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ABSTRACT

The main contribution to the effective shear modulus of neutron star crust can be calculated within Coulomb solid
model and can be approximated by simple analytical expression for arbitrary (even multicomponent) composition.
Here I consider correction associated with electron screening within Thomas-Fermi approximation. In particular,
I demonstrate
relativistic electrons (density ρ > 106 g cm−3 ) this correction can be estimated as δµV
eff =
P that for
7/3 2
−4
n
Z
e
/a
,
where
summation
is
taken
over
ion
species,
n
is
number
density
of
ions
with
charge
Ze,
−9.4×10
e
Z
Z Z
kTF is Thomas-Fermi screening wave number. Finally, ae = (4πne /3)−1/3 is electron sphere radius. Quasineutrality
P
condition ne =
Z ZnZ is assumed. This result holds true for arbitrary (even multicomponent and amorphous)
matter and can be applied for neutron star crust and (dense) cores of white dwarfs. For example, the screening
correction reduces shear modulus by ∼ 9% for Z ∼ 40, which is typical for inner layers of neutron star crust.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Matter in the neutron star crust as well as in the
cores of white dwarfs solidifies if the temperature becomes low enough (e.g., Haensel, Potekhin & Yakovlev 2006;
Chamel & Haensel 2008; Caplan & Horowitz 2017). Just
like terrestrial solids, solidified stellar matter can support
anisotropic stresses. To describe this behaviour, the elasticity theory should be applied. The crucial parameter of this
theory is the shear modulus, which describes response of the
solid to shear deformations. A prescription, which allows to
calculate the shear modulus of stellar matter at certain density, composition and temperature is an essential part of the
microphysics input required to model a wide range of neutron star phenomenons. These are oscillation spectra, in particular interpretation of the observed quasi-periodic oscillations after giant flares of magnetars (e.g., Hansen & Cioffi
1980; Schumaker & Thorne 1983; McDermott et al. 1988;
Strohmayer et al. 1991; Gabler et al. 2011, 2012, 2013,
2018; Sotani et al. 2018; Kozhberov & Yakovlev 2020),
the mass distribution asymmetry (mountains) in the
crust, which can lead to emission of gravitational
waves (see e.g., Ushomirsky et al. 2000; Haskell et al.
2006; Horowitz 2010; Johnson-McDaniel & Owen 2013;
Kerin & Melatos 2022 for the models and Abbott et al. 2020;
The LIGO Scientific Collaboration et al. 2021, 2022 for recent observational constraints). Elastisity can also affect tidal
deformability, which leads to quite substantial effects for
white dwarf binary evolution (Perot & Chamel 2022), however for neutron star binaries the effect is almost negligi⋆
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ble Penner et al. (2011); Biswas et al. (2019); Pereira et al.
(2020); Gittins et al. (2020).
Neutron star crust and cores of white dwarfs are composed
of fully ionized atomic nuclei (ions) and degenerate electrons
(in the neutron star inner crust unbound neutrons are also
present). It is typically assumed that solidification leads to
formation of polycrystalline matter (e.g., Ogata & Ichimaru
1990; Haensel et al. 2006; Chamel & Haensel 2008 as well
as Caplan et al. (2018) for molecular dynamics simulations, supporting this assumption) however, the amorphous state is not fully excluded and considered, e.g.
by Jones (1999, 2004); Sauls, Chamel & Alpar (2020);
Carreau, Fantina & Gulminelli (2020b); Antonelli & Haskell
(2020).
Elastic properties of stellar matter within polycrystalline assumption were studied in many papers (e.g.,
Strohmayer et al. 1991; Horowitz & Hughto 2008; Baiko
