arXiv:1308.3685v2 [gr-qc] 5 Nov 2013

The effect of magnetic fields on the r-modes of slowly rotating relativistic neutron stars

Cecilia Chirenti^{1, ∗} and Jozef Skákala^{1, †} 1Centro de Matemática, Computação e Cognição, UFABC, 09210-170 Santo André, SP, Brazil

We study here the r-modes in the Cowling approximation of a slowly rotating and magnetized neutron star with a poloidal magnetic field, where we neglect any deformations of the spherical symmetry of the star. We were able to quantify the influence of the magnetic field in both the oscillation frequency σr of the r-modes and the growth time tgw of the gravitational radiation emission. We conclude that magnetic fields of the order 10^{15} G at the center of the star are necessary to produce any changes. Our results for σr show a decrease of up to ∼ 5% in the frequency with increasing magnetic field, with a B^2 dependence for rotation rates Ω/ΩK ≳ 0.07 and B^4 for Ω/ΩK ≲ 0.07. (These results should be trusted only within slow rotation approximation and we kept Ω/ΩK < 0.3.) For tgw , we find that it is approximately 30% smaller than previous Newtonian results for non-magnetized stars, which would mean a faster growth of the emission of gravitational radiation. The effect of the magnetic field in tgw causes a non-monotonic effect, that first slightly increases tgw and then decreases it further by another ∼ 5%. (The value of magnetic field for which tgw starts to decrease depends on the rotational frequency, but it is generally around 10^{15}G.) Future work should be dedicated to the study of the effect of viscosity in the presence of magnetic fields, in order to establish the magnetic correction to the instability window.

I. INTRODUCTION

The r-mode instability was first discovered in [1, 2] and it was predicted that the instability could become a significant source of gravitational radiation. This happens because the r-modes are generically unstable to the CFS gravitational-radiation-driven instability [3–5]. The rmode instability follows immeadiately from the fact that r-modes that are prograde with respect to a distant observer are retrograde in the comoving frame for all values of the angular velocity (the canonical energy of the modes is negative). For some nice reviews see [6, 7]. However, different mechanisms to damp the instability have to be considered: one of them is viscosity [8], another one could be sufficiently strong magnetic fields [9–11]. The instability windows for non-magnetized Newtoninan stars were initially calculated in [12, 13]. More recently, the effect of magnetic fields on r-modes was discussed in [14, 15] for a spherical shell and in [16] for a neutron star with purely toroidal field, in all cases in the Newtonian context.

This paper is a first part of a project that is supposed to contribute to the understanding of the instability window for slowly rotating relativistic neutron stars with magnetic fields. We are here interested in and focused on the modification of the r-modes in the presence of magnetic fields and its effects on the gravitational wave emission. The effect of magnetic fields on the r-mode frequencies could be interesting for astrophysical objects such as magnetars, that have magnetic fields of the order of magnitude 10^{15} G and are very slow rotators with rotational periods of a few seconds. We consider here stars of comparable magnetic fields with rotational periods of

∗ e-mail: cecilia.chirenti@ufabc.edu.br † e-mail: jozef.skakala@ufabc.edu.br

a few milliseconds (due to a numerical difficulty: longer periods would need longer time evolutions). The issue of viscous damping of the mode, which determines the instability window of the r-mode, is further complicated by the presence of the magnetic field. Therefore we leave it for future work.

We treat the problem within the realm of perturbation theory, first by deriving general perturbation equations and then by solving them numerically with a 2D Lax- Wendroff method. The same numerical methods were used and tested in our previous paper [17]. The advantages of the 2D dynamical evolution in this case is that it avoids both the r-mode continuous spectrum problem [18] and the need for truncating the solution at some ℓ (as done for instance in [19, 20] for torsional modes of a relativistic star with a dipole magnetic field). We first calculate the r-mode frequencies for different values of the rotation parameter and magnetic fields. Then we calculate the instability growth rate due to the emission of gravitational waves as a function of the magnetic field. (This gives both general relativistic and magnetic field corrections to the results of [12, 13].)

The paper is organized as follows: in the second section we describe our background model and in the third section we present the full perturbation equations of our model. This section is followed by the fourth section, where we compute the r-mode frequencies for different rotation rates of the star, as a function of the magnetic field. In the fifth section we compute the growth time due to the r-mode gravitational wave emission as a function of magnetic field. In the sixth section we present the concluding remarks. (Everywhere in the paper, unless explicitly mentioned, we use the units c = G = M^⨀ = 1.)

II. THE BACKGROUND MODEL

We work with a slowly and uniformly rotating magnetized star with a polytropic equation of state. Our model neutron star has M = 1.4M^⨀, R = 14.08 km, and the pressure p is given by the polytropic equation of state p = Kρ^Γ, taken with the parameters K = 100, Γ = 2 and ρ is the rest-mass density of the star. The Keplerian frequency Ω_K (mass shedding limit) that we use in our paper to normalize the rotation of the star is Ω_K = √ M/R^3 = 1.3 kHz.

The effect of the rotation is taken up to the linear order in the rotation parameter Ω, which means one considers the effect of the rotation on the spacetime metric (frame dragging function), but neglects the effect of the rotation on the stellar structure. (The deformations of the stellar fluid due to rotation are of the order Ω^2.)

We consider a dipole magnetic field and for the realistic neutron stars with magnetic fields (up to the order of 10^{15}G for magnetars), one can neglect the effect of the magnetic field on both the stellar structure and the background metric (for a more detailed argumentation, see [19]).

This means the model follows from a line element:

ds^2 = −e^ν dt^2 + e^λdr^2 + r^2dθ^2 + r^2 sin^2(θ) [dϕ − ωdt]^2 ,

where ν, λ and ω are functions of r, and a stress energy tensor given by:

T^{μν} = (p + ϵ + H^2)u^μu^ν + ( p + H^2 2 ) g^{μν} − H^μH^ν . Here ϵ is the total energy density, the 4-velocity u^μ is given as u^{(t,r,θ,ϕ)} = ( e^{−ν/2}, 0, 0, Ωe^{−ν/2} ) , and H^μ is related to the magnetic field B^μ, defined as usual in terms of the electromagnetic tensor F^{μν} as

H_μ = B_μ 4π = − 1 8π ϵ_{μναβ} u^ν F^{αβ}. Our background model is thus obtained by the TOV equations supplemented by a polytropic equation of state, Hartle’s equation for the frame dragging function ω [21]: e^{ν+λ2} r^4 ( r^4e^{− ν+λ2} ω_{,r} ) ,r + 2 r (ν_{,r} + λ_{,r})(Ω − ω) = 0 , (1)

and the magnetic field is given by the Maxwell equations. Therefore our dipole equilibrium magnetic field (for our choice of equilibrium magnetic field, the induction equation is trivially fulfilled) obeys the Maxwell equations

F^{μν}_{;ν} = 4πJ^μ, solved with a 4-current J_μ with the only non-zero component

4πJ_ϕ(r, θ) = −α(r) sin^2(θ) , (2)

(this choice is equivalent, for instance, to choosing the terms with parity (−1)^{ℓ+1} in the parity decomposition given in [22] and keeping only ℓ = 1, m = 0) with the radial profile

α(r) = α_0r^2ϵ^2(r) ,

that describes a ring current inside the star. Moreover, this current profile allows us to consider the magnetic field as force-free at the surface (the Lorentz force goes to zero at the surface of the star as ϵ^2).

