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ABSTRACT

Glitches are sudden spin-up events of pulsars and are usually thought to be induced
by unpinning of neutron superfluid vortices in pulsar crusts. Unpinning and repinning
of superfluid vortices, and even thermoelectric effects induced by the deposited heat
released during glitches, may vary the velocity fields in pulsars. We show that the gen-
erally invoked magnetic dipole fields of pulsars cannot remain stationary during the
variation of the velocity fields, so that multipole components must be generated. We
argue that the increase of the spark frequency of periodic radio pulses is the indicator
for the emergence of the multipole components. Interpretations of pulsar nulling, re-
brightening of radio-quiet magnetars, differences between Crab and Vela pulsars after
glitches, and extra-galactic fast radio burst-like events from SGR 1935+2154 have been
proposed based on the influence of the variation of the velocity field on the magnetic
field.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The popular model for the generation of pulsar magnetic
fields (Thompson & Duncan 1993) is based on the dynamo
theory (see Moffatt 1978 for more details). In this sce-
nario, convection and differential rotation convert the ther-
mal energy and kinetic energy of fluids in pulsars into
magnetic energy. Therefore, if the dynamo theory is valid
for the generation of pulsar magnetic fields, variations in
the velocity field of charge particles in pulsars, in par-
ticular sudden variations, will inevitably induce the vari-
ation of pulsar magnetic fields. In general, the variation
of the velocity field directly induced by the sluggish spin-
down due to equivalent magnetic dipole radiation should
be too weak to give rise to observable phenomena during a
short duration. However, occasionally sudden spin-up events
of pulsars (i.e., glitches; Radhakrishnan & Manchester
1969; Reichley & Downs 1969; see Haskell & Melatos 2015;
Zhou et al. 2022 for reviews) provide the condition to in-
vestigate the effect of the variation of these interior ve-
locity fields and to test the dynamo model of pulsar
magnetic fields. It has been wildly considered that un-
pinning of the neutron superfluid vortices in the pulsar
crusts triggers these glitches since repinning of these vor-
tices is the only plausible way to explain post-glitch recov-
ery processes (Anderson & Itoh 1975; see Peng et al. 2022
for another scenario). Therefore, unpinning and repinning
of superfluid vortices, and even thermoelectric effect in-
duced by deposited heat due to glitches (Link & Epstein

⋆ E-mail: dushuang@pku.edu.cn

1996), should change the velocity fields in pulsars. Glitches
are observable phenomena, the after-effects associated with
the resulted variation of these velocity fields may also
be observable, especially for that of magnetars, since, in
comparison with normal radio pulsars, magnetars have
more free energy to be released (e.g., Thompson & Duncan
1995, 1996; Beloborodov 2009) as shown in the X-ray
and gamma-ray bands (Evans et al. 1980; Kouveliotou et al.
1998; Hurley et al. 2005; see Kaspi & Beloborodov 2017 for
a review).

In Section 2, we discuss how the variation of the velocity
field affects the magnetic field in a pulsar. In Section 3, we
show the indicator of the variation of the pulsar magnetic
field. In Section 4, we present several applications of the idea
that glitches induce the variation of pulsar magnetic fields.
Section 5 is the summary.

2 VARIATION OF MAGNETIC FIELDS

We aim to illustrate analytically the effect of the variation
of the velocity field and present the derivation under New-
tonian gravity. According to Maxwell’s equations, there is

j =
1

4π

(

∇×B− ∂E

∂t

)

, (1)

where j is the current field, B is the magnetic field, E is the
electric field and t is the time. The conductivities of pulsars,
σ, are very large. One has E = −v × B when σ → ∞
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(Jackson 1975). Then, equation (1) can be rewrote as

j =
1

4π

(

∇×B+
∂(v ×B)

∂t

)

, (2)

where v is the velocity field of charge particles. Note that,
before the glitch, the pulsar is in a steady state (i.e., the ini-
tial velocity field, v0, magnetic field, B0, and current field,
v0, should be approximative to constants) and after the
glitch the pulsar will ultimately recover to another steady
state (v0 + δv,B0 + δB, j0 + δj). In both of the two steady
states, there should be

