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W e discuss a m ixture of interacting a neutraland a charged B ose condensates, which is supposed
being realized iIn interior of neutron stars n form of coexistent neutron super uid and protonic

superconductor. W e show that in this system , besides ordinary vortices of st

st m ap, the

neutron condensate also allow s for (m eta)stable nite-length knotted solitons, which are

characterized by a nontrivialH opf Invariant and in som e circum satnces are stablized by Faddeev—
Skym e termm induced by drag e ect. W e also consider a helicalprotonic uxtube in this system and
show that, n contrast, it does not induce a Faddeev-Skym e tem .

INTRODUCTION

In a standard m odel for a neutron star its interior fea—
tures super uidity ofneutron C ooperpairsand supercon—
ductivity of proton Cooper pairs (see eg. 'D_J', :_Zi]) . Both
these condensates allow vortices of S* ! S map. Ear
lier it was suggested that the phenom enon of glitches in
C rab and Vela pulsars is connected w ith vortex m atter in
these stars 53]. This rem ains a topic of intensive studies
and discussions (for recent developm ents and citations
see Ef]) . Besides that a standard m odel for a neutron
star is a special system being a m ixture of interacting a
charged and a neutral condensates which m akes it also
being a topic of abstract academ ic interest E] since such
a system allow s for interesting phenom ena with no di-
rect counterparts in eg. superconducting m etals. Stud-
des of topological defects in a m ixture of a charged and
a neutral condensates, so far, concemed only ordinary
Abrikosov-like colum nar vortices (see eg. ['_6, -'_7.] and ref-
erences therein). In this paper we argue that, possbly,
this is not the only one type of stable topological defects
allowed in neutron stars. W e show that due to the drag
e ect In a m xture of a neutral and a charged super uid
(A ndreev-Bashkin e ect) the system also allow s under
certain conditions stable nite-dength topologicaldefects
characterized by a nontrivial H opf invariant, m ore pre-
cisely a special version of knot solitons.

Finite-dength topological defects characterized by a
nontrivial H opf invariant were attracting interest for a
long tin e in condensed m atter physics: earlier i was dis—
cussed in spin-1 neutralsuper uids i_ﬂ, ;_3:], nm agnets I:_L-Q:],
in charged and neutral tw o-com ponent B ose condensates
f1), 2], f13), in spin-tripkt superconductors [14] and
In other system s. In neutral system s nite-length closed
vortices are not stable against shrinkage unless their size
is stabilized by a conservation of som e dynam ic quantity,

like in case of a propagating vortex loop. A spoecial case
is a neutral tw o-com ponent system w ith a phase separa-—
tion, w here a vortex loop m ade up ofone condensate w ith
con ned in its core circulating second condensate is sta—
ble against shrinkage I_lj] Intrinsically stable topological
defects characterized by a nontrivialH opf nvariant (the
knot solitons) have been discussed in the Faddeev nonlin—
ear O (3) sigm a m odel ﬂl5 where its stability is ensured
by a special fourth-order derivative term :
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wheren = (n1;n,;n3) is a threecom ponent unit vector.
A knot soliton (peing in the sin plest case a toroidalvor-
tex loop) is a con guration where the vector n resides
In the core on eg. the south polk of the uni sphere, at
In niy it reaches the north pole, whilk in between the
core and the vortex boundary it perform s n rotations if
one goes once around the core and m rotations if one
goes once along a closed curve in toroidaldirection. The
stability ofknots in thism odelw as extensively studied In
num erical sin ulations f_l-e_i] R ecently it was realized that
this m odel is relevant for w ide class of physical system s.
F irst, it was suggested that thism odelm ay be relevant in
the infrared lim i 0of QCD w ih the knots solitons being
a candidate for glieballs l17 Besides that an extended
version of Faddeev m odelhas been derived for tw o-band
superconductors [111]and for triplet superconductors {L4].

Below we discuss a possbility of form ation of nite
length stable topologicaldefects in a m xture of interact—
ing charged and neutral B ose condensates.