2011, 2012; Kobyakov & Pethick 2015; Baiko 2015;
Kozhberov 2019; Kozhberov 2022). Their authors make
two steps. First, they assume that ions form a perfect
lattice of certain type and apply molecular dynamics or
phonon-based formalism to consider response of this system
to deformations (note that the first result for static lattice
were obtained by Fuchs 1936). In this manner the authors
calculate elastic constants for perfect crystals, which are
anisotropic, i.e. which have more than two independent
elastic constants, known for isotropic material: shear and
bulk modulus. At the second step, anisotropic elastic constants are applied to estimate an effective shear modulus of
the polycrystalline matter µeff (the bulk modulus is known
from the equation of state). However, as it is well known
in terrestrial material science, the second step is far from
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trivial and, furthermore, µeff can depend on the correlations
in orientations of crystallites (see, e.g., Landau et al. 1986,
section 10, p. 36). Following Ogata & Ichimaru (1990),
astrophysical applications typically apply Voigt approach
(see, Kobyakov & Pethick 2015 for discussion), which assumes that all crystallites have the same deformation. The
Voigt approach gives an upper bound to the effective shear
modulus.
The main contribution to the effective shear modulus
comes from static lattice, however, corrections associated
with ion motion are significant, if temperature is close to
the melting point (see e.g., Horowitz & Hughto 2008; Baiko
2012).1 As long as electron screening is rather weak, typically one includes this effect perturbatively within TomasFermi approach, i.e. in the zero-th order one can apply pure
Coulomb interaction (Coulomb crystal model) and include
screening effects as a correction. However, as shown by Baiko
(2012), only general trend of the screening correction is well
described within Thomas-Fermi approximation, while more
accurate treatment on the basis of relativistic electron dielectric function (Jancovici 1962), leads to complicated nonmonotonic dependence of the effective shear modulus on nuclei proton number Z (see also Baiko 2014; Kozhberov & Potekhin
2021 for complicated zero-temperature phase diagrams of
one-component crust, corresponding to Jancovici 1962 dielectric function).
In a recent paper (Chugunov 2021; paper I below), I
demonstrate that the Voigt-averaged effective shear modulus can be calculated analytically for arbitrary (even multicomponent or/and amorphous) solid, if ion vibrations are
neglected and Coulomb crystal model is applied. Estimating
Madelung
ion sphere model (ISM), I obtain
P energy within
0.12 nZ Z 5/3 e2 /ae . Here summation is taken over
µC
eff ≈
Z
ion species, nZ is number density of ions with charge Ze. Finally, ae = (4πne /3)−1/3
Pis electron sphere radius. Quasineutrality condition ne = Z ZnZ is assumed.
Motivated by numerical results by Kozhberov (2022), in
this letter I expand Paper I by including electron screening
correction within Tomas-Fermi approach, still neglecting ion
vibrations (e.g. assuming zero temperature and neglecting
zero-point motion). In particular, I demonstrate that electron screening decreases the effective shear modulus by the
2
amount δ scr µeff = (4/15)kTF
a2e ǫscr , where ǫscr < 0 describes
screening correction to the energy density.2 Here
√
1 + x2r
2
2 ∂ne
kTF = 4πe
≈ 0.0342
(1)
∂µe
xr
√
is Thomas-Fermi screening wave number, µe = me c2 1 + x2r
2
1/3
is chemical potential of electrons, xr ≡ h̄(3π ne ) /(me c)
is electron relativity parameter. Finally, me , c, and h̄ are
electron mass, speed of light, and the Planck constant.
1

