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ABSTRACT

C alculations of weak-interaction transition rates and of nuclear formm ation enthalpies
show that iIn isolated neutron stars, the solid phase, above the neutron-drip threshold,
is am orphous and heterogeneous in nuclear charge. T he neutrino em issivities obtained
are very dependent on the e ects of proton shell structure but m ay be several or—
ders ofm agnimde larger than the electron brem sstrahling neutrino-pair em issivity at

tem peratures

10° K . In this phase, electrical and them al conductivities are m uch

an aller than for a hom ogeneous boc lattice. In particular, the reduced electrical con—
ductiviy, which is also tem perature-independent, m ust have signi cant consequences
for the evolution of high-m ultipole m agnetic elds in neutron stars.

K ey words: densem atter —stars: neutron —pulsars: general.
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INTRODUCTION

The very extensive pulsar and X -ray source observations
now being m ade require, for their interpretation, an under-
standing of the condensed-m atter physics of neutron-star
solid phases. The radiative opaciy of a very thin surface
layer of depth 10 am and m atter density 10 gan 3
largely detemm ines the tem perature di erence between the
surface and the interior of the star (see Potekhin, C habrier
& Yakovlev 1997, also Potekhin & Yakovlev 2001, for re—
cent calculations and review s of earlier work) . A tom s in the
higherdensity part of this Jayer are com pletely ionized but
the electron Fermm im om entum is less than or of the order of
1M &V /c. The whole Jayer contains no m ore than 10 '°M
and has physical properties which are in portant only w ith
respect to its radiative opacity and, possbly, In connexion
w ith the com position of the neutron-star atm osphere. In
the next layer, w ith m atter densities up to the neutron-drip
threshold ,4= 43 lOugcm 3,depth 1d cm andm ass
10 °M , the electrons form a relativistic Ferm igaswhose
transport coe cients (electrical and them al conductivities
and ) are dependent on the nuclear com position and de—
gree of order ofthe solid. T his is also true ofthe neutron-drip
region with densities above ,4 which occupies m ost of the
crust volum e (depth 10 an and m ass 10%M ).The
fraction ofthe stellar volum e concemed here is so large that
its electrical conductivity m ust be relevant to the evolution
ofhigh-m ultipole com ponents ofthem agnetic eld.P inning
of super uid neutron vortices by nuclei in this region is be-
lieved to be the origin of pulsar glitch phenom ena (A nder—
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son & Ttoh 1975; Rudem an 1976). T he neutron-drip region
contributes alm ost all the m echanical rigidity of the crust
and its failire under M axwell or other stresses is assum ed
to be nvolved In a num ber of X -ray em ission phenom ena,
for exam ple, the soft gamm a repeaters (SGR; T hom pson
& Duncan 1995, 1996) and the persistent em ission of the
anom alous X ray pulsars A XP; Thom pson et al2000).

T he canonical picture of the solid, both above and be-
Iow ,4,1n anneutron starthathasnotbeen sub Fct to a long
period of accretion since form ation, is of a hom ogeneous boc
lattice of even—Z nuclei, locally in com plete weak—-interaction
equilbrium . Certainly above, and possibly inm ediately be-
Iow, na,thenucliare those with closed proton shells. T he
equation of state below .4 hasbeen derived by extrapola—
tions of nuclear param eters from experim entally accessble
regions of neutron excess (see Haensel & Pichon 1994 who
also sum m arize earlier work). Pethick & R avenhall (1995)
give a general review of solid phase properties and observe
that, above .4, there have been two distinct approaches
to the problem of deriving the equation of state. M icro-
scopic calculations of the single-particle states for neutrons
and protons inside a W igner-Seitz cellwere described in the
classic paper of N egele & Vautherin (1973) and give a com —
plete description ofthe system apart from the super uid en—
ergy gap . But this approach has not been followed by later
w orkers who have adopted a com pressible liquid-drop m odel
(CLDM ) w ith various Skymm e pseudopotentials (Lattin eret
all985,D ouchin & Haensel2001).A lthough theCLDM nu-
clear charge is a continuous variable, the existence of shell
e ects and of proton pairing require that the crust be com —
posed of successive hom ogeneous layers of even-Z nucli. In
fact, weak-interaction equilbbriuim cannot be exact ow ing to
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the rapid decrease of weak transition rates as the star cools,
which is caused by the potential barrier present In those
transitions to odd-Z nuclki. Flowers & Rudem an (1977)
noted that, In consequence, at least a sm all fractional con—
centration ofnuclkiw ith charge deviation 7z = 2 from the
hom ogeneous lattice m ust be present in m etastable equilbb—
rium as point defects. But it hasbeen usualto assum e that
the value of the in purity param eter,

X
Q= ai@: 2z)% @
de ned for a distrbution of nuclar charges Z; wih frac—
tional concentrations a; and mean 7, is, In most con-
texts, negligbly sm all (severalorders ofm agnitude less than
unity).

T he extent of heterogeneity In Z at densities < 44
hasbeen investigated by severalauthors.Jog & Sm ith (1982)
and D eBlasio (2000) have exam ined the structure of the in—
terface between successive hom ogeneous layers. T he nature
of the constraints under which equilbrium is de ned was
considered by Jones (1988) who concluded that a distribbu-
tion In Z must be a feature of the state reached as the star
cools. M ore recently, calculations of the point defect concen—
tration have been m ade by De Blasio & Lazzari (1998).

Fom ation enthalpies were calculated by Jones (1999a,
2001) for a number of pointdefects in solid neutron-star
m atter at densities > ,4.The enthalpies obtained were
an all and it was argued that an am orphous heterogeneous
solid phase m ust be form ed and should persist as the star
cools, the m elting transition being replaced by a glass tran—
sition tem perature region.

T he conclusion that heterogeneity in Z exists both be-
low and above ,4 does not seem to have been widely ac—
cepted. Undoubtedly, the assum ption of a boc lattice, ho-
mogeneous In Z, is attractive because i can be sinply
stated and provides a clear basis for calculations, such as
those of transport coe cients. It is also the case that ar-
gum ents about the role of proton shellstructure and the
approach to weak-interaction equilbrium were m ade only
qualitatively by Jones (2001, hereafter P aper I) and were not
supported by detailed calculation.N onetheless, even though
am orphous heterogeneous structures are unattractive ow ing
to their greater com plexity, ifthey represent physicalreality,
it is necessary to consider their e ect on the stressresponse
of the solid and to de ne as wellas possible the consequent
degree of uncertainty in calculations of transport coe cients
and neutrino em issivities. T he present paper contains the re—
sults of those detailed calculations which were absent from
the previouspapers. In Section 2,we considerhow thee ects
of proton shell-structure can be included, quantitatively, in
the com pressble liquid-drop m odelofnucliby the Strutin—
skiprocedure (see R ing & Schuck 1980) to obtain form ation
enthalpies for nuclei in the interval20 6 Z 6 50. Section 3
gives estin ates of the weak-interaction transition rates be-
tween thesenuckiand, from an initialtem perature of5 10
K, which is in the vicihiy of the m elting tem perature or
glass transition region of the system , describes how the Z —
distrbution evolves w ith tem perature and tin e. It also gives
estin ates of the very broad range of possible neutrino em is—
sivities associated w ith these transitions which have so far
been neglected in all published calculations of neutron-star
cooling.

