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A B ST R A C T

Calculationsofweak-interaction transition ratesand ofnuclearform ation enthalpies

show thatin isolated neutron stars,thesolid phase,abovetheneutron-drip threshold,

isam orphousand heterogeneousin nuclearcharge.Theneutrino em issivitiesobtained

are very dependent on the e�ects ofproton shellstructure but m ay be severalor-

dersofm agnitudelargerthan theelectron brem sstrahlung neutrino-pairem issivity at

tem peratures� 109 K .In thisphase,electricaland therm alconductivitiesare m uch

sm allerthan fora hom ogeneousbcc lattice.In particular,the reduced electricalcon-

ductivity,which isalso tem perature-independent,m usthavesigni�cantconsequences

forthe evolution ofhigh-m ultipole m agnetic�eldsin neutron stars.

K ey w ords: densem atter-stars:neutron -pulsars:general.

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

The very extensive pulsar and X-ray source observations

now being m ade require,fortheirinterpretation,an under-

standing of the condensed-m atter physics of neutron-star

solid phases.The radiative opacity of a very thin surface

layerofdepth � 10
3
cm and m atterdensity �

<
� 10

7
g cm

� 3

largely determ ines the tem perature di�erence between the

surface and the interiorofthe star(see Potekhin,Chabrier

& Yakovlev 1997,also Potekhin & Yakovlev 2001,for re-

centcalculationsand reviewsofearlierwork).Atom sin the

higher-density partofthislayerare com pletely ionized but

theelectron Ferm im om entum islessthan oroftheorderof

1 M eV/c.The whole layercontainsno m ore than 10� 10M �

and has physicalproperties which are im portant only with

respect to its radiative opacity and,possibly,in connexion

with the com position of the neutron-star atm osphere. In

thenextlayer,with m atterdensitiesup to theneutron-drip

threshold �nd = 4:3� 10
11
gcm

� 3
,depth � 10

4
cm and m ass

� 10� 5M � ,theelectronsform arelativisticFerm igaswhose

transportcoe�cients (electricaland therm alconductivities

� and �)aredependenton thenuclearcom position and de-

greeoforderofthesolid.Thisisalsotrueoftheneutron-drip

region with densitiesabove �nd which occupiesm ostofthe

crust volum e (depth � 10
5
cm and m ass � 10

� 2
M � ).The

fraction ofthestellarvolum econcerned hereisso largethat

itselectricalconductivity m ustbe relevantto the evolution

ofhigh-m ultipolecom ponentsofthem agnetic�eld.Pinning

ofsuperuid neutron vorticesby nucleiin thisregion isbe-

lieved to be the origin ofpulsar glitch phenom ena (Ander-

? E-m ail:p.jones1@ physics.ox.ac.uk

son & Itoh 1975;Ruderm an 1976).The neutron-drip region

contributes alm ost allthe m echanicalrigidity ofthe crust

and its failure under M axwellor other stresses is assum ed

to be involved in a num ber ofX-ray em ission phenom ena,

for exam ple, the soft gam m a repeaters (SG R;Thom pson

& D uncan 1995,1996) and the persistent em ission of the

anom alousX-ray pulsars(AXP;Thom pson etal2000).

The canonicalpicture ofthe solid,both above and be-

low �nd,in aneutron starthathasnotbeen subjecttoalong

period ofaccretion sinceform ation,isofa hom ogeneousbcc

latticeofeven-Z nuclei,locally in com pleteweak-interaction

equilibrium .Certainly above,and possibly im m ediately be-

low,�nd,thenucleiarethosewith closed proton shells.The

equation ofstate below �nd hasbeen derived by extrapola-

tions ofnuclear param eters from experim entally accessible

regions ofneutron excess (see Haensel& Pichon 1994 who

also sum m arize earlier work).Pethick & Ravenhall(1995)

give a generalreview ofsolid phase properties and observe

that,above �nd,there have been two distinct approaches

to the problem of deriving the equation of state. M icro-

scopic calculations ofthe single-particle statesforneutrons

and protonsinsidea W igner-Seitzcellweredescribed in the

classic paperofNegele & Vautherin (1973)and give a com -

pletedescription ofthesystem apartfrom thesuperuid en-

ergy gap.Butthisapproach hasnotbeen followed by later

workerswho haveadopted a com pressibleliquid-drop m odel

(CLD M )with variousSkyrm epseudopotentials(Lattim eret

al1985,D ouchin & Haensel2001).Although theCLD M nu-

clear charge is a continuous variable,the existence ofshell

e�ectsand ofproton pairing require thatthe crustbe com -

posed ofsuccessive hom ogeneouslayersofeven-Z nuclei.In

fact,weak-interaction equilibrium cannotbeexactowing to

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403400v1
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therapid decreaseofweak transition ratesasthestarcools,

which is caused by the potential barrier present in those

transitions to odd-Z nuclei. Flowers & Ruderm an (1977)

noted that,in consequence,at least a sm allfractionalcon-

centration ofnucleiwith chargedeviation �Z = � 2from the

hom ogeneouslattice m ustbe presentin m etastable equilib-

rium aspointdefects.Butithasbeen usualto assum e that

the value ofthe im purity param eter,

Q =
X

i

ai(Zi� �Z)
2
; (1)

de�ned for a distribution ofnuclear charges Z i with frac-

tional concentrations ai and m ean �Z, is, in m ost con-

texts,negligibly sm all(severalordersofm agnitudelessthan

unity).

The extent ofheterogeneity in Z at densities � < �nd

hasbeen investigated byseveralauthors.Jog& Sm ith (1982)

and D eBlasio (2000)haveexam ined thestructureofthein-

terface between successive hom ogeneouslayers.The nature

ofthe constraints under which equilibrium is de�ned was

considered by Jones (1988) who concluded thata distribu-

tion in Z m ustbe a feature ofthe state reached asthe star

cools.M orerecently,calculationsofthepointdefectconcen-

tration have been m ade by D e Blasio & Lazzari(1998).

Form ation enthalpieswere calculated by Jones(1999a,

2001) for a num ber of point-defects in solid neutron-star

m atter at densities � > �nd.The enthalpies obtained were

sm alland it was argued that an am orphous heterogeneous

solid phase m ust be form ed and should persist as the star

cools,them elting transition being replaced by a glasstran-

sition tem perature region.

The conclusion thatheterogeneity in Z existsboth be-

low and above �nd does not seem to have been widely ac-

cepted.Undoubtedly,the assum ption of a bcc lattice,ho-

m ogeneous in Z, is attractive because it can be sim ply

stated and provides a clear basis for calculations,such as

those oftransport coe�cients.It is also the case that ar-

gum ents about the role of proton shell-structure and the

approach to weak-interaction equilibrium were m ade only

qualitatively by Jones(2001,hereafterPaperI)and werenot

supported by detailed calculation.Nonetheless,even though

am orphousheterogeneousstructuresareunattractiveowing

totheirgreatercom plexity,ifthey representphysicalreality,

itisnecessary to considertheire�ecton thestress-response

ofthe solid and to de�ne aswellaspossible the consequent

degreeofuncertainty in calculationsoftransportcoe�cients

and neutrinoem issivities.Thepresentpapercontainsthere-

sults ofthose detailed calculations which were absent from

thepreviouspapers.In Section 2,weconsiderhow thee�ects

ofproton shell-structure can be included,quantitatively,in

thecom pressible liquid-drop m odelofnucleiby theStrutin-

skiprocedure(seeRing & Schuck 1980)to obtain form ation

enthalpiesfornucleiin the interval20 6 Z 6 50.Section 3

gives estim ates ofthe weak-interaction transition rates be-

tween thesenucleiand,from an initialtem peratureof5� 10
9

K ,which is in the vicinity ofthe m elting tem perature or

glass transition region ofthe system ,describes how the Z-

distribution evolveswith tem peratureand tim e.Italso gives

estim atesofthevery broad rangeofpossible neutrino em is-

sivities associated with these transitions which have so far

been neglected in allpublished calculations ofneutron-star

cooling.

This paper is concerned with the nature ofthe crust

in isolated neutron stars which lack the long period of

m ass-accretion of binary system s. Factors such as accre-

tion through fall-back at form ation are ignored.Therefore,

it does not consider neutron stars in those binary system s

wheretherateofm asstransferislargeenough toreplacethe

whole crust,below and above �nd (see Schatz et al1999).

