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Dissipative superfluid relativistic magnetohydrodynamics of a multicomponent fluid:

the combined effect of particle diffusion and vortices

V. A. Dommes∗ and M. E. Gusakov
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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.

PACS numbers: 04.40.Dg, 04.40.Nr, 47.32.C, 47.32.-y, 47.37.+q, 95.30.Lz, 95.30.Qd, 95.30.Tg

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 (µ). This matter is extremely compact and degenerate – its density
is several times greater than the density of matter in atomic nuclei, ρ0 = 2.8 × 1014 g cm−3. Magnetic fields in NSs
may reach enormous values & 1015 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 [4–7],
as well as observations of cooling, glitching, and rapidly rotating NSs [8–12], baryons (in particular, neutrons, and
protons) in NS interiors are expected to become superfluid/superconducting at temperatures T . 108 − 1010 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

∗ e-mail: vasdommes@gmail.com
1 Here we assume that protons form a type-II superconductor, which is likely true for the outer part of the NS core, but, probably, not
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, 42, 43]) 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, 50] 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].2 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. II 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. III, we derive
the entropy generation equation and in Sec. IV 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. V 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. VII. The paper also contains two appendices. Appendix A presents a nonrelativistic limit
of MHD equations from Sec. VI. In Appendix B 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 c and the Boltzmann constant kB are set to unity,

c = 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.
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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 muons.3 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 Gν in the right-hand side of Eq. (8);
(ii) the particle production rate ∆Γi in the right-hand side of Eq. (1); (iii) the dissipative correction ∆jµ(i) to the

particle current density (4); (iv) the dissipative correction ∆τµν to the energy-momentum tensor (9); and (v) the
superfluid dissipative correction κi to the chemical potential µi in the definitions (6) 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 jµ(i) of particle species i satisfies the continuity equation

∂µj
µ
(i) = ∆Γi, (1)

where ∂µ ≡ ∂/∂xµ is the four-gradient, and ∆Γi is the corresponding production rate (source of particles i). Here
and below, unless otherwise stated, Latin indices i, k, . . . refer to particle species (neutrons n, protons p, electrons e,
and muons µ), whereas Greek letters µ, ν . . . = 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 jµ(i) = niu

µ,

where uµ is the (common for all particle species) normal four-velocity, normalized by the condition

uµu
µ = −1, (2)

and ni is the particle number density measured in the comoving frame uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0), such that

uµj
µ
(i) = −ni. (3)

When accounting for superfluidity and diffusive currents, jµ(i) can generally be presented as a sum of three terms:

jµ(i) = niu
µ + Yikw

µ
(k) +∆jµ(i), (4)

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

uµw
µ
(i) = 0. (5)

This vector is related to the wave-function phase Φi of the Cooper condensate by the formula

wµ
(i) = ∂µφi − (µi + κi)u

µ − eiA
µ, (6)

where ∂µφi = (~/2)∂µΦi [58], ~ is the Planck constant, µi is the relativistic chemical potential for particle species i,
Aµ is the electromagnetic potential, and κi is the viscous dissipative correction to the chemical potential [25, 59].
Further, Yik in Eq. (4) is the symmetric entrainment matrix [58, 60–63], which is a relativistic analogue of the

nonrelativistic superfluid mass-density matrix [64–67]; and ∆jµ(i) is the dissipative correction due to nonsuperfluid

diffusive currents (see DGS20 for a similar definition of ∆jµ(i) in normal matter).

Throughout the paper, all the thermodynamic quantities are defined (measured) in the comoving frame. This
means that the relation (3) holds also in the general case (when dissipation effects are allowed for), which imposes an
additional constraint on ∆jµ(i),

uµ∆jµ(i) = 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.
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Energy-momentum conservation

The relativistic energy-momentum conservation law takes the form

∂µT
µν = Gν , (8)

where Gν is the radiation four-force density, which describes exchange of energy and momentum between matter and
radiation4, and the energy-momentum tensor T µν is given by

T µν = (P + ε)uµuν + Pgµν + Yik

(
wµ

(i)w
ν
(k) + µiw

µ
(k)u

ν + µkw
ν
(i)u

µ
)
+∆T µν

(EM+vortex) +∆τµν , (9)

where P is the pressure defined by Eq. (35) below, ε is the energy density, and gµν = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) is the space-
time metric.5 The energy-momentum tensor (9) is a sum of the energy-momentum tensor of a vortex-free uncharged
superfluid hydrodynamics (the first three terms) plus electromagnetic and vortex contributions ∆T µν

(EM+vortex) given

by Eq. (37) below, and dissipative correction ∆τµν . 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 00 of the energy-momentum tensor, T 00 = ε,

which implies

uµuνT
µν = ε. (10)

This relation, in view of the expressions (9), (5) (37)–(39), (47), and (48), imposes the following constraint on the
dissipative correction ∆τµν ,

uµuν∆τµν = 0. (11)

Note, however, that the four-velocity uµ 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 uµ by requiring the total momentum
of the normal fluid component to be zero in the comoving frame. This leads to an additional condition for ∆τµν ,

uν∆τµν = 0. (12)

The condition (12) 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,

divDDD = 4πρfree, (13)

curlEEE = −∂BBB

∂t
, (14)

divBBB = 0, (15)

curlHHH = 4πJJJ free +
∂DDD

∂t
, (16)

where EEE is the electric field, BBB is the magnetic induction, DDD is the electric displacement, HHH is the magnetic field,
ρfree is the free charge density, and JJJ free is the current density of free charges. Note that, generally, DDD 6= EEE and
HHH 6= BBB, 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]) DDD = EEE and HHH =BBB.
The explicitly covariant form of Maxwell equations (13)–(16) is [69, 70]

∂µFνλ + ∂νFλµ + ∂λFµν = 0, (17)

∂νG
µν = 4πJµ

(free), (18)

4 For isotropic emission Gν = −Quν , 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 ǫµνλσ with ηµνλσ ≡
(

−det gαβ

)−1/2
ǫµνλσ.
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where the antisymmetric electromagnetic tensors Fµν ≡ ∂µAν − ∂νAµ and Gµν are composed of components of the
vectors EEE, BBB, DDD, and HHH ,

Fµν =




0 E1 E2 E3

−E1 0 B3 −B2

−E2 −B3 0 B1

−E3 B2 −B1 0


 , (19)

Gµν =




0 D1 D2 D3

−D1 0 H3 −H2

−D2 −H3 0 H1

−D3 H2 −H1 0


 , (20)

and Jµ
(free) = (ρfree,JJJ free) is the four-current density of free charges,

Jµ
(free) ≡ eij

µ
(i) = einiu

µ + eiYikw
µ
(k) + ei∆jµ(i), (21)

where ei is the electric charge for particle species i.

Vorticity tensor

Following GD16, we introduce the vorticity tensor

Vµν
(i) ≡ ∂µ

[
wν

(i) + (µi + κi)u
ν + eiA

ν
]
− ∂ν

[
wµ

(i) + (µi + κi)u
µ + eiA

µ
]
, (22)

which is a relativistic generalization of the three-vector micurlVVV si + (ei/c)BBB (see Appendix A). In a system without
topological defects (i.e., vortices), the superfluid phase Φi is a smooth function of coordinates satisfying the condition
∂µ∂νΦi − ∂ν∂µΦi = 0, which, in view of Eq. (6), translates into

Vµν
(i) = 0. (23)

However, in the presence of vortices, the condition ∂µ∂νΦi−∂ν∂µΦi = 0 is violated at the vortex lines. Consequently,
the (smooth-averaged) vorticity tensor Vµν

(i) differs from zero. One can demonstrate that this tensor Vµν
(i) is related to

the number of vortices NVi piercing the closed contour by the relation [25]6

1

2

∫
dfµν V(i)µν = π~NVi. (24)

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

Thermodynamic relations

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

dε = µi dni + T dS +
Yik

2
d
(
wα

(i)w(k)α

)
+ dεadd, (25)

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

dεadd =
1

4π
EµdD

µ +
1

4π
HµdB

µ + Vµ
(Ei)dW(Ei)µ +W(Mi)µdVµ

(Mi). (26)

Here we introduced the auxiliary vortex-related vectors Wµ
(Ei) and Wµ

(Mi), in full analogy with the electromagnetic

vectors Dµ and Hµ, respectively. Eq. (26) should be considered as a definition of the vectors Dµ, Hµ, Wµ
(Ei), and

Wµ
(Mi) [or, equivalently, the tensors Gµν and Wµν

(i) , see the identities (27)–(34) below]. When a microscopic model for

the system energy density is specified (see, e.g., Appendix G in GD16 and Sec. VIA), one can express these vectors

6 This relation is satisfied for Fermi superfluids (e.g., neutrons or protons); for Bose superfluids there should be 2π~NVi 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].
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through the vectors Eµ, Bµ, V(Ei)µ, and V(Mi)µ (or, equivalently, through the tensors Fµν and Vµν
(i) ). The four-vectors

entering Eq. (26) are related to the corresponding tensors as

Eµ ≡ uνF
µν , (27)

Dµ ≡ uνG
µν , (28)

Bµ ≡ 1

2
ǫµναβuνFαβ , (29)

Hµ ≡ 1

2
ǫµναβuνGαβ , (30)

Vµ
(Ei) ≡ uνVµν

(i) , (31)

Vµ
(Mi) ≡

1

2
ǫµναβ uν V(i)αβ , (32)

Wµ
(Ei) ≡ uνWµν

(i) , (33)

Wµ
(Mi) ≡

1

2
ǫµναβ uν W(i)αβ , (34)

where the Levi-Civita tensor ǫµναβ is defined such that ǫ0123 = 1. In the comoving frame, uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0), the four-
vectors Eµ, Dµ, Bµ and Hµ are related to, respectively, the ordinary three-vectors EEE, DDD, BBB, and HHH as: Eµ = (0,EEE),
Dµ = (0,DDD), Bµ = (0,BBB), Hµ = (0,HHH).
The total pressure P is defined (see, e.g., GD16) as a partial derivative of the full system energy εV with respect

to the volume V at constant total number of particles niV , total entropy SV , as well as at fixed quantities wα
(i)w(k)α,