A MIXTURE OF INTERACTING
CONDENSATES

A m xture of a charged (m ade up of protonic C ooper
pairs) and neutral m ade up of neutronic C ooper pairs)
Bose condensates in the interior of neutron stars can
be descrbed in the hydrodynam ic 1m it by the follow —
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where B ism agnetic eld, and

V= ap ot 23 pdtand nft =3 nft el 5 o

3)
is the potential term . W e begin wih a discussion of
the simplest case of two s-wave condensates (so , =
jpE'rand , = j.F' " are complx scalar elds
which discrdbe proton and neutron condensates corre—
soondingly). In the above expression

h=2m ,)r q 4)

Vn =
and

vp = h=2m)r , (2e=m ,C)A ©)
are super uid velocities of neutron and proton conden-—
sates. The key feature of this system is the Andreev—
Bashkin e ect I:_L8_:]: due to interaction between two su—
per uids the particle current of one of the condensates
is carried by the super uid velociy of another so the su—
per uid m ass current of protons and neutrons In such a
systen s g, il 18]:
wp= PPy + Plyy;

Wn = rmVn"’ npvp; (6)

where P = P jisthe super uid density of one of the
condensates w hich is carried by super uid velocity ofan—
other. B ecause ofthe A ndreev-Bashkin e ect the charged
supercurrent in this system depends on gradients ofneu—
tron condensate (as it ollow s from (:_2),{_6)):
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Let us discuss topological defects, allowed In (:2:), other
than A brikosov vortices.

HELICAL NEUTRON VORTEX LOOP

Let us consider a vortex loop m ade up of neutron con—
densate wih zero density of neutron Cooper pairs in
ji'ﬁ core. Let us introduce a new variablke as Pllows:

pp::: = sin? 5 - W ewilconsider a defect where ifwe
go from the core center to the boundary ofthe uxtube
In a cross section to the vortex, the variable grow s from
0 to . Since at the center of the vortex we have chosen
that the density ofthe neutron condensate vanishes then
Indeed there is no drag e ect in the center of the ux-—
tube and correspondingly P" is zero In the core. This
allow s one to chose the boundary condition sin® (=2)=0

In the center of the vortex. Let us now in pose the fol-
low Ing con guration of ,: if we go once around the
vortex corethe , changes2 n, while ifwe coverthe vor-
tex Joop once in toroidaldirection (a closed curve along
the core) , changes 2 1lwih n;l1behg integer. Such
a situation naturally occurs if a loop is form ed around
rotation-induced vortex line or in case of two Interlinked
Joops. This con guration corresoonds to a spiral super-

ow of the neutron Cooper pairs in such a vortex ring.
Topologically such a vortex is equivalent to knot solitons
considered in [11]and can also be characterized by a unit
vectore = (Cos , sin ;sin , sih ;cos ) wih a nontriv—
ial winding. W e stress that we do not im pose a non-
trivial winding on , (compare with discussion of knot
solitons in the two-gap m odel [_1}:] where, In contrast, in a
knot soliton the phases ofboth condensatesm ust have a
nontrivialw inding num ber, how ever, as discussed below ,
neutrakcharged m ixture is principally di erent from the
system in Ref. [I1]).

Indeed the nontrivial super ow of neutron Cooper
pairs induces a drag current ofproton C ooperpairsw hich
In tum Induces a m agnetic eld which can be calculated
from ():
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T his self-induced m agnetic eld gives the follow ing con—
tribution to the free energy ('_2):
"
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W hich is a version of the Faddeev fourth-order deriva—
tive tetm analogous to the fourth-order derivative term

n {13, 14] cosely related to the furth-order derivative
tem in (i). The Hurth order derivative tem s of this
type provide stability to nite length topological defects
f_l-g;, :_l-§'] Physically, in a m xture ofa charged and a neu—
tral condensates this e ect corresponds to the ollow ing
situation: as m entioned above, the nontrivial con gura—
tion ofphase and density ofneutron condensate inducesa
charged drag current ofproton C ooperpairswhich results
n the con guration ofm agnetic eld @:) . Thiscon gura—
tion hasthe special feature that if the vortex shrinksthen
the m agnitude of the selfinduced m agnetic eld grow s.