This paper is concemed w ith the nature of the crust
In isolated neutron stars which lack the long period of
m assaccretion of binary system s. Factors such as accre—
tion through falkback at fomm ation are ignored. T herefore,
it does not consider neutron stars in those binary system s
w here the rate ofm ass transfer is Jarge enough to replace the
whole crust, below and above .4 (see Schatz et al 1999).
T he extent to which the resuls obtained here m ay be rele—
vant to such system s is discussed brie y in Section 6.U nder
the physical conditions considered in the present paper, py—
cnonuclear reactions were exam ined previously (Jones 2002)
and were found to have negligib le transition rates in the solid
phase. The reason for this is that the intemm ediate state
formed In a solid by fusion of nuclei w ith charges Z; and
Z, consists of a m onovacancy and a point-defect of charge
Z1 + Z,.At the highest m atter density, 8:8 10° gam 3,
assum ed In Sections 2 & 3, for exam ple, this state hasa 17
M eV fom ation enthalpy. (T his assum es that analogues of
the standard lattice point-defects exist in am orphous solids,
though they may be short-lived at high tem peratures.)
States with even higher fom ation enthalpy would result
from successive flision reactions, indicating that processes
such as pinning-induced nuclar rod fom ation M ochizuki,
Ovyam atsu & Izuyam a 1997) are not signi cant. H owever,
the direct form ation of low er-din ensionalnuclear structures
at tem peratures of the order of 10'° K, ;n a density inter—
valbetween the spherical nuclear phase and the continuous
licuid core of the star, is predicted for m any m odels of nu—
clearm atter (Lorenz, Ravenhall& Pethick 1993; O yam atsu
1993; but see also Douchin & Haensel 2000). Lorenz et al
noted that the geom etrical form of these structures would
allow weak-interaction transitions but gave no estin ate of
the neutrino em issivity.For com pleteness, a brief calculation
of this em issivity is given in Section 4. It is less signi cant
than that associated w ith the region of spherical nuclki.

T he density region below .4 is reconsidered in Section
5 using the binding energy com pilation of M ller, Nix &
K ratz (1997), butw ith lnconclusive resuls for valuesofQ . It
ispossble to state only that valiesQ 1 areprobable, w ith
Q 1 In lim ited regions. T his is not too serious a problem
form ost neutron star calculations ow Ing to the lim ited depth
of the region below ,4.ValiesofQ computed for > .4,
the region which occupiesm ost ofthe crust volum e, are given
In Table 2 and their signi cance is considered in Section 6.

2 SHELL EFFECTS IN THE DISTRIBUTION
OF FORMATION ENTHALPIES

Fom ation enthalpies for point-defect structures of in purity
nuclkiw ith charge Z; in an otherw ise hom ogeneous bec lat-
tice of charge Z , were obtained in previouswork (PaperI) at
densitiesabove ,4.Them ethod ofcalculation follow ed that
used earlier for m onovacancies (Jones 1999b), the essence of
which was application of the Feynm an-H elln ann theorem

(Slater 1963) to nd the lattice displacem ents in the vicin—
ity of the defect. Nucleil were described by the com press—
ble liquid-drop model (CLDM ) of Lattiner et al (1985)
w ith these authors’ Skym e pseudo-potential for buk nu-—
clear m atter and their expression for the them odynam ic
potential per uni area of nuclear surface. Lattice-site dis—
placem ents in the vicinity of an in purity are detem ined,



principally, by properties ofthe high-density relativistic elec—
trons at >  ,4.The Coulomb-electron stresstensor has
isotropic com ponents w hich are between one and two orders
ofm agnitude larger than the o -diagonal. A 1so, the inverse
of the electron-screening wavenum ber is Jarger than the bcc
Jattice constant. C onsequently, lattice-site displacem ents are
such that the electron density, averaged over a volum e of the
order of the W ignerSeitz cell, adjists to values alm ost ex—
actly equalto the m ean electron density of the undisturbed
lattice. W e refer to Paper I for m ore com plete discussions
of these and other features of the fom ation enthalpy calcu—
Jations. O ur prim ary assum ption about the distrdbution of
form ation enthalpies is based on these considerations. It is
that the fom ation enthalpy for a nucleus of charge Z; In
an am orphous heterogeneous solid of m ean charge Z , or in
a liquid with the sam e nuclear charge distribbution, is sat—
isfactorily approxin ated by that calculated for an inm purity
nuclus of charge Z; In a hom ogeneous lattice of charge Z .

The form ation enthalpies were given in Paper I wih
reference to that for the hom ogeneous lattice charge. W ih
the exclusion of integralm ultiples of the neutron and elec-
tron chem ical potentials, they were expressed as Hrz =
C Z )2 for charge Z . Values of the constant C are given
here in Table 1 at severalm atter densities w ith, for conve-
nience, the param eters of the lattices concemed. T he values
of chosen exclude the region inm ediately above .4 be-
cause it represents a relatively am all intervalofdepth in the
solid crust.TheCLDM param etersused by Lattin eretal t
the ground states of laboratory even-even nuclkiand so in—
clude the e ects ofpairing interactions. T hus our expression
forHrz neglects shelle ects, ncluding the unpaired proton
In odd-Z nuclki. The Investigation by Negele & Vautherin
(1973) revealed a proton shell structure very sim ilar to that
of laboratory nuclki. A lthough shell energy-di erences are
m odi ed in the neutron continuum , the shell ordering (see
Figure 5 of their paper) is changed only in that 1d;-, and
1f5_, respectively, precede 2s,-, and 2ps3-, .W e are unaware
of any published sequence of single-particle energy levels for
nuclei beyond the neutron-drip threshold apart from those
contained in that paper. H owever, Chabanat et al (1998)
have shown by calculation of two-neutron separation ener—
gies that shelle ects at neutron numbersN = 50;82 ram ain
signi cant Imm ediately below the neutron-drip threshold.
T here is no doubt that our expression for Hr ; ought to be
m odi ed by shell structure, but the form of these changes
was considered only qualitatively in Paper I.

At m atter densities > L4, there is a neutron con-—
tinuum wih chem ical potential , > 0. It is degenerate,
except or a an all volum e w ith nds and is super uid
at temperatures 0 < T < TS, .Nuclkican be m ost sin ply
viewed asbound states of protons em bedded in this system ,
chargeneutralized by an alm ost uniform relativistic electron
gas. The fom ation enthalpy di erencesH rz+1 Hr 7z can,
In principle, be a ected by neutron shellstructure because
the change In Z w illbe associated w ith a change in nuclear
radlus ry and, possibly, a change In the num ber of neutron
single-particle states at negative energy.But we shallassum e
that neutron transitions from the continuum juist above the
zero of energy to states just below do not contrbute to dis—
continuities in the form ation enthalpy di erencesw ith which
this paper is concemed. T hus we consider the e ects of pro-—
ton shellstructure only, and regard the neutrons w ithin the
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nuclear volum e as m erely a part of the super uid contin—
uum , though w ith increased density and a locally m odi ed
super uid energy gap.

