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I. SUPRANUCLEAR DENSITY MATTER

A. Introduction

Neutron stars are the densest observable objects in the
Universe, attaining physical conditions of matter that cannot
be replicated on Earth. Inside neutron stars, the state of matter
ranges from ions (nuclei) embedded in a sea of electrons at
low densities in the outer crust, through increasingly neutron-
rich ions in the inner crust and outer core, to the supranuclear
densities reached in the center, where particles are squeezed
together more tightly than in atomic nuclei, and theory
predicts a host of possible exotic states of matter (Fig. 1).
The nature of matter at such densities is one of the great
unsolved problems in modern science, and this makes neutron
stars unparalleled laboratories for nuclear physics and quan-
tum chromodynamics (QCD) under extreme conditions.
The most fundamental macroscopic diagnostic of dense

matter is the pressure-density-temperature relation of bulk
matter, the equation of state (EOS). The EOS can be used to
infer key aspects of the microphysics, such as the role of
many-body interactions at nuclear densities or the presence of
deconfined quarks at high densities (Sec. I.B). Measuring the
EOS of supranuclear density matter is therefore of major
importance to nuclear physics. However, it is also critical to
astrophysics. The dense matter EOS is clearly central to
understanding the powerful, violent, and enigmatic objects
that are neutron stars. However, neutron star–neutron star and
neutron star–black hole binary inspiral and merger, prime
sources of gravitational waves and the likely engines of short
gamma-ray bursts (Nakar, 2007) also depend sensitively on
the EOS (Shibata and Taniguchi, 2011; Bauswein et al., 2012;
Faber and Rasio, 2012; Lackey et al., 2012; Takami, Rezzolla,
and Baiotti, 2014). The EOS affects merger dynamics, black
hole formation time scales, the precise gravitational wave and
neutrino signals, any associated mass loss and r-process
nucleosynthesis, and the attendant gamma-ray bursts and

optical flashes (Metzger et al., 2010; Hotokezaka et al.,
2011; Kumar and Zhang, 2015; Rosswog, 2015). The EOS
of dense matter is also vital to understanding core collapse
supernova explosions and their associated gravitational wave
and neutrino emission (Janka et al., 2007).1

B. The nature of matter: Major open questions

The properties of neutron stars, like those of atomic nuclei,
depend crucially on the interactions between protons and
neutrons (nucleons) governed by the strong force. This is
evident from the seminal work of Oppenheimer and Volkoff
(1939), which showed that the maximal mass of neutron stars
consisting of noninteracting neutrons is 0.7M⊙. To stabilize
heavier neutron stars, as realized in nature, requires repulsive
interactions between nucleons, which set in with increasing
density. At low energies, and thus low densities, the inter-
actions between nucleons are attractive, as they have to be to
bind neutrons and protons into nuclei. However, to prevent
nuclei from collapsing, repulsive two-nucleon and three-
nucleon interactions set in at higher momenta and densities.
Because neutron stars reach densities exceeding those in
atomic nuclei, this makes them particularly sensitive to
many-body forces (Akmal, Pandharipande, and Ravenhall,
1998), and recently it was shown that the dominant uncer-
tainty at nuclear densities is due to three-nucleon forces
(Hebeler et al., 2010; Gandolfi, Carlson, and Reddy, 2012).

FIG. 1. Schematic structure of a neutron star. The outer layer is a
solid ionic crust supported by electron degeneracy pressure.
Neutrons begin to leak out of ions (nuclei) at densities
∼4 × 1011 g=cm3 (the neutron drip density, which separates
the inner from the outer crust), where neutron degeneracy also
starts to play a role. At densities ∼2 × 1014 g=cm3, the nuclei
dissolve completely. This marks the crust-core boundary. In the
core, densities reach several times the nuclear saturation density
ρsat ¼ 2.8 × 1014 g=cm3 (see text).

1Note that while most neutron stars, even during the binary
inspiral phase, can be described by the cold EOS that is the focus of
this Colloquium (see Sec. I.C), temperature corrections must be
applied when describing either newborn neutron stars in the
immediate aftermath of a supernova or the hot differentially rotating
remnants that may survive for a short period of time following a
compact object merger. The cold and hot EOS must of course connect
and be consistent with one another.
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companionwith awell-determinedmass of 0.20M◉
(15) that appears to be hot (10), suggesting that its
envelope is thick. For this reason, we base the
WD mass estimate on cooling tracks with thick
hydrogen atmospheres for masses up to 0.2M◉,
which we constructed by using the MESA stellar
evolution code (8, 16). Initial models were built
for masses identical to the ones in (11), for which
previous comparisons have yielded good agree-
ment with observations (14), with the addition
of tracks with 0.175 and 0.185 M◉ for finer
coverage (Fig. 2). For masses up to 0.169M◉, our
models show excellent agreement with (11);
however, our 0.196 M◉ model is quite different,
because it has a thick envelope instead of a thin
one. Being closer to the constraints for the WD
companion to PSR J0348+0432, it yields a more
conservative mass constraint, MWD = 0.165 to
0.185 at 99.73% confidence (Fig. 3 and Table 1),
which we adopt. The corresponding radius is
RWD = 0.046 to 0.092 R◉ at 99.73% confidence.
Our models yield a cooling age of tcool ∼ 2 Gy.