∂E

∂t
= −∂(v ×B)

∂t
= 0, (3)

due to the large conductivity (∂B/∂t = 0; see equation 5)
and sluggish spindown (∂v/∂t = 0). This means that dis-
placement current vanishes under the steady state and only
conduction current is left. Therefore, according to equation
(2), we have

j = nev =
1

4π
(∇×B) , (4)

where ne is the net charge density.
On the other hand, since the conductivity is very large,

and the evolution of the pulsar magnetic field is slow and
secular, the induction equation in a short duration is given
by

∂B

∂t
= ∇× (v ×B) = 0. (5)

Combining equations (4) and (5), we get

∇× [(∇×B)×B] = 0. (6)

Under the spherical coordinate frame (r, θ, ϕ) and the as-
sumption of axisymmetric magnetic field, equation (6) can
be decomposed into

(∇θBr)(∇rBϕ) +Br∇θ∇rBϕ

+ (∇θBθ)(∇θBϕ) +Bθ∇θ∇θBϕ = 0, (7)

(∇rBr)(∇rBϕ) +Br∇r∇rBϕ

− (∇rBθ)(∇θBϕ)−Bθ∇r∇θBϕ = 0, (8)

and

(∇θBθ)(∇rBθ) +Bθ∇θ∇rBθ

− (∇θBθ)(∇θBr)−Bθ∇θ∇θBr

− (∇rBr)(∇θBr)−Br∇r∇θBr

+ (∇rBr)(∇rBθ) +Br∇r∇rBθ = 0, (9)

where ∇r = ∂
∂r

and ∇θ = 1
r

∂
∂θ

. It is easy to see that the
usually invoked magnetic dipole field,

{

Br ∝ r−3 cos θ
Bθ ∝ 1

2
r−3 sin θ

, (10)

cannot satisfy equation (9). According to the symmetry of
the three subscripts and the passivity of magnetic field that
∇ · B = 0, one can find some particular solutions. For ex-
ample, the following solution, which has the similar mirror
symmetry with respect to the equatorial plane to that of the
magnetic dipole field,











Br = (ηC1 − ξ ln r) cos θ

Bθ =
(

ξC1 − ξ2

η
ln r

)

sin θ

Bϕ = C

, (11)

can satisfy equation (6), where ξ, η, C1 and C are constants.
Note that, the above discussion do not invoke the vari-

ation induced by the glitch, so equation (11) is at least valid
beyond superconduction region of protons of the pulsar, as
long as the pulsar magnetosphere is also static (but, another
set of values of ξ, η, C1 and C is needed).

If we consider the change resulted by the glitch, more
constraints will arise. Let us consider the perturbation that
v0 → v0 + δv, B0 → B0 + δB, j0 → j0 + δj. Inevitably,
the pressure P , mass density ρ, and gravitational potential
φ, will be also changed (i.e., the right hand side of equation
14). According to equation (5) and Euler Equation that

j

c
×B = ∇P + ρ∇φ, (12)

we get

∇× [v0 × δB+ δv × (B0 + δB)] = 0, (13)

and

[j0 × δB+ δj× (B0 + δB)] = δ[∇P + ρ∇φ]. (14)

Substituting equations (4) and (13) into equation (14), we
get

(∇× ne)[v × δB+ δv × (B+ δB)]

+ ∇× [δnev × (B+ δB)] = ∇× δ[∇P + ρ∇φ].(15)

Considering that the perturbation with the same order van-
ishes, equation (15) reduces to

∇× δ(nev ×B) = ∇× δ[∇P + ρ∇φ], (16)

and

(∇ne)(δv × δB) +∇× (δnev × δB) = 0. (17)

According to the gravitational-wave observations of Galactic
pulsars (note that pulsars are oblique rotors), the ellipticity
of these pulsars is very small (Aasi et al. 2014; Abbott et al.
2017). This indicates that the distribution of the magnetic
field has little effect on the overall mass distribution in a pul-
sar. Therefore, the right hand side of equation (16) should
be actually higher-order perturbation when compares with
the left hand side of equation (16). Then, δ(nev×B) should
be the gradient of a scalar field. This is an unnatural require-
ment since the magnetic field is axisymmetric (see equations
(10) and (11)), and the other two parameters need to be fine
tuned. Actually, by comparing equation (13) with equation
(14) regardless of equations (16) and (17), one can see that a
special condition can maintain equation (14) under a generic
magnetic field: all the perturbations of scalar fields are uni-
form, as well as the number density of charge particles. Of
course, this is too idealized.

