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ABSTRACT

Spihning super uid neutrons in the core of a neutron star interact strongly
w ith coexisting superconducting protons. One consequence is that the
outw ard (inward) m otion of core super uid neutron vortices during soin—
down (up) of a neutron starm ay alter the core’sm agnetic eld. Such core eld
changes are expected to resul in m ovem ents of the stellar crust and changes In
the star’s surface m agnetic eld which re ect those In the core below . O bserved
m agnitudes and evolution of the spin-down indices of canonical pulsars are
understood as a consequence of such surface eld changes. Ifthe grow Ing crustal
strains caused by the changing core m agnetic eld con guration In canonical
soinning-down pulsars are relaxed by large scale crust—cracking events, special
properties are predicted for the resulting changes in spin-period. These agree
w ith various glitch observations, lncluding glitch activiy, pem anent shifts in
soin-down rates after glitches in young pulsars, the Intervals between glitches,
fam ilies of glitches w ith di erent m agnitudes in the sam e pulsar, the sharp drop
In glitch Intervals and m agnitudes as pulsar spin-periods approach 0.7s, and the

general absence of glitching beyond this period.

Sub¥ct headings: dense m atter | pulsars | stars: m agnetic | stars: neutron
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1. Introduction

A canonical neutron star consists m ainly of super uid neutrons, superconducting
protons (with an abundance a few percent that of the neutrons) and an equal number
of relativistic degenerate electrons Fem i energy 1¢ M ev). In the outer kilom eter the
protons clum p into a lattice of neutron—rich nuclki (the stellar \crust") w ith the neutron
super uid 1lling the space between. A soInning neutron star’s super uid neutrons rotate
at an angular rate only by establishing an array of quantized vortex lines parallel to the

stellar soIn axis, w ith an area density
ny =2m, = h 10°=P (sc) am ? : @)

Any magnetic eld which passes through the star’s superconducting protons m ust becom e
very inhom ogeneously structured. In a type II superconductor, expected to be the case
below the crust and perhaps all the way down to the central core, the m agnetic ed

becom es organized Into
n =B=, 10°B;, an ? @)
quantized ux tubesperunit area, w ith
o= hce=2 10 Gaussa * 3)

the ux in each tube. Unlke the quasiparallel neutron vortex line array, the ux tube
array is expected to have a com plicated tw isted structure follow ing that of the much
an oother toroidal plus poloidalm agnetic eld which existed before the transition into

superconductivity (at about 10° K ).

A spinning-down (up) neutron star’s neutron super uid vortex array m ust expand
(contract). Because the core of a neutron vortex and a ux tube interact strongly as

they pass through each other, the m oving vortices w ill push on the proton’s ux tube



together w ith the vortices, or (o) to be cut through ifthe ux tube array cannot respond
fast enough to partake in the vortex m otion. Section 2 discusses possbl relationships
am ong a pulsar’s , B, and rate of change of soIn (9, which discrim Inate between these
two behaviors. In case (@) the evolution of the m agnetic eld at the corecrust interface
is well determ ined by the initialm agnetic eld con guration and subsequent changes in
stelar . In case (o) the corecrust nterface eld would evolve m ore slow Iy relative to
changes In , although qualitative features of the evolution should be sim ilar to those of
case (@). Som e m icrophysics and observations, considered in sections 2 and 3, support case
(@) behavior for pulsars whose spin-down (orup) ages, Ts = j =2 - are not lss than those
ofVela-lke radiopulsars (T 10 years) and case (o) behavior for the much m ore rapidly

spinning-down C rab-lke radiopulsars (Iy 10 years)

Between the stellar core and the world outside it is a solid crust with a very high
electrical conductivity. If the crust were absolutely rigid and a perfect conductor then its
resoonse to changes in the corem agnetic eld would be 1im ited to rigid crust rotations. O £

course neither is the case.

A high density of core ux tubesm erges into a am ooth eld when passing through the
crust. Because of the alm ost rigid crust’s high conductivity, i, at last tem porarily, freezes
In place the capials of the core’s ux tubes. Asthese ux tube capials at the crust-core
Interface are pushed by a m oving core neutron vortex array, a large stress builds up In the
crust. This stress w ill be relaxed when the crust is stressed beyond its yield strength, or, if
the build-up is slow enough, by dissipation of the crustal eddy currents which hold in place
them agnetic eld as it passes from the core through the crust. T he shearm odulus ofa crust
iswell describbed quantitatively, but not the m axinum crust strain before yielding (@nd the

associated yield strength). Rough estin ates have suggested a m axinum yield strain, paxs
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when is yield strength is exceeded. By plastic ow (creep)? By crumbling? By cracking?
The answer is lkely to depend on the crust tem perature. A crust’s eddy current dissijpation
tin e could be anywhere in the range 10°  10° years depending upon how the crust was
m ade. A young solitary pulsar was probably bom w ith a tem perature kg T 10MeV.AsI
cooled the form ation of crust nuclei and their crystallization Into a crustal Jattice occurred
at about the sam e tem perature, kg T 1M eV .The mpurity fraction (the probability that
neighboring nucki have di erent proton num bers) has not been calculated quantitatively
and this allow s a very w ide Jatitude in the possible range for the \in purity" contribution
to crustal resistivity. In addition, the crust of an accreting neutron star spun-up to a
period of a few m illissconds in a LM XB has had a very di erent history from that ofa
solitary spinning-down radiopulsar. The LM XB neutron star ultim ately accretes m ore
than 10° tin es the m ass of the nuclei in its crustal Jattice, mainly as He or H . Crust is
continually pushed into the core by the loading, and replaced. A sthe accreted H and He are
buried w ith grow ing density a serdes of nuclear reactions ultin ately flise them into heavier
acoom plished w ithout som e explosive nuclear buming. The resulting reform ed crust m ay
well have an In puriy fraction, electrical conductivity, and crust thickness very di erent

from that of a canonical young solitary radiopulsar.

T here seam s to be considerable observational, as well as theoretical, support for the
hypothesis that the surface m agnetic elds of neutron stars slow Iy spun-up to becom e
m illisscond pulsars by accretion in LM XB’s do ndeed re ect the expected core eld
1993). The core el there does appear to have had a case (a) history : the core’s m agnetic
ux tubeswerem oved in to the soin-axis by the contracting neutron super uid vortex array.

Here the spih-up tine scales (  1¢ years) are so very long that crustal shielding of core
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m agnetic eld changes is expected to be relatively easily defeated. R ough estin ates of crust

m ore rapidly spinning-down pulsars also causes the surface eld of such neutron stars to
be strongly correlated w ith the con guration ofthe core ux which enters the crust at the
core-crust Interface. (See, how ever, the exception for the very slow Iy soinning X ay pulsars.
) Strati cation in the crust (pecause the Z of the m ost stabl nuclkus varies w ith depth)
allow sm ainly only two-dim ensional crustalm ovem ent on surfaces of constant gravitational
(olus centrifigal) potential. W here the surface eld is strongest, and crustal stresses from
m oving crustanchored core ux greatest, crustalm atter would be expected to m ove w ith
the core’sm oving ux, accom panied by the back ow ofm ore weakly m agnetized regions of
the crust. Below , except for the special case of the very slow X —ray pulsars, we shall sin ply
assum e that shielding by the crust of changes in the core ux em exging into i, is, at best,

tem porary and unin portant even on the spin-down tin e scales of solitary radiopulsars.