Pulsar Mass
The derived WD mass and the observed mass
ratio q imply a NSmass in the range from 1.97 to
2.05M◉ at 68.27% or 1.90 to 2.18M◉ at 99.73%
confidence. Hence, PSR J0348+0432 is only the
second NS with a precisely determined mass
around 2M◉, after PSR J1614−2230 (2). It has a
3-s lower mass limit 0.05M◉ higher than the latter
and therefore provides a verification, using a dif-
ferent method, of the constraints on the EOS of
superdense matter present in NS interiors (2, 17).
For these masses and the known orbital period,
GR predicts that the orbital period should decrease

at the rate of P
:GR
b ¼ ð−2:58þ0:07

−0:11 Þ % 10−13 s s−1

(68.27%confidence) because of energy loss through
GW emission.

Radio Observations
Since April 2011, we have been observing PSR
J0348+0432 with the 1.4-GHz receiver of the
305-m radio telescope at the Arecibo Observatory
by using its four wide-band pulsar processors (18).
In order to verify the Arecibo data, we have been
independently timing PSR J0348+0432 at 1.4 GHz
by using the 100-m radio telescope in Effelsberg,
Germany. The two timing data sets produce con-
sistent rotational models, providing added con-
fidence in both. Combining the Arecibo and
Effelsberg data with the initial GBTobservations
(7), we derived the timing solution presented in
Table 1. To match the arrival times, the solution
requires a significant measurement of orbital de-
cay, P

:
b ¼ −2:73 % 10−13 T 0:45% 10−13 s s−1

(68.27% confidence).
The total proper motion and distance estimate

(Table 1) allowed us to calculate the kinematic
corrections to P

:
b from its motion in the Galaxy,

plus any contribution from possible variations of
G: dP

:
b ¼ 0:016% 10−13 T 0:003% 10−13 s s−1.

This is negligible compared to the measurement
uncertainty. Similarly, the small rate of rotational
energy loss of the pulsar (Table 1) excludes any
substantial contamination resulting frommass loss
from the system; furthermore, we can exclude
substantial contributions to P

:
b from tidal effects

[see (8) for details]. Therefore, the observedP
:
b is

caused by GW emission, and its magnitude is
entirely consistent with the one predicted by GR:
P
:
b=P

:GR
b ¼ 1:05 T 0:18 (Fig. 3).

If we assume that GR is the correct theory of
gravity, we can then derive the component masses
from the intersection of the regions allowed by
q and P

:
b (Fig. 3): MWD ¼ 0:177þ0:017

−0:018 M◉ and
MPSR ¼ 2:07þ0:20

−0:21 M◉ (68.27% confidence). These
values are not too constraining yet. However, the
uncertainty of the measurement of P

:
b decreases

with T baseline
−5/2 (where Tbaseline is the timing base-

line); therefore, this method will yield very precise
mass measurements within a couple of years.

Discussion

PSR J0348+0432 as a Testbed for Gravity
There are strong arguments for GR not to be valid
beyond a (yet unknown) critical point, like its
incompatibility with quantum theory and its pre-
diction of the formation of spacetime singularities.
Therefore, it remains an open question whether
GR is the final description of macroscopic gravity.
This strongly motivates testing gravity regimes
that have not been tested before, in particular
regimes where gravity is strong and highly non-
linear. Presently, binary pulsars provide the best
high-precision experiments to probe strong-field
deviations from GR and the best tests of the
radiative properties of gravity (19–23). The orbital
period of PSR J0348+0432 is only 15 s longer
than that of the double pulsar system PSR J0737–
3039, but it has ∼two times more fractional grav-
itational binding energy than each of the double-
pulsar NSs. This places it far outside the presently
tested binding energy range (Fig. 4A) (8). Be-
cause the magnitude of strong-field effects gener-
ally depends nonlinearly on the binding energy,
the measurement of orbital decay transforms the

Fig. 3. System masses and
orbital-inclination constraints.
Constraints on system masses and
orbital inclination from radio and
optical measurements of PSR
J0348+0432 and its WD compan-
ion. Each triplet of curves corre-
sponds to the most likely value
and standard deviations (68.27%
confidence) of the respective pa-
rameters. Of these, two (q and MWD)
are independent of specific gravity
theories (in black). The contours
contain the 68.27 and 95.45% of
the two-dimensional probability
distribution. The constraints from
the measured intrinsic orbital decay
(P
:
b
int, in orange) are calculated as-

suming that GR is the correct theory
of gravity. All curves intersect in
the same region, meaning that
GR passes this radiative test (8).
(Bottom left) cosi-MWD plane. The
gray region is excluded by the con-
dition MPSR > 0. (Bottom right)
MPSR-MWD plane. The gray region
is excluded by the condition sini ≤ 1. The lateral graphs depict the one-dimensional probability-distribution function for the WD mass (right), pulsar mass
(top right), and inclination (top left) based on the mass function, MWD, and q.
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I. SUPRANUCLEAR DENSITY MATTER

