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In the outer core of neutron stars (NS) quantum liquids are thought to exist during most of the observable stel-
lar lifetime. These liquids are characterized by two different, density-dependent superfluid (SF) condensation
critical temperatures associated with neutrons and protons. A possibility that cannot be excluded in the state-
of-the-art astrophysics, and that warrants examination, is a spatial overlap of the SF and superconducting (SC)
domains. Partial overlap would imply that there is a layer where both critical temperatures are equal. In vicinity
of this layer the Ginzburg-Landau (GL) effective field theory is valid. In this paper, an effective field theory for
proton superconductor (SC) interacting with neutron SF, both with scalar order parameters, is developed and
applied to the surface energy (SE) of a magnetized SC body. Essentially, the SE studied here differs from the
nuclear SE: here, the proton SF density decays to zero while the total proton density is constant across the sur-
face. Interactions between the condensates are parameterized phenomenologically and their effects determined
from calculations of a planar SE as the ranges of parameters are varied. The critical GL parameter κc which
renders the SE equal to zero is found analytically by noting that in a system with vanishing SE the thermody-
namic critical MF is equivalent to the upper critical MF. In the case of weak coupling, κc is shown to be a linear
function of SF-SF density-density coupling, in agreement with the earlier results based on asymptotic intervor-
tex interactions. Numerical simulations corroborate our analytical predictions. Coupling due to the mixed term
arising from a scalar product of gradients of the SF densities, which had been considered in the earlier literature,
is seen to have practically no effect on the superconductivity type. However, this coupling does produce a frozen
wave packet of the SF neutron density localized at the surface. It is shown that the leading contribution from the
gradient coupling arises from a novel mixed quantum pressure term, but still does not affect the planar SE. The
present calculations provide an initial map of superconductivity types in the phenomenological effective field
theory and will serve as a landmark for future studies, which require microscopic calculations of the coupling
parameters introduced here phenomenologically.

I. INTRODUCTION

Macroscopic quantum phenomena in superconducting neu-
tron stars are directly linked to their observable signatures.
For example, protons superconductivity is expected in the core
of NS and is a crucial problem in many aspects of rotational
and magnetic evolution of pulsars and magnetars. The re-
sponse of matter to the magnetic field is a fundamental prop-
erty and it is conveniently expressed in terms of superconduc-
tivity type. The type of superconductivity relevant to uniform
nuclear matter was first analyzed at typical conditions in the
core of NS by Baym, Pethick and Pines (1969) in the frame-
work of a single-component superconductor (influence of SF
neutrons was discarded) [1]. The conclusion was that type-II
is expected because the GL parameter in NS matter is around
3, while the critical GL parameter κc for a single-component
SC is equal to 1/

√
2. However, the SF state in the NS interior

is expected to have more than one scalar (proton) condensate
and it is important to understand multicomponent SF effects
arising from the nuclear interactions. Coupling of the stellar
angular momentum to the MF is set by the vortex-flux tube
interactions (or their absence) [2–4]. The magnetic stresses
and arrangement of the MF lines in the NS interior are also
influenced by the core superconductivity [5, 6].

Link (2003) [2] argued that pulsar observations suggest
there is either no coexisting proton type-II superconductiv-
ity and neutron superfluidity, or there is type-I proton super-
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conductivity which might coexist with SF neutrons. Buck-
ley, Metlitski and Zhitnitsky (2004) [7] suggested that a SF-
SC density-density coupling between the protons and the neu-
trons might be capable of changing the type of the proton su-
perconductivity. Alford, Good and Reddy (2005) [8], using a
simple model of a dilute Fermi gas with two-body contact in-
teractions, argued that such a coupling vanishes due to a large
difference between the Fermi momenta of neutrons and pro-
tons. However, the nucleon interactions are strong and this is
a simple reason why models suitable for dilute systems with
perturbative interactions in general fail to represent the basic
physical features of nuclear matter.

The intrinsic three-body fermion interaction might natu-
rally cause the SF-SC density-density coupling irrespective
of the difference of the Fermi momenta, because it couples
the isospin degrees of freedom in the differential equations
for normal and anomalous propagators of the fermions. This
qualitative argument is one of motivations for the present
work. The standard machinery of the propagator equations
in a single-component SC (with only one isospin component)
is given in the classical work of Gorkov [9]. It is straightfor-
ward to generalize this approach to the two-component mix-
ture considered here [10], however further work is necessary
because three-body interactions in nuclear matter are charac-
terized by a finite range.

Another motivation is to provide an independent investiga-
tion of the problem of parametric transitions between types
of superconductivity, which has been considered earlier from
the point of view of the vortex-vortex asymptotic interactions
[11]. Here, a flat interface is employed and the associated sur-
face energy is computed. This approach, though is explicitly
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very different, is expected to provide equivalent results com-
pared with the approach of intervortex interactions used by
Alford & Good (2008) [11].

A standard framework for describing the physics of SCs is
a phenomenological GL model [12]. In NS matter there are
two SF species characterized by two different transition tem-
peratures, representing a logical obstacle for a direct exten-
sion of the GL model to the two-component mixture. In the
case where there are several unequal SF critical temperatures,
then the validity of the ”GL” expansion of the condensation
energy simultaneously fails for the both components, because
the condensate with a higher critical temperature is not small
in magnitude at temperatures slightly below the lower criti-
cal temperature. The GL model is applicable near the critical
temperature, and the basic assumption is that the free energy
can be expanded in powers of the order parameter, thus fixing
the form of the SF energy functional [16]. In order to avoid
ambiguities one should abandon the terminology ”GL model
at zero temperature”, because the expansion of the GL free
energy in powers of the small order parameter is valid only
near the critical temperature. At zero temperature, the magni-
tude of the order parameter is not small. These difficulties are
overcome by considering the system near the phase transition
temperature and by assuming that the critical temperatures are
equal. Since the gaps are smooth functions of the total baryon
density in uniform nuclear matter, this assumption is realistic
if the SF and the SC spatial domains overlap in the stellar in-
terior. Indeed, in this case there must be a surface within the
overlapping region where the critical temperatures are equal.

Here, Cooper pairing in the S-wave channel is assumed for
both protons and neutrons, although this is a simplified picture
because the S-wave neutron gap is expected to close for rele-
vant nuclear matter densities. A more realistic picture would
include higher partial waves for neutron quasiparticles and
self-consistently account for unequal critical temperatures for
neutrons and protons. In fact, even symmetry of the neutron
SF order parameter is presently an open question. It has been
shown that the tensor component of the two-body quasiparti-
cle interaction and the P-wave SF neutron gap are significantly
reduced due to the medium polarization corrections, in partic-
ular due to the coupling of the tensor and the spin-orbit force
to the strong spin-spin interaction [13]. However, the three-
body forces and higher many-body corrections are expected
to provide significant effects and need to be included in future
quantitative studies of the gaps [14, 15].

Presently, the presence and exact distribution of supercon-
ducting domains in the interior of NS is an open problem.
Even a small layer exhibiting type-I superconductivity, or its
absence, could have relevant astrophysical consequence be-
cause it would affect the crust-core boundary conditions for
the MF and hence will provide significant constraints for the-
oretical models of the stellar MF and the related phenomena.
However, low-energy constants of the model are linked to the
low-energy constants of the effective theories of nuclear inter-
actions in a non-trivial way. The general wisdom suggests that
NS matter can be only type-II. Nevertheless, the development
of an effective field theory and systematical study of various
effective interactions is required and will be the focus here.

The present two-component model provides insight into su-
perconducting properties of systems with several components
and should be investigated prior to development of more so-
phisticated models. The Fermi momenta of protons and neu-
trons are very different as a result of nuclear equilibrium [17].
The order parameter is diagonal in the isospin quantum num-
ber because particles with significantly different Fermi mo-
menta cannot form a Cooper pair with zero total momentum.
Some aspects of the two-component GL model in the con-
text of the NS matter were studied earlier [3, 4, 7, 11, 19–
22]. The vector coupling of the SF components was repre-
sented in the free energy functional by ”current · current”
terms [3, 21] or by ”SF density gradient · SF density gra-
dient” contributions [11, 19]. Here, both types of coupling
are retained and are called simply ”momentum-coupling” and
”gradient-coupling”, correspondingly. It is convenient to in-
troduce a shorthand term ”density-coupling” that refers to the
SF-SC density-density coupling between the protons and neu-
trons. In this paper, a novel SF interaction is considered in the
form of a ”gradient of wave function modulus · gradient of
wave function modulus”, which represents a mixed quantum
pressure contribution.