In section 3 we review the expected pulsar m agnetic dipole m om ent evolution caused
by neutron star spin-down or soun-up. Ik gives young radiopulsar soin-down indices which
do not disagree w ith observations. These resuls are not sensitive to details of jist how a
crust relaxes the grow Ing stresses on it from the m oving core m agnetic ux tubes below
it. In Section 4 we consider particular consequences when that relaxation is accom plished
by large scale crust cracking events, which cause pulsar tin ing glitches. A pem anent (ie.
unhealed) jimp In spin-down rate should ram ain affer aln ost all glitches. The calculated
glitch spin-period jum p m agnitude is closely related to it. Both depend upon how much
crust stress relaxation is acoom plished in each such cracking event. This can be estin ated
very roughly at best. H owever, the glitch m odel does lead to predictions for the m agnitudes
of an all glitches In C rab-like pulsars and of giant ones in Vela-like pulsars, for the intervals
between such glitches, for a drop In glitch m agniudes In long period pulsars and m axin um

pulsar period beyond which large glitches should disappear. These predictions are not In
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con ict with glitch cbservations. O ne in portant consequence of the m odel is that som e
parts of the core neutron super uid can spin-up very slow Iy after the beginning of a glitch

because of the large drag In rapidly m oving core vortices embedded in a dense ux tube

coupling between all of a core’s neutron super uid and the charged com ponents of the

pulsar should be reassessed.

2. Core Flux Tube M ovem ents in P ulsars

D uring neutron star soin-down (eg. In a solitary radiopulsar) or spin-up (€g9., by
accretion In a Low M ass X -ray Binary) neutron super uid vortices a vector distance r»

from the stellar spin-axism ove w ith a radial velocity

vy = 5 RP=2P : @)

Asa resul ofthism otion a foroe density () willbuild up on the ux tube array In which
these vortex lines are embedded until the ux tubesm ove w ith, or are cut through by,
the m oving vortices. The core electron-proton plasm a is alm ost lnocom pressible and its
abundance relative to the core neutrons varies w ith radiis. Because of the extrem ely weak
conversion rate for the transform ationsn ! p+ e+ ~andp+e! n+ needed tomaintain
a large buk elkctron-proton sea transport across stellar radii, non-dissipative m otions in
which the electron-proton plaan a and itsembedded ux tubesm ove together are restricted.
W e consider below m ainly the altemative where ux tubes In response to the force on theam
from a changing neutron vortex array m ove through the proton-elctron sea with some

relative velocity v .

M agnetic eld m ovem ent by eddy di usion in an ordinary conductor is driven by the
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selfstress foroe density of a non-foroe-free B — eld con guration:

F = : ©)

ThisF foroes ux to m ove through the conductor w ith a characteristic velocity

Fc&
B2

; ©)

where isthe electrical conductivity of the m edium . Here the foroe density F ismainly a

consequence of large scale Inhom ogeneity in the eld distrioution,

F=—""-: (7)

The tine ©orB to be pushed out of a stationary stellar core of radius R would then be the

usualeddy di usion tim e

@)

The resistivity ! in a non-superconducting degenerate electron-proton sea is dom inated

108g an 3 f3e2

-7 104 T? s : )

eph =
P

with T the tem perature and , the proton density. From the resistivity of E quation 9 w ith
plusble neutron star param eter and the F of Equation 7 with I Bj B=Rj greatly
exceeds 10years. The v of Equation '§ would then be too sm all to be of interest for
observable ux changes In a spinning-down (or up) neutron star. H owever, when the proton
sea becom es superconducting, the v of Equation 6 can becom e very much greater. This is
because of the sub-m icroscopic bunching of B into the huge density of quantized ux tubes.
T his has two consequences. F irst, a random ized electron scattering com es not only from
collisions w ith phonons, but also from oollisions w ith the ux tubes them sslves. T he latter

contributes a much larger resistivity than that of Equation 9. Second, the contribution
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to the force F that drives the ux tube m otion which is caused by the push of m oving
super uid neutron vortex-lines on ux tubes can very greatly exceed that of Equation ,
the selfstress calculated from the large scale varation of a classically snooth eld. Flux
tube m otion In regponse to some F is possble only if the necessary energy dissipation

acocom panying it equals the work done by F, then

v Bn
v F= ——— % 4n +¥; (10)

where the ocally average B = n ¢B . The rst temm on the RHS is the dissipation
from the current ow caused by the sim ultaneous m otion of very m any ux tubes (It has
typically been neglected in the literature. Its in portance was em phasized by P . G oldreich
(1993).). In writing Equation 10 we m ake the in plicit assum ption that the origihal array
of ux tubesm oves but no new ux loops are created or existing ones reconnected and
destroyed. They m ay not be valid exospt In the lim it of very anallv . The conductivity

is that Por (ekctron) current ow n thekE = v B =c direction, ie. perpendicularto B .
Fora given B this contribution to dissipation is not sensitive to details of ux tube radiior

them agniude ( except through the dependence of upon both ofthem .

The second tem on the RH S is from the direct drag force @long v ) on individual ux

tubes pushing through the electron sea. The drag coe cient (Pbroe per unit length of ux

tube= v ) on an isolated solitary ux tube Uones 1987, H arvey, Rudem an_and Shaham!
1986),
3 2¢n
= —— (1)
64 B

with E¢ the electron sea Fem ienergy and the radius ofa ux tube ( 10 an).
[ = mym =4 & )" with m , the e ective proton mass and , the proton plasma

density.]

T he electron resistivity, !, now hastwo contributions. O ne is the contribution from

electron-phonon scattering of Equation 9; the other is from scattering of electrons on the



{ 10 {

ux tubes them selves. Because the m agnetic ux isbundled Into intensely m agnetized ux
tubes at each of which electrons are scattered through a nite anglke ( ), there isa drag
along the electron velocity proportionalto ( ) 2 at each scattering. Equivalently the
circular tra pctory of an electron In a \uniform " B is replaced by a polygon w ith a random
scattering component  [( ) 212 at each vertex.) Because the ssparation between scatters
( ( o=B)* 3 10'B ., an) is very large com pared to hc=F ¢ 10 *an , there is
negliglble interference between scattering at di erent vertices.) The drag along the electron

velocity is just that from Equation 1. Tt contrbutes a resistivity

1 _ n . 2
e e2né’ (l )

w ith n. the number density of electrons. T he contribution of E quation 17, to
o 13)

e eph

is generally much m ore in portant than that of Equation 9. ( For typical neutron star
parameters , 10°gan ’and T = 10°K, _; 10?° swhik ' 10%'By) If

we neglct it we can approxin ate a very an all ux tube velocity in the direction ofa F

perpendicular to B by the exact analogue of Equation '§

Fc a4)
v = .
n? 2’
w ith an e ective conductivity
|
&n? &
= S+ — n (15)
0
Wenotethatv ! Owhen ! 0becauss of n nie electron conductivity, and also when

! 1 because of the in nite drag on a solitary m oving (w ith respect to thee —p s=a )
ux tube. T he contrbution ofthe second term on the RHS of Equation 15 to  is generally

negligbl in typical pulsars.
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To evaluate the m axinum J Jbefore the cutting through ofa ux tube array by a
m oving vortex array we must now consider the m axinum F TJust before cutting through

begins. From Appendix A, this is, roughly,

Ny
Fm ax ! ?B BV n — 7 (16)
with ny the vortex area density of Equation 2, B o= 2 themagnetic ed wihin a

ux tube, By B themagnetic eldwihin a vortex line, and K ) the BC S correlation

length of the Cooper pairs in the superconducting proton sea. [The force density of

the m axinum velocity (v.) with which a m oving vortex array can push a ux tube array

through the electron-proton sea n which it is embedded would be

!
102G ‘ 1
Ve = — 10 "an s ~ ; @7)
100 B

ie. v, is proportional to the ratio of vortex line density to ux tube density. The
proportionality constant, , is lmndependent of and B but does depend upon properties of

neutron starm atter below the crust:

! !