Note, that while considering elasticity theory at finite temperature, one should take in mind that the adiabatic and isothermal elastic constants generally differ, however, as shown in Baiko
(2011), the Voigt averaged effective shear modulus is the same in
both cases (at least for lattices with cubic symmetry).
2 Similar result were obtained recently by Khrapak (2019) for the
transverse sound velocities of Yukawa systems, but his derivation
is based on quasicrystalline approximation, initially suggested for
liquids by Hubbard & Beeby (1969), so the details of averaging of
anisotropic elastic tensors at finite pressure remain unclear.
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Estimating ǫscr via ISM (Khrapak et al. 2014), one can
write the screening correction as
2
2
δµV
eff = −0.027kTF ae

X
Z

nZ

Z 7/3 e2
.
ae

(2)

As in paper I, this result holds true for arbitrary composition
and microphysical structure of solid.
This letter generally follows the structure of the paper I:
a brief introduction to the finite pressure elasticity theory is
given in section 2.1 (see, in particular, a methodical note,
section 2.1.1); approximations applied in the letter are formulated in section 2.2; section 2.3 demonstrates symmetry
of elasticity tensor within Thomas-Fermi approximation and
uses this symmetry to derive the effective shear modulus.
Short summary is presented in section 3.

2 ELASTISITY TENSORS OF STELLAR SOLIDS:
SCREENING CORRECTION
2.1 Elastisity at finite pressure
To introduce notations and to remind about basic features,
I start from a short introduction to the elasticity theory in
application to stellar solids.
The elasticity theory describes response of the matter to
deformation, i.e. displacement of the matter element from
the point R to R̃ = R + ξ(R), where ξ(R) is the displacement vector. I will consider uniform infinitesimal deformations: ξ(R)i = uij Rj , where uij is displacement gradient,
which is assumed to be constant over solid.
For astrophysical applications one should consider deformation with respect to the initial state, which has finite
pressure P . It makes elasticity theory a bit more complicated than the standard textbook version (e.g., Landau et al.
1986). In particular, several elasticity tensors should be introduced. Following Wallace (1967), let us start from the general
form for the change of the energy [per unit volume at initial
(undeformed) state], written up to second order terms in uij :
δE = σij uij +

1
Sijkl uij ukl .
2

(3)

Here σij is the stress tensor at initial state, assumed to be
isotropic (σij = −P δij , where δij is Kronecker delta). Eq.
(3) can be treated as definition of the tensor Sijkl , which
does not have Voigt symmetry (for example, Sijkl 6= Sjikl if
i = k, j = l, k 6= l, and P 6= 0). Tensor Sijkl is useful for
first principle calculation of the elastic properties and will be
used in derivations below.
However, for astrophysical applications the stress-strain
tensor Bijkl = Sijkl − P (δil δjk − δij δkl ) seems to be more
important because it allows to calculate the change of the
stress tensor δσij , associated with the deformation
δσij =

1
Bijkl (ukl + ulk ) .
2

(4)

It is easy to check that Bijkl + Bilkj = Sijkl + Silkj . As
shown by Wallace (1967), tensor Bijkl has Voigt symmetry
(Bijkl = Bjikl = Bijlk = Bklij ), and, thus, up to 21 independent elastic parameters.
For isotropic material, the stress-strain tensor Bijkl has
only two independent elastic constants K and µ, which are

Electron screening correction to the shear modulus
bulk and the shear moduli, respectively:



Bijkl = Kδij δkl + µ δik δjl + δil δjk −

2
δij δkl .
3



Respective stress-strain relation is well known



δσij = Kδij ull + µ uij + uji −

2
δij ull .
3



(5)

(6)

In the case of stellar matter, the energy (and thus Sijkl ) can
be presented as a sum of partial contributions from degenerate electrons and electrostatic interaction of ions (for inner
crust, contribution of unbound neutrons should be added).
In this letter I will apply Voigt average, which is based on
two assumptions: 1) crystallites of polycrystalline matter are
randomly oriented and 2) uij is the same for all crystallites.
This approach is linear over Sijkl and leads to isotropic form
of the stress-strain tensor. Below, the effective shear modulus, obtained by Voigt average is marked as µV
eff , while the
bulk modulus is denoted as K V . Only electrostatic interaction contributes to µV
eff and in what follows Sijkl represents
only this part of respective tensor.
2.1.1 Methodical note



δij uij +

it depends on the value of the parameter P , i.e. on the state
of the matter with respect to which deformations are considered. As a result, G generally cannot be treated as thermodynamic property and thus should be distinguished from
the Gibbs energy as it is determined by equation of state
(microscopic calculations at isotropic stress). That is why I
prefer to appeal to the finite pressure elasticity theory as it
is formulated by Wallace (1967) (if section 2.3 were written
within Marcus et al. 2002 approach, the second order terms
would become more complicated).
Hopefully, in astrophysical applications one is typically interested in variation of the stress tensor, given by Eq. (4) (often in isotropic form, Eq. 6) and the above mentioned complications are not important, if properly calculated elastic
constants (µ and K for Eq. 6) are applied.
In this work I present screening correction to µV
eff (pure
Coulomb result was presented in Paper I). Screening correction to the bulk modulus, K = −V (dP/dV ), can be obtained from the equation of state, which is well known (e.g.,
Kozhberov & Potekhin 2021 and references therein).

