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We formulate dissipative magnetohydrodynamic equations for finite-temperature superfluid and
superconducting charged relativistic mixtures, taking into account the effects of particle diffusion
and possible presence of Feynman-Onsager and/or Abrikosov vortices in the system. The equa-
tions depend on a number of phenomenological transport coefficients, which describe, in particular,
relative motions of different particle species and their interaction with vortices. We demonstrate
how to relate these transport coefficients to the mutual friction parameters and momentum transfer
rates arising in the microscopic theory. The resulting equations can be used to study, in a unified
and coherent way, a very wide range of phenomena associated with dynamical processes in neutron
stars, e.g., the magnetothermal evolution, stellar oscillations and damping, as well as development
and suppression of various hydrodynamic instabilities in neutron stars.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Consider a dense mixture composed of several particle species, some of which may be charged. Assume also that
some components of the mixture are in a superfluid and/or superconducting state at finite temperature. In what
follows, we are interested in describing the behavior of such system in the hydrodynamic regime, i.e., assuming that
the typical particle mean-free path and collision time are much smaller than, respectively, the typical lengthscale and
timescale of the evolution of the system.

Assume further that: (i) the mixture is relativistic, and can be in a strong gravitational field; (ii) the mixture
is magnetized and rotating, so that there are Feynman-Onsager and Abrikosov vortices in the system (below we
assume that the charged superconducting particles form a type-II superconductor); (iii) normal (nonsuperfluid and
nonsuperconducting) particles of different species do not move with exactly the same velocities, in other words, we
allow for the diffusion of normal particles with respect to each other. Then, the question is, what are the equations
describing dynamics in such a system?

Before answering this question (which is the subject of the present study) let us explain why it is important for
us to formulate such equations. The reason is that mixtures with the properties just described can be found in the
inner layers (cores) of neutron stars (NSs). An NS core consists, in the simplest case, of neutrons (n), protons (p),
and electrons (e) with an admixture of muons (x). This matter is extremely compact and degenerate — its density
is several times greater than the density of matter in atomic nuclei, py = 2.8 x 10 g cm™3. Magnetic fields in NSs
may reach enormous values > 105 G [1, 2], while the gravitational field is so strong that the NS radius (~ 10 km) is
only a few times larger than the Schwarzschild radius [3]. Furthermore, according to microscopic calculations [4-17],
as well as observations of cooling, glitching, and rapidly rotating NSs [8-112], baryons (in particular, neutrons, and
protons) in NS interiors are expected to become superfluid /superconducting at temperatures T < 108 — 1019 K. This
means that, if an NS is rotating and magnetized, the topological defects — neutron (Feynman-Onsager) vortices and
proton (Abrikosov) flux tubes — may be present (and co-exist) in the system |13, [14][1 The equations presented in
this paper are designed precisely to describe various dynamical phenomena in NSs, such as NS oscillations, cooling,
and magnetic field evolution.

Our paper is, of course, not the first one in a series of works that have studied the dynamics of such systems. The
smooth-averaged nonrelativistic hydrodynamics describing superfluid liquid helium-II with vortices was formulated by
Hall and Vinen |17, [18] and, independently, by Bekarevich and Khalatnikov [19]. It has been extended in subsequent
studies (e.g., [20-30]) to account for charged mixtures and relativistic effects. Recently, Ref. [26] (hereafter GD16)
derived the relativistic MHD, which describes superfluid/superconducting mixtures at finite temperatures, and allows
for the presence of Feynman-Onsager and Abrikosov vortices, as well as the electromagnetic field. It focuses mainly
on the nondissipative equations, and ignores particle diffusion, viscosity, and other dissipative effects (except for the
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the case for the inner part [15, [16].
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mutual friction dissipation, which is taken into account). This work was further extended by Rau and Wasserman
[29] who obtained an equivalent formulation of relativistic MHD starting from the Carter’s variational principle [31],
and also included heat conduction and viscosity into the corresponding equations.

All these works ignore particle diffusion, i.e., relative motions of different particle species (or Bogoliubov thermal
excitations, if superfluid /superconducting species are considered) with respect to each other. This is an unfortunate
omission, since it is well-known that diffusion plays a crucial role in the secular evolution of the magnetic field in
nonsuperfluid and nonsuperconducting NSs [32-38] and, moreover, can be very efficient [39, 40] in damping of NS
oscillations and suppressing various instabilities in their interiors. As shown recently [41], diffusion also has a major
effect on the evolution of the magnetic field in superconducting NSs. The reason is easy to understand. If protons form
a type-II superconductor, the magnetic field in the NS core is locked to quantized proton flux tubes and its evolution
is determined by the flux tube motion. To study this motion, one has to calculate the balance of forces acting on
vortices, which (except for the buoyancy and tension forces [18, (19, 142, 143]) depend on the relative velocities between
vortices and different particle species that scatter on it. Because interaction (in particular, friction) of particles with
vortices is very strong due to the huge amount of vortices in the system [41, |44], even small mismatch in the velocities
of different particle species significantly affects the force balance on vortices, and hence the magnetic field evolution.

Up until now the MHD equations, describing relativistic charged mixtures, and systematically incorporating the
diffusion effects have been studied in the very limited number of works and only neglecting the superconductivity and
superfluidity effects. In particular, the most advanced MHD versions, suitable for NS modeling, were formulated in the
series of papers by Andersson et al. [45-48], and in Ref. [49] (hereafter DGS20). In the present work we fill this gap by
combining the results of GD16 and DGS20, with the aim to formulate the ready-to-use dissipative relativistic MHD for
superfluid /superconducting mixtures, accounting for both vortices and diffusion effects. We follow the same approach
[19, 150] as in those papers. Namely, we build a first-order dissipative hydrodynamics, starting from the conservation
laws and then deriving the general form of dissipative terms, which are (i) linear in thermodynamic fluxes, (ii) ensure
non-negative entropy production rate, and (iii) satisfy the Onsager relations. The first-order MHD formulated in this
paper is strictly valid in the hydrodynamic regime, i.e., as long as the typical lengthscale and timescale in the problem
are much larger than the particle mean-free path and collision time, respectively. Although we did not test our MHD,
it has been argued in the literature (e.g., [51, 52]) that a generic first-order theory may have theoretical issues with
acausality and stability due to unphysical high-frequency/short-wavelength modes, which lie outside the applicability
domain of the hydrodynamic regime. One way to overcome these issues is to use more complicated formulations, such
as the first-order theories with a specially chosen reference frame [53], second-order theories [54-56], or hydrodynamics
based on the Carter’s variational principle |31, [45, 48]E The other (less elegant, but more pragmatic) option, which
applies to those who work in the deep hydrodynamic regime, is simply to discard the unphysical modes in the solution,
or filter them out, when it comes to numerical implementation. Moreover, for many practical applications, where
the MHD formulated in this work can be used (e.g., modeling the NS magnetothermal evolution or oscillations and
related physical instabilities), the macroscopic particle velocities appear to be nonrelativistic. Then the relativistic
equations (see, e.g., section V of DGS20 and Appendix [A]) have a similar structure to the nonrelativistic ones; the
main difference is the relativistic equation of state and, if one allows for the effects of general relativity, the metric
coefficients. In this case additional degrees of freedom (which arise in the relativistic treatment and do not have
Newtonian counterparts) are absent, and thus the hydrodynamics remains stable [57]. Bearing in mind the above
comments, we leave detailed discussion of theoretical acausality and instability issues beyond the scope of the present
work.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [[Il we formulate general hydrodynamics equations for charged super-
fluid/superconducting relativistic mixtures in the presence of vortices and the electromagnetic field, accounting for
a number of dissipative effects: mutual friction, diffusion, viscosity, and chemical reactions. In Sec. [II, we derive
the entropy generation equation and in Sec. [Vl we use it together with the Onsager relations to derive the general
form of dissipative corrections for particle currents, as well as mutual friction forces acting on vortices. In Sec. [Vl we
apply these general formulas to a number of interesting limiting cases, which are suitable for NS applications. Sec. [VI]
provides a full set of hydrodynamic equations in the “MHD approximation” adopted in GD16, which is applicable
for typical NS conditions and allows one to study a long-term magnetothermal evolution in superconducting NSs.
Finally, we sum up in Sec. [VIIl The paper also contains two appendices. Appendix [A] presents a nonrelativistic limit
of MHD equations from Sec. [VIl In Appendix [B]l we show how to express the phenomenological transport coefficients
appearing in our equations through the mutual friction parameters and momentum transfer rates calculated from the
microscopic theory.

Unless otherwise stated, in what follows the speed of light ¢ and the Boltzmann constant kg are set to unity,
Cc = kB =1.

2 Note that in the hydrodynamic regime the higher-order corrections are typically small. This is clearly illustrated in section VIII of
DGS20, where it is shown that such corrections to the standard (acausal) heat equation can be safely ignored.



II. GENERAL EQUATIONS

In this section, we present dissipative equations, describing dynamics of charged finite-temperature superfluid
relativistic mixtures in the presence of vortices in the hydrodynamic regime (see Introduction). For definiteness, and
bearing in mind NS applications, we consider a mixture composed of superfluid neutrons, superconducting protons,
normal electrons, and normal muonsP Both neutron (Feynman-Onsager) vortices and proton (Abrikosov) flux tubes
can be present in the system. Generalization of these equations to more complex compositions (e.g., including
hyperons) is straightforward.

The dynamical equations proposed here are very similar to those formulated in GD16 assuming type-II proton
superconductivity, but contain a number of extra terms: (i) the four-force G* in the right-hand side of Eq. (8);
(ii) the particle production rate AT; in the right-hand side of Eq. (d); (iii) the dissipative correction Ajé‘i) to the
particle current density ({@)); (iv) the dissipative correction A7#" to the energy-momentum tensor ([@); and (v) the
superfluid dissipative correction s to the chemical potential p; in the definitions (B) and ([22). Note that the first
four corrections are included in the nonsuperfluid dissipative MHD of DGS20, but for superfluid/superconducting
mixtures their actual form may differ.

Continuity equations
The four-current density jé) of particle species i satisfies the continuity equation

Dty = AT, (1)

where 0, = 0/0x" is the four-gradient, and AT is the corresponding production rate (source of particles 7). Here
and below, unless otherwise stated, Latin indices i, k, . . . refer to particle species (neutrons n, protons p, electrons e,
and muons p), whereas Greek letters u,v ... =0,1,2,3 denote the space-time indices, and summation over repeated
indices is assumed.

