arXiv:2010.10776v4 [astro-ph.HE] 29 Sep 2023

Ambipolar diffusion velocity and magnetic field evolution in magnetar core: Generalised theoretical approach

Monika Sinha and Manoj Kumar Ghosh

Indian Institute of Technology Jodhpur, India

October 3, 2023

Keywords: Neutron stars, Magnetars, Magnetic field decay, Ambipolar diffusion

Abstract The magnetic field associated with neutron stars is generally believed to be threaded inside the star. In the presence of a magnetic field, plasma in the interior of the star undergoes a series of processes that result in magnetic field evolution. It is thought that magnetar activities like X-ray, gamma-ray bursts, and giant flares (which release more energy in a few sec than Sun in 10 years), are mainly due to field decay. The most important process of field decay inside the core of the star is the ambipolar diffusion of the charged particles present in the interior plasma. The decay rate due to ambipolar diffusion is directly connected to the ambipolar velocity of the charged particles under the influence of the present magnetic field. The ambipolar velocity of the charged particles depends on the internal dynamics of the particles. We outline a general method to solve the particle dynamics in the presence of a magnetic field to have a magnetohydrodynamics equation from ambipolar velocity. The equation is general and applicable to all possible surrounding conditions temperature, matter states like normal or superfluid, etc.

1 Introduction

Neutron stars (NSs) are known to be compact stars containing matter in an extremely dense state. The NSs possess the strongest magnetic field too with the range from 10^8 to 10^{16} G. The NSs with the strongest surface magnetic field at the range 10^{14} − 10^{16} G known popularly as magnetars are comparatively younger with average age ∼ 10^3 yrs. The NSs with medium surface field strength in the range of 10^{12} G are of moderate age with the age of the order of 10^6 yrs. The older NSs with the age of the order of 10^9 yrs have a surface magnetic field in the range of 10^8 − 10^{10} G. Evidently with age the surface magnetic field strength decreases. The decay in the magnetic field with high initial field strength in magnetars is thought of as the source of high persistent luminosity in the quiescent phase of magnetars which can not be explained as accretion powered or rotation powered (Thompson and Duncan, 1996).

In the presence of a magnetic field, the motion of charged particles inside the star is affected. As a result, some internal processes are initiated which ultimately lead to the evolution of the magnetic field inside the star. The mechanisms of field evolutions are mainly by three processes: 1. Ohmic decay, 2. Ambipolar diffusion and 3. Hall drift as discussed in detail in the classical work by Goldreich and Reisenegger (1992). The field evolution in the crust of the NSs is well studied (Cumming et al., 2004; Pons and Geppert, 2007; Aguilera et al., 2008; Pons et al., 2009; Viganò et al., 2013; Gourgouliatos et al., 2016; Lander and Gourgouliatos, 2019). The field evolution in the crust dominantly occurs through ohmic dissipation and Hall drift. Generally, it is assumed that the field threads the interior of the star. The field evolution inside the star core has not been exhaustively studied like decay in crust. Inside the star core, the constituent species are mostly neutrons with some fractions of other baryons and leptons. The matter is in charge neutral and β-equilibrated conditions. Depending on the temperature and field strength each of the processes dominates the field evolution inside the core. The evolution by Hall drift is dominating in stars with intermediate magnetic field ∼ 10^{12} − 10^{13} G. Due to the presence of magnetic field charged particles will be in motion causing electric current and ambipolar diffusion. In this way, magnetic energy dissipation occurs due to conduction and ambipolar diffusion. Decay by ambipolar diffusion is dominating for magnetars with field strength ∼ 10^{15} G (Heyl and Kulkarni, 1998) and ohmic dissipation is dominating for low magnetic field stars with field strength ≲ 10^{11} G. Ohmic dissipation is substantial in the crust because of its low conductivity, but in the core because of high conductivity ohmic decay is not very important as far as energy dissipation is concerned. In the core dominating decay process is ambipolar diffusion. Ambipolar diffusion velocity is controlled predominantly by the pressure gradient force and the collisions between different species present.

Ambipolar diffusion mechanism inside the core of the NSs has been discussed in several literature (Glampedakis et al., 2011b,a; Graber et al., 2015; Passamonti et al., 2017a,b; Castillo et al., 2017; Gusakov et al., 2017; Kantor and Gusakov, 2018; Ofengeim and Gusakov, 2018; Castillo et al., 2020; Gusakov et al., 2020). Glampedakis et al. (2011a) discussed the detailed ambipolar diffusion mechanism in both normal and superfluid matter with a comparative study of diffusion time. As further steps, others have discussed the ambipolar diffusion time scale with different choices of interactions in the superfluid matter and obtained the diffusion time. However, every calculation is limited to order calculation of ambipolar diffusion velocity considering some special situation that allows certain approximations. For example, Castillo et al. (2017) consider that the drift of the charged particles does not affect the chemical equilibrium in the interior of the star, instead, they take the variation of particle chemical potential inside the star as it is in the equilibrium condition. On the other hand, Gusakov et al. (2017) argued that chemical imbalance is not caused by the β-equilibrium reactions, but rather controlled by magnetic field profile only. In some literature (Ofengeim and Gusakov, 2018; Castillo et al., 2020) the problem has been treated as a perturbation in the magnetic field. With this approach, the ambipolar velocity has been estimated only from the baryon background velocity. Moreover, the background baryon velocity determination requires the information of magnetic field decay which is not possible to know a priory. In another work by Castillo et al. (2020) the field decay has been calculated neglecting the transfusion process in the low-temperature limit and considering the matter as free Fermi gas. Many literature (Graber et al., 2015; Passamonti et al., 2017b; Gusakov et al., 2020) discuss the ambipolar diffusion in superfluid matter discussing the nature of the force of interaction between superfluid constituents extensively. However, the ambipolar velocity has not been determined precisely in any of them.