By B 60M ev  10%°*am 3

=04 n — : 18)
105G 105G E. ne

The constant  depends upon In precise estin ates of the vortex ux-tube interaction,
the ux-tube spacing along m oving vortex lines, the anglk between localB and , etc.
However the m ain problem w ith applying Equationsi17 and 1§ to ux tubem otion m ay be
the In plicit assum ption that v isso anallthatn (and thus localB ) in it is qualitatively
una ected by the electric currents lnduced by the ux tube m otion, ie. that the e ect of
F isonly to m ove the preexisting ux tubes which ram ain locally straight and uniform Iy

distrdouted. Further, the geom etrical distribution and m otion of ux tubesm ay, n realiy,
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be quite com plicated with ux tubes, the elctron-proton seas, and neutron vortex lines
m oving together w ithout cutting-through in m any regions and w ith vortices cutting through
ux tubes in others. W e em phasize that for two din ensionalm otions of the electron-proton
sea In the spherical layer just below the crust (the only core layer which directly a ects
the surface eld ) strati cation does not restrict ux tube crowns in the m ost m agnetized
regions from being m oved by vortex push from initial positions near the spin-axis all the
way down to the equator during spin-down. W e shall, therefore, consider E quation 17 as
a phenom enclogical one for the behavior of m agnetic ux tubes in the stellar core layer
Just below the crust-core nterface with B the pulsar dipok eld strength inferred from
spindown. W e take 1, about the value expected from Equation' 18, but even m ore
because Equation 17 then kads to a good description of various cbserved properties of

young spinning-down radiopulsars.

The velocity v as a function of r, and v, of Equation 17 with = 1 is sketched in
Figure 1 for a Vela-lke pulsarwith ’ 100s !,and B = 102 G .Forr, < r. the neutron
super uid vortex expansion velocity (proportionalto r, ) is slow enough to carry all ux
tubes w ith the expanding vortex array, at least in the core layer jast below the crust; ux
tube cut through occurs forr, > r.. From Equationsi4 and 17

s 2
104yrs B 12

10°am ; (19)
with T, the pulsar spin-down tine scale (@ge). Then for T, ,=Bq, 1dyrs, ie. or
Vela—lke pulsars and those m uch older, r. 10an ,ier. the stellar radiusR and all ux
would m ove out w ith the vy of the vortex array. For C rab-lke pulsars w ith Ty an order of
m agnitude an aller than that for the Vela pulsarm ost of the ux array (except that within
T, 10 'R ofthe spin-axis) would m ove out m uch m ore slow Iy than the neutron vortices.
A s ndicated In Figure 1, however, it is not yet known how fast that cut-through ux tube

outward ow should be.
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3. Surface m agnetic eld evolution and spin-dow n indices

Based upon the above assum ptions and estin ates about the Interaction between a
pulsar core’s arrays of super uid neutron vortices and superconducting proton ux tubes,
we consider below consequences of a greatly sim pli ed m odel for the evolution ofm agnetic

elds in spinning-down pulsars:

1. The crust and core m agnetic eldsw illbe described as if they were axially symm etric
around the soin axis (clkearly In contradiction to what is required for a pulsar’s
rotating radio beam s). The In portant consequence is that core ux tubes can then
m ove outward only by pushing through the core’s electron-proton sea, even if their
actualm otion ism ore com plicated (and m ight not nvolve such push through in m any

regions).

2.W hen r< r. ofEquation 19 wih = 1, ux tubesm ove outward w ith the velocity

vy of Equation 4.

3.W henr> r. uxtubesarem oved outward w ith the sn aller velocity v. ofE quation 17.
Forexamplk in the Vela pulsarv ' vy Pramost all ux tubes, but n the Crab

pulsarmost ux tubes would not keep up w ith the core’s neutron vortices. R ather,

v Crab) w (Vela) : (20)

4. The surface elds of the neutron star re ect those of the core at the corecrust
Interface. ( This, probably, would not be accom plished for exact axial symm etry. In
a m ore realistic m odel i would be expected only for the m ost strongly m agnetized
regions since som e crustalback ow Where B is weakest) would be expected to allow

the strongly forced crust m ovem ent where B is Jargest.)
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W e consider next a com parison of the predictions of such a m odel to cbservations of P ;R

and P for som e of the younger pulsars.

In this m odel the core and surface m agnetic eld con gurations of a neutron star
depend not only on the star’s soin history, but also on its (quite unknown) iniial eld
con guration. It is often convenient in calculations to assum e the surface eld to be that of
a central dipole but there are no physical argum ents supporting this special con guration
as there is , or exam ple, for the earth’s surface eld where the surface is very far from
the core dynam o currents. M ore plausbl m ight be som e (random ) m ixture of higher
(originally am pli ed by initial di erential rotation) which has pushed out through the
stellar surface in som e region. An initial \sunspotdike" surface eld con guration seem s

needed to describe the evolution of som e neutron stars which are soun-up to becom e very

of these stars soin-hem ispheres retums to the star in the sam e hem isphere as that from
which i origihates.

W ith an axially symm etricm agnetic eld con guration the soin-down rate ofa solitary
neutron star depends aln ost entirely on its net dipokemoment ( ) which can vary and is
m om ent of lnertia. The expected evolution of such a dipok m om ent is shown In Figure 2

together w ith Inferred m om ents (from cbserved spin-down rates) of radiopulsars. T hree

comm on evolutionary stages are predicted for all pulsars:

Stage a —b) In young C rab-like pulsars, r. ismuch am aller than the 10°an stellar radius.
In m ost ofthe core r, > r.. Super uid vortices there cut through m agnetic ux tubes

and v j< v j Because —/ ? 3=I¢ (essentially from dim ensional argum ents)
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TABLE 1.

Pulsar spin-down indices

PSR Ts (Y1) n Ny odel Ref.

Crab 1300 |25 | 26 | Lyne Prichard and Smih 1968
1509-58 1500 28 3 Kaspietal. 1994
054069 | 1700 |20 | 27 N andiestar and Petarson 1989

vela | 11000 |14 2 Lyne et al. 1993

n —=3 T = £ ; 1)

an all to be a prom isinhg explanation of the large 3 n ofVel, and we neglect is
contribution to Equation (21). The m odel of Section 2 suggests
A
i=3 @)’ (22)
v ]

with = > 0 fora \sungoot"-dke eld con guration, as long asm agnetic ux hasnot

yet been pushed out of the core at the (spoin) equator. T hen, for such (shorter period)

pulsars
3 n v=w : 23)

Insofarasr. > R in Vela, v = w for that pulsar. W ith this approxin ation the
m odel predicts n=2 r Vela. In the m ore general case the assumption —/ 2 3 is
reploed by —/ ( 2+ 2) where , isthe component of perpendicular to

and i isthe paralkel com ponent. For tin e ndependent  and
0 1

n=3+8¢ 24 22k_k p
— 3+

~N
~

Wy
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For a spinning dipoke in a vacuum, = 0 and equation 23 is recovered w ith n=2 for
Vela. Formuch m ore rapidly spinning C rab-lke pulsars w ith m uch sn aller spin-down
ages, but wih v still the sam e as that of Vela because of the cut-through of their
m agnetic ux tubes by theirm ore rapidly expanding vortex-arrays, the m odel gives

1
s Ts

3 n= Q@ n),

25
B vela ( )

Equation 25 is used to give the other spin-down indices in the Ny oge1 cOlim n of

Tabl 1. Com parisons w ith observations are satisfactory except for PSR 0540-69.

of PSR 054069 could be 2.7 instead of 2.0 because of a glitch jist before their

period m easuram ents of this pulsar. If this is indeed the case the agreem ent would

be satisfactory here also. For pulsars older than 10* years but not very much older,
ux tubes are predicted to m ove outward w ith the sam e velocity as vortices. For

them ¥ j 3% Jjandn 2. [If \magnetars" {Thompson and Duncan 1993), pulsars
bom w ith huge B 10° G) m agnetic elds, exist they would spin-down so rapidly
® 10 s after 14 yrs) that v Vv . Then form ost of their early lives n 3 and

would not be much dim nhished by the soin-down.]