W e also rem ark that PP isam easure ofbackground den—
sity of proton condensate which is not required to vary
to produce a knot soliton.

In the two-gap m odel in {_l-]_:] there is a com petition of
the Purth-order derivative term (W hich corresponds to
self-induced m agnetic eld) versus a second-order deriva—
tive term and am asstem forthe third com ponent ofthe
O (3)-symm etric orderparam etern (the third com ponent
of n is related to condensate densities in [11] and thus
i ismassive). In contrast, in the present m odel in the
com petition also participates kinetic energy of super ow
of neutron Cooper pairs (which ism inin ized if the vor-
tex shrinks). A necessary condition for (m eta)stability of
such a vortex loop is that the com petition of kinetic en—
ergy ofsuper ow s, gradients of condensate density versus
the selfinduced m agnetic eld would stabilize the vortex
Joop at a length scale which corresoonds to m agniude of
magnetic eld B (x)jam aller than the eld which could
break proton Cooper pairs. W e also em phasis that one
of the di erences w ith the system oftwo charged scalar

elds in I:l_-];:] is that in the present case the self induced
m agnetic eld com es from drag current in the viciniy of
the core while the super ow of neutron Cooper pairs is
extended (not localized on length scale shorter or equal
to penetration length lke the eld inducing currents n
fl-]_}]). W e also ram ark that indeed the e ective action
) is assum ed being derived from a m icroscopic theory
In the approxim ation of an all gradients. Indeed one can
derive higher-order derivative tem s from a m icroscopic
theory but this sort oftem s, in contrast to the tem {1d)
is irrelevant for discussion of the stability of niteJdength
topologicaldefects in this system . Indeed a com petition
between second— and fourth-order derivative tem s ob—
tained in a derivative expansion would stabilize a topo—
logicaldefect at a characteristic length scale w here allthe
higher-order derivative term s becom e of the sam e order
of m agniude. So, at such length scales the derivative
expansion fails. W e also would like to stress that in the
present system the knot soliton is prevented against a
collapse by a nite energy barrier, In contrast to an in —
nite energy barrier in the case ofthe Faddeev’s nonlinear

-m odel considered In m athem atical physics {_1-5] That
is, a zero in proton condensate density, outside core, m ay
lead to unw inding of a knot soliton since in a such a
point the unit vector n is ilkde ned and thus the Hopf
m ap is ilkde ned as well. H owever the m odulus of pro—
ton condensate order param eter ism assive so producing
such a singularity is energetically expensive. Thus, i is
a nite energy barrier which prevents a knot soliton in a
super uid/superconductor from collapsing.

AN EXAMPLE OF GENERALIZATION TO
OTHER PAIRING SYMMETRIES

Let us generalize the discussion to the case of a m ix—
ture of a spih-triplt neutron condensate and a sin—
gkt proton condensate In order to show that the pic—
ture does not depend signi cantly on pairing symm etry.
T he order param eter of the spin-1 neutral condensate is
j n&®)F g&) where (@= 1;0; 1)and isanom alized
soinor ¥ = 1. Free energy of a neutral spin-1 system
is (seeeg Eg
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where< S >= _Sgj jisspin. D egenerate spinorsare re-
lated to each otherby gauge transfomm ation e* » and spin
rotationsU ( ; ; )=e¥: efFv e¥: yhere (; ; )
are the Euler angles. T he topologicaldefects in the neu-
tral system lke this have been intensively studied (see
eg. @, :Si]) A charged counterpart of this system in
ferrom agneth state allow s stable knot solitons as it was
shown in @4
Let us consider rst the ferrom agnetic state Which
em ergeswhen ¢, < 0) in context ofam ixture of super u—
ids. The energy 1 thiscase ism nin ized by < S >%= 1
and the ground sta? sonor and denSJi:y are {_19‘] =
el n e' cos’5; 2c0szsing;e sin® )i a3 =
ﬁ The super uid ve]oc:ty n En:om agnetic case is
fl9] Vn=ﬁ[r(n ) cos r ].Soinam ixtureof
a neutral ferrom agnetic triplet condensate and a charged
singlet condensate the equation for charged current is:
eh PP Py
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memp PPmy,

en 12)
P

s r ]