2.2 Physical model: approximations

The difference between tensors Bijkl and Sijkl has simple
physical nature: it is associated with compression of the matter element at the second order in uij . Namely, the energy
change of the matter element is equal to the work performed
by exterior forces over this solid. In case of finite pressure at
initial state, this work has a component −P δV , where δV is
the volume change. This term should be calculated up to the
second order in uij to produce correct form of Eq. (3):
δV = V

3

δij δkl − δil δjk
uij ukl ,
2



(7)

The first term in the brackets is well known first-order relative
change of the volume, while the second is the second-order
change of the volume, which both contribute to δE by the
term ∝ P . It is work associated with this term that leads to
the difference between Sijkl and Bijkl tensors.
Alternative formulation of the finite pressure elasticity theory were suggested by Marcus et al. (2002); Marcus & Qiu
(2004); Marcus & Qiu (2009). It is based on the expansion
of G = E + P V − T S (T and S are the temperature and
the entropy, in this paper I consider T = 0 limit). Indeed,
thanks to the fact that variation of G is considered, the term
∝ δV is cancelled out and there are no need to introduce tensor Sijkl (change of the G is described by the tensor Bijkl ).
In the papers by Marcus et al. (2002); Marcus & Qiu (2004);
Marcus & Qiu (2009) G is refereed as the Gibbs energy, but
it can be misleading (see, e.g., Steinle-Neumann & Cohen
2004). Namely, within G-based approach by Marcus et al.
(2002) the quantity P is treated as a parameter, which is
not modified by deformation (even if one considers compression, which leads to change of the pressure). As a result, G = E + P V − T S has a minimum, corresponding to
equilibrium state at the pressure, which is equal to P (see
Marcus & Qiu 2004 for detailed clarification and arguments
that G is a natural choice for some problems, e.g., for sound
waves in matter under fixed external pressure). However, applying the theory by Marcus et al. (2002), one should keep
in mind that G is not uniquely determined for given microscopic state (e.g., position of all ions in section 2.3) because

I consider screening correction to the elastic properties of
neutron star crust and white dwarf cores within the following
widely applied approximations:
(i) All ions are fully ionized and considered as point
charges;
(ii) Ions are static (i.e. located at equilibrium positions,
thermal and zero point vibrations are neglected);
(iii) The deformation is uniform at microphysical level
(e.g. uij = const);
(iv) Electron screening is described within linear response
theory with static longitudinal dielectric function, corresponding to the Thomas-Fermi approximation: ǫ(q) = 1 +
2
kTF
/q 2 .
In this paper I am mostly interested in incompressible shear
deformations, which do not affect the dielectric function. To
simplify discussion in the next section I will refer to the
Yukawa system, i.e. system of point-like particles interacting via an effective Yukawa potential with (fixed) screening
parameter κ = kTF . For incompressible shear deformations
this system is equivalent to the stellar matter (within abovementioned assumptions), while for deformations with compression it allows to simplify derivations (brute force consideration should take into account that compression affects
kTF ). Thanks to linearity of the Voigt averaging, this simplification does not affect µV
eff . However, to avoid confusions, let
me stress that for astrophysical applications the bulk modulus K should be calculated from the equation of state, but
not from the formulae of section 2.3, which neglect variation
of kTF with compression and, furthermore, do not have the
dominating contribution from degenerate electrons.

2.3 Symmetry of the elasticity tensor for stellar
matter and effective shear modulus
Following Paper I, to derive Sijkl tensor, I calculate a change
of the electrostatic energy ∆E, associated with deformation.
MNRAS 000, 1–6 (2022)
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Within applied approximations (section 2.2), electrostatic energy of the matter element can be written as
E


1 X X Z a Z b e2
exp −κ Ra − Rb
a
b
2
|R − R |

=

a

−

a

|Ra − r|

a

3

exp (−κ |R − r|) d r

V Sijkl

(9)

Taking into account that for electrons this deformation modifies the number density (it becomes ñe = ne /J, where J is
the Jacobian of transformation; the quasineutrality condition
obviously holds true after deformation), the energy change
∆E = Ẽ − E can be written in the form
ab
˜ ab
e−κ|∆ |
e−κ|∆ |
−
˜ ab
|∆ab |
∆

1 XX a b 2
Ẽ − E =
Z Z e
2
a

−

XZ

+

1
2

Zi e2 ne

a

Z Z

b6=a

˜ ar |
−κ|∆

e

˜ ar
∆

ar

e−κ|∆
|∆ar |

−

rr
˜ rr
e−κ|∆ |
e−κ|∆ |
−
rr
˜ rr
|∆ |
∆

e2 n2e

|

!