Stage b —c) Until an age T4 10 years is exceeded, m ovem ent of the m ost strongly
m agnetized surface patches toward the soin equator is predicted to be much slower
than that of the core’s neutron vortex lnes. In much older pulsars, wih ux tubes
and vortices m oving together, a signi cant fraction of the ux should begin to
reach the soin-equator and be pushed out through the crust-core interface region
Into the desp crust. Subsequently, the core’s vortex array no longer controls the
m ovam ent of that ux. The m ovem ent of a typical ux tube is sketched In Figure
3 (for an Initial non-sunspot con guration). W hen enough ux is expelled from

the core, the huge stresses that build up in the crust Wwhose rigidity alone prevents
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rapid reconnection between north and south polar regions of core efpcted ux) can
becom e Jarge enough to exceed the yield strength of the crust. Then reconnection
allowed by crust breaking and Eddy dissipation begin. [ The m agnetic stress on
the crust could reach or even exceed BB =8 ,wih B. 10° G themagnetic eld
within a ux tube. The yield strength of a neutron star’s crust when stressed over
a surface area of radius R is jax =R where is the desp crust shear m odulus,
the crust thickness, and . themaxinum strain befre yielding by breaking
or plastic ow. (This crust strength is about 10 ! the \yield stress" of crustal
m atter.) Because , .y depends upon uncalculated details of crustal dislocations and
in purities, its value is uncertain. Typical estin ates r it give 5 .x < 10 3. Then
BB =8 16°dyne an 2 nax =R 10%°dyne am 2. In addition, and perhaps
of greater signi cance the tin e scale for reconnection because of Eddy di usion
through the thin crust is din nished because of the special coreexpelled m agnetic
eld geom etry : radial eld B ismuch an aller than tangetial eld B .. The r=ekvant
Eddy di usion tine @ ?=¢)  (crust conductivity). The unknown in puriy
contrbution to crust conductivity m akes quantitative estin ates of the di usion tin e
quite uncertain. Tt is not in plausble that it can be less than the 10° year lifetin e of
m ost radiopulsars. ] The surface eld evolution of a spinning-down star after m ost
north and south pol regions reach the core’s spin-equator and ultin ately reconnect
is sketched in Figure 4. The unreconnected ux still ft In the stellar core is roughly
proportionalto .Then / andEquation (1) givesn = 5. T his predicted decline
w ith increasing spin-period P in the dipole com ponent of the surface eld is shown as
ssgment o —c—-d) In Figure 2. W e see no reason for those strongly m agnetized north
and south polar surface regions (n agnetized \platelts") which have been pushed
to the spin-equator after some xed tin e to contain exactly equal am ounts of ux.

Any excess In the equatoral zone not canceled by reconnection would be connected
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to som e other m agnetized region which has not yet reached that zone (eg., because
it started m uch closer to the spin axis and, therefore, hasm oved away from it much
m ore slow ly). This is sketched as the region N° in Figure 4. The direction of the
rem alning dipole  depends on details of the nitial con guration; only is dim inished

m agnitude is a robust prediction.

O bservations are not n con ict wih themodel curve ssgment b —cofFigure 2. W e
note especially the eight 10? year old radio-pulsars still in supemova rem nants. Unless
strong reduction does Indeed begin , sim ilar to that indicated as segm ent b —c¢, there
is a puzzk In trying to understand the Figure 2 data. W here w ill the descendants
of these 8 Vela-lke pulsars In SNR'’s be cbserved ? If is constant the number of
pulsars .n any fractionalperiod interval P=P should be proportionaltoP 2. Thus
there should then be of order 10° pulsars w ith P 1 swih a djpok m om ent sim ilar
to that of these 8 Vela-lke pulsars. W here are they? The total num ber of slower
pulsars actually cbserved does not particularly contradict this expectation but their
Inferred  is clearly din inished. W ith the ocbserved n 14 in Vela, this absence of a
very large num ber of descendants of Vela-lke pulsars w ith the same asthat ofVela

or even a greater one would be even m ore dram atic.

Stage ¢ —d) M ost radiopulsars die before their soin-periods exceed several seconds.
However, som e w illbe In binaries where interaction wih a com panion (via winds,
accretion disks, comm on envelopes) m ay spin the neutron stars down to very much
greater periods. The core m agnetic eld would continue to drop, but ultin ately a
Iower Im it would be reached where a crust’s strength and high conductivity freezes
the crust eld even after alm ost all ux has been expelled from the core. Because
of quantitative uncertainties about the crust’s yield strength it is not known Just
when thiswill occur. Segm ent (d) in Figure 2, where crust ux freezing is assum ed

to becom e e ective, is, therefore, m ostly a plausble guess. The m agnetic m om ents
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of slow X —ray pulsars should retain such a value until crustal eddy currents decay
even though for som e of them P 16 s. O ne characteristic of the surface eld of
such soun-down pulsars should re ect the specialway in which their dijpoke eld was
dim inished. Initially separated strongly m agnetized \platelets" were rst pulled away
from each other and, if they had opposite polariy, later had their elds reconnected
after they reach the spin-equatorial zone. H owever, each strongly m agnetized platelet
ismudch less lkely to becom e stressed in a way which would have caused it to
fragm ent: wherever signi cant eld rem ains on the surface of a spun-down pulsar
it should still tend to have the sam e strong value that much of the entire stellar
surface had orighhally. Consequently, In slow Iy spinning pulsars, polar cap m agnetic
elds m easured by cyclotron resonance features In X -ray spectra should give a very
considerably higher m agnetic eld strength than that inferred from observations
which are sensitive only to the stellar m agnetic dipole moment (eg. @B i
radiopulsars and X -ray pulsars). Thism ay already be In plied in observations of
the accreting binary which containstheP = 12 sX-ray pulsarHer X-1. Tts X ray

cycltron resonance feature givesB 5 G (Trumper et al. 1978), but accretion

disk m odeling isbest t for a dipok B 10 G {Ghosh and Lamb 1979). Stages

4., G litches

The surface m agnetic eld evolution In the pulsars considered above is not sensitive to
details of the associated crust m ovam ents. For the wam crusts of very young radiopulsars

m ost of the crustal stress from spin-down induced m otion of core—- ux should be relaxed
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by plastic ow (\creep"). For cooler crusts, this is no Jonger expected to be the case. The

transition to a m ore brittle crust resoonse has been estin ated to be at tam peratures of a

like the Crab. In cooler spinning-down neutron stars the forced m ovem ent of the m ost
strongly m agnetized surface patches m ay be accom plished by large scale crust cracking.
T he sudden crustalm ovem ent m ight itselfbe the cause of crustal neutron super uid vortex

line unpinning or it m ght trigger a hydrodynam ically supported unpinning avalanche

suggest various features of observed spin-period \glitches", but they seem to di er in their

predictions about pem anent changes In soin-down rates.