In the simplest case of nonsuperfluid matter in the absence of diffusion, the particle current density is jé‘i) = n;ut,

where u# is the (common for all particle species) normal four-velocity, normalized by the condition
uput = —1, (2)
and n; is the particle number density measured in the comoving frame u* = (1,0, 0,0), such that
uﬂjé) = —n,. (3)
When accounting for superfluidity and diffusive currents, j(“i) can generally be presented as a sum of three terms:
Jly = nau + Yiew(yy + Al (4)

where the four-vector w#k) describes the superfluid degrees of freedom [58] and satisfies the condition [25, 58, [59]

u#wﬁ.) =0. (5)
This vector is related to the wave-function phase ®; of the Cooper condensate by the formula
wé‘i) = 0"¢; — (i + 2) ut' — e; A*, (6)

where 0¥ ¢; = (h/2)0"®; 58], h is the Planck constant, u; is the relativistic chemical potential for particle species 4,

A" is the electromagnetic potential, and »; is the viscous dissipative correction to the chemical potential [25, 59].
Further, Y;; in Eq. @) is the symmetric entrainment matrix [58, I60-63], which is a relativistic analogue of the

nonrelativistic superfluid mass-density matrix [64-67]; and Ajé‘i) is the dissipative correction due to nonsuperfluid

diffusive currents (see DGS20 for a similar definition of Ajé‘i) in normal matter).
Throughout the paper, all the thermodynamic quantities are defined (measured) in the comoving frame. This
means that the relation (B]) holds also in the general case (when dissipation effects are allowed for), which imposes an

additional constraint on Ajé‘i),

u#Ajé;) =0. (7)

3 We do not assume that all neutrons and protons are necessarily in the Cooper-pair condensate. In other words, we allow for the possible
presence of normal neutron and proton component in the mixture.



Energy-momentum conservation
The relativistic energy-momentum conservation law takes the form

9, T" = G, (8)

where GV is the radiation four-force density, which describes exchange of energy and momentum between matter and
radiabtiorﬁ7 and the energy-momentum tensor T#" is given by

T = (P + E)u#uy + Pgl“/ + }/ik (wﬁ)w(yk) + ﬂlw?k)uy + /Lkwa)u#) + AT(IL;EVMquortcx) + AT”U’ (9)
where P is the pressure defined by Eq. (BH) below, ¢ is the energy density, and g,, = diag(—1,1,1,1) is the space-

time metric[ The energy-momentum tensor () is a sum of the energy-momentum tensor of a vortex-free uncharged

superfluid hydrodynamics (the first three terms) plus electromagnetic and vortex contributions AT(‘I‘E”M +vortex) given
by Eq. (81) below, and dissipative correction A7#”. Note that all these terms except for the last one are the same as
in GD16.

In the comoving frame the energy density is given by the component T% of the energy-momentum tensor, 7% = ¢,

which implies
uu, T = e. (10)

This relation, in view of the expressions (@), @) B7)-B9), (1), and [@J), imposes the following constraint on the
dissipative correction ATHY,

uu Uy, AT = 0. (11)

Note, however, that the four-velocity u* itself is not uniquely defined in the system with dissipation (see, e.g., a
thorough discussion of a similar issue in Ref. [50] and in DGS20). We specify u* by requiring the total momentum
of the normal fluid component to be zero in the comoving frame. This leads to an additional condition for A7T#",

Uy AT = 0. (12)

The condition ([I2]) coincides with the similar condition defining the so-called Landau-Lifshitz (or transverse) frame
of nonsuperfluid relativistic hydrodynamics [50].

Maxwell equations
Electromagnetic field is described by the Maxwell equations in the medium,

divD = 47 ptree, (13)
OB

B = —— 14

cur o (14)

divB = 0, (15)

curlH = 47J oo + %—It), (16)

where F is the electric field, B is the magnetic induction, D is the electric displacement, H is the magnetic field,
Prree 1S the free charge density, and Jgee is the current density of free charges. Note that, generally, D # E and
H +# B, since there are bound charges and bound currents in the system, associated with superfluid/superconducting
vortices and their motion (for details see GD16); in the absence of vortices (and neglecting very weak magnetization
and polarizability of NS matter [68]) D = E and H = B.

The explicitly covariant form of Maxwell equations (I3)-(I6) is [69, [70]

ayFuA + auF)\;L + 8)\F,uv =0, (17)
0, G = Amlh ). (18)
4 For isotropic emission G¥ = —QuY, where Q is the total emissivity (e.g., it can be the neutrino emissivity due to beta-processes in the

NS core).
5 In this paper, we assume that the metric is flat. Our results can easily be generalized to an arbitrary metric, provided that all relevant
length scales are much smaller than the characteristic gravitational lengthscale. In this case, one has to replace all ordinary derivatives

with their covariant counterparts and, in addition, replace the Levi-Civita tensor e#**? with ntA? = (—det ga5)71/2 eMvAT



where the antisymmetric electromagnetic tensors F*” = 9* AY — 0¥ A* and GV are composed of components of the
vectors E, B, D, and H,

0 E Ey E;
—-E, 0 B3 —Bs

uy
=1 _g -B, 0 B | (19)
—FE3s By —B; 0
0 D1 Dy Ds
-D; 0 Hs —H,
wy _
=\ _p, —m, o m | (20)
—-Ds Hy —H; 0
and J(‘;mc) = (Pfree; Jtree) is the four-current density of free charges,
Jé‘fmc) = eijéz.) =e;nut + eiYikw‘é‘k) + eiAjé;), (21)
where e; is the electric charge for particle species i.
Vorticity tensor
Following GD16, we introduce the vorticity tensor
V(‘;l)’ =0+ [wz’i) + (i + 25)u” + eiA”} -9 [wfl) + (i + 50)u? + eiA“} ) (22)

which is a relativistic generalization of the three-vector m;curlVy; + (e;/c)B (see Appendix [A)). In a system without
topological defects (i.e., vortices), the superfluid phase ®; is a smooth function of coordinates satisfying the condition
OrOV®,; — 9¥O"P; = 0, which, in view of Eq. (@), translates into

Vi =0, (23)

7

However, in the presence of vortices, the condition 99" ®;—0" 9" ®,; = 0 is violated at the vortex lines. Consequently,
the (smooth-averaged) vorticity tensor V(*;l)' differs from zero. One can demonstrate that this tensor V(’i')j is related to

the number of vortices MVy; piercing the closed contour by the relation [25[8
1 v
B /dfH Viyw = ThNv;. (24)

Eq. (23) then should be replaced by a more general superfluid equation (59)) introduced in Sec. [V] below.

Thermodynamic relations
The dynamic equations listed above should be supplemented by the second law of thermodynamics,

Yi o
2k d (w(i)w(k)a) + deaqd, (25)

where T is the temperature, S is the entropy per unit volume, and the electromagnetic/vortex contribution to the
energy density de,qq reads [see equation (79) in GD16]

1 1
deaqqa = In E,dD" + In H,dB" + VﬁEi)dW(Ei)# + W(Mi)#dV(HMi)- (26)

Here we introduced the auxiliary vortex-related vectors Wé‘Ei) and Wf‘Mi), in full analogy with the electromagnetic
vectors D* and H*, respectively. Eq. (26) should be considered as a definition of the vectors D*, H*, Wé‘Ei), and
W(“Mi) [or, equivalently, the tensors G* and W(*;l)', see the identities (27)—(B4) below]. When a microscopic model for
the system energy density is specified (see, e.g., Appendix G in GD16 and Sec. [VTAl), one can express these vectors

6 This relation is satisfied for Fermi superfluids (e.g., neutrons or protons); for Bose superfluids there should be 2rhN5; in the right-hand
side of the equation. Note that the factor 1/2 was inadvertently omitted in the corresponding equation (42) in Ref. [25].



through the vectors E*, B¥, V(g;),., and Vi), (or, equivalently, through the tensors F*¥ and V(T)') The four-vectors
entering Eq. (28] are related to the corresponding tensors as

EH* =, FH, (27)
D" = u,G", (28)
1
Bt = §€#Vaﬁul,Faﬁ, (29)
1
H' = 5e#'/aﬁuUGaﬁ, (30)
Vi = WV (31)
1 ro
V(HMZ = 5 E'u B Uy V(z)aﬁa (32)
1 ro
WéILMZ) = 5 EH B Uy W('L)aﬁu (34)

where the Levi-Civita tensor e is defined such that €°!?3 = 1. In the comoving frame, u* = (1,0,0,0), the four-
vectors E*, D* B* and H* are related to, respectively, the ordinary three-vectors E, D, B, and H as: E* = (0, E),
D* = (0, D) B“*(O B), H* = (0, H).

The total pressure P is defined (see, e.g., GD16) as a partial derivative of the full system energy ¢V with respect
to the volume V' at constant total number of particles n;V, total entropy SV, as well as at fixed quantities wa)w(k)a,

D*, B*, Wk andW

(Ed)? Mz)

__9(V) _ -
P=- 57 =—+pun; + TS, (35)

Using Egs. (28), (26]), and (33]), one arrives at the following Gibbs-Duhem relation,

Y;k a 1 « 1 «
dP = n; dp; 2 d (Wl wirga) = 7= EadD® = T HadB” = Vi Wigiu = Woouiygy: (36)

Electromagnetic and vortex contribution to 7"
The electromagnetic and vortex contribution to 7", represented by the term AT,
derived in GD16, and takes the form

Tlentvortex) 0 Ed. @), has been

ACZ—‘L]LE‘,VM-i-volrtex ,T( 7EM) + 72 E) + TVM)’ (37)

where the electromagnetic contributions 'T(“ and TM) are given by [see equations (66) and (67) in GD16)

1

72%3 4 (J-#U DaEa D#EV) ) (38)
1 a v « va

T(l“’) — 4_ (LGP‘ A N u? LG# Ea wt G EQ) . (39)

Here and hereafter 1*¥= gt +u*u”, and the notation """ and X*” is introduced for arbitrary antisymmetric tensor
XHY.

0  Xor Xoz2 Abs
—Xp1 O 0 0

A = —u Xy + Xy = e X e X = | g ] (40)
—X03 0 0 0
0 0
AN = Mg Xy o = LI Ko = 8 —Bflz )(62 22 ) .
0 —A13 —Ays



where the matrix expressions are written in the comoving frame, and the “electric” and “magnetic” four-vectors X&)

and X(“M) are defined as [cf. Eqs. (3I)—34)]

X(l}ta) = u, X*, (42)
1
Xhp = 3 By, Xyp. (43)
Note that the following relations are satisfied:
X = (44)
L X" =0, (45)
u, A" =0, (46)

and " and X" can be expressed in terms of, respectively, “electric” and “magnetic” four-vectors X(‘fE ) and X(MZ)
[see the first equalities in Eqs. ([@0) and (I])]. Similarly, the vortex contributions ’T(‘\%E) and T(l\%v[) to the energy-
momentum tensor can be presented as [see equations (88) and (89) in GD16]

= LW Vi W(EZ)V (47)
7—(%11\/1) = W#a J'V (i) o +U J'VV V ’U,M W(z V(Ez)a (48)

To sum up, the dissipative equations governing dynamics of superfluid and superconducting mixture consist of the
continuity equations () [with jé) given by Eq. (@)], the energy-momentum conservation law (8) [with T#" given by
Egs. @) and @7)], Maxwell equations (IT) and (18], and the superfluid equation [Eq. 23] or Eq. (B9) below]. These
equations are supplemented by the thermodynamic relations (25]), (35]), and (B8], as well as by the definition (I2) of
the comoving frame.