Choosing the vector potential as A_ϕ = −a(r) sin^2(θ) (same parity and symmetry choices as we did for J^μ above), the Maxwell equations give:

e^{−λ}a_{,rr} + [ 4π(p − ϵ)r + 1 − e^{−λ} r ] a_{,r} − 2 r^2 a+α = 0. (3)

Here the components of our dipole magnetic field are obtained from a(r) as: H^r(r, θ) = a(r) 2πr^2 cos θ ,

H^θ(r, θ) = a_{,r}e^{−λ} 4πr^2 sin θ .

It is known that the equation (3) has outside the star an exact analytic solution [23]: a(r) = Cr^2 [ ln ( r r − 2M ) − 2M(r + M) r^2 ] . (4)

The full solution inside and outside the star for the dipole magnetic field was computed by numerically solving eq. (3) inside the star, matching the regular series expansion of the solution near the center with the numerical solution up to the surface, where we require continuity of a(r) and its first derivative with the exterior analytic solution (4).

Some representative plots of the behavior of the radial function a(r) can be seen in figure 1, for increasing values of the current parameter α_0. One typical solution for the amplitude of the magnetic field inside the star is given in figure 2 (we note here that the solid lines are contour lines, and not magnetic field lines). Throughout the paper we refer to the value of the magnetic field at the center of the star. But since the magnetic field at the pole of a star can be determined observationally, while the value of the magnetic field at the center of star must be calculated with some model, we present in figure 3 the relation between B_{pole} and B_{center} given by our model.

In figure 4 we present some representative plots of the numerical solutions obtained for the frame dragging function ω, from Hartle’s equation (1).

FIG. 1. The function a(r) for different currents as a function of the radial coordinate divided by the radius of the star.

FIG. 2. The absolute value of the dipole magnetic field (in Gauss) corresponding to α0 = 10. The magnetic field is shown in the plane given by the rotational axis and a perpendicular direction to the rotational axis.

III. PERTURBATION EQUATIONS

We are working in the Cowling approximation and considering only barotropic perturbations, therefore the fundamental set of perturbation variables is given by δp, δu^ν , δH^ν . (For an analysis of the accuracy of the Cowling approximation, but only for f and p modes, see [24]. For r-modes, the Cowling approximation gives more accurate frequencies, as these modes do not involve large density variations [25].) The perturbation equations are obtained by perturbing the Euler equations (i = r, θ, ϕ): δ ( {δ^i_ν + u^iu_ν }T^{νβ}_{;β} ) = 0 (5)

FIG. 3. The value of the magnetic field at the magnetic pole B_{pole} as a funtion of the magnetic field at the center of the star Bcenter as calculated with our model. We obtained B_{pole} = 0.0974Bcenter .

FIG. 4. The frame dragging function ω as a function of the radial coordinate normalized by the radius of the star. (The frame dragging function up to the linear order in Ω is for a uniformly rotating star only a function of r and outside the star behaves as 2J/r^3 [21].)

and the energy conservation equation δ ( u_ν T^{νβ}_{;β} ) = 0 (6)

together with the perturbed induction equations

δ {(u^μH^ν − H^μu^ν )_{;ν} } = 0. (7)

Furthermore one uses as constraints the perturbed ideal MHD equation:

δ(H^μ_{;μ}) = δ ( H_μu^μ_{;ν} u^ν ) , (8) and the 4-velocity normalization condition

δ(u^ν u_ν ) = 0 ,

together with the fact that the magnetic field remains perpendicular to the 4-velocity

δ(u_ν H^ν ) = 0 .

The last two equations can be subsequently used to reduce the variables to the 7 independent variables δp, δH^i, δu^i, with i = r, θ, ϕ.

1. The original form of the perturbation equations

There are 3 independent components of the perturbed induction equation which turn into:

• the r component:

e^{−ν/2}(δH^r_{,t} + ΩδH^r_{,ϕ}) + (H^r_{,θ} + H^r cot(θ))δu^θ + H^r(δu^t_{,t} + δu^ϕ_{,ϕ} + δu^θ_{,θ}) − ( H^θ_{,θ} + cot(θ)H^θ ) δu^r − H^θδu^r_{,θ} = 0. (9)

• the θ component:

e^{−ν/2}(δH^θ_{,t} + ΩδH^θ_{,ϕ}) + H^θ(δu^t_{,t} + δu^r_{,r} + δu^ϕ_{,ϕ}) + + { H^θ_{,r} + H^θ ( ν_{,r} + λ_{,r} 2 + 2 r )} δu^r − ( H^r_{,r} + { ν_{,r} + λ_{,r} 2 + 2 r } H^r ) δu^θ − H^rδu^θ_{,r} = 0. (10)

• the ϕ component:

e^{−ν/2}δH^ϕ_{,t} − ν_{,r} 2 H^rδu^ϕ − H^rδu^ϕ_{,r} − H^θδu^ϕ_{,θ} − Ωe^{−ν/2}(δH^t_{,t} + δH^r_{,r} + δH^θ_{,θ} + ( λ_{,r} 2 + 2 r ) δH^r + cot(θ)δH^θ) = 0. (11)

The perturbed energy conservation equation is independent of the magnetic fields and is given as: δp_{,t} + Ω · δp_{,ϕ} + e^{ν/2} · Γp [ e^{−ν} r^2 sin^2(θ) · (Ω − ω) · δu^ϕ_{,t} + δu^r_{,r} + δu^θ_{,θ} + δu^ϕ_{,ϕ} ] = = −e^{ν/2} · { Γp [ ν_{,r} + λ_{,r} 2 + 2 r ] − (p + ϵ) ν_{,r} 2 } · δu^r − e^{ν/2} · Γp · cot(θ) · δu^θ . (12) The independent components of the perturbed Euler equation:

• the r component

(ϵ + p + H^{r2}e^λ + H^{θ2}r^2){e^{−ν/2}Ωδu^r_{,ϕ} + e^{−ν/2−λ}r^2 sin^2(θ)[ω_{,r} + ( ν_{,r} − 2 r ) (Ω − ω)]δu^ϕ} + [ (ϵ + p + H^{r2}e^λ + H^{θ2}r^2)e^{−ν/2} − e^{λ−ν/2}H^{r2} ] δu^r_{,t} e^{−λ}ν_{,r} 2 (δϵ + δp) = = −e^{−λ}δp_{,r} + H^r(δH^r_{,r} + e^{−ν/2}r^2H^θδu^θ_{,t} + e^{−ν} r^2 sin^2(θ)(Ω − ω)δH^ϕ_{,t} + δH^ϕ_{,ϕ} + δH^θ_{,θ}) + (13) +δH^θ ( −e^{−λ}r^2H^θ [ ν_{,r} 2 + 2 r ] + cot(θ)H^r ) + δH^r_{,θ}H^θ − e^{−λ}r^2H^θδH^θ_{,r} + +δH^rH^r { λ_{,r} 2 + 2 r }