A. Introduction

Neutron stars are the densest observable objects in the
Universe, attaining physical conditions of matter that cannot
be replicated on Earth. Inside neutron stars, the state of matter
ranges from ions (nuclei) embedded in a sea of electrons at
low densities in the outer crust, through increasingly neutron-
rich ions in the inner crust and outer core, to the supranuclear
densities reached in the center, where particles are squeezed
together more tightly than in atomic nuclei, and theory
predicts a host of possible exotic states of matter (Fig. 1).
The nature of matter at such densities is one of the great
unsolved problems in modern science, and this makes neutron
stars unparalleled laboratories for nuclear physics and quan-
tum chromodynamics (QCD) under extreme conditions.
The most fundamental macroscopic diagnostic of dense

matter is the pressure-density-temperature relation of bulk
matter, the equation of state (EOS). The EOS can be used to
infer key aspects of the microphysics, such as the role of
many-body interactions at nuclear densities or the presence of
deconfined quarks at high densities (Sec. I.B). Measuring the
EOS of supranuclear density matter is therefore of major
importance to nuclear physics. However, it is also critical to
astrophysics. The dense matter EOS is clearly central to
understanding the powerful, violent, and enigmatic objects
that are neutron stars. However, neutron star–neutron star and
neutron star–black hole binary inspiral and merger, prime
sources of gravitational waves and the likely engines of short
gamma-ray bursts (Nakar, 2007) also depend sensitively on
the EOS (Shibata and Taniguchi, 2011; Bauswein et al., 2012;
Faber and Rasio, 2012; Lackey et al., 2012; Takami, Rezzolla,
and Baiotti, 2014). The EOS affects merger dynamics, black
hole formation time scales, the precise gravitational wave and
neutrino signals, any associated mass loss and r-process
nucleosynthesis, and the attendant gamma-ray bursts and

optical flashes (Metzger et al., 2010; Hotokezaka et al.,
2011; Kumar and Zhang, 2015; Rosswog, 2015). The EOS
of dense matter is also vital to understanding core collapse
supernova explosions and their associated gravitational wave
and neutrino emission (Janka et al., 2007).1

B. The nature of matter: Major open questions

The properties of neutron stars, like those of atomic nuclei,
depend crucially on the interactions between protons and
neutrons (nucleons) governed by the strong force. This is
evident from the seminal work of Oppenheimer and Volkoff
(1939), which showed that the maximal mass of neutron stars
consisting of noninteracting neutrons is 0.7M⊙. To stabilize
heavier neutron stars, as realized in nature, requires repulsive
interactions between nucleons, which set in with increasing
density. At low energies, and thus low densities, the inter-
actions between nucleons are attractive, as they have to be to
bind neutrons and protons into nuclei. However, to prevent
nuclei from collapsing, repulsive two-nucleon and three-
nucleon interactions set in at higher momenta and densities.
Because neutron stars reach densities exceeding those in
atomic nuclei, this makes them particularly sensitive to
many-body forces (Akmal, Pandharipande, and Ravenhall,
1998), and recently it was shown that the dominant uncer-
tainty at nuclear densities is due to three-nucleon forces
(Hebeler et al., 2010; Gandolfi, Carlson, and Reddy, 2012).

FIG. 1. Schematic structure of a neutron star. The outer layer is a
solid ionic crust supported by electron degeneracy pressure.
Neutrons begin to leak out of ions (nuclei) at densities
∼4 × 1011 g=cm3 (the neutron drip density, which separates
the inner from the outer crust), where neutron degeneracy also
starts to play a role. At densities ∼2 × 1014 g=cm3, the nuclei
dissolve completely. This marks the crust-core boundary. In the
core, densities reach several times the nuclear saturation density
ρsat ¼ 2.8 × 1014 g=cm3 (see text).

1Note that while most neutron stars, even during the binary
inspiral phase, can be described by the cold EOS that is the focus of
this Colloquium (see Sec. I.C), temperature corrections must be
applied when describing either newborn neutron stars in the
immediate aftermath of a supernova or the hot differentially rotating
remnants that may survive for a short period of time following a
compact object merger. The cold and hot EOS must of course connect
and be consistent with one another.
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companionwith awell-determinedmass of 0.20M◉
(15) that appears to be hot (10), suggesting that its
envelope is thick. For this reason, we base the
WD mass estimate on cooling tracks with thick
hydrogen atmospheres for masses up to 0.2M◉,
which we constructed by using the MESA stellar
evolution code (8, 16). Initial models were built
for masses identical to the ones in (11), for which
previous comparisons have yielded good agree-
ment with observations (14), with the addition
of tracks with 0.175 and 0.185 M◉ for finer
coverage (Fig. 2). For masses up to 0.169M◉, our
models show excellent agreement with (11);
however, our 0.196 M◉ model is quite different,
because it has a thick envelope instead of a thin
one. Being closer to the constraints for the WD
companion to PSR J0348+0432, it yields a more
conservative mass constraint, MWD = 0.165 to
0.185 at 99.73% confidence (Fig. 3 and Table 1),
which we adopt. The corresponding radius is
RWD = 0.046 to 0.092 R◉ at 99.73% confidence.
Our models yield a cooling age of tcool ∼ 2 Gy.