According to the above discussion, we find that, (a) the
usually invoked magnetic dipole field can not keep steady
even in the presence of the toroidal field; (b) when a per-
turbation of the fluid arises in a pulsar, only the magnetic
field with very special structure can keep steady. Thus, we
conclude that the multipole component of the magnetic field
must be generated when a glitch occurs. It is worth noting
that since multiple components possess smaller scales with
respect to the dipole component, the apparent variation of
the magnetic field on the pulsar should be localized.

MNRAS 000, 1–6 (0000)



The effect of the variation of pulsar velocity fields 3

3 THE INDICATOR OF THE VARIATION OF THE

MAGNETIC FIELD

Although the radiation mechanism of pulsed radio emis-
sion of pulsars is not well understood, it is widely be-
lieved that the radiation mechanism is closely related to the
structure of the magnetosphere (Ruderman & Sutherland
1975; Arons & Scharlemann 1979; Usov 1987; Beloborodov
2008; Philippov et al. 2020). Therefore, if the newborn mul-
tipole component arise from the open field line region, the
properties of the pulsed radio emission should be changed.
In the following, we employ the popular inner gap model
(Ruderman & Sutherland 1975) to illustrate this issue, since
models invoking gap-like accelerators for pulsar radio emis-
sion (include the model shown in Arons & Scharlemann
1979) are able to correctly account for the death line shown
in the two-dimensional pulsar parameter phase space (e.g.,
P − Ṗ diagram, where P is the pulsar period and Ṗ is the
pulsar spin-down rate Chen & Ruderman 1993; Zhang et al.
2000).

Let us first briefly review the inner gap model. For a
pulsar with net positive charges being in its open field line
region, when these positive charges move outwards (Sturrock
1971; Holloway 1973), the lost charges can not be replen-
ished by the stellar surface due to large binding energy of
positive charges. Whereafter, a gap grows on the polar cap.
The potential across the gap, U , increases with the gap
height, h, initially. When the voltage increases to a crit-
ical value (inversely proportional to the curvature radius
of magnetic field lines), positrons (e.g., originally produced
by the thermal photons from the pulsar surface through
γ + B → e− + e+ + B) in the gap can be accelerated to
a high energy that the photons emitted by these positrons
via curvature radiation and even inverse Compton scatter-
ing (Qiao & Lin 1998) will again be converted into electron-
positron pairs via the reaction γ + B → e− + e+ + B.
Avalanches of discharges lead to the eventual reduction of
the potential, after which the spark ceases. The growth and
reduction of the gap happens back and forth, generating
a large number of secondary charges to sustain the pulsed
radio emission. However, the maximum value of the poten-
tial across the gap does not grow endlessly with the gap
height, but is enslaved by the pulsar period (the potential
is inversely proportional to the period). There is a moment
when the maximum value of the potential cannot sustain a
spark due to the spindown of the pulsar, and then the pulsed
radio emission extinguishes.

The curvature radius of magnetic field lines of the mul-
tipole component is smaller than that of the dipole com-
ponent. Therefore, under the inner gap model, the spark
frequency should increase when magnetic multipole compo-
nent emerges from the polar cap. Here, an equivalent model
is presented to illustrate this issue.