• the θ component

(ϵ + p + H^{r2}e^λ + H^{θ2}r^2){e^{−ν/2}Ωδu^θ_{,ϕ} − 2e^{−ν/2} sin(θ) cos(θ) · (Ω − ω) · δu^ϕ} + + [ (ϵ + p + H^{r2}e^λ + H^{θ2}r^2)e^{−ν/2} − e^{−ν/2}r^2H^{θ2} ] δu^θ_{,t} = = − 1 r^2 δp_{,θ} + δH^θ [ H^θ cot(θ) + H^r ( ν_{,r} 2 + 2 r )] + (14) +δH^rH^θ ( λ_{,r} 2 + 2 r ) + H^rδH^θ_{,r} +

+H^θ(e^{λ−ν/2}H^rδu^r_{,t} + e^{−ν} r^2 sin^2(θ)(Ω − ω)δH^ϕ_{,t} + δH^r_{,r} + δH^θ_{,θ} + δH^ϕ_{,ϕ}) − e^λ r^2 H^rδH^r_{,θ}. • the ϕ component

(ϵ + p + H^{r2}e^λ + H^{θ2}r^2){e^{−ν/2}δu^ϕ_{,t} + e^{−ν/2}Ωδu^ϕ_{,ϕ}} +

+(ϵ + p + H^{r2}e^λ + H^{θ2}r^2)e^{−ν/2} [ (Ω − ω)_{,r} + ( 2 r − ν_{,r} ) (Ω − ω) ] δu^r + +2(ϵ + p + H^{r2}e^λ + H^{θ2}r^2)e^{−ν/2} cot(θ)(Ω − ω)δu^θ = = − [ 1 r^2 sin^2(θ) δp_{,ϕ} + e^{−ν} (Ω − ω)δp_{,t} ] + (15) +H^rδH^ϕ_{,r} + H^θδH^ϕ_{,θ} − δH^t {( 2ω r + ω_{,r} + Ων_{,r} 2 + ν_{,r}(Ω − ω) ) H^r + 2ω cot(θ)H^θ } + +δH^ϕ ([ ν_{,r} 2 + 2 r ] H^r + 2 cot(θ)H^θ ) − Ω(H^rδH^t_{,r} + H^θδH^t_{,θ}) − e^λ r^2 sin^2(θ) H^rδH^r_{,ϕ} − 1 sin^2(θ) H^θδH^θ_{,ϕ} − e^{−ν} (Ω − ω)(e^λH^rδH^r_{,t} + r^2H^θδH^θ_{,t}).

The supplementary three constraints are the following:

• the perturbed ideal MHD equation

e^{−ν} r^2 sin^2(θ)(Ω − ω)δH^ϕ_{,t} + δH^r_{,r} + δH^θ_{,θ} + δH^ϕ_{,ϕ} + ( λ_{,r} 2 + 2 r ) δH^r + cot(θ)δH^θ = H^re^{λ−ν/2}Ωδu^r_{,ϕ} +

+δu^ϕr^2 sin^2(θ)e^{−ν/2} ( H^r [ (Ω − ω) ( ν_{,r} − 2 r ) + ω_{,r} ] − 2H^θ cot(θ)(Ω − ω) ) + H^θr^2e^{−ν/2}Ωδu^θ_{,ϕ}. (16)

• perturbed perpendicularity condition of magnetic field and 4-velocity

e^{ν/2}δH^t = e^λH^rδu^r + r^2H^θδu^θ + e^{−ν/2}r^2 sin^2(θ)(Ω − ω)δH^ϕ , (17)

• and the perturbed 4-velocity normalization condition:

δu^t = e^{−ν} r^2 sin^2(θ)(Ω − ω)δu^ϕ . (18)

Let us mention that the upper equations reduce for the special case of Ω = δp = δu^r = δu^θ = 0 to the equations shown in [19].

2. The form of perturbation equations suitable for the numerical integration

For the numerical integration with the 2D Lax- Wendroff scheme we need to obtain the dynamical equations in a form containing only one time derivative in each equation. This is most convenient to achieve by proper linear combinations of the original equations and ommiting the ∼ Ω^2 terms. The 7 independent variables δH^i, δu^i, δp , (i = r, θ, ϕ), are further transformed into “momentum-like” variables

δH̃^i = (ϵ + p)δH^i, δũ^i = (ϵ + p)δu^i .

(For the introduction of these variables in the Newtonian context see [26].) This transformation is done for the purpose of obtaining a simple boundary condition at the stellar surface as:

δũ^i = δH̃^i = δp = 0.

Furthermore we apply regularity conditions at the center of the star and at the rotational axis, together with the correct symmetry conditions at the equatorial plane. (For the details about these conditions see our previous work [17].)

Another constraint that has to be fulfilled is the time independent MHD equation, that is checked to be satisfied in each step of the calculation (up to certain determined numerical error). The time independent MHD constraint is obtained from the perturbed ideal MHD equation (16) by subtracting the appropriate multiple of the ϕ component of the perturbed induction equation (11). The constraint reads:

e^{−ν/2}r^2 sin^2(θ)(Ω − ω) ( H^rδu^ϕ_{,r} + H^θδu^ϕ_{,θ} ) + +δH^r_{,r} + δH^θ_{,θ} + δH^ϕ_{,ϕ} + ( λ_{,r} 2 + 2 r ) δH^r + cot(θ)δH^θ = H^re^{λ−ν/2}Ωδu^r_{,ϕ} +

+δu^ϕr^2 sin^2(θ)e^{−ν/2} ( H^r [ (Ω − ω) ( ν_{,r} 2 − 2 r ) + ω_{,r} ] + 2H^θ cot(θ)(ω − Ω) ) + H^θr^2e^{−ν/2}Ωδu^θ_{,ϕ}.

Our integration domain occupies only the first quadrant, since we take advantage of the symmetries at the equatorial plane. Our numerical grid typically has 50×50 points in r × θ, where r varies in [0, R] and θ in [0, π/2]. We take usually 10.000-50.000 time steps in the evolution of the equations, depending on the rotating rate and, consequently, the frequency of the r-mode. In each time evolution we observe at least several periods of oscillation of the perturbations. We point out here that our time evolutions were so far stable, and we did not see signs of the hydromagnetic instability observed in [27] for axial-led perturbations in Newtonian gravity. The investigation of this issue in our relativistic treatment is left for a future work.