In the present work, we discuss a general procedure for solving the equations to get the ambipolar diffusion velocity profile inside the core of the star. The procedure is independent of any particular regime of temperature and is free of many approximations which have been assumed in many previous studies. The approximation of equality of all particle velocities (Gusakov et al., 2017) is not required to consider in the present calculation. The ambipolar diffusion is described in the light of particle dynamics in the next section and the results are discussed in the last section.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the general features. In Section 3, we discuss different types of interactions and explicit expressions. Section 4 explores the energy decay rate in different cases. Section 5 contains two important considerations of our work. In section 6, we discuss different cases inside the core. Finally, we conclude our discussion in section 7.

2 GENERAL FEATURES

The simplest model of NS is with the star core composed of nuclear matter with some fraction of electrons to maintain the charge neutrality. For massive stars, other baryons or other phases of matter may appear in the innermost core of the stars. The procedure described here can be extended for that kind of composition in straightforward manner. In general, the matter inside the NS contains mostly charge-neutral particles with some positively and negatively charged particles. So in the presence of a magnetic field, the charged particles acquire some motion which results in the ambipolar velocity of the charged particles. The part of the electric field in equilibrium which arises from the crossproduct of the ambipolar velocity and the present magnetic field is responsible for the ambipolar decay of the magnetic field. The matter inside the core may be in the normal phase or in the superfluid phase, depending on the temperature and the strength of the present magnetic field. The exact expressions for the term depending on the different possible states of matter inside the core are given in consequent subsections.

We consider that the model star with a core composed of neutrons (n), protons (p) and electrons (e) is rotating with angular speed Ω. Following the pioneering work on field decay mechanisms by Goldreich and Reisenegger (1992), we assume the Newtonian gravitational potential ϕ inside the star. The equations of motions for different species present in the star core in the presence of electromagnetic field E and B, in rotating frame are ρ_n dv_n dt = ρ_n∇U − n_n∇μ_n + f^{int}_n − 2ρ_nΩ × v_n (1) ρ_p dv_p dt = ρ_p∇U − n_c∇μ_p + n_ce(E + v_p × B) + f^{int}_p − 2ρ_pΩ × v_p (2) ρ_e dv_e dt = ρ_e∇U − n_c∇μ_e − n_ce(E + v_e × B) + f^{int}_e − 2ρ_eΩ × v_e (3)

where ρ_i is the mass density, v_i is the velocity in the rotating frame of the star, μ_i is the chemical potential, n_i is the number density of the particles of the i-th species with n_p = n_e = n_c due to charge neutrality U = ( r^2Ω^2 2 + ϕ ) (4) is the effective gravitational potential including the effect of rotation and f^{int}_i is the mutual interaction force density on the particle of i-th species due to coupling with other particles.

We consider in general three cases, (1) both neutron and proton are in non-superfluid state when the star is sufficiently hot at the initial stage of their life, core temperature may be higher than the critical temperature of superfluidity for both neutron and proton species, (2) both of them are in a superfluid state when the star cools down below the critical temperature of both the neutron and proton superfluidity, if the present magnetic field is not enough strong to destroy the superconductivity, the star core is composed of superfluid neutrons and superconducting protons and (3) neutrons are in the superfluid state while protons are in normal state when even after the core temperature goes down beyond the critical temperature of nucleon superfluidity if the present strength of the magnetic field is higher than the upper critical field (H_{c2}) then proton superconductivity will not be present. Inside the neutron star core, the electrons are in general normal state. The nature of the mutual interaction force depends on the state of matter whether in the superfluid or in the normal phase. However, independent of the phase of matter f^{int} depends on the relative velocity of the interacting components. Then, with the exact form of f^{int} for different cases, solving the eq. (2) and (3) we get the part of electric field E containing the term V_I × B which is responsible for ambipolar decay of magnetic field with V_I (defined in (57) and (72)) in the ambipolar velocity is

E_{amb} = C B × V_I (5)

where C is a coefficient depending on the form of mutual interaction force which is different for different cases of matter phase inside the NS core. For explicit expression of the electric field, refer to the appendix section.

Hence, the exact evaluation of ambipolar velocity is very important and necessary in the estimate of field decay and the corresponding time scale.

3 Interaction Forces

3.1 Normal nucleonic matter

At the younger age of NS, as the core temperature is high, the nucleons do not form Cooper pair since the core temperature is higher than the superfluid critical temperature T_c.In this case the case of normal fluid matter is important. In this case, f^{int} is only due to collision and Hence, is actually the collision force on the particle of i-th species due to collision with particles of other species

f^{int} = f^{col}_{ij} (6)

where the f^{col}_{ij} is the force due to collision between the particles of i-th and j-th species and f^{sf}_{ij} is the mutual interaction of particles of j-th species with condensate of i-th species. The collision force can be expressed as proportional to their relative velocity as (Glampedakis et al., 2011a).

f^{col}_{ij} = −D_{ij} (v_i − v_j) (7)

where D_{ij} is the collision coefficient.