Figure 5 show s the m agnitudes of the 34 glitches (sudden fractional jum ps in pulsar
Foin frequency ) reported by Lyne, P rdtchard and Shem er (1995) vs. the soin-down age
j =2 jofthe glitching pulsars. F igure 6 show s their estin ated \glitch activity" (the sum of

alldetected = devided by the totalcbservation tin e) as a function ofpulsar soin-down

the jum ps in pulsar soin rate n a glitch is a sudden soin-down of the crust’s internuclkar
neutron super uid. Because that super uid’s vortex lines can be strongly pinned to the
Jattice of crust nuclkd, the crust neutron super uid m ay not spin-down sn oothly w ith the
rest of the star. If crust neutron vortex lines m ove outward from the spin-axis only in
discrete events (glitches), sudden spin-up glitches w ill be observed for the rest of the star.
If these pinned vortices do not m ove from their pinning sites between glitches, the part of
the crust super uid neutron angularm om entum ( J ¢) which is not din nished during

the spin-down intervals between glitches ( 4) is

Jest = Lesg—g ¢ (26)
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Tosr is them om ent of nertia of the crustal super uid neutrons whose spin is determm ined by
those vortex lnes which do not unpin between glitches. D uring one or after m any glitches
the drop J ¢ is acoom plished and balanced by soin-up of the other parts of the neutron

star. Then the glitch activity is

1 Icsf -
2 = @7)
g T

where = isthe observed glitch m agnitude, I L (I Isr) isthem om ent of nertia
of all the parts of the star which, before a spin-period glitch is resolved, share that angular
mom entum Increase which balances the sudden glitch associated decrease in that of crust
neutron super uid. Tabk 2 gives the m odel result of Equation @7) for Iy’ 15 10°I
(@ typical value of the m om ent of nertia of crustal neutron super uid from neutron star
m odels) w ith the glitch activity rates of those young pulsars w hich have been observed to
glitch m ore than once and thus allow an estin ate of their glitch activity. T he com parison
between Equation 27 and observations is also shown in Figure 6. The agreem ent w ith

E quation 27 is satisfactory except for the young C rab fam ily. The cause of this discrepancy

w ill be discussed below .

A quantitative caloulation of I is com plicated because the core’s neutron super uid
vortices are inm ersed In and push on the core’s ux tube array. A 1l of the core neutron
super uid vortices would not be abl to m ove Inward quickly in response to the sudden
glitch associated soin-up of the core’s electron-proton plaan a (tied to the crust lattice by
the core neutron super uid whose vortex lines would have to push ux tubes through the
electron-proton sea or to cut through their surrounding ux tubes in a tin e too short to
be dbserved In a glitch. I would then be very signi cantly less than the totalm om ent of
inertia of the star. The straight line in Figure 6, Equation £7) wih I.=I = 15 1072,

ts observations exospt for the very young Crab-lke fam ily and the oldest pulsars
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TABLE 2

Pulsar activity in Young Pulsars

Age P ost-glitch healing fraction G litch activity 10 "yr 1)
PSR log (@ge (1)) for = Dbserved  Equation 27,
0531+ 21 310 80% 01 62
1509-58 319 ? 0 51
0540-69 322 ? ? 47
083345 405 13% 7 7
1338-62 408 11% 7 7
180021 420 7% ? 5
170644 424 11% ? 4
173730 431 3% 4 4
1823-13 433 7% 4 4
172733 441 4% ? 3
175823 4.77 01% 1 1

Note: A lldata are taken from Shem ar and Lyne(1996)

(Ts> 3 IOyears). IfI were to equalthe total stellarm om ent, this ratio gives a relatively

large Ir mplying a sti core equation of state to give a thick enough crust. On the

also need detailed know ledge of the core’s ux tube array to support a calculation of the
tin e history for core neutron vortex resgpponse, it m ay be pram ature to draw quantitative

conclusions about neutron star structure from ts of Is=I to pulsar glitch data.

Equation @7) is not a unique consequence of any one am ong various glitch theories
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based upon the discontinuous soin-down of crust neutron super uid. It holds, for exam ple,
as Jong as each crust cracking event shakes free only som e fraction of the crust neutron
super uid’s pinned vortex lines so that a typical pinned vortex line survives several glitches

before it is ulim ately unpinned (or even if there is no glitch vortex unpinning but only

glitch observations which m ay discrim Inate am ong glitch m odels, in particular, those
which are based only on spin-up vs. those which also have glitch associated crust breaking

displacam ents.

W e consider below the interpretation of glitch features within the fram ework of the
crust cracking m odel in which som e relaxation of the crustal stresses from core ux tube

m oveam ent is the prin e cause of a glitch.

a) The Crab pulsar's dipok m agnetic el appears to jump in each m ajpr Crab glitch. The
glitch history of the Crab pulsar is shown in Figure 7 for soin-rate changes relative
to a prediction extrapolated from initial observations forP , B, and P . A fter each of
the two m apr glitches there is a permm anent change In BP- indicating a crust spin-up
ratechange —=— 4 10'. Each repeated —ismuch too Jarge to be understood
as com ing from a plusbl sudden shape change. There are two much m ore credble
Interpretations for the —jum ps: the soin-down torque m ight have suddenly increased
in the glitch, or the e ective crustal neutron super uid’s spin-down m om ent of nertia

m ight have decreased because of som e rearrangem ent of crustal vortex pinning @ Ipax

than the relatively tiny = ofthe glitch m ost of which is also quickly heald).
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The rst explanation is a natural and necessary consequence of local crust cracking
causing a sudden m ovem ent of a strongly m agnetized platelet. W e note that the sign
of —would then Inply a sudden, unhealed increase In the dipole m om ent for each
m apr Crab glitch; this is consistent w ith the sign of _ for m ore gradual changes
Inferred from the Crab spin-down index (Tabl 1). The presum ed fractional dipolk
Increase corresoonds, roughly, to a sudden m agnetized surface patch displacam ent
(toward the equator) of s 2 10* R . This s does not seem In plausble when
com pared w ith rough estin ates of how large a healing crack displacem ent (if any)
could be expected when the crustalyield strength isexceeded (a s=R som ewhat less
than them axinum yield strain). W e assum e below that this s (and the associated
— ) value is comm on to allm apr glitches In rapidly soinning pulsars since it

depends only on the properties of a pulsar’s crust, not on is period, m agnetic eld,
or spin-history. Unfortunately, it is di cul to know from present data if this is the

case. Ik is, however, not inconsistent w ith Vela pulsar glitch data (cf. b)).

b) The glitch interval for the Vel pulsar is 3 years. A ccording to Equation 4 strongly
m agnetized platelkts on Vela’s crust should m ove toward the soin equator at an
angularrate T, 1, Ifthis is accom plished by repeated crust breaking glitch events a
tine 4 apart, then 4 ( s=R)T4 2 yr. This is close to what is dbserved forVela.
The related question of whether there is an unhealed —=— 4 10 in Veh after
each glitch isnot answered directly because, in distinction to C rab glitches, a new Vela
glitch occurs before healing from the previous glitch is com plete enough. H owever,
Vela's cbserved 14 spin-down Index could be interpreted sokly as the consequence of
anunheald =-—= @ n)=2,T,' 08,T,' 2 10 aftereach glitch, ie,, the
near 100% growth in m agnetic m om ent during a soiln-down tine inplied by n = 14
m Ight ndeed be acoom plished In discrete jum ps at glitches. This is not the case,

however, for C rab glitches which are too infrequent to contrlute signi cantly to the
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Crab’s3 n 05. W e note that n the Vela-lke group it would also follow from

Equation 27 that such glitches have a m agnitude

— J 10 10°; 28)

near what is observed.

c) The ma®pr Crb glitches are only a few times 10 ? as strong as the giant ones in the
oMer pulsars. G litches have not been seen at all in PSR’s 150958 and 0540-69.
The de ning characteristic of a glitch is the jum p in the soin—rate of the pulsar
crust presum ed to be caused by the sudden an all spin-down of som e crustal neutron
super uid. The crust is a Jayered structure. The desp crust w here such vortex pinning
is relevant consists of three layers, som e of whose physical properties are estin ated in
Tabl 3. The nuclkar charge of the m ost stabl nuclus (Z) and the num ber density
ofnucki () are taken from the calculations of Negek and Vautherin (1973). In the
desp crust these nucki form a coulomb lattice (ie. the electron sea has a negligble
polarization) . T he crustal Jattice m elting tem perature (T, ) is then well approxin ated
by ks Tn (Z efn, °=180. The Ty, colmn of Tabk 3 is 10 ! the calulated crust
Jattice m elting tem perature. T his is about the tem perature at which crystal Jattices

usually becom e brittle and yield to excessive stress by breaking instead of by plastic

TABLE 3.