We limited the maximum rotation rate considered here by Ω = 0.27Ω_K, motivated by the results of [28], where they see corrections of the order Ω^3 in the r-mode frequencies for Ω ≳ 0.3Ω_K . We also limited our minimum rotation rate at Ω = 0.7Ω_K because of numerical reasons, as already stated in the introduction (lower rotation rates would demand longer simulations). In the next section we discuss the numerical limits on the magnetic field.

The final equations obtained via the linear combinations and redefinitions of variables can be found in the appendix A. In appendix B we present simplified equations obtained from the equations in appendix A by neglecting the coefficients of the order ΩH^i and H^2. These simplified equations can be useful for sufficiently weak magnetic fields and sufficiently slow rotation rates, where neglecting the ΩH^i and H^2 terms could be justified. We used also these equations to compute the r-mode frequencies and the results are compared in the figure 6.

IV. THE RESULTS FOR THE R-MODE FREQUENCIES (FOR ℓ = m = 2)

The r-modes (ℓ = m = 2) were computed using the equations (A1)-(A7). We solve the system of equations with a 2D Lax-Wendroff scheme with non-constant coefficients [29]. We refer the reader to a previous work [17] for further details on the numerical setup used for obtaining the r-mode frequency and eigenfunction. (In [17] it was used for non-magnetized and differentially rotating stars.)

We calculated the r-modes first for zero magnetic field. The dependence of the r-mode frequencies on the rotation parameter for the non-magnetized field case is shown in figure 5. We compared results with [30] for the star with Ω/Ω_K = 0.27, and found that our results match with less than 3% error. (For more results on r-modes of nonmagnetized stars see also the papers [31–35].)

In figures 6 and 7 we present r-modes as a function of magnetic field. For comparison we present in the figure 6 also r-modes calculated via the simplified equations from the appendix B for the star with Ω/Ω_K = 0.27. The approximation of the simplified equations is shown to break down in this case at the value of magnetic field around 2.5 × 10^{15} G, while the results obtained from the full equations seem to breakup at a larger magnetic field around 3.5 × 10^{15} G. For larger magnetic fields than 4 × 10^{15} G (where we do not entirely trust our results), we still see that the r-mode disappears completely due to the growth of another mode (possibly an Alfvén mode). We believe that the breakdown in the behavior of the r-mode frequencies is caused by the growth of this other mode and the subsequent deformation of the r-mode. This is consistent with the expectations based on the results of [9–11, 16].

As can be seen in the figure 7, the r-mode frequencies change very little when one turns on the magnetic field. This is consistent with the observation of [36] for Newtonian stars. The change of the frequencies is more pronounced for smaller values of the rotation parameter. For Ω/Ω_K = 0.07 and magnetic field 3.3 × 10^{15} G, the r-mode frequency changes by a little less than 4%. In case of larger rotation Ω/Ω_K = 0.17 the same value of magnetic field changes the r-mode frequency by 1%.

Even though the variations are small, one can still clearly observe from Fig.7 the behavior of the frequencies with respect to the increasing magnetic field. Such a behavior seems to have remarkable features: the r-mode frequencies behave for sufficiently large Ω (Ω ∼ 0.17Ω_K) as ∼ B^2, whereas for a smaller value of Ω, (Ω/Ω_K ≈ 0.07), the behavior of the frequencies with respect to the magnetic field is given as ∼ B^4. Let us note that the ∼ B^4 dependence was observed for the r-modes of the spherical shell in [14].

In figures (8) and (9) we show the plots of the r-mode eigenfunctions for all the variables. (The eigenfunctions are shown in the plane given by the rotational axis and a perpendicular axis to the rotation.) The complicated interplay between r-modes and magnetic fields is more visible in the δH^ϕ eigenfunction, where we can see a sort of double peak. This happens for all rotation rates, and it is more pronounced for larger magnetic fields. We believe that this shows the deformation of the r-mode eigenfunction caused by other modes excited for large enough magnetic fields. For more details on the procedure used for extracting the eigenfunctions, see again [17].

FIG. 5. The plot represents the r-mode frequency as a function of the rotation parameter for zero magnetic field.

FIG. 6. The plot shows the relative change of the r-mode frequency as a function of the absolute value of the magnetic field. It compares the r-mode frequency computed using the equations (B1)-(B7), (the equations with the linearized background coefficients), (the red line), with the r-mode obtained via the non-simplified equations (A1)-(A7) (the green line). The solid line shows a quadratic fit done with the points before the breakup.

FIG. 7. The relative change of the r-mode frequency as a function of the absolute value of the magnetic field, for different values of the rotation parameter. (Computed with the full, non-simplified equations.) The lines show the quadratic (and quartic, for Ω/ΩK = 0.07) fits.

V. THE R-MODE INSTABILITY AND GRAVITATIONAL RADIATION

The r-mode instability growth times (for ℓ = m = 2) are calculated by using the usual quadrupole formula (for the details see for example [13]). The characteristic

FIG. 8. The r-mode eigenfunctions for 3.3 × 10^{15} G magnetic field (at the center of the star) and the rotation rate Ω/ΩK = 0.27. The eigenfunctions go clockwise from the left upper corner as δp, δu^r , δu^ϕ, δu^θ . Also the vertical axis is the axis of rotation and the horizontal axis is lying in the equatorial plane.

FIG. 9. The r-mode eigenfunctions for 3.3 × 10^{15} G magnetic field (at the center of the star) and the rotation rate Ω/ΩK = 0.27. The eiegenfunctions go from left to right as δH^r, δH^θ , δH^ϕ. Also the vertical axis is the axis of rotation and the horizontal axis is lying in the equatorial plane.

timescale is calculated from the equation: dE dt = − 2E t_{gw} = − ∫ ρ|δv|^2dV t_{gw} (19)

with δv^i = δu^i/u^t, i = r, θ, ϕ. The energy time derivative is calculated from the quadrupole formula as: dE dt |_{gw} = −(σ + mΩ) ∞∑ ℓ=2 N_ℓσ^{2ℓ+1}(|δD_{ℓm}|^2 + |δJ_{ℓm}|^2), with

N_ℓ = 4π

(ℓ + 1)(ℓ + 2) ℓ(ℓ − 1)[(2ℓ + 1)!!]^2 , where δD_{ℓm} and δJ_{ℓm} are the mass and the current multipoles defined as in [13]. (We use both mass and current multipoles, but because the r-modes involve only a perturbed velocity field, to the lowest order in Ω, gravitational radiation through current multipoles dominates over that produced by mass multipoles [12, 13].) In particular the multipoles can be expressed as: δD_{ℓm} = ∫ δρr^ℓY^∗_{ℓm}dV and δJ_{ℓm} = 2 ℓ ℓ + 1 ∫ r^ℓ(ρδv^i + δρv^i)Y^{B∗}_{i ℓm}dV. (Here Y_{ℓm} and Y^{Bi}_{ℓm} are the multipoles defined in [37].)