III. ENTROPY GENERATION EQUATION

The equations of Sec. [[Il contain the entropy generation equation, which is crucial for determining the general form
of dissipative corrections (see Sec. M) One can derive this equation by considering the expression u, 9, T*" — u, G",
which vanishes in view of Eq. (). Using Eqs. (), @), @), @), @5), B5), as well as the identities u, d,u” = 0, and
g = 0, we arrive at the following entropy generation equation [cf. equation (33) in Ref. [59], equation (58) in
GD16, and equation (25) in DGS20],

1 Suv i . Wi
O (Su) = o Virwey [vg) — 8, (aw) + B, (%iu#)} + H0.Af) — ST

O Opeaaa + 20, (AT ey + A7) = 2 (49)
where
]N/(‘i')’ =V — el =0t { Gy T (i +56) u } -0 [wé‘z) + (i + 54) u“} , (50)
and we defined @ = 4, GY. Now, let us make use of Eqs. (26) and 7)) and substitute expressions for de,qq and
AT(‘I‘E”M tvortex)- USINg equation (85) of GD16, we present the term —u*0,,cad4a as
—u"0u€add = " Fyy On (%G“O‘> +u" Vi (%W(i U, 0 AT(EM-l-vortex) (51)

Then, employing Maxwell equations (I8)) together with the relation u#&,wﬁ.) = —wé‘i)&,u# [which follows from Eq. ()]
and substituting Eqs. 2I)), 37), (50), and (&) into Eq. @), we obtain

g H
98" = ury LA day — iV [0\ gy, (B Hiap, o Q (52)
© - T (Z)l“’ ‘7(1 (Dp g K T r\T T ? T’



where we introduced the entropy four-current

Hi A . s Uy v
S'u = S’Lb'u — TA‘]F:L) — T}/’Lkwétk) — ?AT'U' y (53)
the four-vector W(*;),
1 v (e}
W = [Yikwfyy+ 1 0" Wyagy | (54)

the displacement vector (see DGS20)

=% (1) - 2

and the orthogonal part of the four-gradient
V=1, 0" (56)

Note that d;), and W/, can be defined up to an arbitrary term proportional to u#, which does not affect the entropy
(D)p (4) y
generation equation (B2) due to the condition (7)) and antisymmetry of V(”il)', respectively. For further convenience, we

define these vectors in a way that ensures that they are both orthogonal to ur [
If u# is specified by the condition [[2), Eqs. (2) and (53) reduce tdd

2 Yiw! it .
T L ST I RNV (et (01 I N L 2 L L)
8#5‘ = T f(l)MW(i) Aj(i)d(z)u 7 Vﬂ ( T AT T TAR T, (57)
Iz i
St = Syt — ?A]Z) — ?mefbk) (58)
Here we introduced the four-vector f(‘;) as

where no summation over repeated index ¢ is assumed. Note that f(‘;) is orthogonal to u*, since the vorticity tensor
V(‘;l)' is antisymmetric,

up flly = 0. (60)

Eq. (B9) can be regarded as a superfluid equation [25, 26], which replaces the potentiality condition V(*;l)' =0of a
vortex-free system.

The right-hand side of Eq. (57)) describes entropy generation and must be non-negative (except for the arbitrary last
term) for all possible fluid configurations. It includes vortex-mediated mutual friction between normal and superfluid
components (first term) |14], diffusion (second term), viscosity (third and fourth terms), chemical reactions (such as
Urca-processes; fifth term) and radiation (sixth term).

Note, in passing, that different formulations of the first-order hydrodynamics (i.e., different forms of dissipative
corrections) are possible even if u* is specified unambiguously [53]. This is due to the fact that various derivatives
entering the dissipative corrections are not all independent, but can be expressed (up to higher-order terms) through
one another using the zero-order (nondissipative) hydrodynamic equations. For example, one can relate u”9,u" to
V#P via the momentum conservation law *V,T#” = 0. We follow here the approach of Ref. [50], so that in our
formulation the right-hand side of Eq. (&7) (and, consequently, the dissipative corrections) in the comoving frame
contain only spatial derivatives and do not contain the terms like u”d,u* or u”9,T.

7 QD16 uses a slightly different definition for W(’;): W(’z) = (1/n;) [Yz‘kw&) + 8QW(’§')1]. If one prefers to use that definition, then one
should replace W(’;) with LKV W, [which is equivalent to Eq. (54) due to the condition (Bl)] everywhere in the paper.
8 As in DGS20, we make use of the condition ([Z) and replace AT#¥8,, (uy /T) with ATH¥ (+V u,)/T in the right-hand side of Eq. (57).



IV. DIFFUSIVE CURRENTS AND MUTUAL FRICTION FORCES

The entropy generation equation (7)) allows one to find the general form of the unknown dissipative correctionsﬂ
namely f(‘;), Ajé‘i), s, AT and AT; (here and below we ignore the last term, —Q /T, which can be arbitrary).
Following Landau & Lifshitz [50] and DGS20, we express the dissipative corrections as linear combinations of thermo-
dynamic forces W(‘;), Ay "V (Yikw#k)/T), WV, u,, and 1;99 and require that the right-hand side of Eq. (57) would
be a positively defined quadratic form, so that the entropy would not decrease for all possible fluid configurations. The
coeflicients arising in these linear combinations can be scalars, vectors, or tensors, that can only depend on the system
properties in the absence of dissipation; they are collectively called transport coefficients. We require, in addition,
that these coefficients must satisfy the Onsager relations.

In the completely isotropic (in the comoving frame) matter, the transport coefficients depend only on the equilibrium
scalar thermodynamic quantities, as well as on u* and g"” (or L*= g"” + uMu”). In the presence of preferred
directions (e.g., vortex lines or magnetic field), the coefficients, generally, depend also on the corresponding vectors
and the angles between them. These vectors include superfluid vectors wé‘i), electromagnetic vectors E*, DF, B*,

and H*, and vortex-related vectors V(“El.), V(“Mi), W(“El.), and W(“Ml.). However, the situation is considerably simplified
in the MHD approximation described in Sec. [VIA] (see also GD16). This approximation is mainly based on the fact
that the magnetic induction B is much larger than the fields E, D, and H in the comoving frame, and is locked to
superconducting proton flux tubes. In this limit the only preferred directiond™ are defined by the neutron vortex
lines V(“Mn), proton vortex lines V(“Mp) [or, equivalently, the magnetic induction B¥*, see Eq. (I04))], and the superfluid
neutron current, Ynkwé‘k)B Below, following Refs. |50, [72, [73], we neglect small terms that explicitly depend on wfbk)
(or, equivalently, on Ynkwfbk)) in the expressions for the transport coefficients. These terms are usually ignored in the
literature [50, [72, [73] when deriving the dissipative hydrodynamic equations for superfluid helium-4. In the context of
neutron stars, the same approximation has been adopted and discussed in Ref. [59]. As a result, we are left with only
two preferred directions, specified by the neutron vortices V(“Mn) and magnetic field/proton flux tubes B* [or V(“Mp)],
which determine anisotropy of transport coefficients.

Under the above assumptions, the vectors Ajé‘i) and f(’;) can only depend on the thermodynamic forces W(’j.) and

dﬁ.) (and are independent of the forces *V, (Yikwé‘k)/T), V,u,, and Hi)

/J'ln2 v v
- Tl f(lé) = _‘Ayk W(k)v - Bfk d(k)v7 (61)
Ajiy = =Ch Wi — Dy diyws (62)

where no summation over i in the left-hand side of Eq. (61]) is implied. The transport coefficient A% describes the
mutual friction effects [14], as well as (possible) interaction between neutron vortices and proton flux tubes™ The
coefficient D!} is responsible for the diffusion, thermodiffusion and thermal conductivity effects (see DGS20). Finally,
the cross-coefficients B! and C!;” describe the impact of diffusive currents on the mutual friction forces on vortices,
and vice versa.

9 Note that some of these corrections may, in fact, contain nondissipative terms, but, for brevity, we call them ‘dissipative’.

10 Actually, p; should enter these expressions only in particular combinations that represent chemical potential imbalances for a given
reaction (e.g., un — ptp — pe for the direct or modified Urca processes [71]); see DGS20 for more details.

That these preferred directions are the only ones that should be taken into account in the MHD approximation is independently
justified by the results of Appendix B, where it is shown that the more microscopic approach leads to exactly the same dissipative
corrections as those obtained in this section. Generally, any additional preferred direction can be ignored as long as one can neglect the
corresponding force in the force balance equations for particles or vortices. For example, in the nonsuperfluid MHD in the limit B — 0
an anisotropic correction to the diffusion coefficients D), is of the order ~ (epniB)/(cJeu) ~ (Lorentz force)/(ep friction force), see
DGS20. Correspondingly, the magnetic field does not provide a preferred direction in this limit.

In the thermodynamic equilibrium, the superconducting proton current kawfk) vanishes in the MHD approximation due to the screening

condition [see Eq. (I29) with Ajfi.) =0).
See Appendix B of DGS20, where it is demonstrated, for a similar problem, that Aj&.) cannot depend on the tensor *V,u,. The same

1

=

12

13

consideration also applies to f(Mi) and can be readily generalized to an arbitrary number of preferred axial vectors (such as V/ and/or

(Mn)
V&{p)) in the system. In turn, it is also easy to verify that Ajﬁ.) and f(‘;) cannot depend on the scalar thermodynamic forces, such as
v, (Yikwflk)/T)~ This dependence may only lead to additional terms oc u# +V, (YikwE’k)/T) in Egs. (6I)) and (62)), but these terms
must vanish to satisfy the conditions (@) and (60).

Note that the vortex-flux tube interaction should be accounted for in the expressions for W(uMi) [which enter the definition (54) for

W(’i)} In Sec. [VTA] we employ a simple model which ignores this effect [see Eq. (I05))]; however, such a simplification does not affect

14

the general expression (Z2)) for the coefficient A%
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In the present work, we are mainly interested in studying the joint effects of diffusion and vortices (represented
by the vectors Aj(”i) and f(*:)) on the structure of superfluid MHD. To study these effects, it is sufficient to consider

only the first two terms in Eq. (&7), since they do not interfere with the other terms in this equation and constitute a
positively defined quadratic form themselves [see Eqs. ([GI) and (G2)]. Thus, in what follows, we shall ignore viscosity
(3, = At#¥ = 0) and chemical reactions (AT'; = 0): the related dissipative corrections can be studied separately and,
in fact, have already been analyzed in the past (see, e.g., Refs. |29, 48, 159] and DGS20). With this simplification, the
entropy generation equation (57]) becomes

2
Hi o . Hiny
On (S us TAJf;)) = W) = Aty don (63)

The coefficients A%, By, 47, and D’ in Egs. (61)) and (62) depend on the vectors V(“Mn) and B*, as well as on
the scalar thermodynamic quantities and on u* and 1. Below we provide expressions for these coefficients for the
system with two preferred directions and demonstrate how these expressions can be simplified in the case of only one
preferred direction.

A. General case: two preferred directions

Let us introduce the following quantities:

N (67)

In the comoving frame b* = (0,b), w* = (0,w), where b and w are the unit vectors in the direction of the magnetic
field and neutron vortices, respectively.
Onsager principle leads to conditiond™

’Aétky (b.w) = 'AZ?(_bv —w), (68)
kay (b.w) = D;clz#(_bv —w), (69)
Ch(bw) = =Bl (—b, —w). (70)
From the constraints u#f(‘;) =0 [Eq. (60)] and u#Ajé‘i) =0 [Eq. ([@)] it also follows that
w ALY =, B = u,Cl’ =, Dl =0. (71)

Relations (G68)—(T1) imply that all transport coefficients are purely spatial in the comoving frame and may depend on
u? only through the tensor L*¥.