Pulsar Mass
The derived WD mass and the observed mass
ratio q imply a NSmass in the range from 1.97 to
2.05M◉ at 68.27% or 1.90 to 2.18M◉ at 99.73%
confidence. Hence, PSR J0348+0432 is only the
second NS with a precisely determined mass
around 2M◉, after PSR J1614−2230 (2). It has a
3-s lower mass limit 0.05M◉ higher than the latter
and therefore provides a verification, using a dif-
ferent method, of the constraints on the EOS of
superdense matter present in NS interiors (2, 17).
For these masses and the known orbital period,
GR predicts that the orbital period should decrease

at the rate of P
:GR
b ¼ ð−2:58þ0:07

−0:11 Þ % 10−13 s s−1

(68.27%confidence) because of energy loss through
GW emission.

Radio Observations
Since April 2011, we have been observing PSR
J0348+0432 with the 1.4-GHz receiver of the
305-m radio telescope at the Arecibo Observatory
by using its four wide-band pulsar processors (18).
In order to verify the Arecibo data, we have been
independently timing PSR J0348+0432 at 1.4 GHz
by using the 100-m radio telescope in Effelsberg,
Germany. The two timing data sets produce con-
sistent rotational models, providing added con-
fidence in both. Combining the Arecibo and
Effelsberg data with the initial GBTobservations
(7), we derived the timing solution presented in
Table 1. To match the arrival times, the solution
requires a significant measurement of orbital de-
cay, P

:
b ¼ −2:73 % 10−13 T 0:45% 10−13 s s−1

(68.27% confidence).
The total proper motion and distance estimate

(Table 1) allowed us to calculate the kinematic
corrections to P

:
b from its motion in the Galaxy,

plus any contribution from possible variations of
G: dP

:
b ¼ 0:016% 10−13 T 0:003% 10−13 s s−1.

This is negligible compared to the measurement
uncertainty. Similarly, the small rate of rotational
energy loss of the pulsar (Table 1) excludes any
substantial contamination resulting frommass loss
from the system; furthermore, we can exclude
substantial contributions to P

:
b from tidal effects

[see (8) for details]. Therefore, the observedP
:
b is

caused by GW emission, and its magnitude is
entirely consistent with the one predicted by GR:
P
:
b=P

:GR
b ¼ 1:05 T 0:18 (Fig. 3).

If we assume that GR is the correct theory of
gravity, we can then derive the component masses
from the intersection of the regions allowed by
q and P

:
b (Fig. 3): MWD ¼ 0:177þ0:017

−0:018 M◉ and
MPSR ¼ 2:07þ0:20

−0:21 M◉ (68.27% confidence). These
values are not too constraining yet. However, the
uncertainty of the measurement of P

:
b decreases

with T baseline
−5/2 (where Tbaseline is the timing base-

line); therefore, this method will yield very precise
mass measurements within a couple of years.

Discussion

PSR J0348+0432 as a Testbed for Gravity
There are strong arguments for GR not to be valid
beyond a (yet unknown) critical point, like its
incompatibility with quantum theory and its pre-
diction of the formation of spacetime singularities.
Therefore, it remains an open question whether
GR is the final description of macroscopic gravity.
This strongly motivates testing gravity regimes
that have not been tested before, in particular
regimes where gravity is strong and highly non-
linear. Presently, binary pulsars provide the best
high-precision experiments to probe strong-field
deviations from GR and the best tests of the
radiative properties of gravity (19–23). The orbital
period of PSR J0348+0432 is only 15 s longer
than that of the double pulsar system PSR J0737–
3039, but it has ∼two times more fractional grav-
itational binding energy than each of the double-
pulsar NSs. This places it far outside the presently
tested binding energy range (Fig. 4A) (8). Be-
cause the magnitude of strong-field effects gener-
ally depends nonlinearly on the binding energy,
the measurement of orbital decay transforms the