The plan of the paper is as follows. Section II system-
atically introduces the model. Section III provides the ba-
sic equations of the model and the parameterization. Also,
uniform mixtures are considered and thermodynamic stability
conditions are displayed in Fig. 1 for a special case of equal
quartic GL parameters. Finally, the setup for finding planar in-
terfacial profiles and the surface energy in the magnetic field
is established. Section IV discusses types of superconductiv-
ity and gives derivations of the main analytical results using
a novel method to find the critical GL-parameter. Section V
provides the mathematical definition of the surface energy of
a planar interface, which is used in the numerical calculations.
Section VI presents a description of the numerical procedure.
The main numerical results are shown in Table I and in Figs.
2-3. Conclusions are given in Sec. VII. The appendix presents
some useful results from the Schödinger model.

II. PHENOMENOLOGY

A. Effective field in SF-SC system

Any physical theory is phenomenological, the only differ-
ence is the energy scale involved in the problem. Phenomenol-
ogy of the present model is understood as the low-energy
effective-field description of SF and SC matter, on length
scales that resolve the spatial variations of the order parameter.
It involves quasiclassical fields of the SF-SC order parameter
and the MF in the Coulomb gauge. The field interactions are
given by the effective couplings and do not explicitly involve
the quantum interaction fields. The present phenomenology
is an effective low-energy theory for quantum degenerate uni-
form nuclear matter. There are two important limiting cases
for the SF phenomenology: either just below the temperature-
driven SF phase transition point – the GL model, or at ultra
low temperature – ideal fluid hydrodynamics.
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The effective degrees of freedom in the present theory rep-
resent the SF and SC properties of the system. The SF-SC
phase physically differs from normal matter because its sym-
metry is different. This situation has some analogies with the
usual water-ice phase transition, which is a representative of
the first-order phase transition. The new phase appears within
localized regions of space (”seeds”) and is characterized by a
nonzero enthalpy that is required to assemble or melt a seed
with minimum size determined by the interplay of the sur-
face and volume energies of the seed. On the contrary, in sec-
ond order phase transitions (which occur, for example, in the
MF driven superconductive phase transition in type-II SCs)
the new phase appears continuously in the whole body of the
system and the enthalpy at the transition is zero. This fun-
damental difference can be understood as a consequence of
either positive or negative excess energy associated with sur-
face of the new phase immersed in the normal phase.

This paper is focused on the structure of the order param-
eter variations between zero and the bulk values as a result
of the MF screening by the Meissner currents, and therefore
the phenomenology used here takes the view on mesoscopic
rather than macroscopic (hydrodynamic) scales, while infor-
mation on the hydrodynamic excitations is lost. Indeed, the
GL model for terrestrial SCs works well only for mesoscopic
length scales and does not describe the hydrodynamic excita-
tions. Both the GL theory and the zero-temperature hydrody-
namics are based on the notion of the wave function, but can
be equivalently formulated in terms of the SF densities and
velocities. This duality is a convenient feature for application
to various types of problems, for the wave function descrip-
tion is in fact a mechanical description in terms of densities
and momenta as opposed to description in terms of densities
and velocities. Recently, it has been explicitly shown in detail
[24],[25] that treatment for the SF hydrodynamics in terms of
fluid momenta [26] is equivalent to treatment in terms of ve-
locities [28],[27].

While the zero-temperature hydrodynamics of the SF-SC
mixture is representable as a multicomponent Schrödinger
equation, the GL theory is formulated only in terms of sta-
tionary wave function that satisfies a stationary Schrödinger
equation. In both cases, the wave function can be written in
the Euler form

ψα(t,r)≡
√

nα(t,r)eiφα (t,r), (1)

where α = p or α = n is the isospin index, nα is the SF den-
sity, and φα is the SF phase. Physics of the model is contained
in the action functional

S =
∫

dt
∫

d3r nα

∂φα

∂ t
−H[nα ,φα ], (2)

where H[nα ,φ ] is the total energy density.

B. The total, SF and normal densities

Generally, the SF density is different from the total particle
density (a well-known exception is given by ultracold dilute

gases made up of integer-spin repulsive particles, where the
SF density is to a good approximation equal to the total den-
sity). The functions in the uniform bulk are marked by the
additional subscript ”0”. The total nucleon density ntot

α0 is a
sum of the SF and the normal densities:

ntot
α0 = nα0 +nn

α0. (3)

The density decomposition used in Eq. (3) implies that
there are normal and SF types of motion for both isospin
species. Note that the normal component is not necessarily
a fluid (for example, in the inner crust of NS the normal com-
ponent is solid-like and is significant even at zero tempera-
ture). Each type of motion is associated with its own effective
mass, which is temperature-dependent, and with a characteris-
tic structure of the velocity field. The SF density is associated
with the corresponding macroscopic wave function ψα0 in the
uniform bulk [23]:

nα0 ≡ |ψα0|2. (4)

It is convenient to define an analogue of Eq. (4) generalized
to non-uniform SF matter:

nα(t,r)≡ |ψα(t,r)|2. (5)

The normal density is also a function of spatial variables:

nn
α = nn

α(t,r). (6)

The SF component is described by two new independent vari-
ables – the SF density nα(t,r) and the SF phase φα(t,r) ≡
(1/2i) ln(ψα/ψ∗α). In a mixture, an important parameter is
the ratio of the SF densities in the bulk which is denoted η :

η ≡
np0

nn0
. (7)

At temperatures much lower than Tc, which is of the order of
the SF energy gap ∆α , the normal matter density is negligi-
ble and ntot

α0 = nα0 to a good approximation. In this case, the
basic assumption of the GL theory is violated, however, the
parameter η is directly related to the proton fraction xp:

η =
xp

1− xp
at

∆α

kBT
� 1, (8)

where

xp ≡
ntot

p0

ntot
p0 +ntot

n0
. (9)

kB is the Boltzmann constant, and ∆α is the SF energy gap of
baryons with isospin α .

In the opposite case, when T ∼ Tc, there is no direct relation
between the parameters η and xp because the former is de-
fined by the the pairing interactions between the baryons while
the latter is defined by the chemical reactions. Nuclear matter
is found to be strongly isospin asymmetric with xp ∼ 5% [17].
The SF density ratio η is expected to take on values between
0 and +∞.
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C. The power counting scheme

In this paper, the interactions are thermodynamic and in-
volve only classical fields (the vector potential). One may
assume that the magnitude of both energy and momentum ex-
citations in the system are sufficiently small so that the effec-
tive field description on mesoscopic length scales is valid. In
the present effective theory the basic degrees of freedom of
the system are the SF densities nα and the phases φα , which
represent the effective field for the system. The order of mag-
nitude of a contributing term of type i is characterized by a SF
interaction index ∆i:

∆i = di +ni−2, (10)

where di is number of gradients and ni is sum of powers of
the both SF densities. When the temperature is close to the
SF critical temperature, there is an additional expansion of
the nonlinear contributions to the total free energy in terms of
even powers of the order parameter modulus.

To leading order, the SF energy is given by the condensa-
tion energy. In the GL theory it is expanded in powers of the
SF density, and for a scalar order parameter this expansion is
given by the quadratic form nα nβ . Although a term of the
form ∝ npnn is a leading order one, the present effective the-
ory does not specify the weighting factor for this term, which
might turn out to be vanishingly small.

In the next-to-leading order, ∆i = 1, contribution to the SF
energy is provided by quasiclassical kinetic energies

1
2m

nα P2
α (11)

and by the quantum pressure terms

λαβ

2m
(h̄∇
√

nα) · (h̄∇
√nβ ). (12)

Coefficients of the diagonal terms are equal to 1 in the GL
theory:

λpp = λnn = 1, (13)

thus, the sum of the kinetic and the quantum pressure energies
can be combined into a single quantum kinetic energy term:
1
2 mnα P2

α + 1
2 (h̄∇

√
nα)

2 = h̄2|∇ψα |2/2m. The non-diagonal
terms ∝ λnp provide the leading correction for the interaction
of the type ”gradient of wave function modulus · gradient of
wave function modulus”:

λnp(h̄∇
√

np)(h̄∇
√

nn)/2m. (14)

In the next-to-next-to-leading order, the neutron-proton in-
teraction corrections are characterized by ∆i = 2 and involve
the following terms:

nα nβ (Pα −Pβ )
2, (15)

µαβ (∇nα) · (∇nβ ). (16)

Terms of the form ∝ (Pα −Pβ ) · (∇nα) are discarded on sym-
metry grounds because they violate the time-reversal symme-
try since Pα changes sign when the time is reversed. Usually,

the SF entrainment is parameterized by a bilinear functional
of the SF densities nnp = nnp[np,nn] [24, 29, 30]. In this case,
the entrainment is represented by contributions of the type in-
dicated in Eq. (15).