+ r

From this expression we can see that assum ing eg. that
there is no nontrivialw indings in the variables and ,
the system reducesto (-'j.) and thus allow s for the topolog—
icaldefects in the form described in the rst part of the
paper. W e em phasis that there are no knots of this type
In a charged ferrom agnetic triplet system oconsidered in
t_l-é_;] because In the current equation of a charged triplet
superconductor, the ratio of the coe cients In front of
the vector potential term and the gradient term analo—
goustor ( , ) does not depend on the carrier density
and thus one can not obtain a contribution analogous to
Faddeev tem to the free energy by in posing a nontriv—
ialoon guration ofthe rst gradient tem in the current
equation sim ilar to I_fgi) in the system I_l-l_i] In a charged
triplet case the knot soliton may form only as a spin
texture [_l-é_l] So a neutralcharged m ixture with drag
e ect In is m agnetic properties is principally di erent



from a genuine charged system . Spin-texture knots can
be form ed in the present system too, as a con guration
of the order param eters= (cos sin ;sin sih ;co0s )
characterized by a nontrivialH opf nvariant. Such a tex—
ture generates m agnetic eld due drag current induced
by the super ow of the neutron C ooper pairs, which is
produced by the spin texture. So, In general, there is the
follow ing nontrivial m agnetic energy contribution to the
free energy functional:

"
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Tt must be observed that the spin-texture knot soliton
is structurally di erent from the topologically equivalent
knot of the type considered in the rst part ofthe paper.
T he spin-texture knot is coreless (there are no zeroes of
the condensate density in it). The third com ponent of
the order param eter s = (cos sin ;sin sih ;oo0s ) is
m assless in this case, thus the spin-texture knot solitons
In this system are energetically less expensive and have
larger characteristic size than the topologically equivalent
knots in the variablee= (cos , sin ;sih ,sih ;cos ).

Letusnow consider the \polar" phase oftriplkt super—
conductors which is the case when ¢, > 0 in {11). The
energy ism inimn ized then by < S >= 0. The soinor
and the condensate density in the ground state are {_l-g']:

=& ( pse’ s joos jeset sin ) Jaf = =
The super uid velocity In this case is (see eg. I:_l-%']):
vy = ﬁr » which is analogous to singlkt case. Thus
In the antiferrom agnetic case the allowed knot solitons
are equivalent to knots in a m xture of two singlet con—
densates considered in the rst part of the paper.

W e also ram ark that it is generally assum ed that there
is no proton-neutron pairing In a neutron star becasue of
large di erences In their Fermm ienergies.

W hile we can notm ake at this stage any de nite pred—
icatoins (which would require lJarge-scale num erical sim —
ulations), ket us however discuss possible m echanisn s of
form ation ofknot solitons of the discussed above types In
neutron stars. A s it is known, ordinary vortices in super-
conductors form eg. as an energetically preferred state
In externalm agnetic eld. Indeed it is not the only pos—
sble m echanisn of creation of topological defects. For
Instance m any defects In liquid heliim are created In a
laboratory w ithout rotation, by various them al quench
technigques including neutron irradiation since a symm e~
try breaking phase transition is accom panied by creation
of topological defects. In case of ordinary Abelian H iggs
m odel, created during transition vortex loops shrink,
while the knot solitons should rem ain stable. Another
less comm on m echanian of form ation of vortices is the
soontaneous vortex state [_2-(_]:] which em erges when in

a system coexist superconductivity and m agnetism and
since a vortex carries m agnetic eld it m ay have nega—
tive contribution to free energy functional via Zeem an—
like coupling term s. So for such system s it is energetically
preferred to form vortex lattice even w ithout applied ex—
temal elds R0]. Sin ilar m echanism may work in neu-
tron stars if In a presence of a spin-1 super uid, there
is a direct coupling of spins of C ooper pairs to m agnetic

eld. In general an e ective action of triplet super uid
features a Zeem an-lke term which is a direct coupling of
soin S to m agnetic eld B