P roperties of D esp C rust Layers

layer Z Tp K) Tosr=Tstar
a 32 2 fo 2 18
b 40 3 3 18
c 50 4 F0 6 16
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so that the ratio of brittle onset tam perature to m elting tem perature should not be
sensitive to density if the in purity fraction is xed.) The last column is a very rough
estin ate of the m om ent of inertia of internuclkar super uid neutrons in each crustal
layer (Is¢r) relative to the m om ent of nertia of the star (I). It is extrapolated, very
roughly, from the nuclear physics calculations of N egele and Vautherin at arbitrarly
selected densities by assum ing layer changes occur halfwvay between those densities at
which there is a calculation indicating di erent m ost stable nuclei. P inning does not
exist in allof layer ¢, and the I ¢ for layer c only inclides the pinning part of it. The
T, are near the estin ated deep crust tem peratures for the 10° year od Crab (and or
PSR ’s 150958 and 0540-69) . A s a pulsar cools, the st crust layer to becom e brittle
© containsonly I.=(I, + I.+ I.) 3 16 ofthe totalneutron super uid w ithin
the brittle crust of older colder pulsars (eg. Vela). Because the C rab pulsar would
plusbly be just such a pulsar, ie. one w ith a partly brittle crust, its Jargest glitches
could be am aller by just this 3  1F ratio. PSR 1509-58 and 0540-69 crusts could
be su ciently wamm that their crusts are now here brittle enough for glitches. [Snce
the supemova ram nant around P SR 1509-58 has an age of 20,000 years, much longer
than the pulsar’'s spin-down age, it has been suggested that the pulsar m ight have
been bom with a smaller m agnetic eld 20,000 years ago and becam e a pulsar only
about 10° years ago when itsm agnetic eld grew to su cient strength B lJandford,
Applkgate and Herquist 1983). However, if this is the case, this pulsar should have a
much stronger glitch activity. T he fact that this pulsar has never been cbserved to
glitch K aspi, et al. 1994) is strong support for the presum ption that its spin down

age is near its true age.]

d) In additHion to giant Vela-like glitches the m uch weaker fam ily of C rab-like glitches,
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ocbserved = within a fam ily is generally kss than the separation ketween fam ilies.
A s a pulsar cools, crust m agnetic stress from the pull of sopin-down induced ux tube
motion In the core is rst relieved by plastic ow (P SRs 1509-58 and 0540-69). At
this stage there is no crust cracking and thus no glitching. In the slightly cooler

C rab, crust layer c has becom e brittle and glitching begins in that layer. A fter 10*
yr the crust is coolenough that all three layers, a, b, and ¢, are brttle and we can
now recognize several glitch fam ilies w ith relative m agnitudes for = proportional
to the 1., L, and 1. of their respective neutron super uid m om ents of nertia (I of
Tabl 3). (This explanation m akes the assum ption that the shearing stress needed to
slide two layers w ith respect to each other, is lss than the stress which would crack

either one.)

e) Glitch magnitides, = , decrease with increasing pulsar period, and glitching
essentially ceases at P = 0:7 s rmgardless of pulsar age. This is shown in Figure 8
where the data of F'ig. 5 are replotted as a function of pulsar period. N o acocount
is taken of the reduced probability for seeing a glitch in any one pulsar or of the

larger num ber of longer period pulsars. T he one reported very an all pulsar glitch

healing.) From Equation 27) dropsin = must come from decreases in = 4=Ts.
Such decreases are expected when the glitching rate is proportional to the speed of
the m ovam ent through the crust of the crust anchored m oving core ux tubes. This
tangential speed (g) is relhted to the outward radial velocity of core vortex lines

;. = w ofEquation 4) by

_ Vo R
TR/ 2 "
Since 4 s=s,both 4sand = (fom Equation (27)) approach zero as the core’s

ux tubes reach the core radius at r, = R . However, a m ore quantitative calculation
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ofthe r, at which glitching should stop must not ignore the nite yield strength of
the crust. Because of i, crust yielding as well as glitching should cease som ew hat

before r, = R is reached.

T he three dashed curves of F igure 8 are the predicted = from Equation (27).and
Equation £29) for the three desp crust layers of Table 3 w ith their di erent I, . The
r, are related to pulsar soin-periods by

1-2

P
> =1 (0 —_— ’ 30
r, = 1, (0) 5. 30)

where r, (0) is the distance from the soin-axis of the m ost in portant m agnetized
surface platekts when the soin period P = P,y. The pltted curves are for

r, = 1, 0)= 04AR when P = Py = 0d s; Py is the sopinperiod of the Vela pulsar
fam ity where v v is nally achieved and r; (0) is taken as a plausbl estin ate.
An r, (0) of order half R, corresponds to P 05 s for canonical lJarge glitch
cessation.) The m agnitude of the giant glitches in Vela is detem ined by using the
assum ed pulsar and glitch independent s 2 1an crust displacem ent in C rab
glitches together w ith the (calculated) ratio of crust super uid m om ent of nertia to
I I. The an aller glitch m agniudes are then xed by the relative m om ents L4,

The tsofthem odelcurves in Figure 8 seem suggestive of present glitch data.

f) Crab glitches oacur at intervals larger than those between Vel glitches (3 years). M ost
m odels predict (In agreem ent w ith observations of other glitching pulsars) that the
glitching rate is roughly proportional to a pulsar’s spin-down rate. Thiswould In ply
that the C rab should glitch at aln ost 10 tin es the rate forVela. H owever in them odel
of Section 2, the glitch rate determ ined by core ux tube m ovem ent, is proportional
only to the core ux array expansion velociy. Tt will no longer be proportional to

the spin-down rate when super uid neutron vortices cut through core ux tubes as is
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expected to be the case for the Crab pulsar (cf. Figure 1). Rather

4TsS j"\/j.
7 R 3 ]

31)

W ith ¥ Fyv ] 02 for the Crab pulsar and 08 for the Vela pulsar

o that Equation 23) gives the cbserved spin-down indices, the predicted

g C rab) 044 (Vela). This only partly accounts for the long 4 (C rab). Another
contrbution to increasing i m ight com e from som e plastic ow to release stress n
the m ainly brittle layer(c). It thus appears that there are two ssparate reasons for the
greatly din inished glitch activity of the C rab pulsar fam ily, a restricted (or absent)
brittle layer which leadsto very anall = , and a cutting through of ux tubesby

vortex lines which extends 4.

g) At Jast one C b pulsar glitch has a resolvablk iniHal rise In spin—rate (Lyne, Sm ith
and P ritchard 1992, 1993). A fter any sudden m otion of the crust there can be som e
glitch-like spin—up even in the absence of any spin-down of crustal neutron super uid.
T he positions of vortices In the expanding core vortex array are determm ined by a
balance between the M agnus roes which push the vortices outward and the 10%°

ux tubes per vortex lne which encom pass each of them and restrain their outward
moveamn ent. These ux tubes are anchored by the quasirigid highly conducting crust.
W herever that crust breaks to relax som e of the resulting stress, the restraining forces
on the vortices are dim nished and the vortices m ay m ove outward to new positions.
How quickly they will do this is (cf. Section 2) still unclear and m ay di er greatly
am ong the super uid regions. W hen the new steady state is nally accom plished
there isan Increase In  , the soIn of the rest of the star, of roughly

L0 10 s
maIn = e (32)
I .,R2 2 R R

where [ ., isthe yield stress of crustalm atter, 1 is the crust thickness, s is the

crust shift in a cracking event (Section 4a ), and Ir? is the m om ent of Inertia of those



{ 30 {

core neutrons whose soin-down decrem ent is fast enough to contribute to a glitch
observation. Fora typically assumed na.x  16°dynean ? (corresponding to a yield
ssrain 3 16),and s 10°an from Section 4a,

10 °1)

33
27 (33)

This istoo an alland has the wrong dependence to be a signi cant addition to the
= of giant glitches, but it m ay be signi cant for the C rab-lke glitch fam ily. &

would di er in is iniial tim edependence from that expected from sudden crustal

vortex unpinning: instead of an initial (still unresolred ) soin-down as angular

m om entum is transferred to core neutrons there would be an Iniial soin-up asangular

momentum ows in the opposite directions. Thism ay be suggestive of the C rab 1989

glitch but m ore observations and analyses of the beginning of a C rab-like glitch are

needed.