Shell e ects in the fom ation enthalpies of nuclei w ith
20 6 Z 6 50 are estin ated here using the Strutinski pro-
cedure, ©llow Ing fairly closely the account given by R ing
& Schuck (1980). If a purely notional sihgle-particke level
sequence were to be associated w ith the CLDM approxin a—
tion, is level density would be a m onotonic and sm oothly
varying function ofZ orofsingle-particle energy.R ealsingle—
particle level densities are not like this. T hus the procedure
starts from a com puted leveldensiy g( ) and single-particle
energy sum E g, and generates an averaged leveldensity g ( )
and energy sum E’g, . Hence the form ation enthalpy devia—
tion from s CLDM value at a speci c Z is given by

Hrz = Hrz)com + Esp Espt+ pg: @)

T he average of this expression, for even-Z nucli, over an
Interval of Z would then be Hrz )cpu , the underlying
CLDM fom ation enthalpy. T he correction tem s in this ex—
pression should, of course, be enthalpies because 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 of con guration m ixing, to which we shall refer later.
The st three tem s In the right-hand side of equation (2)
give the shellcorrected fom ation enthalpy for even-Zz nu-
cki. The rem aining temm , nonzero only for odd-Z nuclki, is
the excitation energy of a single proton quasiparticle. T he
shellm odel energy is

g()d ; (3)

g()= ( i) 4)

is the density of singleparticle states. The averaged shell-
m odelenergy is given by the Strutinsky-averaged density of
states g de ned by the averaging procedure

Z 1 0 0
g()= g(Of d ©)
1
It is
Z -
E’sp: g( a ; (6)

1

where them odi ed chem icalpotential ™ rem ainsto be deter-
m Ined. It is clearly necessary that successive applications of
the averaging procedure should lave g unchanged.A sui-
able class of functions satisfying this condition is form ed
by products of gaussian fiinctions w ith generalized Laguerre
polynom ials. W e assum e a speci ¢ order of polynom ial,
1 2 15 5, 14

fx)= p=e — =X+ =x 3 7

&)= p= ) > 5 ; (7)
and refer to Ring & Schuck for further details and for a
tabulation of them . An averaged occupation number n; is
de ned for each proton state,

Z -

n; = f (x)dx (8)
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Table 1.Properties of CLDM lattice nuclei in equilbrium w ith a uniform neutron liquid of num ber density

ng . The m atter density is

,and Z is here the uniform nuclear charge, a CLDM continuous variable. T he

Ferm iwavenum bers are pr , for neutrons w ithin the nuclear volum e and pr . for the electrons. T he radiiof
the nucleus and W igner-Seitz cellare ry and ry s, respectively. T he lattice D ebye and m elting tem peratures

are Tp and Tp .The energy gap of the neutron continuum is

o ,and C isthe form ation enthalpy constant.

ny Z Prn Pr e Iy Iy s Tp kg Tm n C
10 3fn 3 1083 gam 3 fm ! fm ' fin fin 10° K  Mev MevV Mev
78 16 34 .65 1.47 0231 5.82 27.1 1.8 0.36 0.77 0.0142
184 3.7 35.13 148 0286 6.28 22.0 2.3 046 1.10 0.0096
43.6 8.8 3426 149 0.363 7.10 17.15 2.9 0.56 0.67 0.0051
a}gld the constraint
N, = 2 9)

i

isused to detem ine them odi ed chem icalpotential ~.The
param eter de nes the w idth of the averaging function. Tt
is chosen to satisfy, so far as possible, the condition that the
averaged energy E'sp () should be independent of it.

T he schem e requires a set ofproton single-particle levels
i.Asin Paper I, and in order to m ake use of the values of
the param eter C calculated in that work, we obtain approx—
In ate sets of hom ogeneous boc lattice param eters by using
the CLDM approxin ation, closely follow ing Lattim er et al
(1985). These are given In Tablk 1 and form a basis for our
calculation of form ation enthalpy di erences. For each m at—
ter density, we obtain a set of ; from the work of Negele
& Vautherin (1973; g.5).Valiesofthe width in the in—
terval 2 6 6 6 M &V have been investigated. T he choice
is to som e degree a m atter of com prom ise because the sta—
tionarity condition is not perfectly satis ed by Esp ( ) at a
common forallZ in therange 206 Z 6 50.Thuswe have
adopted a xedvalue = 4M eV forallsetsof ;.The rst
three tem s in the right-hand side of equation (2) are then
calculated from the values of the constant C given in Table
1 and from the procedure describbed above. T he rem aining
temm 4 presents som e di culty. It is recognized that its
value depends on the extent to which the shell concemed is

lled but for sin plicity, we have assum ed a constant value
for allodd-Z nuclei, with 4 = 0 for even-Z nuclki.

A typical set of Hr z values given by equation (2) is
shown in Fig.1,which is foram atterdensity = 3:7 16°
g an 3. The enthalpies excluide integral multiples of the
electron and neutron chem ical potentials. There are pro-
nounced m Inimn a In fom ation enthalpy at the closed-shell
charges Z = 20;34;40;50. These m inin a are also present
at the other densities listed In Table 1 though with rather
di erent relative values of form ation enthalpy. For the for-
m ation of a them alequilbrium population of nucli, or for
the calculation of weak-interaction transition rates, we re—
quire only the di erences Hrz+1 Hrz . Also shown are
Hrz)cipu values corrected only by the pq tem . Com—
parison of these two sets con m s that, as suggested in Pa—
per I, shelle ects are a m ore in portant source of form ation
enthalpy di erences between nuclei of neighbouring Z than
the CLDM buk nuclearm atter tem .

The fact that the in portant closed shells are at Z =
34;40 is a consequence of our choice, in Paper I, of the Lat-
tiner et alCLDM which produces Z 35 in the density
interval considered here (see also Pethick & Ravenhall 1995,

Formation enthalpy (MeV)

|
—_
T
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Figure 1.Fom ation enthalpies Hy ; are given for nuclei 20 6

Z 6 50 at m atter density = 3:7 10%3 g an 3. Those repre—
sented by open circles have been obtained using the Strutinsky
procedure w hereas the solid circles are the Hpz )cpu Values
corrected only for the unpaired proton. In both cases, this tem

is pg = 0:6 M eV.In the form er case, proton shell closures at
Z = 20;34;40;50 are associated w ith very m arked enthalpy m in—
ina.

Fig. 2). If, instead, the Douchin & Haenssl CLDM which

gives typically Z 45 had been used, we anticipate that
the general orm of Fig.l would be unchanged except for a
displacem ent to higher Z , w ith the im portant closed shells
beingthoseatZ = 40;50.T he shelle ectsofthispaperhave

been obtained using a speci ¢ schem e of calculation and it
is worth considering the extent to which they are physically
realistic. The values of concemed are subnuclar so that
the de nition of sihgleparticle levels, as in free (laboratory)

nuclei, is not unreasonable. The form of sihgle-particle wave
fiinctions changes com pletely, ow Ing to spatial quantization,
In the progression to a new shell and this is re ected In

the Jevel density discontinuity which produces shell e ects.
But In reality, singleparticle or hole states are certainly
m odi ed by residual nuckon-nuclkon interactions which in-
troduce com ponents of the sam e angular m om entum and
parity but with m ore com plex particle-hol structure. Our
expectation is that this con guration m ixing would change



the relative spacings of the ; so as to reduce the values of
Esp Esp generated by this procedure. C onsequently, the
extent of shell structure seen in, for exam ple, Fig. 1, should
be treated as an upper lim it to the true contribution of shell
structure to form ation enthalpy di erencesbetween nuclkeiof
neighbouring Z . A further reason why these results should
be regarded as no m ore than a guide to true form ation en—
thalpy di erences isthat their Z -average (in F ig.1) doesnot
appear to conform wellwih Hrz )cpm ,possbly because
the CLDM param eters are to som e extent inconsistent w ith
the Negelk & Vautherin levels.