The extentto which the resultsobtained here m ay be rele-

vantto such system sisdiscussed briey in Section 6.Under

thephysicalconditionsconsidered in thepresentpaper,py-

cnonuclearreactionswereexam ined previously (Jones2002)

and werefound tohavenegligibletransition ratesin thesolid

phase. The reason for this is that the interm ediate state

form ed in a solid by fusion ofnucleiwith charges Z1 and

Z2 consists ofa m onovacancy and a point-defect ofcharge

Z1 + Z2.Atthe highestm atterdensity,8:8� 1013 g cm � 3,

assum ed in Sections2 & 3,forexam ple,thisstate hasa 17

M eV form ation enthalpy.(This assum es that analogues of

thestandard latticepoint-defectsexistin am orphoussolids,

though they m ay be short-lived at high tem peratures.)

States with even higher form ation enthalpy would result

from successive fusion reactions,indicating that processes

such aspinning-induced nuclearrod form ation (M ochizuki,

O yam atsu & Izuyam a 1997) are not signi�cant.However,

thedirectform ation oflower-dim ensionalnuclearstructures

at tem peratures ofthe order of10
10

K ,in a density inter-

valbetween the sphericalnuclearphase and the continuous

liquid core ofthe star,is predicted for m any m odels ofnu-

clearm atter(Lorenz,Ravenhall& Pethick 1993;O yam atsu

1993;but see also D ouchin & Haensel2000).Lorenz et al

noted that the geom etricalform ofthese structures would

allow weak-interaction transitions but gave no estim ate of

theneutrinoem issivity.Forcom pleteness,abriefcalculation

ofthis em issivity is given in Section 4.Itis less signi�cant

than thatassociated with the region ofsphericalnuclei.

Thedensity region below �nd isreconsidered in Section

5 using the binding energy com pilation of M �ller, Nix &

K ratz(1997),butwith inconclusiveresultsforvaluesofQ .It

ispossibletostateonly thatvaluesQ � 1areprobable,with

Q � 1 in lim ited regions.Thisisnottoo seriousa problem

form ostneutron starcalculationsowingtothelim ited depth

ofthe region below �nd.ValuesofQ com puted for� > �nd,

theregion which occupiesm ostofthecrustvolum e,aregiven

in Table 2 and theirsigni�cance isconsidered in Section 6.

2 SH ELL EFFEC T S IN T H E D IST R IB U T IO N

O F FO R M A T IO N EN T H A LP IES

Form ation enthalpiesforpoint-defectstructuresofim purity

nucleiwith charge Zi in an otherwise hom ogeneousbcc lat-

ticeofchargeZ,wereobtained in previouswork (PaperI)at

densitiesabove�nd.Them ethod ofcalculation followed that

used earlierform onovacancies(Jones1999b),theessenceof

which was application of the Feynm an-Hellm ann theorem

(Slater1963) to �nd the lattice displacem entsin the vicin-

ity of the defect.Nucleiwere described by the com press-

ible liquid-drop m odel (CLD M ) of Lattim er et al (1985)

with these authors’Skyrm e pseudo-potentialfor bulk nu-

clear m atter and their expression for the therm odynam ic

potentialper unit area ofnuclear surface.Lattice-site dis-

placem ents in the vicinity ofan im purity are determ ined,
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principally,bypropertiesofthehigh-densityrelativisticelec-

trons at � > �nd.The Coulom b-electron stress-tensor has

isotropiccom ponentswhich arebetween oneand two orders

ofm agnitude largerthan the o�-diagonal.Also,the inverse

ofthe electron-screening wavenum berislargerthan the bcc

latticeconstant.Consequently,lattice-sitedisplacem entsare

such thattheelectron density,averaged overa volum eofthe

orderofthe W igner-Seitz cell,adjusts to valuesalm ost ex-

actly equalto them ean electron density ofthe undisturbed

lattice.W e refer to Paper I for m ore com plete discussions

oftheseand otherfeaturesoftheform ation enthalpy calcu-

lations.O ur prim ary assum ption about the distribution of

form ation enthalpies is based on these considerations.It is

that the form ation enthalpy for a nucleus ofcharge Zi in

an am orphousheterogeneous solid ofm ean charge �Z,orin

a liquid with the sam e nuclear charge distribution,is sat-

isfactorily approxim ated by thatcalculated foran im purity

nucleusofcharge Zi in a hom ogeneouslattice ofcharge �Z.

The form ation enthalpies were given in Paper I with

reference to thatfor the hom ogeneous lattice charge.W ith

the exclusion ofintegralm ultiples ofthe neutron and elec-

tron chem ical potentials, they were expressed as H F Z =

C (Z � �Z)
2
forcharge Z.ValuesoftheconstantC are given

here in Table 1 atseveralm atterdensities with,for conve-

nience,theparam etersofthelatticesconcerned.Thevalues

of� chosen exclude the region im m ediately above �nd be-

causeitrepresentsa relatively sm allintervalofdepth in the

solid crust.TheCLD M param etersused by Lattim eretal�t

the ground statesoflaboratory even-even nucleiand so in-

cludethee�ectsofpairing interactions.Thusourexpression

forH F Z neglectsshelle�ects,including theunpaired proton

in odd-Z nuclei.The investigation by Negele & Vautherin

(1973)revealed a proton shellstructurevery sim ilarto that

oflaboratory nuclei.Although shellenergy-di�erences are

m odi�ed in the neutron continuum ,the shellordering (see

Figure 5 oftheir paper) is changed only in that 1d3=2 and

1f5=2 respectively,precede 2s1=2 and 2p3=2.W e are unaware

ofany published sequenceofsingle-particleenergy levelsfor

nucleibeyond the neutron-drip threshold apart from those

contained in that paper.However,Chabanat et al(1998)

have shown by calculation oftwo-neutron separation ener-

giesthatshelle�ectsatneutron num bersN = 50;82 rem ain

signi�cant im m ediately below the neutron-drip threshold.

There isno doubtthatourexpression forH F Z oughtto be

m odi�ed by shellstructure,but the form ofthese changes

wasconsidered only qualitatively in PaperI.

At m atter densities � > �nd,there is a neutron con-

tinuum with chem icalpotential�n > 0.It is degenerate,

except for a sm allvolum e with � � �nd,and is superuid

at tem peratures 0 < T < T
e
cn.Nucleican be m ost sim ply

viewed asbound statesofprotonsem bedded in thissystem ,

charge-neutralized by an alm ostuniform relativisticelectron

gas.The form ation enthalpy di�erencesH F Z + 1 � HF Z can,

in principle,be a�ected by neutron shell-structure because

the change in Z willbe associated with a change in nuclear

radiusrN and,possibly,a change in the num berofneutron

single-particlestatesatnegativeenergy.Butweshallassum e

thatneutron transitionsfrom thecontinuum justabove the

zero ofenergy to statesjustbelow do notcontribute to dis-

continuitiesin theform ation enthalpy di�erenceswith which

thispaperisconcerned.Thusweconsiderthee�ectsofpro-

ton shell-structureonly,and regard theneutronswithin the

nuclear volum e as m erely a part ofthe superuid contin-

uum ,though with increased density and a locally m odi�ed

superuid energy gap.

Shelle�ects in the form ation enthalpies ofnucleiwith

20 6 Z 6 50 are estim ated here using the Strutinskipro-

cedure,following fairly closely the account given by Ring

& Schuck (1980).Ifa purely notionalsingle-particle level

sequencewereto beassociated with theCLD M approxim a-

tion,its leveldensity would be a m onotonic and sm oothly

varyingfunction ofZ orofsingle-particleenergy.Realsingle-

particle leveldensitiesare notlike this.Thustheprocedure

startsfrom a com puted leveldensity g(�)and single-particle

energy sum E sp and generatesan averaged leveldensity ~g(�)

and energy sum ~E sp.Hence the form ation enthalpy devia-

tion from itsCLD M value ata speci�c Z isgiven by

H F Z = (H F Z )C LD M + E sp � ~E sp + �pq: (2)

The average ofthis expression,for even-Z nuclei,over an

intervalof Z would then be (H F Z )C L D M ,the underlying

CLD M form ation enthalpy.Thecorrection term sin thisex-

pression should,ofcourse,be enthalpiesbecause the weak-

interaction transitions occur at constant pressure.But the

error in replacing enthalpies by energies here is not large

and is certainly less serious than that inherent in the ne-

glect ofcon�guration m ixing,to which we shallrefer later.