Let us start with the transport coefficient A%}, Generally, it can be presented as a sum of nine linearly independent
tensorﬂ which we choose in the following forrn that allows us to separate symmetric (the first six terms) and
antisymmetric (the last three terms) parts of the tensor:

Al = A LM 4 AWt + ASRDDY
+ AR (WM + W) + AF (W wa b’ + w wa ) + AL (BHwab”® + b wabH) (72)
+ AT (WY — W) + A+ AR

15 The minus sign in Eq. (T0) appears because d(1y, and W), have different parity under time reversal t — —t [74].

16 To make this point clearer, let us work in the comoving frame, choosing z-axis along the direction w and z axis along [w x b]. Then,
introducing unit vectors y* = % = (0,0,1,0) and z* = —y wH* = (0,0,0,1), one can generally decompose AZ: into the
sum of nine linearly independent tensors,

Afk” = A}gw“w" + A}fw“y” + A}gw“z” + A? yHrw¥ + Alky v’ + Alky Z¥ + A%z“w” + .A?]gz“y” + .A?,?z“z”
where the scalar coefficients .A}]%, Abf ... may depend on the angle between w and b. One can directly check that the nine tensors
entering Eq. (72)) are indeed linearly independent and they can be expressed as linear combinations of wtw”, why”, whz¥, etc.
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where the scalar coefficients Azk, 4« etc. may depend on the equilibrium quantities and the angle between b and
w. To clarify the meaning of different terms in Eq. (72)), it is instructive to write out the expression for the vector
Aé‘k”W(k),, in the comoving frame. The zeroth component of this four-vector vanishes, while its spatial part reads

AW+ A w (wW ) + Alb (bW )
+ AL [w OW i) + b (WW )] + A’ {w ([w x )] W) + [w x b] (wW i)} + AR {b ([w x D] W) + [w x b] 0W )} (73)
+ A" w OW ) = b @W )] + A Wk x w] + Aj W, x B],
where Wy, is the spatial part of the four-vector W(”)' W(’z) = (0,Wg).
Plugging Eq. (72) into the Onsager relation (68]), we get
A = A, AR = AR, AR = AR,
Al = Aph, At = —ARet AN = — AP (74)
ALi’Jk_ = _‘Aki ’ G=Ab, Al = AL
As one can check by substituting Egs. @), (@), and () into the entropy generation equation (G3]), the coefficients

Azt pbob - A9 and A, are nondissipative and do not contribute to the entropy generation.
The same consideration also applies to the transport coefficients B.., Cl}”, and D.;”. The result is

BYY = By, 1" +Bgrwhw” + BRbb”
+ B3 (wHb” + w”b) + By (W wab”® + w¥ wab) + B (B wab”® + b wab'®) (75)
+ By (WM — whb) + Bwh + By b,

Clil = Cif LM 4Ciwhw” + CiRbHb”
+ C (WMDY + W) 4 CH (wHwab”® + W wa ) 4 CRP (D wab”® + b wab*) (76)
+ Ci (W — wVb) + Copwh + ChbM,

Dl = Dy, LM +Djewhe” + Db b”
+ DR (WHDY 4 w"b) + D (whwab”™ + wwab") + DU (Brweb™ + b wab®) (77)
+ Dy (WM — whb) + Dgwt + Db

The Onsager principle for B and C4” (Z0) implies

1 iR ww ww bb
Ci - _Bkiv ik — T ki Czk - km
wwb wwb bwb bwb
Cil =By, Cat =By, Cxt =By (78)
w—b __ pw—>b w b
Cik - Bkz ) ik — T ki? Czk - Bkz

Note that the coefficients Bilk, By, Bf}c’, B‘i‘jcb, and Bﬁ;b are nondissipative, in contrast to to the analogous coefficients
b —b
A, A, AR, A3 and A7 »
The Onsager principle for D (69) leads to

IDL = DIJc_iv o =D’ D' Dkw
rDZk — erZ , wab wab7 wab wab (79)
D:;c ’ _D‘l:z b’ zk - ka le - Dkz

The coefficients ’DWWb ’Df,‘:b, Dy, and Db . are nondissipative, similarly to A““b Af,‘;’b, ., and Alk

In this section we have derived the general expressions for the transport coefficients ALY (@2), B (@), CL7
([76), and DL’ (T7), which describe mutual friction (GI) and diffusion ([G2) effects, for the system with two preferred
directions. These coefficients have similar tensor structure and can be presented as a sum of six symmetric and
three antisymmetric tensor terms, which are purely spatial in the comoving frame, and describe anisotropy of mutual
friction and diffusion effects in such a system. The Onsager principle ([G8)—(Q) reduces the number of independent
coefficients, imposing additional constraints on A%” and DY, and allowing to express the coefficients C};” through
Bt”. Note also that the transport coefficients (and, consequently, the quantities f(‘z and AjéL ) have both dissipative

and nondissipative contributions, i.e., not all the terms in the expressions for f( ) and Aj# J(a) lead to entropy generation

in Eq. (63)).



12

B. One preferred direction

Now let us assume that there is only one preferred direction in the system, b* = w*, i.e., either proton and neutron
vortices are aligned with each other, or there is only one sort of vortices in the system. In this case, the expressions (2]
and (TB)—(T0) acquire the same form as the diffusion coefficients from DGS20,

ALY = Al + Ay (L —whe?) + Affwh, (80)

Bl = Bykw“w” + Bik (LM —whw) + BHwH (81)

Cll = Cz!‘kw“w” + Cif, (LMY —whw?) + CHwH | (82)

Diy = Djpwhes” + Dif (L —whw”) + D, (83)

where Azk = A 4+ AL + A 2400, AR = A4 + AY ) and analogous definitions apply to sz’ B Clk, ch, Dyk,
and D . The Onsager relations (74)), (78), and (IIQI) then imply

A= Ay, A= A, Al = Al (84)

Cl=-Bl, Ci=-Bk cll=-8f, (85)

D}, =Dj, Di=Di, D =D (86)

I 1 .. .
The coefficients A,”, ,ﬂ, B, szv Czk, and C;j; are nondissipative.

C. Summary

To sum up, in this section we found a general form of the four-vectors f(’é) (1), which encode all the information
about the forces acting on neutron and proton vortices, and the diffusive currents A jé‘i) (©2), which describe diffusion,

thermodiffusion and thermal conductivity effects. These vectors are expressed as linear combinations of the vectors
Wiky, and dy),. The transport coefficients A%, BZ:, ChY, and D! in these relations depend on the directions of
neutron vortices and the magnetic field; they are given by Eqs. (72) and (T8)—(T1), which reduce to Eqs. (80)—(83) in
the case of single preferred direction. The transport coefficients satisfy the Onsager relations (G8)—(Z0), which imply
Egs. (), ([@3), and (@) for a system with two preferred directions, and Eqgs. 84)—(88) for a system with a single
preferred direction.

We emphasize the presence of cross-coefficients B!, and Cf”, describing the interplay of diffusion and mutual
friction effects: the diffusive forces d(), affect particle velocities (or currents Ajé‘i)), which, in turn, influence the

vortex motion via the mutual friction mechanism (and vice versa).

V. DIFFUSION AND MUTUAL FRICTION IN NS MATTER: SPECIAL CASES

Let us apply the general formulas from the previous section to a number of interesting limiting cases, in which these
formulas can be substantially simplified.

A. TIsotropic matter: neutrons are superfluid, protons are superconducting, no vortices

In the absence of vortices and any preferred direction the four-vectors f(‘;) vanish in view of Egs. (23) and (B9).

Therefore, due to Egs. (1) and (70), A% = Bl = Cl7 = 0. As in normal (nonsuperfluid and nonsuperconducting)
MHD (see DGS20), the generalized diffusion coefficient D%} in the isotropic matter is then simply given by

DL = DY = Dy L, (57)
and the entropy generation equation (G3]) reduces to
Hi o .
8# (Su“ - ?A]a)) = Dikd(i)ud(k)u- (88)

The generalized diffusion coefficients D;j, in superfluid matter can be expressed through the momentum transfer rates
of microscopic theory similarly to how it is done in DGS20 for normal matter |75].
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B. Magnetized npey matter with superfluid neutrons and normal protons, no vortices

Now let us consider magnetized npeu matter with superfluid neutrons in the absence of vortices. Then the only
preferred direction is that of the magnetic field, b*. The four-vector f(‘;) vanishes in view of Egs. (23]) and (59), but

W(‘;), generally, differs from zero. Therefore, due to Eqs. (61)) and (8H), A% = B =Cl” = 0. As a result, Ajé;) has
exactly the same form as in the nonsuperfluid magnetized matter (cf. DGS20):

Ajly = =DYbb gy, — Dif, (L4 —0"b") dry,, — DRV disy, (89)
where i,k = n,p, e, u. The entropy generation equation ([G3]) reduces to

O (Sur = ZEAL) ) = DLy dayudiag, + D (L —08) diyudi- (90)

C. Unmagnetized npep matter with superfluid neutron vortices

In this example, we discuss the unmagnetized npey matter, allowing for the presence of superfluid neutron vortices
and diffusion. Protons can be either normal or superconducting. The dynamic equations for such system allow us to
simultaneously study the combined effect of particle diffusion [40] and mutual friction dissipation [76] on damping of
NS oscillations and development of various instabilities in NSs.

Since in real NSs the typical areal density of neutron vortices is small [24] (the intervortex spacing is much larger
than the particle mean free path), they have a negligible effect on the diffusion coefficients D%, which remain
approximately isotropic. Because of the same reason, the difference between the velocities of normal particle species
(e.g., electrons and muons or electrons and neutron Bogoliubov thermal excitations) is small in comparison to the
difference between any of these velocities and the neutron vortex velocity, V,,,. Consequently, when calculating the
force acting on neutron vortices from a particle species i [see Eq. (B2]), where a similar force on proton vortices is
presented], one can replace V; — V', with V ,orm — Vi, where Vo, is the average velocity of normal (nonsuperfluid)
component ([A3]). This approximation allows one to neglect the cross-coefficients Bl and C!}; JE that is, to decouple
the diffusion and mutual friction mechanisms. As a result, with the help of Egs. (80) and (&), Egs. (IBII) ©2) reduce
to

2
_%f(“n = — AL W O Winyy — Ay (L —w@”) Winy, = AL w0 Wi, (1)
/ f?) =0 2

(k)

Here the coefficients A, nn, and A describe the mutual friction effect. In order to relate them to the commonly

used mutual friction parameters ., 55, and 7, [25, 26, (72|, one has to compare Eq. ([@I]) with the analogous equation
(98) in GD16, which reads, in our notation,

fny = anVauny W™ Wnyy + (Bn — 1) Varn @ 0o Winy + 1 Varn) L Wi, (94)
where Vy,) is defined by Eq. (32). Using the identity w”*w”, =1" —whw”, we find

Mn

Hn T M
where we, for practical convenience, restored the speed of light ¢. We should stress that, generally, diffusion affects
the coefficients A%} (see Section[VDland Appendix[B)), and they cannot be always expressed only through the mutual
friction parameters «;, 8;, and ; of nondiffusive superfluid hydrodynamics.
It is also worth noting that, if we allow for the presence of the magnetic field (assuming that protons are nonsuper-

conducting and thus f(’; ) = 0), but neglect its effect on the neutron vortices, then expression ([@T]) for f(’jl ) will remain

the same, while the expression for A j(“i) should be replaced with Eq. (89) to account for anisotropy of diffusion in the
magnetic field.