3.2 Superfluid nucleonic matter

When the temperature falls below the critical temperature for the superfluidity of neutrons and protons, the nucleon becomes superfluid. It is generally believed that inside NS core the proton forms type-II superconductivity. Hence inside the core vortices of the superfluid matter are present. Hence in this situation, f^{int} consists of force due to vortex energy density and mutual coupling due to vortices along with the collision force. Hence,

f^{int} = f^c + f^v , (8)

where f^v is the interaction force part due to vortex energy density and the mutual coupling force consists of two parts - (1) mechanical collision and (2) mutual interaction with superfluid condensate and can be expressed in general as

f^c_{ij} = f^{col}_{ij} + f^{sf}_{ij} (9)

The collision force in this case can be expressed as proportional to their relative velocity as in normal matter case, however, reduced due to the superfluid nature of matter by a factor as (Glampedakis et al., 2011a)

f^{col}_{ij} = −R_{ij} D_{ij} (v_i − v_j ) (10)

where R_{ij} is the reduction factor due to the presence of superfluidity. If both the participating particles in the collision are in normal state then R_{ij} = 1, otherwise R_{ij} < 1.

The force on particle of i-th species due to interaction with α-th nucleon condensate (Sedrakian and Sedrakian, 1995) is f^{sf}_{αi} = a_{αi} ( ω^0_α × p_{αi} ) + b_{αi} { ω̂_α × ( ω^0_α × p_{αi} )} − c_{αi} ( ω^0_α · p_{αi} ) (11)

Here the index α indicates the species of condensate i.e., α = N = n, p and

ω^0_α = ω_α + e_α m_nc B, (12)

p_{αi} = ∑ β ρ_{αβ}(v_β − v_i) + ∇ × λ_αω̂_α (13)

with ω_N the circulation quanta of the superfluidnucleons. Here e_N ≡ (0, e) is the electric charge of neutrons and protons and λ_N is the angular momentum of the circulation. ρ_{αβ} arises due to entrainment. We consider the case without entrainment and in the absence of entrainment ρ_{αβ} = 0 for α ≠ β and ρ_{αβ} = ρ_α for α = β. The contribution from the first term of the eq. (11) is mainly coming due to the interaction between flux tube and vortices, and from the second term comes mainly due to the interaction of normal charged particles scattering off the vortices. Since the component of particle velocity along the vortex line is small, we shall neglect the third term of the equation (11)(Sedrakian and Sedrakian, 1995).

Now in the absence of entrainment

p_{αi} = ρ_α(v_α − v_i) + ∇ × λ_αω̂_α. (14)

Moreover for neutrons ω^0_n = ω_n. (15) The next case is kind of redundant and can be obtained from the above interaction forces. The non-existence of proton superconductor due to an intense magnetic field gives rise to this case. In this situation, f^c is similar to the previous one eq. (9) and so is collision force eq. (10). However, the reduction factor R is present for the interaction with neutrons but in case of collisions between proton and electron, no reduction factor will be there. Another little modification is in f^{sf} . Only 2nd term in eq. (11) will be present due to the absence of proton superconductivity. So, force is f^{sf}_{αi} = b_{αi} { ω̂_α × ( ω^0_α × p_{αi} )} (16)

and the rest of the other thing is exactly similar to the superfluid nucleonic matter.

4 Magnetic energy and field decay

4.1 Normal nucleonic matter

In normal matter the magnetic energy density decay rate is dE_b dt = d dt ∫ d^3x

B^2 2μ_0 = 1 μ_0 ∫ d^3x B · ∂B ∂t = − 1 μ_0 ∫ d^3x B · (∇ × E). (17)

Integrating the eq. (17) by parts in steady state we get dE_b dt = − 1 μ_0 ∫ d^3x (∇ × B) · E = − ∫ d^3x j · E (18)

Then after some algebra (given in Appendix A) we get C = 1. Hence the magnetic energy density decay rate as calculated in eq. (18) due to ambipolar diffusion is ( dE_b dt ) amb = − ∫ d^3x j · (−V_I × B) = − ∫ d^3x V_I · (j × B). (19)

The exact expression of the ambipolar velocity V_I has been evaluated after discussing the proper form of interaction force in section 5.2. Then the magnetic field evolution rate due to ambipolar diffusion is ( ∂B ∂t ) amb = −∇ × E_{ambip} = ∇ × (V_I × B) . (20)

4.2 Superfluid nucleonic matter

In superfluid matter magnetic energy decay rate is (Graber et al., 2015) dE_b dt = d dt ∫ d^3x

2 (H_{c1} · B)

μ_0 = 2 μ_0 ∫ d^3x [ B · ∂H_{c1} ∂t + H_{c1} · ∂B ∂t ]

= 2 μ_0 ∫ d^3x [ B · ∂H_{c1} ∂t − H_{c1} · (∇ × E) ] (21)

with H_{c1} the lower critical field of the proton superconductivity. Integrating 2nd part of the eq. (21) in the steady state we get, dE_b dt = 2 μ_0 ∫ d^3x [ B · ∂H_{c1} ∂t − (∇ × H_{c1}) · E ] (22)

Then after some algebra, (Given in appendix B) we have ( dE_b dt ) ambip = − 2 μ_0 ∫ Cd^3x(∇ × H_{c1}) · (−V_I × B) (23) = − 2 μ_0 ∫ Cd^3x {V_I · [(∇ × H_{c1}) × B]} (24)

where C = [ 1 −^{apnρp} m_N ( 1+^{RpnDpn} RenDen ) ] It is apparent that the presence of proton superconductivity is affecting the ambipolar energy dissipation.

However, in the case of neutron superfluidity doesn’t affect the ambipolar energy emission rate. This energy emission has the exact same form as eq. (19).