The �rstthree term sin the right-hand side ofequation (2)

give the shell-corrected form ation enthalpy for even-Z nu-

clei.The rem aining term ,nonzero only forodd-Z nuclei,is

the excitation energy ofa single proton quasiparticle.The

shell-m odelenergy is

E sp =

Z �

� 1

�g(�)d�; (3)

where � isthe proton chem icalpotentialand

g(�)=
X

i

�(� � �i) (4)

is the density ofsingle-particle states.The averaged shell-

m odelenergy isgiven by theStrutinsky-averaged density of

states ~g de�ned by the averaging procedure

~g(�)=

Z
1

� 1

g(�
0
)f

�

� � �
0



�

d

�

� � �
0



�

: (5)

Itis

~E sp =

Z ~�

� 1

�~g(�)d�; (6)

wherethem odi�ed chem icalpotential~� rem ainstobedeter-

m ined.Itisclearly necessary thatsuccessiveapplicationsof

the averaging procedure should leave ~g unchanged.A suit-

able class of functions satisfying this condition is form ed

by productsofgaussian functionswith generalized Laguerre

polynom ials.W e assum e a speci�c orderofpolynom ial,

f(x)=
1
p
�
e
� x

2

�
15

8
�
5

2
x
2
+
1

2
x
4

�

; (7)

and refer to Ring & Schuck for further details and for a

tabulation ofthem .An averaged occupation num ber ~ni is

de�ned foreach proton state,

~ni =

Z ~� � �
i



� 1

f(x)dx (8)
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Table 1.PropertiesofCLD M lattice nucleiin equilibrium with a uniform neutron liquid ofnum berdensity

nen .The m atter density is �,and �Z is here the uniform nuclear charge,a CLD M continuous variable.The

Ferm iwavenum bers are pF n forneutrons within the nuclear volum e and pF e forthe electrons.The radiiof

thenucleusand W igner-SeitzcellarerN and rW S ,respectively.ThelatticeD ebyeand m elting tem peratures

are TD and Tm .The energy gap ofthe neutron continuum is� e
n ,and C isthe form ation enthalpy constant.

nen � �Z pF n pF e rN rW S TD kB Tm � e
n C

10� 3 fm � 3 1013 g cm � 3 fm � 1 fm � 1 fm fm 109 K M eV M eV M eV

7.8 1.6 34.65 1.47 0.231 5.82 27.1 1.8 0.36 0.77 0.0142

18.4 3.7 35.13 1.48 0.286 6.28 22.0 2.3 0.46 1.10 0.0096

43.6 8.8 34.26 1.49 0.363 7.10 17.15 2.9 0.56 0.67 0.0051

and the constraint
X

i

~ni = Z (9)

isused to determ inethem odi�ed chem icalpotential~�.The

param eter de�nesthe width ofthe averaging function.It

ischosen to satisfy,so faraspossible,thecondition thatthe

averaged energy ~E sp()should be independentofit.

Theschem erequiresasetofproton single-particlelevels

�i.Asin PaperI,and in orderto m ake use ofthe valuesof

theparam eterC calculated in thatwork,weobtain approx-

im ate sets ofhom ogeneous bcc lattice param eters by using

the CLD M approxim ation,closely following Lattim er et al

(1985).These are given in Table 1 and form a basisforour

calculation ofform ation enthalpy di�erences.Foreach m at-

ter density,we obtain a set of�i from the work ofNegele

& Vautherin (1973;�g.5).Valuesofthe width  in the in-

terval2 6  6 6 M eV have been investigated.The choice

isto som e degree a m atterofcom prom ise because the sta-

tionarity condition is notperfectly satis�ed by ~E sp()ata

com m on  forallZ in therange20 6 Z 6 50.Thuswehave

adopted a �xed value  = 4 M eV forallsetsof�i.The �rst

three term s in the right-hand side ofequation (2)are then

calculated from the valuesofthe constantC given in Table

1 and from the procedure described above.The rem aining

term �pq presents som e di�culty.It is recognized that its

value dependson theextentto which theshellconcerned is

�lled but for sim plicity,we have assum ed a constant value

forallodd-Z nuclei,with �pq = 0 foreven-Z nuclei.

A typicalset of H F Z values given by equation (2) is

shown in Fig.1,which isfora m atterdensity � = 3:7� 10
13

g cm � 3. The enthalpies exclude integral m ultiples of the

electron and neutron chem ical potentials. There are pro-

nounced m inim a in form ation enthalpy at the closed-shell

charges Z = 20;34;40;50.These m inim a are also present

at the other densities listed in Table 1 though with rather

di�erent relative values ofform ation enthalpy.For the for-

m ation ofa therm alequilibrium population ofnuclei,orfor

the calculation ofweak-interaction transition rates,we re-

quire only the di�erences H F Z + 1 � HF Z .Also shown are

(H F Z )C L D M values corrected only by the �pq term .Com -

parison ofthese two setscon�rm sthat,assuggested in Pa-

perI,shelle�ectsarea m oreim portantsource ofform ation

enthalpy di�erencesbetween nucleiofneighbouring Z than

the CLD M bulk nuclearm atterterm .

The fact that the im portant closed shells are at Z =

34;40 isa consequenceofourchoice,in PaperI,oftheLat-

tim er et alCLD M which produces �Z � 35 in the density

intervalconsidered here(seealso Pethick & Ravenhall1995,

Figure 1.Form ation enthalpies H F Z are given for nuclei20 6

Z 6 50 at m atter density � = 3:7 � 1013 g cm � 3.Those repre-

sented by open circles have been obtained using the Strutinsky

procedure whereas the solid circles are the (H F Z )C L D M values

corrected only for the unpaired proton.In both cases,this term

is �pq = 0:6 M eV .In the form er case, proton shellclosures at

Z = 20;34;40;50 are associated with very m arked enthalpy m in-

im a.

Fig.2).If,instead,the D ouchin & HaenselCLD M which

gives typically �Z � 45 had been used,we anticipate that

the generalform ofFig.1 would be unchanged exceptfor a

displacem ent to higherZ,with the im portant closed shells

beingthoseatZ = 40;50.Theshelle�ectsofthispaperhave

been obtained using a speci�c schem e ofcalculation and it

isworth considering theextentto which they arephysically

realistic.The values of� concerned are subnuclear so that

thede�nition ofsingle-particlelevels,asin free(laboratory)

nuclei,isnotunreasonable.Theform ofsingle-particlewave

functionschangescom pletely,owing to spatialquantization,

in the progression to a new shell and this is reected in

the leveldensity discontinuity which producesshelle�ects.

But in reality, single-particle or hole states are certainly

m odi�ed by residualnucleon-nucleon interactionswhich in-

troduce com ponents of the sam e angular m om entum and

parity but with m ore com plex particle-hole structure.O ur

expectation isthatthiscon�guration m ixing would change
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the relative spacings ofthe �i so as to reduce the values of

E sp � ~E sp generated by this procedure.Consequently,the

extentofshellstructureseen in,forexam ple,Fig.1,should

betreated asan upperlim itto thetruecontribution ofshell

structuretoform ation enthalpy di�erencesbetween nucleiof

neighbouring Z.A furtherreason why these results should

be regarded asno m ore than a guide to true form ation en-

thalpy di�erencesisthattheirZ-average(in Fig.1)doesnot

appearto conform wellwith (H F Z )C L D M ,possibly because

theCLD M param etersare to som eextentinconsistentwith

the Negele & Vautherin levels.

3 W EA K -IN T ER A C T IO N T R A N SIT IO N

R A T ES A N D C O O LIN G

G iven the form ation enthalpies for nuclei in the interval

20 6 Z 6 50,an estim ate ofthe initialcondition as the

star cools can be obtained by assum ing that,above a cer-

tain tem perature,weak-interaction transition ratesarelarge

enough to m aintain approxim ate localtherm alequilibrium .