The term from Eqs. (16) has been considered in the ear-
lier literature [11]. However, the magnitude of this term is
smaller than the magnitude of the next-to-leading order cor-
rection given in Eq. (14), which has not been included in [11].
Alford & Good in [11] assumed

µnp = const, µpp = µnn = 0. (17)

Expansion in powers of the excitation momenta Pα is equiva-
lent to expansion in powers of SF velocities vα , because those
are linearly linked.

The present effective theory is non-relativistic but it is in-
structive to succinctly describe origins of the relativistic cor-
rections. Evaluation of the baryon Fermi energies at typi-
cal conditions in the outer core of NS shows that the nucle-
ons are non-relativistic to a good approximation. The energy
of the relativistic electrons is irrelevant for calculation of the
SE. Relativistic corrections to the kinetic energy of the matter
flows contribute with a factor of (vα/c)2 and may be safely
discarded. Moreover, there is a dependence of the SF densi-
ties on the momenta due to the Fermi liquid effects, however
those terms represent contributions with the SF interaction in-
dex ∆i > 2 and may be neglected in the present model with
∆i ≤ 2.

D. Energy of the effective field

The excitation momentum associated with a low energy
perturbation is linked to the phase field by the gradient oper-
ator: in neutral SFs Pα = h̄∇φα , and in a mixture of neutrons
and the protons

Pn = h̄∇φn, Pp = h̄∇φp−
e
c

A. (18)

The phase of the proton wave function enters in the gauge-
invariant form

(∇φ − e
h̄c

A), (19)

where e is the proton charge and A is the electromagnetic vec-
tor potential (a three-dimensional vector field). Starting from
an electrically neutral theory, the gauge coupling is provided
by a substitution

(∇ψ)→ (D̂ψ), (20)

where

D̂≡ ∇− i
e

h̄c
A, (21)

while ∇|ψ| remains ∇|ψ|.
According to the power counting scheme, the structure of

the perturbation energy of the two fluids with particles of the
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same mass m written up to the next-to-next-to-leading order is
the following:

E tot =
∫

d3r Enuc
st [nn

p,n
n
n,np,nn]+

(∇×A)2

8π

+np
P2

p

2m
+nn

P2
n

2m
+λpp

(h̄∇
√np)

2

2m
+λnn

(h̄∇
√

nn)
2

2m

+λnp
h̄2

2m
(∇
√

np)(∇
√

nn)

−nnp
(Pp−Pn)

2

2m
+

µnp

4
(∇np) · (∇nn)

+
µpp

4
(∇np)

2 +
µnn

4
(∇nn)

2 . (22)

The fluid number currents

Jα = nα vα (23)

are obtained from the definition

Jα =
δE tot

δPα

, (24)

and no summation over repeated indices is implied in this pa-
per. The velocities vα are related to the momenta Pα by a
linear transformation that preserves the Galilean invariance

vp =
nppPp +nnpPn

mnp
, (25)

vn =
nnnPn +nnpPp

mnn
, (26)

where nαα = nα−nnp. The velocity difference is proportional
to the momenta difference: (vp− vn) ∝ (Pp−Pn). For each
of the fluids, the individual kinetic energy density written in
terms of the velocity has the standard form: mnα v2

α/2.
An equivalent expression for the perturbation energy in

terms of velocities reads

E tot =
∫

d3r mnpv2
p/2+mnnv2

n/2

+U [nα ,(vp−vn)
2]+

(∇×A)2

8π
, (27)

where the internal fluid energy density U [nn
α ,nα ,(vp− vn)

2]
is a functional of the normal baryon densities, the SF densi-
ties, and the square of the SF velocity difference (vp− vn)

2.
The Galilean invariance is the reason why U is a functional of
(vp−vn)

2: the internal fluid energy is the same in any inertial
frame of reference. In the absence of matter flows and den-
sity gradients, the uniform nuclear energy Enuc

st is equal to the
internal energy density U :

Enuc
st [nn

α ,nα ] =U [nn
α ,nα ,(vp−vn)

2 = 0,∇nα = 0]. (28)

The Hamiltonian of the ideal fluid mixture is valid in the
limit of zero temperature is characterized by λαβ = µαβ = 0.
In terms of the macroscopic wave functions ψα and ψ∗α , it

reads:

H id =
h̄2

2m

[
|D̂ψp|2− (∇|ψp|)2]+ h̄2

2m

[
|∇ψn|2− (∇|ψn|)2]

− h̄2

2m
nnp

[
1
2i

(
ψ∗pD̂ψp− c.c.

np
− ψ∗n ∇ψn− c.c.

nn

)]2

+Enuc
st [nn

p,n
n
n,np,nn]. (29)

The quantum pressure contributions (∇|ψα |)2 are subtracted
(since λαβ = 0) and thus are removed from the energy func-
tional because the ideal fluid hydrodynamics at zero tempera-
ture has no information on the short length scale phenomena
such as the vortex core structure.

E. SF-SF entrainment and the other next-to-next-to-leading
order corrections

The entrainment contribution to the total energy is the next-
to-next-to-leading order correction and it arises as a cross term
in momenta and has the form nnp[np,nn](Pp − Pn)

2 which
is Galilean-invariant. For problems where the electromag-
netic coupling is irrelevant it is convenient to rewrite the
momentum-coupling in the following compact form:

− h̄2

2m
nnp

[
1
2i

(
ψ∗p∇ψp− c.c.

np
− ψ∗n ∇ψn− c.c.

nn

)]2

=− h̄2

2m
nnp

(
1
2i

∇ ln
ψpψ∗n
ψ∗pψn

)2

. (30)

Dissipationless entrainment of one SF by a flow of another
SF in the mixture can be viewed as the isospin mixing term
with one pair of the gradient operators (if the gradient applies
to the full complex-valued proton field, the gauge-invariant
spatial derivative is implied):

∑
j,k=x,y,z

α,β ,γ,δ=p,n

[
c jk

αβγδ
ψα ψ

∗
β
(∇ jψγ)(∇kψ

∗
δ
)

+d jk
αβγδ

ψα ψβ (∇ jψ
∗
γ )(∇kψ

∗
δ
)
]
. (31)

This expression may be simplified because the coefficients
c jk

αβγδ
and d jk

αβγδ
are constrained by the Galilean invariance

of the internal energy, and by the isotropy of space and by
the time-reversal symmetry of the system. In order to satisfy
the symmetry requirements, the coefficients c jk

αβγδ
and d jk

αβγδ

must be functionals of the SF densities as we shall see below.

F. A ”Ginzburg-Landau” model for a mixture with equal
critical temperatures

Following the notation of [3] I introduce fu[np,nn] – the
condensation energy density, which is a functional of the SF
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densities nα . Adopting also the notation from [16] I introduce
the condensation energy via the GL expansion

fu = ap|ψp|2 +an|ψn|2

+
bp

2
|ψp|4 +

bn

2
|ψn|4 +bnp|ψp|2|ψn|2. (32)

Another part of the static internal energy density is related
to the normal state (when ψα = 0) in the absence of the MF
(when ∇×A = 0); the normal energy density is denoted by
fn0(r) = fn0[nn

p(r),nn
n(r)], and the energy of the normal state

is

Fn =
∫

d3r fn0. (33)

The SF excitation free energy density up to the next-to-next-
to-leading order reads

f GL(r) = fu[np,nn]+ fn0[nn
p,n

n
n]+

(∇×A)2

8π

+
h̄2

2m
|D̂ψp|2 +

h̄2

2m
|∇ψn|2 +λnp(∇|ψp|) · (∇|ψn|)

− h̄2

2m
nnp

[
1
2i

(
ψ∗pD̂ψp− c.c.
|ψp|2

− ψ∗n ∇ψn− c.c.
|ψn|2

)]2

+µnp|ψp||ψn|(∇|ψp|) · (∇|ψn|), (34)

and the free energy FGL of the system is

FGL =
∫

d3r f GL. (35)

1. Comparison with earlier two-component models

The free energy density in Eq. (34) is equivalent to the
earlier form of the GL model used in a general hydrodynamic
formulation and in studies of some topological properties of
the SC mixtures [3, 20, 26, 27, 29, 31–35]; in these works
the quantum pressure and the gradient-coupling are implicit.
The equations for wave functions with either only momentum-
coupling, or only gradient-coupling were studied in [11, 19,
21].