7 In principle, these coefficients can be calculated in exactly the same way as it is done for superfluid and superconducting npeu-matter
with proton flux tubes in Appendix [B] (see also Sec. [V D). Note, however, that the typical areal density of proton flux tubes in NSs
is comparable to particle mean free path [44], hence the cross-coefficients Bfku and Cﬁ: for this problem are not small and should be
accounted for.
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D. Magnetized npep matter with superfluid neutrons (no vortices) and type-II proton superconductivity

This limit is interesting if we want to study magnetothermal evolution in slowly rotating superconducting neutron
stars with type-II proton superconductivity. It is expected that in this problem neutron vortices do not play a major
role |77] and can be neglected in the first approximation. At the same time, the combined effect of diffusion (i.e.,
relative motions of different particle species) and mutual friction dissipation related to the presence of proton vortices
(flux tubes) appears to be crucial for this problem [41] and should be accounted for. Note that, for instance, electron-
flux tube interaction is comparable to (and even stronger than) the electron-muon interaction (see, e.g., Ref. [41] and
Appendix [B]). Thus, in contrast to the previous case, here we cannot decouple diffusion and mutual friction effects.

Since we ignore neutron vortices, we are left with only one preferred direction, b. The full system of dynamic
equations in this situation is provided in Sec. [VI] and here we only present the expressions for f(‘;) and Ajé‘i). In the

absence of neutron vortices f(“ vanishes, as do the coefficients A", = B!/ = Cl'Y = 0. Thus, the general form of the
vectors f(‘é) and Aj(”i) is (i, k = n,p,e,,u)

it =0, (96)

ny )
: 7 Ty = ~ A W = By diws (97)
Ajyy = —CH Wy — Diy dryws (98)

or, using Eqs. (80), BI)-(83)), and BF) (with w* replaced by b* and with w*” replaced by b*" )

2
HpTt v i v v H v
_ Tpf(;;) — — ALY W, — AL (LR =6 ) W, — AL W), )

— Bl b b d gy, — By (LM —bb") dggy,, — B dgyy, .
= — CL BB Wy, — Cb (LM —bHB") Wi, — CHBY W,
) ” ! b (100)
—Dikb“b”d(k),, — D (L =) d iy, — DIV dir-

Ajhy =

The phenomenological coefficients in Egs. ([@9) and (I00) can be expressed through microscopic quantities (mutual
friction parameters and momentum transfer rates), as shown in Appendix[Blin the simple case of vanishing entrainment

and T = 0. The cross-terms in Eq. (I00), containing the coefficients Bﬂi = —Clup, BJ- = —CZJ]-D, and BH = Cg, lead to
interference between the diffusion and mutual friction effects.

Note, in passing, that if the neutron vortices are present, but do not affect the diffusive currents (see Sec. [V.C)) and
do not interact with proton vortices, then the expressions for f(*; ) @) and A jé‘i) (I00) will remain the same, whereas

f(l;) will be given by Eq. ([@T)).

VI. FULL SYSTEM OF EQUATIONS IN THE MHD APPROXIMATION FOR npeu-MIXTURE WITH
PROTON VORTICES

In this section we formulate the full system of MHD equations for magnetized npep matter, accounting for neutron
superfluidity as well as type-II proton superconductivity, and adopting the “MHD approximation” from GD16. The
resulting set of equations, presented in Sec.[VI D], is suitable for, e.g., studying the combined quasistationary evolution
of the magnetic field and temperature in slowly rotating superconducting NSs. For practical convenience, below in
this section we do not set ¢ = 1.

A. “Magnetohydrodynamic” approximation

First, let us briefly summarize the main consequences of the “MHD approximation” formulated in Sec. VIII of
GD16, which allows us to substantially simplify the general equations of Sec. [[Il This approximation is mainly based
on the fact that, under typical NS conditions (and assuming type-II proton superconductivity), the magnetic induction
B is much larger than the fields £, D, and H defined in the comoving frame. For actual calculations, one also has to
specify a microscopic model that allows to express the four-vectors D*, H*, W(“Ei) and W(“Mi) through E*, B*, V(“El

and V(“Mi). For definiteness, below we use the simple model of noninteracting vortices from Appendix G2 of GD16;
note, however, that the MHD approximation can be formulated for other microscopic models in a similar way.
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As discussed in Ref. [24] and GD16, the magnetic field H is related to the magnetic induction B ad™
H =B — By, — Bvyy, (101)

where By; is the magnetic induction associated with neutron (i = n) or proton (i = p) vortices. In other words, H
coincides with the London field generated by NS rotation, |[H| ~ 2 x 1072 [2/(100 s7!)] G < |B| ~ 10'? G, where Q
is the NS spin frequency. This field, as well as By, 9 is neglected in comparison to By, in the MHD approximation:
all the magnetic induction is assumed to be locked to proton vortices, B ~ By:.

Similarly, the fields D and E are related as

D=E - Ey, — Ev,. (102)

Here the electric field Ev; is generated by vortex motion, Ev; = — (1/¢) V; X By;, where V; is the vortex velocity,
which is assumed to be nonrelativistic; the electric induction D is of the order of small gradients of thermodynamic
functions, |D| ~ |V ;| /ep. Both E and D are much smaller than B.

Since the vectors D and H are small, it follows from the second pair of Maxwell equations (L8] that the total free

electric current density J (*;mc) should also be exceptionally small, much smaller than the individual contributions to

J(“fmc) from each particle species. This observation enables us to make further simplification by discarding Maxwell
equations ([I8]), but instead requiring that the free electric current density J (*;mc) should vanish [this approximation is
well-known in the literature and is further discussed by us around Eqs. (I28)) and (I23])],

JH

(freey = €iniul’ + e Yipwyy + eiAji) = 0. (103)

Now let us turn to the vortex-related vectors Vé‘Ei), V(“Mi), Wé‘Ei), and Wé‘Mi) [or, equivalently, to the corresponding
tensors ”V’é’;, LVZI)', ”Wf;l)', and LV\/Z.l)', see Eqs. @0) and {@I)]. The number of proton vortices is typically larger
by more than ten orders of magnitude than the number of neutron vortices (see, e.g., Ref. |24]). Consequently, the

four-vector V(”Mn) can be neglected in comparison to V(”Mp) in the expressions for deyqq ([28) and AT{E’M tvortex) (B3
since the lengths of these vectors are proportional to the number of vortices, as follows from Eq. (24). Note also that
in the comoving frame |V(gy| ~ (VLi/c) [Vouy|, thus Vé‘El.) can be neglected in comparison to Vé‘MZ.), and, similarly,
WéLEZ.) can be neglected in comparison to Wf‘Mi).

Under the above assumptions, the four-vector 17(#1\/117) = %6“”""8 Uy 9(i)a5, which reduces to (0, mycurlVy,) in the

nonrelativistic limit, can be neglected in comparison to (e,/c)B*. Thus, the four-vector V(“Mp) = 17(#1\/1;)) + (ep/c)B*
[see Egs. @3) and (B0)], reduces to

€
Vg = =B, (104)

which physically means that the magnetic induction is produced by proton vortices.
For a simple microscopic model of noninteracting vortices, the four-vectors W(“Mi) are related to V(”Mi) as [see

equations (124) and (G9)—(G11) in GD16]
WE  — By V(#Mi)
(M2) mh V(Mz),

(105)

where V) = /V(Mi)aVEXMz‘)v Ey; is the vortex energy per unit length specified below, and no summation over i is

assumed. Wé‘Mp) can also be rewritten in terms of the critical magnetic field Hey [80],

BH
C Ha—. (106)

v _°
W(Mp) 4me, B

18 Some authors (e.g., [29, [78, [79]) use a different definition for H, identifying it with the critical field Hc1; we find that definition less
convenient since H defined that way does not satisfy the Maxwell equation ([I€). Note, however, that both approaches are, in principle,
possible and the resulting equations are completely equivalent [29].

19 By;; is proportional to the number of vortices per unit area Ny;; for typical NS conditions Ny, is less than Nyp by more than ten
orders of magnitude and thus |By,| < |Byp|.
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In this formula B = (BHB”)1/2, and H; is expressed through Evp as

AnE
Hy = =22 (107)

(pr

where épo = (mhe/ep) is the magnetic flux associated with proton vortex. The energy Ev; per unit length for neutron
and proton vortices is given by [see equations (E17) and (E18) in GD16]

. 7o oYY — Y2 b
Eyp ~ —h22 2 ey, (2 108
va & Thie Y, nle ) (108)
By, ~ gh%%fpp In (g—p> . (109)
p

In Egs. (I08) and ([I09) &; is the coherence length for particle species 4, d, is the London penetration depth for protons,
and b, is some “external” radius of the order of the typical intervortex spacing |25, [72]. Note that Eq. ([I09) (see
also Ref. [81] for a nonrelativistic expression) is only applicable to a strong type-II superconductor, i.e., in the limit
dp > &p.

We remind the reader that the expressions (03] for W(“Ml.) are valid only for a simple model of noninteracting
vortices. If one accounts, e.g., for vortex-flux tube interaction, then both these vectors will depend on V(“Mp) and
V(”Mn) simultaneously.