W e assum e here,quite arbitrarily,that thistem perature is

T0 = 5 � 109 K .The arbitrary nature ofour assum ption

follows from the di�culty in calculating transition rates at

tem peratures T
>
� T0 where neutrino phase-space occupa-

tion num berscannotbe assum ed to be zero.Itisalso nec-

essary to m ake the sim plifying approxim ation ofneglecting

nuclearexcited states.Individualnuclearpartition functions

are then equalto 2J + 1,where the nuclear spin J is de-

rived entirely from the protons.Unpaired neutrons,orneu-

tron quasiparticles at T < Tcn,are viewed as excitations

ofthe neutron continuum rather than ofindividualnuclei.

The furtherevolution ofthe system at T < T0 dependson

thespeci�cheat,theneutrino em issivities,and on thesetof

weak-interaction Z *) Z + 1 transition rates.

Equations (A4)-(A9) ofPaper I give the Z ! Z + 1

transition rate from an initialproton closed-shellnucleus.

A proton is created in a new shellofangularm om entum j

with,in the superuid case atT < Tcn,eitherthe creation

orannihilation ofa neutron quasiparticle.Theconservation

equationsforthese two energetically distinctprocessesare

� �n = H F Z + 1 � HF Z + �e + ���; (10)

in which the electron and neutron energies are m easured

from their chem icalpotentials �e and �n,with �n > � n,

where � n is the neutron energy gap.These are a form of

directUrca transition because the Fouriertransform ofthe

proton wave function always has a �nite am plitude at the

wavenum berpn � pe � p� necessary form om entum conser-

vation.The transition rate,sum m ed over allstates in the

new shell,istheproductofa rate constant�0 and a phase-

spaceintegral(equationsA7and A8).W erefertoPaperIfor

furtherdetails.In the m ore generalcase ofa partially �lled

shell,theprotonsareassum ed tobepaired intostatesofzero

angularm om entum .Therateconstant�0 isthen m ultiplied

by a j-dependentfactor.Forexam ple,in a Z ! Z + 1 tran-

sition in which the shellinitially contains two protons,the

factoris(1� 2=(2j+ 1)).A second Z ! Z + 1 caseisthatin

which theshellinitially containsan odd num berofprotons.

Forthe case ofa single proton,the factoris2=(2j+ 1)
2
.

Nuclearspinsobtained directly from theNegele& Vau-

therin shellordering are assum ed in the presentpaper,but

with som e reservation.The sequencesofground-state spins

and paritiestabulated by M �lleretal(1997)fornucleiclose

to neutron instability,and hence relevant below neutron-

drip,are notatallsim ple,possibly owing to the signi�cant

nucleardeform ation.Itisnotobviousthat,above neutron-

drip,a system ofZ protonsem bedded in a neutron contin-

uum willbe withoutdeform ation and consequentcom plex-

ities. But the conclusions which will be described in this

Section concerning Z-heterogeneity are so clear that they

would not be a�ected by changes in the detailofshellor-

dering.

The param eters used in the evaluation of transition

ratesata given tem perature are those listed in Table 1 ex-

ceptthatweassum e di�erentneutron energy gapsand crit-

icaltem peraturesin the nuclearinterior and in the contin-

uum .The neutron e�ective m assism
�

n = 0:8m n.Following

a localdensity approxim ation (LDA),valuesofthe neutron

Ferm iwavenum ber pF n and the zero-tem perature neutron

energy gap � n are those for an in�nite system atthe den-

sity ofthe nuclearinterior.The criticaltem perature Tcn is

thatforan isotropicBCS superuid.The�nite-tem perature

energy gap needed for calculation ofthe phase-space inte-

gralisconveniently obtained from tabulated resultsgiven by

Rickayzen (1965),asisthe BCS neutron speci�c heat.The

speci�c heatofthe system hascom ponentsforthe electron

gas,the solid,and for the neutrons(norm alorBCS super-

uid).Although the solid isam orphousand heterogeneous,

itisrepresented by a sim pleD ebyem odelwith a singletem -

perature TD .

The neutron energy gap in neutron-star m atter is not

wellknown.D i�erentm ethodsofcalculation lead to a wide

range of values, (see the reviews of Pethick & Ravenhall

1995,Heiselberg & Hjorth-Jensen 2000).However,m ethods

that introduce corrections such as m edium polarization to

the calculation inevitably seem to suppress the energy gap

asshown,forexam ple,by Shen etal(2003)who also give a

briefreview ofrecentwork on thistopic.Forthisreason,we

have assum ed that the energy gap obtained by Ainsworth,

W am bach & Pines(1989)appliesto theneutron continuum

�
e
n.Thisa�ectsonly the speci�c heat.The neutron energy

gap e�ectivein thenuclearinteriorand theproton quasipar-

ticle energy are even m ore di�cult to estim ate in neutron

starm atter.The neutron coherence length isatleastofthe

sam e orderofm agnitude asthe nuclearradius,so thatthe

proxim ity e�ect is certain to be signi�cant for the neutron

gap,ashasbeen em phasized by Pethick & Ravenhall.Hence

the value ofthe LDA assum ption m ust be lim ited.These

authorsalso observe thatpairing in theinteriorofordinary

nucleiisa kind ofproxim ity e�ectin thatattractivepairing

in therelatively large,low-density,surfacevolum einuences

pairingin thewhole.Theabsenceofthislow nucleon-density

region owing to thepresenceoftheneutron continuum m ay

then a�ectthe proton pairing �pq.The uncertaintiesofpre-

diction are such we think it necessary to treat the interior

neutron energy gap and the proton quasiparticle energy as

unknown param eters which are both assum ed to be within

the interval0 < �pq;� n < 1 M eV.

Routinesfortheevaluation,atany tem perature,ofthe

speci�c heat and of alltransition rates for 20 6 Z 6 50

with theproton levelsequence1f7=2;1f5=2;2p3=2;2p1=2;1g9=2

allow the change in Z-distribution to be followed as the

starcools.They also give the neutrino em issivity.W e have
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Figure 2. The left-hand set of curves shows the cooling as a

function oftim e ata m atterdensity of3:7� 1013 g cm � 3 forfor-

m ation enthalpiesgiven by the solid circlesofFig.1.The cooling

isadiabatic exceptforthe neutrino and antineutrino em issivities

described by equation (10).N eutrino pairproduction by electron

brem sstrahlung and by neutron quasiparticle annihilation arene-

glected here.A llowance for these processes would produce faster

cooling,particularly att
>
� 1010 s.Theright-hand curvesm easure

the m ovem ent ofnuclear charge (the ux fw i per unit nucleus)

from Z = 40 toward the closed shellat Z = 34 as a consequence

of the weak interaction.It is a function of tem perature, but is

represented in the �gure as a function oftim e by m eans ofthe

left-hand set ofcurves.The product tfw i is always som e orders

ofm agnitude sm aller than unity,showing that the m ovem ent of

charge during cooling isinsigni�cant.The solid,large and sm all-

dashed curvesare,respectively,forthe param etersets:� n = 0:2,

�pq = 0:4 M eV ;� n = 0:4,�pq = 0:4 M eV ;� n = 0:4,�pq = 0:6

M eV .

adopted an arbitrary �xed initialtem perature T0 = 5� 10
9

K ,which is close to the bcc lattice m elting tem peratures

given in Table 1.The cooling curves for a m atter density

of 3:7 � 10
13

g cm
� 3

(adiabatic except for neutrino and

antineutrino em ission through the processes described by

equation 10) are shown in Fig.2.for the set ofH F Z val-

uesgiven in Fig.1 which have no shellcorrection exceptfor

the �pq unpaired-proton term . Three sets of the param e-

ters �pq and � n are considered.The early parts of these

curvesare notentirely reliable because ourcalculationsne-

glect neutrino opacity and so overestim ate transition rates

and em issivities attem peraturessigni�cantly above 109 K .

Theright-hand scale givesa m easure ofhow rapidly,atany

given tem perature,theweak interaction ischanging thenu-

clear Z-distribution by m oving nucleibetween two of the

m inim a in Z which appear in Fig.1.It shows the ux fw i

between Z = 40 and Z = 34,calculated at Z = 37 and

Table 2.Valuesoftheim purity param eterQ and m ean charge
�Z :Q = Q sc with shellcorrections;Q = Q nsc with no shell

corrections.