Dµ, Bµ, Wµ
(Ei), and Wµ

(Mi):

P ≡ −∂ (εV )

∂V
= −ε+ µini + TS, (35)

Using Eqs. (25), (26), and (35), one arrives at the following Gibbs-Duhem relation,

dP = ni dµi + S dT − Yik

2
d
(
wα

(i)w(k)α

)
− 1

4π
EαdD

α − 1

4π
HαdB

α − Vµ
(Ei)dW(Ei)µ −W(Mi)µdVµ

(Mi). (36)

Electromagnetic and vortex contribution to T µν

The electromagnetic and vortex contribution to T µν , represented by the term ∆T µν
(EM+vortex) in Eq. (9), has been

derived in GD16, and takes the form

∆T µν
(EM+vortex) = T µν

(E) + T µν
(M) + T µν

(VE) + T µν
(VM), (37)

where the electromagnetic contributions T µν
(E) and T µν

(M) are given by [see equations (66) and (67) in GD16]

T µν
(E) =

1

4π
(⊥µν DαEα −DµEν) , (38)

T µν
(M) =

1

4π

(
⊥G

µα ⊥F
ν
α +uν ⊥G

µα
Eα + uµ ⊥G

να
Eα

)
. (39)

Here and hereafter ⊥µν≡ gµν+uµuν, and the notation ‖Xµν and ⊥X µν is introduced for arbitrary antisymmetric tensor
Xµν :

‖Xµν
= −uνXµ

(E) + uµX ν
(E) = −uνuα Xµα + uµuαX να =




0 X01 X02 X03

−X01 0 0 0
−X02 0 0 0
−X03 0 0 0


 , (40)

⊥X µν
= ǫαβµνuβ X(M)α =⊥µα⊥νβ Xαβ =




0 0 0 0
0 0 X12 X13

0 −X12 0 X23

0 −X13 −X23 0


 , (41)
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where the matrix expressions are written in the comoving frame, and the “electric” and “magnetic” four-vectors Xµ
(E)

and Xµ
(M) are defined as [cf. Eqs. (31)–(34)]

Xµ
(E) ≡ uνXµν , (42)

Xµ
(M) ≡

1

2
ǫµναβ uν Xαβ . (43)

Note that the following relations are satisfied:

Xµν = ‖X µν
+ ⊥X µν

, (44)

⊥µν
‖Xµν

= 0, (45)

uν
⊥Xµν

= 0, (46)

and ‖Xµν and ⊥X µν can be expressed in terms of, respectively, “electric” and “magnetic” four-vectors Xµ
(Ei) and Xµ

(Mi)

[see the first equalities in Eqs. (40) and (41)]. Similarly, the vortex contributions T µν
(VE) and T µν

(VM) to the energy-

momentum tensor can be presented as [see equations (88) and (89) in GD16]

T µν
(VE) = ⊥µν Wα

(Ei)V(Ei)α −Wµ
(Ei)Vν

(Ei), (47)

T µν
(VM) =

⊥Wµα
(i)

⊥Vν
(i)α +uν ⊥Wµα

(i) V(Ei)α + uµ ⊥Wνα
(i) V(Ei)α. (48)

To sum up, the dissipative equations governing dynamics of superfluid and superconducting mixture consist of the
continuity equations (1) [with jµ(i) given by Eq. (4)], the energy-momentum conservation law (8) [with T µν given by

Eqs. (9) and (37)], Maxwell equations (17) and (18), and the superfluid equation [Eq. (23) or Eq. (59) below]. These
equations are supplemented by the thermodynamic relations (25), (35), and (36), as well as by the definition (12) of
the comoving frame.

III. ENTROPY GENERATION EQUATION

The equations of Sec. II contain the entropy generation equation, which is crucial for determining the general form
of dissipative corrections (see Sec. IV). One can derive this equation by considering the expression uν∂µT

µν − uνG
ν ,

which vanishes in view of Eq. (8). Using Eqs. (1), (4), (5), (9), (25), (35), as well as the identities uν∂µu
ν = 0, and

∂µg
µν = 0, we arrive at the following entropy generation equation [cf. equation (33) in Ref. [59], equation (58) in

GD16, and equation (25) in DGS20],

∂µ (Su
µ) =

1

T
uνYikw(k)µ

[
Ṽµν
(i) − ∂µ (κiuν) + ∂ν (κiuµ)

]
+

µi

T
∂µ∆jµ(i) −

µi

T
∆Γi

− uµ

T
∂µεadd +

uν

T
∂µ

(
∆T µν

(EM+vortex) +∆τµν
)
− Q

T
, (49)

where

Ṽµν
(i) ≡ Vµν

(i) − eiF
µν = ∂µ

[
wν

(i) + (µi + κi)u
ν
]
− ∂ν

[
wµ

(i) + (µi + κi) u
µ
]
, (50)

and we defined Q ≡ uνG
ν . Now, let us make use of Eqs. (26) and (37) and substitute expressions for dεadd and

∆T µν
(EM+vortex). Using equation (85) of GD16, we present the term −uµ∂µεadd as

−uµ∂µεadd = uνFµν ∂α

(
1

4π
Gµα

)
+ uνV(i)µν ∂αWµα

(i) − uν∂µ∆T µν
(EM+vortex). (51)

Then, employing Maxwell equations (18) together with the relation uµ∂νw
µ
(i) = −wµ

(i)∂νuµ [which follows from Eq. (5)]

and substituting Eqs. (21), (37), (50), and (51) into Eq. (49), we obtain

∂µS
µ =

ni

T
uν V(i)µνW

µ
(i) −∆jµ(i)d(i)µ − κi

⊥∇µ

(
Yikw

µ
(k)

T

)
−∆τµν∂µ

(uν

T

)
− µi

T
∆Γi −

Q

T
, (52)
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where we introduced the entropy four-current

Sµ = Suµ − µi

T
∆jµ(i) −

κi

T
Yikw

µ
(k) −

uν

T
∆τµν , (53)

the four-vector Wµ
(i),

Wµ
(i) ≡

1

ni

[
Yikw

µ
(k)+ ⊥µν ∂αWνα(i)

]
, (54)

the displacement vector (see DGS20)

d(i)µ ≡ ⊥∇µ

(µi

T

)
− eiEµ

T
, (55)

and the orthogonal part of the four-gradient

⊥∇µ ≡⊥µν ∂ν . (56)

Note that d(i)µ and Wµ
(i) can be defined up to an arbitrary term proportional to uµ, which does not affect the entropy

generation equation (52) due to the condition (7) and antisymmetry of Vµν
(i) , respectively. For further convenience, we

define these vectors in a way that ensures that they are both orthogonal to uµ.7

If uµ is specified by the condition (12), Eqs. (52) and (53) reduce to8

∂µS
µ =

µin
2
i

T
f(i)µW

µ
(i) −∆jµ(i)d(i)µ − κi

⊥∇µ

(
Yikw

µ
(k)

T

)
−∆τµν

⊥∇µuν

T
− µi

T
∆Γi −

Q

T
, (57)

Sµ = Suµ − µi

T
∆jµ(i) −

κi

T
Yikw

µ
(k). (58)

Here we introduced the four-vector fµ
(i) as

uνVµν
(i) = µinif

µ
(i), (59)

where no summation over repeated index i is assumed. Note that fµ
(i) is orthogonal to uµ, since the vorticity tensor

Vµν
(i) is antisymmetric,

uµf
µ
(i) = 0. (60)

Eq. (59) can be regarded as a superfluid equation [25, 26], which replaces the potentiality condition Vµν
(i) = 0 of 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 uµ 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 uν∂νu

µ to
⊥∇µP via the momentum conservation law ⊥∇νT

µν = 0. We follow here the approach of Ref. [50], so that in our
formulation the right-hand side of Eq. (57) (and, consequently, the dissipative corrections) in the comoving frame
contain only spatial derivatives and do not contain the terms like uν∂νu

µ or uν∂νT .

7 GD16 uses a slightly different definition for Wµ
(i)

: Wµ
(i)

≡ (1/ni)
[

Yikw
µ
(k)

+ ∂αW
µα
(i)

]

. If one prefers to use that definition, then one

should replace Wµ
(i)

with ⊥µν Wν(i) [which is equivalent to Eq. (54) due to the condition (5)] everywhere in the paper.
8 As in DGS20, we make use of the condition (12) and replace ∆τµν∂µ (uν/T ) with ∆τµν(⊥∇µuν)/T in the right-hand side of Eq. (57).
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IV. DIFFUSIVE CURRENTS AND MUTUAL FRICTION FORCES

The entropy generation equation (57) allows one to find the general form of the unknown dissipative corrections,9

namely fµ
(i), ∆jµ(i), κi, ∆τµν , and ∆Γi (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 Wµ
(i), d(i)µ,

⊥∇µ

(
Yikw

µ
(k)/T

)
, ⊥∇µuν, and µi,

10 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
coefficients 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 uµ and gµν (or ⊥µν≡ gµν + uµuν). 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 wµ

(i), electromagnetic vectors Eµ, Dµ, Bµ,

and Hµ, and vortex-related vectors Vµ
(Ei), V

µ
(Mi), W

µ
(Ei), and Wµ

(Mi). 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 BBB is much larger than the fields EEE, DDD, and HHH in the comoving frame, and is locked to
superconducting proton flux tubes. In this limit the only preferred directions11 are defined by the neutron vortex
lines Vµ

(Mn), proton vortex lines Vµ
(Mp) [or, equivalently, the magnetic induction Bµ, see Eq. (104)], and the superfluid

neutron current, Ynkw
µ
(k).