We note that the electric field across the gap behaves
like that of a parallel-plate capacitor since the gap height
is much smaller than the radius of the polar cap, rp. For
example, the electric field of the parallel-plate capacitor is

E′ =
U ′

d′
=

4πkQ′

S′
(18)

where U ′ and d′ are the voltage and interval between the
two plates, Q′ and S′ are the charge and area of each plate,
and k is the electrostatic constant. As a contrast, the electric

field across the gap is (Ruderman & Sutherland 1975)

E ≈ 2U

h
=

2ΩBs

c
h (19)

where Ω is the spin velocity, and Bs is the magnetic field
strength on the polar cap. Therefore, we equivalently treat
the inner gap as a parallel-plate capacitor with the voltage
being U ′ = U and the area of the plate, S, being the area of
the polar cap that S ≈ 4πr2p and

rp = r∗

(

Ωr∗
c

)1/2

, (20)

where r∗ is the radius of the pulsar. Then, the equivalent
interval is h/2, the equivalent charge is

Q =
ΩBshS

2πck
, (21)

and the equivalent capacitance is

C =
Q

U
=

Sε0
2πkh

, (22)

where ε0 is the permittivity of vacuum. Correspondingly, the
increase rate of the gap height is exactly the bulk velocity
of the charge particles which are flowing outwards.

The charge and discharge in the inner gap can be equiv-
alent to the charge and break down of the capacitor. How-
ever, such an equality is nonlinear in the sense that both
of the capacitance and charge increase with the gap height
until the capacitor is broken down. Moreover, as with the
charge of a realistic RC circuit, we assume that the charge
in the inner gap is a transient process (so that equation (24),
i.e., the “ dynamic version” of equation (19) holds) and have

R
d(CU)

dt
+ U = Umax, (23)

where R is the equivalent constant resistance of the circuit
(the whole magnetosphere should be a quasi-static state dur-
ing a short duration),

U = U(t) ≈ ΩBs

c
h(t)2 (24)

is the potential across the gap at time t, and

Umax ≈ ΩBs

c
h2
max (25)

is the supply voltage (e.g., due to the unipolar induction)
with hmax being the maximum thickness of the inner gap. It
is worth reminding that U may not be able to reach Umax

since before that the capacitor may have been broken down.
For example, as illustrated in the inner gap model, the max-
imum possible potential drop along any magnetic field line
within the polar cap is

∆Vmax ≈ ΩBs

c

r2p
2
, (26)

that is, hmax = 0.7rp. However, this potential drop is usu-
ally larger than the voltage, Usp, required for a spark (see
equation (23) in Ruderman & Sutherland (1975)).

Now, equations (22)-(25) can be solved as

h(t) =
1

α

c1
√
αβe

√
αβt − c2

√
αβe−

√
αβt

c1e
√

αβt + c2e−
√
αβt

, (27)

where

α =
kc

2Ωr3∗Rε0
, β =

kc

2Ωr3∗Rε0
h2
max, (28)

MNRAS 000, 1–6 (0000)
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and c1, c2 are integration constants. We set the initial con-
dition as h(t = 0) = 0, and have c1 = c2 through equation
(27). Therefore, the gap hight is given by

h(t) = hmax tanh(
√

αβt). (29)

Through equation (29), the bulk velocity of charge outflow
is

vof =
dh(t)

dt
= hmax

√

αβ[1− tanh2(
√

αβt)]. (30)

According to equations (24) and (29), we get

Usp =
ΩBs

c
[hmax tanh(

√

αβτ )]2, (31)

where τ is the time that the potential across the gap in-
creases to trigger a spark (then the spark frequency is
∼ 1/τ ).

Since the multipole component can increase curvature
radii of magnetic field lines, the necessary spatial scale for
the reaction γ+B → e−+e++B will be reduced, as well as
the height and voltage of the gap and the value of τ (i.e., the
spark frequency is increased; see equation (31)). Therefore,
the increase of the spark frequency should be the indicator
of the emergence of the magnetic multipole component in
the polar cap region.

