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Abstract

Mutual entrainment effects in hot neutron-proton superfluid mixtures are studied in the frame-
work of the self-consistent nuclear energy-density functional theory. The local mass currents in
homogeneous or inhomogeneous nuclear systems, which we derive from the time-dependent Hartree-
Fock-Bogoliubov equations at finite temperatures, are shown to have the same formal expression
as the ones we found earlier in the absence of pairing at zero temperature. Analytical expressions
for the entrainment matrix are obtained for application to superfluid neutron-star cores. Results
are compared to those obtained earlier using Landau’s theory. Our formulas, valid for arbitrary
temperatures and currents, are applicable to various types of functionals including the Brussels-
Montreal series for which unified equations of state have been already calculated, thus laying the

ground for a fully consistent microscopic description of superfluid neutron stars.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Formed from the gravitational core-collapse of massive stars during supernova explosions,
neutron stars are initially very hot but rapidly cool down by emitting neutrinos. Their very
dense matter is thus expected to undergo various phase transitions [1]. In particular, the core
of a mature neutron star is thought to contain a neutron-proton superfluid mixture (see, e.g.,
Ref. [2] for a recent review). Because a superfluid can flow without resistance and carries
no heat, the dynamics of a neutron star must be described by three distinct components
at least: the neutron superfluid, the proton superconductor, and the normal fluid. Due to
strong nuclear interactions, neutrons and protons cannot flow completely independently and

!

Although a fully relativistic treatment is required for an accurate description of the global

are mutually entrained, similarly to superfluid *He-*He mixtures

dynamics of neutron stars, the flows of neutrons and protons remain essentially nonrelativis-

tic at the nuclear length scales of interest here (at such scales, spacetime curvature can also

be safely ignored, as shown e.g. in Ref. [4]). Therefore, we shall consider here nonrelativistic

superfluid dynamics. The mass current pg of one nucleon species (¢ = n, p for neutron, pro-

ton) is expressible as a combination of the “superfluid velocities” (momenta per unit mass)
i

Vg of both species and of the normal velocity vx of thermal excitations, as

Pn = (pn — Pnn — pnp)vN + pnnVn + pnpv;) ) (1)
Pp = (Pp = Ppp = Pon)ON + PpuVa + PppVp - (2)

It follows from Egs. (Il) and (2]) that the normal fluid carries a momentum density given by

Pn+Pp— PV — ppVp = (Pn = Pran = Prp)(WON — Vo) + (0p — Pop — Ppn) (VN — Vp) )

As shown in Ref. B], the relativistic entrainment matrix, denoted by Y, and relating the
nucleon four-currents to the superfluid four-velocities, can be inferred from its nonrelativistic
counterpart pgq .

The (symmetric) entrainment matrix p,, is a key microscopic ingredient for modeling
the dynamics of neutron stars, see, e.g. Refs. B, HJQ; and references therein. It should be
stressed that the entrainment matrix itself may depend on the superfluid flows, and this
could play an important role on the dynamics of neutron stars ‘j] Although observed
neutron stars are usually cold, meaning that their internal temperature 7" is much lower

than the Fermi temperatures Ty,, thermal effects may still be significant for the superfluid
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dynamics since the associated critical temperatures 1, are typically much lower than Tg,. In
particular, it has been recently shown that the temperature-dependence of the entrainment
matrix may have implications for neutron-star oscillations ,].

The entrainment matrix of a neutron-proton superfluid mixture at finite temperatures
was first calculated in Ref. [5] within Landau’s theory of Fermi liquids suitably extended to
deal with superfluid systems [13, m] Calculations were performed assuming V, are small
compared to the corresponding Fermi velocities Vi,, and thus considering first-order current
perturbations of the static state. The same approach was later extended to relativistic
mixtures allowing for the presence of hyperons ] Landau parameters were calculated
using a relativistic ¢ —w — p mean-field model including scalar self-interactions but ignoring
pairing. Numerical results for the relativistic entrainment matrix were obtained using the
Lagrangian parametrization of Ref. [16], and employing the same empirical fits for the
dependence on the critical temperatures as in Ref. E] More recently, some nonlinear effects
of the superfluid flows have been taken into account in the calculations of the neutron-proton
entrainment matrix ] However, Landau’s theory, on which all these studies rely, is not
self-consistent, as emphasized in Ref. [5]. Moreover this approach cannot be easily transposed
to inhomogeneous systems such as the inner crust of neutron stars, where superfluid neutrons
coexist with nuclear clusters.