5 Charged particles motion in equilibrium

In general, we have the equations of motion for the nucleons and electrons as ρ_n dv_n dt = ρ_n∇U − n_n∇μ_n + f^c_n − 2ρ_nΩ × v_n + f^v_n (25) ρ_p dv_p dt = ρ_p∇U − n_c∇μ_p + n_ce(E + v_p × B) + f^c_p − 2ρ_pΩ × v_p + f^v_p (26) ρ_e dv_e dt = ρ_e∇U − n_c∇μ_e − n_ce(E + v_e × B) + f^c_e − 2ρ_eΩ × v_e. (27)

Or in equilibrium, we can write

0 = ρ_n∇U − n_n∇μ_n + f^c_n − 2ρ_nΩ × v_n + f^v_n (28) 0 = ρ_p∇U − n_c∇μ_p + n_ce(E + v_p × B) + f^c_p − 2ρ_pΩ × v_p + f^v_p (29) 0 = ρ_e∇U − n_c∇μ_e − n_ce(E + v_e × B) + f^c_e − 2ρ_eΩ × v_e (30)

Here n_i is the number density and m_i is the mass of the i-th species. Due to charge neutrality, we have considered n_c = n_p = n_e and assumed that nucleons have the same mass as m_n = m_p = m_N . In case of normal matter f^v = 0.

Then adding the eq. (29) and (30) for the charged species we get

0 = (ρ_N + ρ_e)n_c∇U−n_c(∇μ_p + ∇μ_e) + j × B + f^c_p + f^c_e − 2Ω × (ρ_pv_p + ρ_ev_e) + f^v_p

(31)

where j = j_p + j_e = n_ce(v_p − v_e) (32) is the total current density. With the Lorentz force density

j × B = f^L (33)

the eq. (28) and (31) are

0 = ρ_N ∇U − n_n∇μ_n + f^c_n − ρ_N 2Ω × v_n + f^v_n (34) 0 = (ρ_N + ρ_e)n_c∇U − n_c(∇μ_p + ∇μ_e) + f^L + f^c_p + f^c_e − 2Ω × (ρ_pv_p + ρ_ev_e) + f^v_p . (35)

Let us examine the coupling force density. Suppose force on one i-th particle due to mutual coupling with one j-th particle is F^c_{ij} . According to Newton’s third law

F^c_{ij} = −F^c_{ji}

Now the mutual coupling force on i-th particle due to its interaction with others particle is F^c_i = Σ_j F^c_{ij} (36) Within unit volume the force density for i-th particle is

f^c_i = n_iΣ_j F^c_{ij} (37)

Then f^c_n = n_nF^c_n = n_n ( F^c_{np} + F^c_{ne} ) (38)

and f^c_p = n_p ( F^c_{pn} + F^c_{pe} ) (39) f^c_e = n_e ( F^c_{ep} + F^c_{en} ) = −n_eF^c_{pe} + n_eF^c_{en} (40)

Hence, f^c_p + f^c_e = n_cF^c_{pn} + n_cF^c_{en} = −n_cF^c_n (41)

Hence, − f^c_p + f^c_e n_c = f^c_n n_n = F^{int}_n (42)

Now dividing the eq. (34) by neutron mass density ρ_n = m_N n_n and eq. (35) by proton mass density ρ_p = m_N n_c we have

0 = ∇U − ∇ ( μ_n m_N ) + F^c_n m_N + f^v_n ρ_n − 2Ω × v_n (43) 0 = ∇U − ∇ ( μ_p + μ_e m_N ) + f^L ρ_p − F^c_n m_N + f^v_p ρ_p − 2Ω × v_p (44)

as m_e ≪ m_N .

Then subtracting the eq. (44) from the eq. (43) and multiplying by proton fraction x_p = ρ_p/ρ we get

0 = x_p∇β + 2x_p

F^c_n m_N + ρ_pf^v_n ρ_nρ − f^v_p ρ + 2x_pΩ × V_p − f^L ρ (45)

where β = (μ_p + μ_e − μ_n) /m_N is the chemical imbalance per unit mass and V_p = v_p − v_n is the proton velocity in the neutron rest frame. Therefore, in addition to the rotation, the Lorentz force is balanced by force due to (1) Transfusion, (2) Mutual coupling, and if nucleon vortices are present by (3) Vortex tension. Now the transfusion term appeared as the first term of eq. (45) is related to the weak interaction maintaining the β-equilibrium. The coupling force appearing in the second term of the same equation as well as the transfusion terms are related to the participating particle velocity. The vortex tension is present only for superfluid matter, They are discussed in the subsequent sections.

5.1 Transfusion

The chemical equilibrium is disturbed due to the motion of charged particles in the presence of the magnetic field. That creates a gradient of imbalanced chemical potential which acts to balance the magnetic force on the charged particles. Chemical imbalance starts the weak interaction n ←→ p + e + ν̄_e. If the reaction rate is δΓ = λβ = Γ(p + e^− → n + ν_e) − Γ(n → p + e^− + ν̄_e) then the charged particles follow the equation of continuity ∂n_c ∂t + n_c∇ · v_c = −λβ. (46)

The above equation is specific to matter with uniform density. hence at each point inside the star, the equation is valid. Then in steady state (Goldreich and Reisenegger, 1992)

n_c∇ · v_c = −λβ (47) for both the charged species. Then adding these equations for protons and electrons we get n_c∇ · w = −λβ (48) where w = v_p + v_e 2 . (49)