Fig. 3. System masses and
orbital-inclination constraints.
Constraints on system masses and
orbital inclination from radio and
optical measurements of PSR
J0348+0432 and its WD compan-
ion. Each triplet of curves corre-
sponds to the most likely value
and standard deviations (68.27%
confidence) of the respective pa-
rameters. Of these, two (q and MWD)
are independent of specific gravity
theories (in black). The contours
contain the 68.27 and 95.45% of
the two-dimensional probability
distribution. The constraints from
the measured intrinsic orbital decay
(P
:
b
int, in orange) are calculated as-

suming that GR is the correct theory
of gravity. All curves intersect in
the same region, meaning that
GR passes this radiative test (8).
(Bottom left) cosi-MWD plane. The
gray region is excluded by the con-
dition MPSR > 0. (Bottom right)
MPSR-MWD plane. The gray region
is excluded by the condition sini ≤ 1. The lateral graphs depict the one-dimensional probability-distribution function for the WD mass (right), pulsar mass
(top right), and inclination (top left) based on the mass function, MWD, and q.
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I. SUPRANUCLEAR DENSITY MATTER

A. Introduction

Neutron stars are the densest observable objects in the
Universe, attaining physical conditions of matter that cannot
be replicated on Earth. Inside neutron stars, the state of matter
ranges from ions (nuclei) embedded in a sea of electrons at
low densities in the outer crust, through increasingly neutron-
rich ions in the inner crust and outer core, to the supranuclear
densities reached in the center, where particles are squeezed
together more tightly than in atomic nuclei, and theory
predicts a host of possible exotic states of matter (Fig. 1).
The nature of matter at such densities is one of the great
unsolved problems in modern science, and this makes neutron
stars unparalleled laboratories for nuclear physics and quan-
tum chromodynamics (QCD) under extreme conditions.
The most fundamental macroscopic diagnostic of dense

matter is the pressure-density-temperature relation of bulk
matter, the equation of state (EOS). The EOS can be used to
infer key aspects of the microphysics, such as the role of
many-body interactions at nuclear densities or the presence of
deconfined quarks at high densities (Sec. I.B). Measuring the
EOS of supranuclear density matter is therefore of major
importance to nuclear physics. However, it is also critical to
astrophysics. The dense matter EOS is clearly central to
understanding the powerful, violent, and enigmatic objects
that are neutron stars. However, neutron star–neutron star and
neutron star–black hole binary inspiral and merger, prime
sources of gravitational waves and the likely engines of short
gamma-ray bursts (Nakar, 2007) also depend sensitively on
the EOS (Shibata and Taniguchi, 2011; Bauswein et al., 2012;
Faber and Rasio, 2012; Lackey et al., 2012; Takami, Rezzolla,
and Baiotti, 2014). The EOS affects merger dynamics, black
hole formation time scales, the precise gravitational wave and
neutrino signals, any associated mass loss and r-process
nucleosynthesis, and the attendant gamma-ray bursts and

optical flashes (Metzger et al., 2010; Hotokezaka et al.,
2011; Kumar and Zhang, 2015; Rosswog, 2015). The EOS
of dense matter is also vital to understanding core collapse
supernova explosions and their associated gravitational wave
and neutrino emission (Janka et al., 2007).1

B. The nature of matter: Major open questions

The properties of neutron stars, like those of atomic nuclei,
depend crucially on the interactions between protons and
neutrons (nucleons) governed by the strong force. This is
evident from the seminal work of Oppenheimer and Volkoff
(1939), which showed that the maximal mass of neutron stars
consisting of noninteracting neutrons is 0.7M⊙. To stabilize
heavier neutron stars, as realized in nature, requires repulsive
interactions between nucleons, which set in with increasing
density. At low energies, and thus low densities, the inter-
actions between nucleons are attractive, as they have to be to
bind neutrons and protons into nuclei. However, to prevent
nuclei from collapsing, repulsive two-nucleon and three-
nucleon interactions set in at higher momenta and densities.
Because neutron stars reach densities exceeding those in
atomic nuclei, this makes them particularly sensitive to
many-body forces (Akmal, Pandharipande, and Ravenhall,
1998), and recently it was shown that the dominant uncer-
tainty at nuclear densities is due to three-nucleon forces
(Hebeler et al., 2010; Gandolfi, Carlson, and Reddy, 2012).

FIG. 1. Schematic structure of a neutron star. The outer layer is a
solid ionic crust supported by electron degeneracy pressure.
Neutrons begin to leak out of ions (nuclei) at densities
∼4 × 1011 g=cm3 (the neutron drip density, which separates
the inner from the outer crust), where neutron degeneracy also
starts to play a role. At densities ∼2 × 1014 g=cm3, the nuclei
dissolve completely. This marks the crust-core boundary. In the
core, densities reach several times the nuclear saturation density
ρsat ¼ 2.8 × 1014 g=cm3 (see text).

1Note that while most neutron stars, even during the binary
inspiral phase, can be described by the cold EOS that is the focus of
this Colloquium (see Sec. I.C), temperature corrections must be
applied when describing either newborn neutron stars in the
immediate aftermath of a supernova or the hot differentially rotating
remnants that may survive for a short period of time following a
compact object merger. The cold and hot EOS must of course connect
and be consistent with one another.