We have recently calculated the entrainment matrix of neutron-proton mixtures at low
temperatures | within the self-consistent nuclear energy-density functional theory [19].
This theory has been already applied by different groups to determine the equation of state
of cold dense matter using the same functional in all regions of neutron stars (crust, mantle,
and core), thus ensuring a unified and thermodynamically consistent treatment, see, e.g.
Refs. M] Moreover, this theory has been also employed to compute the properties of
superfluid neutrons in neutron-star crusts (see, e.g., Refs. ] for pairing gaps, critical
temperatures, and specific heat; Refs. @E] for superfluid fractions) and the dynamics
of quantized vortices |. In this second paper, we extend our previous analysis to
finite temperatures and arbitrary currents. The dependence of the entrainment matrix on
temperature and superflows are taken into account fully self-consistently within the time-
dependent Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (TDHFB) method.

After introducing the TDHFB method in Sect. [lland deriving the general expressions for

the local currents and superfluid velocities valid for any (homogeneous or inhomogeneous)
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nuclear system, calculations of the entrainment matrix in the outer core of neutron stars are
presented in Sect. [Tl Landau’s approximations are also discussed. Throughout the paper,
we shall ignore the small difference between the neutron and proton masses, and the nucleon

mass will be denoted by m.

II. TIME-DEPENDENT HARTREE-FOCK-BOGOLIUBOV EQUATIONS
A. Matrix formulation

The TDHFB method is discussed, e.g. in the classical textbook of Ref. @] The energy E
of a nucleon-matter element of volume V' is expressed as a function of the one-body density
matrix nflj and pairing tensor Héj defined by the following thermal averages of the creation
and destruction operators, cf]T and cfl (using the symbol t for Hermitian conjugation), for

nucleons of charge type ¢ in a quantum state i (using the symbol * for complex conjugation):

nflj = (cfcf) = nf;*, (4)
ke = (cdc) = =kl (5)

Introducing the generalized Bogoliubov transformatimﬂ
i (@) y,(@)x j
ba ) _ 3 Ui~ Vi C (©)
i (@) 7/(a) it ]
A i\ Vi Ui ot

such that (b/T0!) = 53 f19 (89 is the Kronecker’s symbol) and (bibi) = (bITbiT) = 0, where
bfj and bfl are creation and destruction operators of a quasiparticle in a quantum state 7, the

TDHFB equations, which formally take the same form at any temperature, can be written

as [36]
oY ’ @~ sl
W = S [(h = A5 + ATV, @)
J
o i@ _ (pii _ \ gy
i =Y [-ATU — (h] = A0V (8)
J
! In Ref. [36], the matrices were denoted by X! = U;; and Y = V;.



where )\, denotes the chemical potentials. The matrices hY and AY of the single-particle

Hamiltonian and the pair potential, respectively, are defined as

ij OF jix
hq] = 0néi = th; ) 9)
ij OF i
A = o = —AF. (10)

The fermionic algebra of the particle operators (cf] and cf]T) and the quasiparticle operators

(b and bif) yields the following identities

> (u U + vV ) =5, Y (Uii?)*uigg) + V,i?’%i?’*) = 0y, (11)
k k

S (U viRuP) =0, 3 UV VU ) =0, (12)
k k

The one-body density matrix and the pairing tensor can be expressed in terms of the quasi-

particle components as

=" [HuPu + (1 - f W] "
k

K = Z [ lgq)UJE?)Vlg + (1= A"WVU kj } ' "
k

B. Coordinate-space formulation

The energy E is generally further assumed to depend on n? and x only through the
following local densities and current
(i) the nucleon number density at position r and time ¢
ng(r,t) = Z ng(r,o;r,o;t), (15)
o=+1
(ii) the pair density (in general a complex number) at position r and time ¢

ng(r,t) = Z ng(r,o;r,o;t), (16)

o==+1

2 The energy may be a functional of other densities and currents. We consider here only those relevant for

calculating the entrainment couplings in homogeneous nuclear matter using the most popular functionals.