12 Below, following Refs. [50, 72, 73], we neglect small terms that explicitly depend on wµ
(k)

(or, equivalently, on Ynkw
µ
(k)) 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 Vµ

(Mn) and magnetic field/proton flux tubes Bµ [or Vµ
(Mp)],

which determine anisotropy of transport coefficients.
Under the above assumptions, the vectors ∆jµ(i) and fµ

(i) can only depend on the thermodynamic forces Wµ
(i) and

dµ(i) (and are independent of the forces ⊥∇µ

(
Yikw

µ
(k)/T

)
, ⊥∇µuν , and µi):

13

−µin
2
i

T
fµ
(i) = −Aµν

ik W(k)ν − Bµν
ik d(k)ν , (61)

∆jµ(i) = −Cµν
ik W(k)ν −Dµν

ik d(k)ν , (62)

where no summation over i in the left-hand side of Eq. (61) is implied. The transport coefficient Aµν
ik describes the

mutual friction effects [14], as well as (possible) interaction between neutron vortices and proton flux tubes.14 The
coefficient Dµν

ik is responsible for the diffusion, thermodiffusion and thermal conductivity effects (see DGS20). Finally,
the cross-coefficients Bµν

ik and Cµν
ik 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, µi should enter these expressions only in particular combinations that represent chemical potential imbalances for a given

reaction (e.g., µn − µp − µe for the direct or modified Urca processes [71]); see DGS20 for more details.
11 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 BBB → 0
an anisotropic correction to the diffusion coefficients Dµν

eµ is of the order ∼ (epniB)/(cJeµ) ∼ (Lorentz force)/(eµ friction force), see
DGS20. Correspondingly, the magnetic field does not provide a preferred direction in this limit.

12 In the thermodynamic equilibrium, the superconducting proton current Ypkw
µ
(k)

vanishes in the MHD approximation due to the screening

condition [see Eq. (129) with ∆jµ
(i)

= 0].
13 See Appendix B of DGS20, where it is demonstrated, for a similar problem, that ∆jµ

(i)
cannot depend on the tensor ⊥∇µuν . The same

consideration also applies to fµ
(i)

and can be readily generalized to an arbitrary number of preferred axial vectors (such as Vµ
(Mn)

and/or

Vµ
(Mp)

) in the system. In turn, it is also easy to verify that ∆jµ
(i)

and fµ
(i)

cannot depend on the scalar thermodynamic forces, such as

⊥∇ν

(

Yikw
ν
(k)

/T
)

. This dependence may only lead to additional terms ∝ uµ ⊥∇ν

(

Yikw
ν
(k)

/T
)

in Eqs. (61) and (62), but these terms

must vanish to satisfy the conditions (7) and (60).
14 Note that the vortex-flux tube interaction should be accounted for in the expressions for Wµ

(Mi)
[which enter the definition (54) for

Wµ
(i)

]. In Sec. VIA we employ a simple model which ignores this effect [see Eq. (105)]; however, such a simplification does not affect

the general expression (72) for the coefficient Aµν
ik .
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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 ∆jµ(i) and fµ

(i)) on the structure of superfluid MHD. To study these effects, it is sufficient to consider

only the first two terms in Eq. (57), since they do not interfere with the other terms in this equation and constitute a
positively defined quadratic form themselves [see Eqs. (61) and (62)]. Thus, in what follows, we shall ignore viscosity
(κi = ∆τµν = 0) and chemical reactions (∆Γi = 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, 59] and DGS20). With this simplification, the
entropy generation equation (57) becomes

∂µ

(
Suµ − µi

T
∆jµ(i)

)
=

µin
2
i

T
f(i)µW

µ
(i) −∆jµ(i)d(i)µ. (63)

The coefficients Aµν
ik , B

µν
ik , Cµν

ik , and Dµν
ik in Eqs. (61) and (62) depend on the vectors Vµ

(Mn) and Bµ, as well as on

the scalar thermodynamic quantities and on uµ and ⊥µν . 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:

bµ ≡ Bµ

√
BαBα

, (64)

bµν ≡
⊥Fµν

√
BαBα

, (65)

ωµ ≡
Vµ
(Mn)√

V(Mn)αVα
(Mn)

, (66)

ωµν ≡
⊥Vµν

(Mn)√
V(Mn)αVα

(Mn)

. (67)

In the comoving frame bµ = (0, bbb), ωµ = (0,ωωω), where bbb and ωωω are the unit vectors in the direction of the magnetic
field and neutron vortices, respectively.
Onsager principle leads to conditions15

Aµν
ik (bbb,ωωω) = Aνµ

ki (−bbb,−ωωω), (68)

Dµν
ik (bbb,ωωω) = Dνµ

ki (−bbb,−ωωω), (69)

Cµν
ik (bbb,ωωω) = −Bνµ

ki (−bbb,−ωωω). (70)

From the constraints uµf
µ
(i) = 0 [Eq. (60)] and uµ∆jµ(i) = 0 [Eq. (7)] it also follows that

uµAµν
ik = uµBµν

ik = uµCµν
ik = uµDµν

ik = 0. (71)

Relations (68)–(71) imply that all transport coefficients are purely spatial in the comoving frame and may depend on
uµ only through the tensor ⊥µν .
Let us start with the transport coefficient Aµν

ik . Generally, it can be presented as a sum of nine linearly independent
tensors16, which we choose in the following form that allows us to separate symmetric (the first six terms) and
antisymmetric (the last three terms) parts of the tensor:

Aµν
ik = A⊥

ik ⊥µν +Aωω
ik ωµων +Abb

ikb
µbν

+Aωb
ik (ω

µbν + ωνbµ) +Aωωb
ik (ωµωαb

να + ωνωαb
µα) +Abωb

ik (bµωαb
να + bνωαb

µα)

+Aω−b
ik (ωµbν − ωνbµ) +Aω

ikω
µν +Ab

ikb
µν ,

(72)

15 The minus sign in Eq. (70) appears because d(k)ν and W(k)ν have different parity under time reversal t → −t [74].
16 To make this point clearer, let us work in the comoving frame, choosing x-axis along the direction ωωω and z axis along [ωωω × bbb]. Then,

introducing unit vectors yµ ≡ bµ−bαωαωµ

||bν−bαωαων ||
= (0, 0, 1, 0) and zµ ≡ −yαωµα = (0, 0, 0, 1), one can generally decompose Aµν

ik into the

sum of nine linearly independent tensors,

Aµν
ik = A11

ikω
µων +A12

ikω
µyν +A13

ikω
µzν +A21

ik y
µων +A22

iky
µyν +A23

iky
µzν +A31

ik z
µων +A32

ik z
µyν +A33

ik z
µzν ,

where the scalar coefficients A11
ik , A12

ik . . . may depend on the angle between ωωω and bbb. One can directly check that the nine tensors
entering Eq. (72) are indeed linearly independent and they can be expressed as linear combinations of ωµων , ωµyν , ωµzν , etc.
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where the scalar coefficients A⊥
ik, Aωω

ik etc. may depend on the equilibrium quantities and the angle between bbb and
ωωω. To clarify the meaning of different terms in Eq. (72), it is instructive to write out the expression for the vector
Aµν

ik W(k)ν in the comoving frame. The zeroth component of this four-vector vanishes, while its spatial part reads

A⊥
ikWWW k +Aωω

ik ωωω (ωωωWWW k) +Abb
ikbbb (bbbWWW k)

+Aωb
ik [ωωω (bbbWWW k) + bbb (ωωωWWW k)] +Aωωb

ik {ωωω ([ωωω × bbb]WWW k) + [ωωω × bbb] (ωωωWWW k)}+Abωb
ik {bbb ([ωωω × bbb]WWW k) + [ωωω × bbb] (bbbWWW k)}

+Aω−b
ik [ωωω (bbbWWW k)− bbb (ωωωWWW k)] +Aω

ik [WWW k ×ωωω] +Ab
ik [WWW k × bbb] ,

(73)

where WWW k is the spatial part of the four-vector Wµ
(k): W

µ
(k) = (0,WWW k).

Plugging Eq. (72) into the Onsager relation (68), we get

A⊥
ik = A⊥

ki, Aωω
ik = Aωω

ki , Abb
ik = Abb

ki,

Aωb
ik = Aωb

ki , Aωωb
ik = −Aωωb

ki , Abωb
ik = −Abωb

ki

Aω−b
ik = −Aω−b

ki , Aω
ik = Aω

ki, Ab
ik = Ab

ki.

(74)

As one can check by substituting Eqs. (61), (72), and (74) into the entropy generation equation (63), the coefficients
Aωωb

ik , Abωb
ik , Aω

ik, and Ab
ik are nondissipative and do not contribute to the entropy generation.

The same consideration also applies to the transport coefficients Bµν
ik , Cµν

ik , and Dµν
ik . The result is

Bµν
ik = B⊥

ik ⊥µν +Bωω
ik ωµων + Bbb

ikb
µbν

+ Bωb
ik (ω

µbν + ωνbµ) + Bωωb
ik (ωµωαb

να + ωνωαb
µα) + Bbωb

ik (bµωαb
να + bνωαb

µα)

+ Bω−b
ik (ωµbν − ωνbµ) + Bω

ikω
µν + Bb

ikb
µν ,

(75)

Cµν
ik = C⊥

ik ⊥µν +Cωω
ik ωµων + Cbb

ikb
µbν

+ Cωb
ik (ω

µbν + ωνbµ) + Cωωb
ik (ωµωαb

να + ωνωαb
µα) + Cbωb

ik (bµωαb
να + bνωαb

µα)

+ Cω−b
ik (ωµbν − ωνbµ) + Cω

ikω
µν + Cb

ikb
µν ,

(76)

Dµν
ik = D⊥

ik ⊥µν +Dωω
ik ωµων +Dbb

ikb
µbν

+ Dωb
ik (ω

µbν + ωνbµ) +Dωωb
ik (ωµωαb

να + ωνωαb
µα) +Dbωb

ik (bµωαb
να + bνωαb

µα)

+ Dω−b
ik (ωµbν − ωνbµ) +Dω

ikω
µν +Db

ikb
µν .