3 WEAK-INTERACTION TRANSITION
RATESAND COOLING

G iven the fom ation enthalpies for nuclei in the interval
20 6 Z 6 50, an estin ate of the initial condition as the
star cools can be obtained by assum ing that, above a cer—
tain tem perature, w eak-interaction transition rates are large
enough to m aintain approxin ate local them alequilibbrium .
W e assum e here, quite arbitrarily, that this tem perature is
To = 5 10 K. The arbitrary nature of our assum ption
follow s from the di culy in calculating transition rates at

tem peratures T g To where neutrino phase-space occupa-
tion num bers cannot be assum ed to be zero. It is also nec—
essary to m ake the sin plifying approxin ation of neglecting
nuclear excited states. Individualnuclear partition fiinctions
are then equal to 2J + 1, where the nuclear soin J is de—
rived entirely from the protons. Unpaired neutrons, or neu—
tron quasiparticles at T < Teon, are viewed as excitations
of the neutron continuum rather than of individual nuclei.
The further evolution of the system at T < T, depends on
the speci c heat, the neutrino em issivities, and on the set of
weak-interaction Z ¥ Z + 1 transition rates.

Equations @A 4)-@9) of Paper Igivethe Z2 ! Z + 1
transition rate from an initial proton closed-shell nucleus.
A proton is created in a new shell of angular m om entum j
w ih, in the super uid case at T < Ty, either the creation
or annihilation of a neutron quasiparticle. T he conservation
equations for these two energetically distinct processes are

n=Hrz+1 Hrz + o+ 10)

In which the electron and neutron energies are m easured
from their chem ical potentials . and ,,wih , > nr
where , is the neutron energy gap. These are a form of
direct U rca transition because the Fourder transform of the
proton wave function always has a nite am plitude at the
wavenumberp, R P necessary formom entum conser—
vation. T he transition rate, summ ed over all states in the
new shell, is the product of a rate constant ( and a phase—
space integral (equationsA 7 and A 8).W e referto Paper I for
further details. In the m ore general case of a partially lled
shell, the protons are assum ed to be paired into states of zero
angularm om entum . T he rate constant ¢ isthen m ultiplied
by a jdependent factor.Forexample, inaz ! Z + 1 tran—
sition in which the shell initially contains two protons, the
factoris 1 2=@2j+ 1)).A second Z ! Z + 1 caseisthatin
which the shell initially contains an odd num ber of protons.
For the case of a single proton, the factor is 2=27j + 1)2.
Nuclear spins obtained directly from the Negele & Vau-
therin shell ordering are assum ed in the present paper, but
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w ith som e reservation. T he sequences of ground-state spins
and parities tabulated by M ller et al (1997) for nucleiclose
to neutron instability, and hence relevant below neutron-—
drip, are not at all sin ple, possbly ow Ing to the signi cant
nuclear deform ation . It is not cbvious that, above neutron—
drip, a system ofZ protons em bedded In a neutron contin-—
uum w ill be w ithout deform ation and consequent com plex—
ities. But the conclusions which will be described In this
Section conceming Z -heterogeneity are so clear that they
would not be a ected by changes In the detail of shell or-
dering.

The param eters used in the evaliation of transition
rates at a given tem perature are those listed in Tabl 1 ex—
cept that we assum e di erent neutron energy gaps and crit—
ical tem peratures in the nuclear interior and in the contin—
uum . The neutron e ectivem ass ism , = 0:8m , . Follow ng
a localdensity approxim ation (LD A ), values of the neutron
Ferm iwavenum ber pr, and the zero-tem perature neutron
energy gap n are those for an in nite system at the den-
sity of the nuclear interjor. T he critical tem perature Te, is
that for an isotropic BC S super uid.The nitetem perature
energy gap needed for calculation of the phase-space inte—
gralis conveniently obtained from tabulated results given by
R ickayzen (1965), as is the BC S neutron speci c heat. The
speci ¢ heat of the system has com ponents for the electron
gas, the solid, and for the neutrons (nom alor BCS super—

uid) . A lthough the solid is am orphous and heterogeneous,
it is represented by a sin ple D eébyem odelw ith a single tem —
perature Tp .

T he neutron energy gap in neutron-star m atter is not
wellknown.D i erent m ethods of calculation lead to a wide
range of valies, (see the reviews of Pethick & Ravenhall
1995, Heiseberg & H jprth-densen 2000). H ow ever, m ethods
that Introduce corrections such as m edium polarization to
the calculation neviably seem to suppress the energy gap
as shown, for exam ple, by Shen et al (2003) who also give a
brief review of recent work on this topic. For this reason, we
have assum ed that the energy gap obtained by A insworth,
W ambach & P ines (1989) applies to the neutron continuum

o .This a ects only the speci c heat. T he neutron energy
gap e ective in the nuclear Interior and the proton quasipar—
ticle energy are even m ore di cul to estin ate In neutron
star m atter. T he neutron coherence length is at least of the
sam e order of m agnitude as the nuclear radius, so that the
proxin ity e ect is certain to be signi cant for the neutron
gap, ashasbeen em phasized by Pethick & Ravenhall.Hence
the value of the LDA assum ption must be lim ited. These
authors also ocbserve that pairing in the interior of ordinary
nuclei is a kind of proxim ity e ect in that attractive pairing
In the relatively large, lJow -density, surface volum e in uences
pairing In thewhole.T he absence ofthis low nucleon-density
region ow ing to the presence of the neutron continuum m ay
then a ect the proton pairing pq.The uncertainties of pre—
diction are such we think it necessary to treat the interior
neutron energy gap and the proton quasiparticle energy as
unknow n param eters w hich are both assum ed to be w ithin
the nterval0< pq; » < 1M&V.

R outines for the evaluation, at any tem perature, of the
speci ¢ heat and of all transition rates for 20 6 Z 6 50
w ith the proton levelsequence 1§, ;1%-,;2P3-2;2P1-2719o->
allow the change In Z distrbution to be followed as the
star cools. They also give the neutrino em issivity. W e have



6 P.B.Jones

9.8

9.6

9.4

9.2

9.0

log T (K)

8.8

8.6

8.4

8.2

8.0 | | | | | 2
2 4 6 8 10 12 14

log t (s)

Figure 2. The left-hand set of curves show s the cooling as a
finction of tim e at a m atter density of3:7 103 gam 3 for for-
m ation enthalpies given by the solid circles of Fig. 1. T he cooling
is adiabatic except for the neutrino and antineutrino em issivities
described by equation (10).N eutrino pair production by electron
brem sstrahlung and by neutron quasiparticle annihilation are ne—
glected here. A llow ance for these processes would produce faster
cooling, particularly at t " 10'° s.The right-hand curvesm easure
the m ovem ent of nuclear charge (the ux f, ;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 of tim e by m eans of the
Jeft-hand set of curves. T he product tfy ; is always som e orders
ofm agnitude am aller than unity, show ing that the m ovem ent of
charge during cooling is insigni cant. T he solid, large and sm all-
dashed curves are, respectively, for the param eter sets: , = 02,
pg= 04MeV; =04, pg= 04MeV; = 04, pg= 06
Mev.

adopted an arbitrary xed initialtem perature To = 5 10
K, which is close to the boc lattice m elting tem peratures
given in Tabl 1. The cooling curves for a m atter density
of 37 103 g an ? (adiabatic except for neutrino and
antiheutrino em ission through the processes described by
equation 10) are shown in Fig. 2. for the set of Hrz val
ues given in Fig.l which have no shell correction except for
the 4 unpaired-proton tem . Three sets of the param e-
ters pq and . are considered. The early parts of these
curves are not entirely reliable because our calculations ne—
glect neutrino opacity and so overestim ate transition rates
and em issivities at tem peratures signi cantly above 10° K .
T he right-hand scale gives a m easure ofhow rapidly, at any
given tem perature, the weak interaction is changing the nu-
clear 7 -distribution by m oving nuclei between two of the
minima in Z which appear in Fig. 1. It shows the ux fu;
between Z = 40 and Z = 34, calculated at Z = 37 and

Table 2.Valiesofthe im purity param eterQ and m ean charge
Z:Q = Qgsc with shell corrections; Q = Qnsc with no shell
corrections.