(ii) the kinetic energy density (in units of A%/2m) at position r and time ¢

Z/d3' "\ - V'ng(r,o:r' o), (17)

o==%1
(iii) and the momentum density (in units of &) at position r and time ¢
S Z / & 5(r — 1)V = V)ng(r, o1 0 8) (18)
o==+1

where the particle and pair density matrices in coordinate space are respectively defined

by @]
ng(r o1, 0'st) =< c (r', o' t) e (r, o t) >, (19)

ng(r,o;r' o'it) = —o' < c,(r', =o' t)c,(r,o;t) >, (20)

where ¢,(r,o;t)" and c,(r,0;t) are the creation and destruction operators for nucleons of
charge type ¢ at position r with spin ¢ at time t. Introducing single-particle basis wave-

functions \”(r, o), these matrices can be alternatively written in terms of ng and kY as

ng(r,o;r' o'it) = an% (r,o) (q)(r',a’)*, (21)

ng(r,o;r' o’it) = —o qu gpz (r,o) gogq)('r', —a'). (22)

Examples of nuclear energy-density functionals depending on the above local densities and
currents are those constructed from zero-range effective nucleon-nucleon interactions of the
Skyrme type [38,139]. The present formalism is also applicable to more general classes of
functionals, such as those proposed in Ref. [40]. The pair density matrix is related to the
order parameter W, (r, t) of the superfluid phase at position r and time ¢ as follows (see, e.g.,
Eq.(2.4.24) of Ref. ])

_ _ 1
U, (r,t) =n,(r,—1;r,—1;t) = ny(r, +1;r, +1;t) = inq(r,t) : (23)

The matrices ([@)) and (I0) of the single-particle Hamiltonian and pair potential are given by

hij(t):/dgr oE 8nq(7f?t) ) 8Tq(7i,.t)+ .6E '0_7,1(7'-,'15)
a ong(r,t) ol O7y(r,t)  onl' 0Jq(r. 1) onl)

= / Er oD, 0) hy(r, )P (r, ). (24)




A”() /d3 oF 8nq(f?t)
ong(r,t)*  Ord*

- —Z /d?’rgpZ ) A, (r t)gogq)(r, —o)*, (25)

where
) = =V eV U )-—{ (r.1)-V +V - L(r,1) (26)
2 SE SE SE
et onwn Y=gy WO =gagy 20
A, (r t) = 2%. (28)

The factor of 2 in Eq. ([28) arises from the antisymmetry of the pairing tensor x%/ (taking the
derivative with respect to KJ”* is equivalent to taking the derivative with respect to —/{gi*).
Because I, is a vector, it must obviously depend itself on j,. This may also be the case
for all the other fields. For instance, the potential U, derived from the Brussels-Montreal
functionals BSk19-26 ﬂﬂ, Q] depends on j2, 52 and jn - jp.

Since the energy E is real, it can only depend on the pair density through its square
‘2

modulus |n,(r,t)|*. The pairing potential ([28]) can thus be written as

or OE

S oF ) g E ) -

Aq (7', t)
The last equality shows that A,(r,t) has the same phase as the order parameter W,(r,t).
Using Eq. (22)), the matrix elements (28] of the pairing field (29) will thus generally take

the following form:

gL
Ay = 3 Z vl.(;.l,)fl/@];l , (30)
kL

with

420—0 &r L 00 )o@, —0) @ (r, o) r, —o) (31)
zykl - 5|~ ( )|2S02 SOJ P Y ) :

Let us note that vi(;.],)d = v,(;fzj = —v](.;.’,ll = _Ui(;‘]l)k' In the traditional formulation of the
TDHFB equations (see, e.g., Ref. [36]), Z(]q,)d represents the matrix elements of the effective

(in-medium) two-body pairing interaction.



C. DMass currents and superfluid velocities

The TDHFB Egs. (@) and (&) can be conveniently rewritten as @]

on . . . . —
O S (bl Y A A )
k
OKkY . o . . - N g
I = 3 [ = NGk (R — A5 — Alkuk* — AN + AT (33)

k

As shown in Appendix [A] Eq. (82) can be translated in coordinate space by the same

continui“ij equations as in the absence of pairing (a similar conclusion was previously drawn

in Ref. [44] within Landau’s theory)

Wm0 L9 pylrt) =0, (34)

where the nucleon mass current is given by @]

I(r 1)

th(r> t) + pQ(r> t) 1 h (35)

pq(r,t) = me(r.0)

The effective mass mZ(r, t) and the vector field I,(r,t) are defined by Eq. [27)). As shown
in our previous work |18], the nucleon mass current can be expressed solely in terms of the

momentum densities as

2 [ oBg 5B
— . 1 . nuc _ nuc
Pa(r1) hJ‘J(’"’t){ T | 5Xo(r,t)  0Xu(r, 1) p(r’t)}
y 2 6EI]1uC 6E¥luc
AR P aea B> orean | AR (36)

where EJ . represents the nuclear-energy terms contributing to the mass currents, and we

have introduced the following fields
Xo(r,t) = no(r, t)ro(r.t) — jo(r,1)*, (37)