Maybe, such an expectation of the increased spark fre-
quency had been observed in Vela pulsar (see the evolution
of the single pulse profile around 77th pulse shown in Fig. 2
of Palfreyman et al. 2018). Interestingly, if the expectation
is true, the detection of an unusually broad radio pulse and
a missing next pulse of Vela pulsar (Palfreyman et al. 2018)
can be well understood. As demonstrated in above, the mul-
tipole component will make the gap easier to spark, so if the
multipole field extends from the polar cap, the spark region
will be broadened, as will as the pulse profile. The multi-
pole field lines may bridge the positive and negative charge
regions, and the short-lived accelerating field due to the
destruction of the force-free condition (Goldreich & Julian
1969) allows electrons to move along the field lines and fill
up the gap. So, during this duration, the potential across
the gap cannot increase and the spark cannot be triggered.
Only when the net electric field is screened again by the
rearrangement of charge particles, can the potential across
the gap grow to trigger a spark. After the nulling pulse, the
next two pulses with unexpectedly low linear polarization
may also be related to the emergence of the multipole com-
ponent since the magnetosphere is altered by the nascent
multipole field.

4 DISCUSSION: POSSIBLE APPLICATIONS

If the prediction of the spark frequency is robustly
verified by some observations in the future, vortex
creep model (Anderson & Itoh 1975), gap-invoked models
of pulsar radio emission (Ruderman & Sutherland 1975;
Arons & Scharlemann 1979) and the model on the origin of
magnetic fields of pulsars (Thompson & Duncan 1993) are
again indicated to be reasonable, and the following applica-
tions may be extended to.

I) As shown in equation (29), the increase of the poten-
tial across the gap follows a hyperbolic tangent function.

The growth rate will be very slow when the potential is
close to the supply voltage, that is, if the value of Usp is
close to value of Umax, the corresponding value of τ will be
much larger than that of the case of Usp ≪ Umax. Therefore,
when the spin period of a radio pulsar, as well as the sup-
ply voltage, decays to a certain value, the time it takes for
the potential across the gap to increase enough to trigger a
spark will be longer than the spin period. This may be of
interest to understand the pulse nulling of some old pulsars
(Backer 1970; Ritchings 1976; Wang et al. 2007) (another
understanding of this phenomenon can refer to Deich et al.
1986; Lewandowski et al. 2004; Esamdin et al. 2005).
II) Observations showed that extinct pulsed radio emission
of some magnetars may brighten again after glitches and
X-ray bursts (Camilo et al. 2006, 2007; Levin et al. 2010;
Shannon & Johnston 2013; Zhang et al. 2020), and a spin-
down glitch (Younes et al. 2023). The cessation of the pulsed
radio emission can be explained by the general consideration
that the potential across the gap is no longer able to sustain
sparks. Therefore, the rebrightening of the radio emission
should be the consequence of the increased potential (see
Morozova et al. 2010; Lin et al. 2015 for another explana-
tion). To increase the potential, very curved field lines are
required (Chen & Ruderman 1993; Zhang et al. 2000). As
discussed above, the newborn multipole components due to
glitches provide such a condition. In addition, according to
the above equivalent RC circuit model, curved multiple field
lines reduce the potential required to trigger a spark.
III) Crab pulsar and Vela pulsar are both normal radio pul-
sars and observed glitch events. However, post-glitch delayed
spin-up1 and persistent shift are only observed in the former
(Lyne et al. 1993; the delayed spin-up is also observed in a
magnetar Ge et al. 2022). The spin-up indicates the emer-
gence of a net torque (see Wang et al. 2022 for other com-
ments). Not that, after the glitch, the previous mechanical
equilibrium in the pulsar is destroyed since the current field,
as well as the distribution of the Lorentz force, is changed.
The breaking of mechanical equilibrium may prompt the
release of the free energy stored in the magentic field. For
example, a torque, ∝ BrBϕ, may act on the pulsar (Spruit
1999) after the glitch, such that the toroidal magnetic field
untwists and the free energy stored in the toroidal magnetic
field can be released. Empirically, the toroidal magnetic field
of younger Crab pulsar should be stronger than that of older
Vela pulsar since the evolution of a system always tends to
decrease the free energy. Therefore, the observed delayed
spin-up of Crab pulsar could be resulted by the untwisting
of the toroidal magnetic field since the torque, ∝ BrBϕ, can
accelerate the spin velocity. Meanwhile, the release of the
free energy stored in the toroidal magnetic field may en-
hance the dipole magnetic field and results in the persistent
shift. This deduction demands that the perturbation of the
toroidal magnetic field in the younger Crab pulsar should be
more likely to excite a “transition” (see Figure 1). The spec-
ulation is consistent with experience. Once a system reaches
a stable state after a long-time evolution, the capacity to
resist perturbations should be enhanced and closely related
to the residual free energy (e.g., the residual toroidal field).
That is, the younger the pulsar, the easier it is to change.