5. Problem s

In this section we discuss special problem s associated w ith the proposed m odel which

need further Investigation. The rst is that the total heat generation predicted by the

sin pli ed version of the m odel seam s too Jarge com pared to the upper bound to it from

x-ray observations; the second is that the tin e scale for angularm om entum sharing between

neutron star-crust and som e of its core neutrons given by the m odel seem s very m uch longer

988).

Y
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5.1. H eat generation during neutron star spin-down

To m ove outward during soin-down, core vortex lines must either push ux tubes
through the coree p sea or cut through them . E ither would generate heat which must be
com pared to bounds on it from them alX -ray cbservations of pulsars. W hen there is no

ux-tube cutting and all ux tubes are pushed through a core’s stationary electron-proton

sea, the heat production rate would be

|
B’R® 4 _B R ° 10%r ° ) o)
- ergs @
302T?2 102G 10°an T, J

But soft X -ay cbservations of Vela seem to give a bound of @/ 10*°erg s ! O gelman;

m oving core vortex linesm ove w ith, or through, the extraordinarily dense ux tube array In
which they are embedded, w ithout an unacceptably large @, m ay be an in portant question
for alm ost all spin-down m odels of strongly m agnetized pulsars. Below we list various

possbilities for resolving this problem whilke still preserving essential features of the m odel

proposed in Section 2.

a) A most obvious failure of the idealized m odel is its (cbviously false) assum ption that
the core m agnetic eld of a pulsar can be approxin ated as one w ith enough axial
symm etry around  so that outward m oving ux tubesmust always m ove through
the electron-proton sea In which they are embedded. H owever, this is probably not at
all the case In regions w ith inhom ogeneously distribbuted strong core m agnetic ux
densities. M agnetic ux tube, vortex lnes and e —p plaan a m ight allm ove together
where n isvery large w ithout heat generation. In that case the integration volim e

of Equation 34 and the rekvant B ? could be much sn aller.

b) In Equation (34) it hasbeen assum ed that vortices are m oving together w ith  ux tubes

everyw here In the core. Thism ight not hold for the Vel pulsar. If the critical radiis
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of Equation 19 is only, say, about onethird of the radius of the Vela pulsar core,
the average velocity of ux tubes would be roughly three tim es an aller than that of

vortices and the totalheat generated could be aln ost an order ofm agnitude an aller.

key assum ption ofthe analysis of ux tube drag in being pushed through the e —p s=a
plagn a is that m agnetic ux tubes are relatively uniform Iy distrdbouted at least on the
m icroscopic level. If this is not the case and som e clum ping nstabilities am ong ux
tubes develops during spin down, the drag foroe on the m oving ux tubes could be
much sn aller and thus give an aller heat generation. F lux tubesm ay tend to clum p
around the m oving vortex lines (@bout 10 2 an away from each other) whik e —p
back ow occurs in between where there are aln ost no ux tubes. As in a) a relative
m otion between ux tubes and the electron-proton sea could be restricted to very

weak B- eld regions.

d) A type I superconductor m ight be fom ed by protons in m ost of a neutron star core.

From an estin ate of the core proton gap energy of 1M &V, it had been argued

acoount of the nuclkar Interaction between protons and neutrons gave a much an aller
gap energy ( 02 03M &V). It is then som ewhat lss clear whether the core
protons form a type II or a type I superconductor. Fora sti equation of state part
of the core protonsm ay well form a type I superconductor, whilke for a soft equation
of state it is probable that only the type II superconductor exists In the core protons

of a neutron star. Evidence supporting an interm ediately sti ora sti equation of

I superconductor In part of the core. There, m agnetic eld would be in a m ixed state

in which B becom es lJarge enough (  10°G auss) to quench superconductivity in som e
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an all slab-lke regions, and essentially vanishes in between them . The typical size

of such eld-free regions is about (L. )'™°B =B lam with L 10am the assum ed

scale size of the type I superconducting region. The type I region can also n uence
ux tubes In type II region to bundch together on a sim ilar 1lan scale. This could

signi cantly reduce drag forces and thus Q-.

e) Som e @-m ight escape from the star’s near environm ent as hard unobserved UV that
the soft X -ray cbservation bound for @- is signi cantly exceeded. In young -ray
pulsars such as Vela there are plausble m echanian s for the generation ofe clouds
all around the near environm ent of the pulsar. Because of the huge e' =e cyclotron
resonant scattering of X -ray photons of energy ehB =m ¢, an energy which extends
from 20K eV to 20 €V within 10 stellar radii, thise atm osphere would be optically
the am itted soft X rays m ight then be degraded to hard UV before escaping through

this m agnetized Jepton \blanket".

Am ong all of the above possibilities a) would appear m ost likely to be in portant, ie.
a fundam ental nadequacy of the idealized m odel for core ux tube m otion (especially in

layers not adpcent to the crust core interface).

52. The initial glitch tim e scale

The tine scale ( opin wp) ra suddenly spun-up crust, In a glitch, sharing its tiny

angularm om entum Jum p w ith the core’s m uch heavier super uid neutrons is usually taken

T he value estin ated from our proposed m odel or any m odel w hich Involves ux-tube drag
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or cutting-through can give a very di erent resul. Because of the drag on the 10** ux
tubes that m ust be carried inward or cut through by each of Vela’s core vortex lines to
acoom plish a an all rapid Increase in core neutron angular rotation speed, the response of

these super uid neutronsm ay be very shiggish.

ForVela’s core’s super uid neutrons very quickly to share in the angular m om entum
given up by crustal super uid neutrons in a glitch, the core neutrons’ vortices m ust m ove
inward about lan i less than 10%s. Before this occurs the core vortex array rst increases
its rotational speed In regponse to the sudden spin-up of the core’s ux tubes w ith which
these vortices Interact. This causes an incram ental nward push M agnus force) on the core

neutron vortices. T his force density

h
F nR— , R = 2R (35)
m n
w here 10  isthe mitial (unresolved) giant glitch spin—up before there is any transfer

of angularm om entum to core super uid neutrons. If the subsequent Inward vortex m otion
involves pushing ux tubes through the electron proton sea, Equation 14 gives a m axin um

Inward ux tube soeed
v —— 10"m s': (36)

Tomove hward by 1lan would then take

0 1
spin up 10's L 37)
W here ux tube cutthrough by m oving vortices occurs rst the tine scale O, .,  10°s

forB 10°G D Ing, Cheng and Chau 1993). A In ost all of the possbilities in Section 5.1
for reducing @-would also reduce i up, but for som e, or perhaps all, core neutrons the
needed reduction seam s so Jarge that it ishard to ssehow o4 wp Can becom e uncbservably

short for all of the core neutron super uid. One possbility for resolving this problem
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m ay be to acospt the m odel result that where vortices m ust push ux tubes through the
electron-proton sea or cut through them, i up IS unresolved because it is too long, ie.
far Jonger than the intervalbetween glitches ( 4). W ith the possble resolution suggested In
Section 5Ja), those vortex lines whose surrounding ux tubesm ove w ith their em bedding
e -p seamay quikly adjust ( spin up < 10%s) and also generate little @, while only a very
an allm inority of vortex lines w ith the ux tubes they carry actually m ove through their
Jocal charged sea. Ifthis is the case, although the I of Equation 27) would not include all
core super uid neutrons, it stillm ight be nearly the entire I of the star. Thiswould also
be the case if the core ism ainly a K ~condensate or quark m atter, superconductors w ith no
purely neutral super uids to be spun-up in a glitch. ( The charged ones are easily spun-up
by any m agnetic eld which couples them to the crust.) It should be noted that a large
reduction of g, up fOr som e parts of the core neutron super uid could put the tin e scale

n the range where it should contribute to glitch \healing" analyses.