5.2 Mutual coupling

The mutual coupling force as given by (38) can be calculated from eqs (9), (10) and (11)

f^c_n = R_{np}D_{np}V_p + R_{ne}D_{ne}V_e

+ ω_n × (a_{np}p_{np} + a_{ne}p_{ne}) + ω̂_n × {ω_n × (b_{np}p_{np} + b_{ne}p_{ne})}. (50)

Now ω_n × (a_{np}p_{np} + a_{ne}p_{ne}) = ω_n × (a_{np} + a_{ne})ρ_nv_n − ω_n × ρ_n(a_{np}v_p + a_{ne}v_e)

(51) and ω̂_n × {ω_n × (b_{np}p_{np} + b_{ne}p_{ne})} =ω̂_n × [ω_nρ_n × {(b_{np} + b_{ne})v_n − (b_{np}v_p + b_{ne}v_e)}]

(52)

noting a_{np}p_{np} + a_{ne}p_{ne} =ρ_n(a_{np} + a_{ne})v_n − ρ_n(a_{np}v_p + a_{ne}v_e) + (a_{np} + a_{ne})∇ × λ_nω̂_n,

(53)

from eq. (14). Then in the rest frame of neutrons from eq. (51) ω_n × (a_{np}p_{np} + a_{ne}p_{ne}) = − ω_n × ρ_n(a_{np}V_p + a_{ne}V_e) = − ω_n × ρ_naV_1

(54)

and from eq. (52) ω̂_n × {ω_n × (b_{np}p_{np} + b_{ne}p_{ne})} = ω̂_n × [ω_nρ_n × {− (b_{np}V_p + b_{ne}V_e)}] = ω̂_n × [ω_nρ_n × {− bV_2}].

(55)

Hence in the rest frame of neutrons from eq. (50) f^c_n = D_I V_I − ω_n × ρ_naV_1 − ω̂_n × [ω_nρ_n × bV_2] (56) where we define R_{np}D_{np}V_p + R_{ne}D_{ne}V_e = D_I V_I , (57) a_{np}V_p + a_{ne}V_e = aV_1, (58) b_{np}V_p + b_{ne}V_e = bV_2. (59) with

D_I = R_{np}D_{np} + R_{ne}D_{ne}, (60) a = a_{np} + a_{ne}, (61) and b = b_{np} + b_{ne} (62)

Then finally we can write the eq. (45) as

0 = x_p∇β + 2x_p ρ_n [D_I V_I − ω_n × ρ_naV_1 − ω̂_n × (ω_nρ_n × bV_2)] + ρ_pf^v_n ρ_nρ − f^v_p ρ + 2x_pΩ × V_p − f^L ρ (63)

Now inside the neutron star core, the electrons are in normal phase. in this situation we can consider a_{ne} ≈ 0. then we can take

a_{np}V_1 = aV_p (64)

With the total current density

j = j_p + j_e = n_ce(v_p − v_e) (65)

From eq. (57) we can express proton and electron velocity in neutron rest frame in terms of ambipolar velocity V_I and current density j as

V_p = V_I + Aj and V_e = V_I − Bj. (66)

where A = R_{ne}D_{ne} en_c D_I B = R_{np}D_{np} en_c D_I (67)

With this the eq. (63) becomes

0 = x_p∇β + 2x_p ρ_n (D_I V_I − ω_n × ρ_na(V_I + Aj)

− ω̂_n × [ω_nρ_n × {b_{np}(V_I + Aj) + b_{ne}(V_I − Bj)}]) + ρ_pf^v_n ρ_nρ − f^v_p ρ + x_p2Ω × (V_I + Aj) − f^L ρ (68)

In general, the equation can be solved by having all the terms present theoretically by numerical technique for a given magnetic field profile inside the star. The term ∇β appearing in the above equation can be expressed in terms of proton and electron velocities and hence, in terms of ambipolar velocity V_I and current density j. Consequently, the equation involves only ambipolar velocity as unknown with the current density given by j = 1 μ_0

∇ × B (69) for a given magnetic field profile in case of normal matter and in the case of superconducting fluid, the current density is given by (Glampedakis et al., 2011b) j = 1 μ_0

∇ × B_L (70)

where, B_L is London field.

However, in real cases, the interior of the star cools down, and with going down of temperature, different processes happen to be dominant as well as the matter property changes. Therefore, the matter property and the surrounding conditions select some of the terms of the eq. (68) naturally and discards the rest. Consequently, in a realistic case procedure to solve for ambipolar velocity becomes easier for different situations prevailing inside the core of the star. The special cases are discussed theoretically in the following sections.

6 Special cases

6.1 Case-I: Normal nucleonic matter

As already discussed, for younger NSs when the core temperature is higher than T_c both the neutrons and protons are in a normal state. Then in the case of normal matter, the nucleon vortices are absent. So the superfluid interaction force is absent. Then the collision force is simply (from eq. (56))

f^c = D_I V_I (71)

where from eq. (57) D_I V_I = D_{np}V_p + D_{ne}V_e (72)

and from eq. (60) D_I = D_{np} + D_{ne} (73)

As R’s are 1 for normal matter. Also as there is no vortex tension force, the final eq. (68) in equilibrium for normal matter is

0 = x_p∇β + 2x_p ρ_n D_I V_I + 2x_pΩ × (V_I + Aj) − f^L ρ (74)

6.2 Supefluid nucleonic matter

With time when the temperature of the star core goes down below T_c for neutrons and protons, the matter becomes superfluid.