In order to analyze relations between the different formula-
tions it is convenient to expand the term corresponding to the
momentum-coupling in the right-hand side of Eq. (34). Since
the electromagnetic field is not essential here, it is ignored for
a moment and Eq. (30) is used. One obtains the following ten
terms:

− h̄2

2m
nnp

(
1
2i

∇ ln
ψpψ∗n
ψ∗pψn

)2

=
h̄2nnp

8mnpnn

(
−nn|∇ψp|2−np|∇ψn|2

+
np

nn

[
(ψn∇ψ

∗
n )

2 + c.c.
]

+
nn

np

[
(ψp∇ψ

∗
p)

2 + c.c.
]

−
[
(ψp∇ψ

∗
p)(ψn∇ψ

∗
n )+ c.c.

]
+
[
(ψp∇ψ

∗
p)(ψ

∗
n ∇ψn)+ c.c.

])
. (36)

The first six terms in the right-hand side of Eq. (36) represent
a renormalization of the quantum kinetic energies (the terms
h̄2|∇ψα |2/2m) of the fluids due to the momentum-coupling.
The presence of those terms is necessary for the Galilean in-
variance of the internal fluid energy. The rest four terms of Eq.
(36) are equivalent to the ones used in equation (5) of [3]. The
last four terms in Eq. (36) were also used in equation (3) of
[11], however, the relative signs are different from the corre-
sponding signs in equation (5) of [3]. This is not surprising be-
cause the calculations are focused on the momentum-coupling
in [3, 21], and on the gradient-coupling in [11, 19]. The ”coef-
ficients” by the terms of the form (ψα ∇ψ∗α)(ψβ ∇ψ∗

β
) in Eq.

(36) are seen to be non-trivial functionals of the SF densi-
ties, which is a consequence of the representation form via
the wave function gradient. However, once the whole expres-
sion is written in terms of the basic degrees of freedom as
explained above, the perturbative structure of the excitation
energy in the framework of the effective field theory becomes
obvious.

A comparison of the basic functional in Eq. (34) and of
the functional displayed in equations (2) and (3) in Alford &
Good (2008) [11] reveals that the model suggested in [11] is
a special case of the present model with λnp = 0 and nnp = 0,
and that the parameter σ in equation (3) in [11] is irrelevant
to the parameter ε from [36], but it bears the role of the pa-
rameter µnp of the present model. The entrainment parameter
ε from [36] is directly linked to the functional nnp in Eq. (34).

III. BASIC EQUATIONS

Equations for SF density structure and the phase result from
minimization of the free energy of the system:

∂ (δF)/∂ψ
∗
α = 0, (37)

where δF ≡ FGL − Fn [16]. Using the perturbation energy
given in Eq. (34), by analogy with Eqs. (96),(99)-(101),(103)-
(106) I obtain

[
µ

tot
α − i

1
2nα

∇(nα vα)

]
ψα = 0, (38)

with

µ
tot
α =

P2
α

2m
− h̄2

2m
∇2√nα√

nα

− 1
2m

∂nnp

∂nα

(Pp−Pn)
2

−
λnp

2
√

nα

∇
2√nα̌ −

µnp

4
∇

2nα̌ +
∂ fu

∂nα

, (39)
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where the check implies that p̌ = n and ň = p. Equations for
the wave functions can be cast to the form:

0 =− h̄2

2m
(∇− i

e
h̄c

A)2
ψp +(ap +bp|ψp|2 +bnp|ψn|2)ψp

+

[
i

h̄
2mnp

∇(nnp(Pp−Pn))−
1

2m
∂nnp

∂np
(Pp−Pn)

2
]

ψp

−
λnp

2
(∇2√nn)

ψp√np
−

µnp

4
(∇2nn)ψp,

(40)

0 =− h̄2

2m
∇

2
ψn +(an +bn|ψn|2 +bnp|ψp|2)ψn

+

[
i

h̄
2mnn

∇(nnp(Pn−Pp))−
1

2m
∂nnp

∂nn
(Pp−Pn)

2
]

ψn

−
λnp

2
(∇2√np)

ψn√
nn
−

µnp

4
(∇2np)ψn,

(41)

∇×∇×A =
4π

c
j, (42)

where the electric current j is given by

j = eJp, (43)

with Jp from Eq. (18),(23),(25).

A. Uniform mixtures

Since the nuclear condensates are in the miscible phase
[17], the equilibrium SF densities nα0 are homogeneous func-
tions of space except near the boundary of the SC body, where
they change on the length scale of the coherence length. Sub-
stituting into Eqs. (40)-(42) the equilibrium solutions with
nα = nα0 = const, φα = 0 and A = 0, one obtains the follow-
ing linear system of equations:(

bp bnp
bnp bn

)(
np0
nn0

)
=

(
−ap
−an

)
. (44)

The uniform SF densities are given by the solution to Eq. (44):(
np0
nn0

)
=

1
∆b

(
bn −bnp
−bnp bp

)(
−ap
−an

)
, (45)

where ∆b = bpbn− b2
np. Inside the nonSC phase, where the

proton pairing is exponentially suppressed by the MF, the neu-
tron SF density is

nsingle
n0 =−an

bn
. (46)

Below, we also shall need noninteracting SF proton density
defined analogously:

nsingle
p0 =−

ap

bp
. (47)

B. Parameterization of interactions

Following [29] I assume that nnp is a bilinear functional of
the SF densities:

nnp =
nnp0

np0nn0
npnn, (48)

where nnp0 = const. For perspectives of numerical calcula-
tions I introduce dimensionless variables:

x̄ =
x
δ
, ψ̄α =

ψα√
nα0

, Ā =
A

Hcδ
, B̄ =

B
Hc

. (49)

The quantity Hc is the thermodynamic MF that was first found
by Haber and Schmitt (2017) [19] and is given in Eq. (77). In
terms of the dimensionless functions ψ̄α , Eq. (48) takes on
the form

nnp = nnp0|ψ̄p|2|ψ̄n|2. (50)

In this case, the derivatives of nnp with respect to nα (which
are physically dimensionless by their definition) can be writ-
ten in the following form

∂nnp

∂np
= γ|ψ̄n|2 and

∂nnp

∂nn
= γη |ψ̄p|2, (51)

where the parameter γ , defined explicitly in Eq. (54), rep-
resents a dimensionless strength of the momentum-coupling.
The unit of length is equal to

δ =

√
mc2

4πe2np0
. (52)

The quantity δ is reminiscent of the London penetration depth
in a pure SC but it is a different quantity because δ includes
a characteristic two-component quantity np0. The quantity δ

is neither the magnetic penetration depth in a SF-SC mixture
with entrainment given in Eq. (68). For convenience, I choose
to define the unit of length, Eq. (52), as the magnetic penetra-
tion depth in a mixture with artificially switched off entrain-
ment. Further below, we shall work only with the dimension-
less versions of the quantities x, ψα , A, B, and for simplicity,
I shall drop the bars from now on. According to the standard
definition, the coherence length ξ in a single-component pro-
ton SC is

ξ
2 =− h̄2

2map
. (53)

Numerical values of the basic quantities in nuclear matter are
not known exactly, but their magnitudes may be evaluated at
typical proton number density np0∼ 0.008 fm−3, as δ ∼ 80 fm
and ξ ∼ 30 fm [1, 2]. We shall use the following dimension-
less parameters for characterization of the equilibrium state of
the system:

κ
2 =

δ 2

ξ 2 , η =
np0

nn0
, θ1 =

an

ap
, θ2 =

bnp

bp
, θ3 =

bnp

bn
,

γ =
nnp0

np0
, µ = µnp

mnn0

2h̄2 , λ =
λnpm

h̄2 . (54)
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The dimensionless parameters have simple physical meaning:
κ is a generalization of the GL parameter of a pure proton SC
to a SC-SF mixture; θ1 is the ratio of the quadratic GL coeffi-
cients; θ2 and θ3 are the ratios of the interspecies quartic GL
coefficient to the intraspecies quartic GL coefficients, corre-
spondingly; η is the ratio of the SF densities, which were dis-
cussed in Sec. II B; γ is the dimensionless strength of the vec-
tor coupling between the SFs in units of the proton SF density
(the momentum-coupling); and λ and µ are the dimensionless
strengths of the vector coupling between the amplitudes of the
SFs (the gradient-coupling) in the next-to-leading and in the
next-to-next-to-leading orders, correspondingly. A different
definition of the parameters ξ and κ was used in Refs. [11]
and [19], however this is a matter of notation and does not
change the physical conclusions. The GL coefficients aα , bα

and bnp may be evaluated following the approach of Gorkov
[37].