1 This name comes from Shaw et al. (2018).
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The effect of the variation of pulsar velocity fields 5

For Vela pulsar, there should be only magnetic variation due
to the variation of the velocity field and no magnetic varia-
tion due to the free energy release when a glitch occurs. So,
as shown in Figure 1, without the release of the free energy,
the perturbation of the magnetic field cannot be developed
into a self-sustaining process, and then the altered magnetic
field induced by the variation of the velocity field will return
to the original state when the superfluid vortices repinning
to the crust totally (i.e., δv = 0, δB = 0, and δj = 0 in the
final state).
IV) Extra-galactic fast radio burst-like evens from magnetar
SGR 1935+2154 were detected to be associated with a glitch
(Bochenek et al. 2020; CHIME/FRB Collaboration et al.
2020; Ge et al. 2022) and a spin-down glitch (Younes et al.
2023). These events are poorly understood (Xiao et al.
2021). To explain these events, four questions need to be
answered: where the energy comes from, where the charged
particles come from, how these particles are accelerated,
and how coherent radio emission is produced. As discussed
above, glitches will induce the release of the free energy
(e.g., magnetic energy and even elastic energy), so the energy
reservoir is sufficiently large. The release of the free energy
may result in the generation of the new multipole compo-
nent. If the newborn multipole field lines bridge the positive
and negative charge regions on the pulsar surface, the pri-
mordial force-free condition (Goldreich & Julian 1969) will
be briefly violated (during the typical duration ∼ l/c, where
l is the spatial scale of the multipole component). So

E+
(Ω× r×B)

c
= 0, (32)

changes to

E+
[Ω× r× (B+B′)]

c
6= 0, (33)

where Ω is the spin velocity, and B′ is the strength of the
newborn multipole field. Once the newborn multipole field,
as well as the net electric field E′ = 1

c
(Ω× r×B′), is strong

enough (e.g., |B′| ∼ 10−2−10−4Bϕ; note that,Bϕ may be up
to 1016G, Thompson & Duncan 1993, 1995, 1996; Lin et al.
2022), electrons in the negative charge region may be accel-
erated to the required energy along the multipole field lines
(e.g., similar to that of electrons accelerated in the gap). The
fourth question is the most perplexing, even for periodic ra-
dio pulses (Beskin 2018). Just for the sake of completeness,
we suggest such a picture that the accelerated currents along
the multipole field lines are cut into bunches by pinch insta-
bilities, and then emit the coherent radio emission via curva-
ture radiation (the question of how the radio emission avoids
the scattering and absorption by the plasma near the pulsar
surface can referred to Wadiasingh & Timokhin 2019).

5 SUMMARY

In this paper, we show that the commonly invoked mag-
netic dipole fields of pulsars can not keep steady even in
the presence of toroidal magnetic fields under the general
consideration of pulsars, and multipole components must
be generated when the velocity fields in pulsars are var-
ied. We argue that the increase of the spark frequency of

periodic radio pulses is the indicator of the emergence of
the magnetic multipole component. We present possible ex-
planations for pulse nulling of old pulsars, rebrightning of
radio-quiet magnetars, differences between Crab pulsar and
Vela pulsar after glitches, and origin of extra-galactic fast
radio burst-like evens from SGR 1935+2154 in terms of the
effect of the variation of the velocity fields on pulsar mag-
netic fields. While quantitative estimation of the strength of
the newborn multipole component is absence (many simula-
tions are required), the logic of these speculations is fluent.
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