Anna L. Watts et al.: Colloquium: Measuring the neutron star …
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The equation of state of high-density matter:
constraints from neutron star observations

companionwith awell-determinedmass of 0.20M◉
(15) that appears to be hot (10), suggesting that its
envelope is thick. For this reason, we base the
WD mass estimate on cooling tracks with thick
hydrogen atmospheres for masses up to 0.2M◉,
which we constructed by using the MESA stellar
evolution code (8, 16). Initial models were built
for masses identical to the ones in (11), for which
previous comparisons have yielded good agree-
ment with observations (14), with the addition
of tracks with 0.175 and 0.185 M◉ for finer
coverage (Fig. 2). For masses up to 0.169M◉, our
models show excellent agreement with (11);
however, our 0.196 M◉ model is quite different,
because it has a thick envelope instead of a thin
one. Being closer to the constraints for the WD
companion to PSR J0348+0432, it yields a more
conservative mass constraint, MWD = 0.165 to
0.185 at 99.73% confidence (Fig. 3 and Table 1),
which we adopt. The corresponding radius is
RWD = 0.046 to 0.092 R◉ at 99.73% confidence.
Our models yield a cooling age of tcool ∼ 2 Gy.

Pulsar Mass
The derived WD mass and the observed mass
ratio q imply a NSmass in the range from 1.97 to
2.05M◉ at 68.27% or 1.90 to 2.18M◉ at 99.73%
confidence. Hence, PSR J0348+0432 is only the
second NS with a precisely determined mass
around 2M◉, after PSR J1614−2230 (2). It has a
3-s lower mass limit 0.05M◉ higher than the latter
and therefore provides a verification, using a dif-
ferent method, of the constraints on the EOS of
superdense matter present in NS interiors (2, 17).
For these masses and the known orbital period,
GR predicts that the orbital period should decrease

at the rate of P
:GR
b ¼ ð−2:58þ0:07

−0:11 Þ % 10−13 s s−1

(68.27%confidence) because of energy loss through
GW emission.

Radio Observations
Since April 2011, we have been observing PSR
J0348+0432 with the 1.4-GHz receiver of the
305-m radio telescope at the Arecibo Observatory
by using its four wide-band pulsar processors (18).
In order to verify the Arecibo data, we have been
independently timing PSR J0348+0432 at 1.4 GHz
by using the 100-m radio telescope in Effelsberg,
Germany. The two timing data sets produce con-
sistent rotational models, providing added con-
fidence in both. Combining the Arecibo and
Effelsberg data with the initial GBTobservations
(7), we derived the timing solution presented in
Table 1. To match the arrival times, the solution
requires a significant measurement of orbital de-
cay, P

:
b ¼ −2:73 % 10−13 T 0:45% 10−13 s s−1

(68.27% confidence).
The total proper motion and distance estimate

(Table 1) allowed us to calculate the kinematic
corrections to P

:
b from its motion in the Galaxy,

plus any contribution from possible variations of
G: dP

:
b ¼ 0:016% 10−13 T 0:003% 10−13 s s−1.

This is negligible compared to the measurement
uncertainty. Similarly, the small rate of rotational
energy loss of the pulsar (Table 1) excludes any
substantial contamination resulting frommass loss
from the system; furthermore, we can exclude
substantial contributions to P

:
b from tidal effects

[see (8) for details]. Therefore, the observedP
:
b is

caused by GW emission, and its magnitude is
entirely consistent with the one predicted by GR:
P
:
b=P

:GR
b ¼ 1:05 T 0:18 (Fig. 3).

If we assume that GR is the correct theory of
gravity, we can then derive the component masses
from the intersection of the regions allowed by
q and P

:
b (Fig. 3): MWD ¼ 0:177þ0:017

−0:018 M◉ and
MPSR ¼ 2:07þ0:20

−0:21 M◉ (68.27% confidence). These
values are not too constraining yet. However, the
uncertainty of the measurement of P

:
b decreases

with T baseline
−5/2 (where Tbaseline is the timing base-

line); therefore, this method will yield very precise
mass measurements within a couple of years.

Discussion

PSR J0348+0432 as a Testbed for Gravity
There are strong arguments for GR not to be valid
beyond a (yet unknown) critical point, like its
incompatibility with quantum theory and its pre-
diction of the formation of spacetime singularities.
Therefore, it remains an open question whether
GR is the final description of macroscopic gravity.
This strongly motivates testing gravity regimes
that have not been tested before, in particular
regimes where gravity is strong and highly non-
linear. Presently, binary pulsars provide the best
high-precision experiments to probe strong-field
deviations from GR and the best tests of the
radiative properties of gravity (19–23). The orbital
period of PSR J0348+0432 is only 15 s longer
than that of the double pulsar system PSR J0737–
3039, but it has ∼two times more fractional grav-
itational binding energy than each of the double-
pulsar NSs. This places it far outside the presently
tested binding energy range (Fig. 4A) (8). Be-
cause the magnitude of strong-field effects gener-
ally depends nonlinearly on the binding energy,
the measurement of orbital decay transforms the