Vortex tension force density: If we consider the nucleons are superfluid, the present magnetic field is quantized inside the vortices of the nucleons. Then the vortex tension force for the neutron and proton vortices are (Glampedakis et al., 2011b)

f^v_n = m_N μ_0e [ −ω_n × {∇ × (H_{vn}ω̂_n)} + 1 m_N (∇ × p_n) × (∇ × B_L) ] (75) and f^v_p = m_N μ_0e [ −ω_p × {∇ × (H_{vp}ω̂_p)} + 1 m_N (∇ × p_p) × (∇ × B_L) ]

− 1 μ_0

(∇ × B_L) × B

(76)

respectively, where ω_i is the circulation per unit area, the circulation quanta for the i-th species and H_{vi} = μ_0E_{vi} ϕ_0

(77)

with ϕ_0 =^h_{2e} (Tilley and Tilley, 1990) is the flux quanta and E_{vn} = κ^2 4π ρ_n 1 − ϵ_n log ( d_n a_n ) E_{vp} = κ^2ρ_pm_N 4πm^∗_p log ( b a_p ) (78)

with κ =^h_{2m} (Tilley and Tilley, 1990)the vorticity of each vortex, d_n the inter vortex distance for neutron vortices, a_i is the coherence length and b is penetration length. For proton vortices, with certain approximations it can be shown that (Glampedakis et al., 2011b) H_{vp} = H_{c1} (79) where H_{c1} is lower critical field for proton superconductivity. In the presence of superconducting matter the total current j = 1 μ_0

∇ × B_L. (80)

Hence, the Lorentz force density

f^L = j × B = 1 μ_0

(∇ × B_L) × B. (81)

Here due to proton superconductivity in eq. (59) first term will not be there. So force due to nucleon condensate will be

f^c = D_I V_I − ω_n × ρ_naV_1 − ω̂_n × [ω_nρ_n × bV_2] (82)

where we have defined b_{ne}V_e = bV_2 and from eq. (57)

R_{np}D_{np}V_p + R_{ne}D_{ne}V_e = D_I V_I (83)

Then putting the expression of f^v_p and f^L in eq. (68) we have for superfluid nuclear matter

0 = x_p∇β + 2x_p ρ_n [D_I V_I − ω_n × ρ_na (V_I + Aj)] − 1 ρ_n [ω̂_n × [ω_nρ_n × {b_{ne} (V_I − Bj)}]] + ρ_p ρ_nρ m_N μ_0e [ −ω_n × {∇ × (H_{vn}ω̂_n)} + 1 m_N (∇ × p_n) × (∇ × B_L) ]

− m_N μ_0eρ [ − ω_p × (∇ × (H_{c1}ω̂_p)) + 1 m_N (∇ × p^p) × (∇ × B_L) ]

+ 2x_pΩ × (V_I + Aj)

(84)

6.3 Superfluid neutron and normal proton matter

Another possible scenario for magnetar is that in the presence of a strong magnetic field is that if the upper critical field of proton superconductivity is less than the present magnetic field then proton superconductivity is absent. If we consider only neutrons are superfluid and both protons and electrons are normal matter then tension force due to proton vortices f^v_p vanishes and neutron vortices are not magnetized. Then neutron vortex tension force is f^v_n = m_N μ_0e

[−ω_n × {∇ × (H_{vn}ω̂_n)}] (85)

and the proton fluxtubes are absent. Hence, in the expression of force due to the presence of nucleon condensate, the first term is absent. Then the force of collision as in eq. (56) reduces to f^c = D_I V_I − ω̂_n × [ω_nρ_n × bV_2]. (86)

Now putting the values of f^v_n and f^c in eq. (68) we obtain the equation for only superfluid neutron matter,

0 = x_p∇β + 2x_p ρ_n ( D_I V_I − ω̂_n × [ω_nρ_n × {b_{np}(V_I + Aj)

+ b_{ne}(V_I − Bj)}] ) + ρ_p ρ_nρ m_N μ_0e [ −ω_n × { ∇ × (H_{vn}ω̂_n) }]

− 1 μ_0 ( ∇ × B ) × B + 2x_pΩ × (V_I + Aj) (87)

7 Discussion

The magnetic field associated with the neutron stars decays with time by several possible mechanisms depending on the composition and the surroundings of the constituent matter. In the core of the star, the field mainly evolves due to the ambipolar diffusion of the charged particles. The magnetic force on the charged particles is balanced by pressure gradient force and inter-particle interaction. We present here the charged particle dynamics in the background of neutrons. As the magnetic force is balanced by both transfusion and inter-particle interaction we have discussed the different possibilities of particle interaction depending on the state of the matter - whether it is in the normal phase or in the superfluid state. We take a general expression of particle interaction which can take care of all possibilities, i.e., all particles are in the superfluid state, some of the species are in superfluid state, or all the species are in the normal phase. We have also considered the force of vortices in the case of superfluid matter which is zero for normal species. With this general procedure, we arrive at a general equation for ambipolar velocity. By solving the equation with different scenarios of the core as it evolves with temperature and time, the overall picture of the magnetothermal evolution of the core will be clear. For example, immediately after the birth of the star, the core temperature is considerably high. Consequently, that time it is reasonable to consider the matter in its normal state and the inter-particle interaction is dominating contribution to balancing the magnetic force. According to that the general ambipolar velocity equation can be considered with some term absent in the equation (eq. (68)). Henceforth it can be solved for that particular age of the star. Subsequently, with the decrease in the temperature of the core, the probability of neutron and proton pairing emerges leading to nucleon superfluidity. Again the transition from normal phase to superfluid phase will occur separately for neutrons and protons at different temperatures depending upon the critical temperature T_c of superfluidity for neutrons and protons. So, there may be a phase, when one of the nucleons is in normal phase and the other in superfluid phase. Then also there will arise two special cases with different specifications of the superfluid inter-particle interaction. At the same time the relative strength of transfusion and interparticle interaction will alter. With the specific case of normal matter, employing this general model and considering the entire star is made of normal nucleons and electrons, at temperature ∼ 10^8 K, the typical timescale of ambipolar diffusion comes out to be ∼ 9 × 10^4 yr (Bhalla and Sinha, 2021), which is very close to the age of magnetars. Other estimates show either very short (Ofengeim and Gusakov, 2018; Castillo et al., 2020) or very long timescale (Glampedakis and Andersson, 2011; Castillo et al., 2017) of field evolution compared to the typical age of magnetars. In our subsequent work, we shall discuss in detail ambipolar velocity and field evolution, by invoking superfluid nucleons (under preparation). Hence, switching on and off different terms in eq. (68) it is possible to get the ambipolar velocity profile inside the core of a star at different temperature regimes. The ambipolar velocity profile is very important to calculate the magnetic field decay and hence the field energy decay. This will in turn help to get an idea of the magnetar activities during the quiescent period. At different ages of the star, the internal heating of the core due to field decay can also be calculated following this calculation which will be useful in cooling simulation. Moreover, the procedure can be extended in a very straightforward manner to matter with other exotic components such as heavier baryon