It is a pkasure to thank A . A Jpar, K S Cheng, P. G oldreich, F .G raham -Sm ih, A .
Lyne, and D . P Ines for nform ative conversations. This work was supported In part by

NASA grantsNAG 52016.

A . Super uid-superconductor interactions

Because m agnetic eld Inside neutron stars are usually not aligned along the spin
axis when neutron stars soin-down (up) the outward (Ihward) m oving super uid neutron
vortices run into proton ux tubes. The Interaction between super uid neutron vortices
and proton superconductor m agnetic ux tubes as they try to cross through each other can
thus play an in portant part in determ ining the m otion of both vortices and ux tubes.

Srinivasan et al. (1990) proposed that the proton density perturbation In the center of a
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ux tube would give rise to an interaction energy per intersection

2 2

Eine Th—a—2(2p) " 0dM eV ; @1)
EZ Er,

where ., are the neutron, proton BCS correlation lengths, ,, are the respective gap
energies, Ep  the Fem ienergies and n, the neutron number density. An even m ore

In portant contribution to the Interaction energy com es from the m agnetic interaction
between neutron vortex lines and proton ux tubes and from the velocity dependence of the
nuclkar interaction between the neutrons in a vortex and the protons in a ux tube, which
is also the ultin ate cause of the neutron vortex line ux. Both can be taken into account

using an e ective G inzburg-Laudau G L) free energy (fg1) for an Interacting m ixture of

1 1
fGL = fu+ 5 va}§+ 5 I;n\fzn + Is)nvp IV-I- - (A2)
where f, is the condensation energy density, £P and 1" are the \bare" densities of
superconducting protons and super uid neutrons respectively, £" is the coupling density,

and v, and v, are the super uid velocities de ned by

h e a @3)
V, = —F —2A;
i 2m,” 7 m.c ’
h
v, = 2m—nr nt @ 4)
T he super uid electric current is
, c e .
o B)=m—p[§pvp+ e Vnl: @5)

From Equations A 5) and @ 3), @ 4) we cbtain London’s equation

A 2 eh m
o leT et Tl ®6)
P n
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with = @m2d=4 & )’ the e ective London penetration depth. For a pure proton

ux tubewithr ,= - andr , = 0,theabove equations give

vn = 0; A7)
_ my C 0 r .
Vp - Esjpe8 —ZKl 4 (A8)
0 r
B = Ko — ; ®9)

wih (= hcethe ux quantum and K, and K ; Bessel functions of order zero and one

w ith in aginary argum ent. The solutions for a pure neutron vortex Inewith r = 0 and

~ ~

r = sora superposition of a neutron vortex line and a proton ux tubewih r = .

~

and r = < can be obtamned sin ilarly.

v = 2%? @ 10)
v, = —=e_© g = hg @11)
P Pes 2 om, Pr’

r
B = Ko — @12)

w ith the total ux In a single ux tube. For an isolated neutron vortex

Ine = ofmy £"=m, £P). For a superin posed vortex lne and ux tube

s

— pn pp
= ol+my §'=m, Pl

The energy ©r each case can be estin ated from Equation (AJ). The extra energy (oer
unit length) of the superposition ofa ux tube and a vortex line relative to a distantly

separated ux tube and a vortex line is

', !
0 oMy £

E’ — —C 2TRosog 13

8 2 m, % ®13)

There arem any m ore ux tubes than vortices. W e assum e that jist before cutting through
the typical distance between two consecutive ux tubes pushed by the sam e m oving vortex

isabout , ie. ux tubes are swept up by a m oving vortex but not cut through. The
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m agnetic repulsion between ux tubes lim its their density. T his repulsion is not e ective
until the Inter- ux tube sgparation approaches . Then them axinum force density on a

ux tube array would be roughly estin ated asE=  or

| | |
-2 . .

Iy 0 mp bn _ Ny .
Fmax ’ T —2 m—n Essjp :Ir], I - 8 BvB :|1’1 - ’ (Al4)
with ny the number density of vortex lines, B = (= 2 the characteristic m agnetic el
in the cores of ux tubesand By = ( o= 2)(mp Pl=m , tP) the eld within the cores of

neutron vortex lines which are embedded in the stellar core’s superconducting proton sea.
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Figure C aptions

Fig. l.| R adial vortex line speed w, and nduced ux tube radial speed v vs. the radial
distance to the soInaxis ;). Forr, < r,; v = w; forrm > r; v < w . It isnotyet

known how farv dropsbelow v when r, > r. and two lhear possibilities are indicated.

Fig. 2 | M odel evolution of m agnetic dipole elds of radiopulsars. Star-like designations
indicate radio pulsars found in SNRs. In the m odel solitary spinning-down radio pulsars
follow thepath (@{b{c). Thepath (@{b) correspondsto the st and sscond stages discussed
In Section 3. Spin-down follow s the path (o {c{d) when eldpulled parts of the crust m ove
tow ard the spin-equator w here reconnection can begin after core ux expulsion. T he region
(d) would not be reached by a solitary pulsar, but m ay be by som e neutron stars In binaries.
Further spin-down beyond (d) would not be e ective in reducing B because the crust would
no longer be stressed above its yield strength. (Subsequent accretion induced soin-up could
retum the neutron star to (c) if the m agnetic eld con guration m ainly connects the two

SoIn hem ispheres.)

Fig. 3.| M odel form ovem ent of a single m agnetic ux tube in a soinning-dow n neutron
star core. (@) Side view of Initial ux tube path (thidker line). In the crust and beyond, the
m agnetic eld is not con ned to quantized ux tubes. Neutron super uid vortex lines are
Indicated asun lled tubes. Because the core eld would be expected to have had toroidal
as well as poloidal com ponents before the superconducting transition, the ux tube path is
probably quite tortured whilk the vortex array is quastuniform . () Top view of @) from
along the soin axis direction. (c) Top view ofthe ux tubes in the equatorial zone after long
soindown. A oconducting crust platelet m oves w ith the ux tube capitals, pushed beyond
the crust’s yield strength in part by the crust’s own pinned vortex lines and , crucially, by
the pull of core ux tubes. A s core neutron vortex m otion m oves an entrained ux tube,

that tube is ultin ately pushed into the crust core boundary for alm ost any Initial ux tube
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con guration.

Fig. 4 | M ovem ent of m agnetized patches (\platekts") on the surface of a spinning-
down pulsar: a) Iniial surface m agnetic eld con guration; b) after substantial soin-down

themain (n ost strongly m agnetized) patches have reached the soin-equatorial zone where
reconnection can occur; c) rem aining m agnetized patches after reconnection. T hem agnitude
ofB at the patch N rem ains about the sam e as its initial one in a), but the dipole m om ent

() hasbecom e much an aller and its orientation is changed.

Fi. 5.| Fractional jum ps in pulsar soin—rate ( ) In glitches as a function of the spin-down

age (P =2R-) ofthe glitching radiopulsars (Lyne et al. 1995).

Fi. 6.| Pulsar glitch activity vs. pulsar soin age from Lyne et al. (1995). The dots are
PSR s 0833, 1338, 1737, 1823, 1758. The diagonal line is the glitch activity from Equation

(18) with I.=I = 15 10°.

Fig.7 | T he rotation frequency of the C rab pulsar over a 23-year period after subtracting

an extrapoltion from the rst few yearsofdata (Lyne et al. 1992).

Fi. 8.| O bsarved glitch m agnitudes (Lyne et. al. 1995) vs. pulsar period.
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