Fy, = S B (14)

Indeed existence of such a term ocould result In a range
of param eters where knots would have a nite negative
energy if goins of neutron C ooper pairs in the knot soli-
ton are aligned along the selfinduced m agnetic eld. A

de nite answer to this question is how ever a com plicated
problem because of com petition of m any tem s. This
appears being a particularly interesting problem for nu-
m erical sin ulations. Since In a knot, the m agnetic eld
grow s if the knot shrinks, it could be that in a such a
system a fomm ation of a dense ensem ble of knot solitons
is energetically preferred over a spontaneous vortex state
of Abrikosov vortices. A de nite answer to this question

m ay however be only obtained In a large scale num eri-
cal sin ulation. Thus, if an ensem ble of knot solitions is
form ed in a neutron star then one of the apparent conse—
quences would be its interaction w ith ordinary colum nar
neutron vortices, then apparently in such a case knot soli-
tons would disturb a regular lattice of neutron vortices.

HELICAL PROTONIC FLUXTUBE FORM ED
AROUND A NEUTRON VORTEX

Above we considered knot solitons which appear due
to notrivialhelicalw indings ofneutron condensate phase.
In principle there is a theoretical m echam ign which
would allow form ation of helical vortex loops of proton
condensate. Let us show however that a helical protonic
vortex loop is not a knot soliton and it is not stable.
H ere we stress the m ost recent studies iﬁf] indicate typeT
behaviour of proton condensates. Let us now however
consider the m odel [_51‘1] In that m odel a neutron star
possesses a lattice ofuniform neutron vorticesand a com —
plicated structure of sparse entangled proton ux tubes
(seeFig. 3 In f_Z-]_;]) . In the dym anicalprocesses discussed
n ﬂ_2-]_;] one should expect that entangled proton uxtubes
may dym anically form rings around colum nar neutron
vortices as shown on Fig 1. Let us now consider such a
ring. T he charge current In such a ring isgiven by eqg. ('_"Z) .
W hen we go around such a ux tube, the protonic phase

p changes2 , however there is also a current along such
a vortex due to drag e ect by super uid neutron C ooper
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FIG .1: A protonic uxtube ring around neutron vortex. D ue
to drag by neutron C ooper pairs, the resulting charge current
In protonic uxtube is helical.

pairs which is characterized by a nontrivial phase w ind—
ingof , which changes2 when we cover ux tube once
In toroidaldirection. This results in a spiralnet charge
current In such a vortex loop resam bling that of a knot
solition considered in the st part of the paper. Let us
show however that such a vortex loop isnot stable: The
m agnetic eld In such a helical uxtube is given by
n , pnm #
P

ch -
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In such a con guration, In spite ofhelicalnet charge cur-
rent, the individual phase con gurations of , and ,

are not helical, besides that, the ratio of the vector po-
tential temm to gradient term for  is constant. Thus
such a helicalsuper ow doesnot result into a selfinduced
Faddeev-Skym e-like term , which, if  would be present,
would signi canly a ect the considerations in fé_l:, ,'_2-];:].

CONCLUSION

In conclusion we studied topologicaldefects other than
Abrikosov vortices in an interacting m ixture ofa neutral
and a charged condensates. Such a system is believed
being realized in the interior of neutron stars. W e have
shown that due to Andreev-Bashkin e ect the system
possesses a large vardety of knot solitons of di erent na—
ture than the knot solitons In the system s studied before.
W e also suggested that due to Zeem an coupling tem ,
there could be a theoretical possibility of an exotic Inho—
m ogeneous ground state in this system : a spontaneous
form ation of a dense ensem ble of knot solitons.
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