8 Acknowledgments

The authors acknowledge the funding support from Science and engineering research boar ,the department of science and technology,the government of India through project no. CRG/2022/000069.

9 Data Availability

Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no data sets were generated during this study.

References

D. N. Aguilera, J. A. Pons, and J. A. Miralles. 2D Cooling of magnetized neutron stars.

Astron. and Astrophys., 486(1):255–271, July 2008. doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20078786.

Badal Bhalla and Monika Sinha. Ambipolar decay of magnetic field in magnetars and the observed magnetar activities. Modern Physics Letters A, 36(20):2150144, June 2021. doi: 10.1142/S0217732321501443.

F. Castillo, A. Reisenegger, and J. A. Valdivia. Magnetic field evolution and equilibrium configurations in neutron star cores: the effect of ambipolar diffusion. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 471(1):507–522, October 2017. doi: 10.1093/mnras/stx1604.

F. Castillo, A. Reisenegger, and J. A. Valdivia. Two-fluid simulations of the magnetic field evolution in neutron star cores in the weak-coupling regime. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 498(2):3000–3012, August 2020. doi: 10.1093/mnras/staa2543.

Andrew Cumming, Phil Arras, and Ellen Zweibel. Magnetic Field Evolution in Neutron Star Crusts Due to the Hall Effect and Ohmic Decay. Astro. Phys. J. , 609(2):999–1017, July 2004. doi: 10.1086/421324.

K. Glampedakis, D. I. Jones, and L. Samuelsson. Ambipolar diffusion in superfluid neutron stars. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 413(3):2021–2030, May 2011a. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2011.18278.x.

Kostas Glampedakis and Nils Andersson. Magneto-rotational Neutron Star Evolution:

The Role of Core Vortex Pinning. Astro. Phys. J. Lett., 740(2):L35, October 2011. doi: 10.1088/2041-8205/740/2/L35.

Kostas Glampedakis, Nils Andersson, and Lars Samuelsson. Magnetohydrodynamics of superfluid and superconducting neutron star cores. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 410 (2):805–829, January 2011b. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.17484.x.

Peter Goldreich and Andreas Reisenegger. Magnetic Field Decay in Isolated Neutron Stars. Astro. Phys. J. , 395:250, August 1992. doi: 10.1086/171646.

Konstantinos N. Gourgouliatos, Toby S. Wood, and Rainer Hollerbach. Magnetic field evolution in magnetar crusts through three-dimensional simulations. Proceedings of the National Academy of Science, 113(15):3944–3949, April 2016. doi: 10.1073/pnas. 1522363113.

Vanessa Graber, Nils Andersson, Kostas Glampedakis, and Samuel K. Land er. Magnetic field evolution in superconducting neutron stars. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 453(1): 671–681, October 2015. doi: 10.1093/mnras/stv1648.

M. E. Gusakov, E. M. Kantor, and D. D. Ofengeim. Evolution of the magnetic field in neutron stars. Phys. Rev. D, 96(10):103012, November 2017. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD. 96.103012.

M. E. Gusakov, E. M. Kantor, and D. D. Ofengeim. Magnetic field evolution time-scales in superconducting neutron stars. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 499(3):4561–4569, October 2020. doi: 10.1093/mnras/staa3160.

Jeremy S. Heyl and S. R. Kulkarni. How Common Are Magnetars? The Consequences of Magnetic Field Decay. Astro. Phys. J. Lett., 506(1):L61–L64, October 1998. doi: 10.1086/311628.

E. M. Kantor and M. E. Gusakov. A note on the ambipolar diffusion in superfluid neutron stars. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 473(3):4272–4277, January 2018. doi: 10.1093/mnras/stx2682.

S. K. Lander and K. N. Gourgouliatos. Magnetic-field evolution in a plastically failing neutron-star crust. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 486(3):4130–4143, July 2019. doi: 10.1093/mnras/stz1042.

D. D. Ofengeim and M. E. Gusakov. Fast magnetic field evolution in neutron stars: The key role of magnetically induced fluid motions in the core. Phys. Rev. D, 98(4):043007, August 2018. doi: 10.1103/PhysRevD.98.043007.