Using the dimensionless parameterization I obtain some
useful relations:

np0 = nsingle
n0

θ2

θ1θ3

1−θ1θ3

1−θ2θ3
, (55)

nn0 = nsingle
n0

1
1+ηθ3

, (56)

η =
θ2

θ3

1−θ1θ3

θ1−θ2
, (57)

θ1 =
θ2

θ3

1+ηθ3

η +θ2
, (58)

nsingle
n0 =

1+ηθ3

η +θ2
nsingle

p0 . (59)

Equation (58) implies that a complete description requires one
parameter less than shown in Eq. (54): either θ1 or η may be
dropped without a loss of information.

It is important that two sets of the dimensionless param-
eters, (κ,θ1,θ ,λ ,γ,µ) and (κ,η ,θ ,λ ,γ,µ), are equivalent.
The two sets are simplified and incomplete. Not all of the
next-to-next-to-leading order terms have been parameterized
here. In fact, I assumed µαα = 0, Eq. (17), following the
earlier literature [11], however there is no obvious reason for
such assumption and an extensive general map of the two-
component model must include information on the cases with
µαα 6= 0, however this goes beyond aims of the present paper.
In a phenomenological theory of nuclear matter, the proton
quadratic GL coefficient may be obtained from the knowledge
of the coherence length ξ , Eq. (53), while the latter can be cal-
culated from microscopic physics (for neutrons, the calcula-
tion is analogous); in this way, one finds θ1 and then evaluates
η .

C. Stability of uniform SF mixtures

Stability of uniform mixtures with a SF counterflow was
considered in [26]. In a hydrostatic case, a solution is mean-
ingful when

nα0 ≥ 0. (60)

Since the aim is to study the SC-SF interaction effects I as-
sume that noninteracting condensates are characterized by
nonnegative densities,

nsingle
α0 ≥ 0. (61)

Both conditions are relevant within the problem of the order
parameter structure at the normal-SC boundary in the MF. The
requirement nsingle

n0 ≥ 0 implies that the neutron SF density is
nonnegative in the depth of the pure neutron SF phase in the
MF, while the requirement nn0 ≥ 0 implies that the SF neutron
density is nonnegative within the SC-SF bulk. From Eqs. (56),
(60) and (61) I obtain the first condition of thermodynamic
stability in the following form:

1+ηθ3 ≥ 0. (thermodynamic stability) (62)

The second condition results from Eqs. (59) and (61):

η +θ2 ≥ 0. (thermodynamic stability) (63)

Thermodynamically stable solutions may be dynamically un-
stable due to the fluctuations. The long-wavelength dynamical
stability condition has been found in [26] and reads

1−θ2θ3 > 0. (long wavelength dynamic stability) (64)

D. Special case bp = bn

For the practical purposes, it is useful to consider a special
case when bp = bn ≡ b as has been shown by Alford & Good
(2008) [11]. In this case, the parameterization reduces to θ2 =
θ3 ≡ θ . The stability conditions reduce to a form

η +θ ≥ 0, (thermodynamic stability) (65)

and

1+ηθ ≥ 0. (thermodynamic stability) (66)

Figure 1 shows the inequalities in Eqs. (65) and (66) graphi-
cally. The shaded (grey) area including the line η =−θ shows
the region of the parameter space where physically mean-
ingful solutions do not exist. The solutions with parameters
(η ,θ), located on the black part of the curve η =−1/θ , cor-
respond to the case when the neutron SF density decays to
zero in the bulk of the normal phase. The white area at θ ≤ 0
represents parameters that correspond to physically meaning-
ful solutions nα0 > 0.

E. Planar normal-SC interface

We shall calculate the structure of a planar domain wall sep-
arating two different phases. The phase separation is a result
of the MF screening by the SC currents at the edge of the SC
body, and is essentially different from the phase separation
due to the gravitational stratification. Location of the surface
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FIG. 1. Graphical representation of Eqs. (65) and (66) which provide
parametric conditions for the thermodynamic stability of the uniform
SF mixture with bp = bn and θ ≡ bnp/bp ≤ 0 and in the absence of
the matter flows and the SF density gradients. White area at θ ≤ 0
displays parameters corresponding to solutions with positive SF den-
sities nα0 > 0. The shaded (grey) area shows parameters that corre-
spond to nα0 < 0 (in this region, physically meaningful solutions do
not exist). The black part of the curve labeled η = − 1

θ
corresponds

to np0 > 0 and nsingle
n0 = 0.

is determined by combined effects of the gravitational stratifi-
cation and the thermodynamic equilibration between the glob-
ally nonuniform stellar MF configuration and the order param-
eter amplitude (the latter is density dependent when calculated
in the absence of the MF). In this paper, it is assumed that a
model with uniform total density is applicable to calculation
of the SE in the NS matter. This assumption is justified by
noting that both the stratification length scale at which the to-
tal density varies and the length scale for local variations of
the MF supported mostly by the electron currents in proto-NS
are much longer than the domain wall width. Therefore, to
calculate the SE locally it is reasonable to assume that its ge-
ometric form is planar, and the total density and the MF are
uniform. Stability of the boundary at a fixed position in space
is determined by equality of the quasiparticle chemical poten-
tials at the both sides. Equivalently, the quantities aα in Eq.
(32) are uniform.

Following [16] I consider a planar surface (y− z plane)
that separates the ”normal” and SC phases, with the MF H
along z axis. With this choice the wavefunctions become one-
dimensional, ψα =ψα(x), and the vector potential can be cho-
sen as A = (0,A(x),0). Since we consider a region in space
where the wave function changes between zero and the bulk
value (no rotation is considered), it is reasonable to introduce
the MF H according to the definition

H = ∇×A−4πM, c∇×M = j. (67)

Application of curl to Eq. (67) shows that the SC current is
the source of the body magnetization M, while the MF H =
const. Deep in the ”normal” region, sufficiently far from the

interface, the magnetic induction is equal to the MF: ∇×A =
ẑH = ẑHc. In the SC bulk, the magnetic induction B = ∇×A
decays according to the Londons’ equation ∆B =−δ 2

L B with
the magnetic penetration depth

δL =

√
mc2

4πe2(np0−nnp0)
. (68)

The quantity nnp0 is equal to the entrainment density nnp eval-
uated with the uniform SF densities nα0 given in Eq. (45):

nnp0 ≡ nnp[np = np0,nn = nn0]. (69)

The boundary conditions for the dimensionless functions (cor-
responding to the ”normal” and SC phases at x→ −∞ and
x→+∞) are:

ψp = 0, ψn =
√

1+ηθ3, A′ = 1 at x =−∞,

(70)
ψp = 1, ψn = 1, A′ = 0 at x =+∞.

(71)

In the normal phase, the asymptotic MF is given by Eq. (77)
because that keeps the neutron quadratic GL coefficient con-
stant across the boundary and the boundary is stable. The di-
mensionless equations describing the structure of the normal-
SC interface are

d2

dx2 ψp =−µ

d2
(
|ψn|2

)
dx2 ψp−

λ
√

η

d2|ψn|
dx2 (72)

+
κ2

2
1−θ2θ3

1+θ2/η
A2
(

1−
∂nnp

∂np

)
ψp

−κ2
1−
∣∣ψp
∣∣2 +(1−|ψn|2

)
θ2/η

1+θ2/η
ψp,

d2

dx2 ψn =−ηµ

d2
(∣∣ψp

∣∣2)
dx2 ψn−λ

√
η

d2|ψp|
dx2 (73)

−κ2

(
θ1−

θ2

θ3

|ψn|2 +
∣∣ψp
∣∣2ηθ3

η +θ2
+

η

2
1−θ2θ3

η +θ2

∂nnp

∂nn
A2

)
ψn,

d2

dx2 A =

(∣∣ψp
∣∣2− nnp [np,nn]

np0

)
A, (74)

Equations (72)-(74) with boundary conditions given in Eqs.
(70) and (71) represent the first part of the numerical problem
that is in focus in this paper. In addition, for a numerical so-
lution we shall need the SE integral, which will be discussed
after introducing the critical MFs.

