared
to that of RMFT studies. It appears that measuring the
age-temperature relations of massive HSs offers the most
efficient means to verify which prediction is more reli-
able. The currently available observational data of such
relations are rather limited and insufficient to draw a
conclusive answer. It is hoped that the age-temperature
relation of NSs with masses > 2.0M⊙ could be obtained
with an acceptable precision in the near future. This
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FIG. 5: Ratios of effective baryon masses to bare masses ver-
sus normalized baryon density n∗

F/nB0 for σωρL80 model.

would help determine whether the presence of hyperons
in NSs necessarily leads to fast cooling.
To make the above qualitative prediction more

testable, we will carry out quantitative cooling simula-
tions in the future. These calculations would produce
two sets of cooling curves for massive HSs - one without
and one with quantum many-body effects. A direct com-
parison of the two sets of cooling curves will then allow
us to quantify how many-body correlations influence the
thermal evolution of HSs.
It is worth mentioning that a few exceptional NSs are

observed to exhibit rapid cooling. A prominent example
is the young isolated NS in the Cassiopeia A supernova
remnant [90–93]. The rapid cooling of this particular
NS can be attributed to the enhanced neutrino emission
resulting from Cooper pairing breaking and formation
[65, 66] in conjunction with the associated superfluid and
superconducting quantum critical phenomena [67], with-
out the need to invoke DU processes.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

Our results demonstrate that incorporating the quan-
tum many-body effects into the EOS of HSs not only
yields a maximum mass sufficient to account for the
masses of all the observed NSs, but also prevents the
fast cooling induced by DU processes. Thus, our sce-
nario provides a unified solution to the two facets of the
hyperon puzzle.
While our calculated Mmax ≈ 2.59M⊙ is already quite

large, it may be further increased if the effects of NS
spin [8, 94] and strong magnetic field [95] are considered.
Moreover, strong magnetic field can change the particle
fractions within HSs [95, 96], which would alter the con-
ditions of DU processes. These issues will be addressed
in future works. It is also interesting to apply the DS
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equation framework to examine the impact of isobars on
the M-R relation [41–44, 94] and other quantities.
In the present work, the DS integral equations of the

renormalization functions A0,1,2(ε) are solved using the
bare-vertex approximation to baryon-meson couplings.
With this approximation, the coupling parameters gσB,
gωB, and gρB are taken as constants. The good agree-
ment between our results and available astrophysical
observations indicates that this truncation scheme cap-
tures the essential physics of dense matter, yet upgrading
to energy-momentum dependent baryon-meson vertices
would yield a better description of the EOS and lead to
improved results for the maximummass and thermal evo-
lution. Retaining the full energy-momentum dependence
substantially increases the computational cost. Thus, a
significantly more efficient algorithm must be developed
to solve the more complicated DS equations.
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