� Q sc
�Zsc Q nsc

�Znsc

1013 g cm � 3

1.6 12 37.8 5 34.6

3.7 6 35.3 17 33.8

8.8 19 39.0 24 34.4

norm alized per unit nucleus in the system ,for the cooling

conditionsassum ed here.Thisquantity isa function oftem -

perature,apart from a relatively sm alldependence on the

changing Z-distribution.It is given here as a function of

tim eby using theleft-hand setsofcurvesin theFigure.Us-

ing the (right-hand) sets of curves so obtained,it can be

seen that the product tfw i is always som e orders ofm ag-

nitude sm aller than unity.(Fig.2 allows recovery offw i as

a function ofT so that it is possible to estim ate the tim e

required forweak-interaction equilibrium ata �xed tem per-

ature.)W eak-interaction ratesareso low thateven with the

extrem eassum ption ofnoshellcorrections,thedistributions

offractionalconcentrationsforeven-Z nucleichangeverylit-

tle with tim e provided �pq > 0:4 M eV.In the lim itoflarge

t,the resulting valuesofthe im purity param eterQ are not

m uch sm aller than those (Q = Q m in Table 2 ofPaper I)

fortherm alequilibrium atthem eltingtem peratureswithout

shellcorrections and with �pq = 0.They are shown here in

Table2.In theshellcorrection cases,thereisnaturally som e

m ovem entofZ toward them agicnum bersbuttheresulting

valuesofQ areindependentof� n and �pq to such an extent

that,given thevery approxim atenatureofourcalculations,

itisnotusefultoincludein thetabulation thevaluesofthese

two param etersused,which arethoseofFigs.4-6.Thesam e

com m entcan be m ade forthe no shell-correction casespro-

vided,as we stated previously,that �pq > 0:4 M eV.Lower

valuesofthisparam eter,in thespecialcaseoftheabsenceof

shellcorrections,producepotentialbarrierssm allenough to

allow m ovem entofZ toward �Z.Butwe do notattem ptto

giveQ -valuesforthissetofassum ptionswhich arevery un-

likely to bephysically realized.TheQ -valuesofTable2 and

theirsigni�cancewillbeconsidered furtherin Section 6.But

it is not realistic to neglect shelle�ects com pletely.These

m ust be present although,owing to uncertainties such as

con�gurationalm ixing (Section 2),the form ation enthalpy

di�erencesthey introducem ay besm allerthan thoseshown

in Fig.1.Thusthepotentialbarriersin theweak-interaction

pathsbetween theclosed shellsatZ = 20;28;34;40;50 m ust

bem uch higherthan assum ed in ourcalculationsoffw i,and

the actualvalues offw i m any orders ofm agnitude sm aller

asa consequence.

Sets of curves sim ilar to those ofFig.2 exist for the

other densities listed in Table 1.But they are so sim ilar

thatthey are notshown here.O urconclusion is that,even

with allowance for the uncertainties inherent in the shell-

e�ect form ation enthalpy di�erences calculated here,solid

neutron-star m atter cools to a system heterogeneous in Z.

O ther sources of error are m uch less signi�cant. For ex-

am ple, the Bessel function bound-proton states assum ed

in equations (A4)-(A6) of Paper I m ust overestim ate the

truetransition rates,aswould ourneglectofneutrino opac-
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Figure 3. The speci�c heat per average W igner-Seitz cell is

shown as a function oftem perature,in units ofkB .The curves

labelled 1 � 3 are,respectively,for m atter densities 1:6;3:7,and

8:8 � 1013 g cm � 3.The neutron continuum energy gaps � e
n are

those given in Table 1.The internalgap � n = 0:2 M eV .

ity at T > 10
9
K .But m odest errors are not im portant

because these transition rates determ ine both the cooling

and change in Z-distribution ofthe system .Very broadly,

we can see that a su�cient condition for m aintaining Z-

heterogeneity during cooling isthatthe therm alenergy per

average W igner-Seitz cellshould be sm aller than the m ean

energy,ofthe order of6kB T,rem oved by neutrinos or an-

tineutrinos in a weak transition.The speci�c heat per av-

erage W igner-Seitz cellis shown in Fig.3 as a function of

tem perature.Itdem onstrates that the therm alenergy sat-

is�esthiscondition easily atT
<
� 10

9
K butnotatT � 10

9

K (the neutron contribution islarge atT
>
� T

e
cn).Itisalso

truethatwehaveneglected otherwell-established sourcesof

neutrinoem issivity which,ifincluded,would coolthesystem

m ore quickly and so assistin m aintaining heterogeneity.

Theneutrino em issivitiesareshown in Figs.4-6 forthe

m atter densities listed in Table 1.In each case, they are

given both with and withouttheStrutinsky shellcorrections

obtained hereand forsetsofvaluesof�pq and � n.Theprin-

cipalwell-established neutrino-em issivity processes,for the

innercrust,in studiesofneutron-starcooling are neutrino-

pairproduction by electron brem sstrahlung and by neutron

quasiparticle annihilation in the superuid.W e em phasize

that these em issivities have not been included in our cool-

ing calculationsbut,forreference purposes,they are shown

separately,obtained from Fig.4 ofthe paperby K am inker,

Yakovlev & G nedin (2002).O bviously,thepotentialbarriers

which separate form ation enthalpy m inim a at closed shells

are ofcrucialim portance in determ ining em issivities.It is

Figure 4.N eutrino em issivitiesata m atterdensity of1:6� 1013

g cm � 3 are shown as functions of tem perature for the weak-

interaction processes described by equation (10).The form ation

enthalpiesareobtained by theinclusion ofshellcorrections(lower

setofcurves)and withoutthese corrections(uppersetofcurves).

N eutrino-pair production by electron brem sstrahlung and neu-

tron quasiparticle annihilation are excluded from these curves,

but their em issivity is shown separately for reference purposes.

The curves labelled a � c are,repectively,for the following pa-

ram eter sets:� n = 0:2,�pq = 0:4 M eV ;� n = 0:4,�pq = 0:4

M eV ;� n = 0:4,�pq = 0:6 M eV .

possible to say with con�dence only that the em issivities

shown arelikely toform upperand lowerboundsforthetrue

values.Asthey di�erby atleastseveralordersofm agnitude,

thisisnota very strong orpractically usefulstatem ent.But

given that the solid inner crust is heterogeneous in Z,the

existenceofthissourceofuncertainty m ustbeaccepted.Its

e�ect on the surface tem perature ofthe star is di�cult to

estim ate withoutcom plete cooling calculations.

4 LO W -D IM EN SIO N A L ST R U C T U R ES

Phases in which protons are con�ned to one or two-

dim ensionalstructures have been studied extensively and

theirexistence in a substantialdensity intervalbetween the

sphericalnuclearphase and the liquid core dependson the

form oftheSkyrm epseudopotentialassum ed in deriving the

equation ofstate.Both Lorenz etal(1993),using theinter-

action of Lattim er et al, and O yam atsu (1993) �nd such

structureswithin a signi�cantdensity interval.A survey of

work on this topic has been given by Pethick & Ravenhall

(1995).Butm orerecentcalculationsby D ouchin & Haensel

(2000),using a di�erent Skyrm e interaction,�nd only the
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Figure 5.N eutrino em issivitiesata m atterdensity of3:7� 1013

g cm � 3 are shown with labelling and param eter sets as for Fig.