(77)

The Onsager principle for Bµν
ik and Cµν

ik (70) implies

C⊥
ik = −B⊥

ki, Cωω
ik = −Bωω

ki , Cbb
ik = −Bbb

ki,

Cωb
ik = −Bωb

ki , Cωωb
ik = Bωωb

ki , Cbωb
ik = Bbωb

ki

Cω−b
ik = Bω−b

ki , Cω
ik = −Bω

ki, Cb
ik = −Bb

ki.

(78)

Note that the coefficients B⊥
ik, Bωω

ik , Bbb
ik, Bωb

ik , and Bω−b
ik are nondissipative, in contrast to to the analogous coefficients

A⊥
ik, Aωω

ik , Abb
ik, Aωb

ik , and Aω−b
ik .

The Onsager principle for Dµν
ik (69) leads to

D⊥
ik = D⊥

ki, Dωω
ik = Dωω

ki , Dbb
ik = Dbb

ki,

Dωb
ik = Dωb

ki , Dωωb
ik = −Dωωb

ki , Dbωb
ik = −Dbωb

ki

Dω−b
ik = −Dω−b

ki , Dω
ik = Dω

ki, Db
ik = Db

ki.

(79)

The coefficients Dωωb
ik , Dbωb

ik , Dω
ik, and Db

ik are nondissipative, similarly to Aωωb
ik , Abωb

ik , Aω
ik, and Ab

ik.
In this section we have derived the general expressions for the transport coefficients Aµν

ik (72), Bµν
ik (75), Cµν

ik
(76), and Dµν

ik (77), which describe mutual friction (61) and diffusion (62) 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 (68)–(70) reduces the number of independent
coefficients, imposing additional constraints on Aµν

ik and Dµν
ik , and allowing to express the coefficients Cµν

ik through
Bµν
ik . Note also that the transport coefficients (and, consequently, the quantities fµ

(i) and ∆jµ(i)) have both dissipative

and nondissipative contributions, i.e., not all the terms in the expressions for fµ
(i) and ∆jµ(i) lead to entropy generation

in Eq. (63).
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B. One preferred direction

Now let us assume that there is only one preferred direction in the system, bµ = ωµ, 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 (72)
and (75)–(77) acquire the same form as the diffusion coefficients from DGS20,

Aµν
ik = A‖

ikω
µων +A⊥

ik (⊥µν −ωµων) +AH
ikω

µν , (80)

Bµν
ik = B‖

ikω
µων + B⊥

ik (⊥µν −ωµων) + BH
ikω

µν , (81)

Cµν
ik = C‖

ikω
µων + C⊥

ik (⊥µν −ωµων) + CH
ikω

µν , (82)

Dµν
ik = D‖

ikω
µων +D⊥

ik (⊥µν −ωµων) +DH
ikω

µν , (83)

where A‖
ik ≡ A⊥

ik +Aωω
ik + Abb

ik + 2Aωb
ik , AH

ik ≡ Aω
ik +Ab

ik, and analogous definitions apply to B‖
ik, BH

ik, C
‖
ik, CH

ik , D
‖
ik,

and DH
ik . The Onsager relations (74), (78), and (79) then imply

A‖
ik = A‖

ki, A⊥
ik = A⊥

ki, AH
ik = AH

ki, (84)

C‖
ik = −B‖

ki, C⊥
ik = −B⊥

ki, CH
ik = −BH

ki, (85)

D‖
ik = D‖

ki, D⊥
ik = D⊥

ki, DH
ik = DH

ki. (86)

The coefficients AH
ki, DH

ki, B
‖
ik, B⊥

ik, C
‖
ik, and C⊥

ik are nondissipative.

C. Summary

To sum up, in this section we found a general form of the four-vectors fµ
(i) (61), which encode all the information

about the forces acting on neutron and proton vortices, and the diffusive currents ∆jµ(i) (62), which describe diffusion,

thermodiffusion and thermal conductivity effects. These vectors are expressed as linear combinations of the vectors
W(k)ν and d(k)ν . The transport coefficients Aµν

ik , B
µν
ik , Cµν

ik , and Dµν
ik in these relations depend on the directions of

neutron vortices and the magnetic field; they are given by Eqs. (72) and (75)–(77), which reduce to Eqs. (80)–(83) in
the case of single preferred direction. The transport coefficients satisfy the Onsager relations (68)–(70), which imply
Eqs. (74), (78), and (79) for a system with two preferred directions, and Eqs. (84)–(86) for a system with a single
preferred direction.
We emphasize the presence of cross-coefficients Bµν

ik and Cµν
ik , describing the interplay of diffusion and mutual

friction effects: the diffusive forces d(k)ν affect particle velocities (or currents ∆jµ(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. Isotropic matter: neutrons are superfluid, protons are superconducting, no vortices

In the absence of vortices and any preferred direction the four-vectors fµ
(i) vanish in view of Eqs. (23) and (59).

Therefore, due to Eqs. (61) and (70), Aµν
ik = Bµν

ik = Cµν
ik = 0. As in normal (nonsuperfluid and nonsuperconducting)

MHD (see DGS20), the generalized diffusion coefficient Dµν
ik in the isotropic matter is then simply given by

Dµν
ik = Dµν

ki = Dik ⊥µν , (87)

and the entropy generation equation (63) reduces to

∂µ

(
Suµ − µi

T
∆jµ(i)

)
= Dikd(i)µd(k)µ. (88)

The generalized diffusion coefficients Dik 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 npeµ matter with superfluid neutrons and normal protons, no vortices

Now let us consider magnetized npeµ matter with superfluid neutrons in the absence of vortices. Then the only
preferred direction is that of the magnetic field, bµ. The four-vector fµ

(i) vanishes in view of Eqs. (23) and (59), but

Wµ
(i), generally, differs from zero. Therefore, due to Eqs. (61) and (85), Aµν

ik = Bµν
ik = Cµν

ik = 0. As a result, ∆jµ(i) has

exactly the same form as in the nonsuperfluid magnetized matter (cf. DGS20):

∆jµ(i) = −D‖
ikb

µbνd(k)ν −D⊥
ik (⊥µν −bµbν) d(k)ν −DH

ikb
µνd(k)ν , (89)

where i, k = n, p, e, µ. The entropy generation equation (63) reduces to

∂µ

(
Suµ − µi

T
∆jµ(i)

)
= D‖

ikb
µbνd(i)µd(k)ν +D⊥

ik (⊥µν −bµbν) d(i)µd(k)ν . (90)

C. Unmagnetized npeµ matter with superfluid neutron vortices

In this example, we discuss the unmagnetized npeµ 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 Dµν
ik , 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, VVV Ln. 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 VVV i−VVV Ln with VVV norm−VVV Ln, where VVV norm is the average velocity of normal (nonsuperfluid)
component (A3). This approximation allows one to neglect the cross-coefficients Bµν

ik and Cµν
ik ,17 that is, to decouple

the diffusion and mutual friction mechanisms. As a result, with the help of Eqs. (80) and (87), Eqs. (61)–(62) reduce
to

−µnn
2
n

T
fµ
(n) = −A‖

nnω
µωνW(n)ν −A⊥

nn (⊥µν −ωµων)W(n)ν −AH
nnω

µνW(n)ν , (91)

fµ
(p) = 0, (92)

∆jµ(i) = −Dikd
µ
(k). (93)

Here the coefficients A⊥
nn, A‖

nn, and AH
nn describe the mutual friction effect. In order to relate them to the commonly

used mutual friction parameters αn, βn, and γn [25, 26, 72], one has to compare Eq. (91) with the analogous equation
(98) in GD16, which reads, in our notation,

fµ
(n) = αnV(Mn)ω

µνW(n)ν + (βn − γn)V(Mn)ω
µαων

αW(n)ν + γnV(Mn) ⊥µν W(n)ν , (94)

where V(Mn) is defined by Eq. (32). Using the identity ωµαων
α ≡⊥µν −ωµων , we find

AH
nn =

µnn
2
n

c3T
V(Mn)αn, A⊥

nn =
µnn

2
n

c3T
V(Mn)βn, A‖

nn =
µnn

2
n

c3T
V(Mn)γn, (95)

where we, for practical convenience, restored the speed of light c. We should stress that, generally, diffusion affects
the coefficients Aµν

ik (see Section VD and Appendix B), and they cannot be always expressed only through the mutual
friction parameters αi, βi, and γi 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 fµ
(p) = 0), but neglect its effect on the neutron vortices, then expression (91) for fµ

(n) will remain

the same, while the expression for ∆jµ(i) should be replaced with Eq. (89) to account for anisotropy of diffusion in the

magnetic field.

17 In principle, these coefficients can be calculated in exactly the same way as it is done for superfluid and superconducting npeµ-matter
with proton flux tubes in Appendix B (see also Sec. VD). 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 Bµν

ik and Cµν
ik for this problem are not small and should be

accounted for.
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D. Magnetized npeµ 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, bbb. The full system of dynamic

equations in this situation is provided in Sec. VI, and here we only present the expressions for fµ
(i) and ∆jµ(i). In the

absence of neutron vortices fµ
(n) vanishes, as do the coefficients Aµν

nk = Bµν
nk = Cµν

in = 0. Thus, the general form of the

vectors fµ
(i) and ∆jµ(i) is (i, k = n, p, e, µ)

fµ
(n) = 0, (96)

−µpn
2
p

T
fµ
(p) = −Aµν

ppW(p)ν − Bµν
pk d(k)ν , (97)

∆jµ(i) = −Cµν
ip W(p)ν −Dµν

ik d(k)ν , (98)

or, using Eqs. (80), (81)–(83), and (85) (with ωµ replaced by bµ and with ωµν replaced by bµν )

−µpn
2
p

T
fµ
(p) =−A‖

ppb
µbνW(p)ν −A⊥

pp (⊥µν −bµbν)W(p)ν −AH
ppb

µνW(p)ν

− B‖
pkb

µbνd(k)ν − B⊥
pk (⊥µν −bµbν) d(k)ν − BH

pkb
µνd(k)ν ,

(99)

∆jµ(i) =− C‖
ipb

µbνW(p)ν − C⊥
ip (⊥µν −bµbν)W(p)ν − CH

ipb
µνW(p)ν

−D‖
ikb

µbνd(k)ν −D⊥
ik (⊥µν −bµbν) d(k)ν −DH

ikb
µνd(k)ν .