IV. TWO TYPES OF SUPERCONDUCTIVITY

According to the thermodynamic interpretation, sign of the
SE of the order parameter immersed in the MF directly defines
whether superconductivity is type-I (positive SE) or type-II
(negative SE). Within the traditional classification [16] one
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does not mark out the case of vanishing SE as a separate type
of superconductivity, and therefore it is reasonable to consider
two types of superconductivity supplemented by the special
case of vanishing SE. In the single-component case, the crite-
rion of superconductivity type is given by sign of the expres-
sion (κ− 1√

2
): negative for type-I and positive for type-II. The

superconductivity type of a two-component SF-SC mixture is
determined by more a complicated expression which includes
the interaction parameters. As I show below in this section, it
is possible to analytically predict what type of superconduc-
tivity a material with given parameters has, and for this we
shall need the notion of the critical MFs.

A. Thermodynamic critical MF Hc

Thermodynamic critical MF Hc in a SF-SC system has been
found in by Haber and Schmitt (2017) [19]. This is a non-
trivial problem because it is unclear immediately what is the
behaviour of the neutron SF condensate. The field Hc points
to the amount of the magnetic energy which is necessary to
destroy the SC Cooper pairs by the MF. Before and after the
phase transition, the total energy is conserved. A natural fea-
ture of a two-component system is that there are in principle
two options for the final state that conserves the total free en-
ergy: either to change the SF neutron quadratic GL coefficient
keeping the SF neutron density fixed, or to keep constant SF
neutron quadratic GL coefficient and to let the SF neutron den-
sity change. The scenarios are characterized by uniform MFs
with different magnitudes. The MF associated with the pro-
cess when the neutron chemical potential is constant across
the phase transition is lower than the MF associated with the
process when the neutron SF density is constant across the
phase transition. The phase transition is expected to occur
at a lower critical MF. This consideration confirms the result
found by Haber & Schmitt [19] for the thermodynamic critical
MF.

In a two-component system, the total free energy is given
by Eq. (35). It is convenient to introduce the GL free energy
FGL

0 of a uniform state with SF densities np and nn:

FGL
0 [np,nn] =

∫
d3r fu[np,nn]+ fn0, (75)

where fn0 and fu are given in Eqs. (33) and (32), and the SF
densities nα = nα0 are given by Eq. (45). The thermodynamic
critical MF Hc is obtained from the following expression

−H2
c /8π = FGL

0 [np0,nn0]−FGL
0 [0,nsingle

n0 ]. (76)

Substituting the uniform SF densities from Eq. (45) into Eq.
(76) one finds the thermodynamic critical MF:

Hc = np0

√
4πbp

(
1−

b2
np

bpbn

)
. (77)

In the single-component limit (when an = bn = bnp = 0),
the result in Eq. (77) reduces to the well-known expression√

4πa2
p/bp ≡ nsingle

p0
√

4πbp [16].

B. The upper critical MF Hc2

For simplicity, I assume here λ = 0. The upper criti-
cal MF Hc2 is the smallest field consistent with motion of
a quantum-mechanical particle at a given energy level. For
the field strength slightly below Hc2, the proton order param-
eter is small enough and |ψp|2 → 0, while the neutron or-
der parameter is uniform with the SF density given by Eq.
(46). In this case, the non-vanishing contribution from the
momentum-coupling is readily calculated using Eq. (51),

∂nnp

∂np
= γ

nsingle
n0
nn0

= γ(1+ηθ3), (78)

and the equations of motion, Eqs. (40) - (42), with dimension-
less functions ψα and A as discussed above, become

h̄2

2m

(
∇− i

e
h̄c

HcδA
√

1− γ(1+ηθ3)
)2

ψp

= (ap +bnpnn0|ψn|2)ψp, (79)

|ψn|2 =
nsingle

n0
nn0

, (80)

∇×∇×A = 0. (81)

It is easy to observe that the µnp-coupling terms vanish due
to the assumption |ψp|2→ 0 and because the neutron density
is uniform. Equation (79) is just the Schrödinger equation for
a particle with mass m and charge e

√
1− γ(1+θη) in the

MF. The quantity (ap+bnpnsingle
n0 ) is a stationary energy level.

Analogously to the case considered in detail in [16], I im-
mediately find that the critical field is given by the following
expression

Hc2 =−
2mcap

eh̄
η√

1− γ(1+ηθ3)

1−θ2θ3

η +θ2
. (82)

When the momentum-coupling is absent nnp = 0 (or γ = 0),
Eq. (82) reduces to equation (13) of [38] and equation
(24) of [19]. Furthermore, when the density-coupling and
momentum-coupling are absent one has bnp = 0 and nnp = 0
(or θ = γ = 0), so Eq. (82) reduces to the single-component
result [16]. Finally, using

κ
2 =

−ap

2πnp0

(mc
eh̄

)2
, (83)

I obtain the upper critical field cast in the form

Hc2 = Hcκ

√
2η (1−θ2θ3)

(η +θ2)(1− γ (1+ηθ3))
, (λ = 0). (84)

C. The critical GL parameter κc

It is convenient to characterize SC materials with the help
of the GL parameter κ (generalization for two component sys-
tems was introduced in Eq. (54)), which is unambiguously
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connected to the SE αns, since αns = αns(κ) is a monotonic
and decreasing function of κ . The mathematical definition of
αns is given in Eq. (92). The critical GL parameter κc is de-
fined by the following condition:

αns(κ = κc)≡ 0. (85)

Likewise, the critical fields are some functions of the GL pa-
rameter: Hc = Hc(κ) and Hc2 = Hc2(κ). They represent out-
looks upon the system from a perspective of either the first
order (for Hc) or the second order phase transitions (for Hc2).
κc represents a special parameter point, where the system si-
multaneously possess properties of the both SC regimes, and
therefore in a system with κ = κc the following equality holds:

Hc(κ = κc)≡ Hc2(κ = κc). (86)

Equations (77), (82) and (86) represent the analytical solution
to κc as function of the coupling parameters of the SC-SF mix-
ture. I find the critical GL parameter from Eqs. (77), (84) and
(86):

κc =

√
1
2

(
1+

θ2

η

)
1− γ (1+ηθ3)

1−θ2θ3
, (λ = 0). (87)

D. Effect of the density-coupling on κc

Does the bare density-coupling alone increase or decrease
the GL critical parameter κc? This question may be addressed
by extracting the leading-order contribution in terms of the
density-coupling parameter θ , where, for simplicity and for
purposes of the comparison with the earlier results we have
assumed bp = bn. Expansion at small (θ/η) with γ = 0 yields

κc ≈ (1/
√

2)(1+
1
2
(θ/η)+O((θ/η)2)). (88)

Equation (88) shows that effect of the bare density-coupling
(which is negative in the nuclear matter, θ < 0) is to decrease
the critical GL parameter. This qualitative conclusion and the
quantitative result found in Eq. (87) provide a satisfactory fit
to the numerical results given in Table I, which are obtained
from the direct numerical solution of the basic equations of
the model.

E. Earlier work on κc

It is instructive to note that the conclusion regarding the ef-
fect of the density-coupling on κc reached by Alford & Good
(2008) using the asymptotic interactions between fluxtubes is
equivalent to the conclusion reached in this paper. Figure 4a in

[11] shows that the dependence κc(bnp) is quadratic, however,
this is a matter of definition of the GL parameter; if the calcu-
lations in [11] were presented in terms of the GL parameter in-
troduced here, they would display a linear dependence. Note
that the GL parameter introduced by Alford & Good (2008)
differs from the GL parameter κ introduced in this paper be-
cause the coherence length is defined in two alternative ways,
equation (15) in Ref. [11] and Eq. (53) in this paper. For con-
venience, the GL parameter from Alford & Good (2008) is
denoted here as κA, and in terms of parameters of the present
model it reads

κ
2
A = κ

2 η

η +θ2
. (89)

Using Eq. (84) one obtains

Hc2 = HcκA

√
2(1−θ2θ3)

1− γ (1+ηθ3)
. (90)

It is easy to see that in case of bare denisity-coupling (γ = 0) a
small parameter expansion of the result for κc obtained from
the condition given in Eq. (86) with Eq. (90) generates a
quadratic leading-order dependence on the density-coupling
parameter bnp represented by θ2 and θ3. This implies that the
results on the bare density-coupling here and in Ref. [11] are
equivalent, however they are given in terms of different set of
dimensionless parameters.