Using the approximations discussed above, one can also simplify the thermodynamic relations. First, all the
thermodynamic quantities (e.g., the energy density ¢) can be expressed as functions of the variables n;, S, wﬁ.)w(k) 1

and B,
c=c¢ (ni, S, wé)w(k)#, B) ) (110)

Second, only the term W(Mp)#dV(“Mp) can be retained in the expression ([26]) for de,qq. Thus, in view of the relations
([I04) and ([I06]), the second law of thermodynamics (25]) becomes

Yir o 1
de = pidn; +TdS + 5 d (w(i)w(k)a) + EHcldB, (111)
and the Gibbs-Duhem relation (B6]), consequently, takes the form
Yik o 1
dP = dy; + ST — —F d (w(i)w(k)a) — —HudB. (112)

Similarly, only the last term (and only for proton vortices, ¢ = p) survives in the expression for AT(‘I‘E”M vortex) @7,

AT vorte = T = Wiy Vipya +0 Wi Viepya + 1 W) Vip)a- (113)

Noting that Vi » = ppnpf(,/c® [see Eq. (EJ)], and also using the relations (I04) and (I0G), one can transform
Eq. (II13) to

HClB HpT Hcl
AT,uu _ b,uabu pp ,ubua vb,ua 114
(EM+vortex) A [} + 47T€p02 (u f(P)O‘ +tu f(P)O‘) ’ ( )
or, equivalently, to
v HClB v v HpT Hcl vo, v _po
AT E M vortex) = T (LF =b"b") + Lrgﬁ (ut€” P Tug fip pby + u” € *Plug f)5y) - (115)

Repeating the derivation of the entropy generation equation (52)) with de given by Eq. (ITI) and AT(’EVM tvortex) given

by Eq. (II3)), one can find that the four-vectors W(*;L ) and W(’; ) [see Eq. (B4)] in the MHD limit should be defined as

1
W(’fz) = EcYnkwé‘k), (116)

c

W#

(p):n_p

Yprwly + 1M 0% (Herbya) | - (117)

TEp
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B. MHD equations

Now, working in the MHD approximation described above, let us formulate the dynamic equations for supercon-
ducting NSs with npep cores. We assume that protons form a type-II superconductor, and neutrons are superfluid.
However, we ignore the effects of NS rotation and hence assume that there are no neutron vortices in the system,
Vé‘:) = 0. Note that neutron vortices can be included separately (see Remark 3). As for the dissipative effects,

we consider only diffusion and mutual friction, thus ignoring chemical reactions as well as viscosity (i.e., we set
Q = AT; = A" = 3; = 0). The latter effects can easily be incorporated separately if needed.
The full set of equations allows to find seven unknown functions B*, u*, wfbn), T, Ne, Ny, and S (all other unknown

quantities can be expressed algebraically through these functions) and includes:

1. Continuity equations for neutrons, electrons, and muons describing evolution of n,, n., and n,, respectively:

By = B (mati® + Yarwlyy + Ajc) ) =0, (118)
Daifty = Oa (e + Ajy ) =0, (119)
00y = Oa (n#uo‘ + Aj&)) = 0. (120)

2. Total energy (p = 0) and momentum (pu = 1,2,3) conservation laws (B) describing evolution of the energy
density € and four-velocity u”:

8,T" =0, (121)

where
TH = (P + e)u"u” + Pg" + Yy, (wé)wz’k) + uiwfbk)uv + ,ukw(”i)u#) + AT{;EUM-‘FVOrtex)’ (122)
and AT is specified by Eq. (IT4). Instead of the energy conservation law, it is convenient to use the

(EM+vortex)
entropy generation equation (63]),

2
_ Hp'p

Pi ,
95" = Oy (S“# - TAJ(HZ')) = ap TouWiy = B donu: (123)

3. The four-vector wé‘n) satisfies the superfluid equation for neutrons, which, in the absence of vortices, reads
= E M (wf,y + pnpu” ) — 0 (W 4+ pput )| =0 (124)
n = (n) T Hn (n) T Hn =0

4. Magnetic induction evolves according to Maxwell equation (1),
OuFyun + 0y Fxy + OnFp =0, (125)

which, in terms of the vectors E and B, reads

10B
curlE = —EE, (126)
divB = 0. (127)

The set of equations (II8)-(I27) contains also unknown quantities n,,, wé‘p), E, f(’; » and A j(*; )» which are expressed

algebraically through the seven functions defined above.
First, the quantities n, and w!’ ) can be found from the condition J&ree) = 0 (I03), which, in view of the constraints

B and (@), leads to the well-known (and often employed in the literature) quasineutrality (I28) and screening (I29])
conditions [24, 126, 82]:

Np = Ne + Ny, (128)
i s g T
Yoprw, + Aj(p) — A](e) — AJ(H) =0. (129)
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Next, the quantities f(*; ) @) and Ajé‘i) (I[00) have the following form [note that we restored the factor ¢® in the
left-hand side of Eq. (I30)]:

2
#Z? by = = ARV W, — A (L =66 Wiy, — AL Wy, (130)
B BH b“b”d(k)y _ BJ_ (J_;w b“bl’) B b””d (k)vs
Ajly == CLYD Wi, — Cb (L9 00 Wiy, — Ci’ib“”WW (131)
_ Dl'kb“bvdmu = Dii (LM —=b"b") d(y, — Db dsy
where d(z and W, are given by Eqs. (53) and ([II7), respectively. The transport coefficients -App, Aﬁpv AZ), levlk’

B;Jfkv ok Cszv sz-,, Cg , ’Dllk, ’Df,;, and Dfé should be expressed through microscopic mutual friction parameters and
momentum transfer rates. We discuss these relations in Appendix [Bl

Finally, the electric field E* can be expressed algebraically from the superfluid proton equation (B3],

Vi = g {0 [y 4] =0 [ty + o] } 4 B = P g 132)

Note that the right-hand sides of Eqs. (I30) and ([I3T]) implicitly contain Ajé;) and E* [ therefore one has to solve
equations (I30), (I31), and ([I32) simultaneously in order to obtain closed-form expressions for f Aj (i)» and E*.
The nonrelativistic version of MHD equations from this section is provided in Appendix [Al

Remark 1. If App =B, I = = 0, one can define the vortex velocity ’U(L ) satisfying the vorticity transfer equation [25]

vVl = 0. (133)

(»

In analogy with GD16 [see equation (101) there], one can find that, up to arbitrary terms parallel to b*,

cT
B n

L Qv
Vi) = B (A Wyw + Boidy ) b (134)

(AW + Blidg,) L +

npepB

Remark 2.
The MHD equations presented in this section are very similar to those of Sec. VIII in GD16. For the reader’s
convenience, let us list their main differences from GD16:

1. Particle currents include the dissipative corrections Ajé‘i).
2. We use a slightly different definition of W(’; ) (see footnote [T).
3. The term kaw#k) in the expression (17 for W(‘;D ) does not vanish due to the presence of diffusive currents.

4. f(’; ) (and thus vé‘Lp)) includes additional terms proportional to d(k) (if transport coefficients Bl # 0).

5. Neutron vortices are absent, V&V) =0.

Remark 3.

One can easily account for the presence of neutron vortices, provided that we neglect their effect on diffusion and
ignore vortex-flux tube interaction (see Sec. [V.()). Under these assumptions, all equations of this section remain the
same, except for Eq. (I24]), which should be replaced with

1

u Vi =z {0 [y + p’] = 0 [ty + |} = 2220 g (135)

20 W(“) depends on the quantity kawfk) [see the definition (54))], which is expressed through Ajé‘i) with the help of the screening condition

(29). In addition, d(k) depends on E# [see the definition (G3))].
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and Eq. (I23), which should be replaced with

Hipp MP”I% " finT, " -
where f(‘;) is [see Eq. ([@I))]
2
/’Lnnn 1% v v v
~ a3 = — Al W Wiy, — Ay (LP —wHw?) Winy, — AR w0 W, (137)

and VV(*:I ) is given by Eq. [Ia).

VII. SUMMARY

In the present study we have formulated equations of dissipative relativistic finite-temperature MHD describing
superfluid /superconducting charged mixtures in the presence of vortices and electromagnetic field. For the first time,
the corresponding MHD equations systematically and simultaneously take into account the combined effects of particle
diffusion and mutual friction forces acting on superfluid/superconducting vortices. It is important to stress that these
two effects interfere with one another: diffusion affects particle velocities which, in turn, influences the vortex motion
via the mutual friction mechanism (and vice versa); as a result, the cross-coefficients Bl and C!” in Egs. (1) and
©2)) differ from zero.

We have obtained the general MHD equations and derived the entropy generation equation, following the same
phenomenological approach [19, I50] as in our previous papers [25, [26, [49] (see Secs. [l and [I)). These equations
extend the results of GD16 (which neglects all the dissipative processes except for the mutual friction dissipation) by
accounting for the diffusion, viscosity, chemical reactions, and radiation. Then, starting from the Onsager principle
and the condition of non-negative entropy production rate, we have derived in Sec. [[V] the general expressions for the
mutual friction forces and diffusive currents adopting the “MHD approximation” from GD16 (see Sec. [VTAl), that
utilizes the fact that in typical NS conditions the magnetic induction B is much larger than the fields E, D, and H.
Note that, in this approximation, mutual friction and diffusion (which are the main focus of our study) appear to be
completely decoupled from other dissipative mechanisms, which can be studied separately.

We have applied the formulated MHD to a number of special cases, where it can be considerably simplified (some of
these cases are interesting because of their application to NSs). In particular, simplifications arising for unmagnetized
NSs are discussed in Sec. [V-Cl The resulting equations allow one to easily study the effect of diffusion and mutual
friction dissipation on damping of stellar oscillations and various dynamical instabilities in NSs |40, [76]. In turn,
Sec. provides equations suitable for studying the quasistationary magnetic field evolution in superconducting NS
cores |41]. The full system of equations in this limit is presented in Sec. [VIl and describes npey matter with type-IT
proton superconductivity, accounting for an interplay of mutual friction and particle diffusion dissipation.

The MHD equations discussed above contain a number of phenomenological transport coefficients, that have to
be determined from microphysics. We have shown (see Appendix [B]) how to establish a connection between our
formalism and the microscopic approach, by expressing the phenomenological coefficients arising in our theory through
the microscopic mutual friction parameters D; and momentum transfer rates J;; in the low-temperature limit. We
emphasize that all these phenomenological coefficients, generally, depend on both D; and J;; due to interference
between the diffusion and mutual friction mechanisms.

We see two main immediate practical applications of our results. First, the dissipative MHD equations, presented
in this work, allow one to realistically model long-term magnetothermal evolution in superconducting NSs, accounting
for the macroscopic particle flows, diffusive currents, mutual friction, finite temperatures, as well as special and general
relativistic effects. Second, with the help of these equations, one can study the combined effect of diffusion and mutual
friction on oscillations and hydrodynamic instabilities in NSs: these effects are extremely efficient dissipative agents
in superfluid and superconducting NS cores [40, [76].

The presented magnetohydrodynamics can be generalized in a number of ways. First, one can easily consider a more
complex particle composition (e.g, including hyperons) within the presented framework. Another straightforward step
is to consider viscosity and chemical reactions in the presence of two preferred directions in the system (specified by
the two types of vortices), and to derive general form of the corresponding dissipative corrections following the same
procedure as in Sec. [Vl Further, an important task would be to describe pinning of neutron vortices to proton flux
tubes and the vortex creep. In principle, our general equations should account for these effects, but for practical
applications one also has to find a relation between the phenomenological quantities (such as the vector W(“Mi) or

the transport coefficient A%}”) and the microscopic parameters describing vortex-fluxtube interaction |77, 183-187]. We
expect that all these improvements will enable further progress towards realistic modelling of the various dynamical
processes in NSs.
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Appendix A: Nonrelativistic limit of equations of Sec. V1|

In this Appendix we present three-dimensional version of MHD equations of Sec. [VI] (see analogous equations in
Appendix I of GD16), assuming that all macroscopic velocities are nonrelativistic (the ‘low-velocity’ limit). At the
same time, we employ relativistic equation of state and discuss transition to the fully nonrelativistic limit separately.
To proceed to the latter limit, one has to assume that not only macroscopic velocities, but also equation of state is
nonrelativistic. Then one has to replace the chemical potential u; for particle species ¢ with the particle rest energy,
m;c® [note, however, that in the superfluid equations for neutrons (A23)) and protons (AZ]), as well as in Eq. (A38)
one should retain the small quantity fi; = (u; — mc?)/m;], and express the entrainment matrix Yj; through the
nonrelativistic matrix p;; by the formula [5§]

pir = mimic?Yiy, (A1)

where no summation over repeated indices is assumed. In the absence of entrainment p;r = pg;di, i-€., the off-diagonal
elements of the matrix vanish, and diagonal elements contain superfluid mass densities pg; for particle species 7. In
the fully nonrelativistic limit, the pressure P can be neglected in comparison to the energy density e, which equals
the rest energy density:

P < e~ pc?, (A2)

where p = m;n; is the total mass density. The components of AT, are also much smaller than pc?.