QSC ZSC QHSC Znsc
1013 gam 3

1.6 12 378 5 346
3.7 6 353 17 338
8.8 19 390 24 344

nom alized per unit nuclus in the system , for the cooling
conditions assum ed here. T his quantity is a function oftem -
perature, apart from a relatively sm all dependence on the
changing Z distrdbbution. It is given here as a function of
tin e by using the left-hand sets of curves in the F igure. U s—
Ing the (right-hand) sets of curves so obtained, i can be
seen that the product tf,; is always som e orders of m ag—
nitude an aller than uniy. Fig. 2 allow s recovery of f,: as
a function of T so that it is possble to estin ate the tine
required for weak-interaction equilbriuim ata xed tem per—
ature.) W eak-interaction rates are so low that even w ith the
extrem e assum ption ofno shell corrections, the distrdbutions
of fractional concentrations foreven-Z nuclkichange very lit—
tle with tin e provided pq > 04 M €V . In the lim i of large
t, the resulting values of the in purity param eter Q are not
much snaller than those Q@ = Qn iIn Tabl 2 of Paper I)

forthem alequilbrium at them elting tem peraturesw ithout
shell corrections and with pq = 0. They are shown here In

Tabl 2. In the shell correction cases, there isnaturally som e
m ovem ent of Z toward the m agic num bers but the resulting
valuesofQ are ndependentof , and pq to such an extent
that, given the very approxin ate nature of our calculations,
it isnotusefulto include in the tabulation the valies ofthese
tw 0 param eters used, which are those ofFigs. 46.The sam e
com m ent can be m ade for the no shell-correction cases pro-—
vided, as we stated previously, that pq > 04 M &V . Lower
values ofthis param eter, in the special case ofthe absence of
shell corrections, produce potentialbarriers sm allenough to
allow m ovem ent of Z toward Z . But we do not attem pt to
give Q values for this set of assum ptions which are very un-
likely to be physically realized. The Q wvaluesof Table 2 and
their signi cance w illbe considered fiirther in Section 6.But
it is not realistic to neglect shell e ects com pletely. T hese

must be present although, ow ing to uncertainties such as
con gurationalm ixing (Section 2), the form ation enthalpy

di erences they Introduce m ay be am aller than those shown

In Fig.l. Thus the potentialbarriers in the weak-interaction

pathsbetween the closed shellsat Z = 20;28;34;40;50 m ust
bem uch higher than assum ed In our calculations of f, ;, and
the actualvalues of £, ; m any orders of m agniude sm aller
as a consequence.

Sets of curves sim ilar to those of Fig. 2 exist for the
other densities listed In Tabl 1. But they are so sim ilar
that they are not shown here. O ur conclusion is that, even
w ith 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 much less signi cant. For ex—
am ple, the Bessel function bound-proton states assum ed
In equations (A 4)-@A 6) of Paper I must overestin ate the
true transition rates, as would our neglect of neutrino opac-
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Figure 3. The speci c heat per average W igner-Seitz cell is
shown as a function of tem perature, in units of kg . T he curves
labelled 1 3 are, respectively, for m atter densities 1:6;3:7, and
8:8 103 g an 3. The neutron continuum energy gaps . are

those given in Table 1.The intemalgap n» = 02M eV.

ity at T > 10° K. But m odest errors are not in portant
because these transition rates detem ine both the cooling
and change In Z -distrbution of the system . Very broadly,
we can see that a su clent condition for m aintaining Z -
heterogeneity during cooling is that the them alenergy per
average W igner-Seitz cell should be am aller than the m ean
energy, of the order of 6kg T , rem oved by neutrinos or an-
tineutrinos In a weak transition. The speci ¢ heat per av—
erage W ignerSeiz cell is shown In Fig. 3 as a function of
tem perature. It dem onstrates that the them al energy sat-
is es this condition easily at T © 10 K butnotatT 10°

K (the neutron contribution is large at T 7 T, ). Ik is also
true that we have neglected other wellestablished sources of
neutrino em issivity which, ifincluded, would coolthe system
m ore quickly and so assist In m aintaining heterogeneity.

T he neutrino em issivities are shown in Figs. 4-6 for the
m atter densities listed n Table 1. In each case, they are
given both w ith and w ithout the Strutinsky shell corrections
obtained here and for sets of valuesof yq and 5 .Theprin-
cipal wellestablished neutrino-em issivity processes, for the
nner crust, in studies of neutron-star cooling are neutrino—
pair production by electron brem sstrahlung and by neutron
quasiparticle annihilation in the super uid. W e em phasize
that these em issivities have not been included in our cool
Ing calculations but, for reference purposes, they are shown
separately, obtained from F ig. 4 of the paper by K am inker,
Yakovlev & Gnedin (2002).0 bviously, the potentialbarriers
which separate fom ation enthalpy m inin a at closed shells
are of crucial in portance In detem ining em issivities. It is
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F igure 4.Neutrino em issivities at a m atter density of1:6 103
g an 3 are shown as functions of tem perature for the weak-—
interaction processes described by equation (10). T he form ation
enthalpies are obtained by the inclusion of shell corrections (low er
set of curves) and w ithout these corrections (upper set of curves).
N eutrino-pair production by electron brem sstrahluing and neu-—
tron quasiparticle annihilation are excluded from these curves,
but their em issivity is shown separately for reference purposes.
The curves labelled a ¢ are, repectively, for the follow ing pa—
ram eter sets: , = 02, pg = 04MeV; , = 04, pg= 04
MeV; n=04, pgq=06MeV.

possble to say with con dence only that the em issivities
shown are likely to form upper and lower bounds for the true
values.A sthey di erby at least severalorders ofm agnitude,
this is not a very strong or practically usefiil statem ent.But
given that the solid inner crust is heterogeneous in Z , the
existence of this source of uncertainty m ust be acoepted. Its
e ect on the surface tem perature of the star is di cult to
estin ate w ithout com plete cooling calculations.

4 LOW DIM ENSIONAL STRUCTURES

Phases n which protons are con ned to one or two—
din ensional structures have been studied extensively and
their existence In a substantial density intervalbetween the
spherical nuclear phase and the liquid core depends on the
form ofthe Skym e pseudopotential assum ed in deriving the
equation of state.Both Lorenz et al (1993), using the inter—
action of Lattin er et al, and Oyam atsu (1993) nd such
structures w ithin a signi cant density interval. A survey of
work on this topic has been given by Pethick & Ravenhall
(1995) . But m ore recent calculations by D ouchin & Haensel
(2000), using a di erent Skym e interaction, nd only the
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F igure 5.Neutrino em issivities at a m atter density of 3:7 103

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

4.

phase of spherical nuclei. Investigations since then W atan-—
abe & Tida 2003) have shown that the inclusion of electron
screening tends to increase the density Interval occupied by
any such phase. T he paper by Lorenz et alnotes that these
structures give rise to new weak-interaction processes but
gives no further details. These are no m ore than a di er-
ent form of the direct U rca transition considered in Section
3. For com pleteness, the neutrino em issivity has been cal-
culated here for one of these cases, allow ing a com parison
w ith the range of em issivities obtained for the spherical nu—
clear phase. T he one-din ensional system considered is that
In which the W ignerSeiz cellisan in nite slab ofthickness
2dy s containing neutronsand relativistic electrons. P rotons
are con ned within a slab of thickness 2dy symm etrically
positioned inside this cell. T hus the com ponent of the pro—
ton wave function in the variable perpendicular to the slab
has Fourder transform , wih quantum numberm and -
nite am plitude at the wavenum ber necessary form om entum

conservation .W e assum e that, w ith this lim itation, neutrons
and protons each form an isotropic BC S super uid, w ith en-—
ergy gaps n; - I he neutrino em issivity per uni volum e is
then

1+ 3c2)G? o .