!

!

d3 r

d3 r d3 r′ . (10)

Here, ∆ab = Ra − Rb , ∆ar = Ra − r, and ∆rr = r − r′ .
˜ ab = R̃a − R̃b , ∆
˜ ar =
Similarly, for the deformed state: ∆
a
rr
′
˜
R̃ − r̃, and ∆ = r̃ − r̃ .
Applying Taylor expansion over uij , taking into account
α
α
˜α
that ∆
i = ∆i + uij ∆j (here and below index α runs over
ab, ar, and rr):
˜α
e−κ|∆ |
˜α
∆

α|

e−κ|∆
|∆α |

≈

α
+ pα
ij uij + sijkl uij ukl ,

(14)

X Z a 2 ar 3
1 X X a b 2 ab
Z e ne sijkl d r
Z Z e sijkl −
2

1
2

b6=a

Z Z

a

3
e2 n2e srr
ijkl d r

3 ′

(15)

d r

(11)

where

κ |∆α | + 1 −κ|∆α |
e
,
|∆α |

pα
ii

=

−

sα
ijij

=

κ2 |∆α | e−κ|∆ | .

a

R̃ia = Ria + uij Rja .

=

3
3 ′
e2 n2e prr
ij d r d r ,

To calculate contractions σii and Sijij let me note that

The first three terms in equation (8) are ion-ion, ion-electron,
and electron-electron interaction energies respectively. The
last term corresponds to the electrostatic interaction energy
of each nuclei with the screening cloud; it is responsible for
the enhancement of nuclear reaction rate by electron screening (e.g., Salpeter 1954). Here upper indices a and b enumerate ions, Z a e and Ra are the charge and the position
Pof ion a
respectively. The electron number density is ne = a Z a /V
due to quasineutrality condition.
After applying deformation uij , the energy becomes Ẽ and
the ion positions become

δE

Z Z

a

+

Z Z

−

=

(8)


e2 n2e
1
exp −κ r′ − r d3 r d3 r′ .
2
|r − r′ |
κX 2
Za .
2

+

1
2

while

b6=a

X Z Z a e2 ne

+

(16)

α

(17)

Now it is easy to compare contractions σii and Sijij with
derivatives of E over κ. Since each sum and integral in Eq.
(8) converge due to the factor exp (−κ∆α ), the derivative can
be taken inside the integral/sum. It leads to
σii

=

Sijij

=

κ ∂E
E
− ,
V ∂κ
V
κ2 ∂ 2 E
.
V ∂κ2

(18)
(19)

According to Baiko (2002); Kozhberov & Potekhin (2021),
in the lowest order in κ, the energy density ǫ = E/V =
ǫC + κ2 a2e ǫscr , where ǫC is energy density in the absence of
screening and ǫscr describes screening correction. Thus,
σii

=

Sijij

=

−ǫC + κ2 a2e ǫscr ,

2κ2 a2e ǫscr .

(20)
(21)

As follows from (20), the electrostatic contribution to the
pressure is
1
1
1
P = − σii = ǫC − κ2 a2e ǫscr .
(22)
3
3
3
It agrees with zero-temperature thermodynamic relation P =
−∂E/∂V , taking into account that ǫC and ǫscr are both ∝
4/3
ne (see Baiko 2002; Kozhberov & Potekhin 2021 and Eqs.
26 and 27; as pointed in Section 2.2, κ treated as a constant
here).
Similar to paper I, Equation (21) allows to calculate screening correction to the Voigt averaged effective shear modulus
µV
eff . Let us note two facts (see, e.g., Paper I): 1) the contraction Sijij = Bijij ; 2) Sijij is invariant with respect to Voigt
V
average. As a result, (21) should hold true for Bijij
, where
V
Bijkl is the Voigt averaged stress-strain tensor. It is isotropic
and thus can be written in form (5). Straightforward calculations lead to
V
V
Bijij
= 3 Keff
+ 10µV
eff .