4.

phase ofsphericalnuclei.Investigationssince then (W atan-

abe & Iida 2003) have shown thatthe inclusion ofelectron

screening tendsto increase the density intervaloccupied by

any such phase.The paperby Lorenz etalnotesthatthese

structures give rise to new weak-interaction processes but

gives no further details.These are no m ore than a di�er-

entform ofthe directUrca transition considered in Section

3.For com pleteness,the neutrino em issivity has been cal-

culated here for one ofthese cases,allowing a com parison

with therange ofem issivitiesobtained forthesphericalnu-

clearphase.The one-dim ensionalsystem considered isthat

in which theW igner-Seitzcellisan in�niteslab ofthickness

2dW S containingneutronsand relativisticelectrons.Protons

are con�ned within a slab ofthickness 2dN sym m etrically

positioned inside thiscell.Thusthe com ponentofthe pro-

ton wave function in the variable perpendicularto the slab

hasFouriertransform  m with quantum num berm and �-

niteam plitudeatthewavenum bernecessary form om entum

conservation.W eassum ethat,with thislim itation,neutrons

and protonseach form an isotropicBCS superuid,with en-

ergy gaps� n;p.The neutrino em issivity perunitvolum e is

then

Ls� =
(1+ 3C

2

A )G
2
cos

2
�c

(2�)11�hdW S

Z

d
3
pnd

2
qd

3
ped

3
p�

X

m

j m (pn? � pe? )j
2
�
(2)
(pn � pe � q)

X

��u
2

nv
2

pnn(1� np)(1� ne)

�(�n � �p � �e � ��): (11)

Figure 6.N eutrino em issivitiesata m atterdensity of8:8� 1013

g cm � 3 are shown with labelling and param eter sets as for Fig.

4.The additionalset ofbroken curves are the neutrino em issiv-

ity Ls� given by equation (11)fora one-dim ensionalslab nuclear

structure.The curveslabelled d � f are,respectively,forthe pa-

ram eter sets:� n = 0:2,� p = 0:4 M eV ;� n = 0:4,� p = 0:4

M eV ;� n = 0:4,� p = 0:6 M eV .

In thisexpression,G is the m uon decay constant,�c is the

Cabibbo angle,and C A = 1:25 is the ratio ofaxialvector

to vector coupling constants.The wavevector q lies in the

plane of the slab.The neutrino or antineutrino energy is

��.Q uasiparticle orelectron occupation num bersare nn;p;e

and �n;p;e are the energies,referred to the chem icalpoten-

tial.TheBogoliubov coe�cientsfortheproton and neutron

quasiparticle statesare un and vp.The term sshown in this

expression are for the process ofneutron quasiparticle an-

nihilation with proton quasiparticle and electron creation.

However,the unlabelled sum m ation states that the set of

8 term s,derivable from the creation or annihilation ofthe

electron and ofthe neutron and proton quasiparticles,are

included.

Num ericalevaluation ofthis som ewhat untidy expres-

sion givestheem issivitiesshown in Fig.6 fora m atterden-

sity of1:59� 1014 g cm � 3 (dN = 3:62 fm ,dW S = 10:1 fm )

forseveralsetsofvaluesof� n;p.Valuesoftheem issivity do

not vary greatly with m atter density in this phase or with

the param eter dN which is itselfvery m uch dependent on

CLD M details.Em issivity calculationswith di�erentvalues

ofdN show that uncertainties arising here are sm allcom -

pared with thosecaused by ourlack ofknowledgeoftheen-

ergygaps� n;p.In general,theem issivitiesarerathersm aller

than those found in the sphericalnuclearphase,the reason
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being that the Fourier transform s of the proton states in

thatphase have broaderdistributionsofm om entum .

5 T H E O U T ER C R U ST

The canonicalcrust structure at densities � < �nd is ob-

tained by m inim ization of the G ibbs free energy per nu-

cleon.Itconsistsofsuccessive sphericalshells,each ofa bcc

lattice hom ogeneousin the nuclearcharge Z neutralized by

a relativistic electron gas.The m ostrecentcalculations are

those ofHaensel& Pichon (1994) who also review earlier

work.The zero-tem perature structure ofthe interfaces be-

tween theseshellswasexam ined by Jog & Sm ith (1982)and

found to consistofextrem ely thin layersofinterpenetrating

sim ple cubic lattices ofthe two nuclear charges concerned.

Form ation,however,m ustbeconsidered atthelatticem elt-

ing tem peratureTm ,orabove.Thereduction in freeenergy,

derived from them elting tem peratureentropy ofm ixing for

thetwo nuclearspecies,then givesinterface layersofsignif-

icantthicknessin which onenuclearspeciesispresentasan

im purity in a lattice form ed by the other(D e Blasio 2000).

Consideration ofthelaterstage ofnuclearform ation at

�nitetem peraturegivesquiteseparategroundsforexcluding

hom ogeneouslattices (Jones1988).Attem peraturesin the

vicinity ofTm ,nucleiarein state ofpartialtherm alequilib-

rium with the electrons and with a low-density Boltzm ann

gasofneutrons.(W eak-interaction transition rates,even at

Tm ,aretoosm alltoguaranteeequilibrium Z-values,butthe

transition rates for the em ission or absorption ofneutrons

arehigh and som aintain strong-interaction equilibrium with

the Boltzm ann gas at any density.) From the de�nition of

theneutron-drip density �nd,theneutron chem icalpotential

in thisregion is�n = �
e
n < 0,referred to the restenergy as

zero.Theequilibrium num berdensity oftheBoltzm ann gas

is

n
e
n =

2

�3n
exp(��

e
n); (12)

where

�n =

r

2���h2

m n

; (13)

and �
� 1

= kB T.Thusitdecreasesrapidly asthestarcools.

But the nature of the system im poses an additionalcon-

straint on the G ibbs function m inim ization. The neutron

scattering cross-section is so large that, once nuclei have

form ed,di�usion overm acroscopic distancesoftheorderof

theshelldepth isnotpossiblewithin theshorttim eperm it-

ted by neutron condensation on to nuclei.Thisoccursata

tem perature ~T > T0,whereT0 isthetem perature(notwell-

de�ned)atwhich weak-interaction equilibrium fails.Conse-

quently,it is necessary to im pose the further condition,at

tem peraturesT
<
� Tm ,thatthem ean nucleon num berA W S ,

perW igner-Seitzcell,should beconstant.W ereferto Jones

(1988)forfurtherdetails.

The m ethod ofcalculating equilibrium nuclearnum ber

densities di�ers from that ofPaper I which was for densi-

tiesabove �nd.The pressure at� < �nd issm allin nuclear

structure term s,being alm ost entirely that ofthe degener-

ateelectron gas.Nucleiin thisregion havede�niteA;Z and

can be assum ed to have binding energies B (A;Z) identical

with those ofthe free (terrestrial) state.The m inim ization

ofthe G ibbsfunction G fora �xed num berofbaryonsisat

constant�e and hence approxim ately atconstantpressure.

Itis,

@

@nij

 

G + �
X

ij

nij

!

= 0; (14)

wherenij isthenum berofnucleiwith m assnum berA i and

charge Zj,and � isa Lagrange m ultiplier.The equilibrium

condition forthe nuclearchem icalpotential~�ij is,

~�ij + (A W S � Ai)(�
e
n + kB T)+ Zj�e + � = 0: (15)

(W ithout the constant A W S constraint,the nuclear chem -

icalpotentialwould be ~�ij = A i�
e
n � Zj�e.) The neutron

chem icalpotentialis not an independent variable in equa-

tion (15): it is a function of A W S through the relation

A W S � �A = n
e
nVW S ,in which �A is the m ean nuclear m ass

num berand VW S the W igner-Seitz cellvolum e.To a satis-

factory approxim ation,the nucleiare independentsystem s

and theirequilibrium num berdensitiesare given by an ex-

pression entirely analogouswith equation (12),

nA ;Z =
Z

�3
A ;Z

exp(�(~�ij + Z(m n � mp)+ B � EW S ));(16)

whereZ isthenuclearpartition function (norm alized sothat

atT = 0 itis2J + 1),B isthenuclearground-statebinding

energy,and E W S istheCoulom b energy oftheW igner-Seitz

unit cell.The presence of� allows two �nite num ber den-

sitiesin the zero-tem perature lim it,asisnecessary because

A W S isin generalnotan integer.Evaluation ofequation (16)

at a standard tem perature T0 ,close to Tm ,for even-even

nucleiwith Z = 1and bindingenergiesfrom therecentcom -

pilation ofM �ller et al(1997) gives estim ates ofthe m ass

num berand charge heterogeneity expected at densities be-

low �nd.