We were able to fit the function t_{gw} for zero magnetic fields as a functions of the rotation period P as

t_{gw} = τ_{gw}(P/1ms)^{pgw} s,

with the dimensionless parameters τ_{gw} and p_{gw} taking the values τ_{gw} = 13.65 and p_{gw} = 5.83. We compare our values for τ_{gw} and p_{gw} with the values obtained in [8, 13] in table I (see also figure 10).

TABLE I. The τgw and pgw parameters for the case of zero magnetic fields. We are comparing our results with [12, 13] where the calculations were done for the Newtonian polytropes with stellar parameters close to ours. We obtained 27-34 % faster emission of gravitational waves compared to the Newtonian setting.

our result ref. [12] ref. [13] τgw 13.65 18.91 20.83 pgw 5.83 6 5.93

FIG. 10. The (normalized) logarithmic timescale for the rmode instability growth as a function of the (normalized) logarithm of the period of rotation (for zero magnetic field). We compare here our results with the results of [12, 13].

The instability growth time scale t_{gw} relative change due to the magnetic field is shown in figure (11). We can see that the relative change becomes positive for lower values of magnetic fields (increasing the growth time and slowing down the emission of gravitational waves) and then becomes negative for larger values of the magnetic field (with the opposite effect), causing a relative change of up to ∼ 5%. Similarly to the r-mode frequencies, the relative effect of the magnetic field is more pronounced for the lower rotation rates. However, to estimate the amount of gravitational waves emitted and the window of the instability we would need to calculate the viscosity damping rates and that is left for future work.

FIG. 11. The relative difference in the timescale for the rmode instability growth as a function of the magnetic field.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We presented here a model for a rotating magnetized star, in which we neglect the distortion of both the geometry and the fluid by a dipolar magnetic field. We derived the full perturbation equations in the Cowling approximation. After solving the 2D time evolution problem with a Lax-Wendroff method, we computed the rmode frequencies using the Fourier spectrum of the solution and we were able to extract the eigenfunctions of the perturbations. The frequencies and eigenfunctions of the r-mode were then used to calculate the growth time scale due to gravitational radiation, using the Newtonian quadrupole formalism.

We found that the effect of the magnetic field on the frequencies is very small, (up to 5% for the lowest rotation rates). For lower rotation rates the frequencies follow a B^4 dependence and, for higher rotation rates, a B^2 dependence. The effect on the r-mode growth time t_{gw} indicates a faster emission of gravitational waves, compared to the Newtonian non-magnetized calculations of [12, 13]. We found that t_{gw} is more significantly affected by the presence of general relativity (∼ 30%) and less significantly by the presence of magnetic field (up to ∼ 5%).

Our results indicate that the relative effects of the magnetic field are more pronounced for more slowly rotating stars. Therefore it could be possible that they achieve higher values for magnetars, that have rotation periods about 1000 times larger than the ones considered here (due to numerical limitations). However, it is not trivial to estimate how large these corrections would be, given the complicated dependence on both rotation and magnetic field of the solutions.

The effect of viscosity will play of course a key role in determining the actual instability window and is left for the future work. A more realistic description of the star would also need to include work with realistic equations of state and a stellar crust, together with considering the backreaction from the production of toroidal magnetic field [38]. This is also left for the future.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors are especially thankful to Luciano Rezzolla and Shin’ichirou Yoshida for many useful discussions in different stages of this project. This work was supported by FAPESP and the Max Planck Society.

Appendix A: The form of equations suitable for the numerical code

The final dynamical equations for the numerical evolution are given as:

(p + ϵ) [ Ω − (Ω − ω) Γp ϵ + p + H^2 ] δp_{,ϕ} − r^2 sin^2(θ)(Ω − ω) Γp ϵ + p + H^2 [ −H^rδH̃^ϕ_{,r} − H^θδH̃^ϕ_{,θ}− ( H^r [ ν_{,r} + ν_{,r} 2 ϵ + p Γp + 2 r ] + 2 cot(θ)H^θ ) δH̃^ϕ + e^λH^r r^2 sin^2(θ) δH̃^r_{,ϕ} + H^θ sin^2(θ) δH̃^θ_{,ϕ} ] + (A1) +(p + ϵ)δp_{,t} + e^{ν/2}Γp(δũ^r_{,r} + δũ^θ_{,θ} + δũ^ϕ_{,ϕ}) + e^{ν/2}Γp ( λ_{,r} 2 + ν_{,r} + 2 r ) δũ^r +

+e^{ν/2}Γp cot(θ)δũ^θ = 0

[ e^{−ν/2}Ω − e^λH^{r2}(Ω − ω)

ϵ + p + H^2 ] δH̃^r_{,ϕ} − H^rr^2 sin^2(θ)(Ω − ω) ϵ + p + H^2 [ p + ϵ r^2 sin^2(θ) δp_{,ϕ} − H^rδH̃^ϕ_{,r} − H^θδH̃^ϕ_{,θ}− ( H^r [ ν_{,r} 2 p + ϵ Γp + ν_{,r} + 2 r ] + 2 cot(θ)H^θ ) δH̃^ϕ + H^θ sin^2(θ) δH̃^θ_{,ϕ} ] + (A2)

+e^{−ν/2}δH̃^r_{,t} + [H^r_{,θ} + H^r cot(θ)]δũ^θ + H^r(δũ^ϕ_{,ϕ} + δũ^θ_{,θ}) − (H^θ_{,θ} + cot(θ)H^θ)δũ^r − H^θδũ^r_{,θ} = 0.

[ Ωe^{−ν/2} − (Ω − ω)H^{θ2}r^2 ϵ + p + H^2 ] δH̃^θ_{,ϕ} − (Ω − ω)r^2 sin^2(θ)H^θ ϵ + p + H^2 [ p + ϵ r^2 sin^2(θ) δp_{,ϕ} − H^rδH̃^ϕ_{,r} − H^θδH̃^ϕ_{,θ}− ( H^r [ ν_{,r} 2 p + ϵ Γp + ν_{,r} + 2 r ] + 2 cot(θ)H^θ ) δH̃^ϕ + e^λH^r r^2 sin^2(θ) δH̃^r_{,ϕ} ] + (A3)

+e^{−ν/2}δH̃^θ_{,t} + H^θ(δũ^r_{,r} + δũ^ϕ_{,ϕ}) + [ H^θ_{,r} + H^θ ( ν_{,r}^{p+ϵ}_{Γp} + λ_{,r} 2 + ν_{,r} + 2 r )] δũ^r − [ H^r_{,r} + H^r ( ν_{,r}^{p+ϵ}_{Γp} + λ_{,r} 2 + ν_{,r} + 2 r )] δũ^θ − H^rδũ^θ_{,r} = 0.