Xi(r,t) =ny(r, ) (r,t) — ji(r,t)%. (38)

Let us recall that the subscripts 0 and 1 denote isoscalar and isovector quantities, respec-
tively, namely sums over neutrons and protons for the former (e.g. ny =n = n, +n,) and

differences between neutrons and protons for the latter (e.g. ny = n, —n,).
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The so-called “superfluid velocity” of the nucleon species ¢ at position r and time t is

defined by (see, e.g., Eq. (2.4.21) of Ref. [41])
h
%(ra t) - %quq(’l", t) ) (39)

where ¢,(r,t) is the phase of the associated condensate defined through the order parame-

ter (23)

Wy(r, 1) = [Wy(r, )] exp(icy(r, 1)) - (40)

ITII. ENTRAINMENT EFFECTS IN NEUTRON-STAR CORES
A. Exact solution of the TDHFB equations in homogeneous matter

In this section, we consider an homogeneous neutron-proton mixture with stationary
nucleon currents in the normal rest frame (vy = 0). The latter assumption ensures that the

entropy densities s, are independent of time. Recalling that [36]

_k_B |:fi(4) In fi(Q) + (1 _ fi(4)> 111(1 _ fi(Q)ﬂ , (41)

Sg=—7

where kg denotes Boltzmann’s constant, the quasiparticle distribution functions fi(q) are
therefore also independent of time.

The single-particle wave functions are given by plane waves:

ir.0) = <z exp ik 1) (). (12)
where (o) = ds,, denotes the Pauli spinor. As can be seen from Eqs. ([21I), and (24)), the
density matrix ([{l) and the single-particle Hamiltonian matrix (@) are both diagonal in this
basis.

The superfluid velocities, which are necessarily spatially uniform and independent of time,

are conveniently written as

VQELQQ. (43)

m

This corresponds to a superfluid phase ¢,(r) = 2Qq - r (modulo some arbitrary constant
term without any physical consequence). Inserting Eq. (@2) in Eq. ([23) using Eqs. ({I6]) and
([22), the order parameter (23) thus reduces to

Wy(r,t) = [Uy(t)| exp (2iQq - 1) = % Z kg expli(ki+k;) r](o; —0i).  (44)
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One simple choice is to consider that mgj is non-zero only if the states ¢ and j have opposite
spins and wave vectors k; and k; are such that k; +k; = 2Q,. We can always arrange states
such that k; = k + Q4 and k; = —k + Q4. For convenience, we introduce the following

shorthand notation
k= (k+Q47U>7 ]%E (_k+Q07_0>' (45>

These quantum numbers define the conjugate states that are paired. Indeed, it follows from
the definition ([I0) that the only nonzero matrix elements of the pair potential are of the form
A’f = —Agk. In the absence of current (Q, = 0), the conjugate state k is the time-reversed
state of k. The presence of a non-vanishing current (Q # 0) breaks the time-reversal
symmetry. The nonzero elements of the /(9 and V(@ matrices satisfying Eqs. () and (I2)
are of the form Z/I,EZ = Z/{([Z and V Y Substituting ihd/0t by the quasiparticle

ok
energies (’Ek , the TDHFB Egs. (7)) and [®) finally reduce to

(a) () (a) (a)
k Ay Uy _ I(fq) Uy, (46)
(a)* (q)* (a) @ |’
Ay _512 Vkl% Vkl%
where & ,(C = e,(f) Ag (e,(f) denoting the eigenvalues of the single-particle Hamiltonian matrix)
are explicitly given by
(q) h’ 2
k :m—@(k“'Qq) ‘I'Uq“’Iq'(k‘l'Qq)_)‘q' (47)
q
The matrix elements A,(gq) = A’;E = —A]%q) are given by the following equation
(@) _
Ay = Z Ukkll -+ (48)

Using Eqs. (13), [I3), (I8), and 1), the nucleon number and momentum densities read

= Ly LS [+ e (1 59)] )
. k

kakk Q) [P WP (1 5] 0
k
respectively, where the quasiparticle distribution is given by @]