(EM+-vortex)
Below, all the three-vectors (shown in boldface) are defined in the laboratory frame. Note that all scalar thermo-

dynamic quantities (e.g., particle number density n;) in this paper are measured in the comoving frame; however, in
the laboratory frame they have the same values in the low-velocity limit.

Nonrelativistic three-velocities
For convenience, let us first introduce some nonrelativistic quantities. The four-velocity u* is expressed through
the normal (nonsuperfluid) velocity V orm of nonrelativistic hydrodynamics by the formula

ut = (u®,u) = Vinorm ~ (1, erm) . (A3)
c

\/1 norm \/1 _ M

In what follows, we retain only leading-order terms in Vyorm/c and V;/c in all equations.
The four-vector wﬁ.) is related to the nonrelativistic superfluid velocity V's; by (285, [58]

wﬁ.) = mch(Sl) piu, (A4)
where V) = (V(bz Vsi) and VJ; can be found from Eqgs. (@) and (Ad):
(si) = % u:OSi. (A5)
In the low-velocity limit
w _ (0 Vnorm
Wy = (w(i),w(i)) ~ (O,michi — - ) . (A6)

For nonrelativistic particles u; = m;c?, and, in the fully nonrelativistic limit, the vector w ;) reduces to

w(i) = m;cC (Vsi — Vnorm) . (A?)
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Being expressed in terms of V(’: ;)» the vorticity tensor V(*;l)' ([22) reads (recall that, starting from Sec. [[V] we ignore
viscosity and set »; = 0)

VI = m, [a Vi — 0V

(st)

} + %F””. (A8)

In the fully nonrelativistic limit it is also convenient to introduce the nonsuperfluid particle velocities V;, in order
to express the spatial part of the particle current jé) = (j?i), ji), as a sum of nonsuperfluid and superfluid currents

(with velocities V; and V;, respectively):

. 1 Vi 1 pitVsk
= n; - = E ik | — + — E UL L A
Ji (n mi < pk) c + m; < c (A9)

Note that no summation over index i is assumed in Eqgs. (A9)-(ATIl), and only linear terms in velocities are taken
into account. Comparing Eq. (A9) with definitions (@), (A3), and ([Af]), one can express Aj; through V; as

1 V,-V
Aj. — - — ’ -t =~ nomm Al
o= (i o) Ve (a0

k
For nonsuperfluid particles Eq. (AT0) reduces to
(Vi - Vnorm)

c

Aj; =n; (A11)

Using the above definitions, below we present the low-velocity version of equations of Sec. [VI], and also discuss how
they will be modified in the fully nonrelativistic limit. The full set of equations contains dynamic equations for seven
unknown functions B, Viyorm, Wn, M, e, Ny, and S, supplemented by algebraic relations allowing one to find all
other quantities.

Dynamic equations

1. In the low-velocity limit the continuity equations for neutrons (II8]), electrons (I19) and muons ([I20) read

ony, )
% + V [n2Viorm + cYnrwy, + cAj,] =0, (A12)
One .
5 + V [neViorm + cAj,.] =0, (A13)
0
gt” +V [0,V o + ¢Af, ] = (A14)
In the fully nonrelativistic limit these equations can be presented, in terms of the velocities V; and Vg; |64], as
Opn
8t +V [( — Pnn — pnp) V,+ pnszk] =0, (A15)
Ope
P 1V (pV) =0, (416)
(’9pH
STV (0,V,) =0, (A17)

where p; = m;n; and no summation over i is assumed.

2. The entropy generation equation (I23), which is convenient to use instead of the energy conservation law, reduces
to

EE +V

C

and the total momentum conservation equation reads

197"

c Ot

+V,, T =0, (A19)
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where the spatial indices | and m run over I,m = 1, 2,3, and the energy-momentum tensor T+ is specified by
Eq. (IZ2). In the fully nonrelativistic limit the momentum density T /c reduces simply to T%/c = pV,i  +

norm
>k Pik (Vi — Vilgem), while T'™ is given by Eq. (A33) below. Then Eq. (AI9), with the help of the Gibbs-
Duhem relation , can be represented as

6 m
5 +V

erform + Z Pik (‘/slk - Vrform) anlormVni)lrm + Z Pik (‘[slz s7l? - anormVnT)er)
ik ik
|:(V:>z - Vnorm) (ka - Vnorm):|

- nivlui — SV!IT + pikvl 5

1
— — [B x curl (Hayb))'.  (A20)
4
Here the last term in the right-hand side describes buoyancy and tension forces acting on proton flux tubes.
This term replaces the Lorentz term Jgee X B of the ordinary MHD, which vanishes due to the screening of
electric current inside the superconductor (see, e.g., Refs. [24, [78[).

3. Superfluid equation ([I24]), written for neutrons in the absence of vortices, in the three-dimensional form reduces
to the two equations,

10V, o

z 0 — A21

o T VvV, =0, (A21)
curlVg, =0, (A22)

where V0 is given by Eq. (A5). One can also obtain a nonrelativistic version of Eq. (A2I)), assuming that
velocities are small and neutrons are nonrelativistic (see Ref. [25], Appendix C):

aVsn
ot

1
+ (Ven ViV +V | jin — 3 Ven — Vaorm|*| =0, (A23)

where fi, = (jtn — mnc?)/my.
4. The “magnetic evolution” equation [the same as equation (I123) in GD16] is obtained from Maxwell equation

10B
IE=—— A24
o c Ot (A24)
by substituting E from Eq. (A40) (see below) and neglecting the terms depending on curl Vg, in comparison to

the similar terms depending on e,/(m,c) B:

0B HpTp B
o + curl ( e fp+ B XViyorm | =0. (A25)

The above equations describe time evolution of magnetic field B, velocities V yorm and Vg, (or, equivalently, w,, ),
as well as scalar thermodynamic quantities (n; and S). Note that the superfluid velocity for protons, Vg, (or w,), is
expressed from the screening condition (A31]), and thus does not provide an additional dynamic degree of freedom; the
diffusive currents Aj; (or velocities V; of nonsuperfluid components) are also expressed algebraically via Eq. (A35]).

Algebraic relations

1. In the low-velocity limit the small quantity wﬁ')w(k)u that enters the thermodynamic relations ([10)—(IT2])

reduces to ww [see Eq. (AG)]. As a result, any thermodynamic quantity (e.g., the energy density €) should
be expressed as functions of the variables n;, S, ww ), and B,

E=¢ (ni, S,'w(i)w(k), B) y (A26)
whereas the second law of thermodynamics and the Gibbs-Duhem relation read, respectively,

Y; 1

de = pidn; + T dS + == d (wiyw) + -HadB, (A27)
0
Y; 1

dP = nidp; + S dT — == d (wiwy) — -HadB. (A28)
T

21 Note that the force F&ag in Eq. (95) of Ref. [24] contains an additional term, —(pp)/(47)V? (BOH/p); in our formulation this term is
included in Vp; due to renormalization of the chemical potential, see equation (G25) in GD16.
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In the fully nonrelativistic limit the term it d (w(;wx)) reduces, in view of Egs. (AI) and (A7), to

(Vsi - Vnorm) (ka - Vnorm)
5 .

2

d (w(i)w(k)) = pikd (A29)

2. Proton number density n, and superfluid proton velocity Vg, can be found from the quasineutrality (I28)) and
screening (I29) conditions,

’er = Ne + ny,7 (A30)
jp_je_juz Pkwk+(Ajp_Aje_Aju):O' (A31)
For nonrelativistic matter the screening condition (A31]), written in terms of V; and Vg, takes the form
% (Vak = V) + 0,V — Ve — 0V, = 0. (A32)
P

3. The energy-momentum tensor T#¥, employed in Eq. (A19), is specified by Eqs. (I22) and ([II5). In the fully
nonrelativistic limit its spatial part 7™ (I,m = 1,2,3), with the help of relations (AT)-([A3)), and (A7), reduces
to [cf. Ref. |64] and equation (122) in GD16]

H, B!'B™
T = | p— o | VE v Vv 4 pstm g <L [ gsim . A33
(p ; P k) norm ¥ norm + ; Pik Vi Vs + + An B ( )

4. Aj; and f, are expressed through dj, and W, [see Eqgs. (I30) and (L31))}:

2
Pplp o _ L H
By, = AL W — AW, — AT (W, x b (A3)
— lelkdk” — BkadkL — ng [dkL X b] .
Aj;=—ChW, —CiW,1 — CH WL xb) (A35)
— ,Dykdkﬂ — 'DiJ;'Cko_ — 'Dg [d/u_ X b] R
where
dy = (dpb)b, dpL =di — (drb)b, W, = (Wyb)b, W, =W, — (W,b)b, (A36)
B
b= L (A37)
o (M) ek Viorm
dk_V(T) T{E+ < xB], (A38)
- Cka
W, = n w(g) + e curl (He1 b) . (A39)
5. The electric field E is expressed from the superfluid equation ([I32]) for protons,
8Vsp 0 _ HpTNp €p V norm
e + VV, +curlVy X Viorm = 2 fo+ m, E + . x B, (A40)
which, in the nonrelativistic limit, takes the form [cf. GD16, Eq. (I7)]
oV 1
8tp + (Vspv)vsp + V /ip - 5 |Vsp - Vnorm|2:| = —Clll"lep X (Vnorm - Vsp)
€p Vnorm

— -+ (E+——xB A41
np fp + m, ( + c X > ’ ( )

where fi, = (1, — mpc?)/my.
Note that the right-hand sides of Eqs. (A34)) and (A35)) implicitly contain Aj; and E (see footnote 20), therefore

one has to solve equations (A34)), (A35), and (AZd)) simultaneously in order to obtain closed-form expressions
for f,, Aj;, and E.
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Remark 1. If neutrons and protons are completely superfluid, then Aj, and Aj, (which describe dissipative
corrections to the nonsuperfluid currents) vanish together with the corresponding transport coefficients.

Remark 2. The magnetic evolution equation (A25]) can be further simplified if transport coefficients Aﬂp and leli in
Eq. (A34) are small. Then f, can be presented as

€pC

= B x (Vip — Viorm)], A42
fp Ly [ ( Lp )] ( )
where
Vi, =V - —CQ APW ., + BRd,) + —CQ ALW, + BLd b A43
Lp e n, B ( ppT P pk k) epny B ( pp7T P Pk k) % (A43)

is the nonrelativistic velocity of proton vortices [spatial part of the four-vector vé‘Lp) multiplied by ¢, see Eq. (I34)].
Eq. (A25) can then be rewritten in the form [cf. GD16, equation (124)]

OB
N + curl (B x V) =0, (A44)
which simply states that the magnetic field is transferred by the vortices.

Remark 3.