Ls =
@ )'hda s

&’pn & qd’ped’p

2

Jm a2 ) Yo B Q@

=l

uven, 1 )@ n)

(n p e ): (11)
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F igure 6.Neutrino em issivities at a m atter density of8:8 103
g an 3 are shown with Jabelling and param eter sets as for F ig.
4. The additional set of broken curves are the neutrino em issiv—
ity Ls given by equation (11) for a one-dim ensional slab nuclear
structure. The curves labelled d £ are, respectively, for the pa—
ram eter sets: , = 02, = 04MeVv; , = 04, = 04
MeV; n=04, p,=06Mev.

In this expression, G is the muon decay constant, . is the
Cabbbo angl, and Ca = 125 is the ratio of axial vector
to vector coupling constants. T he wavevector g lies in the
plane of the skb. The neutrino or antineutrino energy is

. Q uasiparticle or electron occupation num bers are n, jp;e
and . ;p;e are the energies, referred to the chem ical poten—
tial. The Bogoliubov coe cients for the proton and neutron
quasiparticle states are u, and v, . The temm s shown in this
expression are for the process of neutron quasiparticle an-—
nihilation with proton quasiparticle and electron creation.
H owever, the unlabelled sum m ation states that the set of
8 temn s, derivable from the creation or annihilation of the
electron and of the neutron and proton quasiparticles, are
ncluded.

N um erical evaluation of this som ew hat untidy expres-
sion gives the em issivities shown in Fig. 6 for a m atter den—
sity of 159  10* gam ® @y = 362 fn,dy s = 10:1 fn)
for several sets of values of ;. Values of the am issivity do
not vary greatly with m atter density in this phase or w ith
the param eter dy which is itself very much dependent on
CLDM details. Em issivity calculations w ith di erent values
of dy show that uncertainties arising here are sm all com —
pared w ith those caused by our lack of know ledge of the en—
ergy gaps n; - In general, the em issivities are rather an aller
than those found In the spherical nuclkar phase, the reason



being that the Fourder transfomm s of the proton states in
that phase have broader distributions of m om entum .

5 THE OUTER CRUST

The canonical crust structure at densities < L4 1Is ob-
tained by m inin ization of the G bbs free energy per nu-
cleon. It consists of successive spherical shells, each of a bec
Jattice hom ogeneous in the nuclear charge Z neutralized by
a relativistic electron gas. T he m ost recent calculations are
those of Haensel & Pichon (1994) who also review earlier
work. T he zero-tem perature structure of the interfaces be—
tw een these shells was exam ined by Jog & Sm ith (1982) and
found to consist of extrem ely thin layers of Interpenetrating
sin ple cubic lattices of the two nuclear charges concemed.
Fom ation, however, m ust be considered at the lattice m elt—
ing tem perature Ty , or above. T he reduction in free energy,
derived from the m elting tem perature entropy ofm ixing for
the two nuclear species, then gives interface layers of signif-
icant thickness in which one nuclear species is present as an
In purity In a lattice fom ed by the other (D e B lasio 2000).
C onsideration of the later stage of nuclar form ation at
nite tem perature gives quite separate grounds for excluding
hom ogeneous lattices (Jones 1988). At tem peratures in the
vicinity of T , nuclkiare in state of partial them alequilib—
rium w ith the electrons and w ith a low -density Boltzm ann
gas of neutrons. W eak-interaction transition rates, even at
Tn ,are too am allto guarantee equilbrium Z -valies, but the
transition rates for the em ission or absorption of neutrons
are high and som aintain strong-interaction equilibrium w ith
the Bolzm ann gas at any density.) From the de nition of
the neutron-drip density .4,theneutron chem icalpotential
Inthisregion is , = § < 0, referred to the rest energy as
zero. T he equilbbrium num ber density of the Boltzm ann gas

2
ng = —exp( )i 12)
n
where
r
2 h?
n = 7 13)
mn
and ! = kg T .Thus it decreases rapidly as the star cools.

But the nature of the system inposes an additional con—
straint on the G bbs function m inin ization. The neutron
scattering cross-section is so large that, once nucli have
form ed, di usion overm acroscopic distances of the order of
the shelldepth isnot possible w ithin the short tim e pem it—
ted by neutron condensation on to nuclki. This occurs at a
tem perature T > Ty, where Ty is the tem perature (not well-
de ned) at which weak-interaction equilbrium fails. C onse-
quently, it is necessary to in pose the fiirther condition, at
tem peratures T < T. , that them ean nucleon numberAy s,
perW ignerSeitz cell, should be constant.W e refer to Jones
(1988) for further details.

The m ethod of calculating equilbrium nuclear num ber
densities di ers from that of Paper I which was for densi-
ties above ,4.The pressure at < 4 is amall in nuclkar
structure temm s, being alm ost entirely that of the degener—
ate electron gas.Nucleiin this region have de nieA ;Z and
can be assum ed to have binding energies B (A ;Z ) identical
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w ith those of the free (terrestrial) state. The m inim ization
ofthe G bbs finction G fora xed num ber of baryons is at
constant . and hence approxin ately at constant pressure.
It is,

Q X
G + nij = O,' 14)

ij

@l’lij

where nij is the number of nucleiw ith m ass num berA ; and
charge Z 5, and is a Lagrange m ultiplier. T he equilibrium
condition for the nuclear chem ical potential ~;5 is,

~y+ Bus A)(n+ksT)+ 2y ¢+ = 0: (15)

W ithout the constant Ay s constraint, the nuclar chem —
ical potentialwould be ~i53 = A; 5 Zj .. The neutron
chem ical potential is not an independent variabl in equa-
tion (15): it is a function of Ay s through the relation
Ays A = n;Vys,in which A isthemean nuckarm ass
num ber and Vy s the W ignerSeiz cell volum e. To a satis—
factory approxin ation, the nuclki are independent system s
and their equilbrium num ber densities are given by an ex—
pression entirely analogous w ith equation (12),

Z

exp( (Nij+Z(mn mp)+B Ey s)); (16)

Na;z = —3
A ;Z
where Z isthenuclarpartition function (hom alized so that
atT = 0it is2J + 1), B isthe nuclar ground-state binding
energy,and Ey s isthe Coulomb energy ofthe W igner-Seitz
unit cell. The presence of allows two nite number den-
sities in the zero-tem perature lim i, as is necessary because
Ay s isin generalnot an integer.E valuation ofequation (16)
at a standard tem perature Ty , close to Tn , for even-even
nucliw ith Z = 1 and binding energies from the recent com -
pilation of M ller et al (1997) gives estim ates of the m ass
num ber and charge heterogeneity expected at densities be—
Iow nd e