(100)

The phenomenological coefficients in Eqs. (99) and (100) can be expressed through microscopic quantities (mutual
friction parameters and momentum transfer rates), as shown in Appendix B in the simple case of vanishing entrainment

and T = 0. The cross-terms in Eq. (100), containing the coefficients B‖
pi = −C‖

ip, B⊥
pi = −C⊥

ip, and BH
pi = −CH

ip , 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. VC) and

do not interact with proton vortices, then the expressions for fµ
(p) (99) and ∆jµ(i) (100) will remain the same, whereas

fµ
(n) will be given by Eq. (91).

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

In this section we formulate the full system of MHD equations for magnetized npeµ 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. VIB, 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 c = 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. II. This approximation is mainly based
on the fact that, under typical NS conditions (and assuming type-II proton superconductivity), the magnetic induction
BBB is much larger than the fields EEE, DDD, and HHH defined in the comoving frame. For actual calculations, one also has to
specify a microscopic model that allows to express the four-vectors Dµ, Hµ, Wµ

(Ei) and Wµ
(Mi) through Eµ, Bµ, Vµ

(Ei)

and Vµ
(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 HHH is related to the magnetic induction BBB as18

HHH = BBB −BBBVn −BBBVp, (101)

where BBBVi is the magnetic induction associated with neutron (i = n) or proton (i = p) vortices. In other words, HHH
coincides with the London field generated by NS rotation, |HHH | ∼ 2× 10−2

[
Ω/(100 s−1)

]
G ≪ |BBB| ∼ 1012 G, where Ω

is the NS spin frequency. This field, as well as BBBVn
19 is neglected in comparison to BBBVp in the MHD approximation:

all the magnetic induction is assumed to be locked to proton vortices, BBB ≈ BBBVp.
Similarly, the fields DDD and EEE are related as

DDD = EEE −EEEVn −EEEVp. (102)

Here the electric field EEEVi is generated by vortex motion, EEEVi = − (1/c)VVV Li ×BBBVi, where VVV Li is the vortex velocity,
which is assumed to be nonrelativistic; the electric induction DDD is of the order of small gradients of thermodynamic
functions, |DDD| ∼ |∇∇∇µi| /ep. Both EEE and DDD are much smaller than BBB.
Since the vectors DDD and HHH are small, it follows from the second pair of Maxwell equations (18) that the total free

electric current density Jµ
(free) should also be exceptionally small, much smaller than the individual contributions to

Jµ
(free) from each particle species. This observation enables us to make further simplification by discarding Maxwell

equations (18), but instead requiring that the free electric current density Jµ
(free) should vanish [this approximation is

well-known in the literature and is further discussed by us around Eqs. (128) and (129)],

Jµ
(free) = einiu

µ + eiYikw
µ
(k) + ei∆jµ(i) = 0. (103)

Now let us turn to the vortex-related vectors Vµ
(Ei), V

µ
(Mi), W

µ
(Ei), and Wµ

(Mi) [or, equivalently, to the corresponding

tensors ‖Vµν
(i) ,

⊥Vµν
(i) ,

‖Wµν
(i) , and

⊥Wµν
(i), see Eqs. (40) and (41)]. 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 Vµ

(Mn) can be neglected in comparison to Vµ
(Mp) in the expressions for dεadd (26) and ∆T µν

(EM+vortex) (37),

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(Ei)| ∼ (VLi/c) |V(Mi)|, thus Vµ

(Ei) can be neglected in comparison to Vµ
(Mi), and, similarly,

Wµ
(Ei) can be neglected in comparison to Wµ

(Mi).

Under the above assumptions, the four-vector Ṽµ
(Mp) ≡ 1

2 ǫ
µναβ uν Ṽ(i)αβ , which reduces to (0,mpcurlVVV sp) in the

nonrelativistic limit, can be neglected in comparison to (ep/c)B
µ. Thus, the four-vector Vµ

(Mp) = Ṽµ
(Mp) + (ep/c)B

µ

[see Eqs. (43) and (50)], reduces to

Vµ
(Mp) =

ep
c
Bµ, (104)

which physically means that the magnetic induction is produced by proton vortices.
For a simple microscopic model of noninteracting vortices, the four-vectors Wµ

(Mi) are related to Vµ
(Mi) as [see

equations (124) and (G9)–(G11) in GD16]

Wµ
(Mi) =

ÊVi

π~

Vµ
(Mi)

V(Mi)
, (105)

where V(Mi) ≡
√
V(Mi)αVα

(Mi), ÊVi is the vortex energy per unit length specified below, and no summation over i is

assumed. Wµ
(Mp) can also be rewritten in terms of the critical magnetic field Hc1 [80],

Wµ
(Mp) =

c

4πep
Hc1

Bµ

B
. (106)

18 Some authors (e.g., [29, 78, 79]) use a different definition for HHH, identifying it with the critical field Hc1; we find that definition less
convenient since HHH defined that way does not satisfy the Maxwell equation (16). Note, however, that both approaches are, in principle,
possible and the resulting equations are completely equivalent [29].

19 BBBVi is proportional to the number of vortices per unit area NVi; for typical NS conditions NVn is less than NVp by more than ten
orders of magnitude and thus |BBBVn| ≪

∣

∣BBBVp

∣

∣.
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In this formula B ≡ (BµB
µ)1/2, and Hc1 is expressed through ÊVp as

Hc1 =
4πÊVp

φ̂p0

, (107)

where φ̂p0 = (π~c/ep) is the magnetic flux associated with proton vortex. The energy ÊVi per unit length for neutron
and proton vortices is given by [see equations (E17) and (E18) in GD16]

ÊVn ≈ π

4
~
2c2

YnnYpp − Y 2
np

Ypp
ln

(
bn
ξn

)
, (108)

ÊVp ≈ π

4
~
2c2Ypp ln

(
δp
ξp

)
. (109)

In Eqs. (108) and (109) ξi is the coherence length for particle species i, δp is the London penetration depth for protons,
and bn is some “external” radius of the order of the typical intervortex spacing [25, 72]. Note that Eq. (109) (see
also Ref. [81] for a nonrelativistic expression) is only applicable to a strong type-II superconductor, i.e., in the limit
δp ≫ ξp.
We remind the reader that the expressions (105) for Wµ

(Mi) 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 Vµ
(Mp) and

Vµ
(Mn) simultaneously.

Using the approximations discussed above, one can also simplify the thermodynamic relations. First, all the
thermodynamic quantities (e.g., the energy density ε) can be expressed as functions of the variables ni, S, w

µ
(i)w(k)µ,

and B,

ε = ε
(
ni, S, w

µ
(i)w(k)µ, B

)
. (110)

Second, only the term W(Mp)µdVµ
(Mp) can be retained in the expression (26) for dεadd. Thus, in view of the relations

(104) and (106), the second law of thermodynamics (25) becomes

dε = µi dni + T dS +
Yik

2
d
(
wα

(i)w(k)α

)
+

1

4π
Hc1dB, (111)

and the Gibbs-Duhem relation (36), consequently, takes the form

dP = ni dµi + S dT − Yik

2
d
(
wα

(i)w(k)α

)
− 1

4π
Hc1dB. (112)

Similarly, only the last term (and only for proton vortices, i = p) survives in the expression for ∆T µν
(EM+vortex) (37),

∆T µν
(EM+vortex) = T µν

(VM) =
⊥Wµα

(p)
⊥Vν

(p)α +uν ⊥Wµα
(p) V(Ep)α + uµ ⊥Wνα

(p) V(Ep)α. (113)

Noting that Vµ
(Ep) = µpnpf

µ
(p)/c

3 [see Eq. (59)], and also using the relations (104) and (106), one can transform

Eq. (113) to

∆T µν
(EM+vortex) =

Hc1B

4π
bµαbνα +

µpnpHc1

4πepc2
(
uµbναf(p)α + uνbµαf(p)α

)
, (114)

or, equivalently, to

∆T µν
(EM+vortex) =

Hc1B

4π
(⊥µν −bµbν) +

µpnpHc1

4πepc2
(
uµǫναβγuαf(p)βbγ + uνǫµαβγuαf(p)βbγ

)
. (115)

Repeating the derivation of the entropy generation equation (52) with dε given by Eq. (111) and ∆T µν
(EM+vortex) given

by Eq. (113), one can find that the four-vectors Wµ
(n) and Wµ

(p) [see Eq. (54)] in the MHD limit should be defined as

Wµ
(n) ≡

1

nn
cYnkw

µ
(k), (116)

Wµ
(p) =

1

np

[
cYpkw

µ
(k) +

c

4πep
⊥µν ∂α (Hc1bνα)

]
. (117)
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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 npeµ 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,
Vµν
(n) = 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 = ∆Γi = ∆τµν = κi = 0). The latter effects can easily be incorporated separately if needed.
The full set of equations allows to find seven unknown functions Bµ, uµ, wµ

(n), nn, ne, nµ, 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 nn, ne, and nµ, respectively:

∂αj
α
(n) = ∂α

(
nnu

α + Ynkw
α
(k) +∆jα(n)

)
= 0, (118)

∂αj
α
(e) = ∂α

(
neu

α +∆jα(e)

)
= 0, (119)

∂αj
α
(µ) = ∂α

(
nµu

α +∆jα(µ)

)
= 0. (120)

2. Total energy (µ = 0) and momentum (µ = 1, 2, 3) conservation laws (8) describing evolution of the energy
density ε and four-velocity uµ:

∂νT
µν = 0, (121)

where

T µν = (P + ε)uµuν + Pgµν + Yik

(
wµ

(i)w
ν
(k) + µiw

µ
(k)u

ν + µkw
ν
(i)u

µ
)
+∆T µν

(EM+vortex), (122)

and ∆T µν
(EM+vortex) is specified by Eq. (114). Instead of the energy conservation law, it is convenient to use the

entropy generation equation (63),

∂µS
µ = ∂µ

(
Suµ − µi

T
∆jµ(i)