Andrea Passamonti, Taner Akgün, José A. Pons, and Juan A. Miralles. The relevance of ambipolar diffusion for neutron star evolution. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 465(3): 3416–3428, March 2017a. doi: 10.1093/mnras/stw2936.

Andrea Passamonti, Taner Akgün, José A. Pons, and Juan A. Miralles. On the magnetic field evolution time-scale in superconducting neutron star cores. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 469(4):4979–4984, August 2017b. doi: 10.1093/mnras/stx1192.

J. A. Pons and U. Geppert. Magnetic field dissipation in neutron star crusts: from magnetars to isolated neutron stars. Astron. and Astrophys., 470(1):303–315, July 2007. doi: 10.1051/0004-6361:20077456.

J. A. Pons, J. A. Miralles, and U. Geppert. Magneto-thermal evolution of neutron stars. Astron. and Astrophys., 496(1):207–216, March 2009. doi: 10.1051/0004-6361: 200811229.

Armen D. Sedrakian and David M. Sedrakian. Superfluid Core Rotation in Pulsars. I.

Vortex Cluster Dynamics. Astro. Phys. J. , 447:305, July 1995. doi: 10.1086/175876.

Christopher Thompson and Robert C. Duncan. The Soft Gamma Repeaters as Very Strongly Magnetized Neutron Stars. II. Quiescent Neutrino, X-Ray, and Alfven Wave Emission. Astro. Phys. J. , 473:322, December 1996. doi: 10.1086/178147.

DR Tilley and J Tilley. Superfluidity and Superconductivity. IOP Publ, Bristol, UK, 1990.

D. Viganò, N. Rea, J. A. Pons, R. Perna, D. N. Aguilera, and J. A. Miralles. Unifying the observational diversity of isolated neutron stars via magneto-thermal evolution models. Mon. Not. Roy. Astron. Soc., 434(1):123–141, September 2013. doi: 10.1093/mnras/ stt1008.

10 Appendix

10.1 Normal matter Electric field

In this appendix, we work out the explicit expression for the electric field in normal matter. Ambipolar velocity is already defined in eq. (72) Now, we solve eq.(72) and eq. (32) to write electron and proton velocity in terms of ambipolar velocity and current density.

Then, we solve eq. (29) and (30) and finally obtain our desired electric field equation, E = [ 1 1 D_{pn} + 1 D_{en} + D_{pe} ] j n^2_c e^2 + D_{pn} − D_{en} D_{pn} + D_{en} j × B n_ce − (V_I × B) + ∇μ_p D_{pn} − ∇μ_e D_{en} e (_1 D_{pn} + 1 D_{en} ). (88)

Collision force f^c_n have been discussed in subsection (3.1) and neglecting inertia term.

10.2 Superfluid matter electric field

In this appendix, we obtain the expression for electric when nucleons are in superfluid state. We have derived this electric field expression just like the previous one except our ambipolar velocity is defined in eq. (83). Different interaction forces have been discussed in section (3.2). E = [ 1 1 R_{pn}D_{pn} + 1 R_{en}D_{en} + R_{pe}D_{pe} ] j n^2_c e^2 − 1 − a^{pn}ρ^p m_N ( 1 +^{RpnDpn} R_{en}D_{en} ) (V_I × B) + ∇μ_p R_{pn}D_{pn} − ∇μ_e R_{en}D_{en} e (_1 R_{pn}D_{pn} + 1 R_{en}D_{en} )

+ R_{pn}D_{pn} − R_{en}D_{en} R_{pn}D_{pn} + R_{en}D_{en} + a_{pn}ρ_p m_N 1 ( 1 +^{RpnDpn} R_{en}D_{en} )_2 j × B n_ce − 1 n_ce ( 1 +^{RpnDpn} R_{en}D_{en} ) [a_{pn}ω_p × ρ_pV_p + a_{pn}ω_p × (∇ × λ_pω̂_p)]

− 1 n_ce ( 1 +^{RpnDpn} R_{en}D_{en} ) [ a_{pn}e m_N B × (∇ × λ_pω̂_p) + F^v_p ]

− 1 n_ce F^{sf}_{pe} − 1 n_ce ( 1 +^{RenDen} R_{pn}D_{pn} ) [b_{ne}ω̂_n × {ω_n × ρ_nV_e}]

+ 1 n_ce ( 1 +^{RenDen} R_{pn}D_{pn} ) [b_{ne}ω̂_n {ω_n × ∇ × λ_nω̂_n}]

(89)

where F^{sf}_{pe} is interaction between proton vortex with electron.

Now, when proton loses its superconducting state and becomes normal matter, it left us with only neutron superfluid matter. In this state electric field doesn’t change drastically, it’s just a matter of fewer terms as there is no vortex-vortex interaction. This left us with the expression E = [ 1 1 R_{pn}D_{pn} + 1 R_{en}D_{en} + D_{pe} ] j n^2_c e^2

− V_I × B

+ [ R_{pn}D_{pn} − R_{en}D_{en} R_{pn}D_{pn} + R_{en}D_{en} ] j × B n_ce + ∇μ_p R_{pn}D_{pn} − ∇μ_e R_{en} D_{en} e (_1 R_{pn}D_{pn} + 1 R_{en}D_{en} )

+ 1 n_ce (_1 R_{pn}D_{pn} + 1 R_{en}D_{en} ) ( f^{sf}_{pn} R_{pn}D_{pn} − f^{sf}_{en} R_{en}D_{en} ) .

(90)

f^{sf}_{pn} and f^{sf}_{en} are the interaction forces discussed at the end of the section (3.2).