[ Ω(ϵ + p + H^2) − (Ω − ω)(H^2 + Γp) ] δũ^ϕ_{,ϕ} + + [ −(ϵ + p + r^2H^{θ2})ω_{,r} + 2ωe^λH^r ( H^r r + cot(θ)H^θ ) + +Ωe^λ ( H^{r2} [ λ_{,r} + ν_{,r} 2 (Γ + 1)p + ϵ Γp ] + H^rH^r_{,r} + H^θH^r_{,θ} ) + +(Ω − ω) { (ϵ + p + H^2) ( 2 r − ν_{,r} ) − ( λ_{,r} 2 + 2 r ) (H^2 + Γp) − ν_{,r}(r^2H^{θ2} + Γp)− ν_{,r} 2 r^2H^{θ2} p + ϵ Γp − ( e^λH^rH^r_{,r} + r^2H^θH^θ_{,θ} ) + ν_{,r}H^{r2}e^λ }] δũ^r + + [ (Ω − ω) ( {2(ϵ + p) + H^2 − Γp} cot(θ) + r^2H^rH^θ ν_{,r} 2 (3Γ + 1)p + ϵ Γp ) + (A4)

+Ωr^2H^rH^θ ν_{,r} 2 ( 1 + ϵ + p Γp ) + ωr^2 [ 2H^θ ( 2H^r r + H^θ cot(θ) ) + H^rH^θ_{,r} + H^θH^θ_{,θ} ] + r^2H^θH^rω_{,r} ] δũ^θ + [ (2Ω − ω)r^2H^{θ2} − (Ω − ω) ( H^2 + Γp )] δũ^θ_{,θ} + (2Ω − ω)e^λH^rH^θδũ^r_{,θ} + +(2Ω − ω)r^2H^rH^θδũ^θ_{,r} + + [ (2Ω − ω)e^λH^{r2} − (Ω − ω) ( Γp + H^2 )] δũ^r_{,r} + (ϵ + p + H^2)δũ^ϕ_{,t} + e^{ν/2} [ p + ϵ r^2 sin^2(θ) δp_{,ϕ}− H^rδH̃^ϕ_{,r} − H^θδH̃^ϕ_{,θ} − [( ν_{,r} 2 + 2 r ) H^r + 2 cot(θ)H^θ ] δH̃^ϕ + e^λH^r r^2 sin^2(θ) δH̃^r_{,ϕ} + H^θ sin^2(θ) δH̃^θ_{,ϕ} ] = 0.

Ω(ϵ + p + H^2)e^{−ν/2}δu^r_{,ϕ} +

(ϵ + p + H^2)e^{−ν/2}Ωr^2H^rH^θ ϵ + p + e^λH^{r2} δu^θ_{,ϕ} + +e^{−ν/2}r^2 sin^2(θ)(ϵ + p + H^2) [ e^{−λ} ( ω_{,r} + { ν_{,r} − 2 r } (Ω − ω) ) − Ω − ω ϵ + p + e^λH^{r2} { ν_{,r}H^{r2} 2 (2Γ + 1)p + ϵ Γp + 2H^rH^θ cot(θ) }] δũ^ϕ − H^rr^2 sin^2(θ)e^{−ν/2}(Ω − ω)(ϵ + p + H^2) ϵ + p + e^λH^{r2} [ H^rδũ^ϕ_{,r} + H^θδũ^ϕ_{,θ} ] + + e^{−ν/2}(ϵ + p)(ϵ + p + H^2) ϵ + p + e^λH^{r2} δũ^r_{,t} + e^{−λ}(p + ϵ)ν_{,r} 2 [ 1 + ϵ + p Γp ] δp + (A5) +e^{−λ}(p + ϵ)δp_{,r} − H^r(ϵ + p + H^2) ϵ + p + e^λH^{r2}

(δH̃^r_{,r} + δH̃^ϕ_{,ϕ} + δH̃^θ_{,θ}) −

H^θ(ϵ + p) ϵ + p + e^λH^{r2} δH̃^r_{,θ} +

e^{−λ}r^2H^θ ( ν_{,r} 2 + 2 r ) − cot(θ)H^r − r^2H^θ { H^r ( H^θ cot(θ) + H^r [_{νr} 2 +^2_r ]) + (ϵ + p)e^{−λ ν,r}_2^{(Γ+1)p+ϵ}_{Γp} } ϵ + p + e^λH^{r2} δH̃^θ +

+ H^θe^{−λ}r^2(ϵ + p) ϵ + p + e^λH^{r2} δH̃^θ_{,r} − H^r(ϵ + p + H^2) ϵ + p + e^λH^{r2} ( ν_{,r} + λ_{,r} 2 + ν_{,r} 2 p + ϵ Γp + 2 r ) δH̃^r +

H^rH^θ(p + ϵ) ϵ + p + e^λH^{r2} δp_{,θ} = 0

(ϵ + p + H^2)e^{−ν/2}Ωδũ^θ_{,ϕ} +

(ϵ + p + H^2)e^{−ν/2}Ωe^λH^θH^r ϵ + p + r^2H^{θ2} δũ^r_{,ϕ} − (ϵ + p + H^2) sin^2(θ)e^{−ν/2} [ 2 cot(θ)(Ω − ω) +

H^rH^θr^2(Ω − ω)ν_{,r} 2(ϵ + p + r^2H^{θ2})

(2Γ + 1)p + ϵ Γp − H^θH^rr^2 ϵ + p + r^2H^{θ2} ( ω_{,r} + { ν_{,r} − 2 r } (Ω − ω) )] δũ^ϕ − H^θe^{−ν/2}r^2 sin^2(θ)(Ω − ω)(ϵ + p + H^2) ϵ + p + r^2H^{θ2} [ H^rδũ^ϕ_{,r} + H^θδũ^ϕ_{,θ} ] + + e^{−ν/2}(ϵ + p)(ϵ + p + H^2)

ϵ + p + r^2H^{θ2} δũ^θ_{,t} + ν_{,r}H^rH^θ(p + ϵ) 2(ϵ + p + r^2H^{θ2}) [ 1 + ϵ + p Γp ] δp + (A6) + H^θH^r(p + ϵ) ϵ + p + r^2H^{θ2} δp_{,r} − H^θ(ϵ + p + H^2) ϵ + p + r^2H^{θ2}

(δH̃^r_{,r} + δH̃^ϕ_{,ϕ} + δH̃^θ_{,θ}) + e^λH^r(ϵ + p) r^2(ϵ + p + r^2H^{θ2}) δH̃^r_{,θ} + + [ H^r ϵ + p + r^2H^{θ2} ( r^2H^{θ2} { ν_{,r} 2 + 2 r } − e^λ cot(θ)H^rH^θ − (ϵ + p) ν_{,r} 2 (Γ + 1)p + ϵ Γp ) − H^θ cot(θ) − H^r { ν_{,r} 2 + 2 r }] δH̃^θ − H^r(ϵ + p) ϵ + p + r^2H^{θ2} δH̃^θ_{,r} − H^θ(ϵ + p + H^2) ϵ + p + r^2H^{θ2} [ ν_{,r} + λ_{,r} 2 + ν_{,r} 2 p + ϵ Γp + 2 r ] δH̃^r + p + ϵ r^2 δp_{,θ} = 0