)
=

µpn
2
p

c3T
f(p)µW

µ
(p) −∆jµ(i)d(i)µ. (123)

3. The four-vector wµ
(n) satisfies the superfluid equation for neutrons, which, in the absence of vortices, reads

Vµν
(n) ≡

1

c

[
∂µ
(
wν

(n) + µnu
ν
)
− ∂ν

(
wµ

(n) + µnu
µ
)]

= 0. (124)

4. Magnetic induction evolves according to Maxwell equation (17),

∂µFνλ + ∂νFλµ + ∂λFµν = 0, (125)

which, in terms of the vectors EEE and BBB, reads

curlEEE = −1

c

∂BBB

∂t
, (126)

divBBB = 0. (127)

The set of equations (118)–(127) contains also unknown quantities np, w
µ
(p), EEE, fµ

(p), and ∆jµ(p), which are expressed

algebraically through the seven functions defined above.
First, the quantities np and wµ

(p) can be found from the condition Jµ
(free) = 0 (103), which, in view of the constraints

(5) and (7), leads to the well-known (and often employed in the literature) quasineutrality (128) and screening (129)
conditions [24, 26, 82]:

np = ne + nµ, (128)

Ypkw
µ
(k) +∆jµ(p) −∆jµ(e) −∆jµ(µ) = 0. (129)
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Next, the quantities fµ
(p) (99) and ∆jµ(i) (100) have the following form [note that we restored the factor c3 in the

left-hand side of Eq. (130)]:

−µpn
2
p

c3T
fµ
(p) =−A‖

ppb
µbνW(p)ν −A⊥

pp (⊥µν −bµbν)W(p)ν −AH
ppb

µνW(p)ν

− B‖
pkb

µbνd(k)ν − B⊥
pk (⊥µν −bµbν) d(k)ν − BH

pkb
µνd(k)ν ,

(130)

∆jµ(i) =− C‖
ipb

µbνW(p)ν − C⊥
ip (⊥µν −bµbν)W(p)ν − CH

ipb
µνW(p)ν

−D‖
ikb

µbνd(k)ν −D⊥
ik (⊥µν −bµbν) d(k)ν −DH

ikb
µνd(k)ν ,

(131)

where d(i)µ and W(p)ν are given by Eqs. (55) and (117), respectively. The transport coefficients A‖
pp, A⊥

pp, AH
pp, B‖

pk,

B⊥
pk, BH

pk, C
‖
ip, C⊥

ip, CH
ip , D

‖
ik, D⊥

ik, and DH
ik should be expressed through microscopic mutual friction parameters and

momentum transfer rates. We discuss these relations in Appendix B.
Finally, the electric field Eµ can be expressed algebraically from the superfluid proton equation (59),

uνVµν
(p) ≡

1

c
uν

{
∂µ
[
wν

(p) + µpu
ν
]
− ∂ν

[
wµ

(p) + µpu
µ
]}

+
ep
c
Eµ =

µpnp

c3
fµ
(p). (132)

Note that the right-hand sides of Eqs. (130) and (131) implicitly contain ∆jµ(i) and Eµ,20 therefore one has to solve

equations (130), (131), and (132) simultaneously in order to obtain closed-form expressions for fµ
(p), ∆jµ(i), and Eµ.

The nonrelativistic version of MHD equations from this section is provided in Appendix A.

Remark 1. If A‖
pp = B‖

pi = 0, one can define the vortex velocity vµ(Lp), satisfying the vorticity transfer equation [25]

v(Lp)νVµν
(p) = 0. (133)

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

vµ(Lp) = uµ − cT

npepB

(
AH

ppW(p)ν + BH
pkd(k)ν

)
⊥µν +

cT

npepB

(
A⊥

ppW(p)ν + B⊥
pkd(k)ν

)
bµν . (134)

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 ∆jµ(i).

2. We use a slightly different definition of Wµ
(p) (see footnote 7).

3. The term Ypkw
µ
(k) in the expression (117) for Wµ

(p) does not vanish due to the presence of diffusive currents.

4. fµ
(p) (and thus vµ(Lp)) includes additional terms proportional to dµ(k) (if transport coefficients Bµν

ik 6= 0).

5. Neutron vortices are absent, Vµν
(n) = 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. VC). Under these assumptions, all equations of this section remain the
same, except for Eq. (124), which should be replaced with

uνVµν
(n) ≡

1

c
uν

{
∂µ
[
wν

(n) + µnu
ν
]
− ∂ν

[
wµ

(n) + µnu
µ
]}

=
µnnn

c3
fµ
(n), (135)

20 Wµ
(p)

depends on the quantity Ypkw
µ
(k)

[see the definition (54)], which is expressed through ∆jµ
(i)

with the help of the screening condition

(129). In addition, dµ
(k)

depends on Eµ [see the definition (55)].
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and Eq. (123), which should be replaced with

∂µS
µ = ∂µ

(
Suµ − µi

T
∆jµ(i)

)
=

µpn
2
p

c3T
f(p)µW

µ
(p) +

µnn
2
n

c3T
f(n)µW

µ
(n) −∆jµ(i)d(i)µ, (136)

where fµ
(n) is [see Eq. (91)]

−µnn
2
n

c3T
fµ
(n) = −A‖

nnω
µωνW(n)ν −A⊥

nn (⊥µν −ωµων)W(n)ν −AH
nnω

µνW(n)ν , (137)

and Wµ
(n) is given by Eq. (116).

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 Bµν

ik and Cµν
ik in Eqs. (61) and

(62) differ from zero.
We have obtained the general MHD equations and derived the entropy generation equation, following the same

phenomenological approach [19, 50] as in our previous papers [25, 26, 49] (see Secs. II and III). 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. IV the general expressions for the
mutual friction forces and diffusive currents adopting the “MHD approximation” from GD16 (see Sec. VIA), that
utilizes the fact that in typical NS conditions the magnetic induction BBB is much larger than the fields EEE, DDD, and HHH .
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. VC. 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. VD 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. VI and describes npeµ matter with type-II
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 Di and momentum transfer rates Jik in the low-temperature limit. We
emphasize that all these phenomenological coefficients, generally, depend on both Di and Jik 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. IV. 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 Wµ

(Mi) or

the transport coefficient Aµν
ik ) and the microscopic parameters describing vortex-fluxtube interaction [77, 83–87]. 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. VI

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 µi for particle species i with the particle rest energy,
mic

2 [note, however, that in the superfluid equations for neutrons (A23) and protons (A41), as well as in Eq. (A38)
one should retain the small quantity µ̆i ≡ (µi − mic

2)/mi], and express the entrainment matrix Yik through the
nonrelativistic matrix ρik by the formula [58]

ρik = mimkc
2Yik, (A1)

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

P ≪ ε ≈ ρc2, (A2)

where ρ ≡ mini is the total mass density. The components of ∆T µν
(EM+vortex) are also much smaller than ρc2.

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 ni) 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 uµ is expressed through
the normal (nonsuperfluid) velocity VVV norm of nonrelativistic hydrodynamics by the formula

uµ ≡ (u0,uuu) =



 1√
1− VVV 2

norm

c2

,
VVV norm

c

√
1− VVV 2

norm

c2

,



 ≈
(
1,

VVV norm

c

)
. (A3)

In what follows, we retain only leading-order terms in VVV norm/c and VVV si/c in all equations.
The four-vector wµ

(i) is related to the nonrelativistic superfluid velocity VVV si by [25, 58]

wµ
(i) = micV

µ
(si) − µiu

µ, (A4)

where V µ
(si) ≡

(
V 0
(si),VVV si

)
and V 0

(si) can be found from Eqs. (5) and (A4):

V 0
(si) =

µi

micu0
+

uuuVVV si

u0
. (A5)

In the low-velocity limit

wµ
(i) =

(
w0

(i),www(i)

)
≈
(
0,micVVV si − µi

VVV norm

c

)
. (A6)

For nonrelativistic particles µi ≈ mic
2, and, in the fully nonrelativistic limit, the vector www(i) reduces to

www(i) = mic (VVV si − VVV norm) . (A7)
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Being expressed in terms of V µ
(si), the vorticity tensor Vµν

(i) (22) reads (recall that, starting from Sec. IV, we ignore

viscosity and set κi = 0)

Vµν
(i) = mi

[
∂µV ν

(si) − ∂νV µ
(si)

]
+

ei
c
Fµν . (A8)

In the fully nonrelativistic limit it is also convenient to introduce the nonsuperfluid particle velocities VVV i, in order

to express the spatial part of the particle current jµ(i) ≡
(
j0(i), jjji

)
, as a sum of nonsuperfluid and superfluid currents

(with velocities VVV i and VVV si, respectively):

jjji =

(
ni −

1

mi

∑

k

ρik

)
VVV i

c
+

1

mi

∑

k

ρikVVV sk

c
. (A9)

Note that no summation over index i is assumed in Eqs. (A9)–(A11), and only linear terms in velocities are taken
into account. Comparing Eq. (A9) with definitions (4), (A3), and (A6), one can express ∆jjji through VVV i as

∆jjji =

(
ni −

1

mi

∑

k

ρik

)
VVV i −VVV norm

c
. (A10)

For nonsuperfluid particles Eq. (A10) reduces to

∆jjji = ni
(VVV i −VVV norm)

c
. (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 BBB, VVV norm, wwwn, nn, ne, nµ, 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 (118), electrons (119) and muons (120) read

∂nn

∂t
+∇∇∇ [nnVVV norm + cYnkwwwk + c∆jjjn] = 0, (A12)

∂ne

∂t
+∇∇∇ [neVVV norm + c∆jjje] = 0, (A13)

∂nµ

∂t
+∇∇∇

[
nµVVV norm + c∆jjjµ

]
= 0. (A14)

In the fully nonrelativistic limit these equations can be presented, in terms of the velocities VVV i and VVV si [64], as

∂ρn
∂t

+∇∇∇ [(ρn − ρnn − ρnp)VVV n + ρnkVVV sk] = 0, (A15)

∂ρe
∂t

+∇∇∇ (ρeVVV e) = 0, (A16)

∂ρµ
∂t

+∇∇∇ (ρµVVV µ) = 0, (A17)

where ρi ≡ mini and no summation over i is assumed.