It is unfortunate that the resuls are inconclusive. T he
source of the problem is that the values of Ay s are deter—
m Ined at those tem peratures T > T( existing at the form a—
tion of nuclej, which are high and poorly known. T he buk
transport of neutrons over m acroscopic distances, of the or-
der of shell depths, is not possible in the short tim e which
elapses before rapid cooling produces aln ost com plete con—
densation through nuclear capture (Jones 1988). It has to
be acoepted that the valuesofAy s, constantat T < T, are
virtually unknown. Evaliations of equation (16) for m atter
densities 1 3 1o gan 3,tsnperaturesTo =5 10
and 10'° K, and a wide range of values of Ay s A give a
comm on picture.AsAy s A increases, the equilbrium nu-
cleichange from a group associated w ith theneutron N = 50
closed shellto a group near N = 82. The neutron chem ical
potentials at changeover vary from 13Mev at3 1 g
an 3 to 36 MeV at 1l lblgcrn 3,ﬁ>rTo:5 10
K . The corresponding values at 10'° K are 18 and 4:
M ev, respectively. The changeover from N = 50 toN = 82
is sim ilar to that found by Haensel& P ichon (1994) in their
study of zero-tem perature equilbrium . T he problem is that
theAy s constraint which was not considered by them does
not pem it us to estin ate where it occurs. T his com plexiy
is unfortunate, but we believe that i is real. Q ualitatively,
the consequences for Q valies are as llows. The N = 50
region has Q 1, and the N = 82 region, Q 1.Values
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Q 1 exist In the changeover region ow ing to the very large
di erences In Z which are present there, as found earlier by
De Blasio (2000).D etailed calculations of weak-interaction
transition rates con m ing the absence, at T < Ty, ofweak—
Interaction equilbrium have not been m ade for < ndrs
but the qualitative criterion given in Section 3 is satis ed.
In particular, values Q 1, where they exist, w ill certainly
rem ain frozen in.

6 TRANSPORT COEFFICIENTS AND
CONCLUSIONS

Them ain conclusion ofthispaper is that nuclkarcharge het-
erogeneity exists in the solid phase of isolated neutron stars.
T here m ust be m any reservations about the procedures de—
scribed in Sections 2 & 3 which have been used to obtain

thisresult.W e attem pt to sum m arize them here and in each

case give reasons why they should not be viewed as seri-
ous. F irstly, the shellcorrected fom ation enthalpy values,
Hrz, are based on the Negele & Vautherin shell ordering
and spacings. N uclki close to neutron-instability are known

to be deform ed, w ith ground states of som e com plexiy (see
M ller et al 1997). It is quite possble that these features
are also present above ,4.Therefore, the values shown in

Fig. 1l m ay not give a true picture of the potential barriers
which slow weak-interaction transitions. But it is the case
that even quite sm all barriers slow weak transitions su —

ciently. T he transition rate calculations, follow ing the pro-
cedure of Paper I, are based on elem entary single-particle
proton wave fiinctions and neglect Coulom b corrections to
the electron function, which are only m oderate at the val-
ues of . considered. But here, the e ect of m ore com plex

ground states would Ineviably be reductions in transition

rates which would be largely neutral in e ect because the
rate of cooling by neutrino em ission is also reduced. T he re—
sults, of which those In Fig. 2 are an exam pl, show that
the ailire of weak-interaction equilbriuim during cooling at
T < Ty is so clear that the above uncertainties are not sig—
ni cant.The choice of Tg = 5 10 K asthe Jow est tem per—
ature at which com plete equilbrium rem ains is, of course,
arbirary. T here is no doubt that a higher value would give
m ore heterogeneity In Z , w ith larger values of Q , and that
calculationsm ade by the present m ethodswould show a il
ure of weak-interaction equilbrium at tem peratures below

it.But at these very high tem peratures, the neutrino opac—
ity would cease to be negligble, as assum ed in Section 3,
so that the cooling rates shown In Fig. 2 would be over—
estin ates. O bviously, the Q <wvalues given in Tabl 2, under
di erent stated assum ptions, for each ofthem atter densities
listed in Table 1, should be seen as little better than order
of m agnitude estin ates. But these satisfy Q 1 away
w hich does not depend system atically on the details of shell
e ects assum ed. T hey are som e orders of m agnitude larger
than the values Q 1 previously assum ed in the standard
view of solid neutron-starm atter. A lthough the relevant cal-
culations have not been m ade, we suggest there is no reason
to think that this conclusion would be changed by replacing
the Lattiner et alCLDM w ith that ofDouchin & Haensel
(2001) . In the latter case, the In portant proton closed shells
would be those at Z 40;50 but we anticipate that the

orders of m agnitude of the Q “param eter obtained would be
the sam e.

T he procedures of Sections 2 & 3 are concemed m erely
w ith establishing Z -heterogeneity. T he am allscale structure
ofthe solid is a di erent question. It is not ocbvious that dif-
fiision at tem peratures in the glass transition region, which
we assum e to be near the hom ogeneous lattice m elting tem —
perature Ty , could produce localized order extending over
lineardin ensionsm uch greaterthan 10' ? internuclear sep—
arations. T he results of rudim entary form ation enthalpy cal-
culationsgiven in P aper Ido not indicate that large chem ical
potential gradients exist to drive such di usion.M oreover,
the classical entropy of disorder rem ains large.For these rea—
sons, it is believed that although the structure m ay not be
exactly that ofan am orphous heterogeneous solid, any local
order w ill be at m ost of am all linear din ension, analogous
w ith nanostructures In ordinary am orphousm atter.

These conclusions can be com pared w ih those of re—
cent work on neutron stars in binary system sw ith high m ass

transfer rates, g 10 ®Mm yr 1 (Schatz et al 1999, see also
Brown & Bildsten 1998). Stable buming of hydrogen and
helium occurs near the surface, the m ost In portant process
being rapid proton capture, and is alm ost com plte at a
depth of the order of 10° g an  * (see Schatz et al, Fig.l).
T he end productshave charge distributionsw hich depend on
them asstransfer rate, but are typically broad,with Z 6 40.
C ontinued m ass-accretion forces these nucleito higherm at-
terdensities, eventually to > 4 .Schatzetalcontrast this
Z -heterogeneous m atter w ith the solid phase of an isolated
(orin ordial) neutron star having the properties describbed by
Pethick & Ravenhall (1995).0 ur conclusion is that the solid
phases of neutron stars in these di erent environm ents are
broadly sim ilar, w ith in purity param eters Q 7 10.T isvery
unlikely that the tem peratures of the buming processes w ill
be high enough to produce weak-interaction equilbbrium at
m atter densities above ,4.The ux fyi, representing the
m ovem ent of nuclkar charge toward a closed proton shell,
is shown in Fig. 2 for the case of no shell correction, apart
from the proton pairing tem pq. T his extrem e case is not
realistic because there is aln ost certainly som e shell correc—
tion, though perhaps not so large as that shown in Fig. 1.
T he increased potential barriers introduced by the correc—
tion would reduce values of £, ; by m any orders of m agni-
tude, to an extent that Z -heterogeneity would be largely
una ected.