= [+ e (pe)] " = L [1 ~ tanh <§@§f))} | (51)
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where 8 = (kgT) ™"
The solutions of Eq. ([@g), readily obtained by diagonalizing the HFB matrix, are given

b
(@) _ ¢
O R ELRINT 52
(9)
1
UPP =5 |1+ == , (53)
/51(;1)2 + |A§€Q)|2
2@
VilP=5|1- ‘ , (54)
/8](;1)2 + ‘A]gq)‘z
where " "
q q
_|- N
5,(;1) = % _ 5;(?:1) (55)
Using Eq. (@), we have
h2
) = o (B Q)+ U, QA (50
q
g(q) N ggq)
S =k, (57)
where we have introduced the effective superfluid velocity
h I, m 1,
qum—?QqﬂLﬁq:m—?"}ﬂL%- (58)

For standard Skyrme functionals, the effective mass m; depends only on the nucleon densi-
ties, whereas the potential U, depends on the pairing gaps Al(f) (which in turn depend also
on @Qp and Q). For the extended Skyrme functionals proposed in Ref. [40], the potential U,
depends also explicitly on 52, jg and jn - Jp. In general, the dependence of the energies (G0)

on the superfluid velocities may be therefore quite complicated.

3 Equation (@€) actually admits two kinds of solutions corresponding to the eigenvalues Q‘S,(cqi = (5,(;1) —

5;;1))/2 + \/5,(:1)2 + |A,(€q)|2. Those associated with Q‘S,(cqz are such that the expressions (G3) and (B4) of

|Z/l,gz) |2 and |V]i%) |? are swapped. However, these solutions lead to the same values for the nucleon number
density (@) and the momentum density (B0) using the fact that 6;;;_) = —QEI%‘ZJZ. Therefore, they give the

same mass current ([B0) and, consequently, the same entrainment matrix.
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Using Egs. (3I)) and (2), it can be shown that the effective pairing interaction v,i%)”— is
independent of the wave vectors, and depends only on the spins. The only nonzero elements

are given by (denoting the spins with arrows for clarity)

(@) 4 OF
v = = < 0, (59)
T V5|nq|2

and any other element obtained by permutation of the spin indices. It thus follows from
Eq. (8], that A,(f) is also independent of the wave vectors k (but A,(f) still depends on the

given wave vectors Q). Dropping the wave vector k as a subscript, introducing the pairing
gap

A=A = = /d3r |A,(r)] >0, (60)
and using Egs. (B3) and (54)), Eq. (@8] reduces to the gap equation
2 0F A,

N
Vol |? k 6,(€q)2+A§

The summation is only over the wave vectors k, the summation over the spins has been

A (fet+fr—1). (61)

already carried out. Note that the right-hand side of this equation explicitly depends on the
wave vectors @, through Eqs. (B1I), (52), (56) and (7).

B. Entrainment matrix from the TDHFB solution

Using the solution of the TDHFB equations, the momentum density (G0) can be alter-

natively written as
. 1
da=14Qq+; D_K(L" — 1Y) (62)
k

The first term in the right-hand side coincides with the expression (29) adopted in our
previous work [18], thus demonstrating the validity of this identification. The second term
accounts for quasiparticle excitations (note that the summation over spin states has been

already carried out). Remarking that the component of k orthogonal to V, does not con-

tribute to the sum (since f,gq) = l—iq) in this case), the momentum density can be expressed
as

. mn, mgnyg

o= 0V, - FLE YN, (63)
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with the ), function defined as

AR A E——— A Y (64)

@y, V2
mgng VeV o

Substituting Eq. (51) yields

h 1 k -V, sinh (phk -V,
yq(T’Vq> —_= W V (Q) (ﬁ Q) (65)
My'Ne Vg % cosh <ﬁ€kq ) + cosh (Bhk - V,)
In terms of the effective superfluid velocity (G8)), the mass current ([BH) reduces to
Pq = pq (1 =Yg Vy, (66)
while the momentum density j; becomes
me
. P L
Ja= =D Ve - T . (67)
Using this expression of j; combined with the general expression of the vector field I, @]
Ry oE? OE? Wy
I — nuc — _2 . ‘n nuc _ nuc _ 4 nuc
T i (Gp +3 )(5)(0 5)(1) Ja75x, (68)
leads to a self-consistent system of equations for j, and Vg, whose solutions are
=) T,Vy. (69)
q/
2 0E? 8 OF) 0E?
Irm = —p, 1 _ - nuc nuc éB _ 1 _ nuc ,
P (1= 2n)0 [5)( <h2 5x, " Y ) 5X0] (70)
2 oE? 8 SEJ oE?
7T, = — 1— nuc nuc ., & -1 nuc 1
PP hpp( yp) |:6X1 <h2 5X nnnyn ) 6X0:| ) (7 )
2 SE) SEJ
In _ = 1— nuc nuc ’ 2
p= 21y 0 (e - S (72)
2 oE? 0E?
-'Z: " — n 1 _ - nuc _ nuc ,
= 2o (1= D (L - o) (73)
2 (0E) SEI
= 1 = nuc nuc (&) (&)
© [ 2 ( 5Xy | 0 ) (ot )
-1
5Er]1uc 6Enuc
i (h?) X, o, npy”yp] ' (74)
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Substituting Eq. (69) into (G8]), the entrainment matrix can be readily obtained from