One can easily account for the presence of neutron vortices, provided that we neglected their effect on diffusion and
ignore vortex-flux tube interaction (see Sec. [V.C)). Under these assumptions, all equations of this section remain the
same, except for Eqs. (A2I))-(A23), which should be replaced with

aVsn 0 HnTn
Bn +cVV, +curlVy, X Viyorm = T fo (A45)

and Eq. (AI8), which should be replaced with

108 Vnorm i . _ /’Lpn]% Mnn% .
cor TV (S c TAJZ) = o IoWo t T FaWa = Adida, (A46)
where W, is given by [see Eq. (I16))]
1
Wn = n—nCYnk’w(k), (A47)
and f,, is [see Eq. ([@I))]
,Unn?l I s H
_ﬁ n = _AnanH - AnanJ- - Ann [WWJ- X w] ’ (A4‘8)
Vaun
W, =Www, W, =W,-Www w=-o (A49)
Vinin)
In the nonrelativistic limit Eq. (A48) reduces to [cf. GD16, Eq. (I7)]
aVsn ~ 1 2
815 + (Vb’ﬂv)vb’ﬂ + V Hn — 5 |V:>n - Vnorm| = —Clll"len X (Vnorm - Vb’ﬂ) — Nn fn (A50)

Appendix B: Phenomenological transport coefficients in the low-temperature limit

Here we establish a connection between our transport coefficients and the mutual friction parameters/momentum
transfer rates of microscopic theory. To this aim, we analyze the equation of motion for individual proton vortices, as
well as the Euler-like equations for nonsuperfluid particles in the npeu matter 24 We present an algorithm that allows

22 These Euler-like equations follow from the transport equations written for each particle species, see, e.g., Refs. [32, 40, 49, [8§].
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us to find microscopic expressions for Aj, and V', compare them with the phenomenological equations (A35) and
(A43)), and, finally, obtain the expressions for the phenomenological transport coefficients A%, BL, C4”, and DIy .

As in Appendix [A]l we work in the MHD limit, ignore neutron vortices, and assume that all macroscopic velocities
are nonrelativistic. For the sake of simplicity, we further make some additional assumptions. Namely, we adopt the
low-temperature limit (T — 0), ignore all the terms depending on VT, and assume that protons and neutrons are
completely superfluid (no Bogoliubov thermal excitations), so that only electrons and muons can scatter off the vortex
cores. In addition, we also neglect entrainment between superfluid neutrons and protons, i.e., set Y, = 0.

The proton vortex velocity Vi, enters the equation describing the balance of forces acting on a proton vortex.
Neglecting small vortex mass, the latter equation takes the form [44]

Z FiﬂV + cht = 07 (Bl)
=€,
where
Fisy==Dibx[bx (Vi=Vyp)]|+ Db x (Vi—Vip)| (B2)

is the velocity-dependent force per unit length acting on a vortex from particle species i, V; = ¢j;/n; is the velocity of
particle species i, and coefficients D; and D] are calculated from microphysics (see Ref. |44] and references therein).
In the absence of diffusion the phenomenological mutual friction parameters «,, Sy, and 7, employed in GD16 can
be expressed through D; and D} as

hny, (D, + D,
‘up;zpap _ s np(2 e /,u) . (B3)
c (D€+DM) +(‘D€+DH)
HpTp mhny(De + D))
— , B4
@ Pr (De + D,)* + (DL + Dj,)? (B4)
Yp = 0. (B5)

To obtain these relations, one has to solve Eq. (BI)) with V., = V. = Viorm and compare the result with equations
(101) and (I125) of GD16.

The first and the second term in Eq. (B2)) describe the (dissipative) drag force and the (nondissipative) transverse
force, respectively. Feyy is the velocity-independent force per unit length; it is the sum of buoyancy and tension forces
[43]:

he

Fo = [b x curl (H.1b)] . (B6)

€p

Using Egs. (A31)) and (A39), and noting that Agj, = 0 (since all protons are superconducting), one can present Feys
as

c .. c ..
Fext = —thp |:b X (Wp — n—ije — n_pAJH)] . (B?)
The velocities V. and V, can be found from the Euler equations [41] (i = e, 1 and no summation over i is assumed)
0 i Hint
n; {& + (V¢V)} (C_QVZ) =-—n;Vpi — 2 Vo — kz#l Ji Vi=Vi) = NvpFisv, (B8)

where ¢ is the gravitational potential, J;x = Jg; is the momentum transfer rate per unit volume between particle
species ¢ and k, and Ny, = B/ quo = epB/(mhc) is the number of proton vortices per unit area. The Lorentz force
is contained in the last term in the right-hand side of Eq. (BS]), since we assume that all the electromagnetic field is
generated by proton vortices. Note that, e.g., in the similar equations of Ref. [41] the vector F; from this reference
includes only the drag force [the second term in Eq. (B2))], whereas the Lorentz force [the first term in Eq. (B2))] is
written out separately.

Since in the hydrodynamic regime the velocities V; are close to one another, one can simplify the left-hand side of
Eq. (BS) by replacing V'; with the average mass velocity of nonsuperfluid particles U = (eneVe + ppunu V) /(pene+
puny) |88, 189], which, in the low-temperature limit, coincides with Vyorm introduced in Eq. (A3). Below we work in
the comoving frame, specified by the condition V orm = 0, or, in terms of V. and V,,

peneVe + pun,V, = 0. (B9)
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The left-hand side of Eq. (B8) in this frame reduces to (u;n;/c?) OU/9t. Then, subtracting Euler equations (BS)
(divided by u;n;) for electrons and muons, we obtain:
Ve V 1 1
Vi + Fu < +
HeTle HpTp

NV;DFEHV +
HeTle e

) Je,u (Ve - V,u) - NVpF,u%V - 0 (BlO)
He m

The set of linear algebraic equations (BI), (B9), and (BIQ) allows one to find the quantities Vi, Aj,, and Aj,.
To express them through W, d., and d,,, one has to make the following substitutions in these equations:

1. substitute F;_,y and Fey from Egs. (B2) and (B7);
2. replace Vy; with Td; + ¢;E [see Eq. (A38)); recall that we ignore the terms depending on VT7;

3. replace E with (—1/¢) V1, x B [this condition follows from the assumption that the electric field is generated
only by the vortex motion, see equation (G15) in GD16];

4. replace V; with ¢Aj,;/n; (note that we work in the comoving frame, Vorm = 0).

Then, solving the system of equations (BI]), (BY), and (BI{), and comparing the results with Eqs. (A35]) and (AZ43),
one can determine the coefficients ALY, Bg,: , Ciyy » and Dy;” and directly check that the Onsager relations (), (78),
and (79) are satisfied.

Since the resulting expressions are very lengthy, we do not provide them for the most general case. Instead, we
write them out in the limit Je, < NvpD; < |Ny,Dj|, which is realistic for typical NS conditions (see, e.g., Fig. 1 in
Ref. [41]). We also set D, = —whn,, as argued in Refs. [24, [44]. Then the transport coefficients have, up to the first
order in Je,/ |NvpDj| = (¢Jeu)/(epniB) and D,/ |D}| = D;/(whn;), the following form{23

Al =0, (B11)
L _ &B(De+Dy)
A, = g , (B12)
H _ _ &B
Apy = — L5, (B13)
Bl =0, (B14)
BL — fu (unuDe — pene Dy) [neDyy (pgng + 2pZnen,, + uini) +nDe (ugng + 2#3”6”# + uini)]
pe 2
m2h2eneny, (ne +ny) (p2ne + p2n,) (B15)
+M#Je# (teme + ,u#n#)? (ppunpDe — peneD,,) ~0
ThepBneny, (p2ne + Mi”uf ,
1L FHep
By, = _'LL_Bpev (B16)
w
e eD - De e
BH — H (e e ), Bl — _Fepi (B17)
mhe (pZne + pZny) i
cl =0, ct=-8L cll=-pl (B18)
2,2
Dl, =Dl = - prettulely T 5 (B19)
cJep (ﬂene + Munu)
,DJ_ _ ,DJ_ _ _ﬂeMuT (NgngDM + Mini‘De) _ CﬂeMMTJeH (Nene + Munu)2 ~ _Me/J’HT (METLEDH + MiniDe) (B20)
- e mheyB (p2ne + uinuf e2B? (12ne + Minuf ThepB (p2ne + uinu)2
T
pi —pH — __Lelullelp- B21
n he " B (u2ne + 12ny) (B21)
plH — _Luplla - pllH _ _LeplLH (B22)
e jm

A number of comments regarding these equations is in order:

23 Note that the expression (BI5) for Bzﬁg is of the second order in the small parameter (D;/D}); we write it down to emphasize that,
generally, it does not vanish. We also point out that we retain the (small) second term o Je, in the intermediate equality in (B20),
because only this term survives in the expression for Dé‘u in the nonsuperfluid MHD of DGS20.
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1. The coeflicients Ajlg‘p and Bﬂi vanish since there is no force acting along the vortex line in Eq. (BI)).

2. Agj and Ajp do not depend, in the leading order, on the electron-muon momentum transfer rate J,; these
coefficients are proportional to, respectively, the mutual friction parameters o, and 8, of nondiffusive hydro-

dynamics [26] [cf. Eq. ([@0)]. Note, however, that generally all coefficients, except for ’Dyk, depend on both Je,
and Dl

3. The cross-coefficient Bﬁ , which describes force acting on a vortex due to gradients of chemical potentials V p;,
differs from zero. This interference of diffusion and mutual friction has the following physical meaning: diffusion
affects particle velocities V; which, in turn, affect the vortex motion via the mutual friction mechanism (and
vice versa).

4. The dissipative cross-coefficient B,;, generally, differs from zero, but vanishes in the first order in Je,,/ [Ny, Dj| =
(¢Jep)/(epniB) and D;/ |D}| = D,/(mhn;), and thus can be neglected.

5. The expression for D!M, which describes diffusion of electrons and muons along the vortex lines, has exactly the
same form as in the nonsuperfluid matter (see DGS20), since the only force acting along the vortex line is the
electron-muon friction.

6. In contrast, the dominant first term in ’Dé‘u depends on the mutual friction parameters D, and D,,. This means
that, for electrons and muons moving across the vortex array, the momentum exchange between particles is
mediated mainly by vortices [via the friction force, see the first term in Eq. (B2)], instead of direct electron-
muon interaction [the term J¢, (V. — V) in the Euler equation (BI0)].

7. The (nondissipative) coefficient Di has, in the leading order, the same form as for nonsuperfluid matter. This
is not surprising, since this coefficient describes the Lorentz force acting on electrons and muons.

Remark 1.
If we consider another limit and neglect the friction force between flux tubes and electrons or muons, i.e., set
D. = D, = 0 (without assuming that J, is small), then diffusion and mutual friction are completely decoupled,

B = CpY = 0. In addition, All, and A, also vanish, Al = Az, =0, so that the force on a vortex is described only
by nondissipative coefficient Af = —eyn,B/ (c2T). In turn, the generalized diffusion coefficients Dyk, DZ-J,-C, and Df,g
in this approximation take exactly the same form as in the nonsuperfluid matter (see DGS20).

In conclusion, we note that the presented scheme for calculating the phenomenological transport coefficients can
readily be generalized to arbitrary temperatures and particle compositions.
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