It is obvious that the am orphous and heterogeneous na—
ture ofthe solid phase of neutron-starm atter has signi cant
consequences for its m echanical properties and, above .4,
for its interaction w ith super uid neutron vortices.M echan—
ical properties will not be considered here except to note
that the response to stress is not strictly that of an ordi-
nary am orxphous solid because neutron-star m atter is very
far from being absolutely stable and therefore cannot ex—
hibit brittle fracture (Jones 2003). Super uid neutron vor-
tices Interact w ith nuclei through elem entary pinning forces
whose calculation is associated with unresolved problem s
(for a brief partial review , see Jones 2002). It is currently
not possble to say that the signs or orders of m agnitude
are known wih 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 In uenced by the



structure of the solid phase. Apart from the kind of low—
din ensional structure considered in Section 4, very small
dissipative forces would be possble only form otion through
a system of lJarge single crystals with very low concentra-—
tions of dislocations and point-defects. The con m ation of
the am orphous and heterogeneous nature of the solid phase
rules out this possibility.

T he neutrino em issivity from nuclear weak interactions
at m atter densities below 4 has not been calculated ow —
ng to the di culty in know ing the correct transition rates
between nuclei which are close to being neutron-unstable.
T he assum ption of superallowed Fem i transitions gives an
order ofm agnitude of10%? erg an 3s ' at10’ K orm atter
densties1 3 18 g an °, but allow ance for the orbid-
den nature of the transitions would probably reduce this to
an em issivity not m uch di erent from that for neutrino-pair
production by electron brem sstrahling under these condi-
tions (lO18 erg an s l,' see, for exam ple, Gnedin et al
2001). N eutrino em issivity above ,4 is shown in Figs. 4-6.
W eak-interaction transitions in this region involve the cre—
ation or annihilation of quasiparticles in the neutron con-
tinuum . R ate calculations are m ore straightforward in this
case, but ow ing to the uncertainties in fom ation enthalpy
di erences considered above and in Section 2, the em issivi-
ties shown in the two sets of curves probably form upperand

low er bounds for the true values. H ow ever, at tem peratures
>

T 4 18 Kk, they can be larger than those previously
assum ed. T he degree of uncertainty here is unfortunate but
it does seem right that its existence should be recognized in
neutron star cooling calculations. N eutrino em issivities for
one-din ensional layer structures (Section 4) are also sub-
“ect to som e uncertainty, but are rather an aller than for the
spherical nucleus phase considered in Section 3.Em issivities
for a two-din ensional phase have not been calculated, but
are probably ofa sim ilar order ofm agniude to those for one
din ension.

E lectron scattering in a Z -heterogeneous system con-
tribbutes electrical and them al resistivities w hich are related
by the W jedem ann-Franz law and are proportional to Q .
T he corresponding electrical conductivity (for zero m agnetic

ux density) is, for relativistic electrons at 10 g an 3 ,
o ZC e i arn
i 4 eZQ mp r

In which the param eter i, p 203 in the ulra—relativistic
case (see Urpin & Yakovlev 1980, Itoh & Kohyama 1993)

and Z is the m ean nuclar charge. For the values of Q ob-
tained here, the relaxation tin e underlying equation (17) is
so short that s product w ith the electron cyclotron angular
frequency exceeds unity only for m agnetic elds B 7 o1g®

G . Therefore, there is no need to distinguish between longi-
tudinal and transverse com ponents of the conductivity ten—
sor, except at B 10** G .The conductivity is also classi-
cal rather than quantum in nature at densities of the order
of ,4 or above (see Potekhin 1999). T he electron them al
conductivity ; is given, in tem sof ;, by theW iedem ann-
Franz law . T hese transport coe cients are of im portance, in

m ost cases, at very di erent tin es during neutron-star cool-
Ing.Thethem alconductivity isusually of interest at early
tin esbefore the interdor of the star, de ned for this purpose

asm atter densities 10 g an 3, becom es approxin ately
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isothem al. The Q -dependent resistivity obtained here de—
creases , but the signi cance of the change is not Inm edi-
ately obvious and would require com plete neutron-star cool
Ing calculations for its nvestigation. A t Jater tim es, Intemal
tem perature gradients are very sm alland it is possble that
the consequent changes in them would be relatively unim —
portant.

The electrical conductivity is obtained by combin—
ing ; with the phonon-scattering conductivity pn.Theas-
sum ption of a hom ogeneous boe lattice with a low point—
defect density gives ph - U sefil sum m ardes of the prop—
erties of n 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
to resistivity but becom e energetically disallow ed at tem per—

atures T < Ty , where
1=3
1=2 Z 1OZ
TU = 2:2 l(? 14 % T (18)

and 14 is the m atter density In units of 10%* g an S.At
tem peratures Ty < T Tp , where Tp is the D ebye tem —
perature,

5=3

_¢ 107
16° [0 == T, ’s *; 19

on = 55

whereasin the lm it T Ty ,

-3 loz 173
16° %° - T, °s 't ©0)

ph = 211
In the neutron-drip region > L4, the best value of the
m ass num berA , on which the phonon spectrum depends, is
not at all obvious. Pethick & Sarling suggest A = Ay s but
give no reasons w hy this choice should be suitable for super-

uid neutronsat T < Tg, . This factor introduces consider—
ableuncertainty in the form ofthe finction ,n (T).Itisalso
true that the m odi ed phonon spectrum of an am orphous
solid m ust produce substantial changes from equations (18)
to (20).These have not been investigated here because, for
the am orphous and Z -heterogenous solid, the in purity re—
sistivity is Jarge so that i < pn except at tem peratures
T g 10 K . For com parison with equations (19) and (20),
evaluation of equation (17) gives a conductivity

z oy
1 2ot 1)
Ay s Q

;=20 16°

The values of Q given in Table 2 lead to high im purity re—
sistivity which is only weakly-dependent on Ay s . The fact
that it is also tem perature-independent rem oves a substan—
tialdegree of uncertainty from any m odelcalculationsm ade
with it.

Thus the (zero— eld) electrical conductivity in m ost of
the Innercrust volum e is 10* s ! at alltin es. This is
particularly relevant to studies of the evolution of neutron—
starm agnetic eldswhich lncludeboth the Halle ect, w ith
the possibility of a cascade to high wavenum ber eld com —
ponents, and ohm ic dissipation (see Hollerbach & Rudiger
2002 and G eppert & Rhemnhardt 2002, who also review ear—
lier work on this problem ). The H all param eter considered
by Hollerbach & Rudiger is

2=3

B A A
=23 10°B;, —=*° =
neec 7 14 Q

; (22)
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where ne is the electron density and B1, them agnetic ux
density in unitsof10'? G . It exceeds unity only forB 7 10¢
G .The in purity resistivity found here isalso relevant forany
process in which the eld distribbution in the solid crust de—
velops high-m ultipole com ponents by m ass-accretion or by

ux expulsion from a superconducting neutron-star interior,
or form odels in which it is con ned to the crust (see Page,
G eppert & Zannias 2000, who also give an account of pre—
vious work on distrbutions of this kind) . F ield com ponents
ofwavelength 2h decay ohm ically w ith an exponentialtin e-
constant

4 h?
o2

which, for h = 1O5cm,json]y4:5 10 yr, a tine snall
com pared w ith those usually considered in relation to decay
of neutron-star intemal or surface elds. Its tem perature-
Independence would also sim plify evolutionary calculations
such as those of Page et al. For the reasons summ arized
here, we suggest that the structure of the solid phase of
neutron-starm atter isnot an irrelevant detail. T he standard
assum ption of a hom ogeneous boc lattice is not adequate
and the consequences of an am orphous and Z -heterogeneous
structure should be included In very m any di erent studies
of neutron-star physics.

te = (23)
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