Eq. (66):

"Z’-TL'I’L
(T,V) = py (1= %) (L2 + T2z (76)
Ppp\L, Vq) = Pp P mg; )
Loy Zon
Pnp(Tqu) = Pn (1 - yn) R ppn(Tqu) = Pp (1 - yp) h (77)

Using Egs. (2)) and ([73]), one can notice that the entrainment matrix is manifestly symmet-
ric (i.e. pnp = ppn). Let us emphasize that Eqs. (TH)-(77) give the ezact expression for the
entrainment matrix within the TDHFB theory in homogeneous nuclear matter. No approx-
imation has been made at this point. In particular, the full dependence of the entrainment
matrix elements on the currents is taken into account.

If the currents are small enough such that Qf,iq) > 0, the quasiparticle distributions (&)
vanish at 7" = 0, hence also the functions ),, as can be seen from Eq. (64]). In this regime,
Egs. (78)-([T0) reduce to the expressions we derived earlier ignoring nuclear pairing within

the time-dependent Hartree-Fock (TDHF) equations [18], namely

2 (0F) SEI |
TDHF nuc nuc

=pn |1+ = - ; 78

2 (0F! OEI |
TDHF __ 1 = nuc nuc N 79
ppp pp [ + h2 ( 5X0 5X1 ) p ] ) ( )

2 (0FE! SE]

TDHF TDHF nuc nuc
- = Prpp—s - . 80
pnp ppn p pph2 ( 5X1 (SX() ) ( )

This allows us to rewrite Eq. (@) into the following alternative form
m
Pq = Zpgq]’DHF Vo - 77;1 YoVyq | - (81)
q/

Finally, let us remark that the relativistic entrainment matrix introduced in Ref. ﬂa] can

be directly calculated from Eqs. (73)), (76), (77) using their Eq. (17):

Pnn — pnp()‘p/(mcz))
Yo = 000+ A (mc2) (82)
Y. Ppp — pnp()‘n/(mcz))

P (me)2(L+ N/ (me?))
Yop

Y,, = (7’;%)2 . (84)

I
—~

o0

&
SN—
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C. Landau’s approximations

In previous studies of entrainment effects B, ], the mass current was defined as
_m ki 1 ()
Pe =77 Xk:nq ?_kafk (85)

(g, 7% and 51(;1) were, reectively denoted by Jg, Nk(i)Qq and H,g‘i)Qq, in Ref. B], and by

Ja, ﬁ,(ca) and é,(ca), in Ref. [17]). Note that (1/ h)ka,iq) represents the group velocity of the
single-particle state k. Using Eqs. (@T) and (49), Eq. (85) can be expressed as

pu = ﬁh{% > (k+Qq) [t PA” + VP (1~ 1) }

me .
1 I
*m{v > L P+ VP (1= 1)) }g. (36)
k

It can be seen from Eqs. (49) and (B0) that Eq (80) coincides with our general expression
[BH) of the mass current. To compare our results to those obtained earlier within Landau’s
theory of Fermi liquids, we assume that the superfluid velocities V, are small compared to
the corresponding Fermi velocities Vi, = hkpg/mS, where kp, = (372ny)"/* denotes the

Fermi wave number. We thus expand the quasiparticle energy (52)) as follows:

¢~ e 4k V,, (87)

G = /87 + A2 =¢) (88)
where the single-particle energy 52‘” is now evaluated in the static ground state ignoring any

dependence on the pairing gaps, and expanding linearly around the Fermi surface
&7 = WVig(k — kiy) (89)

which coincides with Eq. (6) of Ref. H] In this expression, the reduced chemical potential
defined by i, = A\, — U, has been replaced by the Fermi energy at 7' = 0, namely p, =
Wkt /(2mE) (in general, i, depends on the temperature, the gaps and the currents). The

quasiparticle distribution function thus becomes
f ~1{1—tanh {é (é(q)jthk-V)}}:f(q) (90)
k ~ 2 2 k q - k+Qq :
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Similarly, f; ~ f k+Qq" In the continuum limit, replacing the discrete summation over k by