Ω [ ϵ + p − H^2 ] δH̃^ϕ_{,ϕ} + ΩH^r ν_{,r}(p + ϵ) 2 ( 1 + ϵ + p Γp ) δp + ΩH^r(p + ϵ)δp_{,r} − ΩH^2 ( δH̃^r_{,r} + δH̃^θ_{,θ} ) − Ω ( ν_{,r} + λ_{,r} 2 + ν_{,r} 2 p + ϵ Γp + 2 r ) H^2δH̃^r − Ω cot(θ)H^2δH̃^θ − (A7) ΩH^θ(p + ϵ)δp_{,θ} + (ϵ + p)e^{ν/2} [ e^{−ν/2}δH̃^ϕ_{,t} − [ 1 2 p + ϵ Γp + 1 ] ν_{,r}H^rδũ^ϕ − H^rδũ^ϕ_{,r} − H^θδũ^ϕ_{,θ} ] = 0.

Appendix B: The equations with the linearized coefficients

[Ω(ϵ + p) − (Ω − ω)Γp] δp_{,ϕ} + +(ϵ + p)δp_{,t} + e^{ν/2}Γp(δũ^r_{,r} + δũ^θ_{,θ} + δũ^ϕ_{,ϕ}) + e^{ν/2}Γp ( λ_{,r} 2 + ν_{,r} + 2 r ) δũ^r + (B1)

+e^{ν/2}Γp cot(θ)δũ^θ = 0

e^{−ν/2}ΩδH̃^r_{,ϕ} + e^{−ν/2}δH̃^r_{,t} + +[H^r_{,θ} + H^r cot(θ)]δũ^θ + H^r(δũ^ϕ_{,ϕ} + δũ^θ_{,θ}) − (H^θ_{,θ} + cot(θ)H^θ)δũ^r − H^θδũ^r_{,θ} = 0. (B2)

Ωe^{−ν/2}δH̃^θ_{,ϕ} + +e^{−ν/2}δH̃^θ_{,t} + H^θ(δũ^r_{,r} + δũ^ϕ_{,ϕ}) + [ H^θ_{,r} + H^θ ( ν_{,r} { p + ϵ 2Γp + 1 } + λ_{,r} 2 + 2 r )] δũ^r − (B3) [ H^r_{,r} + H^r ( ν_{,r} { p + ϵ 2Γp + 1 } + λ_{,r} 2 + 2 r )] δũ^θ − H^rδũ^θ_{,r} = 0.

[Ω(ϵ + p) − (Ω − ω)Γp)] δũ^ϕ_{,ϕ} + + [ −(ϵ + p)ω_{,r} + (Ω − ω) { (ϵ + p) ( 2 r − ν_{,r} ) − ( λ_{,r} 2 + ν_{,r} + 2 r ) Γp }] δũ^r + (B4) +(Ω − ω){2(ϵ + p) − Γp} cot(θ)δũ^θ − (Ω − ω)Γpδũ^θ_{,θ} − (Ω − ω)Γpδũ^r_{,r} + (ϵ + p)δũ^ϕ_{,t} + e^{ν/2} [ ϵ + p r^2 sin^2(θ) δp_{,ϕ}− H^rδH̃^ϕ_{,r} − H^θδH̃^ϕ_{,θ} − [( ν_{,r} 2 + 2 r ) H^r + 2 cot(θ)H^θ ] δH̃^ϕ + e^λH^r r^2 sin^2(θ) δH̃^r_{,ϕ} + H^θ sin^2(θ) δH̃^θ_{,ϕ} ] = 0.

Ω(ϵ + p)e^{−ν/2}δu^r_{,ϕ} + +e^{−ν/2}r^2 sin^2(θ)e^{−λ}(ϵ + p) ( ω_{,r} + { ν_{,r} − 2 r } (Ω − ω) ) δũ^ϕ + +e^{−ν/2}(ϵ + p)δũ^r_{,t} + (ϵ + p) e^{−λ}ν_{,r} 2 [ ϵ + p Γp + 1 ] δp + +(ϵ + p)e^{−λ}δp_{,r} − H^r(δH̃^r_{,r} + δH̃^ϕ_{,ϕ} + δH̃^θ_{,θ}) − H^θδH̃^r_{,θ} + (B5) + [ e^{−λ}r^2H^θ ( ν_{,r} 2 + 2 r ) − cot(θ)H^r − r^2H^θe^{−λ} ν_{,r} 2 { ϵ + p Γp + 1 }] δH̃^θ + +H^θe^{−λ}r^2δH̃^θ_{,r} − H^r ( λ_{,r} 2 + ν_{,r} 2 { ϵ + p Γp + 1 } + 2 r ) δH̃^r = 0

(ϵ + p)e^{−ν/2}Ωδũ^θ_{,ϕ} − sin^2(θ)e^{−ν/2}(ϵ + p)2 cot(θ)(Ω − ω)δũ^ϕ + e^{−ν/2}(ϵ + p)δũ^θ_{,t} −

H^θ(δH̃^r_{,r} + δH̃^ϕ_{,ϕ} + δH̃^θ_{,θ}) + e^λH^r r^2 δH̃^r_{,θ} − (B6) [ H^r ν_{,r} 2 { p + ϵ Γp + 1 } + H^θ cot(θ) + H^r { ν_{,r} 2 + 2 r }] δH̃^θ − H^rδH̃^θ_{,r} − H^θ [ λ_{,r} 2 + ν_{,r} 2 { p + ϵ Γp + 1 } + 2 r ] δH̃^r + ϵ + p r^2 δp_{,θ} = 0

ΩδH̃^ϕ_{,ϕ} + δH̃^ϕ_{,t} − e^{ν/2} ([ 1 2 p + ϵ Γp + 1 ] ν_{,r}H^rδũ^ϕ + H^rδũ^ϕ_{,r} + H^θδũ^ϕ_{,θ} ) = 0. (B7)

[1] N. Andersson, “A New Class of Unstable Modes of Rotating Relativistic Stars”, Astroph.Jour. 502, 708 (1998) [2] J. L. Friedman and S.M. Morsink, “Axial Instability of Rotating Relativistic Stars”, Astroph.Jour. 502, 714 (1998) [3] S. Chandrasekhar, “Solutions of two problems in the theory of gravitational radiation”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 24, 611 (1970).

[4] J. L. Friedman and B. F. Schutz, “Secular instability of rotating Newtonian stars”, Astrophys. J. 222, 281 (1978).

[5] J. L. Friedman, “Genereic instability of rotating relativistic stars”, Commun. Math. Phys. 62, 247 (1978).