Fig. 3. System masses and
orbital-inclination constraints.
Constraints on system masses and
orbital inclination from radio and
optical measurements of PSR
J0348+0432 and its WD compan-
ion. Each triplet of curves corre-
sponds to the most likely value
and standard deviations (68.27%
confidence) of the respective pa-
rameters. Of these, two (q and MWD)
are independent of specific gravity
theories (in black). The contours
contain the 68.27 and 95.45% of
the two-dimensional probability
distribution. The constraints from
the measured intrinsic orbital decay
(P
:
b
int, in orange) are calculated as-

suming that GR is the correct theory
of gravity. All curves intersect in
the same region, meaning that
GR passes this radiative test (8).
(Bottom left) cosi-MWD plane. The
gray region is excluded by the con-
dition MPSR > 0. (Bottom right)
MPSR-MWD plane. The gray region
is excluded by the condition sini ≤ 1. The lateral graphs depict the one-dimensional probability-distribution function for the WD mass (right), pulsar mass
(top right), and inclination (top left) based on the mass function, MWD, and q.
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Equation of state: Many-body perturbation theory
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central quantity of interest: energy per particle E/N

• “hard” interactions require non-perturbative summation of diagrams

• with low-momentum interactions much more perturbative

• inclusion of contributions from 3N interaction crucial and challenging!
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Equation of state of neutron matter
up to nuclear densities

• EOS of neutron matter well constrained by chiral EFT up to nuclear densities

• results insensitive to choices of nuclear forces and many-body methods
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Results for symmetric and neutron matter at T=0

• performed MBPT calculations up to 4th order (complete for NN interactions)

• fits to the empirical saturation point possible

• natural convergence pattern in MBPT and chiral expansion

Drischler, KH, Schwenk, PRL 122 (2019)



Leonhardt et al., PRL 125,142502 (2020)

• comparison with Functional Renormalization Group (fRG) calculations 
based on QCD and perturbative QCD

Results for symmetric matter at T=0

• performed MBPT calculations up to 4th order (complete for NN interactions)

• fits to the empirical saturation point possible

• natural convergence pattern in MBPT and chiral expansion



EOS at high density and neutron star radius constraints
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parametrize our ignorance via piecewise high-density extensions of EOS:

• use polytropic ansatz              (results insensitive to particular form)            

• range of parameters
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�1, �12,�2, �23,�3 limited by physics

Incorporate constraints from chiral EFT, causality and neutron star masses
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EOS at high density and neutron star radius constraints
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EOS at high density and neutron star radius constraints



• current radius prediction for typical            neutron star:  
• low-density part of EOS sets scale for allowed high-density extensions 
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EOS at high density and neutron star radius constraints



Incorporating constraints from pQCD

The use of thermodynamic 
integral constraints allows to 
lower the gap between NS 
densities and density regime of 
pQCD.

Komoltsev et al., PRL 128, 20 (2022)

Kurkela et al., ApJ 789, 127 (2014)



Constraints on neutron star radii
constraints on EOS and NS radii from first NICER observations: 

additionally incorporating constraints from LIGO and mass measurements:

Raaijmakers et al.,  APJL 887, 22 (2019); Raaijmakers et al.,  APJL 918, 2 (2021) 



Constraints on neutron star radii
constraints on EOS and NS radii from first NICER observations: 

additionally incorporating constraints from LIGO and mass measurements:

NICER/LIGO observation do not yet provide significant additional 
constraints of EOS at supranuclear densities.

Raaijmakers et al.,  APJL 887, 22 (2019); Raaijmakers et al.,  APJL 918, 2 (2021) 



Constraints from multimessenger astrophysics and 
heavy ion experiments

Huth at al., Nature 606, 276 (2022)

Current HIC data is consistent with astrophysical constraints, 
but does not lead to further reduction of EOS uncertainties



Matter at finite temperature and general proton fractions

Keller, KH, Schwenk,
PRL 130, 072701

Jonas
Keller
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• evaluation of the grand canonical potential in MBPT:

• implementation of Gaussian process emulator for efficient 
interpolation and evaluation of thermodynamic quantities 



Negative thermal pressure due to 3N interaction effects
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Pth(T ) = P (T )� P (T = 0)• thermal pressure:

•             becomes negative at higher densities due to contributions 
from 3N interactions

• robust for different chiral interactions, chiral orders and cutoff values
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Pth(T )

Keller, KH, Schwenk,
PRL 130, 072701



Neutron star matter

• incorporation of beta equilibrium
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• comparison to uncertainty band (2013):
» inclusion of interactions up to N3LO
»no RG transformations
»systematic EFT convergence
»no parametrisation in proton fraction
»no approximations in 3NF treatment in 