an integral, the function Y,(7,V,) introduced in Eq. (64) thus reads

dS) e 5 £
Vo(T,Vy) = — n / k / (q (q ) <fk+Qq - fZ k+Qq) <mk/ + qu) cos b ,
q
(91)

where the first integration is over the solid angle in k-space, 0 is the angle between k
and V,, and D(z—f,(cq)) is the level densityll. In the Landau’s theory, the level density is
further assumed to be constant and approximated by its value on the Fermi surface, namely
D(EY) ~ D(0) = kpg /(2m%h?). Moreover, the term A9/ (hVi,) is also evaluated on the
Fermi surface, and therefore is dropped. With all these approximations, the function Y,
finally reduces to Eq. (70) of Ref. (where Y was denoted by ®):

dQ
V,(T,V,) hkp / k/ k+Q —fk+Q>cosﬁk. (92)

Note that a factor of 2 was absorbed by integrating over half the energy domain since the

function to integrate is invariant under the change 5,(;1) — —z—f,(f). Similar approximations for

the gap equations (G1)) yield

o ko +o00
A \./
"~ 5|nq|2 / / E

Let us remark that the gap equations are thus decoupled from the particle number conser-

v

+ 90— 1) (93)

vation ({9)) since the reduced chemical potentials are approximated by the corresponding

Fermi energies at T'= 0. Further assuming Aq < g, Eq. ([@3) can be expressed as ]

ko 4z fk—i—Qq + /%0 (94)
¢l@ ’
k

where AEP denotes the solution of Eq. ([@3) at 7= 0 in the absence of currents.
Substituting Eq. ([@2) in Eqgs. ([70)-(74), and evaluating all other quantities for the super-

fluids at rest, the entrainment matrix (75)-(77) can be recast in a form similar to Eq. (30)

of Ref. [17]:

Pag (T, V) = pg (1 = Vg) Yo = Py (1 = V) Vorq (95)

4 Note that D(a“,(cq)) denotes the level density per one spin state since summation over spins is already taken

into account in Eq. (G4
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m Fnn FPP Frp 2]
= 1 1 14 2L B e S
[ BB e
o om Fr e F'\

p

1/2
m np
A — v ] FrP (1 — :
np 35\ /mImg <nn) =) (98)

m ny,
T = 35 mEme \ n,
P 'n p

where ]-"fq/ denotes the dimensionless ¢ = 1 Landau parameter (derivatives are calculated in

1/2
) FL-D) (99)

the absence of currents)

d 6 6Eﬁue 5Er];uc . N
P = 02 S| 2| | i, (100)
0 0
and the function S is given by
Frn FPP FPN 2
S=0"1= (1 + ?1) yn) (1 + lep) - (Tl) Yoy (101)

Simplifying the exact solution ([73)-(77) using Landau’s approximations, we have thus
recovered the entrainment matrix derived earlier in Refs. B, It should be stressed that
the above formulas do not account for the full dependence of the entrainment matrix on the
currents unlike Eqs. ([78)-(T). In particular, the nonlinear effects contained in the single-
particles energies have been ignored, compare Eqs. (B6) and (89) recalling that the mean

fields themselves have a highly nonlinear dependence on the currents.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the dynamics of nuclear superfluid systems at finite temperatures and
finite currents in the framework of the self-consistent time-dependent nuclear-energy density
functional theory. Considering the TDHFB equations in coordinate space, we have derived
general expressions for the local nucleon mass currents ([B3) and local superfluid veloci-
ties (BY), which are valid for both homogeneous systems (such as the outer core of neutron

stars) and inhomogeneous systems (such as the crust of neutron stars, atomic nuclei and
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vortices). Remarkably, the mass currents are found to have the same formal expressions at
any temperature, and coincide with the ones we derived earlier in the absence of pairing

from the TDHF equations at zero temperature [18].

Focusing on homogeneous neutron-proton superfluid mixtures, we have shown that the
TDHEFB equations can be solved exactly for arbitrary temperatures and currents. Using this
solution, we have been able to express the Andreev-Bashkin mutual entrainment matrix in
analytic form. The formal simplicity of our expression ([[H))-(7) are however deceptive: the
entrainment coupling coefficients depend themselves on the currents in a very complicated
way through the self-consistency of the TDHFB equations. We have explicitly demonstrated
that our expression reduces to that obtained earlier in Ref. ] within Landau’s theory.