2. The entropy generation equation (123), which is convenient to use instead of the energy conservation law, reduces
to

1

c

∂S

∂t
+∇∇∇

(
S
VVV norm

c
− µi

T
∆jjji

)
=

µpn
2
p

c3T
fffpWWW p −∆jjjiddd(i), (A18)

and the total momentum conservation equation reads

1

c

∂T 0l

∂t
+∇mT lm = 0, (A19)
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where the spatial indices l and m run over l,m = 1, 2, 3, and the energy-momentum tensor T µν is specified by
Eq. (122). In the fully nonrelativistic limit the momentum density T 0l/c reduces simply to T 0l/c = ρV l

norm +∑
ik ρik

(
V l
sk − V l

norm

)
, while T lm is given by Eq. (A33) below. Then Eq. (A19), with the help of the Gibbs-

Duhem relation (A28), can be represented as

∂

∂t

[
ρV l

norm +
∑

ik

ρik
(
V l
sk − V l

norm

)
]
+∇m

[
ρV l

normV
m
norm +

∑

ik

ρik
(
V l
siV

m
sk − V l

normV
m
norm

)
]
=

− ni∇lµi − S∇lT + ρik∇l

[
(VVV si −VVV norm) (VVV sk − VVV norm)

2

]
− 1

4π
[BBB × curl (Hc1bbb)]

l
. (A20)

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 JJJ free ×BBB of the ordinary MHD, which vanishes due to the screening of
electric current inside the superconductor (see, e.g., Refs. [24, 78]21).

3. Superfluid equation (124), written for neutrons in the absence of vortices, in the three-dimensional form reduces
to the two equations,

1

c

∂VVV sn

∂t
+∇∇∇V 0

sn = 0, (A21)

curlVVV sn = 0, (A22)

where V 0
sn is given by Eq. (A5). One can also obtain a nonrelativistic version of Eq. (A21), assuming that

velocities are small and neutrons are nonrelativistic (see Ref. [25], Appendix C):

∂VVV sn

∂t
+ (VVV sn∇∇∇)VVV sn +∇∇∇

[
µ̆n − 1

2
|VVV sn −VVV norm|2

]
= 0, (A23)

where µ̆n ≡ (µn −mnc
2)/mn.

4. The “magnetic evolution” equation [the same as equation (I23) in GD16] is obtained from Maxwell equation

curlEEE = −1

c

∂BBB

∂t
(A24)

by substituting EEE from Eq. (A40) (see below) and neglecting the terms depending on curlVVV sp in comparison to
the similar terms depending on ep/(mpc)BBB:

∂BBB

∂t
+ curl

(
µpnp

epc
fffp +BBB ×VVV norm

)
= 0. (A25)

The above equations describe time evolution of magnetic field BBB, velocities VVV norm and VVV sn (or, equivalently, wwwn),
as well as scalar thermodynamic quantities (ni and S). Note that the superfluid velocity for protons, VVV sp (or wwwp), is
expressed from the screening condition (A31), and thus does not provide an additional dynamic degree of freedom; the
diffusive currents ∆jjji (or velocities VVV i of nonsuperfluid components) are also expressed algebraically via Eq. (A35).

Algebraic relations

1. In the low-velocity limit the small quantity wµ
(i)w(k)µ that enters the thermodynamic relations (110)–(112)

reduces to www(i)www(k) [see Eq. (A6)]. As a result, any thermodynamic quantity (e.g., the energy density ε) should
be expressed as functions of the variables ni, S, www(i)www(k), and B,

ε = ε
(
ni, S,www(i)www(k), B

)
, (A26)

whereas the second law of thermodynamics and the Gibbs-Duhem relation read, respectively,

dε = µi dni + T dS +
Yik

2
d
(
www(i)www(k)

)
+

1

4π
Hc1dB, (A27)

dP = ni dµi + S dT − Yik

2
d
(
www(i)www(k)

)
− 1

4π
Hc1dB. (A28)

21 Note that the force F i
mag in Eq. (95) of Ref. [24] contains an additional term, −(ρp)/(4π)∇i (B∂Hc/ρ); in our formulation this term is

included in ∇∇∇µi due to renormalization of the chemical potential, see equation (G25) in GD16.
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In the fully nonrelativistic limit the term Yik

2 d
(
www(i)www(k)

)
reduces, in view of Eqs. (A1) and (A7), to

Yik

2
d
(
www(i)www(k)

)
= ρikd

(VVV si − VVV norm) (VVV sk − VVV norm)

2
. (A29)

2. Proton number density np and superfluid proton velocity VVV sp can be found from the quasineutrality (128) and
screening (129) conditions,

np = ne + nµ, (A30)

jjjp − jjje − jjjµ = Ypkwwwk +
(
∆jjjp −∆jjje −∆jjjµ

)
= 0. (A31)

For nonrelativistic matter the screening condition (A31), written in terms of VVV i and VVV sp, takes the form

ρpk
mp

(VVV sk − VVV p) + npVVV p − neVVV e − nµVVV µ = 0. (A32)

3. The energy-momentum tensor T µν , employed in Eq. (A19), is specified by Eqs. (122) and (115). In the fully
nonrelativistic limit its spatial part T lm (l,m = 1, 2, 3), with the help of relations (A1)–(A3), and (A7), reduces
to [cf. Ref. [64] and equation (I22) in GD16]

T lm =

(
ρ−

∑

ik

ρik

)
V l
normV

m
norm +

∑

ik

ρikV
l
siV

m
sk + Pδlm +

Hc1

4π

(
Bδlm − BlBm

B

)
. (A33)

4. ∆jjji and fffp are expressed through dddk and WWW p [see Eqs. (130) and (131)]:

−µpn
2
p

c3T
fffp =−A‖

ppWWW p‖ −A⊥
ppWWW p⊥ −AH

pp [WWW p⊥ × bbb]

− B‖
pkdddk‖ − B⊥

pkdddk⊥ − BH
pk [dddk⊥ × bbb] .

(A34)

∆jjji =− C‖
ipWWW p‖ − C⊥

ipWWW p⊥ − CH
ip [WWW p⊥ × bbb]

−D‖
ikdddk‖ −D⊥

ikdddk⊥ −DH
ik [dddk⊥ × bbb] ,

(A35)

where

dddk‖ ≡ (dddkbbb) bbb, dddk⊥ ≡ dddk − (dddkbbb)bbb, WWW p‖ ≡ (WWW pbbb)bbb, WWW p⊥ ≡WWW p − (WWW pbbb) bbb, (A36)

bbb ≡ BBB

B
, (A37)

dddk =∇∇∇
(µk

T

)
− ek

T

[
EEE +

VVV norm

c
×BBB

]
, (A38)

WWW p =
cYpk

np
www(k) +

c

4πepnp
curl (Hc1 bbb) . (A39)

5. The electric field EEE is expressed from the superfluid equation (132) for protons,

∂VVV sp

∂t
+ c∇∇∇V 0

sp + curlVVV sp ×VVV norm = −µpnp

mpc2
fffp +

ep
mp

(
EEE +

VVV norm

c
×BBB

)
, (A40)

which, in the nonrelativistic limit, takes the form [cf. GD16, Eq. (I7)]

∂VVV sp

∂t
+ (VVV sp∇∇∇)VVV sp +∇∇∇

[
µ̆p −

1

2
|VVV sp − VVV norm|2

]
= −curlVVV sp × (VVV norm −VVV sp)

− np fffp +
ep
mp

(
EEE +

VVV norm

c
×BBB

)
, (A41)

where µ̆p ≡ (µp −mpc
2)/mp.

Note that the right-hand sides of Eqs. (A34) and (A35) implicitly contain ∆jjji and EEE (see footnote 20), therefore
one has to solve equations (A34), (A35), and (A41) simultaneously in order to obtain closed-form expressions
for fffp, ∆jjji, and EEE.
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Remark 1. If neutrons and protons are completely superfluid, then ∆jjjn and ∆jjjp (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 A‖
pp and B‖

pi in

Eq. (A34) are small. Then fffp can be presented as

fffp =
epc

µpnp
[BBB × (VVV Lp −VVV norm)] , (A42)

where

VVV Lp = VVV norm − c2T

epnpB

(
AH

ppWWW p + BH
pkdddk

)
+

c2T

epnpB

(
A⊥

ppWWW p + B⊥
pkdddk

)
× bbb (A43)

is the nonrelativistic velocity of proton vortices [spatial part of the four-vector vµ(Lp) multiplied by c, see Eq. (134)].

Eq. (A25) can then be rewritten in the form [cf. GD16, equation (I24)]

∂BBB

∂t
+ curl (BBB × VVV Lp) = 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. VC). Under these assumptions, all equations of this section remain the
same, except for Eqs. (A21)–(A23), which should be replaced with

∂VVV sn

∂t
+ c∇∇∇V 0

sn + curlVVV sn ×VVV norm = −µnnn

mnc2
fffn, (A45)

and Eq. (A18), which should be replaced with

1

c

∂S

∂t
+∇∇∇

(
S
VVV norm

c
− µi

T
∆jjji

)
=

µpn
2
p

c3T
fffpWWW p +

µnn
2
n

c3T
fffnWWWn −∆jjjiddd(i), (A46)

where WWWn is given by [see Eq. (116)]

WWWn ≡ 1

nn
cYnkwww(k), (A47)

and fffn is [see Eq. (91)]

−µnn
2
n

c3T
fffn = −A‖

nnWWWn‖ −A⊥
nnWWWn⊥ −AH

nn [WWWn⊥ ×ωωω] , (A48)

WWWn‖ ≡ (WWWnωωω)ωωω, WWWn⊥ ≡WWWn − (WWWnωωω)ωωω, ωωω ≡ V(Mn)

V(Mn)
. (A49)

In the nonrelativistic limit Eq. (A45) reduces to [cf. GD16, Eq. (I7)]

∂VVV sn

∂t
+ (VVV sn∇∇∇)VVV sn +∇∇∇

[
µ̆n − 1

2
|VVV sn −VVV norm|2

]
= −curlVVV sn × (VVV norm −VVV sn)− nn fffn. (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 npeµ matter.22 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, 88].
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us to find microscopic expressions for ∆jjji and VVV Lp, compare them with the phenomenological equations (A35) and
(A43), and, finally, obtain the expressions for the phenomenological transport coefficients Aµν

ik , Bµν
ik , Cµν

ik , and Dµν
ik .