(23)

Considering isotropic compression, I conclude
α

pα
ij

=

e−κ|∆ | α α
−
∆i ∆j (κ |∆α | + 1)
|∆α |3

(12)

V
Keff
= ne

∂P
4
2
= ǫC − κ2 a2e ǫscr .
∂ne
9
9

(24)

α

sα
ijkl


e−κ|∆ | α α  α α 
∆j ∆l ∆i ∆k 3κ |∆α | + κ2 |∆α |2 + 3
5
α
|∆ |

=

− |∆α |2 (κ |∆α | + 1) δik .

(13)

Combining Eqs. (11) and (10), one can identify that
V σij

=

1 X X a b 2 ab
Z Z e pij −
2
a

b6=a
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XZ
a

3
Z a e2 ne par
ij d r

V
Inserting Keff
into (21) and (23) leads to conclusion

µV
eff = −

4 2 2
2
ǫC +
κ ae ǫscr ,
15
15

(25)

which is the main result of the paper (the first term was
already obtained in Paper I).
Quantities ǫC and ǫscr can be precisely calculated, if lattice structure is given (e.g., Baiko 2002;
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Kozhberov & Baiko
2015;
Chamel & Fantina
2016;
Kozhberov 2018; Kozhberov & Potekhin 2021). However, taking into account approximate nature of the Voigt
average, it is reasonable to apply ISM to estimate energy
density (Khrapak et al. 2014) :
ǫISM
≈ −0.9
C

X

nZ

Z 5/3 e2
,
ae

(26)

ǫISM
scr ≈ −0.103

X

nZ

Z 7/3 e2
.
ae

(27)

Z

Z

≈
−

Z 5/3 e2
(28)
ae
Z
√
Z 7/3 e2
1 + x2r X
−4
9.4 × 10
.
nZ
xr
ae
0.12

X
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Using Eq. (1), the final estimate is
µV
eff,ISM

5

The data underlying this letter are available in the letter.

nZ

Z

It is worth stressing, that ISM is surprisingly accurate. For
example, instead of 0.9 in Eq. (26) precise calculations for
body centered cubic (bcc) and face centered cubic (fcc) lattices by Baiko 2002 give 0.895929255682 and 0.895873615195,
while for screening correction, instead of 0.103 in (27)
accurate calculations give coefficients 0.103732333707 and
0.103795687531 for bcc and fcc respectively.
As pointed in the introduction, Eq. (25) were previously
obtained numerically by Kozhberov (2022) for bcc and fcc
lattices. Similar result were also obtained by Khrapak (2019)
for the sound velocities of Yukawa systems.

3 SUMMARY
In this paper I demonstrate that the screening correction
to the Voigt averaged shear modulus of neutron star crust
and white dwarf cores can be easily calculated via Eq. (25),
if the screening correction to the electrostatic energy are
known (in Paper I similar result were obtained for the main
Coulomb term). Estimating the latter within ISM, which is
known to be extremely accurate for bcc and fcc lattices, allows to obtain explicit numerical formula (28). This result
is applicable for arbitrary composition (even multicomponent) and structure (crystalline or amorphous) and can be
directly applied in the astrophysics. For example, for ions
with Z = 40, which are typical for inner layers of neutron
star crust (e.g., Douchin & Haensel 2001; Pearson et al. 2018,
2019; Carreau et al. 2020a), the screening reduces the shear
modulus by ∼ 9%. It can be important, e.g. for torsional os√
cillations of neutron star crust, with frequency ∝ µ (e.g.,
Kozhberov & Yakovlev 2020).
However, several points are important. First, the Voigt average gives an upper limit for the shear modulus of polycrystalline matter and actual shear modulus can be lower (see,
e.g., Kobyakov & Pethick 2015 and Paper I). Second, consideration in this work neglects vibration of ions, which reduces
the shear modulus, especially near the melting point (e.g.,
Baiko 2012). Thus it is better to treat (28) as an upper limit
rather than an exact shear modulus of stellar matter.
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