V. SURFACE ENERGY AT A PLANAR BOUNDARY
BETWEEN SC AND NON-SC PHASES

In case when the MF induced by free currents H is present,
the quantity f̃ is related to the free energy density of the sys-
tem f as follows:

f̃ = f − H ·B
4π

. (91)

The SE αns is the excess energy associated with interface of
the SC phase immersed into the non-SC phase (where the mat-
ter is not superconducting but it may be superfluid) in the MF:

αns =
∫ +∞

−∞

dx f̃GL− f̃n, (92)

with fGL given by Eq. (34) and f̃GL = fGL−HcB/4π. The
free energy density of the non-SC phase in the MF is

fn = fn0 +
H2

c

8π
+annsingle

n0 +
bn

2
(nsingle

n0 )2. (93)

Calculation of Eq. (92) yields
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αns =
H2

c δ

8π

1
(1−θ2θ3)

+∞∫
−∞

dx ψp
4 +

θ2

η2θ3

[
(1+ηθ3)

2 +ψn
4 +2ηθ3ψp

2
ψn

2−2(1+ηθ3)ψn
2
]

+
2

κ2

(
1+

θ2

η

)[
ψ
′
p

2
+

ψ
′
n

2

η
− λ
√

η
ψ
′
pψ
′
n−4µψpψnψ

′
pψ
′
n−κ

2
ψp

2

]
+(1−θ2θ3)

[(
1− γψn

2)
ψp

2A2 +
(
1−A′

)2
]
. (94)

As expected, the integrand in Eq. (94) smoothly tends to zero
at x→±∞. The single-component expression is easily recog-
nized within the right hand side of Eq. (94) when the interac-
tions are turned off (θ2 = θ3 = γ = λ = µ = 0 and θ2/θ3→ 1).

For numerical evaluation of the integral in Eq. (94), it is

convenient to eliminate the gradient terms by using the equa-
tions of structure of the boundary, Eqs. (72)-(74), and I obtain
(note that the functions ψα and A are dimensionless, as has
been described above):

αns =
H2

c δ

8π

1
(1−θ2θ3)

+∞∫
−∞

dx ψ
2
p

[
6

1+θ2/η

κ2

(
µ

d2
(
ψn

2
)

dx2 +
λ

ψp
√

η

d2ψn

dx2

)
−2

θ2

η
ψn

2

]
+

θ2

η2θ3

[
(1+ηθ3)

2−ψn
4
]

+(1−θ2θ3)
[(

1−A′
)2

+ γψ
2
pψn

2A2
]
−ψ

4
p. (95)

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. Plan of calculations

In order to obtain profiles of the functions ψα(x) and A(x)
at the normal-SC interface I solve Eqs. (72)-(74). First, I
consider the single-component limit of Eqs. (72)-(74) with
κ = 1/

√
2 on various spatial grids and we choose appropriate

one. The spatial derivative is approximated by three-point fi-
nite differences. Solutions are found by the steepest descent
method, starting from physically motivated trial functions.
The initial trial functions are: ψp = (1 + tanh(κ/

√
2x))/2,

the function ψn is constructed from the step function and A
is taken as x multiplied by the step function. I find that spatial
domain −40 ≤ x ≤ 40 is suitable for the simulations because
it allows for sufficiently uniform solutions away from the in-
terface. The solution is found by propagation of the system in
imaginary time with the timestep 10−4. The error is evaluated
by substituting the numerical solution to the right-hand side
of Eqs. (72)-(74) and evaluating the deviation from zero of
the difference between the left and right hand sides. The nu-
merical error of the solution can be systematically decreased
by refining the grid.

The numerical value of αns is given by terms to the right
from the factor of H2

c δ/8π in the right hand side of Eq. (95).
In the single-component limit, this quantity becomes smaller
than 0.01 at grid size equal to or larger than 4096, with pre-
cision of the input solution below 4.01×10−5. It is therefore
concluded that uncertainty with magnitude below 4.01×10−5

of solutions ψα and A for the boundary value problem gener-
ates numerical error with magnitude 0.01 in the final func-
tional αns[ψp,ψn,A]. When the interactions are switched on
the precision of calculation of the numerical value of αns is

assumed to be equal to 0.01, by analogy with the single-
component case.

Next, effects of the coupling parameters (θ , γ , λ , µ) are
studied. For each set of coupling parameters I sweep κ seek-
ing κc according to the definition given in Eq. (85). In this
paper we study the equations numerically at η = 0.05, but this
parameter might be different; with this choice, it is convenient
to compare our results with the earlier calculations performed
in [11]. Numerical data is compared with the analytical pre-
diction, Eq. (87) in Table I. Results for the gradient-coupling
are not shown because this coupling leads to variation of the
critical GL-parameter only in the fourth significant digit.

B. Structure of the interface

A characteristic profile of the interface is shown in Fig. 2.
One observes that on larger scales the interface profile looks
very similar to the single-component case except that now
there is also a neutron SF component. Figure 3 shows charac-
teristic features caused by various SF couplings obtained by
solution of Eqs. (72)-(74) with κ = κc with κc computed via
Eq. (87) for each set of the parameters. In all cases, the mate-
rial is ideal diamagnetic, as expected. The local minimum of
the MF is a typical feature of the numerical solution found in
both single and two component cases. The density-coupling
leads to variation of the boundary conditions for the neutron
SF density. The momentum-coupling affects the neutron wave
function only in vicinity of the interface causing a local de-
pletion of the SF neutron density. The most exotic effect for
the SF neutron density is produced by the gradient-coupling,
which leads to appearance of a frozen localized wave of the
SF neutron density, however this type of coupling has almost
no effect on the SE integral.
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FIG. 2. Typical profiles of the SF densities and the MF at the normal-
SC interface. Equations (3), (49) and (77) provide dimensional fac-
tors.

FIG. 3. Magnified view on characteristic features that arise due to
various couplings between the SF and the SC.

The lower panel in Fig. 3 displays solutions for two sets
of the parameters, (κ,η ,θ ,λ ,γ,µ) = (κc,0.05,0,0.5,0,0) in
black lines and (κ,η ,θ ,λ ,γ,µ) = (κc,0.05,0,0,0,0.5) in
green (gray) line only for the neutron SF density. This panel
shows effects of the gradient-coupling provided either by λnp

alone, or by µnp alone. The functions ψ2
p and B are not shown

for the second set of parameters because those functions are
essentially the same as in the case for the first set. In accor-
dance with the power counting scheme, the λnp-coupling pro-
vides more significant effects on the SF neutron density than
the µnp-coupling.

Table I provides a basic check of the analytical prediction
given in Eq. (87) for bare density-coupling and momentum-
coupling. As Table I shows for the bare couplings near the ori-
gin for η = 0.05, the density-coupling provides an additional
negative SE at the normal-SC interface, leading to a decrease
of the SE, thus pushing the system towards the type-II super-

TABLE I. Analytical prediction and numerical data on the criti-
cal GL-parameter κc, Eq. (85), for various magnitudes of the bare
density-coupling and bare momentum-coupling at η = 0.05.

θ γ κc (Eq. (87)) κc

0 0 1/
√

2 1/
√

2
-0.005 0 0.6708 0.6714
-0.010 0 0.6325 0.6326
-0.015 0 0.5917 0.5917
-0.020 0 0.5478 0.5479
-0.025 0 0.5002 0.5003
-0.030 0 0.4474 0.4475

0 -0.2 0.7746 0.7748
0 -0.4 0.8367 0.8371
0 -0.6 0.8944 0.8948
0 -0.8 0.9487 0.9490
0 -1.0 1.000 1.001