Itisunfortunate thatthe resultsare inconclusive.The

source ofthe problem is thatthe valuesofA W S are deter-

m ined atthose tem peratures ~T > T0 existing atthe form a-

tion ofnuclei,which are high and poorly known.The bulk

transportofneutronsoverm acroscopic distances,oftheor-

der ofshelldepths,is notpossible in the short tim e which

elapsesbefore rapid cooling producesalm ostcom plete con-

densation through nuclear capture (Jones 1988).It has to

beaccepted thatthevaluesofA W S ,constantatT < ~T,are

virtually unknown.Evaluationsofequation (16)form atter

densities� � 1� 3� 10
11
g cm

� 3
,tem peraturesT0 = 5� 10

9

and 1010 K ,and a wide range ofvaluesofA W S � �A give a

com m on picture.AsA W S � �A increases,theequilibrium nu-

cleichangefrom agroup associated with theneutron N = 50

closed shellto a group nearN = 82.The neutron chem ical

potentialsatchangeovervary from � 1:3 M eV at3� 10
11

g

cm
� 3

to � 3:6 M eV at 1 � 10
11

g cm
� 3
,for T0 = 5 � 10

9

K .The corresponding values at 1010 K are � 1:8 and � 4:1

M ev,respectively.The changeoverfrom N = 50 to N = 82

issim ilarto thatfound by Haensel& Pichon (1994)in their

study ofzero-tem peratureequilibrium .Theproblem isthat

theA W S constraintwhich wasnotconsidered by them does

notperm itusto estim ate where itoccurs.Thiscom plexity

isunfortunate,butwe believe thatitis real.Q ualitatively,

the consequences for Q -values are as follows.The N = 50

region has Q � 1,and the N = 82 region,Q � 1.Values
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Q � 1existin thechangeoverregion owing tothevery large

di�erencesin Z which are presentthere,asfound earlierby

D e Blasio (2000).D etailed calculations ofweak-interaction

transition ratescon�rm ing theabsence,atT < T0,ofweak-

interaction equilibrium have not been m ade for � < �nd,

but the qualitative criterion given in Section 3 is satis�ed.

In particular,valuesQ � 1,where they exist,willcertainly

rem ain frozen in.

6 T R A N SP O R T C O EFFIC IEN T S A N D

C O N C LU SIO N S

Them ain conclusion ofthispaperisthatnuclear-chargehet-

erogeneity existsin thesolid phaseofisolated neutron stars.

There m ustbe m any reservationsaboutthe proceduresde-

scribed in Sections 2 & 3 which have been used to obtain

thisresult.W eattem ptto sum m arizethem hereand in each

case give reasons why they should not be viewed as seri-

ous.Firstly,the shell-corrected form ation enthalpy values,

H F Z ,are based on the Negele & Vautherin shellordering

and spacings.Nucleiclose to neutron-instability are known

to bedeform ed,with ground statesofsom e com plexity (see

M �ller et al1997).It is quite possible that these features

are also present above �nd.Therefore,the values shown in

Fig.1 m ay notgive a true picture ofthe potentialbarriers

which slow weak-interaction transitions.But it is the case

that even quite sm allbarriers slow weak transitions su�-

ciently.The transition rate calculations,following the pro-

cedure ofPaper I,are based on elem entary single-particle

proton wave functions and neglect Coulom b corrections to

the electron function,which are only m oderate at the val-

ues of�e considered.But here,the e�ect ofm ore com plex

ground states would inevitably be reductions in transition

rates which would be largely neutralin e�ect because the

rateofcooling by neutrino em ission isalso reduced.There-

sults,ofwhich those in Fig.2 are an exam ple,show that

thefailureofweak-interaction equilibrium during cooling at

T < T0 isso clear thatthe above uncertaintiesare notsig-

ni�cant.ThechoiceofT0 = 5� 10
9
K asthelowesttem per-

ature at which com plete equilibrium rem ains is,ofcourse,

arbitrary.There isno doubtthata highervalue would give

m ore heterogeneity in Z,with larger values ofQ ,and that

calculationsm adeby thepresentm ethodswould show afail-

ure ofweak-interaction equilibrium at tem peratures below

it.Butatthese very high tem peratures,the neutrino opac-

ity would cease to be negligible,as assum ed in Section 3,

so that the cooling rates shown in Fig.2 would be over-

estim ates.O bviously,the Q -values given in Table 2,under

di�erentstated assum ptions,foreach ofthem atterdensities

listed in Table 1,should be seen as little betterthan order

ofm agnitude estim ates.But these satisfy Q � 1 in a way

which doesnotdepend system atically on thedetailsofshell

e�ectsassum ed.They are som e orders ofm agnitude larger

than the valuesQ � 1 previously assum ed in the standard

view ofsolid neutron-starm atter.Although therelevantcal-

culationshavenotbeen m ade,wesuggestthereisno reason

to think thatthisconclusion would bechanged by replacing

the Lattim er et alCLD M with thatofD ouchin & Haensel

(2001).In thelattercase,theim portantproton closed shells

would be those at Z = 40;50 but we anticipate that the

ordersofm agnitude ofthe Q -param eterobtained would be

the sam e.

The proceduresofSections2 & 3 are concerned m erely

with establishing Z-heterogeneity.Thesm all-scalestructure

ofthesolid isa di�erentquestion.Itisnotobviousthatdif-

fusion attem peraturesin the glasstransition region,which

weassum eto benearthehom ogeneouslatticem elting tem -

perature Tm ,could produce localized order extending over

lineardim ensionsm uch greaterthan 10
1� 2

inter-nuclearsep-

arations.Theresultsofrudim entary form ation enthalpy cal-

culationsgiven in PaperIdonotindicatethatlargechem ical

potentialgradients exist to drive such di�usion.M oreover,

theclassicalentropy ofdisorderrem ainslarge.Fortheserea-

sons,itisbelieved thatalthough the structure m ay notbe

exactly thatofan am orphousheterogeneoussolid,any local

order willbe at m ost ofsm alllinear dim ension,analogous

with nanostructuresin ordinary am orphousm atter.

These conclusions can be com pared with those ofre-

centwork on neutron starsin binary system swith high m ass

transfer rates,
>
� 10

� 8
M � yr

� 1
(Schatz etal1999,see also

Brown & Bildsten 1998).Stable burning ofhydrogen and

helium occursnearthesurface,them ostim portantprocess

being rapid proton capture, and is alm ost com plete at a

depth ofthe order of108 g cm � 3 (see Schatz et al,Fig.1).

Theend productshavechargedistributionswhich depend on

them ass-transferrate,butaretypically broad,with Z 6 40.

Continued m ass-accretion forcesthesenucleito higherm at-

terdensities,eventually to� > �nd.Schatzetalcontrastthis

Z-heterogeneousm atterwith the solid phase ofan isolated

(prim ordial)neutron starhavingthepropertiesdescribed by

Pethick & Ravenhall(1995).O urconclusion isthatthesolid

phases ofneutron stars in these di�erentenvironm ents are

broadly sim ilar,with im purity param etersQ
>
� 10.Itisvery

unlikely thatthetem peraturesoftheburning processeswill

be high enough to produce weak-interaction equilibrium at

m atter densities above �nd.The ux fw i,representing the

m ovem ent ofnuclear charge toward a closed proton shell,

isshown in Fig.2 for the case ofno shellcorrection,apart

from the proton pairing term �pq.This extrem e case isnot

realistic becausethereisalm ostcertainly som e shellcorrec-

tion,though perhaps not so large as that shown in Fig.1.

The increased potentialbarriers introduced by the correc-

tion would reduce values offw i by m any orders ofm agni-

tude,to an extent that Z-heterogeneity would be largely

una�ected.

Itisobviousthattheam orphousand heterogeneousna-

tureofthesolid phaseofneutron-starm atterhassigni�cant

consequences for its m echanicalproperties and,above �nd,

foritsinteraction with superuid neutron vortices.M echan-

icalproperties willnot be considered here except to note

that the response to stress is not strictly that ofan ordi-

nary am orphous solid because neutron-star m atter is very

far from being absolutely stable and therefore cannot ex-

hibit brittle fracture (Jones 2003).Superuid neutron vor-

ticesinteractwith nucleithrough elem entary pinning forces

whose calculation is associated with unresolved problem s

(for a briefpartialreview,see Jones 2002).It is currently

not possible to say that the signs or orders ofm agnitude

are known with any degree of certainty at a given m at-

ter density.Both vortex pinning and the dissipative force

acting on a m oving vortex are strongly inuenced by the
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structure of the solid phase.Apart from the kind of low-

dim ensional structure considered in Section 4,very sm all

dissipativeforceswould bepossibleonly form otion through

a system oflarge single crystals with very low concentra-

tionsofdislocations and point-defects.The con�rm ation of

theam orphousand heterogeneousnatureofthesolid phase

rulesoutthispossibility.