MBPT diagrams
»calculations to higher densities

proton fraction

Keller, KH, Schwenk,
PRL 130, 072701
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<latexit sha1_base64="RYe4bBmOVday/Jz/Q7vuPN2TKEM=">AAAB+HicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1ofjbp0M1gEN5ZEK7qSohuXFewD2hAm00k7dDIJMxOhhn6JGxeKuPVT3Pk3TtsstPXA5R7OuZe5c4KEM6Ud59sqrKyurW8UN0tb2zu7ZXtvv6XiVBLaJDGPZSfAinImaFMzzWknkRRHAaftYHQ79duPVCoWiwc9TqgX4YFgISNYG8m3ywJdo3PhO+gU1Uzz7YpTdWZAy8TNSQVyNHz7q9ePSRpRoQnHSnVdJ9FehqVmhNNJqZcqmmAywgPaNVTgiCovmx0+QcdG6aMwlqaERjP190aGI6XGUWAmI6yHatGbiv953VSHV17GRJJqKsj8oTDlSMdomgLqM0mJ5mNDMJHM3IrIEEtMtMmqZEJwF7+8TFpnVfei6tzXKvWbPI4iHMIRnIALl1CHO2hAEwik8Ayv8GY9WS/Wu/UxHy1Y+c4B/IH1+QNu9pD/</latexit>

n > 3n0 � 4n0

perturbative QCD 
calculations

<latexit sha1_base64="Y7cNf8CrxV5PbZFsCusbsyLsiss=">AAAB9HicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbBg5SstOhJil48VrAf0C4lm2bb0Gx2TbKFsvR3ePGgiFd/jDf/jWm7B219MPB4b4aZeX4suDYYfzu5tfWNza38dmFnd2//oHh41NRRoihr0EhEqu0TzQSXrGG4EawdK0ZCX7CWP7qb+a0xU5pH8tFMYuaFZCB5wCkxVvIkukFVjLoXSPZwr1jCZTwHWiVuRkqQod4rfnX7EU1CJg0VROuOi2PjpUQZTgWbFrqJZjGhIzJgHUslCZn20vnRU3RmlT4KImVLGjRXf0+kJNR6Evq2MyRmqJe9mfif10lMcO2lXMaJYZIuFgWJQCZCswRQnytGjZhYQqji9lZEh0QRamxOBRuCu/zyKmlelt1qGT9USrXbLI48nMApnIMLV1CDe6hDAyg8wTO8wpszdl6cd+dj0Zpzsplj+APn8wesdJAW</latexit>

n > 50n0

including 
thermodynamic 
relations:

<latexit sha1_base64="hi4/aJB+w2KAobdaDEwBRbqeU38=">AAAB9HicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbBg5SsKHqSohePFewHtEvJptk2NJtdk2yhLP0dXjwo4tUf481/Y7bdg7Y+GHi8N8PMPD8WXBuMv53Cyura+kZxs7S1vbO7V94/aOooUZQ1aCQi1faJZoJL1jDcCNaOFSOhL1jLH91lfmvMlOaRfDSTmHkhGUgecEqMlTyJbpCLUfcMyR7ulSu4imdAy8TNSQVy1Hvlr24/oknIpKGCaN1xcWy8lCjDqWDTUjfRLCZ0RAasY6kkIdNeOjt6ik6s0kdBpGxJg2bq74mUhFpPQt92hsQM9aKXif95ncQE117KZZwYJul8UZAIZCKUJYD6XDFqxMQSQhW3tyI6JIpQY3Mq2RDcxZeXSfO86l5W8cNFpXabx1GEIziGU3DhCmpwD3VoAIUneIZXeHPGzovz7nzMWwtOPnMIf+B8/gCmRJAS</latexit>

n > 10n0

chiralEFT+causality
+NS mass constraints

<latexit sha1_base64="8KNgAMjacCTRjmsLGiiPuEEC6Ho=">AAAB/XicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62v+Ni5GSyCG0MiFrssunFZwT4gDWEynbRDZyZhZiLUUPwVNy4Ucet/uPNvnLZZaOuBC4dz7uXee6KUUaVd99sqrayurW+UNytb2zu7e/b+QVslmcSkhROWyG6EFGFUkJammpFuKgniESOdaHQz9TsPRCqaiHs9TknA0UDQmGKkjRTaRwL2FOXQ95waPIf1AIrQDe2q67gzwGXiFaQKCjRD+6vXT3DGidCYIaV8z011kCOpKWZkUulliqQIj9CA+IYKxIkK8tn1E3hqlD6ME2lKaDhTf0/kiCs15pHp5EgP1aI3Ff/z/EzH9SCnIs00EXi+KM4Y1AmcRgH7VBKs2dgQhCU1t0I8RBJhbQKrmBC8xZeXSfvC8WqOe3dZbVwXcZTBMTgBZ8ADV6ABbkETtAAGj+AZvII368l6sd6tj3lrySpmDsEfWJ8/xoOS2A==</latexit>

n ⇠ [1.5� 8]n0

current data from GW, NICER and HIC information are consistent with other 
constraints, but do not lead to significantly improved EOS uncertainties (yet).

calculations for wide 
range of conditions, 
tightest constraints for 
neutron-rich matter

provides bulk part of 
model-independent 
constraints at 
intermediate densities

still under discussion to 
what extend it provides 
additional constraints for 
EOS relevant for NSs

still under active development, 
can be extended to general 
conditions 