conductivity regime. The effect of the momentum-coupling γ

turns out to be the opposite: it provides an additional positive
SE. The data on the gradient-coupling is not shown because
its effect on the SE is negligible. In principle, the supercon-
ductivity type may become I even with κ ∼ 3 if κc becomes
larger than ∼ 3, which might be possible for parameter sets
with θ .−1 and η & 1.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, it has been argued that the superconductiv-
ity type is characterized by the SE at the normal-SC inter-
face, which determines whether the system is type-I (type-II)
SC corresponding to positive (negative) SE. Superconductiv-
ity type is an integral energetic property, because response of
a SC body placed into an external magnetic flux directly de-
pends on sign of the associated energy. Numerical results sug-
gest that the SE is a monotonic function of the GL parameter,
and therefore, there is only a single value for κ that renders the
system to the unique special case where the SC response is in
a sense exactly between the two conventional types I and II.
Analytical prediction for the interaction parameters sets which
render the s.e. to zero has been found by noting that in case
when SE is equal to zero the thermodynamic MF and the up-
per critical MF coincide: Hc = Hc2. The condition Hc = Hc2
arises on the grounds of the physical interpretation of the basic
functional, and therefore, it is valid independently of whether
the SC is a single component quantum fluid or a SC-SF mix-
ture. The analytical result for the critical GL parameter, Eq.
(87), has been confirmed by numerical solution to the bound-
ary value problem providing reliable predictions, as displays
Table I. It is emphasized that coexistence of the SF and the SC
in a uniform mixture is possible only in a limited domain of
the parameter space as show Eqs. (62)-(64) and Fig. 1 for a
special case.
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The findings of the present work regarding the effect of the
bare density coupling on type of superconductivity, reached
here in the framework of SE of a planar interface, are equiv-
alent to the ones reached earlier in the literature in the frame-
work of forces between the quantized flux tubes [11, 19, 22].
This is not surprising because the basic energy functionals
here and in [11] are equivalent, with a reservation that the
functional in [11] is a special case of Eq. (35). For suffi-
ciently large bodies, which are in the focus here, this energy
can be interpreted either as (i) the energy of the surface per
unit area, (ii) or as the energy of a system of superconducting
interacting flux tubes, which underlie the screening SC cur-
rent. Note that the latter interpretation is relevant to the planar
interface by virtue of the fact that a planar interface can be
thought of as boundary of the core of a very large flux tube,
due to the topological reasons and because its curvature is neg-
ligible [11]. In the first picture, one finds the sign of energy
of a small planar piece of the surface (per unit area), and the
integral energy is simply a multiple of the result. In the sec-
ond picture, employed in [11], conclusions are inferred on the
basis of tube-tube interactions at zero and infinite separation.

The present numerical results are limited by a single value
of the SF density ratio (the parameter η = 0.05), following
the earlier literature on the subject [11]. However, the param-
eter η depends on the total baryon density and is expected to
take on values between 0 and +∞. The results reported here
are relevant for a small layer with equal critical temperatures,
which possibly exists in the NS core. Within this layer, the
position of the normal-SC surface is determined by thermo-
dynamic balance between the MF at one side of the surface
and the proton order parameter with the Meissner currents at
the other side. Description of superconductivity outside this
layer is an important future task, which shall be crucial for
conclusions on the global structure of the NS.

Understanding the links between thermodynamic coupling
constants introduced here with the coupling constants used in
theories valid at higher excitation energies is necessary in fu-
ture studies. One of the most important steps in this direction
would be to solve the nuclear pairing problem with three-body
forces and to retain the higher orders of the order parameter
that would couple the pairing equations for neutrons and pro-
tons allowing for a self-consistent calculation of the both SF
critical temperatures. These tasks go beyond the scope of this
work; their solution will help establish a reliable theoretical
picture of superconductivity properties of nuclear matter in
the core of NS.
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IX. APPENDIX

A. Single-component nonlinear Schrödinger equation

It is instructive to derive a compact form of the nonlin-
ear Schrödinger equation for a single SF with a perspective
to two-component generalization. The nonlinear Schödinger
equation in a single-component case reads

ih̄
∂ψ

∂ t
=− h̄2

2m
∇

2
ψ +

∂Enuc
st

∂n
ψ. (96)

Substitution of Eq. (1) into Eq. (96) yields an equivalent set
of two equations,

∂n
∂ t

+∇

(
n

h̄∇φ

m

)
= 0, (97)

h̄
∂φ

∂ t
+µ

tot = 0, (98)

where

µ
tot ≡ ∂HSchr

∂n
=

h̄2

2m
(∇φ)2− h̄2

2m
∇2√n√

n
+

∂Enuc
st

∂n
(99)

is a scalar, which is equal to a sum of the kinetic energy den-
sity, the quantum pressure, and the usual chemical potential in
the absence of matter flows and the SF density gradient. The
Hamiltonian HSchr is

HSchr =
h̄2

2m
|∇ψ|2 +Enuc

st [n]. (100)

The Hamiltonian of the ideal fluid is:

H id = n
(h̄∇φ)2

2m
+Enuc

st [n]

=
h̄2

2m

(
|∇ψ|2− (∇|ψ|)2)+Enuc

st [n] (101)

Note that the quantity ∂Enuc
st

∂n can be identified with the chem-
ical potential only when the SF density n is equal to the total
particle density. The interpretation of Eqs. (97) and (98) as the
continuity equation and the Euler equation is consistent with
the interpretation of |ψ|2 as the probability density and h̄∇φ

as the specific momentum. I emphasize that the definition of
the number current in mechanics

J =
h̄
m

ψ∗∇ψ− c.c.
2i

≡ n
h̄∇φ

m
(102)

can be viewed as a direct consequence of the continuity equa-
tion Eq. (97). The static (in the absence of matter flows) inter-
nal energy density of ideal fluid is a functional of the number
density n: Enuc

st = Enuc
st [n]. As shows Eq. (101), in the single-

component ideal fluid the quantity Enuc
st is the internal fluid en-

ergy. The remaining part of the total energy, n(h̄∇φ)2/2m can
be interpreted as the kinetic energy of the fluid flow. The sec-
ond line in Eq. (101) shows that the quantum pressure is sub-
tracted from the total quantum kinetic energy, thus, the ideal
fluid model is equivalent to the nonlinear Schrödinger model
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without the quantum pressure. It is convenient to rewrite the
nonlinear Schödinger equation using Eqs. (97) and (98) in the
following form:

ih̄
∂ψ

∂ t
=

[
µ

tot− i
h̄

2mn
∇(n∇φ)

]
ψ. (103)

B. Two-component Schrödinger model

It is also instructive to observe a two-component general-
ization of the nonstationary Schrödinger equation:

ih̄
∂ψα

∂ t
=

[
µ

tot
α − i

1
2nα

∇(nα vα)

]
ψα , (104)

with the flow velocities vα given by Eqs. (25) and (26), and
where

µ
tot
p =

P2
p

2m
− h̄2

2m
∇2√np
√np

− 1
2m

∂nnp

∂np
(Pp−Pn)

2−
λnp

2√np
∇

2√nn−
µnp

4
∇

2nn +
∂Enuc

st

∂np
+ eΦ, (105)

µ
tot
n =

P2
n

2m
− h̄2

2m
∇2√nn√

nn
− 1

2m
∂nnp

∂nn
(Pp−Pn)

2−
λnp

2
√

nn
∇

2√np−
µnp

4
∇

2np +
∂Enuc

st

∂nn
, (106)

and Φ is the scalar electric potential. The number currents in this model are given by the expressions equivalent to Eq. (23)
with Eqs. (25) and (26):

Jp =
h̄
m

ψ∗p∇ψp− c.c.
2i

− h̄
2im

nnp

(
ψ∗p∇ψp− c.c.
|ψp|2

− ψ∗n ∇ψn− c.c.
|ψn|2

)
, (107)

Jn =
h̄
m

ψ∗n ∇ψn− c.c.
2i

− h̄
2im

nnp

(
ψ∗n ∇ψn− c.c.
|ψn|2

−
ψ∗p∇ψp− c.c.
|ψp|2

)
. (108)

In the linear regime and in the absence of the MF, this model is equivalent to the formalism developed in [26] and [29].

[1] G. Baym, C. Pethick and D. Pines, Nature 224, 673-675 (1969).
[2] B. Link, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 101101 (2003).
[3] M. A. Alpar, S. A. Langer and J. A. Sauls, ApJ, 282, 533 (1984).
[4] M. Ruderman, T. Zhu and K. Chen, ApJ 492, 267 (1998).
[5] I. Easson and C. J. Pethick, Phys. Rev. D 16, 275 (1977).
[6] S. K. Lander, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 071101 (2013).
[7] K. B. W. Buckley, M. A. Metlitski, and A. R. Zhitnitsky, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 92, 151102 (2004).
[8] M. Alford, G. Good and S. Reddy, Phys. Rev. C 72, 055801

(2005).
[9] L. P. Gorkov, J. Exptl. Theoret. Phys. (U.S.S.R.) 34, 735 (1958).

[10] D. N. Kobyakov, in preparation.
[11] M. Alford and G. Good, Phys. Rev. B 78, 024510 (2008).
[12] V. L. Ginzburg and L. D. Landau, J. Exptl. Theoret. Phys.

(U.S.S.R.) 20, 1064 (1950).
[13] A. Schwenk and B. Friman, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 082501 (2004).
[14] Xian-Rong Zhou, H.-J. Schulze, En-Guang Zhao, Feng Pan and

J. P. Draayer, Phys. Rev. C 70, 048802 (2004).
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