Theneutrino em issivity from nuclearweak interactions

at m atter densities below �nd has not been calculated ow-

ing to the di�culty in knowing the correct transition rates

between nucleiwhich are close to being neutron-unstable.

The assum ption ofsuperallowed Ferm itransitions givesan

orderofm agnitudeof10
22
ergcm

� 3
s
� 1

at10
9
K form atter

densities1� 3� 10
11

g cm
� 3
,butallowance forthe forbid-

den natureofthe transitionswould probably reduce thisto

an em issivity notm uch di�erentfrom thatforneutrino-pair

production by electron brem sstrahlung under these condi-

tions (1018 erg cm � 3 s� 1;see, for exam ple,G nedin et al

2001).Neutrino em issivity above �nd isshown in Figs.4-6.

W eak-interaction transitions in this region involve the cre-

ation or annihilation ofquasiparticles in the neutron con-

tinuum .Rate calculations are m ore straightforward in this

case,but owing to the uncertainties in form ation enthalpy

di�erencesconsidered above and in Section 2,the em issivi-

tiesshown in thetwosetsofcurvesprobably form upperand

lowerboundsforthetrue values.However,attem peratures

T
>
� 4 � 10

8
K ,they can be larger than those previously

assum ed.The degree ofuncertainty here isunfortunatebut

itdoesseem rightthatitsexistenceshould berecognized in

neutron star cooling calculations.Neutrino em issivities for

one-dim ensionallayer structures (Section 4) are also sub-

jectto som euncertainty,butarerathersm allerthan forthe

sphericalnucleusphaseconsidered in Section 3.Em issivities

for a two-dim ensionalphase have not been calculated,but

areprobably ofa sim ilarorderofm agnitudetothoseforone

dim ension.

Electron scattering in a Z-heterogeneous system con-

tributeselectricaland therm alresistivitieswhich arerelated

by the W iedem ann-Franz law and are proportionalto Q .

Thecorrespondingelectricalconductivity (forzero m agnetic

ux density)is,forrelativistic electronsat�
>
� 10

7
g cm

� 3
,

�i =
�Zc�e

4�e2Q �im p

; (17)

in which theparam eter�im p � 2:03 in theultra-relativistic

case (see Urpin & Yakovlev 1980,Itoh & K ohyam a 1993)

and �Z is the m ean nuclear charge.For the values ofQ ob-

tained here,therelaxation tim e underlying equation (17)is

so shortthatitsproductwith theelectron cyclotron angular

frequency exceeds unity only for m agnetic �elds B
>
� 10

13

G .Therefore,thereisno need to distinguish between longi-

tudinaland transverse com ponentsofthe conductivity ten-

sor,exceptatB � 10
13

G .The conductivity isalso classi-

calratherthan quantum in nature atdensitiesofthe order

of�nd or above (see Potekhin 1999).The electron therm al

conductivity �i isgiven,in term sof�i,by theW iedem ann-

Franzlaw.Thesetransportcoe�cientsareofim portance,in

m ostcases,atvery di�erenttim esduring neutron-starcool-

ing.Thetherm alconductivity� isusually ofinterestatearly

tim esbeforetheinteriorofthestar,de�ned forthispurpose

asm atterdensities�
>
� 10

7
g cm

� 3
,becom esapproxim ately

isotherm al.The Q -dependent resistivity obtained here de-

creases�,butthe signi�cance ofthe change isnotim m edi-

ately obviousand would requirecom pleteneutron-starcool-

ing calculationsforitsinvestigation.Atlatertim es,internal

tem perature gradientsare very sm alland itispossible that

the consequent changes in them would be relatively unim -

portant.

The electrical conductivity � is obtained by com bin-

ing �i with thephonon-scattering conductivity �ph.Theas-

sum ption of a hom ogeneous bcc lattice with a low point-

defectdensity gives� � �ph.Usefulsum m ariesoftheprop-

erties of�ph for such a system has been given by Urpin &

M uslim ov (1992) and by Pethick & Sarling (1995).Um k-

lapp processes are by far the m ore im portant contribution

toresistivity butbecom eenergetically disallowed attem per-

aturesT
<
� TU ,where

TU = 2:2� 10
8
�
1=2

14

�
Z

60

�1=3 �10Z

A

�

K (18)

and �14 is the m atter density in units of10
14

g cm
� 3
.At

tem peratures TU < T � TD ,where TD is the D ebye tem -

perature,

�ph = 5:5� 10
23
�
7=6

14

�
10Z

A

�5=3

T
� 2

9 s
� 1
; (19)

whereasin the lim itT � TU ,

�ph = 2:1� 10
28
�
8=3

14

�
10Z

A

�14=3

T
� 5

9 s
� 1
: (20)

In the neutron-drip region � > �nd,the best value ofthe

m assnum berA,on which thephonon spectrum depends,is

notatallobvious.Pethick & Sarling suggestA = A W S but

giveno reasonswhy thischoiceshould besuitableforsuper-

uid neutronsatT < T
e
cn.Thisfactor introducesconsider-

ableuncertainty in theform ofthefunction �ph(T).Itisalso

true that the m odi�ed phonon spectrum ofan am orphous

solid m ustproducesubstantialchangesfrom equations(18)

to (20).These have notbeen investigated here because,for

the am orphous and Z-heterogenous solid,the im purity re-

sistivity is large so that �i < �ph except at tem peratures

T
>
� 10

9
K .For com parison with equations (19) and (20),

evaluation ofequation (17)givesa conductivity

�i = 2:0� 10
24

�
�Z�14

A W S

� 1=3 � �Z

Q

�

s
� 1
: (21)

The values ofQ given in Table 2 lead to high im purity re-

sistivity which isonly weakly-dependenton A W S .The fact

thatitisalso tem perature-independentrem ovesa substan-

tialdegreeofuncertainty from any m odelcalculationsm ade

with it.

Thus the (zero-�eld) electricalconductivity in m ost of

the inner-crustvolum e is� � 10
24

s
� 1

atalltim es.Thisis

particularly relevantto studiesofthe evolution ofneutron-

starm agnetic�eldswhich includeboth theHalle�ect,with

the possibility ofa cascade to high wavenum ber�eld com -

ponents,and ohm ic dissipation (see Hollerbach & R �udiger

2002 and G eppert& Rheinhardt2002,who also review ear-

lier work on this problem ).The Hallparam eter considered

by Hollerbach & R �udigeris

�B

neec
= 2:3� 10

� 3
B 12

�

A W S

�Z�14

� 2=3 � �Z

Q

�

; (22)
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where ne isthe electron density and B 12 the m agnetic ux

density in unitsof1012 G .Itexceedsunity only forB
>
� 1014

G .Theim purityresistivity found hereisalsorelevantforany

processin which the �eld distribution in the solid crustde-

velops high-m ultipole com ponents by m ass-accretion or by

ux expulsion from a superconducting neutron-starinterior,

orform odelsin which itiscon�ned to the crust(see Page,

G eppert & Zannias 2000,who also give an account ofpre-

viouswork on distributionsofthiskind).Field com ponents

ofwavelength 2h decay ohm ically with an exponentialtim e-

constant

tc =
4�h

2

�c2
(23)

which,for h = 10
5
cm ,is only 4:5 � 10

5
yr,a tim e sm all

com pared with thoseusually considered in relation to decay

ofneutron-star internalor surface �elds.Its tem perature-

independence would also sim plify evolutionary calculations

such as those of Page et al. For the reasons sum m arized

here, we suggest that the structure of the solid phase of

neutron-starm atterisnotan irrelevantdetail.Thestandard

assum ption of a hom ogeneous bcc lattice is not adequate

and theconsequencesofan am orphousand Z-heterogeneous

structure should be included in very m any di�erentstudies

ofneutron-starphysics.
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