Our formulas are applicable to a large class of nuclear energy-density functionals. These
include the Brussels-Montreal functionals based on generalized Skyrme effective interactions,
for which unified equations of state for all regions of neutron stars have been calculated |21,

|, thus paving the way for a fully consistent microscopic treatment of the dynamics
of superfluid neutron stars. The formalism we have developed here in the nuclear context
may also be easily transposed to the less exotic kinds of superfluids studied in terrestrial

laboratories and described by similar TDHFB equations.

The relativistic entrainment matrix introduced in Ref. B] is given by Egs. (82)), ([&3]),
and (84). However, it would be worth carrying out the same analysis within a fully rela-
tivistic self-consistent microscopic framework, using the relativistic finite temperature HFB

method [45].
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Appendix A: Continuity equations
Making use of the completeness relations
ng Yol ") = 6(r — )0 (A1)
and using Eqs. (24) and (25), we can demonstrate the following identities:

SR (r,0) e (1, 0') = hy(r, )5 — 1) (A2)

> AT (r,0)(—0 ) (1, —0") = Ay(r, )5 (r — 17)050r - (A3)

0,

Multiplying Eq. B2) by goz(.q) (r, a)wgq) (r',0')* and summing over indices i and j yields

.0 ij, (@) (@) *

Zha izjnqg%q (r, J)(qu (,,.I’ o)t = (A4)
S (W, o) 0 0"y ks — ik (r, o), o) B (49)
ik

+3 (w0 oy A Al o) o) ) L (46)
0,5,k

The summation in (Ad) yields the density matrix n,(r,o;7’,0’;t), as can be seen from
Eq. (ZI). The next two summations in Eq. (AH) can be simplified using Eq. (A2) and the

orthonormality property of the single-particle wavefunctions

Z / Ere@(r, o)\ (r,0)" = 3. (A7)

We can thus write

thfsoi (r, o) (0", o'yl = Z ol (r.0)0uel” (o o) nf

— Z/ d3r” Z h’qupgq 9Dt 5"l (! )¢§q)( o')ny
1,9,k,l

0> / & 5(r = 1")6 500 ng(r” 0”11 0’ t)

= hy(r,t)n,(r,o;7r', o';t). (A8)
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Similarly, we have

D ng el 0)e o)y = 3 mif el o) ! o)

.5,k i,0,k1

_ Z/ 3" Z nzk (q 7‘ U @;g)(r',,aﬂ)*tpl(q)( )@Eq)( /)*hfzj

1,9,k,1

= Z/ Er" ny(r,o;0" 0" )by (1", )5 (r" — 1) 0g1m
= / dE*r" ny(r,o;r" o' ) hy (", )0 (r" — ') . (A9)

Let us recall that h,(r",t) involves the operator V” so that it cannot be factored out of
the integral. However, the hermiticity of the Hamiltonian matrix, hf]j = hf;*, implies the

following identity [18]:
hy (" 0)5(r" —7") = h,(r' ) 0(r" — 7). (A10)
Finally, Eq. (A9) becomes

> 0@, o)l (o) B = hy(r 1) g (r 051" o' t) (A11)
5,k

Likewise, the two summations in Eq. (A6l) can be expressed as follows using Eqs. ([22) and

(A3):

> rpell (r o) (. o AT = Y T R (r, 0)oue (1 o) A
1,5,k i,9,k,1
:Z / &Yy ke (o)l (1, —o")(—o") (=0 )" (1" o) (1 o) A
i,5,k,0

= —Aq(r',t)*Z/ Er” ng(r,o;r" 0" )01 — 1) g1

= —ny(r,o;r o’ ) A (1 1), (A12)

D AT 0)e o) 7 = Y AT (. 0)dug (0,0 )

i7j7k 7] k l

=Z/ a3 AL el (17, ") (0" (~o" el (17, ") e (1 o)

t,7,k,l
Y [ e

= —Ay(r.t)ng(r', o'ir,008)". (A13)

20



Collecting terms, multiplying by 6(r —r'), integrating over ' and summing over spins o’ = o

lead to
anq Z/ &P 0(r — 1) [hy(r. thng(r, 057" o5 t) — hy(r' t) ng(r, o7 o5 t)]
+ A (r t)ng(rit)" —ng(r;t) Ay (r, t)". (A14)

As shown in Ref. ﬂﬁ], the integral can be equivalently expressed as the divergence of a
particle flux. The last two terms cancel each other if the pairing potential is calculated

self-consistently from Eq. (IZQIEFinally, multiplying by m/(ih) leads to the same Eq. (B84)
ef. [18]

as previously derived in R ignoring pairing.
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