[6] K. Kokkotas and J. Ruoff, “Instabilities of Relativistic Stars”, Proceedings of the 25th John Hopkins Workshop,

Florence (2002), arXiv:gr-qc/0212105 [7] N. Stergioulas, “Rotating Stars in Relativity”, LivingRev.Rel.6, 3 (2003), arXiv:gr-qc/0302034 [8] J.Ipser and L.Lindblom, “The oscillations of rapidly rotating Newtonian stellar models. II - Dissipative effects, Astroph.J. 1, 373 (1991), p. 213-221 [9] L. Rezzolla, F.K. Lamb and S. Shapiro, “R mode oscillations in rotating magnetic neutron stars”, Astrophys.J. 531 (2000) L141-144, arXiv:astro-ph/9911188 [10] L. Rezzolla, F.K. Lamb, D. Markovic and S. Shapiro, “Properties of r modes in rotating magnetic neutron stars. 1. Kinematic secular effects and magnetic evolution equations ”, Phys. Rev. D, 64 104013 (2001), arXiv:gr-qc/0107061

[11] L. Rezzolla, F.K. Lamb, D. Markovic and S. Shapiro, “Properties of r modes in rotating magnetic neutron stars. 2. Evolution of the r modes and stellar magnetic field”, Phys. Rev. D, 64 104014 (2001), arXiv:gr-qc/0107062 [12] L. Lindblom, B. Owen and S. Morsink, “Gravitational Radiation Instability in Hot Young Neutron Stars”, Phys.Rev.Lett. 80, 4843 (1998).

[13] N. Andersson, K. Kokkotas and B. Schutz, “Gravitational radiation limit on the spin of young neutron stars”, Astrophys.J. 510 (1999) 846, arXiv:astro-ph/9805225 [14] S. Abbassi, M. Rieutord and V. Rezania, “A r-mode in a magnetic rotating spherical layer: application to neutron stars”, arXiv:astro-ph/1110.0277 [15] V. Rezania, “R-Modes in the ocean of a magnetic neutron star ”, Astrophys.J. 574 (2002) 899, arXiv:astro-ph/0202105 [16] S. Lander, D. Jones and A. Passamonti, “Oscillations of rotating magnetised neutron stars with purely toroidal magnetic fields”, Mon.Not.Roy.Ast.Soc 405, 318 (2010), arXiv:astro-ph/0912.3480 [17] C. Chirenti, J. Skakala and S. ’i. Yoshida, “Slowly rotating neutron stars with small differential rotation: equilibrium models and oscillations in the Cowling approximation,” Phys. Rev. D 87, 044043 (2013), arXiv:1301.3111 [gr-qc].

[18] H. Beyer and K. Kokkotas, “On the r-mode spectrum of relativistic stars”, Mon.Not.Roy.Astron.Soc. 308 (1999) 745-750, arXiv:gr-qc/9903019 [19] H. Sotani, K.D. Kokkotas and N. Stergioulas, “Torsional Oscillations of Relativistic Stars with Dipole Magnetic Fields”, Mon.Not.Roy.Astron.Soc.375:261- 277,2007, arXiv:astro-ph/0608626 [20] H. Sotani, K. D. Kokkotas, N. Stergioulas and M.

Vavoulidis, “Torsional Oscillations of Relativistic Stars with Dipole Magnetic Fields II. Global Alfvn Modes”, arXiv:astro-ph/0611666 [21] J. B. Hartle, “Slowly rotating relativistic stars I. Equations of structure”, Astrophys. J. 150, 1005 (1967).

[22] R. Ruffini, J. Tiomno and C. V. Vishveshwara, “Electromagnetic field of a particle moving in a spherically symmetric black-hole background”, Lett. al Nuovo Cimento 3, 211 (1972).

[23] I. Wasserman and S. Shapiro, “ Masses, radii, and magnetic fields of pulsating X-ray sources - Is the ’standard’ model self-consistent”, Astrophys. J. 265, 1036 (1983).

[24] S. Yoshida and Y. Kojima, “Accuracy of the relativistic Cowling approximation in slowly rotating stars”, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 289, 117-122, 1997, arXiv:gr-qc/9705081 [25] J. Friedman and N. Stergioulas, “Rotating Relativistic Stars”, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (2013), p. 218.

[26] D. Jones, N. Andersson and N. Stergioulas, “Time evolution of the linear perturbations of a rotating Newtonian polytrope”, Mon.Not.R.Astron.Soc 334, 933 (2002) [27] S. Lander and D. Jones, “Oscillations and instabilities in neutron stars with poloidal magnetic fields”, Mon.Not.Roy.Astron.Soc. 412, 3, 1730-1740, (2011) [28] A. Passamonti, B. Haskell and N. Andersson, “Oscillations of rapidly rotating superfluid stars”, Mon.Not.Ro.Ast.Soc. 396, 2 (2009), arXiv:grqc/0812.3569 [29] A. R. Mitchell, “Computational Methods in Partial Differential Equations”, Wiley, New York, (1969).

[30] J. Ruoff, A. Stavridis and K. Kokkotas, “Inertial modes of slowly rotating relativistic stars in the Cowling approximation”, Mon.Not.R.Astron.Soc. 339, 1170 (2003) [31] S. Yoshida and U. Lee, “Relativistic r-Modes in Slowly Rotating Neutron Stars: Numerical Analysis in the Cowling Approximation”, Astroph.Jour. 567, p.1112 (2002) [32] S. Yoshida, S. Yoshida and Y. Eriguchi, “R-mode oscillations of rapidly rotating barotropic stars in general relativity: Analysis by the relativistic Cowling approximation”, Mon.Not.Roy.Astron.Soc. 356 (2005) 217-224, arXiv:astro-ph/0406283 [33] E. Gaertig and K. Kokkotas, “Oscillations of rapidly rotating relativistic stars ”, Phys.Rev.D 78, 064063 (2008), arXiv:gr-qc/0809.0629 [34] N. Stergioulas and J. Font, “Nonlinear r-modes in Rapidly Rotating Relativistic Stars ”, Phys.Rev.Lett. 86 (2001) 1148-1151, arXiv:gr-qc/0007086 [35] W. Kastaun, “Nonlinear Decay of r modes in Rapidly Rotating Neutron Stars”, Phys.Rev. D 84 (2011) 124036, arXiv:gr-qc/1109.4839 [36] U. Lee, “R-modes of a neutron star with a magnetic dipole field”, Mon.Not.Roy.Astron.Soc. 357 (2005) 97- 108 arxiv:astro-ph/0411784 [37] K. Thorne, “Multipole Expansions of Gravitational Radiation” Rev.Mod.Phys. 52, 299 (1980).

[38] C. Cuofano, S. Dall’Osso, A. Drago and L. Stella, “Generation of strong magnetic fields by r-modes in millisecond accreting neutron stars: induced deformations and gravitational wave emission”, Phys.Rev. D 86 (2012) 044004, arXiv:astro-ph/1203.0891