As in Appendix A, 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 ∇∇∇T , 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 Ynp = 0.
The proton vortex velocity VVV Lp enters the equation describing the balance of forces acting on a proton vortex.

Neglecting small vortex mass, the latter equation takes the form [44]

∑

i=e,µ

FFF i→V +FFF ext = 0, (B1)

where

FFF i→V = −Di [bbb × [bbb× (VVV i −VVV Lp)]] +D′
i [bbb × (VVV i −VVV Lp)] (B2)

is the velocity-dependent force per unit length acting on a vortex from particle species i, VVV i ≡ cjjji/ni is the velocity of
particle species i, and coefficients Di and D′

i are calculated from microphysics (see Ref. [44] and references therein).
In the absence of diffusion the phenomenological mutual friction parameters αp, βp, and γp employed in GD16 can
be expressed through Di and D′

i as

µpnp

c2
αp =

π~np(D
′
e +D′

µ)

(De +Dµ)2 + (D′
e +D′

µ)
2
, (B3)

µpnp

c2
βp =

π~np(De +Dµ)

(De +Dµ)2 + (D′
e +D′

µ)
2
, (B4)

γp = 0. (B5)

To obtain these relations, one has to solve Eq. (B1) with VVV e = VVV µ = VVV norm and compare the result with equations
(101) and (I25) of GD16.
The first and the second term in Eq. (B2) describe the (dissipative) drag force and the (nondissipative) transverse

force, respectively. FFF ext is the velocity-independent force per unit length; it is the sum of buoyancy and tension forces
[43]:

FFF ext = − ~c

4ep
[bbb× curl (Hc1bbb)] . (B6)

Using Eqs. (A31) and (A39), and noting that ∆jjjp = 0 (since all protons are superconducting), one can present FFF ext

as

FFF ext = −π~np

[
bbb×

(
WWW p −

c

np
∆jjje −

c

np
∆jjjµ

)]
. (B7)

The velocities VVV e and VVV µ can be found from the Euler equations [41] (i = e, µ and no summation over i is assumed)

ni

[
∂

∂t
+ (VVV i∇∇∇)

] (µi

c2
VVV i

)
= −ni∇∇∇µi −

µini

c2
∇∇∇φ−

∑

k 6=i

Jik (VVV i −VVV k)−NVpFFF i→V , (B8)

where φ is the gravitational potential, Jik = Jki is the momentum transfer rate per unit volume between particle

species i and k, and NVp = B/φ̂p0 = epB/(π~c) 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. (B8), 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 FFFpi 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 VVV i are close to one another, one can simplify the left-hand side of

Eq. (B8) by replacing VVV i with the average mass velocity of nonsuperfluid particles UUU ≡ (µeneVVV e + µµnµVVV µ) /(µene+
µµnµ) [88, 89], which, in the low-temperature limit, coincides with VVV norm introduced in Eq. (A3). Below we work in
the comoving frame, specified by the condition VVV norm = 0, or, in terms of VVV e and VVV µ,

µeneVVV e + µµnµVVV µ = 0. (B9)
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The left-hand side of Eq. (B8) in this frame reduces to
(
µini/c

2
)
∂UUU/∂t. Then, subtracting Euler equations (B8)

(divided by µini) for electrons and muons, we obtain:

−∇∇∇µe

µe
+

∇∇∇µµ

µµ
−
(

1

µene
+

1

µµnµ

)
Jeµ (VVV e − VVV µ)−

1

µene
NVpFFF e→V +

1

µµnµ
NVpFFFµ→V = 0. (B10)

The set of linear algebraic equations (B1), (B9), and (B10) allows one to find the quantities VVV Lp, ∆jjje, and ∆jjjµ.
To express them through WWW p, ddde, and dddµ, one has to make the following substitutions in these equations:

1. substitute FFF i→V and FFF ext from Eqs. (B2) and (B7);

2. replace ∇∇∇µi with Tdddi + eiEEE [see Eq. (A38); recall that we ignore the terms depending on ∇∇∇T ];

3. replace EEE with (−1/c)VVV Lp ×BBB [this condition follows from the assumption that the electric field is generated
only by the vortex motion, see equation (G15) in GD16];

4. replace VVV i with c∆jjji/ni (note that we work in the comoving frame, VVV norm = 0).

Then, solving the system of equations (B1), (B9), and (B10), and comparing the results with Eqs. (A35) and (A43),
one can determine the coefficients Aµν

pp , Bµν
pk , C

µν
ip , and Dµν

ik and directly check that the Onsager relations (74), (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 Jeµ ≪ NVpDi ≪ |NVpD
′
i|, which is realistic for typical NS conditions (see, e.g., Fig. 1 in

Ref. [41]). We also set D′
i = −π~ni, as argued in Refs. [24, 44]. Then the transport coefficients have, up to the first

order in Jeµ/ |NVpD
′
i| = (cJeµ)/(epniB) and Di/ |D′

i| = Di/(π~ni), the following form:23

A‖
pp = 0, (B11)

A⊥
pp =

epB (De +Dµ)

π~c2T
, (B12)

AH
pp = −epnpB

c2T
, (B13)

B‖
pk = 0, (B14)

B⊥
pe =

µµ (µµnµDe − µeneDµ)
[
neDµ

(
µ2
en

2
e + 2µ2

enenµ + µ2
µn

2
µ

)
+ nµDe

(
µ2
en

2
e + 2µ2

µnenµ + µ2
µn

2
µ

)]

π2~2cnenµ (ne + nµ)
(
µ2
ene + µ2

µnµ

)2

+
µµJeµ (µene + µµnµ)

2
(µµnµDe − µeneDµ)

π~epBnenµ

(
µ2
ene + µ2

µnµ

)2 ≈ 0,

(B15)

B⊥
pµ = −µe

µµ
B⊥
pe, (B16)

BH
pe =

µµ (µeneDµ − µµnµDe)

π~c
(
µ2
ene + µ2

µnµ

) , BH
pµ = −µe

µµ
BH
pe, (B17)

C‖
ip = 0, C⊥

ip = −B⊥
pi, CH

ip = −BH
pi, (B18)

D‖
eµ = D‖

µe = − µeµµn
2
en

2
µT

cJeµ (µene + µµnµ)
2 , (B19)

D⊥
eµ = D⊥

µe = −µeµµT
(
µ2
en

2
eDµ + µ2

µn
2
µDe

)

π~epB
(
µ2
ene + µ2

µnµ

)2 − cµeµµTJeµ (µene + µµnµ)
2

e2pB
2
(
µ2
ene + µ2

µnµ

)2 ≈ −µeµµT
(
µ2
en

2
eDµ + µ2

µn
2
µDe

)

π~epB
(
µ2
ene + µ2

µnµ

)2 , (B20)

DH
eµ = DH

µe =
µeµµnenµT

epB
(
µ2
ene + µ2

µnµ

) , (B21)

D‖,⊥,H
ee = −µµ

µe
D‖,⊥,H

eµ , D‖,⊥,H
µµ = −µe

µµ
D‖,⊥,H

eµ . (B22)

A number of comments regarding these equations is in order:

23 Note that the expression (B15) for B⊥
pe is of the second order in the small parameter (Di/D′

i); we write it down to emphasize that,
generally, it does not vanish. We also point out that we retain the (small) second term ∝ Jeµ in the intermediate equality in (B20),
because only this term survives in the expression for D⊥

eµ in the nonsuperfluid MHD of DGS20.
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1. The coefficients A‖
pp and B‖

pi vanish since there is no force acting along the vortex line in Eq. (B1).

2. AH
pp and A⊥

pp do not depend, in the leading order, on the electron-muon momentum transfer rate Jeµ; these
coefficients are proportional to, respectively, the mutual friction parameters αp and βp of nondiffusive hydro-

dynamics [26] [cf. Eq. (95)]. Note, however, that generally all coefficients, except for D‖
ik, depend on both Jeµ

and Di.

3. The cross-coefficient BH
pi , which describes force acting on a vortex due to gradients of chemical potentials ∇∇∇µi,

differs from zero. This interference of diffusion and mutual friction has the following physical meaning: diffusion
affects particle velocities VVV i which, in turn, affect the vortex motion via the mutual friction mechanism (and
vice versa).

4. The dissipative cross-coefficient B⊥
pi, generally, differs from zero, but vanishes in the first order in Jeµ/ |NVpD

′
i| =

(cJeµ)/(epniB) and Di/ |D′
i| = Di/(π~ni), and thus can be neglected.

5. The expression for D‖
eµ, 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 D⊥
eµ depends on the mutual friction parameters De and Dµ. 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 Jeµ (VVV e − VVV µ) in the Euler equation (B10)].

7. The (nondissipative) coefficient DH
eµ 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
De = Dµ = 0 (without assuming that Jeµ is small), then diffusion and mutual friction are completely decoupled,

Bµν
pi = Cµν

pi = 0. In addition, A‖
pp and A⊥

pp also vanish, A‖
pp = A⊥

pp = 0, so that the force on a vortex is described only

by nondissipative coefficient AH
pp = −epnpB/

(
c2T

)
. In turn, the generalized diffusion coefficients D

‖
ik, D

⊥
ik, and DH

ik
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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